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I. PREFACE 
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The safety of journalists is crucial for the existence 
of independent and professional media, as well as 

for achieving the right to freedom of expression. 

Without freedom of the media and quality information 
for the public interest, the functioning of democratic 
processes in the country will be impossible. Violence, 
harassment and intimidation directed towards 
journalists represents an attack on democracy. They 
have the effect of smothering freedom of the media 
and freedom of expression.

Unfor tunately, in Nor th Macedonia at tacks on 
journalists are frequent, ocurring in a variety of forms. 
In the last five years, there have been physical attacks, 
verbal attacks, breaking of equipment, destruction of 
journalists’ and the media’s personal property, cyber-
attacks, etc. On the other hand, though, not always 
have those attacking journalists been bullies. There 
have been situations in which the police force and 
special units have played the role of attackers of 
journalistic crews. A major problem in regards to these 
attacks has and will be the high degree of impunity 
for violent crimes done to journalists.

Journalism is one of those rare professions, whose 
work if well done is rewarded with violence and 
threats. Journalists play a key role in society as 
guardians of the public interest, but unfortunately 
they are commonly faced with verbal and physical 
at tacks merely for executing their professional 
obligations, while the perpetrators get away with 
impunity. Impunity undeniably leads to self-censure, 
limits the space for free media, and makes the 
profession unattractive for the young. 

Simultaneously, impunity is a strong motivator for the 
recurrence of these violent crimes, thus constantly 
encouraging the attackers when they are not in 
agreement with the journalists’ views, to attack 
them and their colleagues – even blurring the line 
between life and death. We have witnessed such 
unpleasant events not only in our country, but also in 
the developed democracies throughout Europe.

The public , citizens and political par ties should 
understand that journalists should not and must not 
be attacked for doing their job. On the other hand, 
though, the institutions of Nor th Macedonia, and 
above all the judicial bodies, should look into those 
attacks in as short amount of time as possible so as 
to protect their colleagues from future attacks, yet 
also to protect the democracy of our country.

The Association of Journalists of Macedonia, and I 
personally, as its President, strives in front of the 
home institutions and the international organizations 
to put impunity in the past and to create a mechanism 
for an immediate reaction after every new attack on 
journalists and media workers.

Mladen Chadikovski , President of the 
Association of Journalists of Macedonia



During the previous decade, more than a thousand 
journalists all over the world were killed while doing 
their job. Nine out of ten cases remain unsolved, and 
at the end of the day nobody is held accountable 
for their deaths. These numbers are disconcerting 
and therefore require taking not only local but global 

steps against impunity. Our joint tasks should include 
contributing to the decrease of the percentage of 
impunity, which can be achieved only if every single 
one of us understands the severity of the problem 
because every attack on journalists represents an 
attack on the citizens and democracy in general.

The safety of journalists is a precondition for 
enabling freedom of expression. We cannot talk 

about independence of the media and free journalists 
until the setting that they work in guarantees their 
physical safety, or in more recent days, digital safety. 

In previous years, Macedonia was considered to 
be one of the worst countries in the region due to 
frequent physical attacks on journalists, threats 
directed towards them and their families, as well 
as repeated cases of breaking journalists’ camera 
equipment, destroying their cars and ruining their 
personal property.

A much larger problem was impunity for such crimes 
by the institutions, as this is an enduring problem in 
society, mostly resulting from the Prosecutor’s Office 
and the courts ignoring the explicit harm and damage 
inflicted on journalists and media workers.

It is precisely for this reason that AJM places emphasis 
on the safety of journalists and media workers, as this 
is one of the strategic goals of the Association.

This publication is part of the framework of a Project 
that AJM has been running for the duration of 2019, 
and which has already promoted two publications 
on the topic of safety of camera crews, as well as an 
analysis on improving the status of correspondents in 
our country. Aside from this, a series of trainings meant 
for journalists, representatives from the Ministry of 
Internal Affairs, lawyers, judges and prosecutors were 
carried out on the topic of safety of journalists.

AJM will further continue to be an active driving force 
not only in the protection of journalists in cases 
when their rights are breached, but also through 
preventative activities, contributing to regulation 
changes and institution practices , and raising 
awareness of the significance of such an issue in 
front of the public eye.
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II. LEGAL INTERPRETATIONS 
RELATED TO THE SAFETY OF 

JOURNALISTS AND MEDIA 
WORKERS 

Igor Markovski, lawyer

Physical attacks on journalists and media workers 
in the Republic of North Macedonia (RNM) have 

been defined as criminal acts in accordance with 
the Criminal Law of RNM, and such criminal acts 
are sanctioned per the same law in proceedings in 
accordance with the Law on Criminal Proceedings 
(LCP) in RNM. 

According to the registries of AJM, it has been 
documented that journalists and media workers 
are subject to pressures (verbal and physical) on a 
daily basis, as well as attacks that can be classified 
as violence, and in certain cases they even endure 
psychological and physical pain when doing their 
everyday work.

In accordance with the abovementioned, it is obvious 
that journalistic work involves great risks, where the 
journalist, when doing their everyday work, should be 
guaranteed legal protection from public organs, like 
the Ministry of Internal Affairs of RNM or the Public 
Prosecutor’s Office of RNM.

Namely, the Ministry of Internal Affairs of RNM is a 
state organ that acts in accordance with the Law 
for Internal Affairs of RNM and serves to enable the 
working of the system of public and state security; 
prevent the violent demolition of the democratic 

institutions determined by the Constitution of the 
Republic of Macedonia; protect the life, personal 
security and property of the citizens; prevent the 
igniting of national, racial or religious hatred and 
intolerance; prevent the committing of criminal acts 
and offences; uncover and apprehend the doers of 
such acts; and undertake by law other measures to 
prosecute the perpetrators of those acts.

On the other hand, the Public Prosecutor’s Office of 
RNM acts by the Law on Public Prosecutors and its 
authorities are determined in accordance with the 
same law, connected to the LCP.

Public prosecutors act in accordance with Article 39, 
paragraph 1, from the LCP, and they have the right and 
duty to prosecute the perpetrators of such criminal 
acts, for which the persecution itself is carried out on 
official duty.

The proceedings for criminal prosecution by the public 
prosecutor are: bringing an order for undertaking 
investigative proceedings or undertaking the first 
investigative act, with filing a prosecution proposal 

The organs of the Ministry of Internal Affairs have 
the authority to and are aimed at preventing 
the committing of the criminal acts, as well as 
prosecuting the perpetrators of those acts.
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to the court, as well as a proposal for taking out a 
penalty warrant with verdict. The public prosecutor 
has the duty to undertake criminal prosecution from 
the moment when the necessary proprietary and 
legal conditions are met. 

The proprietary conditions are met when there exists 
evidence that confirm the founded suspicions that 
a certain person committed a criminal act which 
is prosecuted ex officio. The legal conditions for 
prosecution are met when there are no legal obstacles 
for criminal prosecution (e.g. obsolescence, amnesty, 
pardoning, etc.). The public prosecutor assesses 
whether these conditions are met or not.

Our rights on these types of attacks against people is 
regulated in accordance with the Criminal Law, more 
specifically, in chapter 15 of the Criminal Law, under 
the heading of Criminal acts against the liberties 
and rights of people and citizens, where the criminal 
act of endangering one’s security is described. 
The provision in accordance with Article 144 of the 
Criminal Law states:

(1) One who endangers the security of another 
person seriously threatening to carry out an attack 
on the other person’s life or body, or the life or body 
of a person close to the other one, will be fined or 
punished by imprisonment of up to six months.

(2) One who commits the act from paragraph 1, if 
committing family violence, will be punished by 
imprisonment of three months to three years.

(3) The punishment from paragraph 2 will be inflicted 
on the person who commits the act from paragraph 
1 against an official person doing their job or against 
more than one official person.

(4) One who threatens via electronic means to commit a 
criminal act for which the punishment of imprisonment 
of five years is prescribed or an even more severe 
punishment – against any person because of their 
affiliation to a specific sex, race, skin color, gender, marginal 
group, ethnicity, language, citizenship, social background, 
religious belief, other types of beliefs, education, political 
belonging, personal or social status, mental or physical 
disability, age, family or marital status, property status, 
health condition, or any other basis stated by law or by 
a ratified international agreement – will be punished by 
imprisonment of one to five years.

(5) Prosecution of the act per paragraph 1 is undertaken 
by a private lawsuit.

The journalists and media workers, regardless of their 
profession, are exposed to threats and attacks (verbal 
and physical) on a daily basis, thus endangering their 
security and safety.

The essence of this criminal act is embodied at the 
precise moment when the person is extracted from 
the state of personal psychological peace and serenity, 
hence replacing that state with a feeling of fear and 
insecurity, and leading to a realistic limitation of the 
possibility to enjoy one’s personal freedom. However, in 
its nature, this criminal act is a so-called “delict” – an 
obstacle in regards to the existence of other harsher 
criminal acts (murder or serious physical injury). 

A person’s psychological peace and their serenity 
as a backbone to the other freedoms they enjoy are 

Due to the nature of their work and their everyday 
duties (like reporting), especially those related to 
higher risks, they are exposed to perilous situations 
(verbal and physical attacks). It is for those reasons 
that adaptations and additions to the Criminal Law, 
for greater protection of journalists and media 
workers, are needed. LEGAL EXPLANATION OF THE CRIMINAL ACT OF  

ENDANGERING ONE’S SECURITY
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the subject of protection per the same criminal act. A 
person feels free only then when they do not feel threat 
or danger looming above them, and they are safe when 
they do not feel frightened for their personal existence.

This criminal act is defined by its endangering of the 
security of a person through seriously threatening 
their life and body. It is considered that such a threat 
is specified by determining the evil that is to be done, 
e.g. that their life or body (one’s personal life/body, the 
life/body of another person, their property, their honor 
and dignity, etc.) is to be attacked. The effect of the 
threat alone consists of arousing a feeling of being 
endangered, insecurity, fear. According to its objective 
characteristics, endangerment represents a certain 
type of psychological violence against a person. On the 
other hand, the same threat is not a means to influence 
the freedom of decision (coercion); the threat should 
even further be objectively suitable so as to cause such 
action on the side of the passive entity, i.e. a feeling of 
endangerment, fear, etc. Such an act also exists when 
the perpetrator has no planned intention of carrying out 
their threat, as well as when the means used for the 
purpose of threatening is inappropriate (e.g. firing from 
a blank cartridge pistol).

The Macedonian court practice regarding this criminal 
act has shown that if a person’s life is in danger when the 
perpetrator is holding a dangerous tool for the purpose 
of threatening them, then that act is punishable. Yet the 
act can consist of a serious verbal threat.

The criminal act of endangering one’s security can 
be considered completed by its creating the feeling 
of personal insecurity, hence the criminal act is a 
deliberate act. An even more severe form of it exists: 
when the threat is directed towards the endangering 
of the security of more people, when the act causes 
distress, or in other severe cases.

Criminal prosecution per Article 144 from the Criminal 

Law is instigated following a private subsidiary lawsuit, 
due to the specific nature of the act, for which its 
existence is primarily a relevant individual feeling of 
endangerment.

The more severe form of the act, in accordance with 
paragraph 3 from Article 144, implies the existence 
of awareness on the perpetrator’s part: that they are 
endangering the security of an official person (or 
persons) performing official duties. In the first case, 
the awareness of a normative marker of a legal being 
should include the social meaning of the terms “official 
person” and “performing official duties”, not their legally 
determined meaning.

On the other hand, in chapter 15 of the Criminal Law, 
under the heading of Criminal acts against the liberties 
and rights of people and citizens, the following criminal 
acts are described: coercion, in accordance with Article 
139 from the Criminal Law; and Unlawful deprivation of 
liberty, in accordance with Article 140 from the Criminal 
Law.

In that sense, there is a multitude of cases where 
journalists and media workers were prevented from free 
decision-making by other persons imposing on them, 
contrary to their own will.

The existence of the specific and more severe 
form of threat via electronic means contains the 
following specific elements, which make it different 
from the basic act: a threat via electronic means, 
a threat by committing a more severe criminal act, 
and the motivation for such a threat in regards to 
the affiliation of the victim to a certain national, 
ethnic or racial group, religious beliefs or any other 
discriminatory basis. For the existence of such a 
form of criminal act, all the conditions should be 
cumulatively fulfilled, and the causal relationship 
between the threat and the affiliation of the victim 
to a certain group should be determined.
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The definition of this criminal act is taking away or limiting 
the freedom of decision, and the freedom of influence 
in a particular manner, by force or with a serious threat, 
which are components of this criminal act.

This criminal act is a deliberate act, where the 
perpetrator, fully aware, encompasses the use of force 
or serious threat, as well as the aim they wish to achieve 
(imposing a certain decision, i.e. behaviour on the side 
of the victim).

There are several cases of unlawful deprivation of 
liberty concerning journalists and media workers, 
which will further be explained in more detail and 
more comprehensively by the respected co-author of 
this publication, Zoran Ivanov. The readers will be able 
to recognize authentic situations of their colleagues, 
whose freedom of movement and decision had been 
limited or taken away.

This criminal act is defined as an act of taking away 
or limiting one’s freedom of movement. The act itself 
is unlawful and deliberate, with a direct or eventual 
criminal intent.

If we take into consideration the abovementioned 
criminal acts, determined in chapter 15 from the Criminal 
Law, under the heading of Criminal acts against the 
liberties and rights of people and citizens, journalists 
and media workers, when enduring such unlawful acts, 
in practice also endure lesser and more serious bodily 
injuries, criminal acts determined in chapter 14 of the 
Criminal Law, under the heading of Criminal acts against 
life and body. In that direction, in practice usually every 
attack on journalists results in some kind of bodily injury 

(more serious or less serious), where the journalist’s 
health deteriorates from the attack by the perpetrator of 
the attack. The criminal act of bodily injury is determined 
in accordance with Article 133 from the Criminal Law.

Bodily injury is defined as harming or disturbing the 
bodily integrity of another person or causing bodily or 
psychological harassment. Bodily injury represents an 
outer injury to the body, physical and psychological 
pain, injury to the life functions in a physiological-
psychological sense, and decline in one’s health 
capacities, i.e. damage to one’s health, reflected on 
their personality (mental scarring, psychological trauma 
that is reflected on the emotional, character and other 
personality traits, though not leaving visible traces and 
not being able to cure it).

As a classification, bodily injury can be explained with 
the following criteria: the objective nature of the attack 
(harassment, bodily injury, serious bodily injury); from 
a subjective point of view (with intent, negligence, 
etc.); or from different circumstances (extenuating or 
aggravating).

On the other hand, if we want to explain the term bodily 
injury, we would have to specify that not every touch or 
action involving physical contact between one’s body 
and another body or any other physical or psychological 
influence would denote bodily injury. This is why 
lawmakers have made a distinction between bodily 
injury and harassment.

Thus, the term bodily injury does not include forms of 
physical or psychological actions that have not left any 
temporary marks on one’s body, physiological processes, 
or the psyche, albeit having manifested themselves as 
pain, feelings of fear or nausea. In addition, physical 
injury does not denote an injury that requires minimal 

Criminal prosecution per Article 139 from the Criminal 
Law is instigated following a private subsidiary lawsuit.

LEGAL EXPLANATION OF THE CRIMINAL ACT OF UNLAWFUL 
DEPRIVATION OF LIBERTY

LEGAL EXPLANATION OF THE CRIMINAL ACT OF BODILY 
INJURY
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treatment or care, but an injury that is short-term or 
long-term and that requires treatment or care (bruise, 
cuts, etc.).

Furthermore, a harsher criminal act than bodily injury, 
determined in chapter 14 from the Criminal Law, under 
the heading of Criminal acts against life and body, is 
Serious bodily injury, determined in accordance with 
Article 131 from the Criminal Law.

Serious bodily injury is defined as an act of personal 
physical and psychological violence.

The subjectivity for this criminal act is the intent itself.
Serious bodily injury (broken bones, injury to the lungs, 
cracked ribs, more severe cases of brain concussion, 
etc.) is a harsher form of the act of bodily injury, 
which is initiated per official duty by the organs of 
persecution against a person who committed such a 
criminal act.

Bodily injury is a deliberate act, and initiating and pros-
ecuting it is undertaken following a private subsidiary 
lawsuit.

LEGAL EXPLANATION OF SERIOUS BODILY INJURY

III. CHRONOLOGY OF CASES  
OF BREACHING THE RIGHTS 

OF JOURNALISTS 
Zoran Ivanov, journalist

Location: Municipality of Arachinovo, in the vicinity of 
Skopje. A crew from Television 21 was at the scene, 
shooting a story related to the complaints from 
residents of the municipality of Arachinovo in regards 
to the terrible infrastructure.

The locals favorably viewed the opportunity to air 
their day-to-day problems through the TV lens.

But somebody there did not feel the same. A relative 
of Milikije Halimi, the Mayor of the municipality, 
did not like the media loudness surrounding the 
problems facing the municipality that his relative 

was head of. He walked up to the TV crew and with 
extreme agressiveness lunged for the reporter and 
cameraman. He warned them in a penetrating voice to 
stop shooting, while threatening to break their camera 
equipment. He insisted that they erase everything 
that had been shot up to that point.

Under strong verbal pressure and threats of physical 
harm (intimidation), the TV crew was forced to stop its 
planned work and return to the newsroom without its 
field shots. The TV had not requested any institutional 
protection. But the institutions, especially the Primary 
Public Prosecutor’s Office, in regards to this verbal 

2019

16 April 2019
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attack on a journalistic crew at the scene, per official 
duty, according to the principle of “hearing it through 
the grapevine”, should have done something, yet they 
did nothing at all.

The motherboard medium reacted with a response 
to the disturbing event in Arachinovo. In the name of 
Television 21, what follows is the response from the 
Editor in Chief

Edin Rastoder: Dear respected, yesterday a crew 
from TV 21 (a journalist and cameraman) went to the 
municipality of Arachinovo so that they could shoot 
a story related to the complaints from its residents 
in regards to the terrible infrastructure. While in the 
midst of shooting at the scene, a few people from 
Arachinovo, one of whom is related to Milikije Halimi, 
the Mayor of the municipality, i.e. her brother-in-
law and President of the Municipal Organization of 
SDSM in Arachinovo, launched a verbal attack on 
the journalist and cameraman, threatening to break 
their camera and insisting that they erase all the 
footage that had been shot up to that point. The 
crew was even verbally attacked with the words: 
“You have no idea who I am in Arachinovo.” 

After our journalist and cameraman refused to 
erase the footage, they were made to enter the 
municipal building with threats all along, where they 
were held for a few minutes. This was followed by 
even more threats to erase the footage. After they 
refused for a second time, they were forced to enter 
their vehicle and were taken to the TV 21 building 
so that they could speak to the Editor in Chief, who 
was also requested not to air anything previously 
shot. When they arrived at TV 21, at nearly the same 
time did police officers arrive, because TV 21 had 
already reported the case. After a brief quarrel with 

them, the attackers left TV 21, while our reporter 
and cameraman were called over to the police 
station in order to give a statement on the incident. 
We ask the AJM to condemn such behaviour from 
the people from Arachinovo, and as an Association 
of Journalists we ask you to take things to all the 
competent authorities so that they can proceed 
accordingly. In conclusion, as TV 21 we ask from the 
competent authorities to provide not just us but all 
our fellow colleagues ( journalists) with conditions 
for professional execution of our tasks, which 
implies informing the public in a timely, truthful and 
professional manner.

Verbal attacks are no less hurtful than physical 
attacks. It is obvious that the attackers rely on the 
psychological effect of threats, incited from the 
strength of a powerful political or business standpoint. 
Their aim is to turn journalists away or to demotivate 
them in their pursuit for uncovering crime.

The statistics from AJM has noted an incident of verbal 
attack from the owner of a powerful construction 
company. The businessman Zoran Azmanov launched 
a verbal attack on the Editor in Chief of 1 TV:

Aco Kabranov: I have nothing to say. I’ve ignored the 
threats coming from Azmanov, the businessman. 
I did not report this incident to the police, and I 
did not want to publicly speak about it because 
it bears no significance to me. During his press 
conferences, Azmanov would mention it in the 
context of apologizing for the threats, but that 
meant nothing to me.

21 January 2019
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Physical attacks on journalists are becoming more 
and more frequent. Mirjana Mirchevska Jovanovikj, 
a journalist from Kanal 5 TV, was attacked by people 
from Nikob, the private agency for security of 
persons and property, while she was reporting on the 
celebration of Vodici in Skopje. She too filed a report 
against the attackers, but. . . 

Mirjana Mirchevska: To be honest, almost a year after 
reporting on the celebration of Vodici, I still cannot 
comprehend the reasoning behind such an outburst 
of agression from the people that were tasked to 
keep safe the person who would catch the cross as 
well as the priests giving blessing to that holy day. 
Yes, we were at work even on that day. Journalists, 
cameramen, photo reporters – all reporting on that 
event. I am still in shock. People from Nikob (the 
private agency for security) pushing and shoving 
us, as if we were going to grab the cross – it’s simply 
incredulous! What were they really keeping safe? I do 
not know. 

I was pulling my arm out to take a statement with my 
microphone when I was struck on the shoulder by a 
bodyguard from Nikob. And yet minutes before that I 
introduced myself as a journalist. The most terrifying 
and utterly insulting thing was that “the strong men” 
from that agency had for days been bragging about 
and putting their colleague on a pedestal, as well as 
sharing iron fists, pleased that he had hit a journalist, 
and even commenting: “just what they need, always 
poking their nose around”, “weakling, her place is 
in the kitchen”, “next year throw her off the bridge”. 
Those are the professionals I am talking about, yet 
they are merely empty souls who wanted to show off 
that day and were relishing it.  

Bejtula Asani, a famous member of an influential political 
party, verbally, i.e. by employing threatening words via 
his FB profile, attacked the President of AJM at the time, 
Naser Selmani. It regarded a threat following a previous 
internet post by Selmani about Asani’s brother, who had 
attacked a police officer. Selmani, who is a journalist, 
reported the case to the police. The incident drew the 
interest of numerous representatives of the international 
community in the country, as they publicly condemned 
the incident and asked the institutions to fully look into it.

After Asani repeatedly barraged Selmani with threats, 
the AJM and the Syndicate of Journalists, as well as 
the other media organizations, protested in front of the 
Government building.

26 January 2018

During a conference that the organizer had promptly 
invited him and the rest of the newsroom to, political 
party bullies from the lines of the Alliance of Albanians 
physically attacked Armand Braho, a journalist from 
the Struga Lajm portal. The event was reported to the 
Ministry of Internal Affairs, but they gave no information 
as to whether the attackers were officially stated.

Ibrahim Mamuti, a journalist from TV 21, and Bljerim Uka, 
a photo reporter (with citizenship from Kosovo) from 
the same TV station, were arrested by Parliament police 
during the hearing of the verdict for the “Divo Naselje” 
court case. The reason for their arrest was not given.

19 January  2019
2018

3 March 2018

2017

2 November 2017
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5 September  2017

A car belonging to Violeta Klincharova, a journalist 
from the weekly magazine Fokus, was visibly damaged 
with a sharp object. Nothing unusual – if only this 
journalist had not been previously receiving threats 
from a person with a criminal record. The report is lying 
around at the Ministry of Internal Affairs.

A crew from Nova Television, the journalist Sashka 
Cvetkovska, and the cameraman Trajche Antonovski 
were physically attacked by a representative of the 
Civil Initiative. The incident took place in a public space, 
while signatures were being collected for the raising 
of the initiative against building refugee camps in the 
country. The event was reported to the Macedonian 
police.

An incident caused by a Mayor and an advisor. Exhibiting 
indecent behaviour and uttering horrible words, 
the Mayor of the Municipality of Novo Selo, Blazho 
Velkov, together with the municipal advisor, Bozhin 
Jovanov, during a session of the Municipality Council, 
verbally attacked the reporter Stojne Miteva and the 
cameraman Kire Pilichev from Kanal Vis, a Strumica 
TV station. The TV crew was forcedly prevented from 
reporting at the scene – a session of the Municipality 
Council. A referendum announcement about the future 
of the Ilovica Mine and the pollution that industrial 
passage was causing was in fact supposed to be 
discussed. The consequences of its extractions were 
the focal point of many previous protests by the locals. 
This case as well has been resting in peace in the 
Ministry of Internal Affairs’ archives.

Threats coming from political party zealots directed 
towards the crew of Shenja, a Skopje TV station. The 

political party fanatics prevented the crew from 
recording, i.e. reporting about communal problems at 
the Skopje Municipality of Chair. The reporter Vulnet 
Ismaili was brazenly verbally attacked at the scene 
while doing his job, thus prevented from gathering 
information and footage needed for his TV content. The 
incident was reported to the police.

The actor famous for performing in theater pieces 
and films, as well as being a prominent political party 
activist, Toni Mihajlovski, in a FB status posted a death 
threat against a famous journalist, Branko Trichkovski. 
Mihajlovski stated that he could kill Trichkovski without 
batting an eyelash. The threat was reported to the 
Ministry of Internal Affairs. Regarding this specific 
incident, AJM filed a request to the Primary Public 
Prosecutor’s Office to follow up on the incident, 
after which proceedings were instigated before the 
competent court, ending in an effective ruling to the 
benefit of the journalist.

In an open public space in Shtip, while he was 
documenting construction activities with the 
cameraman present, the people responsible for 
security of the construction site verbally attacked 
and offended the journalist Vladimir Tevchev and his 
colleague, i.e. the cameraman, both as correspondents 
of the national TV station 24 News, asking them to stop 
recording and to immediately leave the scene. This 
incident was also reported to the Ministry of Internal 
Affairs.

 
Vladimir Tevchev: We were recording the Shopping 
Mall in Shtip from the opposite side of the street. A 
man came up to us and introduced himself as a person 
working for the Mall’s security agency. I was standing 
a bit further away from the cameraman and when 
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I noticed that he was shouting something to him, I 
got closer to ask him what the problem was. At that 
moment, the man started to insult and scream at us 
that we weren’t allowed to record there, and that we 
could not be saved “by either Zajko or Shajko.” When 
I started to explain that we were recording a public 
building from a spot that wasn’t private property and 
that he had no right to stop us from recording, he took 
a swing at the camera and destroyed it. Fortunately, 
the cameraman Ivan Kamchev was composed and 
talked back to him: “OK, finish destroying the camera 
so that we can get back to our work.” I was shocked 
and upset, so I called the police straightaway and 
reported the incident. The attacker was hit with a 
lawsuit, and apologized in court. We forgave him and 
did not ask for damages, but he paid compensation 
for the destroyed camera.

This day was filled with an abundance of physical 
attacks on journalists and TV camera crews. The 
protests organized by the “For a Shared Macedonia” 
Association saw thousands of citizens in front of 
the Macedonian Parliament building. Some of them 
intruded the Parliament in a violent and agressive frenzy, 
thus naming April 27 “Bloody Thursday”. Numerous 
journalists, photo reporters and camera crew members 
were attacked in front of the Macedonian Parliament, 
and the Parliament conference rooms were unlawfully 
intruded by the mobs of protesters.

27 April  2017

Standing on the boulevard right in front of the 
Macedonian Parliament building so as to report from 
the civil uprising, the journalist Tome Angjeleski and 
a few of his colleagues from various newsrooms were 
targeted by a cluster of citizens, i.e. protesters. After 
the protesters recognized them to be journalists, they 
firstly started stoning them, then certain individuals 
walked towards them and attacked them by hitting 

them with metal poles. Tome Angjeleski managed to 
make it from the mob with slight, yet visible, injuries on 
his back and extremities. The incident was reported to 
the Ministry of Internal Affairs.

27 April 2017

While reporting at the scene of the protest in front of 
the Parliament in Skopje, Zorana Gadzovska Spasovska, 
a journalist from the Macedonian newsroom of Radio 
Free Europe, was physically attacked from the back by 
a protester. The attacker destroyed her camera as well, 
caused distress and prevented her from doing her job, 
i.e. reporting on the event. The incident was reported to 
the police.

Zorana Gadzovska Spasovska: As if the protest itself 
and the whole atmosphere surrounding that day in 
front of the Parliament weren’t tense enough! That was 
the first time in my 10-year field experience reporting 
at the scene of protests that I felt unsafe, albeit 
standing next to the police, who was wholeheartedly 
greeting a large part of the protesters. I could not 
estimate what was more dangerous and where 
I should stand so that I could get a clear shot with 
the camera. But when one of the protesters violently 
grabbed it, damaged it and shoved me into the mob, 
I was scared witless. The feelings of fear and shock 
were rapidly replaced with anger when the protesters 
around me launched threats and started persuading 
me that I had not brought a camera with me in the 
first place, which in fact was shattered into pieces. 
However, I was even more upset because of the fact 
that I had recognized that man – he was an employee 
at the Central Registry. He had threatened me at other 
previous protests – “how could I have been working 
against the interest of the state by reporting on such 
events?” Being attacked from the back made me pull 
out of the mob consisting of men, since I feared being 
seriously injured, yet the police would not give a hang 
about it.

27 April 2017
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While some journalists, photo reporters and TV camera 
crews from every Macedonian newsroom were outdoors 
following the protest in front of the Macedonian 
Parliament, others were inside the Parliament rooms. The 
journalist Dimitar Tanurov, from the independent agency 
Meta, was attacked after his press badge gave away 
the fact that he was a journalist. A throng of protesters 
insulted him, beating him with their fists and hard objects 
until blood started oozing from him. He ended up in 
hospital with a brain concussion and injuries to his head/
face. The incident was reported to the police.

Dimitar Tanurov: I was overpowered by a few people 
trying to stop me. One of them was tall, bald and 
black-bearded. He shoved everyone aside, snatched 
my press badge and turned it over. When he saw that 
I was from the Meta agency, his face turned red and 
he yelled: “Soroslut! Traitor!” He punched me and I fell 
to the ground. I was clutching my phone, while 5-6 
people were hitting me with their fists on my head, 
face and stomach, all the while trying to take away 
my phone, which contained videos. At one moment, 
they managed to take my phone away, but that 
wasn’t enough for them, so they continued to beat 
me senseless while I was lying on the ground. I had 
no idea how long that lasted, but it seemed like a 
lifetime to me.

On that same “Bloody Thursday”, during the same 
protests inside the Parliament building, Dushica Mrgja, 
a journalist from 24 News, was at the scene. She had 
an obligation to report on the events from inside the 
building. In one of the Parliament rooms, while she was 
reporting on the events, she was physically attacked 
by the protesters. She was hit on the head with a hard 
object and suffered less severe injuries.

Dushica Mrgja: Excitement. Adrenaline. Tremor. The 
desire to transmit every detail, while with my mobile, 
because the camera was not working due to the 
blockers, I ask whether the majority that is taking the 
act of governing in their hands in the Parliament can 
guarantee our safety. Tension. Like booty in front of 
a troop of hungy wolves, we are waiting for them to 
come in. It is becoming more and more evident that 
the locked door will not keep us safe. A bang. Roaring. 
Anger. Violence. A strike. Then another one. And another 
one. Bleeding heads, wounded faces, blood-stained 
shirts. A shot. A second of silence and everything 
starts over again. Anger. A desire to kill. Blood. The 
adrenaline is slowly wearing away, replaced by fear. 
While I writing an SMS to my family that I am fine, I am 
actually not that fine. More and more people around 
me are not doing well. I lose any hope I have that the 
police will arrive. Hours pass, the attackers change, 
the wounds get deeper. Another strike. This time on 
my shoulder, I cannot move my hand. I witness how 
a barely breathing person is being dragged along the 
hallway, leaving bloody stains on the ground. A strike 
to my face. Hours later – still smelling of blood, mixed 
with smoke. Shock-bombs are heard. It is dark and 
stuffy. I am suffocating, breathing with difficulties. I 
write another SMS to my family: “Don’t worry about 
me, I’m fine.” But, what I’m actually thinking is that I 
will not get out of here alive.

During the vandalism taking place inside the 
Parliament building, other journalists, photo reporters 
and camera crew are attacked: Iskra Opetcheska, 
Bobi Hristov, Nikola Ordevski, Natasha Stojanovska, 
etc. TV and other equipment from all the media 
present inside the Parliament building and in front of 
it was destroyed. These unfortunate events have been 
documented.

27 April  2017

27 April 2017 27 April 2017
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Iskra Opetcheska: My dear ones, it hurts, it really 
hurts. Not a night has passed that I do not cry 
myself to sleep. Not a day has started that I do not 
wake up in tears. It hurts so much more than the 
shoulder dislocation or the fractured left thumb. It 
hurts even more because we do not realize at all 
why somebody, simply out of the blue, decides to 
turn off the ventilation at your work space and you 
are literally suffocating, thinking that you will never 
see the wake of the next dawn. It hurts when you 
realize that children who had just hatched have no 
idea where they are nor why they are there, but 
have decided that you have to disappear, so with 
ease they stomp on you, while you are powerless 
and thinking where your colleagues are and how 
to save them from the madness of that day – 
April 27. It hurts when in an afternoon you decide 
that everything you have invested decades in has 
crumbled. In the battle for righteousness, justice, 
moral, honor, ethics. We have all fought for a better 
society through responsible journalism. And, yes. It 
hurts so damn much when you understand that at 
the moment when you have thought that you have 
indeed found the way out, you actually come to the 
understanding that the way out is not for you. It is 
reserved for the “big guns”. For “one of their own”.

Nikola Ordevski, a cameraman from the independent 
agency Makfaks, was also attacked on that “Bloody 
Thursday” by the mob who stormed into the Parliament. 
He suffered head injuries and a brain concussion. This 
incident too was reported and documented to the 
Ministry of Internal Affairs.

Nikola Ordevski: I will never forget this incident until 
the end of my life. As a cameraman, I saved my life 

by a thread. I was at the Parliament press-center and 
I was not sure whether I would get out of there alive. 
Those were the scariest moments of my life. I was 
one of the worst injured. Around 11 pm I ended up 
in hospital with a brain concussion. The protesters 
who stormed into the Parliament hurled everything 
that came to hand towards the MPs, as well towards 
us – the cameramen and journalists. I was beat up, 
hit with fists on my eye and with a hard object on 
my head. I was shocked. I never want to experience 
that day once again.

This was the second time that several accredited 
Macedonian journalists, cameramen and photo 
reporters were involved in such unpleasant events 
in the Parliament – the first one being on December 
24, several years ago. Many believed that in the 
Parliament, in that temple of democracy, such an 
incident could not repeat itself. But something even 
more cruel, bloody and traumatic happened. The 
journalist Natasha Stojanovska witnessed first-hand 
both of the harrowing Parliament events.

Natasha Stojanovska: In the Macedonian Parliament, 
which should be a source of democracy, I was 
prevented from doing my job as a journalist for the 
second time. It was in this same institution that 
I found myself in life-threatening situations. The 
Parliament building was stormed into. Even to this 
day do the gory scenes flash in front of my eyes. 
The angered mob, citizens with steel poles in their 
hands, the whizzing of bullets, and no idea as to 
who the shooter is. If I said that December 24, 2012, 
was a scary incident and I hoped it never to repeat 
itself, unfortunately, because of impunity, only a few 
years later, an even scarier scenario played out, in 
which we literally did not know whether we would 

27 April 2017
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exit the Parliament building alive or not. Those are 
difficult moments – when on the one hand you are 
in a life-threatening situation, but on the other hand 
the journalist in you does not let you stay calm and 
seek personal safety, while tens of other people 
around you are fighting for their life. You decide that 
the public interest is at stake, and that whatever 
happens you must inform the public, you must 
manage to transmit something because so many 
lives are in danger. I still feel the consequences of 
those events, the trauma of those scenes, and the 
memories will never fade away. I just hope that there 
will now be real punishment because otherwise the 
message will be a grim one, and I do not want to 
think of what will happen next.

Unknown assailants from the “Pere Toshev” Association 
from Prilep, allegedly because of a negative piece of 
writing about their association, verbally attacked and 
then tried to physically attack the correspondent of 
the portal Plusinfo, Bozhidar Barlakovski.

Hristijan Banevski, a journalist from the TV station 
24 News, was physically attacked by an unknown 
person while he was reporting on the “For a Shared 
Macedonia” protests in Skopje. The incident was 
reported to the police.

Hristijan Banevski: The incident that happened to 
me during the “For a Shared Macedonia” protests, 
although minor, was an obvious provocation, as a 
result of apparent intolerance towards the media 
that were objectively reporting on the events. 
Namely, just a few days after the serious attack on 
the A1on crew, while I was recording materials for 
the TV report, one of the protesters from the first 

line of battle came closer to our crew and flying 
the state flag, with all his might took a strike for 
me and hit me on the head. Fortunately, no serious 
injuries. I decided to point this out to the organizers, 
especially because it was not the first attack on 
journalists during their protests. Bogdan Ilievski, 
aka Batman, who was one of the organizers, gave 
me a reply: “the protesters did not know how to fly 
the flags.” He said that with a cynical smile, and with 
no further reaction towards the assailant. That was 
when I realized that the organizers had no intention 
of replying to the critical mass of the media, so I 
then decided to publicly talk about the event.

The journalist Borjan Jovanovski was physically 
attacked and spit in his face by a political party zealot 
while he was dining in a restaurant in Skopje. The 
incident was recorded with a mobile phone and was 
afterwards uploaded to YouTube. The incident was 
reported to the Ministry of Internal Affairs.

The journalist Branko Trichkovski was agressively 
physically attacked and threatened by life in front 
of his home in Skopje. Three unknown assailants, 
political party activists threw accusations and horrible 
words towards him. This incident too was recorded 
and uploaded to YouTube, as well as reported to the 
Ministry of Internal Affairs.

While reporting from the massive protests in Skopje 
organized by the Association “For a Shared Macedonia”, 
Vladimir Zhelchevski and Aleksandar Todorov, both 
journalists from the A1on portal, were physically 
attacked by a group of protesters. The motive for 
the attack was that they were allegedly working for 
a pro-government medium and for those reasons 
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the attackers repeatedly hit them on the head. As a 
consequence, they were physically injured. They were 
taken to hospital, where it was said that they had 
quite serious physical injuries, so they were given the 
needed medical care. The incident was reported to 
police.

Journalists feel pressure from unknown assailants 
not only through direct verbal and physical attacks 
but also by destroying their property. The journalist 
from the Publikum.mk portal, Zoran Milosheski, from 
Prilep, reported to the authorities that his garage had 
been set fire to.

The Mayor of Berovo, Dragi Nadzinski, on his FB profile 
used foul words to offend the correspondent of the 
Kanal 77 radio, Daniela Takeva. Takeva reported the 
threatening language via social media to the Ministry 
of Internal Affairs.

Daniela Takeva: I could not believe what I was reading. 
I had to go back several times to the sentences 
written on his FB profile. I could not believe that 
someone would stoop so low, especially not a Mayor. 
That he would spread insults and sow hatred. That he 
would allow himself to post such unpleasant words: 
“journalistic prostitute”, “who would give money 
for her”, “illiterate”, and the like. He had no shame 
at all, while I was the one ashamed of his insults. 
I was humiliated by his words. I felt bad in front of 
my husband and children. They will be reading his 
insults directed to me for God’s knows how many 
times. I was humiliated in front of everyone. And at 
the trial, which ended to my advantage, the Mayor 
showed that he had a poker face. He was lying – I 
could not believe what my ears were hearing. He 
was justifying himself – he did not know how to use 
FB, he was ignorant of social media, somebody else 

wrote that, etc. He did not have the courage nor the 
dignity for a simple human apology. .

  

Pavle Belovski, a journalist from Telma TV, was 
physically attacked while on assignment by an 
unknown assailant. This took place in front of the 
gates of the Ministry of Internal Affairs. The journalist 
was reporting from inspection supervision in the 
Security Department at the Ministry from the Special 
Public Prosecutor’s Office (SPPO). The incident was 
reported to the police.

Pavle Belovski: Hitting, kicking, swearing and hatred 
– all in front of the camera lens and the bright 
light of the TV camera right before the evening 
news. November 20, 2016 – a passer-by turned 
into an aggressor not only for a journalist, but for 
the journalistic profession as a whole. By taking a 
strike at me, the aggressor was taking a strike at the 
written and spoken word, not being aware of who 
I was and what medium I was working for, except 
that I was reporting on the current judicial events 
connected to SPPO in front of the premises of the 
Ministry of Internal Affairs. The only thing important 
to him was to stop the news from spreading. But 
he could not succeed in that and the reporting 
continued with bruises on my head, and to make 
matters even worse for him, the police wrote this 
young and delusional man a misdemeanor offence 
for disrupting public order. After three years of 
commitment to the cause, the expectations are that 
finally attacks on journalists in accordance with 
the Criminal Law will become criminal acts, and 
the perpetrators will be turned away from brazen 
attacks by sky-high imprisonment sentences.

24 January 2017
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Vladmir Zhelcheski and Aleksandar Todeski, journalists 
from the A1on portal and TV 21, were attacked during 
reporting. With agressive behaviour and threats, the 
unknown attackers did not let the journalists shoot in 
the new Ministry of External Affairs building, which after 
a period of such heavy rainfall was submerged in water 
due to the roof leaking. The incident was reported to 
the police.

Aleksandar Todeski: The stress that I felt was 
extreme. To report from a protest with an infuriated 
mob is probably a much larger challenge than a 
protest of organized public disapproval. Never had 
I expected that anyone would dare endanger my 
security, although as a journalist and a citizen of 
Macedonia, I have a guaranteed right to report from a 
public gathering. The shock I experienced was awful 
because the attackers came from behind. Compared 
to other protests, when the police surrounded the 
protesters, this one barely had police in other places 
except in front of the Parliamant building. These 
are the moments when you actually see where the 
largest mistake of the country lies – as it had not 
provided full security for the protest as well as not be 
aware that it was a violent throng. An intensification 
of fear that it might not be the safest thing for any 
journalist to join in and to report the events taking 
place at the protests organized under the label: “For a 
Shared Macedonia”.

Vlatko Zhelcheski: Several minutes after the attack 
I was unconscious. Everything was all muddled up 
– I was holding the camera and somebody dared 
endanger my security. The most stressful moment in 

this incident for me was that my colleague and I were 
attacked from behind, in such a cowardly manner. 
The shock afterwards, after I came to, was even 
larger because we realized that we had in fact had 
a brain concussion. That resulted in check-ups and 
strict supervision from doctors for the next following 
weeks. Although, on the one hand, this might look 
like a revolution, since our case was one of the rare 
cases that were solved with a court verdict, yet on 
the other hand it was disgraceful for the country that 
so many attacks on journalists had to happen for a 
court verdict to reach only a few.

Two people from the security of the former Prime 
Minister, Nikola Gruevski, entered the premises of TV 
21 unauthorized and agressively, hence finding and 
forcefully taking away the phone of Kristijan Landov, 
a journalist. They erased all the material shot from his 
phone, which he had previously used that day when 
he noticed, then recorded, the former Prime Minister, 
Nikola Gruevski, crossing the pedestrian walk on Str. 
“Macedonia”, in the center of Skopje. The incident was 
reported to the Ministry of Internal Affairs.

Kristijan Landov: The response on the two men 
from the Ministry of Internal Affairs, from Gruevski’s 
security, was for me firstly an unexpected and 
shocking one. It is unbelievable that a Prime Minister’s 
security would make you erase videos. The worst 
ordeal was when I refused to erase them. A third 
person from the security, stopping for a moment, 
said: “Do as I say and erase it, or else you’ll see. I was 
overcome by insecurity, fury, dread, but also reason. 
I was thinking about how in that situation if I did not 
record what was going on, then I could never be able 
to prove that that had happened. I still cannot wrap 
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my head around the fact that having all the evidence 
in their corner, the Ministry of Internal Affairs has 
not found any of its employees responsible for the 
incident. I still feel fear, even nowadays.

Vanja Micevska, a journalist from the national radio, 
Kanal 77, was physically prevented from reporting 
at the gathering of the Civil Movement “In Defence 
of Macedonia” by several protesters. Micevska was 
even prevented from photographing by part of the 
participants in the gathering. The incident took place 
in the presence of police officers, who did not attempt 
to stop the attack on her. This incident was reported to 
the Ministry of Internal Affairs although it was unfolding 
in front of the police officers present.

Vanja Micevska: Shtip was one of the first cities in 
which the protests labeled “Colorful Revolution” were 
initiated, and where a short time afterwards the 
counter-protests of the Civil Movement in Defence of 
Macedonia (CMDM) began to be held. It was at one 
such protest of CMDM that I tried to take a photo, but 
a cluster of protesters reacted and did not let me. One 
of the police officers close by told me to move back. 
I had my press badge with me, which was not visible, 
so I told the police officer that I would show it to him 
and I also told him that I was just doing my job. He did 
not accept my explanation, so I had to leave. A few 
minutes later I called the Editor to inform her that I 
would have a different sort of news about that day 
of protesting. Considering the fact that in Shtip most 
people know each other, as early as the following 
day there were rumors swirling that I had been lying, 
which is totally absurd, especially since I launched 
it as news in my motherboard medium, where there 
would never be a peep of fake news.    

Petar Stavrev, a journalist and photo reporter from the 
local TV, Mega, was physically attacked by a person 
named Kire B. while he was reporting from a civil 
protest in Bitola against the Mayor, Vladimir Taleski. 
Police intervened. The incident was reported to the 
Ministry of Internal Affairs.

Zoran Bozhinovski, a journalist and Editor of the web-
portal Burevesnik, by warrant of the Macedonian 
judicial authorities, was arrested in Serbia. After being 
held in custody for several weeks, he was extradited in 
Macedonia. He was accused for the court case named 
“Spy”. There is a video tape of the arrest of Bozhinovski 
in Macedonia.

Vladimir Boshkovski, a cameraman from the Bitola 
TV, Mega, was attacked at an opposition protest by a 
group of party activists. The incident took place in front 
of the municipal building in Bitola. Boshkovski was 
pushed around and insulted, and he was asked to stop 
recording. The incident was reported to the Ministry of 
Internal Affairs.

In Skopje, a group of unidentified citizens, participants 
at an anti-governmental protest, demolished the work 
space of Radio Free Europe. The incident was reported 
to police.

13 April 2016

A group of journalists and photo reporters were 
standing in front of the office of the country’s 
President, Gjorgje Ivanov. While they were at the 
scene of a protest against the decision for abolition, 
they were physically attacked by police officers. 

9 May 2016  
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Goran Naumovski, a journalist from the portal 
Plusinfo, was smacked on his head with a baton, thus 
losing consciousness. The photo reporters Ognen 
Teofilovski, from Vest, Nakje Batev, from Vecher, 
Borche Popovski, from Sloboden Pechat, and Tome 
Georgiev, from Fokus, although visibly assigned as 
photo reporters, were ignored as such by police. 
The incident was reported to the Ministry of Internal 
Affairs.

Goran Naumovski: In a rush of the police forces 
towards the protesters in front of the then People’s 
Office of the State Head, located at “Rekord”, I saw that 
force was starting to be used. A few of my colleagues, I 
among them. I was standing on the street, holding my 
official ID card and shouting out to the police officers 
that I was a journalist. Unfortunately, that was not 
enough for two of them. When I noticed that that did 
not hold back the current, I assumed that they would 
hit me, so I put my hands behind my head and turned 
my back towards them. One of the police officers hit 
me with his shield on my back, while the other one 
whacked my on my neck with his baton. The shock 
and pain were extraordinary. He had hit me with such 
force that in a state of unconsciousness I made a few 
steps forward, then fell flat on the ground. Amid the 
racket and shouting among my colleagues to and fro, 
I heard that I was injured. Some time later my sight 
came back and I managed to understand where I was. 
I was transported to hospital in an ambulance, where 
I was given the needed care. I had a serious bodily 
injury. The internal control at the Ministry of Internal 
Affairs never uncovered the police officer that hurt 
and injured me, angering me even more. Nowadays, 
I am still experiencing health problems because of 
that injury.

Jane Mamuchevski, a journalist from the portal 
Maleshevski Vesnik, by warrant of the Mayor of Berovo, 
Dragi Nadzinski, was expelled from the meeting of the 
Municipal Council. Mamuchevski claims that damage 
was done to his car for the same reasons. The incident 
was reported to police.

Jane Mamuchevski: I have always been fighting for 
justice and real news with arguments. When the 
incident took place, I was with the employees of the 
communal company and wanted to help them. What I 
experienced there was horrifying and undescribable. 
One has to experience it to believe it. I was in shock 
– left alone. There was nobody siding with me. You 
get this electrifying feeling that you are being killed, 
that you and your profession are being destroyed. 
After that incident, the attacks against me became 
more and more frequent. I was afraid of going out 
because I felt as if I did not know what was going 
on. I could not stand it anymore and I do not feel an 
ounce of remorse as to why I entered into battle with 
that dictatorial government and their own system of 
governing.

The Constitutional Court of R. Macedonia, with no 
explanation at all, forbade the journalists present to 
follow the meeting during which the constitutionality 
of the Law on Pardoning was assessed. According to 
the Rules of Procedure of the Constitutional Court, 
the meetings can be closed for the public only in the 
case of it being to the country’s interest of security 
and defence, an official or state secret, or protection of 
public moral, which in this specific case did not apply 
to any. The incident was reported to the Ministry of 
Internal Affairs.
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With death threats hurled towards him by the 
members of the Democratic Union for Integration 
(DUI), the Editor of the national cable TV Shenja, 
Muhamed Zekiri, was verbally attacked. The incident 
was reported to the Ministry of Internal Affairs.

Muhamed Zekiri: It is an unpleasant feeling when 
somebody directly threatens you because you speak 
up as a journalist openly and with arguments on things 
that few people would decide on doing, especially at 
a time when the DPMNE-DUI regime sows fear and 
threats. Those who know me are aware that I have 
never been hesitant to carry on to talking openly and 
to criticize. On the contrary, the threats towards me 
were merely an additional motive and evidence about 
the truthfulness of everything I have done and speak 
about. I did what I did on March 6, 2016, when I publicly 
responded to pressure and threats, because some 
people reached out to what is sacred for each person, 
and that is family, i.e. my children. Unknown people 
followed them with cars so as to scare them, and even 
heaved nasty words to them. They threatened my two 
daughters, children aged 10 and 12. Those were the 
methods the then dual regime VMRO-DPMNE and DUI 
employed in order to shut someone up who did not 
think like them.

The Editor of the internet portal Dokaz, Marjan 
Stamenkovski, was brutally beat up in front of a café 
in Skopje by an unknown attacker. With nasty head 
injuries and a broken nose, he ended up in hospital. 

The event was documented and reported to the central 
Skopje police station.

Marjan Stamenkovski: The period that we entitled 
“regime”was stressful. It was nerve-racking to be a 
journalist on July 20, 2015. Location: “Library” café, 
across the “Ballet” night club. I was at the scene 
because of a previously arranged interview with the 
Secretary of the Islamic Religious Community (IRC), 
Afrim Tahiri. I was attacked by people holding steel 
poles, bats and bottles. The whole thing lasted about 
20 seconds. I was a punching bag for them. They ran 
away, I was bleeding. Afraid, disoriented. I was shaking 
like a leaf, like I was coming down with the cold. The 
first thing I did was to ask to be photographed, and I 
also asked for an ambulance. I knew who ordered the 
attack. I was confused as to how brazen they were 
– in the middle of the day, with no masks, in a public 
space. 

The Editor of the web portal Maktel, Sashe Ivanovski, 
determined to get a statement, was physically attacked 
in front of a restaurant in the center of Skopje by the 
Deputy Prime Minister of the Macedonian government, 
Vladimir Peshevski.

Ivanovski was attacked by the Deputy Vice Minister 
when the former came up to the latter, holding 
his mobile phone in his hand, wanting to record a 
statement about the political interparty talks, known 
as “Przhino talks”. The attack was video recorded and 
reported to the Ministry of Internal Affairs.

Sashe Ivanovski: What I was shocked by the most 
regarding the attack from Vladimir Peshevski was 
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that he was so brash as to start chasing me. There 
was this gleam in his eyes that told me he wanted 
not only to beat me up, but also to kill me. He was 
raging – how foolhardy could a person be as to ask 
a Deputy Prime Minister about something he did not 
like being asked about? The incident took place in the 
center of the city, in broad daylight, in a public space. 
I was also shocked by the fact that 15 minutes after 
my questions he tailed me with his car to where I was 
parked. He called me over to his car so that we could 
talk things through. Of course, I refused. 

11 July 2015  
Members of the security team of the Minister of 
Finances and Deputy Prime Minister, Zoran Stavrevski, 
forcedly took away the camera of Sashe Ivanovski, 
Editor of the web portal Maktel. They erased all the 
photographs and videos on it of the Minister Zoran 
Stavrevski as well as the Minister Gordana Jankulovska. 
The incident took place at the Ancient Theater of Ohrid 
during the opening of the Ohrid Summer Festival. It was 
later reported to the Ministry of Internal Affairs.

A physical attack on the journalist and Editor of the 
web portal Maktel, Sashe Ivanovski. An unknown 
perpetrator attacked him in front of his home in Skopje, 
therefore badly injuring him. The attack was reported 
to the police.

Sashe Ivanovski: The two masked guys, who were 
holding steel poles, were so persistent in flogging me 
that it seemed as if the 30-second (or 40-second) 
attack lasted a lifetime. They inflicted about 20 
strong hits on me all over: my head and my arms 
mostly. I was lucky enough to somehow not fall to 
the ground. I think they really wanted to beat me up 

bad, nearly to death. I was shouting at the top of my 
lungs. The whole building came out to see what was 
going on, so the attackers decided to flee the scene. 
For months after this incident I would look behind my 
back whenever it got dark, expecting the same thing 
to happen to me, or something even worse – someone 
would come up to me with a gun or Kalashnikov. 

Death threats launched towards the journalist 
and President of the Association of Journalists of 
Macedonia, Naser Selmani. In an agressive and 
threatening tone, he was verbally assaulted by the 
Minister of Economy, Bekim Neziri. The incident was 
reported to the police.

Naser Selmani: By employing force and verbal 
threats against journalists, the intention of every 
non-democratic government is to prevent the public 
from learning the truth. Using physical force or verbal 
threats is merely an act of desperation by corrupted 
politicians in order to discipline journalists and to 
prevent them from reporting about their unjust deeds. 
Such gangster-like government pressures have never 
intimidated me because I have always been aware of 
and am prepared for the consequences of my work, 
knowing what scumbags have governed and still 
govern Macedonia. Their criminal mind has its sight 
set on anything that can cover their misbehaviours. 
If you show even the slightest weakness towards 
such agressive forms of pressure, then you’re done 
as a journalist. We must endure all the pressure 
and continue to work in the future without applying 
self-censure. But that doesn’t imply that attacks like 
these have never upset me and my family because 
we must be careful – we’re dealing with criminal 
structures that have been abused by the autocrats in 
order to deal with the critics of the regime.   

17 May 2015

23 May 2015
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An unknown perpetrator (or more than one) set fire 
to Branko Trichkovski’s ( journalist) vehicle: a Jeep he 
owned. The incident took place in the parking space in 
front of his home in Skopje. This has been reported to 
the Ministry of Internal Affairs.

Branko Trichkovski: My Jeep was set on fire that 
night, and for five whole years I was left jobless and 
with no income at all. I estimate that the material 
damage done for that whole period was over 800.000 
euros, but the non-material damage can neither be 
described nor estimated by Dostoevsky, Marquez and 
Faulkner combined.

 
Several unknown perpetrators physically attacked the 
Editor of the daily newspaper Vecher, Ivona Talevska, 
in the center of Skopje. The incident was reported to 
the police. 
      
 
Bojan Shashevski, from the portal MKD, was physically 
attacked by police officers. This incident took place 
during the protest in front of the Government of RM 
in Skopje. Two days later, Shashevski reported it at 
the Beko police station, but they did not take down a 
written report of the incident description

Bojan Shashevski: During the protest on May 5 against 
police brutality what happened was police brutality. 
Police officers with shields and batons were beating 
every person in sight. Both young and old, who were 
flinging towards the government building, as well as 
journalists. I tried to shoot the events, but I was being 

thrashed – on my head, my back, my shinbones. Gory 
and agressive. I was expecting that they had at least 
a basic idea as to why I was there. Was I covering the 
event? Was I protesting? They did not give a damn 
that I had my press badge on me. They were beating 
me even after I clearly showed them my badge. I 
won’t easily forget those images. The following days 
I tried to report the case at the police station in the 
city center, but I wasn’t allowed. I was forthright – in 
reports of home and foreign organizations, but not as 
a statistics in state institutions.

 

During the massive protests in front of the government 
building, with no specific reason at all, the journalist 
Zoran Ivanov was knocked to the ground, trampled and 
beat around with heavy police boots by five people 
from the police special units (“turtles”).

Zoran Ivanov: Massive civil protests in front of the 
government building regarding the case connected 
to the covering of the murder of Martin Neshkovski, 
which was committed by a police officer on duty. I 
was first hit with a shield from the back, then two men 
grabbed me and pushed me to the ground. They were 
hovering over me in a circle, while two of them started 
stepping on me, crushing my back and shoulders, 
and a third man was kicking me in the region of my 
kidneys with his heavy boots. This lasted about 20-
25 seconds. I was being lifted up, other people from 
the crowd were trying to pull me out, while the men 
were using all of their strength to push me back into 
the crowd. Their conductor, dressed as a civilian, was 
playing the role of a person not knowing what was 
going on. There were no consequences, only dreadful 
memories.
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4 May 2015

Unknown perpetrators jumped over the tall hedge at 
the family home of the journalist Sasho Ordanovski 
and set fire to a car. The incident was reported to the 
police, but the perpetrators haven’t been found.

Sasho Ordanovski: Around 1 am, several pyromaniacs 
jumped over the hedge tall two meters and set fire to 
the car parked in the driveway of my home. Thanks 
to the immediate intervention of the Fire Department, 
a major catastrophe was avoided. The damage done 
was around tens of thousands of euros. Literally 
every police team put in all their efforts not only that 
night – starting from the first midnight patrol to the 
criminal inspectors the following morning, even to 
those who came in the early afternoon the following 
day to do forensics on the fire that had been set 
– saying in a wobbly worried voice so that only I 
could hear them: “Mr. Ordanoski, you do know who is 
sending their regards, don’t you!?” Several years later 
they also tried to set fire to the Parliament. From that 
point onward, from 2015 to this day, I have not been 
summoned anywhere and I have not been officially 
informed as to whether any kind of investigation 
has been conducted nor have I seen the results of it. 

                              

 

A verbal attack in the Parliament of R. Macedonia on 
the journalist from the Koha newspaper, Arben Zekjiri, 
by the President of the Democratic Party of Albanians 
(DPA), Menduh Tachi.  

Arben Zekjiri:  Inside the Parliament, the EU Ambassador 
was handing in the report by the leaders of the 

parliamentary parties. As I was waiting in front of the 
offices of the MP party, just as he was arriving, the 
President of DPA, Menduh Tachi, came up to me and in 
front of my colleagues accused me of writing articles 
against him, hurling slanderous remarks that I was 
working for Zijadin Sela, the President of the Alliance 
of Albanians. He then boasted that he had hacked my 
FB profile and that he had all my conversations. I first 
felt as if that was merely pressure by a politician on 
a journalist. But, a short while later a portal close to 
DPA published some conversations between me and 
a colleague of mine from the TetovaCom portal. Those 
conversations being published like that made me feel 
as if my privacy was extremely endangered because 
I did not know what else they had in their hands. 
Pressure and fear began to mount for me since I was 
a hot topic at their party congress. The Embassy of 
the Netherlands and the Embassy of the USA came to 
my aid and called me up for a talk, offering me moral 
support and a connection I could notify in a timely 
manner if more serious threats arose.

 
Police took away the phone of a journalist from Nova 
TV, Dehran Muratov. The incident took place inside a 
high school in Skopje. The school security locked him 
inside the building, after which the school principal 
and teachers asked him to erase all the videos from his 
phone. He refused to do that, so they called the police, 
who documented the whole incident, but later on the 
sector for internal control at the Ministry of Internal 
Affairs stated that there was no proof of the existence 
of the incident.

Dehran Muratov: The students from the “Josip Broz 
Tito” high school in Skopje were locked in and not 
allowed to attend the protest for abolishing the State 
Matura Exam. When I arrived on the school premises 
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with my colleague, we started to take photos as 
documentation of the incident. I did not even notice 
when the school security arrived, as they were 
asking me to erase the pictures. Refusing to do that, 
we were made to enter the school and wait for the 
police. In the meantime, the school principal and a 
few professors arrived, who all sternly ordered that 
I erase the videos. Of course, I did not erase them. 
The police had to document the whole incident, 
requesting my signature and making me promise 
that I would not come close to the school as it was a 
state building. The competent authorities of the high 
school could not stand that I asked for the incident 
to be documented. After what went down that day, 
the students were never again locked in in schools. I 
consider that to be a victory of journalism.

 

Besim Ibrahimi, a journalist from the Lajm magazine, 
was apprehended by police, under the suspicion that 
he had participated in a mob and prevented an official 
to fulfill their duty. A criminal report was filed, but later 
retracted.

 
Isak Ramadani, a journalist from Voice of America, was 
attacked by protesters. The incident was filmed and 
later broadcast on national TV. In addition, the incident 
was also reported to the Ministry of Internal Affairs and 
the attacker was identified.

 
A camera was taken away and video material was 
erased, belonging to the journalists Sashka Cvetkovska, 
from the internet TV Nova, Marija Mitevska, from Radio 
Free Europe, and Meri Jordanovska, from the weekly 
magazine Fokus. This act of violence was committed 
by members from the Ministry of Internal Affairs during 

the civil protests in Gjorche Petrov. The said incident 
was reported to the Ministry of Internal Affairs, but they 
have replied that the investigation undertaken could 
not prove the existence of the facts stated in the report.

Sashka Cvetkovska: Out of all the serious incidents, 
I remember that one from the unrests in Gjorche 
Petrov when together with the journalists Marija 
Mitevska and Meri Jordanovska, we were viciously 
attacked by the police. They asked us to erase all the 
video material. They were tugging us, grabbing us by 
our hands, and pushing and shoving us hard. I did not 
give them my camera – it was a small web-camera – I 
managed to hide it. I did not just hand it to them. But 
the other materials from my fellow journalists were all 
erased. I simply feel angry, as if an injustice has been 
done. Even more so that the police internal control 
did not follow up on this case. Additionally, last year 
I had to walk around with security because of my 
work on an international story on human trade and 
arms trade. That prevents you from doing your work, 
it influences your self-confidence, your relations with 
the sources, family and friends. All that stress drains 
you and leads to anxiety.                              

                               
                       

As a result of a newspaper article he published in the 
distant 2008 (in November), Tomislav Kezharovski, a 
journalist from the Nova Makedonija newspaper, was 
arrested. The arrest followed a warrant from a public 
prosecutor, and in addition to it, police special units 
violently barged into his home one night in Skopje. The 
reason was that he allegedly uncovered the identity of 
a protected court witness.
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Tomislav Kezharovski: “Open up, police! Police, police, 
open the door! Open it up! Do as I say! Quickly!” – I 
constantly hear these words ringing loud and clear, 
every single day, even six and a half years after 
around thirty police officers heavily armed with guns 
and rifles and bombs too, as if we were in Baghdad or 
something, forcefully broke into my home to arrest 
me for a written article. Up to then I had witnessed 
scenes such as that one only in films!

We did not know what was going on. We tried to figure 
things out with my wife, but in vain. My daughter, 
Stefanija, who was a 7th-grader then, I remember it 
as if it all happened yesterday, was looking straight 
into my eyes and crying. I. . . I was just standing there 
in the middle of the room, like Jesus on the cross, 
crucified, with my arms lifted up, and I was watching 
tears rolling down her cheeks. When they were taking 
me out of my home, I remember this, I turned towards 
Marina and Stefanija, and although handcuffed, I 
hugged them tight and told them: “I love you so much.”

Stefi could not say anything, she was just staring 
at me, crying and holding my hand, while Marina, 
standing stoically in front of me, said: “Leave here 
with your head held high, don’t worry about anything. 
Everybody knows who we are and what we do. Be sure 
that one day those doing this to you will be ashamed 
of themselves. . .”

I felt goosebumps on my skin. . . This is the end of me 
– that’s what I thought.

That day is etched in my mind.. . It’s not at all easy 
to erase the picture that has been cropping up in my 
mind without permission every single day for the last 
six years, wandering about in my memories, and who 
knows how much longer I’ll be evoking it.

                            

                            

Parliament reporters from several Macedonian media 
outlets were violently thrown out of the gallery 
(lodge) for journalists in the Parliament of Macedonia 
by Parliament police. Among them were: Naser 
Selmani, Snezhana Lupevska, Toni Angelovski, Biljana 
Bogdanovska, Natasha Stojanovska, Frosina Fakova.

24 December 2012

A media event of special interest. The leading 
government and the opposition were in a chokehold 
concerning the new budget for the following year. 
The budget construction was fiercely opposed by the 
opposition. The government would not accept any 
suggestions from the opposition. Both sides stirred 
their members and adherents to protest in front of the 
Parliament building.

A rise of tense atmosphere could be felt in the 
Parliament, while outside it, perilousness prevailed. 
The journalist Snezhana Lupevska Sozen had been 
following the events taking place in front of the 
Parliament building. Volatile air was building up. Two 
groups of protesters. Ones against the others. A police 
cordon interjecting.

Snezhana Lupevska Sozen: The greatest fear for me 
as a journalist was that it could all come down to the 
people vs. the people on the “October 11” Boulevard, 
right in front of the Macedonian Parliament. Two 
mobs led by opposing political parties; between 
them: a police cordon. While inside the Parliament 
building, the gallery intended for journalists was full 
to the brim because we were witnessing firsthand 
how the Parliament security, following the orders of 
the then Parliament Speaker, Trajko Veljanovski, were 
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forcefully pushing and pulling the opposing party 
MPs so that they leave the plenary room. Astonished 
by such a sight, we did not turn off our cameras, 
but then, never could I have imagined that we (the 
journalists) would be next. No sooner were the MPs 
being thrown out than WE were the ones being 
thrown out! The Parliament security hunted us down 
one by one – some were forcefully thrown out, some 
left the gallery voluntarily. I immediately turned on 
my phone and recorded all that. I was “lucky” enough 
to somehow be the last one out of there. I recorded 
nearly all the violence against us (the journalists) on 
my phone, which was later used as evidence in the 
proceedings we initiated.

Afterwards, although more than twenty journalists 
were thrown out of the gallery, only five of us 
were bold enough to file a criminal report against 
the country for violence and interference in the 
journalistic profession. That lawsuit was declined 
by the State Prosecutor’s Office. Nevertheless, we 
went even further and submitted the lawsuit to the 
European Court of Human Rights in Strasbourg. The 
Court accepted it and five years later, the verdict 
being to our advantage, it was shown that the country 
had in fact breached Article 10 and Article 6 from the 
European Convention on Human Rights.

24 December 2012

Inside the Parliament building – utter violence. The 
police responsible for the safety in the Parliament, the 
safety of the MPs, officials, camera crews, journalists 
and photo reporters used such force to throw out the 
opposition MPs from the plenary room. However, in 
order for there to be no witnesses and for things to 
stay under the public radar, the journalists were also 
being thrown out of their gallery.

Biljana Bogdanovska: When the Parliament President, 
Trajko Veljanovski, called upon the security to lead 
the opposition MPs out of the room, the security 
entered the gallery as well, which was the place 
that we (the journalists) were following the series of 
events unfolding in front of us. They asked us to leave 
the room, but we refused and so stayed put. Some 
people from the security started to violently tug us 
from our seats. I was even grasped by my forearm 
several times, and they tried to pull me up using force, 
but I opposed them as much as I could. At the end 
they made us leave the gallery. I was haunted by 
unpleasant feelings during the next day and for an 
extensive period of time after that event.

24 December 2012

The Parliament police barged in the room downstairs 
as well as in the gallery upstairs, which was where the 
journalists were typically seated in order to follow the 
work of the Parliament. It was with the same strength 
and harshness that they tugged at the journalists who 
refused to leave their seats, which are essentially 
guaranteed spots in the Parliament in accordance with 
the Constitution. Censure is forbidden; the public has 
the right to know. However, certain political strongholds 
did not share the same stance.

Frosina Fakova Serafinovikj: It was tense. There was 
even a moment during that “Black Monday” when 
several people from the Parliament security came up 
to the journalistic gallery and ordered us to leave. Of 
course, none of the journalists got up and left, but they 
explained to the security that it was their guaranteed 
Constitutional right to report from the legislative 
house. Naser Selmani and Toni Angelovski were 
sitting next to me and blatantly refused to leave, so 
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those people from the security started yanking them. 
While they were pulling at them, I was approached 
by a lady from the security, who grabbed my hand 
and told me to leave. I sharply moved away from her 
clutches and asked her why we should leave, but 
she was vigorously leading us to the exit. Although 
we were filled with indignation and resisted them, at 
the end we were thrown out one by one. Nobody took 
responsibility for this event.

Toni Angelovski: What I felt first was shock, disbelief 
and anger. Inside the Parliament, the temple of 
democracy, for journalists and MPs alike to be attacked 
by the police, i.e. by those who should guarantee our 
security? Never before have I thought that such a 
thing could happen to me. Jerking and yanking us 
around as though we were doing something naughty, 
with no guilt at all – simply because the then 
governing party decided to order that. I did not go to 
the Parliament afterwards although before that event 
I had been going there probably every single day, as 
it was part of my work assignments. A considerable 
amount of time had to pass for the feelings of rage 
and disgust to fade away, and for me to enter the 
Parliament building again.

The sector for internal control at the Ministry of Internal 
Affairs rejected the complaint filed by AJM against the 
Parliament security, stating it as unfounded.

Natasha Stojanova: We were forcefully thrown 
out of the Parliament gallery so that we could not 
witness the opposition MPs, who were opposing the 

new budget, being ejected in an even more violent 
manner. It was all in vain – everybody saw everything. 
MPs, both males and females, with bloody heads, 
being tugged along the floor, being ejected from the 
Parliament plenary room.

11 May 2012

A group of journalists, camera crew and photo 
reporters were attacked during a protest in front of the 
government building in Skopje by protesters: in a case 
titled “Monster”. The Sector for Internal Affairs Skopje 
identified the attackers and filed a suitable report to 
the Prosecutor’s Office.

 
The security of the IRC prevented a journalistic crew 
from Alfa TV to report at the scene of the meeting 
between the Head of the IRC, Sulejman Redzepi, and 
the Albanian Ambassador in the country, Arben Chejku.

 
An attack on the crews of Alfa TV and Kanal 5 TV by 
the owner of a private firm in the Skopje municipality 
of Vizbegovo. Dire threats were launched towards the 
journalists and the camera crew, and one camera was 
destroyed. The attacker was reported and identified 
by the Ministry of Internal Affairs, followed by a report 
being filed.
 
                           

The personal security of the Struga Mayor, Ramiz 
Merko, threw out a journalist from Alsat-M TV from a 
municipality meeting. The case had been reported to 
the police, but they have denied it.

Teodor Kusakatov, a journalist from A1 TV, was attacked. 

24 December 2012
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Two people from the village of Chiflik directed threats 
towards him and his tape was taken. The police 
identified the attackers.

Patriot Limani, a correspondent from the Koha 
newspaper in Struga, was attacked by a known 
assailant. The person was identifed by the local police 
and called over for questioning.

 

                          
Working at his desk at the radio station after midnight, 
Zoran Bozhinovski was attacked and savagely beat up 
by three masked people. He ended up in hospital with 
a brain concussion, knocked-out teeth and fractured 
fingers.

Zoran Bozhinovski: Late that night I was attacked 
at my work space at Radio Kumanovo in Kumanovo. 
Three masked members from the “Lions” unit 
forcefully entered the place. One of them dropped his 
mask and I recognized him. He was holding a cocked 

gun. He admitted to me that I was supposed to be 
killed by the directive of a political party because 
of my journalistic texts, and that he chickened out 
before firing the gun, which was why he had it turned 
to the other direction, hitting me with the gun’s grip, 
while the aides were using poles. I was badly injured 
on my head and had about ten teeth knocked out, as 
well as fractured fingers on both hands. I ended up at 
the surgical ward in Kumanovo, then in intensive care 
in Skopje. I was in a coma until the next morning. The 
attacker was sentenced to only two and a half years 
for violence resulting in serious physical injuries. He 
did not name the other two people, so they were left 
unpunished.

                              

The journalist Zoran Bozhinovski was attacked in a 
café in Kumanovo by a businessman and a group of 
supporters. He was hit on the head with a glass bottle, 
ending up in hospital with a large cut. The attacker was 
never called in for interrogation.
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IV. TESTIMONIES OF THE 
MOST DRASTIC ATTACKS ON 

JOURNALISTS  

During the protests of the Civil Association “For 
a Shared Macedonia” in front of the Parliament 

building, as well as when the mob of protesters 
stormed into the Parliament rooms, journalists, photo 

reporters and cameramen were attacked. While all 
the vandalism in the Parliament rooms was taking 
place, the journalists Nikola Tanurov, Dushica Mrgja, 
Iskra Opetcheska, Bobi Hristov, Nikola Ordevski, and 
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other journalists, photo reporters and TV cameramen 
were attacked. The TV and other equipment of all the 
media following the events in front of the Parliament 
was destroyed. The unpleasant events were video 
documented.

Dimitar Tanurov: The situation in front of the 
Parliament was tense, but at no moment was it 
hinted at that it would go out of control and escalate. 
I had my press badge over my neck. I started taking 
pictures and recording short clips with my phone, 
then sending them to the newsroom.

I entered the Parliament hallway and first went 
straight towards the room where part of the 
protesters, protest organizers and members of VMRO-
DPMNE were gathered. Things were heating up while 
the organizers and party members were talking, and 
the rage on people’s faces was becoming clearer. 
Part of the group exited the room and I decided to 
go after them to see what their intention was. They 
moved in the direction of the staircase, where the 
security forces were standing. The first line of battle 
contained women, and it was clear that they were 
placed specifically there so that the police do not use 
excessive force, while the others, shoving from the 
back, were trying to push through the weak cordon.

At one point the police moved aside and the group 
started to go up the stairs. Running down the 
corridors, they were shouting: “Where’s Pavle? Find 
that motherfucker!” There was a woman, running 
down the corridors and hollering: “Leave Tufegdzikj to 
me, I’ll rip out her hair, I’ll kill her!” I heard their shouting, 
but I honestly could not believe that someone would 
go that far. The angered mob stormed into offices, 
checking whether any of the MPs were hiding in their 
holes. I followed them to the press center, where 
people and several journalists were gathered.

I saw that something was going on, so I entered and 
started taking pictures. Zoran Zaev was cornered and 
the SDSM MPs were trying to protect him from the 
maddened mob, which was throwing chairs and poles 
in their direction. An elderly white-haired man, with a 
black vest, aged around 60, noticed that I was recording 
with my phone and threw himself at me, yelling at the 
top of his lungs: “What do you think you’re doing? Stop 
recording! This one’s recording – stop him!”

It was at that moment that several people gathered 
around me, trying to stop me. One of them – a tall, 
bald, black-bearded man – shoved everyone to 
the side, grabbed my press badge and turned it 
over. When he saw that I was from the Meta news 
agency, his face turned red and he yelled: “Soroslut” 
Traitor!” He punched me and I fell to the ground. I was 
clutching my phone, while 5-6 people were hitting me 
with their fists on my head, face and stomach, all the 
while trying to take away my phone, which contained 
videos. At one moment, they managed to take my 
phone away, but that wasn’t enough for them, so they 
continued to beat me senseless while I was lying on 
the ground. I had no idea how long that lasted, but it 
seemed like a lifetime to me.

I heard a voice in the background: “Leave him alone, 
he’s my colleague, he’s a good guy, a journalist!” 
UnfortunateIy, I did not manage to remember this 
person’s face, but he was the one who pulled me 
out from the room. Staggering from the blows to my 
head, and with a bloody face, I was standing in front 
of the room and was trying to figure out where my 
phone was, as I had pictures in it. All around me there 
were elderly people, glaring at me, but one of them, 
as I was turning around, hit me on the head and ran 
away. A person who had previously hit me when I was 
in the room said: “You might be a good guy, but you’re 
working for the wrong medium.” I asked him where 
my phone was, telling him that it was my private 
number and that I would delete all the materials on it. 
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He answered that somebody had thrown it up in the 
gallery. So, I ran up the stairs and tried to search for 
it, but to no avail. I glanced down, towards the room, 
and it was at that precise moment that I noticed the 
MP, Zijadin Sela, lying on the ground, while a man 
was standing above him and holding him down with 
his one leg, and with the other crushing his head. I 
decided to go downstairs, but watching that horror 
made me visibly frightened and I had no idea as to 
which direction I should move in because the blood 
stains on my face could attract even more attackers. 
I was approached by a tall guy, with a blue shirt and 
glasses: “Come with me – I’ll put you together and I’ll 
get you out.” I looked at him, with fright in my eyes, 
not knowing whether he really wanted to help me 
out or if I would fall into a trap. I followed him with a 
hesitant step. He took me to the cafeteria, took out a 
cloth and some ice and told me to hold it on my face 
and not sat a word – he would get me out of there.

As we were moving towards the exit, he told everybody 
who he was approaching: “It’s nothing at all. . . he’s one 
of ours. . . he got hit by accident. . .” He helped me out 
while I was holding the cloth on my face. I moved 
away from the mob and immediately headed towards 
the City Hospital. Had it not been for these two brave 
men who helped me, I might have had more than a 
brain concussion.

I reported the incident that evening to the police, but 
unfortunately they put it down only as banditry. I went 
to the police station the following day as well – this 
time with pictures from one of the attackers – in an 
attempt to be given a confirmation for the reported 
incident. They told me that I should come back in 
a few days because the report would be written in 
approximately ten days. After that I went to the police 
station several times, but it was all in vain.

The last time I went there, I was told I had to wait a bit 
for them to check. They did not realize that their door 

was not closed shut, so I could hear bits and pieces of 
their chatter: “People are coming for their reports, but 
from upstairs, the Ministry of Internal Affairs actually 
ordered not to give out the reports. What should I tell 
him?” After they checked who the person in question 
was, that it was one of their own, the person said: 
“Give it to him, it’s only banditry anyway.”

Goran Naumovski: I recognized the use of violence 
in a collision between police forces and protestors 
in front of the then People’s Office of the State Head, 
located at “Rekord”. Some of my colleagues, including 
myself. I stood on the street, holding my official ID 
card, and shouting at the police officers that I was 
a journalist. Sadly, that was not enough for either 
of them. When I figured that that will not stop their 
hurling towards me, I assumed that they might hit me, 
so I put my hands over my head, and turned my back 
towards them. One of the police officers hit me on the 
back with his shield, and the second one jagged his 
baton on my neck.

The shock and pain were tremendous. The force of the 
impact was so big that I unconsciously gave a step 
or two before I collapsed on the pavement. I heard 
the clatter and shouting of my colleagues among 
themselves that I had been hurt. After a while I got 
my sight back and I could recall my whereabouts. 
An ambulance rushed me to the hospital where I 
got professional help. They ascertained severe body 
injuries. What shocked me the most was that the 
Ministry of Internal Affairs never identified the police 
officer who attacked me. Those injuries back then are 
the reason for some of my health issues to date.

13 April  2016
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20 July 2015

Marjan Stamenkovski: The period that we like to call 
“regime” was stressful. It was brutal being a journalist 
on July 20, 2015. Location: café bar “Biblioteka” 
(Library) right across the night club “Balet” (Ballet). 
I was on such location because of a scheduled 
interview I had with the secretary of the IRC, Afrim 
Tahiri. I was attacked by people with rods, bats and 
bottles. Everything happened in a span of 20 seconds. 
I received over 100 blows. 

They flee, I bleed. Frightened, disoriented. I was 
trembling as if I had a fever. The first thing I did was ask 
for my photograph to be taken, then an ambulance 
to be called. I knew who ordered the attack, who 
was behind it. I was just perplexed by the audacity, 
midday, no masks, in a public place.

15 July 2015

Sashe Ivanovski: What shocked me the most during 
the attack by Vladimir Peshevski was the fact that 
he dared chase me. You could see the glimmer in his 
eyes that not only did he have the intention to beat 
me up, but it was as if he wanted to kill me. He was 
so furious that someone dared ask the Deputy Prime 
Minister something that he did not like. The incident 
occurred midday, in a public place – the city center.
I was appalled that 15 minutes after my questions, he 
tailed me with his car to my parked vehicle. He asked 
me to join him inside so that we could talk some 
things through. Of course, I refused.

Sashe Ivanovski: The two masked men who had rods 
in their hands were dead set on the beating that 

lasted for about 30-40 seconds, but to me it felt like 
a lifetime. They inflicted around 20 hard blows on my 
head and arms. Luckily, I somehow did not fall to the 
ground. I think their intention was to seriously injure 
me, if not kill me.

I shouted at the top of my lungs. The entire building 
came out to see what was happening and the 
attackers decided to flee. Months after that incident I 
would expect someone to creep up on me in the dark 
with a gun or even a Kalashnikov.

Branko Trichkovski: Not only was my vehicle set 
on fire, but my family and I have been subjected to 
brutal and unyielding verbal terror for 30 years. In 
a variety and quantity that the average man could 
not withstand. My wife was headed towards a dead 
end at the Ministry of External Affairs. My daughter 
was fired from the Ministry of Finance. My brother’s 
law firm was suffering and in jeopardy. His daughter 
cannot get a job today because the government is 
afraid of the reaction of VMRO-DPMNE.

I had to quit Nova Makedonija after VMRO-DPMNE’s 
coming to power in 1998. I created Utrinski, but I was 
replaced as Editor in chief. My shares worth 250.000 
Euros were systematically impaired to 0.

Then, there was a prepared solution for me to 
independently quit Media Print Macedonia (MPM), 
with the project Globus, but I was fired so that I would 
not interfere with Gruevski’s consolidation of power.

Globus was destroyed with an organized action 
by the government and its pawns. My jeep was set 
on fine on May 13, 2015. I was without a job or any 

23 May 2015

14 May 2015
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source of income for 5 years. I estimated the material 
damage done to me – over 800.000 Euros, however 
Dostoevsky, Marquez and Faulkner combined would 
not be able to describe the non-material damage.

Zoran Ivanov: Mass civil protests in front of the 
Government building regarding the case of concealing 
the murder of the young boy, Martin Neshkovski, 
committed by a police officer on duty. 

First, a blow from behind with a shield, then another 
one right after with hands, they shove you on the 
ground forcefully, they trample on you, two of them 
on your spine and shoulders, the third one kicking 
you in the kidneys with a hard boot. All in the span of 
20-25 seconds. 

They pick you up, civilians try to get you out but it is 
no match to their fury and strength. They push you 
back into the crowd. The conductor watching from 
above, acting as if he is not from around here. There 
are no consequences, just horrific consequential 
memories.

Sasho Ordanovski: In early May 2015, somewhere 
around 1 am, with a leap over a two-meter tall fence 
by pyromaniacs, the car parked in front of our family 
home was set completely ablaze. Thanks to the fast 
intervention on the Fire Brigade’s behalf, catastrophe 
was avoided. The damage done was in the vicinity of 
10.000 Euros.

Literally every insightful police team, from the night 
patrol, to the criminal inspectors the following 

morning, all with a tone of concern in their voice 
suggested: “Mr. Ordanovski, you do know who sent 
their regards, right?” A couple of years after that they 
tried to set the Parliament on fire.

From that day forth, I have not been called or 
informed about whether or not there has been an 
ongoing investigation, nor has any evidence of said 
investigation been presented to me.

Zoran Bozhinovski: I was in custody in Novi Sad from 
November 7, 2013 until September 2, 2014 for the 
case known as “Spion” (Spy). At the same time an 
extradition procedure for asylum was underway, on 
my demand, because life in Macedonia had become 
life-threatening.

Even though the asylum procedure was unsuccessful, 
under my lawsuit it was set back to the very 
beginning. The Upper Court of Serbia made a decision 
to extradite me back to Macedonia.

I was handed an extradition solution. Nobody knew. 
Not my lawyer, not my family, I was not even allowed 
to make a phone call. My handover took place on 
the border while I was being accompanied by two 
Interpol-Skopje inspectors. Two police Jeeps were 
waiting for me along with special forces. Interpol was 
abused in this case because I was not in hiding. I was 
at a known location.

They put me in custody. If they wanted a legal 
procedure, I would not have been delivered, but 
this was a case of political extradition without 
any documentation. I was unpleasantly surprised 
from the kidnapping from my home in Novi Sad, all 

4 May 2015

22 September 2014
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because of previous threats from VMRO-DPMNE that 
sooner or later I would be liquidated. My family was 
shaken. My mother and father experienced immense 
trauma. Later on my father died from the stress that 
was bestowed upon him in the last fifteen months 
from my custody to my trial in Skopje, of which there 
is no instance judgment to date.

Tomislav Kezharovski: It is a horrific feeling when 

you are thrown in jail while innocent. Even much, 

much worse. I was aware that I was being set up. 

Unjustfully framed and trialed, with a Kafkian 

clash with the system, I became a victim of a 

predetermined verdict, with all the consequences of 

a twisted fate.

In prison, my days were becoming nights, and my 

nights – my shelter. I wanted to rise above my 

destiny, to surpass my misfortune, to be worthy 

of my suffering. But, even in hopelessness I saw a 

glimmer of hope that in the end, all would be well. I 

was going to make it, no matter what.

My faith in life and the fact that I had to prove my 

innocence was great, and still is. I knew I had to fight 

for it, and I was determined to do so. It’s stronger 

than me. There’s no turning back. 

They paved my way with cruel intentions. As if I was 

walking on heated marble. It scorched, the heat was 

burning. It left burns deep like canals, but I knew I 

had to walk my way through it.

I found myself in Socrates, who was also falsely 

accused and patiently waited for his death penalty. 

While waiting, he received his friends who urged him 

to flee, but he disagreed. And instead of comforting 

him, he comforted them by exposing the sermon on 

the immortality of the soul.

 

I was saddened and enraged by the injustice, yet 

at the same time very content and even stronger 

because of the support that he received from all 

sides. It made me stand up to all that life had to 

throw at me.  

 “Open, police! Police, police, open the door! Open it! 

Hurry! Do as I say!” All of this is still ringing in my ears 

today, six and a half years after thirty gunmen, heavily 

armed both with rifles and pistols and even bombs, 

as if they were somewhere in Baghdad, stormed into 

our home to arrest me for that written article. Until 

then I had only seen such a scene in movies.

We didn’t know what was going on. My wife and I 

were trying to find out why this was happening, 

but in vain. Our daughter, Stefania, who was then in 

the seventh grade, I remember as if it were today, 

looked me in the eyes and cried. I . . . I stood as Jesus 

crucified with my arms raised in the middle of the 

room, and watched tears roll down her cheeks.

While I was being dragged away from home, I 

remember turning to Marina and Stefania and, 

although handcuffed, I hugged them and said: “I love 

you the most in the whole wide world.” Stephie didn’t 

talk, she looked at me, cried and held my hand, and 

Marina, standing stoically in front of me, told me: 

“Leave here with your head held high, don’t worry 

about anything. Everyone knows who we are, what 

we are and what we do. Rest assured that one day 

those who do this will be ashamed. . . “

28 May 2013
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I felt goosebumps on my skin . . . That’s the end of me, 

I thought to myself.

I will remember that day . . . It is not easy to erase the 

image that, without my approval, has been popping 

up in my head every day for six years in a row, and 

who knows how long it will be popping up in front 

of me.

There is one more thing that I should and must 

mention . . . Our lives were then divided into two 

parts, before and after prison . . . Whenever we need 

to remember when we were in Ohrid, Struga or 

somewhere near the sea , my wife and daughter 

would say . . . “Yes, we were there before you were 

jailed” or if it was after 2015, “Yes, we were there 

after you were released from prison.”

I was allegedly arrested for the revealing of a protected 

witness under such a false and unsustainable charge. 

Then I was a journalist at the daily newspaper Nova 

Makedonija. I was arrested in May 2013, violently, by 

a police raid at night in my home in Skopje without 

any prior notice, as a result of my article having 

been published five years ago, or more precisely in 

November 2008. The reason behind this is because in 

an article, I have allegedly disclosed the identity of a 

protected court witness.

It is a horrific feeling when you are thrown in jail 

while innocent. Even much, much worse. I was aware 

that I was being set up.

Unjustfully framed and trialed, with a Kafkian 

clash with the system, I became a victim of a 

predetermined verdict, with all the consequences of  

a twisted fate.  In prison, my days were becoming 

nights, and my nights – my shelter. 

I wanted to rise above my destiny, to surpass my 

misfortune, to be worthy of my suffering. But, even 

in hopelessness I saw a glimmer of hope that in the 

end, all would be well. I was going to make it, no 

matter what.

My faith in life and the fact that I had to prove my 

innocence was great, and still is. I knew I had to fight 

for it, and I was determined to do so. It’s stronger 

than me. There’s no turning back.

They paved my way with cruel intentions. As if I was 

walking on heated marble. It scorched, the heat was 

burning. It left burns deep like canals, but I knew I 

had to walk my way through it.

I found myself in Socrates, who was also falsely 

accused and patiently waited for his death penalty. 

While waiting, he received his friends who urged him 

to flee, but he disagreed. And instead of comforting 

him, he comforted them by exposing the sermon on 

the immortality of the soul.

I was saddened and enraged by the injustice, yet 

at the same time very content and even stronger 

because of the support that he received from all 

sides. It made me stand up to all that life had to 

throw at me.
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Parliamentary reporters from several Macedonian 
media were forcefully thrown out of the journalistic 
lodge by Parliament police. Among them: Naser 
Selmani, Snezhana Lupevska, Toni Angelovski, Natasha 
Stojanovska, Frosina Fakova, Biljana Bogdanovska. 

The government did not want the media to record 
the violent expulsion of opposition MPs from the 
Parliament.

The incident took place during the process of adopting 
and voting on the state budget for next year. The 
government, with the help of Parliament security, 
otherwise members of the Macedonian police, had 
previously tried to expel  journalists, cameramen and 
photographers from the gallery on three occasions. 
In the third attempt, during their resistance, all the 
representatives of the media were forcefully pushed 
out with the use of considerable physical force, 
dragging and threats. The incident has been video 
documented. 

Zoran Bozhinovski: Late at night I was attacked at 
my work space at Radio Tumba in Kumanovo. Three 
masked members of the Lions unit violently attacked 
me. One of them dropped his mask and I recognized 
him. He was holding a cocked gun. Seven years later 
he admitted the reason behind his attempt to kill me 
was by political directive for my journalistic articles, 
and since he was scared to shoot, he turned his gun 
and hit me with the grip, while his aides were using 
rods. I was badly injured on my head, around ten of 
my teeth were broken, and my fingers on both hands 
were fractured. I ended up in the surgical center in 
Kumanovo and then in intensive care in Skopje. I was 

in a coma until the next morning. The attacker was 
sentenced to only two and a half years of prison for 
violence. He did not reveal who the other two were, so 
they went unpunished.

Zoran Bozhinovski: The night before the opening of 
the ballot boxes at the local elections in Kumanovo. 
Around 7 pm, with an eight-person escort at the 
“Corso” café, I was attacked by the later convicted 
dealer, Bajrush Sejdiu. He asked me to tell him where 
the journalist Biljana Lipkovska was living in order 
to liquidate her because of an assassination story 
related to him. 

I told him that even if I knew, I wouldn’t tell him. In a 
moment he swung the bottle in his hand, slammed it 
hard on my forehead. Shards from the bottle flew all 
over the place, chaos took hold, and the assailants 
and staff at the café both fled. I went down with cuts 
and blood all over my clothes. In hospital, my wound 
was stitched. Sejdiu has never been summoned for 
questioning. 

24 December 2012

23 September 2002

9 September 2000
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V. WHAT DO EXPERTS SAY 
ABOUT THE (UN)SAFETY OF 

JOURNALISTS 
 

The biggest issue with the (non-)prosecution of the 
enforcement of violence against journalists in our 
country is that there is no specific regulation that 
would sanction the committers of the crime, and 
that law enforcement agencies do not distinguish 
between these crimes and other violent crimes. 
In these crimes, the purpose of the attack is to 
silence the journalist or the media. From the media’s 
standpoint in a democratic society, it is clear that 
journalists should enjoy special protection in carrying 
out their profession. This protection is necessary 
because the profession itself is bound to certain 
risks. Such risks are those that occur when disclosing 
and publishing sensitive information and those that 
occur when reporting on certain violent events, such 
as the April 27, 2017 intrusion into the Parliament, 
when journalists were injured. 

The problem with the regulation is that there are 
no specific crimes that would protect journalists 
just as other professions and activities of public 
interest do, for example, Ministry of Internal Affairs 
officials, prosecutors, judges, lawyers, etc. Although 
the Criminal Law and journalists are covered as 
persons who carry out public interest work, there 
is no criminal offense with which they would enjoy 
special protection. For example, why should officials 
involved in defending violent protests enjoy special 

criminal-legal protection, but the same protection is 
not offered to journalists who are at the scene for 
performing their profession, i.e. reporting on such 
protests? Quite simple, it is quite appropriate that 
journalists should be treated as officials in terms of 
criminal justice protection, which they should enjoy. 
Special offenses and higher penalties for the doers of 
these offences are necessary and should be  justified.

The other problem, closely related to the former one, 
is that law enforcement authorities, i.e. the police 
and the prosecution, engaged in the processing of 
cases of violence against journalists do not take 
into account the specifics of these cases, but rather 
approach the clearing up of other violent crimes. The 
specifics refer primarily to the particular motivation of 
these crimes (silencing the journalist and the media). 
The need for faster and more effective treatment lies 
in the general prevention of such crime. If cases of 
violence against journalists are processed efficiently 
and quickly, it will certainly reduce the number of 
such crimes and create a calmer and safer climate 
for the journalistic profession.

Filip Medarski, lawyer
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Since its founding in 2010, the Independent Syndicate 
of Journalists and Media Workers has continuously 
been working to improve the safety of journalists 
while performing their tasks.

ISJMW thinks that the issue of the safety of 
journalists is not just a matter of numbers of injured, 
arrested or threatened journalists, but a question 
of the conditions, factors and responsibilities that 
have led journalists to be targeted, physically and 
verbally, to work in conditions of fear and threats, to 
be censored, to apply self-censorship.

That is why the Independent Syndicate of Journalists 
and Media Workers has been constantly trying, over 
the past nine years, to point out that the safety of 
journalists is a key link in freedom of expression and 
the media. In this direction, more security trainings 
for journalists have been conducted so far, several 
handbooks by the International Federation of 
Journalists have been published, such as IC Security 
Tips on Reporting from Demonstrations and Civil 
Riots and the Digital Basics Handbook, and in 2016, 
editorials also donated protective helmets to protect 
against reporting from violent events.

ISJMW continuously monitors attacks on journalists, 
threats to their security, and various other pressures 
and at all times condemns and gives public support 
to those who have been attacked.

Since October 2018, ISJMW, with the support of 
the OSCE Mission, has also set up a free helpline 
for attacks against journalists. This 24-hour hotline 

(0800-11-011) serves not only to report attacks by 
journalists and media workers in order to register 
them, but also to provide legal and other advice 
and support to those attacked, from how to deal 
with and extract themselves from the situation they 
found themselves into, to guidance on how to use 
the legal mechanisms that exist in the legal system.

Considering the fact that in recent years the number 
of attacks, both physical and verbal, has increased 
dramatically, taking into account the events of April 
27, 2017, in the Macedonian Parliament, as well as 
other incidents of protests in which journalists and 
media workers were attacked, in June 2017, at the first 
meeting with the newly elected Prime Minister Zoran 
Zaev, ISJMW initiated the amendment of the Criminal 
Law in order to increase the protection of journalistic 
teams in performing their professional work.

The purpose of this initiative is to end impunity and 
provide for attacks on journalists and media workers 
to be treated as an attack on an official, which 
automatically entails higher penalties, whereby 
journalists are not only equated with officials 
but equalized with them. These demands are 
explained in the Analysis and Recommendations for 
Amendments to the Criminal Law of the Republic of 
Macedonia for Increased Protection of Journalistic 
Teams while Performing Their Professional Duties. 
In September 2019, ISJMW and AJM reaffirmed 
this initiative at a meeting with the Minister of 
Justice, Renata Deskoska, in which it was generally 
accepted that this proposal be incorporated into the 
amendments to the Criminal Law.

Finally, ISJMW considers that without addressing the 
issue of the safety of journalists, it is not possible 

Darko Duridanski from the Independent Syndicate 
of Journalists and Media Workers (ISJMW)
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to create anything remotely close to free conditions 
for a smooth, objective and free media operation. At 
the same time, ISJMW considers that the conduct 
of public figures must be subject to criticism and 
sanction if they promote hate speech and instigate 
violence; editorial conditions must be changed, i.e. 
there should be no prohibition on union-collective 
protection; and newsrooms or the media must be 
aware of the risks their employees face and provide 
them with protection and safe working conditions.

The security of the media is a major prerequisite for 
their freedom, and the violence, threats and harass-
ment of journalists and media workers are primarily 
an attack on democracy in society. Together with oth-
er professional media and journalism organizations, 
CMET continuously calls on the government to protect 
the rights of free media and to promote freedom of 
expression. As a civil sector, we have an important 
role to play and a legitimate right to present to the 
public the problems and obstacles facing the media 
in our work.

We participate in discussions on the necessary 
amendments to the legislation affecting the work of 
the media, and we call for accountability of the insti-
tutions of the system to the media. We are actively 
monitoring cases of violence, threats and blackmail 
against the media and other forms of endangering 
freedom of expression, defending the rights and in-
terests of journalists and media workers.

Journalists and media professionals play a major role 
in upholding professional standards, but when mis-

takes are made we urge the government not to use 
them to impose new control or shut down the media. 
Media self-regulation is therefore recommended as 
the best way to be able to maintain professional and 
ethical standards, making it the only system that has 
the power to safeguard genuine freedom and inde-
pendence of the media.

Any form of state oversight, activities or laws that 
inhibit the independent operation of the media also 
pose a threat to the safety of journalists. Self-regu-
lation serves to promote and maintain freedom and 
pluralism in the media by distancing the possibility of 
influence from government or other centers of power. 
We urge politicians and public figures to refrain from 
using offensive language and vocabulary with threats 
to journalists and media workers whatsoever.

Marina Tuneva - Director of the Council for Media 
Ethics in Macedonia (CMEM):
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VI. WHAT MEASURES DO 
INSTITUTIONS TAKE FOR THE 
(UN)SAFETY OF JOURNALISTS  

According to the Constitution, the Public Prosecutor’s 
Office is the only independent state body that 
prosecutes perpetrators of crimes and other criminal 
offences. When performing this function, the Public 
Prosecutor’s Office is obliged to act impartially and 
non-biased.

Either way, given the exceptional importance of 
the journalism profession for overall democratic 
processes in society, as well as the increasing 
frequency of attacks on journalists in the 
performance of their duties, the Public Prosecutor’s 
Office pays particular attention to the detection and 
sanctioning of the executors of these crimes. This 
approach is made possible by the recommendations 
of the Council of Europe and numerous international 
organizations.

In this context, the prosecution also advocates 
open cooperation with professional journalistic 
associations, which should be further promoted in 
the forthcoming period. However, in order to make it 
easier to detect and sanction violence executors, and 
to more effectively protect the safety of journalists, 
the Public Prosecutor’s Office encourages all 
journalists who have been victims or witnesses of 
such an attack to report incidents immediately. This 
greatly facilitates the identification of the executors 
of violence and provides evidence of the crime.

It is of great importance for the Ministry of Internal 
Affairs not only to establish quality and close 
communication with the media but also to secure 
safe conditions for the work of journalists and other 
media workers. In fact, the Ministry of Internal Affairs, 
i.e. the present leaders of the institution, as far back 
as the beginning of 2017 clearly stated that that 
cooperation and communication are to be at the 
top of the agenda of activities to be realized in the 
direction of the reformation of the police. Hence, this 
has been demonstrated not only through the example 
of the speedy clearing up of cases of attacks in the 
period all throughout 2017, but at the same time we 
have intensified the cooperation and dialogue with 
the representatives of the media corporations with 
the aim of building an optimal partnership in the 
interest of the public and the citizens.

We have signed a memorandum of cooperation 
with AJM, and in these past two and a half years we 
have continuously been cooperating and mutually 
working in the interest of the journalists. Among 
other activities are the workshops for employees 
at the Ministry of Internal Affairs and journalists, 
in cooperation with OSCE and the Embassy of the 
Netherlands. Just last year we made the Handbook 
for Safety of Journalists at High-Risk Events, and this 
year we are working on a protocol for mutual relations 
between police officers and media workers. All in 
the interest of the media workers and the safe and 

Public Prosecutor’s Office  - Skopje
November 2019, Skopje

Ministry of Internal Affairs
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unhindered execution of their work tasks. Of course, 
this is a process that requires constant observation 
and engagement, which in its turn will enable further 
improvement of the position of journalism in the area 
of personal safety and security of people that work in 
this profession.

The Ministry of Internal Affairs, just as it has been 
doing, will continue to be open to all suggestions 
and ideas of media associations for mutual work and 
contribution in order to reach higher standards.

VII. MANNER OF INITIATING 
CRIMINAL PROCEEDINGS FOR 

THE SAFETY OF THE RIGHTS 
OF JOURNALISTS AND MEDIA 

WORKERS
Igor Markovski, lawyer

Based on the data from the register of attacks on 
journalists from the Ministry of Internal Affairs, as 

well as from the register of attacks on journalists at 
AJM, it is obvious that almost all registered attacks 
on journalists, in both registries, after being timely 
reported by the damaged journalists did not receive 
any institutional-legal settlement with an appropriate 
outcome for the perpetrators of the crimes before the 
competent court.

Aside from that, the injured journalists, who were 
assaulted by third parties (verbally or physically), in 
most cases, except for reports to the prosecuting 
authorities, the Ministry of Internal Affairs or the 
Public Prosecutor’s Office (PPO), did not initiate 
private subsidiary lawsuits against the doers of the 

crimes as private prosecutors, or appropriate civil 
proceedings for non-pecuniary or pecuniary damage.

The reasons why the journalists did not take these 
actions are unclear, i.e. the registry records that the 
attacked journalists filed criminal charges with the 
PPO against the perpetrators (if known) and the PPO 
either rejected the reports with the justification that 
such crimes are prosecuted privately or the cases are 
still pending before the BPPO.

The Law on Criminal Proceedings (LCP) classifies 
assaulted persons as damaged, and the rights of the 
injured are established in accordance with Article 57 
from LCP, reading as follows: 
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Rights of the injured party 

In the criminal procedure the injured party has the 
following rights:
1. to be aware of his/her rights;  
2. to use his/her language and alphabet and the 

right to assistance of an translator or interpreter 
if he/she does not understand the language of 
the proceedings;

3. to submit a proposal for realization of the property 
right claim;

4. to have a proxy;
5. to point to facts and to propose evidence;
6. to attend the evidentiary hearing;
7.  to attend the main hearing and to take part in 

the evidentiary proceedings, as well as to make a 
statement on the property claim and the criminal-
legal event;

8. to review the files and the objects that serve as 
evidence upon completion of the investigation 
procedure;

9. to file an appeal under the conditions provided 
for by this Law;

10. to submit a proposal for prosecution and private 
lawsuit in accordance with the provisions of the 
Criminal Code; 

11. to be informed of the failure of the Public 
Prosecutor to undertake or waive any 
prosecution;  

12. to file an appeal with the higher public prosecutor 
against the decision of the public prosecutor 
refusing to prosecute, under the conditions 
provided for by this Law;  

13. to request a reinstatement;
14. to respect his/her right of privacy; and
15. to participate in the mediation procedure in a 

manner and under conditions specified by this 
Law.

As an explanation, the injured party is not a party to 
the criminal proceedings and has the capacity of a 
subsidiary process entity. However, if the injured party 
receives adequate legal assistance that the crime 
committed by a third party is a non-ex officio crime, 
the injured party has the rights of a private plaintiff, 
that is, a right to be a party to the proceedings, which 
are determined in accordance with Article 65 of LCP, 
reading: 

As an explanation of the foregoing provision, the private 
prosecutor is an authorized prosecutor for crimes 
prosecuted privately and they have all the rights that 
the public prosecutor has in the proceedings when 
the prosecution is ex officio or on a motion. But the 
private plaintiff does not have the same obligations 
as the public prosecutor because it does not cover 
the principle of legality, but the decision whether to 
prosecute or not depends on their disposition. There is 
a difference between the rights of the private plaintiff 
and those of the public prosecutor as a state body. 

On the other hand, the manner of initiating the 
procedure, if a certain journalist is attacked, is provided 
by Article 58 of the LCP. We believe that this provision 
is clear to readers and is comprehensive in respect of 
any rights that any journalist would have if they were 
attacked in the course of their work. Otherwise, the 
fact of the manner of initiating the criminal procedure, 
established in accordance with Article 58 of the LCP, 
which reads as follows:

Rights of private plaintiff

The private prosecutor, under the provisions of this 
law, has the same rights as the public prosecutor, 
except those belonging to the public prosecutor as 
a state body.
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Submission of Proposal and Private Complaint

1. For the criminal offenses prosecuted upon 
a motion or a private lawsuit, the motion or 
complaint shall be filed within three months of 
the day when the person authorized to submit 
the motion or private charge learned of the crime 
and the offender;

2. ) If a private lawsuit is filed for a crime of insult, 
the accused may file a lawsuit against the 
plaintiff who simultaneously retaliated against 
the insult (counterclaim) until the conclusion of 
the main hearing and after the expiry of the time 
limit referred to in paragraph (1) of this Article. In 
such a case, the court shall render a judgment;

3. A motion for prosecution shall be submitted to 
the competent public prosecutor and a private 
suit to the competent court;

4. If the damaged himself/herself files a criminal 
complaint or submits a proposal for realization 
of a legal claim in the criminal procedure, it shall 
be considered that he/she has filed a motion for 
prosecution;

5. When the injured party has filed a criminal 
charge or a prosecution motion, and during the 
procedure it will be determined that it is a criminal 
act prosecuted by private lawsuit, the complaint 
or proposal shall be considered a timely private 
lawsuit if filed in the time limit for a private suit. A 
timely filed private lawsuit will be considered as a 
timely filed proposal of the damaged, if during the 
procedure it is determined that it is a criminal act 
prosecuted upon proposal.

Based on the same provision, every attacked journalist 
should report to the prosecuting authority – Ministry 
of Internal Affairs, about the suffered attacks, with the 
Ministry taking official actions to find the perpetrator, 

classify the offense, ascertain whether there is any 
damage to the victim - the injured party, as well as a 
description of the actual situation of the event. If the 
crime has serious consequences on the life, body 
and health of the attacked person, the Ministry of 
Internal Affairs undertakes official actions by detaining 
the perpetrator, as well as by submitting a criminal 
prosecution proposal ex officio to the competent 
Public Prosecutor’s Office.

It is this provision that distinguishes the type of 
procedure as well as the type of crime. Whether this is 
an ex officio or private lawsuit, directed by the injured 
party. The provision of Article 58 of the LCP provides 
legal guidance for crimes that violate or endanger the 
personal interests of the individual, the prosecution 
being left to the disposition of the person concerned.

The right to file a private lawsuit or make a prosecution 
motion is time-limited to the person who may appear 
as a private prosecutor (if the offense is prosecuted 
privately under the provisions of the Criminal Law) or 
an injured party who initiates criminal prosecution 
by submitting a motion to the public prosecutor (for 
offenses prosecuted under the Criminal Law). The time 
limit is three months after the person has learned of 
the crime and its doer.

The time starts running after both circumstances have 
become known to the person: objective circumstance 
- that a crime has been committed that has damaged 
it; and subjective circumstance - the identity of the 
person considered to be the offender.

In addition, the rights of injured and private plaintiffs 
are dealt with precisely by section 5 of the LCP, in terms 
of the provisions of Article 62 of the LCP, which reads:
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Cancellation of the proposal, i.e. private lawsuit

1. The injured and the private plaintiff may, with 
their statement to the court before which the 
procedure is initiated, withdraw the motion or 
the private lawsuit until the conclusion of the 
main hearing. In that case they lose the right to 
resubmit a proposal or a private lawsuit.

2. If the damaged party withdraws the motion, i.e. 
private lawsuit until the main hearing commences, 
the court shall render a decision to suspend the 
procedure, and if it waives the commencement 
until the end of the main hearing, the court shall 
render an arbitral award (Article 402, paragraph 3).

The injured and the private plaintiff have the 
autonomous right to submit a motion for prosecution, 
i.e. a private lawsuit, so that their position is that not 
only the initiation of the procedure but also its course 
depends on the will and actions of the injured or the 
private plaintiff. They may, during the main hearing, 
waive the motion, or private suit, in such a way that the 
private plaintiff may waive the suit expressly - when 
he/she declares in writing or in record before the court 
that he/she waives his/her right to lawsuit or silence 
- when the private plaintiff fails to attend the main 
hearing, although he/she is properly summoned or the 
summons could not be served due to failure to report to 
the court the change of address or place of residence. In 
such a case, the court presumes that he is reluctant to 
prosecute (Article 63, paragraph 1 of the LCP).

The injured party can only give up the prosecution 
proposal only expressly, if he/she so wishes, thereby 
losing the right to resubmit the prosecution proposal, 
or private suit for the same crime.

According to Article 63, Article 64 and Article 65 of the 
LCP, the legislator granted the injured and the private 

plaintiff rights in the course of the proceedings and 
the legal consequences in the same proceedings. 
These provisions are important, first and foremost, for 
the journalists’ representatives in the proceedings, but 
they should also be aware of their content as parties.

Article 63
Non-appearance of the private plaintiff at the main 
hearing

(1) If the private plaintiff did not come to the main 
hearing even though he/she was properly summoned, 
or if the summons could not be served due to failure 
to report to the court for the change of address of the 
place of residence, that is, the place of residence, it 
would be deemed they have withdrawn from the suit.
(2) The President of the Trial Chamber or the individual 
judge shall allow the private plaintiff to return to the 
former state of affairs, who for justified reasons could 
not attend the main hearing or timely notify the court 
of the change of address of the place of residence or 
momentary residence, if within eight days after the end 
of the obstacle, he/she applied for a reinstatement.
(3) After the expiry period of three months from the 
day of the omission, he/she can not ask to return to 
their former state.
(4) No separate appeal shall be allowed against the 
decision allowing the return to the previous state.

Article 64
The right to present evidence, inspect files and other 
rights

(1) The injured and the private plaintiff have the right 
during the procedure to point out all the facts and to 
propose evidence that are relevant for establishing 
the criminal liability and the property claim.
(2) At the main hearing they have the right to propose 
evidence, to question the accused, witnesses 
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and expert witnesses, to make observations and 
explanations in relation to their statements to make 
other statements and other suggestions.
(3) The injured and the private plaintiff shall have the 
right to review the files and to examine the objects 
which serve as evidence. The injured party may be 
prohibited from viewing the records until he/she is 
examined as a witness.
(4) The public prosecutor and the court shall acquaint 
the injured and the private plaintiff with the rights 
referred to in paragraphs (1), (2) and (3) of this Article.

Committing a crime causes a series of consequences, 
that is, property damage to one or more natural or 
legal persons. Therefore, in addition to sanctioning the 
committing of the crime by punishing the offender, the 
question of indemnifying the injured party by settling 
his/her property claim is also raised, since in addition 
to the interest that the injured party has in punishing 
the doer of the crime, they have property interests that 
are violated or endangered by the committing of the 
crime. 

In that direction, the procedure for realization of a 
property claim in the criminal case  is a special type 
of procedure which is an accompanying procedure of 
the criminal procedure, i.e. a simultaneous settlement 
of the civil with the criminal work, since the civil work 
in this case derives from the committed criminal act, 
but also due to the principles of expediency and cost-
effectiveness in the procedure.

The damaged will make his/her property claim fast-
er and simpler in criminal proceedings, and their 
costs will be much lower.

However, in addition to deciding upon the damaged 

party’s property claim during the criminal proceedings, 
the court also makes a decision to prevent crime in 
general, since the indictment of the doer of the crime 
to compensate the damaged caused along with the 
punishment for the committed crime, it will certainly 
affect not only him/her, but all other offenders. This 
point is more to say an opportunity for the injured or 
private plaintiff himself/herself, and it is certainly not a 
mandatory obligation for the court. In this respect, the 
injured party has the right to direct his/her property 
claim in a separate civil action for damages. Unlike a 
property claim for which the court does not always 
have to decide in criminal proceedings, if that would 
delay the proceedings, the confiscation of property 
benefits is decided exclusively in criminal proceedings.

Property claims are set out in Chapter 11 of the LCP, 
which provides for the notion of the injured party’s 
property claim, the manner in which he/she appears 
in criminal proceedings, who is empowered to declare 
the same claim and how the court shall hear the same 
property claims. The provisions of Article 110 from 
the LCP to Article 120 from the LCP deal with property 
claims in criminal proceedings:

Article  110
Settling a property claim and its object, where

(1) A legal claim arising out of the commission of a 
criminal offense shall be heard on a proposal by the 
authorized persons in criminal proceedings if it would 
not significantly delay this procedure.
(2) A legal claim may relate to compensation, restitution 
or cancellation of certain legal matter.
(3) In case of insurance, the property claim referred to 
in paragraph (2) of this Article may also be filed by the 
injured party to the insurance company.

THE INJURED PARTY’S REQUEST
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Article 111
Authorized persons to file a property claim

(1) A property claim in criminal proceedings may be 
filed by a person authorized to pursue such claim in 
a dispute.
(2) When the request referred to in paragraph (1) of 
this Article is filed by the victim of the crime, it shall 
state in the request whether it has been compensated 
or has filed a request in accordance with Article 53, 
paragraph (1) of this Law.

Article 112
Filing a property claim

(1) A legal claim in criminal proceedings shall be filed 
with the body to which the criminal complaint is filed 
or to the court before which the proceedings are 
instituted.
(2) The request may be submitted no later than the end 
of the main hearing before the first instance court.
(3) The authorized person shall be obliged to state his/
her her request according to the type and amount, and 
to submit evidence.
(4) If the authorized person does not submit a legal 
claim in the criminal procedure until the indictment is 
filed, he/she will be informed that he/she may submit 
that motion until the conclusion of the main hearing.

The legislator foresees two conditions for the property 
to be heard in the criminal procedure, the first condition 
being that a lawful property claim be submitted by 
the authorized persons in the criminal procedure, 
which means that the court does not decide on a 
formal property claim, and the second condition is 
that the adjudication of the property claim does not 
significantly delay the criminal proceedings.

The judicial practice of RNM indicates that most of the 

property claims relate to damages, material and non-
material damage.

Proposal for realization of a property claim in the 
criminal procedure can be submitted only by the 
person authorized to make such a claim in the dispute, 
and that is the person who is damaged by the crime, 
i.e. the victim of the crime, but may also be submitted 
by another person whose personal or property right 
is violated or endangered by the crime. A legal entity 
may also submit a proposal for realization of a property 
claim if it has caused any damage to the crime.

The private plaintiff in the criminal proceedings may 
recover his/her property claim. The same is stated in the 
lawsuit itself, justified and determined by appropriate 
allegations and evidence (medical documentation, 
medical forensics, machine forensics,  etc.). The 
enacting clause of the same claim is specified in such 
a way that the proceedings are at the request of the 
plaintiff-injured party and he/she disposes of his claim 
before the court.

On the other hand, the injured party who has suffered 
some damage by the committed crime against him/her 
and the procedure is ex officio, has the right to present 
his/her property claim in the criminal procedure, 
determined by the grounds and amount, or to present 
and be referred to a separate civil litigation procedure. 
The basis for litigation are the legal facts on which the 
property claim is based. The referral of the injured party 
to the exercise of that right in civil litigation is merely 
an indication to the injured party of the existence of 
another legal way in which he/she can exercise his/her 
right.

To summarize, the security of journalists based on the 
above procedure and the course of the proceedings 
indicates that in most cases, journalists have to 
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pursue a private lawsuit. That is, to report the case 
to the Ministry of Internal Affairs or PPO immediately 
after the crime, to seek appropriate medical care in 
a medical facility if they have suffered injuries to 
their body or health or certain objects (cameras.. .) 
have been seized or destroyed, to promptly notify 
the appropriate authorities and subsequently after 
the prosecution authorities have established the 
identity of the perpetrator of the crime, to consult 
professional legal aid lawyers in order to initiate a 
private lawsuit against the doer of  the crime.

From this perspective, with this legal explanation of 
the criminal proceedings, the injured are discouraged, 
both morally and financially, from being placed in a 
position to engage each individual (logistically and 
financially) in conducting the proceedings. Due to 
the nature of the work of journalists and their daily 
outreach in order to obtain timely and fast information 
on certain topics and events, journalists are exposed 
daily to potential risks and possible attacks and 
conflicts. Therefore, it is understandable that if a 
particular journalist is attacked approximately 3-4 
times a month, that he/she would not have the 
motivation to process those attacks independently, 
without the help of the state, through the institutions 
responsible for these proceedings.

Because of this, and especially because of the  
European regulation and how this issue is regulated 
by the European-international laws, it is necessary for 
the legislator in our country to adopt a special chapter 
in the Criminal Law for attacks and proceedings 
against journalists as officials. In this sense, the 
security of each journalist will be determined 
separately, in accordance with the Criminal Law, as 
well as in accordance with the LCP and the journalists 
will have full institutional protection of their rights. In 
such a role, the journalist will have moral satisfaction 

as victims of criminal prosecution against the doers. 
It is a priority for them to believe, as well as for each 
of us, that the doer be properly punished with a 
criminal sanction under the law. The question of the 
claim of any injured party is irrelevant as to how it 
will be handled, whether through official (criminal) 
proceedings, a motion or a separate civil action for 
damages. It is already a personal perception and 
experience of every person damaged personally.

It is good that AJM and the Journalists’ Syndicate 
are undertaking an initiative to amend the Criminal 
Law in this regard and therefore it is necessary for 
the lawmakers in RNM to recognize the problems 
that journalists face and the negative outcome in 
the proceedings, and thereby to amend the law as 
a measure to improve the safety of journalists and 
media workers.
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VIII. HEADLINES IN THE MEDIA: 

• Journalists in Macedonia have become first and bloody news
• Journalist at tacked with f lagpole
• Journalists at tacked during the protest “For a Shared Macedonia”
• Journalists at tacked at Por ta Macedonia
• Journalists, cameramen and photo repor ters also at tacked in Parliament
• At tacks on journalists to be treated as at tacks on of ficials
• OSCE: At tacks on journalists are at tacks on democracy
• The Prosecutor ’s Of fice hasn’ t pressed any charges against violence on journalists
• A JM and the Minis tr y o f In ternal Af fair s with di f f eren t opinions on the at t acks on 

journalists
• AJM and ISJM: At tacks on journalists to be treated as at tacks on of ficials
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Every attack on a journalist is an attack on the public interest, democracy, and rights of all citizens.
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