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OСВРТИ, КРИТИКА
 И ПРИКАЗИ

УДК 327::911.3(497.115:479)

Vladislav B. Sotirović
KOSOVO AND 

THE CAUCASUS: A 
DOMINO EFFECT

The goal of this re se arch is to 
in ve sti ga te and com pa re the in ter
et hnic and in ter sta te clas hes and 
wars in the Bal kan mic ro re gion 
of Ko so voMe to hi ja with tho
se from the mac ro re gion of the 
Ca u ca sus. Af ter Fe bru ary 2008 
when Ko so vo Al ba niando mi na
ted Par li a ment proc la i med Ko so
vo in de pen den ce (wit ho ut or ga
ni zing a re fe ren da) with ob vi o us 
US di plo ma tic sup port (uni la te ral 
re cog ni tion) with ex pla na ti on that 
the Ko so vo ca se is uni que in the 
World (i.e., it will be not re pe a ted 
again) one can ask the qu e sti on: is 
the pro blem of the so ut hern Ser
bian pro vin ce of Ko so voMe toc
hia re ally uni que and su rely un re
pe a ta ble in so me ot her parts of the 
World as the US ad mi ni stra tion 
was trying to con vin ce the rest of 
the in ter na ti o nal com mu nity? 

Do mi no ef fect
The con se qu en ces of re cog ni

tion of Ko so vo in de pen den ce by 
one (smal ler) part of the in ter na ti
o nal com mu nity are al ready (and 
go ing to be in the fu tu re) vi si ble 
pri ma rily in the Ca u ca sus be ca u se 
of the very si mi lar pro blems and 
si tu a tion in the se two re gi ons.1) 
At the Ca u ca sus re gion (whe re 
so me 50 dif fe rent et hno lin gu i
stic gro ups are li ving to get her) a 
selfproc la i med sta te in de pen den
ce is al ready do ne by Ab kha zia 
and So uth Os se tia only se ve ral 
months af ter the selfproc la i med 
in de pen den ce of the “Re pu blic of 
Ko so va”,2) fol lo wing the pat tern 
of both the Na gor noKa ra bakh 
1) “Южную Ос се тию сме ри ли ко сов ским 

взгля дом”, Коммерсант, 15. 11. 2006: 
http://www.kom mer sant.ru/doc/721626.

2) Up to day the re are abo ut 100 sta tes in the 
world, ac cor ding to Ko so vo Mi ni stry of 
Fo re ign Af fa irs, who re cog ni zed this ter ri
tory as an in de pen dent sta te. Among them 
are and 26 EU mem ber sta tes. Ho we ver, 
Ko so vo is not still a mem ber of any in ter
na ti o nal po li ti cal, eco no mic or sport or ga
ni za tion. The first two sta tes which re cog
ni zed Ko so vo proc la ma tion of in de pen
den ce in Fe bru ary 2008 we re Afg ha ni stan 
and the USA. The num ber of sta tes who 
re ally re cog ni zed Ko so vo in de pen den ce is 
very qu e sti o na ble.   
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(for mally a pro vin ce in Azer ba i
jan) in 1991 and Ko so vo in 2008. 
The ex perts from the Ger man Mi
ni stry of Fo re ign Af fa irs ex pres
sed in 2007 the ir real fe ar that in 
the ca se of the USA and the EU 
uni la te ral re cog ni tion of Ko so vo 
in de pen den ce the sa me uni la te
ral di plo ma tic act co uld be im
plied by Mo scow by re cog ni tion 
of Ab kha zia and So uth Os se tia as 
a mat ter of di plo ma tic com pen

sa tion and as a re sult of do mi no 
ef fect in in ter na ti o nal re la ti ons. 
It is al so known and from of fi
cial OSCE so ur ces that Rus sian 
de le ga tes in this panEuro pean 
se cu rity or ga ni za tion ha ve been 
con stantly war ning be fo re 2008 
the West that such sce na rio is qu
i te pos si ble, but with one pe cu li
a rity: from 2007 they stop ped to 
men tion pos si bi lity of the Rus sian 
re cog ni tion of the Na gor noKa ra

A map of Kosovo (and Metochia) with main Serbian mediaeval 
churches and monasteries (source: www.kosovo.net)
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bakh’s selfproc la i med in de pen
den ce (on Sep tem ber 2nd, 1991). 
It is most pro bably for the re a son 
that Mo scow do es not want (up to 
now) to de te ri o ra te good re la ti ons 
with Azer ba i jan – a co un try with 
hu ge re ser ves of na tu ral gas and 
oil.    

Why the South Ossetia 
could be different?

On the first glan ce it can be 
said that the Ort ho dox So uth Os
se ti ans are equ ally se pa ra tist as 
the Mu slim Ko so vo Al ba ni ans. 
Ho we ver, the So uth Os se ti ans are 
ha ving sympat hi es to wards the 
Serbs (not for the re a son that both 
of them are the Ort ho dox Chri sti
ans), but not to wards, as we co
uld ex pect, se pa ra tist Ko so vo Al
ba ni ans. The real re a son of such 
sympat hi es is si mi lar le gal sta te 
rights ap plied by both the Serbs in 
Ko so vo and the So uth Os se ti ans.3) 

Hi sto ri cally, the So uth Os se tia 
was ne ver re ally in te gral and aut
hen tic part of so ve re ign Ge or gian 
sta te, in con trast to Ko so voMe
toc hia which was not only in te
gral, but cul tu rally and po li ti cally 
the most im por tant re gion of the 
me di e val Ser bian sta te (cal led as 
the An ci ent Ser bia or Ser bia pro
per) till 1455 when Ko so voMe
toc hia be ca me oc cu pied by the 
Ot to mans. The pre sentday ter ri
3) The re is a cla im that the Os se ti ans are only 

Euro pean na tion in the Ca u ca sus, but this 
cla im is up to now not sci en ti fi cally pro
ved. The Os se ti ans them sel ves be li e ve to 
ori gi na te from the Sar ma tian tri be of Al
ans. The Os se ti ans spe ak a lan gu a ge that 
is re mo tely re la ted to the Per sian. 

tory of Ge or gia was ne ver be fo re 
it en te red Rus sia a firmly uni ted 
sta te ter ri tory in con trast to Ser bia 
which be fo re it lost in de pen den ce 
in 1459 was ha ving a long pe riod 
of ex pe ri en ce of the uni fied sta te 
ter ri tory with Ko so voMe toc hia 
as its cen ter. When Ser bia defac-
to re ga i ned its in de pen den ce from 
the Ot to man Em pi re at the be gin
ning of the 19th cen tury (de iure 
con fir med by the Euro pean Gre at 
Po wers at the Ber lin Con gress in 
1878) it was known for her ru lers 
and po li ti ci ans which hi sto ri cal 
ter ri to ri es be lon ged to her with 
Ko so voMe toc hia on the first pla
ce. The pre sent day ter ri tory of 
Ge or gia en te red the Rus sian Em
pi re in parts – seg ment by seg
ment. Os se tia as uni ted ter ri tory 
(i.e., not di vi ded in to the Nort hern 
and the So ut hern Os se tia as to day 
si tu a tion is) be ca me (ac cor ding to 
the Rus sian hi sto ri o graphy) vo
lun ta rily part of the Rus sian Em
pi re in 1774. In the ot her words, 
the Rus sian Em press Cat he ri ne 
the Gre at (1762−1796), in or der 
to be su rely con vin ced that the 
Os se ti ans are re ally in de pen dent, 
be fo re in cor po ra tion of this pro
vin ce in to the Rus sian Em pi re 
sent a spe cial com mis sion which 
in for med St. Pe ters burg that “the 
Os se ti ans are free pe o ple sub or di
na ted to no one”.
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Ge or gia it self be ca me part of 
the Rus sian Em pi re in 1804 (27 
years la ter then Os se tia). This 
fact is the most im por tant ar gu
ment used by the So uth Os se ti ans 
in the ir dis pu te with the Ge or gian 
aut ho ri ti es. The So ut hern part of 
Os se tia was gi ven to be ad mi ni
ste red by Ge or gia only in the US
SR by de ci sion of three Ge or gian 
Com mu nists – J. V. Sta lin, Ser gei 
Ord zo ni kid ze and Avelj Enu kind
ze. It has to be al so stres sed that 
the bor der bet we en two parts of 

Os se tia (the Nort hern and the So
ut hern) ne ver exi sted be fo re 1994. 

Re gar ding the Ko so vo Al
ba nian ca se, it is known that the 
Al ba ni ans star ted to set tle them
sel ves in the re gion of Ko so vo
Me toc hia from the pre sentday 
Nort hern Al ba nia only af ter the 
First Ser bian Gre at Mi gra tion 
from the re gion in 1689, i.e., be
fo re the Ot to man oc cu pa tion of 
Ser bia the re we re no Al ba ni ans in 
Ko so voMe toc hia in any sig ni fi
cant num ber (only 2% ac cor ding 
to the Ot to man cen sus in 1455). It 

A geopolitical map of the region of the Caucasus 
in 2008 (source: www.wikipedia.org)
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sho uld be al so said that, ac cor ding 
to se ve ral Byzan ti ne and Arab so
ur ces, the Bal kan Al ba ni ans are 
ori gi na ting from the Ca u ca sus 
Al ba nia – in the 9th cen tury they 
left the Ca u ca sus and ha ve been 
set tled by the Arabs in the West 
Si cily (and the So uth Italy) which 
they left in 1043 and ca me to the 
Bal kans. The bor ders of Ko so vo
Me toc hia we re esta blis hed for the 
first ti me by the Yugo slav Com
mu nist aut ho ri ti es in 1945, who 
in fact se pa ra ted this pro vin ce 
from the rest of Ser bia to get her 
with the Pro vin ce of Voj vo di na. 
In ad di tion, the Yugo slav Com
mu nist Pe o ple’s As sembly is sued 
the dec ree ac cor ding to which it 
was for bid den for abo ut 100.000 
ex pel led Serbs from Ko so voMe
toc hia du ring the Se cond World 
War by the Al ba nian aut ho ri ti es 
to re turn back to the pro vin ce. 
That was the be gin ning of a gre at 
chan ge of the po pu la tion struc tu
re of the pro vin ce in the Al ba nian 
fa vo ur in the So ci a list Yugo sla via. 

The pe o ple of the So uth Os
se tia on the re fe ren dum abo ut 
the fu tu re of the US SR on March 
17th, 1991 vo ted for exi sten ce of 
the So vi et Union (li ke the Serbs 
upon Yugo sla via, but and Ko so vo 
Al ba ni ans on re fe ren dum to be
co me an in de pen dent from Ser bia 
li ke Ge or gi ans from the US SR).4) 
4) The So uth Os se tian re fe ren dum is cal led 

by Ge or gia as il le gal li ke Ko so vo Al ba
nian re fe ren dum is al so cal led by Ser bian 
aut ho ri ti es as not le gally ba sed. At the 
mo ment of the Ko so vo Al ba nian re fe ren
dum this So uth Ser bian pro vin ce did not 
ha ve any po li ti cal auto nomy. Ko so voMe
toc hia enjoyed very wi de po li ti cal auto

The re fe ren dum on March 17th, 
1991 was or ga ni zed two months 
af ter Ge or gian army star ted the 
war aga inst the So uth Os se tia in 
which till Sep tem ber of the sa me 
year 86 Os se tian vil la ges ha ve 
been bur ned. It is cal cu la ted that 
mo re than 1.000 Os se ti ans lost 
the ir li ves and aro und 12.000 Os
se ti ans emi gra ted from the So uth 
to the North (Rus sia’s) Os se tia. 
This is the po int of si mi la rity with 
ex pel led aro und 250.000 Serbs 
from Ko so vo by the Al ba nian 
the socal led Ko so vo Li be ra tion 
Army af ter the NA TO pe a ceke
e ping tro ops en te red and de fac-
to oc cu pied this pro vin ce in Ju ne 
1999. 

A sta te in de pen den ce of the 
Re pu blic of So uth Os se tia was 
proc la i med on May 29th, 1992. 
Ho we ver, this le gal act has not 
been un der stood as a “se pa ra tist” 
one for the re a son that at that ti
me Ge or gia was not re cog ni zed 
by no one sta te in the world as 
an in de pen dent one and Ge or gia 
was not a mem ber of the Uni ted 
Na ti ons. Ho we ver, in con trast to 
the ca se of the So uth Os se tia, the 
uni la te ral proc la ma tion of the sta
te in de pen den ce of Ko so vo by 
Al ba ni ans on Fe bru ary 18th, 2008 

nomy un til 1989 when it was can cel led 
by Bel gra de in or der to pre vent se pa ra tion 
of the pro vin ce from the rest of the co un
try. It was left to Ko so voMe toc hia af ter 
1989 the cul tu ral and school auto nomy 
for the lo cal Al ba ni ans – the right which 
they enjoyed in Mon te ne gro and the FYR 
of Ma ce do nia. The So uth Os se tia was 
ne ver enjoying such wi de po li ti cal auto
nomy (se miin de pen den ce) in the US SR 
as it was the ca se of Ko so voMe toc hia in 
Yugo sla via till 1989.   
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can not be tre a ted by the in ter na
ti o nal com mu nity as a le gi ti ma te 
act (wit ho ut per mis sion by Bel
gra de) as Ko so vo by the in ter na ti
o nal law and agre e ments is an in
te gral part of Ser bia (the sa me le
gal re a son was ap plied by the in
ter na ti o nal com mu nity to the ca se 
of selfproc la i med the Re pu blic 
of Ser bian Krayina in 1991 from 
Cro a tia)5). Dif fe rently from the 
ca se of Ge or gia, when the So uth 
Os se tia proc la i med the sta te in
de pen den ce in May 1992, Ser bia 
in 2008, when the Al ba nian do mi
na ted Par li a ment of Ko so vo proc
la i med the sta te in de pen den ce, 
was an in ter na ti o nally re cog ni zed 
in de pen dent sta te and a mem ber 
of the Uni ted Na ti ons. This is a 
com mon po int of si mi la rity bet
we en the Os se ti ans and the Serbs 
as the na ti ons: both of them are 
fig hting aga inst se pa ra tion of one 
part of the ir na ti o nal body and the 
land from the mot her land. Ho we
ver, Tbi li si is do ing the sa me li ke 
Bel gra de, from this po int of vi ew, 
i.e. cla i ming that the So uth Os
se tia (and Ab kha zia) is hi sto ri cal 
and sta te part of Ge or gia.6) In this 

5)  Abo ut the ca se of the Re pu blic of Ser bian 
Krayina see: Ђу рић, Вељ ко М., Републи-
ка Српска Крајина. Десет година по-
слије, „До бра во ља“ Бе о град, Бе о град, 
2005. Re gar ding the ca se of de struc tion 
of exYugo sla via in the 1990s, see: Gu
sko va, Je le na, Istorija jugoslovenske kri-
ze (1990−2000), I−II, ИГАМ, Be o grad, 
2003. 

6) Ac cor ding to 1989 da ta, et hnic bre ak down 
of Ge or gia was: the Ge or gi ans 69%, Ar
me ni ans 9%, Rus si ans 5%, Azer ba i ja nis 
3%, Os se ti ans 3%. in 1993 it was 146.000 
re fu ge es in Ge or gia. At the sa me ti me abo
ut one mil lion per sons left Ge or gia, li ve in 
bre akaway re gi ons or we re ex pel led af ter 

po int, the re is a si mi la rity bet we
en po li ti cal cla ims of both sta tes 
– Ser bia and Ge or gia with one 
sig ni fi cant dif fe ren ce: hi sto ri cal 
rights of Ser bia over Ko so voMe
toc hia are much mo re stron ger in 
com pa ri son with the sa me rights 
of Ge or gia over the So uth Os se
tia (and Ab kha zia). In the ot her 
words, Ko so voMe toc hia was all 
the ti me, from hi sto ri cal, cul tu ral, 
sta te and iden tity po int of vi ews, a 
cen tral/pro per part of Ser bia, whi
le both the So uth Os se tia and Ab
kha zia ha ve been just bor der land 
pro vin ces of Ge or gia.

In ter na ti o nal system of  
go ver ning and se pa ra tion
The main ar gu ment for the we

stern po li ti ci ans upon Ko so vo in
de pen den ce, as “uni que ca se” of 
Ko so vo si tu a tion, is the fact that 
ac cor ding to “Ku ma no vo Agre
e ment” bet we en Mi los he vić’s 
Ser bia and the NA TO sig ned on 
Ju ne 10th, 1999, and the UN Re
so lu tion of 1244 (fol lo wing this 
agre e ment), Ko so vo is put un der 
the UN pro tec to ra te with im po
sed in ter na ti o nal system of go ver
ning and se cu rity. Ho we ver, such 
“ar gu ment” do es not work in the 
ca se of the So uth Os se tia as the 
Os se ti ans are go ver ning the ir land 
by them sel ves and much mo re 
suc cessfully in com pa ri son with 
“in ter na ti o nally” (i.e., the NA TO) 
pro tec ted Ko so vo. It was qu i te vi
si ble in March 2004 when in ter

1989 (Ive ko vic, Ivan, Ethnic andRegio-
nalConflictsinYugoslaviaandTranscau-
casia:APoliticalEconomyofContempo-
rary Et hno na ti o nal Mo bi li za tion, Lon go 
Edi to re Ra ven na, Ra ven na, 2000, p. 18).
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na ti o nal or ga ni za ti ons and mi li
tary tro ops co uld not (i.e., did not 
want to)7) pro tect the et hnic Serbs 
in Ko so voMe toc hia from vi o
lent at tacks or ga ni zed by the lo
cal Al ba ni ans when du ring three 
days (March 17−19th) 4.000 Serbs 
exi led, mo re than 800 Ser bian 
ho u ses are set on fi re and 35 Ser
bian Ort ho dox chur ches and cul
tu ral mo nu ments we re de stroyed 
or be ing se ve rely da ma ged. The 
“March Po grom” of 2004 re ve a
led the real si tu a tion in the re gion 
of Ko so voMe toc hia. The po si
tion of the So uth Os se ti ans in an 
in de pen dent Ge or gia from 1991 
to August 2008 co uld be com pa
red with po si tion of the Serbs in 
Ko so voMe toc hia af ter Ju ne 1999 
un der the to tal Al ba nian do mi
na tion. The fact is that the So uth 
Os se tia, Ab kha zia and Prid ne stro
vje8) sho wed much mo re po li ti

7) Ne ue Zürc her Ze i tung, 14. 05. 2004.

8) An un re cog ni zed the Re pu blic of Prid ne
stro vje, the bre akaway re gion of the Re
pu blic of Mol do va is very good exam ple 
of tran si ti o nal, or un com ple ted sta te hood. 
It is de fac to not un der Mol do van con trol, 
pos ses sing all for mal at tri bu tes of a so ve
re ign sta te, li ke the “Re pu blic of Ko so va”. 
Prid ne stro vje, or Tran sdni e stria, forms 
part of the worldwi de belt of “pse u do sta
tes” (Ko los sov, Vla di mir, “A Small Sta te 
vs a SelfProc la i med Re pu blic: Na tion
Bu il ding, Ter ri to rial Iden ti ti es and Pro
spects of Con flict Re so lu tion (The Ca se of 
Mol do vaTran sdni e stria)”, Bi an chi ni, Ste
fa no, (ed.), FromtheAdriatictotheCau-
casus:TheDynamicsof(De)Stabilization, 
Lon go Edi to re Ra ven na, Ra ven na, 2001, 
p. 87). Ab kha zia, the So uth Os se tia and 
Prid ne stro vje are the only “sta tes” in the 
world who re cog ni zed the selfproc la i med 
in de pen den ce of the Re pu blic of Na gor no
Ka ra bakh in 1991. Ho we ver, it is not do ne 
un til to day by any of the UN Mem ber Sta
tes.

calle gal ba ses and ca pa bi li ti es to 
be re cog ni zed as an in de pen dent 
for the re a son that they sho wed 
real abi lity to go vern them sel ves 
alo ne and not by the in ter na ti o
nal or ga ni za ti ons as in the ca se of 
the Al ba niango ver ned Ko so vo 
(the “Re pu blic of Ko so va” from 
Fe bru ary 2008) af ter Ju ne 1999. 
They al so pro ved much mo re de
moc racy and re spect for hu man 
and mi no rity rights in com pa ri son 
with the Al ba nianru led Ko so vo.9) 

The re are se ve ral si mi la ri ti es, 
but al so and dis si mi la ri ti es bet we
en con flicts in the Na gor noKa ra
bakh and Ko so vo. In both ca ses 
the in ter na ti o nal com mu nity is 
de a ling with auto nomy of a com
pact na ti o nal mi no rity who is ma
king a ma jo rity on the land in qu
e sti on and ha ving its own na ti o nal 
in de pen dent sta te out of this ter ri
tory. Both the Na gor noKa ra bakh 
Ar me ni ans and the Ko so vo Al ba
ni ans do not want to ac cept any 
ot her so lu tion ex cept se pa ra tion 
and in ter na ti o nally re cog ni zed in
de pen den ce. Both con flicts are in 
fact con ti nu a ti ons of old hi sto ric 

9) On the issue of violation of minority rights 
in Albaniangoverned KosovoMetochia, 
including and the policy of ethnic cleans
ing, see, for instance: TheMarchPogrom
in Kosovo andMetohija (March 17−19,
2004)withasurveyofdestroyedanden-
dangered Christian cultural heritage, Bel
grade, 2004; Hofbauer, Hannes, Experi-
mentKosovo.DieRückkerdesKolonialis-
mus, Wien: 2008; Чупић, Мирко, Отета
земља. Косово и Метохија (злочини,
прогони, отпори), Нолит, Београд, 
2006, pp. 387−388. Such policy of viola
tion of minority rights including and eth
nic cleansing, at least at such extent, is not 
recorded in the cases of the South Ossetia, 
Abkhazia and Pridnestrovje.
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strug gles bet we en two dif fe rent 
ci vi li za ti ons: the Mu slim Tur
kish and the Chri stian Byzan ti ne. 
In both con flicts the in ter na ti o nal 
or ga ni za ti ons are in clu ded as the 
me di a tors. So me of them are the 
sa me  Fran ce, the USA and Rus
sia as the mem bers of both Con
tact Gro ups for exYugo sla via and 
the Minsk Gro up un der the OSCE 
um brel la for Azer ba i jan. Ser bia 
and Azer ba i jan we re aga inst that 
the ir ca ses (Ko so vo and the Na
gor noKa ra bakh) will be proc la
i med as the “uni que” ca ses as in 
this ca se it wo uld be a green light 
to both Al ba nian and Ar me nian 
se pa ra tists to se ce de the ir ter ri
to ri es from Ser bia and Azer ba i
jan wit ho ut per mis si ons gi ven by 
Bel gra de and Ba ku (what in re a
lity al ready hap pe ned).

TheNagorno-Karabakh
and Kosovo

 Ho we ver, the re are sig ni fi cant 
dif fe ren ces bet we en Ko so voMe
toc hia and the Na gor noKa ra bakh 
ca ses. Firstly, Ko so voMe toc hia 
was in ter nal con flict wit hin Ser
bia ( in ter na ti o na li zed af ter Ju ne 
1999), but in the ca se of the Na
gor noKa ra bakh the re is ex ter nal 
mi li tary ag gres sion (by Ar me nia). 
Se condly, in dif fe ren ce to Ar me
nia in re la tion to the Na gor noKa
ra bakh, Al ba nia for mally ne ver 
ac cep ted any le gal act in which 
Ko so vo was cal led as in te gral 
part of a sta te ter ri tory of Al ba
nia (with hi sto ri cal ex cep ti on du
ring the Se cond World War when 
Ko so voMe toc hia, the Eastern 
Mon te ne gro and the We stern Ma

Serbian Orthodox church in Kosovo destroyed in 1999/2001 
by Muslim Albanians (source: www.kosovo.net)
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ce do nia ha ve been in clu ded in to 
Mus so li ni’s the socal led “Gre
a ter Al ba nia”). De le ga tion from 
Al ba nia did not ta ke any par ti
ci pa tion in the talks and ne go ti
a ti ons upon the “fi nal” sta tus of 
Ko so voMe toc hia bet we en Pris
hi na and Bel gra de in 2007−2013, 
whi le Ar me nia has of fi cial sta tus 
of “in te re sted si de” in the con flict 

in re gard to the Na gor noKa ra
bakh. Ho we ver, the Ar me ni ans 
from the Na gor noKa ra bakh such 
sta tus did not ob tain. Whi le the 
Ar me nian army (i.e. from the Re
pu blic of Ar me nia) was di rectly 
in vol ved in the mi li tary ope ra
ti ons in the Na gor noKa ra bakh, 
of fi ci ally part of an in de pen dent 
sta te of Azer ba i jan, in the Ko so

A map of ethnolinguistic groups in the Caucasus 
region in 2009 (source: www.wikipedia.org)
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vo con flict of 1998−1999 the of fi
cial re gu lar army of the Re pu blic 
of Al ba nia was not in vol ved (dif
fe rently from a gre at num ber of 
the vo lun te ers from Al ba nia). As 
a re sult, Ar me nia oc cu pied 1/5 of 
Azer ba i jan ter ri tory and the vic
tims of et hnic cle an sing are only 
the Azer ba i ja ni. Azer ba i jan who 
was a mi li tary we a ker in com pa
ri son to Ar me nia was sup por ted 
by Rus sia in arms and ot her war 
ma te rial, did not apply to the NA
TO for the mi li tary help. On the 
ot her si de Ko so vo Al ba ni ans did 
it du ring the Ko so vo con flict of 
1998−1999. 

Con clu sion
It can be con clu ded that the 

Al ba nian uni la te rally proc la i med 
Ko so vo in de pen den ce in Fe bru
ary 2008 is not “uni que” ca se in 
the world wit ho ut di rect con se
qu en ces to si mi lar se pa ra tist ca
ses fol lo wing the “do mi no ef fect” 
(the So uth Os se tia, the So uth 
Su dan...). That is the real re a son 
why, for in stan ce, the go vern ment 
of Cyprus is not sup por ting “Ko
so vo Al ba nian rights to selfde
ter mi na tion” as the next “uni que” 
ca se can be easily the nort hern 
(Tur kish) part of Cyprus which is 
by the way al ready re cog ni zed by 
the Re pu blic of Tur key and un
der de fac to An ka ra’s pro tec tion 
and the oc cu pa tion by the re gu lar 
army of the Re pu blic of Tur key 
from 1974 on ward.10)

10) The author of the article has strong belief 
that the USA and the Russian administra
tions simply decided in 2008 to recognize 
at the moment de facto situation upon the 
Balkans and the Caucasus affairs: Koso
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Izvod iz recenzije

МаријаЂорић,
“Хулиганизам:насиље

испорт”,Наукаи
друштво,Београд,2012. 
Има ства ри и по ја ва ко је 

нам из гле да ју то ли ко ја сне да 
због то га оста ју нео бја шње не. 
Јед на од тих по ја ва је и ху ли га
ни зам, об лик на си ља са ко јим 
смо се очи то са жи ве ли и ко га 
за то и до жи вља ва мо као нор
мал ност. Раз лог ви ше за та кав 
наш од нос пре ма ху ли га ни зму 
је и чи ње ни ца да он по сто ји у 
мно гим дру штви ма, међу њи ма 
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