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The meeting opened on Wednesday, 9 July 2003 at 15h13, under the co-chairmanship of Mrs. 
Doris PACK, chairperson of the EP Delegation for relations with the countries of South East 
Europe and Mrs. Fatima LEHO, chairperson of the Joint Committee on European Integration of 
the Parliament of Bosnia and Herzegovina. 
 
Mrs. Pack was pleased to note that the Interparliamentary Meeting took place, for the first time, 
with a Joint Committee for European Integration, freshly instituted in the Bosnia and 
Herzegovina Parliament, which represented not only a new organ, specifically competent on 
European integration, but also indicated a new spirit of political co-operation between the 
Institutions of Bosnia and Herzegovina.  She warmly welcomed the Members of the Bosnia and 
Herzegovina Parliament's Delegation and in particular their chair, Mrs. Leho, whose election 
represented a step towards better participation of women in the country's political life. 
 
Mrs. Pack introduced and welcomed the representatives of the Italian Presidency in Office of 
the Council, the Office of the High Representative and the European Commission, as well as the 
representative of the Government of Bosnia and Herzegovina. 
 
Finally, she introduced the Members of the EP Delegation who were attending. 
 
Mrs. Leho addressed her greetings to the delegation of the European Parliament and introduced 
the members of her delegation. 
 
 
1. Adoption of draft agenda 
 
The draft agenda was adopted following the addendum of a point under "Any other business", 
on refugee return. 
 
 
2. Approval of the minutes of the 4th EP-Bosnia and Herzegovina IPM, held in Sarajevo 

on 27-28 June 2002 
 
The minutes were approved. 
 
 
3.  The political situation in Bosnia and Herzegovina and the Thessaloniki process: 

- self-sustainability and functioning of the State's institutions  
- preparations in progress for European integration 

 
On behalf of the Italian Presidency in Office of the Council of the European Union, 
Ambassador BASCONE took the floor. He said that the Western Balkans were at the top of the 
political agenda. The main message coming from the European Council of Thessaloniki was that 
the future of these countries was certainly one of European integration, but also that it depended 
to a large extent on themselves. Priorities to be dealt with were: full co-operation with the ICTY, 
security issues (through a deeper involvement of the EU in the field, as it was being done, for 
example, via the EUPM), strengthening the political dialogue between the EU and the Western 
Balkans (he mentioned the examples of the meetings of the EU Ministers for Foreign Affairs 
and for Home Affairs with their homologues of the region, as well as the expected creation of 
joint association and stabilisation parliamentary committees), Institution building, 
infrastructures and energy. 
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He said that the Italian presidency was looking forward to the conclusion of the feasibility study 
in progress by the European Commission, on the possibility to start negotiations for an 
Association and Stabilisation Agreement EU-Bosnia and Herzegovina and that he was glad to 
note some acceleration in that process. 
The Italian Presidency was counting on the Office of the High Representative for establishing 
the rule of law and fighting against crime. 
He called on the parliamentarians of Bosnia and Herzegovina to be aware that many things 
which had to be done depended on them. 
 
In the name of the Bosnia and Herzegovina's Government, Mr. TOPCAGIC, Head of the 
Directorate for European Integration, which was a newly instituted department under the 
responsibility of the Chairman of the Council of Ministers, took the floor. 
He stressed that the State's Institutions had recognised as extremely important the procedure of 
the feasibility study, and, following the presentation of 346 questions by the European 
Commission, the Council of Ministers had held an extraordinary meeting, as the two Chambers 
of Parliament had done. He indicated that all the answers would be given by the end of the year. 
 
Coming to progress at the State level, he reported that three new Ministries had been created and 
a new regulation on the functioning of the Council of Ministers and the various Ministries had 
been approved. There was work in progress to introduce civil control over the military. In the 
field of the judiciary, the Constitutional Court and the budget for the judiciary were already a 
State competence. A new organ, the State Court, (for the most serious crimes) had started to 
work: the first trials were being undertaken on trafficking in human beings. The reform package 
called for by the OHR, called "justice and jobs", was under way too, and Bosnia and 
Herzegovina was beginning new co-operation with the ICTY. The new Institute for Veterinary 
Control had started to function well, with a new Director. In the field of economy, a new 
Institute for Statistics would be created, with the help of Eurostat, the "Bulldozer Commission" 
was presenting proposals for the elimination of obstacles and barriers to business and exports, 
the VAT would be introduced and a draft law on tariffs and customs had been approved by 
Government. 
 
Coming to the Association and Stabilisation Process, Mr Topcagic said that his Directorate was 
now finishing to recruit its staff and, with the help of the European Commission, was studying 
the reform of public administration. He mentioned important services and pieces of legislation, 
such as the service of border control and the fight against illegal immigration, the draft law on 
aliens and the law on organised crime. 
In conclusion, he was confident that Feasibility Study would improve relations between Bosnia 
and Herzegovina and the European Commission. 
 
Before giving the floor to the representative of the OHR, Mrs. PACK asked him why the OHR 
was still necessary and why it still had 700 staff. 
 
Mr. LLEWELLYN answered that it was necessary to clarify, as had been done in 
Thessaloniki, that the EU wants BiH as a member, but this is a hard task, there is no alternative 
to tough reforms, no possible by-pass. 
The pace entirely depends on BiH itself. 
The best way to make a portrait of the progress made, is to look at the past in perspective: then, 
one could see that progress existed, for example in the field of refugee return and in the repair of 
infrastructure. 
If one compared Europe seven years after the end of WW II, and BiH seven years after the end 
of its war, Bosnia's situation was better, but there was still a terrible amount of organised crime, 
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the worst war criminals were still at large, the economy was extremely depressed, the costs of 
administration functioning were very high: these were huge problems! 
The Government was still showing itself to be terribly short of capacities, therefore one could 
not yet say that the country did not need the OHR any more, nor that peace was irreversible. But 
certainly, the country was heading in that direction. Europe had been very much criticised for not 
stopping the war in BiH, now it could not risk to be criticised because it failed to build peace !  
On the question about the powers of the OHR, he said that they should serve the scope of 
building democracy. It should be allowed to impose the decisions which were in the real interest 
of the people.  Afterwards, of course, the wheel should be returned to the local authorities. The 
present HR was the first one who had established a Mission Implementation Plan, which had 
been published in the OHR website. 
The necessary steps were to establish the rule of law and to make the economy function: these 
were also two sides of the same medal. It was necessary to strongly insist on the prosecution of 
those who were accused of war crimes, to guarantee a sure source of financing for the State 
Government and to struggle hard against corruption. 
The Knaus report, recently published in Berlin, did not exactly tell the truth: things which were 
imposed by the OHR were really necessary for the country, for example the establishment of a 
commission for the single custom system. 
Fusion of the customs, having a single line of command for defence and fusion of the 
intelligence services were also tremendously important things to do. 
 
Mr. DALY, representative of the European Commission, said that the European Council of 
Thessaloniki had indicated to Bosnia and Herzegovina a clear perspective and also brought 
some new elements: the Stabilisation and Association Process would be enriched with some 
elements taken from the experience of EU enlargement. Moreover, for the political dialogue, the 
SAP countries had been invited to examine the opportunity to align themselves on the EU 
common positions. The second novelty would be that the annual Stabilisation and Association 
Report which traditionally showed the strong and weak points of a country, would be enriched 
by an operational document, for political guidance, with recommendations for the medium term. 
The third novelty would be the European Partnerships, which would be a political document. On 
the basis of all these elements, an action plan would be established for each SAP country. 
He was glad to note that the Feasibility Study had begun well, and was confident that it would 
be concluded under the Italian Presidency, but also pointed out that, to reach such a result, the 
EC-Bosnia and Herzegovina dialogue should go much more in depth, and providing statistics 
would not be enough anymore. Certainly, political ownership and knowledge of the technical 
mechanisms for European integration were important elements, but the country's Institutions 
needed to be strengthened and new Institutions needed to be created, which would require 
financial resources. 
In concluding, he expressed disappointment because Bosnia and Herzegovina's exports were 
still impeded by the fact that the country did not respect the EU phyto-sanitary standards, and 
invited the parliamentarians not to use individual pieces of legislation, just for short term targets, 
in order to block the process of European integration. 
 
Mr. MASTORAKIS asked what was the opinion about the just-ended Greek Presidency of the 
Council, and if some difference had been noted in the style of that Balkan country. 
 
Mr. TOPCAGIC was pleased to answer that they had noted how Greece had worked with the 
countries of the region, with an exceptional dedication, and that the Italian presidency was 
continuing that work with enthusiasm. 
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Mrs. PACK addressed the representative of the OHR and stressed that one could not say that 
the HR wanted to introduce democracy because in fact he did not behave democratically, that 
the Bonn powers could not be tolerated any more and that they should be limited, that BiH 
officials feared to criticise the activity of the OHR because they were frightened to be dismissed 
from their jobs, without any proof or any justification, by the OHR. 
Then, she asked Mr. Daly whether Bosnia and Herzegovina, in his view, could now be allowed 
to work alone, like Albania, for example, or like Bulgaria or Romania. 
Her last question was for the BiH parliamentarians: why it had taken so long to solve the issue 
of the Institute for Veterinary Control, which had been on the Parliament's agenda for 4 or 5 
years. 
 
Mr. LLEWELLYN answered that various events showed people's disappointment towards 
their own elected representatives! 
All the polls showed that people, above all the poorest, had more trust in the HR than in the 
local politicians! He said he would not be surprised if the HR would continue to impose 
decisions, such as, for example, the establishment of a Government for the Mostar Canton. 
He considered that the HR should use his powers as long as people supported him, and this 
would not last decades, but a few years more. 
Concerning the organigramme of 700 staff, this was being reduced, the present HR was the first 
one who was closing down some departments. 
Coming back to the Knaus report, he said that it was not reasonable to compare the OHR with a 
European Raja, and asked the permission to distribute the answer of Lord Ashdown which 
would be published in the Frankfurter Allgemeine Zeitung. 
 
Mr. DALY answered that the work necessary to carry out the Feasibility Study was being done 
together with the Bosnia and Herzegovina's authorities, and it was proceeding well, but the 
country was not in a position to function independently e yet. He said that he would prefer not to 
establish comparisons between Bosnia and Herzegovina and other countries. In the Feasibility 
Study, it was necessary to establish a clear difference between the political level and the 
technical elements, and the Commission would prefer to wait to  "eat the pudding" before giving 
judgements on the abilities of the countries' authorities. 
 
Mr. MAYER was astonished to note that sometimes the OHR had issued administrative 
decisions against individuals, practically without control, and considered that this showed a lack 
of basic elements in a democratic process. 
 
Mr. RADOVANIC, answering Mrs. Pack's question, said that the Parliament had recently 
adopted new rules of procedure, which allowed an increase in the quantity of legislative 
provisions adopted. On the OHR's powers, he said that what was problematic was the way in 
which his powers were being exercised. 
 
Mr. OOSTLANDER alerted his fellow BiH parliamentarians that, if there would not be co-
operation for the common good of Bosnia and Herzegovina, then it would be better that the EU 
says the hard truth, that is that there will be no place for them in the Union. 
On the OHR, he agreed with Mrs. Pack that he was not controlled enough, and proposed that, 
for example, the European Parliament could control him. 
 
Mr. ANDRIC, continuing the discussion on the OHR's powers, mentioned the case of a 
politician who had been forbidden any possible political function, and dismissed from his office, 
without trial, because the TV or Radio Channel which he owned had overrun the maximum time 
allowed for campaigning. He considered that this was not acceptable and urged for a 
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rehabilitation procedure to be introduced. Then, he mentioned the case of the Hercegovna 
Banka, which had not functioned for two years, and urged legal proceedings against the 
responsible. 
 
Mrs. LEHO recalled that, after a period of undeniable legislative obstruction, on the arrival of 
the second HR for Bosnia and Herzegovina, the country's Parliament had progressed. Since the 
beginning of the present legislature, Parliament had adopted 13 laws (she mentioned them in 
detail) and the country had come out from the "tunnel". 
At the present time, Parliament was proceeding to ratify various international agreements, it had 
adopted 11 decisions and approved 8 reports, among which the Central Bank's. This was the 
right moment to address the country's priorities, for example how to stop the exodus of the 
Bosnia and Herzegovina's youth from the country. She assured that the parliamentarians had 
uppermost in their minds that the OHR was expecting decisive collaboration from them, 
otherwise he would impose his decisions on them. 
 
Mrs. PACK specified that it was not the aim of the IPM to put the OHR on trial, but that 
parliamentarians had in any case to examine the problem of the individual decisions he had 
taken. 
 
Mr. MISIC said that, in his view, the problem was not to establish the HR's responsibility but to 
discuss how was he exercising his powers: in some cases, he had acted in a paradoxical way. On 
the other hand, everybody could agree that the HR should not leave the country yet. 
 
Mr. TOPCAGIC stressed that everything which was being done for the SAP Feasibility Study 
was the product of the Government exclusively. The HR had only invited them to recruit some 
experts to assist in the preparation of the answers to the Commission's questionnaire, and the 
Directorate for European Integration had refused to do so. The answers in fact, since they came 
directly and only from the country's officials, would demonstrate to the EU the country's real 
capacities. Anyway, the Commission had already clarified that negotiations  for the ASA would 
not go through the OHR. 
He expressed the hope that the HR would wear his EU hat more and more.  
 
Mr. LISI observed that solutions could be found to these exceptional situations. He wondered 
what the Bosnia and Herzegovina's Parliament could do, for the period left of the HR's mandate, 
in order to make progress: for example, they could adopt a resolution of censure directed at the 
HR, or they could study new legislative provisions on immunity for certain officials in public 
positions. Democratic power should be conquered by Parliament itself, one could not expect to 
receive it as a gift. Maybe, if the country's citizens did not trust their representatives very much, 
this was also caused by the politicians' shyness. 
But, of course, should any real abuse by the OHR be detected, the European Parliament and the 
international community should find a solution.  
 
Mrs. PACK recalled that Bosnia and Herzegovina was not a "normal" country, in the sense it 
had been created, already divided, with the subscription of the Dayton Agreement. She admitted 
that, to be a politician in such a situation, was not an easy task at all, and congratulated her 
fellow parliamentarians on the results of their activity. Nevertheless, it was necessary to 
organise and monitor the OHR's responsibility better. 
 
Mr. LLEWELLYN specified that the HR was appointed by the PIC (Peace Implementation 
Council), and his appointment was ratified by the Secretary General of the United Nations. The 
PIC meets every week, for a few hours, in Sarajevo, and it monitors very closely the way the 
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HR exercised his powers! Moreover, the HR appeared regularly before the various parliaments 
of BiH, and kept in constant contact with the public opinion in the country. 
 
On the cases of dismissed officials, he confirmed that they could be removed through 
administrative decisions, which were not taken in a criminal procedure framework, but asked 
the audience to understand that the legal framework in the country was not functioning 100 % 
yet ! 
Every case of dismissal had been very carefully evaluated, and some of the people concerned 
were accused of war crimes too. Reasons for dismissal were published in the OHR’s website (he 
gave the example of the current President of the Republika Srpska). 
The High Representative was always available to talk the dismissed officials, and to explain 
personally the reasons for his decisions. 
It was therefore true that the HR had exceptional powers, but it was not true that he was not 
responsible ! 
 
 
4. Economic situation and economic reforms in Bosnia and Herzegovina 
 
Mrs. LEHO introduced the subject briefly by saying that the Government was currently 
working out an economic strategy for the future, which would be the basis for discussions on the 
concrete measures in the Parliament. 
 
Mr. RADOVANOVIC spoke about the implementation of the measures which would be 
decided in the field of economic reform for the medium term. Political forces in the Parliament 
were trying to find a consensus. He wanted to underline that Bosnia and Herzegovina's 
Institutions were now ready to take decisions on their own, and that the period of imposed 
decisions was to be considered over. 
At present, taking into account that poverty interested more than 20% of the population, work 
was concentrated on a new system of social security and on economic aspects of European 
integration. Priority measures would be dedicated to those most threatened, the young people for 
example, for whom measures could be taken in the field of education and training. In the field of 
European economic integration, more than 160 law would have to be changed. 
By September 2003, he hoped, the economic strategy would be adopted definitely. 
 
Mrs. JÖNS was pleased to note that an economic strategy had been prepared at last, but still, 
looking at the economic figures (steady decline of economic growth, one of the lowest GDP per 
capita in the region, unemployment at 40 %, poverty and insufficient skilled work force, etc...), 
she was concerned to say  that Bosnia and Herzegovina had a potential for a huge social 
conflict. She asked her fellow parliamentarians how they intended to carry out a strategy for 
employment, in consultation with the workers and the trade-unions too, for example in favour of 
the former members of the army and the youth. 
She encouraged them to launch programmes for training, especially in the sectors where the 
country was short of a qualified work-force. She asked to be provided with more information on 
which those sectors were. 
Gender aspects and ethnic issues were also very much related to the problem of unemployment. 
All these aspects were linked as well to the strong need for foreign investments and to the plan 
of privatisations in the country, on which she asked more details. 
 
Baroness LUDFORD apologised for arriving late at the meeting, due to parallel commitments. 
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She asked permission to return briefly to the discussion on point 3, and specifically on the OHR, 
and expressed the view that, sometimes, people tended to confuse Lord Ashdown's passion and 
energy, which were his style, with undue interference. 
Returning to point 4, she asked whether people in the country would accept the cross-entity 
economic reforms, which would enable business and trade, in exchange of the possibility to get 
a job. 
 
Mr. LISI, taking into account the meeting of 2002 and the paralysis of the banking system,  
asked to be provided with more statistical data, in order to better evaluate the situation, on what 
had been done in one year, especially in favour of small and medium sized enterprises. 
Moreover, he asked what had been done in terms of education and training for young people, in 
order to keep them in the country. 
 
Mrs. PACK wondered how was it possible that the Commercial Bank had not been functioning 
for two years, and asked questions on the privatisation of industries located in the Republika 
Srpska and on the overstaffing in the police and in the army, namely what happened to the 
demobilised people. 
 
Mrs. LEHO explained that the payment operations in the country worked through commercial 
banks (at present, 19, many of which had been privatised after the end of the war). Moreover, 
the Central Bank of Bosnia and Herzegovina could not lend money. Among the commercial 
banks, there were some domestic and some foreign, but only 5 of them were to be considered 
"big" banks. Investors in the country were very cautious, because they needed guarantees. 
In the field of insurance companies, there was some progress, but the target desired in terms of 
investments, had not been reached yet, and privatisation had been too slow. 
As far as enterprises were concerned, many of them had been "badly" privatised, when they 
were already obsolete, because of the need to save employment, while good privatisation should 
attract foreign investors. 
She mentioned the "Justice and Jobs" programme, and four new laws which had been recently 
approved to improve the climate for business and investment in the country. 
Concerning the budget, there was a State budget and Entity/regional budgets, as well as cantonal 
budgets, in the Federation of Bosnia and Herzegovina, and the adoption of a law providing for 
direct financing of the State budget was in the parliamentary procedure. 
She considered that some progress was being made in the demobilisation of people in the police 
and in the army, also as a result of the work of the OHR. 
She admitted that Bosnia and Herzegovina had received less foreign investment than other 
neighbouring countries like Croatia and Romania, and hoped that soon the financial and 
economic environment of the country would develop and progress. 
 
Mr. ANDRIC specified that he was talking about the paralysis of the Commercial Bank, not 
about the Central bank over the last two years. The problem was that many people had most of 
their spare and invested money with that bank. The report received by Parliament from the 
Central Bank said that interests for capitals invested abroad were not immediately available, and 
in his opinion this was a reason to change the Bank's rules. The main problem was that there 
were not enough financial resources in the Central Bank to make investments in the country, for 
example in agriculture. 
 
Mrs. PACK considered that the country had not received investments because it had not a safe 
legal system yet. She was disappointed that no result had been achieved yet in the enquiry on the 
case of the Hercegovna Banka, and encouraged the political forces in the Parliament to find 
together an arrangement allowing the bank to re-open. 
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Mr. RADOVANOVIC announced that there was a programme for re-absorbing the former 
members of the army who had been dismissed. 
 
Mr. SULJKANOVIC read a long intervention about the energy and environment protection, 
which were important sectors mentioned in the Thessaloniki Agenda. He admitted that Bosnia 
and Herzegovina was undergoing its transition with a devastated environment, but nevertheless 
some modest improvement had been achieved, for example legislative references to the EU 
legislation and to the Kyoto Protocol, the participation of Bosnia and Herzegovina in various 
regional programmes and the approval of national strategies and programmes. 
The energy sector had a key role to play too. 
 

*************** 
 

The meeting was suspended at 18.30 and re-assumed the day after, 
10 July 2003, at 9.08 

 
**************** 

 
Mr. RUMBOLD, representative of the European Commission, was pleased by the approval of 
the legislation on customs and on State level indirect taxation but encouraged the BiH 
Parliament to proceed with the same open spirit to approve the framework and implementation 
legislation. Afterwards, he recalled that six precise domains for action had been identified by the 
Commission, related to economic reform: speeding up privatisation, increasing exports, 
improving the climate for investments, improving tax collection, cutting the costs of government 
and reforming public administration, and he encouraged the Bosnia and Herzegovina 
parliamentarians to adopt the necessary provisions. 
 
Mr. MAYER asked how the Commission evaluated the functioning of administration in the 
country, since this was essential to transpose into law the strategic objectives mentioned. 
 
Mr. RUMBOLD answered that the approval of new legislation in itself could serve to improve 
the abilities and functioning of public administration, apart from concrete implementation, 
which was, of course, extremely important too. 
 
Mr. MASTORAKIS asked to be provided with more information on the cases of bad 
administration, and enquired whether the fellow parliamentarians could explain those cases. 
 
Mrs. LEHO answered that these problems were linked with transition in progress in Bosnia and 
Herzegovina, as in other countries. She stressed that the political will to synchronise better the 
adoption of laws with implementation was already there but certainly implementation would 
take a long time, especially in the economic area. The reform process had however been started, 
and the role of the OHR had helped to understand that it was high time for the Institutions of the 
country to turn to their priorities: on corruption and organised crime, it was true that things had 
not been resolved, and that a certain degree of responsibility also lays outside the official 
institutional system, but now there was a new momentum and support from the EU. She said 
that Bosnia would look as well at the example of other countries in transition. Mrs. PACK 
considered that approving new laws was not enough, and that maybe the EU and its Member 
States should strengthen their commitment, for example in the field of twinning and exchange of 
officials. 
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5. Situation of Bosnia and Herzegovina in the field of Justice and Home Affairs, with 
particular reference to the fight against organised crime and corruption, the EUPM and 
the co-operation with the ICTY (International Criminal Tribunal for former Yugoslavia) 
 
Mrs. PACK briefly introduced the subject and reported on the EP ad hoc delegation which had 
visited the EUPM in May last. 
 
Mr. ZRNO presented the new framework for security policy in the country. Recently and for 
the first time, security had been entrusted to a State Ministry. He was pleased to note that this 
evolution would allow Bosnia and Herzegovina to work ahead towards a target of better 
security, and announced that a joint parliamentary committee for the civil control of that 
Ministry would be instituted. In that respect, he launched an appeal to the EU Institutions for 
technical assistance. In the next weeks, arrangements and equipment for the new Ministry 
should be completed, and the same should be done for the SIPA (State Information and 
Protection Agency). 
The State Border Service (SBS) should be supported too, and a Bosnia and Herzegovina 
correspondent of Europol should be ensured, in order to create the conditions to effectively 
combat terrorism and trafficking in human beings. In those matters, it was very important to co-
operate at the European and the regional level, because trafficking was always being carried out 
in a regional context. 
The Ministry of Security was the only Institution which was able to take on board all the 
country's international obligations, and to then delegate some to lower levels. The Ministry 
should also establish close co-operation with various organs in the country, first of all with the 
judiciary. 
Concerning the EUPM, Mr. Zrno said the political forces in the Parliament were completely 
satisfied with its work. 
 
Mr. MAYER asked to consider that, certainly, the new Ministry was an important Institution 
but it still needed to be consolidated. In his opinion, the other important objectives were the re-
structuring of the tribunals, the achieving of a good co-operation between the prosecutors and 
the police and the fight against corruption in the judiciary. Another problem was to provide 
them with information and a good capacity to analyse it, which of course required staff training. 
To eliminate corruption and transform it into an unnecessary tool, it was necessary to tackle the 
problem of low salaries. He mentioned the big problem of trafficking in human beings in Bosnia 
and Herzegovina, which was linked to the huge phenomenon of money laundering, and stressed 
that many things were connected to each other, like a chain, and that this required a gradual 
approach to combat crime. 
 
Mrs. PACK said that the Government had to be complimented for the creation of the new 
Ministry, which had an authority on the two Entities at last, and compliments had also to be 
addressed to the authorities, namely the State's Border Service (SBS) who had been able to 
protect the State's borders, since these had been recently established for the very first time. 
Coming to the EUPM, she said that the recent visit of the EP delegation had shown that a data 
base was still missing, as well as formal co-operation with Europol, but that in general there was 
a very good impression of the collaboration between the local police and the EUPM. She 
recognised that positive steps had been taken in order to reduce the staff of the police, but the 
problem of a too big difference between the police's salaries in the two Entities could not be 
tolerated anymore. 
She mentioned an article of the Frankfurter Allgemeine Zeitung which, reporting on an 
interview with an editor from a newspaper of Banja Luka, wrote that Serbia was accusing the 
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Republika Srpska of not prosecuting the criminals who had taken refuge there after the murder 
of the former Serbian Prime Minister Djindjic, and strongly encouraged her fellow 
parliamentarians not to accept these kind of accusations anymore, and to act in a way to enable 
the chapter of the co-operation with the ICTY to be closed at last; in particular, she urged the 
country's authorities to do their best  to  arrestMr. Karadcic and Mr. Mladic and deliver them to 
the Tribunal in The Hague. 
 
Mrs. LEHO considered that the Parliament was by now conscious that the judiciary and the 
police were really the ones who could put the law into practise in the country and, in that 
respect, she recalled that Parliament had adopted, that year, a law on witness protection and on 
the judicial police. In the field of the police, there was continuous improvement, but until the 
present time, co-ordination was missing because the police had been established at the level of 
the Entities, not of the State. She was proud to note that big progress, especially in border 
control, had been achieved in the field of the fight against trafficking in human beings and 
illegal immigration; the new priority was the training for the police managers, which required 
assistance from the EU and the OHR. 
 
Mrs. PACK was satisfied to note that there was a good co-operation between the local police 
and the EUPM, she mentioned for example the city of Pale and the Serbian part of Sarajevo; she 
was also glad to underline how efficient the OHR's assistance was in the field of the re-selection 
and certification of the judges, and recalled that this process, which would take time, had been 
used in Germany after the re-unification too, where, in the new Länder, around 80% of the 
judges had not been recognised adequate for their job. 
 
Mr. RADOVANOVIC, answering to the appeal of Mrs. Pack for the arrest of Mr. Karadcic and 
Mr. Mladic, said that the Ministry of Interiors did not have the necessary information to 
proceed. 
 
Mr. MISIC invited the audience to consider that 80% of the Republika Srpska population used 
to support the political party of Mr. Karadcic in the past, but, at present, he believed that 
everybody was convinced of the need to arrest the war criminals and to deliver them to justice. 
Some measures had been taken to demonstrate this determination. In his opinion, the Minister of 
Interior of the Republika Srpska was to be trusted, and there was also good co-operation 
between him and his homologue in the Federation. The security was improving in the country. 
 
Mrs. PACK invited her colleagues from Bosnia and Herzegovina to pass all information they 
possibly had on the person wanted to the SFOR. Coming to the fight against crime, she was 
disappointed to note that statistics were not showing the real situation in the country, they 
showed a very weak rate of crime, like in other countries of the region. Nevertheless, she was 
glad to observe the progress made for the reduction of illegal immigration., and she encouraged 
the authorities to do more to fight against trafficking in human beings. 
 
Mr. ANDRIC, coming back to the issue of the co-operation with the ICTY, said that the other 
side of the coin was the case of some people who had been delivered to the tribunal, or even 
who had decided to render themselves voluntarily, had spent years in preventive detention, and 
then had been liberated because it had turned out that they were innocent. He underlined that, in 
such cases, no excuse had been provided to them. 
 
Mrs. PACK admitted that such judicial mistakes could and had happened. She considered 
anyway that the behaviour of those who had voluntarily surrendered was absolutely honourable. 
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Mr. MAYER proposed that, for each single stage of a trial, a maximum time frame should be 
established, and that a compensation should be paid, should the time limit be overcome. 
 
 
6. Any other business: Support to the return of refugees and displaced persons in Bosnia  
    and Herzegovina 
 
Mrs. LEHO explained that her delegation had requested to include the point because they felt 
they still needed help in this field. After the war and the enormous outflow of refugees and 
displaced persons, she considered the country had to be congratulated for the considerable 
progress achieved in the return policy but, having said that, she specified that there were still 
people asking to be materially and financially helped to return. Moreover, there was still a 
problem for house reconstruction and job creation in favour of the returnees. These problems 
were to be faced in addition to the main economic problems of the country, and she added that 
the Parliament should do its job on the legislative level. 
 
Mr. MISIC recalled that return of refugees, after the signature of the Dayton Agreement, had 
been the most difficult thing to do. Concerning the security of the returnees, he noted that in 
80% of the cases security had been guaranteed, and that, nowadays, there was freedom of 
movement. The present period was favourable for the returns, but economic difficulties 
remained ! The financial resources available to municipalities were not sufficient and the 
unemployment rate was extremely high. On these points, he wanted to launch a precise message 
to both those who wanted to return and those who wanted to help the country. 
 
Mrs. PACK considered that the problem of refugee return was not the same throughout the 
whole country, it was more serious in the Republika Srpska. She urged the EC and Bosnia 
authorities to use the funds available under CARDS for the returns. She recognised that many of 
those wanting to return had no money, but encouraged the authorities to launch a clear invitation 
to return, especially to the Croats displaced from the Republika Srpska. She asked whether the 
returnees would have the right to receive a pension. 
 
Mr. RADOVANOVIC answered that there would be no problem to implement the pension 
rights of the returnees. In his opinion, however, the refugee return was a regional problem and 
not one of Bosnia and Herzegovina only. In the particular case of the Republika Srpska, he 
wondered whether refugee return would be economically viable. 
 
Mrs. PACK was disappointed to note that the returns in the Republika Srpska were so few. She 
also expressed doubts on the answer provided by Mr. Radovanovic about pensions. 
 
Mrs. LEHO insisted that the return policy had regional particularities. In most of the cases, 
there were encouraging signals, and moral support to the returnees, but the problem was the 
economic aspect of the return ! Salaries and pensions were very modest, practically at the same 
level of the pre-war time, when, of course, the cost of living was very different ! Moreover, the 
Republika Srpska had, so far, a very low rate of tax collection. 
In the Federation, on the contrary, she could see a more positive picture, and she described her 
own experience as Governor of Canton 7, when she had personally contributed to property 
restitution in favour of Serb, Croat and Bosniak returnees. 
 
Mr. RADOVANOVIC, coming back to the pensions, specified that the right to a payment of a 
pension in favour of a returnee should be verified anyway. 
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Mrs. JÖNS expressed her worry about the effective payment of social allowances to the 
returnees. 
 
Mrs. PACK enquired whether the sickness allowances were regularly paid. 
 
Mr. RADOVANOVIC answered that, unfortunately, there was no difference between the 
refugees, the returnees and the others, because there was no money available for any of the 
categories. 
 
Mr. ANDRIC said that, in his opinion, the priority was housing, not pensions or social 
allowances. Unfortunately, there were still burnt out villages in the country, where nobody 
lived, and there were still some attacks against the returnees. He also stressed that there was no 
money available. 
 
Mrs. PACK answered that, to be fair, the EU and, somehow, the USA, had done a lot and spent 
a lot of money for refugee return. Now, coming to the money, she considered that the authorities 
should build mosques mosks (where anyway nobody went) and more houses. She encouraged 
everybody to show their good will and to do their best, the EU included, even if only 20 % of 
the refugees really wanted to return. CARDS should be reinforced. 
 
Mr. RUMBOLD invited the parliamentarians to consider that a large amount of money had 
already been poured into CARDS, and that, of course, at present the funds were gradually being 
reduced. Moreover, the decision had been taken to attribute the return policies to local 
authorities, which required more and more ownership from their side. It was not foreseeable, at 
the moment, to increase CARDS availability. He therefore encouraged the local authorities of 
Bosnia and Herzegovina to make a financial contribution available for refugee return, and to 
take advantage of any possible mortgage from the European Bank for Reconstruction and 
Development. 
 
Mrs. PACK specified that she did not intend to suggest an increase in the CARDS budget, but 
to devote a part of the already existing budget of CARDS to refugee return. She considered that 
the EU should do its best in this field. 
 
Mr. RADOVANOVIC added that, should such an operation be successful, then the money 
would not be wasted, because returned people would be able to live from their own work. On 
the contrary, money spent purely on reconstruction, without taking care to establish a favourable 
environment for return, would be wasted. 
 
Mr. RUMBOLD said that Mr. Radovanovic was right and explained that in fact the 
Commission's strategy was heading towards economic development, because this would allow 
return sustainability ! 
 
Mrs. PACK agreed and Mr. MISIC concluded by stressing the importance of a lasting return 
for families who wished to do so. 
 
 

* * * * 
Adoption of a joint statement by the chairpersons of the delegations 
 
After a long discussion and the introduction of various amendments to the draft, the joint 
statement was adopted. 
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**** 

 
7. Date and place of the next meeting 
 
It was recalled that the next meeting would take place with a new delegation of the European 
Parliament, whose mandate would finish in June 2004. Therefore, it was proposed to hold the 
6th Interparliamentary Meeting in Autumn 2004 in Bosnia and Herzegovina, possibly in a town 
different from Sarajevo. Mrs. LEHO, after stressing that the country was doing its utmost to 
come back to the European family, proposed to host the 6th IPM in Mostar where, among 
others, the reconstruction of the bridge would be meanwhile completed. 
 
Mrs. PACK and Mrs. LEHO thanked all the participants and said good-bye until the next 
meeting. 
 

 
The meeting ended at 11.48. 
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