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On the occasion of the Slovenian EU Presidency and at the invitation of the Slovenian Parliament, the 
European Security and Defence Assembly (Assembly of WEU) held a colloquy entitled “2008: a 
decisive year for the western Balkans” in Ljubljana, Slovenia, on 4 March 2008. The colloquy was 
attended by over 200 participants, including a delegation from the parliament of Kosovo. The 
colloquy was followed by a visit to the Bohinjska Bela Military Mountain School where Slovenian 
troops are prepared for international crisis-intervention operations. 
 

Mr France CUKJATI (President of the Slovenian National 
Assembly) opened the proceedings by stressing Slovenia’s 
support for an effective European Security and Defence Policy 
(ESDP). In the past, Europe had failed to cope with the 
disintegration of former Yugoslavia. In future, it needed to make 
a more timely response to crises. The nations of the western 
Balkans deserved a better social, economic and political future. 
The integration of the countries of the region into the Euro-
Atlantic structures should continue. For Slovenia, cooperation 
with the Assembly, which was the appropriate interparliamentary 
forum for discussing ESDP issues, was extremely useful, as the 
Assembly was important for ensuring proper democratic scrutiny 
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of the ESDP and a better involvement of national parliamentarians in it, thereby strengthening the 
democratic legitimacy of that policy. 
 
 Mr Robert WALTER, MP (Chairman of the Defence Committee of the WEU Assembly) thanked 
the Slovenian EU Presidency for its support in organising the 
colloquy. He noted that 2008 so far had been a decisive year 
already, with the Serbian people voting for a pro-European 
President and Kosovo declaring independence, its recognition 
by important countries and the launch of the EU mission there. 
Major questions remained in relation to the western Balkans, in 
particular regarding the potential knock-on effects of Kosovo’s 
declaration of independence. The authorities in Pristina had to 
deliver on the promises made concerning the protection of 
minority rights, the rule of law and economic development. 
There was a massive need for international support to Kosovo, 
but care had to be taken to ensure that Serbia did not become cut 
off from the European integration process. The offers were 
there, both from NATO and the EU, but Serbia had to grasp the outstretched helping hand. The 
country needed time to mourn the loss of Kosovo and to reflect on past policies that had led to the 
current situation.  
 

Mr Zmago JELIN � I �  PLEMENITI  (Head of the Slovenian 
Delegation to the WEU Assembly) underlined that there was no other 
place in Europe where security issues posed such a difficult challenge. In 
the western Balkans the realities of the past had become part of those of 
the present and history had repeated itself. He criticised the international 
community for its short-term responses in the past. The absence of 
gunfire was the result of the international presence but did not mean an 
absence of conflict or that reconciliation had been effected. A great deal 
needed to be done with respect to democratisation, building pluralistic 
societies, ensuring free and independent media and building market 
economies that achieved prosperity.  
 
He believed that there was as yet no clear concept of “European security” 
and wondered whether the existing structures were suited to the 
preservation of Europe’s new order. Europe’s role in the western Balkans 
was not sufficiently well recognised and was seen as subsidiary to that of 
America. US dominance was the result of a lack of responsibility and 
opportunism on the part of Europe. Europe had to build its own future 

which included a redefinition of its relationship with the United States. In order to play a world role, 
the EU needed a powerful military force of its own, as well as strong security and defence machinery 
and a capable joint intelligence service. 
 
First session: “The EU Presidency and the western Balkans in 2008” 

 
Chairman:  Mr Robert WALTER , Chairman of the Defence Committee of the WEU Assembly  
 
Mr Anton ANDERLI �  (Chairman of the Defence Committee of the Slovenian National Assembly 
and member of the Slovenian Delegation to the Assembly) reported on the outcome of the Conference 
of Defence Committee Chairpersons of the National Parliaments of the EU Member States, the 
European Parliament, and the Parliaments of the Candidate Countries, held in Ljubljana the previous 
day, a part of the agenda for which had been discussion of how to involve national parliaments and 
the public in the long-term planning of ESDP operations and ensuring the necessary capabilities were 
available.  
 

Mr Robert WALTER 
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Public opinion was often critical when soldiers’ lives were 
lost or of the costs incurred by external operations, in 
particular if the theatre of operations was remote, as it was 
with Afghanistan. National parliamentarians needed to be 
involved at an early stage in the EU’s operational planning 
process in order to support such operations and explain 
their relevance to European citizens. It was also necessary 
to provide troops with the requisite military equipment: 
national parliamentarians passed defence budgets and 
could press for more European cooperation on defence 
equipment. The European Defence Agency was not yet 
playing its part in full in this field. The Conference of 

Chairpersons had agreed to discuss ways to increase the involvement of national parliamentarians in 
the implementation of the Lisbon Treaty. The question was how to involve national parliamentarians 
in ESDP without making the decision-making process less efficient. He called on the Assembly to 
contribute to this exercise. 
 
Mr Karl ERJAVEC  (Minister of Defence of Slovenia) 
underlined that the western Balkans were a priority for 
Slovenia and for the EU as a whole. There would be no 
stability in Europe without stability in the Balkans. And 
while some member countries were keen to launch 
missions in Africa, Europe could not be certain of being 
able to keep the peace in the western Balkans. It was 
necessary to hold out the prospect of the region’s having a 
future in Europe and 2008 would indeed be of key 
importance. Kosovo’s declaration of independence could 
act as a trigger for comprehensive solutions for the region 
as a whole. Serbia was a key player in arriving at a long-
term solution and needed the full support of the EU. The country was not showing its true face and 
was going through a period where emotions that had built up over time were being released. In his 
opinion, the real cause of conflicts in the region was not multi-ethnic divisions but economic and 
social problems which were a breeding ground for nationalism. Peace was a value that should not be 
taken for granted and it was everyone’s responsibility to help those who were fighting for it. Things 
could change quickly. Kenya was an example of this. National parliaments had a role to play in 
explaining to the public at large both the reasons for external operations and what capabilities were 
needed. The Slovenian Presidency would be organising a meeting of the Defence Ministers of the 
western Balkan countries on 20 and 21 June and he was confident that the situation would have 
improved considerably by then. 
 
Lieutenant General David LEAKEY (Director of the EU 
Military Staff and former Commander of EUFOR ALTHEA in 
Bosnia-Herzegovina) noted that the overall security situation in 
Bosnia and Herzegovina had been benign since the beginning of 
the EUFOR presence in 2004 and that despite a certain “ripple 
effect” following Kosovo’s declaration of independence there was 
no immediate prospect of community confrontation. However, the 
overall political situation gave reason for concern. Economic 
development, the fight against corruption and police reform were 
crucial for stability but profound disagreements remained. Even if 
the police reform was to be adopted there was no illusion about 
the absence of consensus among the political parties about the 
future of the country. The litmus test was whether the international community would decide to 
maintain the Office of the High Representative and the Bonn powers or not and the Peace 
Implementation Council had set out a number of objectives and conditions that had to be met. This 
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was not likely to come about before the end of 2008. The decision about the military presence came 
after that. This was why it had been agreed that no end date would be set for the termination of 
Operation EUFOR ALTHEA, but rather an “end state”, namely, “self-sustaining and enduring 
security and stability”. EUFOR ALTHEA kept a 2 500-strong force deployed which was the 
minimum required to stay visible and keep a finger on the country’s pulse. It continued to assist the 
Hague Tribunal to capture persons indicted for war crimes. When the right time had come, the 
decision had to be made on a complete withdrawal or a residual presence. The inclination among 
member states was to proceed to a complete withdrawal, not least of all in order to free up assets for 
other operations. 

 
During the debate which followed, attention was again drawn to the 
importance of convincing public opinion of the need for external 
operations. The national parliaments had a major role to play in that 
respect and needed to be involved from the early stages of operational 
planning. Mr ERJAVEC pointed out that in Slovenia, the Chairman 
of the Defence Committee was always a member of the opposition. 
Replying to a question by Andrea MANZELLA  (Italy, Socialist 
Group) General LEAKEY  explained that there were situations in 
which EU intervention was more appropriate than NATO action and 
while the Berlin Plus arrangements had worked well under the 
particular circumstances in Bosnia and Herzegovina, it was also useful 
to have the possibility of recourse to an autonomous EU chain of 
command without the fingerprints of transatlantic influence. 
 
Second session: “Governance, economic and social development 
and security in the western Balkans” 

 
Chairman: Mr Zmago Jelin � i�  PLEMENITI,  Head of the 

Slovenian Delegation to the WEU Assembly  
 
Mr Boris DIVJAK , Chair of the Board of Directors, Transparency International Bosnia and 
Herzegovina, presented statistics on corruption in the different Balkan countries, noting the 
prevalence in several countries of illicit activities which were detrimental to their governance and 
development. Bribery was often the only means of obtaining services from public institutions. The 
judicial, police and administrative systems thus found themselves in a vicious circle; tax income 
benefited only a small number of people and the public at large had no confidence in democracy. 
International institutions had unfortunately found no better solution than to work with this system, 
thus supporting it. The root causes were poverty and unemployment, for there was a clear correlation 

between the crime rate and the level of GDP. As in a Rubik’s cube, all 
the problems were interconnected and it was difficult to establish the 
rule of law. 
 
Mr Andrej LEPAVCOV , Foreign Affairs Adviser, Cabinet of the 
Prime Minister of former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, recalled 
that his country had high hopes of being invited to join NATO at its 
Bucharest Summit in April. It was unacceptable that Greece should 
impose a veto due to the dispute about his country’s title, which was 
in keeping with the historical origins of the region of Macedonia. His 
country was a reliable partner for the western institutions and had 
implemented various internal reforms with a view to obtaining EU 
candidate status. In spite of unemployment it was showing economic 
growth and the World Bank had given the country a good rating as 
regards the reimbursement of its debt. His country contributed to the 
stabilisation of the Balkans and had supported the Ahtisaari plan for 
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Kosovo. It was important in that regard to clearly delimitate his country’s northern border with 
Kosovo. 

 
Mr Ognjen TADIC , Deputy of the National Assembly of 
Republika Srpska, Bosnia and Herzegovina (Serbian 
Democratic Party), said that his country was in a serious 
economic crisis, but that the status issue prevailed over the 
other problems. The country was still an international 
protectorate and the UN Office of the High Representative and 
the EU Special Representative (UNOHR/EUSR) were 
behaving like colonial powers. Europe did not listen to the 
problems of the Balkans, whose political representatives 
needed help in order to mobilise their energy to combat the 
crime and corruption that were rampant in the region. If there 

were no investments to boost the local economy and if people had no jobs, they would be unable to 
retrieve their property that was still in the hands of foreign armed forces. Often they had no alternative 
means of survival. Clearly the European Union could not leave the Balkan countries outside its doors, 
but recognition of Kosovo’s independence was a mistake and Republika Srpska would never accept it. 
Europe, regrettably, was applying double standards in the Balkans. 
 
The debate continued with contributions from MM Miliatidis VARVITSIOTIS (Greece), Andrej 
LEPVACOV  and Blagoi ZASOC (former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia) on the name of the 
former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia and the issue of its membership of NATO. MM Humphrey 
MALINS (United Kingdom) and Ognen TADIC  spoke on Kosovo and the attitude of the European 
Union, while Franz Eduard KÜHNEL  (Austria) asked about Bosnia and Herzegovina’s ability to 
overcome its internal divisions. 
 

Third Session: The western Balkans after Kosovo’s declaration of independence 
 
Chairman:  Mr Rudolf PETAN , Member of the Slovenian Delegation to the WEU Assembly 
 
Mr Selmo CIKOTIC ( Minister of Defence, Bosnia and 
Herzegovina) stressed that the world today was more 
interdependent than at any other time and therefore greatly 
affected by global challenges such as terrorism, the 
proliferation of weapons of mass destruction and drugs and 
people trafficking. Nevertheless Bosnia and Herzegovina 
was actively trying to play a helpful and stabilising role in 
this complex environment. 
 
In the past 12 years Bosnia and Herzegovina had evolved 
from a consumer of security services to a provider of those 
services; this was attributable to the extensive defence reform that had taken place in the country 
during that time. The creation of a single Ministry of Defence and national armed forces had been 
achieved against the odds largely owing to political will and determination. Bosnia and Herzegovina 
had showed that it could move forward notwithstanding that progress was slow and in spite of the 
different ethnic groups and political views within the country. The country’s defence reform had not 
only improved the security environment but was also responsible for attracting foreign investments. 
Defence reform was closely scrutinised in the NATO Partnership for Peace framework and had 
produced its first tangible results. Nevertheless civil police reform was still far from completion. For 
further significant reforms to take place, a culture of compromise between the country’s three 
components needed to be created. 
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Regarding the declaration of independence of Kosovo, Bosnia and Herzegovina was in no hurry to 
recognise Kosovo, as the current constitutional arrangements in Bosnia and Herzegovina gave all 
ethnic groups the right to veto to any decisions they opposed. Therefore Bosnia and Herzegovina had 
an obligation to respect the opinions of Bosnian Serbs who maintained strong religious and historical 
ties with Kosovo and opposed its independence from Serbia. The leadership had therefore decided to 
give the Bosnian Serbs time to explore and redefine their stand on this issue before recognising 
Kosovo. 
 
Mrs Zylfije HUNDOZI ( Chairman of the Foreign Affairs 
Committee, Parliament of Kosovo) said that today more than 
20 countries had recognised Kosovo including the majority of 
EU member states and the United States. The Assembly of 
Kosovo had presented its plans for a new constitution which 
was expected to be adopted by the end of March. Kosovo, 
however, had a long way to go and was ready to learn from 
foreign countries in order to forge its way towards Euro-
Atlantic integration. 
 
The main challenges currently for her country were economic 
development and the improvement of living conditions. 
Planned reforms to address those challenges would need the 
support of the international community. Membership of the International Monetary Fund (IMF) and 
the World Bank were also essential for two reasons: further strengthening the country’s economy and 
cementing its legitimacy as an independent state. Kosovo had signed the Central European Free Trade 
Agreement with Albania, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Croatia and the former Yugoslav Republic of 
Macedonia, which was crucial for regional stability and cooperation. To this end, Kosovo was also 
prepared to establish good relations with Serbia. Kosovo’s independence would be a lasting stability 
factor for the western Balkans rather than a threat to its neighbours. She called on the democratic 
forces in Serbia to accept the new reality.  
 

Mrs Judy BATT (EU Institute for Security Studies) in 
her presentation on “The EU and the region’s security 
and stability”, asked whether Kosovo was the final act in 
the tragedy of former Yugoslavia. And would 
independence be the first step towards a greater Albania? 
 
She believed that this was not the case. In her view there 
was not one Albanian question but several. Albanians had 
been living in different states for a long time and Albania 
had never pursued the goal of uniting all Albanian 
communities. They were more united in the diversity of 
their living conditions, political identities and interests. 

Since the collapse of Yugoslavia the real issue was not Albanian nationalism but the challenge facing 
the states in which they lived to deliver efficient administrative structures and democratic freedom. In 
the case of Albania, for example, the key question was how soon the state would begin to show 
progress in delivering a faster pace of integration into the EU. 
 
For Kosovo the real questions now were whether it would be allowed to become a stable coherent 
state and whether the new government would really protect the Serbian minorities. The economic 
situation in Kosovo was also very difficult and would remain so for some considerable time to come. 
Unemployment was extremely high among the predominantly young population. It was to be hoped 
that the prospect of European integration would help mould a Kosovar identity. It had been implied by 
some voices that after independence Kosovo would need some time to be left alone to find itself. This 
she found worrying. Europeanisation and European integration should be accepted as an inseparable 
part of a modern multi-ethnic political community for Kosovo. “The EU would not wait”. 

Mrs Zylfije HUNDOZI 
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Serbian political leaders would have to 
accept Kosovo’s independence and abandon 
their pan-ethnic territorial, nationalist 
posture. The people of Serbia had voted for 
President Tadic who had run on a European 
integration agenda. Serbia had a huge 
potential for moving on but this would 
come about only if it abandoned an idea that 
had recently emerged: that the EU was the 
enemy. The EU, for its part, should keep its 
doors open and beef up its commitment to 
Serbia, while making it clear that it was not 
in the business of “compensating” states for 
the loss of territory. The EU had to engage 
in a political dialogue with Serbian civil 
society and convince it that prosperity 
would come with EU integration. 

 
The EU should also redouble its efforts in the region whilst the countries of the Western 
Balkans should focus more on regional cooperation and on their own stability and progress 
and more importantly, not isolate Serbia.  
 
Mr WALTER asked whether a Serbian dimension would be created in the future governance of 
Kosovo and Bosnia and Herzegovina. 
 
Mr Doug HENDERSON (United Kingdom) asked whether Serbia was likely to change its policy 
towards Republika Srpska now that Kosovo was independent and what implications this would have 
for the future of Bosnia and Herzegovina. 
 
Mr CIKOTIC, replying to Mr Henderson, said that it was easy to fight and destroy ties: the challenge 
was strengthening and developing them. Efforts towards this latter end should be made by the 
different ethnic communities in Bosnia and Herzegovina and also between Bosnia and Herzegovina 
and Serbia. He stressed that any kind of Serbian interference in Bosnia and Herzegovina would most 
likely revive troubles in the region. 
 
Mrs BATT  was of the view that the Serbian 
dimension in Bosnia and Herzegovina and 
Kosovo was already built into the Dayton 
Agreement and the Ahtisaari proposal. Serbian 
involvement was foreseen and there were 
many ways in which it could work well. 
 
Closing Session: A European outlook for 
the Balkans 
 
Chairman:  Mr Miltiades VARVITSIOTIS , 
Chairman of the Foreign Affairs and Defence 
Committee of the Hellenic Parliament, 
Member of the Greek Delegation to the 
Assembly. 

 
 Dr Wim VAN MEURS (Centre for Applied Policy Research, Munich) thought that the prospect of 
EU accession constituted a very strong incentive to promote stability in the western Balkans. He 

2008: a decisive year for the Western Balkans 
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offered four possible explanations for the EU’s power and gain of influence in the region, the first 
being that there was no real reason; it was, to put it simply, “a miracle”. The second was that its basis 
was to be found in the application of reform packages similar to those which had been offered to 
south eastern Europe in the 1990s and which provided financial and economic assistance under strict 
guidance. Thirdly, the EU had initiated policies which essentially provided a crash course in modern 
state-building. Finally the EU no longer focused on enlargement but rather on empire-building, which 
made use of strategic regional policies and symbolism. 
 
But there was still a very long way to go before the recipient countries could actually accede to the 
EU. In the meantime a kind of plan B was needed in order to bridge the gap between EU long-term 
demands and the short-term efforts of western Balkan governments to meet European standards, the 
missing link being “functional statehood”. EU governments would also have to bear in mind the 
Euroscepticism and negative stereotyped image of the western Balkans that existed in western 
Europe.  
 
 Mr VARVITSIOTIS expressed the fear that Kosovo’s 
independence might open doors that had been locked for 
years and send the wrong signal to other regions of the 
world where there were secessionist tendencies. He also 
insisted that economically sustainable states were vital to 
Europe. The process of EU and NATO integration was not 
easy; there had to be shared values and common standards. 
He highlighted the strategic importance of providing Serbia 
with an EU roadmap. 
 
During the debate, which touched again upon the issue of 
the name of the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, a 
number of other parliamentarians expressed the concern that 
Kosovo might create a precedent for other regions of the 
world with secessionist tendencies. It was noted that one 
lesson learned from the break-up of former Yugoslavia was that it was necessary to pay great 
attention to the way in which countries treated their minorities. There was no single model applicable 
to all states at all times. Reference was made to the EU’s divisions over Kosovo and other issues. 
 
Dr VAN MEURS  replied that these would not hamper the EU mission there, although they could 
generate some difficulties for the EU integration process.  
 
The Chairman looked forward to an in-depth discussion of all these issues at the Assembly’s next 
plenary session on 3-5 June in Paris. The western Balkans was to be the subject of a report to be 
submitted by Mr Pedro Agramunt (Spain, Federated Group), Rapporteur and Chairman of the 
Assembly’s Political Committee. 
 

Mr Miltiades VARVITSIOTIS 
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Visit to Bohinjska Bela Military Mountain School and Barracks 
 
 

Members of the Assembly were able to witness first hand a number of military mountain climbing 
and rescue exercises as well as vehicle decontamination techniques at the Bohinjska Bela barracks 
near Bled where the 132nd Mountain Battalion is stationed. 
 

Major CESAR briefed the Assembly on the 
organisation of the barracks and the various 
training courses which reservists undergo. Its 
mission statement was: 
 
 “To assure trained forces to conduct missions 
in the mountain environment and other 
difficult terrains in all weather conditions. The 
Battalion will on order conduct civil disaster, 
protection and relief operations in order to 
assist the civil community with the requested 
assistance. The Battalion is a non-deployable 
unit and belongs to the category of a long-term 
built up force”. 
 
Captain ALES outlined the functions of the 
Slovenian Armed Forces’ Mountain School 
and focused in particular upon the different 
training courses that forces followed. These 
included mountaineering, skiing, climbing, 

rescue, helicopter rescue, mountain guiding and mountain warfare. He added that the School 
cooperated internationally with other similar military establishments as well as with civil institutions 
in Slovenia. Among the School’s main aims were to increase its training personnel, establish a mobile 
training team and further develop its course on mountain warfare. 

 

 
Mrs Tuija NURMI, President of the Finnish Delegation to the Assembly of WEU, at the 

Bohinjska Bela Military Mountain School and Barracks 

Military exercises at the Bohinjska Bela Military 
Mountain School and Barracks 
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Assembly colloquy in cooperation with the Dr�avni zbor (Slovenian National Assembly) 
during the Slovenian EU Presidency 

 
2008: a decisive year for the western Balkans 

 
Ljubljana, 3-5 March 2008 

Grand Hotel Union 
 

PROGRAMME 
 

Monday, 3 March 2008 
 
17.30  Reception hosted by the Mayor of Ljubljana, Mr Zoran Jankovic, at the Town 

Hall (Heads of Delegations) 
 
Tuesday, 4 March 2008 
 
Speakers: France Cukjati, President of the Slovenian National Assembly 
 Robert Walter, Chairman of the Defence Committee of the WEU Assembly 

Zmago Jelin� i�  Plemeniti, Head of the Slovenian Delegation to the WEU Assembly 
 
10.00 First Session: The EU Presidency and the western Balkans in 2008 
 
 Chairman: Robert Walter, Chairman of the Defence Committee of the WEU 

Assembly 
 
Key speakers: Anton Anderli � , Chairman of the Defence Committee of the Slovenian National 

Assembly and Member of the Slovenian Delegation to the WEU Assembly (also 
presenting the results of the Conference of Defence Committee Chairpersons of the 
National Parliaments of the EU Members States, the European Parliament, and the 
Parliaments of the Candidate Countries.) 
Karl Erjavec, Minister of Defence of Slovenia 

 Lieutenant General David Leakey, Director EU Military Staff 
 
 Debate 
 
11.30 Second Session: Governance, economic and social development and security in 

the western Balkans 
 
 Chairman: Zmago Jelin� i�  Plemeniti, Head of the Slovenian Delegation to the WEU 

Assembly  
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Speakers   

Boris Divjak , Chair of Board of Directors, Transparency International Bosnia and 
Herzegovina  
Dr Andrej Lepavcov, Foreign Affairs Adviser, Cabinet of the Prime minister of the 
former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia 
Ognjen Tadic, Deputy of the National Assembly of Republika Srpska, Bosnia and 
Herzegovina (Serbian Democratic Party) 
 
Debate 
 

13.00 Lunch (open to all participants) at the invitation of the Head of the Slovenian 
Delegation to the Assembly, Zmago Jelin� i�  Plemeniti. 

 
14.30 Third Session: The western Balkans after Kosovo’s declaration of independence 
 
 Chairman: Rudolf Petan, Member of the Slovenian Delegation to the WEU 

Assembly 
 
Speakers: Selmo Cikotic, Minister of Defence, Bosnia and Herzegovina 

Zylfije Hundozi,  Chairman of the Foreign Affairs Committee, Parliament of Kosovo 
Judy Batt, EU Institute for Security Studies: “The EU and the region’s security and 
stability” 
 
Debate 

 
Coffee Break  
 
16.15  Closing Session: A European outlook for the Balkans 
 
 Chairman: Militiadis Varvitsiotis , Chairman of the Foreign Affairs and Defence 

Committee, Member of the Greek delegation to the WEU Assembly 
 

Speakers: Dr Wim Van Meurs , Centre for Applied Policy research, Munich 
   
  Debate 
 
Wednesday, 5 March 2008 
 
08.30 Departure from Hotel to Bohinjska Bela Military Mountain School  
 
10.00 Arrival at the Bohinjska Bela Military Mountain School 
 
10.00-11.30 Presentation of Mountain School and 132nd Mountain Battalion (Bohinjska Bela 

barracks) 
 
11.30-11.45 Transportation 
 
11.45-12.45 Presentation of the mountain equipment and of the exercise on the wall (Climbing 

wall Iglica) 
 
14.30 Departure 
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Ms HALAMBEK Andrea, Secretary of the Foreign Affairs Committee, Croatia 
Mrs HUNDOZI Zylfije, Chairman of the Foreign Affairs Committee, Parliament of 
 Kosovo 
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Austria 
Mr MANZELLA Andrea, Chairman of the European Affairs Committee, Senate, Italy 
Mr MURATI Dzezair, Member of the Parliament of Kosovo 
Mrs PEJCINOVIC-BURIC Marija, Member of the Foreign Affairs Committee, and of the 

Committee for European Integration, Croatia 
Mr PU� IK Rudolf, Chairman of the Committee for Security and Defense, Slovak Republic 
Mr STOICA Ilie, Vice-Chairman of the Defence Committee, Senate, Romania 
Mr VARVITSIOTIS Miltiadis, Chairman of the Foreign Affairs and Defence Committee, Greece 
Mr ZASOV Blagoj, Vice-Chairman of the Committee on European Affairs Committee and Vice-

President of the Assembly of the The former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia 
Mr ZUBOVI�  Mario, Chairman of the Foreign Affairs Committee, Croatia  
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Mr VELJANOVSKI Saso, Counsellor, the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia 
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