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IToBogom kmure Hoena Mankonma, Kocoso. Kpaitika ucitopuja,
Jlonpon 1998, 492 crpane

Y mmpoj eBpOIICKOj ¥ CBETCKO] jaBHOCTH cliWKa o mponutoctn Koco-
Ba 1 MeToxuje lanac je yMHOrome OOJIMKOBaHa Ha OCHOBY jiesia o Kocoy
Hoena Mankonma. Hoenr MankonMm je cTyupao eHIJIECKH je3UK U TOKTOPH-
pao HCTOpPHjy, a paiuo je Kao ypemHUK HefelbHuUKa Spectator u Daily Tele-
graph. OH HHje anGaHOJIOr HUTH ce [0 cajia yomTe 6aBuo ToM obuarrhy.
Hberos onyc o6yxBaTa Kpajie apoyuKa jiefia o ucropuju jepecu 1560-1624,
O CMHUCILy CYBEPEHUTETA, O KUBOTY 1 My3unu ['eopra EHeckya, Te 0 mopekity
€HrJiecKor 0ecMucia. Y Hallloj jaABHOCTH ce Mpo4yo Kao Mucall Kiure bocha.
Kpaitika uciiopuja, nanucane 1994. ronune (npukas e Kbure fao je M. Ex-
Meunh y Mcropujckom vacomucy XL-XLI, a y HemITo monpaBbeHOM BUAY Y
XX gaconucy Dialogue (5, Paris 1995)). Camu Hacnosu fiena o “bocan” u “Ko-
coBY” OTKpHBAjy HaMepy ayTopa ja TepUTOpHje KOje OH IOofipa3yMmeBa IOJ
OBMM HMEHKMA, 3HATHO MPOLIMPEHE M3BaH CBOjUX M3BOPHUX HA3WUBA, IIPEf-
CTaBM KaO MUJIEHHjYMCKE T€ONONUTUYKE U KyITypHe eHTuTere. CBOjy Oo4n-
[VIEAHY MONIATHYKY HaMepy, HEABOCMHUCIICHY TeXIbY fia mporuioct Kocosa u
MeToxuje IpuKaxke y CBETIy fAaHAIlkUX NOJUTHIKUX IHoTpeba, Hoen Mai-
KOJIM je MOKYIIAO Jia MPUKpHje HaBOhEeHmEeM IMIMPOKOT Kpyra U3Bopa U JIuTe-
patype. [eno je HanucaHo Ha 492 crpaHe, ca 6ubnauorpacdujoM Ha 36 cTpaHa.
Hberosu cTpy4Hu KOHCYJITaHTH NOTHYY, KAKO caM y IIPEArOBOPY HaBOAHM, U3
Anbanmje, Peny6imke XpBaTcke m MycimmaHcko-XpBaTcke Pepeparyje.
HewnsoctaBHo Mopamo mctahu fla yonIITe HUje KOPUCTUO JYyTOCIOBEHCKE ap-
xuse. I'paba noruye yrnasHoM u3 apxusa BaTtukana, beua u ITapu3a.

Benuku ny6aunuTeT oBor fena y 3anagHoj EBponu nouuBa Ha BuIie
MyTa MOHOBJLEHOM CTaHOBHUIITY Jia je TO “mpBa 1ejoBuTa ucropuja Kocosa”,
OJI paHOT cpefmer Beka o 1997. ropuae. ¥Y3mMumo, Ha ipuMep, nojam “Koco-
BO”, KOjeM Tcarl MPUIICyje 3HaueHme Koje je aieKO N3BaH N3BOPHOT NMEHa
Kocoso. Kocogo je, mpe cBera, reorpacku 1mojamMm 4 OJHOCH C€ Ha PaBHUILY

* Ayrop je acucteHT y Mcropujckom uncrutyty CAHY, Beorpap.
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m3meby CutHune u Jlaba U TO 3Hauewe MMa BEKOBMMAa. T€K OCHUBaHEM
Kocosckor Bmimajera 1877. rognae, Kao Typcke agMUHUCTPATUBHE OOJIACTH,
0Baj HAa3UB ce LIUPU U3BaH CBOT IPBOOUTHOT reorpadckor ofpebema. Y cBuM
3anajHuM u3BopuMa Jo XIX Beka obnact KocoBa m Mertoxuje ynasm y
omrenosHato ume Cp6uja, a y XIX Beky oBa o0jacT je cpefullilbu A€O
Crape Cp6uje. ¥Y ToKy |l cBeTckor para, 1943. rofguHe, [OIJIO je A0 HOKYIIa-
ja ma ce w3 Ha3mBa mM36amy crapo cprIcko mMe MeToxmja (moTHde Off peun
METOX - [[PKBEHO MMarbe) u Ha3oBe [lykabuH, mo cycemnoj anbaHckoj obia-
ctu. ITocne Il cBerckor para yBobewmeM TepuTOpHUjalHE ayTOHOMHjE HMeE
KocoBo ce kopuctu 3a npommpeHo reorpad)cko 3Haueme, aa 6u 1968. oumo
n3baueHo umMe MeToxuja 1 HaMeTHYTO anbaHn3oBaHo uMme “Kocoa”.

Ha oBoM Mmecty ce He MOXKeMO GaBUTH CIOKEHHUM NMUTambUMa €THO-
reHe3e 0aJlKaHCKOT CTAHOBHUILTBA. Y MajlkOJIMOBOM fIeNly CTaJIHO je MpHu-
CYTHO HACTOjame JIa ce MOKake KOHTUHYUTET MOCTOjarha aIOaHCKOT CTAaHOB-
numTea Ha KocoBy n MeToxuju, nako je y caBpeMeHO] Hayl[i IO3HATO Jia Cy
MaTuuHe oOnactu ApOaHaca y JaHallko] cpenwbo] AnGanuju. [lojequHauyne
nomeHe ApOaHaca y moBeJbama CPICKUX CPelbOBEKOBHUX Biajapa Mai-
KOJIM TeHepalin3yje U Ha OCHOBY THX IpHMepa M3BOAU KpymHe 3akibyuke. C
Apyre cTpaHe, OH je MOTIYHO 3aHEMapUO Mace CIIOBEHCKOT CTAaHOBHUIIITBA Ha
npocropuMa AnbaHuje 1 O AaHAIIBET BpeMeHa cauyBaHy CJIOBEHCKY TOIOH-
umyujy. Huje ce 3anuTtao kako Ha KocoBy u MeToxuju, cBe 10 Haj-HOBUjUX Ha-
CHJIHUX IIPOMEHa, HeMa alifaHCKe TONOHMMHU]jE, HUTU OMJIO KaKBHX Tparosa
anbaHCKUX CIOMEHMKa KyJType. [1o Koje Mepe je mucal MpuxXBaTHO CTaBOBE
a0aHCcKe cTpaHe roBopu nopaTtak fna Apo6anace Ha KocoBy 30Be “Kocosa-
prMa”. 3aHUMIBUBO je W HeTOBO TyMadewe Bennke ceobe Cpba 1690. romgm-
He. Y IUTamy je XUT-TBpAka ajnbaHcke ucropuorpaduje na ceodbe Cpba Huje
HE OWIO U fa cy ApOaHacu ydecTBOBaiu y 60pou Ha crpanu Aycrpuje (C.
Pu3aj, C. I1ynaxa). 3Hauu, ako ceobe Cpba HUje OIIT0, HUje OCTANIO MUPOKHUX
nmojaca cnabo HaceJbeHe 3eMibe Ha KOjy cy ce ApOGaHacu gocenunn. To cBe
Mankonma HaBOAM Ha 3aKJby4yak Ja MacOBHOT jjocesbaBalba ApOaHaca HUje
6ui1o, Beh J1a cy OHU ayTOXTOHO cTaHOBHUIITBO KocoBa u Meroxuje. Mopa-
MO HarjacuTi fa ApOaHaca Kao KOMIIaKTHUX €THUYKUX LeJuHa Ha KocoBy u
Mertoxuju go XVIII Beka Hema. O ToMe cBeoue MHOTOOPOjHU TYPCKHU IIONHU-
CH Kao U 3amajHu u3Bopu. ApbaHaca crapocefenana Ha KocoBy ckopo f1a u
HeMa (Tpeba mornenaTu Typcku nomnuc obnactu bpankosuha u3 1455. ronu-
He). OHH ce focesbaBajy u3 Manecuje Tokom XVIII u X1X Beka, anu y Benu-
KoM 6pojy u mociie |l cBeTcKor paTa 1o HajHOBHjeT BpEeMeHa.

MankonM Herupa anOaHCKy KOJIOHU3alM]y 3a BpeMe TYpCcKe Biaja-
BHHE, a muile o cpbu3anmju ApOaHaca y cpefillbeM BeKy Kao fia je To omia
MacoBHa IojaBa. MebyTum, onmreno3Hara je YNibeHNIA Aa Cy TYPCKE BIACTH
nomarasne KoJIOHu3alujy ApGaHaca, 1a U MyciauMaHa yOIIITe, Ha OCET/bUBUM
Taykama OCMaHcCKe ApxaBe, na u Ha KocoBy, Meroxuju u y MakeoHuju.
HacemaBame je mpaheno ncimammzanmjom, a motoM u noapHayhuamem Cp-
6a. ['maBHM y3poK uceibaBama (60JbU U3pa3 6uo Ou "ucTepuBarmba") CPICKOT
CTAHOBHMILITBA YIIPaBO Cy HacUJba U 3JI0YMHU Kao IOCIEUa HacCuJIHE anba-
HCKE KOJIOHM3AIHje.

Bynyhu na MankonMm cBe forabaje mocmaTpa ca aja6aHCKOT CTaHOBH-
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mra, Cpbuja je 1912. rogune 3ampaBo “ocBojuna” KocoBo m Ha OCBOjeHO]
TEPUTOPHUjU MPUMEHIIIA MOJIeN “KOJIOHH]jallHe BiacTu”. [la m 6m ce MOrio
pehu ma cy chuare xpumrhancke anujaHce “ocBojuwiie” maHaiwky Mabapcky
kpajeM XVII| Beka, Kafa cy je ocinobofuie of OCMaHCKe BilacTd. Mankonm
CMaTpa jia Cy CPICKa M IPHOIOPCKa BIIajia CTBOPUTIC MPXKEY KOja HUKaJa npe
Huje nocrojana Ha KocoBy u MeToxuju. ¥Y3pouu Koju cy JOBEJH O paTa ca
Typckom 1912. ropure u necetiieha crpajama u IpOTEpUBabha CPIICKOT Ha-
pona u3 Crape Cpbwuje, noce6HO nociie 1878. ropuHe, jeTHOCTaBHO Cy H30CTa-
BbeHU. Typcka BiacT je, mo MalKonMOBOM BUbewy, yrikeTaBaia MOfjefi-
Hako u Anbanne u Cpbe, koju cy MmehycoOHO XkuBenu y cino3u. Pycnja je, ca
CBOjUM KOH3YJIMMa Yy Hpuinrusy u MHTpOBHHI/I, "moMorsa fa ce CTBOpY HOBa
aTMoctepa cyMibe i HempujaTe/bcTBa". MankonM cMaTtpa fja u CpIicka upe-
onoryja X1X Beka, koja je oxxupena MUT 0 KocoBy Kao cBETO]j CpPICKOj 3eM-
JbY, CHOCH KpPUBHITY 3a laHamImke norabaje Ha KocoBy n Meroxuju. Mako Ha-
BOJM fleJla CpIICKe KPUTUUKE UcTopHorpaduje, Koja je pa3peurmia MHOTe
CpIICKE MUTOBE, OH BeOMa IMaskKJbUBO U BEIITO U3BIAYU UHI-CHUIIE U3 KOHTE-
kcta. OH YMHYU UCTO W Kaja LUTHpa aycTpoyrapcke obaBelTajHe n3Bope o
6pojy cranoBHmmITBa Ha KocoBy m MeToxmju kpajem XIX Beka (1899). 3a
Mankonma cy ceu CpOu npaBociaBHU, a AnbaHana uMa KaTOIMKa, MyCIU-
MaHa, na u npaBociaBanx. O CpOuma MycIMMaHuMa, KOjU Cy YNHUIIN 3HATaH
6poj momynanyje, HEeMa HU Pevn.

AyTop Herupa MacoBHa crpajiatba Cpba y o06a pata. Hema Hu roso-
pa o pammmcruukoj Benukoj AnGanuju. Kapga cy fonunnm gamucru, AnGaHuu
Cy ce caMO OCBETHJIU 32 YyTHheTaBame y eproay u3Meby nBa para. 3nornacHa
CC “Ckenpiepber” nuBu3uja popMupaHa je camo 3aTo j1a 6u ce “ Gopuia mpo-
THB KoMyHU3Ma” . 3a nepuop 1945-97. ropuae MankoiM MoKjIama MOBEPEHE
camo anGaHCKUM M3BOpHMa. MOXKeMO NMPETHOCTAaBUTH Jla Ce BUIIE OCIOHHO
Ha TyMayema ajJ0aHCKUX capajgHUKa, HErO Ha CBOje MO3HaBamke aJOaHCKOT
jesnka. MaJnKoJIM ce YOIIIITe HUje 3aMuTa0 KaKo alnbaHCKO CTAHOBHUIITBO Ha
Kocosy, HaBogHO cTosiehuMa yrimeTaBaHo, y JaHallllbe BpeMe Ipeamhayu 1 y
€KOHOMCKOM U KYJITYpPHOM IIOIJIely Y OHOCY Ha Ap:KaBy AJOaHujy.

Hoen Mankosm Hac je HaTepao Jia IOCYyMEbaMo Yy HBeroBe MOTHBE 3a
GaBpeme ucropujoM bankana. Be3 nmano ycrpydaBama OH ONIOBpraBa 3Ha-
yaj KocoBcke 6uTKe 3a CpIcKM Hapoj, npeyBennyaBajyhu 6poj cTpaHana y
CpICKOj Bojciu u npornamasajyhu Munoma O6unuha Mabapom. On uma
MpaBo Kajja Kaxe ja cy bocaHnu yuecTBoBaiy y OUIIM, aJld HAC TO JOBOJU A0
NMUTaka: KO Cy OHU OWIM Yy €THUYKOM IIOIVIefly Tj. Aa JU Cy yomuTe Ouiu
crpanny win etHrdkn Cp6u. Hutira mame arcypiaHa Hiuje HE Te3a fia je Hbe-
oI, y MO3UBY Ha ouninheme 3eMJbe Off HEBEpPHUKA, OTIIOYEO yIoTpedy Tep-
MUMHA “eTHHUYKO yulrhewe”. Y ey cy NaskKJbuBO YTKaHe MHOre rpyoe rpei-
ke, nonyT nofcehama fa je CpeM “xpBaTCKu peruoH 3anagHo of beorpaga”
unn fa je Ha ucroyHoMm KocoBy y XVII Beky roBopHHU je3uK OMO “CpICKO-
xpBatcku”. He3zanipskus nemorpadcku 6ym Anbanana Ha KocoBy ob6jamnrmasa
THME fia cy, 300T TpaJulIMOHAIHUX 1 BEPCKUX NOTJIefia, all0aHCKe KeHe Mpo-
THB abopTyca, oK je Kof Cpba O6poj aGopryca meby Hajsehum y EBponu, Te
Cp6u Mory “camo cebe fa Kpuse”, mTo je “Cpbuja Beh usrybuna Kocoso y
pemMorpadckoM norieny”. AyTop je Bpio YIOpaH y HaopuMa fia moKaxke fa
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je KocoBo cacBum nmoce6Ha u caMocTanHa jeounuua, HezasucHa oy Cpouje y
ApYLITBEHO-ileMorpackoM pa3Bojy. MankoaMm TBppu ja "HHUje cBpxa OBe
KIBHTE [Ia CTAaHE Ha CTpaHy 3a WIK POTHUB OMIIO KOT MMOCEOHOT peliemha KOCo-
BCKe Kpu3e'. YIPKOC TOME OH KaxKe: "HCTHHA KOjy Cy UCKyCcUiIn AnGaHIu
MOKe ce ONUCaTH Kao BaskKHUja Of IBe UCTUHE", caMO 3aTO LITO YnHe BehuHy
craHoBHMIITBa Kocoga.

O6umuo neno Hoema Mankonma 3ay3eso je cBOje MecTO Ha TMOJIH-
I[aMa MHOTHX CBETCKMX Ombimoreka. Kmura HUje mpeBefeHa Ha CPIICKHA je-
3HK, aJI4 j€ MaKJbUBO NporpaheHna off cTpaHe jyrociioBeHCKHUX ucTopudapa. Y
HUcropujckom uncrutyty CAHY je modeTkoM okTobpa 1999. onpskaHa Hayy-
Ha pacmpaBa noBoioM Kmure Hoena Mankonma. PagoBu he yckopo Gutu
00jaB/bEHU Ha CPIICKOM U Ha €HIVIECKOM je3WKy. MallkonMoBa Kb1ra je u3a-
3BaJla KOHTPOBEP3HE KOMEHTape W Y MHOCTPaHOj KpUTHIH (BueTH: ip Muite
Bjenajan, "3a u npotus - Bubewa MankonMose Kibure Ha 3anagy").

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 isin the great deal based on the book on Kasovo, 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
“Bosnid’ and “Kosovo” reveal author’s intention to represent territories, which he
aludes 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 Metohijain 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 Agestill 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 X1X 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 al of the western sources till XIXth century Kosovo and
Metohija areais known under the name of Serbia, and in the XIX century, this area
is central part of the Old Serbia. During the World War 11, 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 Dukadijin, with the name of neigbour Albanian area.
Since the World War 11, with inauguration of territorial autonomy, the name K osovo
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 Ma colm’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 middie
Albania. Particular mention of Albaniansin 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 Albanianstook 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 Albaniansto
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 Bran-
kovi¢ area from 1455). They were moving into Kosovo from Malesija during
XVIlIth and XIXth century, and in the great number after the World War 11 until
today.

Malcolm denies Albanian colonization during the Ottoman reign, but he
writes about serbization of Albaniansin the Middle Ages, asif that was an accus-
tomed phenomenon. Nevertheless, it is awell-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 MetohijaThe 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 egually Albanians as well as Serbs who lived in concordance
among themselves. Russia, with consuls in Pristina and Mitrovica “ helped to create
anew 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, becauseit brought back to life the myth of Kosovo asaholy Serbian land.
Although the author citesthe 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 aso when he quotes Austro-Hungarian intelligence
records on the population figuresin Kosovo and Metohija at the end of X1Xth cen-
tury (1899). Malcolm considers all Serbs as Orthodox Christians, but Albanians are
Catholics, Muslims, and aso 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 themselvesfor 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, ale-
gedly oppressed by Serbs for centuries, leads in economic and cultural sense in
regard to Albaniain present day.

Noel Malcolm hasforced usto suspect his motivesfor 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 Milo$ Obili¢, the great Serbian Medieval hero, to be a Hungarian.
He hasthe 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 lessridiculousis Malcolm’s thesis that Njegos invented theterm
“ethnic cleansing”, in his invitation to purify the land from the infidels. There are
many very carefully hidden errorsin thisbook, like the claim that Sremis“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 librariesin the World. This book hasn't been trandated 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 8"' 1999. The papers from this
conference should be published soon in Serbian aswell in English. Noel Malcolm'’s
book also provoked a controversy among the foreign critics. (see M.Bjelgac, “Pro
et contra - Seeing of Malcolm’s book in the West")



