
��C���� �����BL

�
��P���
(���������:

�2�=�'F�$%��%>��:�>'>=�1�1�������1����	����	�*
,�������51�0���+3���%

��*��9�%2�?+'9���+2%3+'9�9�2�+3��+>�'���?�*>+3���+�
2����:%3A�9%�����+� 9%� )=�$=%�G>�'2�������+�2)��%>����+2)
�%>��:�>'>=����%>�:�>'>=�9%��+3)�����%�$>%+'��9%E�'����'3���
��� �+3��9)1� �� ����� 9%� '�� )�%���'� �%�%C��'�� Spectator ��Daily Tele-
graph�������9%� �>G��>$� ��3�� +%� �� +���� )?*3%�G�2�� 3=�G>�*4)�
�%$2�?)+�G)A2�3��'��9F%�*��>�'���%>����+3��9��9%�%+���/8H��8�01
�+=�+>)�+)2%�%��3%3�1��J�23)���=)E�6���%�$����%+')�1�3%��?�%'>)
%�$>%+'$�G%+=�+>�������*9�9�2�+3��+%�?�;)�'��?�+�6�'F�$%�/��
�
1����	����	�*���?�+��%����0��$���%�!?��'�E�3%�'F�$%����9%�:���'�
=%;�4�)��+3��9+'=�;�+?�+)�XL-XLI1���)��%*3�??��2C%�=�2��)�)
XX ;�+?�+)�Dialogue (5, Paris 1995)). ��=����+>2���%>���“�+��” ��“��
+2)” 3'��2�9)���=%�)� �)3��� ��� 3%��3��9%�'9%���?���E)=%2��?�
2�=��=%��=�1� E��3��?�*��%�%��E2��� +29�A��E2���A���E�2�1� ?�%��
+3�2��'��=�>%��9)=+'%�$%?>�3�;'%���')>3)��%�%�3�3%3%���29)�;��
$>%��)�?>�3�;')���=%�)1��%�2+=�+>%�)�3%JF)����?�*>+3��+2���
:%3A�9%�?��'�J%�)�+2%3>)�����*F�A�?>�3�;'�A�?3�%G�1��%>�:�>�
'>=�9%�?')*�����?��'��9%���2K%F%=�*��'$�'�)$���E2�����>�3%�
��3)�%��(%>�9%���?�+������0���+3���%1�+��G�G>�$��I�9=����#8�+3�����
�%$2��+3�);���'�+)>3��3��?3�;)1�'�'�+�=�)�?�%�$2�)���2��1��E

>G���9%1� �%?)G>�'%� N�2�3+'%� �� :)+>�=��+'�N�2�3+'%� @%�%��6�9%�
�%�E+3�2��=��=��+3�4�����)?*3%���9%�'��+3��9)$+>2%�+'%����
A�2%�����K��?3�;%�)$>�2�=��E���A�2�� �3�'���1��%;��������E��

 %>�'��?)G>�6�3%3�2$��%>��)�	�?���9��2�?��?;�2�����2�*%
?)3��?�2C%�=�+3��2�*3)����9%�3�“?�2��6%>2�3���+3��9���+2�”1
�����$�+�%�F%$�2%'�������"��$���%���E=�=1����?��=%�1�?9�=�“�+�
2”1�'9%=�?�+�6�?��?�+)9%�E��;%F%�'9%�9%���>%'��E2����E2��$��=%��
�+2���+2�9%1�?�%�+2%$�1�$%$��I+'��?9�=�����+��+%������2��6)

�+3��9+'��E�?�+�1�$�����LXXII1���������

YU ISSN 0021-2652

L� 
)3��9%��+�+3%�3�)��+3��9+'=���+3�3)3)��
��1��%$����



�E=%K)� ��3��6%� �� ,�G�� �� 3� E��;%F%� �=�� 2%'2�=��� �%'� +��2�F%=
�+2+'$�2�>�9%3���5""��$���%1�'��3)�+'%���=���+3��3�2�%�G>�+3�1
2�9���E�2�+%�*�����E2���+2$�?�2G�3�$�$%$��I+'$���%K%F�����+2�=
E�?����=� �E2��=�� �� XIX 2%'�� G>�+3� �+2�� �� :%3A�9%� )>�E�� )
?*3%?E��3� �=%� ��G�9�1� �� )�XIX 2%')� 2�� G>�+3� 9%� +�%��*F�� �%
�3��%���G�9%����3')�II +2%3+'$���3�1���0#��$���%1��*>�9%���?')*��
9�� ��� +%� �E� ��E�2�� �EG�6�� +3��� +�?+'� �=%�:%3A�9�� !?3�;%� �� �%;�
=%3A���6�'2%���=�F%&�����E2%�()'�K��1�?�+)+%��9��>G��+'9�G>��
+3��� �+>%� II +2%3+'$� ��3�� )2K%F%=� 3%��3��9�>�%� �)3�=�9%� �=%
�+2�+%�'��+3��E��?�*��%��$%$��I+'�E��;%F%1����G����85��G�>
�EG�;%���=%�:%3A�9������=%3�)3��>G���E2����=%�“�+2�”�

���2=�=%+3)�+%��%�=J%=�G�2�3��+>J%��=�?�3�F�=��%3��
$%�%E%�G�>'��+'$� +3��2��*32�����:�>'>=2=��%>)� +3�>�� 9%�?���
+)3����+39�F%����+%�?'�J%�'�3��)�3%3�?+39�F���>G��+'$�+3��2�
��*32������+2)���:%3A�9�1���'�9%�)�+�2�%=%�9���)6��?E��3����+)
=�3�;�%�G>�+3��
�G���+��)�����*F9�+�%�F9�
>G���9����9%����;�%
?=%�%� 
�G���+�� )� ?2%C�=�� +�?+'�A� +�%�F2%'2��A� 2>������ :�>�
'>=�$%�%��>�E)9%������+�2)�3�A�?��=%����E2���'�)?�%�E�'C);'%���
��)$%�+3���%1���9%�?3?)��E��%=����=�+%�+>2%�+'$�+3��2��*32����
?�+3��=��
>G���9%���������*F%$�2�%=%���+�;)2��)�+>2%�+')�3?��
�=�9)����9%�+%�E�?�3��'�'�����+2)���:%3A�9�1�+2%�����9��2�9�A����
+�>��A�?�=%��1��%=���>G��+'%�3?��=�9%1���3��G�>�'�'2�A�3��$2�
�>G��+'�A�+?=%��'��')>3)�%��(�'9%�=%�%�9%�?�+�6�?��A2�3��+3�22%
�>G��+'%�+3���%�$2���?��3�'����
�G���+%�����+2)�E2%�“�+2��
��=�”��	���=C�2�9%���F%$2�3)=�;%F%�2%>�'%�+%G%���G���8�H��$���
�%����?�3�F)�9%�A�3�32��F���>G��+'%��+3��$��I�9%����+%G%���G����9%
���G�>������+)�
�G���+��);%+322�>��)�G�G�����+3�����
)+3��9%�!��
��E�91�����)>�A�&��	��;�1��'�+%G%���G����9%�G�>1���9%�+3�>�*��'�A
?9�+�� +>�G���+%C%�%�E%=C%����'9)� +)� +%�
�G���+���+%>�>�����+2%
:�>'>=����2������E�'C);�'����=�+2�$��+%C�2�F��
�G���+����9%
G�>1�2%4����+)�����)3A3��+3��2��*32��+2����:%3A�9%��:���
=���$>�+�3�����
�G���+��'��'=?�'3��A�%3��;'�A�6%>��������+2)��
:%3A�9����XVIII 2%'���%=�����3=%�+2%�;%�=�$G�9���3)�+'��??��
+��'����E�?������E2����
�G���+��+3��+%�%>�6������+2)�+'������
�%=��!3�%G��?$>%��3��3)�+'��??�+�G>�+3������'2�4���E��0//��$���
�%&������+%��+%C�2�9)��E�:�>%+�9%�3'=�XVIII ��XIX 2%'�1��>��)�2%>��
'=�G�9)���?+>%�II +2%3+'$���3������9�2�9%$�2�%=%���

:�>'>=��%$�����>G��+')�'>��E�6�9)�E��2�%=%�3)�+'%�2>����
2��%1���?�*%��+�G�E�6�9��
�G���+��)� +�%�F%=�2%')�'����� 9%�3�G�>�
=�+2���?9�2���:%K)3�=1�?*3%?E��3��9%�;�F%��6�����+)�3)�+'%�2>�+3�
?=�$�>%�'>��E�6�9)�
�G���+�1�?����=)+>�=����)?*3%1����+%3C�2�=
3�;'�=�� +=��+'%� ��J�2%1� ?�� �� ��� �+2)1�:%3A�9�� �� )�:�'%���9��
��+%C�2�F%�9%�?��4%���+>�=�E�6�9=1���?3=���?����)4�2�F%=����
G����>�2���)E�'��+%C�2�F��!GC���E��E�G��G��D�+3%��2�F�D&�+�?+'$
+3��2��*32��)?��2�+)���+�C����E>;����'��?+>%��6����+�>�%��>G��
�+'%�'>��E�6�9%��

�)�)4�����:�>'>=�+2%��$�K�9%�?+=�3���+���>G��+'$�+3��2��

�00 ��+�3������9�+�'�����E���?���+��



*3�1� ��G�9�� 9%� ������ $���%� E�?��2� “+29�>�” �+2� �� ��� +29%�9
3%��3��9��?��=%��>��=�%>�“'>��9�>�%�2>�+3�”��(��>��G��+%�=$>
�%4�� ��� +)� +��$%� A��*4��+'%� �>�9��+%� “+29�>%” ����*F)� :�K��+')
'��9%=�XVII 2%'�1�'���� +)� 9%�+>G��>%���+=��+'%�2>�+3���:�>'>=
+=�3������+)�+�?+'����6��$�+'��2>����+32��>%�=�JF)�'9����'����?�%
��9%�?+39�>������+2)���:%3A�9����E�6��'9��+)��2%>������3��+�
�)�+'=�������$���%����%+%3>%4��+3����F����?�3%��2�F��+�?+'$����
�����E��3��%���G�9%1�?+%G��?+>%��5"5��$���%1�9%��+3�2��+)��E+3��
2C%���� �)�+'�� 2>�+3� 9%1� ?�:�>'>=2=� 2�K%F)1� )$F%3�2�>�� ?�9%��
��'���
>G��6%�����G%1�'9��+)�=%K)+G��J�2%>��)�+>E����)+�9��9%1�+�
+29�=�'�E)>�=��)����*3������:�3�2�6�1�D?=$>�����+%�+32����2�
�3=+I%���+)=F%����%?��9�3%C+32�D��:�>'>=�+=�3��������+�?+'����%�
>$�9��XIX 2%'�1�'9��9%�J�2%>��=�3���+2)�'��+2%39�+�?+'9�E%=�
C�1�+�+��'��2�6)�E������*F%��$�K�9%�����+2)���:%3A�9�����'����
2��� �%>�� +�?+'%� '��3�;'%� �+3��$��I�9%1� '9�� 9%� ��E�%*�>�� =�$%
+�?+'%�=�32%1���2%=��?�JC�2���2%*3��E2>�;��;�F%��6%��E�'�3%�
'+3������;�����+3���'����6�3�����)+3�)$��+'%�G�2%*3�9�%��E2�%�
G�9)� +3��2��*32������+2)���:%3A�9��'��9%=�XIX 2%'�� !�5��&��	�
:�>'>=��+)�+2����G��?��2+>�2��1���
>G���6���=��'�3>�'�1�=)+>��
=���1�?����?��2+>�2��A������G�=��=)+>�=���=�1�'9��+)�;���>��E��3��
G�9�??)>�6�9%1��%=������%;��


)3���%$����=�+2���+3����F����G��)�G����3����%=�����$2�
����I�*�+3�;'9� %>�'9�
>G���9��������+)��*>��I�*�+3�1�
>G��6�
+)�+%�+�=�+2%3�>��E��)$F%3�2�F%�)�?%���)��E=%K)��2����3���	>$>�+��
���“�'%��%�G%$” ��2�E�9��I�=������9%�+�=�E�3����G��+%�“G��>��?��
3�2�'=)��E=�”��	��?%������0/��"��$���%�:�>'>=�?'>�F��?2%�%F%
+�=��>G��+'�=��E2��=���:J%=�?�%3?+3�2�3�����+%�2�*%�+>��
��� 3)=�;%F�� �>G��+'�A� +������'�1� �%$���� +29%� ?E��2�F%� �>G��+'$
9%E�'���:�>'>=�+%�)?*3%���9%�E�?�3��'�'��>G��+'�+3��2��*32���
�+2)1���2���+3>%4�=��)$F%3�2��1�)�����*F%�2�%=%�?�%�F�;����)
%'�=+'=���')>3)��=�?$>%�)�)���+)������J�2)�
>G���9)�

�%>�:�>'>=���+�9%���3%������?+)=F�=�)�F%$2%�=3�2%�E�
G�2C%F%��+3��9=���>'������%E��=�>�)+3�);�2�F����?2�$�2��E���
;�9��+2+'%�G�3'%�E��+�?+'������1�?�%)2%>�;�2�9)4��G�9�+3����6��)
+�?+'9� 29+6�� �� ?�$>�*�2�9)4��:�>*���G�>�4��:�K��=����� �=�
?��2�'����'�J%����+)��+��6��);%+322�>��)�G�6�1��>����+�3��2����
?�3�F�7� '� +)� ��� G�>�� )� %3��;'=� ?$>%�)� 39�� ��� >�� +)� )?*3%� G�>�
+3���6���>��%3��;'����G�����*3��=�F%��?+)�������9%����3%E�����9%��%�
$*1�)�?E�2)����;�*4%F%�E%=C%����%2%���'�1�3?;%�)?3�%G)�3%��
=����“%3��;'�;�*4%F%”�����%>)�+)�?�JC�2�)3'��%�=�$%�$�)G%�$�%*�
'%1�??)3�?�+%4�F�����9%���%=�“A�2�3+'���%$���E�?�������%$����”
�>�� ��� 9%� ��� �+3;�=��+2)� )�XVII 2%')� $2���� 9%E�'� G�� “+�?+'�
A�2�3+'�”���%E���J�2��%=$��I+'��G)=�
>G���6������+2)�G9�*F�2�
3�=%����+)1�EG$�3����6���>��A���2%�+'�A�?$>%��1��>G��+'%�J%�%�?��
3�2��G�3)+�1��'�9%�'����G��G�9��G�3)+��=%K)���92%4�=�)��2�?�1�3%
��G��=$)�“+�=�+%G%����'��2%”1�*3�9%�“��G�9��2%4��E$)G�>���+2�)
�%=$��I+'=�?$>%�)”��
)3��9%�2�>�)?����)���?��=�����?'�J%���

�0/��+�C%������+3��9=



9%��+2�+�+2�=�?+%G�����+�=+3�>������	
	.* �%E�2�+�������G�9%�)
��)*32%���%=$��I+'=� ��E29)�� :�>'>=� 32���� ��� D��9%� +2�A�� 2%
'F�$%����+3��%����+3���)�E���>��?�3�2�G�>�'$�?+%G�$��%*%F��'+�
2+'%�'��E%D���?�'+�3=%���'�J%7� D�+3����'9)� +)��+')+�>��
>G��6�
=J%�+%�?�+�3��'��2�J��9�����2%��+3��%D1�+�=�E�3�*3�;��%�2%4��)
+3��2��*32���+2��

�G�=���%>��%>��:�>'>=��E�)E%>� 9%�+29%�=%+3����?>��
6�=��=�$�A�+2%3+'�A�G�G>�3%'����F�$����9%�?�%2%�%������+�?+'�� 9%�
E�'1��>��9%�?�JC�2�?�?��4%�����+3���%�9)$+>2%�+'�A��+3��;������
�+3��9+'=���+3�3)3)��
���9%�?;%3'=�'3G�����������J������);�
��� ��+?��2�� ?2�=� 'F�$%��%>��:�>'>=��� ���2�� 4%� )+'�� G�3�
G9�2C%�������+�?+'=������%�$>%+'=�9%E�')��:�>'>=2��'F�$��9%��E��
E2�>��'�3�2%�E�%�'=%�3��%���)���+3���9�'��3�6��!2��%3�7����:�>%
�9%>�9�61�D	����?�3�2��� �K%F��:�>'>=2%�'F�$%����	�?��)D&�

Noel Malcolm, Kosovo: A Short History, 
Macmillan, London 1998, 492

In the wide European and World’s public, contemporary picture of the
Kosovo and Metohija’s past is in the great  deal based on  the book on Kosovo, by
Noel Malcolm. Noel Malcolm had studied English literature and has Ph.D. in his-
tory, and he worked as editor of the Spectator and political columnist of Daily
Telegraph. He is neither albanologist and has never done any research in that area.
In his  opus one can find extremely variegated works on history of heresy 1560-
1624, on sense of sovereignty, on George Enesku’s life and music, and on the his-
tory of English nonsense. In our public he has become known as a writer of the
book Bosnia. A Short History, written in 1994. (Academician Milorad Ekmecic in
the Historical Revue XL-XLI has published an account of that book, and also an
improved version of the account in the XXth revue Dialogue (5, Paris 1995)). The
title: Kosovo. A Short History itself provokes dilemma. The names of books on
“Bosnia” and “Kosovo” reveal author’s intention to represent territories, which he
alludes under these names, considerably aggrandized out of their primary terms, as
millennium geopolitical and cultural entities. Noel Malcolm has tried to mask his
obvious political intention and unequivocal tendency to represent the past of Ko-
sovo and Metohija in the light of the current political demands, by quoting a great
number of historical sources and literature. In the book of 492 pages, we find liter-
ature on 36 pages. Author’s competent consultants are from Albania, Croatia and
Muslim-Croat Federation. We simply mustn’t omit the fact that he hasn’t been
using any Yugoslav archives. The list of manuscripts quoted or referred to in this
book is confined mostly to archives of Vatican, Vienna and Paris.

The great publicity of this book in the Western Europe relies on the fre-
quently repeated attitude that this is “the first complete history of Kosovo”, from
the early Middle Ages till 1997. But let us look at the term “Kosovo”, which had
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been, by the author, given meaning that is far out of the primary name Kosovo.
Principally, Kosovo is a geographic term, that refers to the plain between rivers
Sitnica and Lab, and it has had that specific meaning for centuries, practically till
the end of the XIX century. Only after the founding of  Kosovo Vilayet in 1877, as
Turkish administrative region, this term began to spread outside its primary geo-
graphic location. In all of the western sources till XIXth century Kosovo and
Metohija area is known under the name of Serbia, and in the XIX century, this area
is central part of the Old Serbia. During the World War II, in 1943, there had been
an attempt to throw out the old Serbian name Metohija (it derives from word metoh-
church estate), and change it to Dukadjin, with the name of neigbour Albanian area.
Since the World War II, with inauguration of territorial autonomy, the name Kosovo
has been used for expanded geographic meaning, so that in 1968 there could have
been expelled name Metohija and imposed albanized name “Kosova”. 

In this article we cannot solve complex questions of ethnogenesis of the
Balkans population. In Malcolm’s book there is a constant endeavour to show con-
tinuity of existence of the Albanian population in Kosovo and Metohija, although
it is known in modern science that basic Albanian areas are in the present middle
Albania. Particular mention of Albanians in the charters of Serbian medieval rulers,
Malcolm generalizes inducing far-reaching conclusions. On the other hand, he has
absolutely neglected masses of Slav population in Albanian regions, and Slav
topography preserved until present-day. He has not ask himself why in Kosovo and
Metohija, until the latest violent changes, there never existed either Albanian topog-
raphy, or any traces of Albanian cultural heritage. We can see that Malcolm has
accepted attitudes of Albanian side by calling them with artificial name “Koso-
vars”. His interpretation of the Great Migration of Serbs, that occurred in 1690, is
also very interesting. It is actually a hit-claim of Albanian historians (S.Rizay,
S.Pullaha), that the Great Migration never happened and that Albanians took part in
the war on the Austrian side. So, if there wasn’t any migration of Serbs from
Kosovo, there were no vacant and poorly populated zones for settlement by
Albanians. From all these Malcolm concludes that mass migration of Albanians to
Kosovo never occurred, so that they must be authentic population in Kosovo and
Metohija. We have to emphasize that there had been no Albanians as compact eth-
nic entities in Kosovo and Metohija until the end of XVIII century. Many Turkish
censuses can verify that, and also the Western sources. There are almost no aborig-
inal Albanian in Kosovo (One should look into the Turkish census of family ���

�	��, area from 1455). They were moving into Kosovo from Malesija during
XVIIIth and XIXth  century, and in the great number after the World War II until
today. 

Malcolm denies Albanian colonization during the Ottoman reign, but he
writes about serbization of Albanians in the Middle Ages, as if that was an accus-
tomed phenomenon. Nevertheless, it is  a well-known fact that Turkish authorities
helped the Albanian colonization, as well as the colonization of Muslims in gener-
al, on the vulnerable points in Ottoman state, like in Kosovo, Metohija and Mace-
donia. Settling was followed by islamization and after that by albanization of the
Serbs. The main reasons of Serbian emigration (better description would be “expul-
sion”) from Kosovo were just outrage and crimes as a result of a violent Albanian
colonization. 
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Since Malcolm has completely accepted the Albanian point of view, he
sees that Serbia had 1912 actually “conquered” Kosovo, and imposed a model of
“colonial rule”. But can we say that the forces of Christian alliance “conquered”
Hungary at the end of XVIIth century, when they had it liberated from Ottoman
rule? According to the author Serbian and Montenegrin goverments created the
hatred which had never before existed in Kosovo and Metohija.The roots that
brought to the war between Serbia and Turkey in 1912 and dozens of years with
suffering and expulsion of Serbs are simply omitted. Turkish rule had, as Malcolm
sees it, oppressed equally Albanians as well as Serbs who lived in concordance
among themselves. Russia, with consuls in ���.��
� and Mitrovica “helped to create
a new atmosphere of suspicion and hostility”. Malcolm thinks that the nineteeenth-
century Serbian ideology is also to be blamed for the recent events in Kosovo and
Metohija, because it brought back to life the myth of Kosovo as a holy Serbian land.
Although the author cites the works from Serbian historiography, which had already
solved many Serbian myths, he very carefully and thoroughly derives facts out of
their context. Yet, he does it also when he quotes Austro-Hungarian intelligence
records on the population figures in Kosovo and Metohija at the end of XIXth cen-
tury (1899). Malcolm considers all Serbs as Orthodox Christians, but Albanians are
Catholics, Muslims, and also Orthodox. He has never written about Serb Muslims,
who had made a great deal of Serb population. 

The author denies numerous Serbian victims in both World Wars. He has-
n’t even mentioned the fascist state of Great Albania. When fascists came, Alba-
nians had only revenged themselves for Serbian oppression in the years between the
World Wars. According to him the notorious SS “Skenderbeg” division was formed
only to “fight against communism”. To describe the period 1945 – 1997, Malcolm
trusts only the sources of Albanian origin. We can assume that he relied more upon
his Albanian associates’ interpretations, than on his own knowledge of Albanian
language. He had also never wondered why Albanian population in Kosovo, alle-
gedly oppressed by Serbs for centuries, leads in economic and cultural sense in
regard to Albania in present day. 

Noel Malcolm has forced us to suspect  his motives for researching the his-
tory of the Balkan. With no scruple he disallows the significance of the Kosovo bat-
tle for Serbian people, by magnifying the number of strangers in the Serbian army,
and proclaiming )��	.�6 ���,, the great Serbian Medieval hero, to be a Hungarian.
He has the right to say that Bosnians took part in the Kosovo battle - but that brings
us to the questions who were they in ethnic sense, i.e. were they actually strangers,
namely Serbs? No less ridiculous is Malcolm’s thesis that =E���� invented the term
“ethnic cleansing”, in his invitation to purify the land from the infidels. There are
many very carefully hidden errors in this book, like the claim that Srem is “Croatian
region west of Belgrade”, or that the language in Eastern Kosovo at XVIIth centu-
ry was “Serbo-Croat”. Malcolm explains slashing Albanian demographic growth in
Kosovo by  the fact that Albanian women are, because of  traditional and religious
reasons, against the abortions, while Serbs have the number of abortions among the
greatest in Europe, therefore Serbs “had only themselves to blame” because “Serbia
had already lost Kosovo - lost it, that is, in the most basic human and demograph-
ic terms”. The author is very persistent in efforts to show that Kosovo is quite par-
ticular and autonomous unit, independent from Serbia in the social-demographic
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development.  Malcolm claims that “it is not the purpose of this book to present a
case for or against any particular solution to the Kosovo crisis”. Nevertheless he
says “the truth experienced by the Albanians could be described as the more impor-
tant of the two truths”, just because they make the majority of the population in
Kosovo.

Noel Malcolm’s comprehensive book has found its way to the shelves of
many libraries in the World. This book hasn’t been translated into Serbian language,
but it has been thoroughly commented by Yugoslav historians. The Historical
Institute of Serbian Academy of Sciences and Arts organized the scientific dialogue
about the Malcolm’s book on Kosovo, on October 8th 1999. The papers from this
conference should be published soon in Serbian  as well in English. Noel Malcolm’s
book also provoked a controversy among the foreign critics. (see M.Bjelajac, “Pro
et contra - Seeing of Malcolm’s book in the West”)
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