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[bookmark: _Toc489007215]Abstract
This study argues that a successful outcome of a secession process is more likely to occur once an international advocacy network gets involved. Therefore, this study will demonstrate the influence of an international advocacy network towards a more positive outcome of a secession tendency, in this case Kosovo. This expectation will be assessed  through an in-depth single case study analysis, in which the role of an international advocacy network is set out. In order to prove this fit, this paper draws upon the boomerang model introduced by Keck and Sikkink (1999), which recognizes the role of the international community in solving intra state conflicts. The core feature of the boomerang model is the ‘linking up’ between a domestic group and international allies. This establishes a boomerang pattern that allows for intensified pressure on a target state. In order to reveal this specific role of international institutions, a process tracing method is applied to the case of Kosovo. A method of process tracing allows for an in-depth analysis and description of the five phases that the boomerang model consists of. The theoretical approach of this study assumes that the Kosovar Albanians want to secede from the Serbian state, their oppressor, and create a sovereign and independent state. Since their claims do not have any significant effect, they reach out to the international community. This may result in international support from an international advocacy network, which strengthens the claims of the Kosovar Albanian people towards their desired outcome. 
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[bookmark: _Toc489007218]1.1 Puzzle
Since the end of the Cold War, a structural change towards a more liberalized global society has occurred. Consequently, even though secession is not a relatively new phenomenon (Saideman, 1997, p. 721), (failed)secession conflicts have become more prominent. There have been ongoing struggles in the former Yugoslavia, as well as many violent encounters in Africa and the Middle East, which involved secession. This is rather contradicting with the expectations of many observers and scholars in the 1990’s, who expected that international cooperation would manage the few conflicts that might break out (Saideman, 1997, p. 721). As Johnson’s (2008) numbers show though, this has unfortunately not been the case. There has been a rise in the frequency of ethnic civil wars. In the 1990’s there has been over 200 ethnic minorities and subordinate majorities who contested their political status, more often resulting in civil conflict (Johnson, 2008, p. 140). This keeps pace with a growing amount of cases in which secession has been proposed as a solution by one party or another. Previous cases may suggest that many of these cries for secession result from a diversity in ethnic and/or religious groups, which leads to insecurity among those groups (e.g., Serbian and Albanian regions within Kosovo). Posen (1993) argues that it is due to this security dilemma that groups start to recognize each other as the enemy (p. 17). Consequently all members of a group need to mobilize before conflict starts, and secession may become a viable solution. Yet, many of these secession tendencies turned out to be rather negative in terms of their consequences. 			The former Yugoslavia provides for a good example, and shows how the structural, global transformation towards a more liberal society has led to chaos, power struggles, and conflict. The end of the Cold War meant the start of a post-socialist world and the rise of neoliberalism (Bunce, 1999). It is this process of transformation in Central and Eastern Europe, including former Yugoslavia, that was far from smooth and straight (ibid, 1999). This, however, strongly differed among states. Former Czechoslovakia for example, experienced a relatively smooth secession trajectory, while many would agree that this has not been the case in the former Yugoslavia. This is odd and interesting because of multiple reasons. First of all, the process of transformation began from a similar point of departure, and roughly at the same time. And secondly, because of the alikeness of many of the socialist regimes, and the homogenizing effects of the social experience (ibid, 1999). 	Secession can be a consequence of multiple causes, since there is multiple types of conflict that may trigger the need to secede from a countries homeland. This study focusses on a type of conflict that has become increasingly dominant on a global scale, ethnic civil conflicts. Among the civil wars it is the ethnic wars that have become more common and turned out to last longer than non-ethnic civil wars (Johnson, 2008, p. 140). Furthermore, there lays a challenge in dealing with ending civil wars and its high rate of recidivism, facing a fifty-fifty chance of renewed conflict within five years after the initial termination of the conflict (ibid, 2008, p. 141). In order to prevent this from happening in the future, secession may be a viable solution. Yet, today there is huge debate on whether secession can be considered a solid solution for ethnic civil wars, especially when one takes into account many of the past outcomes. 								Johnson (2008) concurs with this controversy, and argues that Western policymakers are often ambivalent towards secession, depending on the case (p. 142). The Kosovo case strongly displays this ambivalence, since its independence is contested within the European Union for example. Furthermore, the Kosovo case even allows for further secession taking into account the many Albanian and Serbian regions with the republic of Kosovo. Secession, therefore, rarely is an obvious and effective tool for solving an ethnic conflict. Although it is a process that has showed to be successful in the past, it has at the same time been a failure in a significant amount of cases.	Despite the controversy, this paper does not question the potential of secession as a way to successfully end ethnic conflicts, but seeks to assess the influence of the international community in successfully achieving secession. As Keck and Sikkink (1999) acknowledge, the role of the state over its public affairs has diminished over the years, in favor of the international community (p. 89). This trend can also be linked to secession tendencies, and  the cries for help of minority groups. Since the changing dynamics and the increasing role of the international community in public affairs, this community has become part of the discussion on secession as well. Especially if one takes into consideration that secession is legitimized if it is recognition by the international community (Tir, 2005, p. 714).  											Scholars have not yet reached full consensus on the core conditions that need to be at play in order to reach a state of successful secession. What is rather straightforward though, is the level of uniqueness of every single secession case. This is problematic in terms of making firm claims about any conditions of importance for secession in general. Though, it is agreed upon by many scholars (Baskin and Pickering, 2014; Jenne, 2004; Welsh, 1994; Woodwell, 2004) that the international community does play at least some sort of role in many of the secession tendencies, positive or negative, which strongly varies per case. Since secession tendencies are on the rise since the mid-1990s (Johnson, 2008, p. 141), and the international community often feels the necessity to intervene for material or ideological interests, it is important to set out in what way international involvement can be beneficial for successfully achieving secession. In order to determine this, the guiding question for this research becomes: 
How, and to what extent can international involvement in a secession tendency be beneficial for successfully achieving this? 							
The aim of this study is to provide some insights in possible types of international involvement that might be favorable for successful secession. The aim, however, is not to find a ‘one type fits all’ type of international involvement that guarantees success in all secession cases, because there is no blueprint for secession for various reasons: the historical background, context, domestic political structure, economic structure, culture, neighboring states, actors’ interests, etc. Therefore, it is not reasonable and doable to set out a roadmap for international engagement which makes secession a guaranteed success. 
[bookmark: _Toc489007219]1.2 Theory
Many scholars have been struggling to identify the conditions needed for a secession process to be successful. Consequently there is multiple theories that may be applied to multiple secession cases. Besides a large diversity in the approaches, the applicability of a theory also depends on context, actor structure, and the historical background. Furthermore, there may be a variety of underlying causes at play, which ask for different approaches. Causes may be ideologically rooted, but can also be material. This wide array of different perceptions, contextual differences, and varying backgrounds, may justify different theoretical approaches. This may also explain why theorists have not yet been able to successfully apply one theory consistently across cases. This paper approaches secession processes from a middle-ground theory, recognizing both the neoliberal as well as the constructivist aspects that come with secession.							Neoliberalism has relatively great faith in the capabilities of human beings to obtain progressively better outcomes. Outcomes that promote freedom, peace, prosperity, and justice on the global scale. A structure of international cooperation and international institutions is key in this. This structure consists of institutional arrangements, so-called international regimes, that contain sets of norms and rules (Sterling-Folker, 2013). These sets can be implicit as well as explicit. 		Constructivists argue that international relations is a social construction (Fierke, 2013). This implies that this approach argues that both international cooperation and international institutions are a social construction as well, emphasizing on the social dimensions of these institutions such as: norms, rules, but also language. What constructivists focus on more than the neoliberals, hence is a major contribution to this research, is the constitutive role of norms and shared understandings, as well as the relationship between agency and structure (Wendt, 1987). 					The international structure as it is today, is one in which state borders have faded and  international institutional frameworks have gained greater influence. The EU is a striking example of this. Many states within this Union used to be enemies at some point in history (Fierke, 2013). Now, however, they have learned to cooperate and engaged in mutual relationships. Institutional structures consist partly of the norms and rules which are socially constructed, although material interests play a role in this as well. Both constructivist and liberal approaches encompass features which cannot be neglected. Therefore, this study draws upon a middle-ground theory that combines important features of both.										The theory adopted originates from the liberal global governance literature and is introduced by Keck and Sikkink: the so-called ‘boomerang model’. International relations, through increasingly dense networks, have become more important over the years. Keck and Sikkink believe that states are embedded in these networks. The rise of this international network comes with the rise of an internationally recognized set of rules, and norms. Risse (1999) states it as a society with a collective understanding about appropriate behavior. Human rights for example, can be considered an accepted collective understanding, internalized in the international community. These international networks appear to become useful if there is hampered relations between a national government and domestic groups (Keck and Sikkink, 1999, p. 93). Secession tendencies perfectly fit this theory since it is a consequence of an intra-state conflict, rooted in ethnic diversity in this study. This means that there is hampered relations between a domestic group and the government, which makes the boomerang model suitable.											
[bookmark: _Toc489007220]1.3 Dependent variable
Secession is a process in which a domestic group, in this research an ethnic minority, wants to secede from an existing state. There are cases in which this process has gone rather smooth, but in many cases this has unfortunately not been the case. Tir (2005) defines secession as ‘’… an internally motivated division of a country’s homeland (i.e., non-colonial) territory that results in the creation of at least one new independent (i.e., secessionist) state (e.g., Eritrea) – with full sovereign rights and legal recognition by the international community – and leaves behind the now territorially smaller rump state (e.g., Ethiopia).’’  (p. 714). In practice, it turns out that in many cases these sovereign rights are not recognized by the state’s government, who therefore does not allow a certain group on a territory to secede. The boomerang model assumes that it is the international community that can empower these dominated minority group(s). This community is in this research presented as an advocacy network. 
[bookmark: _Toc489007221]1.4 Independent variable
The international advocacy network is the independent variable in this research. The main question to determine is whether or not international involvement does contribute to successful secession. However, the concept international involvement is rather broad and open for different interpretations. For the purposes of this research therefore, international involvement will be conceptualized as an international advocacy network that consists of actors and organizations at the international level only, such as the UN for instance. As Sterio (2015) has argued already, leverage is needed for brokering a peace arrangement (p. 290). Keck and Sikkink (1999) also acknowledge the importance of leverage and distinguish four types of strategies that transnational actors can engage in: informational politics, symbolic politics, leverage politics, and accountability politics (p. 95). This study assumes that international advocacy networks, be it through one of the above mentioned strategies, can increase the legitimacy of a domestic group, and therefore increases the chances of successful secession.
[bookmark: _Toc489007222]1.5 Case selection
The most important features for proper case selection are representation and causal leverage. The selected case must be representative, which it can be in various ways, must be of theoretical interest, and fit the theory (Gerring, 2008, pp. 1 – 2). According to Gerring (2008) the above mentioned principles should be taken into account in order to select a suitable case to study. Secession however is a unusual phenomenon, due to its uniqueness. This makes the logic of case selection introduced by Gerring less suitable and  rather complicated. Nevertheless, those general principles will be useful in the process of case selection.					Important to take into account is the uniqueness of every secession case, due to its different circumstances such as context, historical background, and actors involved. Therefore it is hard to speak of typical, deviant, and least or most likely cases, according to Gerring’s terminology. This also means that any case is hardly representative to other cases, and generalizability of the results to the wider population is a utopia. Yet, this does not mean that a case which is not per definition very representative, might not be of theoretical interest since it can still test a theory or build a new one. This is possible as long as the case is a good fit to the theoretical approach. This is important since the theory pursued in this study is not applicable to all secession cases. In fact, this theory is only applicable to secession cases in which no consensus has been reached between a state and the ethnic domestic minority that wants to secede. Since there is cases of secession tendencies in which such a consensus has been reached, these should be ignored. In addition, previous cases of secession in which the international community did not at all engage have been excluded as well. Hence, the theoretical interest lays not in testing a theory for secession, nor in building a new theory concerning secession. The aim is to explain the outcome of a specific case. 
[bookmark: _Toc489007223]1.6 The Kosovo case
For the purposes of this research, Kosovo has been selected as a suitable case. The secession of Kosovo is rather relevant, since the event only took place in recent history. In addition, this case is representative since there is no consensus reached, and a clear dispute occurred. As discussed above, comparability and generalizability of case studies regarding secession is hardly possible. Yet, the Kosovo case may become of future value for other single case studies on secession. Kosovo used to be part of the former Yugoslavia, in which secession has not been a rare phenomenon since the demolition of the Soviet bloc. In addition, being part of the former Soviet Bloc also meant a similar political structure, comparable to other states in Central and Eastern Europe and former Yugoslavia. Kosovo also represents a case in which there has been a conspicuous multiethnic conflict, and the international community has had a significant influence. Therefore, the Kosovo case contains all the elements which are considered to be necessary for this research design. 				The Kosovo case is considered to be an influential one. Previous qualitative and quantitative research has pointed towards different dominant conditions that led to secession, different conditions which fitted different theoretical explanations. For the purposes of this study the boomerang theory is adopted, but its usefulness may differ per case. This wide array of different theories used for the analysis of secession tendencies suggests insecurity about all of these theories. According to Gerring (2008) this insecurity is a main feature of an influential case, since it casts doubt upon a theory (p. 15). One could argue, then, that the uniqueness of all secession cases indicates that every case is an influential one. However, what sets apart the Kosovo case is its contemporary societal relevance, and possible comparability to many other former Soviet secession cases. 		The middle-ground approach adopting the boomerang theory can be considered a rather innovative theoretical way of analyzing this phenomenon, which asks for some critical case assessments in order to prove its fit. This is another reason why this case study can be considered as rather influential, since it might prove or disprove its usefulness for further research on secession.
[bookmark: _Toc489007224]1.7 Method
Every secession trajectory is unique, and hardly comparable to other cases of secession. Process tracing as a qualitative research design allows to make strong within-case causal inferences in small-n case study designs (Bennet, 2008, p. 19; Beach and Pedersen, 2013, p. 2), which makes it highly suitable for the single case study this paper seeks to carry out. As Brast (2015) explains, process tracing is a perfect tool for overcoming the problem of indeterminacy in small-n case studies (p. 1). It allows to get inside the box of causation, rather than staying on the surface as is often the case in many quantitative research designs. Consequently, this method can uncover the intervening processes through which independent variables cause the dependent variable to occur.		Previous research has shown a statistical correlation between international involvement (X) in secession and a successful outcome (Y) (Woodwell, 2004; Jenne, 2004). Nevertheless, correlation does not necessarily mean causation. In order to prove whether or not one can speak of a causal relationship, process-tracing can serve as a tool to unpack the causal mechanism and test the hypothesis. A causal mechanism, in this, can according to Beach and Pedersen (2013) be defined as ‘’a complex system, which produces an outcome by the interaction of a number of parts’’ (p. 1).		Beach and Pedersen differentiate between three types of process-tracing: theory-testing, theory-building, and the explaining-outcome variant. Since this study builds on previous research on the correlation between international involvement and its influence on secession outcomes, this study seeks to test an already existing theory. Therefore this research can be categorized as theory-testing. Theory-testing entails the deduction of a theory from the existing literature, and test whether evidence shows if the causal mechanism is present or not (Beach and Pedersen, 2013, pp. 14 - 15). So a causal mechanism is identified, and needs to be tested in this specific case in order to be able to affirm this mechanism. However, the study also molds this theory in a way to make it more applicable to the processes of secession. Therefore, its seeks to uncover some new elements to this theory, which comes closer to theory building. The point of departure, however, is an already existing theory which is applied and tested in this specific Kosovo case. Consequently, the aim is to explain the processes and the outcome(s) of this specific case. Therefore, the research is considered to be in line with the third variant of process tracing: the case-explaining variant (p. 18). 
[bookmark: _Toc489007225]1.8 Data selection
Data gathering will take place mainly through content analysis. The content can be, in this study, retrieved from multiple sources such as: (International)newspapers, governmental documents, non-governmental organizations, historical archives, but also video content for instance. Whereas media sources provide one with in-depth intel on specific issues and important events, (non-)governmental reports and documents provide you with the information on negotiations and interactions from their perspective. Hence, important insights in ongoing affairs regarding the case. Sources from historical archives may be useful for the description of the dispute and the description of a historical timeline. This is of importance for the analysis of the dispute.							Since it is a significant amount of content that needs to be analyzed, the most efficient way to proceed is through coding, using both the quantitative and the qualitative component. Applying categories to the sources of information and order them accordingly. This allows for more efficient data collecting. Nevertheless, there are some drawbacks to this data gathering method. Quantitative approaches of data collection make it often harder to find strong diagnostic evidence, which is needed in order to strengthen this case. Ideal would be to find a doubly decisive type of evidence in the analyzed content. However, this will be hard for multiple reasons. Doubly decisive evidence is both unique and certain (Bennet, 2008, p. 6), and correct interpretations of evidence is therefore a necessity. This paper thus suggests to neglect a more quantitative approach of data collection, and analyze from a more qualitative scope. In addition, there is multiple acts of involvement that can be categorized in one of the three categories distinguished above, which also opts for qualitative coding as the most desirable for this case study. Without this more qualitative approach, categorization would become rather inaccurate. 


[bookmark: _Toc489007226]Chapter 2: theoretical framework
As Waltz endorsed, empirical knowledge is potentially infinite in extent (Waltz, 2010, p. 4). This potential consequently asks for theoretical guidance in order to comprehensibly gather the empirical data to support a case. Therefore a theoretical framework is of key importance in every research design. A theory is invented or adopted, as a tool for explaining phenomena. It seeks to show why certain associations between X and Y obtain (Waltz, 2010, p. 5). It is this association between the X variable and the Y variable that will be elaborated upon in this chapter. This chapter consists of two large sections, the dependent variable and the independent variable. First of all, the dependent variable will be set out, which is successful secession. Part of this section will be the exploration of the scholarly discussion on secession, and how this is best achieved. Also, a short overview of an important cause for secession will be set out. Finally, a specific definition will be brought forward, one that embraces the purposes of this research. The second section elaborates on the independent variable, which is the international advocacy network. This section sets out how this network works, and what types of actors are involved in such a network. Moreover, this section elaborates on the association between this independent variable and the dependent variable, and introduces a theoretical framework that displays and shows the association between the two. This also consists of an in-depth description of the theory, its assumptions, and functioning. 
[bookmark: _Toc489007227]2.1 Dependent variable
This section will elaborate on the complexity of secession as a dependent variable. Although secession may come across as a rather straightforward and fixed term, the opposite is the case. This ambiguity will be set out in the section below. First of all, the scholarly debate on secession will be demonstrated in which different perspectives and definitions are discussed. Secondly, for the purposes of this study a suitable definition of secession will be introduced. Consequently this definition needs some elaboration in which the specific definition will be further conceptualized, which will be done in part three. The final paragraph deals with the translation of secession to successful secession, which is important since many of the secession processes cannot be considered to be successful, and successful secession is the desired outcome of the process in this study.
[bookmark: _Toc489007228]2.1.1 Secession
From 1989 onwards a huge political transformation in Europe has been set in motion, in which neoliberal reforms have been at the core. Scholars have been divided in terms of the potential consequences regarding this shift. The wave of democratization and liberalization in Eastern Europe and the former Soviet Union has on the one hand led to some concerns about possible new conflicts (Oneal, Russett and Berbaum, 2003, p. 383). On the other hand, others expected that the growing international cooperation as a result of the end of the Cold War would decrease the amount of new conflicts (Saideman, 1997, p. 721). Yet, it turned out that these concerns were justified, and in fact, resulted in a steady increase in the amount of intra-state conflicts (Sadowski, 1998, p. 12), especially in Eastern Europe and former Yugoslavia. These conflicts often turned out to be rooted in ethnic diversity within former blocs and within states. Many of these impending ethnically grounded disputes turned out to be impossible to be solved by a state. Consequently secession became a viable solution, since it can negate the problematic influence of these disputes. Secession is a process that can be conducted peacefully, as well as violently. An example of a peaceful secession is the separation of the Czech Republic and Slovakia, which showed that such disputes can be solved constructively. Unfortunately, there is a significant amount of cases which have not been solved that peacefully. These cases often escalated into violent secession conflicts. 				Studies on secession have justified the relative merits of secession as a way to solve ethnic conflicts. Advocates argue that under the right conditions, secession of groups into separate states provides for the best chances to end conflict and provide for enduring peace (Johnson, 2008, p. 142). These ‘right conditions’ often arise once ethnic conflicts have escalated into large scale massacres, and long-term military intervention has been unable to establish peace (Kaufmann, 1996, p. 159). Therefore, advocates argue that secession may be viable as a last resort to produce peace. Opponents, such as Lemarchand (2007), question the major drawbacks that can come with secession as a solution for ethnic conflict. In addition, Sambanis (2000) found evidence which questions the use of secession, stating that secession of a population is coerced, painful, and costly. Furthermore, secession may sow the seeds for future conflict (p. 478). To substantiate their case, opposing scholars refer to the many cases of failed and partially failed secession that occurred in the past. The former Yugoslavian cases provide for a good example, as well as the case of British India for instance. 	Consequently, the debate over secession is a rather heated one, with many contributions from scholars with different backgrounds over the course of the 21st century. Especially the subfields in political sciences, international relations and comparative politics, have provided a fair share of additional input. Yet, the concept secession often lacks a proper conceptualization in many of these studies. This is the result of many different perceptions in different fields and disciplines. Comparative politics scholarship often distinguish between different ‘types’ of secession, as Chapman and Roeder (2007) set out: de jure partition, de facto separation, and de jure autonomy (p. 678). De jure partition can be described as the type of partition process which results in separate sovereign states. De facto separation is described as a typical ceasefire that leaves the secessionists in effective control of their region and population. De jure autonomy grants self-rule to the population, but within the borders of the original sovereign state (ibid, 2007, p. 678). While the comparative politics scholars distinguish between these three types, it is the international relations scholarship that brackets all three types with the same label ‘partition’ (Kuperman, 2004 in Chapman and Roeder, 2007, p. 678). Consequently, international relations scholars as well as conflict studies scholars more often use one definition for secession, which often slightly differs per scholar. Where Tir’s (2005) definition tackles all three types of partition:
‘’… an internally motivated division of a country’s homeland (i.e., non-colonial) territory that results in the creation of at least one new independent (i.e., secessionist) state (e.g., Eritrea) – with full sovereign rights and legal recognition by the international community – and leaves behind the now territorially smaller rump state (e.g., Ethiopia).’’ (p. 714).
Kaufmann (1998) sketches it in a narrower fashion: 
‘’separations jointly decided upon by the responsible powers: either agreed between the two sides (and not under pressure of imminent military victory by one side), or imposed on both sides by a stronger third party ... [and he defined] secessions as new states created by the unilateral action of a rebellious ethnic group.’’ (p. 125). 
Whereas both scholars set out their definitions in an understandable and straightforward fashion, both exhibit a totally different perspective of secession. Whereas Kaufmann considers a separation to be a secession if it is agreed upon by the two sides, Tir explicitly states in his definition that the international community should recognize the separation before it can be considered to be a legal secession. For Tir, the recognition of the international community is leading, which is for Kaufmann not necessarily the case. 										The differences in perceptions and ideas regarding secession is striking and limits the usefulness of the accumulation of insights that have been produced so far. A clear definition for the purposes of this study is therefore of key importance as well. This definition will be, as is often the case with international relations scholars, a comprehensive definition that captures all three types of partition as distinguished by Chapman and Roeder. For a clear definition of secession, this paper will draw upon the definition provided by Tir (2005). Tir recognizes the importance of the international community for secession process, which is a must since the role of the international community is the core of this study. However, for the purposes of this study, this definition needs to be adapted a little. This study solely focusses upon ethnic conflicts, hence it excludes the other types of secessionist conflicts. Examples of some other type of secession processes or the ones originated from economic differences or ideological differences (Tir, 2005, p. 714). Therefore, the internal motivated division is a given already. Besides this minor adaptation for the purposes of this study, Tir’s definition is clear, comprehensive, and applicable to the ambiguity of secession in practice. 	Secession may achieve different prospects for different groups (Chapman and Roeder, 2007, p. 678). Therefore it is important to define the prospects secession seeks to pursue, since this determines the array of cases that can be examined. General prospects such as peace, sovereignty, recognition, and independence seem to be inherent to all secession cases. However, there may be different prospects in different cases at play. Ethnic groups for instance, may have different prospects compared to a minority group with differing interests. For this reason it is of importance to define ethnic conflict, since this is a main component in this study that motivates secession.
[bookmark: _Toc489007229]2.1.2 Ethnic conflict
Ethnic conflict is a concept which is problematic for multiple reasons. First of all, its definition must be drawn from a useful definition of ethnicity itself, which turns out to be a rather complicated concept itself. Secondly, ethnic conflict differs from ethnic wars, even though there is some overlapping markers. Lastly, it is difficult to determine in practice whether or not a conflict originates from ethnic differences or not. Kyrgyzstan is home to multiple ethnic minority groups, which fight over the same source of water (Kazbek and Rickleton, 2014). It is hard to determine in such a case if ethnic differences play a significant role or not. Even though one can label a conflict between two or more ethnic minority groups as an ethnic conflict, the ethnic differences are not the initial cause that led to the conflict. A conflict is not per definition ethnic merely because all sides are ethnically distinct, other factors should be taken into account as well. According to Gilley (2004), a problematic concept such as ethnic conflict turns out to be merely a holding pen, a concept open for scholarly preferences. Consequently, Gilley proposes a simple, end-based definition of the concept which at least meets a series of strict necessary conditions: ‘’… a sustained and violent conflict by ethnically distinct actors in which the issue is integral to one ethnicity.’’ (Gilley, 2004, p. 1160). Obviously, it differs per case whether or not the cause of the conflict is integral to one’s ethnicity. Acts of aggression can be rooted in terms of ‘ancient hatreds’ towards each other ethnical backgrounds, but other cases may be less straightforward. This work will refer to ethnic conflict if one group’s ethnicity can be linked to a cause for the conflict. Therefore, it is of importance to define the term ethnic groups. A ethnic group is a collective group with a shared membership, that is determined by one’s ancestral inherited ties. These ties, consequently, are systematically affecting this group’s place and fate in the political and socioeconomic structure of their state and society (Saideman, 1997, p.7). As is argued by Johnson (2008), secession may be a viable solution as a last resort towards peace (p. 142). Once a point of conflict escalation has been reached and long-term military intervention has turned out to be a failure. Escalation of ethnic conflict may hint towards secession as a solution to ethnic war. This paper, however, distant itself from a possible link. In order to speak of an ethnic war instead of an ethnic conflict, there are multiple requirements that have to be met. These requirements are in line with other non-ethnic civil wars, and can be defined as ‘’… an armed conflict that has (1) caused more than one thousand deaths; (2) challenged the sovereignty of an inter nationally recognized state; (3) occurred within the recognized boundaries of that state; (4) involved the state as one of the principal combatants; (5) included rebels with the ability to mount an organized opposition; and (6) involved parties concerned with the prospect of living together in the same political unit after the end of the war.’’ (Sambanis, 2000, p. 444). Yet, escalation of ethnic conflict does not have to be in line with the requirements of ethnic wars. It is the first requirement which raises the most concerns, since this is led by rigid numbers. Secession is in this study perceived as a viable solution to ethnic conflicts with less than one thousand deaths as well, and is therefore not bound to the criteria of an ethnic war. Consequently, this study will focus on ethnic conflicts rather than ethnic wars. 
[bookmark: _Toc489007230]2.1.3 Successful secession
At this point, the complicated nature of secession has been defined and conceptualized in terms that fit the purposes of this study. Nevertheless, the dependent variable in this research design is not secession as framed above, but successful secession. It is successful secession which is considered to be the dependent variable in this design, which requires a more demarcated definition of the concept. In order to become more specific, the categorical distinction made by the scholarship of comparative politics becomes rather useful. This scholarship distinguishes between three institutional arrangements that result in varying settlements. This paper draws upon Tir’s definition, who presumes that secession results in the creation of at least one new independent state, which is internationally recognized and has sovereign rights. Secession, in that case, will be considered to be successful if the outcome of the secession coincides with the three features Tir sets out in his definition: establishment of a new independent state, sovereignty for this new state, and international recognition. These components are in line with one out of the three types of secession described by Chapman and Roeder (2007), namely: de jure partition (p. 678). De jure partition can be considered the only type of secession that results in in the establishment of a new sovereign state, whereas the other two options can be considered a covenant which (temporarily) tempers the conflict. The latter two strategies belong to the grand strategy of managing ethnonational differences, while the former belongs to the grand strategy of eliminating ethnonational differences (ibid, 2007, p. 678). Managing ethnonational differences can be considered a viable solution to for ending ethnic conflicts in multiple cases. However, once a conflict has escalated to a point in which managing differences turned out to be not viable, secession becomes a viable solution for ending these differences. Once this threshold has been reached, managing these differences has become a bygone option. In addition, de jure partition is more likely to reduce the incompatibility of national identities. From the secessionist perspective, a partition often strengthens the unity and distinctiveness of the group that is now constituted as the successor state. On the other hand, there is the common-state side, which often loses a feeling of shared identity with the population and territory of the lost successor state. They are left  and reconstituted as the rump state (ibid, 2007, p. 680), which is Ethiopia in Tir’s example. In short, successful secession is in line with de jure partition cases in which a new independent state has been established, which is sovereign, and recognized by the international community. In addition, reescalation of conflict has to be brought to a minimum. This can be achieved through eliminating rather than managing ethnonational differences. Nevertheless, the importance of this component is debatable since one cannot guarantee enduring peace after the secession. Although, Chapman and Roeder’s findings display an increase in the prospects of post-conflict peace after de jure partition. Only in 14% of the cases which experienced de jure partition, a resumption of violence occurred within the next two years. This frequency rose to 50% for the de facto separation cases, and 67% for the de jure autonomy cases (ibid, 2007, p. 689). 
[bookmark: _Toc489007231]2.2 Independent variable
Whereas the previous section has sought to set out the dependent variable of this research, this section will focus on the independent variable, which is the international advocacy network. In the first paragraph the current theoretical debate on conditions for secession are set out, in which different perspectives on the role of the international community are presented as well. Secondly, the adopted theory of this research will be set out, followed by an elaboration on the role and function of the international advocacy network within the theory.  This is followed by a section on the actors included in the network, and a description of potential target states of the network. The last part of this section sets out the phases incorporated in the theoretical approach, as well as potential limitations of the theoretical approach. 
[bookmark: _Toc489007232]2.2.1 Theoretical debate
Scholars have come forward with different arguments for explaining the diverging secession tendencies, and its varying outcomes. Some scholars point to the domestic structure (Kuzio, 2001 ; Saideman, 1997), while Bunce (1999) believes it all depends on a state’s economic structure and stability. Many scholars though (Jenne, 2004; Welsh, 1994; Baskin and Pickering, 2014.; Woodwell, 2004; Brast, 2015), in one way or another, argue that the international structure is important for the development of a secession process. 									Since secession tendencies can be considered unique trajectories, the wide array of different approaches adopted to deal with these processes makes sense. Despite this scholarly controversy, it is second wave partition theory which is favored by many scholars and policy makers as a viable strategy to deal with secession tendencies and ethnic conflict. This realist perspective rests upon the security-dilemma, and argues that ‘’…ethnic violence implies that civil politics cannot be restored unless ethnic groups are demographically separated into defensible enclaves…. Solutions that aim at restoring multi-ethnic civil politics and at avoiding population transfers – such as power-sharing, state re-building, or identity reconstruction – cannot work because they do nothing to dampen the security dilemma’’ (Sambanis, 2000, p. 438). This security dilemma arises when two communities perceive each other’s actions as threatening towards their own security (Sambanis, 2000, p. 438), which results in two or more opposing camps and impending dispute(s). Second wave partition theorists would argue that separation of these opposing camps through secession would be the most viable solution. A serious complication though, which seems to be neglected in this theory, is the unequal power relations between the dominating and dominated group. Furthermore, intrastate conflicts rooted in ethnic diversity do not always implicate that it is two ethnic groups strongly opposing each other in a violent way. It may also imply that one ethnic minority group misses a sense of belonging towards their territorial homeland. Partition theory seems to deal with the violent secession cases in which two opposing camps can be explicitly identified. In practice, however, these cases are often not as clear-cut. This paper concurs with the argument stating that security issue is a condition for secession, but assumes that there is more to it.								A more neo-institutional perspective on secession, with a considerable amount of support as well, is the bargaining theory. This theory draws upon the level of radicalization of the minority groups, which depends upon the probability that a lobby state is supportive (Jenne, 2004). Welsh (1994) argues that secession as a viable solution to conflict can be achieved through the transitional processes of bargaining, in which different stages can be distinguished. These stages consist of intense bargaining and compromise, consolidation, and competition and cooperation. One of the main conclusions of Jenne’s research is that the external lobbyist has a greater influence on a minority claim making than the majority, dominant state party has (Jenne, 2004, p. 738). This implies that an ethnic minority group dares to oppose the majority group when they favor the support from an external organization (Jenne, 2004; Welsh, 1994). The bargaining theory is rather convincing and seems very much applicable to many secession cases. However, in practice many independent states will not be that impressed by many bargaining advances of external lobbyist and call their rights of state sovereignty. It seems legit to argue that many of the conflicts are often not solved due to the inflexible and definite stance of a violating state. Therefore, this theory seems incomplete and not applicable to secession cases in which there is a deadlock between the two groups in conflict.	Besides a more realist and neo-institutional theoretical perspective on secession, there is also a more constructivist perspective which points to a main underlying cause for secession. Saideman (1997) for example, advances the ethnic ties argument, he argues that the ethnic composition of the constituencies of politicians becomes an essential variable. One of his main conclusions supports the hypothesis that politicians will push for foreign policies that assist the ethnic kin of their constituents, while the other ethnic groups are to a larger extent neglected (ibid, 1997, p. 747). This indeed is a major underlying cause for ethnic disputes within states. The consequence of this kind of domestic and foreign politics is that small ethnic minority groups miss their sense of belonging since they cannot identify with the government in charge, and its political ideology. These impending disputes often result in secession conflicts which may become violent. In order to overcome this repression, cooperation with external parties with a shared ethnic kin may not be viable, since other interests are at stake as well. Saideman does acknowledge the role of the international society in secession processes, but argues that help of the international community is only granted if there is ethnic ties between the groups. This seems rather shortsighted, taking into account the changing dynamics towards a more liberalized global society in the past year. Shared universal norms, values and regulations have led to closer and stronger relations between states, which comes with shared commitments towards each other as well. These commitments go beyond ethnic ties as defined by Saideman.												This paper asserts that international institutions, as well as their norms and values, may concretely influence outcomes of secession. This is in line with the liberal institutionalist thought, one of the three dominant approaches in international relations theory. Institutionalists believe that the incentives and opportunities created by international institutions influence state choices and global outcomes (Armijo, 2007, p. 42). This paper argues that it may influence domestic secession outcomes as well. Today, states are not the only actors with a significant influence in international relations. Due to globalizing tendencies, the role of international governmental organizations and more informal global regimes have become more prominent. This is also evident in state-building interventions, which have become a major tool in global governance (Brast, 2015, p. 1). Important aspects in this international sphere are shared understandings of norms and values, which have resulted in sets of shared rules, rights and regulations. These can be considered as socially constructed, and have become part of the international governance design. It is these international organizations and institutions that build upon these shared sets of norms and rules (Duffield, 2007), which is in line with a constructivist perspective. As set out above, strict formulations of a realist, neoliberal, and constructivist approach turn out to be not convincing in terms of explaining secession processes. Therefore, a more eclectic variant will be more suitable. This middle-ground theory departs from a neoliberal perspective and incorporates important insights from constructivist theory, as is shortly elaborated upon above. 
[bookmark: _Toc489007233]2.2.2 The boomerang model			
Theoretical eclecticism has become more accessible in international relations theory. To neoliberalism for instance, constructivism adds consideration of the effects norms have on both formal and informal institutions (Hemmer and Katzenstein, 2002, p. 577). In order to successfully analyze the process of secession, this study draws upon an innovative approach in the field of secession; the boomerang model. This model has been adopted from the global governance scholarship and draws upon important aspects from both the neoliberal as well as the constructivist school of thought, hence provides an eclectic variant of analysis. This mechanism builds upon the importance of the international society in overcoming the violation of human rights by governmental actors. Ropp and Sikkink (1999) put it like this: ‘’Diffusion of international norms in the human rights area crucially depends on the establishment and the sustainability of networks among domestic and transnational actors who manage to link up with international regimes.’’ (p.5). This ’linking up’ establishes a boomerang pattern of influence between domestic groups in a repressive state bypassing their state and directly reaching out to international allies, in order to pressure their own state. The international allies consequently provide aid through leverage, access and the provision of information. International allies can ‘amplify’ the demands of domestic groups, before echoing it back into the domestic arena (Ropp et al., 1999, p. 18).							The boomerang theory, thus, recognizes the role of transnational and international actors in translating internationally constructed norms into domestic processes and empower those whose rights are violated. In essence, this theory builds upon the power of the international society and the diffusion and execution of universally constructed norms and rights, in a specific issue area. This theory will help to demonstrate the actual impact international norms and rules can have on domestic politics (Ropp et al., 1999, p. 2). As has become evident, the boomerang theory has in the past predominantly been applied to cases in the human rights issue area. However, since this theory builds upon the influence of transnational advocacy networks on domestic political processes, it is applicable to secession processes as well. In addition, it is often agreed upon that governments are the primary ‘guarantors’ of rights. However, in many cases they belong among the primary violators as well (Risse, 1999). This is where the boomerang effect applies, and explains why the international society can be of major importance for initiating domestic political change.				Hence the boomerang theory may be very much applicable and effective in explaining a secession process, it is evident that secession is much more complex and consists of many more confounding variables that may or may not influence these domestic changes. The purpose of this study is to set out whether or not the international advocacy network is effective in successfully achieving secession. Therefore, the aim of the research is not to test the theory, but apply the theory to one specific case. Moreover, this research does not desire to make assumption that exceed this single case. Thus, a case-centric rather than theory-centric approach is favorable here. This should be taken into account throughout the whole execution of the research.
[bookmark: _Toc489007234]2.2.3 The International Advocacy Network 
World politics, as one knows it today, involves all kind of actors. These can be state or non-state actors, private or public, domestically active or internationally active. There is a wide array of different actors and different interactions between these actors. These interactions are structured in so-called networks. As there is diversity in types of actors, there co-exist different networks as well. These networks are based upon shared norms and values, constructed into a network. The transnational advocacy network, a network of activists, is such an example (Keck and Sikkink, 1999). There is even distinguishable transnational advocacy networks, depending on the issue area this network merely focusses on. The human rights issue area is one of those, and the environmental issue area is another one. It is the people who construct such a network, through the construction of an interaction with other actors. It is due to these interactions that a boomerang pattern comes to exist. Building new links or interactions with other actors in civil society enlarges the network, which provides extended opportunities for dialogue and exchange. Reaching out to one another, in order to strengthen your case in any kind of issue area, is the fundamental core principle of the boomerang theory. Due to the current globalizing and liberalizing processes in world politics, issue areas and its networks grow beyond national and regional borders. The environmental issue area is a striking illustration of the pace a network can grow in. Consequently, boundaries between actors and their relations blur (ibid, 1999, p. 89). International advocacy networks thrive in issue areas of high uncertainty in which no consensus has been reached yet. Human rights are still violated, and global warming has become a major issue that has not been tackled yet. Ethnic conflicts, and the escalation of these conflicts fit this precondition as well. As these networks are introduced by Keck and Sikkink, the relationship is merely based upon informational exchange. However, these interactions are flexible and can also be of material nature. The aim is to persuade and convince another (non)member of the network to follow the norms and rules that apply to the specific issue area. In the environmental issue area, a basic regulation one is supposed to adhere to is the polluter pays principle. If one actor does not adhere to this principle, the other members of this network may target this actor. International advocacy network actors not only bring new ideas and norms in policy debates, but also promote collective action and group legitimacy (ibid, 1999, p. 90). This theoretical apparatus draws upon the processes of empowering and action formation. Collective norms and regulations, but also the legitimacy of institutions and international actors embody core features in these processes. It is the dots in the networks, the international actors and their interests, that motivate collective action formation, while it is the collectively shared norms an rules established in institutions, that justify these actions.
[bookmark: _Toc489007235]2.2.4 Actors and target state
The international advocacy network is the independent variable in this study, and is a rather broad and vague concept that may imply different things. Important to note here is that this variable consists of two complementing elements: the actors, and institutional principles. Despite its complexity and ambiguity, this variable is a center piece in this study and its theoretical debate, and must be defined adequately. Without a shared common understanding of key terms, one cannot advance in any field of research (Ostrom, 1986, p. 4). The international advocacy network consists of both dots and ties. The dots in this network are the international actors involved. Keck and Sikkink (2013) distinguish the following international actors in an advocacy network: INGOs, international research and advocacy organizations, social movements, the media, and international intergovernmental organizations (pp. 91 – 92). States are considered to be actors in this network as well, but are neglected as actors in international involvement, in this specific study. This does not mean, however, that other states which are not directly involved in the conflict itself cannot mobilize and engage in the conflict. However, their role in advocacy networks is connected to (I)NGOs, social movements, and other international organizations, via various institutional principles. (Keck and Sikkink, 1999). Certain actors in any network are more prominent than others, dependent on the issue area, the geographical location of the dispute, and its history and context. For the specific case of the Kosovar secession, the UN, NATO and the EU can be considered to be the main platforms for participation within the network. Besides a whole lot of ‘smaller’ actors involved. The target state in this dispute is Serbia, the state of which Kosovo wanted to secede. This is important to set straight, since this study will often refer to the term target state. 
The composition of the network is of importance for the effective power of the network, and its capacity to initiate domestic change. In the Kosovar secession case, there is many international actors involved in the network, who represent influential international platforms such as the UN, NATO, and the EU. This is beneficial, since it increases the perspectives of the Kosovar Albanian people. The more influential and powerful the network in terms of capabilities, the more likely it is that a change may occur. The exact composition of the advocacy network will be further defined in the empirical chapter. 
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Although it has become evident in the previous sections that the structure of an institutional framework such as the international advocacy network is to a large extent constructed through a stable set of norms and rules, the role of actors’ strategies should not be underestimated. In order to make the boomerang model effective, the actors involved should embrace a certain strategy that fits the circumstances. Keck and Sikkink (1999) distinguished four types of tactics, or strategies, that can be employed by the actors in the network. These include: informational politics, symbolic politics, leverage politics, and accountability politics (p. 95). Although one is perhaps more straightforward as another, and may be of bigger importance to this research, all four are of significant use at specific times and in specific phases of the spiral model. 							Information politics is a favorable tactic to use if the network wants to transfer usable information to where it has the most impact (ibid, 1999, pp. 95 - 96), the group it supports in the dispute for instance. Information is of key importance for the effective functioning of the network, since it connects the members of the group (ibid, 1999, pp. 95 - 96). All informal communication as well as the media are important tools in information politics.  						Symbolic politics is a tactic used to connect with like-minded people, and persuade people in joining the ‘movement’ and raise awareness among these people (ibid, 1999, pp. 96 - 97). Public shaming of the target state or public support for a minority group can be categorized as such. Moreover symbols are seductive (Denzel Smith, 2016), and can be considered an effective means towards an end. Symbolic politics is often used to propagate a certain issue one supports. Hence, raising awareness by doing this. Symbolic events such as benefit concerts, gatherings, speeches by iconic individuals, or even sports can be considered to be such events. 				Leverage politics is another tactic that can be employed by the network to provoke change. In order to effectively pressurize and persuade powerful target states, having leverage may be rather useful (Keck and Sikkink, 1999, p. 97). This can be both material or non-material. All kinds of incentives may be useful as potential leverage: money, offices in roundtables, or a bigger voice in certain assemblies. Moreover, support from allies can be used as leverage in negotiations as well.	The final tactic Keck and Sikkink set out concerns accountability politics. This tactic becomes of importance in the final phases of the model, and function as a tool for holding the target state accountable of their politics. Once the target group publicly committed itself to a principle, the network is able to hold the group accountable by referring to those commitments (ibid, 1999, p. 97). This is a rather useful tool, since governments and organizations often care about their self-image and reputation. Yet, for the purposes of this research it is of lesser importance since the target state does not have to commit in order to provoke change. Change towards successful can occur without the commitment of the target state, as long as other states recognize the change as such.		These strategies can be applied to the different phases in the model, and may overlap or complement each other. The provision of information for instance, may provide a group with an advantage in leverage politics. In addition, access to important information may allow the network to hold a target group accountable more easily. Furthermore it is important to note that the above mentioned strategies may be used as a tool to pressurize the target state, but can also be employed by the target state in order to defend itself. As will become evident in the empirical analysis, both ‘camps’ will employ these strategies for their own purposes. 
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International institutions of various kinds – treaties, organizations, regimes, conventions, etc. – have increased greatly in the past decades (Duffield, 2007, p. 1). However, there is a lack of a sufficient definition that encompasses all these types of institutions. Risse (2002) touches upon this inconvenience arguing that there are at least as many definitions of international institutions as there are theoretical perspectives (p. 605), which nicely shows the ambiguity of the concept. To start off with, an international advocacy network in this study always entails the inclusion of international institutions. Meaning that there has to be an actor involved that at least tries to enforce a certain institutional structure. This paper dismisses the old fashioned conception of international institutions, referring to formal, tangible organizations such as a EU, NATO, or the World Bank (Duffield, 2007, p. 3). Although these types of institutions are still part of the broader definition, there is much more to it in this contemporary globalizing world.					The extended notion of international institutions over the past decades complicates the formulation of a comprehensive, all-encompassing definition of the concept, since it should include the increased range of possible institutional forms and functions. It is the institutional mechanisms which make a network (Keck and Sikkink, 1999). Duffield (2007) made a valuable contribution proposing a definition of international institutions as ‘’… a relatively stable set of related constitutive, regulative, and procedural norms and rules that pertain to the international system, the actors in the system, and their activities.’’ (p. 7-8). Even though this appears like a valid definition, capturing the different kinds of norms and rules in a rather stable international structure, there is still a lot of room for misinterpretation and confusion. Both the concepts ‘’norms’’ and ‘’rules’’ have been assigned different meanings in different contexts over the years, even within the international relations literature (Duffield, 2007). Therefore, it is of importance to define both thoroughly and clearly differentiate between the two. 									Norms is a term often used in the constructivist literature, and labelled as partly intersubjective (Duffield, 2007, p. 6). This implies that these institutional norms may exist in people’s minds, and do not always exist on paper. This makes sense, considering that norms are often perceived as rules of ‘appropriate behavior’. People are often aware of certain norms, but they cannot be imposed on one another. This makes it rather difficult to assess, measure and categorize norms, since they are often not tangible. Consequently, they have been put aside for methodological purposes quite often. This also appeared in the earlier works on normative issues and international organizations. The link had been recognized, but many failed to theorize these processes (Finnemore and Sikkink, 1998). For the purposes of this study, a definition coined by Finnemore and Sikkink is applicable. They not only clearly define the concept, distinguish between the meaning of norms compared to rules, but also encapsulate another important aspect that should not be neglected: the variety in strength of norms. Yet, this definition does not make the concept itself any easier to measure, but at least provides a precise conceptual framework applicable in the upcoming sections of this research. Norms can be defined, and this is generally agreed upon, ‘’…as a standard of appropriate behavior for actors with a given identity.’’ (Finnemore and Sikkink, 1998, p. 891) Hence, this embodies a quality of ‘oughtness’ and shared moral assessment. Furthermore, norms prompt justification for action (ibid, 1998, p. 892), and are therefore a core feature in the international arena. It is the type of norms which evokes a ‘type’ of action behavior. Finnemore and Sikkink distinguish between regulative norms and constitutive norms. The former orders and constrains behavior, while the latter creates new interests and action formations. A third, and often overlooked, type of norms is the prescriptive type which involves standards for proper behavior. It is especially this third category that sets apart norms from rules, because of its standard of appropriateness (ibid, 1998, p. 891). This is also of key importance in any analysis which assess the role of norms, since the third types allows a community to recognize norm-breaking behavior through the generation of disapproval or stigma (ibid, 1998, p. 892). This is often the first step in action formation, and the point of departure in the spiral model. Repression must be recognized first, as a first step towards change.	 												Rules, on the other hand, are the more formal elements of international institutions. Treaties, protocols, and certain agreements can be considered the rules, and exist entirely separate from the agents who devised them. Whereas norms require the consciousness of the agent (Duffield, 2007, p. 10). As there is different degrees of norms, there is different degrees of rules as well; differing between formal and informal. There is binding rules, that one has to legally abide by, since it is officially signed for. There is also voluntary resolutions, or other forms of soft law, which can be categorized as rules. These, however, are obviously way more informal and can hardly be compared to the more formal rules. Yet, both are part of the concept of ‘rules’ as an element of international institutions (ibid, 2007).  										Behavior of international organizations is strongly influenced by the rules and norms that create the institutional structure. These dynamics change over time, since there is a wide range of forms and combinations that can be adopted in the patterns of institutional behavior. Both norms and rules may influence each other as well, which further blurs the lines between the two. Nevertheless, it is clear that norms cannot be imposed while rules can. Furthermore, this paper argues that formalized rules are often the consequences of normative behavior. Within the international advocacy network, political change highly depends on the dynamics and stability of these sets of international norms and rules. Over the course of the past decades, norms have gained a more prominent role in these networks. Not only produces it social order and stability, it may also limit the range of choice and constrain action (Finnemore and Sikkink, 1998, p. 894). Therefore norms and principles can be considered a way through which actors in the network connect and relate to each other, as well as a means for the network to enforce change upon the target state. 
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Whereas the boomerang model can be characterized as the overarching model in which the oppressed group links-up with the international community, the spiral model can be best characterized as the ongoing process within the boomerang model that seeks to enforce domestic change. The boomerang mechanism occurs in a five stage model that specifies the conditions for change at the domestic level (Risse, 1999, p. 538). The model presupposes that it is the pressure from the international advocacy network that results in change in domestic practices. According to the model, it is five phases towards norm incorporation that have to be followed. This five phase model is called the ‘’spiral model’’ and is specified to international human rights norms implementation (Risse, 1999; Keck and Sikkink, 1999). Nevertheless these insights in the human rights issue area are extraordinarily suggestive for an understanding of the ethnic conflict issue area. Norms and rules are at the core of all international institutional arrangements (Duffield, 2007). Therefore, the point of departure is in essence the same. In addition, the aim of the process is similar as well. Both in the human rights issue area and the ethnic conflict issue area the same goal is pursued, a change in domestic practices. It is argued that only by completing all five stages of the model, a successful change in domestic practices will occur (Ropp et al., 1999; Keck and Sikkink, 1999; Risse, 1999). 											The first phase, which is the starting point of the model, is the stage of repression. In this specific situation a domestic societal opposition feels oppressed and is too weak to challenge the government (Risse, 1999, p. 538). A domestic societal opposition group can be considered any kind of group that feels oppressed. This could be a religious group, or a group which is part of a certain economic class. But this can also be a part of civil society which has experienced the same event. What the international advocacy network seeks to do in this phase, is to inventory the specific situation. This mostly consists of gathering sufficient information about the oppression in the target state (ibid, 1999, p. 538). Consequently, the international network puts the violating state on the international agenda, if the collected information provides evidence to support the claims. 		In the second phase the accused government reacts to the claims. This is the stage of denial in which the violating state refuses to accept the accusations. Even though every violating actor responds differently to accusations, the response is often one of denial. Furthermore, the violator often tries to defend itself and accuses the network  of illegitimate intervention in its internal affairs (ibid, 1999, p. 538). A critical point in the model has been reached, since the model can only proceed to the next phase if the violator is vulnerable to international pressure. If so, the next phase will be reached. If not, a backlash will be the result. Continuation seems not only to be dependent on a violator’s vulnerability to international pressure, but also on the strength of the network (ibid, 1999, p. 538). 												If continuation to the new phase occurs, phase three will be reached. The third phase is concerned with the international network forcing the norm-violating state to make tactical concessions. By doing this, the focus of action shifts from the transnational towards the domestic level. The domestic opposition group is now strengthened by international support, which empowers and legitimizes their actions of protest (Ropp et al., 1999, p. 5). The most important consequence of tactical concessions is the opening of space to domestic opposition, for mobilization of action and protest (Risse, 1999, p. 538). If this group can be mobilized with the help of the international network, the violating actor comes under pressure from both ‘’above and below’’ (ibid, 1999, p. 538). Pressure from both sides cramps the options of the violating actor even further. 			Phase four is the stage of prescriptive status, in which processes of domestic change are likely to occur and to be implemented. This status is achieved when the violator agrees upon the terms for change. This would in the case of the human rights issue area mean that respective conventions, norms and protocols regarding this issue are agreed upon by the violating state (ibid, 1999, p. 538). However argumentative behavior is of major importance, as well as its consistency, in terms of their words and deeds (Ropp et al., 1999, pp. 29 - 30). Argumentative behavior is a discursive process of argumentation and persuasion (ibid, 1999, p. 29), which aims to make the opposing actor to agree with the change. The environmental issue area provides once again for an illustrative example. The Kyoto protocol is a policy agreement on climate protection which is established in order to collectively reduce greenhouse gas emissions. In this protocol the EU and 37 other industrialized states have agreed to cap greenhouse gas emission at roughly 95 percent of the 1990 level, by 2012 (Aichele and Felbermayer, 2013, p. 1). This is an example of a protocol agreed upon, and is in line with stage four. The new protocol is implemented, but not yet internalized. Hence, one can agree with a norm or protocol change, but this does not always result in compliance. This occurs in the final phase.				 									In phase five the actual internalization of change occurs. This is the stage of rule-consistent behavior. Domestic change is fully institutionalized, recognized, and has become part of the rule of law. At this point the violator not only accepts the validity of the domestic changes, but also acts according to these changes (Ropp et al., 1999; Risse, 1999, pp. 538 - 539). 
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Whereas the boomerang model is based on the assumption that international advocacy networks aim to change domestic political process, Baskin and Pickering argue that domestic functions are taken over by international officials, rather than changed. Instead of supporting the oppressed group, international officials take over daily practices. This is problematic for a couple of reasons. First of all, these international officials often do not speak the native tongue. Secondly, they often know little about the region, and its practices. Lastly, these individuals often have little experience in conflict zones. Therefore, international involvement often makes change more difficult (Baskin and Pickering, 2014, p. 24). In addition, it is argued that domestic institutions are overshadowed by the international ones, which in practice results in international protectorates (ibid, 2014, p. 25), rather than sovereign and autonomous states. The boomerang mechanism’s aim is to empower minority groups, rather than overtake them. Yet, Baskin and Pickering do make a valid point arguing that in practice a model such as the boomerang model can be over exhausted, which makes it counter-effective. Too much international pressure from above may limit the potential mobilization of the oppressed group itself. Too much involvement may even lead to tension between the oppressed group and the international community in the end, of the involvement is over exhausted.	Another limitation to the theory concerns the five phase spiral model. For the purposes of this research, the final phases are of lesser importance for our conclusions. The complexity of secession implicates that establishment of a new, independent, sovereign state will often be contested to a certain extent. Furthermore, the full internalization process which is defined in the fifth phase takes a considerable amount of time, since internalization does not take place over night. The two final phases, furthermore, demonstrate that domestic change only occurs if its new terms are recognized and accepted by the target state. In the case of secession, this does not always have to be the case for achieving the desired result. Recognition by the international community may be sufficient. In short, the first three phases of the model are of bigger importance since they allow for testing whether or not international involvement is beneficial for achieving secession in this specific case, while the latter two are not necessary nor sufficient for this assessment. 


[bookmark: _Toc489007240]Chapter 3: Methodology
The aim of this chapter is to properly set out a specific methodological approach that allows for applying the theoretical assumptions of the boomerang theory to the Kosovar secession case. This third chapter is rather important since it provides the tools for testing if the theory applied to the Kosovar case is consistent with the observations. The proper selection of a methodological research design not only allows for accurate testing of political processes, it also helps to understand the relation between X and Y. Because of its importance, this chapter starts with a short definition of a causal mechanism, and its function in a qualitative research design. Secondly, the different causal mechanisms which are in line with the theoretical expectations will be set out. Consequently, five ‘micro’ hypotheses and one main hypothesis will be derived from these mechanisms. Thirdly, the selected case will be justified. There is multiple underlying conditions a case is supposed to meet before it can be considered a good fit with the scope of the research. Therefore, this third section is crucial as well. The fourth section elaborates on the actual method that will be equipped for the case analysis. Within this section the choice of method, as well as its strengths and weaknesses will be set out. The final section elaborates on data selection strategies. Since this research particularly collects its evidence through secondary sources, it is important to set out some potential misconceptions and limitations to this approach. In addition it is important to mention its strengths and its growing value as well. This final section will elaborate on these issues. 
[bookmark: _Toc489007241]3.1 The causal mechanism
Previous research has shown a statistical correlations between international involvement (X) and a successful secession outcome (Y) (Woodwell, 2004; Jenne, 2004). Nevertheless, correlation does not necessarily mean causation. In order to test if one can speak of a causal relationship between the two, one needs to open the box of causation and assess the pathway through which X might affect Y (Gerring, 2010, p. 1500). A causal mechanism, in this, can according to Beach and Pedersen (2013) be defined as ‘’a complex system, which produces an outcome by the interaction of a number of parts.’’ (p. 1). Glennan (2002) concurs with this, but extends it a little by defining mechanisms as ‘’… a complex system that produces behavior  by the interaction of a number of parts, where the interactions between parts can be characterized by direct, invariant, change-relating generalizations.’’ (p. 344). This extension is important for the purposes of this study because interactions in the network vary heavily, and are context- and case-specific. Hence this study is no example of theory-testing nor theory-building. It can be characterized as an approach for explaining a case-specific outcome. International involvement, in this study, is channeled through a specific international advocacy network which consists of multiple international actors that adhere to shared principles. It is the boomerang mechanism that occurs in a five phase model, the ‘’spiral model’’ (Risse, 1999; Keck and Sikkink, 1999), that can be considered to be the causal mechanism, which is the international advocacy network. By completing all necessary steps in the model, international involvement (X) leads to change in domestic practices (Ropp et al., 1999; Keck and Sikkink, 1999; Risse, 1999), secession (Y). Mechanisms as processes are made of entities such as; agents, their properties, actions and relations (Hedström and Ylikoski, 2010, p. 36). Every phase in the model embodies these entities within the advocacy network. One subsequently can argue that every phase is a micro-mechanism within the main causal mechanism. This would imply that there is five interrelated micro-mechanisms at play, which ultimately generate one causal mechanism. Hedström and Ylikoski (2010) describe it as a web of integrated mechanisms in which lower level mechanisms explain the higher level mechanism (p. 28). This will become more prominent in the next section. 
[bookmark: _Toc489007242]3.2 Operationalization of causal mechanism(s) 
Causal mechanisms are specified through theory. The boomerang theory allows for five specific mechanisms in the spiral model, which are in line with the theoretical expectations. From these expected causal mechanisms, a set of hypotheses can be derived. If the expected causal mechanism will be found, the hypotheses will be confirmed. If the expected causal mechanism is absent or different, the hypotheses will be rejected. The expected macro-mechanism at play in this study is: international advocacy network  successful secession. The arrow can be considered as the causal mechanism and is built upon five micro-mechanisms, which are formulated below: 
(1) Degree of oppression in target state  gathering of information on dispute  position it on the international agenda.
(2) Recognition of the dispute  bargaining advances from international network  denial of the target state.
(3) The international network strengthens the oppressed group  pressure on target state from ‘below’ and ‘above’   target state forced to make tactical concessions. 
(4) target state agrees upon terms for change  argumentative behavior  domestic change implemented.
(5) domestic change implemented  full internalization  rule-consistent behavior. 
In order to ‘test’ whether or not a specific micro mechanism is present, it is important to formulate some indicators for each mechanism and assess if these are present in the Kosovan case. As for the first, indicators are helpful in measuring the degree of oppression and advances from the oppressed group towards the international network. A list of potential indicators will be set out below:
(1)
·  Violation of freedom of religion
· Violation of freedom of speech
· Violation of freedom of peaceful assembly
· Violation of security
· Violation of the right to autonomy
· Violation of right to self-determination
· Opposition in terms of protests and rebellion 
This list of violations has been derived from the Universal Declaration of Human Rights. From this declaration, the major violations applicable to the Kosovo case are derived and presented as indicators in the research design. 
All these violations imply a certain degree of oppression within Kosovo, and requires a response from the international community in order to set the boomerang mechanism in motion. This response is a consequence of advances from the oppressed group. The second micro mechanism is at play once Serbia denies the accusations of the international community. This can be indicated accordingly: 
(2)
· Right of state sovereignty
· Non-interference in state’s domestic affairs
· Counter-accusations by Serbian authorities
Those indicators are performed by the target state’s behavior, since they engage in a state of denial. It is Serbia which is expected to recall its right of state sovereignty, its right that disallows the international network to interfere in a state’s domestic affairs. Moreover, important indicators will be the claims of denial regarding the accusations of the network. 
The third mechanism is all about tactical concessions made by the Serbian government, as a strategy for dealing with the oppression. In this mechanism it is important to look for two types of indicators; the indicators for accusations and support by the international advocacy network (1), and indicators for tactical concessions, made by Serbia (2). These are both set out below:
(3.1) 
· Public shaming
· Broad media attention
· Material support (provision of goods, and men)
· Non material support (provision of information, tactics, ideological input)
· Active lobbying 
These indicators are mainly performed by the international advocacy network, which means that its presence depends on the behavior of the network. The indicators for tactical concessions (3.2) are mainly performed by the target state Serbia, which means that the presence of those indicators is dependent on Serbia’s behavior in this phase.
(3.2)
· Processes of bargaining
· Signs of goodwill (signing of an international agreement)
The fourth mechanism is rather straightforward since Serbia decides to agree or not with the terms presented by the international network. If this causal mechanism is present, the following indicators will substantiate this:
(4)
· Agreement on issue
· Acceptance on paper (recognition)
· Legit process of change implemented
The above mentioned indicators of phase four are performed by both the international network and Serbia, since an agreement has to accepted by both parties. Compliance and implementation of the accepted changes though, will only be performed by Serbia. Therefore, the last indicator only applies to Serbia. 
The fifth and last mechanism requires the full internalization of Kosovo of an independent state. There is no explicit indicators that prove the presence of such a mechanism. Its rather the absence of indicators that question the validity of the secession that shows that this fifth phase has been reached. 
[bookmark: _Toc489007243]3.3 From causal mechanism(s) to hypotheses
From these theoretical mechanisms, a set of hypotheses applicable to secession tendencies can be derived. This study expects that domestic political change occurs through an international advocacy network, which is in line with the expectations of the adopted theory. Whether or not these hypotheses will be confirmed depends on the presence of the indicators presented above. For every hypothesis formulated below, the processes and possible indicators will shortly be discussed. These hypotheses consequently contribute to the main hypothesis which is set out below, and is referred to as H-main. 
H-main: Involvement of an international advocacy network in an ethnic conflict in the target state leads to successful domestic changes within this target state, which is secession. 
H-main is considered to be the overarching umbrella hypothesis which can be operationalized and measured via the hypotheses derived from the micro-mechanisms set out above. The first step thus is to define and operationalize the ‘micro-hypotheses’, before the main hypothesis can operationalized. From causal mechanism (1) the following hypothesis can be derived: 
H1: The higher the degree of oppression, the more likely the network is to put the dispute on the international agenda. 
 This study assumes that the degree of oppression determines whether the international network puts a dispute on the international agenda or not. It is expected that it is more likely that the international network prioritizes the dispute on their agenda, if there is significant evidence which demonstrates that a group is discriminated, or its rights violated or abused. Degree of oppression here, can be measured according to the previously formulated indicators. These indicators mostly consist of the violations of basic human rights, and the right of self-determination and autonomy. Information politics is a useful strategy for determining the degree of oppression. As a result of these violations, the oppressed group reaches out to the international community, who consequently makes their assessment. 										Furthermore, opposition as an indicator of dispute can be measured in a variety of ways. Even though the circumstances for protest differ per case, it is attached to a feeling of disintegration and discontent with the political authority in charge (Ropp et al., 1999). Although measuring these feelings is rather problematic, it can be very well mirrored to the level of disturbances in society. As Jetschke (1999) sets out in her case study regarding nationalism in the Philippines; the existence of political rebellion, mass protests and an underground armed movement is a strong indication for tension in society (p. 139). It is indicators as mentioned in the Philippine case that decide whether a dispute will be put on the international agenda, or not.							The second hypothesis is related to causal mechanism (2), or phase two, and is formulated accordingly:
H2: When the advocacy network confronts the target state, it refuses to accept the accusations. 
A political discourse is opened in front of international and domestic audiences. The reason for doing this is to exhibit the dispute in the open and generate international attention for the issue. Furthermore, the target state is confronted through framing arguments in strategic constructions in order to convince the target state that they should recognize the claims of the minority group. Yet, it often turns out to be rather hard to reason with the target state, since they often do not empathize and recognize the other as equal. Since the target state is initially not interested in engaging in serious dialogue with the critical international advocacy network it denies the accusations (Risse, 1999, p. 251). This may become evident via a variety of statements which deny the validity of the accuser’s claims and ascribe to its own sovereignty. The accuser consequently treats the target state as an international pariah, while the target state treats the accuser(s) as an intruder (ibid, 1999, p. 251). One way of measuring this is through news items at the local, national and international level. In the media, the Other is represented in a certain manner by the Self. This can be considered to be symbolic politics as defined by Keck and Sikkink (1999, pp. 96 – 97). Furthermore, One may use the media as a strategy to portray itself in a certain way, its distinctive status and identity for instance. People want their group to have a positive identity (Larson et al., 2010, p. 68), and the media can be considered a valuable tool for achieving this. Schmitz (1999) demonstrates the role of the media in his research on political change in Uganda. The Ugandan government was accused of violating human rights by the international media. Consequently, the Ugandan government threatened to take action and opposed, unless the international media stopped to report on the issue (p. 44). Thus, the role of the media will be the main source for testing the hypothesis. Public statements and speeches will be categorized as such as well, since these are mainly circulated via the media. At this stage, this is also expected to be the main source through which a discourse regarding the ethnic conflict will occur, instead of more personal interactions. If hypothesis two is confirmed, this implies that the target state is not willing to adhere to the critique of the international advocacy network. Consequently, this study expects that the network will take action towards mobilization on different levels. This results in hypothesis three: 
H3: Mobilizing the distinct community in order to put pressure on the target state from above and below, forces the state  to make tactical concessions. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]The distinct community that the international network tries to mobilize is the oppressed group. In this study the Kosovan community represents this group, since this group seeks to secede and become an independent sovereign state. The mobilization of this group may entail many things. The main goal of mobilization of the oppressed group is to further pressurize the government in charge. This can be done through revolts, strikes and other disobediences. There are many forms of disobeying behavior, but at this stage the emphasis is here mostly the more direct ways of opposing the government. One should not forget that the group was ignored in the first place, so another, more direct approach should be more fruitful. Mobilization by the network can be achieved through multiple tactics. Information politics, as well as leverage politics is rather useful here for achieving the desired result. This mobilization generates pressure from both above, the international level, and below, the local level. Mobilization can be generated through both material and non-material means. The network can for instance provide support in military capabilities or other supplies, but also provide the Kosovan community with information, and ideological support. By doing this, the advocacy network tries to further pressurize and enforce the target state to make tactical concessions. This implies that the target state needs to make some concessions in order to enlarge their margins of maneuver, in order to increase their international legitimacy. These concessions can be considered a sign of goodwill towards the international accepted principles. Signs of goodwill as described here are strategies one embraces to ease the tension, and shows a sign of collaboration.  Therefore, these signs are important indicators for progress in this third phase. An example of a concession made by the Soviet Union and Eastern Europe is the signing of the human rights provisions in the Helsinki Final Act (Thomas, 1999, pp. 205 - 233). These concessions can be considered the first step towards dialogue, rather than accusations and denial. Gränzer (1999) noticed such a change in her research on Moroccan human rights violations as well, where the king created a whole new institution to deal with the issue of oppression (p. 124). The occurrence of tactical concessions is the biggest observable change compared to the previous mechanism, and is expected to become visible through the mobilization of the oppressed community and the international community.										It is through this change towards argumentative behavior that the target state accepts the terms for secession. A significant change in domestic politics occurs at this stage, and the following hypothesis can be derived from this shift:
H4: Through argumentative behavior the target state accepts  the terms of secession.
At this point the conditions of an argumentative dialogue have been fulfilled and both parties accept each other’s presence, and treat each other as equal participants in the discourse (Risse, 1999). This can be made observable in number of assemblies and other interactions. Bargaining and negotiating has become the standard, rather than accusations and denial. A shift has taken place in the tactic of politics, in which leverage politics has become the dominant strategy. This, according to the hypothesis, will ultimately lead to the acceptance of the terms for secession by the target state. The terms of acceptance in this research entail recognition of all elements that constitute de jure partition as defined by Chapman and Roeder (2007). This entails the separation into a new, independent, sovereign and autonomous state which is recognized as such by the international community. Argumentative behavior can be operationalized as both strategic and norm-regulated behavior. The international network seeks to enforce a set of universal accepted norms and regulations upon the target state, think in the case of Kosovo of legitimacy and rights of autonomy for instance. Yet, there are strategic interests as well. These interests occur in bargaining processes and strategic interactions (Risse, 1999). A trade-off will eventually lead to the acceptance of terms, since incentives can be more effective than outside pressure. The use of tactical concessions becomes evident here as well. This can be measured in terms of communication processes, such as round tables and other type of meetings for instance. In the past communicative interactions were merely based around cost-benefit analyses, engagement occurred if it was beneficial for an actor’s own interest. At this point though the focus lies not in coordination via egocentric calculations of success, as is the type of behavior in previous phases, its focus lies in reaching mutual understanding. This is defined by Habermas as ‘’… the pursuit of individual goals under the condition that they can co-ordinate their action plans on the basis of shared definitions of the situation.’’ (Habermas in Risse, 1999, p. 533). The presence of both logics should at least be taken into consideration during the process. The aim of communicative behavior is to reach a consensus (Risse, 1999, p. 533). This consensus is often reached through the signing of an agreement or other  hard ‘physical evidence’.  Without this physical evidence, the acceptance of terms loses its validity. 			Although this hypothesis regarding the fourth phase in the spiral model is of major importance for the applicability of the boomerang theory, it is of little use to this specific research design. This research seeks to set out whether or not international involvement does bring about successful secession. It however does not explore the extent of which the opposing parties understand each other and reach consensus. Secession is a rather complex phenomenon, which often is contested, even after full recognition. One main condition for successful secession is the recognition of it by the international community. This fourth phase, though, merely focusses upon recognition of the change by the target state. This is no necessary condition for secession though, and becomes therefore of lesser importance for the purposes of this study. In this case, Serbia is the target state. But it is the international community, instead of Serbia itself, which recognizes Kosovo as an independent and sovereign state. The process of involvement, the first three phases, are of bigger importance to this study than the actual acceptance and internalization. Nonetheless, those latter stages of change are not fully ignored here since they may still provide useful information regarding the role of the international community, in terms of significance of the conclusions drawn, and because of its incorporation in the theory embraced in this research. 
H5: acceptance of the validity of secession leads to the internalization of change
The fifth and final hypothesis can be measured and validated over time, since internalization of a change does not occur over night. In terms of the secession process, internalization can be operationalized as a loss in shared identity or feeling of belonging. Accountability politics will be employed by the network in order to check if the target state acts according to the accepted terms.	One should take into account that these hypotheses are dependent on each other. Failure of one of the hypotheses will have implications for the following hypotheses as well. Therefore, all five hypotheses can be considered to be a set which represents the main hypothesis which is derived from the main causal mechanism. If all these expected hypotheses are assessed, one is able to test the main hypothesis of this research. However, the process in practice does not always evolve as smooth as it is presented in theory. Tunisia, that skipped phase two and got stuck in phase three, is a good example of this (Rop et al., 1999, p. 243). Since secession is a rather turbulent process itself, it is expected that a ‘Tunisia-scenario’ is likely to occur in many secession cases. This however, does not have to be problematic for the aims of this research, since these disturbances also provide important knowledge about the role of the network in those setbacks.   						The international advocacy network applies a variety of strategies during the course of intervention in order to administrate domestic change, and ultimately successful secession. According to the theory, it is through this network that successful secession becomes more likely. The Kosovan secession process will provide herein as an influential case study, as will be set out in the next section. 
[bookmark: _Toc489007244]3.4 Case study
The dynamics of the entities in the advocacy network differ per case, which results in varying micro-mechanisms. Consequently, one cannot simply compare multiple secession cases and draw conclusions from those. Results are case specific due to its complexity.  Therefore, a single case study is the most viable solution to test a secession mechanism.  The most important features for proper case selection are representation and causal leverage (Gerring, 2008, pp. 1 - 2). This means that the selected case must be representative, which it can be in various ways, must be of theoretical interest, and fit the theory. In terms of representation, this study formulates an argument regarding successful secession cases. As is described above, this study defines a successful secession process as one which results in a new independent state, which is sovereign and recognized by the international community. In order to properly demarcate between successful cases and non- and partial successful cases, it is the de jure partition cases which are considered to be successful, hence representative. In terms of theoretical interest, it is of importance to select a case in which secession has been a challenge. Cases of secession in which a consensus has been reached without repression and foreign intervention are not of theoretical interest since they disallow for testing the causal mechanism. In terms of ‘fitting the theory’ it is of importance that the secession process is in line with the theoretical assumptions. The boomerang mechanism assumes that an oppressed group reaches out towards the international advocacy network for support, rather than international intervention encouraged by the international community themselves. The nature of case study research rests upon making certain assumptions about the broader population (Gerring, 2008, p. 2). However, one has to take into account the uniqueness of every secession case, due to its different circumstances and context. Therefore it is hard to speak of typical, deviant, and least and most likely cases, or select a suitable case at all. In addition, it becomes hard to generalize the result to the broader population. For these reasons, every secession case tends to be an outlier.	This theory draws upon the Kosovan secession as an influential case, mainly because of its historical reasons, its comparability to other former Yugoslavian secession cases, and its contemporary relevance. This however, does not necessarily mean that these results will become more generalizable. Still, it does mean that these results may become of future value for other single case studies on secession in which post-Soviet parties are involved. An influential case is according to Gerring (2008) a case that casts doubt upon a theory (pp. 15 – 18). Previous qualitative and quantitative research has pointed towards different dominant causes that have led to secession, and thus casted doubt upon many theories presented by others. The purpose of this study is not the cast doubt upon this specific theory, but to explain a process with the help of this theory. This approach thus is not in line with Gerring’s standard of an influential case (pp. 15 – 18), but this research still labels it as such because of the reasons mentioned at the start of this paragraph.							Kosovo is in the past always considered to be a ‘part of’, rather than a territory on its own. By the second half of the fifteenth century, Kosovo had become part of the Ottoman Empire. Kosovo was part of this empire until it became a Serbian province in the early twentieth century before it became part of Communist Yugoslavia. No matter which ‘state’ or ‘regime’ the Kosovar region was part of, it was among its poorest regions (Latawski and Smith, 2003, p. 4). Kosovo can be regarded as a distinct unit in terms of its physical geography, since it is bordered by mountain ranges on all sides, and interiorly divided by a range of hills from the east to the west (ibid, 2003, p. 4). Yet, the history of Kosovo is mostly shaped by its competing ethnic composition, since the territory has always been associated with important historical events for both the Serbs and the Albanians (ibid, 2003, pp. 4 - 5). The Serbs even perceive Kosovo as the cradle of their Kingdom (p. 4), while the Albanians recognized the area as an important place for Albanian nationalism (p. 5). A conflict of ethnic nature, therefore, is a result that could have been expected. Over the course of the past century, the Serb community has diminished in its overall numbers, providing the Albanian population with a significant majority (ibid, 2003). Kosovo, in the 1990’s, was governed by Serbian authorities while it were less than fifteen percent Serbs living in the region (ibid, 2003, p. 6). Consequently, opposition arose and the international community got involved. All these circumstances and developments do fit the theoretical requirements as presented; both ethnic groups harbor feelings of identification towards the region, conflict is present, as well as involvement of international actors. Although Kosovo does fit the theory perfectly, one though cannot speak of a typical case as defined by Gerring (2008) since secession never evolves in a typical fashion and there is no general understanding nor a typical set of values regarding the phenomenon (p. 7).							A major limitation of Kosovo as a case study is the controversy regarding its ‘type’ of partition. Although Kosovo is recognized by many, 109 countries (Be In Kosovo, 2017), as an independent state, this status is still contested by some. Therefore, one can contest if Kosovo is a case of de jure partition, which is defined in this study as a requirement for successful secession. This study, however, does not perceive this as problematic since Kosovo can be considered to be a secession case in progress. This, at first, does not make sense since Kosovo declared itself independent nearly a decade ago. Yet, there is some logic to it. The Republic of Kosovo declared itself independent on the seventeenth of February 2008, and was recognized as such in the following days by numerous countries (ibid, 2017). Nonetheless, over one hundred countries recognized Kosovo over the course of the past nine years, and the list is still growing. This may imply that the Kosovar secession is yet to be fully internalized.									In order to test the theoretical expectations of the boomerang mechanism on the Kosovo case, a time frame of roughly twenty years will be analyzed. This starts from the late 1980’s, when Milosevic rose to power, until 2008 when Kosovo declared itself independent. 
[bookmark: _Toc489007245]3.5 Process-Tracing
One of the aims of this research is to assess whether or not there is a causal relationship between international involvement and the outcome of secession in Kosovo, rather than a correlation between the two variables. As Beach and Pedersen (2013) argue, the only method that allows for studying causal mechanisms is process tracing (pp. 1-2). Furthermore, Bennett (2008) points out that any attempt to analyze historical cases and phenomena involves the process tracing method (p. 4). In order to infer a possible causal relationship, it is of importance to study the causal mechanisms set out previously, hence process tracing is suitable for this study. According to Beach and Pedersen (2013), it is process tracing that enables one to make strong causal within-case inferences about the causal process (p. 2). Consequently, this helps to indicate the degree of confidence one has in the validity of the theoretical assumptions and to explore whether or not X is a valuable contribution for the occurrence of Y (Beach and Pedersen, 2013; Goertz and Mahoney, 2012, p. 110). This is important since the aim is not to find ‘doubly decisive’ evidence (Bennett, 2008, p. 6) which proves that X is a necessary condition for Y, but to prove that a causal relation is present between the two. As previous research has proven, there is multiple conditions that contribute in one way or another to secession processes. 										This secession trajectory consists of certain mechanisms and processes, which fit the five phases and the derived hypotheses. In order to test the theoretical assumptions of a study, it is of importance to empirically test the causal mechanisms which are set out. As any well-developed theory, the boomerang theory identifies the mechanisms behind an observed effect (Goertz and Mahoney, 2012, p. 100), consequently the causal relationship can be inferred through process tracing. Process tracing is both suitable for theory testing and theory building. Whereas the latter focusses on building a theoretical explanation from empirical evidence, this study focusses on the former. Theory testing allows for testing whether or not the hypothesized causal mechanisms are present in a case. These mechanisms are deduced from a theory before applied to the case (Beach and Pedersen, 2013, pp. 14 - 16). Dependent on the probative value of the evidence in the case study, these results may be generalized to other secession cases. If the predicted evidence is found in the case study, and the causal mechanisms are present, the confidence in the applicability of the boomerang theory on secession cases will be increased. However, this will offer no guarantees for other case studies. Therefore this research is not rigor theory testing either, since it only seeks to explain a specific case with the use of the theory.
[bookmark: _Toc489007246]3.6 Weakness
A potential weakness of process tracing and its applicability to single case studies lies merely in the probative value of the evidence. The stronger the evidence in favor or against a hypothesis, the more confident and significant one’s conclusions will be. Bennett (2008) distinguishes herein between four types of tests with different degrees in probative value, depending on certitude and uniqueness (pp. 5 – 6). While probative evidence of uniqueness is expected to be found in the Kosovo case, the problem lays in finding proof of the certainty of the evidence found. Secession cases involve many different contexts and conditions that one should take into account, which makes these processes rather complex. Consequently, it is rather hard to prove that a certain causal mechanism is the reason for a specific outcome to occur, since it may very well be the consequence of another mechanism. Therefore, the evidence is rather speculative instead of certain. 
[bookmark: _Toc489007247]3.7 Data selection
As has become evident, the Kosovar secession case is highly complex, and requires an in-depth analysis. Through process-tracing this study seeks to demonstrate the processes and interactions that influence specific secession tendencies. Due to restrictions in time and financial capabilities, field research in the Republic of Kosovo and Serbia is no option. Therefore, this study is limited to a content analysis of various secondary sources. Content analysis is a data gathering method useful for the efficient analysis of the latent content of a body of material (Krippendorff, 2004, p. 17), as is prominent in this research. Krippendorff (2004) endorses that the political phenomena of life are concerned with the functions and effects of symbols, meaning, and messages (ibid, 2004, p. 17). Content analysis allows for assessing these functions and effects. Hence, this empirically grounded method is an effective tool for the exploration of the secession process in Kosovo. Today, content analysis has become a more prominent tool for analysis. The radically changing world allows researchers to analyze and consume bodies of communicated material from numerous positions. This, however, does not dismiss the importance of field research. Yet, it does allow for an in-depth case analysis behind a desk on the other side of the world. Whereas content analysis in the past consisted of the analysis of the more traditional bodies of literature, such as books and other written literature, its dynamics have changed today. The developments in electronic media allows for access to an increasing amount of additional data sources. The internet provides access to newspaper accounts, files in government agencies, textual data archives, public opinion fora, but also contact information details of fellow researchers in the field. The target of this specific research is to reveal the process of secession in Kosovo in detail, which means that large amounts of content has to be evaluated and assessed. Since this secession process involves many actors, it is of importance that content of different perspectives is included in the analysis. Western scholars and media items may perceive the process differently compared to the more national and local oriented sources. 		This study relies on a broad body of literature ranging from, policy reports, agency files, scientific articles, and written books. Yet, another important source of information is the media. Although there is a language barrier present, the media provides a lot of detailed information regarding certain important events and puts it in a specific time frame. This helps in reconstructing the overall timeline. Furthermore this study relies on the expertise of think tanks specialized in the Balkans. 												The most efficient way of analyzing a significant amount of content, is through coding. Applying categories to the sources of information and order them accordingly allows for efficient collection of data. First of all it is of importance to categorize the data according to the five phases distinguished in the boomerang spiral model. By collecting data in this fashion, it becomes evident what occurrences did and did not correspond with changes in domestic politics. Secondly, it would be beneficial to distinguish between two types of involvement of the international network, material and non-material. Both may provoke different responses from the target state. Hence, the type of involvement may have different consequences and should therefore be distinguished. 			As has become evident by now, content analysis is a suitable data collection method for this research. Due to the growing opportunities of content analysis, a research is able to retrieve historical patterns and transformations. Unfortunately, there are some limitations to this approach, which should not be neglected in any research. First, the content will be interpreted by the researcher. This may diminish the validity of the claims and conclusions derived from the research, since the researcher is perhaps influenced by its background or previous experiences. Secondly, there is a language barrier that this research has to deal with. Many of the news items of interest to this research will be available in the native languages of the Serbs, Kosovars and Albanians. This problematizes the analysis of many of the available evidence. Moreover, this may influence the results in another way. The Kosovar secession is a result of conflict, which means that there is opposing actors involved. In order to set out the full picture of the actual process, evidence needs to be collected from all perspectives involved. Due to the language barrier, as well as the lack of access to national and local bodies of contents compared to more international and ‘western’ literature, there is a risk of being biased. Lastly, content analysis takes a lot of time and effort, since the literature needs to be analyzed carefully in order to prevent the previous drawbacks from occurring. Since this research is conducted by only one researcher, the work cannot be divided among peers. Therefore it is of importance to set out the most important events and changes within the whole process, in order to make some valid concluding remarks. The Kosovar secession is rather complex in its nature, and should not be overanalyzed. This is also a major drawback to process tracing, since it allows the researcher to analyze detail over detail. This is not the goal and also not beneficial to this study. Important is to set out the most influential changes and breakthroughs in the case, and start from there. This will eventually prevent the conclusions from being rather indistinct and confusing as well. 


[bookmark: _Toc489007248]Chapter 4: Empirical analysis 
In the second chapter a theoretical framework has been presented through which the process of secession will be analyzed. The theoretical assumptions and mechanisms presented in this theory have been translated and operationalized into a set of hypotheses in chapter three. In the following chapter, chapter four, these hypotheses and theoretical expectations will be used to analyze the Kosovo case. This chapter is divided into two major sections. First, the whole process will be set out in a historical overview. This section provides an in-depth description and sets out the main events which define the dispute. The second section focusses upon the analysis of the process in which specific phases and strategies are distinguished and related to the theoretical expectation. Consequently, the hypotheses are either confirmed or rejected and its implications for the research will be discussed.  Nevertheless, it first of all is of importance to clearly set out the actors in the advocacy network, and what they seek to accomplish. Therefore, this chapter will start with an introduction to the network, and the actors it consists of. 
[bookmark: _Toc489007249]4.1 The network
The complexity of the Kosovo dispute is to an extent related to the diversity of the actors involved. These have been actors at different levels, with different interests. What is clear is that Kosovo and Serbia have been the main parties in conflict. What is less evident though, is the role of the different international actors and how they are positioned within the international advocacy network and oppositional bloc. An international advocacy network, as presented previously, shares a set of norms and principles all members adhere to. Nevertheless, within such a network actors pursue their own interests as well, as long as one adheres to the shared norms and principles. The Kosovo dispute consists of three umbrella institutional bodies which provide a platform on which individual actors can participate; these are the EU, NATO, and the UN. This platform provides the guiding norms and principles on which the advocacy network is built. The UN focusses on the maintenance of international peace and security, the protection of human rights, provision of humanitarian aid, while it seeks to uphold international law (UN, 2017). The network thus acts according to these guiding principles. The platform does allow for contradictions and opposition between actors, even though there is a strong common aim regarding the maintenance of international peace and security. Russia, a permanent member of UNSC, does support international peace and security, but has a different stance on the Kosovo dispute for instance. Therefore, it can be considered a participant on the platform, but cannot be considered part of the advocacy network. Yet, the overarching institutional bodies do provide actors for the international advocacy network. 
The UN set up UNMIK, which was a peacekeeping mission that focused on the dispute in Kosovo and supported the Kosovar authorities in dealing with their internal affairs. This mission was of significant importance and was steered and monitored by the Secretary-General. This Secretary-General also appointed a Contact Group, which main focus laid in brokering an agreement between the opposing parties involved. This Contact Group involved France, Germany, Italy, Russia, the UK and the US and steered the negotiations together with the UN Special Envoy Martti Ahtisaari. Within the Security Council it were Russia and the USA which can be considered prominent actors involved in the Kosovo dispute. The US was included in the Contact Group as well as the Troika group, both appointed to mediate and negotiate a deal between Serbia and Kosovo. Russia has been an important ally of Serbia during the whole dispute, and backed Serbia as a member of the Contact Group, member of the Troika, and a permanent member of the UNSC.							NATO initiated a peace-support operation, The Kosovo Force (KFOR), after the air campaign. Its main objectives were to deter renewed hostilities and create a secure environment in the region of Kosovo (NATO, 2017).  Furthermore there were NATO representatives appointed who supported and advised the process towards a consensus. An influential representative during this process of negotiation has been Kai Eide, a NATO representative from Norway. In addition, another commission was established that consisted of solely representatives from NATO countries. This is the Independent International Commission on Kosovo who analyzed the ethnic conflict and NATO bombings in Kosovo. Their role mostly consisted of the gathering of information and monitoring of the current situation in the region. 									In addition, there was an important role for NGO’s such as Amnesty International and Human Rights Watch. Those Human Rights advocates are of major importance for the monitoring of oppression, violations and abuse of human rights. Another NGO part of the network is the International Crisis Group, an organization that engages directly with multiple conflict actors, to seek and share information. Furthermore the group encourages intelligent action for shaping peace and preventing war (ICG, 2017). The organization for Security and Co-operation in Europe can be considered a participant in the international advocacy network as well. This organization consists of numerous Asian, European, and North-American States and seeks to establish and maintain stability, peace and democracy through political dialogue, shared norms and values, and practical work. OSCE is an important actor in the network because of its dynamic. The organization is home to experts that provide information and useful analyses of conflict regions, but also has a team that engages in field operations. Therefore, this actor can provide support in material and non-material manners. These non-governmental and non-profit organizations strengthen the network in terms of their expertise, trust and capabilities. Many of such organizations are surrounded by a strong network as well. Those contacts can be employed by the network in order to increase its capabilities. 
The network itself though, is built upon UN principles. As will be set out, actors such as the Contact Group employ those principles and use them as their point of departure in the network. In addition, after lots of critique regarding the NATO air strikes in 1999, NATO justified their actions by arguing that the actions pursued were in line with the UN principles. It is these principles that embody the shared norms and values that bring the actors of the network together. Hence, one could argue that the advocacy network can create a competitive advantage over the opposition by bringing the dispute to the UN or EU platform for instance. 
As the different actors the network consists of have been briefly introduced in this section, their roles within the secession process of Kosovo will become more visible in the historical overview of the dispute and the theoretical analysis of this process. 
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[bookmark: _Toc489007251]4.2.1 Background
The Kosovar region can be very well described as a unbroken conflict zone in which ethnic groups regularly clash. In Tito’s communist Yugoslavia, it were the Albanians who were mostly in control over the territory (Latawski and Smith, 2003, p. 6). Of the 790 thousand people living in Kosovo, 68 percent was Albanian and 24 percent Serb (Rütsche, 2007). Under the guiding protection of President Tito the population of Kosovar Albanians grew, both in absolute and relative terms (Brunborg, 2002, p. 10; Rütsche, 2007). In 1981 over 77 percent of the Kosovar population consisted of ethnic Albanians, while the percentage of ethnic Serbs had diminished to a little over 13 percent (Brunborg, 2002, p. 10), and this polarization was still increasing. The situation changed however from the late 1980’s, in the face of resurgent Serb nationalism led by President Milosevic. President Tito had died on the 4th of May 1980 and the situation became more tense, due to the growing political instability and the catastrophic state of the economy (Rütsche, 2007). Kosovo was the most underdeveloped and one of the poorest provinces of the former Yugoslavia (Ahmetaj, 2017). Even though the ethnic Albanian population was still growing towards the end of the 1980’s, the Milosevic regime led to a shift in power. In the early 1980’s  the Kosovar Serbs felt threatened by the growing amount of Kosovar Albanians in the territory, resulting in constant outbreaks of violence (Rütsche, 2007). After the election of Milosevic, the Kosovar Serbs reached out to their new leader who consequently provided them with support. The Kosovar Albanians felt threatened but initially responded in a non-violent manner. In a referendum in 1991, the Kosovar Albanians declared themselves an independent country, which was only recognized as such by Albania (Rütsche, 2007). Yet, in the mid-1990’s this non-violent resistance started to shift towards more armed resistance, because the non-violent approach did not pay off. The Kosovar Albanians responded with the establishment of the Kosovo Liberation Army, the KLA.  Despite this growing resistance, the Serb oppression rose. At this point the dispute caught outside attention and concerns grew in the international society. NGO’s concerned with human rights violations witnessed with growing concern how human rights were violated in the area, and the situation became more tense. Although at first the Milosevic-led oppression was tolerated by the US (Fulton, 2010), despite Milosevic’ fierce strategies. The main reason for this reluctant stance had to do with characteristics and behavior of the KLA, which was perceived as terrorism (p. 131). However, the KLA ultimately succeeded in drawing in outside help by exaggeration the level of conflict, which made the situation look worse than it actually was (ibid, 2010, p. 131). The ethnic Albanians managed to attract international involvement, and the Kosovo dispute significantly moved up the political agenda of international actors, since escalation as experienced in Bosnia and to a lesser extent Croatia was feared (Latawski and Smith, 2003, p. 6; Ahmetaj, 2017). As a consequence of the intensified fighting, the issue became a point of discussion in the UNSC. The establishment of the KVM, a Kosovo Verification Mission, by the OSCE showed that the dispute was taken seriously. This became evident when the French-led NATO military ‘Extraction Force’ was established as well (Latawski and Smith, p. 7). 						Even though the claims by the Kosovar Albanians might be exaggerated for their own purposes, life in the 1990’s was miserable for the Kosovar Albanian people. As Nora Ahmetaj, an expert consultant on transitional justice at the Centre for Research, Documentation and Publication (CRDP) argues; with Milosevic in power, the autonomy of Kosovo was revoked and Kosovar Albanians were collectively discriminated. In addition, their rights were abused. In result these people lost their jobs in large amounts, but also got expelled from universities for instance, as Nora experienced herself (Ahmetaj, 2017; IICK, 2006, p. 14). 
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By the start of 1998 the fighting between the FRY and KLA had intensified, resulting in the ousted of approximately 250,000 Kosovar Albanians from their homes by the end of the year (Latawski and Smith, 2003, p. 7). Since the NATO-members and the UNSC wanted to prevent escalation as occurred in Bosnia, the UN mediated talks between the parties involved. These talks were framed in a resolution constructed by the United Nations Security Council as Resolution 1199. This resolution failed, as became evident later in the construction of a new and more influential Resolution (1244) (UNSC, 1999, p. 1). Furthermore, the Rambouillet peace agreement proposed by the International Contact Group was rejected by the Serbs. However, NATO used the agreements as a piece for the justification of their bombings (Hosmer, 2001, p. 8). During these mediating approaches led by the UN and NATO, Milosevic continued to displace Kosovar Albanians, and deprived them of identity documents (Weller, 2008a, p. 16). NATO responded through their mission Air Force, that was launched on 24 March 1999 (Latawski and Smith, 2003, p. 8). 						Since the Rambouillet agreement failed, NATO decided to pursue another strategy in order to make Milosevic adhere to the demands of the international community. Milosevic refused to sign the Rambouillet Agreement since it would establish a self-governing Kosovo (Hosmer, 2001, p. 7). The air operation initiated by NATO lasted 78 days, and while the operation dragged on NATO increased its firepower and scope (Latawski and Smith, 2003, p. 8). By June 1999 it became evident that NATO would not stop until it prevailed over Milosevic (ibid, 2003, p. 8). An ill-judgement from Milosevic’ side was the expectation that the NATO bombings would be limited (Hosmer, 2001, p. 19). In a cynical encounter with negotiator Holbrooke, Milosevic asked: ‘’Are you crazy enough to bomb us over these issues we’re talking about in that lousy little Kosovo?’’ (Hosmer, 2001, p. 19). Even though Milosevic knew the bombing would take place, he believed it to be marginal and expected to have sufficient countervailing pressure on the NATO allies to force them to agree with terms more favorable to Serbia (ibid, 2001, p. 22). Moreover Milosevic hoped to gather sufficient leverage and get the upper hand through the defeat of the KLA and the creation of a rift between the NATO allies, mostly with the help of Russia. However it turned out that the KLA remained a viable organization, and the NATO allies stayed united (ibid, 2001, pp. 37 - 47). Consequently, Milosevic decided to settle on the fourth of June. The FRY leadership agreed to withdraw and accepted the presence of NATO-led peacekeeping forces, together with a UN international administration mission in Kosovo. This agreement has been incorporated in the famous 1244 UN Resolution (Latawski and Smith, 2003, pp. 8 – 9). 													The 1244 UN Resolution provided as a basis for all international intervention in Kosovo, and justifies much of the foreign intervention at the same time (See Appendix I). The Resolution is the beginning of a period of international administration over the territory from the period of 1999 onwards. Although it seems that Serbia was forced to cooperate and sign the agreement, the ‘deal’ brokered with the UN can be considered to be more favorable compared to the Rambouillet proposal. This because of the lack of a clear mentioning of a referendum on eventual Kosovar independence, as was previously stated in the Rambouillet draft (Latawski and Smith, 2003, p. 9). 
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Some main concerns of the international advocacy network that raised their attention in the first place were the violations of human rights, state of oppression, and the unjust treatment of the Kosovar Albanians during the Milosevic regime. Consequently, NATO interfered militarily and the UNSC brokered a peace agreement called Resolution 1244. The agreement on the Resolution can be considered a major breakthrough in terms of the prevention of further escalation and the stop of ethnic cleansing. However, the future prospects of Kosovo as a sovereign and independent state remained uncertain (Latawski and Smith, 2003, p.9). As a result of the violent tensions in the 1990’s, the interests of both ethnic groups regarding Kosovo’s final status had further polarized. Whereas Serbia was mainly concerned with the principles of classical international law that favors Serbia’s territorial integrity over demands of self-determination (Weller, 2008a, p. 30), Kosovo insisted upon the declaration of independent status (ibid, 2008a, p. 17). Although Resolution 1244 reaffirms ‘’…the commitment of all Member States to the sovereignty and territorial integrity of the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia and the other States of the region…’’ (UNSC, 1999, p. 2), this statement may be trumped if the situation constitutes a threat to the international peace and security  (Weller, 2008a, p. 30). Yet, the complexity of the dispute becomes evident in the early years of the 21st century. Mainly because of the risk all parties would get themselves involved in if they would engage in proper negotiations. Kosovo’s position was not free of risk because it demanded final status in the previous years. Since it was not clear at that time how negotiations would proceed and what outcome would occur, Kosovo could ruin their chances once and for all. However, there was no way back due to its own claims and demands in the past (Weller, 2008a, p. 33). Serbia, on the other hand knew that once it would engage in talks there would be no way back, putting at stake a significant piece of its territory. Though, the Serbian delegation enjoyed certain strategic advantages over Kosovo in terms of competency, capabilities, and foreign relations (Weller, 2008a, p. 33). Since Kosovo continued to rely heavily on international support (Spiro, 2004, p. 14), but international administration cannot last forever, Kosovo was eager to start final status negotiations as soon as possible. Yet, the international community proposed a moratorium on Kosovo’s final status (Spiro, 2004, p. 16; Weller, 2008a, p. 17). Although talks on the final status of Kosovo were postponed to 2005, the UN Secretary-General appointed his Special Representative to develop benchmarks which could measure the progress made in Kosovo (Weller, 2008a, p. 18). The Secretary-General consequently informed the earlier appointed United Nations Mission in Kosovo (UNMIK) to transfer more responsibilities to local authorities and institutions (ibid, 2008, p. 18), in order to ‘test’ its capabilities of handling their own internal affairs. These measures are known as the ‘standards before status’ policies, a so-called benchmark process.  While this ‘project’ of the UN took some time, and talks were planned in 2005, Serb and Kosovar politicians continued to make their cases in the international arena. In April 2002, Serb prime minister Zoran Djindjic visited Great Britain and argued that an independent Kosovo would be a threat to the regional peace since it would create a fresh round of chaos in the neighboring countries (Spiro, 2004, p. 16). In addition, Djindjic’ successor Zoran Zivkovic expected that secession of Kosovo would create a dangerous precedent, since all Balkan borders would be up for rearrangement in that case (ibid, 2004, p. 17). In 2003, Kosovo’s president Rugova stated that Kosovo should be granted independent status in order to prevent the occurrence of regional chaos. He warned that one could expect extremists to try and form an independent state (ibid, 2004, p. 16). It is obvious that Serbian leaders try as hard as they can to deter any unilateral international actions on Kosovo’s independence. Whereas UNMIK was hoping that the postponement of sensitive negotiations on the final status of Kosovo would calm things down, major riots in March 2004 proved how tense the situation still was and how vulnerable the area is to escalation.
‘’On 17 March 2004, teachers led their students onto the bridge connecting north and south
Mitrovicë/Mitrovica in a protest against the deaths of three Kosovo Albanian children who
were allegedly chased into the Ibar River by Kosovo Serbs with dogs. Three hours later, six
persons had been killed and houses throughout Kosovo were in flames as angry protesters
made their way. The campaign of ethnic violence lasted for three days and left 19 dead, 954
injured, 4100 displaced, 550 houses and 27 Orthodox churches and monasteries burnt and an
additional 182 houses and two churches/monasteries damaged.’’ (OSCE, n.d., p. 4)
The sudden escalation involved guided mobilization via mobile phones through which an estimated 50,000 people got involved in the riots (Weller, 2008a, p. 19). Due to these circumstances standard implementation processes were accelerated since the riots showed the impatience of the people. There is never an ideal time for moving on status, and the situations is likely to become worse rather than better. Therefore, is it inevitable that improved standards need to be implemented. These were at least the recommendations of the Norwegian representative to NATO, Kai Eide in 2004 (Weller, 2008a, p. 20). Hence, Eide reported that the time has come to move up to final status (UNSC, 2005a; Weller, 2008a, p. 21). 
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After the interim period of Kosovar self-governance administered by the UN had been exhausted for five years, the time had come to move up to final status (Weller, 2008a, p. 24). The negotiations regarding the ‘final package’ took place in Vienna. In a presidential statement on the 24th of October, the Security Council offered full support for the start of the negotiations. In the statement the Council stressed that ‘’the implementation of standards in Kosovo must continue with undiminished energy and a stronger sense of commitment.’’ (UNSC, 2005b, p. 1). Interesting, and perhaps a little surprising, was the statement of Vojislav Kostunica, the prime minister of Serbia. He emphasized that Serbia was fully prepared to take responsibility in the process (UNSC, 2005a). Before the negotiations started, ambassador Eide was aware of the risks of going into negotiations for both Kosovo as well as Serbia. Therefore, he proposed to agree the agenda, procedures and format up front, in order to avoid a deadlock. The framework for the negotiations were generally built upon Resolution 1244. As has previously been mentioned, this Resolution confirms the territorial unity of Serbia. However this can be read in two ways, beneficial for either Serbia or Kosovo (Weller, 2008a, p. 23). If this confirmation is applied to the interim period of UN administration, this would be beneficial for future prospects of Kosovo since it would allow Kosovo to pursue independence after this period of administration. For Serbia though, it would be more beneficial if it is a final agreement. 
The Contact Group, established by the UN Secretary-General in the early 1990’s, dealt with disputes in the Balkans. This group composed of France, Germany, Italy, Russia, the UK and the US, issued ten guiding principles that should be followed for a settlement of the status of Kosovo (Weller, 2008b, p. 663). These principles can be considered the norms and regulations of the international network. ‘’These concerned compliance with human rights, democratic values and principles of Euro-Atlantic integration; mechanisms to ensure political participation available to all ethnic groups, including minority groups; provision for the return of refugees and the displaced; protection of cultural and religious heritage; regional stability and economic development; and the acceptance of continued international supervision of the implementation of the status package’’ (Weller, 2008b, p. 663). The Contact Group steered the negotiations together with a Special Envoy directed by the UN Secretary-General: Martti Ahtisaari. These mediators would invite the delegations to Vienna and discuss one issue area at the time (Weller, 2008b, p. 664). 
While Kosovo presented itself as cooperative during the negotiations, the Serb delegations seemed to have adopted a strategy of delay (Weller, 2008b, p. 668). Serbia held multiple elections during the negotiations in 2006, which delayed the construction of an actual proposal. This consequently increased the chances of further instability in Kosovo, which in turn was rather beneficial for Serbia (ibid, 2008b, p. 677). Moreover, Serbia further pressurized the negotiation process by the adoption of a new constitution which was narrowly endorsed in a referendum (Weller, 2008b, p. 676). This constitution confirmed that Kosovo was an inseparable and integral part of Serb territory, and was therefore condemned by ethnic Albanians (Spiegel, 2006). While making up 90 percent of the 2 million inhabitants of Kosovo, the ethnic Albanians were not eligible to vote (ibid, 2006). 
Despite these discomforts, the Kosovar politicians managed to maintain a calm attitude towards the Serbian non-compliance (Weller, 2008b, p. 677). Even though Kosovo prepared its case, and got the support of multiple actors in the international field, Serbia held a rather strong position in the negotiations, and found in Russia a strong ally that provided them with leverage. Russia, part of the Contact Group, stated that it would not give any consent to any decision that would not be accepted by Serbia (Weller, 2008b, p. 677). Since Russia could use its veto power within the Council, this put Serbia in a good spot. Throughout 2006, fifteen rounds of negotiations took place, though in different issue areas. Whereas Serbia kept elaborating on the general international legal rules and proposed an extended twenty year period of autonomy (ibid, 2008b, p.674), Kosovo made a case in which it argued that progress has been made in the past couple of years, but further progress may only be accomplished if Kosovo would be granted independent status (ibid, 2008b, p. 674). 
It became obvious that Kosovo was willing to engage in argumentative dialogue, while Serbia was still not willing to cooperate in that way. Another deadlock seemed to occur, as became evident when the Contact Group ran out of options. Whereas Kosovo was willing to change its position on issues such as decentralization, showing flexibility by making concessions towards Serbia, Serbia was not willing to be more flexible and did not engage in a more substantive way than it did before (ibid, 2008b, p. 675). The result was a deadlock in which Kosovo was unhappy with Serbia for being so rigid, and unhappy with the Contact Group for rewarding Serbia for this. Kosovo felt that the Contact Group only demanded further concessions from them, rather than Serbia (ibid, 2008b, p. 674). Serbia, at this point, was done with the negotiations as well and threatened to walk-out (p. 675). At this point, the Contact Group tried to enforce its power on Serbia by stating that a settlement might be imposed on Serbia unless it showed genuine engagement (ibid, 2008b, p. 675). However, the credibility of this threat was rather low since Russia was present in the Group and promised Serbia its support. In result, Special Envoy Martti Ahtisaari started to put together a settlement based on the negotiations up to this point, the final package. 
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UN Special Envoy Ahtisaari presented a package with propositions regarding the final status of Kosovo on the 26th of March 2007. For the purposes of this research and analysis of the process, it is important to elaborate on some of the outcomes as presented by the Special Envoy. The process towards a settlement was initiated in November 2005, and over the course of this period of time intensive negotiations with the leadership of Serbia and Kosovo took place. Ahtisaari concluded: ‘’My team and I have made every effort to facilitate an outcome that would be acceptable to both sides. But after more than one year of direct talks, bilateral negotiations and expert consultation, it has become clear to me that the parties are not able to reach an agreement on Kosovo’s future status.’’  (UNSC, 2007a, p. 2). He furthermore expects that no amount of additional talks will overcome this impasse. However, after all those years a solution is urgently needed. Not only because Kosovo cannot any longer depend on UN administration, but also because of the sensitivity and potential of re-escalation over the dispute (p. 2). Therefore, Ahtisaari has concluded that independence with international supervision is the only viable option for a politically stable and economically viable Kosovo (p. 4). The content of the Ahtisaari package provided everything needed that Kosovo would require for the establishment of a new state, and for others to recognize it as such. This perhaps needs some elaboration. The agreement not only offers elements for a future constitution of Kosovo, it also provides guidance on minority rights, and community issues. Although nothing in the content  addressed any recommendations for a supervised independence, there was no longer any elaboration on the preservation of the territorial integrity of Yugoslavia , as was strongly the case in Resolution 1244 in 1999. The package was in line with the requirements for state formation defined by international law. State formation requires a populations that is attached to a clearly defined territory in which an effective government is present. In addition, this government must have the ability to enter international relations (Weller, 2008a, p. 47). The package repeatedly emphasizes the principle that Kosovo is fit to govern its own affairs, and has authority to do so (ibid, 2008a, p. 48). Moreover, the Kosovar Albanians are clearly attached to a defined territory. 
Whereas Kosovo roughly agreed upon the terms presented by the package, Serbia dismissed the settlement that would lead to independence. The Serbs were furious, as became evident in multiple statements regarding the package. As Andrej Ivanji sets out in his article on March the 12th; the Serbian media found the proposal an unacceptable solution to the Kosovo problem, since it contravenes international law, the UN charter and the Serbian constitution (Ivanji, 2007). He furthermore quotes Prime Minister Vojislav Kostunica as follows: ‘’Ahtisaari is proposing to rob Serbia of 15 percent of its territory and wants to change internationally recognized borders against the will of the Serbian State’’ and ‘’a gross violation of the integrity of a democratic European state’’ (Ivanji, 2007). Serbia’s President Boris Tadic statement was in line with his colleague: ‘’the document is fundamentally not acceptable to us because it fails to reaffirm the sovereignty of the Republic of Serbia […] and therefore brings into question the territorial integrity of our country.’’ (Weller, 2008a, p. 43). These strong statements from Serbian officials demonstrate the dissatisfaction of the Serbian people. The Western European press, on the other hand, describes the plan as balanced and fair, with advantages for both parties (Ivanji, 2007), although many acknowledged the failure of the outcome of the proposed settlement. Spiegel Online defined it as a ‘’Mission impossible in the Balkans’’ (Spörl, 2007). Despite these growing negative voices, EU foreign ministers intensified the attempts to bargain with Russia and started to lobby in the Security Council as well (Weller, 2008c, p. 1224). In July, the Council reaffirmed its commitment to a multi-ethnic and democratic Kosovo once more (ibid, 2008c, p. 1225). These reaffirmations were backed by historian and Balkans expert Serge Métais, who expressed that it was time for the EU to fully recognize the independence of Kosovo (Ivanji, 2007). 	
Serbia, in the meantime, returned to the negotiations with a new proposal of partnership. Serbian president Boris Tadic sought to be flexible with the proposal of a partnership in which he allowed Kosovar self-governance. As he stated in his address during a meeting in New York (UNSC, 2007b). At the same time, Tadic offered Kosovo competencies and symbols that were only reserved to sovereign countries under normal circumstances (Weller, 2008c, p. 1230). Even though this seemed to be a sign of goodwill, a fresh start in which Serbia presented itself as cooperative, Serbia kept referring to its own territorial integrity and autonomy (UNSC, 2007b). The main conclusion of another 120 days of negotiating was the same as previous attempt: no agreement was reached, since both sides were not willing to yield on the question of sovereignty. In the meantime former KLA leader Hashim Thaci got elected in 2007, through which the expectation rose that independence was imminent (Weller, 2008c, p. 1231). 
On the 17th of February 2008 Kosovo, without the consent of Serbia, declared itself independent through the following statement:
‘’ We, the democratically-elected leaders of our people, hereby declare Kosovo to be an independent and sovereign state. This declaration reflects the will of our people and it is in full accordance with the recommendations of UN Special Envoy Martti Ahtisaari and his Comprehensive Proposal for the Kosovo Status Settlement. 
We declare Kosovo to be a democratic, secular and multi-ethnic republic, guided by the principles of non-discrimination and equal protection under the law. We shall protect and promote the rights of all communities in Kosovo and create the conditions necessary for their effective participation in political and decision-making processes.
…
We hereby affirm, clearly, specifically, and irrevocably, that Kosovo shall be legally bound to comply with the provisions contained in this Declaration, including, especially, the obligations for it under the Ahtisaari Plan. In all of these matters, we shall act consistent with principles of international law and resolutions of the Security Council of the United Nations, including resolution 1244 (1999). We declare publicly that all states are entitled to rely upon this declaration, and appeal to them to extend to us their support and friendship.’’ (Assembly-Kosova, 2008, pp. 2 – 4). 
This declaration had been drafted in collaboration with key governments in order to make it legally binding (Weller, 2008c, p. 1233). Whereas Serbia and Russia strongly opposed the declaration, as expected. There were more nations who raised their concern. Whereas Vietnam and South Africa declared the declaration invalid, China raised its serious concerns regarding its validity, taking into account the developments and the fundamental principles of international law (ibid, 2008c, p. 1234). Belgium pointed to the historical narrative of the case, which cannot be ignored and pleads for Kosovo (ibid, 2008c, p. 1235). Now independence has been declared, the tense situation in the region has not eased. Kosovar Serbs engaged in protests, and violent riots in order to show their dissatisfaction. On the international level Serbia once more displayed its stance through the use of media. The Guardian explicitly states that Kostunica is not willing to cooperate with the finalizing plans of the EU and that the declaration of Kosovo is illegal (Tran, 2008). On the contrary the prime minister of Kosovo, Hashim Thaci, claimed that the Kosovo issue was solved and had left the Security Council building already (ibid, 2008). Today, almost ten years after independence has been declared, the issue is yet to be solved. On the 27th of February this year Bangladesh became 114th state that recognized Kosovo as an independent state (Prishtina Insight, 2017). Although Kosovo is making progress, one cannot demonstrate that the Kosovar secession process has been a success story. 
In short, the Kosovo crisis spans over twenty years and has still not been solved yet. Looking back on the abolition of Kosovo’s autonomy by Milosevic in 1988, the NATO intervention in 1999, nearly eight years of UN administration, and the declaration of independence after years of negotiation in 2008, one could very well argue that the crisis has been and still is a rollercoaster. Over the course of these years the parties involved drew on virtually the entire arsenal of international conflict management tools (Weller, 2008c, p. 1239), including all strategies as set out in the boomerang model, but without significant results as it seems. The next section will elaborate on these strategies and set them out in the phases as introduced in the spiral model. Consequently, theses phases serve as tools for the in-depth analysis of the complex secession dispute. 
[bookmark: _Toc489007256]4.3 Theoretical analysis
The theory adopted assumes that domestic political change can be initiated through the involvement of the international community. This boomerang theory is set in motion through the implementation of the spiral model, which consists of five phases. These phases are assumed to proceed continuously towards an outcome of domestic change, successful secession in this case. In order to analyze whether or not these phases are present and develop as expected, the five phases will be set out in different sections below, as well as the strategies employed during these phases. A concluding section will subsequently evaluate those phases and connect them if needed. 
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The presence of repression is one of the few ongoing affairs in Kosovo that cannot be disputed. Nonetheless one has to take into account that different types of repression have been present and different groups have been repressed. The subject of this thesis is the Kosovar Albanians, so repression of this group will be the focus. The state of oppression subsequently determines whether or not the dispute is positioned on the international agenda. This is determined through the gathering of information and monitoring of the dispute. The expectation of this process is that the dispute is more likely to be internationally recognized once the state of oppression has reached a certain degree. Possible indicators set out were violations of specific human rights, but also the expression of opposition. 										As has been set out in the phase description, the phase of repression is present when a specific group within a territory is exploited or abused by a dominant group. Since the moment Milosevic came to power, the repression of the Kosovar Albanians became evident. As became evident in a written conversation with Nora Ahmetaj, an expert consultant on transitional justice, Kosovo’s autonomy was revoked when Milosevic came to power. Furthermore, he discriminated the Kosovar Albanians and abused their rights. People lost their jobs, and Ahmetaj was one out of many who was denied access to university (Ahmetaj, 2017). This state of repression is necessary for the boomerang mechanism to commence, since it attracts foreign attention. The abuse of the people and their rights basically sets the boomerang mechanism in motion. Especially when the KLA managed to successfully attract foreign attention (Fulton, 2010, p. 131),  the dispute moved up the political agenda of NATO (Latawski and Smith, 2003, p. 6) 					Milosevic declared in November 1988 that every country has a love, and for Serbia this love is Kosovo (IICK, 2006, p. 13). Through symbolic politics, Milosevic gave the start sign for retaking Kosovo and give it back to the Serbs. A series of steps followed which included restrictions on the sale of property to Kosovar Albanians, incentives to Serbs in order to make them return, family planning for Kosovar Albanians and incentives for them to seek work outside the region (IICK, 2006, p. 14). Furthermore, the Kosovar Albanians’ rights were abused through the inclusion of discriminatory language policies such as: ‘’…the closure of Albanian language newspapers, radio, and television; the closure of the Albanian Institute; and the change of street names from Albanian to Serbian. In particular, the introduction of a new Serbian curriculum for universities and schools’’ (ibid, 2006, p. 14). Besides these discriminatory practices, rights were abused on a large scale as well. Arbitrary arrest, torture, and detention without trial were common practices (ibid, 2006, p. 14). It is believed that of every Kosovar Albanian family at that time, at least one member was summoned to a police station for questioning (p. 14). 									These are all clear signs that repression was present, and this was documented by international organizations such as Amnesty International, Human Rights Watch, and the Council for the Defense of Human Rights in Kosovo (ibid, 2006, p. 14). Information politics has been the most important strategy embraced by the international network to become aware of the ongoing situation in the region. The network built upon the expertise of their actors, to acquire the knowledge needed in order draw an overview of the situation at that time. It were mostly NGO’s who monitored the situation in the Kosovo region, and communicated this within their network. Due to the employment of information politics by NGO’s such as Amnesty International and Human Rights Watch, the network was able to gather sufficient information regarding the dispute and its hazards. Consequently, the dispute has been put on the agenda of various NATO and UNSC member states. 
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The Kosovar Albanians resisted, in a non-violent manner. This strategy of non-violence was fed by the shared idea of Milosevic waiting for a legit reason to wipe out all the Kosovar Albanians (ibid, 2006, p.15). Furthermore, this strategy set a good example which would show the international community that the Kosovar Albanians had good intentions. However, the dispute escalated quickly in the following years. It seemed that this was a necessary condition for the community to actually get involved. Whether or not escalation is a precondition does not matter for the purposes of this research. The fact is that a network of international actors intervened. 					This involvement is a precondition for the start of phase two, in which the target state Serbia is pressured by the international network. As will become evident in this section, the phase of denial is a rather complicated one in application to this specific case. First of all it is important to set out the specific theoretical expectations in this phase. This study expects that the mobilized advocacy network confronts the target state. As has been set out, this is obviously the case. International actors assessed the situation and as a result NATO intervened. Consequently, this study expected Serbia to refuse the accusations and foreign pressure. As has become evident, this has been the case as well. In 1998 the UN started with mediating talks with the parties involved. Both the terms of the Rambouillet agreement as well as the proposed settlement framed in Resolution 1199 failed since Serbia did not accept its terms. What made a potential settlement so complex was the fact that Milosevic had major stakes in Kosovo. Kosovo was considered to be the cradle of Serbia’s identity and the mainspring of its culture (Hosmer, 2001, p. 8). Furthermore, Milosevic’ political success started in Kosovo, and provided Milosevic with sufficient additional seats for a majority ruling (p. 9). And finally, the Kosovo crisis distracted the Serbian people from other serious internal problems Serbia was facing (p. 10). Albeit Milosevic had personal interests in the territory, it was the significant amount of (expected) leverage Milosevic had to his disposal that made Serbia a hard bargain. Serbia was strongly backed by Russia, a permanent member of the Security Council. Milosevic expected that this would create disunity within the Council, however the UN stayed united.				It is obvious that the phase of denial is prominent in this period of time. However, in practice this develops itself in a different manner as presented in the theoretical framework. Whereas the theory presents its phases as a continuous process, it seems that phase two and three have mingled to the extent that Serbia denies the accusations, but does engage in dialogue in order to make its statements. So where the theory assumes that one can only continue to phase three if the target state is vulnerable to the pressure and phase two is completed, this does not always occur as such in practice. Serbia does not seem to be that vulnerable, even at the point in which phase three has been reached. The empirics as set out above show that the international community pursued different strategies for pressurizing the Serbian state. NATO engaged in a propaganda war via the media (IICK, 2006, p. 3), and engaged in leverage politics for the justification of their bombing intervention in 1999. The UN Charter allows for intervention if innocent people are deprived of peace and security. This advantage in terms of material capabilities led to a strong wave of pressure. The UN engaged in informative talks with the target state, and tried to mediate between the parties. Furthermore, they supported the Kosovar Albanians via mobilization processes during the UN international administration period, which is in accordance with phase three; the mobilization of pressure from above and below. UNMIK mobilization processes consisted of transferring the authority over internal affairs to the Kosovar Albanian government, in order to test whether or not Kosovo was fit for self-governance.  
As analyzed above, it has become evident that the network engaged in numerous strategies for effective politics in this phase. Besides the network, the opposition employs those strategies as well in order to fight off the network’s pressure. Whereas the network used the ‘universal’ principles of the UN as leverage for the justification of their military intervention in 1999, it sought to publicly shame the Serbia government as well, which is a strategy of symbolic politics. Yet, phase two is considered to be the phase of denial, meaning that this phase focuses on a response from Serbia. Thus, it is of importance to take into account the strategies employed by Serbia as well. By restating their right of sovereignty and territorial integrity, Serbia used international law as their leverage in the denial phase. Furthermore, Serbia used Russia as leverage because of its influential role within the UNSC. Serbia hoped to create a rift within the UNSC in order the diminish the pressure from the network. Besides this strategy of leverage politics, Milosevic engaged in symbolic politics as well during this phase by framing the Kosovo region as the cradle of the Serbia identity. This was an effective strategy for Milosevic, since it resulted in internal support. 
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Although it is hard to distinguish between phase two and three in practice, this thesis draws a line after the settlement on the 3rd of June 1999. Even though this settlement was forced due to the impressive military power of NATO compared to the Serbian capabilities and Serbia was basically still in denial, one could argue that a state of dialogue had been reached at this point. Via the UN administration mission, UNMIK, the international network found a way of supporting and protecting the Kosovar Albanians while keeping Serbia under pressure from ‘above’ as well. What is expected to happen according to the theory is that pressure from above and below forces Serbia to comply through tactical concessions. These theoretical assumptions and expectations may raise some confusion, taking into account that from the rise of Milosevic up to this point in the early 21st century, the Kosovar Albanians have engaged in opposition and resistance already. Yet, the difference is that at this point the Kosovar Albanians are strongly backed by the support of the network, which strengthens their position and future perspectives. In this respect, the distinction of phases makes sense. However, Serbia still denies Kosovo future status and engages more than before in strategic politics related to phase two, which includes information-, leverage-, and symbolic politics. Whereas information- and leverage politics was adopted as strategies in the negotiations prior to and during the Vienna negotiations, symbolic politics was mainly used to justify their actions to the Serbian people and gain their internal support. As Ahmetaj argues: ‘’Serbs deny the fact what they did in Kosovo. They keep portraying themselves as the only victims in the Balkans, and then Milosevic declared ‘victory’ in Kosovo.’’ (2017). 
The international network, at this point, engaged in all four the strategies of politics. In direct negotiation practices with Serbia and Kosovo the community engaged in information- and leverage politics, which makes sense since it can be useful in processes of bargaining. Information politics was employed in terms of the provision of evidence for supporting future Kosovar secession. The UN Secretary General assigned UNMIK to put the Kosovar authorities in charge of their own governance issues and internal affairs. By assessing this pilot of self-governance, as well as the assessment of human rights violations in the area, the network gathered even more information which can be used for leverage politics. The information was used to lobby and bargain with Russia. In addition, EU foreign ministers used the information gathered by the network to persuade Russia. Furthermore, the Ahtisaari package proposed could be used as leverage by the Kosovar authorities themselves. It not only proved that the international community was in favor of final status for Kosovo, it also granted them self-governance and autonomy. This became also evident in a statement by Ahtisaari, arguing that independence with international supervision is the only viable option for a political stable and economically viable Kosovo. The public statements  of support to the Kosovar Albanians and public shaming of the Serbs in the media, through which the network exhibited its position, can be considered a strategy of symbolic politics as well. Public statements in favor of Kosovar independence from NATO representative Eide, historian and Balkan expert Serge Métais, foreign ministers of EU countries, UN Special Envoy Martti Ahtisaari, and more, display this employed strategy throughout this phase. An important, but often neglected strategy which is arguably prominent in all phases, is accountability politics. As Christopher Walsch – Senior lecturer at Corvinus University in Budapest - argues, the international community held Serbia accountable for the problems in Kosovo. According to him, post-2000 Serbia had to pay the price for the misgivings of the aggressive Milosevic Serbia of before. In other words, during the Kosovo negotiations from 2000 – 2007 the international community did not give any choice to Serbia, since they were held accountable (Walsch, 2017). 
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It has become evident by now that the two blocs strongly oppose each other. Despite this opposition argumentative dialogue occurred at certain occasions. During the Vienna negotiations and the Troika meeting in New York in 2007, the parties engaged in argumentative dialogue and at least tried to treat each other as equal participants in the discourse. For Kosovo, this became evident through its cooperative behavior during the rounds of negotiations (Weller, 2008b, p. 663), eager to find a solution. Serbia displayed its engagement through propositions that would give Kosovo a system of self-governance with competencies and symbols only reserved to sovereign states (Weller, 2008c, p. 1230). 												Despite the enormous pressure from above and below, Serbia’s position did not weaken. It kept referring to its territorial integrity, the rules of international law, and still got the support of Russia and its veto power. All this provided Serbia with the leverage it needed, although entering the Vienna negotiations was risky. Through 2006 alone fifteen rounds of negotiations took place, which strongly implies that mobilizing pressure does not guarantee the expected results. Further tactical concessions were made by Serbia, which is in line with the theoretical expectations. However, these were minor concessions in order to delay the process and obtain some goodwill among the international community, rather than concession towards status recognition of Kosovo. Leverage politics performed by the Contact Group during the Vienna negotiations did not have the credibility and effect wished for, which resulted in another deadlock. The conclusion of years of intensive pressure therefore was rather disappointing. Special Envoy Ahtisaari concluded that the parties were unable to reach an agreement on Kosovo’s future status (UNSC, 2007a, p. 2). Yet, the Ahtisaari package and its guiding principles and settlement proposals have been the guiding principles on which Kosovo officially declared its independence.							Hence, according to the theoretical expectations of phase four as set out in the methods section, this state of argumentative behavior during the different negotiations would result in acceptance of the terms for secession by Serbia. This though, has not been the case. The declaration of independence led to a huge backlash and a furious response of Serbia. This declaration in February 2008 resulted in a setback to phase two, a state of denial and accusations. 
This analysis of phase four has shown that the network has mostly engaged in leverage politics throughout these negotiations. The international network further pressurized Serbia by stating that many international actors did support Kosovo’s cause, and provided a proposal via Special Envoy Ahtisaari that would be fair to Serbia’s needs as well. Furthermore, The UN Contact Group steered the negotiations. This can be considered leverage politics as well since it means in practice that the participants involved got invited the delegations to the ‘home’ of the UN, Vienna and New York. This may be intimidating, hence can be employed as a successful strategy. Serbia however, successfully engaged in leverage politics as well, since it still had the support of Russia. Moreover, Serbia kept referring to the international law that proved Serbia right according to their own perspective at least. During the Vienna negotiations Serbia adopted a new constitution, thus more leverage that strengthened their position. The result was another deadlock, which was in favor or the Serbian government. 
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Although the final phase has never been reached, yet. It is still of importance since some of the post-declaration developments can be related to phase five processes and assumptions. In twenty years of conflict management, and engagement in different forms of strategic politics, a consensus has not been reached. The theoretical expectations were in line with a consensus on domestic change, which then would be fully accepted and internalized by Serbia. Although Serbia has not accepted the terms for Kosovo’s final status and the hypothesis cannot be confirmed, the whole process has led to some changes in the perspectives for the Kosovar people. An important requirement for secession to be successful is its recognition by other states. This amount is still growing, and one could argue that this growth increases the validity of Kosovo’s claim. However as long as there is states such as Russia and to a lesser extent China who express their deep concerns and support Serbia, full internalization is an utopia. Besides the concerns of these powers, there is still five EU member states who did not recognize Kosovo in 2015: Cyprus, Greece, Romania, Slovakia, and Spain (Mitrovic, 2015; Peci, 2014). This might be problematic as well. Still, there is future hope for Kosovo since the EU generally supports Kosovo’s desires. Moreover Serbia wants to join the EU, and is only allowed entrance if it recognizes Kosovo as an independent and sovereign state (Peci, 2014). This provides the network with influential future leverage for possible acceptance and internalization. 
EU membership as leverage for ongoing negotiations is an important and influential strategy the network can employ, especially when one takes into account that the EU has been indicated as one of the important platforms employed by the advocacy network but also the opposition. Yet, the final phase as it occurred in the Kosovo case comes with symbolic politics as well. Kosovo declared itself independent, and statements from actors within the international network openly supported Kosovo’s declaration, and even collaborated in the construction of the declaration, as is described in ‘The final package’ section. This implies that the international network is willing to ‘welcome’ Kosovo as an independent state in their community.
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Since the hypotheses formulated in phase four and five were rejected, or at least not confirmed at this point, the overarching hypothesis cannot be strongly confirmed either. Despite the changes that have taken place, including the recognition of Kosovo as an independent state by over a hundred nations, one cannot argue that the changes have been successful according to the phase description. In terms of the theoretical assumptions as presented in this study however, the main hypothesis can be (partly) confirmed. Successful secession, as presented in this research, depends on the recognition by the international community instead of the target state. With over one hundred recognitions, one could argue that Kosovo is a case of successful secession. Yet, it is unclear just how many states in the international community must recognize Kosovo before the secession can be considered legitimate. Though, the process is still ongoing and the future holds if the process can be completed. Completion would mean that Kosovo becomes without a doubt a case of successful secession. 
The case analysis furthermore shows that the strategies presented in the theoretical framework are present in all phases during the process. As expected, information politics is a strategy employed in the earlier phases of the spiral model, and is important for the use of other strategies as well.  Leverage politics and accountability politics to a large extent build upon, and are intertwined with information politics. Furthermore, the role of symbolic politics throughout this process is significant as well. Yet, what can be concluded from this research is that the effectivity of the strategies employed by the network are highly dependent on the vulnerability of the target state. In this specific case, one can conclude that Serbia was not vulnerable at all. The presence of a strong ally and leverage provided by the international law makes that the strategies employed by the network were less effective than they potentially can be. Serbia’s engagement in multiple negotiation processes shows that the strategies employed by the network did have an effect on Serbia’s stance towards Kosovo. Yet, Serbia’s strong position made it hard to fully push through to final status. This difficult situation pleads for the importance of accountability politics, although this strategy has not been elaborated upon that extensively. As Walsch (2017) explains, Milosevic’ ethnic cleansing practices and regime of oppression and abuse can be considered an important reason for international actors to push through its support for the Kosovar Albanians. During the process, as has become evident, a lot of deadlocks and drawbacks occurred over the years during the negotiations. The  idea of holding Serbia accountable for its practices that resulted in the ‘cry’ for secession, may have been the reason that kept the process going, and still keeps it going. 
Some concluding remarks on the composition of the network are necessary as well. As presented in this study, the international advocacy network consists of influential international actors that participate on international platforms such as the UN and EU. This involvement of a rather influential group of international actors, representing influential international platforms, may have raised the expectation that change can be effectuated. Yet, the results show differently. On the one hand, it seems in this specific case that the level of change that occurred is dependent on the strength or weakness of the target state. On the other hand however, the progress is still ongoing and it is due to the power of the network that an increasing amount of states have recognized Kosovo’s final status. Moreover, it is the international network that forced Serbia into negotiations. However, since the process in still ongoing, it may be too soon for such a conclusion regarding the effectivity of the network. 
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Chapter 5: Conclusion and Discussion
[bookmark: _Toc489007264]5.1 Summary
This study on secession processes aimed at demonstrating the influence of international advocacy networks  on a more positive outcome of secession tendencies, namely successful secession.  This study was demonstrated through a single case study analysis, the Kosovar secession. The findings of this study support the idea that involvement of an international advocacy network is beneficial for generating change in domestic political practices, and may enhance the chances for finalizing secession. However, these findings do not support the idea that this involvement will lead to successful secession per se. It depends for instance on the adopted strategies by the network, the interests of parties involved, and the extent to which a target state is vulnerable to the pressure.  These results will be explained in greater detail in the following sections. 
[bookmark: _Toc489007265]5.2 Major findings
H1: The higher the degree of oppression, the more likely the network is to put the dispute on the international agenda. 
As has been set out in the repression phase, a dispute is indeed more likely to be put on the agenda. The results show that the international advocacy network decided to act upon the affairs in Kosovo, once the KLA overestimated their statements in order to frame the situation as more distressing as it was. Consequently, with the help of the findings of Amnesty International and the Human Rights Watch, the dispute made it onto the UN agenda. 
H2: When the advocacy network confronts the target state, it refuses to accept the accusations. 
The second hypothesis, which is in line with phase two, has been confirmed in the case of Kosovo as well. The network, on multiple occasions, initiated mediating talks with Serbia and Kosovo and opted for multiple settlement proposals. Serbia denied these settlements as well as the accusations from Kosovo and the network. In opposition, Serbia accused the network of a violation of international law.
H3: Mobilizing the distinct community in order to put pressure on the target state from above and below, forces the state  to make tactical concessions. 
Hypothesis three, as presented above, can be confirmed as well. Although, one has to take into consideration a critical note. The results of the Kosovo case demonstrate that mobilization from above and below does indeed increase the pressure on Serbia. Consequently, Serbia was willing to make tactical concessions. Yet, it did not lead to the results wished for by the international network and Kosovo. The theory assumes that tactical concessions in this phase can be considered as a first step towards permanent change. The tactical concessions done by Serbia cannot be considered as such. 
H4: Through argumentative behavior the target state accepts  the terms for secession.
As a result of the outcome in phase three, one has to conclude that hypothesis four is rejected. Although the advanced negotiations over the course of 2006 and 2007 indicate that a state of argumentative behavior has occurred, the intentions of the parties involved were rather contradicting. Hence, a consensus on terms for secession was never close-at-hand. Instead of a progressive tendency towards acceptance, a setback to the phase of denial occurred. The future holds if this phase can be considered the final phase, or a minor setback in a process towards a phase of acceptation and internalization. 
H5: acceptance of the validity of secession leads to the internalization of change.
The theory presents the spiral model as a linear model in which the hypotheses are considered to be dependent on each other. This means that the rejection of one of the hypotheses has implications for the following hypothesis. The rejection of hypothesis four means that phase five has not been reached yet. Therefore, it is easy to conclude that hypothesis five is rejected as well. 
H-main: Involvement of an international advocacy network in an ethnic conflict in the target state leads to successful domestic changes within this target state, which is secession. 
Despite of the ‘failure’ regarding the completion of the process, the main-hypothesis can be confirmed according to the standards presented in the theoretical framework. Successful secession has been described as secession according to the standards of de jure partition. Chapman and Roeder (2007) define de jure partition as  the establishment of a new sovereign state which is recognized by the international community (p. 678). This is more or less the case, although Kosovo is not recognized as such by all nations. Nonetheless, it is conspicuous that the international advocacy network’s involvement has pressurized Serbia which resulted in multiple concessions from their side. Hence, it can be demonstrated that significant domestic changes are observable in the area in terms of autonomy for instance. As has been discussed in the theoretical chapter, de jure partition can be considered to be successful since the resumption of violence occurred in only 14% of the cases within two years (Chapman and Roeder, 2007, p. 689), which is rather low compared to the other ‘types’ of secession. Perhaps the Kosovar secession process is one of those exceptional cases and can be included in this 14%.
The above discussed conclusions on the hypotheses of the study leave this study with a final remark on the main research question: How, and to what extent can international involvement in a secession tendency be beneficial for successfully achieving this?
The results of this study have shown that international involvement can be beneficial for successfully achieving secession, although the results lack significance and are based on claims and interpretations rather than factual evidence. The pressure an advocacy network can generate is enormous, but its effectivity is to a large extent dependent on the vulnerability of the target state. In the Kosovo case, Serbia cannot be considered to be vulnerable throughout the negotiation processes towards an independent Kosovo. Therefore, it seems that target state vulnerability is of major importance for the completion of the final phases of the model. Yet, some significant changes within the region took place, which proves that the presence of such a network can contribute to changes in domestic practices. One should take into account though, that this term ‘progress’ depends on the perspective one has on the issue. The Serbs and Russians would argue that no progress has been made, since Kosovo still belongs to Serbian territory.  
[bookmark: _Toc489007266]5.3 Interpretations of the results
Based on the idea that pressure from an international advocacy network is necessary to persuade a target state, the formulated hypotheses expected that the involvement of an international advocacy network would lead to a gradual change in domestic practices, and ultimately secession.  		The boomerang mechanisms consists of a five phase process model. In practice, the phases four and five were largely absent. Phase four and five can be considered the final stages of the process in which the domestic changes are accepted, implemented and internalized in the political framework. These phases are absent since this acceptance by Serbia has not taken place. Nonetheless the first three phases mainly characterize how pressure from the international community can lead to significant changes within the political structure of the region, which is what this study sought to set out. Completion of phase four and five can be considered a future prospect, and the hope of the Kosovar Albanian people. 							Moreover what can be concluded from the process as it unfolded in Kosovo is that a Tunisia-scenario occurred, as expected. In the methods section it was argued that secession is a rather turbulent process in itself, and is therefore not suitable for a smooth transition as the presented theory. Furthermore, it turned out that the phases are not as distinct as presented either. Serbia engaged at certain moments in argumentative behavior to find a proper solution, while they still explicitly expressed that it would deny Kosovo final status. The tactical concessions it made throughout the process also indicate that this is not fixed to a certain phase. 			Nevertheless, in more general terms the transition as presented in the theory is visible, be it through an obvious state of repression in the 1990’s, followed by an intervention and an ongoing state of denial expressed by Serbia. The media propaganda war shows how both camps accuse each other, instead of engaging in proper dialogue. Once negotiations started phase three was reached, and at some point in the negotiations one could argue that the phase of argumentative dialogue was present. This implies that involvement from the international community does direct change. Also the critique regarding the distinctiveness of the phases could be debunked by stating that the spiral model is not a single, continuous and linear process. It rather is a model that develops in a non-linear manner. For instance, multiple negotiation processes have been described during the process. After the failure of every single settlement proposal, a setback to phase two occurred again, from which the parties start again. Therefore, it seems that the phases are blurred rather than distinct. The complexity of the whole dispute makes it less self-evident than it actually is. 				The uniqueness of all secession cases does influence the process outcomes in terms of progress, drawbacks and deadlocks. Overall however, it seems like the theoretical framework is plausible and applicable to secession cases. Its functioning and expectations have become evident to a large extent, in a case which can be considered to be unique in its complexity and difficulty. This provides confidence for its applicability to other cases of secession. What should not be underestimated though, is the importance of a vulnerable target state. Serbia did not come across as vulnerable at all during the negotiations, which strongly diminished the credibility and effectiveness of the network. It turned out that the effectiveness of pressure, no matter what political strategy employed, is marginal if the target state is not vulnerable. 
[bookmark: _Toc489007267]5.4 Validity of the results 
In terms of significance one could argue that the process has not been fully completed, thus the results are far from valid since it is hard to make concluding statements regarding an ongoing process. Though, this in-depth case analysis does show significant results in terms of changes in domestic practices due to advocacy network interventions. Furthermore, the critique of non-completion can be dismissed due to the fact that the whole process is still in progress. In addition, completion of phases four and five were not part of the specific scope of this research. The in-depth case study has not only increased the internal validity of the results, but has also set out the complexity of this specific case. Despite of this complexity specific changes during the progress have become visible, which enhances the validity of the theory and the results found. The external validity is rather low however, since the results cannot be generalized to many other secession cases. The complexity and uniqueness of every secession process simply does not allow for the Kosovo case to act as an example for other cases. Although this case can be, to a certain extent, comparted to other secession processes in the former Yugoslavia and former Soviet bloc, due to the shared historical context, and geographic and demographic similarities. 
[bookmark: _Toc489007268]5.5 Limitations of theory
In terms of theoretical implications, one could question if the boomerang model is a good fit to secession tendencies. Whereas the theory focusses on domestic change and internalization within the target state, successful secession presents itself through external recognition and internalization. This does not mean that the target state’s interests regarding recognition are of non-importance, it is just not necessary for successful secession to occur. This makes an approach of rigor theory-testing applied to secession cases rather difficult. However, this study pursued a more case-centric approach for which this theory has been a good fit. 							Another implication that should not be neglected is the effectivity of the theory and its aims. The theory presents four different strategies of political engagement. These strategies can be employed in order to pressurize the target state. What the theory fails to take into account however, is the strength of the opposing actor. As it turned out, change occurs when the target state becomes vulnerable to the pressure. The theory extensively sets out that those strategies can be employed to increase this pressure, resulting in a more vulnerable target state. However, the target state’s perspective and situation is not included in the theoretical assumptions. By extending phase one with a more in-depth evaluation of the target state, this would enable one to better set out the theoretical expectations of the model. As presented now, the theory assumes that an advocacy network is per definition able to enforce change in domestic political practices, if it pursues the defined phases. Moreover, the theory fails to link the strategies one can employ to the target state. As this research has shown, Serbia engaged in strategic politics as well in order to defend itself against foreign pressure.										Furthermore, the theory presents successful secession as de jure partition. This is poorly defined and diminishes the significance of the outcome. Successful secession as defined in this research is not fully in line with phase five of the theory. Full internalization of the changes implies that the changes are fully excepted and also acted upon. One can agree that this is not the case with the Kosovar secession, since this is still contested by multiple parties. From the perception of de jure partition however, one can make a case for Kosovo as a successful secession process. Kosovo is by many international actors recognized as an independent and sovereign state, and functions as one. This ambiguity is a minor limitation to the study. 
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What has become evident in the post-recognition years is that the dispute has not been solved yet. Depending on the outcome of the process, it would be compelling to build upon this research once a final outcome concludes the dispute. What has been accomplishes so far is that the involvement of an international advocacy network in the Kosovar secession process  has been demonstrated, as well as the results it produced and the advantages of the network. What cannot be demonstrated at this point in time though is whether or not pressure from the international network will result in the successful completion of secession. 									What can be drawn from this study as well, is the importance of the four different strategies which can be employed by the actors. An interesting future approach might me to focus on these strategies and assess the extent to which these strategies are effective for the advocacy network, and how their utility can be maximized. Results of this assessment may give better insights in the types of involvements international actors can engage in, and how these strategies can be beneficial in different stages of the process. 									A future aim may also concern the assessment of the important role of the European Union in the process regarding final status for Kosovo. Whereas recognition of Kosovo’s final status by a growing amount of nations may provide future leverage for further negotiations, Serbia’s request to become part of the EU may be the most important trump the network has for future negotiations. The EU is only willing to except Serbia as a member state if Serbia recognizes Kosovo as an independent state. 										Whatever the aim of future research on secession and international involvement will be. The approach and results presented in this research provide for a rather interesting perspective on the role of international advocacy networks in secession processes, and can be used as a possible foundation for future research, but also for useful future insights in complex bargaining processes. 
[bookmark: _Toc489007270]5.7 Implications
In short, it has become evident that an international advocacy network, under the right conditions, can generate change in domestic state practices. Yet, its effect is dependent on the strategy adopted as well as vulnerability of the target state. Globalization processes and the rise of global governance has strongly empowered international advocacy networks as presented here. However, one has to keep in mind that it can also strengthen an opposition bloc. This implies that pressure on a target state in fact incorporates more than just a force of pressure to one single state. It (in)directly affects other states and actors as well. 									Another implication is the network itself. As one may have noticed in this research, the network is presented as one single unit, with an overall collective goal. However, in practice there might be some differences in the advocacy network, resulting in a difference in strength. The composition, amplitude and functioning of the network affects its prospects for generating change. Therefore, one could argue that successful change of domestic practices is not only dependent on the process and strategies employed, but also on the potential of the network. 				Moreover, this specific approach has shown its additional value compared to other theoretical perspectives on secession tendencies. Previously, scholars applied one theoretical approach for their assessment of secession. This study has shown that the complex nature of secession asks for a more eclectic approach in which the role of institutions, shared norms and principles, but also material interests are incorporated. This allows for a more complete insight in the process of secession, which may be useful for the assessment of every, unique secession process.	Kosovo largely depends on the support of the international community. Although it cannot be significantly proved that due to this international involvement Kosovo in the future will become a fully recognized independent state, the international support has provided  the Kosovar people with hope and prospects.
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UNITED NATIONS 
Security Council
Distr.S
GENERAL

S/RES/1244 (1999)
10 June 1999

RESOLUTION 1244 (1999)

Adopted by the Security Council at its 4011th meeting,
on 10 June 1999

The Security Council,

Bearing in mind the purposes and principles of the Charter of the United
Nations, and the primary responsibility of the Security Council for the
maintenance of international peace and security,

Recalling its resolutions 1160 (1998) of 31 March 1998, 1199 (1998) of
23 September 1998, 1203 (1998) of 24 October 1998 and 1239 (1999) of
14 May 1999,

Regretting that there has not been full compliance with the requirements of
these resolutions,

Determined to resolve the grave humanitarian situation in Kosovo, Federal
Republic of Yugoslavia, and to provide for the safe and free return of all
refugees and displaced persons to their homes,

Condemning all acts of violence against the Kosovo population as well as
all terrorist acts by any party,

Recalling the statement made by the Secretary-General on 9 April 1999,
expressing concern at the humanitarian tragedy taking place in Kosovo,

Reaffirming the right of all refugees and displaced persons to return to
their homes in safety,

Recalling the jurisdiction and the mandate of the International Tribunal
for the Former Yugoslavia,

Welcoming the general principles on a political solution to the Kosovo
crisis adopted on 6 May 1999 (S/1999/516, annex 1 to this resolution) and
welcoming also the acceptance by the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia of the
principles set forth in points 1 to 9 of the paper presented in Belgrade on

99-17289 (E) /...
S/RES/1244 (1999)

2 June 1999 (S/1999/649, annex 2 to this resolution), and the Federal Republic
of Yugoslavia’s agreement to that paper,

Reaffirming the commitment of all Member States to the sovereignty and
territorial integrity of the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia and the other States
of the region, as set out in the Helsinki Final Act and annex 2,

Reaffirming the call in previous resolutions for substantial autonomy and
meaningful self-administration for Kosovo,

Determining that the situation in the region continues to constitute a
threat to international peace and security,

Determined to ensure the safety and security of international personnel and
the implementation by all concerned of their responsibilities under the present
resolution, and acting for these purposes under Chapter VII of the Charter of
the United Nations,

1. Decides that a political solution to the Kosovo crisis shall be based
on the general principles in annex 1 and as further elaborated in the principles
and other required elements in annex 2;

2. Welcomes the acceptance by the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia of the
principles and other required elements referred to in paragraph 1 above, and
demands the full cooperation of the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia in their
rapid implementation;

3. Demands in particular that the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia put an
immediate and verifiable end to violence and repression in Kosovo, and begin and
complete verifiable phased withdrawal from Kosovo of all military, police and
paramilitary forces according to a rapid timetable, with which the deployment of
the international security presence in Kosovo will be synchronized;

4. Confirms that after the withdrawal an agreed number of Yugoslav and
Serb military and police personnel will be permitted to return to Kosovo to
perform the functions in accordance with annex 2;

5. Decides on the deployment in Kosovo, under United Nations auspices, of
international civil and security presences, with appropriate equipment and
personnel as required, and welcomes the agreement of the Federal Republic of
Yugoslavia to such presences;

6. Requests the Secretary-General to appoint, in consultation with the
Security Council, a Special Representative to control the implementation of the
international civil presence, and further requests the Secretary-General to
instruct his Special Representative to coordinate closely with the international
security presence to ensure that both presences operate towards the same goals
and in a mutually supportive manner;

7. Authorizes Member States and relevant international organizations to
establish the international security presence in Kosovo as set out in point 4 of
annex 2 with all necessary means to fulfil its responsibilities under
paragraph 9 below;

/...
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8. Affirms the need for the rapid early deployment of effective
international civil and security presences to Kosovo, and demands that the
parties cooperate fully in their deployment;

9. Decides that the responsibilities of the international security
presence to be deployed and acting in Kosovo will include:
(a) Deterring renewed hostilities, maintaining and where necessary
enforcing a ceasefire, and ensuring the withdrawal and preventing the return
into Kosovo of Federal and Republic military, police and paramilitary forces,
except as provided in point 6 of annex 2;
(b) Demilitarizing the Kosovo Liberation Army (KLA) and other armed Kosovo
Albanian groups as required in paragraph 15 below;
(c) Establishing a secure environment in which refugees and displaced
persons can return home in safety, the international civil presence can operate,
a transitional administration can be established, and humanitarian aid can be
delivered;
(d) Ensuring public safety and order until the international civil
presence can take responsibility for this task;
(e) Supervising demining until the international civil presence can, as
appropriate, take over responsibility for this task;
(f) Supporting, as appropriate, and coordinating closely with the work of
the international civil presence;
(g) Conducting border monitoring duties as required;
(h) Ensuring the protection and freedom of movement of itself, the
international civil presence, and other international organizations;

10. Authorizes the Secretary-General, with the assistance of relevant
international organizations, to establish an international civil presence in
Kosovo in order to provide an interim administration for Kosovo under which the
people of Kosovo can enjoy substantial autonomy within the Federal Republic of
Yugoslavia, and which will provide transitional administration while
establishing and overseeing the development of provisional democratic selfgoverning
institutions to ensure conditions for a peaceful and normal life for
all inhabitants of Kosovo;

11. Decides that the main responsibilities of the international civil
presence will include:
(a) Promoting the establishment, pending a final settlement, of
substantial autonomy and self-government in Kosovo, taking full account of
annex 2 and of the Rambouillet accords (S/1999/648);
(b) Performing basic civilian administrative functions where and as long
as required;

/...
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(c) Organizing and overseeing the development of provisional institutions
for democratic and autonomous self-government pending a political settlement,
including the holding of elections;
(d) Transferring, as these institutions are established, its
administrative responsibilities while overseeing and supporting the
consolidation of Kosovo’s local provisional institutions and other peacebuilding
activities;
(e) Facilitating a political process designed to determine Kosovo’s future
status, taking into account the Rambouillet accords (S/1999/648);
(f) In a final stage, overseeing the transfer of authority from Kosovo’s
provisional institutions to institutions established under a political
settlement;
(g) Supporting the reconstruction of key infrastructure and other economic
reconstruction;
(h) Supporting, in coordination with international humanitarian
organizations, humanitarian and disaster relief aid;
(i) Maintaining civil law and order, including establishing local police
forces and meanwhile through the deployment of international police personnel to
serve in Kosovo;
(j) Protecting and promoting human rights;
(k) Assuring the safe and unimpeded return of all refugees and displaced
persons to their homes in Kosovo;

12. Emphasizes the need for coordinated humanitarian relief operations,
and for the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia to allow unimpeded access to Kosovo
by humanitarian aid organizations and to cooperate with such organizations so as
to ensure the fast and effective delivery of international aid;

13. Encourages all Member States and international organizations to
contribute to economic and social reconstruction as well as to the safe return
of refugees and displaced persons, and emphasizes in this context the importance
of convening an international donors’ conference, particularly for the purposes
set out in paragraph 11 (g) above, at the earliest possible date;

14. Demands full cooperation by all concerned, including the international
security presence, with the International Tribunal for the Former Yugoslavia;

15. Demands that the KLA and other armed Kosovo Albanian groups end
immediately all offensive actions and comply with the requirements for
demilitarization as laid down by the head of the international security presence
in consultation with the Special Representative of the Secretary-General;

16. Decides that the prohibitions imposed by paragraph 8 of resolution
1160 (1998) shall not apply to arms and related matériel for the use of the
international civil and security presences;
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17. Welcomes the work in hand in the European Union and other
international organizations to develop a comprehensive approach to the economic
development and stabilization of the region affected by the Kosovo crisis,
including the implementation of a Stability Pact for South Eastern Europe with
broad international participation in order to further the promotion of
democracy, economic prosperity, stability and regional cooperation;

18. Demands that all States in the region cooperate fully in the
implementation of all aspects of this resolution;

19. Decides that the international civil and security presences are
established for an initial period of 12 months, to continue thereafter unless
the Security Council decides otherwise;

20. Requests the Secretary-General to report to the Council at regular
intervals on the implementation of this resolution, including reports from the
leaderships of the international civil and security presences, the first reports
to be submitted within 30 days of the adoption of this resolution;

21. Decides to remain actively seized of the matter.
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