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Abstract 
 
The proposed topic for treatment was not determined by chance, but as a result of an intensive search for official documents 
(Contact Group meetings, declarations, agreements and press conferences), which intensified and became more dynamic precisely 
at the end of 1997 and continued with increasing intensity until March 1999, namely until the Rambouillet Conference. The situation 
in Kosovo at the end of 1997 and at the beginning of 1998 was extremely tense with the open threat of a war between the Serbian 
army and police against the KLA formations. The Serbian police had launched a series of attacks against Albanian villages since 
the beginning of 1998. Ethnic Albanians, who at that time constituted a little more than 90% of the population of Kosovo, demanded 
their independence in a series of demonstrations and protests. The Belgrade government was using brutal violence to suppress 
these demands. In response to these Serbian actions, the KLA began to intensify its guerrilla operations. During this period, the 
international community was divided on how to respond to developments in Kosovo. Russia accused the KLA of aggravating the 
situation, drawing attention to the attacks by the KLA, which it called a "terrorist organization." The United States accused Belgrade 
of the violence in Kosovo. The United States argued that the international response should not exclude military pressure. The 
Italians and Germans supported diplomatic pressure from both sides, so as a compromise we have the lifting of a series of 
sanctions imposed by the Contact Group (Britain, France, Italy, Germany and the United States of America) on the Yugoslav 
Federation. 
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 Introduction 
 
The Kosovo War, which broke out in early 1998 and intensified throughout the summer of that year, reaching its peak in 
the first half of 1999, was not only a humanitarian crisis but also a major test of the international community’s ability to 
resolve the conflict without the use of force. 

Between January 1998 and March 1999, the war in Kosovo posed a serious challenge to international 
peacekeeping and diplomacy. The escalation of violence between Yugoslav government forces and Kosovo Albanians 
alarmed key international actors, prompting efforts to resolve the crisis peacefully. This paper examines the main actions 
taken by the international community during this period, including diplomatic negotiations, humanitarian efforts, and 
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conflict resolution efforts. It aims to assess how effective these efforts were and what factors contributed to the very 
limited results. 

During this period, diplomats were in and out of major European capitals. Proposals were drafted, meetings were 
held, and agreements were almost reached. Based on authentic and official evidence, the history of diplomatic 
negotiations will be presented, as the international community tried - often desperately - to stop the war before it was too 
late. The paper aims to analyze what worked, what did not, and why, despite so many efforts, peace remained elusive. 

The Contact Group – a coalition composed of the United States, the United Kingdom, France, Germany, Italy, and 
Russia – played a central role in the efforts to manage the Kosovo crisis. Originally formed to address conflicts in the 
former Yugoslavia, the group was "functionalized" during the Kosovo War, meaning that it became more structured, 
active, and specialized in its diplomatic approach. The level of commitment of the international community, the intensity 
and weight of the highest-level meetings within the Contact Group, are evidence of a serious but very limited commitment 
to preserving peace and ending the war with a peace agreement. The Rambouillet Conference remains the greatest 
achievement and failure of diplomacy to end the war. The text of the agreement was the most balanced solution that 
could be offered in the existing constellation. But the failure to sign the agreement by the Serbian side is the most 
grotesque undermining of diplomatic efforts to stop the war. Therefore, it is the greatest failure of diplomacy and the 
opening of the perspective for combining diplomacy with violence as a means of influence. 
 

 Methods 
 
In this study/research, several methods will be used, but the historical method, the analysis method and the comparative 
method will dominate, not excluding the qualitative method which is appropriate for the empirical data part. 

The diversity of sources and information related to this topic does not exclude the use of specific methods, but I 
think that the comparative method will have a wider application, due to the need to compare the content of information 
from different source origins. 

Inevitably, empirical analysis will be an important part of the methodology used to develop the research, as it is 
planned to conduct interviews with various actors, who, directly or contextually, have had information and contacts with 
important actors who are already in decision-making positions within the contact group. 
 

 Results 
 
The specific research objectives of this paper include 

1. Reasons for operationalizing the Contact Group: 
Escalation of violence and humanitarian concerns: As the conflict intensified in early 1998, with increasing reports 

of atrocities and mass displacement, the international community faced increasing pressure to respond. The Contact 
Group was seen as a platform capable of coordinating a rapid and unified response. 

Failure of other diplomatic mechanisms: Existing UN and European diplomatic channels were either too slow or 
politically constrained (notably by Russia’s veto power in the UN Security Council). The Contact Group offered a more 
flexible and politically balanced mechanism that could push forward negotiations and issue coordinated statements or 
sanctions. 

The need for coordinated international pressure: The group allowed Western powers and Russia to work together 
– despite their major differences – on a common strategy to pressure the Yugoslav government and the Kosovo Albanian 
leadership to come to the negotiating table. Their collective influence gave them power. 

Preventing wider regional instability: There were growing concerns that the Kosovo War could destabilise 
neighbouring countries such as Macedonia and Albania, or even reignite a wider Balkan conflict. The Contact Group was 
activated as a way to prevent the crisis from spreading. 

Preparing for peace talks (Rambouillette Conference): The group was essential in organising and leading peace 
talks, including the 1999 Rambouillet negotiations. It provided a diplomatic structure that could coordinate the positions of 
the major powers and prepare for possible military action if diplomacy failed. 

2. Harmony and dissonance in the positions of the CG member states on issues related to the war in Kosovo: 
Issues on which there was consensus among the CG countries. 
Commitment to a political solution: All members agreed that the conflict in Kosovo required a diplomatic solution. 

They jointly supported negotiations between the Yugoslav authorities and Kosovo Albanian representatives and 
encouraged dialogue in international forums such as the Rambouillet Conference. 
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Opposition to Kosovo Independence but also to the status quo: CG members unanimously opposed Kosovo’s 
unilateral independence during this period, advocating instead for substantial autonomy within the Federal Republic of 
Yugoslavia. 

Condemnation of violence and human rights violations: There was a shared concern about the humanitarian crisis, 
with all members condemning the actions of Yugoslav forces and the Kosovo Liberation Army (KLA) where possible. This 
consensus provided the moral basis for international involvement. 

Support for ceasefires and international monitoring: The Contact Group supported the establishment of the OSC 
Kosovo Verification Mission and other monitoring mechanisms to reduce hostilities and build confidence between 

the warring parties. 
Issues of disagreement: 
Disagreements over military intervention: The most important division was over the role of NATO and the use of 

force. The US, the UK and to some extent France supported the threat – and eventual use – of military intervention, while 
Russia firmly opposed any military action not authorized by the UN Security Council. 

Divergence in strategic interests: Russia, a traditional ally of Serbia, sought to protect its influence in the Balkans 
and often resisted measures perceived as violations of Yugoslav sovereignty. Western members, on the other hand, were 
increasingly interventionist, motivated by concerns about regional stability and humanitarian issues. 

Interpretation of International Law: Russia emphasized strict respect for international law and state sovereignty, while 
Western powers began to adopt a more flexible approach, guided by the emerging principle of humanitarian 

intervention, which Russia viewed with suspicion. 
Different levels of pressure on Belgrade and the KLA: While Western members were more vocal and forceful in 

their demands on Belgrade, Russia often criticized what it saw as a Western double standard, arguing that the KLA's role 
in the conflict had been underestimated. 

3. The impact of the emergence of the KLA in unifying the international community’s stance on the imperative of 
preventing the outbreak of war: 

The emergence of the Kosovo Liberation Army (KLA) as a significant actor in early 1998 played a key role in 
shaping – and to some extent unifying – the international community’s stance on the urgency of preventing a full-scale 
war in Kosovo. Initially viewed with suspicion due to its guerrilla tactics and designation by some as a terrorist 
organization, the KLA’s growing strength and popular support among Kosovo Albanians forced international actors to 
reassess the nature of the conflict. The increasing frequency of KLA attacks on Serbian police and military forces, and 
violent reprisals by Yugoslav security forces, quickly escalated the conflict from a local insurgency into a broader 
humanitarian crisis. This shift fostered a stronger consensus among the major powers – particularly within the Contact 
Group – on the need for urgent diplomatic intervention to prevent further destabilization of the region. While divisions 
remained, particularly over how to deal politically with the KLA, the group’s emergence made it clear that the conflict was 
not simply a domestic security issue for Serbia, but a broader threat to regional peace. The rise of the KLA intensified 
pressure on the international community to act swiftly, leading to increased diplomatic efforts, international monitoring, 
and ultimately preparations for peace talks. In this sense, the presence of the KLA – although controversial – served as a 
catalyst that narrowed some of the gaps between Western and Russian positions on the need for a more proactive 
response. 

4. Analysis of the initial effects of the Contact Group’s engagement in stopping the conflict: 
The initial engagement of the Contact Group (CG) in early 1998 had mixed but noticeable effects on efforts to de-

escalate the conflict in Kosovo. One of the earliest and most tangible results was the application of diplomatic pressure on the 
Federal Republic of Yugoslavia and the Kosovo Albanian leadership to enter into negotiations. The Contact Group issued 
joint statements condemning violence on all sides and calling for an immediate ceasefire, which – although not fully 
respected – helped signal international scrutiny and increased the political cost of further escalation. Another early effect was 
the imposition of targeted sanctions on Belgrade, including visa bans and foreign asset freezes, particularly aimed at 
deterring further military attacks. These actions, although limited in scope, demonstrated a growing international consensus 
that the crisis could no longer be treated as a purely domestic issue. Moreover, the unified stance of the Contact Group 
facilitated the establishment of the Kosovo Verification Mission (KVM) within the OSCE, tasked with monitoring the situation 
on the ground. Although the mission struggled with limited authority and security guarantees, its deployment reflected a shift 
from rhetorical condemnation to active engagement. However, early diplomatic moves were hampered by internal divisions – 
particularly Russia’s resistance to austerity measures – and by Belgrade’s calculation that the West lacked the resolve for 
military intervention. As a result, while the initial GNCC engagement attracted international attention and briefly slowed the 
escalation, it failed to produce a lasting ceasefire or political progress at that stage. 
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 Discussion 
 
The situation in Kosovo in late 1997 and early 1998 was extremely tense with the open threat of a war between the 
Serbian army and police against the KLA formations. The Serbian police had begun a series of attacks on Albanian 
villages since early 1998. Ethnic Albanians, who at this time constituted slightly more than 90% of the population of 
Kosovo, were demanding their independence in a series of demonstrations and protests. The Belgrade government was 
using brutal violence to suppress these demands. In response to these Serbian actions, the KLA began to intensify its 
guerrilla operations. During this period, the International Community was divided on how to respond to developments in 
Kosovo. Russia accused the KLA of worsening the situation, drawing attention to the attacks by the KLA, which it called a 
“terrorist organization.” The US accused Belgrade of the violence in Kosovo. The US argued that the international 
response should not exclude military pressure. The Italians and Germans supported diplomatic pressure on both sides, 
so as a compromise we have the lifting of a series of sanctions imposed by the Contact Group (Britain, France, Italy, 
Germany and the US), against the Yugoslav Federation. 

Since the beginning of 1998, the Contact Group initially, at its meeting on 8 January in Washington, established 
several principles regarding the situation in Kosovo, as follows: 

1. It is up to the authorities in Belgrade and the Albanian leaders of Kosovo, to exercise their influence in the 
interest of stability, to support peaceful solutions for the peaceful future of their peoples. The Contact Group 
will support solutions that respect democratic principles. 

2. As a first step to reduce tensions, the initiation of dialogue is essential 
3. The Contact Group does not support independence or the continuation of the status quo. The Contact Group 

supports the advancement of Kosovo's status within the Yugoslav Federation. 
4. The Contact Group condemns violence by both sides to achieve political goals and calls on the parties to 

choose peaceful ways to overcome the difficulties they face. (Statement by the Contact Group, January 8, 
1998, https://www.ohr.int/ohr_archive/statement-of-the-contact-group-washington-dc-811998-7/ ) 

The series of meetings of the Contact Group on the topic of Kosovo continued with the meeting of Foreign 
Ministers on 25 February 1998 in Moscow, where, in the spirit of the joint statement of the foreign ministers of the contact 
group of 24 September 1997 in Washington and the aforementioned statement of 8 January 1998, concern was also 
reiterated here about the situation in Kosovo and the security of the region, and on this occasion the Contact Group 
reiterated its already well-known position that it would not support independence or the maintenance of the status quo. 
(Statement by the Contact Group, February 25, 1998.  https://www.ohr.int/ohr_archive/statement-of-kosovo-moscow-
2521998-2/ ) 

Even more clearly in the meetings preceding this meeting, it was emphasized that the solution to the Kosovo 
problem must be based on the territorial integrity of the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia and that the rights of Albanians 
must be taken into account in accordance with the OSCE standards, the Helsinki principles and the UN Charter. 
(Statement by the Contact Group, February 25, 1998, https://www.ohr.int/ohr_archive/statement-of-kosovo-moscow-
2521998-2/ ) 

The escalation of the situation on the ground and the increase in the number of deaths during February 1998 
seemed to deny the possibility of reaching a peaceful solution as proposed by the Contact Group. The massacre of 
civilians in the villages of Likoshan and Qirez (February 28, 1998), where 16 civilians and 4 Serbian policemen were 
killed, as well as the rampant police violence against a peaceful demonstration in Pristina, attracted the attention of US 
embassy officials who came to Pristina and visited the Gllogovc region, after which they issued a press statement on 
March 2 in which, among other things, they called on the parties to enter into an unconditional dialogue, among other 
things the US expected the Serbian police to act with maximum caution and the Serbian army not to take any action that 
would lead to any new escalation, any further step of violence that would only isolate Belgrade from the International 
Community. (The Kosovo Conflict - A Diplomatic History Throught Documents, 2000, 97) 

On March 5, 1998, the North Atlantic Council (NATO) issued a statement expressing concern about the violence 
by Serbian police in recent days. The Council called on the parties to reduce tensions, in particular the Federal Republic 
of Yugoslavia, to take steps to prevent the situation from escalating. NATO and the international community have a 
legitimate interest in developments in Kosovo because of their impact on regional security. (North Atlantic Council (NAC) 
Statement, March 5, 1998) 

After the Serbian army's attacks on the village of Prekaz, American diplomacy began to move more seriously. 
Secretary of State Madeline Albright, in a meeting she had in Rome on March 7, 1998 with Foreign Minister Llomberto 
Dini, together with the host, addressed journalists, where for the first time in response to the journalists' question she 
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responded that the US would not sit back and watch what would happen in Kosovo, saying that "we both talked about a 
joint and cooperative approach to prepare for the next meeting of the CG that will be held in a few days in London". For 
the first time, Secretary Albright said that we have discussed and from the American perspective we condemn the 
violence and we discussed that Milosevic is primarily responsible for causing it and we believe that fair policies can be 
brought to the people of Kosovo in a peaceful manner. (The Kosovo Conflict - A Diplomatic History Throught Documents, 
99) 

A day later (March 8, 1998) About the explosive situation in Kosovo, especially after the fighting and police 
violence, Albright had a similar press conference with German Foreign Minister Klaus Kinkel in Bonn. In fact, to talk about 
Kosovo, the Secretary had undertaken a diplomatic tour in Ukraine, Italy, Germany, then she would go to Paris to end in 
London at the GK meeting. The highlights of this press conference were stronger messages for Belgrade. "We must force 
Belgrade to behave in a spirit of greater compromise in the region." Dialogue is the only way. Not independence and 
status quo. A special status that leads Kosovo towards autonomy is a good basis for a lasting peace, Kinkel will declare. 
While Albright for her part was more direct. Among other things, she addressed the responsibility for the situation more to 
Belgrade. "We discussed joint efforts to immediately end the discriminatory violence that has been carried out by Serbian 
security forces in Kosovo. We agreed to work together for a successful meeting of the Contact Group tomorrow in 
London. I also noted that the escalation of violence has had consequences for Albania and the former Federal Republic 
of Macedonia."(The Kosovo Conflict - A Diplomatic History Throught Documents, 100) 

In this spirit, the CG issued a joint statement on 9 March 1998 in London, containing seven points: 
1. We, the Foreign Ministers of the Contact Group countries, together with representatives of the European 

Commission and the Office of the High Representative, met in London on 9 March to discuss the increasingly 
tense situation in Kosovo, the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia (FRY) and the unacceptable use of force in 
recent days. The Balkan region has seen much bloodshed in the past. 

2. We recalled that when we met in New York on 24 September 1997, we expressed our deep concern about the 
developments in Kosovo and called on the authorities in Belgrade and the leadership of the Kosovo Albanian 
community to join in a peaceful dialogue. We are shocked that since September, instead of taking steps to 
reduce tensions or to enter into dialogue without preconditions towards a political solution, the Belgrade 
authorities have applied repressive measures in Kosovo. We note with particular concern the recent violence 
in Kosovo that resulted in at least 80 victims and condemn the use of excessive force by Serbian police 
against civilians and against peaceful demonstrators in Pristina on 2 March. 

3. Our condemnation of the actions of the Serbian police should in no way be confused with support for 
terrorism. Our position on this is clear. We condemn in the strongest terms the terrorist actions of the Kosovo 
Liberation Army or any other group or individual. Those in the Kosovo Albanian community who speak on 
behalf of the various political constituencies should make it clear that they too abhor terrorism. We also insist 
that those outside the FRY who provide finance, arms or training for terrorist activities in Kosovo should cease 
doing so immediately. 

4. We condemn the heavy-handed police actions of the last 10 days that have fueled an already volatile 
situation. Violent repression of non-violent expression of political views is completely unacceptable. We call on 
the authorities in Belgrade to invite independent forensic experts to investigate the very serious allegations of 
extrajudicial killings. If these allegations are proven, we expect the authorities of the FRY to prosecute and 
punish those responsible. 

5. Our commitment to human rights values means that we cannot fail to demand and ensure that public security 
forces act with prudence and restraint. Government authorities have a particular responsibility to protect the 
human and civil rights of all citizens. 

6. In light of the deplorable violence in Kosovo, we feel compelled to take steps to demonstrate to the authorities 
in Belgrade that they cannot challenge current international standards without facing serious consequences. 

The Contact Group welcomes the continuation of consultations in the United Nations Security Council, given the 
implications of the situation in Kosovo for regional security. Against this background, the Contact Group: 

 requests a mission to Kosovo by the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights. The authorities of 
the FRY have an obligation to cooperate with the ICTY. The Contact Group countries will make relevant 
information available to the ICTY based on their possession. 

 supports the proposal for a new mission by Felipe Gonzalez as Personal Representative of the OSCE 
Chairperson-in-Office to the FRY that would include a new and specific mandate to address the problems in 
Kosovo 
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 supports the return of long-term OSCE missions to Kosovo, Sandzak and Vojvodina. Recommends that the 
special session of the OSCE Permanent Council meeting on 11 March arrange for the Embassies in Belgrade 
of OSCE participating States to intensify their visits to Kosovo to ensure a continued presence 

 will continue to strongly support the efforts of Sant'Egidio to ensure the implementation of the Education 
Agreement and to identify resources to facilitate a fair and acceptable agreement 

 proposes the establishment of an international consortium including non-governmental organizations that 
would promote the building of civil society in Kosovo and the distribution of humanitarian aid. 

 Recognizing that the neighbouring countries of the FRY have legitimate security concerns stemming from the 
violence and unrest in Kosovo, will convene an urgent meeting of the Contact Group with representatives of 
governments in the region to discuss the grave consequences of an inter-ethnic conflict and its possible spillover to 
other parts of the region. We expect them to do everything in their power to prevent support for terrorism. (Statement 
by the Contact Group, March 9, 1998., https://1997-2001.state.gov/travels/980309_kos ovo.html  ) 

Contact Group Declaration, Bonn 25 March 1998 
In response to the further deterioration of the situation on the ground, the Contact Group 

issued its declaration in Bonn, Germany. 
We, the Foreign Ministers of the Contact Group countries, together with the OSCE Deputy Chairman-in-Office, the 

Personal Representative of the Chairman-in-Office for the FRY and the EU Special Representative, the High 
Representative and representatives of the European Commission, met in Bonn on 25 March to review developments in 
Kosovo and to follow up on the decisions taken at our meeting in London on 9 March. 

In London, we called on President Milošević to take swift and effective steps to end the violence in Kosovo and to 
commit to a political solution through unconditional dialogue. We adopted an action plan to advance these, decided on a 
number of concrete measures and agreed to review these measures if President Milošević took the steps requested by 
the Contact Group. 

We insist that the process of unconditional dialogue with the leadership of the Kosovo Albanian community, 
including at the federal and republican levels of government, be urgently initiated. Neither side should attempt to prejudge 
the outcome. We expect President Milošević to implement the process of unconditional dialogue and to assume political 
responsibility to ensure that Belgrade engages in serious negotiations on the status of Kosovo. 

Today we reviewed the situation in Kosovo, including the degree of compliance by President Milošević, the FRY 
and the Serbian authorities with the requirements of the London Declaration. 

Since our meeting in London, there has been progress in several areas of concern, notably some shifts in 
Belgrade's stance on dialogue on a number of issues, including Kosovo's autonomy and the long delay in implementing 
the education agreement. 

Our overall assessment is that further progress by Belgrade on certain points in paragraphs 6 and 7 of the London 
Declaration calling for action by the FRY and Serbian governments is needed. We have therefore agreed to maintain and 
implement the measures announced on 9 March, including the adoption by 31 March of the arms embargo resolution 
currently under consideration in the United Nations Security Council. We call again on President Milosevic to fully 
implement all relevant steps of the London Declaration. 

We call on authoritative delegations from both sides to convene expeditiously to agree on a framework and a 
substantive negotiation process. The parties are requested to agree to the participation in the negotiation process of an 
external representative. We will not accept any pretext for delaying such a process. We reaffirm the will of the Contact 
Group to facilitate the talks, recognizing that international engagement in support of the dialogue is essential for achieving 
a political solution. 

We agree that the Contact Group will meet again in four weeks to reassess the situation. Our assessment and 
subsequent decision will take into account a report on compliance to be submitted to the Contact Group by the OSCE 
Troika, if they agree to our request to prepare such a report. If President Milosevic takes the steps specified in London, 
we will reconsider existing measures, including action in the Security Council to end the arms embargo. If Belgrade fails 
to meet the London standards, and if dialogue initiatives do not start within the next four weeks due to the stance of the 
FRY or the Serbian authorities, we will take steps to implement further measures as announced in London. 

If the FRY does not take steps to resolve the serious political and human rights issues in Kosovo, there is no 
prospect of any improvement in its international standing. On the other hand, concrete progress in resolving the serious 
political and human rights issues in Kosovo will improve the international standing of the FRY and the prospects for the 
normalisation of its international relations and full rehabilitation in international institutions. We call on the OSCE 
Chairperson-in-Office and the EU Special Representative, as well as President Milosevic, to cooperate fully with Mr. 
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Felipe Gonzalez, once the Gonzalez mission is underway, it will certainly be possible to address the potential for FRY 
participation in the work of the OSCE.   

We take this opportunity to reaffirm our strong opposition to all terrorist acts. Violence does not contribute to the 
search for a solution in Kosovo. This applies equally to the Serbian police and to the Kosovo Albanian extremists. We will 
use all appropriate elements of pressure and influence with both sides to ensure that violence does not escalate and that 
the serious dispute over the status of Kosovo between Belgrade and the Kosovo Albanian community is resolved 
rigorously through peaceful means. We call on those outside the FRY who provide financial support, weapons or training 
for terrorist activities in Kosovo to cease doing so immediately. 

We welcome Dr. Rugova's clear commitment to non-violence and urge others in the leadership of the Kosovo 
Albanian community to make their opposition to violence and terrorism clear and public. However, the Belgrade 
authorities cannot justify their repression and violence in Kosovo in the name of anti-terrorist activities. We reiterate that 
the way to combat terrorism is for Belgrade to offer the Kosovo Albanian community a genuine political process. 

We welcome the work of Sant’Egidio and the 3+3 Commission in reaching agreement on measures for the 
implementation of the 1996 education agreement. We call on all parties to ensure that implementation proceeds smoothly 
and without delay, according to the agreed deadline. We are examining what assistance we can offer to facilitate 
implementation. We will also consider measures if any party blocks implementation. We urge all Egidio parties to make 
efforts to reduce tensions in other sectors of society as well. cooperate with Sant’Egidio. 

The basic position of the Contact Group remains the same. We support neither independence nor the preservation 
of the status quo as the final outcome of negotiations between the Belgrade authorities and the Kosovo Albanian 
leadership on the status of Kosovo. Without prejudging what the outcome might be, we base the principles for the 
solution of the Kosovo problem on the territorial integrity of the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia and on OSCE standards, 
the Helsinki principles and the UN Charter. Such a solution must also take into account the rights of Kosovo Albanians 
and all those living in Kosovo. We support a greater degree of autonomy for Kosovo, which should include meaningful 
self-government. (The Kosovo Conflict - A Diplomatic History Throught Documents, 130-132) 
 

 Conclusion 
 
The Kosovo War presented a critical test of the international community's ability to manage ethnic conflict, protect 
civilians, and support regional stability through diplomatic means. From January 1998 to March 1999, the Contact Group 
emerged as a key mechanism for coordinating international responses, applying political and economic pressure, and 
initiating negotiations. Despite internal divisions—particularly between Western powers and Russia—the group managed 
to maintain a basic level of cohesion around the imperative of preventing a wider war.  

The emergence of the KLA and the escalation of violence further fueled international concern, making it clear that 
inaction risked a wider humanitarian disaster. While the early Contact Group efforts raised awareness and mobilized 
international diplomacy, they ultimately failed to halt the violence or achieve a political solution, largely due to the limits of 
consensus, the intransigence of local actors, and the lack of credible means of implementation. The failure of peace 
initiatives, despite the commitment of the international community, paved the way for NATO military intervention in March 
1999. In retrospect, the Contact Group efforts reveal both the potential and the limitations of multilateral diplomacy in 
crisis environments – offering important lessons about the need for unity, early preventive action, and the balance 
between diplomacy and modern conflict resolution. 
 
References 
 
Akademia e StudimeveAlbanologjike – Instituti I Historisë. ,(2023)Historia e PopullitShqiptargjatëshekuullit XX, Vëllimi V. Tiranë: 

Botimetalbanologjike. 
Allin, H. Dana( 2010),NATO’s Ballkan Interventions. London: Routledge 
Basha Keçmezi, Sabile. Kosova 1945-1990. Prishtinë: Instituti I Historisë. 
Berdal, Mats (2009),United Nations Interventionism 1991-2004. London: Cambridge University Press,  
Culaj, Lush(2010) ÇështjaShqiptarenëKonferencën e Paqesnë Paris 1919-1920. Prishtinë: InstitutiAlbanologjik,  
Department of State Press Statement, (March 2, 1998).Statement by the Spokesman of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the Russian 

Federation, March 2, 1998. 
Dörr, Oliver (2020) Schmalenbach, Kristen. Vienna Convention on the Law of Treaties. United States: Springer Publishing,. 
Excerpts from Press Conference by Secretary Albright and German Foreign Minister Kinkel, March 8, 1998. Secretary of State 

Madeleine K.Albright and Foreign Minister Klaus Kinkel spoke ëith reporters at the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Bonn, Germany. 
Kieger, Heike (2001),The Kosovo Conflict and international Law. United Kingdom: Cambridge University Press,  



Interdisciplinary Journal of Research and Development 
ISSN 2410-3411 (online) / ISSN 2313-058X (print) Vol 12 No 1 S 1 / June 2025 

    

 

 236 

Kodra, Masar (1997) ÇështjaShqiptarenëAnalet e diplomacisëamerikane 1918-1945. Elbasan: Sejko,  
Lindsay, K. James (2012)The Foreign Policy of Counter Secession: Preventing the Recognition of Contested State. United Kingdom: 

Oxford University Press,  
Malcolm, Noel (2011) Njëhistori e shkurtër.Prishtinë: Koha,). 
Metais, Serege (2006)Histori e Shqiptarëve, ngaIliretderitekpavarësia e Kosovës. Tiranë: Shtepiabotuese 55,  
Metz, Corina (2014)TheWay to Statehood. Bremen: Erscheinungsort,. 
Milano, Enrico (2006) Unlawful Territorial Situations in International Laë. Boston: Martinus NijhoffPublishers,. 
Milton, Giles (2018)D-Day. London, John Murray Press,. 
North Atlantic Council (NAC) Statement, March 5, 1998.Excerpts from Press Briefing by Secretary of State Albright and Italian Foreign 

Minister Dini, March 7, 1998. Secretary of State Madeleine K.Albright and Foreign Minister Lamberto Dini spoke ëith reporters at 
the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Rome, Italy. 

Perrit. H, Henrry (2011), The Road to independence for Kosovo. United Kingdom: Cambridge University Press,. 
Pettifer, James(2007)The Ahtsaari Report: Totem and Tabo (Ballkans). United Kingdom: Conflict Studies Research Centre,. 
Puto, Arben) (2009) ShqipëriaPolitike 1912-1939.Tiranë: BotimetToena,  
Raue, Julia. Sutter, Patrick (2009) Facets and Practices of State-Building. Boston: Martinus NijhoffPublishers,. 
Schmitt J. Oliver (2021). Ballkaninëshekullin XX – Njëhistori post-imperiale. Prishtinë: Artini,  
Statement by Secretary of State Albright, (March 9, 1998). Secretary of State Madeleine K. Albright delivered her statement at the 

Contact Group Ministerial, London, U.K.K. 
Statement by the Contact Group, (February 25, 1998). The Contact Group ( the Foreign Ministers of France, Germany, Italy, the Russian 

Federation, the U.K. and the U.S.), issued its statement in Moscoë, Russia. 
Statement by the Contact Group, (January 8, 1998). 
Statement by the Contact Group, (March 25, 1998). The Contact Group issued its statement in Bonn, Germany. 
Statement by the Contact Group, (March 9, 1998).The Contact Group issued its statement in London, U.K. 
The Kosovo Conflict A Diplomatic History Throught Documents (2000), Cambridge: Kluëer Laë International,  
Verli, Marenglen (2014). Aspekterrethkrijimitdhezgjidhjes se çështjesshqiptare (shek XIX-XX), Vëllimi I. Tiranë: Klean,. 
Verli, Marenglen. (2007) Shqipëriadhe Kosova, historia e një aspirate (studiumehistorike, kumtesa, dokumentedheilustrime). Tiranë:  

Botimpex,. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /CMYK
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV (Za stvaranje Adobe PDF dokumenata najpogodnijih za visokokvalitetni ispis prije tiskanja koristite ove postavke.  Stvoreni PDF dokumenti mogu se otvoriti Acrobat i Adobe Reader 5.0 i kasnijim verzijama.)
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice




