
 Capital: Podgorica
 Population: 0.6 million
 GNI/capita: US$13,420

Source: The data above was provided by The World Bank, World Bank Indicators 2010.

Nations in Transit Ratings and Averaged Scores

Yugoslavia Montenegro

 20
01

20
02

20
03

20
04

20
05

20
06

20
07

 

20
08

 

20
09

 

20
10

 

Electoral Process 4.75 3.75 3.75 3.50 3.25 3.50 3.50 3.25 3.25 3.25

Civil Society 4.00 3.00 2.75 2.75 2.50 3.00 3.00 2.75 2.75 2.75

Independent Media 4.50 3.50 3.25 3.25 3.25 3.25 3.50 3.75 3.75 4.00

Governance* 5.25 4.25 4.25 4.00 n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a

National Democratic 
Governance n/a n/a n/a n/a 4.50 4.50 4.50 4.25 4.25 4.25

Local Democratic 
Governance n/a n/a n/a n/a 3.50 3.50 3.25 3.25 3.25 3.25

Judicial Framework 
and Independence 5.50 4.25 4.25 4.25 4.25 4.25 4.25 4.00 4.25 4.00

Corruption 6.25 5.25 5.00 5.25 5.25 5.25 5.50 5.25 5.00 5.00

Democracy Score 5.04 4.00 3.88 3.83 3.79 3.89 3.93 3.79 3.79 3.79

* Starting with the 2005 edition, Freedom House introduced separate analysis and ratings for national democratic 
governance and local democratic governance to provide readers with more detailed and nuanced analysis of these 
two important subjects.

NOTE: The ratings reflect the consensus of Freedom House, its academic advisers, and the author(s) of this 
report. The opinions expressed in this report are those of the author(s). The ratings are based on a scale of 1 to 
7, with 1 representing the highest level of democratic progress and 7 the lowest. The Democracy Score is an 
average of ratings for the categories tracked in a given year.     
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Executive Summary

Three years after the referendum that led to the creation of an independent 
state, Montenegro continued to pursue Euro-Atlantic integration in 2009. 
In the summer, the state authorities received a questionnaire from the 

European Union (EU), representing a significant step in the country’s candidacy for 
EU membership. Also, by the end of the year citizens of Montenegro were granted 
visa-free travel to Schengen countries, demonstrating that it had met certain EU 
benchmarks on internal and international security controls. However, Montenegro 
felt the effects of the global economic crisis throughout the year. The crisis increased 
state intervention in the Montenegrin economy and strengthened the role of the 
executive vis-à-vis the other branches of power. 

National Democratic Governance. In 2009, Montenegro continued efforts to 
fulfill the criteria for EU membership. By the end of the year, the government had 
submitted answers to the European Commission’s questionnaire, despite opposition 
criticism that the ruling coalition had monopolized the response process. Internal 
obstacles persist as the government’s low administrative capacity remains the greatest 
problem for the functioning of the political system. Nonetheless, Parliament was 
active in adopting laws related to European integration. Furthermore, some progress 
was made in the area of civilian control over security services by strengthening 
Parliament’s role in controlling the police, military, and National Security Agency. 
Even though Montenegro made progress in harmonizing legal regulations with EU 
standards, little joint progress was made by government, the opposition, and the civic 
sector toward faster implementation and fulfillment of the conditions of good governance; 
thus, Montenegro’s national democratic governance rating remains at 4.25.

Electoral process. In the March 2009 parliamentary elections, the ruling 
coalition strengthened its political position and won 48 of 81 seats in Parliament. 
The Organization for Security and Cooperation in Europe (OSCE)/Office for 
Democratic Insitutions and Human Rights (ODIHR) assessed that the legal 
framework provided an adequate basis for the conduct of democratic elections. 
However, it pointed out that these laws still had not been fully harmonized with 
the 2007 Constitution, and offered more than 30 recommendations. Domestic and 
OSCE/ODIHR observers deemed the March elections free and fair. However, owing to 
the continued postponement of harmonization of the Election Law with the constitution, 
and the recommendations of international organizations, Montenegro’s electoral process 
rating remains at 3.25. 

Civil Society. The civic sector is very active in Montenegro. In many areas, non-
governmental organizations (NGOs) have become a partner to state institutions 
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and local self-governance bodies, and are present in print and electronic media. 
Still, the relationship between the state and NGOs is ambiguous. In 2009, 
NGOs were especially active in the fight against corruption and organized crime, 
monitoring illegal construction, proposing legal regulations, and exercising their 
statutory rights of access to information. Their activities represent a growing role 
for NGOs as independent watchdog organizations. There is clear cooperation 
between state institutions and the civic sector, though it frequently turns into 
disputes when the government opposes NGO proposals. Despite some positive 
developments, there is a continued lack of understanding about the respective roles of the 
state and civil society; thus Montenegro’s civil society rating remains at 2.75. 

Independent Media. In 2009, tensions mounted between some independent 
media groups and the ruling coalition, leading to lawsuits for defamation and 
insult. The constitution guarantees freedom of expression and freedom of the 
press, yet disproportionate fines resulting from these suits put additional pressure 
on media independence. The controversy over granting frequencies to commercial 
broadcasters continued, with TV Vijesti claiming that the state authorities 
deliberately prevented it from obtaining frequencies. Additionally, the mayor of 
Podgorica and his son had a physical altercation with the editor-in-chief and a 
photojournalist from the daily Vijesti, causing serious injuries to the editor. Late 
in the year, Parliament adopted an amendment that removed the legal obstacle 
to free allocation of state frequencies. Reports of violations of the journalistic code of 
ethics, disproportionate fines against the media in suits filed by political actors, and a 
physical attack by the mayor of Podgorica on a newspaper editor demonstrate worrying 
developments; thus Montenegro’s independent media rating worsens from 3.75 to 4.00. 

Local Democratic Governance. The ruling parties continued to dominate in 
local elections held in Kotor and Mojkovac in 2009, due in part to the disunity of 
the opposition parties. In the meantime, the government continued a formal policy 
of decentralization. However, due to the lack of human capacity at the local level 
to implement many of the reforms, the central government exhibited a reluctance 
to implement financial decentralization. In fact, NGOs and the police uncovered 
a number of instances of corruption at the local level, mostly related to illegal 
construction. Strong family and clan ties in small communities and insufficiently 
developed controls and oversight of municipal decisions obstructed the development 
of local self-governments; therefore Montenegro’s local democratic governance rating 
remains at 3.25. 

Judicial Framework and Independence. Montenegro’s judiciary initiated three 
war crimes trials that forced the public to face its own history and the consequences 
of acts committed during the dissolution of Yugoslavia. Parliament adopted, 
with political consensus, a new criminal procedure code in accordance with the 
recommendations of international organizations. Further progress in the judiciary 
was seen in the reduction of unresolved cases. According to the report of the Judicial 
Council, the courts processed 70 percent more cases in 2009 than in 2008. The 
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Judicial Council also suspended nine judges and began a process for their dismissal. 
Despite data showing that the judiciary had made some progress, the question of 
political influence on judges and the independence of the Judicial Council remains 
open. Although the election of members of the Judicial Council and rulings against the 
media in cases of slander continue to indicate a degree of political influence by the ruling 
majority on the judiciary, the adoption of the criminal procedure code, a decreased 
number of outstanding cases, the prosecution of war crimes, and an increasing number 
of convictions for corruption reflect positive steps; thus Montenegro’s judicial framework 
and independence rating improves from 4.25 to 4.00. 

Corruption. Throughout 2009, increased implementation of the amended Action 
Plan for Implementation of the Program to Fight Corruption and Organized 
Crime and heightened political will within the state administration was noticed 
by the National Commission for Monitoring, though the European Commission’s 
Progress Report on Montenegro stressed that much work remains in the country’s 
fight against corruption. The adoption of a new criminal procedure code represents 
a significant basis for a more fruitful fight against corruption and organized 
crime. Through membership in the National Commission for the Fight Against 
Corruption, the civic sector is now included in the public campaign against 
corruption, money laundering, and various forms of organized crime. Nevertheless, 
some NGOs believe that state institutions have realized only a part of the activities 
aimed at establishing the legal and institutional infrastructure, and that reforms 
are not yielding the expected results. Also, opposition members of Parliament 
have criticized the work of the Directorate for Prevention of Money Laundering 
as there has been no prosecution in this field. Opposition parties have criticized 
the appointment and work of the president of the Committee on Conflict of 
Interests, whom they claim works in the interest of the ruling Democratic Party of 
Socialists. There were no major results in the fight against corruption and no cases of 
criminal charges or court proceedings against high state officials in 2009. Yet, owing to 
the continued establishment of legal infrastructure while strengthening the capacities of 
state institutions, Montenegro’s corruption rating remains at 5.00. 

Outlook for 2010. In 2010, Parliament and government will mostly be focused on 
meeting their international obligations. Parliament faces an April 30, 2010 deadline 
to adopt amendments to the Law on Elections, pursuant to the recommendations 
of the Venice Commission and the Council of Europe. Midyear negotiations are 
expected to conclude between the government of Montenegro and the International 
Monetary Fund. The debate on the accession of Montenegro membership into 
the Action Plan for NATO will take place at the Lisbon NATO summit just one 
month after the release of the EU’s Regular Report on Montenegro’s progress in 
European integration and accession. Local elections must be organized, according 
to the actual Law on Election of Councillors in 14 Montenegrin municipalities by 
the beginning of June. The government has also stated that it hopes to finalize the 
privatization of three large companies—Port of Bar, Shipyard “Bijela,” and Railway 
Transportation—by the end of 2010. 
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Main Report
National Democratic Governance

2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010

Y u g o s l a v i a n/a 4.50 4.50 4.50 4.25 4.25 4.25

In 2009, Montenegro took further steps toward harmonizing its judicial and 
political systems with European Union (EU) standards and recommendations of 
the European Commission (EC). While a clear majority of the population wishes 
to join the EU, Montenegrin society remains divided on the issue of Montenegro’s 
eventual entry into NATO. The political parties that make up the ruling coalition 
openly advocate for NATO membership, while some parliamentary parties and a 
majority of citizens do not support Montenegro’s entry into NATO, according to 
recent public opinion surveys.1 In 2009, the ruling coalition continued its active 
promotion of EU and NATO memberships, defining these two issues as political 
priorities for the country.

Parliamentary elections held on March 29 confirmed the political dominance 
of the ruling coalition of the Democratic Party of Socialists (DPS) and the 
Social Democratic Party (SDP), which won an absolute majority of the 81 seats 
in Montenegro’s unicameral legislature. The long-standing success of the ruling 
DPS results from its absolute dominance of the political and economic system 
in Montenegro, as well as the inability of the political opposition to articulate a 
clear, positive, and credible alternative vision that appeals to the population. While 
the state institutions are stable, the lack of a regular alternation of power through 
democratic elections threatens to undermine the stability of institutions and their 
ability to guarantee democracy and the rule of law, prerequisites for Montenegro’s 
EU membership.

The country’s strategy for European accession got a boost in the second half 
of July when European Commissioner for Enlargement Olli Rehn presented 
Montenegro’s Prime Minister Milo Ðjukanović with the questionnaire of the EC 
for EU membership, representing another step in achieving the strategic, national 
goal of obtaining EU candidate status. At the end of the year, the EC abolished visas 
for Montenegrin citizens travelling to EU countries. 

While the government of Montenegro has made a public commitment to fulfill 
the criteria for EU membership, there are certain internal obstacles. Responding 
to the EC’s questionnaire created the need for enhanced coordination among state 
institutions, as well as intensified activities to align Montenegrin society with the 
standards of the EU. However, further strengthening, training, and professional 
advancement of personnel within the public administration is needed to improve 
the modest administrative capacity of the state. Lack of human and material 
resources, especially working space, continues to limit the work of Parliament and 
represents a significant problem for both ruling and opposition parties.
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In 2009, like other countries in the region, Montenegro felt the effects of 
the global economic crisis through the withdrawal of a portion of bank deposits 
and a reduced volume of foreign and domestic investment; this caused an adverse 
effect on the government budget. After rapid economic development in 2007–08, 
Montenegro faced stagnation and recession in 2009. As a result, instead of the 
planned GDP growth of about 6 percent, Montenegro is expected to have a 4 
percent decrease, according to the Central Bank of Montenegro.2 

Due to the economic crisis, the executive branch played a more active role in 
the economy. In particular, the government was forced to employ various measures 
to maintain macroeconomic stability and liquidity of some of the largest enterprises 
in the Montenegrin market, such as the Aluminum Plant Podgorica (KAP). While 
KAP had been privatized in 2005 and sold to the Russian aluminum conglomerate 
En Plus Group, the functioning of KAP was endangered in early 2009 when it was 
unable to pay salaries or purchase raw materials for manufacturing. Since KAP is a 
major foundation of the Montenegrin economy, the government became involved 
in its rehabilitation by offering loan guarantees to the company. Prime Minister 
Ðjukanović also offered guarantees to KAP’s bauxite miners in Nikšić, who went on 
strike for unpaid wages, including a grace period for payments on defaulted taxes, 
duties, and value-added taxes. 

In 2009, the new Parliament adopted almost 30 percent more acts than in 
2008, although it did not begin official work until mid-June. Progress was made 
in the civilian oversight of security services. The Law on Police, Law on Army, and 
Law on the National Security Agency envisage parliamentary control, primarily 
by reviewing the annual report that is submitted through the government to the 
respective parliamentary committee. In 2009, the Committee for Security and 
Defense was active in exercising this oversight function. 

The new Law on Prevention of Conflict of Interests came into force in January, 
which should help prevent abuses of power in Montenegro. Fulfilling the 2007 
and 2008 recommendations of the Council of Europe’s Group of States against 
Corruption (GRECO), the new law expanded the circle of public officials included 
in the legal provisions and introduced clear penal provisions for violations of the 
law, including monetary fines and prohibitions from public service. Still, few 
changes were made to the Commission for Preventing Conflict of Interests, and 
some nongovernmental organizations (NGOs) expressed concern that, despite the 
new law, the old management would fail to sufficiently monitor public officials and 
their asset declarations, or to proactively use the law’s strengthened provisions.

Montenegro’s State Audit Institution (SAI) appraises the operations of state 
enterprises and public institutions; the SAI’s 2008 annual report attracted public 
attention for its criticism of state institutions (including ministries, regulatory 
agencies, and public enterprises) that reportedly spent public funds in a non-
transparent or unauthorized manner. Likewise, the Administrative Court protected 
public interests by annulling a number of state institution decisions—based on 
complaints filed by individuals, companies, or organizations—that were contrary 
to the laws on state administration.
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Electoral Process
2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010

Y u g o s l a v i a 3.50 3.25 3.50 3.50 3.25 3.25 3.25

The parliamentary elections on March 29, were the second elections held in 
Montenegro since the country regained its independence in 2006. Two months 
earlier, the Parliament had voted to shorten its mandate, giving 38 registered 
political parties (12 of which represent national minority groups) the chance to 
compete in the elections. Of these registered parties, 16 electoral lists fulfilled the 
requirements to register candidates. But once again, the ruling parties, DPS (led by 
Prime Minister Ðjukanović), and the SDP (led by the Speaker of Parliament Ranko 
Krivokapić) won the elections and remained in power. The DPS-SDP government 
coalition opened its door to two additional parties, the Croatian Citizen Initiative 
(HGI) and the Bosniak Party. 

By contrast, the opposition failed to unify its efforts. In fact, the early elections 
caught some opposition parties in the midst of transformations or political 
fragmentations. As a result, the former leading party of the Serbian List, the Serbian 
People’s Party (SNS), merged with another member to form the New Serbian 
Democracy (NOVA), led by former SNS leader Andrija Mandić; the remainder 
of the Serbian List fragmented into two pro-Serbian blocs. A new Democratic 
Center (DC), led by former Movement for Changes (PzP) Vice President Goran 
Batricevic, emerged from a leadership contest in PzP and joined forces with the 
Liberal Party in a coalition that failed to pass the 3 percent threshold. The weakened 
PzP managed to cross the threshold and secure five seats in Parliament, representing 
a loss of six seats. Only the Socialist People’s Party (SNP), led by Srđjan Milić, 
managed to avoid political fragmentation and go into the election intact. 

Although Montenegro’s constitution, adopted in 2007, envisaged harmoni-
zation of the Law on Election of members of Parliament (MPs) and Councillors 
within six months, the Parliament has not yet met this statutory provision. 
Election legislation was to have been harmonized with the constitution and with 
the expectation that long-standing recommendations of the Organization for 
Security and Cooperation in Europe (OSCE) and the Council of Europe (CoE) 
would also be addressed. A special working group composed of representatives of 
all parliamentary parties met several times, but was unable to reach consensus on 
authentic representation of minority groups. No compromise was found between 
the Albanian demand to keep its current rights, which have given ethnic Albanian 
parties two to four representatives in Parliament, nor was a consensus made regarding 
the Bosniak request to be guaranteed at least the same rights as the less numerous 
Albanians, who represent the only linguistic minority in Montenegro (besides the 
much smaller Roma community). On October 22, the latest harmonization deadline, 
a hastily convened session of Parliament once again postponed the deadline to 
April 2010. 

The elections were called under the old law without clear provisions for authentic 
representation of minorities or for the gender equity standards mentioned in the 
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constitution, and without addressing long-standing criticisms from both the OSCE 
and the CoE. In addition to the parliamentary elections, local elections were called 
for the same day for municipal assemblies in Budva and Nikšić, and for the mayors 
of Herceg Novi and Tivat. The results of the parliamentary polls strengthened the 
influence of the ruling coalition when its “European Montenegro” ticket won 48 of 
81 seats in Parliament. Likewise, the ruling coalition won convincingly in Budva, 
Nikšić and Tivat, ceding only the mayor of Herceg Novi to the opposition in a 
town where the opposition has dominated since the split of the DPS in 1997. The 
State Election Commission (SEC) received 25 complaints, mostly from the People’s 
Party-Democratic Serb Party (NS-DSS) coalition, which fell several hundred votes 
short of the 3 percent threshold. The SEC rejected 10 of the NS-DSS complaints 
and accepted 2, but NS-DSS still failed to secure seats in the Parliament. 

International observers stated that the elections were conducted largely in 
accordance with democratic standards and the overall campaign was relatively quiet, 
with isolated cases of negative campaigning. The OSCE/Office for Democratic 
Insitutions and Human Rights (ODIHR) Election Observation Mission confirmed 
that the elections were professionally organized and there was considerable trust 
in the election administration bodies, but it noted that the legal framework had 
not been fully harmonized with the 2007 constitution and offered more than 30 
recommendations.3 Domestic election observers concluded that promotional rallies 
went smoothly without any noted cases of violence. 

The election for the mayor of Zabljak on August 15, once again resulted in a 
resounding, first-round victory for the candidate of the ruling DPS-SDP coalition 
who ran against a candidate backed by a united opposition. A number of factors led 
to the defeat of the opposition in local and parliamentary elections, including the lack 
of a unified strategy, the inability to come up with a positive and credible alternative 
message to oppose the DPS-SDP promise of a better future within Europe, and the 
ruling coalition’s overwhelming advantage of resources in a country that still has 
difficulty distinguishing between the ruling parties and the state.

In mid-October, the three strongest parliamentary opposition parties—SNP, 
NOVA, and PzP—boycotted the local elections in Kotor. After meeting with 
President Filip Vujanović, opposition leaders concluded that the elections would 
be held in undemocratic conditions and involve persons associated with organized 
crime. The opposition, non-parliamentary Liberal Party did not join the boycott as 
its representative currently held the position of deputy mayor in Kotor as part of its 
DPS-SDP government. The ruling DPS-SDP coalition ridiculed the opposition for 
its decision to boycott the elections, saying that the boycott was an attempt to avoid 
another disastrous election defeat; independent analysts noted that the electoral 
conditions that led to the boycott had also existed in the previous parliamentary 
and local elections in which the opposition had participated. In Kotor, 40 percent 
of the residents took part in the election, which was won by DPS candidate Maja 
Ćatović. In the subsequent local elections in Mojkovac, held on December 6, the 
opposition boycott failed with SNP (the strongiest opposition party), but not 
Movement for Changes or NOVA, participating.
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Civil Society
2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010

Y u g o s l a v i a 2.75 2.50 3.00 3.00 2.75 2.75 2.75

According to the Ministry of Internal Affairs and Public Administration, there were 
more than 4,000 NGOs registered in Montenegro in 2009, but a significant number 
existed in name only. Still, the civic sector is an active, dynamic, and growing factor 
in Montenegrin society, and NGOs have partnered with state institutions and local 
self-governance bodies in many areas. 

According to the Law on Nongovernmental Organizations, the state supports 
the work of Montenegro’s civil society and NGOs receive state funds in an open 
competition administered by a parliamentary committee. Although the state has 
created mechanisms to support the work of NGOs, there is still a lack of criteria 
in the allocation of funds. Despite the large number of NGOs that apply, only 
relatively small amounts of money are granted, which is insufficient to implement 
substantial projects. 

In Montenegro, NGOs partner with the state in activities to harmonize 
domestic legislation and the political system with international standards, but at 
the same time, put pressure on the government to implement laws in the public 
interest. For example, there is a lack of transparency in the government’s work and 
Parliament, ministries, and state-owned enterprises often ignore the legal provisions 
for public access to information. The Network for Affirmation of the NGO Sector 
(MANS), an NGO promoting good governance and citizen participation in 
decision-making, publicly reported that over a period of two months it sent 21,000 
requests for information to state institutions, a quarter of which were ignored.4 
NGOs were also especially active in 2009 in monitoring and preventing illegal 
construction, the fight against corruption and organized crime, and proposing 
legal regulations. Several groups also carried out various educational activities and 
offered free legal assistance to citizens and businesses. 

 NGOs have become more vocal and visible in their criticism of the government; 
some NGOs involved in international projects, however, have not followed the 
legal provisions on establishing managing boards.5 The lack of legal compliance 
among NGOs advocating for transparency and accountability in the work of state 
administrative bodies certainly undermines their credibility and has cast a small 
shadow of doubt on the reliability of the civic sector.

Montenegrin civil society still lacks sufficient organizational capacity, and 
many groups are not financially viable. Many organizations have not yet established 
a specialized set of services or focused on the implementation and coordination 
of their related programs. Instead, without clear missions, and due to sparse local 
funds, NGOs have spread themselves thin in an effort to access the limited pool of 
international funding, taking on activities that range from providing legal assistance 
to organizing schools for European integration and fighting corruption. At the 
same time, groups such as the the Center for Civic Education and the Center for 
Development of NGOs have been mostly successful in conducting a variety of 
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projects simultaneously, including a school of democracy, school of youth leaders, 
trainings and consultations for NGOs and local governments, and programs on 
gender equality, European integration, civic education, and legal aid. 

Independent Media
2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010

Y u g o s l a v i a 3.25 3.25 3.25 3.50 3.75 3.75 4.00

In 2009, the Montenegrin media scene, which includes more than 70 electronic and 
print outlets, faced the dire effects of the global economic crisis. Early in the year, 
the Association of Independent Media of Montenegro (UNEM) publicly called 
upon the Ministry of Maritime Affairs, Transportation, and Telecommunications 
to release commercial broadcasters from their obligation to pay duties for the use 
of frequencies and facilities of the Radio Broadcasting Center. Despite UNEM’s 
appeals, the state did not release commercial broadcasters from paying the 
license fees. 

At the end of 2008, Parliament adopted the Law on Public Radio-Broadcasting 
Services, which provided automatic funding of 1.2 percent of the annual state 
budget to the public broadcasting service Radio Television of Montenegro (RTCG). 
The resulting monthly payment of approximately €670,000 (US$895,000) 
stabilized the financial situation for RTCG. In mid-October, Parliament confirmed 
the election of RTCG Council members without previous conditions or delays, 
resulting in the final establishment of an RTCG Council in line with the law. In 
previous years, the ruling majority had blocked the appointment of members of 
whom it disapproved. 

At the same time, an editorial aired on the television news arm of the daily 
Vijesti, claiming that state authorities deliberately obstructed the channel’s license 
acquisition. Making use of a legal loophole, the Broadcasting Agency Council 
argued that the law does not define who the program content regulator is and who 
may give consent for the use of frequencies. In mid-summer 2009, the U.S. Embassy 
in Podgorica urged state authorities to find a solution to the problem of allocating 
frequencies. In October, Parliament adopted an amendment that precisely regulates 
the jurisdiction of the Broadcasting Agency as the regulator for program content, 
removing the legal obstacles to allocating the remaining state frequencies. 

While Montenegro’s constitution guarantees freedom of expression and 
freedom of the press, the disproportionate fines levied against media for “mental 
pain” and resulting self-censorship threatened to compromise these freedoms. In 
2009, tensions continued to mount between independent media and the ruling 
coalition, with some contentious issues ending up in court. Charges brought by 
DPS leaders and state officials, mainly related to defamation and insult, resulted in 
heavy fines for the media outlets. During the year, a total of €1 million (US$1.3 
million) was requested from the newspapers Vijesti, Dan, and Monitor in what 
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appeared to be a worrying trend of lawsuits used as instruments by government 
leaders to silence critical media. 

Published rulings show that Montenegrin courts have tried to follow 
the guidelines of the European Convention on Human Rights and respect 
recommendations of the European Court in Strasbourg regarding the inalienable 
right of free expression. However, in some cases, such as the suit against Monitor 
journalist Andrej Nikolaidis, the High Court did not make a distinction between 
opinions expressed in news articles and television programs and the criminal offense 
of defamation and insult. The Judicial Council of the High Court confirmed the 
verdict of the Basic Court against Nikolaidis for articles criticizing film director 
Emir Kusturica. Though initially found innocent on the grounds that Nikolaidis 
was protected by the freedom of expression, a second trial at the Basic Court 
reversed the first decision and the journalist was sentenced to pay damages to 
Kusturica in the amount of €12,000 (US$16,000). Additionally, the Journalistic 
Self-Regulatory Body reported cases where Montenegrin journalists and media were 
accused without evidence or sentenced before a court decision was even reached, 
thus, violating not only the freedom of expression, but also the legal principle of the 
presumption of innocence. 

In 2009, the future of Montenegro’s oldest daily newspaper, Pobjeda, was still 
unresolved after two failed attempts to sell shares through a public tender, leaving 
the state as the majority shareholder in contravention of the 2002 Law on Media. 
In an apparent abandonment of the effort to privatize the newspaper given the 
economic crisis and the lack of international interest, personnel changes were made 
at the top of Pobjeda, with the director of the ruling DPS appointed as chairman of 
the newspaper’s board of directors. 

A conflict between the ruling DPS and the daily Vijesti intensified at the 
beginning of August when Dr. Miomir Mugoša, mayor of Podgorica, and his son 
had an altercation with a photojournalist and an editor of the newspaper. Mugoša, 
a high ranking DPS official, reacted to the intention of the photojournalist to 
take a photo of the mayor’s car inappropriately parked in the street. Investigations 
concluded that there was some physical contact, that the mayor’s son became 
involved, and that the editor suffered serious bodily injuries that required surgery. 
NGOs and some media have criticized the police and the prosecution, believing 
that these state institutions did not act professionally or impartially in collecting 
evidence and investigating the incident. 

Local Democratic Governance
2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010

Y u g o s l a v i a n/a 3.50 3.50 3.25 3.25 3.25 3.25

Montenegro is divided into 21 municipalities, each with its own directly elected 
mayor serving a five-year term and a proportionally elected local assembly that 
serves a four-year term. During the course of 2009, there were elections for mayors 
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in Herceg Novi, Tivat, Žabljak, and Kotor, and for the municipal assemblies in 
Budva, Nikšić, Cetinje, and Mojkovac.

In all cases, except Herceg Novi, where the opposition has traditionally won for 
over a decade, the ruling coalition dominated in the elections against a sometimes-
fractured opposition. The three largest parliamentary parties (SNP, NOVA, and 
PzP) boycotted the November elections in Kotor, allegedly due to unfair election 
conditions. SNP participated in the Mojkovac elections, although the DPS-SDP 
coalition won in this local election as well. 

The constitution guarantees the right to local self-governance in Montenegro 
and establishes the municipality as the basic unit; additionally, the concepts of an 
administrative capital (Podgorica) and a historical capital (Cetinje) are defined by 
the Law on the Administrative Capital and the Law on the Historical Capital. The 
official Strategy for Reform of State Administration in Montenegro commits the 
government to establishing a system of local self-governance that is democratic, 
decentralized, and allows greater citizen participation in decision-making at the 
local level. 

Despite the country’s formally adopted course towards decentralization, 
everyday life reveals a lack of real action and financial decentralization. In order 
to spur this movement in 2009, the government presented the Parliament with a 
draft law on Territorial Organization and amendments to the Law on Local Self-
Government. The new laws would more clearly define the authority of the chief 
administrator and create a new management position in local government units with 
the aim to encourage and support business activities and public-private partnerships. 
While welcomed, it is unclear whether local governments actually have the capacity 
to implement these reforms. In cooperation with the EC, the government launched 
a training program in September to strengthen local self-government, especially in 
regards to improving the transparency of decision-making at the local level. Yet, 
because many of the proposed amendments to the Law on Local Self-Government 
were withdrawn, discussion on adopting the law moved to 2010.

A key structural problem is the uneven development of local communities in 
Montenegro. For years, municipalities in the north have faced a difficult economic 
situation that has challenged their ability to collect budget revenues. In contrast, 
municipalities on the coast enjoy the benefits of the burgeoning tourist industry 
that has led to escalating revenues and expenditures. In a further step to correct 
the structural anomaly, the government established a partnership with the United 
Nations Development Program (UNDP) in October to develop local government 
skills in 11 municipalities in the north.

During the year, NGOs and some state institutions, such as the Ministry for 
Spatial Planning and Environment, publicly warned that local self-governments 
had not reacted sufficiently to alleged violations of law, especially regarding illegal 
construction. In mid-2008, a joint commission of the Ministry of Economy and 
local government representatives was established to address this issue. According to 
the criminal code, adopted in 2009, illegal construction is classified as a crime that 
can result in fines or jail time. Despite these efforts, illegal construction, especially 
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on the coast, continued to be a problem during the year as evidenced by the more 
than 100 complaints registered with the State Building Inspector from the public 
enterprise that manages the coastal zone “Morsko Dobro.” These complaints referred 
mostly to the municipalities of Bar, Ulcinj (the area of Ada Bojana in particular), 
Budva, Kotor, and Herceg Novi.

MANS filed criminal charges against Mayor Mugoša of Podgorica, for abuse of 
office in the sale of public land and has complained publicly about Deputy Prime 
Minister and DPS Vice President Svetozar Marovic’s role in approving and enabling 
the illegal building of a large tourist-residential complex in Budva.

Judicial Framework and Independence
2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010

Y u g o s l a v i a 4.25 4.25 4.25 4.25 4.00 4.25 4.00

Montenegro’s constitution provides protection of fundamental political, civil, and 
human rights and establishes the independence of the judiciary as the foundation 
of a democratic society. Nonetheless, the political opposition has accused judicial 
officials of showing no real will to implement and apply the laws that Parliament 
adopts. Also, some NGOs that specialize in analyzing the judicial sector have 
warned that Montenegro has not created “strong guarantees for independence and 
professionalism of the judiciary, claiming that the judiciary is subjected to political 
influence.”6 

Still, the judiciary made some progress in three war crimes cases that attracted 
domestic and international attention. In January, the State Prosecutor’s Office filed 
charges against nine people for the deportation of Bosniaks/Muslims in 1992 from 
Montenegro to Bosnia-Herzegovina where many were killed or disappeared. The 
accused were assistants to the minister of police of Montenegro, chiefs of municipal 
security centers of some coastal towns, and other police officials directly involved 
in the deportation of refugees to Bosnia. Later that month, the Podgorica High 
Court began the trial of six members of the former Yugoslav National Army 
accused of war crimes against civilians held in the Morinj detention camp at the 
Bay of Kotor, near the border with Croatia.7 In March, a trial against eight people 
accused of crimes against humanity began in the Bijelo Polje High Court. In this 
case, former members of the Yugoslav Army were accused of inhuman treatment 
of Albanian civilians who escaped to Montenegro from Kosovo during the 1999 
NATO airstrikes and were killed. 

In July, Parliament adopted a new criminal procedure code that generally 
incorporates the recommendations of a number of international organizations. Key 
among these is the reassignment of the investigative role from the court system to 
the state prosecution, which should allow for more efficient prosecution of cases 
and lead to a better segregation of duties. Also, the new code provides for the 
confiscation of property acquired by criminal activity, as well as the introduction 
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of secret surveillance. The new code is expected to improve conditions for more 
efficient criminal procedure, improve protection for human rights, and more 
effectively combat organized crime and corruption. The report of the EC mentions 
the progress that Montenegro has made in adopting laws that strengthen the 
professionalism and independence of judges and prosecutors.8

Another area of judicial progress is the reduction of unresolved cases. According 
to the report of the Judicial Council, Montenegrin courts significantly increased 
their efficiency and processed 70 percent more cases in 2009 than in 2008. The 
reduced number of cases followed the introduction of the principle of conducting 
trials within a reasonable period. Still, the President of the Association of Lawyers 
of Montenegro, Stanko Maric, expressed concern that too much insistence on the 
quantitative reduction of outdated cases could negatively impact the legitimacy of 
those decisions. 

Also in 2009, the Judicial Council assumed its role of disciplining and controlling 
judges by suspending several judges while their dismissals were in process: one judge 
was sentenced to unconditional imprisonment, and ceased his judicial functions; two 
judges were dismissed from exercising judicial functions due to poor performance; 
and eight judges filed a request for the cessation of their functions.9

Despite data showing that the judiciary had made some progress, confirmed 
by the EC Progress Report, the structure of the Judicial Council still does not 
guarantee full independence from political influence. The Judicial Council consists 
of 10 members; its president ex officio is the president of the Supreme Court of 
Montenegro, as well as four judges who are elected and dismissed by the Conference 
of Judges, two lawyers appointed by the president and the minister of justice, and 
two MPs (one elected and dismissed by Parliament from each of the governing and 
opposition parties). 

The manner in which Judicial Council members are elected (6 of 10 members 
are elected directly or indirectly with the consent of parliamentary parties of the 
ruling coalition) leaves room for political influence over the council. Likewise, 
a similar problem exists in the role of the prosecution. The “scope for political 
influence exerted on the prosecution exists through the appointment of the 
Prosecutorial Council by Parliament and the Parliament’s powers to appoint and 
dismiss the State prosecutors,” concludes the 2009 Montenegro Progress Report of 
the EU Commission.10

The activity of the Administrative Court, which monitors the legality of 
administrative and other acts of state and local authorities, drew public attention in 
2009. According to data from the first 10 months of the year, the Administrative 
Court found 48 percent of the decisions or acts of state bodies to be unlawful 
and annulled them.11 While this indicates the inability of large parts of the state 
and local government to apply the rule of law in a competent manner, it also 
demonstrates the growing independence and impartiality of the Administrative 
Court, which uses its legal powers to protect the interests of citizens and to help the 
state administration learn about the proper application of law.
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In 2009, 24 trials against 115 persons accused of involvement in organized 
crime were registered in Montenegro. The High Court reached a decision in the 
case of the 2004 murder of Dusko Jovanovic, the former editor-in-chief of the 
daily Dan, sentencing the perpetrator to 30 years in prison. In addition, a number 
of individuals from a criminal group were convicted and sentenced for the 2005 
murder of the police inspector Slavoljub Scekic. Both of these cases attracted 
significant domestic and international attention, and were presided over by a three-
judge panel headed by the Honorable Lazar Akovic. Due to the inexplicably long 
delay in delivering the final verdict in the Scekic case and the discovery of an error 
in the proceedings, the Judicial Council began the process to dismiss Akovic; when 
news of this was published in the media, the judge resigned. 

Corruption
2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010

Y u g o s l a v i a 5.25 5.25 5.25 5.50 5.25 5.00 5.00

In 2006, Montenegro adopted an Action Plan for Implementation of the Program to 
Fight Corruption and Organized Crime based on international recommendations. 
A national commission to monitor the Action Plan was established in 2007, and was 
amended in 2008, again based on recommendations of international organizations.

In 2009, there was evidence of an increased level of implementation of the 
amended Action Plan. State institutions reported having established the majority 
of necessary legal and institutional infrastructure. Of the projected measures for 
prevention of corruption, two-thirds (67 percent) have been fully or are still being 
realized, according to data from the National Commission for Monitoring of 
Implementation of the Action Plan for Implementation of the Program for the 
Fight against Corruption and Organized Crime.12 

In addition, through membership on the National Commission for the Fight 
Against Corruption, the civic sector is now included in the public campaign against 
corruption, money laundering, and various forms of organized crime. However, 
some NGOs believe that state institutions have realized only a part of the activities 
aimed at establishing the legal and institutional infrastructure, and that reforms are 
not yielding the expected results. 

In 2009, the state administration achieved a satisfactory level of cooperation with 
some international organizations, such as with the Directorate for Anticorruption 
Initiatives (DACI) and UNDP in assessing Montenegro’s compliance with the UN 
Convention Against Corruption. In addition, domestic NGOs have cooperated 
with international organizations like the OSCE and GRECO on widespread 
public campaigns against corruption conducted through Montenegrin print and 
electronic media.

The EC’s 2009 Progress Report on Montenegro notes that the adoption of 
the Criminal Procedure Code provides the legal basis for more effective combat 
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against organized crime and corruption. The new code, which moved the role 
of investigation from the courts to the prosecutor’s office, should increase the 
effectiveness of criminal proceedings. Also, the concept of plea bargaining has been 
introduced, and, in an important mechanism to prevent crime, the courts now have 
the ability to confiscate property acquired in the perpetration of a criminal offense. 
The 2009 state budget allocated €1 million (US$1.3 million) to strengthen the 
ability of the police to combat crime and corruption, and the prosecution budget 
in 2009 was increased 44 percent in order to prepare it for its new investigative role. 

In March, a judge of the High Court and a secretary of the Bijelo Polje 
municipality were arrested on suspicion of corruption, which was the first time that 
a High Court judge and a senior local official had ever been arrested. The opposition 
argued that the police action was politically motivated so that the government 
could demonstrate to the local and international public its commitment to the 
fight against corruption before the parliamentary elections.

According to data from DACI, Montenegrin police participated in only three 
international operations against organized crime in the areas of drugs, human 
trafficking, and armed robbery in 2009. However, the police were not involved in 
the Balkan Warrior operation in which more than two tons of cocaine from Latin 
America, intended for the European market, were seized. Serbian and Montenegrin 
media called it the largest confiscation of cocaine to pass through the Montenegrin 
Port of Bar. 

The SAI and Administrative Court continued their monitoring and oversight 
of state institutions and local government bodies in 2009. The independent work 
of these two institutions is important for the transparency and legality of state 
activities. The Administrative Court declared unlawful a number of parliamentary 
acts that violated the principle of transparency and public rights to full information, 
while the SAI in its annual report warned that decisions and accounts of some state 
institutions and ministries were not in accordance with legal provisions.

At the end of 2008, Parliament adopted a new Law on Conflict of Interests 
that introduced fines and sanctions for those who do not declare their assets or 
declare them falsely. In the future, such individuals will not be allowed to perform 
duties in the state administration for a period of four years. Still, opposition 
parties fought against the reappointment of the President of the Committee for 
Conflict of Interests, Slobodan Lekovic, based on his previous performance and 
alleged partiality toward (and membership in) the ruling DPS. In July, the PzP filed 
criminal charges against Lekovic, claiming that he had determined the amount of 
his own salary. 

The 2009 Montenegro Progress Report by the EC concluded that, 
“Montenegro still lacks strong and independent supervisory authorities to evaluate 
asset declarations and financing of the political parties and to monitor and exercise 
control over expenditure in the public sector.”13 

Some opposition MPs also criticized the work of the Money Laundering 
Prevention Directorate, which forwarded more than 50 reports on suspicious 
transactions to the police and prosecution in 2009. President of the Movement 
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for Changes, Nebojša Medojević, called the situation in Montenegro shocking 
since there were about €500 million (US$659 million) worth of investments in 
Montenegro and not a single charge for the criminal offense of money laundering.14 

 Author: Draško Đuranović
Draško Đuranović is a former journalist, and editor-in-chief/director of the 
Montenegrin independent magazine Monitor. He has also worked for Radio Free 
Liberty, BETA, and AIM for Montenegro. Currently he is one of the owners of the 
information portal Analitika.
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guards did not provide conditions in accordance with the Geneva Conventions and the 
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mn_rapport_2009_en.pdf. 

11 Report of the Administrative Court for the period January 1–October 30, 2009. 
12 “The Fifth Report on Realization of Measures from Innovated Action Plan for Implementation 

of Program of Fight Against Corruption and Organized Crime (2008–09) for Period 01 
Jaunuary–30 June 2009,” Montenegro National Commission for Monitoring of Realization 
of Action Plan for Implementation of Program of Fight Against Corruption and Organized 
Crime, July 29, 2009, http://www.mans.co.me/en/wp-content/uploads/2009/08/NC_
FIFTH-REPORT_ENG.pdf.

13 Montenegro 2009 Progress Report (Commission of the European Communities, 2009), 12.
14 Nebojsa Medojevic, “Money Laundering,” Vijesti, October 29, 2009.



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

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

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

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


