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Abstract: The authors of this papet analyze the progress made in relations with
the countties surrounding Serbia — in the regions of South Fast Europe and
the Western Balkans, and upon the formation of the new government of
Serbia (27th July 2012). In this regard, they point out the improvement of
bilateral relations with the countries of the so-called old neighborhood
(Hungary, Romania, Bulgaria, Italy, Albania and Greece), as well as the ‘new’
neighbors (Macedonia, Montenegro, Bosnia and Herzegovina and Croatia).
Therefore, the authors emphasize that it is not only the continuity of the policy
of improving relations in the region, but some concrete actions to advance a
good-neighbotly relations have been taken as well.

According to the authors resolution of many accumulated problems with
neighbors will result in acceleration of the process of European integration of
Serbia and the rest of the Western Balkans. This will prove to be a significant
benefit to citizens of all countries in this part of Europe. Serbia has thus
positioned itself as a reliable regional partner for its immediate environment,
as well as to the leading factors of wotld politics, the authors conclude.
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Introduction

Over the past decade Serbia has faced with the necessity of resolving many
outstanding issues in its immediate neighborhood (Bukanovi¢, 2008, pp. 85-105).
These problems have represented the results of conflicts in the former Socialist
Federal Republic of Yugoslavia, as well as almost a decade of international isolation.
Redefining its status of a country in the Western Balkans and Eastern Europe did
not go easy. On the contrary, the consequences of the Yugoslav wars have left
unresolved a number of aspects of life of the citizens of Serbia and emerged
counttries.

However, over the past decade a gradual stabilization of the situation in South
East Europe and the Western Balkans took place, followed by accelerated
integration of the countries in this part of Europe in the Euro-Atlantic integration
Bukanovic, 2009, pp. 497-508). Firstly, Hungary, Romania and Bulgaria become
new member states of the European Union in 2004 and 2007, which has
drastically changed the geo-strategic importance and position of Serbia and the
other countries of the region. Croatia has been the most successful in the process
of all the post-Yugoslav states, accessing to the European Union on July 152013,
Montenegro and Serbia have accelerated the process of joining the EU, while
Macedonia, Bosnia and Herzegovina and Albania are significantly behind
Bukanovi¢, 2011, pp. 225-230).

— Political elite from the October 5t onwards gave much importance to the
improvement of relations with the ‘new’ and ‘old’ neighbors (Miljus, Pukanovic,
2011, pp. 178-181). In this sense, at least two periods could be identified. The first
period falls between October 5t 2000 and the beginning of negotiations on
Kosovo’s status in end of 2005. In this phase, Serbia then a part of the State Union
of Serbia and Montenegro, established full diplomatic relations with all countties in
the region and concluded a number of bilateral agreements. The second period,
which is related to the placement of the Kosovo issue to the forefront of foreign
policy activities of Serbia, started at the end of 2005 and lasted until mid-2012.
During this period, Kosovo unilaterally declared independence from Serbia (in
2008), a considerable number of states recognized this act. Serbia’s response to
these circumstances showed a different conduct toward countries in the region.
While relations with Croatia, Albania, Bulgaria and Hungary, which have all
recognized Kosovo’s independence, were only temporarily frozen at this stage,
diplomats from Montenegro and Macedonia were proclaimed 7o grata in Belgrade.
During this time Serbia failed to get a positive advisory opinion of the International
Court of Justice on the illegality of the act of declaration of Kosovo’s
independence, which essentially added to weakening of capacity of the country’s

foreign policy.
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Therefore, the new government of the Republic of Serbia, formed on July
27t 2012 was forced to find different responses related to foreign policy
positioning towards the countties of the region, the European Union and global
actors.” In this sense, there some progress has been made; firstly relations were
improved with the old neighbors (Hungary, Bulgaria and Romania), and then with
some of the new (Macedonia and Montenegro). On the other hand, relations
between Serbia and Croatia were initially quite ‘chilly’ until the last few months
when both countries showed their readiness to improve their mutual relations.
Similarly, in the relations between Serbia and Bosnia and Herzegovina, there has
been a symbolic, yet noticeable move towards.

Important to point out, Serbia has managed to intensify relations with the
Federal Republic of Germany, which is significant given the role and place of
latter in the European Union (Radio-televizija Stbije, 2013a). Furthermore, over
the past year Serbia’s relations with the United States improved to a certain extent,
after the visit of the former US. Secretary of State, Mrs. Hillary Clinton to
Belgrade on October 30t 2012 (Simi¢, 2012). In this way, the gradually changed
concept of foreign policy of the country can be deemed more realistic than in the
past, having in mind the well balanced liaison Serbia-Washington-Moscow-
Brussels-Beijing;

Serbia and the Old Neighborhood —
Detection and Removal of Problems and Promotion of Cooperation

Serbia, like most states formed on the tertitory the former Yugoslavia, has
over the past decade had some problems with the ‘old’ neighbors.0 In this sense,
Serbia has had very poor bilateral relations with Albania; much better with
Hungary, Romania and Bulgaria. However, these countries have joined the North
Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO) over the past decade, and with the
exception of Albania, the European Union. This has changed the situation in the
region and contributed to the stabilization of the political and security situation in
South East Europe. At the same time, Serbia has collaborated extensively with the
old neighbours trough the regional initiatives, giving encouragement to better
climate of understanding and cooperation in this part of Europe.

5 Upon last year’s parliamentary election (May oth 2012), new ruling elite was introduced in Serbia
comprising of Serbian Progressive Party, Socialist Party of Serbia, United Regions of Serbia,
Social Democratic Party of Serbia, and Party of Democratic Action. Tomislav Nikoli¢, candidate
of Serbian Progressive Party and its coalition partners, won the second round of the presidential
elections (May 20th 2012).

6 The old neighbors include countries bordering the Socialist Federal Republic of Yugoslavia —
Italy, Austria, Bulgatia, Romania, Hungary, Albania, and Greece.
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In the past, problems in relations between Serbia and Hungary have been mainly
relating to the firmness of the authorities in Budapest to establish all the facts about
the suffering of Hungarians in Vojvodina after the end of the World War II. The
official Budapest insisted on the return of the property to its pre-war owners of
Hungarian nationality in Vojvodina, regardless whether they have been convicted
for crimes committed against non-Hungarians. At the same time, Hungary
indicated support for the official Belgrade in respect to Serbia’s membership in the
European Union. Moreover, the issue of the status of Hungarians living in the
Autonomous Province of Vojvodina and broader Serbia has not added significantly
to deterioration of bilateral relations, despite the occasional inter-ethnic incidents.
Hungary though has stated its opposition towards the abolition or reduction of the
scope of the autonomy of Vojvodina after last year’s change of government in
Belgrade. (Vesti, 2012) However, Hungary according to their officials sees Serbia as
one of the most important partners in the southeast of Europe and therefore
supports its European integration. Significant progress is visible over the past year
in the negotiations on cooperation between Hungary and Serbia in the fields of
tourism, infrastructure and culture.

Given the resolve of Hungary to determine the facts of the suffering of the
Hungarians in Vojvodina after 1944, a mixed Hungarian-Serbian group of experts
and historians was formed to deal with this issue in February 2011. The National
Assembly of Serbia adopted a special declaration on June 215t 2013 expressing
condemnation of indiscriminate retaliation against the Hungarians in Vojvodina
between 1944 and 1945. (Narodna skupstina Republike Srbije, 2013) This
document specifically condemned the introduction of the principle of collective
guilt of Hungarians in some municipalities of Backa (settlements of Zabalj,
Curug and Mosorin) for crimes committed by representatives of the occupying
Hungarian forces. Adoption of the abovementioned declaration was welcomed
in Budapest, and the President of Serbia, Mr. Tomislav Nikoli¢, and the President
of the Republic of Hungary, Mr. Janos Ader have jointly visited the monument
to Hungarian victims in Curug on June 26 this year (Radio televizija Vojvodine,
2013).

Serbia and Romania had very good bilateral relations by 2012 when the official
Bucharest tried to block granting Serbia the status of candidate for membership
in the European Union (Aljazeera Balkans, 2012). The reason, as quoted by the
government officials in Romania, had been inadequate treatment of Vlach
minority living in the eastern part of Serbia and down the banks of Morava River.
However, due to insistence of Germany this problem was successtully resolved by
granting candidate status to Serbia, nevertheless the issues related to the position
of Vlachs in Serbia remain to burden the relations between the two countries. The
new Serbian government is trying to improve the status of the community in
some aspects (cultural rights), but holds that Bucharest’s pressing on this issue is
not desirable.
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An additional problem, however, may represent the fact that the number of
Vlachs in Serbia according to the 2011 census decreased significantly in
comparison to census held nine years earlier. There are 35,330 members of the
Vlach community now and the previous census counted 40,054
(Makroekonomija (2013a). In addition, the relationship between the Serbian
Orthodox Church and the Romanian Orthodox Church is burdened with the
problem related to holding service in Romanian language in Vlach and Romanian
communities, which is often emphasized by the official Bucharest. On the other
hand, Romania evidently supports Serbia’s European path, and is together with
Greece the state of the old neighborhood which did not recognize the unilateral
declaration of independence of Kosovo in 2008.

Given the scale and consequences of the economic crisis in Romania and the
focus of the current government on turbulent political spectrum, it is not realistic
to expect that the issue of the status of the Vlachs in Serbia will be found at the
top of the agenda of the foreign policy priorities of Romania.

Relations between Serbia and Bulgaria have not experienced significant
changes over the past year of the term of the new Serbian government. There has
been some progress in the cooperation in the field of internal affairs, and there are
plans for joint infrastructure projects in the future. However, the relationship
between Sofia and Belgrade are latently loaded with the problem of the status of
the Bulgarian ethnic communities in southeastern Serbia, namely in the
municipalities of Dimitrovgrad and Bosilegrad. At the same time, the number of
members of the Bulgarian minority in Serbia decreased from 20,279 (2002) to
18,543 in the census of 2011 (Makroekonomija, 2013b). Reason can be found in
economic migration of Bulgarian population of Bosilegrad and Dimitrovgrad to
their home country. Bulgarians are provided with all cultural rights in Serbia and
the two municipalities in which they represent an ethnic Majority, but there is an
issue of the relations of the Serbian Orthodox Church and the Bulgarian
Orthodox Church in the said areas.

After the spring patliamentary elections new government was established in
Bulgatia, which unlike the previous one led by the nationalist Gerb of the former
Prime Minister Boiko Botisov (Bodko Bopucos), 1s not preoccupied with the status
of Bulgarian diaspora. In this respect, one can expect the official Sophia to press
for fully implementation of the constitutional and legal framework in relation to
the position of minorities, and thus the Bulgarians in Serbia.

Relations between Serbia and Albania have been since the eighties of the last
century burdened by the differences in visions of Kosovo status and there settled
Albanians. However, it is evident that the Serbs in Albania are insufficiently
exercising their collective rights. In addition, certain statements of Mr. Sali Berisha,
Albanian Prime Minister, on the creation of the Great Albania and the unification
of ethnic areas settled by Albanians in the Balkans do create some tensions.
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(Tanjug, 2012) In conversation with the Serbian Foreign Minister, Mr. Ivan Mrkic,
on October 2314 2012, Mr. Sali Berisha said that both countties can work together
towards the European Union, and that cultural, educational, and economic and

tourism cooperation could be developed between the two countries (Akter
magazin, 2013b).

As for the other countries of the old neighborhood of the SFR Yugoslavia,
Serbia has maintained a decades-long good relation with Greece. However, the
statement of Mr. Tomislav Nikoli¢ given to the Macedonian media about two
decades long dispute between Greece and Macedonia over the name Macedonia,
and the support stated to this former Yugoslav republic, has prompted reactions
from the Greek Ministry of Foreign Affairs (Beta, October 25t 2012).
Nevertheless Nikolic¢’s visit to Athens and the meeting with Mr. Karolos Papoulias,
President of Greece on November 10t 2012, contributed to quick overcoming
of the misunderstanding, and which was confirmed by Mr. Papoulias’ visit to
Belgrade on June 19t this year. Serbia has managed to promote bilateral
cooperation and relations with Italy and Austria as well. When it comes to Italy,
this country made very large investments in the field of economy (automotive
industry — Fzatin Kragujevac), and the progress in the field of cultural cooperation
and the fight against organized crime is rather significant.

Serbia and the New Neighborhood -
the Legacy of War, Stabilization, European Integration...

Except the issue of succession of property of the Former Socialist Federal
Republic of Yugoslavia, no other issue is open on a bilateral level with Slovenia,
the only Yugoslav republic that Serbia never shared a border with. Moreovet, there
is a significant portion of the country’s investments in Serbian economy (estimates
are about a billion and a half Euros) (RTV B92. 2013).

After the establishing of the new Government of the Republic of Serbia
relations with neighboring Macedonia have improved particularly. During the visit
of Serbian President to Macedonia at the end of October 2012, it was stated that
the all outstanding issues between the two countries will soon be resolved.
(Dnevnik, 2012) Presidents of Serbia and Macedonia, Mr. Tomislav Nikoli¢ and Mr.
Djordie Ivanov (l'opre Msaros), offered their mediation in resolving problems that
exist between the Macedonian Orthodox and Serbian Orthodox Church.”

The President Nikoli¢ attended the celebration of the centenary of the Battle
of Kumanovo, however the ruling VMRO-DPMNE party officially stated that it

7 Dnevnik, 2012, quot: “The two presidents called for dialog between the SOC and the MOC in
order to settle the dispute between the two religious communities, and added that they
themselves in their presidential capacities will help bring this process to succes.
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had not been ready to support this event, but it had been allowed in ‘spirit of
Europe’. (Mondo, 2012) In fact, this political party believes that the military
actions of the Army of the Kingdom of Serbia on the territory of Macedonia in
1912 represented ‘occupation’, despite the liberation of the region from the
Ottoman Empire.

The question of Macedonia’s recognition of Kosovo, which followed eight
months after its proclamation of independence (October 2008), does not burden
the relations between the authorities in Belgrade and Skopje at the moment.

Montenegro is the only country in the Western Balkans which immediately
welcomed the change of government in Belgrade in 2012. The reason for this was
constant stands of Podgorica that Serbian authorities intervene in the local internal
political situation by supporting the pro-Serbian opposition forces. Among the
important problems of Serbia and Montenegro there are unresolved border issues
and the introduction of dual nationality for the citizens of both countries. Also, one
of the hitches is the status of Serbs in Montenegro, and vice versa (Montenegtins in
Serbia). While no significant progress was made in the past year regarding above-
mentioned issues, it is clear that Belgrade withdrew from the media and any other
kind of support for the opposition candidates in the recent presidential election.
(Tanjug, 2013) At the same time, rhetotic of some state officials in Montenegro of
Serbia being a kind of hegemon that could endanger the statehood and national
identity of Montenegro lost on its intensity (Dikovi¢, 2013).

The visit of Serbian President Mr. Tomislav Nikoli¢ to Montenegro in mid-
January and his meeting with President Vujanovi¢ did not bring about tangible
results; despite the fact that both parties stressed a willingness to further improve
relations between the two countries (Jankovié, 2013). Minority issues, dual
citizenship and establishing state border were not discussed. However, it is not to
be expected that these burning issues in the relations between Serbia and
Montenegro will be resolved easily and quickly due to their sensitivity. This should
certainly happen gradually in the course of the European integration process of
the two countries.

Montenegro is interested in the revitalization of the railway Belgrade-Bar and
Cortidor XTI (Belgrade-Cacak-Uzice Montenegtin border-Podgortica), while at the
same time Serbian businessmen are interested in the potentials associated with the
use of the Montenegtin port of Bar (Radeka, 2013). It should be emphasized that
extensive and very useful forms of cooperation between Serbia and Montenegro
have been established in the areas of health, education, justice, home affairs,
tourism, economy, culture, etc. Serbia continued to make a significant surplus in
economic exchange with its southwestern neighbor, as well.

Over the past few years Bosnia and Herzegovina has essentially been
gridlocked state, due to the permanent division of local ethnic leaders. Moreover,
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Bosnia and Herzegovina has had its road to the European Union slowed down
and its future is uncertain. The state is at the moment burdened by, most of all
constant tension between the Muslim and Croat politicians in the Federation of
Bosnia and Herzegovina, as well as local intra-Bosniak political clashes between
the Social Democratic Party of BH and the Party of Democratic Action. At the
same time, the leadership of the Republika Srpska often spears discussions on the
status of this entity, which adds to tensions. All of this is transferred to the state
level of government in Bosnia and Herzegovina where certain paralysis of
democratic institutions can be seen.

In the past decade Serbia has under the instrument of special parallel relations
intensively cooperated with entity authorities in Republika Srpska and not with the
central authorities in Sarajevo. This disproportion in the relationship has not yet
been substantially overcome, but it seems that Serbia secks ways to strengthen
relations with the central authorities of BH as well. Issues relating the
disintegration of SFR Yugoslavia and the war in Bosnia (borders, prosecution of
war criminals, status of refugees and succession of SFR Yugoslavia) stand out as
the most significant problems in the relations between Serbia and Bosnia and
Herzegovina (Kronja, Pukanovi¢, 2013, pp. 27-42). Also, the absence of adequate
institutional cooperation between the two countries through the former Interstate
Council for Cooperation between BH and the former Federal Republic of
Yugoslavia upon ‘freezing’ of its operation in 2005 leaves basic and profound
traces on inter-state relations (Kronja, Pukanovi¢, 2013, p. 31).

Over the past year, some statements made in the media by President of Serbia,
Mr. Tomislav Nikoli¢, and the Chairman of the Presidency of Bosnia and
Herzegovina, Mr. Bakir Izetbegovi¢, were followed by certain cooling off in
relations between the two countries. What triggered it were qualifications made by
President Nikoli¢ on the ‘unsustainability’ of Bosnia and Herzegovina, and the
nature of the crimes committed in Srebrenica in 1995.8 However, on April 24th
2013 two of the three members of the Presidency of Bosnia and Herzegovina
(Mr. Bakir Izetbegovi¢ and Mr. Nebojsa Radmanovic) made a visit to Belgrade,
preceded by a separate visit of the President of the Council of Ministers, Mr.
Vjekoslav Bevanda, and Minister of Foreign Affairs, Mr Zlatko Lagumdzija.
President of Serbia, Mr. Tomislav Nikoli¢ made an apology on behalf of the
citizens of Serbia for the crimes committed in Srebrenica in 1995 in an interview

8 President Nikoli¢ stated in the interview given to the Macedonian television SITEL that: ‘Bosnia is
slowly disappeating before our eyes’. See the video of this interview — http://www
youtube.com/watch?v=0zywkqZFRHU. See also: interview of Tomislav Nikoli¢ given to Radio
Television of Montenegro, May 315t 2012 — quote: “There was no genocide in Stebrenica, There
was a great ctime in Srebrenica.’. See the video of this interview — http://wwwyou
tube.com/watch?v=nlZEbviwXBQ.
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given to the Radio-Television of Bosnia and Herzegovina, which was met with a
favorable response in this neighboring country (Danas, 2013).

Particularly important is the continuation of the trilateral initiative of the
Turkey-Serbia-Bosnia and Herzegovina, launched in 2009 with the aim of
improving relations in the region of Southeast Europe, with special emphasis on
bilateral relations between Belgrade and Sarajevo. In this regard a meeting at the
top level was held in Ankara on May 14th — 15th 2013, when the declaration on
relations between these countries and an agreement to boost economic
cooperation were signed (See more: Akter magazin, 2013a). Bosnia and
Herzegovina is certainly one of the most important trade partners of Serbia, with
which it achieves a significant surplus. With this in mind, it is important to
encourage the development of transport and railway infrastructure between
Serbia and Bosnia and Herzegovina, which would economically revive boarder
regions in the two countries. There is potential for strengthening bilateral relations
between Serbia and Bosnia and Herzegovina in other areas as well, particularly in
the fields of culture and tourism (potential of coastal area of Drina river).

In addition to the initial cooling in relations between BH and Serbia mid-last
yeat, they nevertheless intensified in April and May of 2013. Moreover, it seems
that in the next few months, relations between the two countries will gradually
improve and upgrade, which is vital to acceleration of the EU accession process
of Serbia and Bosnia and Herzegovina.

Relations between Serbia and Croatia were on the rise after the 2008.
However, the mutual legal actions before the International Court of Justice in The
Hague for crimes of genocide, the issues of demarcation, prosecution of persons
suspected of war crimes, the status of Serbian refugees from Croatia, and Serbian
capital investment opportunities in Croatia were the central problems. The official
Croatia was quite restrained and cold in accepting the change of government in
Belgrade in mid- last year. An unauthorized statement of Mr. Tomislav Nikoli¢,
president-elect of the Republic of Serbia on Vukovar as predominantly Serbian
town, just added to it.? All this generated numerous disapprovals in Zagteb.
Bilateral relations between Serbia and Croatia has been indirectly influenced by the
acquittal before the International Criminal Tribunal for the Former Yugoslavia, of
Croatian army generals, Mr. Ante Gotovina and his associate, Mr. Mladen Markac
for the operation ‘Storm’ and ‘Flash’ in the course of 1995. These actions in fact
resulted in mass banishment of Croatia by local Serbs. Acquittal of generals
Gotovina and Marka¢ was entered on November 16t 2012,

? The disputed and unauthorized interview of Mr. Tomislav Nikoli¢ given to the journalist of
Frankfurter Allgemeine Zeitunga, Michael Marchens, published on May 24t 2012, See the
interpretation of it in Croatian Jutarnjem listu — (Jutarnji list, 2012).
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Earlier in 2013., meeting of Prime Ministers of Serbia and Croatia, Mr. Ivica
Daci¢ and Mr. Zoran Milanovi¢ took place in Belgrade and showed the first sign
of normalization of relations and the gradual return to previous dynamics of the
relationship (Aljazeera Balkans, 2013). It was followed by a meeting of Ministers
of Justice of Serbia and Croatia in March, and by the end of April a quite
noticeable first visit of Deputy Prime Minister of the Republic of Serbia, M.
Aleksandar Vuci¢ was organized in Zagreb (Radio Television of Serbia, 2013b).
Croatian Foreign Minister, Mrs. Vesna Pusic¢, was in Belgrade in mid-June and on
that occasion an announcement for the solution of the problem of mutual claims
before the International Court of Justice was made (Vecerniji list, 2013). In this
regard, there have been talks of the possibility of a common and synchronized
withdrawal of claims in the future.

Croatia’s entry into the European Union on July 15t 2013 presented also an
opportunity for Serbian President, Mr. Tomislav Nikoli¢, to visit Zagreb the day
before the celebration of the occasion, and for the first time talk with Mr. Ivo
Josipovic, President of Croatia (Dnevnik, 2013). The visit of President Josipovi¢
to Belgrade on October 16t—18t this year did not bring about significant results,
however both presidents concluded that gradual resolving of present problems is
to be introduced. At the same occasion, president Josipovi¢ stated that there will
be no withdrawal of Croatian claim before the International Court of Justice
(Lalos, 2013).

Conclusion

Contrary to some predictions made by majority of analysts that the relations
with Serbia’s neighbors will worsen due to the change of government in Belgrade,
that is, the structure of the ruling coalition mid last year, however it did not occur.
It is in fact, the first few months of the new Government of Serbia that showed
improvement of relations with Macedonia, Hungary and Bulgaria, at least at first
glance. The same intensity in relations with its neighbors Serbia showed over the
past year with Albania and Romania, with some announcements of meetings at
the top.

Initial coldness in relations between Serbia, on the one hand, and Bosnia and
Herzegovina and Croatia, on the other, generated by different interpretations of
statements made by new president of Serbia, Mr. Tomislav Nikoli¢, has been
gradually overcome. In this sense, as of the beginning of this year there has been
a large number of meetings held with the leaders of the Serbs in BH, and the visit
of two members of the Presidency of this country to Belgrade at the end of April
is particularly significant. Regarding the relations between Serbia and BH, it can be
expected they are to be gradually improved and deepened in many areas.
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Serbo-Croatian relations, critical to stabilization of the Western Balkans, have
once again intensified since the beginning of 2013. In the framework of bilateral
cooperation between Serbia and Croatia are therefore discernible certain advances,
particularly regarding the possibilities of both countries withdrawing their
genocide claims before the International Court of Justice. Aside from this
certainly the most important problem in relations, it can be expected other
sensitive issues to be solved successively. A large number of mutual visits of
government officials of the two countries in the past six months, as well as the
visit of Croatian President Josipovi¢ to Belgrade from 16t to 18 of October
2013., suggests that the relations between the two countties returned to the level
before the election of the current Government of the Republic of Serbia, and
they can be considered to be good.

When we look at the current foreign policy of Serbia towards immediate
neighborhood, it can be concluded that not only it is a continuation of the policy,
which had previously been maintained by the government led by the Democratic
Party and its Foreign Minister, Mr. Vuk Jeremi¢, but it has been improved.
According to some critics during the mandate of former Government foreign
policy of Serbia with neighboring countries was mainly driven by purely
declarative commitment to improving relations, while on the other hand,
outstanding issues were only detected, but not resolved.

The new Serbian policy towards neighbors should therefore reflect not only
the needs of the citizens of our country, but of all citizens in the region, in order
to solve their problems, often vital. The continuation of European integration of
all countries of the Western Balkans, as seen in previous course, depend exactly
on further improvement of bilateral and multilateral relations in the region. It is
through this process that Serbia can build a new image of a credible, predictable
and reliable partner within the regional framework. This, of course, should not be
linked only to ‘euro pragmatism’, ie. the formula meaning the resolution of
problems with the neighbors will accelerate accession to the European Union,; this
process is in the best interest of the citizens of all countties in the region and of
overcoming many consequences of the pat conflicts.

Strengthening the regional component of the foreign policy of Serbia will
result in the improvement of the role and position of Serbia in wider, ie.
European and global scale. It is therefore important that the advancement of
relations in the Western Balkans and Southeastern Europe is followed
simultaneously by connecting of Serbia with the key actors in international
relations, primarily the United States and the Federal Republic of Germany.
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SRBIJA I SUSEDI:
KONTINUITET STARE I ILI NOVA POLITIKA?

SaZetak: Autori u ovom radu analiziraju napredak u odnosima Stbije sa
drzavama okruzenja — Jugoisto¢ne Evrope i Zapadnog Balkana, a nakon
formiranja nove Vlade Srbije (27. jul 2012). U tom smislu oni su ukazali na
unapredenje bilateralnih odnosa sa drzavama takozvanog starog susedstva
(Madarska, Rumunija, Bugarska i Albanija), kao i sa ‘novim’ susedima
(Makedonija, Crna Gora, Bosna i Hercegovina i Hrvatska). Zato autori
naglasavaju da se ne radi samo o kontinuitetu dosadasnje politike poboljsanja
odnosa u regionu, ve¢ i da su preduzete odredene konkretne aktivnosti kako bi
se dobrosusedski odnosi unapredili.

Regulisanje brojnih i nagomilanih problema sa susedima rezultirace, navode
autorti, ubrzanjem procesa evropskih integracija Srbije, kao i ostatka Zapadnog
Balkana. Od navedenog resavanja bilateralnih pitanja znacajnu kotist ée imati i
gradani svih drzava ovog dela Evrope. Srbija se tako, zakljucuju autori,
pozicionirala kao pouzdan regionalni partner za svoje neposredno okruzenje,
ali i vodece faktore svetske politike.

Kljucne redi: Stbija, susedi, bilateralni odnosi, Madarska, Rumunija, Bugarska,
Albanija, Makedonija, Crna Gora, Bosna i Hercegovina, Hrvatska
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