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The content of this report is a summary of views expressed by the majority of participants 
in the roundtable and meetings, and not necessarily of institutions represented at this 
roundtable. 

This report is based on roundtable session on the The State of 
Research at Think Tank Organisations in Kosovo held on 25 
June 2013 at the Department of Political Science, University of  
Prishtina (UP). The roundtable was organised by the Centre for 
Political Courage (CPC) with support from the Swiss Agency 
for Development and Cooperation (SDC) through the Regional 
Research Promotion Programmeme in the Western Balkans 
(RRPP). The roundtable addressed challenges and problems 
present in the research sector of Kosovo’s think tanks. Firstly, 
it addressed the state of research at think tank organisations 
in Kosovo, including their policies, research methodology and 
relevance of research conducted. Secondly, it investigated the 
policies pursued by major donors and the extent to which these 
policies address the needs of Kosovo’s researchers active in the 
think tank sector. Finally, it aimed to contribute to building quality 
friendly relations and networks between think tank organisations 
and donors.

The roundtable was attended by representatives from some  
of the largest international donors, e.g. Mrs Sophie Beaumont, 
European Union Office in Kosovo, and Mr Christian Geosits, 
Austrian Development Agency (ADA). Representatives from the 
most active think tanks in Kosovo also attended the roundtable: 
Mr Fisnik Korenica and Mr Dren Doli, Institute for Legal and  
Political Studies; Mr Albert Krasniqi, Kosovar Institute for Policy 
Research and Development (KIPRED); Mr Selatin Kllokoqi,  
Democracy for Development (D4D); and Mr Kushtrim Bajrami, 
Kosovo Education Center (KEC).



 

Opening Remarks

Mr Adem Beha and Prof. Arben Hajrullahu, on behalf of 
the Department of Political Science and CPC, summarised  
the roundtable’s goals and emphasised the need to bridge  
cooperation between think tank organisations in Kosovo and 
other stakeholders, including the UP and major active donors. 
On 5 October 2012 the CPC, in cooperation with the SDC and 
RRPP organised a conference on The Role of Social Sciences 
in Socieites in Transition, with Special Emphasis on Kosovo. 
A policy brief was produced as a result of this conference,  
addressing Social Science Research in Kosovo. The policy brief 
provided specific recommendations and tackled the state of 
research at the UP, among other private providers of higher 
education, and at think tank organisations in Kosovo. In  
order to further advance this discussion, the CPC organised  
three additional roundtables targeting each of the research  
sectors highlighted in the policy brief Social Science Research 
in Kosovo.

Prof. Arben Hajrullahu carried on in support of the  
recommendations made for think tank organisations in Kosovo, 
arguing that sustainable development cannot be attained in  
Kosovo without genuine investments in science, research,  
innovation and technology. Therefore, in his perspective on  
donors, he finds it essential to take care when choosing  
candidates and topics to support. As for Kosovo’s institutional 
support for science and research, Prof. Hajrullahu discussed 
the lack of commitment by Kosovar authorities to allocate  
sufficient funding to implement their laws and strategies related 
to science, research, innovation and technology.

The Donor’s Viewpoints

The international donor community contributed immensely to 
the establishment of a vivid civil society in Kosovo. However, 
with the country transitioning out of its turbulent phase, donor 
commitment to Kosovo’s civil society has slightly dropped. 

Think tanks in Kosovo, as policy-oriented centres engaging in 
advocacy and research, are faced with several problems. They 
lack proper funding and have insufficient absorption capacities. 
The think tanks are also devoid of influence on policy formation,  
agenda or change in Kosovo’s decision-making processes. 
The summarised remarks from representatives of the ADA  
and European Union Office in Kosovo are expanded upon  
below. 

Mr Christian Geosits from the ADA accented his organisation’s 
active engagement in Kosovo’s public higher education sector. 
For instance, the ADA aided in drafting the research law, playing 
a consultative role. However, recommendations provided by the 
ADA’s experts were only partly taken into consideration. 

There is also an ongoing discussion about the National  
Research Fund, which currently finds itself at an impasse. The  
fund’s prerequisite 0.7 % of Kosovo’s annual budget, to be  

dedicated to a research fund with the new law, does not exist in 
reality. 

Mr Geosits continued to explain that the ADA attempts to keep 
its investments mainly at the UP via partnerships and research 
programmes. These programmes are relevatively small-scale, 
linking the UP with universities in Austria. Parallel to this,  
the ADA supports exchange programmes for doctoral and 
post-doctoral Kosovan candidates in Austria. The research  
promotion in these programmes represents roughly 20 % of the 
overall programme. The beneficiaries consist of staff from public 
universities, not private colleges or individuals. 

According to Mr Geosits, the ADA’s concern with Kosovo’s  
research market and the regulation of this sector is of the  
utmost importance. However, he is unsure whether the ADA’s 
programmes address the needs of researchers in Kosovo as  
his organisation mainly follows the guidelines of Kosovo’s  
National Research Strategy, which focuses on Kosovo’s public 
policies regulating the research sector. 

Mrs Sophie Beaumont from the European Union Office in  
Kosovo began her presentation by informing participants of the 
influence held by think tanks in the EU and Washington over 
decision-making processes in other countries and how this  
authority may be considered controversial. This perception is 
not one which exists in Kosovo at this time, but their point of 
view may change as the role of think tanks in Kosovo matures 
and develops stronger influence in political and policy-making 
processes. Mrs Beaumont wished to define the notion of a think 
tank. Referring to its conceptual understanding in scholarly  
literature, Mrs Beaumount said that a think tank is regarded  
by some as a “non-teaching university,” while others define it 
as a “lobbying group.” Thus, a think tank should provide advice  
and expertise for policy development, as already demonstrated 
by the EU in their close dealings with think tanks and  
universities while developing their policies. 

Mrs Beaumont also discussed the wide array of funding  
opportunities available for think tank organisations. An EU  
research programme, dubbed “Horizon 2020”, will dispense  
€ 8 billion for the purpose of research. Though there are many 
funding opportunities in Kosovo, the main obstacle will be their 
ability to compete at regional and European levels in the future. 
As Kosovo approaches EU accession, research think tanks 
must prepare to increase their competitive presence. In this  
regard, Mrs Beaumont recommended that think tanks focus on 
building capacities in writing research project applications and 
strengthening cooperation with universities.

What is a Think Tank?

Academic literature differs on its definition and description of  
that which constitutes a think tank. Andrew Rich, an assistant 
professor of political science at City College of New York,  
defines think tanks as “as independent, non-interest-based, 
nonprofit organizations that produce and principally rely on  
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expertise and ideas to obtain support and to influence the  
policymaking process.”1 On one hand, operationally speaking, 
according to Rich, think tanks are nonprofit organisations that 
aim to disseminate research potentials on public issues. On 
the other hand, politically speaking, think tanks aim to influence 
policy-making. In this respect, the two most important factors for 
think tanks are credibility and research relevance. 

James G. McGann, professor at the University of Pennsylvania, 
provides a broader definition: “Think tanks or public policy  
research, analysis, and engagement institutions are organizations 
that generate policy-oriented research, analysis, and advice 
on domestic and international issues in an effort to enable  
policymakers and the public to make informed decisions about 
public policy issues.”2 In his analysis of U.S. think tanks, McGann 
argues that there are essentially three forms possible:

1.  A “traditional think tank,” which concentrates its resources  
exclusively on scholarly policy research (i.e., Hoover  
Institution and Woodrow Wilson International Center for 
Scholars);

2.  A “think-and-do tank,” which conducts research, policy  
analysis and public outreach (i.e., Brookings Institution, 
Carnegie Endowment for International Peace, Economic 
Policy Institute, American Enterprise Institute and Heritage 
Foundation);

3.  A “do tank,” which focuses all their energy on the  
repacking and disseminating of other think tanks’ ideas and 
policy proposals (i.e. Demos, Capital Research Center and 
Free Congress Foundation).3 

Kosovo’s Think Tanks

According to the 2013 Freedom House report on Kosovo, civ-
il society ratings decline from 3.75 to 4 when comparing the 
state of civil society in 2013 to that of 2012.4 Non-governmental  
organisations, including think tanks in Kosovo, are regulated 
by the Law on Freedom of Association of NGOs.5 Out of over 
6,000 NGOs registered in Kosovo, there are only 8 think tanks. 
According to the Kosovo Agency of Statistics, only 141 people 
work in the research sector out of a 208,454 employee sample 
(0.5% of people employed).6 Think tanks in Kosovo have yet to 
establish a quality control mechanism. Most of their research 
is based on qualitative rather than quantitative methodology 
and they do not have the capacity or staff to compete regionally  
and internationally. It is critically necessary to build trustful  
relationships between public institutions and think tank  
organisations in Kosovo in order to realise effective progress 
in a timely manner. The following paragraphs summarise the  
challenges and concerns faced by think tanks in Kosovo. 

Mr Fisnik Korenica from the Institute for Legal and Political 
Studies recognised the importance of organising this  
roundtable on research in Kosovo due to the fact that, from 
his perspective, research and development is the last thing  
policy- and decision-makers concern themselves with in Kosovo.  
Mr Korenica believes there is an immediate need to establish 

independent control mechanisms checking the way in which 
research funding is dedicated and granted. He calls the re-
search market in Kosovo “a funny maket,” as over 90 % of  
the research conducted in Kosovo is speculative and primarily  
concentrated in textbooks. In this regard, Mr Korenica  
suggested that, while there are researchers in Kosovo with  
thirteen published textbooks, these books are considered  
general knowledge and not connected with research at the 
global level. In addition, these textbooks are considered to be 
of “poor” quality as it is possible to find ten citations for a nearly 
three hundred page textbook. Mr Korenica found that most of 
the so-called “research” in Kosovo was never peer-reviewed  
domestically or internationally and that the same research never 
goes through language editorial processes, failing to meet any 
international standard of publication. Mr Korenica also recalled 
the Yugoslavian era wherein Yugoslavia’s regime measured  
research in terms of quantity, not quality. Unfortunately, he sees 
the same problem arising within the UP partially because most 
domestic journals are not peer-reviewed and publication quality 
is rather weak. 

Regarding the roundtable, Mr Korenica noted the incredible  
difference between universities and think tanks. According  
to him, think tanks are purely policy-oriented centres, i.e. the 
Institute for Legal and Political Studies, which does not conduct  
scientific research, as universities might do for the sake of  
curiosity. He said that his institute conducts research to solve 
practical and tangible problems. Apart from this, Mr Korenica 
found it very difficult for policy-makers to refer to research  
carried out by local think tanks. As a result, most of the  
decisions in Kosovo are not based on evidence. However, in 
terms of research quality, Kosovar think tanks stand in good 
posterity among other countries in the region. He provided the 
example of Albania wherein most think tanks are politicised  
and consequently produce speculative political statements  
supporting or defaming parties. According to Mr Korenica,  
Kosovo’s think tank market is the best in the region despite 
its marginal size due to enormous donor investments for think 
tanks in Kosovo throughout last fourteen years. In distinction 
with other civil society organisations, think tanks do not  
research solely for the general public, rather they wish to  
influence policy-makers. Mr Korenica also highlighted the  
empowerment of think tank advocacy capacities in conjunction 
with research quality of published papers. 

According to Mr Korenica, there are three key problems in  
Kosovo’s think tank sector: 1) Quality control mechanisms  
within think tanks; 2) Methodology and inadequate levels of 
quantitative research; 3) Research competition is unsubstantial  
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and researchers in Kosovo must learn to compete both  
regionally and internationally, as this is the market’s demand. 

Mr Albert Krasniqi began his talk by referencing KIPRED’s 
support for Kosovo’s Assembly and the two parliamentarian  
commissions established via his organisation’s support. He  
discussed complications KIPRED stuggled with while  
establishing these mechanisms, especially the distrust exhibited  
by Kosovo’s Assembly, which interpreted KIPRED staff as 
“spies” for international donors. According to Mr Krasniqi,  
building trust between Kosovan institutions and civil society 
organisations is required for both Kosovan think tanks to  
independently set their agenda of research and for public  
institutions to make informed decisions about public policies. 

Mr Selatin Kllokoqi from D4D presented his origanisation’s  
activities building research capacities. They also continually 
hire employees that have studied abroad and are supporting 
interns from the UP. Now, D4D is building an e-library to store 
research publications and make them available via download. 
Students and the public might access this database more easily 
than current methods and may make use of this information in 
the future.  

D4D, as with other think tank organisations, are criticised by 
public institutions. Mr Kllokoqi said that these critiques arise 
when research is carried out by Kosovar think tanks in a field 
requiring immediate attention. Those capable of implementing 
recommendations made by the think tanks typically spend their 
time criticising think tanks as opposed to using their valuable 
expertise and research results to enchance policy development  
and decision-making processes. In addition, Mr Kllokoqi  
said that think tank organisations in Kosovo do not receive 
any financial support from public institutions, referring to funds 
originally allocated for science and research by the Ministry of 
Science and Technology (MEST). The ministry’s and donors’  
funding should be directed to not only to the UP, but also  
towards think tank organisations that have conducted significant 
research. Despite the large amount of investments funnelled 
into the UP, no improvement was found in building research  
capacities. According to Mr Kllokoqi, cooperation between the 

UP and think tank organisations in Kosovo is insufficient and 
must be improved. 

Mr Kushtrim Bajrami from the KEC insisted that think tanks 
and public institutions take an inclusive approach to research  
work in Kosovo. One of the key problems, from Bajrami’s  
perspective, is that some think tanks in Kosovo deal with  
several problems simultaneously as opposed to focusing solely 
on policy.

Recommendations 
For Donors:

•	 Dedicate more investments for think tanks in Kosovo;
•	 Empower think tank organisations in Kosovo. 

For Think Tanks:

•	 	Establish quality control mechanisms to enhance readership, 
quality and relevance of research;

•	 	Develop capacities within think thanks to conduct large 
scale research and enhance quantitative research;

•	 	Empower advocacy capacities and increase quality of  
research papers;

•	 	Empower abilities to compete with the EU market and  
focus on building capacities in writing research project  
applications;

•	 	Utilise more PhD staff in research teams;
•	 	Enhance cooperation with research institutes at the UP;
•	 	Establish trust with relevant public institutions and create  

a deliberative realm with public stakeholders;
•	 	Focus only on policy, rather than several problems 
 simultaneously. 
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