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III TOPIC OF DISCUSSION 
 
“Lessons learned – at the doorstep of NATO, fi nal successful steps”
“The closing arguments that the countries from the BalƟ cs, 

Vishegrad / Romania, Bulgaria, Slovenia used in the last few months before 
the NATO Summit on which they were invited for NATO membership. 
What steps did the members of the Parliaments take – both collecƟ ve and 
individual? How did they react to the problems in this period?

Mr. Jan Brzezinski, 
Former Deputy Secretary of Defense of the United States for NATO 

and European policy   

Regarding Bruce Jackson, founder and President of the “Democracies 
in TransiƟ on” Project, some say that he is the greatest advocate in favor of the 
NATO enlargement in the South Eastern Europe. I know that it is not correct 
because, if we start from Ambassador Hill, he is only the leader. He indeed 
had a lot impact on the overall policy on the last round of enlargement.

Mr.Bruce Jackson 
Founder and President of the “Democracies in TransiƟ on” Project. 

How far are we in the explanaƟ on of the execuƟ ve arguments? I do 
not believe that we are in the last fi ve minutes of the game. If we speak in 
sporƟ ng terminology, we are at the half Ɵ me of the game. It is obvious that the 
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President Bush decided – adopted decision to resume with the membership 
of these three candidate countries. On 11th of March there will be hearing 
in the Congress where this decision will be considered and we also have the 
decision that should be adopted in April and the process of raƟ fi caƟ on that 
will take 24 months. The formal invitaƟ on will not be issued unƟ l all member 
states have raƟ fi ed the agreement and then the accession instruments should 
be deposited in Washington, where we have the central depository. So, we 
need to play carefully in the next 24 months. 

In my opinion there are three various level of arguments that are 
mutually interrelated. 

First of all we have the general arguments in favor of the countries 
members of the AdriaƟ c Charter but in the essence all these arguments 
suggest that we have here the Macedonian contribuƟ on in the European 
context. We are talking about the establishment of foundaƟ ons of peace 
in the Balkans i.e. 15 years of joint eff orts of the European Union and the 
United States aŌ er the dissoluƟ on of the former Yugoslavia. We also have the 
independence of Kosovo which also plays the role in the sending of invitaƟ on. 
All these things are in addiƟ on connected to the key role that the European 
Union should have in the South Eastern Europe. If no invitaƟ on is sent to 
these three candidate countries that the process with Ukraine will also get 
complicated and the global missions of NATO will get complicated. It is an 
argument that is mainly expressed in the internaƟ onal civil communiƟ es.

The second technical argument provided by the Government of 
the Republic of Macedonia, which is constantly repeated – we are qualifi ed, 
we met all the condiƟ ons and are focused on the objecƟ ve criteria. What 
happened in the nine years of the AcƟ on Plan for Membership? Around 3.000 
pages are wriƩ en about this and again it is repeated what has been done 
for implementaƟ on of the Ohrid Framework agreement and then there is 
contribuƟ on that Macedonia makes to the coaliƟ on. The fi rst quesƟ on that 
the American Senate will ask is whether they meet the condiƟ ons. During the 
years Macedonia indeed qualifi ed i.e. it met the condiƟ ons. You are not saying 
to your people why they should vote for you but simply state facts – do not give 
them conclusions or do not suggest any conclusions. The conclusions will be 
given from various poliƟ cal fi gures, the NATO Secretary General, etc. The third 
argument that is of criƟ cal importance is the contribuƟ on of the Parliament. 
If the NGOs express the general argument and the Macedonian Government 
expresses the technical arguments for realizaƟ on of the condiƟ ons, than what 
is the role of the Parliament? I think that the Parliament plays poliƟ cal role 
in three areas. Here we have the European Union and NATO member states, 
that will ask quesƟ ons about the poliƟ cal dialogue between the parƟ es and 
ethnic communiƟ es, something that was already expressed before. We can 
say that this is very successful mulƟ ethnic society and the key focus will be 
exactly on this issue. It is about issues related to the tone of communicaƟ on 
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between the ethnic communiƟ es. So, it is not about some specifi c quesƟ ons 
or issues but about the overall climate, about the processes that are taking 
place in the society. Something they are trying to do is to consider the quality 
of the Macedonian society and I think that the Parliament here plays large, if 
not crucial, role in confi rming what, in fact, Macedonian democracy means. 
Very oŌ en there are historical issues dominaƟ ng in the last phases. In this 
case it will be the name issue. So, the problem is here, regardless the various 
proposals by Nimitz – there is insistence for mutually acceptable soluƟ on, to 
fi nd such soluƟ on and I think that the fi nding of such soluƟ on is possible and 
it is at our reach. I am confi dent that the Parliament truly supports the Prime 
Minister and the President to fi nd soluƟ ons. 

Macedonia and the rest of the countries from the AdriaƟ c Charter 
will undertake this historical step which will enable not only Macedonia but 
also Europe to enter into the next phase of history. 

Mr. Jan Hamachek, 
President of the Parliamentary Commission of Foreign Aff airs of 
the Parliament of the Czech Republic     

I think that on the top of the agenda on the upcoming Summit in 
Bucharest will be expansion of the Alliance. The Czech Republic, which is 
member of NATO since the 90s, strongly supports the policy of open doors of 
the Alliance and we would like all states from the Partnership for Peace to be 
invited on the Summit in Bucharest. This symbolic, with the expansion with 
three new member states will be very important because all three countries 
are strategically located on the Balkan Region and they all have various 
religions. However, we need to have in mind that the full NATO integraƟ on 
means start of a long process in which are introduced risky operaƟ on for 
applicaƟ on of all NATO standards and acceptance of their peace operaƟ ons. 
The enlargement, aŌ er the Czech Republic, Poland and Hungary were offi  cially 
invited, having 4 rounds of negoƟ aƟ ons. The negoƟ aƟ ons were focused on 
the poliƟ cal and economic issues, on the military reforms, resources and on 
the security issues. It all ended with the signing of protocols. The process 
ended in December 1998 but unƟ l March 1999 it ended in Czech Republic 
when the Czech Republic offi  cially became member of the Alliance. We had to 
have negoƟ aƟ on teams consisted of experts, the Ministers of Foreign Aff airs, 
Internal Aff airs, Minister of Defense and the Minister of Finance because 
NATO asked quesƟ ons that we had to reply to in wriƩ en version during the 
negoƟ aƟ ons. We deemed back then, and it proved to be very effi  cient, that 
we have to cooperate with the other two countries that also negoƟ ated – 
Poland and Hungary – because it helped us to keep in touch and we had great 
use from sharing of the ideas, experiences and best pracƟ ces. Maybe one of 
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the quesƟ ons that was important during the Ɵ me of negoƟ aƟ ons and I think 
that this issue will be unavoidable topic on the upcoming debates, was our 
contribuƟ on to the NATO Budget. When it comes to raƟ fi caƟ on we had to 
raƟ fy our membership in NATO and we should have been waiƟ ng while all 16 
countries raƟ fi ed our membership and than wait again for our raƟ fi caƟ on. 
But this would have slowed down the whole process. Therefore we decided 
to condiƟ on the local raƟ fi caƟ on and we provided certain authoriƟ es to our 
Government to accept that NATO invitaƟ on, thus we did not allow for the 
whole process to be postponed but everything was happening at once – in 
Prague, Budapest and Warszawa. We did most of the homework beforehand 
instead of waiƟ ng for all the countries to raƟ fy our membership. We were 
synchronized with the other two states and we accelerated the process. 

There are two things i.e. experience that has to be shared. The fi rst one 
is about the human resources i.e. funcƟ oning of our mission in Brussels and in 
the NATO Headquarters. I think that it is every important to have permanent 
mission. For us it was also very important to establish such mission, to have 
people that will work in this mission and this is a very complex process that 
does not allow mistakes because these mistakes could impact other countries 
that are candidates for membership. To establish such mission requires very 
complex structure that has two parts – poliƟ cal and military part. These two 
parts must cooperate with each other and resolve all the problems on mutual 
basis. We thought that the process of raƟ fi caƟ on should be intensive and 
that it should be used for engagement of competent people. It was indeed a 
challenge because NATO immediately aŌ erwards provided us with access to 
all its CommiƩ ees so this was very complex task for our staff  in Brussels – to 
parƟ cipate on all these meeƟ ngs of the CommiƩ ees. Just as an example, the 
permanent mission of the Czech Republic had around 50 people.

The fi rst recommendaƟ on on which you should be focused on, is to 
recruit people in these missions.

Mr. Solomon Pasi, 
President of the Parliamentary Commission of Foreign Aff airs of 
the Bulgarian Parliament      
 
Provoked by what Mr.Bob Simons menƟ oned about the posiƟ ve 

tendency in the relaƟ ons between China and NATO, I will say something about 
two large countries – the fi rst one is China and the second one is Macedonia. 
Regardless of the fact that the relaƟ ons with China progress and improve, I 
think that it is Ɵ me to reconsider our aƫ  tude towards this country and start 
raising the relaƟ ons on a new level. More specifi cally, I believe that it is Ɵ me 
to discuss about establishment of some Council NATO-China. I will menƟ on 
three diff erent arguments in favor of this idea. In 2004 we tried to iniƟ ate 
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dialogue with China, to involve them in OSCE. In 2004 it was sƟ ll early. My 
recent visits to China and that part of the world made me believe that now it 
is Ɵ me to start again with such dialogue. If we see the map we will see that 
nine of the closest neighbors of China are also involved in dialogue with OSCE, 
so to keep aside such a big country seems unnatural to me. 

I listened to what other speakers said with great aƩ enƟ on, and I can 
not fi nd, I can not recall of a new argument that is in favor of Macedonia 
membership into NATO. All arguments so far were expressed and some of 
them were repeated. One of the things that we need to resolve is the name 
issue. The name dispute with Greece exists for 17 years. Macedonia in this 
moment is in a unique situaƟ on to have only one problem to resolve. This is 
really a situaƟ on that will not repeat. I can recall when we negoƟ ated for NATO 
membership of Bulgaria – Bulgaria was never in such a privileged situaƟ on 
to have only problem to resolve. We usually had hundreds, thousands of 
problems but we never had only one problem. 

In the period between 1949 when NATO was established up unƟ l 
today, we were in a unique situaƟ on – the NATO expansion to be related to 
bilateral issue. For the fi rst Ɵ me now, the NATO expansion is related to and 
condiƟ oned with bilateral issue. I heard the Prime Minister and I am very 
opƟ misƟ c about the future of this process. The future of this process will 
depend to a large extent on the mass media and the public opinions because 
the thing for which poliƟ cians care the most is exactly the public opinion.

Finally, I would like to give a language remark for those that do not 
understand Macedonian or Bulgarian languages, I will translate this: the 
AdriaƟ c Group is named AdriaƟ c Group in Macedonian language. In Bulgarian 
language it means Nuclear Group so I think that NATO needs fresh nuclear 
force with this AdriaƟ c Group and I am strongly confi dent that we will have 
this new and fresh fuel aŌ er the Summit in Bucharest. 

Mr. Jan Hamachek, 
President of the Parliamentary Commission of Foreign Aff airs of 
the Parliament of the Czech Republic     

When it comes to Czech Republic I think that there was a mistake that 
happened which, to some extent, impact our accession. There was a postponing 
of three months before geƫ  ng fully involved in the NATO Alliance in March 
1999. The reason for this was that the Czech Republic was not able to meet the 
minimum military requirements. We had to deal with the compaƟ bility of our 
anƟ -air defense with the system of the Alliance. The second thing we missed 
or which we did not realize properly, was our legal framework for parƟ cipaƟ on 
of our army in the NATO operaƟ ons, undertaken in accordance with ArƟ cle 5 
from the Treaty of Establishment of the Alliance. We had to correct this. This 
took Ɵ me and therefore we had three months delay.
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During the enlargement with the Czech Republic, Poland and Hungary 
three mistakes proved to be very serious. 

The fi rst one was the danger in Poland of eventual anƟ -SemiƟ c 
statements and we also had problems with our diaspora that could sƟ ll say 
some unpleasant statement even 50 years aŌ er they leŌ  the country. Poland 
managed to fi ght this and it was successful.

The second mistake was the American – we came very close in 
assisƟ ng Slovenia and Lithuania only, which was very pragmaƟ c i.e. we did a 
small round of assistance and then we stopped – it was catastrophic mistake 
from our side.

The third mistake, which is done by almost everyone, is the tendency 
not to forget to remain generous. For example, if Bulgaria has a bad day we 
simply forget it. If Romania also has bad day the following day, we again 
forget it. So we always have to remain together in good or bad. It is of crucial 
important. In the last nine years, Macedonia remained really constant and 
won a lot of friends. 

Mr. Solomon Pasi, 
President of the Parliamentary Commission of Foreign Aff airs of 
the Bulgarian Parliament      
 
I think that there are two main mistakes that were made in the last 

two or three sessions of enlargement.
The fi rst mistake was the work with the public opinion. In fact, we 

established very high expectaƟ ons in the public that aŌ er our enrollment in 
the Alliance miracles will start happening. We had to convince the people 
that our membership will not result in miracles but it is simply a need. 
Furthermore, our greatest problem is not the internaƟ onal terrorism but the 
public opinion. If we have the public opinion as our ally than the problem 
with the internaƟ onal terrorism will be much smaller. 

The second mistake (if I can call it a mistake – it is more like an 
important detail) was that we never said how wide open is the NATO door. 
We always say that NATO has open doors policy but we never say that oŌ en. 
And the people do not know whether the doors are open for them or not. 
Whenever the public is opƟ misƟ c about NATO membership, it will never 
support the membership. If you feel the opƟ mism in the public you should 
build your support on the basis of that. I think that this is very important for 
the next enlargement cycle of NATO.
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Mr. Esad Rahic,
Member of the Commission for Defense and Security in the 

Parliament of Republic of Macedonia

I want to ask you, as a Bulgarian, if you had only that problem during 
your accession to NATO what should we do since we have a problem raised by 
one of the NATO members against our historical name. How would you react? 
I would only like to add that I am certain, with the support that we have, that 
Macedonia for the fi rst Ɵ me has so much sincere and strategic allies, such as 
the United States as well as 99% of the European Union countries and I think 
that your response will give me an impetus for that how we should be thinking 
in these several weeks unƟ l our full registraƟ on into NATO membership. 

Mr. Solomon Pasi, 
President of the Parliamentary Commission of Foreign Aff airs of the 

Bulgarian Parliament      
 
Bulgaria changed its name several Ɵ mes – we used to be County of 

Bulgaria, Eastern Rumelia, the Kingdom of Bulgaria, and People’s Republic 
of Bulgaria and fi nally we became Republic of Bulgaria. There was no such 
problem when we negoƟ ated with NATO but in the negoƟ aƟ ons with 
the European Union teams there was a problem which, believe me, from 
Bulgarian perspecƟ ve is so harsh that is equal to your problem with the name. 
We were supposed to close two atomic reactors. The Bulgarian public opinion 
had fanaƟ c love towards atomic energy and with such aƫ  tude, Bulgaria had 
a chance of becoming member of the Alliance and in the same Ɵ me it did not 
want to close the atomic power plants. I assure you that the poliƟ cal price we 
paid in Bulgaria, was the maximum possible price that a society can pay for 
such decision. However, if we need to do it again, I would do it again in the 
same manner, maybe even quicker.

Mr. Stanislav Vidovic,
Head of the Sector for Security Policy, Ministry of Foreign Aff airs of 

Republic of Slovenia

Slovenia and Romania were candidates in the same Ɵ me and back 
than many of the members of the Alliance were against the membership of 
Romania. One of the allies, France, said that if we do not invite Romania we 
will not invite Slovenia either. So we were hostages of the aƫ  tude of France. 
But, that was not the problem – the greatest mistake in the fi rst round of 
enlargement was that all candidate countries were not invited at once – that 
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would have opened the opportunity to be more generous in the last round of 
enlargement. In that case there would have not been any problem with the 
change of the rules in the middle of the game and we could have much more 
easily accept the fact of membership of the three candidate countries of the 
AdriaƟ c Charter in Bucharest. 

Mr. Kreshimir Cosic, 
Member of the Commission for Foreign Policy in the Parliament of 

Republic of CroaƟ a

In the document that has similar Ɵ tle “Lessons learned” from the 
confl ict in the former Yugoslavia, one of the 12 most valuable lessons were 
about interim decisions – true decisions in real Ɵ me for prevenƟ ve policy. This 
can be illustrated with 600.000 UN soldiers that were allocated in Macedonia 
and Serbia in this region. So, if we have 600.00 troops, if Ɵ mely decision, true 
decision is adopted in Ɵ me, it will result in less engaged soldiers and if you are 
late with the decision than greater military presence will be needed. This is one 
of the lessons learned from the confl icts in former Yugoslavia. True decision 
in true Ɵ me. What is the point I want to make? The decision in Bucharest to 
send invitaƟ ons to the countries from the AdriaƟ c Charter to joint NATO will 
be the exact decision in the exact Ɵ me, especially in the context of regional 
security and stability, in the context of recogniƟ on of Kosovo. This would have 
to be true decision in the interest of the regional stability and in the interest 
of NATO and the European Union. 
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IV TOPIC OF DISCUSSION 

“The role of the Parliamentary Commissions for Foreign Policy and 
Defense in the implementaƟ on of the NATO goals and policy”

HarmonizaƟ on of the naƟ onal legislaƟ on in accordance with 
the requirements for NATO membership; development of Parliamentary 
mechanisms and pracƟ ces for effi  cient democraƟ c control over the armed 
forces; Dialogue between the members of the Parliaments on various issues 
in the area of foreign policy and security; Parliamentary awareness and 
understanding of the key issues and NATO policy; Greater transparency of the 
NATO policy.

Mr. Besim Dogani,
Vice President of the Parliament of Republic of Macedonia and 
Head of the DelegaƟ on in the Permanent Council of NATO    

Considering the complexity of the sector for security and foreign 
policy, it is very important to have well developed commission structure, 
if the Parliament should truly impact the execuƟ ve government in the 
implementaƟ on of NATO goals and policy – which is the organizaƟ on towards 
we are all aiming for. The democraƟ c supervision must involve dialogue 
between the poliƟ cal leaders and diplomats and the military offi  cials of high 
rank, based on trust, open lines for communicaƟ on and joint involvement. 
The involvement of the Parliament through the commissions will produce 
legiƟ macy and democraƟ c accountability.
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Mr. Anton Anderlic,  
President of the Parliamentary Commission for Defense and   

 Security of the Republic of Slovenia 

The Republic of Slovenia is very interested that all countries of 
former Yugoslavia join the family of the European countries – the European 
Commission – as well as become NATO Alliance members. Since the very 
beginning, the Parliament of Republic of Slovenia (in fact, since the adopƟ on 
of the basic documents that established our state) put on a very high level 
the task to secure itself from the aspect of security and safety in the circle 
of countries that do that on democraƟ c basis, who work together and care 
for the world peace. Our intenƟ on was to reach all the criteria as soon as 
possible and catch up with the member states of NATO. In the Parliament 
we discussed about how much of the GDP we should allocate for defense, 
for military, for organizaƟ on of peace keeping operaƟ ons, what is opƟ mum 
soluƟ on for countries of the size of Slovenia or Macedonia.

Because of that certain analysis were made – here we have the 
Parliament and the Commission for Defense who is in charge to take care 
in providing suffi  cient money from the State Budget, for consultaƟ ons and 
similar, but the decisions are not adopted by the Parliament. We have not 
yet reached a state where the Commission for Defense and the Parliament 
would perform their primary task in this regard – it is the supervision over 
the realizaƟ on of operaƟ ons i.e. of all acƟ viƟ es done by the army, including 
supervision over the spending of money that we designate for those needs. It 
is the phase of development. It is obvious that all governments in the world 
aim to involve as less as possible the Parliaments in the planning, informaƟ on 
and, at the end to report back so there can be insight in all acƟ viƟ es and 
perform democraƟ c supervision over the military forces. 

Mr. Zolt Nemet,
President of the Parliamentary Commission for Foreign Policy and 
Hungarian minority in the world

We need transatlanƟ c bridges so we can discuss about problems. We 
are always missing such bridges. Many of us in Europe think that NATO is the 
bridge between Europe and North America. The Parliamentary diplomacy can 
also play the key role in the strengthening of this bridge. I hope that is a good 
example of what will come in the future and that we will be able to meet in 
this format frequently.

It is obvious that the enlargement and the size of NATO are very 
important Parliamentary issues. I would like to express the full support to the 
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three new potenƟ al NATO member states – Macedonia, CroaƟ a and Albania. 
We in Hungary are convinced that they are ready for membership. We do not 
accept any new condiƟ ons and we do not support the views which deem that 
there is something else that should be fulfi lled, beside the exisƟ ng criteria. 
The Western Balkans can not be hostage anymore of this approach. The 
Western Balkans is the key aspect of the European security and I think that 
you have great chance, as a region, to enter into a new phase of its history. 
These are historical days and in such historical days it is logical to talk about 
history although we do not want to go too much into history since we are 
Ɵ red from such topics. Kosovo became independent. Albania, Macedonia 
and CroaƟ a are about to become NATO members. If there is an agreement 
today between the Macedonians and Greeks than indeed we can say that 
the following few days or weeks will be historical ones. We must not forget 
that the stability is characterisƟ cs only of one state but the stability is feature 
of an enƟ re region. This gives a legiƟ macy of group enlargement i.e. to the 
approach of group enlargement.

Mr. Zheljko Grubesic,
Advisor in the Commission for Security and Defense in the   

 Parliament of Bosnia and Herzegovina 

The countries of the South-Eastern Europe, through the NATO 
programs, should also establish model of cooperaƟ on. It will help to improve 
the relaƟ ons between the Parliaments and the Parliamentary bodies, boards 
and commissions through intensive cooperaƟ on, exchange of experienced, 
bilateral and mulƟ lateral meeƟ ngs. The assistance by the experiences 
countries is necessary. However, our experiences should be considered as 
new Chapter in the area of security and defense. The lessons learned from 
our region will be useful for the countries that are sƟ ll pioneers in the areas 
that we are discussing these two days. The NATO Summit in Bucharest should 
be addiƟ onal moƟ ve for all of us to review the work we have done, to decide 
about our future steps and to focus our cooperaƟ on and coordinaƟ on in 
direcƟ ons that will make the enƟ re region of South Eastern Europe safer and 
stronger from economic aspect. For us in Bosnia and Herzegovina, there is 
no doubt that we will become NATO or European Union members. Please be 
assured that we will be members of both. 
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Mr. Fred De Graaf,
President of the Parliamentary Commission for Foreign Policy of 
the Kingdom of Netherlands 

It is clear that the young democracies and the Parliaments would like 
to have infl uence on every part of the policy as much as possible, especially 
over the foreign aff airs. And when I compare what was done by the Slovenians 
and what was done by the Hungarians, I think that there is everywhere a 
clear tendency to restore to the Government some of the competencies. 
I think this is very clear. Therefore we, as members of Parliaments, do not 
have suffi  cient informaƟ on either experience to decide by ourselves about 
the need to allocate our troops abroad. It all depends on Government 
decision. The Government is the one that should provide full informaƟ on 
and provide full picture about the situaƟ on abroad and then, on the basis of 
those informaƟ on, the Parliament should decide whether it is needed and 
sustainable to send troops in some foreign country.

 I think that when the system of balance in your country will 
be established then it will be a normal situaƟ on where the Government will 
always be fi rst and the Parliament will follow. In Holland there is only one 
ArƟ cle in the NaƟ onal ConsƟ tuƟ on – ArƟ cle 100 which says, what needs to be 
done before we deploy troops aboard. The Government must adopt a decision, 
not only gather the Parliament but also adopt decision for sending of troops, 
then seek for endorsement by the two Houses of the Parliament. We did 
this with the expansion of the mandate of our troops in Afghanistan several 
years ago where the Parliament had to have endorsements from everyone, 
even from the opposiƟ on i.e. it was supposed to have endorsement from 
the two Houses of the Parliaments about the legiƟ macy of our involvement 
in confl icts abroad. Once again – fi rst there was need for a decision by the 
Government and then the Parliament was supposed to approve it. UnƟ l now, 
the Parliament always approved that and I think that your democraƟ c states 
will also reach this level.

Mr. Besim Dogani,
Vice President of the Parliament of Republic of Macedonia and   

 Head of the DelegaƟ on in the Permanent Council of NATO    

I would like to add that the NATO membership is of vital interest and 
large strategic goal of our country. In future, the Republic of Macedonia will 
plan its defense and development of its forces in proporƟ on with its future 
membership in the Alliance. The Republic of Macedonia must plan the defense 
and protecƟ on of its own interests, in the same contribuƟ ng to the Alliance 
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in a realisƟ c and construcƟ ve manner. It is necessary to take account of the 
fact that the Alliance remains main security system which will undertake tasks 
now and in future beyond the borders of the Alliance. I would menƟ on just 
several from many acƟ viƟ es of the Parliament related to the integraƟ on of 
the Republic of Macedonia in NATO – DeclaraƟ on was adopted to raise the 
level of relaƟ ons and cooperaƟ on between the Republic of Macedonia and 
NATO, it supported the improvement of the cooperaƟ on in the frames of 
the Partnership for Peace, Euro-AtlanƟ c Partnership Council, the Partnership 
Charter between the United States, CroaƟ a, Albania and Macedonia (known as 
AdriaƟ c Charter) including the acƟ viƟ es included in the document “Elements 
of the Strategy of the Republic of Macedonia for NATO Membership”. 

Mr. Vlado Buchkovski,
Member of the Parliament DelegaƟ on to NATO, of Republic 
of Macedonia
 
I think that this Conference is extremely important in this period that 

is ahead of us – to fi nally close the eff orts done by the Republic of Macedonia 
in the last nine years for NATO membership. Contrary to the other countries, 
the Republic of Macedonia  had experience that we do not wish to anyone 
else. That is there was no single case, beside of fulfi lling the necessary reforms 
in the area of defense and beside the signifi cant level of poliƟ cal problems, 
to sƟ ll have problem we think that goes beyond the dimensions of bilateral 
problem. We need to speak openly that, beside the serious support that the 
Republic of Macedonia has from the most powerful member of the Alliance 
– the United States – sƟ ll the Alliance is based on the rules where veto is sƟ ll 
possible. In NATO we have to recognize that Turkey is sƟ ll our greatest friend 
of ally. Thanks to Turkey every NATO document menƟ ons the fact that all of us 
would like to hear – this was promised by our Bulgarian friends and Slovenian 
friends but they have not yet done that. They need to convince Greece in this 
moment to make concessions and give us addiƟ onal Ɵ me of several months 
unƟ l we receive the invitaƟ on to join and fi nd mutually acceptable soluƟ on 
unƟ l the verifi caƟ on.

Mr. Kreshimir Cosic, 
Member of the Commission for Foreign Policy of in the Parliament 

of Republic of CroaƟ a

There is no doubt that the role of the Parliament is very important 
and essenƟ al when we try to make decisions on such sensiƟ ve issues such as 
sending soldiers to remote missions in Afghanistan or elsewhere. It is very 
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important to have the support from the ciƟ zens, to have their understanding, 
what we do there, why are we there, how long could a specifi c mission last. 
Furthermore, the role of the Parliament is very important when we try to 
establish stability and to plan some strategic decision to invest in the defense 
sector. In my opinion, the most important quesƟ on are the real capabiliƟ es 
to understand the complexity of these issues such as the capacity of NATO 
i.e. the potenƟ al of NATO to deal with all these challenges in the terms 
of equipment, consumpƟ on, modernizaƟ on and investments. The small 
countries indeed have a lot of limitaƟ ons to secure appropriate investments 
in the very expensive systems for armament. 

Mr. Vladimir Gjorchev, 
President of the Parliamentary Commission for Defense and   

 Security of Republic of Macedonia

I would like to ask a quesƟ on to my colleagues – which acƟ vity 
undertaken by your Commissions, you can share with us as the most useful. 
In other words, what are the two or three steps in the last two years that you 
did and what do you think were the most effi  cient ones. Did you maybe go 
out in the fi eld and visited the military barracks or your troops in order to 
see the specifi c results. So, which are the two or the acƟ viƟ es you did that 
would most interest us? Can you recommend to us actually, not only to us in 
Macedonia but to everyone else also or share some of the best pracƟ ces from 
the work of your Commissions. 

 

Mr. Ann Esma,
Deputy President of the Parliamentary Commission for 
Foreign Policy of Estonia

Estonia has very clear message that it supports the new applicant 
countries and we do not do that only theoreƟ cally but also pracƟ cally and 
that is something I want to share with you. The Estonian Parliament visited 
all the countries in the region and we organized very oŌ en joint missions 
with our colleagues from the Commission for Defense and Commission for 
Foreign Policy of the Estonian Parliament. We visited Macedonia and all the 
countries in the region, including Albania. When it comes to the aspiraƟ ons 
for membership I have to say that in the last three years these visits were very 
frequent and we were very acƟ ve in the Balkan region. 
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Mr. Prech Zogay,
President of the Parliamentary Commission for Foreign Policy of  
Republic of Albania

Some two or three weeks ago, the Commission for Foreign Policy 
of our Parliament raised an initaƟ ve to develop a resoluƟ on about the fi nal 
steps of Albania before it joins NATO. AŌ er this resoluƟ on we established 
two commissions in our Parliament – Commission for Reform of the Electoral 
System and Commission for Reform of the Judiciary System. These two 
Commissions are extremely important reforms for democracy and for our 
future. This is an iniƟ aƟ ve of our Commission, our resoluƟ on was adopted 
unanimously with consensus. I would like to join my colleague from CroaƟ a 
in his statement that the decision to issue invitaƟ on for membership is a real 
decision in real Ɵ me. We heard what types of mistakes the member countries 
did on their path towards accession. If certain country became NATO member 
prematurely, then Macedonia, CroaƟ a and Albania, in fact, will become NATO 
member’s states too late. 
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Conclusions and closure of the Conference 
“NATO – Bucharest and Beyond”

Mrs. Flora Kadriu, 
President of the Parliamentary Commission for Foreign Policy of 
Republic of Macedonia

I would like to summarize the discussions in the last two days on our 
Conference. First, I would like to thank you for the great response and for 
your parƟ cipaƟ on on the Conference which is expression of our great interest 
in this topic “NATO – Bucharest and Beyond”. We all agreed that the NATO 
Alliance is faced with serious challenges. Since 1949 six various strategic 
concepts were made and now, before the Bucharest Summit, the Alliance 
is about to adapt itself to the new challenges. These challenges are issues 
related to fi ght against terrorism, energy security, protecƟ on from cyber 
aƩ acks, rocket defense and other issues. We are deeply convinced that it will 
have signifi cant sƟ mulaƟ on and stabilizing eff ect for our turbulent region and 
will be of wider strategic importance in relaƟ on of improvement of the policy 
of future enlargements. The A-3 Group (Macedonia, CroaƟ a and Albania) 
passed good number of years in serious preparaƟ ons for NATO membership. 
The AdriaƟ c Charter for partnership between Macedonia, Albania, CroaƟ a and 
the United States proved to be a very important instrument for realizaƟ on of 
the individual and joint achievements for full Euro-AtlanƟ c integraƟ on. This is 
expressed in the signifi cant contribuƟ ons with soldiers in the operaƟ ons and 
missions in Iraq and Afghanistan. We are happy that environment of openness 
and acceptance into NATO Club has been created. We felt this through the 
permanent contacts, seminars, trainings, conferences and the event today is 
exactly one of those events. AŌ er the declaraƟ on of independence of Kosovo, 
NATO confi rmed that the KFOR forces will remain on Kosovo on the basis of 
the UN ResoluƟ on No. 1244 and in accordance with their operaƟ onal plan. 
It means that NATO will decisively respond to any eff orts to endanger the 
security and stability of the people in Kosovo. 

Mr. Vladimir Gjorchev, 
President of the Parliamentary Commission for Defense and 
Security of  Republic of Macedonia

The implementaƟ on of the NATO goals and policy requires engagement 
and dedicaƟ on by us, the members of the Parliaments, in harmonizaƟ on of 
the naƟ onal legislaƟ on with the NATO requirements for membership. In many 
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occasions it was menƟ oned that Macedonia is dedicated to build integrated, 
mulƟ -ethnic society as well as the posiƟ ve experience that is inspiraƟ on for 
the countries in the region and beyond. The challenges that we face are 
also challenges of other countries of Central and Eastern Europe but also of 
Western Europe as well. The Macedonian mulƟ ethnic society faced with the 
challenges, has its own manner of funcƟ oning and we recommend our model 
to all those countries that are facing the challenges of diversiƟ es. Regarding 
the role of NATO in the South-Eastern Europe, it was sƟ mulated and supported 
during the discussion. The Governments of the countries that aspire for NATO 
membership should accelerate the realizaƟ on of the reforms and the priority 
tasks that will result in realizaƟ on of the NATO standards and receiving of 
invitaƟ ons for membership on the upcoming enlargement of the NATO 
Alliance on the Bucharest Summit. Following the experiences of the countries 
from Central and Eastern Europe, the AdriaƟ c Group is ready for expansion 
and support of the other countries in the region on their path towards 
Partnership for Peace and eventual NATO membership. Regarding the roles 
of the Parliaments and their Commissions, emphasized was the importance 
of the Parliamentary dimension as one of the key pillars in the establishment, 
strengthening and transparency of the process of Euro-AtlanƟ c integraƟ on of 
the countries in the region. In the allocaƟ on of military forces in crisis regions 
it is the NaƟ onal Parliaments that play the key role. It is even more responsible 
because we have to explain to our voters and the public why our military forces 
should be part of these risky acƟ ons outside of our borders. It also implies 
increased Parliamentary responsibility in relaƟ on to improved supervision 
and control over the armed forces. I would add something to this – in the last 
few years our Parliament never had a single vote “against” in relaƟ on to the 
operaƟ ons in Iraq, Afghanistan, Lebanon and Bosnia and Herzegovina – we all 
voted in favor because we were aware that we are responsible, that we have 
to contribute and that the NATO membership means solidarity. Regardless on 
whether the Governments changed on not, regardless whether we had the 
leŌ ists or righƟ sts in power, whether we had large or small parƟ es, whether 
the members of the Parliament were ChrisƟ ans or Muslims, Macedonians 
of Albanians, Bosnians or Serbs, Turks, Romas, Vlachs or anyone else, we all 
jointly voted in favor of these operaƟ ons and I believe that such consensus 
will conƟ nue in future also.

We are here, we live here to do something beƩ er, to understand 
each other. We strongly believe that all our countries in the Balkans have the 
capacity to build new Balkan, disburdened from the remains of the past and 
constant confl icts. We have common goal and common interests. Our people 
have the same aspiraƟ ons and common future, European future. Further 
eff orts are needed in order to make sure that the progress achieved is certain 
and irreversible. The reconciliaƟ on in the Western Europe in the last 50 years 
is good lesson and recommendaƟ on to all of us on the Balkans how we should 
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reconcile and we already do that. Our policy should be proacƟ ve that will 
facilitate the integraƟ on of the region in the Euro-AtlanƟ c structures. In this 
regard, we will focus our energy in the last few weeks before the NATO Summit 
in Bucharest, where we expect to receive the long awaited invitaƟ on. 

Two million people that want to have beƩ er life, that deserve beƩ er 
life, that have the right on secure life and who expressed themselves on the 
elecƟ ons about their opinions, standpoints, aƫ  tudes and the tolerance that 
they built in the last 17 years, proved that we, as a society, deserve to be 
NATO member. Your Governments in two months Ɵ me would have to adopt 
important decisions. Your Governments will vote in Bucharest i.e. they would 
have to either support or not the decision of this country to become NATO 
member. 

Decision will be made for two million people that want to have 
prosperity, safer future and share the same beliefs, hopes, inspiraƟ ons as your 
ciƟ zens, your families and friends in your countries. It is Ɵ me for these winds, 
these moments, to fi nally arrive on the Balkans because some of our ciƟ zens 
deserve that. I hope that your Parliaments, maybe some of them this year 
already, will vote in favor of the membership of the Republic of Macedonia in 
NATO. I know that your agendas are very busy and that your schedules are full. 
However, the faster raƟ fi caƟ on would mean an encouragement for all of us.  

Our soldiers are side by side with your soldiers in the most diffi  cult 
situaƟ ons. Our soldiers are already acƟ ng as part of the NATO army. I would 
say again – your quick raƟ fi caƟ on will be large, indeed large and specifi c 
encouragement for all of us, for our soldiers, for our Army but also for the 
two million people of Macedonia that would like the stability that NATO will 
bring and reducƟ on of unemployment, greater economic growth and greater 
investments. 
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 The Conference “NATO – Bucharest and Beyond” is one of the most 
signifi cant event that ever happened to Republic of Macedonia. Having 
in mind the fact that the Euro – AtlanƟ c integraƟ on is what Republic of 
Macedonia strives for, and this Conference is just the beginning of the cycle 
of lobbying and support for Republic of Macedonia. The above menƟ oned 
speeches clearly represent the aƫ  tude of the parƟ cipant countries regarding 
the Macedonian –Greek issue, and precisely defi ned aƫ  tude towards the 
NATO aspiraƟ ons. This review includes most signifi cant part of speeches, in 
the same Ɵ me presenƟ ng a symbiosis of a unity between the parƟ cipants, 
for one and clear discussion for other issues related to the NATO alliance. 
The parƟ cipants shared their own experience about the road they past in 
geƫ  ng into NATO, nobly gave precious advices and idenƟ fi ed possible brakes 
for the three country candidates. The parƟ cipants spread its view regarding 
the following Summit, the fi ght against terrorism, energeƟ c security, defense 
from cyberneƟ c threats, rocket defense and etc. Having fi rm stand and deep 
believe that all this will have great stabilizing signifi cance for this turmoil’s 
region and will have broader strategic signifi cance referring the future 
enlargement.  

“Every large undertaking started as utopia and ended as reality” – 
Richard Coundenhove Kalergi 
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