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I - Mission 

The long-term goals of the project are strengthening the capacities of local and national 

actors to jointly identify and address the root causes of violent conflict and of socio-political 

tensions, consolidating a culture of consensual dialogue and cooperative decision-making, and 

increasing the level of mutual knowledge and trust between the main actors of the peace 

process, thus contributing to the reduction of social tensions and the strengthening of the 

democratisation process, particularly the implementation of the Ohrid Framework Agreement. 

By stimulating and enriching the public debate on the fundamental character and identity of the 

Macedonian society, the project aims at facilitating the consensual generation of a locally 

owned common vision for the future and pragmatic sectorial strategies for the peaceful 

development of the country. The results and lessons learned of the project are constantly fed 

back into its field operations and inform the general debate on participatory peace-building in 

South East Europe. 

2 -Approach and methodology 

A locally-owned initiative, the Project for Common =ion (PEVJ uses the 

methodology developed by the War-tom Societies Project (WSP) to facilitate an inclusive 

long-term process of participatory policy dialogue and research aimed at rebuilding trust 



between conflicting actors. Priority is given to the patient generation of consensual policy 

evaluations and collective visions o f t  he future, with particular attention to  1 ocal actors and 

issues that tend to be marginalised or ignored in the post-conflict environment. 

In the preliminary "Country Note" phase - almost l l l y  completed in 2002 - the multi- 

ethnic Macedonian research team, supported by a network of local partners, engaged a 

representative group of local, national and international actors in a "bottom-up" process of 

dialogue regarding the causes of the violent conflict, the main policy issues of the present, and 

the actors' expectations and visions for the future. Through a low-key engagement of diverse 

ethnic groups, social categories and political institutions, the PEV team aimed at building a 

comprehensive portrait of Macedonia's post-conflict environment, as depicted by the actors 

themselves, while a t  the s ame time opening channels o f c ommunication and facilitating the 

establishment of cooperative relations between them. 

Aware of the fact that the restoration of trust requires a gradual long-term process of 

dialogue between the team and the actors a s  well as between actors themselves, the project 

team focused in the first phase on the generation of a "Macedonian Country Note" that 

synthesises the actors' understanding of the main developmental and policy problems of the 

country, reveals their common vision(s) for the future, and underlines the cleavages separating 

the actors of the peace process. This consensus paper, whose first draft will be shared with the 

domestic and international actors during the first four months of 2003, distils the opinions, 

interests, demands and evaluations of the participants and serves as a basis for further in-depth 

dialogue and participatory research around several key policy issues identified by the project's 

participants. 

The main methods used by the PEV team and its local partners were: public meetings, 

community interviews, workshops, non-directive interviews, community surveys designed to 

complete community meetings and triangulate other data gathering techniques, video and 

photo recording and sharing (the films produced by PEV are listed in Annex C). All methods 

were adapted to local socio-cultural and political conditions with a view to maximise the 

representativity of the groups of participants and to minimise the theoretical andlor political 

bias of the PEV team. The preparation, organisation and follow-up activities in the field were 

achieved through a close collaboration with local resource persons. 

The absence of an external agenda, self-selection of participants rather than external 

"sampling", spontaneity of debates, a systematic emphasis on commonalities, on the need for 

honest and inclusive dialogue, genuine understanding and peacell interaction in a multi-ethnic 
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society represent the key themes of PEV's non-directive dialogue with the participants in the 

process. 

3 - Activities 

Initiated in October 2001 with the engagement of the Macedonian Project Director, the 

project became operational in late March 2002, when the WSP International branch office in 

Macedonia - bearing the self-designated name "Project for Common Vision - P E T  -was set 

up.' Following an intense period of training and team-building, the first field activities took 

place in May 2002. 

The main activity of the project in 2002 was undertaking field dialogue and research 

through community meetings, workshops, and surveys throughout the territory of the country, 

with a special focus on isolated or marginalised rural communities which had been a source of 

social unrest or organised violence in the past and on key decision-makers and opinion formers 

at national level. This was completed by repeated expert meetings with political party leaders, 

state authorities, academia, mass-media and representatives of the international community, as 

well as basic documentary research - including audio-video research - aimed at completing the 

results of these direct dialogue activities. 

Throughout 2002, PEV organised and facilitated 15 major regional meetings and 

workshops in rural and urban communities, a large inter-regional meeting grouping the 

representatives of the communities covered in the first part of 2002, 12 meetings with the 

leaders of the political parties and on-going consultations with party representatives, applied 

and analysed 15 community surveys covering 1430 subjects representative for the country's 

social and ethnic categories, produced approximately 40 hours of video footage and three 

independent films covering the project's field activities, and held more than 100 meetings with 

representatives of the Macedonian Presidency, Government, ministries, scientific and 

education institutions, local and international NGOs, diplomatic representatives and 

intemational organisations, Macedonian and international mass-media, community leaders and 

public opinion formers. After engaging the main stakeholders of the peace and reconciliation 

' Backsto~ed by a p r o m e  officer based in Geneva, the P r o i d  for Common VLrion is implmted  through the WSP 
lntematioyal b&choffice in Macedonia, currently composed oftheproject director, three researchers, one Wand Audio- 
Video exwrt one translator. and five eeneral SUDwrt staEladminimtor, secretary, driver, @, cleaner). 7he omrdinates of  
th;;ffi&are: Boulevard K&e ~ i s i r&v - ~ ~ ~ ~ a v m v k a  i1 sprat local 14, 15. skopje loo6, Macedonia 
Tel: +389 (0)2 222 183; 222 184; 130 222. Fax: +389 (0)2 222 176. www.wspintemational.org 



process in its forums throughout 2002, the project is now close to completing its preliminary 

phase. 

As planned in the preparatory phase of the project in 2001, the Macedonian project 

team took the lead in the "nationalisation" of the WSP approach and designed a locally-owned 

programme of work adapted to the needs and requirements of the participants in the project's 

activities. Thus, the completion of the Country Note phase is now likely to take place towards 

April 2003, an adjustment to the programme of work initially designed by the Geneva staff in 

August-October 2001 that is justified by several reasons: (i) the major factor is that the initial 

programme of work - shared with the project's prospective donors - forecast the end of the 

Country Note towards the end of August 2002 on the assumption that a complete country team 

would be in place on 1 January 2002; this did not happen due to a three-month delay in 

registering the branch office and late disbursement of funds by the project's donors, leading to 

the completion of the research team in early May 2 002; (ii) the influence of the September 

2002 parliamentary elections in Macedonia on the availability of certain political actors to 

participate in  P EV's activities before, during and after elections, a s  well a s  the demands o f 

local actors for repeated project activities in their areas; (iii) the slowdown in field activities 

induced by the current restructuring of PEV's research team in accordance with the needs of 

the main dialogue and research phase, namely the recruitment and training of specialised 

researchers for the main themes selected through the Country Note phase. 

During the field research - particularly as a result of the regional and community 

meetings - it became obvious that many groups maintain very strong negative stereotypes and 

an almost complete lack of first hand knowledge about the other ethnic communities, often 

identified as "the enemy". The interruption of contacts between the citizens &om the war-tom 

or conflict-prone areas resulted in the strengthening of deep psychological and cultural gaps 

and in a dangerous weakening of mutual trust and of the will for honest inter-ethnic and civic 

dialogue. 

To further address this basic problem of social communication and to obtain collective 

endorsement for its preliminary field findings, PEV organised a large inter-regional meeting 

grouping the representatives of the rural and urban communities covered through field 

activities, as well as national civil society leaders. Organised in Ohrid between 20-22 

September 2002 under the title "The Power of the Citizens and the Future of Macedonia ", the 

forum was one of the very few of this kind since the country's independence in 1991. 

Considered a success by all participants, the meeting allowed a frank exchange of opinions and 
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visions between Macedonia's main regions and ethnic groups and led to the formation of the 

core Project Group that will guide the activities o f  PEV in the main dialogue and research 

phase in 2003. It also offers an idea of the way the project's Working Groups (expert groups 

dealing with a key problem of the rebuilding process) will address simultaneously the needs for 

inter-ethnic reconciliation and participatory policy evaluation and design through dispassionate 

research-based dialogue. 

In mid-October 2002, two researchers and the director of the Project for Common 

Vision participated in the WSP Global Gathering in Jongny, Switzerland. The meeting served 

as an important self-evaluation and knowledge-sharing forum for the WSP country teams and 

the WSP International Secretariat, particularly in terms of enriching the common experience in 

the use of video research in conflict prevention projects and in initiating peace-building 

projects in environments characterised by relatively high-intensity conflicts. "Horizontal" 

relations of collaboration between the Macedonian branch office and other WSP projects have 

been developed, particularly as a result of the WSP Global Gathering and through direct 

dialogue between the respective Audio-Video experts. The development of the WSP 

Intemational website increased the visibility of other projects and facilitated the sharing of 

knowledge and mutual learning but more ffequent interactions between the WSP projects could 

- be stimulated. 

Towards the end of 2002, recognising the importance of diaspora groups for the 

internal dynamics of Macedonia, the project designed additional activities (workshops, group 

interviews and meetings) aimed a t  engaging the multi-ethnic representatives o f  M acedonian 

diaspora in Switzerland in the process leading to the drafting of the "Country Note". This mini- 

project has been initiated in late January 2003 by a former PEV researcher assisted by a local 

consultant, and is currently under way. 

4 - Participants in project activities 

The project's main premise is that in order to strengthen the peace and reconciliation 

process and increase the legitimacy of the Framework Agreement, a deeper participation of the 

local and national actors in pragmatic and open public policy debates is needed. As a result, 

PEV focused its activities not only on all political parties - some of which had not been 

engaged in the Framework Agreement process - and on state actors, but especially on local 

communities and civil society actors whose engagement in the peace process is key for the 



socio-political stability of the country (e.g. former NLAAJCK fighters or representatives of the 

ethnic minorities which had not been involved in the 2001 conflict). 

Particular attention was paid to ensuring the representativity of the project's group of 

interlocutors, both fiom the standpoint of the socio-economic, gender and political criteria of 

stratification and from the point of view of the need to equally cover conflict-tom communities 

and regions not engaged in conflict. Combining the above criteria allowed the team to select 

communities with diverse social profiles (multi-ethnic war-tom communities, multi-ethnic 

communities not affected by war, monoethnic communities directly affected by war, 

monoethnic communities not engaged in violent conflict, etc.), aiming at capturing the largest 

possible range of moderate and radical voices and visions. Ensuring that the process of 

dialogue and analysis is not only participatory but also inclusive was a key condition for 

further consolidating the participants' authentic expression and their trust in the usefulness of 

the process. 

At the same time, the importance of Euro-Atlantic integration as a strategic interest for 

Macedonia required the active consultation of intemational community actors (multilateral 

inter-governmental organisations and bilateral assistance agencies, intemational NGOs, 

representatives of the neighbouring countries) in parallel with the facilitation of locally-owned 

policy debates concerning Macedonia's future. Below is the list of the domestic and 

intemational actors engaged in PEV's activities in 2002. 

May - December 2002 - Field dialogue and research activities directly engaging the 

following rural and urban communities: 

Dervent region: Villages Ciflik, Grupcin, and Debarce. 

Tetovo area: Tearce, Tetovo. 

Gostivar 

Bitola region: Capari, Dolenci, Bitola. 

Prespa region: Krani. 

Reka region: Rostuse, Zirovnica. 

Strumica region: Bosilovo, Drazevo. 

Kumanovo area: Lipkovo, Opaje, Matejche, Lopate, Kumanovo. 

Skopje region: Jurumleri, Idrizovo, Ognjanci, Shuto Orizari, Saraj. 

Probistip, 27 August 2002: PEV meeting with the local community of miners under 

the title "Flowers for Peace" (the meeting took place in the Probistip mine and its theme was 



inspired by the paintings of Zhivko Popovski, present together with apersonal exhibition at the 

meeting as well). 

Ohrid, 20-22 September 2002: inter-regional meeting gathering more than 40 local 

representatives mandated by their own communities to participate in PEV's forum (including 

former NLAAJCK fighters), national civil society leaders and the project's local consultants 

and partners. 

Prespa region: Carev Dvor, 26 September 2002: PEV meeting with the local 

community under the title "The Apples *om the Garden of Peace'', with an exhibition of 

painter Zhivko Popovski. 

These field activities were completed by documentary research and on-going dialogue 

with local and national representatives of ethnic groups (e.g. the Roma, Turkish and Jewish 

communities) and with the project's network of local partners. 

As reflected in PEV's film "Auctoritas in Senatu", the project engaged the 

representatives of the political parties in the process of dialogue. Apart h m  the constant 

interaction of the PEV staff with the parties throughout 2002, the project director had a series 

of bilateral consultations with the leaders of the following political parties before and during 

the September electoral campaign: PDP (Party for Democratic Prosperity of Albanians in 

Macedonia), DPA (Democratic Party of Albanians in Macedonia), NDP (National Democratic 

Party of Albanians in Macedonia), DUI (Democratic Union of Integration), SPM (Socialist 

Party of Macedonia), Party of Vlachs, Progressive Party, SDSM (Social Democratic Union of 

Macedonia), DA (Democratic Alternative), Party of Bosniaks, Alliance of Romas, Party of 

Republicans. 

Throughout 2002, on-going consultations were held with the Macedonian President 

and representatives of his office, government officials, as well as representatives of academic 

and civil society organisations: Macedonian Academy of Sciences and Arts - with which closer 

collaboration is envisaged during the next stages of the project -, Helsinki Human Rights 

Committee, the Institute for Juridical, Social and Political Research, South East Europe 

University - Tetovo, University of Bitola, Faculty of Economics in Prilep, Macedonian Centre 

for International Cooperation, Euro Balkan, Children Embassy - Prilep, Polio Plus - Skopje. 

The interactions with the local, national and international mass-media were carefully designed 

with a view to maintaining an undistorted and relatively low-key public image of the project 

during the key Country Note phase. In its relations with mass-media, the project placed a 



greater emphasis on communicating its approach and preliminary results through local 

newspapers, radio and TV stations. 

In 2001 and throughout 2002, meetings and consultations were held with the diplomatic 

representatives of Bulgaria, Yugoslavia, Greece, Albania, Bosnia and Hercegovina, 

Slovenia, Sweden, Germany, Switzerland, United States, Denmark, Norway, Canada, as 

well as with representatives of the following international organisations: European Union, 

NATO, OSCE, Swedish International Development Cooperation Agency, US Agency for 

International Development, United Nations Development Programme, United Nations 

Children's Fund, Geneva Centre for the Democratic Control of Armed Forces, Open 

Society Institute, International Crisis Group, European Centre for Minority Issues, 

Nansen Dialogue Center, Slovene Philanthropy, Kosova Action for Civic Initiative - 
Pristina, Regional Institute for Development Studies - Belgrade, Anatolian Development 

Foundation, Committee for Human Rights - Karlovac, International Catholic Migration 

Commission - Kraljevo, The Institute for Strategic and International Security Studies - 
Washington, Catholic Relief Services, American Friends Services Committee - Budapest, 

The Fund for Peace - Washington, KUDA - Novi Sad, Centre for Research, Training and 

Documentation in Human Rights and Democratic Citizenship of the Faculty of 

Philosophy, University of Zagreb. In many of these institutions the project director and the 

PEV staff participated in expert meetings focused on the project's approach and impact. 

5 - Results 

The products of WSP projects are both tangible (e.g. a consensual Country Note, policy 

recommendations generated through the dialogue and research activities of inclusive working 

groups) and process-oriented (trust-building, opening or deepening of communication channels 

between antagonistic parties, awareness raising and bridging of information gaps that separate 

actors, participatory deconstruction of ethnic and/or political stereotypes, consolidation of 

democratic values and attitudes, reduction of socio-political tension). While the former results 

are likely to be produced more intensively in the last part of the preliminary phase and during 

the main phase of the project in 2003, the latter are more difficult to be captured in a 

quantitativeltangible format. The narrative analysis below and the video products generated 

through field activities in 2002 aim at describing the complex psychosocial and political impact 



of the project upon its participants in the preliminary Country Note phase. Nevertheless, a 

longer-term perspective in the evaluation of the project's results is needed. 

The main strategic conclusion derived &om the opinions expressed by the large 

majority of participants is that, in contrast with commonly held stereotypes, the people of the 

Republic of Macedonia are clearly in favour of a stable multiethnic society and an inclusive 

state that allows the peaceful coexistence of all its citizens under the rule of law. At the same 

time, important cleavages exist between the different demands and visions of the future held by 

various ethnic groupings and political actors (including between local and international actors), 

which reinforces the need for a patient process of dialogue and trust-building at all levels of 

social life. In particular, a further integration of local and national demands and perspectives is 

likely to dispel dangerous stereotypes and gloomy forecasts common amongst domestic and 

external political actors. Given the interdependence between the economic and socio-political 

causes of the conflict, addressing basic developmental and governance issues through policies 

rooted in the citizens' needs is similarly urgent. 

The first draft of the Country Note - now in the final phase of its elaboration - reflects 

the on-going interactions between the PEV team and domestic and international actors 

regarding the origins o f t he violent c onl%ontation in  2 001, the current economic, social and 

political context, and the actors' definitions of the optimal strategies and policies for 

addressing current tensions and crises, with an accent on their vision(s) for a stable and 

multiethnic Macedonia. 

One of the tangible ways in which the project sought to positively influence the post- 

conflict inter-ethnic relations was to inform the public debate concerning the attitude of the 

Albanian community towards its future in the Macedonian state. Without jeopardising its 

image of impartiality or the trust local communities invested in its multiethnic team, PEV 

directly contributed to the clarification of this important public opinion and policy issue 

through the timely sharing of the results of its field dialogue in the mono-ethnic Albanian 

region of Dement with central mass-media in the months preceding the September 

parliamentary elections (see Annex A). In contrast with the results released by the US 

Department of State in June 2002, PEV revealed that at community level Albanians - 

particularly former NLA fighters - see their future within and not outside the Macedonian 

state, and that the Albanian communities do not define the violent conflict in 2001 as an inter- 

ethnic o r  communal conflict, and especially not a s  an inter-ethnic conflict without solution. 

The rapid and comprehensive implementation of the Framework Agreement is s e n  by 

9 



Albanians as a key step towards reconciliation and better governance. PEV's field findings 

offered a solid basis for the clarification of this issue and for correctly forecasting a positive 

trend in the dynamics of inter-ethnic relations. 

In contrast to this highly visible public intervention, PEV also facilitated less 

spectacular but not less effective meetings with citizens from rural communities. The August 

meeting with Macedonian miners in the mono-ethnic community of Probistip and the follow- 

up interactions considerably raised the awareness of the participants regarding the need to 

stimulate and maintain a direct dialogue with those local actors who are generally perceived as 

"ethnic enemies". 

Repeated meetings with rural community representatives revealed that the patterns of 

political in-fighting common at national level tend to erode well-established local traditions of 

inter-ethnic cooperation: "when theyjight in Skopje, wejight here too" was the comment of a 

villager in Dervent. In conflict-tom areas (e.g. Tearce, Dervent, Kumanovo), the absence of 

sustainable dialogue between the representatives of state administration (particularly police and 

security forces) and local actors maintains a climate of mutual distrust and a deep 

dissatisfaction with the performance of governance structures. Positive patterns of inter-ethnic 

collaboration in under-developed communities are not sufficiently shared with other regions 

and tend to receive scant support from national actors. Thus, a complex mix of inter-ethnic 

distrust, broken "vertical" and "horizontal" communication and policy failure maintains the 

latent sources of social tension. 

These and other field results have been constantly shared with the participants in the 

project's activities with a view to raising awareness regarding the relative importance of 

economic, cultural and educational grievances, governance issues (particularly the 

implementation of the Framework Agreement), and inter-ethnic relations on the post-conflict 

agendas of the diverse local and national actors. 

This type o f 1 ow-key dialogue activities greatly helped i n  stimulating the process o f 

dialogue-research and served the important purpose of consolidating the trust of local actors 

both in the PEV team and in the participants coming fiom different regions, with different 

ethnic and social, economic and political backgrounds. 

The benefits of this "bottom-up" strategy were reaped, amongst other situations, with 

the occasion of the inter-regional meeting organised in Ohrid in late September, with the 

participation of representatives of the communities covered during the preliminary field 

activities. The meeting, reflected in PEV's film "With Contacts Against ConJlicts", was 
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organised in spite of adverse political and security conditions with a view to build the project's 

main group of local participants, endorse its substantive findings, and facilitate a direct sharing 

of grievances, ideas, visions and policy evaluations between the civic leaders mandated by 

their communities to represent their community and regions. 

Beginning as an informal - but relatively tense - exchange of information and 

perceptions on local and national problems, the meeting acquired the character of a more 

structured workshops with stronger links between participants towards its end, partially due to 

the participation of well-known national opinion-formers in its second day. As a civic forum 

for marginalised actors - including former NLA fighters -, the meeting allowed the clarification 

of mutual perceptions and attitudes, a fimk dialogue on community and national issues, the 

endorsement of PEV's preliminary findings in terms of inter-ethnic relations and public policy 

issues and the formation of a core group of participants in PEV's subsequent activities, both for 

the Country Note phase and in for its Working Groups in 2003. The absence of incidents, the 

reduction of initial tensions, scepticism and animosities, the positive evaluations of the 

participants, the formation of links between them, and their subsequent spontaneous 

interactions - including demands for similar other events of this sort - indicate that the meeting 

established a solid basis for future Project Group gatherings at inter-regional level. 

The main developmental and political problems defined by the participants in the 

process of dialogue and research facilitated by PEV in 2002 are listed in drafi below. The most 

important issues will be fiuther refined by the project's participants with a view to arriving at 

several key developmental and political problems ("Entry Points" for the rebuilding process) 

which will represent the central themes of PEV's five Working Groups in 2003. As such, the 

issues identified so far represent collective problems which are openly "owned" and actively 

addressed by all participants in the process, and not isolated representations of individual 

interests or externally-imposed agendas. In the main phase of the project in 2003, PEV's role is 

to further catalyse the process of collective reflection and pragmatic problem-solving debate 

around these public policy themes at multiple societal 1 evels, thus facilitating t mt-building 

between the diverse participants and deeper participation of citizens in the policy formation 

process. 

According to the project's participants, there are four main groups of factors that 

represent threats to the social stability and peace of the Republic of Macedonia: 



o Political issues, particularly institutional weaknesses and lack of effective 

decentralisation, leading to chronic unfulfilment of citizens' demands and a 

heightened need to strengthen civil society participation in the policy process. 

o Economic issues, amongst which the most urgent are the reduction of 

unemployment through sustainable economic recovery. 

o Human rights and cultural issues, with special accent on the integration of the 

demands of ethnic minorities in the democratisation process, and on the 

generalisation of a culture of cooperation and civil tolerance through a reform of the 

education system. Linked to the following group of factors is also the need for a 

genuine debate regarding the dynamics of collective identities in the context of 

regional developments in South East Europe. 

o The relations between Macedonia's internal transitions and international factors, 

particularly the institutional and policy adaptations induced by the process of 

European integration and the accommodation of Macedonia's policies with those of 

its neighbours. 

The discrete policy priorities identified by the participants in the process are: 

1 - Political priorities: 

1.1 Decentralizing political power and improving the efficiency of local governance 

mechanisms. Good practice in the field of inter-ethnic cooperation in local 

administration needs to be generalised. 

1.2 Translating the principle of political pluralism in practice, particularly through the 

demonopolisation of political power, deepening the participation of citizens in 

political processes and reduction of exclusivism and segregation. A major demand 

is the strengthening of democratic norms such as the normality of political 

oppositionldissent and pluralism of identity. Particularly at political party level, an 

apparent rift seems to exist between the advocates of a consensual democratic 

model favouring the protection of collective rights and the defenders of majority 

rule. Further debate on the cohabitation of these two constitutive principles of 

political life is needed. 

1.3 Establishment of more harmonious relationships between the legislative, executive 

and judiciary powers, particularly through an improvement of the independence of 

the judiciary and of the effectiveness of the parliament. 



1.4Reducing the gap between the reality of inter-ethnic relations and the legal- 

constitutional regulations, and general consolidation of the rule of law. 

1.5 Development and strengthening of the civil society, as a key factor for social 

control and correction of political power activities. 

2 - Economic and social priorities: 

2.1 Institutional reforms, especially in the light of the requirements of the Stabilization 

and Association Agreement concluded with the European Union. This issue is closely 

linked with the above political issues and with the fourth group of factors below. 

2.2 Macro-economic priorities: reduction of unemployment and generation of a 

sustainable economic recovery, reduction of internal regional disparities, improvement 

of the communications i&astructure, regional economic cooperation in South East 

Europe. 

2.3 Micro-economic priorities: revitalisation of local enterprises in the context of the 

privatisation process, stimulation of sound export capacities, addressing the issue of 

illegal economic activities. 

2.4 Improving the efficiency of the public sector to deliver socio-economic services 

(health, education, transport, etc.). 

3 - Human rights and cultural priorities: 

3.1 Deepening inter-cultural understanding and communication, and promoting 

cooperative values such as mutual respect, civil tolerance and inter-ethnic dialogue into 

the mainstream norms of social and individual behaviour. 

3.2 Addressing the demands for socio-political integration, equality of rights and 

cultural recognition of ethnic minorities in the light of collective identity formation 

both in Macedonia and at regional level. The development of a consensually accepted 

long-term vision of the Macedonian society is seen a s  a key process conditioning both 

the stabilisation of inter-ethnic relations and the general socioeconomic cooperation. 

3.3 Integration of gender issues in all policy areas and forms of social life. This has 

emerged as a cross-cutting Entry Point relevant for all other policy areas. 

4 -Relations between internal and international dynamics: 

4.1 Clarifying lingering uncertainties related to the identity of the independent 

Macedonian state in the context of regional dynamics. 



4.2 Coordination of Macedonia's foreign policy with the strategies of intemational 

community, both neighbouing states and intemational organisations influencing 

Macedonia's policies. 

4.3 Development of economic policies and environmental strategies in coordination 

with similar projects of neighbouing countries. 

As it will be emphasised in the first drafts of the Country Note, there are a number of 

differences and cleavages in the perception and conceptualisation of the above mentioned 

issues. In ethnically mixed communities, political priorities prevail over economic issues. In 

communities closer to ethnic homogeneity, the opposite is the case: economic problems are 

more urgent and effective social programmes are demanded. 

The main similarity between the communities and actors engaged in the project's 

activities is that, without exception and irrespective of their socio-ethnic background, the 

citizens tend to blame politicians for the outburst of violent conflict in 2001 and the 

prolongation of tensions. On average, the population seems more concerned than politicians 

regarding the negative consequences of political confrontations and the urgency of the needs to 

rebuild the economy and repair weakened inter-ethnic relations as part of the related processes 

of nation-building and state consolidation. It appears that the deep cleavage between 

population and political elites represents a cross-cutting issue affecting all other developmental 

and political priorities. 

Concerning the political parties, a significant gap exists between the relatively 

optimistic attitudes of citizens regarding the possibility of controlling and eliminating the inter- 

ethnic conflict and the much less optimistic attitudes of political party leaders, especially at 

nationallheadquarters level. Political party representatives disagree mostly on key issues such 

as the root causes of the conflict, the constitutional organization of the country, its possible 

confederalization or "cantonization", as well as their attitude regarding the importance of the 

Ohrid Framework Agreement in the post-conflict period. In this respect, it is important to point 

out that some of these inter-party differences place some parties closer to certain international 

actors and farther to others, thus increasing the complexity of the internal political 

confrontation. 

The representatives of the neighbouring countries hold different understandings of the 

future status of Kosovo and its impact on the stability of the region. They also tend to disagree 

in their evaluations of the roots of the conflict in the Republic of Macedonia, as well as in their 
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estimation of the most appropriate steps for reconciliation and peace-building. Almost the same 

can be said about the representatives of the international community in a broader sense. Here, 

the disharmony is deepened by the fact that they additionally diverge on the question of the 

strategic importance of the neighbouring countries and their respective roles in the shaping of 

the region in the immediate future. Hence, it seems that an important source of political 

uncertainty exists at the interface between domestic and international actors, which adds to the 

feeling of public insecurity. 

Initiated after the first round of field dialogue and research in the Dement region, the 

idea of developing and distributing a project newsletter was fiozen during the rest of the 

preliminary phase as a result of the higher priority placed by participants on the facilitation of 

duect meetings and the acceleration of field activities. Nevertheless, the experience acquired 

by the project team in producing the first draft is not lost, and will be put to a g d  use for 

future public relations activities. 

The documents, photos and videos gathered or produced by PEV in 2002 are organised 

in chronological, geographic and thematic databases and will complement the Country Note as 

self-standing annexes open for public access. 

6 - Evaluation and lessons emerging fivm the preliminary 

%ountry Noten phase 

1. The project's long-term approach and its emphasis on patient trust-building through 

pragmatic and participatory policy dialogue and analysis are perceived by the majority 

of participants as key incentives for their serious engagement in the project's activities. 

Nevertheless, this contrasts with the shofi-term expectations of some of its participants 

and external stakeholders. In particular, the relative absence of PEV fiom major mass- 

media coverage during its preliminary field activities and the absence of direct 

"lobbying" activities were sometimes perceived as a sign of ineffectiveness, especially 

in the light of the crowdedness of the political and NGO scene. At the same time, the 

existence of a general feeling of disempowennent and alienation from the political class 

often 1 ed to  the generation o f e ither unrealistic expectations regarding P EV's peace- 

building capacities or to a depreciation of its preliminary results. As a result, PEV had 

to constantly manage the conflicting expectations of its domestic and international 



stakeholders, particularly the tension between the demand for tangible results and the 

need for a participatory process that truly empowers the project's participants. Overall, 

the facilitation of a relatively low-key process of interaction between actors that had 

been very seldom engaged in policy debates (e.g. the former NLAIUCK fighters) and 

the reinforcement of weakened links between local and regional actors greatly 

contributed to the consolidation of PEV's image of professionalism and impartiality 

despite the volatility of the political scene, the intense politicisation of civil society 

initiatives in an electoral year, the suspicion surrounding international assistance, and 

the complexity of PEV's mandate. 

2. In less than one year, the project's activities have created a solid basis of trust and 

interest amongst its participants and beyond. In cooperation with local partners, PEV's 

cohesive multi-ethnic team led by a consensus figure have managed to access with 

equal ease isolated Albanian villages not controlled by state security forces and mono- 

ethnic Macedonian communities equally isolated from national actors and from 

minorities living in other regions. Demands for further meetings were expressed by the 

majority of the participants, channels of dialogue have been opened between rural and 

urban actors who had never interacted despite the intensity of their negative mutual 

feelings at the beginning of the process, and participation in multi-ethnic meetings 

(such as the Ohrid meeting organised in September 2002) has been similarly welcomed. 

These early indicators of sustainability of the process of dialogue offer a solid basis for 

predicting that the participation in the five Working Groups that will be organised and 

facilitated by PEV on the basis of the Country Note throughout 2003 will be equally 

high, thus ensuring a solid legitimacy basis for the policy recommendations and 

collective analyses that will emerge from their participatory research and dialogue. 

3. The transition from the relatively general activities of the Country Note phase to the 

more technical and policy-focused interactions within PEV's Working Groups in 2003 

will require the closer integration of other similar actors in PEV's activity and, 

possibly, the forging of strategic partnerships with parallel initiatives on the basis of the 

strong informal links established in the preliminary phase. At the same time, the 

development of Working Groups in 2003 is likely to increase the visibility of PEV's 

activities and will facilitate the measurement of process-oriented results. 

4. The production and sharing of videos presenting the actors' opinions, demands and 

visions greatly enhanced PEV's facilitative function, particularly in situations where 
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physical or psychological distance between its interlocutors was very high. As such, the 

video materials produced by the project represent not only ad-hoe self-portraits of 

Macedonia's social and political actors in a key period of its transition to democracy 

and European integration but also important tools for bridging interethnic or societal 

gaps. The technical expertise and the lessons developed through the work of the project 

have been integrated into the institutional leaming process within the larger community 

of WSP projects and serve as a basis for further improvements at the level of the 

Macedonian project. In particular, two issues are placed high on the project's current 

agenda: the use of video in the facilitation of Working Groups in the main phase of the 

project in 2003, and the ethical and operational implications of employing video tools 

in a complex post-conflict environment. 

5. The building of a multi-ethnic team of young Macedonian experts took time but, once 

achieved, represented a key factor for the success of the project's delicate operations, 

particularly from the point of view of the need to strengthen the project's image of 

impartiality and absence of external bias. The personnel changes resulting h m  the 

transition to the main phase of the project (two researchers left the project for personal 

reasons and two others were replaced in January 2003) will have to be care11ly 

managed in early 2003 with a view to maintaining institutional memory and deepening 

the team's capacity to manage multiple networks of diverse and antagonistic 

participants. The existence of a network of local consultants and partners as well as the 

constant engagement of PEV's general staff in the collective process of dialogue and 

research are positive factors in this sense. 

6. The operational experience and the lessons emerging h m  the preliminary phase of the 

Project for Common Vision could inform the design and implementation of a similar 

WSP project in Serbia and Montenegro in 2003. Through the development of training 

activities and substantive dialogue on policy issues between PEV's participants and the 

project in Serbia and Montenegro, WSP International will aim at strengthening inter- 

societal links and generating lessons for the peace-building and democratisation 

initiatives in the South East European region. 



Annexes 

A - Selected media coverage of project activities 

RESEARCH OF THE NGO "PEV" 
Source: Dnevnik daily, 15 June 2002 
h t t ~  Ildnevnik corn rnkldefault mo?~Bro1=1875 

Albanians don't want to separate themselvesfi-om Macedonia. 
Unless Albanians' demands are fulfilled in four years, continuation of the military conflict is 
not excluded - these are the results of the survey covering 5,000 ethnic Albanians. 

Ethnic Albanians see their future in Macedonia, not outside the country, and believe that it is 
unacceptable to resort to armed conflict in order to solve future misunderstandings. This was 
the result of the research of the NGO Project for Common Vision (PEV, which works in 
partnership with the United Nations, carried out between 25 May and 4 June 2002 in Dervent 
region (between Skopje and Tetovo). The research covered the villages of Ciflik, Debarca and 
Grupcin, where 5,000 p eople were covered, all o f w hom were ethnic Albanians, o f v arious 
gender and social structure, some of them former NLA members. 

Although Albanians are against waging a war, they still don't exclude the possibility of a 
continuation of the armed conflict, showed the results of the survey. 
- As for the idea o f s eparation from Macedonia, the r atiocan b e measured in  fractions o f a  
percentage. This means that almost a hundred percent of this population, who was directly 
affected by war, is against separation, says Prof. Ferid Muhic, project director of PEV. He 
underscores that "the results of the research conducted by the American State Department are 
by no means representative for all Albanians". 

The State Department research undertaken in May 2002 showed that 48 % of the ethnic 
Albanians see their future in "Greater Albania", while their support for an ethnically mixed 
Macedonia plummeted from 71 to 39 % in a period of one year. 

- Our field research is not complete and it will be done on the territory of the entire country by 
the end of August. But encouraging is the fact that in an ethnically compact environment 
nearly a hundred percent of the Albanians see their future in Macedonia, Muhic emphasises. 

In spite of these results, the research showed that the possibility for continuation of the military 
conflict is not excluded. Ethnic Albanians consider that, "unless their problems are solved in 



the next four years, and due to external pressure, it is not excluded that the new generation will 
continue the military conflict". 

Regarding the foreign actors, Albanians argue that their role is positive since they managed to 
stop the conflict. Almost 100 % of the Albanians believe that a common life with ethnic 
Macedonians is possible, and 20 % have reservations regarding the sincerity of Macedonian 
authorities. 

By Hristo Ivanovski 

LOBI, issue 71.24 June 2002 
http://www.lobi.com.mk/ 

Nazim RASHIDI 
Besirn ILJAZI 

Den mB tani nB media kane dalB dy sondazhe, rmltatet e ti? cilme janP kontradiklore h r  EshfBjjala se kr e 
shohin tB ardhmen shqiptargt, por tB ngiashme kur &htBja& n&e Maqedonia duhet E jetB shtet unitm. Por, a do 
tE jetB MarrZveshja e Ohrit ajo qB do ti? bindt? qytetargt se &hie mundEsia m i  e mirEpZrprospenspenttei? Kjo, s i ~  e 
than* edhe vetE politikanZt, do tE varet nga vetZ puna e lyre. NE kEfB moment pragza.edhor, me shumt?f.shora, 
Eshte' e mundur qB mendimi i opinionit tE ndryshojz. Se q'kahje do tt? marrB, do ta tregojE ankerimi me' i s&P: 
zgiedhjet. 

These days, two surveys have appeared in Macedonian media whose results are contradictory in relahon to the 
question of where Albanians see theirfuture. However, both surveys agree on the issue of whether Macedonia 
should remain a unitary state. But, can Macedonian citizens be convinced that Ohrid Agreement is the unique i q l  

towards befierfiture? As politicians themselves emphasire, it will depend only on their i d  In thir penod of 
pre-election campaigns, public opinion may change. The elections will be the proper nvvey that id show what 
direction the public opinion will take. 

Where and how do Macedonian ~eoole  see their future? According to the monitors. in . A ., 
Macedonia, at this sensitive moment, there are ongoing surveys aimed at identifying people's 
mood, and which are expected to predict what will happen. 

Taking into account the atmosphere prior to the elections, public opinion is decisive for 
Macedonia's future. But what do actually people think? These days, two surveys have 
appeared in Macedonian media whose results are contradictory in relation to the question of 
where Albanians see their future. However, both surveys agree on the issue of whether 
Macedonia should remain a unitary state. Two weeks ago media published the results of the 
research carried out by the research office of US State Department. One of the questions was: 
"For your personal future, do you prefer living in an ethnically mixed Macedonia to living in 
greater Albanian state?" According to the results of this study, 48 % of the surveyed Albanians 
expressed readiness to live in "greater Albanian stateee. Understandably, such a result is 
disturbing. This result has caused fear among part of the Macedonian population; it also 
displayed dilemma in the work and efforts of the international factor in Macedonia regarding 
the formation of an equal civic and democratic society. 

EU Spokesperson to Macedonia, Irena Gjuzelova, immediately reacted to these results, calling 
them "inconsequent" and underscoring the need for "additional explanations of the research 
apart from the published results in percentage" by the US State Department. But regardless of 
the disturbance expressed, the question arises, whether this is the real opinion of Albanians in 



Macedonia? Only a few days later, media published the research conducted by the Project jbr 
Common Vision - PEV, which gave completely opposite results. According to this NGO, which 
works in partnership with the UN, Albanians in Macedonia see their future inside Macedonia 
and assess that "it is unacceptable to solve misunderstandings by resorting to weapons." 

Professor Ferid Muhic, director of PEV-Macedonia has said that "the percentage of those that 
support the idea of separation is very small." Hence, the results of both surveys are completely 
contrasting as far as the issue of where Albanians see themselves is concerned. Both surveys 
also differ in the manner in which they have been carried out. The one done by the State 
Department has a national character and has covered about 1,097 persons, whereas the one of 
PEV has covered 5,000 Albanians, some of whom are former NLA members. Also, the latter 
survey has been conducted in the region affected by the war last year, between Tetovo and 
Skopje. On the other hand, the common will of Albanians for Macedonia to remain a unitary 
state is common for both of the surveys. 
In the survey carried out by the US State Department, "68 % of the examinees want Macedonia 
to remain a unitary state." In the latter survey, nearly 100 % of the people surveyed "are 
against division of Macedonia." 

Professor Ferid Muhic says the results of the research done by his organisation in "an 
ethnically clean and isolated environment" suggest that the US State Department research 
results are by no means representative for all Albanians. According to the professor, the fact 
that "nearly 100 % of the surveyed Albanians from a compact environment see their future in 
united Macedonia" is hopeful. 
Moreover, quoting OSCE results from the field, their spokesperson, Florin Pasniku, has 
presented arguments that the majority of Albanians from the crisis regions want peace, stability 
and co-existence in this country. 

No matter what the results of the surveys are, it is the political parties that should bring forth 
the vision to the examinees. With their rhetoric during the pre-election campaigns, they can 
direct people either towards the side of tolerance and co-existence, or towards the side of 
extremism. 
There are signs of a warning in the attitude of Albanians that "unless their problems are solved 
in the next four years, it is not excluded that the new generations continue the armed conflict," 
underlines PEV research. 

Ohrid - the only salvation 

What is the opinion of the political parties on the results of those surveys? 
The secretary general of NDP (National Democratic Party of Albanians in Macedonia), Xhevat 
Ademi, says that irrespective of the results of these surveys, parties should make greater efforts 
for the sake of full realisation of the post-conflict achievements. 
The results of the surveys have shown certain skepticism, present in both communities. While 
Albanians point out the possibility of repetition of the armed conflict, Macedonians don't 
believe that Ohrid Agreement can contribute to improvement of the situation. 

Ohrid Agreement is the only chance for Macedonia. Its implementation may be prolonged, 
there may be minor changes; nevertheless, it is the only chance for Macedonia. The 
representative o f DUI (Democratic Union of  Integration), Agron B udzaku, believes that the 
only guarantee for peace and economic stability of Macedonia is Ohrid Agreement. According 



to Budzaku, such surveys should always be taken with reserve, not because of the survey itself, 
but rather because of the aim of the survey. The adoption of the laws envisaged with Ohrid 
Agreement will contribute to the solution of the problem. 

Of the two surveys done, which caused much reaction, it comes out that both ethnic p u p s ,  
regardless of the fact that they have different views on Ohrid Agreement, want Macedonia to 
become a unitary state, Zahir Bektesi, PDP (Party for Democratic Prosperity of AIbanians in 
Macedonia) spokesperson says. 

All political parties, surveyed by Lobi, are of the opinion that the political agreement adopted 
in Ohrid has brought about peace in Macedonia It has stopped the clashes and has established 
a political stability. It depends on political parties whether Ohrid Agreement will have the 
capacity to persuade citizens that prosperity is possible. 

How do Albanians Want to See Macedonia? 
Source: Lobi, 8 July 2002 
hUoJ/ww.lobi.com.mk/default8~11?~B10i=~&UI)=2005 

~ M T E R ~ ~ ~ s ~ E  
F ~ t - i d  tYvhiq; dreprr i Prcjektit per Vizion tii PBrbashkBi 

One of the issues of the suney by the ofice of the US Stare Department was: "For y 0 ~ p e 7 ~ 0 n ~ l f u ~ e ,  itwuld 
you prefer to live in an ethnicoily mixed Macedonia or in a greater state ofAlbanians?" According to the results 
of this study, 48 8 of the Albanians covered by the survey expressed a wish to live in "'a greater state of 
Albanians". 

Another survey, this time conducted by Project for Common Vision - PEVproduced absolutely opposite resuIt~. 
According to this NGO, which works in partnership with the UN. Albanians in Macedonia see theirfuhue inride 
Macedonia and estimate that "it is unacceptable to solve misunderstandings by resorting to >veapons': Ferid 
Muhic. professor at the foculty of Philosophy in Skopje and PEV Director has to say something more on this 
topic. 

Lobi: What is your opinion about the pnblieation of the surveys, one by PEV and one by 
the American State Department? 

Ferid Muhic: Our main goal is not to codfont the results produced by another organization, 
but to reach the results that will be more objective.. .to hear the voice of all relevant factors in 
Macedonia, starting eom smaller local groups all the way to the higher national, cultural, and 
religious groups in Macedonia. We want to make available to the public the principal data that 
is relevant, and that we stand behind with methodological elaboration, and for which we have 
audio and video survey materials.. . 

We believe it is important to take the methodological comparison into consideration. 
Concerning the results produced by the US State Department, it is problematic that there is no 



data about who conducted the survey, where, among what population, rural or urban 
environment, level of education, etc. There are many elements that are not mentioned in the 
results of the State Department. These issues are completely open in our survey. I thought it 
would be very important to conduct research in Dement region. There are 14 villages there, 
predominantly mountainous ones, with approximately 14,000 inhabitants but which are in the 
vicinity of the two biggest cities in Macedonia, Skopje and Tetovo. This is a hundred percent 
Albanian population, and this population is compact as a cultural environment. The third 
important element for us was that they were not influenced by external factors, i.e. the political, 
the party factors, media, and others. Thus, they can fieely say what they think instead of what 
they have heard &om this and that Member of Parliament. For us, it was urgent to hear the 
voice o f  the people that were directly affected by t he military activities, a 1 arge number o f 
whom joined UCK units, i.e. the villages that were bombed by the Macedonian security forces. 
It would be good for the public in Macedonia, especially the Macedonian public, the Albanian, 
as well as other for citizens of Macedonia to see that a segment of the Albanian community 
cherishes the traditional values of Albanian life in these environments, but they are still people 
who form their opinions within the strategic frameworks that last for much longer than daily 
politics. 

Lobi: According to your survey, unless the Albanian issues are solved in the next four 
years, it possible that the new Albanian generations continue the military conflict. Taking 
into account the implementation of the Ohrid Agreement, in reality how likely is it that a 
conflict will happen in Macedonia in the future? 

Muhic: The replies were very interesting. There was an impression that "We are ashamed that 
we had to use weapons, while they should be ashamed that they made us take weapons." The 
number of those who think that it was a good thing to do and that the main reason is the 
unsolved issue of rights is below one percent. It is self-understood that it is better to solve this 
through dialogue. These were the evaluations of the people who joined UCK. 
They said there was a danger unless the issues were solved; that the young believed that all that 
can't be solved by means of dialogue could be solved by weapons. ..This means that the idea of 
starting a new conflict in two to four years is unacceptable, particularly for the people who 
were directly affected by the conflict. There's hope that the issues will be solved, there's also 
understanding for the time limit, but there's anxiety unless all these issues are solved. 

Lobi: Both surveys have one thing in common and that is the will of Albanians for 
Macedonia to remain a unitary state. Do you think that these surveys express the general 
opinion of Albanians in Macedonia? 

Muhic: Of course, not. The survey of the US State Department and ours do not express the 
general opinion of Albanian population in Macedonia. I think we are dealing with a proportion 
allowing the suggestion that even if the entire Albanian population were covered by the survey, 
the results would have been the same. 

There is a general ovinion among the non-Albanians in Macedonia that this was not a conflict - - 
for human rights but for territories.. .However, it was interesting that in Dement region people 
confirmed that none of the actions was leading to rule over territories where the Albanians had 
not lived before. People said, "We had lived-in this village before the war as well; we don't 
want to go to Strumica or Gevgelija. We want to stay here, to till the land in peace, to live here. 
We need the existence of S tmmica and Gevgelija a s  places where M acedonians 1 ive in  the 



same country, because only when the Macedonian takes care of that region, and I take care of 
this region, it will be possible for us to cooperate and make a contribution for this country". 
But, without any exceptions, they unanimously agreed that the war was not meant for 
temtories. They mentioned the village of Goma Lesnica as an example; although there is a 
church there, there was no incident. It is important that none of the participants in our survey 
saidthatthiswasa waragainstMacedonianpeopleoragainstMacedonia Wetriedasking 
them in various ways, we let them talk on their own, we spent a lot of time with them; we 
recorded them, talked to them separately fiom the meetings; we had informal talks as well. The 
women fiom our Institute talked to the women members of the Albanian communities in these 
villages.. . Not in a single case was there an attitude refelcting a sort of inter-ethnic hatred or 
that the war should be seen as an attack against Macedonians. Just the opposite, we always had 
examples where people said they were against a certain political practice, no matter whether it 
came &om a Macedonian, who was conditionally more influenced by tradition, i.e. least 
influenced by daily politics and the political parties. In other words, it is normal that Albanians 
are members of one or another political party, but they meet and talk every day. The opinion of 
people that are engaged in politics means what they think a s  a political platform. Although 
Dervent is near Skopje and Tetovo, some of the people said since Adam and Eve we were the 
first team to be interested in talking to them. 

Lobi: With all this data, do you think that the differences betmeen Albanians and 
Macedonians will be overcome in an easy manner? 

Mnhic: Here's a strange situation: cultivated people, close fiiends, Albanians and 
Macedonians, who have never been directly affected by the conflict. I have close fiends h m  
both sides that are not on speaking terms with each other. On the other hand, there are people 
who were directly affected by the conflict and had a negative experience, no matter whether 
they are Albanians or Macedonians, no matter whether they joined UCK or were mis?xeated by 
the police and then amnestied (we talked to such people as well), and these people showed a 
high level of tolerance and readiness to forget the misunderstandings. 

Let's go back to the first question: the hope is right here, because the values of systems in a 
society are not represented by this or that institution but on the contrary, these systems come 
eom the people, and institutions try to falsify them somehow, to adapt them. But the true 
spring where the water of life comes eom is this part, for example, Dervent. 



B - Questionnaire used in field activities 

SURVEY OUESTIONNAIRE 

1. Do you consider that citizens have the capacity to do something for 
improving the state of affairs in the country, and how? 

2. Are there any civic initiatives in the place where you live, and if there are, 
are you involved in any of them? 

3. Are you satisfied with the way your municipality functions, and can 
something be done to improve life in your region? 

4. Whether and how political parties influence the functioning of your 
municipality? 

5. Do you believe that political parties are to be held responsible for the 
conflict? 

6 .  Do political parties contribute to overcoming the consequences of the 
conflict? 

7. How much do you trust Macedonian politicians, and what are their 
intentions, in your opinion? 

/ 8. 
Do you trust Albanian politicians? I 

9. How much, and in what manner did mass media (TV, radio, newspapers) 
contribute to the deterioration of the situation? 

10. How can mass media conhibute to overcoming the crisis? 

11. Did the international community (NATO, EU) help in solving the conflict in 
Macedonia? 

12. What is the crucial problem in the functioning of the state institutions? I 
13. Do you believe that trust between Macedonians and Albanians can be 

restored? 

14. Is there will and possibility for peace and reconciliation in Macedonia at the 
moment? 

15. Is there a common future in this country? 
Place-Municipality of residence 



Age 

Sex 

Marital status 

How many members does your family consist of? 

How many members in your family have a regular job? 

Level of education 

Professional occupation 

Main source of income 



C - List of project films 

Between April and October 2002, as a result of the project's field work in several regions of 
the Republic of Macedonia, a series of audio and video materials were developed. Three 
documentary films were produced with a view to facilitate the sharing of opinions and visions 
between the country's local and national actors. 

"POWER IS IN PEOPLE'S HANDS" 

Film 

"POWER ISIN 
PEOPLE'S HANDS" 

"AUCTORITAS IN 
SENATU" 

"WITH CONTACTS 
AGAINST CONFLICT 

This documentary film is a product from the first stage of the field dialogue and 
research activities during the period between 2oth April and 15" June, covering the 
regions Reka, Dervent, Tetovo, Prespa, Bitola and Stnunica. The film outlines the 
opinions of ordinary Macedonian citizens regarding the possibility of multi-ethnic 
coexistence and the current economic, political, and social problems of the country. 

"AUCTORITAS IN SENATU" 

Period covered 

20" April - 15" June 

20" August - 
6" September 

21" - 23" October 

During the subsequent action-research activities undertaken in the period 20" August - 
6" September, political party leaders were engaged in the process of dialogue with a 
view to mapping the understandings and visions of key political actors in the light of 
their parties' political and economic programmes. 

"WITH CONTACTS AGAINST CONFLICT" 

Place 

Reka, Dement, Tetovo, 
Prespa, Bitola and 
Strumica region 

Skopje, Tetovo 

Ohrid 

This brief documentary reflects the opinions of the participants in the inter-regional 
meeting organised in Ohrid between 21S'and 23rd September. The meeting grouped 
civic leaders from different regions as well as distinguished intellectuals and civil 
society leaders from national level. 

Duration 

24 min. 

21 min. 

9 min. 
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