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INTRODUCTION
The bilateral relations between Serbia and Ukraine were established in April 19941  
and were developing over a long period of time, covering the fields of trade, economy, 
investments, finance, cultural, humanitarian and scientific and technical cooperation. 
However, the relations between the two countries got significantly complicated with the 
beginning of the Russian aggression on Ukraine in 2014. 

As a long-standing partner of the Russian Federation, Serbia condemned the annexation 
of Crimea and supported Ukraine’s territorial integrity. However, Belgrade refused to call 
the Russian aggression a war. Since 2014 to date, the main designations in the Serbian 
media landscape have been “conflict” and “crisis”. In 2022, a new term appeared -  
“special military operation”.2 When regards the war information, Serbian media often 
transmit pro-Russian narratives, thus disseminating disinformation about the war  
that Russia has been waging against Ukraine, even despite the fact that Ukraine has not 
recognised the independence of Kosovo, and, unlike the Russian Federation, does not 
have a representative office in Kosovo.3

The relations between Kyiv and Belgrade got complicated due to the participation of  
Serbian volunteers on the side of Lugansk People’s Republic and Donetsk People’s  
Republic separatists, as well as part of the “Wagner” PMC. Instead of condemning  
the aggression of the Russian Federation against Ukraine, the Serbian society and  
leadership have taken a neutral position, which brought about problems in the relations 
with Ukraine. At the same time, Kyiv has a clear and balanced position vis-à-vis Kosovo 
and Serbia’s territorial integrity.

It is important to mention that the Russian propaganda has a strong bearing on the Ser-
bo-Ukrainian relations. In the past ten years, the Kremlin has been spreading lies about 
the Euromaidan, Revolution of Dignity, Crimea’s occupation, Ukraine’s internal problems, 
the war, etc.4 It is only within the last year that the Serbian information space has seen 
articles attempting to deconstruct the Russian lies about Ukraine, Crimea, linguistic 
issues, history. Unfortunately, the majority attitude of the Serbian society towards the 
Russian-Ukrainian war has not changed, so the support to Vladimir Putin and Russia 
remains rather strong.
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The Ukrainian assistance in 1999
Complications in the relations between Belgrade and Kyiv caused by the 2014 Russian 
annexation of Crimea have made the Ukrainian assistance provided to Serbia during the 
1999 NATO bombing frequently forgotten. It is only recently that the Serbian political 
leaders started recalling the support provided by Ukraine and forgotten by Belgrade.5 
During the NATO air campaign against the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia from March 
to June 1999, Ukraine officially condemned the Alliance’s actions and tried to act as a 
mediator in the conflict. Ukraine’s President from 1994 to 2005, Leonid Kuchma, Prime 
Minister Valeriy Pustovoitenko and other Ukrainian politicians condemned the Alliance’s 
actions.6

A significant role was played by the complicated relations between Ukraine and Russia, 
which had a considerable influence on the official Kyiv foreign policy. Some Members of 
Parliament criticised Kuchma’s actions, considering them as his failure to demonstrate 
Ukraine’s support to the Western values and potentially boost its chances of the future 
NATO membership.7

It is worth highlighting that the position of Leonid Kuchma and Ukraine’s Verkhovna Rada 
reflected a complex balance that Ukraine had often faced in its foreign policy from 1991 
to 2013. Over this period, Kyiv was torn between long-standing relations with Russia and 
aspirations to build closer ties with the West. A very similar position is now taken by 
Serbia, which perceives the Russian Federation as a defender and force able to protect 
it. Strong analogies with Ukraine, which commenced its final break-away from Moscow 
with the Euromaidan and Revolution of Dignity in November 2013, are pretty obvious.

Even in such difficult foreign policy circumstances, Ukraine demonstrated its own  
position in relation to Belgrade’s action in Kosovo and NATO’s air raids against the FRY. 
The condemnation of the Alliance’s actions was reinforced by the Ukraine government’s 
attempt to mediate between Sloboda Milošević and the Western countries.

In the first weeks of NATO bombing, Ukraine’s Foreign Minister Borys Tarasyuk paid an 
official visit to Belgrade.8 Tarasyuk’s journey to the FRY Capital was part of Ukraine’s 
broader diplomatic endeavours to assist in resolving the conflict between NATO  
and Yugoslavia. Ukraine’s position could be named unique. On the one hand, it was  
participant of the Partnership for Peace Programme with NATO and, on the other,  
it had close relations with Russia, which severely opposed the NATO bombing campaign.

During his visit, Tarasyuk met Yugoslav President Milošević and other top brass  
officials to discuss the possible ways to end the conflict. He also conveyed the message 
of Ukraine’s President Leonid Kuchma calling upon Milošević to accept the terms of the 
peace accords proposed by the international community.9 Both Yugoslavia and NATO 
responded positively to Tarasyuk’s visit, seeing it as a potential step towards peaceful 
conflict resolution.10 However, despite the Ukrainian diplomatic efforts, the conflict  
continued for a few more weeks.
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Disputes at the Verkhovna Rada
In March 1999, Ukraine’s Parliament got involved in a fierce debate over NATO’s air  
campaign against Yugoslavia. The campaign, launched by the Alliance to end the  
ongoing conflict in Kosovo, divided the international community, with some countries 
supporting the intervention and others strongly opposing it. Many Ukrainian politicians 
claimed that the campaign was violating the international law and constituted a threat 
against Ukraine’s sovereignty. Members of Ukraine’s Communist Party were particularly 
vociferous on this, calling upon the Government and President to suspend the country’s 
participation in the Partnership for Peace Programme.11

The communists, as well as members of other socialist political forces, claimed  
that Ukraine should not support NATO’s campaign against Yugoslavia. The MPs claimed 
the campaign was illegal and it infringed the principle of non-interference with other 
countries’ internal affairs. In the other hand, discussions run by supporters of NATO’s 
campaign continued. They considered the humanitarian crisis in Kosovo should be put 
to an end, as well as the crimes committed by the Serbian military.12

During NATO’s air campaign against Yugoslavia in 1999, Ukraine was one of the  
countries that provided support and assistance to refugees fleeing the conflict. As the 
conflict escalated and air campaigns were stepped up, many civilians were forced to 
leave their homes and seek refuge in the neighbouring countries.13

Media oblivion
Serbian media have very successfully “forgotten” about Ukraine’s attempt to persuade 
Milošević to accept the Western peace plan and stop the bombing. Media did not cover 
Kyiv’s condemnation of the North Atlantic Alliance’s air campaign. In the Serbian media 
landscape, there came information owing to President Aleksandar Vučić, who refused  
to condemn Russian Federation’s aggression against Ukraine. In his statement last 
March, he accused Ukraine’s authorities of “not condemning“ NATO’s actions in 
1999. Vučić invited Ukraine’s President Volodymyr Zelensky to take the first step by  
recognising NATO’s action as aggression on Serbia.14 Serbian President thus  
incentivised a research which enabled the Ukrainian and Serbian media to discuss 
Ukraine’s position during NATO’s air raids. Vučić has not condemned the Russian  
aggression after that either, not has he launched the imposition of sanctions on  
the Kremlin.15

A long-term media oblivion has been noticed in Ukraine too. Reporters and experts who 
actively discussed the Alliance’s campaign focused on the humanitarian crisis, refugees, 
NATO’s actions and the consequences of the operations on civilian population.  
Many Ukrainian media outlets claimed that NATO’s actions were breaching the inter-
national law and principle of national sovereignty. Some media commentators noticed 
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that the conflict could destabilise the region causing a broader conflict in the Balkans.  
There were separate publications dedicated to political and diplomatic efforts of interna-
tional organisations to seek peaceful conflict resolution, like those of the UN and OSCE.16

The 1999 episode is not the only one simply eliminated from the news realm by Ukrainian 
and Serbian media. For more than three decades – from the moment Ukraine gained  
independence – Serbian and Ukrainian media did not cover the mutual relations between 
the two countries extensively. The inputs were often superficial, fragmented, fabricated 
under the influence of the Russian and Western narratives.17 This is why the Ukrainian 
and Serbian societies have created rather stable stereotypes which come in handy to 
Moscow. Russia’s full-scale invasion on Ukraine has made Ukraine open up to Serbia 
again as well as Serbia open up to Ukraine. 

It is impossible to shatter the myths within a year and disencumber from prejudice,  
but the first steps towards spreading new narratives in Ukrainian and Serbian media are 
being taken. The specificity of it is in Ukraine’s society freeing itself from stereotypes about 
Serbs and Serbia faster. This is, unfortunately, contributed to by the war and the society’s 
total cleansing from the Soviet and Russian legacy. In order to have far-reaching impact 
of the results, it takes adequate steps from Belgrade too. However, the incumbent Serbian 
government and President Vučić’s authoritarian regime demonstrate the willingness to 
carry on with manoeuvring without concrete actions against the Russian Federation.

Crimea and Kosovo are two different situations
Ukraine’s position on Kosovo is marked by its support to Serbia’s territorial integrity  
and non-recognition of the unilaterally declared independence of Kosovo in 2008.  
This position is based on the support for the principles of territorial integrity and national 
sovereignty. That is why Ukraine sees Kosovo as integral part of Serbia and deems 
that any change of its status should ensue as result of both parties’ agreement. This is  
why Ukraine abstained from voting for the UN General Assembly’s recognition of the 
unilateral declaration of Kosovo’s independence in 2008.18

For many consecutive years, Kyiv has not altered its policy. Although certain Ukrainian 
politicians are more and more often calling upon their authorities to recognise Kosovo’s 
independence, that is not Kyiv’s official position, but only private initiative of indivi- 
dual politicians. The most active among them are members of parliament Mykola  
Kniazhitsky19 and Oleksiy Honcharenko.20

So, Ukraine is adhering to the consistent policy on Kosovo and to the provisions of  
the agreement on cooperation with Serbia in all areas – economic, trade, military and 
technical and diplomatic.21 Belgrade is trying to meet the similar obligations to Kyiv. 
When Russia annexed Crimea, Serbian authorities refused to recognise these unlawful 
actions by the Kremlin. And this is the position that Belgrade has kept from the  
beginning of Russian Federation’s full-scale invasion on Ukraine.
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For Serbia, Kosovo and Crimea are two different situations, which does not deny  
the validity. Until 1954, the Crimean Peninsula was not part of Ukraine or its ethnic  
territory. The Crimean Tatars did not want to leave Ukraine and join the Russian  
Federation. The Russians living on the peninsula before the annexation planned to  
organise a referendum on secession no sooner than in 2014.22 Moscow would  
occasionally stir the situation in Crimea to keep the peninsula under control and have  
its bases to place its Black Sea fleet. Ukraine’s authorities did not recourse to  
repression against the Russians and Russian-speaking Ukrainians, although the Russian 
propaganda claims otherwise.

The situation in Kosovo was completely different, especially in the ethnic sphere.  
Belgrade’s repression against the Kosovar Albanians gave rise to resistance and  
development of their national movement. The persecution was relentless, reaching its 
peak in 1997-1998. Slobodan Milošević’s refusal to withdraw the members of Serbian 
police, military and security services as well as to sign the peace plan in Rambouillet, 
became the reasons for NATO’s air campaign. Thus, Belgrade in fact lost control 
over Kosovo, where after the peace accords were signed in Kumanovo, in June 1999,  
the UN international administration was established. The problems between Belgrade 
and Priština could not be resolved in the following years, which caused the Albanians’ 
unilateral declaration of Kosovo’s independence.23 Russia, which did not recognise  
Kosovo’s independence, constantly uses this precedent to recognise the puppet states 
in Abkhazia, Ossetia and L/DNR.24 By doing so, the Kremlin is violating the obligation of 
recognising Serbia’s territorial integrity.

Serbian authorities are not trying to criticise the Russian Federation for such statements, 
nor are they criticising the annexation of Crimea. However, as the Serbian President 
Aleksandar Vučić said in an interview he gave to “Bloomberg“: “To us, Crimea is Ukraine, 
Donbas is Ukraine — and it will remain so”, thus making a partial disclaimer from  
Russia’s policy.25 Thus, Belgrade continues balancing between the “friendship” with  
Russia and desire to maintain the beneficial relations with the European Union.
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The issue of Donbas
When Russia started the war in Eastern Ukraine in 2014, Serbia initially tried to remain 
neutral and did not take a firm stance on the issue. This is partly the consequence of 
Serbia’s war experience and its aspiration to keep the good relations with both Ukraine 
and Russia.26

As the war developed and assumed full scale in February 2022, the reality for the  
Serbian authority was changed. Belgrade was facing a growing pressure from the West. 
The main request was to condemn the aggression, take a stronger position on Russia’s 
actions in Ukraine. Serbia reiterated that it supported Ukraine’s territorial integrity, but 
never stopped its cooperation with the Russian Federation. 27

Since 2014, media have had the information about the participation of Serbian citizens 
in Donbas fights, on the side of the separatists supported by the Kremlin. That Serbs are 
fighting the Ukrainian army is proven by a range of journalist investigations. Some of 
them have visited Donbas several times already.28

In fact, until 2022, the country’s leadership had denied the participation of its citizens 
in the Russian-Ukrainian war. Late last year, President Aleksandar Vučić issued a  
communication criticising the “Wagner” PMC for recruiting Serbian combatants.29  
The exact number of Serbian volunteers in Donbas is not known.30 There are no  
confirmed data on whether any Serbs have been convicted of participation in the  
Donbas warfare and whether they are serving their sentences.31
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The influence of Russian propaganda
The existing problems in Serbo-Ukrainian relations are constantly used by Russia for its 
own interests. If Moscow had not recoursed to pro-active policy of soft power before the 
annexation of Crimea and occupation of Ukraine’s eastern regions, in 2014 it became 
pivotal in Serbia and the Balkans.32 As a result, in the Serbian society where Russia was 
popular before, the support to Russia, Putin and the military and political cooperation 
between the two countries has increased. Serbs see Moscow and Russian leadership 
as a strong defender from the US and EU’s attacks and accusations. However, this has 
not prevented Belgrade from further developing its relations with the European Union, 
opening chapters on the future accession to this organisation. Russia has stepped up 
its propaganda in this direction, launching the narratives of the “bad” European Union via 
media under its control.

Publications on the Europeans forsaking their traditional values have been especially 
popular, as well as human rights violations and transformation of the countries joining 
the EU into NATO’s military bases. Serbia’s mass media often report on the “declining” 
West, its high level of crime and downfall of spirituality. On the contrary, the image of 
the Russian Federation is depicted as the centre of the Christian world, with the Church 
promoting the respect of family values and keeping the Orthodox Christian tradition.

In that context, Ukraine is considered to be a country that took sides with the EU and 
NATO and traded itself off for the promised membership in the European Union, etc.  
To attract the Serbian public opinion and gain support for its actions in Ukraine, Moscow 
has been steadily using several historical myths in the past nine years:

●	 Persecution of the Russian population in Ukraine, especially in the eastern,  
southern and south-western regions.

●	 Crimea has always been Russian, so its inclusion into the territory of the Russian 
Federation in 2014 was restoration of historic justice.

●	 Kyivan (Kievan) Rus was a stage in Russia’s statehood, which is testified by the 
contemporary name of the state.

●	 Ukraine has always been part of the Russian cultural and historical setting.

●	 Ukrainians, Russians and Belarussians are members of the same ethnic group, 
which gave rise to the spreading of the tripartite nation.

●	 Ukraine has an illegally elected leadership who came to office by a coup d’état in 
February 2014.

●	 Persecution of national minorities, especially Jews, Russians and Hungarians.

●	 The government exerting repression against the Church and clergy.

●	 Ukraine is the poorest and most corrupt country in Europe.

●	 The Euromaidan and Revolution of Dignity were a coup d’état which jeopardies  
the life of the then President Viktor Yanukovych.
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These and other myths are the basis of the Russian propaganda and misinformation 
in Serbia. The main tools for spreading false information are media – print, radio and 
television, social media, especially Facebook and Telegram. The contents are targeted 
for each audience, aiming at emotional response to the blatant lies and at eliciting a 
constant growth of negative attitudes of Serbs towards Ukrainians.

Besides frustrating the relations between the two countries in this manner, the Russian 
authorities are also creating Moscow’s image of a peace maker and defender in the eyes 
of the Serb. This is why most Serbian population is supportive of the Government and 
President who are not ready to impose sanctions on Russia.33

What’s wrong with sanctions?
In his statements, Aleksandar Vučić keeps saying that Belgrade’s foreign policy is based 
on citizens’ interests and “military neutrality.”34 Besides, the President decides takes 
politically and economically driven decisions. Serbia greatly depends on the Russian 
energy supply, especially natural gas (89% imported from Russia).35 Vučić believes that 
imposing sanctions on Russia bears the risk of detriment to Serbia’s economic interests, 
especially its energy sector.36

Belgrade also claims that introducing sanctions against Russia would be counter- 
-productive and possibly harmful to the efforts of conflict resolution in the region.  
Serbia is taking the position of constructive interaction with Russia and advocating  
for dialogue and diplomacy as the best vehicle to resolve the conflict. Joining the  
European sanctions, according to Vučić, could exacerbate the tensions and cause  
further instability in the region.37
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Conclusion
The relations between the two countries from the moment Ukraine gained its  
independence, in 1991, to date, can be marked as formally friendly relations. The peak 
of friendship and solidarity came with NATO’s bombing of the Federal Republic of  
Yugoslavia in 1999, which has remained one of the most traumatic episodes in the  
Serbian contemporary history. During that episode, Ukrainian solidarity was demon- 
strated through Ukraine’s attempts to be an impartial mediator, its condemnation of  
the military intervention without the mandate of the UN Security Council, as well as 
through provided assistance.

Today, that episode is easily forgotten in Serbia’s political discourse, especially by  
political leaders. Besides, although the relations between the two countries continue  
to be formally friendly relations, they are still burdened with stereotypes prevailing in  
the Serbian society as a product of very stench pro-Russian narratives in the past few 
years, which have made Russia and its leadership very popular in Serbia. This popularity, 
along with the Serbian policy of balancing between the West and Russia, makes  
the relations between Serbia and Ukraine not hostile, but relations charged with  
contradictions.

The contradictions are evinced through the fact that, on the one hand, while Serbia and 
Ukraine are pursuing the policy of respecting each other’s territorial integrity regarding 
the territories of Kosovo and Metohija, Crimea and Donbas, on the other hand, Serbia is 
still not imposing sanctions on Russia. At the same time, although Serbia is voting for 
the proposals based on respecting the principles of Ukraine’s sovereignty and territorial 
integrity in international institutions, Serbian officials are not that vocal in condemning 
Russia. Currently, it is not likely to expect a major progress in the bilateral relations, even 
less likely while the war in Ukraine is still ongoing. Until that happens, it is necessary to 
give momentum and importance to more positive aspects of Serbo-Ukrainian relations, 
in order to instil more atmosphere of trust and confidence in that relationship.



12

Endnotes 

1 Liga, Обмін нотами про встановлення дипломатичних відносин між Україною та 
Союзною Республікою Югославія [Exchange of notes on establishing diplomatic relations 
between Ukraine and the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia], 24. 03. 94 та 15. 04. 94, https://ips.
ligazakon.net/document/MU94505. 

2 Politika, Vučić: Sledi eskalacija u Ukrajini, Srbija će biti između čekića i nakovnja, 11. 02. 2023, 
https://www.politika.rs/sr/clanak/537150/Vucic-Sledi-eskalacija-u-Ukrajini-Srbija-ce-biti-izmedu-
cekica-i-nakovnja. 

3 UNMIK, The Russian Federation (Chancery of the Embassy of the Russian Federation) //  
Diplomatic Mission, https://unmik.unmissions.org/diplomatic-missions. 

4 Asja Hafner, “Šta su najčešće lažne informacije koje se šire o ratu u Ukrajini?”, Slobodna Evropa, 
4. mart/ožujak, 2022., https://www.slobodnaevropa.org/a/rusija-ukrajina-la%C5%BEne-vijes-
ti/31736213.html. 

5 N. T. Štiplija, “Gde si bio 1999: Ukrajina među prvima osudila NATO bombardovanje”, European 
Western Balkans Srbija, 23. 02 2022., https://europeanwesternbalkans.rs/gde-si-bio-1999-ukraji-
na-medju-prvima-osudila-nato-bombardovanje/. 

6 Verhovna Rada Ukrajine, Про ситуацію, що склалася у зв›язку з агресивними діями НАТО 
проти Союзної Республіки Югославії [On the situation emerging in relation to the aggressive 
action of NATO against the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia], Документ 546-XIV [Dokument 546-
XIV], 24. 03. 1999, https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/546-14#Text. 

7 Verhovna Rada Ukrajine, Стенограми пленарних засідань Третя сесія Верховної  
Ради України III скликання [Transcripts of the third session of Ukraine’s Supreme Rada, III 
convocation], Лютий 1999 - Липень 1999 року [Februar – Jul 1999.], https://www.rada.gov.ua/
meeting/stenogr/27. 

8 Tarasjuk, “Україна не могла бути осторонь [Ukraine could not stand aside]”, BBC Ukrajina, 25. 
03. 2009, https://www.bbc.com/ukrainian/indepth/story/2009/03/090325_tarasyuk_int_ns?fb-
clid=IwAR0EFZ7ccOgtGYU3EvaXtZ4M_0OesbnmCJzbw70pPRj8fVqG5l3Egw9PUxI. 

9 Ibid

10 Ibid

11 Verhovna Rada Ukrajine, Бюлетень № 28 [Bilten № 28], 24. 03. 1999,  https://www.rada.gov.
ua/meeting/stenogr/show/2252.html. 

12 Verhovna Rada Ukrajine, Бюлетень № 32 [Bilten № 32], 26. 03. 1999 https://www.rada.gov.
ua/meeting/stenogr/show/2256.html. 

13 Demostat/Milomir Mandić, „Da li nam je Ukrajina prijatelj?”, Danas, 22. 03. 2023, https://www.
danas.rs/vesti/politika/da-li-nam-je-ukrajina-prijatelj/. 

14 N. T. Štiplija, “Gde si bio 1999: Ukrajina među prvima osudila NATO bombardovanje”, European 
Western Balkans Srbija, 23. 02 2022, https://europeanwesternbalkans.rs/gde-si-bio-1999-ukraji-
na-medju-prvima-osudila-nato-bombardovanje/. 

15 Jovana Đurović, “Zašto društvo koje je iskusilo ratove ne podržava Ukrajinu”, Glas Amerike, 24. 
03. 2022, https://www.glasamerike.net/a/6499344.html. 

16 Катерина Шимкевич, “Заборавлена солидарност”, НИН, броj 3767, 9. 03. 2023, стр. 22-23

17 Ibid

18 UN General Assembly, Backing request by Serbia, General Assembly decides to seek  
international court of justice ruling on legality of Kosovo’s independence, 8. 10. 2008, General 
AssemblyGA/10764, Sixty-third General Assembly Plenary, 22nd Meeting, https://press.un.org/
en/2008/ga10764.doc.htm. 

https://ips.ligazakon.net/document/MU94505
https://ips.ligazakon.net/document/MU94505
https://www.politika.rs/sr/clanak/537150/Vucic-Sledi-eskalacija-u-Ukrajini-Srbija-ce-biti-izmedu-cekica-i-nakovnja
https://www.politika.rs/sr/clanak/537150/Vucic-Sledi-eskalacija-u-Ukrajini-Srbija-ce-biti-izmedu-cekica-i-nakovnja
https://unmik.unmissions.org/diplomatic-missions
https://www.slobodnaevropa.org/author/asja-hafner/oybvqv
https://www.slobodnaevropa.org/a/rusija-ukrajina-la%C5%BEne-vijesti/31736213.html
https://www.slobodnaevropa.org/a/rusija-ukrajina-la%C5%BEne-vijesti/31736213.html
https://europeanwesternbalkans.rs/gde-si-bio-1999-ukrajina-medju-prvima-osudila-nato-bombardovanje/
https://europeanwesternbalkans.rs/gde-si-bio-1999-ukrajina-medju-prvima-osudila-nato-bombardovanje/
https://www.rada.gov.ua/meeting/stenogr/27
https://www.rada.gov.ua/meeting/stenogr/27
https://www.bbc.com/ukrainian/indepth/story/2009/03/090325_tarasyuk_int_ns?fbclid=IwAR0EFZ7ccOgtGYU3EvaXtZ4M_0OesbnmCJzbw70pPRj8fVqG5l3Egw9PUxI
https://www.bbc.com/ukrainian/indepth/story/2009/03/090325_tarasyuk_int_ns?fbclid=IwAR0EFZ7ccOgtGYU3EvaXtZ4M_0OesbnmCJzbw70pPRj8fVqG5l3Egw9PUxI
https://www.rada.gov.ua/meeting/stenogr/show/2252.html
https://www.rada.gov.ua/meeting/stenogr/show/2252.html
https://www.rada.gov.ua/meeting/stenogr/show/2256.html
https://www.rada.gov.ua/meeting/stenogr/show/2256.html
https://www.danas.rs/vesti/politika/da-li-nam-je-ukrajina-prijatelj/
https://www.danas.rs/vesti/politika/da-li-nam-je-ukrajina-prijatelj/
https://europeanwesternbalkans.rs/gde-si-bio-1999-ukrajina-medju-prvima-osudila-nato-bombardovanje/
https://europeanwesternbalkans.rs/gde-si-bio-1999-ukrajina-medju-prvima-osudila-nato-bombardovanje/
https://www.glasamerike.net/author/jovana-%C4%91urovic/g_v_r
https://www.glasamerike.net/a/6499344.html
https://press.un.org/en/2008/ga10764.doc.htm
https://press.un.org/en/2008/ga10764.doc.htm


13

19 Knjažitcki, “Україна має визнати Косово [Ukrajina treba da prizna Kosovo]”, Espreso, 2. 08. 
2022, https://espreso.tv/ukraina-mae-viznati-kosovo-knyazhitskiy. 

20 Kryeministri.rks-gov.net, “Prime Minister Kurti received the member of the Parliament of 
Ukraine, Oleksiy Goncharenko”, 27.10. 2022., https://kryeministri.rks-gov.net/en/blog/prime-min-
ister-kurti-received-the-member-of-the-parliament-of-ukraine-oleksiy-goncharenko/. 

21 Ambasada Ukrajine u Republici Srbija, Договірно-правова база між Україною та Сербією 
[Ugovorno-pravni osnov između Ukrajine i Srbije], https://serbia.mfa.gov.ua/spivrobitnict-
vo/535-dogovirno-pravova-baza-mizh-ukrajinoju-ta-serbijeju. 

22 Катерина Шимкевич, “Изговор за агресију”, НИН 30. 03. 2023., Броj 3770

23 NATO, Kosovo Air Campaign (March-June 1999). Operation Allied Force,  https://www.nato.
int/cps/en/natohq/topics_49602.htm. 

24 021.rs, “Objavljen transkript razgovora: Šta je (sve) Putin rekao o Kosovu?“, Nedeljnik, 021.rs, 
28. 04. 2022., https://www.021.rs/story/Info/Srbija/304241/Objavljen-transkript-razgovora-Sta-
je-sve-Putin-rekao-o-Kosovu.html. 

25 Misha Savic and Andrea Dudik, “ War in Ukraine Strains Ties Between Putin and His Old Serb 
Ally,” Bloomberg, January 18, 2023, https://www.bloomberg.com/news/articles/2023-01-18/war-
in-ukraine-strains-ties-between-putin-and-his-ally-vucic-in-serbia. 

26 Танјуг,”Градимо јаку Србију и чувамо своје националне интересе”, 31. 03. 2023,  
https://vucic.rs/Vesti/Najnovije/a60722-Vucic-Gradimo-jaku-Srbiju-i-cuvamo-svoje-nacionalne-
interese-vucic.rs.html. 

27 Al Jazeera, “Vučić: Srbija podržava teritorijalni integritet Ukrajine, ali neće uvoditi sankcije 
Rusiji”, 25/02/2022, https://balkans.aljazeera.net/news/balkan/2022/2/25/vucic-srbija-podrza-
va-teritorijalni-integritet-ukrajine-ali-nece-uvoditi-sankcije-rusiji. 

28 Nevena Bogdanović, “Proveravamo: Iz kojih država Zapadnog Balkana su borci išli u Ukrajinu”, 
Slobodna Evropa, 22. 02, 2022., https://www.slobodnaevropa.org/a/zapadni-balkan-ukrajina-rat-
iste/31716950.html. 

29 Slobodna Evropa, “Vučić demantovao prisustvo ruske jedinice Vagner u Srbiji”, 16. 01. 2023, 
https://www.slobodnaevropa.org/a/vucic-vagner-srbija/32226105.html. 

30 Nova S, „Koliko Srba ratuje u Ukrajini?”, https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=xFT7dMUeyF0. 

31 Detektor.ba, Regional Terrorism and Foreign Fighters // Database, https://terorizam.detektor.ba/

32 Rade Ranković, „Meka moć Rusije na Balkanu”, Glas Amerike, 08. 12. 2016, https://www.glasa-
merike.net/a/meka-moc-ruskog-imperijalizma/3628548.html. 

33 Danas, „Šta Srbija gubi ako podlegne pritiscima Zapada i uvede sankcije Rusiji: Analiza ruske 
agencije Regnum”, 19. 02. 2023., https://www.danas.rs/vesti/politika/sta-srbija-gubi-ako-podle-
gne-pritiscima-zapada-i-uvede-sankcije-rusiji-analiza-ruske-agencije-regnum/. 

34 Катерина Шимкевич, “Що не так із військовим нейтралітетом Сербії? (частина 1 та 
частина 2) [Šta fali vojnoj neutralnosti Srbije?, 1. i 2. deo]”, Militarniy 29-30. 07. 2022.,  
https://mil.in.ua/uk/blogs/shho-ne-tak-iz-vijskovym-nejtralitetom-serbiyi-chastyna-1/. 

35 Al Jazeera, “Infografika: Ovisni o ruskom gasu”, 13. 02. 2022., https://balkans.aljazeera.net/
teme/2022/2/13/infografika-ovisni-o-ruskom-gasu

36 Катерина Шимкевич, “Росія і Сербія: непартнерські стосунки [Rusija I Srbija: nepartnerske 
odnose]”, Tyzden, 22. 02. 2023, https://tyzhden.ua/rosiia-i-serbiia-nepartnerski-stosunky/. 

37 Nataša Anđelković, „Srbija između EU i Rusije: Šta ako Beograd uvede sankcije Moskvi, a šta 

ako odbije”, BBC na srpskom, 27. 10. 2022, https://www.bbc.com/serbian/lat/srbija-63380141. 

https://espreso.tv/ukraina-mae-viznati-kosovo-knyazhitskiy
https://kryeministri.rks-gov.net/en/blog/prime-minister-kurti-received-the-member-of-the-parliament-of-ukraine-oleksiy-goncharenko/
https://kryeministri.rks-gov.net/en/blog/prime-minister-kurti-received-the-member-of-the-parliament-of-ukraine-oleksiy-goncharenko/
https://kryeministri.rks-gov.net/en/blog/prime-minister-kurti-received-the-member-of-the-parliament-of-ukraine-oleksiy-goncharenko/
https://kryeministri.rks-gov.net/en/blog/prime-minister-kurti-received-the-member-of-the-parliament-of-ukraine-oleksiy-goncharenko/
https://serbia.mfa.gov.ua/spivrobitnictvo/535-dogovirno-pravova-baza-mizh-ukrajinoju-ta-serbijeju
https://serbia.mfa.gov.ua/spivrobitnictvo/535-dogovirno-pravova-baza-mizh-ukrajinoju-ta-serbijeju
https://www.nin.co.rs/pages/article.php?id=102366878
https://www.nato.int/cps/en/natohq/topics_49602.htm
https://www.nato.int/cps/en/natohq/topics_49602.htm
https://www.021.rs/story/Info/Srbija/304241/Objavljen-transkript-razgovora-Sta-je-sve-Putin-rekao-o-Kosovu.html
https://www.021.rs/story/Info/Srbija/304241/Objavljen-transkript-razgovora-Sta-je-sve-Putin-rekao-o-Kosovu.html
https://www.bloomberg.com/news/articles/2023-01-18/war-in-ukraine-strains-ties-between-putin-and-his-ally-vucic-in-serbia
https://www.bloomberg.com/news/articles/2023-01-18/war-in-ukraine-strains-ties-between-putin-and-his-ally-vucic-in-serbia
https://vucic.rs/journalist6/Tanjug-
https://vucic.rs/Vesti/Najnovije/a60722-Vucic-Gradimo-jaku-Srbiju-i-cuvamo-svoje-nacionalne-interese-vucic.rs.html
https://vucic.rs/Vesti/Najnovije/a60722-Vucic-Gradimo-jaku-Srbiju-i-cuvamo-svoje-nacionalne-interese-vucic.rs.html
https://balkans.aljazeera.net/news/balkan/2022/2/25/vucic-srbija-podrzava-teritorijalni-integritet-ukrajine-ali-nece-uvoditi-sankcije-rusiji
https://balkans.aljazeera.net/news/balkan/2022/2/25/vucic-srbija-podrzava-teritorijalni-integritet-ukrajine-ali-nece-uvoditi-sankcije-rusiji
https://www.slobodnaevropa.org/author/nevena-bogdanovic/jqjtqm
https://www.slobodnaevropa.org/a/zapadni-balkan-ukrajina-ratiste/31716950.html
https://www.slobodnaevropa.org/a/zapadni-balkan-ukrajina-ratiste/31716950.html
https://www.slobodnaevropa.org/a/vucic-vagner-srbija/32226105.html
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=xFT7dMUeyF0
https://www.glasamerike.net/author/rade-rankovic/-ugoy
https://www.glasamerike.net/a/meka-moc-ruskog-imperijalizma/3628548.html
https://www.glasamerike.net/a/meka-moc-ruskog-imperijalizma/3628548.html
https://www.danas.rs/vesti/politika/sta-srbija-gubi-ako-podlegne-pritiscima-zapada-i-uvede-sankcije-rusiji-analiza-ruske-agencije-regnum/
https://www.danas.rs/vesti/politika/sta-srbija-gubi-ako-podlegne-pritiscima-zapada-i-uvede-sankcije-rusiji-analiza-ruske-agencije-regnum/
https://mil.in.ua/uk/blogs/shho-ne-tak-iz-vijskovym-nejtralitetom-serbiyi-chastyna-1/
https://tyzhden.ua/rosiia-i-serbiia-nepartnerski-stosunky/
https://www.bbc.com/serbian/lat/srbija-63380141


14


	_lp5pwt6ae9gk
	_38pf89249w8k
	_prhb0mpbkg3b
	_zc766p1qgxt1
	_vke42kvwvj0v

