
AN ANALYSIS OF THE KOSOVO CONFLICT AND THE CONTROVERSY OF

NATOS ACTIONS

The headline reads: â€œWar in Kosovo Was Cruel, Bitter, Savage; Genocide It Wasn 't. the crimes to provide
retrospective justification for the actions that contributed to The WSJ analysis concludes that â€œNATO stepped up its
claims about Serb .. the controversies within NATO about how the contracts are to be distributed.

But as Secretary-General, I have many times pointed out, not just in relation to Kosovo, that under the Charter,
the Security Council has primary responsibility for maintaining international peace and security, and this is
explicitly acknowledged in the North Atlantic Treaty. Other consequences are of little concern in the West,
including the devastation of the civilian economy of Serbia by military operations that severely violate the
laws of war. Suppose, nevertheless, that we take the argument seriously. Writing in , Hedley Bull envisaged
circumstances where the norms of international society could lead to intervention: It is clear that the growing
legal and moral recognition of human rights on a world-wide scale, the expression in the normative area of the
growing interconnectedness of societies with one another, has as one of its consequences that many forms of
involvement by one state or society in the affairs of another, which at one time would have been regarded as
illegitimate interference, will be treated as justifiable. These broader considerations are also sometimes evident
where the concept of humanitarian intervention has made its way into the lexicon of policy-makers. States
carry out such intervention as a matter of self-interest, the interest of the international state system, or both.
Uncontroversially, the vast crimes took place after the bombing began: they were not a cause but a
consequence. The Serb National Assembly Resolution, though reported at once on the wire services, has
remained a virtual secret. These are reported to be isolated killings by gunmen and grenade attacks on cafes
and shops. The UN Charter, in Article 2 paragraph 7, famously reflects the degree to which non-intervention is
ensconced as a guiding concept. During the course of the operation, NATO members spent a good deal of time
and effort justifying it, usually within a frame of reference to the UN. Hundreds of thousands of people have
been expelled ruthlessly from Kosovo by the FRY authorities. For the moment, these important matters
remain buried in obscurity. This chapter examines these issues by exploring why NATO undertook military
action over Kosovo, the kind of armed conflict that it engaged in, and whether such a resort to force can be
justified. That seems possible, particularly in the light of the immediate condemnation of the withdrawal by
the Serb National Assembly. Every measure of escalation was excruciatingly weighed. The mission itself was
delayed even after the country had been virtually destroyed and most of its population expelled. This is by no
means the only impressive feat of doctrinal management. Through the s, as before, these have far exceeded
anything attributed to the FRY security forces within what NATO insists is their territory. Rather, along with
its allies, it chose to escalate the atrocities, often vigorously and decisively. The claim is hardly credible.
Participants in the debate must be agreeing that NATO was guided by humanitarian principles in Kosovoâ€”
precisely the question at issue. Its domestic violence may spill over its borders. Given the inclusion of such
phrases, there is some basis for the NATO claim to have been acting in the spirit of the Resolutions and of the
UN Charter more generally. In a press statement on 23 March , Solana outlined the reasons behind the
decision to begin airstrikes against Yugoslavia. The force of the argument diminishes as the scale of the
crimes increases. The relevant period begins in December, with the breakdown of the cease-fire that had
permitted the return of many people displaced by the fighting. Such revision of the factual record has been
standard procedure throughout. As noted, the report makes no serious effort to support the allegation, indeed
provides little information about the crucial period. Not in any way. The highest possible technology was in
use, but only in carefully restrained ways. Such supremacy, however, cannot be taken for granted as military
interventions risk becoming protracted and leading to escalation. Furthermore, the desire to avoid a spillover
of the conflict into neighbouring states, with the consequential destabilisation of the region, was an important
consideration. Where they were published he does not say, nor does he explain why reporters covering the
Rambouillet and Paris talks were unaware of them; or, it appears, the British Parliament. In terms of defining
the concept, there is not yet a consensus on its meaning but one factor seems to predominate, the issue of
violation of human rights. Its Humanitarian Evacuation Programme began on April 5. Because NATO
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undertook military action without the explicit authorisation of the UN Security Council, but with a number of
compelling humanitarian and strategic justifications, the basis of the operation was bound to generate a great
deal of controversy. But let us put that aside, and look into the range of options available. Third, on the basis
of a practical assessment of the situation, are there military operations we can sensibly and prudently
undertake? Evidence for the latter conclusion is overwhelming, and it was confirmed once again shortly after
the Racak massacre, when Indonesian forces and their paramilitary subordinates brutally murdered 50 or more
people who had taken refuge from Indonesian terror in a church in the remote Timorese village of Liquica. In
helping maintain international peace and security, Chapter 7 of the United Nations Charter assigns an
important role to regional organisations. Many of the most lurid and prominently-published atrocity reports
attributed to refugees and other sources were untrue, the WSJ concludes. Sixth, any use of force should be
collective. What they do highlight is the need to consider the ways and means of intervention. It is a rare
achievement for a propaganda system to have its doctrines adopted as the very presuppositions of debate.


