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F
acing the dire conse-
quences of global 
warming, humanity is 
compelled to reduce 

CO₂ emissions and find alterna-
tives to fossil fuel energy. The plan 
known as the “Green Agenda” en-
tails solutions such as electric ve-
hicles, batteries, solar power 
plants, wind farms, and other de-
vices that typically require signif-
icantly higher consumption of 
hard-to-access critical minerals, 
which are scarce in the litho-
sphere. However, numerous deci-
sions of the green agenda have 
been made by politicians influ-
enced by profit-driven large capi-
tal, with insufficient input from in-
dependent experts, considering 
market laws but not the laws of 
physics, says Academician Slo-
bodan Vukosavić. Hence, he notes, 
“the timeframe of profit-oriented 
planning is too short and cannot 
accommodate the dynamics of the 
energy sector.” When we look at 
the United States, we see that 
changes in U.S. policy reflect the 
need to develop technologies that 
require fewer critical minerals, 
such as hydrogen cars, the use of 
solar and wind energy to produce 
green fuels, nuclear power plants, 
geothermal energy, biomass, and 
other sources, Vukosavić points 
out. “These changes are already 
having a strong impact on the de-
velopment plans of key manufac-
t u r e r s , ”  o u r  i n t e r l o c u t o r 
observes.

In this context, how do you view 
the current global race for criti-
cal raw materials, including the 
“Jadar” project? How do you 
perceive the fact that the views 
of our experts have equally lit-
tle influence on both our and the 
European public?
— Decisions made by politicians 
are increasingly influenced by 
large capital, while the influence 
of experts and citizens themselves 
is diminishing, with their interests 
often taking a back seat. Leading 
corporations and financial insti-

tutions influence the adoption of 
policies and the making of deci-
sions and laws to achieve greater 
profits, considering the short-term 
effects of their actions. Public un-
awareness allows public opinion 
to be shaped through the media, 
the imposition of prepared narra-
tives and concepts, substitution of 
theses, and planned suppression 
of critical thought. Objective facts 
and the opinions of experts with 
integrity are increasingly less ac-
cessible to citizens, leading to the 
degradation of democracy into 
a facade for the economic inter-
ests of the elite. Vital information 
remains inaccessible to the pub-
lic, while the media disseminate 
content designed to promote the 
interests and projects of interest-
ed companies and groups, and to 
suppress citizen resistance due to 
the endangerment of their inter-
ests. Peer-reviewed and published 
works by independent experts in-
dicate that the Jadar project would 
jeopardize the water supply for 2.5 
million people in Serbia, threaten 
agricultural activities, lead to pop-
ulation displacement, and create 
environmental refugees. Howev-
er, the ruling regime and narrow 
interest groups are dedicated to 
the unscrupulous discrediting of 
objective views, while interested 
companies invest in re-educating 
the public. On the other hand, do-
mestic experts in mining and ge-
ology are denied the opportuni-
ty to engage in applied geologi-
cal and other research, leading 
some to accept offers from multi-
national companies and produce 
unfounded studies on the feasi-
bility of mineral exploitation with 
predetermined positive outcomes. 
The dissemination of findings that 
ignore the consequent devastation 
of the environment further confus-
es public opinion.

How likely is it that lithium in 
general, or lithium processed 
with the technology proposed 
in our country, will be signifi-
cant for the EU’s needs?

— The planned exploitation of lith-
ium in the Jadar Valley would re-
quire the consumption of signif-
icant amounts of fossil fuels, in-
compatible with the goals of the 
green agenda. Specifically, it in-
volves substantial quantities of oil 
derivatives and natural gas. The 
energy needed to produce lithium 
carbonate in Jadar is several times 
greater than the energy required to 
produce lithium carbonate from 
brine lakes (in Bolivia, Chile, Ar-
gentina, and China). Considering 
that energy has a very significant 
share in the production cost of raw 

materials and finished products, 
it can be concluded that the pros-
pects for profit from lithium ob-
tained in the Jadar Valley are signif-
icantly threatened by the exploita-
tion of energy-cheap lithium from 
brine. This observation aligns with 
the initial statements of interested 
companies that they came to the 
Jadar Valley seeking borates. The 
price of lithium on the world mar-
ket has dropped more than eight 
times in just a few years. One rea-
son is the availability of lithium ob-
tained from brine. Another reason 
is the growing interest in cars that 
do not use lithium batteries. In ad-
dition to hydrogen, there are sodi-
um batteries that surpass lithium 
LFP batteries in key technical and 
price aspects.

You once said that there is 
“great pressure on countries 
where institutions are not de-
veloped and where there is a 
high level of corruption to ac-
cept opening mining in a tradi-
tional and cheap way.” Would it 
make sense to accept this pro-
ject with stronger institutions 

and modern mining... higher 
mining royalties...?
— The Jadar project is planned in 
a fertile, populated area with ex-
ceptional potential for agriculture, 
coupled with a key aquifer system 
in Serbia. According to available 
knowledge, there is no way to ex-
ploit lithium, boron, cobalt, anti-
mony, nickel, etc., in such areas 
without the resulting damage be-
ing incomparably greater than the 
benefits. According to estimates by 
a group of independent economists, 
the benefit that the Jadar project 
would bring to Serbia is about twen-

ty times less than the value of the 
annual raspberry production in the 
wider area, a production that would 
be directly or indirectly threatened 
by the initiation of the Jadar pro-
ject. According to estimates, com-
pensation for damage due to con-
sequent pollution and remediation 
costs would far exceed the gross in-
come of investors. Therefore, it is 
reasonable to continue lithium ex-
ploitation only in desert areas, far 
from key aquifer systems, agricul-
ture, and settlements.

Although all eyes are on lithium, 
in reality, Serbia has many oth-
er companies dealing with other 
rare mineral deposits. Are such 
ventures equally risky?
— The company Zijin exploits cop-
per and numerous critical minerals 
in Bor and Majdanpek. Very signif-
icant quantities of European cop-
per are handed over to a non-Eu-
ropean company, contrary to the 
intentions of the EU. Less than 3% 
of the total market value of min-
erals remains in Serbia, indicat-
ing that European copper is being 
handed over for next to nothing. 
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Operations are conducted in such 
a way that arsenic and cadmium 
emissions exceed limit values by 
over thirty times, leading to a sig-
nificantly increased incidence of 
non-communicable diseases and 
deaths. The number of employed 
Serbian citizens is comparable to 
the number of oncology patients, 
and according to projections, the 
local population (excluding nu-
merous Chinese citizens) will be 
halved by 2050.

If we compare the EU’s support 
for other Serbian projects relat-
ed to the green agenda and what 
is happening around lithium, 
how do you think the relations 
between the EU and the West-
ern Balkans and Serbia should 
be “read”?

— Environmentally acceptable min-
ing is too expensive, so the EU seeks 
to “export” its environmental prob-
lems elsewhere (Congo, Moroc-
co, Serbia), to countries where the 
protection of nature, water, human 
rights, and working conditions is 
much weaker than in the EU. Al-
though EU representatives gener-
ally advocate for adherence to the 
highest environmental protection 
standards, exploitation is primar-
ily planned in countries with un-

derdeveloped institutional systems, 
high corruption potential, and pop-
ulations that do not offer significant 
resistance to profitable mining at 
the expense of the environment and 
population. The latest legal regula-
tions in Serbia create the possibili-
ty of opening over 40 mines, main-

ly in populated areas with success-
ful profitable agriculture and strate-
gic reserves of groundwater. Upper 
limit values for certain critical pol-
lutants in soil and water have been 
removed from the regulations, cre-
ating the possibility of mining with 
significant pollution, reducing in-
vestor costs, and increasing prof-
it. If the planned mineral exploita-
tion in Serbia is carried out, and if 
the affected population is not de-
nied basic human rights, then the 
obstacle to the long-term supply of 
the EU with minerals from Serbia 
would be the legitimate right of the 
population to self-defense.

We live in a time when it is diffi-
cult to assess what will happen 
on the political front. Do you 
believe that this is a time when 
potentially long-term bad deci-
sions could be made away from 
the public eye, or could the ex-
isting processes lead us to a new, 
better agenda in this area?
— Serbia is essentially and fateful-
ly connected to the EU. The EU’s 
energy and raw material depend-
ence diminishes its global politi-
cal significance, which negatively 
affects the situation in Serbia. The 
prospects of Serbia and the future 
of mutual relations are influenced 
by the fact that the EU encourages 
the use of Serbia as a raw materi-
al base for the needs of European 
industry, with vague guarantees 
regarding environmental protec-
tion in Serbia, with the prospect of 
significant water devastation and 
land desertification, without un-
questionable insurance and finan-
cial instruments for damage com-
pensation, and without any signif-
icant financial gain for Serbian cit-
izens. In conditions of widespread 
corruption, the undisputed dom-
inance of the ruling regime’s top 
over the judicial, legislative, and 
executive authorities, inconsistent 
application of the constitution and 
laws, and the support that EU offi-
cials provide to autocratic authori-
ties in Serbia, the promises coming 
from Brussels are unconvincing.

THE EROSION OF TRUST THAT THE BROADER SERBIAN PUBLIC 
HAD IN THE EUROPEAN UNION OPENS THE SPACE FOR THE 
ACTIONS OF NON-EUROPEAN POWERS, WHICH GOES AGAINST 
THE INTERESTS OF BOTH SERBIA AND THE UNION




