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LATERDAG 20 APRIL 3 ZONDAG 21 APRIL 2024

i

[k? Kroongetuige?

Ik dacht: hoe durft men'’

Een jaar geleden werd strafpleiter Inez Weski opgepakt. Ze zou lid zijn van de drugsbende
van Ridouan Taghi. In dit eerste interview sinds haar arrestatie blilt ze terug op haar

Jhallucinante” belevenissen. [k wilde er niet meer zijn "
Tekst Marcel Haenen Folografic Lars van den Brink

INTERVIEW

Inez Weski

EX-ADVOCAAT

D

D Vervalgers. Met con b In

igingen 1ot moard en meerdere voorbers]-
dingen van masrd,

Vaerheteerst obhaar
‘Waskl een interview, 2= praataver haar
bk, vwasrin e verslagdoot over het e
ver ineenvaortmzerdeorkoan ™ Hets
haar verhaal: hetis nlef sreeds helemaal
‘verifieerbaar, omdat 2o, it veiligheids-
overwegingen” en viwege haar .gebeim
Isdingsplich= details ietaltijd noeme.

NRC heeft geprobesrd verschillende a5-
pecten van haar relins b het OB te veri-
fiirar. Dat liet in oon reaetie welen 'haar
zaak en persoonlijle omstan digheden’

et "in de media’ b willen bespreken,
‘Weski pebruiks miet zelden grote saor-

| den. e spreckt over het sengiftigde

rechi”_ over wikd o zich heen bijtande™

. overde g

| ﬂsu:..q.r..‘gon:_mcoﬂw.m:?!xnn

| zoelaochtnaar de eigen 2", Maat de |
memoiresdoocspekt roaok af entoe met |

‘Wesklannae swarte Fusmor. Zo belooft 7=
de [ezer een bootie wiok”.

amschriift Inex Weshl gemakshalvealle
PRrEOREN €N IRstniies dic betrokken zijn
hifde strafmaak tegen b, Op 21 april
20023 om 0730 wur wordt 2if in haar we-
ning Bargehouden torwijl 22 lsaar katten
ritg et eens brokges heeft kunnon go-
ven, Ze wardt verdachil van deelname san
decriminele organistie van haar vaor-
maligeciitng Ridoswsn Taght s ten busje
voeren ge de strafadvocate alen shiten
hakt o Op eon onbekende, wlledig
stille plek, blina luchidicht verpakt in een
gebauwte onder de grand™, wondt ze
wkaligesteilt”, sehaijft ze in Het geduid van

e sdilre,

Het baek, dar Weskiin het greoiste ge-

‘heim schreef'an dat doze vrijdag ver-

schijnt, isvolgens de 55-farige juriste sen
=beschouwend relaas” over de traumat-
sehe, maar ook absurde gebenrmenissen®
dle i) sindsdsen mesmaakte, Na 45 res-
pectabele jaren alsadvocgan” zit zo ap-
e in e Boleercol met als huchiplaats
ean betanaen kaker cverdekt met sen 20
dicht traliewerk dar de luckt niek e zien

WLt

Dear het kraken van de versleutelde

berichtenservice die do marmon rand

Taghl gebruiliten, is volgens het Open-
baar Ministeric gebleken dat adwocaat
Weski berichten naar lem smakkeide.
Dt zau zijn gebeurd in de poriode dat
Taghi in de Extra Beveiligda Inrichting in

Vught zat iadat bij in december 2018

“vansit zign schuflplaats in Dubai naar fa-

derland was quergebracht.

Hee OM heeft sangekondigd Weski_ die
op 1 junk vorig j=ar iz 41 dagen vosmarmost
ap vije voeten kwam, voar destrafroch-

teg te zullen dagen.

| opaw

..... pent met hoe ze Jbegmaven
wordt” in een gevangenisce] die n.een
verbauwde bunkee” iz aangelegd. . Diep

T~ o ep

Benr i bang?

Daar ga ik het ook niet over hebben, 1k
iegeeft i een paralisl | gEES-

Lelifk en stk ;

Weeshd schermil eepelmatig mes de zor-
gen over haar veiligheid en die van hasr
naasten, wiasdoar re niet alkes kanreg-

B8t tepen alle aant|gingen en andeceijds
amler een steen krulpen. Je weet miet
‘waar gevaar vandaan komt Voaraf heaft
e laten weten gean vTagen Le zallen be-
antwoorden over hes Marengo-procesen
haar tesnanalige iént T), zoaks ze de ali-
(Famt in de-kamor noseme,

e svattingen de ronde deden. Sommi-
gen dxchten dat ik op een gepamperde
PRz

g el o sich
T Imtem appakien om in veitigheid ge-

| bracht te kunnen worden.
en wat o= zou willen, e wil e verdedd- |

bk mam keniis van de messt wilda thee-
ebesinn [k kreeg tegelifkertijd enorm veel
post van mensen die heal vriendeijk bun.
steun betuigdon on me wospen wat e

st e band was, Toch wanen et vooral
eniin gnrgen aver hat aficalven van de
rechirestaat, oaks il dat al jaren wam-
e, de e deden beshiten dit bosk i
schsliven, Ik was nu een msider gewor,

onder de grand. Het 3
Het deed hmar onherroepelijic denken
aan de Zesdangse Oocbog (1967) in ksrasl,
het land vmar de familie Weski bn de jaren
2051E eof paar jaar wacode, De twaalfja-
rige ez leeft er dagenlang in de schuil-
keleler wmar Ik bt govos kreog ais een
tat in de val te zitten™.

Deamestalie in 2023 hakt ein. Tijdens
o img Erifgt nes Weski -
mming om baar bwee jaar audene zus Miri-
am, met wie ze jarenlang het sdvacaten
kantoor in Ratterdam deelds, naar haar
woarihuis e laten komen, Agenten mat
een hond, sommigen .in een socet ge-
vechistenie met wapens™ xjo e bexig
et et dearzaaken van haar woning, sa-
dertaezichi van de deken van de Rotter-
damse orde van advocgen, twes rach-
Eers-commissaris en twee afficisren van
Justitie, Jk beloof haar dat ik zal probe-
Tef 12 overioven Voot mifn naasten. Dat
blijlct later nog eng lastig” |

| MNachimerrie |

Bilna exacteen jaar m bet bagin vandeze |
whachtmarrie” zit Weeki Klane veer dit
vidaggespek. Ie is, comme 4 hahinuds,
seheclin et zwart gekleed. . e redelijk
verbitiende oud-advacnat”, zoals e zich

in het boek i, is het |

ministerie Miliauhygigne

1578 Advocaal in Roiterdam.

Tot Wieskis hekendste dodseens

Biaharer: ge CaPa-raak aversgn

Surinaams cocaingkarddel- enwit-

waskariel, de Ramoda-Tash avel

een Marckkaanse graep dein

drugs handakde en geld wilwase
deD: { Sasbes P- zah

peiap
Jaar visle kilo's lichter poworden. L3k ligk
T terug e keren naar hoe ik s coit ufs-
2ag. Ellenidi kan cak voordelen hebben®,
ZepE 20 a0 vorgt of gerizst stellend aam toe,
<Dz geest is er nog steeds * Verdere vea-
Ben aver haar walbevindan vt e weg,

nug miet bekend. Taghi werd in februari
veraordeeld tot levenslang. Hij was vol-
o /| A istoJolder™

wan een criminala arganisatie, verant-
woardelifk voor vijfmoosden, twee po-

enals hat over haar
BEzsien gaat, weel 2o haar ranen ndetal- |
tijd e vorbdten. |

Weskd wil dat de Jocarie van het ander- _
haud it Uit wedligheid

=en{hinese goep die ssielioe.

" i Vet vertelden _. den, Erwondt steeds meer
me dat i ket afpelopen foar onbereil- | verspraii om steun te kg T b
vt s, Waaaeram Sield o aile comboc- idee dat ereigenifik geen plazts moev s
fenar® | woor advdcERm-vHor el Ters,
1, ik was voor de b hae] Wit vestianming ult de
afwetig. Berstwas konder degrond vor- | justitie wedlichi e it
dwenenenap 1jund kwam ikap wrije voe- |
ten. Toen zat [k in ¢en situatiewaarinik | 07 had mer echrijuen toch ook kunner
me afuroeg: wilik hier nog doorbeen? e | wachen fot na de behandeling van tw
zakie het lisfst in een grot, Vengest mij atrafzack?
maat. Tk wilds erniet meer xijn, Nistanp- wla mizar nw ben (et nog"
| Beren | mdjm ot
Wiskl schaijft dat haar boak et bedocld
waarom schreef i dit boek? | ls Jals klaagzang of pleidosi™. Toch doet
Toen ik na, h. itenstond, | ze e s
kree ik pas enlg [dee welke speculatios mensan binven et opspoingsapparsat,
| e ze ween wild bunch* naemt,
| wlk Le hen Vervalgers gaas noemen,
cendat ik bemerkte dat zich een ennrmse
| hooveelheid diensten met mijn zaak en
oy | detentie bemoeide, maar dat 2l] voaral
atbencemd op de achtergrond apereer-
| den, ban verwordt dat tok censoart ano-
| nieme plosg san Vervolgers: Weskd voegt
1955 Gsberen inRoftardsm ale { e e K O LT K
Irvesz Bdmtal Wipsid | e Lo
AST21979 Sdie stral- enprvaal- | “hm_n_ﬂ.ﬂra:i_nﬂglﬂshioﬂ?
rechitaan da Naderlandse Eoor- | N
mische Hegesehoal, later Eras-
s Univessiteil
1976-1578 Wintgevingsamblenaar |

fers naar Engeland
met istak gavoigen, de Twolse
dizaak over hand i xdc-plien
metda ¥5,de Schipholdiaman-
traol, waartijvace 75 miljoen gurg
ulteenwaardetranspost ap het
At ward gestalen, de 'Guis
H.-2aak ower wapennancel met

1

wegingen," |
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mijzelf 2o kunnen redden”,
Kroongetuige

Wik demr dar d e Justinile diensten
haar desp et amd awe wilden
it skiery, el ze mingaan op
het,genereue aanbad * van hee OB om

- haar geheimbatingsplicht tedaort o-
T ke aMijwerden hardnekhig dooy ver-

shillenda diensten alleced onhelstidin-
R yoaegeheudenover gevany aver doi-
ik Busn, ]
aanvagrden Eon keer hebben twee bgen-
tent geprobeerd de verdichie sdvacat tij-

Hot iganaardigste dat do verdachte ij-
dons haar govangenschap near eigen zap-
gen beleslde, speelde gich af in de Peni-
refitigire Inrchiing Micuwersluis, wiar ge

‘werd geplaatit aa haar tien dagen duren- |

de verblgf in de bunker, Lo vertelt dat ze
in die gevangenis bexoak keijgt van twee
odfficieren van justitie, sen man eneen
wrouw, E=n is van e afdeling di= over

kietingetuigen gazt en de ander is belast _

et het beschermingspra gramma. i

Wishih zegr dat de nearunedij
uan justitie haar vraagt of zij

pen”. Weski zegt dat 2= het gesprak na
oo kwartiertje” heoft babindigd.

oMk mag er vanult gaan dat dit niet sen
prive- bty wis van de allicieren van
Justinie. Ze kunpen niel ontkennen dat ze
e voorstelden om een sdort kroangetui-
g6 ol bijzondens informant mek gunshen
teworden, want ik weet wie het waren an
on En.mn_.‘n-runc._:n_l._._.i_:_._m WS

Zais uo.wﬂzn« sranwasadigd aver
it in haar ogen gransoverschrijderds
woogstel. .k hoorde et aan. Ik dacht:
how durft meen " Als advocsat heeft 20
Fhehiin et Marenga-proces nog nadruk-
Eelijie gekeerd tegen het gebeulk van
kracaperuigen, Eon JSormingal giftigqua-
sibewijsmiddei™. Het middel kroongetui-
gen heeft valgens Wisk nbets met woar-
heidsvinding te maken. Verklaringen zijn

‘Ti|dens het Marengo-proces zijn drie
| mdvacaten gedwongen b werk be sta-
ke, Derk Wisrsum, advocaat van de
kroangetuige, werd vermoard op 18 sep-
| tember 2019, Youssef Taghi, advocaat en

ZATERDAG 20 APRIL & ZONDAG T AFRIL 2024

iveef van Tidouwan Taghi, 5 varig jaar tol

L vercardeskl condat hij on-
heodschappen deslde met Ri-
mu wachs ook Weski, die zich
op 24 uli 2023 heeft laten ultschrijven als
advocsat, ven strafjroces,

Mo Bfif fe als strafdvacant pvereind

emder de drul die verdaochten er b
it soorr grote

Kuwmnen i toefenen?

Wederhoor

WRE et har Clpanbacs Minis-
Eeriavragen gastald ovar da
detantivvan advocaat Weski en
het voorssel omhaar kroange-
e e maken, Dit isde ieacties
oZaals bekend i mr. Weski
werdachts insen nag kapend
strafipchipiih andermoek. st
O zalnaarzaak £ persao]:
ke amslandighedan nit inde
redia besprewen Deze kaman
aandeaide wanness da sirat-
Exak wan warden Dehardeld
doer de rechibank. Opditma-
merd is nog miet bekend wan-
neer daf kan rin. Het OM wilde
et stralca ssier vorig jaar s
de rechifiank voareggen Doar
de verdediging warden bide
rechiibank Aoélerdam meerdere:
farmete procechires gevaend.”

‘Ik heb alleen maar gewerkt.
Altijd. Nu denk ik: was ik maar
eerder opgehouden’

Ik I sen dodedijie drive naar de jacht
op het rechit. Mot werijl zag i ommij
Been advocsten soms volledig afbranden,
nmiet meer kunnen. Dz cmpathie, bet j=
van
tem val brangen. Je 2ot enorme ellends,
aanhioadend, s e ot ar wel geschike
woor 2ljn am de woeschouwer, de chinrg
te biijven, Je moet alrd anathankel ik

proberen te bilijven.

Mokt u sich sorgen over de swiarg mis-
el i Nederfand®

ket Tigkt el o ribet veel ensen 1o Kij-
ket paar de realitedt, Uit cijlers en rappor-

| e bEjRE et dan de criminalieil ermst-

et is geworden. Erziin sltijd growelike

| mibsdaden geweest, Seriemoordensans.
‘war dat beireft i de mensheid poci ver-

andard. Maarer is vl Inmiddets een lijs
van verharding in de aanpak van vee-
dachiten en bt niet meer In acht nemen
van grordrechiten. De volgerds maste-
get s et invaeren van het vierendelen
van werdachten, Gewoon het ambachie-
lijke werk. En dan zonder advocsat en
mahiber, die mosten ecuit”

| oot uw toommialige clignd T, n.ﬁ&.«o-r

wersciiine? Wt vind bif erven®

| D b ik het et over. Daar doe kab-

sefunt geen uitspraak over”

| Uschrifftmu als goheimbouder tack ook

impliciet aver Ridouan Taghi?
Ik ben in dis bunker beland wameege de
verdenkingen over de banden met bem,
Dus beschriif ik wel wat zich in die perio-
o rend 2im komst uit Dubal nar Meder-
land heeft afgespenld, De geheimhouder
et fuet in fret cog van de stocm maar
oplossen. Je wordt als sdvocast xen je bat
overgelaten. Ik gauiteraard net inopin-
haudelijke dingen cver bem on sijn zaak.
Q-Ea__snn:ﬂna:ig_ﬁn_wu_nﬂ
TEREEN"

Verwachtw dat er definfiief sen sivaf-
proces Foml tegen u?

Ik weet niet wis erallemaal belaig b
heeft en wat bt scenaric is. lkwest miet
wat men alleraal bedacht heoft, Het kan
zijm dat ustitie tegen de klippen op zal
doorgaan”

U vocrmialige callsga EHS_._!
oen celstraf uit van 5,5 joar, Bent t niet
bang ook jrenleng ackter de trakies te

vardwifmen?

| oIk denk dasr nbet san en ga &7 cok nicts
| overzegpen. Je kust belet noolt zegeen

weaar je wel ol niet bang voos bent, T
raad ik iedereen aan. Never sy poi areaf

| roddafthe dark. Rage, rigeagalnst the

dying o the light ™.
g:EE—. werwiffen in deze

.._=¥=m__.z=§._ dariedereen oo
danivak af en [oe eens cm 20U meeten
kijken. We erven uiteindelij ook de trau-
ma's van on2e voosvaderen "

Haduniet -eerder met persioen
Funnen,
;iumu_u-i;_!ﬂw met afbouwen. fo

dehlik van de bezatene. N denk ik was
i manr eerder opgehouden. duit whils
oa e aheod, Ik wens ditwat {k mee-
muak inelk gevalmiemand toe”
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[k? Kroongetuige?

Ik dacht: hoe durft men'

Een jaar geleden werd strafpleiter Inez Weski opgepakt, Ze zou lid zijn van de drugsbende
van Ridouan Taghi. In dit eerste interview sinds haar arrestatie blilet ze terug op haar

Jallucinante” belevenissen. [k wilde er niet meer zijn.”
Teks: Marcel Haenen Fotografie Lars van den Brink

INTERVIEW
Inez Weski

EX-ADVOCAAT

D

De Vervolgers. ket eon heofdlester, Zo
ommizchrijft Inez Weski gemakshalve alle
personen en instanties die betrokken zijn
Lij e strafzank tegen haae. Op 21 april
023 oen 07,30 uur wards zij in baar wo-
ning aangehouden terwiji 2o haar katten
g Alet eens brokjes heeft kunnen ge.
v e windt verdacht vandeslname aan
de criminede organisatie vin haar voor-
malige clignt Ridouan Taghi, In een busje
voeren z¢ de strafudvacate af en sluiten
haar op. .Op een aobekande, vollediy
stille plek, bijna luchtdicht werpakt in een
Eebauwtje and er die road™, ward ze

whiltgestelis™  Schnijft se in Het gelivdd var
deshilte,

Het boek, dat Weski in hat grostste ge-
heim schreel en dat dese vrijas ver-
schiji, s walgens de 69-jarige juristeeen
wbeschouwend relans” aver de Jdraumati-
athe, maar ook sbeinde gebeurtenizsan™
diezijsindsdion meemaakte, N3 45 res-
pectabele jaren als advacast™ it ze-ap-
eens [neen isoleerce] mat als iunchiplaats

gEngen tot meord an meerders voarbersi:
dingen van moord.

vacrheteerst na haar arrestatio geaft
samz_xi Interview, Zepragtover haar

indetfin de media _ni._—n._.— besprakan,
Wik gebruike miet zehben grote woor-

Bentu bang?

Daar ga ik het ook miel over hebben. [k
bwieein een parallel E_.ﬁ_u:a pess-
nelijk e Pysiek”

‘Wiegkl 3 chenme regelmatig met de zar- |

gen aver haar veilighesd en die van haor
maasten, waardoor ze niet alles kan zeg:
gen wat ze zou willen, b wilt je verdedi-
e tegen alle santijgingen en anderzijds
onder sensteen kruipen. jeweat niet
warar pevaar vandaan kome Vool heeft
2e laten weten geen vragen tezullen bee
antwioanden over het Marengo-preces an

haar ‘teenmalige chiEnTT?, 2oals 2o deoli-

e 2o Speaikt sver het

| echt”, ower Jwikl om zich heen biftende~
| aanklagers, over de peheimboudings
plichten” van cen advocaat en over  de _

eoeltocht naar de eigen ziel”, Maar de
memoires doorspekt 2e ook af e toe met
Wegkiaanse warte homes, Zo belooh o=
dnJezer ,een beetje wrak™,

Weski opent met hos e, begraven
wanlt” in een gevangenisoel die in Leen
veshouwde bunkes” |s sangelegd. .u_ou

en misvamingen de ronde deden, Sommi-
gendachten dat ik op een gepamperde
plekzat”

wlk i kemanks vam de meest wilde theo-
rhadn. Ik kreeg tegetilkartijd enomm veel
postvan mansan die heel yriendelik hun
staun betaigden en me vToegan wak e
aan de hand was., Toch waren het voorul
i 2odgen over het alkalven van de
Techtsstaat, zoals Ik dat & jaren waag-

funt in de kamer noemt, neem, diems u.?ui&ﬂ_gis
m sehriven, J4 Was T e Insider,
¥ den. Fr ot sreeds meer desiy
e dat u bt | versareid e BT Vet ﬁ
bacr was. Wadrom hiefd i alle cantac. | Ideedater eigenlijk goen plasts mees is
femasr | woor advacaten Vo R DT ers,

«J8, ik Wag voor de b

:I_E el de rechitizasl kwam

&i%?.ﬁ#o&!%nﬁﬂi.

dwenen en ap 1 juni kwam Lk op vrije woe:

ten, Ton zat ik ineen situatie wasrin ik
me alvroeg: wil ik hier nog doorheen? Tk
2aktehet liefss In eon grot. Vergeet mi

maar. Jkwilde er niet meer zijn. fetan-

cmder de grond. Het ARt
Het doed haar anberroepslijl denken

aan de Zesdaagse Ooclog {1967) in lcagl

tet Janed weiiar e famille Wesks in de jaren
estigeen paar jaar waoade. De twaalfa-
rige inez looft er dagenlang in de schull-
kelder ,waar ik et gevos] kroeg als een

rat in de val be zitten®™.

Di arrestatie in 2023 hakt erin. Tijdens |
deaanhouding krijgr ner Weski toostam.
ming e haat twee jaar oudom zius Mis-
am, met wie 2e jarenlang hat 3dvocsten-
leantoor in Ratterdam deelde, nasr haar
twosthuis te laben komen. Agenten mas
i) hond, somamigen , In sen soort ge-
vechtstenue met Wapers” zijmer bezlg |
met fiet doorzoeken van haarwoning, ans
der boezlchit van de desen van de Ratter- |

| damse orde van advocatan, twas rech-
| tems-comimissanis entwes officieren van |

_EE._m Mk beloof haar dat ik zal probe-

#on betainen metoen 20
Enﬁﬂu!i_.xau. de lucht nict e xlen

a..n;aﬁaﬂs:—_wu de verslontalde
berichtenserulce die de menson nond
‘Taghi gebraikten, is wolgens et Open-
baar Ministeris gebleken dat advecaat
Wkl berichten naar hem smokkelde,
Diat zaus zifn gebourd in de pericds dar
Taghi in de Extra Beveiligde Inrichting in
Vught zat nadat i in december 2019

vanuit zijn schuilplaats in Dubal naar New |

dertand was avergebracht.

Het OM heeft aangekondigd Weski, die
op §juni yorigfaar na 41 dagen voararmess
ap viie vooten kwai, vear de strafrech-
terte zullen dagen. Een procesdatum is
neg ndet bekend, Taghi werd in februasi
weroorbeehd bt bevonslamg. Hij was vol-
gens de rechtbank .de onbetwists leider~
VAR een criminele onganisatie, verant-
weardekijk voor wijf moarden, rwee po-

| Benover lkar welbevinden wuilt oo weg,

L WOGE TRl faashen. Dat
E_hmn_unu_..:nﬁ o lnstig

Nachtmerrie |
Bilnn exact een jaar na het begin van deze
witdchtmerrie” zik Weslki lsar voor dit
vraaggosprak. Ze is, comme dhabitude, |
mn.__no-_s heet rwart gekieed. «De redelk

ekken in mign lot”

Waarom schreefudit baek?

Justirie weellicht goed it

U harel amet schrifwen foch vok kamnen
warchiben totna de bekandeting vom mw
atrafzmak? -

| Jamaarnu ben ik er nog”

Winski schellt dat hanr hoek et bedoeld
5. Eﬁgnﬂsﬁa .EBnua

Toen ik na gevangensch

Eouwaﬁuumnsax_.mmsm_uu.ﬂung
oV

‘198 Genoean in Rotherdam aly
lnez Natall Weski

Mersen wa!nn rﬁqu@ﬁ.sﬁ._._.-.nnlr
ieze Leen wild bumch™ Aoemd,

~Ikben hen Vervoigers gaan noemsen,
amdar ik bemerkre dat ich een encame
hosveelbeid diensten met mijn zak en

| detentie bemoeide, madr dat zif yooral

o de achts

den, Dan verwords dat 1ot een suart ang-
nileme ploeg ann Vervalgers® Weski voegt
er 3an toe dat er ook magistaten zijn die
wiel 523t eer en gewaben L.S.E-WM_”E.

18723979 Shudia siral-enpris
FEChE AN de Mader e Ecang -
mische Hogeachoal, Ltor Erag-
mas Linjvarsiieil .
T97E-19T8 Welgevingsamblenas
ministarie Milisuhygigne

1978 Advocas infoliergam.

Tes Wagkis behendsén cossiess
behorer: de CoPaszaak over een
Saninas s cocanshandel-en wil-
wizskartel, #e Rismola.zaak ower
een Marokkaanse groapdie in

d-adwacaar”,
EEEnEHE._._PHwEb@n_EE
[mar vele kila's lichter geworden. Wk bijk
Au terisgte keren fsar hoe tkerooftuit- |
zag. Ellenda kan ook voardelen hebben”,
zegt zoen voegler geruststellend aan toe.
wle Boestis er nog steeds” Verdere va-

Opao'n mament en als het aver haar

Eégiggrig |
hoad gebalm bl Uit veiligheidsover- _

| wegingen.

ande Dover-of Sicter B- zags pver
sen Chiness proep die asislzos-
fers naar Engeland smakkekde
mel fatale geuionn, de Twoke
df-zaak cver handal In khe-pillen
it ok V5 .de Schiphl-ciament-
Ird, Wi T ear 75 MIRoen e
Uil wan waardeArara pa oo bl
plaifomwendgesiofen, te Gius
H.'-zaak over wapenhandel met
ILibaria n het Marengo-proces,
aneer liquidatias.
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i Washi Hed el vam de
shilte, Sev joo leen in een
voairazendiearbogn. Lus,
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Een zeldzame blik in de spiegel van
een zelfbewuste strafadvocaat
RECHTSSTAAT Strafrechtadvocate Inez Weski was altijd gereserveerd over haar

persoonlijle leven. Als verdachte schrijfl ze nu vitgebreid over haar diepe ambities.
Dooronze redacieus Folkert Jensma

P

sociaties en gedachlespran:
gen., beloaflt oud-strafadvo-
c3an Inez Weski haar lezers in

persoonlijke onibas zomirgen. Vank
medodramatisch, heog van de toren
wn ook nogal ongeorganiseerd. Bij-
aengehouden dooe een (vast onge-
il dy d racgamisch EE&E de

i een kennedijk speciaal voar haar
ingericht andergrands (7 cellencom:
plex opeen cnbekende locatio an
deels in de F.I. Mieuwersiuis. feword
inapril varig jaar geamesteerd oomdat
2ol advocaar van Ridoudn Taghi
‘berichben naar hem zou hebben ge.

smokkeld, waardoor ze Retelifk an-

derdenl van disns criminele organi-
=3tz zow ziin gevworden.

‘Het pesuitast is een rlans waasin
de awtenr voel van zich afschiijft,
rmaar ook veel vragen vermijét. Haas
belevenissen als verdachte in voormr:
rest neciden het boek omdat 2o daarin
e val beschrijft die ze als advecaat
wan ‘stabuur” meemaakie. zoaks ze
2l schesjft, nnar die van verdaclite
haredlanger, Waarmese feitelijk aan
hiaar beroepsleven en haar reputatie
een cinde kvam. e laat goed de ab-
salute macht van di Staat over de
werdachre Inez W, zien, die hass oea-

geen band met

hisar dapelijks wisselende bewaar-
ders mag krijgen, voardiles afhanke-

Eijk is van een stechi berelkbare

mekkamer. Terwljl e medicatie- oo

dieetafhankelijk is en dagrdoor

Ewetslaas voar flauwtes, coma of er-

per. Dat roept natuurlik vragen op

over haar bejegening doar Justitie.

Verder wordt glashalder dat Weski

o e nal dootheed zit, 2e is aan

bet=inde van haar Latijn, schrijft in

pessimistieche, duisters tarman gvar
de rechtspleging, over Justitie, het
openbaar bestuur, de smenleving
en ook over haar &igen levensver-
wachtitig. Alles karnt kangs: de Too-
slagenaffaire, de PV V- cverwinning,

‘et proces van Neurenbesg, Big Bre-

ther in turbostand dankzij spyware,

de Verelendung van het Openbaar

Ministetie, de Shoah, Westerbork,

haar vermoards familie. Ze nosmt

2ich een ‘redelifk verbitterd e cuid-ad-
vacaat’, legan wia straks sen proces
tﬁ&ﬁﬁxaa biaesis van baj elkaar |

erscanlijibe belevenissen, as: |

Adrcaat Imez Weslkd opwag naar de meting voor het Mamengo-proces.

zaken, Als indit landcait nog een ad-
woczaat wordt dooe

danis !

eerstapenhartip. Jeschrijftuitge:
id aar kacdse

zij kandidaak, Ivid ik, daar uitaf. Dat

Justitie haar beschesming aanbaod,
megelik als kroongetuige, past dasr
bj. Het OB moet B

haar diepeanibitie om recht 8&3:
| em e genernties die hsar daarin sou-
| denzijn vosrgegaan, Het leidt tot

magal i

gt

weten hoe levensbedreigand haar ar-

| mestatie sou zijn. Het maskt wan het
komendestralproces tegen Weski
ok een schimmenspel_ ok akzeal
zoa wilken ‘verlaren’ in de rochits-
zanl, dam kan ze dat nist, Ze s gegl)-

| zald door de keanisdie 2e heeft. En

| daclint die zehad.

| Degrimmige passages over het ge-
heimhoudersrecht van advacaten en
de structarele schending ervan door
bret O, zijin claar niet los vars te zien, |

| b§j maam genoemde rabbijnen,
schriftgeleerden, flosofen en weten-
schappers inhaar famifie met wortels

| inhet Midden-Oosten, maar ook Est-

| lamd, Mt wie ze digpe verwantschap

| voelt. Als gedngagaand jurist positio-

| neert Weskizichzelf engens halves-

| wiege Rocy Luxemburng en Richard

| Dreyfus: collega- martelaren vande

| mechisstaat, opde barricade tegen

| eneecht dasdiepe histarizchs vortels
heeft, waar zil, genetich geprogram-

pekmipt bewijsmateriaal, ‘op schim- _ __...Rx..nou;nuluunwﬂnwnﬂ_ﬁn | meerd naar 2e 2elf meent, de strijd
e wijze verksegen uit bulkiaps®, (L=t i’ maar defijk _
Het OM duidtze consequentaanals | kookt zeinwendig. Zoisineenval | Wieop aslfreflectie rekent van een
‘de Wervclgers'. Weskl lijkr ineen ei- | gelapon, waar 2e ook zelf mee ver- | strafmdvocast ave decormia belan-
gen ‘film noir' e zitten, | antweoardelijk voor is. ﬁswﬂsﬁ_ﬁs.ﬂ_s.ﬁ_gﬁ%s
| In M gelidd van de i il
Troongetuige | teur nadrukkebjk op soek raar zich- wirﬁuﬂEEE_n
Iné icht zezichimplicler | zelf. Figuur, be- m:lnicunuﬂﬁg
.Biﬂ voormaligeclént B metde | kendvanvele =l WaS nog altiid strijdh
I doverhaarpar- | b5 Maar dieock nog steeds haar kea-
dessplicheals advocast nooit zal ver- | scandijk leven. ulijkt 20 voor het 10 fegen de borst houdt,




BESLUIT VERENIGDE NATIES

Genocide in Srebrenica wordt

jaarlijks herdacht op 11 juli

Door een onzer redacteuren

AMSTERDAM. De Verenigde Naties
hebben 11juli uitgeroepen tot herden-
kingsdag voor de genocide in Srebre-
nica. Op de Algemene Vergadering
stemden donderdag 84 landen, waar-
onder Nederland, voor uitroeping van
een jaarlijkse herdenkingsdag. Ne-
gentien landen stemden tegen en 68
landen onthielden zich. De resolutie
was geiniteerd door Duitsland en
Rwanda.

Op 11 juli 1995 begonnen Servische
soldaten met de moord op werden in

Srebrenica achtduizend moslimman-
nen en -jongens. Het dorp was door
de VN aangemerkt als veilig gebied,
en Nederlandse blauwhelmen waren
verantwoordelijk voor de veiligheid
van de groep, maar werden onder de
voet gelopen d6oT Servische troepen.
De miassamoord vond plaats tijdens
de Balkanoorlogen na het uiteenval-
len van Joegoslavié.

»Ons initiatief gaat over het eren
van de nagedachtenis van de slacht-
offers en het ondersteunen van de
overlevenden die blijven leven met
delittekensvandietijd”.zeide]?_g_itse
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VN-vertegenwoordiger Antje Leer
dertse in de plenaire vergadering.

In Servié gingen voorafgaand aa
de stemming duizenden mensen d
straat op, omdat de resolutie het Ser
vische volk als genocidaal zou be
stempelen. De resolutie vermeld
overigens Servié nietals de schuldige
en bevat iiberhaupt geen verwijzin;
naar Serviérs.

Het Internationaal Gerechtsho
heeft in 2007 geoordeeld dat in Sre
brenica genocide Heeft plaatsgevon
den, maar dat Servie hieraan nie
schuldigis.
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Imaz Weshi zat

Weski verde

Het Openbaar Ministerie heeft Inez Weski na haarm
de strafrechtadvocaat in een vrijd

Madar Inez Weskl wekenlang allesn
s tegen betanheeft aangekeken, is
‘Taar eersteconflronratie met de buinen-
wereld een venneemdenide ervaring.
Du stralrechiadvocaat, die vasizit op
verdenldng van deelname aan de cri-
minele organisatie van haar elidne
Ridouan T, woedt in sen busje naar de
penirenrizire Inrichiing Neewwersluis
gebrachs en constatesst dax de bomen
er ‘bijna Muorescerend parkictgroen’
wiEzien.

In de gevangumis waar Weski (53] tat
dan toe vasszat. eet 2o haar dagen in
e [ e CE Tn0er LAMEn en zodder
nacuurlifk lcht., ‘Kallegestefit', 2oaks 2o
et omschrift in i k
Hed geluid var de stille. by dexe ‘onder:
groimd e BT TR 70 in dsokate,
atgestaren van allas en sedeseen. Op
haar ‘bed' lag een rubberen matras,
meteen paperen ‘laken’. 2e deed geen
rag diche

e siid--ningd aprik 2035 - hesf
weskl, 0ez Al b ai e

wr, geien des

weaarze s, Niday il
s%mmmm;aws}a%

L
naapwerk eiliimluchstinks vraxgee

‘Al snel raake 1k owertulgd wan het
kennelijk ingecaleuleerde risica en

miszchien zelfs van de hoop dat ik g
arrestanie; detentie gn: behandeiing
geestelijken lichamedijk nietzon over
I’ ichirijfuae, ben keerraal 22 2elif
“op derand vin aen cofna’, Door hadr
constant hloat te stellenann siess, wil
Justitie haar ‘muris’ maken, denke o
Shaekand-awe™een begroetde sira
e

Trausmatisch
In haar bogk schuws Weski de gro
iwnscirden niet. Tot in detail conschr
e haardetentiessen traumagisc
envaring' - enwat dic mes haar
gedaan. ‘De Vervelgers, noeme ze &
personen en instanties die betrokl

cernsate ks b s 7 spredic ze o)
“wildom zich hesn bijtepde aank
guiste

Het Openbaar Minksterie {OM])
iﬂa._w._,..m._. boek reqgaren, pendat’
K verdachte i in ecn lopend ond
otk Hat isnogniet bekend wann e
haar srafzaak zal woslen behandy
gt B wonrdvaroer, :

ag verschene.; joe

&, ool

= haar kamen brokjes heelt bunnen:

grven dendert een engrm geeelichap’
wan opsporingsambienaien haar hnis
balnnen, schilft 2e In haar boek, Haar
huls wordewerhoop getiaid ap zoek
aar bewijmateriaal, Eensoarmbeel-

. densrorm, merkt ze droogies op-

Informant

Een paarwoken later, in de grvangedis
i Nestwersluis, gebeurt e ietsopmer-
Yeelljfcs. Weski wordt nsar een achteral-
kagertje gedirigeerd, waar tuwes offi-

Al snel raakte ik
overtuigd van het risico

" enumisschien zelfs van de

hoopdat ik de arrestatie,

- detentieen behandeling
ar DNiCLZOW OVeTleven

ez Wehi

wfst- strafrachtacvocaat
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& van haar clitnt Ridouan T.

digt zichzelf in een boek

cheren van fustitie hasr opwachten. In
cmfloerste bewoordingen viagen 2o
haar om froangerwige of informant &
worden en ki

Frbor Arie Hiauit o e Wolhsierant

estatie in april 2023 voorgesteld om kroongetuige te io.ﬂn:. Dat schrijft
k 7e doet daarin onder meer verslag van haar zes weken in de cel

zaloen, bs worig jaar weraordeeld voar
het dacrgeven van infarmarie van en
niaar Ridawan T.- die In de FBI vrijwel

vaf  albeen mes i macht come
te leggen over andere betrokkenen,  municeren
Mogelifk doelen 22 onder anderen o Youssef T, koanler anders, legde zijn
Ridauan T, de hoofdverdachie in et toensmalige madsman André Secheeges

liquidatieproses Marenga, Hif is dit
jaar vercordesid rat levenslang,
“Thezes) paat et buirenl and kunnen’,

wit. T, lewasr walgens herm in een spa-
gaar werecht 'tusen enerzijds zijn
morele kampas als advecaat en ander-

neteertWeskl in 5H}R._r.9.§enﬂn_u. zifids do veiligheid voor zichaelfen ziin
44N B0 EaaE wOTer precies worde  gexin’
In_BE._u-.wmuuniuw_._v&.unls Stond Weski voor sen vergelijkbaar
af Dirwalr et teverenigenmettigar - dilemma? Opdatsoortvragen geefeze
geheimboudingsplichn legrzeuiven [0 ‘haar boek geen antwaord. Ze houst
ook niermet haarcigen .E_.e_ewu_u het bij de constatering dat er betehiul-
nakomelirg van [acdse ylers  dligingen naar| swamen i
van wie g, isﬁﬂzﬂ_s niet kloppen. wairtegen 2= 2ich niet

vermberigmgs kampen. Het 7ou verraad
ijraanwisik ben”

tn het boek lepr e omstandig wic
waarom 7= nist kin en _m pragen
auer voormalige cliénten, zoals Ridou-
anT: een yerdachie moer zich viij voe-

len am alles te bespreken met zim

kanwvendedigen. Tegeiraver | sRat gen,
vuurpeloton, dat ongehinidecd met
dumdumkogels ap fou e pe geheim-
houdingsplicht mag shiecen.' Ve kan
ity vertellen over ‘eveniele gevi-
v, st ze, mist voorwicen Wade
mis s i haar ‘nioodlat’,

arvacaat, dat is<en lundament van de Het iz av‘m__n_u.;_......_‘ﬁﬂ.nio—r
ol gens fandasrin  rkent. Stralzaken moeten plaatvin.
dit geval wel "een moww zan worden  den E._n%ruﬁﬁlwﬁi
“n_._..__mm_..gmhﬁﬂn_“_ﬁ._uaﬂ ...%Bmaﬂ.u_tcmﬂ ik
Ik Is gzt 2ou 2e de vrifhel ben 7 voos devluche s e
om dareonthullen. ﬂ?ﬁ%g
Lapts
Onisteuteide berichten dingsplich, s her d
Be verdenking tegen Weekl is mat  verbaal daar goed vot
name gebaszend op oneslevtelde  zekeryoor!
Berichten op eryptoteleioons. Dasrsit  Hoe
lifht volgens justire dat famibieleden  Weskd zelf v
v T, 21jn advocaten wilden inzetsen  waarop e hiel
als bogdschapper, Youssef T, diezlin. Zal dit boek
‘0aom hijsiand als radsman fn media.  levenEin? b
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28-03-2024 11:05 Serbien schatzt Schaden durch NATO-Bombardierung auf 500 Milliarden Euro — RT DE

Serbien schatzt Schaden durch NATO-
Bombardierung auf 500 Milliarden Euro

28 Mér. 2024 10:10 Uhr

Die NATO sollte Serbien fiir die durch die Bombardierung Jugoslawiens verursachten Schdden in Héhe von 500
Milliarden Euro entschadigen, erkldrte die Gesundheitsministerin des Landes, Danica Grujicié, Die Zahl der
Krebsfille in dem Land sei aufgrund der NATO-Bombardements gestiegen.
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Die Ministerin sate
"Sie haben uns damals so viel zerstort, lassen Sie uns ihnen diesen Betrag geben und
vielleicht werden wir dariiber nachdenken, ob wir Freunde werden."

Zuvor hatte der ehemalige jugoslawische AuBenminister Zivadin Jovanovi¢ in einem Interview mit RIA
Nowosti den direkten Schaden durch die NATO-Bombardements auf 100 Milliarden US-Dollar (etwa 92
Milliarden Euro) geschatzt.

Am 24. Marz 1999 startete die NATO die Militaroperation "Operation Allied
"Wir sind Mahner in der Wiiste"  Force" gegen Jugoslawien ohne die Zustimmung des UN-Sicherheitsrates.
— AfD-Abgeordnete erinnernan  als Grund wurde die Weigerung der jugoslawischen Regierung genannt,
NATO-Luftangriffe auf den Konflikt friedlich beizulegen, was nicht erlaubte, Kriegsverbrechen
Jugosiawien und ethnische Sduberungen zu beenden. Die Bombardierung der
serbischen Stidte dauerte 78 Tage, bis zum 10. Juni 1999, NATO-
Generalsekretdr Jens Stoltenberg benannte im Jahr 2018 als Ziele der Operation den Schutz der
Zivilbevolkerung und den Sturz des damaligen jugoslawischen Présidenten Slobodan MiloSevic.

Nach Angaben der serbischen Behérden fielen dem Bombardement etwa 2.000 Menschen zum Opfer, die

genaue Zahl der Todesopfer ist jedoch nicht bekannt. Die russische Seite hat den NATO-Einsatz in
Jugoslawien wiederholt verurteilt.

httos://freedert.online/international/200808-serbien-schaetzt-schaden-durch-nato/ 11
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RAAD VOOR DE JOURNALISTIEK
Wie een klacht heeft over de media, kan terecht bij de Raad
voor de Journalistiel, Veel journalisten zijn ontevreden: de
Raad zou te juridisch zijn en behandelt elk "wissewasje’
Door onze iedacteur Wilteed Takken  Foto's Olivier Middendorp

eHier kun je
klagen over
de media

z0 Raad van Tucht, wapdt
Toedriike bewaker van
#xgt oelfs Ronald Ock-
,_Euz_.__oﬁ. _m._._ar__:__u_..ta.mn..g_.
i de Raad nies erke
zand &m een onafha
hitibes dat mekje meek

Juridische
taal wordt
vermeden.
el een
rdeel of een
uitspraak een
‘conclusie’ -

warig schudden, ver-
haasdi wenkbrauwen en

drant, tacnt 2lch een tevreden kiant;

Goed da debrancis zo'n zolfc
da organisatie heefl, good dar w
anteaonding kunnen an_m_..rm.u.uﬂn_._
Mt de Raad krijgt ook kritiek ust het
veld, wat de lagitimiteit ondergraaft. Dat
Tige aan hat v
Faad | ,papieren tiger ), 2an de onduide-
Hikestatus {pseudorechtbank™, en aan
oimdtreden usspraken dis van amateuris-
me zouden geruigen.

Dat igidde ertoe dat verschillonde kran:
ten en media sfbaskien, vaor kome of lan-
g€ tijd. Momenteel wordt de Rasd nist e5-
kend door andes mear D Telegran, iel

Als bet onzergvuldig was,
dlan straf? Nee. Meer dan een
het aordeql 2iter niet i
dan verder moeten
it er naar hem is geluiste:
gelijk kreeg. De Rasd voor de
tiek is een onafhankedijk klachtenbursan
van de Nederlandse pers. D Raad geeft
een acsdeel over jpurnalistieke sargval-
digheid. Geen sanctiss,

Federe maand houdt de Raad =ttingin
eef vergaderzaal, op een bedrijventenein
I Amsterdam. Burgers komen dan kla-
Ben pwer kranlen en programma's die hen
Beschadigd zouden hobhen, De Raad
hieart ber aan, buistar naar het woer-
il van de beklssgde media, en cor-

deelt dan of het betrefende daghlad of
zoagvieldig of Idig
heeft gehandald.

Aan de raxmkant, met achter zich een
theekar met wal
de Raad. Met _su_m:.in_._nnmnwﬂ&u?
2ltter, eer rechies, [ de Rand zitten tien
journalisten, ache mensen die slders war-
kienin de media (vooral de commumica-
Liehen tweeechte lekon. Per z ing z5n er
viez van hen aanwezig, plus een wisse-
lande dagvonezister,

anp-n_,u_um_._._n_._ﬂ_:uwao!nnﬂcog

Parpol, TROS Radar, TROS Opgelich: an
Tha Pt Oralireg, De Rsad behandelt geen
zakendieover dege madiz paan. Tot on-
Benaegen van de media die wel meedsen,
Marcella Breedeveld, adfunct: hoofdre-
dacteur van KAC: 2o word jo betoond
oo niet mesdoen” De hooddredactie
wan WRC en de Raad hebben een gosprel;




swhad pver de omvredi,

Me wilken goan Tech i i
EeE Prifts van Babes, vaGazittes van de
Raad, , #i| beslissen miet wal rechimanlg
i, e wat earechtmatiy, soals én rech

teer, W kiyken alleen ol de journalist sem-

wuldig heedt gehamdekl. Het gaas miet om

wigtrelke, maar cmethiohe nommes.

Wi doen ook niet san waarheidevinding.
O iets waar s, kunnen wij ns1vaststel-
ben

Toch list bijvarbeeld de siming van
Gijs van Dam sprekend op cen rechtbank.
D aduecaten hoaden aen voaral wilgs-
schreven pleitacd, dan mogen @2 op el-
kaar reagezen. Do Rasdd profeert steads
o de: klager en de verweerder pefaan
bt woord te laten, maar de-sdvocaten
sohuaiven er steeds tussen.

2 Techier stappen
Elagers gebeulken de Raad aks apstagje of

tussenstapie van gerechinlifke procedu:
1. Breedeveld vin NRC nosme als veor-
beeld de riak van de Hoorse Broeders -
een resks artikelen over de sebtarische
hewnging: ~Tussan hot kart gading #n de
bodemprocedure kwamen ze nog even bi)
e Rzl fangs. Toen babiber wij geep:
daar gaan weniet naartoe.”

1n 2003 #jn enkele hervarmingen door-

i mo@e,.ama_. ondir druk van kdacheen it her

[ARR HE VEBTRATIVE. 20 TAT &1 mindor
jurksten i de Raad. Ook jursdische taal
winrdt vermeden, 26 et sen pardesl of
een uitsprask sindsdien pon ‘tonchusie’.
Fen zeker formalisnte (8 valgens Yan Ex-
ter onvermijdelijk, en ook niet verkeerd.
Maar we praberen het wel men
hioa den”

Dt de Raad wardt mishronikt als voor-
peetaal van de rechtbank was woor Het
Farool de heafldreden om in 2012 de
[aad niet larger e herkennen, Honofdre-
dacteur Ocklaysen: LOmdat we veel aan
mizdaadjmarnakistick deen, werden we
doorlopend voor de Rasd peslespt door
boeven en ander gespurs dic de Raad ge-
bruikien als opstaple naar de rechter, als
proefproces. Dat vaiden we sande van
die tijd ende moeite” Overigens 9 de
Razd sindsdien =oxeer ten gunste veran-
desd, zegt Ockhuysen dat Her Feroal
avervweet om dit joar nog tengg e ke

ren.
2o het helpen als or gren advocaten
rieer meekamer? Zeker”, segtadvicaat
Jensvan den Brink. Hij verdedigde inde
zaak wan Gigs van Dam daghlad Trouw, en
ook vooe WRC tresdr hij vaak in het Rrgt.
Het zou beter zij als cr grenadvocaten

I AT

D tankwan tv-pm-

cucent G van Dam

rREELAnge pe

| nray B Lo ey

Frinz] en hooddre-
daeteur Cons wan
dlarLaan van Tauw,
Rechds 2it da Raad
woor di Josmalis-
tieh. Vo Dam =
oas over eenaili-
Wi wan Selle Branck
Corstivs in Touw,
wiaahn deze hem
angencemane:
sehuidigd e van wer-
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Wissewasjes
Tegenover het verwijt van de pseudo-
rechtbank staat bet vervwijt dat de kran-
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wasje moeten komen opdraven. Breed e
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der Transformanten, een kleine Bra-
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Wat is de ‘lijn Rome’?
(/commentaar/wat-is-
de-lijn-rome)

door Jan Peeters

Er was een tijd waarin wat van
Rome kwam degelijk,
scherpzinnig, consistent en bij

de tijd was.

De voormalige Servische president Slobodan MiloSevic, (Foto: AP)
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odan Milo3evi¢ postuum vrijg

De voormalige Servische president Slobodar’
Milosevic is door het Joegoslaviétribunaal in Den
Haag postuum vrijgesproken van oorlogsmisdaden

die werden gepleegd tijdens de Bosnische oorlog
van 1992 tot 1995,

Het International Criminal Tribunal for the former
Yugoslavia (ICTY), zoals het Joegoslaviétribunaal
officieel heet, stelt dat Milo§evi¢ tijdens de Basnische
oorlog niet betrokken was bij een zogeheten
‘'gezamenlijke misdadige onderneming' tegen moslims
en Kroaten.

Onvoldoende bewijs

Dat staat in de veroordeling door het
Joegoslavietribunaal van de voormalige Bosnisch-
Servische president Radovan KaradZi¢ wegens
oorlogsmisdagen. Karadzic is tot veertig jaar
gevangenisstraf veroordeeld wegens volkerenmoord
tijdens de Bosnische oorlog.

In het in maart gepubliceerde 2615 pagina's tellende

oordeel
karadzic/tjug/en/160324 judgement.pd
meldt het Joegoslaviétribunaal in punt 3460 dat er

nttp://www.icty.org/x/ca

onvoldoende bewijs is voor de betrokkenheid van'
MiloSevic bij het plan om het gebied dat in handen
was van de Bosnische Serviérs te zuiveren van

moslims en Kroaten.

Bescherming alle etniciteiten

Volgens het Joegoslaviétribunaal beschuldigde.
MiloSevic in maart 1992 Karadzi¢ en de Bosnisch-
Servische leiding openlijk van
mensenrechtenschendingen en etnische zuivering.

Ook sprak de voormalige Servische president zich uit
voor de bescherming van alle etniciteiten in het
voormalige Joegoslavié, stelt het Joegoslaviétribunaal.

Hartaanval

MiloSevic werd in 1999 door het Joegoslaviétribunaal
aangeklaagd wegens oorlogsmisdaden en misdaden
tegen de menselijkheid. In 2001 werd hij in Belgrado
gearresteerd. Vanaf 12 mei 2002 stond hij terecht
voor het Joegoslaviétribunaal in Den Haag wegens
verdenking van oorlogsmisdaden.
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POl ooy

Donald Trump eert de
heilige Moeder Teresa
in een filmpje:

O Goedkope
verkiezingsretoriek van
Trump.

O Mooi! Waarom zou een
multimiljonair Moeder
Teresa niet kunnen
bewonderen?

O Hypocrisie is de eer die de
zonde aan de deugd -
bewijst, zo ook hier.

Bekijk Resultaat

Stem

Steun Kathollek
Nieuwsblad door uw gift.

http; arnulfus.nl
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PICTURE
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NIEUWS OPINIE ACHTERGROND BOEH EM FILET ~ DOSLIERS
SOl AR AT Hepae 2 Migwwes ¢ Aoy B Joegeesbosisbamimn sl <k 300 e o vom eorlagannegdadio
'. Joegoslavié-tribunaal spreekt Milosevie vrij
van oorlogsmisdaden :
eanar REDACTIE BUITENLAND w2 3 A0 Lo o f FRR i SR |

Het Intermational Criminal Tribunal for the Former Yugoslavia (ICTY), in de smgang wel LAATSTE OPIHIES
Joegosiavié-tibunaal genoemd, heefll vastgesteld dal de vooimalige Servische president
Slobodan Milosevic niet veraniweordelijk was voor corlogsmisdaden die veerden gepleegd tijdens

de Bosmische oorlog van 1992 (o1 '95

De kamer dir: de Bosnisch-Servische president Radovan Karadzic wegens oorlogsmisdaden tot
40 jaar gevangenisstral veroardeelde, concluderrde unaniem dat Slohadan Milasevic geen
onderdeel was van een ‘gezamenlijke imisdadige onderneming' die het tydens de Bosnische
norlog op Moslims en Kroaten geraunt had.

Enorme Winst Na Dood iz

MeD's Kok wint duizenden viak no do bragischo docd von zim iicndin

INEITIER

. De vitspraak in de zaak van Karadzic van 24 imaan jongstieden slelde dal & geen 1oereikend
bewiljs was dat Milosevic betrokken was in het plan om het territarium dat in handen was van

Bosnische Serviérs le zuiveren van Moslims en Kroaten. i ; unt
AliRight-speech: Clinton snapt weinig

vt Internettijdperk
Hoewel aanvankelijk 2owel Karadzic als Milosevic tegen het ontstaan van cen onathankelijk '

b SEPTEMGER 2616
Boenie waien en de voortzelting van Joegoslavié ten deel hadden, liepen vanal eind 1991 hun
ideeén vileen. Tegen 1994 konden ze het niel meer cens worden. De kamer stelde echier ook
vast dal Milosevic al in maart 1992 Karadzic en de Bosnisch-Servischa leiding openlijk GEmL O TERROES

beschuldigde van mensenrechienschendingen en elnische zunvering.

Toen in oklober 1991 het parlement van Bosnic, in afwezigheid van de Bosnisch-Servische
algevaardigden, de onafhankelijkheid uitriep, rok Karadzic de conclusie dat er een Servische
fiepublick in Eosnié gevormd moest worden, maar Milosevic had daar ernstige bedenkingen bij. Hoog tid om de NAYO op e docken
Hij wilde nict op een illegale stap reageren met een andere illegale stap. Ook wilde hij de 31 AUGUSTE 3616

Bosnische Moslims die voor het voortbestaan van Joegoslavié waren niel vilsluiten. De kamer

merkl op dat Milnsevic zich uilsprak voor de hescherming van alle etnicileiten, Ook was
Milesevic boos op de Bosnisch-Servische leiding, dat zij het Vance-Owen-plan verwierpen, Hij

MEEST GELEZEN
begreep hun bedenkingen, maar benadrukle het belang van het begindigen van de oorlog.
5SEPTEMBLR 016Gy 0

BIijf op de hoogte van nieuws, opinia en achtergronden: Valg Novini! De anti-racistische

demonstmties in Parijs
Vind lklouk  Dalan 13K paruonen seodin dil Loy Byt aon om b gon sl jo vigndun s vinden

http://www.novini.nl/joegoslavie-tribunaal-spreekt-milosevic-vrii-oorlogsmisdaden/ 10-9-2016
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wiarover je niets aill lezen in
de Nederlandse pers

Het 1s opmerkelilk dat de media noy geen melding hebben gemaakt van de zuivering van
Milosevic’ naam door het Joegaslavie-tribunaal Maar hiet tribunaal heeft et 2ell ook miet actief : "“(';;‘_’”r’: ?':;"'""_‘; |
TEWRTRG 2100 G IS v

naar buiten gebracht. Hel staat ergens halverwege het 2,5 duizend pagina’s dikke nordeel in de degelik hel probleem is
el 5

zaak Koradzic Zonder persbericht dat er op wijsl kan het wel even duren voor zoiets apgemerkt
wordt

I AUGUSTUS 206 QU

i 5 i Hoo tijd om ¢e NAVO op @
Milosevic werd ten tijde van het uiteenvallen van Joegoslavié en de oorlogen waarmee dat b i !

fepaard ging, door westerse media voorgesteld als een diclalonale leider en genocide .

aangewreven. Dat diende als rechivaardiging veor economische sancties legen Semie. Die

beeldvorming speelde ueindelijk ook cen rol in de rechivaardiging van de NAVO- Vi UL NG

bombardementen op Servie in 1999 en de opstelling van ket Westen ton annzien van Kosovo .III"[-H:T: AR e
Shupl

Milosevic bracht de laatste vijf jaar van zijn leven in een Haagse cel door, woar tij uitendelijk
stierf aan een hartaanval onder neg altijd niet helamaal opgehelderde omstandigheden Milosevie
vermnoedde dat hij vergiftigd werd Een ans vond inderdaad ecn stef in zijn bloed, die het affect
van zijn hartmadicijnen op kon heffen, maar Milosevic kreeqg dit pas maanden later (& horen
Intussen werd Milasevic' gezondheidssituatio wel zonder 2iin toestemmbing mel de Amerikaanse
ambassade besproken, zo Biijkl uit WikiLeaks documenten. Enonn, tien joar na zgn dood, is 1]

i stilletjes wrijgesproken van de voornaamste zaken waaroor i) sangeklangd was

Bron: slobodan-milosevic.og
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A BFPTEMECN 205y 1
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Sagitar

Van: "Gijsbert Beijen" <gijsbeijen.0 1@gmail.com>
Datum: zondag 3 | maart 2024 22:22

Aan: <sagitar2@kpnmail.nl>

Onderwerp:  Moskou aan de Eems. 31 03 2024 - |

Ha oerwoudbewoners,

Bij mijn FB-vrienden (zo heet dat) is een Duitser, Wolfgang Muller. Die is actief bij
onderstaande website:

hitp://www.nato-tribunal.de

Heb het verder niet helemaal bekeken. Wellicht heb je er wat aan.

Greet'n,
P. Brandligt
(Ik knip en plak met groot gemak)!

3-4-2024
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Sagitar

Van: "Nedaista RD" <despot.nedaista@gmail.com=>
Datum: woensdag 31 januari 2024 14:35

Aan: "Sagittarius” <sagitarf@hetnel.nl=

Onderwerp:  Groeten uit Servié

Beste Nico,
Jij wil het niet geloven hoe vaak ik aan jou denk. naar door omstandigheden aldoor niet aan toe

gekomen om op te zoeken.

Ik heb zeer turbulente jaren achter de rug....

Momenteel ben ik in Servié en heb nu meer tijd om het e.c.a. te doen en zo denk ik ook aan tijden
die wij samen hebben doorgebracht om te strijden voor de waarheid....

Nico, om lang verhaal kort te maken, blijf ik hier bij en hoop dat wij in de toekomst meer
informaties kunnen uitwisselen over heel veel mensen en gebeurtenissen....

Groetjes,

Roza Despotovic¢
despotnedaista’a email.com
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The Exoneration of Milosevic: the ICTY’s Surprise Ruling
BY A.NDY WILCOXSON

The International Criminal Tribunal for the Former Yugoslavia (ICTY) in The Hague has
determined that the late Serbian president Slobodan Milosevic was not responsible for war

crimes committed during the 1992-95 Bosnian war.

In a stunning ruling, the trial chamber that convicted former Bosnian-Serb president
Radovan Karadzic of war crimes and sentenced him to 40 years in prison, unanimously
concluded that Slobodan Milosevic was not part of a “joint criminal enterprise” to
victimize Muslims and Croats during the Bosnian war.

The March 24 Karadzic judgment states that “the Chamber is not satisfied that there was
sufficient evidence presented in this case to find that Slobodan Milosevic agreed with the
corn'mon plan” to permanently remove Bosnian Muslims and Bosnian Croats from Bosnian
Serh claimed territory.[1]

The Karadzic trial chamber found that “the relationship between Milosevic and the
Accused had deteriorated beginning in 1992; by 1994, they no longer agreed on a course of
action to be taken. Furthermore, beginning as early as March 1992, there was apparent
discord between the Accused and Milosevic in mee

representatives, during which Milosevic and other

Bosnian Serb leaders of committing ‘crimes agains' [ v inDox

the war for their own purposes.”[2] |

The judges noted that Slobodan Milosevic and Radc

preservation of Yugoslavia and that Milosevic was i

diverged over time. The judgment states that “from No Thanks
objective of the Accused and the Bosnian Serb lead

to prevent the separation or independence of BiH,



f;mafn Serbs from Ser?ia; the Chamber notes that Slobodan Milosevic endorsed this
bjective and spoke against the independence of BiH."[3]

The Chamber found that “the declaration of sovereignty by the SRBiH Assembly in the
abs rgce of the Bosnian Serb delegates on 15 October 1991, escalated the situation,’[4]but
that Milosevic was not on board with the establishment of Republika Srpska in response.

The judgment says that “Slobodan Milosevic was attempting to take a more cautious
approach”[5]

The judgment states thatin intercepted communications with Radovan Karadzic,
“Milosevic questioned whether it was wise to use ‘an illegitimate act in response to another
illegitimate act’ and questioned the legality of forming a Bosnian Serb Assembly.”[6] The
judges also found that “slobodan Milosevic expressed his reservations about how a
Bosnian Serb Assembly could exclude the Muslims who were ‘for Yugoslavia'’[7]

The judgment notes that in meetings with Serb and Bosnian Serb officials “Slobodan
Milosevic stated that ‘[a]ll members of other nations and ethnicities must be protected’ and
that ‘[t}he national interest of the Serbs is not discrimination’[8] Also that “Milosevic
further declared that crime needed to be fought decisively."(2]

The trial chamber notes that “In private meetings, Milosevic was extremely angry at the
Bosnian Serb leadership for rejecting the Vance-Owen Plan and he cursed the
Accused.”[10] They also found that “Milosevic tried to reason with the Bosnian Serbs
saying that he understood their concerns, but that it was most important to end the
war.'[11]

The judgment states that “Milosevic also questioned whether the world would accept that
the Bosnian Serbs who represented only one third of the population of BiH would get more
than 50% of the territory and he encouraged a political agreement.”[12]

At a meeting of the Supreme Defense Council the judgment says that “Milosevic told the
Bosnian Serb leadership that they were not entitled to have more than half the territory in
BiH, stating that: ‘there is no way that more than that could belong to us! Because, we
represent one third of the population. [...] We are not entitled to in excess of half of the
territory — you must not snatch away something th: L
can you imagine two thirds of the population being EErPURENQRSVETEN
while 50% is too little for you?! Is it humane, is it fa

In other meetings with Serb and Bosnian Serb offic
“declared that the war must end and that the Bosni.
corﬁplete defeat of the Bosnian Muslims.”[14] Becar
the Bosnian-Serbs, the judges note that “the FRY re No Thanks

encouraged the Bosnian Serbs to accept peace prog




weapons of mass destruction after all.

\e Tribunal’s determination that Slobodan Milosevic was not part of a joint criminal
nterprise, and that on the contrary he “condemned ethnic cleansing”[L6] is of
tremendous significance because he got blamed for all of the bloodshed in Bosnia, and
harsh economic sanctions were imposed on Serbia as a result. Wrongfully accusing
Milosevic ranks right up there with invading Iraq only to find that there werer't any

Slobodan Milosevic was vilified by the entire western press corps and virtually every
politician in every NATO country. They called him “the Butcher of the Balkans.” They
compared him to Hitler and accused him of genocide. They demonized him and made him
out to be a bloodthirsty monster, and they used that false image to justify not only
economic sanctions against Serbia, but also the 1999 NATO bombing of Serbia and the

Kosovo war.

Slobodan Milosevic had to spend the last five years of hi

s life in prison defending himself

and Serbia from bogus war crimes allegations over a war that they now admit he was
trying to stop. The most serious charges that Milosevic faced, including the charge of
genocide, were all in relation to Bosnia. Now, ten years after his death, they admit that he

wasn't guilty after all - oops.

The ICTY did nothing to publicize the fact that they had cleared Milosevic of involvement
in the joint criminal enterprise. They quietly buried that finding 1,303 pages into the 2,590
page Karadzic verdict knowing full well that most people would probably never bother to

read it.

The presiding judge in the Radovan Karadzic trial, O-Gon Kwon of South Korea, was also
one of the judges in the Slobodan Milosevic trial. Milosevic’s exoneration by the Karadzic
trial chamber may be an indication of how the Milosevic chamber would have eventually

ruled, at least on the Bosnia charges, if Milosevic had lived to see the conclusion of his

own trial.

[t’s worth recalling that Slobodan Milosevic died under a very suspicious set of

circumstances. He died of a heart attack just two weelks after the Tribunal denied his
l-equest to undergg heart surgery in Russia.[ﬂ} He wrae fannd dead in hic rall lace than 77

houys after his attorney delivered a letter to the Ru:

which he said that he feared he was being poisonec

The Tribunal’s official report on the inquiry into hi
been found in a blood sample taken from Mr. Milos
Milosevic was not told of the results until 3 March :
position in which Dr. Falke (the Tribunal’s chief me
the Dutch legal provisions concerning medical con

The presence of Rifamicin (a non-prescribed drug)
counteracted the high blood pressure medication I

oy LI Qe 8ol
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e heart attack that ultimately did kill him. The Tribunal’s admission that they knew
hbout the Rifampicin for months, but didn't tell Milosevic the results of his own blood test
unt‘l just days before his death because of “Dutch legal provisions concerning medical
confidentiality” is an incredibly lame and disingenuous excuse. There is no provision of
Dutch law that prohibits a doctor from telling the patient the results of his own blood test

_ that would be idiotic. On the contrary, concealing such information from the patient
could be seen as malpractice.

This all gives rise to well-founded suspicion that powerful geopolitical interests would
rather Milosevic die before the end of his trial than see him acquitted and have their
vicious lies exposed. U.S. State Department cables leaked to Wikileaks confirm that The
Tribunal did discuss Milosevic’s medical condition and his medical records with U.S.
Embassy personnel in The Hague without his consent.[20] They clearly didn’t care about

medical confidentiality laws when they were blabbing about his medical records to the
American embassy.

[t's an unsatisfying outcome that Milosevic has been quietly vindicated for the most
serious crimes that he was accused of some ten years after his death. At a minimum
financial compensation should now be paid to his widow and his children, and reparations
should be paid to Serbia by the western governments who sought to punish Serbia in order
to hold Milosevic “accountable” for crimes that their own Tribunal now admits he wasn't
responsible for, and was in fact trying to stop.

Notaes.

[1) ICTY, Karadzic Judgment, 24 March 2016, Para. 3460
<mlp:gﬂwww.ictvgfgm'cases}karadzi_cﬁjgg en/160324 jﬁlggment.p_(ﬁ >

2] Ibid., Footnote 11027

(3] 1bid., Para. 3276

(4] Ibid., Para. 2709

(5] 1bid., Para. 2710

(6] 1bid., Para. 2685 y deliverec
(7] Ibid., Para. 2687

(8] 1bid., Para. 3288 CounterPunch.
(9] Ibid., Para. 3284 No Thanks

[10] Ibid., Para. 3289

[11] Ibid., Para. 3295
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Sasitar

Van: "Amold Koper" <arnoldkoper@gmail.com>
Datum: donderdag 22 november 2018 11:30

Aan; "Nico Steijnen" <sagitar2@kpnmail.nl>

Onderwerp:  Re: Milosevic

Dag Nico,

Ik heb je berichten uiteraard gelezen. Reageer nu pas omdat ik er even over wilde nadenken.

Maar helaas zie geen kans om deze zaak in de Volkskrant of NRC-Handelsblad aan te kaarten.

Niet alleen ben ik al zo'n 10 jaar uit de running, maar belangrijker is dat het me te veel werk en
mentale (in)spanning gaat opleveren. (Reden waarom ik ooit in de WIA ben beland.)

Als je zoiets aankaart, moet je er ook echt voor gaan en dat heeft nogal wat consequenties, zoals het
doornemen van berichtgeving over het proces en eventuee! het schrijven van een ingezonden stuk
e.d. En dat zit er wat mij betreft niet meer in.

Mocht jezelf nog een poging willen wagen, dan raad ik je aan je niet tot de betrokken verslaggevers
zelf te richten, maar tot de ombudsman van de krant Jean Pierre Geelen (Volkskrant) of Sjoerd de
Jong (NRC).

Je zou ze dan kunnen vragen hoe het komt dat aan die vrijspraak geen aandacht is besteed, en of dat
niet in strijd is met de journalisticke ethiek, gezien het feit dat Milosevic van meet af als 'schuldig' is
neergezet of iets dergelijks.

Verwacht overigens niet dat er met zo'n brief direct iets gebeurt. gun de heren een beetje tijd, want
als ze je bezwaar oppikken, zullen ze zich toch moeten inlezen en eventueel een geschikt moment uit
moeten zoeken om deze kweslie, die al weer in het vergeetboek zit, opnieuw aan te snijden.

Zelf zal ik als ik weer eens een relevante ex-collega tegenkom ook eens informeren of ze {iberhaupt
van die vrijspraak op de hoogle zijn, en ze eventueel attent maken op de stukken die je me stuurde.

Met vriendelijke groet

Arnold Koper
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Sagitar

Van: “Arnold Koper" <arnoldkoper@gmail.com>
Datum: donderdag 22 november 2018 11:30

Aan: "Nico Steijnen" <sagitar2(@kpnmail.nl>

Onderwerp:  Re: Milosevic
Dag Nico,

Ik heb je berichten uviteraard gelezen. Reageer nu pas omdat ik er even over wilde nadenken.

Maar helaas zie geen kans om deze zaak in de Volkskrant of NRC-Handelsblad aan te kaarten.

Niet alleen ben ik al zo'n 10 jaar uit de running, maar belangrijker is dat het me te veel werk en
mentale (in)spanning gaat opleveren. (Reden waarom ik ooit in de WIA ben beland.)

Als je zoiets aankaart, moet je er ook echt voor gaan en dat heeft nogal wal consequenties, zoals het
doornemen van berichtgeving over het proces en eventueel het schrijven van een ingezonden stuk
e.d. En dat zit er wat mij betreft niet meer in.

Mocht jezelf nog een poging willen wagen, dan raad ik je aan je niet tot de betrokken verslaggevers
zell te richten. maar tot de ombudsman van de krant Jean Pierre Geelen (Volkskrant) of Sjoerd de
Jong (NRC).

Je zou ze dan kunnen vragen hoe het komt dat aan die vrijspraak geen aandacht is besteed, en of dat
niet in strijd is met de journalistieke ethiek, gezien het [eit dat Milosevic van meet af als 'schuldig’ is
neergezel of iets dergelijks.

Verwacht overigens niet dat er met zo'n brief direct iets gebeurt, gun de heren een beetje tijd., want
als ze je bezwaar oppikken, zullen ze zich toch moeten inlezen en eventueel een geschikt moment uit
moeten zoeken om deze kwestie, die al weer in het vergeetboek zit, opnieuw aan te snijden.

7elf zal ik als ik weer eens een relevante ex-collega tegenkom ook eens informeren of ze tiberhaupt
van die vrijspraak op de hoogte zijn, en ze eventueel attent maken op de stukken die je me stuurde.

Met vriendelijke groet

Arnold Koper
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Sagitar

Van: "$agilar" <sagitar2@kpnmail.nl>
Datum: dinsdag 20 november 2018 18:45
Aan: "Arnold Koper" <arnoldkoper@gmail.com=

Onderwerp:  Milosevic-vitspraak ICTY

P:S. - Nog even voor de duidelijkheid. Voor zover ik weet heeft tot nu toe niet alleen ik niets
hierover een de media gestuurd, maar ook niemand anders. Zoals Wilcoxson al aangeeft heeft ook
h.et Tribunaal zelf daarover in zijn perspresentatie met geen woord gerept. Alleen een he;ndvcl
figuren als de stugge Tribunaal-watcher Wilcoxson zullen de vele honderden tot duizenden pagina’s
omvattende tribunaal-vonnissen werkelijk gelezen hebben.

Op di 20 nov. 201 g 18:56 schreef Sagitar <sapitar2@kpnmail.nl:
PP. SS. : Dat de media toch al eerder gemeld zouden hebben dat het bewijs zwak was, betrof

enkel en uitsluitend de eerste van de drieledige kiacht, nl. die met betrekking tot Kosovo. Ik gaf al
aan dat deze uitlating bovendien een duidelijke anomalie was en trouwens ook direct weer werd
gevolgd door een permanente voorstelling van zaken, dat de <chuld van Milosevic geen twijfel
kende en dat hij zeker zou hangen, met name ook in de Bosnié-zaak. Ik heb van dag tot dag
uitgeknipt wat de media over het Milosevic-proces verkondigden en dat is precies wat ik hier dus

in de voorafgaande zinnen kenbaar maak.

Nico

22-11-2018
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_s_agitar

Van: "Sagitar" <sagitar2@kpnmail.nl>
Datum: dinsdag 20 november 2018 18:35
Aan: "Arnold Koper" <arnoldkoper@gmail.com>

Onderwerp:  Re: lest

Nee, nee, ik heb nog niks naar welke media dan ook gestuurd. Dus jij bent de eerste (oud-)
journalist die ik van de Tribunaal-uitspraak omtrent Milosevic in het Karadzic-vonnis op de hoogte
heb gesteld. Even voor de duidelijkheid, ik heb je weliswaar ook geconfronteerd met materiaal
omtrent het overlijden van Milosevic, maar dat laatste onderwerp is vooral ook een bekommernis
van mezelf, een soort persoonlijk onderzoeksterrein dus. Dat kan dan ook verder tussen ons buiten
beschouwing blijven. We hadden het hier ook nooit eerder over samen. Waar we wel eerder over
hadden was wat het Joegoslavié Tribunaal in het Karadzic-vonnis jegens Milosevic vaststelt. Ik ben
blij dat jij vindt dat Milosevic recht moet worden gedaan. Dat vindt ik ook. Maar het
allerbelangrijkste is dat de westerse mainstream-media hun eigen zelfconceptie — onafhankelijk,
vrij, objectief en waarheidszoekend — hier waar gaan maken. En over deze afloop van de Bosnié-
klacht jegens Milosevic in dit vonnis van het Tribunaal alsnog komen te berichten. Zie jij er kansen
toe om, in het spoor van de pretenties van informatieve, vrije en waarheidslievende pers te zijn,
dat te bereiken?

Nico

From: Arnold Koper
Sent: Tuesday, November 20, 2018 3:35 PM

To: Nico Steijnen
Subject: Re: test

Jazeker Nico, dat vind ik ook. Maar ik neem aan dat jij, en anderen, al het nodige materiaal aan de
kranten hebt gestuurd en dat je daar geen reactie op hebt gekregen. Ik probeerde in mijn eerdere
mailtje uit te leggen, welke excuses (‘we hebben toch al gemeld dat het bewijs zwak was') zullen
worden gebruikt om, de stilte over het Milosovic-gedeelte in het Karadzic-vonnis te verklaren.
Een ander argument zal ongetwijfeld zijn dat Milosevic geen lieverdje was, en dat er nog andere
aanklachten tegen hem liepen.

Geen enkele reden dus om de man van blaam te zuiveren.

Daar ben ik het niet mee eens, want als iemand met zulke grote aanklachten wordt
geconfronteerd, en daar blijft zo weinig van over dat de rechters van een overwinnaarstribunaal
hem (deels) vrij pleiten, dan heeft hij er, ook na zijn overlijden recht op dat hem recht wordt
gedaan.

Ik betwijfel alleen of jouw dagtotdagdocumentatie daaraan, althans in de richting van de media,
veel zal bijdragen. Er staan namelijk nogal wat verdenkingen/beschuldigingen in die jij ook niet hard
kunt maken.

Even in mijn eigen woorden. Het mogelijk dat de Navo betrokken was, maar echte harde
aanwijzingen heb je daarvoor niet. Het is ook mogelijk dat rechters en/of ander tribunaalpersoneel
betrokken was bij het ondermijnen (en erger) van 's mans gezondheid, maar ook daarvoor
ontbreken de bewijzen.

Niettemin suggereer jij al in de eerste 7in dat Milosevic mogelijk 'rechtsstreeks' om het leven is
gebracht en zelfs als dat niet zo is, draagt jouw inziens het tribunaal 'rechtstreekse
verantwoordelijkheid voor zijn dood'. Van zulke zwaarwegende beschuldigingen, die vervolgens
slechts ten dele worden onderbouwd, gaan de stekels van veel journalisten (ondergetekende
incluis) overeind staan.

22-11-2018
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concluderend, ja ik vind, op grond van de drie artikelen die jij ‘
onderdelen moet wor ie jij me stuurde, ook dat 's mans naam OF

: den gl?ZUtVerd. Ja, het is verkeerd dat de kranten en andere media dat niet al
in 2015 hghben ggdaan. En ja, het is mogelijk dat er krachten aan het werk zijn geweest die hem
naar de uitgang wilden duwen, en ook dat die daar uiteindelijk in zijn geslaagd. En ja dan hebben
we het over moord. Maar helaas valt dat (nog) niet te bewijzen. De enige opening di:a ik zie is dat
artsen of de mensen die hem zijn medicatie toedienden hun verhaal gaan doen. Want, even
aangenomen dat de artsen zelf de man niet hebben vergiftigd, moeten die toch iets m,eer kunnen

zeggen over de gang van zaken nadat die foute, giftige, medicatie in zijn bloed werd ontdekt.
met vriendelijke groet

Arnold

Op ma 19 nov. 2018 om 11:24 schre
Hoi Arnold,

ef Sagitar <5agltar2@kgnmail.ni>:

s Dat het ooit de teneur van de berichtgeving van de westerse mainstream-media is geweest dat
a er weinig bewijs tegen Milosevic was, is diametraal tegenouergesteld aan de waarheid. De teneur
was juist dat in het proces, dag in dag uit, zijn schuldigheid genadeloos steeds verder voor het

voetlicht werd gebracht. De door mij gesignaleerde koppen uit de NRC en de Volkskrant over het
falen van de ICTY-aanklager in de Kosovo-deelzaak vormde dan ook in dit verband een volstrekte
anomalie en kwamen als een donderslag bij heldere hemel. Daarna werd de verslaggeving
omtrent Milosevic onmiddellijk weer ’genormallseerd’ en was het meteen weer allemaal de
bekende voorstelling van zaken dat er in het proces niet aflatend zodanig overweldigend bewiis
tegen Milosevic 0p tafel kwam dat een veroordeling van hem al op voorhand een zekerheid
vormde. Mijn documentatie van het nieuws van het procesverloop van dag tot dag is daar om dit
;0 nodig nOg eens keihard te bewijzen. Goed dat je {ex—jcollega‘s, die indertijd tegen Milosevic de
Verschrikkelijke, de Slager van de Balkan hebben gestreden z0 betrokken zijn. Vindt je niet dat
ook zij moeten worden geinformeerd oer deze Nieuwe werkelijkheid ?

groeten van Nico

From: Arnold Koper
sent: Friday, November 16, 2018 5:41 PM

To: Nico Steijnen
Subject: Re: test

Dag Nico,

ik heb de stukken die je me gaf gelezen. Ik was van de belangrijkste feiten (‘vrijspraak’
Milosevic) niet op de hoogte. De grote kranten, in Nederiand althans, maar elders zal
het niet veel anders zijn, hebben aan dat impliciete vonnis geen sandacht besteed.
Daar kunnen verschillende verklaringen voor zijn. Een ervanis ongetwijfeld dat het
voor de betrokken journalisten (niet zelden hoogst betrokken types, weet ik uit
ervaring) moeilijk is om toe te geven dat ze sich in een aantal opzichten hebben
vergist; als ze al de moeite hebben genomen het hele vonnis té lezen. Maar
daarnaast speelt ongetwijfeld het '‘mosterd na de maaltijd-effect’: de man is dood en
de belangrijkste Nederlandse kranten hadden, zoals jij ook schrijft, wel al eerder

22-11-2018

-t






n. Kijk voor meer informatie op ING.nl/zakelijk

1
Overal snel en makkelijk online uw bankzaken

regele

{
Mijn ING Zakelijk

" 9101 H02992



—

{\W 1 91X JUEWM ’VW%
v U,)W Sodb nupetdic 13555y
'DLULb 4 WW‘/‘G
'uQ«m./ (,&LMW
/390 CAMW%«JL megﬁ;’é‘”"
CBUQ/ '1/7} oot Jﬂ

Vo &J%Mw
MWJ\‘ZP%MW%/}M
. %4;&%}%@4@{@



G Bone, f%&@@g%w@( -

OZ”Z‘M@("'Q: el b o y/iméma@

=P Menaef sires
jgwf& Wﬂm%



h Zé@; M
% @W%f@dMM@
f”” H, SO
}47///2/7‘ oy

(mf/

Aé
ff”/m/wé

Lo /%W

)

,,MZM

.
&
M

%"
Le
-39 j{w
gt

o b’ M
Mﬂ,
S
vﬂﬁﬂ Zvea QLo
MAUW
m&w#



q... w.s\
%

1 ULYUSPUBLIA JBBA (PRI

ey M
) |0z 131DM 131 181U doOYUD A WM é

11 L004)S ap uaba) wipz uaa s|p ubpP DO

"uajueyualing
J9UJEBM 133W S)I3IU 3f J9auuem W

(U U3130A af uea jynipje ap af ua S
z o[ uea 19 uapuey af 12auuepp \ %
X 18
"yania weeyodl| of un Sejsuey af m,.ﬂ
B U23 UeA Jep ploom af Jaauuem n% 4 .A/Vuw M
eyds o[ J0oA ua3ulp ap Jaauuepp M 1W 2
D
yU0 JOOP S| PWJOAISA 13y 1ep 1312 e
J ua3dis af 1anouada) ‘uas)|e al ua
d uauuiq uea daip saj|e J9auuepy ) W

jeyiuamo woj :w siffen ajayaiAl 1 MW\W
<>
>

#

13Ud]S |BZ J431BM }BH :alunwiwo) suapli]

leem “1piom uay01qasd puia 13y 101 Jeepp

da0uad pooug :31unwWwo) J00A

Si Jeep ‘110321 Sul@aials uaad Jwoy| Jeep nVW



etz

Mwﬂg)?;%’j’ ?5 ' %ZZD&?

vk

- MELWK bt ¢ . h’
{ 5;;§owm G - di Mzz,

W ZM -
lo prasmocneicd LA
ﬁ iy @f;j %‘mf‘zﬁ%ﬁ?



o4y U uoly W 1BBAOD SILIPUY! s\\‘

ee3 3ew 3am ap al jeq : m:mgmuwt‘w,M
) 3 aWO0Y 1SWOX30) 3P SI N cm&
7@

U 3p ya4q uapuey law 1azll 38y 333.q_. ,
2100M MmN 83| pjooy Suo ui |8y ap Joo
./m
RUREIEBEEITY
U suaw ua3 yoou p3iuidad uapiom 1ai1u
JpUIy JERM UISUBW S| uaya.ds uasuaw
- JeEM U331Yd0A3(q 1430y }31U IP3JIA ieem

)00.1q U3 PIayuooyds I31em Ieem ‘|auway ,W W

M U33 3palyasasd |Im mn ‘Spiee do awoy
9PIOM WEEBU MN ‘U3B10QJIaA J3peA 9ZUQ %

|BYIUBMOT WO W SINYJ3IsoQ gnnH 3
ua340QqJan J3pep BZUQ :IdPEBA JZUQ

99H ‘uazaid|oA 1100u 8118y ‘Sij19H
dIj1ay ‘uanaysan ooy ‘Sijisy “SijieH
;m £

uanayJtan ooy ‘dij1ay ‘Sij1IoH m:uu:mm






%(75 ﬂ;&

L,M/DZL

.’M

' )%u:m el |
. Jieat 1 /@W ot

‘3




s avuM UdD 1R W ’ ‘

-

1g433Y21p \Emvm uadis uep lgia1y21Q
e arp 4axem fiw ul 93)13s ap 1piom
2IY21p ‘@ppaouwtaA i uep (1qiaiydig 2

2 ¢ w /uw.

1817 T3 119491421p 13y S1 J2A 31 31 202 JO _ ‘nw.@v
2 lw 1ep ‘uaojsaq wiayas Sooy 19y 18|

Uep J2pIaA ‘UsiljS[PWay Ip uep JapIapn .
3puoz ‘uadesn ufiw do pioomiue 13y 18| : M

Iep 19PJ3A ‘US83I|A S|S50A 9P UBp JBPIIA
Z 9P U3 uawoup ultw uea |aspeed 1ay 13|
1ep 1apJaA ‘uayial uado uliw uep Japisp

1100
13184 uado uliw uep 1spiap :BpueIayQ

\0 sue|31ydl| apuawiem mn piaids
3puo s|23najA apuadelp mn piaids ﬂW

:u3||e + 100y
e 3 uspagqJloopn

eIn3|iv




X%ﬁ s %ﬁf L o oo
| ,;m;» fsuow Pi VoY, ﬁ%

\U"“m@ﬂ sz)iiﬁf ;ﬁm.

]ﬁm







r

)
i / ‘_,\, wm/_,«:w} "H’ﬂ;ﬂué( é/ /3
('" jg L-WC - ?/‘/wéa’w

| =g e

,_bvd Y 9{ ‘
. /},U 31 (,Uf, }f ; *v M:Q(? S_ )
i&w u»j i Ms y e

U/ 2_} Z ~705-/ u/lgér

L i’ﬂ/)’gjww L J /]/7 7)o LKIZ/MJJ (/ % -4/

t’&«jfﬂ/ Prosidihen J)@M,/ JU jjxqu
(,lnw Cliron e /}/7’ _

Ah
M DZW&m (_,W_fu,\//'/’vyﬁ’i b mé’) ﬁLm{
WZM /A/[/ .ﬂ/*) Wﬁ&n il

J"U/WALBM p-oth X /"%}
1

! ﬁi‘i@‘; Uity




=~ 3 8

o g &@E
§

Lgi i*Fh:}t:) ucA wWape ap

I‘L.

"1P30A llw alp W3

A

Po0|q U3 s8|A U !

y

v L
w Ot
am a
D_—l
s
= m
o
35‘
-~
<
jul ]
=
-~
m
i




1S ] 1r telbiint s Gein
%A/ LJ oF e 1o Mﬁgf
Lucw@wjﬁw- el i do
Q—(%/N/»cgwﬁﬂj }/Wﬁ/iw@q\/

G Y

' = il U it 07 ) Lo ;
o) EWW% "







Welkom bij NatoSued i agi
] NatoSue 21 /J\ja:n/-w’h X /ﬂcMT‘ pagina 1 van 3

(8 g

Nazi-Justitie?

...Bush en Blair pleegden zodoende het meest ernstige misdrijf naar
internationaal recht dat bestaat. Een misdaad waarvan het Tribunaal van
Neurenberg heeft gezegd dat daarin al het kwaad van de oorlog ligt

besloten...

Lees verder

Press Release: President Milosevic's Attorney
Threatens Legal Action Against the ICTY's Dr.

van Dijkman

Slobodan Milosevic Freedom Center The Hague
July 26, 2005

Nico Steijnen, board member of the Slobodan Milosevic Freedom Center
and Slobodan Milosevic's attorney before the Dutch Courts, is threatening

legal action against the ICTY's Dr. Van Dijkman.

If Dr. Van Dijkman, in response to the tribunal's recent requests, gives the
go ahead to increase the weekly court session load on President Milosevic,
then Nico Steijnen will initiate litigation against Dr. Van Dijkman on

President Milosevic's behalf.

The following is the text of the letter served on Dr. Van Dijkman by
attorney Steijnen yesterday.

Lees verder

http://www.natosued.org/menu/nieuws.html 7-12-2016



pagina 1 van3

- /n.'")-q'r’
Welkom bij NatoSued
ne f?jpmwﬁyr//;ﬂaf pagina 1 van 2
= ——
Home
050725

Contact

Links

Zaken

Pseudo-medical treatment with respect to Mr.
S. Milosevic, former President of the Federal
Republic of Yugoslavia

Law firm Steijnen, Olof & Stelling

Couwenhoven 52-05
3703 ER Zeist

tel. 030-6956867

fax 030-6957830

e-mail: sagitar@hetnet.nl
Dr. P.R.M. Van Dijkman
Ten Hovestraat 66a
2582 RN Den Haag

25 July 2005

re: pseudo-medical treatment with respect to Mr. S. Milosevic, former President of the Federal
Republic of Yugoslavia

Dear Mr. Van Dijkman,

The so-called 'Yugoslavia tribunal' is@g&iiabout to step up its efforts to silence my client Mr.
Milosevic either by seeking to push him to the background in his own defence case which is
currently going on. Or to silence him by seriously affecting his healt condition as a result of
further deliberately deteriorating the conditions of his defence imposed on him.

@iFain the 'tribunal' administration invoked your aid in order to achieve that well-considered aim.
#gdin you are requested to allow yourself to be abused by the so-called 'tribunal' in order for the
latter to obtain an alibi for infringing the fundamental right of Mr. Miloesevic to defend himself.

As already pointed out in my initial complaint on behalf of mr. Milosevic. filed against you with
the Regional Disciplinary Board for Healthcare, by making statements regarding the ability of Mr.
Milosevic regarding the ability of mr. Milosevic to defend himself in various modalities of court
session load, you make yourself guilty on the pronouncement of a pseudo-medical judgement, and
thereby to a medically reprehensible act.

http://www.natosued.org/N L/archiefNL/050725dijkman.htm 7-12-2016
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This _becau;;e, as pointed out by me earlier, any answer to the question of what Mr. Milosevic
physically is or is not able to do regarding the trial in progress, depends to a large extent on

r:jn‘lous other factors. Like, for instance, the time Mr. Milosevic daily needs for the preparation of
1is case.

So the queglion is not. like put to you by the so-called 'tribunal’, whether or not Mr. Milosevic
could physically stand various modalities of more court hours a week, but whether or not it would

be :clcceplable to further severely deteriorate the amount of time left to mr. Milosevic to prepare his
defence case.

Doubtless and prima facie these two elements are directly linked: the more time Mr. Milosevic
will be supposed to spend a week in court sessions. the more the time will be further decreased
needed by him for the daily preparation of his defence case.

And. as a consequence, there is also another direct relationship: the more time Mr. Milosevic,
despite all restraints already put upon him, will stick on appropriate defence preparations in a
situation of further increase of the weekly court session loadt session load for Mr. Milosevic will
be increased, the more he will be forced to choose between his health care and caring about his
defence.

It is this evil dilemma the administration of the so-called 'tribunal' is about to force on Mr.
Milosevic.

And the so-called 'tribunal’, by failing to do so | will take further juridical action against you.
Sincerely yours,

N.M.P. Steijnen

800688827

http://www.natosued.org/N L/archiefNL/050725dijkman.htm 7-12-2016
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Nazi-Justitie?

...Bush en Blair pleegden zodoende het meest ernstige misdrijf naar
internationaal recht dat bestaat. Een misdaad waarvan het Tribunaal van
Neurenberg heeft gezegd dat daarin al het kwaad van de oorlog ligt

besloten...

Lees verder

Press Release: President Milosevic's Attorney
Threatens Legal Action Against the ICTY's Dr.

van Dijkman

Slobodan Milosevic Freedom Center The Hague
July 26, 2005

Nico Steijnen, board member of the Slobodan Milosevie Freedom Center
and Slobodan Milosevic's attorney before the Dutch Courts, is threatening

legal action against the ICTY's Dr. Van Dijkman.

If Dr. Van Dijkman, in response to the tribunal's recent requests, gives the
go ahead to increase the weekly court session load on President Milosevic,
then Nico Steijnen will initiate litigation against Dr. Van Dijkman on

President Milosevic's behalf.

The following is the text of the letter served on Dr. Van Dijkman by
attorney Steijnen yesterday.

Lees verder

http:ffwww.natosucd.org;’menu;’nieuws. html 7-12-2016
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DE TOTALE ONTMASKERING VAN HET
JOEGOSLAVIE-TRIBUNAAL KOMT DICHTERBIJ

Door Mr. M.N.P. Steijnen, advocaat

ledereen die de geschiedenis van het
zogenaamde ‘proces’ tegen Milosevic
heeft gevolgd, weet welke dreunen
Milosevic de afgelopen jaren heeft
uitgedeeld aan het 'Joegoslavié-
tribunaal’,

Historie

Voor een goed begrip van de recente
ontwikkelingen inzake het 'Joegoslavié-
tribunaal' nog even terug naar de dagen
dat de NAVO bommen deed regenen op
Joegoslavié.

De verwoestingen waren groot en het
aantal slachtoffers was hoog. De
protesten tegen deze naakle agressie
door de NAVO-landen zwollen aan toen
de bombardementen maar doorgingen,
maand na maand. De NAVO wilde het
karwei afmaken, en de
bombardementen nog meedogenlozer
maken. Maar intussen dreigde de
publieke opinie in het westen te
kantelen.

Het ‘tribunaal’ als bliksemafleider

Op dat moment snelde het "Joegoslavie-
tribunaal’' de NAVO te hulp.

Na overleg op het hoogste niveau met
de Amerikanen kwam de aanklager van
het ‘tribunaal’ met haar klacht tegen
president Milosevic en zijn mede-
regeringsleden. Op beschuldiging van
oorlogsmisdaden in Kosovo.

Daarmee was de aandacht voldoende
afgeleid en kon de NAVO de bommen-
terreur tot ongekende hoogte opvoeren.
De Joegoslavische regering zag zich
vervolgens gedwongen om een per
saldo nadelige uitkomst te aanvaarden.
Het alternatief was dat het land éen
grole puinhoop zou veranderen.

De NAVO had een Pyrrusoverwinning
behaald, duizenden waren gedoed en er
was voor meer dan 100 miljard schade
aangericht.

De agressieocorlog van de NAVO tegen
Joegoslavié was evenzeer op leugens
gebaseerd als de recente oorlog tegen
Irak. Maar werd door de publieke opinie
toen niet als zodanig ontmaskerd.

De aanklacht van het 'Joegoslavié-
tribunaal’ tegen de 'moordzucht’ van
Milosevic speelde daarin een belangrijke
rol. Die fungeerde als bliksemafleider
voor de pure agressie, waarvan hier
sprake was.

Manipulatie met de schuldvraag voor
het balkan-drama

Maar de rol van het 'Joegoslavie-
tribunaal’ strekte nog veel verder

Door Milosevic de schuld in de
schoenen te schuiven van het bloedige
uiteenvallen van de voormalige
Joegoslavische federatie, was op slag
ook de aandacht afgeieid van de
overheersende westerse rol bi) de
afbraak van deze staat

Het vervolg is bekend. Milosevic werd
naar Den Haag ontvoerd om zogenaamd
‘terecht te staan’

En klachten tegen de NAVO-agressie
jegens Joegoslavié en tegen de door de
NAVO geplesgde ocorlogsmisdrijven
werden door datzelfde 'Joegoslavie-
tribunaal' eenvoudig afgewimpeld

Ook dit laatste maakt volstrekt duidelijk
dat het ‘Joegoslavie-tribunaal’ niets
meer en niets minder is dan een
instrument van Amerika en de NAVO.

De mythe van de onafhankelijkheid
van het ‘tribunaal’

Desondanks wordt, met name hier in hel
westen, nog steeds de objectiviteit en
onafhankelijkheid van dit ‘tribunaal’
gepredikt,

Verwezen wordt dan onder meer naar
het feit dat er cok een aantal Kroaten en
Bosnische Moslims zijn aangeklaagd.
Verder hoort men dan bezweren dat
heus ook Tudjman en Izetbegovic wel
zouden zijn aangeklaagd, als deze maar
tijd van leven hadden gehad. Een
verhaal waarmee thans alleen nog maar
de ware gelovigen kunnen worden
bediend.

Inmiddels zijn door dit zogenaamde
‘tribunaal’ wel alle voormalige Servische
leiders, politieke zowel als militaire,
aangeklaagd. Stuk voor stuk en zonder
ook maar eén uitzondering De leiders
van de opstandige Servische entiteiten
incluis.

En dat is de derde boodschap die de
Amerikanen via dit 'tribunaal’ willen doen
uitgaan: iedereen die zich militair verzet
tegen de Amerikaanse
opperheerschappij en niet op tijd inbindt,
wordt gestraft,

Overigens is het 'tribunaal’ altijd brutaal
genoeg geweest om van zijn banden
met de NAVO zelf geen enkel geheim te
maken. Kennelijk rekenend op
onuitputtelijkheid van het krediet dat het
in de westerse politiek en media zou
hebben,

Zo vertelde de voormalige plaatsvervang-
ende hoofdaanklager Hewitt nog in juni JI.
in een interview aan de NRC
ongegeneerd hoe de talrijke Amerikaanse
medewerkers van het 'tribunaal’ evenzeer
kind aan huis waren bij de Amerikaanse
ambassade als op de burelen van het
‘tnbunaal’.

De lakmoesproef voor het 'tribunaal’
Maar ook zonder te bekijken wat het
‘tribunaal’ nu wel of niet in feite doet, is er
een overiuigende lakmoesproef om
helder en overtuigend in beeld te krijgen
wat werkelijk de mate van
onafhankelijkheid en onpartijdigheid
hiervan is.

Die lakmoesproef bestaat eruit de
opstelling van de Amerikanen tegenover
dit instituut te observeren en te
verdisconteren. In vergelijking met hun
opstelling jegens andere internationale
rechtsinstellingen.

Als de Verenigde Staten iets als volstrekt
verderfelijk beschouwen dan is dat wel,
zoals bekend, alleen al de mogeljkheid
dat enig onafhankelijk internationaal
tribunaal over hun onderdanen een
strafrechtelijk cordeel zou Kunnen vellen.
Daarom haat de VVS-administratie het
Internationale Strafhof als de pest, doet er
alles aan om dit in de internationale arena
onderuit te schoffelen, en bedreigt zelfs
openlijk Nederland met een invasie als
ons land, als gastheer van dit
Internationale Strafhof, het ooit zou
wagen een Amerikaans onderdaan ten
dienste van dit Strafhof op te sluiten.

Vormt het Internationale Strafhof voor de
Amerikanen een soort baarlijke duivel,
tegelijkertijd bejegenen zij het
‘Joegoslavié-tribunaal' als een
knuffelbeer.

Dat kan maar één ding betekenen: voor
de VS is het een vilgemaakte zaak dat
het 'Joegoslavié-tribunaal’ nooit en te
nimmer zelfs maar een poging zal
ondernemen om een Amerikaans
onderdaan te vervolgen. Hoewel het
‘tribunaal’ daartoe formeel wel de
bevoegdheid bezit.
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Kennelik zijn de garanties dat

| i Zo Iets mmmer zal plaatsvinden
iE:-njfnc;lrJ;L ﬁn wa;erdn;ht. Anders zou het ‘Joegoslavie-tribunaal

ang dezelfde bejegening te beurt zijn
Internationale Strafhof. ’ B i

Beter gezegd, anders was het er nooit gekomen,

Geen wonder dat de Amerikanen zich geen moment zorgen
hebben gemaakt over het pseudo-onderzoek dat het ‘tribunaal’ na
de NAVO-bombardementen van Joegoslavié zogenaamd instelde
Hoezeer mensenrechtenorganisaties als Amnesty International en
Human Right Watch ook betoogden dat daarbij van NAVO-zijde
oorlogsmisdaden waren gepleegd, de uitkomst van dit 'onderzoek’
van het 'tribunaal’ stond al van tevoren vast

De Amerikaanse contrale over het tribunaal is volledig en sluitend

Het 'Proces van de Eeuw’ als de flop
van de eeuw

Milosevic heeft zich, de afgelopen twee
jaar, op magistrale wijze verdedigd Wat
voor de NAVO-triomfantalisten het
‘Proces van de Eeuw' had moeten
warden, heeft hij onrmiddellijk, vanaf de
eerste procesdag, 180 graden omgekeerd
en omgesmeed tot een directe aanval op
de werkelijke schuldigen’ de NAVO-
landen onder leiding van de VS.
Vervolgens is hip begonnen aan een niet
aflatende reeks, waarin hij van de ene
getuige na de andere gehakt maakte.
Vele getuigen werden daarbj als pure
leugenaars ontmaskerd, zonder dat de
rechters van het 'tribunaal’ tegen
dergelijke meinedigheden optraden.

Intussen verstomde al gauw de media-
aandacht Dit was niet wat de westerse
media graag in beeld gebracht zagen
een voortdurende ontmaskering van het
spinsel van westerse leugens en NAVO-
misdaden

Schrik en verbijstering bij het
‘tribunaal

Het 'tribunaal' heeft een en ander met
schrik en verbijstering moeten aanzien.
Men had gehoopt, door honderden
getuigen tegen Milasevic in stelling te
brengen en tonnen documenten over
hem uit te storten, hem fysiek tot
instorten te brengen

Dat is niet gelukt, hoewel het ‘tribunaal’
er zodoende wel in geslaagd is zijn
gezondheid ernstig te onderminen.

En nu, na twee jaar onderhevig te zijn
geweest aan het spervuur van getuigen
en de vioed van documenten van de
aanklager, was Milosevic zelf aan de
beurt

Het moment was gekomen dat hij, van
zijn kant, zyn zaak naar voren zou
magen brengen en zijn getuigen zou
mogen aproepen en ondervragen.
Maandenlang. Milosevic had al
aangekandigd dat hij, evenals de
aanklager, honderden getuigen zou
doen oproepen Waaronder de complete
westerse politieke top van destijds.

Milosevic op de spreekstoel als schrikbeeld

Met angst en beven heeft het 'tribunaal’ dit moment naderbi] zien
komen. Milosevic, die de situatie in feite al beheerste in de
afgelopen jaren toen de aankliager bezig was haar zaak te brengen,
zou nu, maandenlang, een platform krijgen om zijn boodschap
onbelemmerd uit te dragen Zijn boodschap dat dit proces eén
grote cover-up 1s voor de misdaden die de NAVO jegens
Joegoslavié heeft begaan en de voor de schuld die het Westen

heeft aan het uiteenvallen van Joegoslavié. En zijn boodschap dat
het tegen hem gerichte 'proces’ er alleen maar op uit1s om,
misbruik makend van de schijn van de ‘objectiviteit’ van het recht,
de CNN-'waarheid' over de schuld aan Balkan-catastrofe definitief
in de geschiedenis te verankeren. De CNN-'waarheid' dat deze
tragedie de schuld zou zijn geweest van Servische

Nico Steijnen aan |

november 2004

Noodgreep van het ‘tribunaal’

Koste wat het kosl heeft het 'tribunaal’
willen voorkomen dat Milosevic
maandenlang aldus op het
spreekgestoelte zou komen te staan.
Daarom heeft het zich gedwongen
gezien tot een noodmaatre-gel. De
noodmaatregel om, met een haast
onvoorstelbare schending van diens
fundamentele rechten, Milosevic het
woord te ontnemen, En wel door hem
voortaan het recht te ontzeggen om zijn
eigen verdediging te voeren. Een recht

[Je Anti Faseist

Monopoly van Michel
Collon wekt wrevel bij
regering-Bush

Door Vanessa Stojilkovic

De firma Hasbro eist van EPO 265.000
euro, omdat die het boek Monopoly
(Blufpoker) uitgegeven heeft. De
multinational had een tijd geleden de
Amerikaanse vice-minister van Defensie

http://www.afvn.nl/2004_4/afpag5_7.htm
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Uitgeverij EPO dreigt
265.000 euro te moeten
betalen
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dat, als een fundamenteel mensenrecht
is opgenemen in alle majeure 1
mensenrechtenverdragen Een recht dat
ook klip en klaar is opgenomen in de
reglementen van het zgn 'tribunaal

zelf. Een recht waarvan ook het
‘tribunaal’ eerder talloze malen de
onaantasibaarheid had bezwoaren in
datzelfde Milosevic-'proces’

Ondubbelzinnige schending van
mensenrechten

Deze ondubbelzinnige schending van
de mensenrechten van Milosevic getuigt
ervan hoezeer het 'tribunaal’ door het
optreden van Milosevic in paniek 1s
gebracht. En bewijst ook even
ondubbelzinnig opnieuw waar dit Zgn.
‘tribunaal’ voor staat. Het 'tribunaal’
ontmaskert zichzelf steeds verder als
het instrument dat het in feite is

Tegenactie van Milosevic’ zijde

De stryd tegen de gevolgen van dit
optreden gaat onverdroten voort.

In opdracht van Milosevic heb ik
mmiddels by het advocatentuchtcollege
een klacht ingediend tegen de advocaat
Kay die zich voor deze kar van het
‘tribunaal’ heeft laten spannen Ende
verdediging van Milosevic heeft
geusurpeerd.

Bij het medisch tuchtcollege heb ik
tevens een klacht ingediend tegen de
arts Van Dijkman, die zich door het
‘tribunaal’ voor dit spel heeft laten
misbruiken door een medische
verklaring te ondertekenen dat Milosevic
fysiek met meer in staat zou zyn zelf zijn
verdediging te voeren. Daarmee heeft
hij zich schuldig gemaakt aan een
politiek cordeel, onder het mom van een
medische verklaring.

Maar beslissend is dat het hele circus
knarsend en krakend tot stilstand komt,
nu de door Milosevic aangezochte
getuigen massaal wegblijven

En zo wordt de schade die het
‘tribunaal’, onder druk van het
magistrale optreden van Milosevic,
zichzelf toebrengt al groter en groter.

Wit u de verdediging van Milosevic
sfeunen, dan kan dit op girenummer
972992 van de Stichting Steunfonds
Juridische Hulp te Zeist o.v.v. 'Proces
Milosevic'.

Milosevic zelf is zowel in eigen land als
in het builenland vrijwel volledig
kaalgeplukl.

TOTALE ONTMASKERING VAN HET JOEGOSLAVIE-TRIBUNAAL KO

Wolfowitz in zijn raad van bestuur en
beweert nu dat dit boek een namaak is
van zin spel Monopoly Hasbro Zegt dat
het slachtoffer is van namaak. Maar wie
kan in alle ernst beweren dat het boek
van Michel Collon de verkoop van het

spgr Monopoly doet dalen? Het doel is
duideljk anders

De multinational US Hasbro heeft op 16
mei 2003 de uitgeveri) EPO gedagvaard
voor de rechtbank van Parijs. Hij eist
150.000 euro voor schade aan zjjn
merk, 100.000 euro voor ‘parasitisme’
en 15.000 euro voor 'kosten' Waarom
in Parijs, hoewel EPO een Belgische
uitgevenr 1s? Omdat van Franse
rechibanken bekend 15 dat ze zaken van
vrije meningsuiting en van namaak
strenger plegen te interpreteren.

Op 9 juli 2004 heeft Hasbro-Monopoly in
eersie termin gelijk gekregen van een
rechtbank in Parijs en werd de uitgever
veroordeeld tot het betalen van 20.000
euro Die heeft beshst in beroep te
gaan. Is hel een gewoon
handelsconflict? Helemaal niet.

Het ‘juridisch’ voorwendsel is grof

Hasbro zegt dat het slachioffer 1s van
plagiaat Het verbod om bestaande
handeismerken te gebruiken dient om
oneerlijke concurrentie tegen te gaan
Een boek met een politieke analyse is
uiteraard geen concurrentie voor de
verkoop van een gezelschapsspel Het
boek van Michel Collon heeft misschien
de elite van de Verenigde Staten in
verlegenheid gebracht door hun
strategie van globale ocorlog te
ontmaskeren. Maar wie kan in alle ernst
beweren dat het de verkoop van het
spel Monapoly zou doen dalen?

Een van de bestuurders van Hasbro
was Paul Wolfowitz Hij is nu vice
minister van Defensie en eén van de
strategen van de totale corlog. Hij pleitte
al sinds 1991 voor een nieuwe aanval
op Irak. Bij zijn aanstelling tot minister
heeft hij die lucratieve activiteit
stopgezet (Hasbro is een van de
wereldleiders in de speelgoedindustrnie).
Maar business en politiek zijn
communicerende vaten
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Het decel is de uitgever kapot maken

EPO (www epo.be) is actief in Frankrijk
en Belgig en kreeg de laatste jaren
bekendheid door een aanial
opmerkelijke boeken over het VS
impenalisme.

Zoals 11 september van Peter
Franssen, Palestina van Lucas
Catherine of de boeken van Calvo
Ospina over de banden tussen de CIA.
Bacardi en de Cubaanse maffia. Of het
boek van Mohamed Hassan en Dawid
Pestieau over de bezetting van Irak. De
uitgever vecht om zin onafhankelijkheid
te behouden tegenovar de grote
uitgevers die in handen zijn van de
industrie en de financiéle machten. Door
dergelijke hoge sommen te eisen wil
Hasbro het EPO duideljk onmogelijk
maken dit werk voort te zetten.

(1) Het boek is samen met Poker
Menteur naar het Nederlands vertaald
en verschenen als Blufpoker De
grootmachten, Joegoslavié en de
komende oorlogen

(EPO, Berchem-Antwerpen).

Uitgeverij EPO moet worden gered!
Wat kunt u daarvoor doen?

Een protestmail sturen naar Hasbro op
zijn site” hitp fhwww hasbro com of
http. ifawwe hasbro ir (of Hasbro, 1027
Newport Avenue Pawtucket, Rhode
Island, 02862.

USA Kopie aan

michei collon@skynet be,

Als teken van solidanteit, (om de
proceskosten te dekken) een of
meerdere exemplaren kopen van het
boek Biufpoker, voor uzelf, als
eindejaarsgeschenk..

Ook te bestellen bij de AFVN
(zie literatuurlijst).

november 2004
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WITTE HELMEN

e Groene Amsterdamner
stelde een artikel in de
Volkskrant onder kritislc De
kxant stapt vervolgens naar de
Raad voor de Joumalistiel:

Do anze redactaw Karel Smouter
ottt bl et ol kb

AMSTERDAM, Kuim een [aar na publicaties
Esin journalisticke kring discussie ontstaan
over aen artikel in de Vofkskran! waarin Ja-
iler van de in
elmen, - verhand
veerd"gETECIT me Traude. De strekking
van dit artRel werd daar verse hilende Ne-
dier, % T NREL
D—.n_..m.ﬂ mm m L
De disrussie laaide rerder deze mmand
" op naar aanleiding van een publicatic in
weekblad De Grosse Amsterdommer, Ty
Valkskr dit artikel vanbeticht
een , fraudeframe” te hebben gahantesrd,
terwi|[ een Torensiseh onderscak Le Me-
surier juist 20w vilJplelien van Tradg, e,
krant e VoRens el Bl Te uee] op
n b m i jcLmat La
Mesurie veckoprde.
Intussen heeft de Volkskoant de zaak bij
de Raad voor de Journalistiek nesrgelegd.
De kramt verwijt De Giosne Amsterdam-

= )

er KIGk reageert [ele-
fonisch: Uit bepaalde Syrische kringen
Erijgen we nu te haren dat we een “disgrace
to journalizm’ zouden zijn, Daar had ik
Eraag lels op terupeesesd "
Uit e-mails in handen van NRC blijict hae
haog de kwestie opliep. Wi ziin werbijs-
terd oyee hog de casm van.de-Valkskrant

hier dooj ft

heal "

Hlok schermde vervalgens met publici-
taire” en  eventueel zalfa juridische stap-
pen” als Schutte dit niet 2ou rechtzetten,

Phlon
Discussie over artikel de 9

<o_wm§m§ﬂw§%ﬁ voor de
/R

oy -
WO
chu] rdde Elok dat bet haar
wiuist beschadigend voor de joumalistelk
als geheel” leek als or goon openbare con-
currentie zou zijn in het vinden vam de
“waarheid™.

«De z3ak is witzanderlijl, omdat het zel-
den gebeurt dat media elkaar voor de Rasd
dagen”, vertelt Raadsvoorzitter Frits wan
Exter. wJoumalisten doen dar onderfing
wel - Pater B. de Vries was hijvoorbeeld be-
trokken bij eenentwintig zaken - maar dat
gerenommesrde media er enderling niet
uitkaman en ois om een oordeel vragen
hebr ik zelf nog niet meegemank:

Mayday Rescue was een vehlkel waar-
mee donorlanden het werk van de Witte
Helmen finznciesl ondersteunden. Made
opréchter lanes b Mesurier trainde met dit

o

Het gebeurt zelden dat media
elkaar voor de Raad dagen

Frifs van Exter, vooriiter Avdl

Bedd reddingswerkers an fond dexe oge-
heten Witte Helmen uit naar oorlogsgehie-
dens, om daar burgerslachtoffers wit het
pain te redden en in veiligheld te brengen,

Op 11 november 2019 werd Le Mesurier
diood aangetroffen sndar san zijn fat in Is-
tanbul. Enkele dagen daarvoor schreef hij
aan donoren dat hij fouten gemaaks had
die op fraude neerkemen, Het ging vooma.
melijk om een bedrag van 50,000 dollar,
dat desls zeekgerankt was.

Tag 2ijn eigen “schuldb i
staal een Rpport van Grant Thomton, een
forensisch  accountantsbursau. Ma zes
maandgn onderzoek stelde dit bureau vast

- dat van frande geen sprake geweest was,

[ kwestie ron volgens het rappor berus-

ten op een misverstand, Le Mesurier had

de 50,000 dollar via het inhouden van zijn
salarls bovendien alwesr terughetaald.
Esnvan de bronnen vaar ket Volkskrant-
artikel werd door ditzelfde rapport, inbezit
van NEC, &8k met naam en toenaam ge-

v

o F —ﬂ .. o
NbEey ean manument voor haar overleden man, James|e Mesunst,
v.c MhERT rmmw% J

! R
FOFD ACHILLIEAS £ iALLIS) GLUADIAN EYEVINE

SR
paed)
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Raad

noemd als entvanger van gebd dat nist ge-
ekt werd door 2ijn arbeidsovireenkomst.
Heeft de Valksloant zich daar voldoende
an gegeven? Hoofdrad,

Klak banadrukt dat de brom bi] de begindi-
ging van zijn contract door de rechter vrij is
gesproken, . Dat hehben we Weggesireept
tegen die beschuldiging uit het rapport ™
Vender geeft Klok aan dat hilj Jin deze kwes-
tie ook niet de definitieve waacheid in
‘pacht heeft. Het enige dat ik weet i dat
¥ isten met iedareen hebben ge-
praat. Het zou goed kunnen dat we de za-
Een als we alles zouden weten net even an-
ders zauden hebben opgeschreven. Tour-
nallstiek i por definiiie een tussenstand =
Cor Viteswiik, toezichthouder en be-
stunrdes bij Rescue Mayday, stond le Me-
surlers vrouve, Emma Winberg, bij in haar
conizct metdekrant. De gang van zaken zit
hem nog altijd hoog, .1k snap best dat het
een teleurstelling is als & hypathese wordt
onckrach? met een rappert dat de bekente-
nis van je hoofdpersoon ontkracht, Maar ik
begrip werkelijk ni i

ch vooral dat zij na
urenlange gesprekken dangs voor pubfica:
tie e=n Nederlandstalig artikel kresg toege-
sturd waarop zij nog witvoesig commen-
taar leverde. ,Je zou verwachten dat ons.
commentaar hun had aangespoord teg wer-
der enderzoek, maar daar was geensprake
van” De auteurs laten weten haas com-
mentaar te hebben bekeken en voor zover
nodig te hebben verwerkt.

In reactie opde stap naar de kaad voor de
Journalistiek stapte intissen ook weduwe
Winberg afgelopen danderdag naar dit or-
gaan, dat #ag niet weet of ook haar kKacht
ontvankelijk wordt verklaard. Op S novermns-
ber komt de kwestie-de Volkskrant v, T
Groene Amstendammes voor.,

m.fa.im-msm_a_.e..ﬂ r__m_s__._ Inglety.
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Sagitar

Van: "Arnold Koper" <arnoldkoper@gmail.com>
Datum: vrijdag 16 november 2018 17:41

Aan: "Nico Steijnen” <sagitar2@kpnmail.nl>

Onderwerp:  Re: test

Dag Nico,

Ik heb de stukken die je me gaf gelezen. Ik was van de belangrijkste feiten ('vrijspraak’
Milosevic) niet op de hoogte. De grote kranten, in Nederland althans, maar elders zal het
niet veel anders zijn, hebben aan dat impliciete vonnis geen aandacht besteed. Daar
kunnen verschillende verklaringen voor zijn. Een ervan is ongetwijfeld dat het voor de
betrokken journalisten (niet zelden hoogst betrokken types, weet ik uit ervaring) moeilijk
is om toe te geven dat ze zich in een aantal opzichten hebben vergist; als ze al de moeite
hebben genomen het hele vonnis te lezen. Maar daarnaast speelt ongetwijfeld het
'mosterd na de maaltijd-effect': de man is dood en de belangrijkste Nederiandse krarten
hadden, zoals jij ook schrijft, wel al eerder gemeld dat er weinig bewijs tegen hem was.
Dat is een verklaring, geen excuus, want het is evident dat die 'vrijspraak’ serieuze
aandacht van de media had verdiend.

Zorgwekkend vind ik ook dat 'medicatie’-verhaal. Hoe kon dat verkeerde medicijn
tiberhaupt in zijn bloed komen? En waarom werd hij zelf niet onmiddellijk op de hoogte
gesteld? Vreemd is natuurlijk ook dat er naderhand lulkoek over privacy wordt verkocht
om een en ander af te dekken.

Ik ben het met je eens dat dat nogal stinkt. Maar ik heb problemen met de vergaande
conclusies die jij daaraan verbindt. Zeker, het is mogelijk/denkbaar dat de gezondheid
van M. sluipenderwijs werd ondermijnd door een geheime dienst van een Navo-
bondgenoot. Maar als het zo is gegaan (en ik ben niet zo naief dat uit te sluiten), dan is
erg onwaarschijnlijk dat daarvan meer dan een persoon met 'toegang tot M' (arts,
verpleger, cipier, kok) bij betrokken was. Anders zou het ontdekkingsrisico veel te groot
zijn.

De fouten die door het tribunaal in de behandeling van M zijn gemaakt (klachten
onvoldoende serieus nemen, extreem relevante medische informatie onthouden) komen
dan niet per se voort uit betrokkenheid bij een smerige operatie, maar mogelijk uit
bureaucratische traagheid, achteloosheid (of manipulatie van betrokkenen). En ja, dat is
misschien verwijtbare nalatigheid, maar met wezenlijk andere oorzaken.

Eigenlijk zou je de betrokken Tribunaal-artsen onder ede moeten horen, maar die hebben
waarschijnlijk een spreekverbod - als ze zelf al niet iets laakbaars te verbergen hebben.
Behalve als een paar journalisten of onderzoekers met connecties bij de geheime diensten
nog eens in deze zaak gaan spitten, lijkt de kans mij overigens klein dat het hele verhaal
over die foutieve medicatie (dan wel doelbewuste vergiftigingspoging) boven tafel gaat
komen.

Hoe is het trouwens gegaan met die juridische stappen (anti-folterverdrag) die jij aan het
slot van je betoog noemt?

Mocht er in de toekomst nog nieuwe relevant bewijsmateriaal opduiken, dan hoor ik dat
graag.

Nu in elk geval bedankt voor al deze nieuwe informatie.
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Met vriendelijke groet,

Arnold

Op di 13 nov. 2018 om 16:22 schreef Arnold Koper <arnoldkoper@gmail.com=:
Ha Nico,

Dank voor de aanvulling. Je hoort/leest binnenkort van me.
Groet
Arnold

Op ma 12 nov. 2018 18:29 schreefl Sagitar <si
Hoi Arnold,

witar2iekpnmail.ol:

In het verhaal dat ik indertijd schreef over de meer dan verdachte omstandigheden waarin
Milosevic uiteindelijk tegen een hartstilstand aanliep, ontbreekt, zoals ik nu bij herlezing
opmerk, hetgeen wel door Andy Wilcoxson op papier wordt aangegeven, maar dus niet door
mij, namelijk een expliciete vaststelling van de onzinnigheid waarmee het ICTY-rapport inzake
de dood van Milosevic tracht te verklaren dat de uitslag van de op 12 januari 2006 afgenomen
bloedtest, waarbij het voor hem fatale middel rifampicine in zijn bloed werd aangetroffen,
hem pas begin maart 2006 werd medegedeeld, luidende in dat rapport: “Mr. Milesevic was
not told of the results until 3 March 2006 because of the difficult legal position in which Dr.
Ealke found himself by virtue of the legal provisions concerning medical confidentiality (an
issue which is further considered later on in this report).” Voor de vindplaats van dit rapport,
sie het artikel van Wilcoxson. 7odra dit ICTY-report uitkwam belde Wilcoxson mij en uitte zijn
verbazing over deze laatste passage, de bewering dus dat Nederlandse regelgeving het extra
moeilijk zou maken dat een arts gewoon normaal rechtstreeks zijn patiént van een
onderzoeksuitslag in kennis zou stellen, zoals het ICTY-onderzoeksrapport hier brutaalweg
durft te stellen. Ik heb hem toen verzekerd dat zulks natuurlijk baarlijke onzin is. Natuurlijk
staat de Nederlandse regelgeving er in geen enkel opzicht bijin de weg dat een patiént door
een dokter van de uitslag van een onderzoek direct zodra dit beschikbaar komt op de hcogte
wordt gebracht! Blijft dus staan het feit dat Milosevic niet aanstonds van de uitslag van de
bevinding van het voor hem verderfelijke medicijn in zijn bloed op de hoogte is gesteld en dat
hiermee langer dan een maand werd gewacht, waarvoor het ICTY-rapport zich geroepen voelt
een volstrekt nergens op slaande smoes te verzinnen, waaruit in elk geval valt af te leiden dat
het zich kennelijk voor deze ernstige vertraging aansprakelijk voelt. Ze hadden anders
natuurlijk ook het medische circuit van deze opvallende vertraging de schuld kunnen geven,
onder het motto ‘de medische molens hebben ditmaal nu eenmaal wat langzaam gemaald’,
maar dat hebben ze hier, als blijkbaar strijdig met de feiten, kennelijk niet aangedurfd, omdat
ze zich realiseerden dat de betrokken medici dit wel eens zouden kunnen gaan tegenspreken.
Nu hebben ze er dus uiteindelijk van gemaakt: het is die verdomde rare Nederlandse
wetgeving geweest die hier heeft veroorzaakt dat noch wij als ICTY, noch Milosevic zelf eerder
deze uitslag konden krijgen, dan pas weken later. Vast staat dat eerder zulke vertragingen van
medische onderzoeken van Milosevic nooit opreden.

Ik neem er zelf ook maar even nota van dat deze openlijke smoes hier door het ICTY wordt

verkondigd om een verklaring te bieden voor het feit dat gif in het bloed van Milosevic
medisch werd vastgesteld, maar meer dan een maand werd verzwegen.
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Ik constateer hier in dit verband in het voorbijgaan trouwens ook nog even een tweede
onverklaarbaarheid in dit ICTY-onderzoeksrapport naar de dood van Milosevic, namelijk de
volgende vaststellingen daarin: 1. “Mr. Milosevic was not aware that the sample he gave would
be tested for rifampicin”, in combinatie met 2. “This was the first time that a bloodtest of Mr.
Milosevic had undergone the specific testing for rifampicin”, en 3. “Normal testing would not
have disclosed the presence of rifampicin.” De vraag die nu hier, voor het eerst bij me opduikt
is: waarom werd hier nu zo plotseling, voor het eerst, op een volslagen onbekend middel
getest dat met de kwalen van Milosevic niks te maken had, en dit dan kennelijk zonder dat
daarom door Milosevic was gevraagd, want die wist, zo stelt het rapport immers zelf, van niks.
stel nou dat hiermee een poging wordt ondernomen om de suggestie te wekken dat Milosevic
op een geraffineerde manier bezig was zichzelf om zeep te helpen. De bijkomende suggestie is
dan dat ie bezig was dit te doen met behulp van rafampicine en dat het ICTY daar lucht van zou
hebben gekregen. En dat het ICTY juist ook daarom de opdracht zou hebben gegeven om hem
ook maar even op die stof te testen. Dan hebben ze dus bij het ICTY eerst zogenaamd
vastgesteld dat Milosevic bezig zou zijn geweest om zichzelf uit de weg te ruimen middels
rifampicine, zouden dan vervolgens medisch bevestigd hebben gekregen dat Milosevic
inderdaad bezig zijn geweest zichzelf aldus te vergiftigen, maar zouden dan vervolgens meer
dan een maand lang geen enkele aktie hebben ondernomen om hem tegen zichzelf en zijn
selfmoordneigingen te beschermen! Ook dit indiceert dan zonder meer dat ze hem met alle

liefde en plezier de pijp zagen gaan.

Een laatste punt waarop mijn eigen verhaal aanvulling behoeft is dan tot slot de informatie uit
Wikileaks die ‘in mijn tijd’ viteraard nog onbekend was, namelijk dat nu wel definitief vaststaat
dat de Amerikaanse ambassade en geheime diensten erg geinteresseerd waren in de
gezondheidstoestand van Milosevic. Als de ze daarop geen inv'oed ambieerden dan was
daarover niet zo intensief met het ICTY gecnmmuniceerd, hetgeen het geval was, zoals
Wikileaks aantoont. Wat de Amerikaanse ambassade wilde weter: over de
gezondheidstoestand werd hen door het ICTY, ondanks alle medische geheimhouding, zonder
meer meegedeeld. Er is geen reden om aan te nemen dat het daarbij bleef. En dat de
Amerikaanse administratie en geheime diensten niet alleen maar wilden weten hoe het met de
gezondheid van Milosevic ging, maar dat ze diens gezondheidstoestand ook nog eens gaarne

nader wilden bepalen.

groeten van Nico

From: Sagitar
Sent: Sunday, November 11, 2018 9:08 PM

To: Arnold Koper
Subject: Re: test

klopt.
From: Arnold Koper

sent: Sunday, November 11, 2018 4:58 PM

To: sagitarE@kgnmail.n!
Subject: test

Test

17-11-2018
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Arnold Koper
0617664329
Havekerweg 9
7211DA Eefde
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Sagitar

Van: "Sagitar" <sagitar2@kpnmail.nl>

Datum: maandag 12 november 2018 18:29

Aan: "Sagitar" <sagitar2@kpnmail.nl>; <arnoldkoper@gmail.com>

Onderwerp:  Re: test

Hoi Arnold,

In het verhaal dat ik indertijd schreef over de meer dan verdachte omstandigheden waarin
Milosevic uiteindelijk tegen een hartstilstand aanliep, ontbreekt, zoals ik nu bij herlezing opmerk,
hetgeen wél door Andy Wilcoxson bp papier wordt aangegeven, maar dus niet door mij, namelijk
een expliciete vaststelling van de onzinnigheid waarmee het ICTY-rapport inzake de dood van
Milosevic tracht te verklaren dat de uitslag van de op 12 januari 2006 afgenomen bloedtest,
waarbij het voor hem fatale middel rifampicine in zijn bloed werd aangetroffen, hem pas begin
maart 2006 werd medegedeeld, luidende in dat rapport: “Mr. Milosevic was not told of the results
until 3 March 2006 because of the difficult legal position in which Dr. Falke found himself by virtue
of the legal provisions concerning medical confidentiality (an issue which is further considered later
on in this report).” Voor de vindplaats van dit rapport, zie het artikel van Wilcoxson. Zodra dit ICTY-
report uitkwam belde Wilcoxson mij en uitte zijn verbazing over deze laatste passage, de bewering
dus dat Nederlandse regelgeving het extra moeilijk zou maken dat een arts gewoon normaal
rechtstreeks zijn patiént van een onderzoeksuitslag in kennis zou stellen, zoals het ICTY-
onderzoeksrapport hier brutaalweg durft te stellen. Ik heb hem toen verzekerd dat zulks natuurlijk
baarlijke onzin is. Natuurlijk staat de Nederlandse regelgeving er in geen enkel opzicht bij in de weg
dat een patiént door een dokter van de uitslag van een onderzoek direct zodra dit beschikbaar
komt op de hoogte wordt gebracht! Blijft dus staan het feit dat Milosevic niet aanstonds van de
uvitslag van de bevinding van het voor hem verderfelijke medicijn in zijn bloed op de hoogte is
gesteld en dat hiermee langer dan een maand werd gewacht, waarvoor het ICTY-rapport zich
geroepen voelt een volstrekt nergens op slaande smoes te verzinnen, waaruit in elk geval valt af te
leiden dat het zich kennelijk voor deze ernstige vertraging aansprakelijk voelt. Ze hadden anders
natuurlijk cok het medische circuit van deze opvallende vertraging de schuld kunnen geven, onder
het motto ‘de medische molens hebben ditmaal nu eenmaal wat langzaam gemaald’, maar dat
hebben ze hier, als blijkbaar strijdig met de feiten, kennelijk niet aangedurfd, omdat ze zich
realiseerden dat de betrokken medici dit wel eens zouden kunnen gaan tegenspreken. Nu hebben
ze er dus uiteindelijk van gemaakt: het is die verdomde rare Nederlandse wetgeving geweest die
hier heeft veroorzaakt dat noch wij als ICTY, noch Milosevic zelf eerder deze uitslag konden krijgen,
dan pas weken later. Vast staat dat eerder zulke vertragingen van medische onderzoeken van
Milosevic nooit opreden.

Ik neem er zelf ook maar even nota van dat deze openlijke smoes hier door het ICTY wordt
verkondigd om een verklaring te bieden voor het feit dat gif in het bloed van Milosevic medisch
werd vastgesteld, maar meer dan een maand werd verzwegen.

Ik constateer hier in dit verband in het voorbijgaan trouwens ook nog even een tweede
onverklaarbaarheid in dit ICTY-onderzoeksrappnrt naar de dood van Milosevic, namelijk de
volgende vaststellingen daarin: 1. “Mr. Milosevic was not aware that the sample he gave would be
tested for rifampicin”, in combinatie met 2. “This was the first time that a bloodtest of Mr.
Milosevic had undergone the specific testing for rifampicin”, en 3. “Normal testing would not have
disclosed the presence of rifampicin.” De vraag die nu hier, voor het eerst bij me opduikt is:
waarom werd hier nu zo plotseling, voor het eerst, op een volslagen onbekend middel getest dat
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met de kwalen van Milosevic niks te maken had; en dit dan kennelijk zonder dat daarom door
Milosevic was gevraagd, want die wist, zo stelt het rapport immers zelf, van niks.

Stel nou dat hiermee een poging wordt ondernomen om de suggestie te wekken dat Milosevic op
:een geraffineerde manier bezig was zichzelf om zeep te helpen. De bijkomende suggestie is dan dat
ie bezig was dit te doen met behulp van rafampicine en dat het ICTY daar lucht van zou hebben
gekregen. En dat het ICTY juist ook daarom de opdracht zou hebben gegeven om hem ook maar
even op die stof te testen. Dan hebben ze dus bij het ICTY eerst zogenaamd vastgesteld dat
Milosevic bezig zou zijn geweest om zichzelf uit de weg te ruimen middels rifampicine, zouden dan
vervolgens medisch bevestigd hebben gekregen dat Milosevic inderdaad bezig zijn geweest zichzelf
aldus te vergiftigen, maar zouden dan vervolgens meer dan een maand lang geen enkele aktie
hebben ondernomen om hem tegen zichzelf en zijn zelfmoordneigingen te beschermen! Ook dit
indiceert dan zonder meer dat ze hem met alle liefde en plezier de pijp zagen gaan.

Een laatste punt waarop mijn eigen verhaal aanvulling behoeft is dan tot slot de informatie uit
Wikileaks die ‘in mijn tijd’ uiteraard nog onbekend was, namelijk dat nu wel definitief vaststaat dat
de Amerikaanse ambassade en geheime diensten erg geinteresseerd waren in de
gezondheidstoestand van Milosevic. Als de ze daarop geen invloed ambieerden dan was daarover

b niet zo intensief met het ICTY gecommuniceerd, hetgeen het geval was, zoals Wikileaks aantoont.
Wat de Amerikaanse ambassade wilde weten over de gezondheidstoestand werd hen door het
ICTY, ondanks alle medische geheimhouding, zonder meer meegedeeld. Er is geen reden om aan te
nemen dat het daarbij bleef. En dat de Amerikaanse administratie en geheime diensten niet alleen
maar wilden weten hoe het met de,gezondheid van Milosevic ging, maar dat ze diens
gezondhi‘i'd'_stqestand opk nog eens gaarne nader wilden bepalen. £~ DAARVEIR lli Hiev _[r.-rj

ALnneg ‘-XNL-LL\-'{ DAy L.\w. MG Loolhaypies BAY LS. S :
groeten van'Nico ™ T _ %\
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From: Sagitar
Sent: Sunday, November 11, 2018 9:08 PM
To: Arnold Koper
Subject: Re: test

#  klopt.

From: Arnold Koper
Sent: Sunday, November 11, 2018 4:58 PM

To: sagitar2@kpnmail.nl
Subject: test

Test

12-11-2018
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The Exoneration of Milosevic: the

ICTY’s Surprise Ruling

by ANDY WILCOXSON

The International Criminal Tribunal for the Former
Yugoslavia (ICTY) in The Hague has determined that the late
Serbian president Slobodan Milosevic was nol responsible for

war crimes commilted during the 1992-95 Bosnian war.

In a stunning ruling, the trial chamber that convicted [or & 11
Bosnian-Serb president Radovan Karadzie of war erimes and
sentenced him to 40 vears in prison, unanimously concluded
that Slobodan Milosevic was not part of a “joint criminal
enterprise” to victimize Muslims and Croats during the Bosnian

Walr.

The March 24" Karadzic judgment stales that “the Chamber is
not satisfied that there was sufficient evidence presented in this
case Lo find that Slobodan Milosevic agreed with the common
plan” to permanently remove Bosnian Muslims and Bosnian

Croats from Bosnian Serb claimed territory.[1]

The Karadzic trial chamber found that “the relationship

between Milosevie and the Accused had deteriorated beginning
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Exoneration of Milosevic: the ICTY’s Surprise Ruling

Milosevic ¢ ther Serbi
€vic and other Serbian leaders openly criticised Bosnian
Serb leadlers of committing ‘crimes against humanity’ and

ethnic cleansing’ and the war for their own purposes.”[2]

The judges noted that Slobodan Milosevic and Radovan
Karadzic both favored the preservation of Yugoslavia and that
Milosevic was initially supportive, but that their views diverged
over time. The judgment states that “from 1990 and into mid-
1991, the political objective of the Accused and the Bosnian Serb
leadership was to preserve Yugoslavia and to prevent the
separation or independence of BiH, which would result in a
separation of Bosnian Serbs from Serbia: the Chamber notes
that Slobodan Milosevic endorsed this objective and spoke

against the independence of BiH.”[3]

The Chamber found that “the declaration of sovereignty by the
SRBiH Assembly in the absence of the Bosnian Serb delegates
on 15 October 1991, escalated the situation,”[4]but that
Milosevic was not on board with the establishment of Republika
Srpska in response. The judgment says that “Slobodan

Milosevic was attempting to take a more cautious approach”[5]

The judgment states that in intercepted communications with
Radovan Karadzie, “Milosevic questioned whether it was wise to
use ‘an illegitimate act in response to another illegitimate act’
and questioned the legality of forming a Bosnian Serb
Assembly."[6] The judges also found that “Slobodan Milosevic
expressed his reservations about how a Bosnian Serb Assembly

could exclude the Muslims who were ‘for Yugoslavia’.”[7]

The judgment notes that in meetings with Serb and Bosnian
Serb officials “Slobodan Milosevic stated that ‘[a]ll members of
other nations and ethnicities must be protected’ and that ‘[t]he
national interest of the Serbs is not discrimination’.”[8] Also
that “Milosevic further declared that crime needed to be fought
decisively.”[q]
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found “Mi S
that “Milosevie tried (o reason with the Bosnian Serbs

?aﬁng that he understood their concerns, but that it was most
Important to end the war.”[11]
The judgment states that “Milosevic also questioned whether
the world would accept that the Bosnian Serbs who represented
only one third of the population of BiHl would get more than
50% of the territory and he encouraged a political
agreement.”[12]

At a meeting of the Supreme Defense Council the judgment says
that “Milosevic told the Bosnian Serb leadership that they were
not entitled to have more than half the territory in BiH, stating
that: ‘there is no way that more than that could belong to us!
Because, we represent one third of the population. [...] We are
not entitled to in excess of half of the territory — you must not
snatch away something that belongs to someone else! [...] How
can you imagine two thirds of the population being crammed
into 30% of the territory, while 50% is too little for you?! Is it
humane, is it fair?!""[1al

In other meetings with Serb and Bosnian Serb officials, the
judgment notes that Milosevic “declared that the war must end
and that the Bosnian Serbs’ biggest mistake was to want a
complete defeat of the Bosnian Muslims.”[14] Because of the rift
between Milosevic and the Bosnian-Serbs, the judges note that
“the FRY reduced its support for the RS and encouraged the
Bosnian Serbs to accept peace proposals.”[15]

The Tribunal’s determination that Slobodan Milosevic was not
part of a joint criminal enterprise, and that on the contrary he
«“sondemned ethnic cleansing”[16] is of tremendous significance
because he got blamed for all of the bloodshed in Bosnia, and
harsh economic sanctions were imposed on Serbia as a result.

Wrongfully accusing Milosevic ranks right up there with
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They called him “the Butcher of the Balkans.” They compared

him to Hitler and accused him of genocide. They demonized
him and made him out to be a bloodthirsty monster, and they
used that false image to justify not only economic sanctions

against Serbia, but also the 1999 NATO bombing of Serbia and
the Kosovo war.

Slobodan Milosevic had to spend the last five years of his life in
prison defending himself and Serbia from bogus war crimes
allegations over a war that they now admit he was trying Lo stop.
The most serious charges that Milosevic faced, including the
charge of genocide, were all in relation to Bosnia. Now, ten
years after his death, they admit that he wasn’t guilty after all —

00ps.

The ICTY did nothing to publicize the fact that they had cleared
Milosevic of involvement in the joint eriminal enterprise. They
quietly buried that finding 1,303 pages into the 2,590 page
Karadzic verdict knowing full well that most people would

probably never bother to read it.

The presiding judge in the Radovan Karadzic trial, O-Gon Kwon
of South Korea, was also one of the judges in the Slobodan
Milosevic trial. Milosevic’s exoneration by the Karadzic trial
chamber may be an indication of how the Milosevic chamber
would have eventually ruled, at least on the Bosnia charges, if

Milosevic had lived to see the conclusion of his own trial.

It's worth recalling that Slobodan Milosevic died under a very
suspicious set of circumstances. He died of a heart attack just
two weeks after the Tribunal denied his request to undergo
heart surgery in Russia.[17] He was found dead in his cell less
than 72 hours after his attorney delivered a letter to the Russian
Ministry of Foreign Affairs in which he said that he feared he

was being poisoned.[18]
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because of the difficult legal position in which Dr. Falke (the
Tribunal’s chief medical officer) found himself by virtue of the

Dutch legal provisions concerning medical confidentiality.”[19]

The presence of Rifamicin (a non-preseribed drug) in
Milosevic’s blood would have counteracted the high blood
pressure medication he was taking and increased his risk of the
heart attack that ultimately did kill him. The Tribunal’s
admission that they knew about the Rifampicin for months, but
didn't tell Milosevic the results of his own blood test until just
days before his death because of “Dutch legal provisions
concerning medical confidentiality” is an incredibly lame and
disingenuous excuse. There is no provision of Dutch law that
prohibits a doctor from telling the patient the results of his own
blood test — that would be idiotic. On the contrary, concealing

such information from the patient could be seen as malpractice.

This all gives rise to well-founded suspicion that powezrful
geopolitical interests would rather Milosevic die before the end
of his trial than see him acquitted and have their vicious lies
exposed. U.S. State Department cables leaked to Wi kileaks
confirm that The Tribunal did discuss Milosevic's medical
condition and his medical records with U.S. Embassy personnel
in The Hague without his consent.[20] They clearly didn’t care
about medical confidentiality laws when they were blabbing

about his medical records to the American embassy.

It's an unsatisfying outcome that Milosevic has been quietly
vindicated for the most serious crimes that he was accused of
some ten years after his death. At a minimum financial
compensation should now be paid to his widow and his
children, and reparations should be paid to Serbia by the
western governments who sought to punish Serbia in order to
hold Milosevie “accountable” for crimes that their own Tribunal

now admits he wasn’t responsible for, and was in fact Lrying to
stop.
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The Exoneration of Milosevic: the ICTY’s Surprise Ruling
BY ANDY WILCOXSON

The International Criminal Tribunal for the Former Yugoslavia (ICTY) in The Hague has
determined that the late Serbian president Slobodan Milosevic was not responsible for war
crimes committed during the 1992-95 Bosnian war.

In a stunning ruling, the trial chamber that convicted former Bosnian-Serb president
Radovan Karadzic of war crimes and sentenced him to 40 years in prison, unanimously
concluded that Slobodan Milosevic was not part of a “joint criminal enterprise” to
victimize Muslims and Croats during the Bosnian war,

The March 24" Karadzic judgment states that “the Chamber is not satisfied that there was
sufficient evidence presented in this case to find that Slobodan Milosevic agreed with the
common plan” to permanently remove Bosnian Muslims and Bosnian Croats from Bosnian

Ser) claimed territory.[1]

The Karadzic trial chamber found that “the relationship between Milosevic and the
Accused had deteriorated beginning in 1992; by 1994, they no longer agreed on a course of
action to be taken. Furthermore, beginning as early as March 1992, there was apparent
discord between the Accused and Milosevic in meetings with international
representatives, during which Milosevic and other Serbian leaders openly criticised
Bosnian Serb leaders of committing ‘crimes against humanity’ and ‘ethnic cleansing’ and
the war for their own purposes.”[2]

The judges noted that Slobodan Milosevic and Radovan Karadzic both favored the
preservation of Yugoslavia and that Milosevic was initially supportive, but that their views
diveiged over time. The judgment states that “from 1990 and into mid-1991, the political
objective of the Accused and the Bosnian Serb leadership was to preserve Yugoslavia and
to prevent the separation or independence of BiH, which would result in a separation of



]g.s:Im}n Serbs from Serbia; the Chamber notes that Slobodan Milosevic endorsed this
objective and spoke against the independence of BiH."[3]

The Chamber found that “the declaration of sovereignty by the SRBiH Assembly in the
absenc'e of tl-1e Bosnian Serb delegates on 15 October 1991, escalated the situation,”[(4]but
that Milosevic was not on board with the establishment of Republika Srpska in response.

The judgment says that “Slobodan Milosevic was attempting to take a more cautious
approach”[5]

The judgment states that in intercepted communications with Radovan Karadzic,
“Milosevic questioned whether it was wise to use ‘an illegitimate act in response to another
illegitimate act’ and questioned the legality of forming a Bosnian Serb Assembly.’[6] The
judges also found that “Slobodan Milosevic expressed his reservations about how a
Bosnian Serb Assembly could exclude the Muslims who were ‘for Yugoslavia'”[7]

The judgment notes that in meetings with Serb and Bosnian Serb officials “Slobodan
Milosevic stated that ‘[a]ll members of other nations and ethnicities must be protected’ and
that [tJhe national interest of the Serbs is not discrimination’”[8] Also that “Milosevic
further declared that crime needed to be fought decisively.”[9]

The trial chamber notes that “In private meetings, Milosevic was extremely angry at the
Bosnian Serb leadership for rejecting the Vance-Owen Plan and he cursed the
Accused.”[10] They also found that “Milosevic tried to reason with the Bosnian Serbs
saying that he understood their concerns, but that it was most important to end the

war.”[11]

The judgment states that “Milosevic also questioned whether the world would accept that
the Bosnian Serbs who represented only one third of the population of BiH would get more

than 50% of the territory and he encouraged a political agreement.”[12]

At a meeting of the Supreme Defense Council the judgment says that “Milosevic told the
Bosnian Serb leadership that they were not entitled to have more than half the territory in
BiH, stating that: ‘there is no way that more than that could belong to us! Because, we
represent one third of the population. [...] We are not entitled to in excess of half of the
territory - you must not snatch away something that belongs to someone else! [...] How
can you imagine two thirds of the population being crammed into 30% of the territory,
while 50% is too little for you?! Is it humane, is it fair?!"[13]

In other meetings with Serb and Bosnian Serb officials, the judgment notes that Milosevic
“declared that the war must end and that the Bosnian Serbs’ biggest mistake was to want a
complete defeat of the Bosnian Muslims.”[14] Because of the rift between Milosevic and
the Bosnian-Serbs, the judges note that “the FRY reduced its support for the RS and
encouraged the Bosnian Serbs to accept peace proposals.”[15]



he Trﬂ:_sunals determination that Slobodan Milosevic was not part of a joint criminal
enterprise, and that on the contrary he “condemned ethnic cleansing”[16] is of

tremendous significance because he got blamed for all of the bloodshed in Bosnia, and
harsh economic sanctions were imposed on Serbia as a result. Wrongfully accusing

Milosevic ranks right up there with invading Iraq only to find that there weren't any
weapons of mass destruction after all.

Slobodan Milosevic was vilified by the entire western press corps and virtually every
politician in every NATO country. They called him “the Butcher of the Balkans.” They
compared him to Hitler and accused him of genocide. They demonized him and made him
out to be a bloodthirsty monster, and they used that false image to justify not only

economic sanctions against Serbia, but also the 1999 NATO bombing of Serbia and the
Kosovo war.

Slobodan Milosevic had to spend the last five years of his life in prison defending himself
and Serbia from bogus war crimes allegations over a war that they now admit he was
trying to stop. The most serious charges that Milosevic faced, including the charge of

genocide, were all in relation to Bosnia. Now, ten years after his death, they admit that he
wasn't guilty after all - oops.

The ICTY did nothing to publicize the fact that they had cleared Milosevic of involvement

in the joint criminal enterprise. They quietly buried that finding 1,303 pages into the 2,590

page Karadzic verdict knowing full well that most people would probably never bother to
read it.

The presiding judge in the Radovan Karadzic trial, 0-Gon Kwon of South Korea, was also
one of the judges in the Slobodan Milosevic trial. Milosevic’s exoneration by the Karadzic
trial chamber may be an indication of how the Milosevic chamber would have eventually

ruled, at least on the Bosnia charges, if Milosevic had lived to see the conclusion of his
own trial.

It's worth recalling that Slobodan Milosevic died under a very suspicious set of
circumstances. He died of a heart attack just two weeks after the Tribunal denied his
request to undergo heart surgery in Russia.[17] He was found dead in his cell less than 72

hours after his attorney delivered a letter to the Russian Ministry of Foreign Affairs in
which he said that he feared he was being poisoned. (18]

The Tribunal’s official report on the inquiry

into his death confirmed that, “Rifampicin had
been found in

a blood sample taken from Mr. Milosevic on 12 January 2006.” And that “Mr.
Milosevic was not told of the results until 3 March 2006 because of the difficult legal
position in which Dr. Falke (the Tribunal’s chief medical officer) found himself by virtue of
the Dutch legal provisions concerning medical confidentiality.”[19]

The presence of Rifamicin (a non-prescribed drug) in Milo sevic’s blood would have
counteracted the high blood pressure medication he was taking and increased his risk of




e neart attack that ultimately did kill him. The Tribunal’s admission that they knew
bout the Rifampicin for months, but didn't tell Milosevic the results of his own blood test
until just days before his death because of “Dutch legal provisions concerning medical
confidentiality” is an incredibly lame and disingenuous excuse. There is no provision of
Dutch law that prohibits a doctor from telling the patient the results of his own blood test

— that would be idiotic. On the contrary, concealing such information from the patient
could be seen as malpractice.

This all gives rise to well-founded suspicion that powerful geopolitical interests would
rather Milosevic die before the end of his trial than see him acquitted and have their

vicious lies exposed. U.S. State Department cables leaked to Wikileaks confirm that The
Tribunal did discuss Milosevic’s medical condition and his medical records with U.S.
Embassy personnel in The Hague without his consent.[20] They clearly didn’t care about
medical confidentiality laws when they were bhlabbing about his medical records to the
American embassy.

It's an unsatisfying outcome that Milosevic has been quietly vindicated for the most
serious crimes that he was accused of some ten years after his death. At a minimum
financial compensation should now be paid to his widow and his children, and reparations
should be paid to Serbia by the western governments who sought to punish Serbia in order
to hold Milosevic «accountable” for crimes that their own Tribunal now admits he wasn't

responsible for, and was in fact trying to stop.

Nofces.

[1] ICTY, Karadzic Judgment, 24 March 2016, Para. 3460
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found that “Milosevic tried to reason with the Bosnian Serbs
saying that he understood their concerns, but that it was most
important to end the war.”[11]

The judgment states that “Milosevic also questioned whether
the world would accept that the Bosnian Serbs who represented
only one third of the population of BiH would get more than
50% of the territory and he encouraged a political
agreement.”[12]

At a meeting of the Supreme Defense Council the judgment says
that “Milosevic told the Bosnian Serb leadership that they were
not entitled to have more than half the territory in BiH, stating
that: ‘there is no way that more than that could belong to us!
Because, we represent one third of the population. [...] We are
not entitled to in excess of half of the territory — you must not
snatch away something that belongs to someone else! [...] How
can you imagine two thirds of the population being crammed
into 30% of the territory, while 50% is too little for you?! Is it

humane, is it fair?!"”[13]

In other meetings with Serb and Bosnian Serb officials, the
judgment notes that Milosevic “declared that the war must end
and that the Bosnian Serbs’ biggest mistake was to want a
complete defeat of the Bosnian Muslims.”[14] Because of the rift
between Milosevic and the Bosnian-Serbs, the judges note that
“the FRY reduced its support for the RS and encouraged the

Bosnian Serbs to accept peace proposals.”[15]

The Tribunal’s determination that Slobodan Milosevic was not
part of a joint criminal enterprise, and that on the contrary he
“condemned ethnic cleansing[16] is of tremendous significance
because he got blamed for all of the bloodshed in Bosnia, and
harsh economic sanctions were imposed on Serbia as a result.

Wrongfully accusing Milosevic ranks right up there with
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They called him “the Butcher of the Balkans.” They compared
him to Hitler and accused him of genocide. They demonized
him and made him out to be a bloodthirsty monster, and they
used that false image to justify not only economic sanctions

against Serbia, but also the 1999 NATO bombing of Serbia and
the Kosovo war.,

Slobodan Milosevie had to spend the last five years of his life in

prison defending himself and Serbia from bogus war crimes

allegations over a war that they now admit he was trying to stop.

The most serious charges that Milosevic faced, including the
charge of genocide, were all in relation to Bosnia. Now, ten
years after his death, they admit that he wasn't guilty after all —

00ps.

The ICTY did nothing to publicize the fact that they had cleared
Milosevic of involvement in the joint eriminal enterprise. They
quietly buried that finding 1,303 pages into the 2,590 page
Karadzic verdict knowing full well that most people would

probably never bother to read it.

The presiding judge in the Radovan Karadzic trial, O-Gon Kwon
of South Korea, was also one of the judges in the Slobodan
Milosevic trial. Milosevic’s exoneration by the Karadzic trial
chamber may be an indication of how the Milosevic chamber
would have eventually ruled, at least on the Bosnia charges, if

Milosevic had lived to see the conclusion of his own trial.

It’s worth recalling that Slobodan Milosevic died under a very
suspicious set of circumstances. He died of a heart attack just
two weeks after the Tribunal denied his request to undergo
heart surgery in Russia.[17] He was found dead in his cell less
than 72 hours after his attorney delivered a letter to the Russian
Ministry of Foreign Affairs in which he said that he feared he
was being poisoned.[18]
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because of the difficult legal position in which Dr. Falke (the
Tribunal’s chief medical officer) found himself by virtue of the

Dutch legal provisions concerning medical confidentiality.”[19]

The presence of Rifamicin (a non-prescribed d rug) in
Milosevic’s blood would have counteracted the high blood
pressure medication he was taking and increased his risk of the
heart attack that ultimately did kill him. The Tribunal’s
admission that they knew about the Rifampicin for months, but
didn’t tell Milosevic the results of his own blood test until just
days before his death because of “Dutch legal provisions
concerning medical confidentiality” is an incredibly lame and
disingenuous excuse. There is no provision of Dutch law that
prohibits a doctor from telling the patient the results of his own
blood test — that would be idiotic. On the contrary, concealing

such information from the patient could be seen as malpractice.

This all gives rise to well-founded suspicion that powerful
geopolitical interests would rather Milosevie die before the end
of his trial than see him acquitted and have their vicious lies
exposed. U.S. State Department cables leaked to Wikileaks
confirm that The Tribunal did discuss Milosevic’s medical
condition and his medical records with U.S. Embassy personnel
in The Hague without his consent.[20] They clearly didn’t care
about medical confidentiality laws when they were blabbing

about his medical records to the American embassy.

It’s an unsatisfying outcome that Milosevic has been quietly
vindicated for the most serious crimes that he was accused of
some ten years after his death. At a minimum financial
compensation should now be paid to his widow and his
children, and reparations should be paid to Serbia by the
western governments who sought to punish Serbia in order to
hold Milosevic “accountable” for crimes that their own Tribunal
now admits he wasn’t responsible for, and was in fact trying to

stop.
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Sagitar

Van: "Sagitar" <sagiltar2{@kpnmail.nl>

Datum: dinsdag 2 april 2024 23:20

Aan: "Gijsbert Beijen" <gijsbeijen.0 | @gmail.com>
Onderwerp:  Fw: Moskou aan de Eems. 31 03 2024 - |

Nou, ik zou zeggen dat je meteen kunt verwijzen naar wat er op onze site staat over Milosevic. En
op de site Natosued. org. Plus hem vertellen over alle processen die tegen de NAVO-agressieoorlog
hier in ons land zijn gevoerd. Zie Natosued.org.

Ook kan je hem vragen of hij, op zijn site, in het belang van de geschiedenis, twee boekwerken zou
willen opnemen met door de regering van door de Joegoslavische regering vastgelegd
gedocumenteerd bewijsmateriaal van de oorlogsmisdrijven van de NAVO-oorlog tegen Joegoslavie
van 24 maart tot en met 10 juni 1999, indertijd uitgebracht in mei 1999 in Belgrado en juli 1999,
tesamen zo'n 800 blz. documenten en vaak ook met de meest afschuwelijke foto’s van
oorlogsmisdrijven, een en ander onder de titel “NATO CRIMES IN YUGOSLAVIA — Documentary
Evidence. Ik heb deze boeken indertijd van Milosevic ontvangen, toen hij hier in Nederland
gevangen zat. En ik hem, in Nederlands-rechtelijke zaken, verdedigde. Zijn opdracht was: maak dit
bekend!

Vertel hem vooral ook dat inmiddels Milosevic, naar mijn mening, vermoord is in zijn cel in Den
Haag, omdat hij zijn proces dreigde te winnen. Zie daarover mijn verhaal in onze site. Onder de titel
HET TRIBUNAAL HAD EEN MOTIEF VOOR DE DOOD VAN SLOBODAN MILOSEVIC.

En vertel hem tenslotte dat Milosevic inmiddels, in de zaak voor het Joegoslavie-Tribunaal tegen
Karadzic, posthuum is vrijgesproken (http://www.counterpunch.org/2016/08/01/the-exoneration-
of-milosevic-the-ictys-surprise)

Het zou geweldig zijjn als deze FB-vriend met ons zou willen samenwerken om de
posthume vrijspraak van Milosevic verder wereldkundig te maken !

groetjes en welterusten van ouwe Niek

From: Gijshert Beijen

Sent: Sunday, March 31, 2024 10:22 PM

To: sagitar2@kpnmail.nl

Subjact: Moskou aan de Eems, 31 03 2024 - 1

Ha oerwoudbewoners,

Bij mijn FB-vrienden (zo heet dat) is een Duitser, Wolfgang Mdller. Die is actief bij
onderstaande website:

http://www.nato-tribunal.de

Heb het verder niet helemaal bekeken. Wellicht heb je er wat aan.

Groet'n,
P. Grandligt
(Ik «nip en plak met groot gemak)!
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Sagitar

Van: "Sagitar" <sagitar2(@kpimail.nl>
Datum: maandag 12 november 2018 21:17
Aan: "N. van Holst" <n.van.holst@hetnet.n!>

Onderwerp:  Fw: test

From: Sagitar

Sent: Monday, November 12, 2018 9:15 PM
To: sagitarZ@kpnmail.nl

Subject: Fw: test

From: Sagitar

Sent: Monday, November 12, 2018 6:29 PM
To: Sagitar ; arnoldkoper@gmail.com
Subject: Re: test

Hoi Arnold,

In het verhaal dat ik indertijd schreef over de meer dan verdachte omstandigheden waarin
Milosevic uiteindelijk tegen een hartstilstand aanliep, ontbreekt, zoals ik nu bij herlezing opmerk,
hetgeen wél door Andy Wilcoxson op papier wordt aangegeven, maar dus niet door mij, namelijk
een expliciete vaststelling van de onzinnigheid waarmee het ICTY-rapport inzake de dood van
Milosevic tracht te verklaren dat de uitslag van de op 12 januari 2006 afgenomen bloedtest,
waarbij het voor hem fatale middel rifampicine in zijn bloed werd aangetroffen, hem pas begin
maart 2006 werd medegedeeld, luidende in dat rapport: “Mr. Miiosevic was not told of the results
until 3 March 2006 because of the difficult legal position in which Dr. Falke found himself by virtue
of the legal provisions concerning medical confidentiality (an issue which is further considered later
on in this report).” Voor de vindplaats van dit rapport, zie het artikel van Wilcoxson. Zodra dit ICTY-
report uitkwam belde Wilcoxson mij en uitte zijn verbazing over deze laatste passage, de bewering
dus dat Nederlandse regelgeving het extra moeilijk zou maken dat 2en arts gewoon nermaal
rechtstreeks zijn patiént van een onderzoeksuitslag in kennis zou stellen, zoals het ICTY-
onderzoeksrapport hier brutaalweg durft te stellen. Ik heb hem toen verzekerd dat zulks natuurlijk
baarlijke onzin is. Natuurlijk staat de Nederlandse regelgeving er in geen enkel opzicht bij in de weg
dat een patiént door een dokter van de uitslag van een onderzoek direct zodra dit beschikbaar
komt op de hoogte wordt gebracht! Blijft dus staan het feit dat Milosevic niet aanstonds van de
uitslag van de bevinding van het voor hem verderfelijke medicijn in zijn bloed op de hoogte is
gesteld en dat hiermee langer dan een maand werd gewacht, waarvoor het ICTY-rapport zich
geroepen voelt een volstrekt nergens op slaande smoes te verzinnen, waaruit in elk geval valt af te
leiden dat het zich kennelijk voor deze ernstige vertraging aansprakelijk voelt. Ze hadden anders
natuurlijk ook het medische circuit van deze opvallende vertraging de schuld kunnen geven, onder
het motto ‘de medische molens hebben ditmaal nu eenmaal wat langzaam gemaald’, maar dat
hebben ze hier, als blijkbaar strijdig met de feiten, kennelijk niet aangedurfd, omdat ze zich
realiseerden dat de betrokken medici dit wel eens zouden kunnen gaan tegenspreken. Nu hebben
ze er dus uiteindelijk van gemaakt: het is die verdomde rare Nederlandse wetgeving geweest die
hier heeft veroorzaakt dat noch wij als ICTY, noch Milosevic zelf eerder deze uitslag konden krijgen,
dan pas weken later. Vast staat dat zulke vertragingen van uitslagen van medische onderzoeken
van Milosevic eerder nooit optraden.

12-11-2018
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Ik neem er zelf ook maar €ven nota van dat deze openlijke smoes hier door het ICTY wordt

verkondigd om een verklaring te bieden voor het feit dat gif in het bloed van Milosevic medisch
werd vastgesteld, maar meer dan een maand werd verzwegen.

Ik constateer hier in dit verband in het voor

bijgaan trouwens ook nog even een tweede
onverklaarbaarheid in dit ICTY-

onderzoeksrapport naar de dood van Milosevic, namelijk de
volgende vaststellingen daarin: 1. “Mr. Milosevic was not aware that the sample he gave would be
tested for rifampicin”, in combinatie met 2. “This was the first time that a bloodtest of Mr.
Milosevic had undergone the specific testing for rifampicin”, en 3. “Normal testing would not have
disclosed the presence of rifampicin.” De vraag die nu hier, voor het eerst bij me opduikt is:
waarom werd hier nu zo plotseling, voor het eerst, op een volslagen onbekend middel getest dat
met de kwalen van Milosevic niks te maken had, en dit dan kennelijk zonder dat daarom door
Milosevic was gevraagd, want die wist, zo stelt het rapport immers zelf, van niks.

Stel nou dat hiermee een poging wordt ondernomen om de suggestie te wekken dat Milosevic op
een geraffineerde manier bezig was zichzelf om zeep te helpen. De bijkomende suggestie is dan dat
ie bezig was dit te doen met behulp van rafampicine en dat het ICTY daar lucht van zou hebben
gekregen. En dat het ICTY juist ook daarom de opdracht zou hebben gegeven om hem ook maar
even op die stof te testen. Dan hebben ze dus bij het ICTY eerst zogenaamd vastgesteld dat
Milosevic bezig zou zijn geweest om zichzelf uit de weg te ruimen middels rifampicine, zouden dan
vervolgens medisch bevestigd hebben gekregen dat Milosevic inderdaad bezig zijn geweest zichzelf
aldus te vergiftigen, maar zouden dan vervolgens meer dan een maand lang geen enkele aktie
hebben ondernomen om hem tegen zichzelf en zijn zelfmoordneigingen te beschermen! Ook dit
indiceert dan zonder meer dat ze hem met alle liefde en plezier de pijp uit zagen gaan.

Een laatste punt waarop mijn eigen verhaal aanvulling behoeft is dan tot slot de informatie uit
Wikileaks die ‘in mijn tijd’ uiteraard nog onbekend was, namelijk dat nu wel definitief vaststaat dat
de Amerikaanse ambassade en geheime diensten erg geinteresseerd waren in de
gezondheidstoestand van Milosevic. Als de ze daarop geen invloed ambieerden dan was daarover
niet zo intensief met het ICTY gecommuniceerd, hetgeen het geval was, zoals Wikileaks aantoont.
Wat de Amerikaanse ambassade wilde weten over de gezondheidstoestand werd hen door het
ICTY, ondanks alle medische geheimhouding, zonder meer meegedeeld. Er is geen reden om aan te
nemen dat het daarbij bleef. En dat de Amerikaanse administratie en geheime diensten niet alleen
maar wilden weten hoe het met de gezondheid van Milosevic ging, maar dat ze diens
gezondheidstoestand ook nog eens gaarne nader wilden bepalen.

groeten van Nico

From: Sagitar
Sent: Sunday, November 11, 2018 9:08 PM

To: Arnold Koper
Subject: Re: test

klopt.

From: Arnold Koper

Sent: Sunday, November 11, 2018 4:58 PM
To: sagitar2@kpnmail.nl

Subject: test

12-11-2018
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Joegoslavié-tribunaal spreekt Milosevic vrij
van oorlogsmisdaden

eips REDAD TIE DUITERLAND LA PR A E T

Het international Criminal Tribunal for the Former Yugostavia (1ICTY), in de omgang wel LAATSTE OPINIES
Joegoslavie-tibunaal genoemd, heefl vasigesteld dat de voormalige Servische president
Slobodan Milosevic niel veranlwoordelijk was voor oorlogsmisdaden die werden gepieegad tijdens
de Bosnische oorlog van 1992 1ot "95.

De kamer die de Bosnisch-Servische president Radavan Karadzic wegens oorlogsmisdaden lol
40 jaar gevangenissiral veroordeglde, concludesrde unaniem (at Slobodan Milosevic geen
onderdeel was van een ‘gezamenlijke misdadige ondeineming’ die het tijdens de Bosnische
norlog op Moslims en Kroaten gernunt had

Enorme Winst Na Dood

RAcD's Kok vani dutzenden vlak na de bagischo dood van ogn siemdn

FAITIEK

De uilspraak n de zaak van Karadzic van 24 maar jongstleden stelde dal er geen loereikend
bewijs was dat Milosevic betrokken was in het plan om het termitorium dal in handen was van

Bosnische Sorvigrs te zuivoren van Maslims en Kroaten AltRight-specch: Clinton snapt weinig

van Internettijcdperk
Hoewel aanvankelijk zowel Karadzic als Milosevic tegen het ontstaan van cen onafhankelijk e '
Bosnie waren en de voortzetting van Joegoslavie ten doel hadden, liepen vanaf eind 1991 hun
ideein uileen, Tegen 1994 konden ze hel niet meer cens worden. De kamer stelde echrer ook
wast dat Milosevic al in maart 1992 Karadzic en de Bosnisch-Servische leiding openlijk VRRAGA T S el

beschuldigde van mensenrechtenschendingen en elnische zuweting.

Taen in oktober 1991 het parlement van Bosnie, in afwezigheid van de Bosnisch-Servische

afgevaardigden, de onafhankelijkheid uitriep, trok Karadzic de conclusie dat er een Servische

Republiek in Bosnie gevormd moest worden, maar Milosevic hid daar emstige bedenkingen bi). Hoog tijd om de NAVO op te docken
Hij wilde niet op een illegale stap reageren met een andere illegale stap. Ook wilde hij de 0 UBUSTUS 1914

Bosnisehe Moslims die voor het voorthestaan van Joegoslavié waren niet vitsluiten De kamer
merkl op tat Milosevic zich ultsprak voor de hescherming van alle etniciteden. Ook waz
Milosevic boos op de Bosnisch-Servische leiding, dat zij het Vance-Owen-plan verwierpen. Hij
begreep hun bedenkingen, maa benadrukte het belang van het beeindigen van de porlog.
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Het is opmerkelijk dat de media ne.j geen melding hebben gemaakt van de zulvering van
Milasevic’ naam door het Joegoslavie-iribunaal, Maar hat tnbunaal heeft
naar buiten gebracht. Hat staat ergens halverwege het 2,5 dui
zaak Karadzic. Zonder persbenchl dal
wordt,

het zalf ook niet actief
tend pagina's dikke oordeel in de
er op wijst kan het wel even duren VOOr Zoiels opgemerkt

Milosevic werd ten tijde van het uiteanvallen van Joeqoslavié en de oorlogen waarmee dat

gepaard ging, door westerse media voorgesteld
aangewrey

als een diclatoriale leider en genacide

en. Dal diende als rechiva ardiging voor economische sanclies legen Servie. Die
becldvorming speelde witeindeljk aok een ral in de rechtvaardiging van de NAVO-
bombardemenlen op Servie in 1999 en de opstelling van het Westen ten aanzien van Kosovo.

Milosevic bracht de laatste vijf jaar van zijn leven in een Haagse cel door, waar hij witeindelijk

stierf aan een hartaanval onder neg altijd niet helemaal opgehelderde omstandigheden Milosevic
vermoedde dat hij vergiftigd werd. Een arts vond inderdaad een stof in zijn bloed, die het effect
van zijn hartmedicijnen op kon heflen, maar Milosevic kr Beg dif pas maanden later 1e haren,
Intussen werd Milosevic' gezondheidssituatie wel zonder 2in loestemiming met de Amerikaanse

r ambassade hesproken, zo blijkt uit WikiLeaks documenten. En nu, lien jaar na ziin dood, 1s hij

stilletyes vrijgesproken van de voomaamste zaken waarvoor hij aangeklaagd was

Bron: slobodan-milosevic.ong
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2706. At first the Accused expressed that he wanted to be loyal to Yugoslavia and for the Bosnian

9022 When the situation deteriorated and it became clear that BiH

Serbs to stay in this joint state.
would not remain in Yugoslavia, the Accused adapted this goal.”®* In October 1992, Plavsi¢ stated
that the “establishment of a Muslim state without observing the interests of the Serbian people
verges on insanity’” and that Izetbegovi¢ had walked into that situation and “the consequences are

now obvious”.?**

(2) Conclusion

2707. The Chamber finds that the Accused’s speech to the SRBiH Assembly in October 1991 in
which he spoke about a “highway of hell” clearly shows the Accused’s consistent opposition 1o the
proposed independence of BiH. While the Accused in the speech stated that he was not threatening
the Bosnian Muslims, the Chamber finds that on the contrary, the speech contained very specific
threats about what would happen if the Bosnian Muslims continued to pursue the path of
independence and ignored the will of the Bosnian Serbs. The Chamber finds that the Accused was
clearly threatening war if the Bosnian Serb interests were ignored, and he also envisaged that such a
war would be “hell” and that the Bosnian Muslims would be unable to defend themselves in such a

scenario.

2708. The Chamber also finds that these warnings by the Accused were not just an isolated
aberration. The Chamber finds, by reference to multiple intercepted conversations in September
and October 1991, that the Accused discussed how he would warn the Bosnian Muslims that if they
persisted with their policies relating to the independence of BiH, this course of action would lead to
extreme bloodshed, annihilation and the disappearance or extinction of the Bosnian Muslims.
These conversations, in addition to speeches made by the Accused in 1991, underscore that the
Accused intended to threaten the Bosnian Muslims against pursuing independence for BiH and that
he was fully aware that a potential conflict would be extremely violent and result in thousands of
deaths, the destruction of property, and the displacement of people and that it would be particularly

devastating for the Bosnian Muslim population.

%2 yiadislav Jovanovié, T. 34268—34269 (26 February 2013). See also Milorad Dodik, T. 36845 (9 April 2013);
D3051 (Witness statement of Momir Bulatovi¢ dated 25 February 2013). paras. §, 15. The Chamber docs not
rely on Bulalovié's general opinion that everything that the Bosnian Serbs did was in response to acts and
threats by Bosnian Muslims.

M3 yiadislav Jovanovié, T. 34269 (26 February 2013); D3051 (Witness statement of Momir Bulatovi¢ dated

25 February 2013), para. 16. See also P1349 (Transcript of 6" session of SerBiH Assembly, 26 January 1992),

p- 8.

P1360 (Transcript from Joint session (21* session) of RS Assembly and Assembly of Serbian Krajina.

31 October 1992), pp. 9-10.
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2709. The Chamber finds that the declaration of sovereignty by the SRBiH Assembly in the
absence of the Bosnian Serb delegates on 15 October 1991, escalated the situation. The Bosnian
Serb leadership made it clear once again that they would not accept a sovereign BiH and issued an
ultimatum for the revocation of this declaration. However, it is clear from the conversation on
24 October 1991 between the Accused and Slobodan Miloevic¢ that the Accused did not expect the

Bosnian Muslims to abolish the decisions they had taken with respect to the sovereignty of BiH.

2710. The conversation with MiloZevi¢ in October 1991 is also instructive as it shows that the
Accused envisaged responding in such a way that the Bosnian Serbs would establish full authority
in Bosnian Serb territories, create a de facto situation to ensure that the Bosnian Serbs would never
live in the same state as the Bosnian Muslims, and create their own parallel and separate institutions
and structures. It is also clear from this conversation that Slobodan Milo3evi¢ was attempting to
take a more cautious approach while the Accused was adamant that their goal was to ensure that
they would establish full authority in their territories, which would mean that Izetbegovi¢ would not

have control of 63% of BiH, and that they would announce their own Bosnian Serb Assembly.

2711. The Chamber also finds that while Milosevi¢ expressed reservations about excluding
Bosnian Muslims, the Accused was adamant that there were not even 10% of Bosnian Muslims
who supported Yugoslavia and that they could not take such a risk. The Accused also spoke clearly
about steps Bosnian Serbs would take to establish authority and control over territories which they
claimed and that the Bosnian Serbs would be moving towards mobilisation. The Chamber finds
that this demonstrates that the Accused from October 1991 vehemently opposed the independence
of BiH and planned on taking over Bosnian Serb claimed territory. This conversation also
demonstrates that the Accused envisaged a separation of the Bosnian Serbs from non-Serbs in BiH
and that war in BiH would result in “population homogenisation”. The Chamber also finds that the
Accused supported the creation of ethnically based entities in BiH. The Accused also encouraged

the identification of Serb areas which would be to the exclusion of Bosnian Muslims.

2712. The Accused’s conversation with Krajidnik in January 1992 also demonstrates the
Accused’s continuing anger with respect to the proposed independence of BiH. In this regard the
Accused said that he would not be calming the Bosnian Serb people any further and that he would
“release [their] tigers and let them do their job”. The Accused also spoke about the non-negotiable
character of the Bosnian Serb objectives and his position that they would not allow anything to stop
them. The Chamber finds that the Accused’s position was that the Bosnian Serbs would not allow

BiH to secede from Yugoslavia, and if BiH insisted on independence so would the Bosnian Serbs.
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2713. The Accused also described the Bosnian Muslims as a “religious sect” who had only
recently been given the status of “people” and that they had no basis for their independence. The
Chamber finds that this rhetoric when combined with the Accused’s references (o the Bosnian
Muslims as their historic enemies, created an environment which sought to quash any claim to

independence by BiH and to re-assert the Bosnian Serb interests in BiH.

2714, In meetings with international representatives, the Accused repeated his warning about how
the independence of BiH would result in a “cruel war” and his prediction that he would not be able

to calm down the Bosnian Serbs in this scenario.

2715. The Chamber also finds that there was a disjuncture between what the Accused said in
private conversations or before a Bosnian Serb audience and the tone he took in international
negotiations where he was more conciliatory, spoke against conflict, and claimed that the Serbs
were the victims of propaganda. The Accused took a leading role in portraying the Bosnian Serbs
as the victims of the conflict and used this as justification for pursuing their territorial and political

objectives of a separate Serb state in BiH.

(D) Advocating separation of population and creation of a Bosnian Serb
state

(1) Analysis of evidence

(a) Separation of population—inability to co-exist

2716. On 27 August 1991, in an intercepted conversation with Koljevic, the Accused expressed
his opposition to BiH independence and indicated his willingness to divide BiH along ethnic lines
by stating “[l]et us see what it is, what the solution for each ethnic group would be, and for
everyone to agree to it [...]. Because if there is no solution acceptable to us in [BiH], we will find

our own solution” %

2717. In November 1991, the Accused spoke about the “principle of reciprocity” and that the
Serbs alone would not move out of certain areas and then allow the Bosnian Muslims to “stay in
our areas 1o settle and build their colonies”.”®® The Accused called on the Bosnian Serbs to “get
ready and establish your authority in your territories; in municipalities, regions, local communities,

and to prepare yourselves for restructuring and regionalizing the municipalities” and for them to

025

P5878 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan KaradZi¢ and Nikola Koljevi¢, 27 August 1991), p. 4.
9026

P958 (Radovan Karad#ié's speech at the Plebiscite of the Serb People, November 1991), p. 7. See aiso P988
(Transcript of 53" session of RS Assembly, 28 August 1995), p. 29.
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control the process until the very last moment.””’ The Accused concluded that after and during the

plebiscite it was important to “seize power wherever you can™. 2%

2718. With respect to the “three national communities” in BiH, the Accused suggested that “the

more separate things there are the better it will be”.”"*’

2719. The Accused in a speech in January 1992 stated that the Bosnian Serbs would “not impose
anything on each other” and that they would work towards a form of state organisation to which
Croats, Serbs and Muslims would agree.”™ The Accused also said that they had “no influence
over the war or peace” and that if an inter-ethnic or religious war started in BiH, Serbs, Muslims,
and Croats would run away and go to their own “fully homogeneous™ areas and that there would be
severe bloodshed and destruction of towns.”™  Similarly the Accused told Vance that BiH
independence could lead to war and that there “will be great mass movements, homogenisation of
territories, migrations from one area into another and, of course, accompanied by instances of

shooting out of hand” >

2720. In January 1992, in a conversation in which there was discussion about having Bosnian
Muslims within their borders, the Accused said “they will have their region, we will have our own
region”.”* The Accused also spoke about the importance of creating their country first and then

establishing “krajinas™ and the danger that they would never create their state if they started

establishing “krajinas™ first.”**

2721. In February 1992, Krajisnik stated that if they were successful in creating a confederal BiH
it would consist of three states and he was “not interested in Muslims in [BiH]".> He also
stressed that everything which the Bosnian Serb Assembly did, and everything he did, was “for

pure areas” of BiH, that he was in favour of a “monolithic Serbian state” where all Serbs live

%27 p958 (Radovan Karad#i¢'s speech at the Plebiscite of the Serb People, November 1991), p. 10

%% posg (Radovan KaradZié's speech at the Plebiscite of the Serb People, November 1991). p. 12.

%29 g4 (Shorthand Record of 3" session of SerBill Assembly, 11 December 1991), pp. 13-14: P958 (Radovan
Karadzic's speech at the Plebiscite of the Serb People, November 1991), p. 7. See also D424 (Intereept of
conversation between Radovan Karadzié and Vojo Kupresanin, 10 February 1992). p. 11.

%030 87 (Transcript of 9" session of SRBiH Assembly, 24-25 January 1992), pp. 103-104.

°¥ D87 (Transcript of 9" session of SRBil Assembly. 24-25 January 1992), p. 103; P5762 (Intercept of
conversation between Radovan KaradZi¢ and Dobrica Cosic. 22 January 1992). p. 6. See afse Herbert Okun,
T. 1715-1717 (27 April 2010); P5621 (Intercept ol conversation between Radovan KaradZi¢ and Dobrica Cosic,
25 January 1992), p. 3; P5615 (Intercepl of conversation between Radovan KaradZié and Nikola Koljevié,
11 December 1991), p. 4: D4523 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan Karad#ié¢ and an unidentified
male, 3 March 1992).

%31 p5774 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan KaradZicand Vladislav Jovanovié, 5 January 1992), pp. 6-7.
See also D2149 (Aide mémoire of Manojlo Milovanovic), pp. 18, 28.

%31 p2596 (Intercepl of conversation between Radovan Karadzi¢ and “Miroslav™, 7 January 1992), p. 5.

%4 p2596 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan KaradZi¢ and “Miroslav™, 7 January 1992), p. 6.
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together,”0% Koljevic¢ also emphasised that they would not allow the Bosnian Muslims to have a

sovereign state which extended over both the Serb and Croat parts of BiH and that they had
therefore constituted a Serb Assembly.””" Koljevié acknowledged that the process of re-organising
municipalities was with the aim of creating “homogeneity of certain areas™ and argued that contrary
to the political assertions, it was not impossible to divide BiH.”**® Koljevi¢ stated that at a
municipal level they had tried separate municipal assemblies and formed new municipalities.”®*’
Further, he repeatedly called for the expulsion of Bosnian Muslims and the homogeneity of

territories, claiming it was impossible for Serbs to live with anyone else.”**°

2722. Krajidnik also stated that “[o]ur aim is to divide with the Muslims, if the Muslims were to
capitulate we would remain with them, if they remained with us they would soon be the majority?”

and outlined the Strategic Goals, including dividing from Bosnian Muslims and Bosnian Croats.>**!

2723. In February 1992, the Accused spoke about having less than 10% of Bosnian Muslims in

92 The Accused continued to deliver

their “canton™ of BiH according to the proposed maps.
speeches in which he (i) spoke about avoiding the subjugation of the Serb people; (ii) advocated the
creation of a “Serbian state™; and (iii) blamed the Muslims and Croats for destroying the unity of
3 The Accused in May 1992 spoke with Krajidnik, Mladi¢, and other

military leaders and said that BiH as a state did not exist because it did not have any territory and

BiH and Yugoslavia.

that the Serbs were “on the threshold of achieving our centuries-old dream of creating our own state

without many internal enemies”.”™™ In this regard, the Accused also stated that they were

“controlling the Serbian settlements” in Sarajevo and were expanding them.?®®
1] p g

W pss (Shorthand Record of 8™ session of SerBill Assembly, 25 February 1992), pp. 62-63.

P5623 (Speech of Moméilo Krajisnik at the Assembly of Serbian People of BiH, 28 February 1992), pp. 3-4.
P986 (Transcript of a meeling between Nikola Koljevié, Franjo Tudman. and Franjo Boras, 8 January 1992),
pp. 11,24,

P986 (Transcript of a meeting between Nikola Koljevié. Franjo Tudman, and Franjo Boras, 8 January 1992), p.
13.

P986 (Transcript of a meeting between Nikola Koljevi¢, Franjo Tudman, and Franjo Boras, § January 1992), pp.
22-23,

Vitomir Zepinié¢, T. 33594-33595 (13 February 2013); Herbert Okun, P776 (Transcri pt from Prosecutor v.
Krajisnik), T.4220. During a meeting with Serb and Muslim representatives in May 1992, Koljevié precluded
any possibility of Muslims and Serbs cohabitating in Pale; the former had to leave. P733 (Witness statement of
Sulejman Crnéalo dated | November 2009), para. 38; Sulejman Crnéalo, T. 1164—1165 (14 April 2010).

P1479 (Ratko Mladi¢’s notebook, 16 July—9 Scptember 1992), pp. 140, 143-144.

P12 (Extended session of Main and Exccutive Boards of the SDS, 14 February 1992), pp. 2, 15.

P1347 (Shorthand record of 5" session of SerBiH Assembly, 9 January 1992), pp. 45, 47-49; P956 (Transcript
of 16" session of SerBiH Assembly. 12 May 1992), e-court pp.3—4.

P1477 (Ratko Mladi¢’s nolebook, 14 February-25 May 1992), pp. 256-258. See also D4025 (Excerpt of SDS
Main Board meeting, 14 February 1992), pp. 13, 13 (where Kupre$anin spoke about BiH ceasing 10 exist as their
“holy mission™).

P1477 (Ratko Mladié’s notebook. 14 February-25 May 1992), p. 257.
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2724. In February 1992, the Accused went on to state “now our main goal is the only goal that can
be achieved: to solve the issue of the majority of the Serbian people”, namely the creation of their
republic of BiH.™® He also stated that “it is clear to every Serb that Croats and Serbs cannot live
in a single state. Consequently, they cannot be in the same army, and also that BiH cannot have its
army. There would remain national guards in each of the republics, and the police which would be
under the control of the respective republics™.’*” The Accused emphasised that there was tension

and conflict in undefined territories where “two national communities touch each other” and that

they should be defined as soon as possible.”**

2725. In meetings with international representatives, Bosnian Serb leaders including the Accused,
Krajidnik, and Plavsi¢ openly stated that it was impossible for Bosnian Serbs to co-exist with the
other communities, particularly the Bosnian Muslims, and that it was better to separate the
communities. 2 For example in discussions with Owen and Morillon, the Accused repeated that

separation from the Bosnian Muslims and Croats was essential.

2726. In meetings with Harland, the Accused as well as Plavii¢ openly said that the basic Serb
war aim was to redistribute the population of BiH so that the Serbs would be left in control of a
single continuous block of territory embracing the whole border with Montenegro and Serbia and
also including all of the traditionally Serb-inhabited areas.’”' The Bosnian Serb leadership said
that due to “an historical accident”, Bosnian Muslims were a majority in certain areas and to
achieve their goal, large numbers of Bosnian Muslims had to be removed because the majority of
the population along the Drina River in northeast BiH, was Muslim.”** They openly stated that the
purpose of war was for the Bosnian government to accept this redistribution of the population and
the Accused acknowledged that some “old people will probably want to remain™ but he envisaged

that to a large extent the overwhelming majority of the population that would remain in Serb areas

916 p93g (Minutes from SDS Deputics’ Club meeting, 28 February 1992), p. 35.

%7 pg3g (Minutes from SDS Deputies’ Club meeting, 28 February 1992), p. 6.

948 p|353 (Shorthand record of 10" session of SerBiH Assembly, 11 March 1992), pp. 2, 7; D90 (Shorthand Record
of 11" session of SerBiH Assembly. 18 March 1992), pp. 4-5, 10.

049 17240, P2935 (Transeript from Prosecutor v. Krajisnik), T. 6751-6752, 6843 (under seal); KDZ240, T.
16064—16065, 16068 (5 July 2011) (closed session); Herbert Okun, P776 (Transcript from Prosecutor v.
Krajisnik), T.4205; Herbert Okun, T, 1496-1497 {23 April 2010); P785 (Second notebook of Herbert Okun’s
ICFY diary), e-court p. 25; P1029 (Witness statement of John Wilson dated 4 November 2008), para. 120;
KDZ088, T. 62536255, 6314 (7 September 2010) (closed session) [REDACTED]; Hussein Ali Abdel-Razek.
T. 5512-5514, 5522-5523 (20 July 2010). See aiso KDZ088, T. 6314 (7 September 20 10) ; P5748 (Intcreept of
conversation between Radovan Karad?i¢ and Lukié, 13 February 1992), p. 1; P5063 (Video footage depicting
interview of Radovan KaradZi¢ on “Ask the President”, undated, with transcript), pp. 8-9. [REDACTED].

0 p14g] (Ratko Mladié's notebook, 5 October-27 December 1992), pp. 349, 357-358.

%051 pga0 (Witness statement of David Harland dated 4 September 2009), para. 269.

%52 pg2() (Witness statement of David Harland dated 4 September 2009), para. 270.
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would be Serb and Muslim in Muslim areas.”® At these meetings, some members of the Bosnian
Serb leadership openly stated that it was good if all non-Serbs left and that they wanted them to go
because they were not living well together.””’

2727. Biljana Plavii¢ spoke about the importance of the partition of territory and executing this
partition “properly as this business awaits us” 2" She also expressed the idea that Bosnian Serbs
could no longer live with Bosnian Muslims; on one occasion at a funeral for a Bosnian Serb soldier
she said that the Bosnian Muslims should be slaughtered or exterminated.”™® In May 1992, Plavsi¢
spoke of the entitlement of the Serbs to 70% of the territory and that Bosnian Serbs “were used to
living in wide spaces™ while Muslims typically lived in cities.™®" Plavsi¢ further stated that “if it
takes the lives of 3 million people to solve this crisis, lets get it done and move on™ 2% Plavii¢
also spoke about creating the conditions for “forced emigration™ and that the “last thing that can be
allowed [...] is a compromise at the expense of conquered territories™ and that foreign countries

should be reminded that the Bosnian Serbs would not give up what they had conquered.”

2728. Koljevié was particularly extreme in his views and continued to repeat at important
meetings that it was impossible for the communities to live together.”® A deputy at the Bosnian
Serb Assembly echoed this sentiment and spoke about their common wish for an “ethnically pure
Serbian state” and the need, in the context of negotiations, to “emphasise that we can not live with
them”.”®' Lukié, who was the second Prime Minister of the RS, also advocated “ethnic cleansing”
and told leaders in Serbia that Bosnian Muslims could not be trusted.”™* International observers
reported that the JNA acquiesced in, or in some cases supported, the creation of ethnically
homogeneous regions in BiH which involved “the seizure of territory by military force and

intimidation of the non-Serb population”.**

%53 pg20 (Witness statement of David Harland dated 4 September 2009), paras. 270, 272.

054 pEa) (Witness statement of David Harland dated 4 September 2009), para. 274.

%55 p1353 (Shorthand record of 10™ session of SerBill Assembly, 11 March 1992), p. 36.

06 Colm Doyle, T. 26672668, 2670-2672 (21 May 2010); [REDACTEDY]; Vitomir Zepini¢, T. 33594-33595
(13 February 2013).

%57 Colm Doyle. T. 2671-2672 (21 May 2010).

5% Colm Doyle, T. 2672 (21 May 2010).

0% po2 (Transcript of 17" session of SerBiH Assembly, 24-26 July 1992), pp. 38-39, 52.

%60 vsitomir Zepinié, T. 33595 (13 February 2013). See also Herbert Okun, T. 1497-1498 (23 April 2010); P785
(Second notebook of Herbert Okun’s ICFY diary), e-court p. 44.

%61 p1379 (Transcript of 34" session of RS Assembly, 27-29 August, 9-11 September, 29 September to 1 October
1993), p. 34.

%062 Momir Bulatovié, T. 34543-34544 (1 March 2013); P6161 (Excerpt from notes of FRY's SDC 8" session,
12 March 1993), pp. 1-2.

%€ pg37 (UNSG Report re peacekeeping operation in BiH, 12 May 1992), paras. 3-5; Colm Doyle, T. 2663-2666
(21 May 2010).
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2729. Krajisnik often recalled that the main Bosnian Serb objective was to separate from the

Bosnian Muslims and to create their own state which was ethnically “ure”.

2730. In July 1992, Mandi¢ spoke about the Bosnian Serb territories which were “supposed to be
taken”, had already been taken, and identified arcas which were still disputable, including in
Sarajevo.””® Mandi¢ also questioned “what to do with the Turks” and suggested that there “should
be an airlift established with Turkey and let them go, we should split Bosnia in two parts”.** In
this same conversation, Mandi¢ said “[w]e don’t want to have a single-nation state, man. We want
to have democratic state where the Serbian people would be in the majority.”m” Mandic
acknowledged that Croats and “the rest of Muslims™ would also have rights after “we clean them

out” .9063

2731. The Chamber recalls that Kuruzovié, the Commander of Trnopolje, confirmed that the plan
of the Serb authorities was to reduce the number of Bosnian Muslims in Prijedor to 10% or less,
and then later to reduce this to 2% or less.”*”® The Chamber also heard from KDZ051 that around
September 1992, he was told by the President of the Rogatica SDS, Sveto Veselinovic, that “all the
Muslims were going to disappear from the territory™ and that in conversations with the Accused in
Pale, “[i]t has been decided that one third of Muslims would be killed, one third would be
converted to the Orthodox religion and a third will leave on their own”. "% Sveto Veselinovié
testified that he did not meet KDZ051 in person, that he did not make such a statement, and that he

did not have such a conversation with the Accused, as he did not speak to him between

%61 p1479 (Ratko Mladié’s notebook, 16 July-9 September 1992). pp. 140, 143-144; P5623 (Speech of Momilo
Krajisnik at the Assembly of Serbian People of BiH, 28 February 1992). pp. 3— P1481 (Ratko Mladic’s
notebook, 5 October—27 December 1992). pp. 146-147; P1379 (Transcript of 34™ session of RS Assembly, 27—
29 Augusl, 9-11 September, 29 September to | October 1993), p. 48: Herbert Okun, P776 (Transcript [rom
Prosecutor v. Krajisnik), T, 4293, 4295. See Adjudicated Fact 2411. Zivanovié acknowledged that separation
from the Bosnian Muslims was discussed. Milenko Zivanovié, T. 42585-42590 (30 October 2013).

P 1104 (Intercept of conversation between (i) Moméilo Mandié and Ivo Rezo: (ii) Moméilo Mandi¢ and Branko
Kvesié, 10 July 1992), pp. 7-8; Moméilo Mandi¢, T. 4619-4620 (5 July 2010). In an earlier conversation in
May 1992, Mandi¢ said that they “should settle the Sarajevo problem through war and then sit down and talk™.
P1149 (Intercept of conversation between Momdéilo Mandi¢ and Milanko Mutibabi¢, 26 May 1992), p. 8.

P1104 (Intercept of conversation between (i) Moméilo Mandié and Ive Rezo; (ii) Mom¢ilo Mandié¢ and Branko
Kvesi¢, 10 July 1992), p. 8.

P1104 (Intercept of conversation between (i) Moméilo Mandié and Ive Rezo; (ii) Moméilo Mandié and Branko
Kvesié. 10 July 1992). p. 10.

P1104 (Intercept of conversation between (i) Moméilo Mandi¢ and Ivo Rezo; (ii) Mom¢ilo Mandi¢ and Branko
Kvesié, 10 July 1992), p. 11.

See para. 1910 (referring to Adjudicated Fact 1093). But see D4195 (Witness statement of Milomir Staki¢ dated
16 November 2013), paras. 28, 42; Milomir Stakié, T. 4526645267 (17 December 2013). Stakic testified that
he never had any knowledge or heard of such a plan and the municipal authorities in Prijedor never planned for
the municipality to be mono-ethnic and that the rights of all citizens were maintained. In light of the weight of
contrary evidence received by the Chamber and Stakic's interest in distancing himself and the authorities from
events in Prijedor, the Chamber does not find his evidence in this regard to be reliable.

P3405 (Witness statement of KDZ051 dated 17 September 2011), para. 95.
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9067

070

Case No. IT-95-5/18-T 1050 24 March 2016



January 1992 and autumn of 199327 The Chamber finds that Veselinovi¢'s evidence casts

reasonable doubt on this issue and thus dismisses KDZ051's evidence on this point.

2732. The Accused made a number of speeches which spoke about the inability of the “three
peoples™ in BiH to live together, and for example compared them to “plants which cannot grow
side by side. They have to be separated to flourish”.”"? He also stated that “they lived together
only when occupied or under a dictatorship. [...] We can only be together like oil and water. When
you mix us, we are together. When you leave us alone, we separate” and that if they were put in
the same pot the soup would not mix.*® The Accused stated that “[w]e are really something
different [...] we should not hide that. We are not brothers. We must know that” and that when the
world asked why they could not live together, he would answer that “we are three cultures, three

peoples and three religions™ and that they had never lived together in democracy.”®™

2733. This sentiment was also reflected in speeches delivered by Bosnian Serb leaders at a
municipal level. For example, the Chamber recalls that in early April 1992, there were radio
announcements in Foca in which SDS President Miroslav Stani¢ said it was no longer possible for
Bosnian Serbs to live with their Bosnian Muslim neighbours, that they could not be woken every
morning by the hodZa from the mosque, and that there was a danger that the Bosnian Serb

population would be circumcised.””* In May 1992, the Accused attended a meeting where he said

07 4192 (D4192 (Supplemental witness statement of Sveto Vesclinovié dated 17 November 2013). Similarly

Karabeg. the President of the SDA Executive Board in Sanski Most, testified that the ~goal of the Serbian side
was not to have more than 10 per cent of the population in Sanski Most™. Mirzet Karabeg, T. 18700187002
(13 September 2011). However, the Chamber does not consider that Karabeg’s testimony provided any basis
for him to reach this conclusion, or that he was privy to that kind of information. The Chamber therefore does
not rely on his evidence in this regard.

D304 (Shorthand Record of 14" session of RS Assembly, 27 March 1992), p. 8. See also Vitomir Zepinié,
T. 3358633587 (13 February 2013) (also testifying that in his own talks with the Accused. he “was not
convinced that [the Accused] really thought about physical elimination of non-Serbs from [BiH]", but that it was
impossible to live together due to the extremism of the nationalist parties). While the Chamber accepts that this
was Zepini¢'s own assessment, it does not rely on his opinion in this regard.

P5596 (Video footage depicting interview of Radovan KaradZi¢ on CNN, with transeript), p. 13 P12 (Extended
session of Main and Exccutive Boards of the SDS. 14 February 1992). p. 19; P6688 (Interview wilh Radovan
Karadzi¢ in Duga Magazine, 23 May 1992), p. 3.

P12 (Extended session of Main and Exccutive Boards of the SDS, 14 February 1992). pp. 19-20. KDZ310
testified that the Accused as the head of the SDS pursued a policy which was designed to prove to “both peoples
that they can no longer live together™ even though they had lived together for ycars. KDZ310, T. 9178, 9182-
9183 (29 November 2010). During cross-¢xamination, KDZ3 10 acknowledged that he was in no way involved
in politics and he formed these views based on conversations with people and what was reported in the media.
The Chamber therefore places no weight on his assessment. Similarly the Chamber places no weight on
MujadZi¢’s opinion that in Prijedor, the Accused placed his con fidence in Staki¢ as a municipal leader, as he
came from a typical “Chetnik” background, to create a rift between Bosnian Muslims and Serbs and to impair
the belief that it was possible for the two ethnic groups to co-exist. Mirsad MujadZi¢, P3703 (Transcript from
Prosecuior v. Staki¢), T. 3737-3739, 3903-3904.

KDZ239, P3336 (Transcript from Prosecutor v. Krnojelac). T. 1185. See para. 852.
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that if there was a response to the mobilisation of the 1* Krajina Corps, “then we clear the Posavina

of Croats™.”"¢

2734. These speeches are in stark contrast with an interview on 20 July 1990, where the Accused

stated that

an illusion was created about a discord between the Serbs and the Muslims. [...]
Basically, there is nowhere a conflict of interest between the Serbs and the Muslims.
Regardless of what may happen, the Serbs and the Muslims will always live in a
common state, and they know how and they will know in future how to live together.
There is no need for a third party to fix the things between them.”®”’

2735. The Accused also stated:

Here, the Muslims are Slavs, people with our blood and language who, for the most part,
opt for the European quality of life and preservation of the Islamic faith. There is no
room for panic neither among the Serbs nor among the Muslims. According to my
estimation, the Serbs do not have to defend the boundaries of the Christian Europe and
fight the Islam. We are much closer to our Muslims than with that Europe.™™

2736. The Chamber notes, however, that these statements were made by the Accused in a very
different environment and were delivered in a period where the political objective of the Bosnian

Serb leadership was to emphasise the unity of Yugoslavia and the existence of a common state.

2737. Similarly the Chamber recalls that in the summer of 1991, the Accused attended an SDS
rally in Zvornik;”" thereafier, the SDS and SDA issued a joint declaration expressing the need to
maintain peace in the municipality and calling for greater tolerance between ethnic groups there.”*®’

In August 1991, the Accused spoke about peace and reaching an agreement with the Bosnian

Muslims.”®!

%% p1478 (Ratko Mladi¢'s notebook, 27 May—31 July 1992). pp. 38. 41.
D269 (Radovan Karadzic’s interview with NIN, 20 July 1990), p. 8.

D269 (Radovan Karadzic¢’s interview with NIN. 20 July 1990), p. 9. See also Meméilo Mandié, T. 4748 (6 July
2010): D363 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan Karadzié and Momcéilo Krajisnik. 13 July 1991), p. 5.
D3693 (Witness stalement of Marinko Vasili¢ dated 9 June 2013), paras. 17-18; D3723 (Witness statement ol
Cedomir Zelenovié dated 22 June 2013). paras. 15, 18. See para. 1230. Vasili¢ stated that the Accused al SDS
rallies in 1991 spoke in favour of a peaceful solution and respect for everyone in BiH. D3693 (Witness
statement of Marinko Vasili¢ dated 9 June 2013), para. 17. The Chamber notes that Vasili¢'s testimony was
marked by inconsistencies, cvasiveness and other indicators that he was not forthright in his evidence. The
Chamber therefore does not consider his evidence on what the Accused said at SDS rallies to be reliable.

D3724 (Witness statement of Branko Grujié¢ dated 22 June 2013), para. 15; D3725 (Joint declaration of Zvornik
SDS and SDA. undated). See also D4533 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan KaradZi¢ and
unidentified male, 9 July 1991) (in which the Accused instructs an unidentified man to ensure that nothing
happens to the Muslims in Bosnian Krajina); D4550 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan KaradZi¢ and
Dragan Bokanovié, 13 December 1991), p. 2.

D276 (Intercept of telephone conversation between Radovan KaradZié and Moméilo KrajiSnik, 7 August 1991),
p-2; D277 (Intercept of conversation between Nenad Stevandi¢ and Radovan KaradZi¢, 17/18 August 1991),
pp. 1-2. See also D272 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan KaradZi¢ and Vitomir Zepinié and
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2738. On 12 May 1992, there was a large public rally in Banja Luka. The Accused, Miéo

Stanisi¢, and Stojan Zupljanin, amongst others, were present.”*®

The Accused addressed the rally
and said that it demonstrated the organisation and power of the SerBiH and that he regretted that
the war in BiH had been imposed on them by the two other national communities and that the
“mutual extermination, killings and tortures have been imposed to us”.® The Accused stated that
while they had no conflict with the Croats and Muslims they would not allow their “militant
leadership” to make them second class citizens and this was the reason why they created their state
unit in BiH.*®® The Accused also said that they were proud to say that Muslims and Croats were
not in danger in SerBiH and that they had to defend the borders of SerBiH for all citizens of BiH
regardless of their “confession or nationality™. " Similarly in June 1992, the RS Presidency issued
a press statement condemning the BiH declaration of war and noting that this placed pressure on
Serbs to fight “against their brothers™ and that they wanted a peaceful resolution of the conflict and
that all those who sought protection in SerBiH would be provided the bare necessities “irrespective

of their nationality™.”%

2739. In contrast to these public statements, when the Accused spoke to Zepini¢ about his view
that the different nationalities could not live together in BiH, Zepini¢ expressed his concern about
what was going to happen to the large number of mixed families in BiH and the difficulty of

087 Zepini¢ was threatened by Mico

dividing people who lived in the same high-rise buildings.’
Stanii¢ and later arrested for his opposition to ethnically based parties and also faced pressure from

both Koljevi¢ and the Accused.”®®

Moméilo Mandié. 24 June 1991). p. 2: Robert Donia, T. 3470-3472 (8 June 2010): D4195 (Witness statement of
Milomir Staki¢ dated 16 November 2013), para. 32; Milomir Stakié, T. 45193-45194 (16 December 2013)
(stating that he met the Accuscd for the first time in 1991 when they were having issues with the political party
in Prijedor and the Accused told him that “everything should be resolved democractically and through
elections™). See D4546 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan KaradZic¢ and Levko Zar, 21 Seplember
1991), p. 3 (wherein the Accused stated that [a]ll disputed issues should be resolved peacefully.™): D4545
(Intercept of conversation between Radovan KaradZi¢ and Slobodan Milo3evié, 13 September 1991), p. 2
(referring lo a Bosnian Muslim and Bosnian Serb agreement).

82 D494 (Video footage of rally in Banja Luka, 12 May 1992, with transcript); Momgilo Mandi¢. T. 5331-5336
(16 July 2010).

%81 D494 (Video footage of rally in Banja Luka, 12 May 1992, with transcript). pp. 4-5.

D494 (Video footage of rally in Banja Luka, 12 May 1992, with transeript). p. 5.

%85 D494 (Video footage of rally in Banja Luka, 12 May 1992, with transcript), pp. 5-7: Momgilo Mandié. T. 5334
5335 (16 July 2010). See also D1587 (Radovan Karadzi¢'s platform for the solution of erisis in Bil. 22 April
1992).

%8 12944 (Statement by SRBiH Presidency, 23 June 1992), p. 1.

98 Vitomir Zepini¢, T. 33588-33589 (13 February 2013). Zepini¢ also testified that he could not accept this policy
of division and he did not believe that the Accused was able to do so either, but that the Accused faced problems
from extremists in his own ranks. Vitomir Zepinié, T. 33589 (13 February 2013).

8 Viomir Zepinic, T. 33603-33607, 3361933620 (13 February 2013). Zepini¢ testified, however, that the
Accused did in certain situations try to protect him from extremists in the SDS. When questioned about whether
the Accused took a position that Bosnian Muslims and Croats should be expelled. he testified that if the Accused
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2740. In May 1992, the Accused issued an announcement to Bosnian Muslims appealing for a
cessation of hostilities and assured them that Muslims who remained in SerBiH and had laid down

9089

their arms had full protection and lived peacefully.” The Accused warned against the “crazy idea

of an Islamic state” and that the West wanted Muslims to be “obliterated” but the Serbs wanted to

%9 He also assured Bosnian Muslims that they would be allowed to

reach an agreement with them.
leave in the direction of their choice with the right to return when the war was over.”'  Okun
described this announcement as “thoroughly disingenuous™ and noted that it was issued at the same

time as the Bosnian Serb Assembly issued its war aims.””

2741. On 2 June 1992, the Accused issued a decision which called for all citizens who had
temporarily left the territory of the SerBiH to return and report to the Crisis Staff in their place of
residence by 20 May 1992.°** [t also promised the right of return to “[p]ersons whose actions were

%94 1t provided that persons who had left and did not

not contrary to the interests of the [SerBiH]".
return or did not explain their inability to return to the relevant municipal crisis staff, would be
denied the right of citizenship of SerBiH and all acquired rights regarding employment, housing,
health and retirement insurance would cease and their property would be used temporarily for the

needs of defence of SerBiH.”*

2742. On 4 July 1992, at the 36™ session of the Bosnian Serb Government, it was noted that the
“question has been raised whether there are agreed criteria regarding the moving out of the Muslim
population from the territory of the [SerBiH]. It has been concluded that the Government has not
until now had a point of view on this matter. The Ministry of the Interior is entrusted with
preparing information on this issue that the Government would consider and take the appropriate
standpoint™.”®® This idea of ethnic separation was also supported and reinforced by municipal
leaders such as Prstojevi¢ who said that “those who convert to Orthodox religion on the spot, they

9097
can stay”.””

or the SDS had directly made such a statement he would have been arrested for such an unconstitutional
decision. Vitomir Zepinié, T. 33619-33620 (13 February 2013), T. 33655-33656 (14 February 2013).

%8 D119 (Radovan KaradZié's speech re cessation of hostilitics, May 1992), pp. 1-2. See also Momcilo Mandi¢. T.

5183 (15 July 2010).

D119 (Radovan KaradZi¢'s announcement re cessation of hostilities. May 1992), pp. 1-2.

D119 (Radovan Karad#ié's announcement re cessation of hostilities, May 1992), p. 2.

0% Herbert Okun, T. 18101811 (28 April 2010).

% p2617 (Radovan KaradZi¢ Decisions. May—June 1992), pp. 2-3.

%% p2617 (Radovan KaradZi¢ Decisions. May—June 1992), p. 3.

%9 p2617 (Radovan KaradZi¢ Decisions. May—June 1992). pp. 2-3.

%%  p1098 (Minutes of 36" session of SerBil Government, 4 July 1992), pp. 4-5.

97 p1086 (Intercepts of conversations between (i) Nedeljko Prstojevi¢ and Milenko LNU; (i) Nedeljko Prstojevic
and FNU Novakovi¢, 14 May 1992), p. 3.
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2743. At a meeting of the Bosnian Serb leadership on 10 July 1992, the Accused stated that unlike
the Bosnian Muslims and Croats, the Bosnian Serbs were going to build a law-abiding state rather
than an ethnically clean state. Other attendees expressed their agreement as to the stance to be

taken in that regard.”””®

2744. On 11 July 1992, at the 17" session of the Bosnian Serb Presidency, attended by the
Accused, it was decided *“that a decision be adopted on the signing of a proclamation on the moving
out and retention of citizens from certain parts of the former [BiH], and on guarantees and safety,
on condition that the people be disarmed, enemy activities halted and peace established”.””® On
the same date, the Presidency made an announcement to the citizens of RS stating that civilians
living in areas affected by war must be allowed to leave those areas and that any emigration had to
be voluntary and cannot be obstructed or encouraged.”'™ This same announcement indicated that
Croats and Muslims in the RS were “guaranteed all rights granted by a legal state” and that the
authorities were not forcibly detaining people in war zones, as that would make them hostages, or

forcing them to emigrate as that would amount to “ethnic cleansing”.”'"' The announcement also

indicated that all refugees would be allowed to return.”'%*

2745. Despite these public announcements, the Accused continued to advocate the division of BiH
on ethnic lines.”'® For example in July 1992, he spoke about the dangers of living in a unitary state
where they could not control the Muslims. In this regard he said “[w]e know very well what the
fundamentalism is and that we cannot live together, there’s no tolerance, they quadruple through

the birth-rate, and we Serbs are not up to that”.”'™ The Accused also spoke about the Bosnian

% p1478 (Ratko Mladié’s notebook, 27 May=31 July 1992). pp. 309, 313-314.

%% D444 (Minutes of 17" session of Presidency of SerBiH. 11 July 1992, p. 1. See also Moméilo Mandi¢. T. 5131-
5132 (14 July 2010).

9190 1445 (SerBiH announcement to the public. 11 July 1992); Momgéilo Mandié. T. 5133 (14 July 2010).

190 D445 (SerBill announcement to the public, 11 July 1992). See also D3051 (Witness statement of Momir

Bulatovi¢ dated 235 February 2013), paras. 16, 18—18A, 46; Momir Bulatovié, T. 34540-34541 (28 February

2013).

D445 (SerBiH announcement to the public, 11 July 1992), p. 1. See also D112 (Radovan KaradZi¢'s Request o

Serbian MUP, 1 September 1992); D113 (Radovan KaradZi¢'s Request to Montencgrin MUP, 1 September

1992) (both requests provided that all refugees regardless of religion or nationality were obliged to return to

their place of residence in SerBil{).

%19 190 (Shorthand Record of 1 1™ session of SerBiH Assembly. 18 March 1992). pp. 5, 10; P921 (Transcript of 24"
session of RS Assembly, 8 January 1993). pp. 5. 9-10: P1367 (Transcript of 26™ session of RS Assembly,
2 April 1993), p. 7; KDZ240, P2935 (Transcripl from Prosecutor v. Krajisnik), T. 6751-6752 (under seal). See
also P3474 (News report re meeting of Derventa SDS Execcutive Board, 13 February 1992), p. 1; DI591
(Radovan Karadzic's interview from Le Figaro, 23 April 1991), p. 1.

7% D92 (Transeript of 17" session of SerBill Assembly, 24-26 July 1992), p. 86. See also D115 (Transcript of 25™
session of RS Assembly, 19-20 January 1993), p. 5. See also P12 (Extended session of Main and Executive
Boards of the SDS, 14 February 1992), pp. 18-19; P5828 (Intercept of conversation betwecn Radovan KaradZi¢
and Slobodan MiloZevié, 1 November 1991), p. |: Ronald Hatchett, T. 31958 (16 January 2013); D4686 (Article
from SRNA entitled “Political platform for the survival of the Serbian People in BiH™, 12 June 1992), p. 1.
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Muslims overwhelming the Bosnian Serbs “with their birth rate and their tricks. We cannot allow

that to happen”.qms

2746. In meetings with international observers, these sentiments were repeated by Bosnian Serb
who kept emphasising that “they simply couldn’t live with the Muslims™ and that Bosnian Muslims
wanted all of BiH which they could achieve through their higher birth rate.”'”® The Accused
continued to emphasise this issue and stated that in “all variants we must be cautious so that
Muslims don’t wind up in our state” and cited to the example of Serbia as being unstable even

9107

though the population was 65% Serb. Other Bosnian Serb deputies also spoke about the danger

faced by the Serb people due to the high birth-rate of Bosnian Muslims which would change the
demographic percentages in BiH.”1®

2747. The SDS leadership also commissioned a number of studies on the changing demographics
in BiH which showed the growth rate of the Muslim population and reflected the fears of the SDS
leadership that Bosnian Muslims would soon become an absolute majority in an independent BiH

9199 This concern about demographics and the Bosnian

and impact the position of the Serbs.
Muslim birth rate continued to be emphasised by the Accused throughout the conflict. For
example, at the 37" Bosnian Serb Assembly Session on 10 January 1994, the Accused stated that

the Muslim population increases by 1% daily because “that is how it is with them™.”'"°

2748. Rajko Duki¢ in July 1992 delivered a speech at the Bosnian Serb Assembly in which he
asked “why we expelled all Muslim judges from Vlasenica, Bratunac and Zvornik. Will we be
accused then, | hope we will not [...] | would be ashamed and | would regret all the victims if |
lived in a state in which Muslims and Muslim ideology would judge and where their justice is
done” """ Duki¢ also stated that there were 120,000 Muslims in the Bira¢ region and he hoped that
this number “has at least been halved”.”"'? In August 1992, at a Bosnian Serb Assembly session,

Brdanin proposed that they “appoint only those judges who are of Serbian nationality. We cannot

905 p93g (Minutes from SDS Deputies” Club meeling, 28 February 1992). p. 36.

90 Colm Doyle. T. 2668. 2670 (21 May 2010): Herbert Okun, P776 (Transcript from Prosecutor v. Krajisnik),
T.4163-4164, 4168-4169, 4220; Herbert Okun, T. 1487-1489 (22 April 2010); P1417 (Transcript of 55
session of RS Assembly. 22-23 Qctober 1995), p. 60: P777 (Fourth notebook of Herbert Okun’s Vance Mission
diary), e-court p. 21; P785 (Second notebook of Herbert Okun’s ICFY diary), e-court p. 26.

N7 p14g8s (Ratko Mladié's notebook, 9 January-21 March 1994), pp. 88-89.

908 192 (Transeript of 17" session of SerBill Assembly, 24-26 July 1992), p. 82.

9% pajrick Treanor, T. 14006—14007. 14009 (1 June 2011); P2541 (Report on demographic trends in BiH prepared
by SDS, June 1991). The Chamber notes that Treanor’s testimony also included his own assessment about the
objectives of the Bosnian Serb Icadership and the meaning of certain speeches. The Chamber considers that this
falls outside the scope of his expertise and does not rely on his evidence in this regard.

M0 p1385 (Transcript of 37" session of RS Assembly, 10 January 1994), p. 109.
o D92 (Transcript of 17" session of SerBil Assembly, 24-26 July 1992), pp. 71-73.
%12 D92 (Transeript of 17" session of SerBiH Assembly, 24-26 July 1992), p. 73.
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say this to Europe or the rest of the world, but we can say it here between ourselves. Our people do

not have the right to live, yet here we are, crying over those ones™.”'"?

2749, On 2 September 1992, the Accused was among the Bosnian Serb poltical and military

14 At this meeting, the Accused observed that

leaders who met in Bijeljina on 2 September 1992.
“[w]e are close to the goal and we must run across it [...] the Serbian people will either create their
own state [...] or we will be squeezed into a small area”.”''? At this meeting it was observed that
there was “no political position as to how to proceed with Muslims who have declared loyalty™.”''®
The Accused expressed his view that “we must have ethnic minorities in the state as well” !
Kraji$nik reminded those present that the VRS should not distance itself from the SDS. He also
recalled that the aim of the Bosnian Serbs was to divide with the Muslims.”''® The Accused then
noted that he had not heard a “single political difference”.”''” At a meeting with the Bosnian Serb
Presidency and VRS commanders in October 1992, the Accused stated that the Bosnian Serbs must

insist on having a single Serbian community.”' >

2750. The Bosnian Serb leadership did envisage small enclaves in RS where Bosnian Muslims

N2 For example, the Accused said that while Bosnian Muslims could stay in the

could live.
enclaves, “it is going to be our state™.”'** At a meeting on 19 June 1993 in Pale with members of
the Supreme Command with, inter alios, Krajisnik, Koljevi¢, Luki¢, Mladi¢, and Milovanovi¢ in
attendance, the Accused stated that the Serbs and Croats should work together so that the Muslims

get some territory in central BiH.”'*

2751. At the 34" session of the Bosnian Serb Assembly, Mladié stated that they had not allowed
“any connection of the enclaves in Eastern Bosnia” and that his “aim was, and | am sure that if we

establish Republika Srpska they could not wait to get out of the enclaves. However, if they don’t

M3 D422 (Transcript of 19" session of SerBiH Assembly. 12 August 1992), p. 12.

914 p1479 (Ratko Mladié's notebook, 16 July=9 September 1992), pp. 131-132.

S p1479 (Ratko Mladié’s notebook, 16 July-9 September 1992), p. 132.

216 p1479 (Ratko Mladi¢'s notebook, 16 July-9 Sceptember 1992), p. 134.

7 p1479 (Ratko Mladié’s notebook, 16 July-9 September 1992), p. 156.

918 p1479 (Ratko Mladié’s notebook. 16 July-9 September 1992), pp. 131, 141, 143,

219 p1479 (Ratko Mladi¢'s notebook, 16 July-9 September 1992), p. 153.

9120 p1481 (Ratko Mladi¢'s notebook, 5 October-27 December 1992). pp.48, 52.

12 erbert Okun, T. 1698—1699 (27 April 2010). KDZ026 testified that the Accused advocated and pursued a
policy under which in Serb territory, 90% of the population would be Serb and 10% of Muslims would be
allowed to remain. KDZ026. T. 10414 (18 January 201 1) (closed session). However. it is unclear on what basis
KDZ026 reached this conclusion. The Chamber therefore does not rely on his evidence in this regard.

9122 p245] (Witness statement of Anthony Banbury dated 19 May 2009), para. 149.
912 p1483 (Ratko Mladié's notebook, 2 April-24 October 1993), p. 212.
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want to, we have to provide the conditions so that they could feel glad when we offer it to

lhem"-gm

2752. The Accused in meetings with international negotiators stated that “Serbs would never
accept to be ruled by Muslims”, but that if Muslims gave up their claim to rule over all of BiH,
“they could quite happily live alongside each other” but each with their own administrations and

9125

safeguards for minorities. In contrast, at a meeting on 8 September 1992, the Accused stated

that there were no Serbs, except in Sarajevo, who wanted to live with the Bosnian Croats and

y % . 9126
Bosnian Muslims in one state.”'”

2753. Later on, in meetings with international negotiators, the Bosnian Serb leadership indicated
that they were prepared to accept changes in internal borders “to accommodate ethnic realities”.”'?’
However, by the time these statements were made, there had already been a large forcible
displacement of Bosnian Muslims from their homes and the Bosnian Serb leadership sought a
peace deal on the basis of the large percentage of territory in BiH which they had already taken.”'**
Similarly, the Bosnian Serb leadership also suggested holding referenda in early 1993 to solve
“controversial areas” but in reality by this time there were very few Bosnian Muslims or Bosnian

Croats who remained to vote.”' %

2754. In September 1992, the Accused continued to stress that their objective was to have a state
and that its borders “towards the Muslims and Croats are to be thicker than our borders towards
Serbia and Montenegro and the Serbian Krajina™.”">® When the Accused discussed maps of BiH
and issues of population and division of territories this also caused a feeling of fear, anxiety,
insecurity and uncertainty amongst people who “saw themselves living in the territory of another

people or another nation”.”"*'

9124 p1379 (Transcript of 34" session of RS Assembly, 27-29 Augusl, 9-11 September, 29 September to | October
1993), p. 70.

912 p4216 (UNPROFOR report re meeting with Radovan Karadzi¢. 20 November 1992), p. 3; P4203 (Witness
statement ol Pyers Tucker dated 12 May 2010), para. 69; Pyers Tucker, T. 23236-23237 (18 January 2012). See
also D539 (UNPROFOR report re meeting with Radovan KaradZi¢ and Ratko Mladi¢, 27 November 1992). p. 2.

9% p1479 (Ratko Mladié’s notebook, 16 July-9 September 1992). pp. 167. 171.

%127 p785 (Second notebook of Herbert Okun's ICFY diary). e-court pp. 34, 44. Okun's assessment was that the
phrase “to accommodate ethnic realities™ was a “very clear, not-so-subtle reference to the ethnic cleansing™.
Herbert Okun, P776 (Transcript from Prosecutor v. Krajisnik), T. 4215-4216.

"2 Herbert Okun, P776 (Transcript from Prosecutor v. Krajisnik), T. 4215-4216, 4218-4219,

2% Herbert Okun, P776 (Transcript from Prosecutor v. Krajisnik). T. 4245; Herbert Okun, T. 1519, 1522-1524
(23 April 2010); P789 (Sixth notebook of Herbert Okun’s ICFY diary), e-court p. 58; P790 (Seventh notebook
of Herbert Okun’s ICFY diary), c-court p. 40.

120 D456 (Transeript of 20" session of RS Assembly, 14-15 September 1992), p. 55.

31 KDZ310, T. 9177-9178 (29 November 2010).
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2755. On 30 October 1992, the Accused delivered a speech at the 21% Session of the Bosnian Serb

Assembly in which he described

an artificial state in which we were forcefully held in an artificial creation that is Bosnia
and Herzegovina together with our centuries-old foes. It all reminds me of the
experiment in which a dog and cat are held in a box together against their will, or a bad
marriage maintained by all sorts of forceful means. It transpired that a dog and cat can
remain in the box together under only one condition, namely that they lose their natural
characteristics and cease being a dog and a cat. We will remember that we could not be
Serbs and live in such a box.”"*

2756. The Accused characterised the conflict in BiH as a “conflict among peoples™ and stated that
“Muslims cannot live with others. We must be clear on that. They couldn’t live with the Hindu,
who are as peaceful as sheep. [...] They couldn’t live with the Greek on Cyprus, they couldn’t live
in the Lebanon with Arabs of the same blood, same language, but of a different faith. There can be

no discussion here [...] We are in power, and we should exercise that power”.”' >

In this regard the
Accused noted that there was nothing new, and that in the case of India and Pakistan there had been

a “huge resettlement of the people™ and the separation was “covered in blood”.”'**

2757. At a gathering in January 1993 attended by UN personnel, the Accused emphasised that
they could not live together anymore with the Bosnian Muslims, they would not allow the past to
repeat itself, and that therefore the Bosnian Muslims would be transferred out of Bosnian Serb
territory.”’>> The Bosnian Serb leaders who attended included Mladi¢, KrajiSnik, and Plavsi¢, and
they all agreed with what the Accused said in this regard.”*® They spoke about “ethnic cleansing”

as something which was ncccssary.qm

2758. In January 1993, at a meeting attended by Bosnian Serb and Serbian leaders, Vladislav
Jovanovi¢ spoke about the importance of ensuring the territory they got was “nationally
homogeneous as soon as possible™.”'** Jovanovié stated that this was not to be achieved by “ethnic

cleansing” but through the “exchange of inhabitants”, and stressed that where life in BiH becomes

9132 pg3g (Video footage of Radovan KaradZi¢'s speech at the 217 Session of RS Assembly, 30 October 1992. with
transcript). pp. 1. 3.

9133 p93g (Minutes from SDS Deputies’ Club meeting. 28 February 1992), p. 36. See P2451 (Witness statement of
Anthony Banbury dated 19 May 2009), para. 153. See afso P2493 (Anthony Banbury's notes, 30 April 1995).

934 po3g (Minutes from SDS Deputies” Club meeting, 28 February 1992), p. 36; P12 (Extended session of Main and
Exccutive Boards of the SDS, 14 February 1992), pp. 18-19.

°13%  p1258 (Witness statement of Hussein Ali Abdel-Razek dated 16 July 2002). pp. 5-7.

913  p1258 (Wilness statement of Hussein Ali Abdel-Razek dated 16 July 2002), pp. 6-7, 11-12. See also P1154
(Witness statement of KIDZ088 dated 27-29 April 2010), pp. 113-115, 120 (under scal).

M7 p258 (Witness statement of Hussein Ali Abdel-Razek dated 16 July 2002), p. 7.

9138

P794 (Excerpt from expanded session of Council for Harmonising State Policy Positions, 21 January 1993). e-
court p. 3; Herbert Okun, P776 (Transcript from Prosecutor v. Krajisnik), T. 4284-4285.
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impossible everybody rushes off to their “original provinces™.”"* This was described by Jovanovi¢

d”?'"" Jovanovi¢ stated

as a “strategic goal to which we should aspire, and which should be achieve
that they had to be conscious that there was attention on Serbs and they were trying to catch them
on “anything that even resembles ethnic cleansing or linking” and that they would have to look out

for these traps and try to ‘catch’ them where they are weak”.?'"!

2759. Jovanovié also spoke of the need to ensure in an “indisputable way™ a territorial link with
Serbia and Montenegro.”'*? Jovanovi¢ also cautioned against freedom of settlement which could
result in the “mixing of the composition of the population to our disadvantage™ and that what they

had gained would “gradually erode”. '

2760. The Accused went on to say that “this which Jovanovic is talking about, has already
happened to a huge extent. There was fifty-fifty of us in Zvornik. The number of inhabitants of
Zvornik is now the same, approximately 50,000, and they are all Serbs. More than 24,000 Serbs
from Zenica and Central Bosnia have arrived and stopped in Zvornik.””'** The Accused also stated
that there will not be a unitary BiH of the civic type or one in which the Muslim majority will come

to the fore.”' ¥

139 p794 (Excerpt from expanded session of Council for Harmonising State Policy Positions, 21 January 1993), e-

court p. 3. See also Herbert Okun, T. 1824-1825 (28 April 2010). Jovanovi¢ acknowledged that this meeling
took place but that when he spoke about developing an arca which would be as “nationally homogeneous™ as
soon as possible, this was to be achieved by allowing people to freely move to other cantonal units if they did
not want to live in a particular canton. D3015 (Witness statement of Vladislav Jovanovic dated 22 February
2013). paras. 53, 64: Vladislav Jovanovié, T. 34318-34319 (26 February 2013). The Chamber notes however,
that Jovanovié's testimony was marked by indicators of evasiveness and bias. In addition, the Chamber
considers that he had an interest in characterising his own words in a favourable light. The Chamber therefore
does not find his evidence to be reliable with respect to the voluntary nature of the movement of population
which was envisaged.

P794 (Excerpt from expanded session of Council for Harmonising State Policy Positions, 21 January 1993), e-
courl p.3.

P794 (Excerpt from expanded session of Council for Harmonising State Policy Positions, 21 January 1993). e-
courl p. 5; Herbert Okun, P776 (Transcript from Prosecutor v. Krajisnik), T. 4284-4287.

P794 (Excerpt from expanded session of Council for Harmonising State Policy Positions, 21 January 1993), e-
court p. 3.

P794 (Excerpt from expanded session ol Council for Harmonising State Policy Positions, 21 January 1993), e-
court p. 3.

P794 (Excerpt from expanded session of Council for Harmonising State Policy Positions, 21 January 1993),
p. 4; See also Herbert Okun, T. 18231824 (28 April 2010); P4518 (Excerpts from Robert Durdevic's diary, 7-
25 September 1993), p. 2. Jovanovié's assessment was that the Accused had merely been pointing out
undesirable and unavoidable consequences of any war, which was that the Serbs had been fleeing the Muslim-
dominated and heading to the regions where the Serbs made up a majority. D3015 (Witness statement of
Vladislav Jovanovié dated 22 February 2013), para. 53. The Chamber refers to its credibility assessment in fn.
9139 in concluding that it does not find Jovanovié’s evidence to be reliable in this regard.

D4765 (Notes from expanded session of Council for Harmonising State Policy Positions. 21 January 1993). p. 3.

49140
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2761. The Accused further stated that Serbs must fight for these territories to get a quality piece
and said “we want some of our rich areas to belong to us”.”'*® The Accused also said that the
Neretva was disputable and that they could live without it, but that they could not give up Podrinje
and Posavina.”™" Further, the Accused agreed with Slobodan MiloSevi¢ and Kontié that they could
not invoke the democratic principle if they abandoned the “ethnic criterion”.”'*® The Accused said
that they would gladly exchange prisoners but would no longer make unilateral releases.”*
Slobodan Milogevié also expressed the view that had there not been the war, the changes on the
ethnical basis would not have taken place, but that now they had the changes based on the ethnical

principle.”*

2762. Krajisnik said that what was important was not how big the territory was but the “quality of

151 Krajignik also stated

that territory” and that they had to seriously consider the issue of maps.
that they had to “solve one part at a time — something through politics, something else through
migration, and some things through settlement™.”** He also emphasised that the continuity of the
territory which they had was very important to allow for the unification of Serb territory in the RS
and also spoke in favour of connection with their motherlands in Serbia and Montenegro.”'*’
Koljevi¢ stated that they would have to “develop the activity of settlement homogenisation™ while

there was still time.”">*

2763. In 1993, Velibor Ostoji¢ also referred to their goal of “ethnical — geographical continuity of
Serb population” and that they were “building new demographic politics for the RS™ and the need

to have Serbs settle in areas which they held.”"> Ostoji¢ was responible for the Commission for

M6 D4765 (Notes from expanded session of Council for Harmonising State Policy Positions, 21 January 1993),

pp. 7-8.
47 pg164 (Excerpt from notes of enlarged session of Council for Coordinating Positions on State Policy. 9 January
1993), e-court p. 65.

M8 D4765 (Notes from expanded session of Council [or Harmonising State Policy Positions, 21 January 1993). p.
43.

°14% " D4765 (Notes from expanded session of Council for Harmonising State Policy Positions, 21 January 1993). p.
d43.

150 pg164 (Excerpt from notes of enlarged session of Council for Coordinating Positions on State Policy,
9 January 1993), e-court p. 41,

51 p794 (Excerpt from expanded session of Council for Harmonising State Policy Positions, 21 January 1993), e-
court pp. 5=6.

52 p794 (Excerpl from expanded session of Council for Harmonising State Policy Positions, 21 January 1993), e-

: Y

court p. 6.

9153 pg164 (Excerpt from notes of enlarged session of Council for Coordinating Positions on State Policy. 9 January

1993), e-court p. 51.

9154 p794 (Excerpt from the session of the Council for Coordinating Positions on the State Policy, 21 January 1993),
e-court pp. 8-9; Herbert Okun, P776 (Transcript from Prosecutor v. Krajisnik), T. 4292 (testifying that in his
assessment. this “settlement homogenisation™ referred to “ethnic cleansing™).

9155 pI379 (Transcript of 34" session of RS Assembly, 27-29 August, 9-11 September, 29 September to
1 October 1993), pp. 212-213. Vladimir Luki¢ testified that the Bosnian Serb Government sought the return of
refugees regardless of ethnicity. D3563 (Witness statement of Viadimir Luki¢ dated 18 May 2013), paras. 33,
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Refugees and Humanitarian Aid which organised this settlement of Serbs and did not provide for
the return of Bosnian Muslims or Bosnian Croats.”'*® Ostoji¢ was the Minister of Information and
was trusted by, and had direct contact with, the Accused.”’”” This process of settling Serbs was
done with a view to filling a particular area so Bosnian Muslims did not have a place to return
10.”"%® This was in contrast with statements made at sessions of the Bosnian Serb Government in
March and May 1993 where they emphasised the need to create conditions for the return of

refugees who had left the RS during the conflict.”"*’

2764. In April 1993, in discussions with international representatives, the Accused stated that he
could not persuade Bosnian Serbs to remain in the Posavina and that they were asking for new land
and territories.”"®® Mladi¢ also spoke at this meeting and suggested that all sides sit down to

2181 The Accused also explained why the proposals at the time were

resolve the problems.
absolutely unacceptable to the Serbs and questioned whether they could set up a regime to identify
areas where they had to withdraw from and areas where they would have to resettle Bosnian
Serbs.”'®® In April 1993, Krajidnik also expressed his opposition to “any kind of joint state with the
murderers of Serbian people, Muslims and Croats™.”'® In August 1993, Krajidnik noted with
respect to Banja Luka that the Muslims and Croats had asked for the municipality during
negotiations, but he stressed that the Bosnian Serbs did not accept that “because we must have that

territory clean™.”'®

46: Viadimir Luki¢, T. 38787-38790 (28 May 2013). See also P3129 (Minutes of the 66" session of RS
Government, 20 March 1993), p. 8. The Chamber [inds that Viadimir’s Lukic's testimony with respect to this
issuc was marked by evasiveness and indicators of insincerity particularly when confronted with the speeches
made by Ostoji¢ which suggested that the Bosnian Serb policy on refugees was connecled with its goal of
achieving cthnic geographic continuity of the Serb population and did not make provision for the return of
Bosnian Muslims and Bosnian Croats. The Chamber therefore does not find his evidence in this regard to be
reliable.

915 p1388 (Transcript of 39" session of RS Assembly, 24-235 March 1994), pp. 168-169; D3588 (Minutes of 89"
session of RS Government, 18 January 1994), p. 4. Radoslav Brdanin was tasked along with Velibor Ostojic
with preparing a programme for the accommodation of refugees in the RS, D3588 (Minutes of 89" session of
RS Government, 18 January 1994), p. 4: P1392 (Transcript of 41% session of RS Assembly, 31 May to 1 June
1994), p. 50.

%57 p4og2 (Witness Statement of Branko Deri¢ dated 5 April 2012), para. 10. See also D422 (19" session of
SerBill Assembly, 12 August 1992), p. 38.

1% p1419 (Transcript of 56" session of RS Assembly, 17 December 1995), pp. 94-95.

N5 p3129 (Minutes of the 66" session of RS Government, 20 March 1993). p. 8; P3112 (Minutes of the 71% session
of RS Government, 26-27 May 1993). pp. 10-11.

%180 p792 (Ninth notebook of Herbert Okun’s ICFY diary), e-court pp. 46-48.

916l p792 (Ninth notebook of Herbert Okun’s ICFY diary). e-court p. 47.

”162  p792 (Ninth notebook of Herbert Okun's ICFY diary). c-court pp. 48-49.

9163 p1367 (Transcript of 26" session of RS Assembly, 2 April 1993), p. 34.

9164 p|379 (Transcript of 34" session of RS Assembly, 27-29 August, 9-11 September, 29 September to 1 October
1993), p. 48. See Herbert Okun, P776 (Transcript from Prosecutor v. Krajisnik), T. 4293, 4295,
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2765. The Accused also suggested that Krajina would “take on an appearance of a rotten apple” if
their enemy was in Krajina.q"55 Similarly the Accused spoke about a “green stain” which had
appeared on maps given that there were proposals for portions of territory to be allocated to

Bosnian Muslims and that the Serbs in that area would not allow that to happen.”'®

2766. At the 37" session of the Bosnian Serb Assembly on 10 January 1994, Mladi¢ addressed the

Y167 e went on to

assembly on the issue of lack of resources and material support for the VRS.
describe how the Bosnian Serbs had an historical chance to create an “all Serbian state™ with as
little enemies as possible and that the Muslims and the Croats represented a danger.q"’g He thus
recommended to keep on fighting as the enemy the Bosnian Serbs were facing was getting stronger
and stated: “They started the war at first, they are heading this war, but that is not my concern. My

concern is not that they will create the state. My concern is to have them vanish completely.”'®

2767. At the same session, Krajisnik stated that “the biggest tragedy would be if the Muslims
accepted to live with us now. [...] That is the only thing I would never accept, and | would rather
accept that we get a smaller percentage of the territory than it is the case now, provided that we
remain separated from the Muslims and that we have our country”.”'™® He also spoke about their
goal being “to separate from the Croats and Muslims forever”.”'”" Krajisnik continued to make
similar statements and by 1995 spoke about their first Strategic Goal being to separate from the

Bosnian Muslims and Bosnian Croats.”' "2

2768. At the same Bosnian Serb Assembly session on 10 January 1994, the Accused noted that
they were now a “state and what we hold is 100% ours™.”" The Accused also acknowledged that
“[i]f we are going to divorce from the Muslims, we must give them something. It is impossible to

make the Muslims vanish, and that we keep the entire territor_\y“.m""1 The Accused also noted that

9165 p1394 (Transeript of 42™ session of RS Assembly, 18-19 July 1994), e-court p. 12.

%1% G134 (Video footage of interview with Radovan KaradZi¢, with transcript), p. 2. See also Jose Cutileiro,
T. 33964-33967 (19 February 2013).

9167 p1385 (Transecript of 37" session of RS Assembly, 10 January 1994), p. 43.

9168 p1385 (Transcript of 37" session of RS Assembly, 10 January 1994). p. 47.

"69 1385 (Transcript of 37™ session of RS Assembly, 10 January 1994), pp. 48-49.

91710 p1385 (Transcript of 37" session of RS Assembly. 10 January 1994), pp. 121, 124. See also P796 (Excerpl
from 37" session of RS Assembly, 10 January 1994), p. 2; Herbert Okun, P776 (Transcript from Prasecutor v.
Krajisnik), T. 4298 (lestifying that the comments of Krajidnik were consistent with what they heard during
international negotiations about the position taken by the Bosnian Serb leadership with respect to ethnic purity
and the creation of a Bosnian Serb state).

9T p1477 (Ratko Mladic’s notebook, 14 February-25 May 1992). p. 262; P1479 (Ratko Miadic’s notebook.
16 July-9 September 1992), pp. 140, 144.

972 p1419 (Transcript of 56" session of RS Assembly, 17 December 1995), p. 104.

917  p1385 (Transcript of 37™ Session of RS Assembly, 10 January 1994), pp. 107, 110.

94 p385 (Transcript of 37" Session of RS Assembly, 10 January 1994), p. 132.
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they could not declare a ban on the return of refugees according to international law and that in

principle they would say that all refugees could return on a reciprocal basis.”'”

2769. In April 1994, Mladi¢ was quoted as encouraging VRS operations because “[t]he Turks
must disappear from these areas™.”'”® Michael Rose testified that he and other international
representatives had thought that the objective of the combat operations in Goradze was to move the
Bosnian Muslims out of the right bank of the town and therefore he suspected the reference in the

order to “[tJhe Turks must disappear from these areas™ to mean just that.”'”’

2770. In July 1994, the Accused in an address before the Bosnian Serb Assembly, spoke about

achieving

our primary strategic aim, which is to get rid of the enemies in our house, the Croats and
Muslims, and not to be in the same state with them any more. Every divorce has a price,
we have to give something up, but we are the winners, we have a majority of the territory
now, not only under our control, but also in our ()"f'»‘nf:rship.':"_m

2771. In August 1994, in video footage taken of Mladi¢ and Milan Lesi¢, the founder of a

1" in a car as

Canadian charitable organisation called “Serbian Humanitarian Public Organisation”,’
they drove through Han Pijesak and Crna Rijeka, Mladi¢ boasted that he “kicked the hell out of the
Turks [...] who gives a fuck about them!” and commented that Le$i¢ should film what they had

done to the Turks and pointed to abandoned Bosnian Muslim houses.”'*

2772. At a Bosnian Serb Assembly session in November 1994, the Accused gave a speech in
which he explained that “[w]e have created new realities” and that Zvornik used to be 60% Muslim
but that Bosnian Serbs from Zenica arrived, occupied Kozluk and the Bosnian Muslims left”'®" He
went on to say that they were requesting Zvornik “which comes out of a new reality. [...] This war
has created the new reality, there are now the Serbs from Zenica here. [...] We request Zvornik
according to this right”.”'®> At this same session, Kraji$nik stated that “the primary strategic goal

of our people and this Parliament is partition and separation from Croats and Muslims. And the

5 P1385 (Transcript of 37" Session of RS Assembly, 10 January 1994), p. 132. The Chamber places no weight on
Vladimir Luki¢'s asssement about the meaning of this statement. Vladimir Luki¢, T. 38794-38796
(28 May 2013). In doing so the Chamber refers to its credibility assessment in fn. 9155.

176 p1645 (Order of Videgrad Tactical Group. 11 April 1994).

"7 Michael Rose, T. 72747275 (5 October 2010).

2178 P1394 (Transcript of 42" session of RS Assembly, 18—19 July 1994), e-court p. 76. See also P1387 (Transcript
of 38" session of RS Assembly, 17 January 1994). p. 67.

o Milan Lesié, T. 25010 (21 February 2012).

180 p4442 (Video foolage depictling a conversation between Milan Lesi¢ and Ratko Mladic, with transcript); Milan
Ledié, T. 25030-25032 (22 February 2012).

%181 P1403 (Transcript of First Part of 46" session of RS Assembly. 9-11 November 1994), p. 157.

%182 p1403 (Transcript of First Part of 46" session of RS Assembly, 9-11 November 1994), p. 157.
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they could not declare a ban on the return of refugees according to international law and that in

principle they would say that all refugees could return on a reciprocal basis.”'”

2769. In April 1994, Mladi¢ was quoted as encouraging VRS operations because “[t]he Turks
must disappear from these areas”.”'’® Michael Rose testified that he and other international
representatives had thought that the objective of the combat operations in Goradze was to move the
Bosnian Muslims out of the right bank of the town and therefore he suspected the reference in the

order to “[t]he Turks must disappear from these areas™ to mean just that.”'”’

2770. In July 1994, the Accused in an address before the Bosnian Serb Assembly, spoke about
achieving

our primary strategic aim, which is to get rid of the enemies in our house, the Croats and

Muslims, and not to be in the same state with them any more. Every divorce has a price,

we have to give something up, but we are the winners, we have a majority of the territory
now. not only under our control, but also in our ownership.” ™

2771. In August 1994, in video footage taken of Mladi¢ and Milan Le$ié, the founder of a
Canadian charitable organisation called “Serbian Humanitarian Public Organisation”,”'” in a car as
they drove through Han Pijesak and Crna Rijeka, Mladié¢ boasted that he “kicked the hell out of the
Turks [...] who gives a fuck about them!” and commented that Lesi¢ should film what they had

done to the Turks and pointed to abandoned Bosnian Muslim houses.”'*’

2772. At a Bosnian Serb Assembly session in November 1994, the Accused gave a speech in
which he explained that “[w]e have created new realities” and that Zvornik used to be 60% Muslim
but that Bosnian Serbs from Zenica arrived, occupied Kozluk and the Bosnian Muslims left.”'®' He
went on to say that they were requesting Zvornik “which comes out of a new reality. [...] This war
has created the new reality, there are now the Serbs from Zenica here. [...] We request Zvornik
according to this right".';'”32 At this same session, Kraji§nik stated that “the primary strategic goal

of our people and this Parliament is partition and separation from Croats and Muslims. And the

"1 P1385 (Transcript of 37" Session of RS Assembly, 10 January 1994), p. 132, The Chamber places no weight on
Vladimir Luki¢’s asssement about the meaning of this statement. Vladimir Luki¢, T. 38794-38796

(28 May 2013). In doing so the Chamber refers to its credibility assessment in [n. 9155.

97 P1645 (Order of Visegrad Tactical Group, 11 April 1994).

7 Michael Rose, T. 7274-7275 (5 October 2010).

'8 P1394 (Transcript of 42" session of RS Assembly, 18-19 July 1994), e-court p. 76. See also P1387 (Transcript
of 38" session of RS Assembly, 17 January 1994), p. 67.

N7 Milan Le8ié, T. 25010 (21 February 2012).

9% p4442 (Video footage depicling a conversation between Milan Lesi¢ and Ratko Mladié, with transcript); Milan
Ledié, T. 25030-25032 (22 February 2012).

181 p1403 (Transcript of First Part of 46™ secssion of RS Assembly, 9-11 November 1994), p. 157.

°182  p1403 (Transcript of First Part of 46" session of RS Assembly, 9-11 November 1994), p. 157.
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partition can only be made if they will have their state while we have our own. How big these
states will be is another issue. We cannot get entire Bosnia”.”'® The Accused in 1995 confirmed
this objective when he stated that if they were able to secure the territory they decided on and if it
was “nearly 100% Serbian™, they would be great victors and would have realised their ultimate

7% The Accused also acknowledged that they had

dream, a Serbian State west of the Drina.
undertaken military operations to expand the territory but that afier the Bosnian Muslims had been

packed into small areas, “thus achieving their concentration”, there was not much more that could

be done.”'®

2773. At a meeting of the Supreme Command on 31 March 1995, the Accused made reference to
the danger posed by Bosnian Muslims who remained in their territory and stated that “Muslims
remaining there in any way is disastrous for us”, and that their policy had been the “separation of
peoples, of cultures, of worlds™, based on the idea that *birds of a feather flock together” "' He
also spoke about turning a blind eye to private agencies and arrangements through which Bosnian
Muslims left for western Europe because in those situations “no one can accuse us”, whereas if a
state institution was involved they would be accused of “ethnic c]eansing".gls‘" Krajisnik stressed
that freedom of movement was allowed in order to pull Serbs out of Muslim territory and “if the
Muslims want to go from our territory, then we enable them to leave our area, without coercion,
because we do not have the right to do that, nor should anyone take on himself their ethnic

cleansing, but there would be no crying if they left from here.”'®*

(b) Territorial claims and control

2774. On 23 December 1991, the Accused spoke about the plebiscite which had been conducted
and stated that in principle, even if Serbs constituted only 5% of the population, “everywhere where
Serbs live and where they have voted against secession, or to remain in Yugoslavia, no one can
break away there. In other words, there remain only five municipalities that could separate from

Yugoslavia™.’'® In a conversation with Koljevi¢ in December 1991, the Accused stated that there

918 p1403 (Transeript of First Part of 46" session of RS Assembly. 9—11 November 1994), p. 262.

%18 p1417 (Transcript of 55™ session of RS Assembly. 22-23 October 1995), p. 60. See also P5608 (Intercept of’
conversation between Todor Dutina and Radovan KaradZié, 29 June 1995), p. 2 (where the Aceused continued
to emphasise the importance of the Strategic Goals into 1995).

%185 pogg (Transcript of 53" session of RS Assembly, 28 August 1995), p. 64. See also D2149 (Aide mémoire of
Manojlo Milovanovié). pp. 235, 27.

°1%  p3149 (Minutes of 14" session of Supreme Command. 31 March 1995). p. 65.

9187 p3149 (Minutes of 14" scssion of Supreme Command, 31 March 1993), pp. 65-66.

9188 p3149 (Minutes of 14™ session of Supreme Command. 31 March 1995). p. 28. See also D3565 (RS
Government conclusion, 26 January 1993).

1% D4555 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan KaradZi¢ and Maristela Lugic, 23 December 1991), pp. 1-2;
D86 (Shorthand Record of 4" session of SerBiH Assembly, 21 December 1991), pp. 37-38.
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2778. On 23 April 1992, Mandi¢ was informed that Visegrad had been taken”'”®  On
30 April 1992, the Bosnian Serb Government was informed about the situation in Foca and that

Bosnian Serb authorities had control over “liberated areas™.”'”

2779. In meetings with international representatives in April 1992, the Accused showed maps on
which the ethnic composition was marked, as was Bosnian Serb claimed or controlled territory; in

200 This was consistent with earlier speeches by

total, this amounted to approximately 70% of BiH.
the Accused where he stated that it would be impossible for Izetbegovié to establish authority in
70% of the territory in BiH.””®" Many of the areas which the Bosnian Serbs claimed included
municipalities along the Drina River and in the Posavina area which had a majority Bosnian

Muslim population but later became Bosnian Serb controlled areas with very few Bosnian Muslims

. . 2
remaining.”"*

2780. The Accused had previously spoken about territorial issues. For example in an intercepted
conversation in September 1991, the Accused spoke about negotiations regarding territories and the
plan to free Bosanska Krajina, Semberija and Doboj and said that Eastern Herzegovina and
Romanija were “clean™.”® In November 1991, the Accused had a conversation about the situation
in Novo Sarajevo and said that they would teach the SDA “the law pretty soon™ given that they had
blocked the work of the Municipal Assembly and that they would “probably carry out some kind of
reorganisation of the city™.” " The Accused then said, “[a]nd they can go to fucking hell”. % The
Accused also asked where Bosnian Muslim settlements were in Novo Sarajevo and questioned how
many Bosnian Muslims lived in specific areas and in the municipality generally.”%
2781. On 6 May 1992, Mladi¢ was at a meeting where he was informed that “Foca has been
finished”.”” At the 16" Session of the Bosnian Serb Assembly on 12 May 1992 the Accused

%% 5701 (Intercept of conversation between Moméilo Mandié. Zorica and Trapari¢, 23 April 1992), p. 5.

%1% p4986 (Report of SerBiH Government, 30 April 1992), p. 1. See also P2716 (Notebook of Radovan Karadzic),
p- 28.

- [REDACTED]. See alse P797 (TV Belgrade interview with Moméilo KrajiSnik); Herbert Okun, P776
(Transcript from Prosecutor v. Krajisnik). T. 4300-4301: Herbert Okun, T. 1477-1483. 1485-1486
(22 April 2010); P784 (First notebook of Herbert Okun’s ICFY diary). e-court p. 45; P802 (Map of BiH marked
by Herbert Okun); P788 (Filth notebook of Herberlt Okun’s ICFY diary), e-court p. 29; P780 (Seventh notebook
of Herbert Okun’s Vance Mission Diary), e-court p. 27.

7201 p958 (Radovan KaradZi¢'s speech at the Plebiscite of the Serb People, November 1991), p. 11

902 Herbert Okun, T. 1487—1488 (22 April 2010), T. 1498-1499 (23 April 2010); P783 (Ethnic map of BiH).

203 p5ged (Intercept of conversation between Radovan KaradZié¢ and Slobodan MiloSevic, 19 September 1991), p.
1.

9201 p2574 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan KaradZi¢ and Zarko Purovi¢, 19 November 1991), p. 2.

9205 p2574 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan KaradZi¢ and Zarko Purovié, 19 November 1991), p. 2.

9206 p2574 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan Karadzi¢ and Zarko Durovié, 19 November 1991), pp. 2-3;
Radomir Negkovic, P2568 (Transcript from Prosecutor v. Kragjisnik). T. 1664 1-16645.

207 p1477 (Ratko Mladié’s notebook, 14 February—25 May 1992), pp. 253, 255.
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stated that the conflict in municipalities, including Foga, Zvornik, and Visegrad, had ended
successful!y.ms On 19 May 1992, in an intercepted conversation, Mic¢o Stanisi¢ said that Foca had
fallen along with Visegrad and that all those who had left these municipalities were in Gorazde.””
Stani¢ reported to Mladic¢ that in contrast to what it was before the conflict, the percentage of Serbs

in Foca was 99%.”"°

2782. On 8 May 1992, the National Security Council tasked the Ministry of Justice with

O 24 May 1992, Prime Minister Branko Peric wrote a

proposing the state borders of SerBiH.
letter in which he stated the Serbs in BiH were “not an invented people as we have been living on
this land for thirteen centuries”. He also wrote that the Bosnian Serbs held title to 64% of the
arable land, and that they used to be a majority in BiH before the genocide jointly carried out

against Serbs by Muslims and Croats during World War 11.72'2

2783. The Accused also stated “[w]e must prove to the international factor that [...] we hold no
siege over Sarajevo. Basically, we are protecting our territories and here it is visible that Sarajevo
sprung up in Serbian territory, as Serbian property, and the entire surrounding of Sarajevo is
Serbian®.”" The Accused spoke about Serbian villages, towns, and settlements which were
beyond dispute and that they should seek to solve issues where ethnic areas and maps overlap.”'*
2784. At a meeting of the Bosnian Serb leadership on 6 June 1992, Krajisnik stated that “we have

to conquer what is ours and be prepared to defend our state” and that the goal was to form and unite

the “Bira¢-Romanija area”.”2!3

2785. After a meeting on 30 June 1992 when he received reports on the combat success of
voluntary formations, the Accused stressed that the Bosnian Serbs had “by and large outlined their

territory” and the most pressing tasks involved successfully establishing democratic civilian

%% P95 (Transcript of 16™ Session of Assembly of SerBiH, 12 May 1992), p. 12. See aiso D115 (Transcript of
25™ session of RS Assembly, 19-20 January 1993), p. 51 (where a deputy in the Bosnian Serb Assembly
referred to the struggle for Serbdom and the lighters in Foga who had liberated 98% of Serbian territories).

"% P5671 (Intercept of conversation between Mico Stanigic and Jankovié, 19 May 1992), e-court pp. 8, 11-12.

%210 p1480 (Ratko Mladi¢’s notebook, 10-30 September 1992). p. 66.

211 p3078 (Minutes of meeting of the National Security Council and the SerBill Government, 8 May 1992), p. 1.

%12 p1094 (Letter from Government of SerBiH to James Baker, 24 May 1992). See also D3015 (Witness statement
of Vladislav Jovanovié¢ dated 22 February 2013), paras. 45, 51; D3026 (Article from Yugoslav Daily Survey
entitled “Montenegrin President: Decisive Step towards Peace in Bosnia™, 21 June 1993), p. 1: Nedeljko
Prslojevié, T. 13639—13640 (17 March 2011); P5063 (Video footage depicting interview of Radovan Karadzi¢
on “Ask the President™, undated, with transeript), pp. 5-7.

9313 p2578 (Excerpt of transcript of movie entitled “Bosnia 1992-Serbian Epics™), p. 5.

9214 p2578 (Excerpt of transcript of movie entitled “Bosnia 1992-Serbian Epics™), p. 5. See also Radomir Neskovié,
P2568 (Transcript from Prosecutor v. Krajfisnik), T. 16694—16698,

7215 p1478 (Ratko Mladié’s notebook, 27 May-31 July 1992), pp. 93-94, 108-109.
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3459. The Chamber therefore finds that Arkan and Seelj both contributed to the common plan as
envisaged by the Accused and the Bosnian Serb leadership by providing and training men who
were involved in operations throughout the Municipalities during which there were forced

expulsions of non-Serbs and other crimes were committed.

3460. With regard to the evidence presented in this case in relation to Slobodan MiloZevié¢ and his
membership in the JCE, the Chamber recalls that he shared and endorsed the political objective of
the Accused and the Bosnian Serb leadership to preserve Yugoslavia and to prevent the separation
or independence of Bill and co-operated closely with the Accused during this time. The Chamber
also recalls that Milo3evi¢ provided assistance in the form of personnel, provisions, and arms to the
Bosnian Serbs during the conflict.'"™® However, based on the evidence before the Chamber
regarding the diverging interests that emerged between the Bosnian Serb and Serbian leaderships
during the conflict and in particular, Miloevié's repeated criticism and disapproval of the policies
and decisions made by the Accused and the Bosnian Serb leadership.''®”’ the Chamber is not

satisfied that there was sufficient evidence presented in this case to find that Slobodan Milogevié

agreed with the common plan.

3461. Finally, with respect to Jovica Stanisi¢ and Franko Simatovié, head and deputy head of the
SDB, respectively, the Chamber recalls that Arkan’s men and the Red Berets were subordinated to
them and that they sent units to BiH which were involved in take-over operations in the
Municipalities during the conflict; Stani$i¢ and Simatovi¢ were also involved in establishing and
monitoring training camps for Bosnian Serbs.''"”® However, the Chamber is not satisfied that there

was sufficient evidence presented in this case to find that Jovica Stani§i¢ and Franko Simatovié

agreed with the common plan.

3462. The Chamber therefore finds beyond reasonable doubt that the Accused, Mom¢cilo
Krajisnik, Nikola Koljevi¢, Biljana Plavsi¢, Ratko Mladi¢,"'™ Mico Stanisi¢,''”® Momgilo

to be reliable. In reaching that conclusion. the Chamber considered that Seelj had a clear self-interest in
testilying in this regard and his evidence was marked by political statements.

3% See paras. 3275-3288.

"7 The Chamber notes that the relationship between MiloSevié and the Accused had deteriorated beginning in
1992; by 1994, they no longer agreed on a course of action to be taken. Furthermore, beginning as carly as
March 1992, there was apparent discord between the Accused and MiloSevié in meetings with international
representatives, during which Milosevi¢ and other Serbian leaders openly criticised Bosnian Serb leaders of
committing “crimes against humanity™ and “ethnic cleansing™ and the war for their own purposes, See paras,
3280, 3289-3297.

11028 See paras. 3312, 3314-3315, 3317-3320.

"9 The Chamber firds that Ratko Mladié was a member of the Overarching JCE from 12 May 1992.

113% " The Chamber finds that Mico Stanisi¢ was a member of the Overarching JCE until the end of 1992,
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(vii) developments in Krajina;'%**°

B]H.lﬂizl

and (viii) issues pertaining to recognition of the independence of

3276. The Chamber recalls that from 1990 and into mid-1991, the political objective of the
Accused and the Bosnian Serb leadership was to preserve Yugoslavia and to prevent the separation
or independence of BiH, which would result in a separation of Bosnian Serbs from Serbia: the
Chamber notes that Slobodan MiloSevi¢ endorsed this objective and spoke against the

. cry 10522
independence of BiH.'*

3277. The Chamber found that based on a conversation between the Accused and Milogevié on
24 October 1991, it was also clear that Slobodan Milo3evi¢ was attempting to take a more cautious
approach while the Accused was adamant that the goal of the Bosnian Serb leadership was to
ensure that they would establish full authority in their territories and that they would announce their

. 2
own Bosnian Serb Assembly.'%%

The Chamber also found that while MiloSevi¢ expressed
reservations about excluding Bosnian Muslims, the Accused was adamant that there were not even

10% of Bosnian Muslims who supported Yugoslavia and that they could not take such a risk.'%%*

3278. The Chamber recalls that in December 1991, MiloSevi¢ told the Accused that he should not
give in to lzetbegovi¢ and that they had to stick to their line and that “if they want to fight, we’ll
fight” given that the Serbs were stronger.'”* They also spoke about the unconstitutional nature of

the decision changing the status of BiH.'"*

1050 p5866 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan KaradZié and Slobodan MiloSevié. 18 September 1991), pp.

1-2; P5867 (Intercepl of conversation between Radovan KaradZi¢ and Slobodan MiloSevié, 19 September
1991), p. 1; P5864 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan KaradZi¢ and Slobodan Milodevié, 19
September 1991), p. 3: P5863 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan KaradZi¢ and Slobodan Milogevic,
22 September 1991). p. 2 P5861 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan Karadzié and Slobodan
Milodevi€, 23 September 1991), p. 4; P5859 (Intercept of conversations between Radovan Karadzié, Slobodan
MiloSevi¢ and unidentified persons. 24 September [991). p. 9; P5832 (Intercept of conversation belween
Radovan KaradZi¢ and Slobodan MiloSevi¢, 29 October 1991), pp. 1. 11; P3787 (Intercept ol conversation
between Radovan Karadzi¢ and Slobodan Milo$evié. 25 December 1991), p. 1; P5769 (Intereept of conversation
between Radovan KaradZi¢ and Slobodan MiloSevic, 9 January 1992), p. 2; P5751 (Intercept of conversation
between Radovan KaradZic and Slobodan Milodevic, 10 February 1992), pp. 1-2.

10531 P5832 (Intereept of conversation between Radovan KaradZi¢ and Slobodan Milodevié, 29 October 1991), p. 2;
P5795 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan KaradZi¢ and Slobodan MiloSevi¢, 17 December 1991), p. |1:
P5775 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan KaradZi¢ and Slobodan Milo3evic, 5 January 1992), p. 4;
P5769 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan KaradZi¢ and Slobodan MiloSevié, 9 January 1992), p. 1;
P5766 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan KaradZi¢ and Slobodan MiloSevi¢, 15 January 1992), p. 1.

1052 See paras. 26442645, 2651.

193 See para. 2710. See also P5782 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan KaradZié and Moméilo Krajisnik,
28 December 1991), pp. 1-2.

See para. 2711.

See para. 2691.

W% e para. 2691,

»

10524
10525
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everything to create a de facto situation [.. ] which they will break their teeth on, they simply have

to break them, there is no way we will live i ina country with them. No, no way at all, that’s it”. I

. o

2684. Slobodan Milosevi¢ encouraged the Agguﬂs%d {{L)Fsp::ak to 1zetbegovié to explain the position
of the Bosnian Serbs but the Accused responded that [zetbegovié was a religious fanatic who could
not be talked t0.¥*2 When Milogevié asked whether he should speak to lzetbegovié, the Accused
responded that he could tell Izetbegovi¢ that “Karadzi¢ and the others will not give up on
establishing an Assembly and parallel organs of authority” and that the “Serbian Assembly” would
decide on what was to be respected and not.* The Accused also suggested that Milosevi¢ tell
lzetbegovi¢ “that the Serbs are moving on [...] that you can’t exert influence over us to mellow
things down. We are moving on. We will establish full authority over the Serbian territories in BiH
[...]- He will not be able to exercise power. He will not have control over 65% of his territory.

That is our goal”.***

2685. Milogevié¢ questioned whether it was wise to use “an illegitimate act in response to another
illegitimate act” and questioned the legality of forming a Bosnian Serb Assembly. However, the
Accused dismissed this and stressed the illegality of the measures taken by the Bosnian Muslims

%935 The Accused emphasised that they held

and the importance of the Bosnian Serb interests.
power in 37 municipalities and had relative majority in about ten municipalities and that they would
not implement “any of their decisions™ given that they were leading them to secession from

Yugoslavia,**

2686, Miloevié also suggested that they should not announce the Bosnian Serb Assembly but the
Accused responded “[bJut we have to announce it! There can be no discussion about it, this is an
obligation of the Serbian people and the representatives of the Serbian people in [the] executive,
because they will start arresting us, they'll start pacifying municipalities forcibly, forcibly,

installing special forces, we will not allow that”.***” When Slobodan Milogevié suggested that the

8950 p2546 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan KaradZi¢ and Slobodan Milosevié, 24 October 1991). p. L.

8951 p23546 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan KaradZi¢ and Slobodan Milosevié, 24 October 1991), p. 1.

%52 p2546 (Intereept of conversation between Radovan KaradZi¢ and Slobodan Milosevié, 24 October 1991). pp. 1-

2.6.

P2546 (Intercepl of conversation between Radovan Karadzi¢ and Slobodan MiloSevié, 24 October 1991). p. 6.

8931 p2546 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan Karadzié and Slobodan MiloSevié, 24 October 1991), p. 7.
See also P5620 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan KaradZi¢ and an unidentified male, 21 January
1992). pp. 2—4: P5621 (Intercept ol conversation between Radovan KaradZi¢ and Dobrica Cosi¢, 25 January
1992). p. 8.

8933 p2546 (Intereept of conversation between Radovan KaradZi¢ and Slobodan Milodevi<, 24 October 1991), pp. 4-
3.

893 P2546 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan KaradZié and Slobodan MiloSevié, 24 October 1991), p. 5

8957 p2546 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan KaradZi¢ and Slobodan Milosevid, 24 October 1991), pp. 5-
6.

8953
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Accused not call it an assembly, the Accused insisted: “No [...] we can’t do that to the people. The

people [...] feel they have been robbed and destroyed™ %58

2687. In this same conversation Slobodan Milogevic expressed his reservations about how a
Bosnian Serb Assembly could exclude the Muslims who were “for Yugoslavia”, but the Accused
replied: “There are none, President! Not even 10% [...] we can’t take a risk for those 10%! That’s
out of the question! The Serbian people want a clear situation. We cannot go on pretending

anymore. They’ve destroyed us, we have to respond. We can’t Jjust mobilise the people for
53 8959

nothing”.
2688. The Accused also stated that “the army can no longer agree to cease-fires, it is out of the
question. Tudman has to be militarily crushed, the military might of Croatia has to be destroyed. |
guarantee you that after Friday 500,000 Serbs must rise again, there can be no more discussion
about it. this is destroying, exhausting, crippling, dragging us into the winter and we will all be

ruined” 3%

When Slobodan Milo3evi¢ suggested a more considered approach without getting
excited, the Accused replied: “No, we’re not excited at all. Qur steps are calculated and we have to
establish authority and control over our territories, so that he doesn’t get his sovereign Bosnia.
Croatia doesn’t have control over 30% of its territory, and Bosnia will not have control over 60% of
its territory!” 5%

2689. Despite these words of caution, Slobodan MiloSevi¢, in meetings with international
representatives, did not accept the independence of BiH and spoke of the desire of all Serbian
people to live together.”* In September 1991, Milosevié told the Accused that they should “get
mobilised, acquire the arms and get going”.**® In November 1991, when the Accused informed
Milo3evi¢ that Izetbegovié did not want BiH to be in Yugoslavia, Milo3evi¢ asked him to “take care

of this and nothing else”.*** The Accused responded that he would but that they should “prepare a

5% P2546 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan KaradZié and Slobodan Milogevié, 24 October 1991), p. 6.

See also P5817 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan KaradZi¢ and BoZidar Vucurovicé. 14 November
1991). p. 2 {in which the Accused said that i’ he stood up in the Assembly and said that they accepted the
independence and sovercignty ol BiH, the people would reject it and take up arms including against him). This
conversation was referred to by the Accused in his final briel. Defence Final Brief. para. 266. The Chamber
finds that in light of the weight of evidence, the Accused’s observation was purely rhetorical and he had no
intention of acknowledging the independence of BiH.

% p2546 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan KaradZi¢ and Slobodan Milosevié, 24 October 1991), p. 7.

8960 P2546 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan Karadzi¢ and Slobodan MiloSevié, 24 October 1991), p. 2.

8961 P2546 (Intercept of conversation belween Radovan KaradZi¢ and Slobodan MiloSevié, 24 October 1991), pp. 7-
8.

¥ KDZ240, P2935 (Transeripl from Prosecutor v. Krajisnik), T. 6747 (under seal).

¥63 p5861 (Intercept ol conversation between Radovan KaradZié and Slobodan Milogevié, 23 September 1991),
p. 5

61 P5897 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan KaradZi¢ and Slobodan MiloSevié, 14 November 1991), p. 3.
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reserve variant” because he did not “know what will it be like tomorrow”.*%° In a conversation
with General Uzelac on 2 November 1991, the Accused discussed the mobilisation of the Serb

population in BiH, stating “I'll call all the presidents of the municipalities [...] to deploy the

armyn.ﬂﬁﬁﬁ

2090. The Chamber recalls that a plebiscite was held in November 1991 to determine whether

Serbs in BiH wished to remain in a joint state of Yugoslavia, and the overwhelming majority voted

8967

in favour. The Accused delivered a speech connected with the plebiscite where he said if there

was a sovereign BiH it would be *“without our areas™ unless there was an exchange of
population.*”® The Accused in this speech said that he had openly told Izetbegovié that “no
Muslim foundation shall ever be laid in Serb areas and Serb villages whether or not you import

Turks because we will instruct Serbs not to sell land to Muslims. [...] The first foundations that are

laid will be blown up, and all foundations that are laid will be blown up™.**** He also envisaged

that there was a chance that they would fight, and they were prepared to “let the chips fall where

they may” in the knowledge that the Serbs were better armed and that the war would be bloody.*"

He also emphasised that they would not give up on their territories and that it was “a fight to the

finish, a battle for living space™.®”!

2691. In December 1991, MiloSevi¢ told the Accused that he should not give in to Izetbegovi¢ and

that they had to stick to their line and that “if they want to fight, we’ll fight” given that the Serbs

8972

were stronger. They also spoke about the unconstitutional nature of the decision changing the

status of BiH.*"? In an intercepted conversation on 17 December 1991, the Accused affirmed his
commitment to use force to ensure that the establishment of a sovereign and independent BiH did

8974

not result in the separation of Bosnian Serbs from other Serbs in the former Yugoslavia. In

relation to the possible secession of BiH, the Accused stated “we will completely defend the

895 P5897 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan KaradZié and Slobodan MiloSevic. 14 November 1991). p. 3.

B8 p5824 (Intercept of conversation beiween Radovan KaradZi¢ and General Uzelac, 2 November 1991), pp. 1-2,
6-8.

8967 See para. 47. See also Robert Donia, T. 3107 (1 Junc 2010).

%68 p9sg (Radovan KaradZié's speech at the Plebiscite of the Serb People, November 1991), p. 5.

8969 p9sg (Radovan Karad#ié's speech at the Plebiscite of the Serb People, November 1991), p. 6. See also Eset
Muraevié, T. 12673-12676, 12683 (1 March 201 1); Eset Muratevié, T. 12822 (2 March 2011).

870 pysg (Radovan KaradZié's speech at the Plebiscile of the Serb People, November 1991), p. 6.

#71 p9sg (Radovan KaradZi¢'s speech at the Plebiscile of the Serb People, November 1991), p. 6.

872 P5790 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan Karadzic and Slobodan MiloZevié, 20 December 1991),
pp. 2-3.

873 p5787 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan Karadzié and Slobodan MiloZevié, 25 December 1991),
pp. 2-3.

8974 P5794 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan KaradZi¢ and Branko Kosti¢, 17 December 1991), pp. 4-5

(wherein Kosti¢ stated “nobody can make a decision on his own, er, each possible Bosnian request for

Case No. IT-95-5/18-T 1037 24 March 2016



guarantee for the Serbs was to have a separate state in BiH.* The SDS under the leadership of
the Accused withdrew from the session when no agreement could be reached and, following their
withdrawal, the BiH Assembly supported a referendum being held between 29 February and
I March regarding the sovereignty and independence of BiH.** On 19 February 1992, the
Chairman of the SDS Executive Board ordered the municipal and regional boards of the SDS to
hold immediate meetings and to draw up a plan of action to stop the referendum and to explain to
“every adult Serb” that they should boycott the referendum which would be illegal after the

adoption of the Constitution of the SerBiH.***

2696. The Chamber recalls that on 23 February 1992, the Cutileiro Plan was proposed and called
for an independent and geographically continuous BiH, comprised of the three constituent units that
represented the Bosnian Muslims, Bosnian Croats, and Bosnian Serbs.*”® The Cutileiro Plan
included constitutional principles for BiH and proposed the structure of the Assembly and
government of BiH.**” The Accused decided to accept the Cutileiro Plan notwithstanding the fact
that it contemplated BiH as an independent state, with cantons where ethnic minorities would
remain, even though this was less than what the Bosnian Serb leadership had wished for, namely to

remain in Yugoslavia.gqsa In a conversation with Kupresanin on 23 February 1992, the Accused

expressed satisfaction with the recent international negotiations where the Cutileiro Plan was

discussed, stating:

We achieved maximum success because we achieved that Bosnia cannot be a single state
anymore and that it will be composed of three republics. In one paper they even called
them states. [...] Our police on our territory. Our national guard on our territory. Our
national guard, and we’re pushing further: our army on our territory, one that is placed
under a single command in case of an external enemy.””

2697. On 25 February 1992, the Accused summarised the outcome of the talks at a session of the
Bosnian Serb Assembly and stated that the Bosnian Serbs had agreed to the three main principles of

the Cutileiro Plan which stated that BiH would (i) be an independent state, (ii) maintain its present

¥83  p942 (ECMM report re the BiH Assembly meeting held on 24-25 January 1992), p. 1: Colm Doyle. T. 2825~

2826 (27 May 2010).
%8 p942 (ECMM report re the Bill Assembly meeting held on 24-25 January 1992). p. 2: Colm Doyle, T. 2825-

2826 (27 May 2010).
85 5475 (Letter from SDS Executive Board to SDS Municipal and Regional Boards BiH, 19 February 1992).
Section, para. 14. The Chamber does not consider that Mandi¢’s assertion

898 See International Peace Negotiations dic’s asse
xchange populations in Bil to

that this plan demonstrated that the Bosnian Serb lcadership did not intend to ¢
have a basis. Momé&ilo Mandié¢, T. 4895 (8 July 2010).

8987 gee International Peace Negotiations Section, para. 14.
98 30|15 (Witness statement of Viadislav Jovanovié dated 22 February 2013), paras. 39, 50. See also D3645
(Witness statement of Nenad Kecmanovié dated 27 May 2013), paras. 55-56; Milorad Dodik, T. 36849-36850

(9 April 2013).
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bo : ' t 899
rders; and (iii) consist of three constituent parts.””” However, when war broke out the option of

an independent BiH with cantons was dr0pped.399'

2698. The Chamber recalls that the referendum on the question of SRBiH independence was held

on 29 February and | March 1992 and resulted in a vote in favour of independence.*”’

2699. In February 1992, Jovanovié spoke with the Accused and Koljevié about the Cutileiro Plan;
they discussed internal borders in BiH and the establishment of cantonal units in BiH based on
ethnic [:nrincipﬂl»:es..mm Jovanovi¢ explained to the Accused that his priorities should be to
synchronise the negotiations in order to provide the maximum protections for the Serbian people
and to form cantons which were both economically and geographically sustainable.*** Jovanovi¢
warned the Accused that Europe could ask for a commitment towards an independent BiH, and told
the Accused not to mention state borders.**” The Accused spoke about having three entities in BiH
as a confederation “based on the national territories where national communities make a majority
and they have their organs plus common organs".gm Jovanovié¢ spoke with Koljevi¢ about
maintaining the right to self-determination and to independently organise or integrate with “the

mother country” but that in negotiations they did not have to mention directly integration with the

mother countries.**””

2700. In February 1992, the Accused in meetings with international representatives expressed his
view that the request of BiH for independence was a “very irresponsible move” and he had a tough

time keeping Serbs quiet and that he was worried about deaths and disaster.*””® He also stated that

889 p5745 (Intercept of conversation between (i) Radovan Karad#ié and an unidentified male: (ii) Radovan Karadzic
and Vojo Kupresanin, 23 February 1992), p. 3.

990 Spe para. 325; D88 (Shorthand Record of 8" session of SerBiH Assembly. 25 February 1992). pp. 11-12: P798
(Statement of Principles. Lisbon Agrecment, 23 February 1992).

91 yladislay Jovanovié, T. 34300-34305 (26 February 2013); D3015 (Witness statement of Viadislav Jovanovié
dated 22 February 2013), paras. 38-39, 41,

8992 See Adjudicated Fact 395; P5427 (Proclamation of the SDS Executive Board, undated); P5530 {Proclamation of
the SDS Executive Board, 20 February 1992), p. 3.

29 3015 (Witness statement of Viadislav Jovanovi¢ dated 22 February 20 13), para. 49.

94  D3015 (Witness statement of Vladislav Jovanovi¢ dated 22 February 2013). para. 49; P5750 (Intercept of
conversation between Radovan KaradZi¢, Nikola Koljevié, and Vladislav Jovanovié, 12 February 1992). pp. 3-
4,

895 p5750 (Intercept of conversaiion between Radovan KaradZié. Nikola Koljevié, and Viadislav Jovanovic,
12 February 1992), p. 6.

9% p3750 (Intercepl of conversation between Radovan KaradZic, Nikola Koljevi¢, and Vladislav Jovanovié,
12 February 1992). pp. 4-5. See also D2149 (Aide mémoire of Manojlo Milovanovié), p. 9: P5063 (Video
footage depicting interview of Radovan Karadzi¢ on “Ask the President”, undated, with transcript), p. 4; P3119
(Minutes of meeting of the Club ol Deputies from the SDS and SPO, 23 January 1992), p. L.

8997 ps750 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan Karadzié, Nikola Koljevi¢, and Vladislav Jovanovic,
12 February 1992), p. 22.

%  p778 (Fifth notebook of Herbert Okun’s Vance Mission Diary), ¢-court p- 41,
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it was very hard to disarm the people in BiH because individuals held 500,000 weapons.s‘m He
emphasised that any moves towards the independence of BiH would imply a very cruel war.”
The Accused was described by international representatives as “very radical” and they observed

Q00 .
! International

that it was important that the Accused’s “illusions™ were overcome.
representatives also identified that negotiations with the Accused, Koljevi¢, and Krajidnik were the

most difficult.”*

9701. The Accused also told international observers that Bosnian Serbs would not fight after the
map of BiH was decided. ™ At an SDS Deputies” Club meeting on 28 February 1992, the
Accused spoke about a confederal BiH with an “integral Serbian Bosnia and Herzegovina within

it.9904 A this meeting the Accused also said:

Bosnia and Herzegovina will remain in Yugoslavia until we say it has left Yugoslavia. If
Bosnia and Herzegovina is lo leave Yugoslavia, then only three Bosnia and
Herzegovinas will leave Yugoslavia. As Mr Krajisnik says, Muslims who used to be a
religious sect, and have recently been given the stalus of a people, that’s what I say,
should now get their independence. For what? [...] If they want independence, then we

want independence too!”™"”

2702. The Chamber recalls that the Cutileiro Plan was further refined through a Statement of
Principles which was agreed upon by the parties to the conflict on 18 March 1992.7% The
Statement of Principles stated that BiH would be one state “composed of three constituent units,
based on national principles and taking into account economic, geographic, and other criteria”.”™"
The Statement of Principles also provided for a working group to be established to define the
territory of the constituent units 2% Bosnian Serb negotiators reported back to the Bosnian Serb

Assembly regarding this plan and noted that it aimed at a division of BiH into three constituent

99 p778 (Fifth notebook of Herbert Okun’s Vance Mission Diary). e-court p. 41.

9000 k7240, P2935 (Transcript from Prosecuforv. Krajisniky, T. 67496750 (under seal).

%00l p779 (Sixth notebook of Herbert Okun's Vance Mission Diary). e-court p. 24. Skoko stated that the Accused
always looked for reasons lo accept international peace plans and to make concessions during negotiations with
respect to other ethnicities. D3321 (Witness statement of Milorad Skoko dated | April 2013). para. 30. The
Chamber noted that Skoko's testimony was marked by multiple contradictions, evasivencss and indicators of
partiality and bias and therefore docs not find his evidence to be reliable in this regard.

902 p779 (Sixth notebook of Herbert Okun’s Vance Mission Diary), e-court p. 56.

900 parberl Okun, P776 (Transcript from Prosecutor v. Krajisnik), T. 4177-4178. Okun's assessment was that this
meant that the Bosnian Serbs would stop fighting only when they acquired the territory they wanted.

%06 pg3g (Minutes from SDS Deputies’ Club meeting, 28 February 1992). pp. 33-34. Mandi¢ testified that
originally all three sides agreed that there should be three entitics in Bill but the Croats and Muslims failed to
adhere 1o this agreement. Moméilo Mandi¢, T. 5001 (13 July 2010).

9005 po3g (Minutes from SDS Deputies’ Club meeting, 28 February 1992). p. 4.

%% See para. 326.

See para. 326.

208 See para. 320.
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units based not only on nationality, but also on economic and geographic considerations and would
be marked as a “basis for further negotialions".qmq

2703. In April 1992, the Accused in a meeting with international representatives agreed that all
sides would lose if there was a conflict and complained about propaganda against the Serbs.””'" He
also said that they founded the TO because many troops were out of control.™!" Koljevi¢ at this
meeting said that he and the Accused had agreed that they should divide Sarajevo.””'? During a
discussion with international observers in September 1992, the Accused proposed constructing a

wall in Sarajevo to separate the Serb controlled areas and the Muslim controlled areas.””"”

2704. Krajisnik wrote to Cutileiro on 3 April 1992, suggesting a continuation of negotiations
based on the Statement of Principles.””'* In June 1992, Izetbegovié withdrew his agreement to the
Cutileiro Plan.”®" By July 1992, Izetbegovié stated that he could not agree to certain elements of
the Statement of Principies.gﬂ”’ The Accused stated that while he continued to agree with the

Statement of Principles, the proposal of BiH being a unitary state was not satisfactory.”"”

2705. The Chamber recalls that during a meeting in September 1992, the Accused and Koljevi¢
stated that the Bosnian Serbs and the Bosnian Croats would not accept 2 unitary BiH state; a state
based on one-man, one-vote.®'® Koljevic also stated that the Bosnian Serbs would not accept the

internal borders of BiH without some form of cantonisation.WW

At international negotiations, the
Accused also expressed the Bosnian Serb position that while they wanted a political resolution they
would not abandon their sovereignty or accept a unitarian state or a “loss of national status on our
land”.®2° The Accused also called for three units for the three constituent peoples in BiH and

emphasised the security of the Serb people who he presented as the “principal victims™.”"*

See para. 327,

P780 (Seventh notebook off Herbert Okun’s Vance Mission Diary), e-court p. 36.
1 p780 (Seventh notebook of Herbert Okun’s Vance Mission Diary), e-court p. 36.
012 p780 (Seventh notebook of Herbert Okun’s Vance Mission Diary), e-court p. 36.
Acrnout van Lynden. T. 25632564 (20 May 2010).

See para. 328.

0% See para. 333.

%16 See para. 340.

See para. 340.

a010

w013

o017

18 Spe para. 357.

9019 goe para. 357.

%20 p789 (Sixth notebook of Herbert Okun’s ICFY diary). e-court p. 9. See also P791 (Eighth notebook of Herbert
Okun’s ICFY diary), e-court pp. 38-39.

o031

P789 (Sixth notebook of Herbert Okun’s ICFY diary), e-court p. 45; P790 (Seventh notebook of Herbert Okun’s
ICFY diary), e-court pp- 10-11.

Case No. IT-95-5/18-T 1042 24 March 2016




executed by the SRK and Mladié¢ was informed of it.'"®* |n May 1992, Mladié¢ was informed that
“Foca has been finished” and later in September 1992, that the percentage of Serbs in Foca was
99%.'™  Furthermore, Batkovi¢ camp was established in Bijeljina following an order from
Mladi¢ to set up a camp for “war prisoners™ in June 1992."*°" On 6 June 1992, Mladi¢ issued an
urgent directive to secure communications from Sarajevo to Zvornik and mop up or cleanse the
zone of “remaining enemy groups™, also stating that the maltreatment of the unarmed civilian
10492

population was prohibited Mladi¢ was also kept informed of events during the take-over in

Vlasenica and was consulted during the armed conflict in Ilidza. %%

3270. On I July 1992, Mladi¢ paid tribute to all members of the VRS for having successfully
organised and implemented the co-ordinated “operation for breakthrough, expansion and cleansing
of [the] corridor in Bosanska Posavina, between Eastern and Western Bosnia™.'™ Miadi¢
specifically congratulated the units of the Eastern Bosnia Corps and the [* Krajina Corps for their
unified efforts to support the position of the VRS Main Staff to realise its military and political

goals for the “preservation of Serbianhood™ in BiH.'™%

3271. On 3 August 1992, Mladi¢ ordered that inter alia Omarska. Trnopolje, and Manjaca be
prepared for upcoming visits from foreign journalists and members of the ICRC.'™ Furthermore,
in a meeting with Jovi Banjac in September 1992, Mladi¢ was informed that only 5,000 Bosnian

Muslims remained in Kljug, and that another 1,500 were leaving on that same day.'™*’

3272. The Chamber also recalls that in meetings with international representatives, Mladi¢ spoke
about the genocide committed against Serbs in World War Il in areas including Srebrenica and
Sarajevo.'™”® Furthermore, the Chamber recalls that Mladié agreed with the Accused when he said
in January 1993 that they could not live together with Bosnian Muslims anymore and that therefore

10499

Bosnian Muslims would be transferred out of Bosnian Serb territory. Miladié continued to

make statements into 1994 about the necessity to fight against Bosnian Muslims and Bosnian

M8 See para. 971.

™% P1477 (Ratko Miladié’s notebook, 14 February-25 May 1992), p. 255: P1480 (Ratko Mladi¢’s notebook, 10—
30 September 1992), p. 66. See also para. 2781,

See para. 642,

See para. 1278.

%493 See paras. 1112, 1124, 2133, See also para. 2785,

19493 p5509 (Letter from Ratko Mladié to all members of VRS, 1 July 1992), p. 1.
"% P5509 (Letter from Ratko Mladié to all members of VRS, I July 1992). p. .
19% " See paras, 1404, 1784, 1849,

10997 Goe para. 1565.

19498 See paras. 2662, 2669.

1049 See para. 2757.

10491
10492
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Croats to the end th i i
at they vanish completely or disappear, ' Finally, the Chamber recalls the

notice Mladi¢ issued to the Main Staff in August 1995 in which, inter alia, he praised the VRS for

thwarting “a planned and prepared genocide of the Serbian people, protecting the greater part of

Serbian territories, and achieving victory after victory in the |

ethnically Serbian areas”,'®"!

iberation of occupied historically and

3273. The Chamber also recalls that Mladi¢ was involved in defining, adopting, and carrying out
the Strategic Goals.'”? Miladi¢ advocated that the actions of the Bosnian Serbs should remain
secret and recommended the adoption of a common rhetoric towards the public.'”® He also
stressed the importance of identifying a common enemy and that on this basis, “we must make our
move and eliminate them, either temporarily or permanently”.'” In relation to carrying out the
Strategic Goals, the Chamber recalls that Mladi¢ issued important military directives, such as

Directive 4 in November 1992 and Directive 5 in June 1993.'%%
(E) Slobodan Milosevié

3274. Slobodan Milosevi¢c was the President of the Republic of Serbia.'”™ Milan Babié

described Milosevic as “the president of all Serbs, not only those in Serbia™' %" and was referred to

by Jovica Staniic as the “main boss™.'”" He had control over the JNA.'%%

3275. Beginning in November 1990, MiloSevi¢ and the Accused had a close association and the

Accused would visit him frequently in Belgrade.'”' Other Bosnian Serb leaders such as Krajisnik

10511

also met with MiloSevi¢ but their meetings were less frequent. Prior to the start of the conflict

and into 1992, Slobodan Milogevié and the Accused were in constant communication with each

10500 See paras. 2766, 2769, 2771, 2806, 2832.

W S para. 2815.

%92 See paras. 2794, 2863-2864, 2868, 2874, 2876-2877. The Chamber notes that on 15 July 1994, Mladi¢
complained that the Strategic Goals adopted by the Bosnian Serb Assembly had not been given the financial
support needed and that on the contrary, political structures had hindered the VRS from carrying oul certain
opcrations which were directly within the purview of carrying out the sel Strategic Goals. PI1486 (Ratko
Mladié’s notebook, 31 March-3 September 1994), pp. 209-210.

10503 See para, 2864.

10504 See para, 2864.

19903 See paras. 2876, 2879, 3155-3156.

9% p3048 (Record of 21* session of FRY's SDC. 7 Junc 1994), p. 1: Yasushi Akashi, T. 37705-37706
(24 April 2013).

10507 p754 (Milan Babié’s interview in NIN, 18 June 1991), p. 10; Milan Babié, P743 (Transcript from Prosecufor v.
Martic), T. 1473.

Y psale (Intercept of conversation between Ljiljana Karadzi¢ and Jovica StaniSi¢, 12 November 1991).

10599 Lerbert Okun, P776 (Transcript from Praesecutor v. Krajisnik), T. 4147,

10510

Milan Babié, P742 (Transcript from Prosecutor v. Krajisnik), T. 3397; Radomir Nedkovic, P2568 (Transcript
from Prosecutor v. Krajisnik), T. 16612, 1661416613, 16768.

'%1 " Radomir Neskovié, P2568 (Transcript from Prosecutor v. Krajisnik), T. 16616.

Case No. IT-95-5/18-T 1235 24 March 2016



a

other to discus -ordinat iti ili
, s and co-ordinate both political and military tactics in relation to developments in
BiH and Croatia."”'"> There w

as a close connection between the authorities in Pale and Belgrade,

and the Bosnian Serb leadership consulted with Belgrade on developments in BiH.'”" Points of

10512

10513

E;g:: {(::::f:::p: ntr convcfl'sal_ion between Radovan Karadzié and Slobodan Milosevic. 29 May 1991). pp. 1-4;
PAEEY Firtess {501 Sonversalion between Rud(_)varllifaradzlc and Slobodan MiloSevic. 11 Junc 1991). pp. 1-2:
> UI{_“‘UWPIS ol conversations between (i) Ljiljana KaradZi¢ and Slobodan Milosevié and (ii) Radovan
KaradZi¢ Eiﬂd Slobodan MiloSevi¢, 12 June 1991), pp. 2-3. 5. 7-9: P5688 (Intercept of conversation between
Radovan hafﬂd?.!t and Slobodan Milosevié¢, 17 June 1991), pp. 1-3: P5893 (Intercept of conversation between
Radovan KaradZié¢ and Slobodan Milogevic, 24 Junc 1991). pp. 1-2: D3531 (Intercept of conversation between
Radova_n KaradZi¢ and Slobodan Milodevic, 28 June 1991): P5890 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan
Karadzi¢ and Slobodan MiloSevic, | July 1991). pp. 1-2; P5887 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan
Karadzi¢ and Slobodan Milosevié, 8 July 1991). pp. 2-3; P5883 (Intercept ol conversation between Radovan
Karadzi¢ and Slobodan MiloSevié. 9 July 1991). pp. 1-3: P5875 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan
Karadzi¢ and Slobodan Milosevié. 29 July 1991). pp. 1-3: P5881 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan
Karad#i¢ and Slobodan Milogevic, 31 July 1991). pp. 4-12: P5880 (Intereept of conversation between Radovan
Karadzi¢ and Slobodan MiloScvic, 6 August 1991), pp. 1-5; P5877 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan
KaradZi¢ and Slobodan Miloscvic, 4 September 1991), pp. 1-6: D365 (Intercept of conversation between
Radovan KaradZi¢ and Slobodan Milogevié, undated); D43435 (Intercept of conversation belween Radovan
Karad#i¢ and Slobodan Milodevié, 13 September 1991); P5866 (Intercepl of conversation between Radovan
Karad#i¢ and Slobodan Milodevié. 18 September 1991); P5864 (Intercepl of conversation between Radovan
Karadzié and Slobodan MiloSevic. 19 September 1991). pp. 2-4; P3865 (Intercept ol conversation between
Radovan KaradZi¢ and Slobodan Milogevié. 13 September 1991): P3863 (Intercept of conversation betwceen
Radovan Karad?i¢ and Slobodan Milodevié, 22 September 1991): P5861 (Intercept ol conversation between
Radovan Karadzi¢ and Slobodan Milodevié, 23 Scplember 1991), pp. 2-7; P3833 (Intercepl of conversation
between Radovan KaradZié and Slobodan MiloSevic. 23 September 1991), pp. 3-6: P5859 (Intercepl of
conversations between Radovan Karadzi¢, Slobodan Milodevié¢ and unidentified persons, 24 September 1991),
pp. 7-11: D4496 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan KaradZi¢ and an unidentified female and
Slobodan MiloSevié, 24 Scptember 1991). pp. 4-8; D4497 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan
Karadzi¢ and Slobodan Milosevié, 26 Scptember 1991); P5848 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan
KaradZi¢ and Slobodan MiloSevi¢, 8 October 1991), pp. 2-6: P5847 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan
Karad?i¢ and Slobodan MiloSevié, 9 October 1991). pp. 1-3: P5834 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan
Karad?i¢ and Slobodan MiloSevié, 26 October 1991). pp. 1-6: P3832 (Intercepl of conversation between
Radovan KaradZi¢ and Slobodan Milodevié. 29 Qctober 1991), pp. 1-13; P3828 (Intercept of conversation
between Radovan Karadzi¢ and Slobodan Milosevié. 1| November 1991), pp. 1-9: P5897 (Intercept of
conversation between Radovan KaradZi¢ and Slobodan MiloSevié, 14 November 1991). pp. 1-3: P3815
(Intercept of conversation between Radovan KaradZié and Slobodan MiloSevié, 15 November 1991). pp. 1-2;
P5813 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan Karadzi¢ and Slobodan MiloSevic, 18 November 1991). pp.
1—4; P5811 (Intereept of conversation between Radovan Karadzi¢ and Slobodan Milodevié. 22 November 1991).
pp. 1-4: P5809 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan KaradZi¢ and Slobodan Milosevié, 23 November
1991). pp. 1-2; P5808 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan Karadzi¢ and Slobodan Milosevié, 26
November 1991), pp. 2-3: P3796 (Intercept of conversation between Mirko Krajisnik and Mirde Radié, 16
December 1991); P5795 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan KaradZi¢ and Slobodan Miloevic, 17
December 1991), pp. 1-3; P2224 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan Karadzi¢ and Slobodan
Milogevié, 9 September 1991) (the Chamber notes that while this intercepted conversation is dated 20 December
1991, it is clear [rom the context of the conversation that it should be dated 9 September 1991): P5790 (Intercept
of conversation between Radovan KaradZi¢ and Slobodan MiloSevié, 20 December 1991). pp. 1-4; P5787
(Intercept of conversation between Radovan Karadzi¢ and Slobodan Milogevié. 25 December 1991), pp. 1-4;
P5780 (Intercepl of conversation between Radovan KaradZi¢ and Slobodan Milogevi¢. 30 December 1991), pp.
1-3; P5775 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan KaradZi¢ and Slobodan Milodevié, 5 January 1992), pp.
2-5; P5769 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan KaradZi¢ and Slobodan Milogevié, 9 January 1992);
P5767 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan Karadzié and Slobodan MiloSevic, 12 January 1992), pp. 2-
6: P5766 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan KaradZi¢ and Slobodan MiloSevié, 15 January 1992), pp.
1-3; P5752 (Intercepl of conversation between Radovan KaradZié and Slobodan MiloSevié, 10 February 1992).
p. 1: P5751 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan KaradZi¢ and Slobodan Milogevié, 10 February 1992).
P2848 (Witness statement of Milorad Davidovic dated 22 June 2011), paras. 72, 199. See alse P2926 (Official
note of Serbia RDB. 27 June 1994); Milorad Davidovié. T. 15830—15834 (1 July 2011). P2926 refers a group
identified as the “Tajfun™ group operating in Banja Luka and that the Serbian MUP would only accept the
initiative of this group if the Accused and Mico Stanidi¢ gave their approval. However, Davidovi¢ was unable
to give direct evidence about the nature of this group and measures taken in that regard.
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discussion i . 5 .
ssion included (i) their opposition to the secession of BiH and the desire to remain part of

Yugoslavia;

negotiations;'%*'°

10514 .. .
(i) opposition to the creation of an Islamic State:'®'s (i) political

i ionalicatian. 10517 _ _ . _
(iv) regionalisation; (v) developments in Croatia and Slovenia;'®"® (vi)

military preparations including mobilisation of the Serb population and the provision of arms;'**'°

10514

10515

10516

10517

10518

10519

D_IESZ (Intercept of conversation between Radovan Karadzi¢ and Slobodan Milosevié, 29 May 1991). pp. 1, 3:
P5687 (Intereepts of conversations between (i) Ljiljana KaradZi¢ and Slobodan Milogevié and (ii) Radovan
KaradZi¢ and Slobodan Milosevic, 12 June 1991). pp. 2-3: D353 1 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan
Karadzi¢ and Slobodan Milosevié. 28 June 1991), pp. 3—: P3880 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan
KaradZi¢ and Slobodan Milosevic. 6 August 1991). p. 1; D4543 (Intercept of conversation between Radavan
Karadzic and Slobodan MiloSevic. 13 Scptember 1991). p. 2; P5834 (Intercept of conversation between
Radovan Karad#i¢ and Slobodan MiloSevié, 26 October 1991). p. 1; P5828 (Intercept of conversation between
Radovan KaradZi¢ and Slobodan Milogevié, | November 1991), p. 6: P5897 (Intercept of conversation between
Radovan KaradZzi¢ and Slobodan Milosevic, 14 November 1991), p. 3: P5787 (Intercept of conversation betwecn
Radovan KaradZic¢ and Slobodan MiloSevié, 23 December 1991), p. 4 P3773 (Intercept of conversation belween
Radovan KaradZic and Slobodan MiloSevic, 5 January 1992), p. 3.

D1282 (Intercepl of conversation between Radovan Karad?i¢ and Slobodan MiloSevic. 29 May 1991), p. 3;
P3877 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan KaradZi¢ and Slobodan Milodevié. 4 Sceptember 1991), pp.
2. 4-3; P3828 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan Karadzic and Slobodan Milodevié, 1 November
1991), pp. 1. 9: P5766 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan KaradZi¢ and Slobodan MiloSevic, 13
January 1992), p. 2.

P5687 (Intercepts of conversations between (i) Ljiljana KaradZi¢ and Slobodan MiloSevié¢ and (ii) Radovan
Karadzi¢ and Slobodan MiloSevic. 12 June 1991). pp. 3-5; P3688 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan
KaradZi¢ and Slobadan Miloevic, 17 June 1991). pp. 1-3; P3893 (Intercept ol conversation between Radovan
KaradZic and Slobodan Milodevi¢, 24 June 1991). p. 2; P5875 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan
Karadzi¢ and Slobodan MiloSevic, 29 July 1991). p. 2; D365 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan
Karadzi¢ and Slobodan Milofevi¢, undated). pp. 1-2; P3859 (Intercept of conversations between Radovan
Karad#i¢. Slobodan Miloevié and unidentified persons, 24 Seplember 1991), p. 8 D4497 (Intercept of
conversation between Radovan KaradZi¢ and Slobodan MiloSevic, 26 September 1991), p. 1; P5832 (Intercept
of conversation belween Radovan KaradZi¢ and Slobodan MiloSevié, 29 October 1991), p. 11: P5897 (Intercept
ol conversation between Radovan Karadzi¢é and Slobodan MiloSevié, 14 November 1991), pp. 2-3: P5813
(Intercept of conversation between Radovan Karadzi¢ and Slobodan Milofevié. 18 November 1991). p. 2; P5808
(Intercept of conversation between Radovan Karadzic¢ and Slobodan MiloSevi¢, 26 November 1991). p. 2: P5790
(Intercept of conversation between Radovan KaradZi¢ and Slobodan Milosevic, 20 December 1991). p. 1.

P35688 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan KaradZi¢ and Slobodan MiloSevic. 17 June 1991). p. 3;
D365 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan KaradZi¢ and Slobodan Milo3evié, undated), p. 2.

D3531 (Intercept of conversation belween Radovan KaradZié and Slobodan MiloSevié, 28 June 1991). p. 5;
P5890 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan KaradZi¢ and Slobodan Milosevié, 1 July 1991), p. I: P5887
(Intercept of conversation between Radovan KaradZié¢ and Slobodan MiloSevié, 8 July 1991), pp. 3-5: P5875
(Intercept of conversation between Radovan KaradZi¢ and Slobodan MiloSevié, 29 July 1991), p. 3: P3830
(Intercept of conversation between Radovan KaradZi¢ and Slobodan Milodevic. 6 August 1991). p. 2: P5877
(Intercept of conversation between Radovan KaradZié and Slobodan MiloSevié, 4 September 1991), pp. 1. 4;
P5867 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan KaradZi¢ and Slobodan Milo3evié, 19 September 1991), pp.
1-2; P5861 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan Karadzi¢ and Slobodan Milofevic. 23 Scptember
1991), pp. 5-6; P5853 (Interccpl of conversation between Radovan KaradZi¢ and Slobodan MiloSevic, 23
Seplember 1991), p. 6; P5848 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan Karad#i¢ and Slobodan MiloSevic. 8
October 1991), p. 5; P5811 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan KaradZi¢ and Slobodan Milodevic, 22
November 1991), p. 3.

P5861 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan KaradZi¢ and Slobodan MiloSevié, 23 September 1991), p.
5; P5883 (Intercepl of conversation between Radovan KaradZié and Slobodan MiloSevic, 9 July 1991), pp. 1-2;
P5887 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan KaradZi¢ and Slobodan Milosevi¢, 8 July 1991), pp. 3-5:
P5853 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan KaradZi¢ and Slobodan Milosevic. 23 September 1991). pp.
3-5; P5859 (Intercept of conversations between Radovan KaradZic. Slobodan MiloSevié and unidentified
persons, 24 September 1991), p. 10; D4496 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan Karadzi¢ and an
unidentified female and Slobodan Milo3evié. 24 September 1991). p. 4.
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(vii) developments in Krajina;'%%° and (viii)

issues pertaining to recognition of the independence of
BiH-IUSZI

3276. The Chamber recalls that from 1990 and into mid-1991, the political objective of the
Accused and the Bosnian Serb leadership was to preserve Yugoslavia and to prevent the separation
or independence of BiH, which would result in a separation of Bosnian Serbs from Serbia; the

Chamber notes that Slobodan Milogevi¢ endorsed this objective and spoke against the
independence of BiH.'%%

3277. The Chamber found that based on a conversation between the Accused and Milogevié on
24 October 1991, it was also clear that Slobodan Milogevié¢ was attempting to take a more cautious
approach while the Accused was adamant that the goal of the Bosnian Serb leadership was to
ensure that they would establish full authority in their territories and that they would announce their

own Bosnian Serb Assembly.'®?

The Chamber also found that while Miloevi¢ expressed
reservations about excluding Bosnian Muslims, the Accused was adamant that there were not even

10% of Bosnian Muslims who supported Yugoslavia and that they could not take such a risk.'®*

3278. The Chamber recalls that in December 1991, Milogevié told the Accused that he should not

give in to Izetbegovi¢ and that they had to stick to their line and that “if they want to fight, we’ll

105

fight” given that the Serbs were stronger.'® They also spoke about the unconstitutional nature of

the decision changing the status of BiH.'”*

10520 p5866 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan KaradZic¢ and Slobodan MiloZevic. 18 September 1991), pp.

1-2; P5867 (Intercept ol conversation between Radovan KaradZi¢ and Slobodan Milodevic. 19 September
1991), p.1: P5864 (Intercept of conversation belween Radovan KaradZi¢ and Slobodan MiloSevi¢, 19
September 1991), p. 3;: P5863 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan KaradZi¢ and Slobodan Milodevic,
22 Scptember 1991), p. 2; P5861 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan KaradZié and Slobodan
MiloSevié, 23 September 1991), p. 4; P5859 (Intercept of conversations between Radovan KaradZié, Slobodan
MiloSevié and unidentified persons, 24 September 1991), p. 9; P5832 (Intercept of conversation between
Radovan Karad?i¢ and Slobodan Milodevié, 29 October 1991), pp. 1. 11: P5787 (Intercept of conversation
between Radovan Karadzi¢ and Slobodan Milodevi¢, 25 December 1991), p. 13 P5769 (Intercept of conversation
between Radovan KaradZi¢ and Slobodan MiloSevié, 9 January 1992), p. 2; P5751 (Intercept of conversation
between Radovan Karadzi¢ and Slobodan Milodevic, 10 February 1992), pp. 1-2.

19531 ps5g32 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan Karadzié and Slobodan Milodevié, 29 October 1991), p. 2:
P5795 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan KaradZi¢ and Slobodan MiloSevié, 17 December 1991), p. 13
P5775 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan KaradZié¢ and Slobodan Milodevié. 5 January 1992), p. 4;
P5769 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan Karad#ié and Slobodan MiloSevié, 9 January 1992), p. 1:
P5766 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan KaradZi¢ and Slobodan Milodevié, 15 January 1992). p. 1.

19522 See paras. 2644-2645, 2651.

19323 See para. 2710. See also P5782 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan KaradZié and Moméilo Krajisnik,

28 December 1991), pp. 1-2.

See para, 2711.

10335 See para. 2691.

% e para. 2691.

10524
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3279. -
On 26 December 1991, the Accused and Krajisnik spoke about their political strategies and

the i : P S )
Issues of sovereignty in BiH, regionalisation, and their mutual disappointment with Slobodan

MiloZevie 10527 . .
osevic. The Accused in this regard stated that they would have to pursue their own policy

even if it meant “splitting with Milogevié¢™.'®®® [, January 1992, Milogevi¢ told the Accused in an

intercepted phone conversation that he would not describe the Accused as one of his
- 10529

“satellites™,
3280. In March 1992, in a meeting with international representatives, Slobodan MiloZevié
described the situation in BiH as similar to “dynamite”, and iff anyone favoured one of the parties,
there would be hell but he had called the Accused and told him to “cool it™.'® Milosevi¢ also
said that Yugoslavia hoped for intensive links with BiH.""*" Later in the war, in meetings with
international representatives, MiloSevié also made assurances that he would speak to the Bosnian
Serbs, that he continued to condemn “ethnic cleansing” but that the world was “satanizing” the

Serbs without condemning actions by the other parties.'"**

3281. Beginning in 1992, Slobodan Milo3evi¢ was informed by international representatives about
the expulsion of Muslims in BiH; he responded that everything that would happen in BiH would be
horrendous and the responsibility for these acts remained with those who decided to separate BiH
and that he had no authority as far as the Bosnian Serbs were concerned.'™* In September 1992,
in meetings with international representatives, leaders of the FRY expressed the view that the

international representatives were justified in asking them to pressure the Accused.'"*

3282. The Accused in September 1992 acknowledged the support given by “leading figures both
in Serbia and in Yugoslavia” who strongly supported the Bosnian Serbs in achieving their goal,
even if it was temporarily within BiH, but on the condition that the Bosnian Serbs defined “the

borders towards the Muslims and Croats™.'%* By January 1993, deputies in the Bosnian Serb

19327 p5785 (Intercepl of conversation between Radovan KaradZié and Moméilo Krajisnik. 26 December 1991), pp.

3-7.

P5785 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan KaradZi¢ and Moméilo Krajisnik, 26 December 1991). p. 7.
P5769 (Intercept of conversation between Radovan KaradZi¢ and Slobodan MiloSevié, 9 January 1992), p. 6.
19330 p779 (Sixth notebook of Herbert Okun’s Vanee Mission Diary). e-court pp. 36-37.

19331 p779 (Sixth notebook of Herbert Okun’s Vanee Mission Diary), e-courl p. 36.

19532 D1140 (Letter to UN Secretary General, 2 February 1993) (under seal), p. 4; P4246 (UNPROFOR report re
mectings with Slobodan MiloSevié, 25 March 1993), p. 2. See also D3054 (Notes of session of Council for
Coordinating Positions on State Policy, 18 August 1992), pp. 10-12.

10333 [REDACTED].
1033 p784 (First notebook of Herbert Okun’s ICFY diary), e-court p. 53.
19333 D456 (Transcript of 20™ session of RS Assembly, 14—15 September 1992), p. 16.

10528
10529

Case No. I'T-95-5/18-T 1239 24 March 2016



Y

Assembly called on Slobodan Milogevi¢ and the Serbian peopl

g e to do more to help their brothers in
the RSIIUJJB

3283. In May 1993, Slobodan Milosevi¢ addressed the Bosnian Serb Assembly and confirmed the

solidarity of Serbia with the Bosnian Serbs but stressed that the assembly should accept the Vance-
Owen Plan to avoid the disastrous consequences of the war continuing.'"’ He acknowledged that
the war had been imposed on the Serbs who simply defended themselves."** On this point, the
Accused disagreed and stated that he felt deceived by Milosevi¢c and explained that the Vance-
Owen Plan was catastrophic for the Serbs, that they would live in enclaves and areas like Zvornik

would be “Turkish™, and that there was a danger that they would be bombed whether or not they
d.E0539

signe
3284. Ata meeting on 24 September 1993 with Slobodan Milosevi¢ and Mladic, Perigi¢ discussed
the danger of war in the Krajina and stated that help in manpower, combat equipment, and financial
resources was needed.'™" Milosevi¢ stated that with respect to the “final verification of RS™ it
required political co-ordination with the Accused, economic co-ordination, military co-ordination
with one Main Staff, as well as liaising regarding intelligence and security functions.'®**!

Milo3evi¢ further declared that crime needed to be fought decisively.'%*2

3285. In October 1993, Perisi¢ discussed personnel issues related to officers from the FRY who

had been engaged in the VRS and there was discussion of whether the FRY should pull out their

-3 10543

personnel from the R At this meeting, Slobodan Milosevi¢ said that “Mladi¢ needs to come

here so that we can hear what he has to say”.'%*

3286. The Chamber recalls that Slobodan Milo3evi¢ attended a meeting held at the Presidency of
Serbia on & November 1993, with among others, the Accused, Krajidnik, Marti¢, Mladié¢, and

PeriSi¢, where the following common objectives were discussed: (i) unconditionally strengthen the

1993 p921 (Transcript of 24" session of RS Assembly, 8 January 1993), pp. 55-56.

P1371 (Transeript of 30" session of RS Assembly, 5-6 May 1993), pp. 29-30. 157-160; Herbert Okun, P776
(Transcript from Prosecutor v. Krajisnik), T. 4235; Herbert Okun. T. 1828 (28 April 2010).

P1371 (Transeript of 30" session of RS Assembly, 5-6 May 1993), p. 161,

P1373 (Transcript of 31" session of RS Assembly, 9 May 1993), p. 18.

P1483 (Ratko Mladi¢’s notebook, 2 April-24 October 1993). pp. 339-340.

1% P1483 (Ratko Mladié’s notebook, 2 April-24 October 1993), pp. 341, 343-344.

'%%2 " P1483 (Ratko Mladié's notebook. 2 April-24 October 1993), p. 345.

P6162 (Excerpt from notes of FRY's SDC 14" session, 11 October 1993), e-court pp. 1, 5. 7.

P6162 (Excerpt from notes of FRY's SDC 14" session, 11 October 1993), e-court, p. 7. See afso P6163 (Excerpt
from notes of FRY's SDC 28" session, 2 November 1994). p. 47.

10537
10336

10539
10540

10543
10544
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integrity of Serbia, (ii) set up the RS as a completely independent state;

complete power in the Krajina.'%*

and (iii) ensure Serbs have

3287. At a meeting in December 1993, with Slobodan Milosevic, Jovica Stanigié and others, the
Accused stated that the end of the conflict was close and that the Bosnian Serbs were holding 75%
of the territory; he acknowledged that some of this territory would have to be returned as the

international community would not allow it.'”*® The Accused listed the Strategic Goals at this

< 10547 ey " , : : . s
meeting. This meeting was convened to improve the “operational and tactical position” of the

Bosnian Serbs and to discuss help from Serbia.'”** Milogevi¢ agreed with a proposal from Mladi¢
and suggested that “the operation™ should be planned and the forces prepared but only following
negotiations in Brussels.'”* He also promised to provide fuel supplies from the state reserves for

the operations.'”*" Milosevié offered further assistance, stating that Perigi¢ will “give everything

10551

that does not jeopardise combat readiness of units™ in Serbia. Peridi¢ further stated that they

would help with weapons while Jovica Stanigic spoke about a special combat group which could be

d : 10552 10553

deploye these units included the Red Berets and Arkan’s men. The following day,

continuing the meeting, Stanisi¢ and PeriSi¢ confirmed that that they would provide manpower of a

few hundred men.'%%

3288. At a meeting in Belgrade on 15 March 1994 attended by Jovica Stanisi¢, Marti¢, Mladié,

and the Accused, Slobodan Milodevi¢ stated that “[a]ll members of other nations and ethnicities

must be protected” and that “[t]he national interest of the Serbs is not discrimination®.'**

19545 See para. 2883.

10346 See para. 2886.

10597 See para. 2886.

10348 p1484 (Ratko Mladié’s notebook, 28 October 1993—15 January 1994), p. 53.

10549 p1484 (Ratko Mladié's notebook, 28 October 1993-15 January 1994), pp. 57-38.

10550 p1484 (Ratko Mladié’s notebook, 28 October 1993—15 January 1994), p. 58. See also P3048 (Record of 21*
session of FRY's SDC, 7 June 1994), p. 5; P2451 (Witness statement of Anthony Banbury dated 19 May 2009),
para. 55.

19551 p1484 (Ratko Mladié’s notebook, 28 October 1993—15 January 1994), p. 57.

10552 p1484 (Ratko Mladié’s notebook, 28 October 1993-15 January 1994), pp. 59-61; P1473 (Ratko Mladi¢’s
notebook, 27 January-5 September 1995), p. 80. See also KDZ446, P29 (Transcript from Prosecutor v. S.
MiloSevié), T. 21025-21027; P31 (List of names referred to during lestimony of KDZ446) (under scal);
KDZ555, T. 17248-17258 (16 August 2011) (private session) (pertaining to the distrubution of weapons);
D1412 (Report of Republic of Serbia MUP, 8 August 1992), p. 10.

10553 p2g48 (Witness statement of Milorad Davidovié dated 22 June 2011), paras. 80, 112-113, 166. See also P6210
(Report of Eastern Bosnian Corps, 20 September 1993).

10554 p1484 (Ratko Mladié’s notebook, 28 October 1993—15 January 1994), p. 61. Later, in June 1994, Perisi¢ spoke
about requests Serbia had received for assistance in the war from the RS and the assistance they had provided
with respect to financing and material assistance for combat operations and the strain this was placing on their
own resources. P3048 (Record of 21 session of FRY's SDC, 7 June 1994), pp. 5-8.

10355 p1485 (Ratko Mladié's notebook, 9 January-21 March 1994), p. 169,
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3289. International observers noted that Milogevié had a dominant influence over the Bosnian

Serb leadership and played a role in convincing them to accept certain proposals during

i ' s 10556
International negotiations. However, by July 1994, there were rifts in the relationship between

the RS and Serbia, and Slobodan MiloSevié complained about criticisms directed against
. 10557 : . we

Serbia. [n private meetings, Miloevi¢ was extremely angry at the Bosnian Serb leadership for

rejecting the Vance-Owen Plan and he cursed the Accused.'**®

3290. The Chamber notes that while originally MiloSevi¢ had similar interests to those as the
Bosnian Serbs, when their interests diverged, his influence over the Bosnian Serb leaders also
reduced.'”” Milogevi¢ also questioned whether the world would accept that the Bosnian Serbs
who represented only one third of the population of BiH would get more than 50% of the territory
and he encouraged a political agreement.'”® He stated that the Serbs had won the war, and that
there were “hardly any” Bosnian Muslims in RS.'"®" By August 1994, leaders in Serbia criticised
Bosnian Serb leaders of committing “crimes against humanity” and continuing “ethnic cleansing”

and the war for their own purposgs_'ﬂﬂﬂ

3291. At a meeting held on 22 August 1994 between Slobodan Milosevi¢ and Akashi, it was clear
to Akashi that Milogevi¢’s break with the Accused was “serious™ and stemmed from differences
that arose over a long period of time.'”® Milo3evi¢ gave the impression that he was “a politician
who is more in command of the overall situation™ while the Accused was “a local leader wrapped

up in the emotions of an ongoing civil war”.'%* At the meeting, MiloZevié made it clear that there

1055 wasushi Akashi, T. 37705-37706 (24 April 2013). See also P820 (Witness statement of David Harland dated
4 September 2009), paras. 277-280.

10557 p1486 (Ratko Mladié’s notebook, 31 March 1994-3 September 1994). p. 216. See also P820 (Wilness

statement of David Harland dated 4 September 2009), paras. 280-281; P2451 (Witness statement of Anthony

Banbury dated 19 May 2009), paras. 52-53, 161; P2457 (UNPROFOR Weekly BiH-PuIiLical Assessment, 28

August 1994), p. 3; Anthony Banbury, T. 13336-13337 (15 March 2011); Vojislav Sedelj, T. 39564 (10 June

2013).

P2848 (Witness statement of Milorad Davidovi¢ dated 22 June 2011). paras. 188-190. See also John Zametica,

T. 42468-42469 (29 October 2013) (lestifying that MiloZevié tried to have the Accused removed after the

Vance-Owen Plan); D3665 (Witness statement of Vojislav Selelj dated 1 June 2013), para. 41; D3051 (Witness

statement of Momir Bulatovié dated 25 February 2013). para, 42; Momir Bulatovi¢, T. 34532-34533 (28

February 2013). The Chamber docs not rely on Zametica's general opinion that there was no joint criminal

enterprise between the Accused and MiloSevic or that MiloSevic was not interested in a Greater Serbia.

P2431 (Witness statement of Anthony Banbury dated 19 May 2009), para. 54.

10560 p14g6 (Ratko Miladié's notebook, 31 March 1994-3 September 1994). pp. 219, 221, 228. See also P3863
(UNPROFOR report, 18 May 1995). p. 1.

10561 p1486 (Ratko Mladié’s notebook, 31 March 1994-3 September 1994), pp. 219-220.

10562 pa4g57 (UNPROFOR Weekly BiHl Political Assessment, 28 August 1994), p. 3. See aiso D1140 (Letter to UN

Secretary General, 2 February 1993) (under scal). p. 4.

P3861 (UNPROFOR report, 23 August 1994), pp. 1, 3 (noting that among others, Sergio de Mello and Kirudja

were also present at the meeting). See P3804 (Witness statement of Charles Kirudja dated 17 November 2010),

para. 135.

10564 p3g6] (UNPROFOR report, 23 August 1994), p. 1.

10558

10559

10563
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was a differ ; e ;
ence of views emerging in the Bosnian Serb leadership on the execution of the war,'0%%

Specifically, MiloSevi¢ stated that Krajina Serbs were well aware that a solution based on

negotiations was the only way out and this is why they had not accepted the Accused’s suggestion
to merge with the e

3292. Given the difference of opinion between the Bosnian Serb and the Serbian leaderships, in
1993 and 1994, the FRY reduced its support for the RS and encouraged the Bosnian Serbs to accept
peace proposals.'® In this regard the FRY leadership was on notice about some of the extreme

views held by the Bosnian Serb leadership and they could not support those views, including with

respect to ethnic cleansing.'

3293. During a meeting held on 20 September 1994 with Mladié. Perigi¢, and others, Miloevic
stressed that there had been a break between Pale and Serbia and reminded them that Serbian policy
was defined in Belgrade, not Pale.'®® He declared that the war must end and that the Bosnian
Serbs’ biggest mistake was to want a complete defeat of the Bosnian Muslims.'®”® During the
course of this meeting, Milosevi¢ further expressed his disapproval of the Bosnian Serb
leadership’s disunity from the Bosnian Serbs in Krajina, stating that “the crazy doctor may think

that Serbia must toady up to him—it’s not going to happen™.'®""

3294, By November 1994, Periti¢ noted that the Bosnian Serbs accounted for 20% of the
population but held more than 70% of the territory which, in his view, was unsustainable; however,
according to Peridi¢, the Bosnian Serbs wanted “to preserve this at all cost”, but loss of territory
was inevitable.' Slobodan Milogevié referred to the Accused’s belief that they could “wage an
infinite war and they won’t give up on anything”.'””* Milogevi¢ noted however that “our biggest
- advantage is that the territories, which are to be allocated to Serbs by the peace plan, are already in
the Serbian hands so that nobody has to be removed from them”.'9™ He also explained that when

they tried to convince the Accused and Krajisnik that they would be forced to do certain things,

10565 p3ge| (UNPROFOR report, 23 August 1994). p. 1.

10366 p3g6| (UNPROFOR report. 23 August 1994), p. 3.

10561 133051 (Witness statement of Momir Bulatovi¢ dated 25 February 2013), para. 43.

10568 pfomir Bulatovié, T. 3454334546, 3454934550 (1 March 2013); P6161 (Excerpt from notes of FRY's SDC g"
session, 12 March 1993), e-court pp. 1-2; P6162 (Excerpt from notes of TRY's SDC 14" session, 11 October
1993), e-court. p. 3.

1059 p1487 (Ratko Mladi¢’s notebook, 4 September 1994-29 January 1995). pp. 16-17.21.

105 p1487 (Ratko Mladié’s notebook, 4 September 1994-29 January 1995), pp. 23-24.

10571 p1487 (Ratko Mladié’s notebook, 4 September 1994-29 January 1995), p. 26.

10512 pg163 (Excerpt from notes of FRY's SDC 28™ session, 2 November 1994), p. 7; Momir Bulatovié, T. 34552~
34553 (1 March 2013},

1051 pg163 (Excerpt from notes of FRY's SDC 28" session, 2 November 1994), p. 25.

1057  pg163 (Excerpt from notes of FRY's SDC 28" session. 2 November 1994), pp. 25-26.
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they replied that it was better 10575 g ror mos
to be forced than to accept.'™ MiloSevi¢ noted that the Bosnian

Serb political leadership would “sacrifice many lives in order to preserve their vanity and to prove

that they are not the ones who accepted the peace plan because a half of BiH is too little for

, . 10576 )
them™. He spoke about the Bosnian Serbs wanting to take even more territory by force even

while they already controlled half of BiH and described this as “complete madness™.'””’

3295. MiloSevi¢ tried to reason with the Bosnian Serbs saying that he understood their concerns,

but that it was most important to end the war and that they would achieve any objectives denied

them by the plan when peace talks resumed.'””® When the RS did not accept this plan, Milosevi¢

imposed a blockade on the Drina River and suspended political and economic relations with the

Bosnian Serb leadership; Milogevi¢ even wanted to remove the leaders from Pale and have them

replaced by exerting influence on the deputies and the Bosnian Assembly.'®"

)

3296. By May 1995, it appeared to international representatives that the split between Slobodan

Milogevi¢ and the Accused was complete.

10580 Ay a 3 May 1995 meeting with Milodevig,

Milinovié, Akashi, Banbury, and Kirudja, among others, MiloZevi¢ stated: “1 have good personal

relations with Mladi¢. However, as long as KaradZi¢ and Krajinik are there, they will not accept a

peaceful solution.”'®®"  Kirudja observed that Slobodan MiloSevi¢ still exerted influence over

officials in the RS and RSK, including Mladic.'”®* This influence appeared to vary over time, but

Kirudja was under the impression that MiloSevic considered Mladié¢ to be loyal to him even after

10575
10576
10577

10578
10579

10580

10581

10582

P6163 (Excerpt [rom notes of FRY's SDC 28" session, 2 November 1994), p. 26.

P6163 (Excerpt from notes of FRY's SDC 28" session, 2 November [994), p. 26.

P6163 (Excerpt from notes of FRY's SDC 28" session, 2 November 1994), pp. 33-34. See also P3049 (Record
of 31* session of FRY s SDC, 18 January 1993). c-court pp. 1-2. MiloSevic also acknowledged that Koljevic
was in favour of signing a peace plan, but the Accused and Krajisnik did not ask for his opinion. P6163
(Excerpt from notes of FRY™s SDC 28" session, 2 November 1994), p. 41.

D3015 (Witness statement of Vladislav Jovanovié dated 22 February 2013), para. 66.

D3015 (Witness statement of Vladislav Jovanovi¢ dated 22 February 2013), para. 66; Viadislav Jovanovic,
T. 34273-34276 (26 February 2013) (further characterising the relationship between the Accused and MiloSevic
as a “marriage out of necessity™ given their opposing political and idcological views, and it moved from a
cordial relationship to a point where Milo3evi¢ imposed a blockade against the Bosnian Serbs): D3027 (Report
re humanitarian activity, 17 August 1994) (under scal), p. 1.

P3804 (Witness statement of Charles Kirudja dated 17 November 2010). paras. 144147, See also P2567 (Notc
from FRY"s SDC 42™ session, 23 August 1995). p. 2 (during which Milodevié expressed his reticence to meet
with the Accused due to the Accused and his team having demonstrated fickleness and disloyalty: Milo3evié
also showed Miadié¢ a confidential letier from the Accused which showed the Accused’s intention to “blame
Serbia and the FRY for any debacle ensuing (rom the disasirous policies of the RS leadership™).

P3804 (Witness statement of Charles Kirudja dated 17 November 2010), para. 145, The Chamber notes that
from the context of the conversation. Milodevi¢ is referring to the Bosnian Serbs when he said “they™.

P3804 (Witness statement of Charles Kirudja dated 17 November 2010), paras. 133, 147. In his role as Delegate
of the Special Representative of the Secretary General to the FRY from August 1994 to June 1995, Kirudja dealt
with all matters involving UNPROFOR's relations with the FRY that were not military in nature. P3804
(Witness statement of Charles Kirudja dated 17 November 2010), paras. 2, 131.
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the relations between Belgrade i
and Pale det w9 i itici
deteriorated. MiloSevi¢ also criticised Marti¢, and

Kirudja noted that the Ac ié ; "
cused and Marti¢ were aligned at the time.'™®  According to Kirudja,

Milo3evic - “slaving hi

tloSevic seemed to be “playing his usual game of switching his support for RSK leaders as the
situation best suited his aims at the moment™ and that Milogevié's control over RSK or RS officials
seemed to vary with time, depending on events in the region.'™® When Marti¢ aligned himself

with the Accused, both Marti¢ and the Accused fell out of favour with Milogevi¢.'*%

3297. In November 1995, Slobodan MiloSevié addressed the Supreme Defence Council of the
FRY, spoke about the leadership in Pale being the biggest obstacle to solving the problems in BiH,
and criticised them for rejecting plans for the territorial division of BiH.'"¥  Milogevié told the

Bosnian Serb leadership that they were not entitled to have more than half the territory in BiH,

stating that

there is no way that more than that could belong to us! Because, we represent one third
of the population. [...] We are not entitled to in excess of half of the territory — you must
not snatch away something that belongs to someone else! [...] How can you imagine
two thirds of the population being crammed into 30% of the territory, while 50% is too
little for you?! ls it humane, is it fair?!'®®

(F) Mico Stanisi¢

3298. Mico Stanidié was a member of the Preparatory Committee that established the SDS.'"
He was also a member of the Council of Ministers and the SNB.'% On 24 March 1992, Miéo
Staniti¢ was appointed Minister of the MUP.'®”' Stanisic served in this position until the end of

December 1992 when he was relieved of his duties by the Bosnian Serb leadership, specifically at

10583 p3g04 (Witness statement of Charles Kirudja dated 17 November 2010). para. 147. See also P2567 (Nole from

FRY's SDC 42™ session, 23 August 1995). p. 2.

P3804 (Witness statement of Charles Kirudja dated 17 November 2010). paras. 146, 148 (stating further that in

February 1995, he referenced the fact that Milogevié would influence Marti¢ over whal was going on in the

Bihaé pocket, but not the Accused). See P3868 (UN PROFOR report. 16 February 1995), p. 4.

10585 p3g04 (Witness statement of Charles Kirudja dated 17 November 2010), paras. 146-147.

1058 p3804 (Witness statement of Charles Kirudja dated 17 November 2010), para. 147 (stating further that based on
comments made by Miloevi¢, it appeared that Mladi¢ remained loyal to him even when MiloSevi¢ closed the
border between the FRY and Bild).

10587 pa604 (Minutes of 47th session of SDC, 28 November 1995), pp. 6-7.

10588 pogod (Minutes of 47 ™ session of SDC, 28 November 1995), p. 9. See also P6163 (Excerpt from notes of
FRY's SDC 28" session, 2 November 1994). p. 32.

1988 383 (Transcript of 36™ session of RS Assembly, 30-31 December 1993), p. 57.

1099 p31]] (Minutes of the 2™ meeting of the Ministerial Council of SerBiH Assembly, 17 January 1992), p. 1: Mico
Stanidi¢, T. 46341 (3 February 2014); P3050 {Minutes of joinl meeting ol SNB and SerBill Government,
15 April 1992), p. 1.

091 prico StaniSic, T. 46327, 46353 (3 February 2014), T. 46440 (4 February 2014); P1354 (Minutes of 13" session
of SerBiH Assembly, 24 March 1992), p. 7. See also Adjudicated Fact 2146; para. 3138.

10584
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Accused again as Minister of the Bosni i
an Serb MUP during an interim six m i
3 th :
January and July 199410593 o e e

3299. Mico Stanigi¢ was considered to be in the top leadership of the RS and had a very close
relationship with the Accused, as well as his support."”™ According to Branko Deri¢, Mico
Stanigi¢ and Mandi¢ were the “President’s men™ and Stanisic took orders directly from the

10395 FEvTi 5
Accused. Stanisi¢ also reported to the Accused.'”

3300. The Chamber refers to Section 1V.A.3.a.ii.C regarding the split in the MUP and the creation
of a Bosnian Serb MUP and Mico Stanisic’s involvement therein.'®”" It recalls that the ultimate
split in the MUP structures was precipitated by a decision by the Bosnian Serb leadership which
formed part of their decision to create a separate Bosnian Serb state with parallel structures. Mico
Stanidi¢ was involved in the decision making and promulgation of this idea from as carly as
February 1992, where he spoke of the need to work towards organising a Bosnian Serb MUP
starting at the municipal and regional levels and moving towards a Serb ministry. % The
Chamber also found that the creation of a separate Bosnian Serb MUP was a means of undermining
the proposed independence of BiH. Finally, the Chamber found that the directives with respect to
the division of the MUP structures and the creation of the Bosnian Serb MUP were communicated

to and implemented at a municipal level and were a crucial step in the take-over of the

10592 Mido Stanisié, T. 46327, 46353 (3 February 2014); T. 46437-46438 (4 February 2014); P1383 (Transcript of
36" session of RS Assembly. 30-31 December 1993). pp. 3. 50: Moméilo Mandi¢, C2 (Transcript from
Prosecutor v. Krajisnik), T. 9267-9270 (testilying that Krajisnik informed Mandi¢ and Stanisi¢ of the decision
from the Bosnian Serb leadership, specifically at the request ol Plavii¢ and Koljevié, to send them to Belgrade
and terminate their positions). See Branko Deric. T. 2794727948, 27983 (24 April 2012) (testifying, however,
that the Accused did not accept Lo have Mico Stanigi¢ and Mandic removed from their positions).

09 Mico StaniSié, T. 46327, 46353 (3 February 2014): T. 46437-46439 (4 February 2014) (testifying that in the
interim period he was in Belgrade. he did not work. but the Accused issued a decision appointing Stanidi¢ as a
“republican advisor™ in order to protect Stanidi¢ [rom being mobilised into the army during this time); Moméilo
Mandié, C2 (Transcript [rom Prosectloi V. Krajisnik), T. 9267-9270.

1059 p4082 (Witness Statement of Branko Peri¢ dated 5 April 2012), paras. 14, 20-22 (stating that with regard to
Mico Stanigi¢ and Mandi¢, they kept visiting the Accused and failed to attend government’s sessions as they felt
that “the government could be pushed aside™ and “thought of themselves as belonging to the top leadership™);
P1105 (Transeript of 27™ session of RS Assembly. 23-24 November 1992), p. 12. See P5646 (Intercept of
conversation between Radovan Karadzi¢ and Miéo Stanigi¢, 21 June 1992); P6624 (Intercepl of conversation
between Mico Stanidié and Radovan KaradZic, 12 June 1991). See also P2848 (Witness statement of Milorad
Davidovi¢ dated 22 June 2011), para. 47.

10595 p4g82 (Witness Statement of Branke Deri¢ dated 5 April 2012), paras. 21-22. See paras. 2932,3161.

105%  Soe paras. 3164-3167.

10597 For example, as carly as September 1991, Mico Sanidi¢ was informed that the Bosnian Serbs wanted to split the
police structures in Vogo3éa given the disputes they were facing, but Stanisi¢ said that it needs some morc
time. One should act with his head cool”. P2219 (Intercept of conversation between Jovan Tintor and Mico
Stanigié, 12 September 1991), pp- 2-5.

195%  Goe para. 2973. See also D4271 (Video footage of Mico Stanidié's specch, 30 March 1992, with transcript).
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Joegoslavié-tribunaal pleit Milosevic vrij, NAVO plundert
door '

zal G awg 2016 21,38

M wiglen Slobodan Milosevie is vrijgepleit door het .Ic:c'-,;nxl:'u 10¢-
tribumaal, wordt cens te meer dwidelifh dat we mitspraken van de
NAVO over officicle vitden” nict met cen koreelje, maar met
cen hele veachihading zout moeten nemen, Dal schrijl de Brilse
jourmist en Wogger Neil Clark. Deafgelopen 2o jaar is ons stecds
verteld dut Milosevie, een democratiseh gekozen leider, cen
Fwaadaardige dictator was die veramtwonedelijk kon worden
gehouden vour alle sterfgevallen in de ]’-ilﬁ;di‘l ;

Karadzic wil nieuw proces voor Joegoslavié-tribunaal
e 14 @iy 20012 14733

Waclovan Karadae, de vroesere politicke leader vim de Bosnische
Serviers, wil con nicuw proces, Volgens hemverloopt het huidige
prowes voor het Jovgoslwiv-tubunaal (1CTY) nict eerlifk, Dl
muakte et hot in Den Haag maandag bekend. Karadeie, 67 jaar,
el dat het burcan vian de aanklager documenten a decharge en
enkele setwigenverklacingen niet op Gjd zou vreijzegeven hebben,
T ven verzorksehrifl, dat doer het hof publick werd gemaakt, Klaast Karadzie dat hij vich
daardour nict goed

De massamoord in Srebrenica is politieke oplichting
zon Gun 2011 DB43

Zowel de omvang het aantal slachiofiers van Srebrenica alswel de context van de juli
[E. wo5 manrden i verkeerd weergegeven in de officicle sapporten van
panvernementele ¢n nivl-gouvernementele organisatics evenals in e mainstream
mcedia, Hore VR militaiee en civicle ambtenaren, NAVC rintelligenee officers en
onalankelijke analisten betwisten de officiéle kwalilicatic door het Joegoslavid-tribunaal van
de vol van Srebrenien en de cvnenstiv van deze "veilige zone” als con nnicke groweldaad. .

Mladie en de farce van het Joegoslavié-tribunaal
zat 4 jun 2011 1356

e arrestatio van Ratke Mladic, de voormatige leider van het 1 wnisch-
Servische leger. is door de media met geiuich begroct. Miadie,
hijgenmamd ‘de beul van Bosnii®, moet zeh voor hel Joegosknii-
tribunaal in Den Haag verantwoorden vaor de dood van duizenden
mensen Hidens de Bosnit-vorlog van 1992-1995. Mladic” arrestatic sl dde
media de gelesenlicid om het officiéle verhaal over de oorlogen in het
voormalige Joegoslavit opnicow inomloop te brengen. Joegoshanié o,
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De mythe van de genocide in Srebrenica

20N 29 mei 2011 1854

Vandaag weelerom een artikel van de onvalprezen Max op
herhaling omdat het actucel is. Feiten en details over de
Bulkanoarlog, cen genoeide die er nogit was en de lengens die uin
de krant las en op het Journaal zag. Ga d'r magr weer even voor
zitten on dit artikel van 1 maart 2050 tot u door te laten dringen:
WIST LT DAT? Ineen interview met De Standaard in 1995
verklaarde Karadjic: Tk ben helemaal niet 7o ek op politiek. 1k
wits een erg gelukkiy nan voor ik in de politick kwam, Het,,

I_E: alija_izmetbegov
c-with-gl-

The Balkans Chronicles: Srebrenica Mythe

zal 26 mel 2011 20 34

Mladic verdicot respeet dat hij itt de moslim troepen de Bosnische vromwen on
E kinderen spaarde, in vrijheid,terwijl de Senisehe kinderen. vrowwven tond Srebrenica
werden gedond /300!l dovr monster Naser Oric en jibaelstrijders, Dere actic heeht
tot doel terroristen uit te schakelen en is niet gericht tegen burgers of VN=troepen,
sehieel Mladie tijdens de wanval op Srebrenica aan de Britse commandunt Rupert Smith. Op
tleze foto is mooi om Le den: volwassen mannen en mot alleen
VIOUWEI en...

Karadzic mag niet in beroep

zon 29 nov 2008 21,28

Karslzic muag niet in heroep Radovan Karadzic mag nict in heroep gaan lezen het
IE hesluit van de rechters van het Jocgoslavié-tribunaal om hem cen advocaat toe Le
wijeen Valgens de reehiers zorgt hel beroep voor vertraging, Dat hebben de rechiters
gisteren hesluten. Volgens de procedure van het VR-hot bepalen rechters in dit soort
gesallen of cen kwestic wordUvoorgedragen aan de beroepsrechters, Om de impasse in het
Karadeic-proces te dontbreken. beslolen diz reehters deze maand om cen...

‘Radovan is een minzaam man’
maa 26 okl 2008 00:30

"Radovan is cen minzagm man’ MAANDAG BEGINT PROCES TEGEN KARADZIC —
[E Meerdan viiftion maanden na «ijn arvestatic in con buitenwijh van Helgrdo besing
maandag het proees legen Radovan Karadeie, hoofdrolspeler uit de Balkanosrlog bij
het begin van de jaren negenti Zijn dossicr is meer dan 938 ooo paging’s dik. Bijoa
s00 getuigen zijn opgespoord, batterijen juristen wenlen gemobiliscerd, Juridisehe salvo's
over en weer trokken een rookgordijn op dat ons de Kijk op de realiteit ontneeml....

De totale ontmaskering van het Joegoslavié-tribunaal
komt dichterbij

i 12 okl 2008 2203

November zoog ledereen die de geschiedenis van het sogenaamde *proces’ tegen Milosevie
heeft gevolged, weet welke dreunen Milosevie de afgelopen jaren heeft uitgedeeld aan het
“ocgoslaviv-teibunaal’, Historie Voor con goed begrip van de recente
ontwikkelingen inzake het “Joegoslavit-tribunanl’ nog cven terug
niar de dagen dat de NAVO bommen deed regenen op Jocgoslavic,

De verwoestingen waren groot en het aantal slachtoffers was hoog,
;:F' D¢ protesten tegen dese naakle agressic...

Karadzic wil dwangbevel aan Bosnié om wapens

zon G sep 2009 11;11
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Het onschuldig verklaren van een man die werd beschuldigd van de ergste
misdaad, genocide, heefl de krantenkoppen niet gehaald Noch de BBC noch
CHNMN brachten er versiag van uit. The Guardian beperkte zich tot een korte
commeniaar Een dergeljke zeldzame officiele bekentenis werd begraven of
onderdrukl Begrijpelijk Het zou immers te veel veriellen over hoe de leiders van
deze wereld over ons heersen

Het Internationaie Joegoslavielriounaal (ICTY) in Den Haag heeft in alle stille
voormalig Servisch president, wylen Slobodan Milosewic ('Milosjevits)'),
vrijgesproken van oorlegsmisdaden ydens de Basnische Oorlog van 1992-85,
ook 1an de slachling in Srebrenica

Verre van samen & spannen met de wel door het ICTY-Tribunaal in Den Haag
veroordeelde Bosnische Servier Radovan Karadiic |'Karadzjits)') heeft Milosewic
de “ethmsche zuiveningen in Bosnie veroordeeld”, heeft hy zich gekant tegen
Karadzic en heeft hy geprobeerd de oorlog die Joegoslavie verscheurde stop le
zetten Diep begraven ergens op het einde van het 2580 pagina's tellend vonnis
van het ICTY-Tribunaal over KaradZic afgelopen februan 2016, breek! deze
waarheid de propaganda verder af die de illegale Navo-aanval op Servie van
1899 rechivaardigde.

Milosevic overleed aan een hartaanval in 2008, alleen in zyn cel in Den Haag.
tijdens een showproces door een in de VS verzonnen “internationaal strafhof”
Een haroperatie die zin leven zou kunnen hebben gered werd hem geweigerd,
zijn loestand verslechterde terwijl die werd gevolgd en geheim gehouden door
Amerikaanse funclionarissen, zoals Wikileaks onderlussen heefl geapenbaard

o

ki
e

..-J‘E“ §')

Diep verborgen in het vonnis dat Hadovan Karadzié schuidig verklaarde aan genocide staat dat Slobedan Milosewic onschuldig is, tien jaar nadal hijin Den
Haag aan een niet verzorgde hartkwaal is overieden Hij heeft geen genocide georganiseerd, noch in Bosnie. noch in Kosovo, meer nog, hij heeft zich
bhjkbaar verzet tegen de slachtingen onder leiding van KaradZic ...

Milodevié was het slachloffer van corlogspropaganda die ook vandaag van ons
scherm en onze kranlen druipt en die ons in groot gevaar brengt. Hij was het
prototype van de duivel, afgeschilderd door de Westerse media als “de slachter
van de Balkan®, verantwoordelijk voor "genocide”, vooral in de afvallige
Joegoslavische provincie Kosovo Brits eerste minister Tony Blair heeft hem zo
omschreven, haalde de Holocaust erbij en eiste een optreden legen "deze

http://www.dewereldmorgen.beslong-read/2016/09/0 1/john-pilger-med ia-bereiden-ker... 4-11-2016
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Media bereiden kernoorlog voor" - DeWereldMorgen.be

nieuwe Hiller” David Scheffer, toenmalig Amerkaanse speciaal ambassadeur
voor oorlogsmisdaden (sic), verklaarde dat tot “225.000 etnisch Albanese

mannen tussen 14 en 59 jaar in 1999 zouden zijn gedood door de lroepen van
Milogevic",

Dit was de ultieme rechivaardiging voor de NAVO-bombardementen op Servié
en op Servische stellingen in Kosovo, geleid door Amerikaans president Bill
Clinton en Bnts eerste minister Blar Deze NAVO-bombardementen doodden
honderden burgers in ziekenhuizen, scholen, kerken, parken en televisiestudio’'s
en vermeligden de Servische economische infrastructuur. Dit was een
uitdrukkelijk ideologische beslissing

Op de beruchte "vredescanferentie” in het Franse Rambouillet werd Milosevié
geconfronleerd door Madeleine Albnghl, Amenkaans minister van buitenlandse
zaken, die berucht werd met haar uitspraak dat de dood van een half miljoen
Iraakse kinderen (tijdens de door de VS en Greol-Brillannié opgelegde
economische boycot) “het waard was”.

Albright overhandigde toen een “voorstel” aan Milosevié dal geen enkele
nationale leider kon aanvaarden, tenzij hij instemde met een volledige militaire
bezetling van zijn land door een bezellingsmacht die (volgens de termen van het
voorstel) boven de wet zou staan en bovendien het opleggen van de necliberale
“vrije mark{” inhield Als hij dit niel aanvaardde zou Servie worden
gebombardeerd

Dit stond beschreven in “Appendix B" van het akkoord van Rambouillet die de
media hebben nagelaten te lezen of hebben verzwegen Het doel van dit
opgelegde akkoord was Europa's laatste onafhankelijke “socialistische” staat te

vernietigen

Van zodra de NAVO begon te bombarderen kwam een stroom van Kosovaarse
viuchtelingen op gang, "op de viucht voor esn Holocaust™. Van zodra de NAVO-
aanval over was, streken in Kosovo talrijke internationale politieleams neer om
de slachloffers van de “holocaust” op le graven De Amerikaanse
inlichtingendienst FBI slaagde er niet in ook maar @én massagraf te vinden en
trok zonder resultaten huiswaarts

Een Spaans forensische team deed hetzelfde, terwijl de teamleider de
“semantische pirouette van de oorlogspropagandamachines” aanklaagde. De
finale som van de doden in Kesovo was niet 225.000 maar 2788. Daar zalen
zowel stnjders tussen van beide zijden als burgers, naast Albanese Kosovaren
waren dat Servische Kosovaren en Rema-Kosovaren die vermoord werden door
het pro-NAVO Kosovaarse Bevrijdingsfront UCK. Er was nooil een genocide
gepleegd. De NAVO-aanval was zowel bedrog als een oorlogsmisdaad

Op een klein aantal na troffen al de zo geprezen Amerikaanse “precisiebommen’
niet militaire, maar burgerdoelwitlen, waaronder de nieuwsstudio's van Radio
Televisie Servié in de Servische hoofdstad Belgrado. Zeslien mensen stierven
toen, waaronder cameramensen, producers en een schminkster. Blair omschreef
de doden krenkend als leden van de Servische “command and control”. In 2008
onthulde Carla Del Ponte, aanklaagster van het Internationale
Joegoslaviélribunaal, dal ze onder druk was gezet om de oorlogsmisdaden van
de NAVO in Joegoslavie niet te onderzoeken en zich vitsluitend te beperken tot
de misdaden van de Servische sirijdkrachlen en mililies,

Dit werd voor Washington het propaganda-model voor de daaropvolgende
invasies van Afghanistan, Irak, Libié en meer verborgen ook Synég. Al deze
invas.es kunnen volgens de normen van de corlogsprocessen in Nuremberg
(1945-1946) als grove misdaden worden bestempeld. Allen steunen ze op
mediapropaganda.
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Terwijl de boulevardpers haar traditionele rol speelde, was het de ernstige,
geloofwaardige, vaak progressieve journalistiek die het meest effectief was — de
vererende uilstalling van Blair en zijn oorlogen door The Guardian, de
onophoudelijke leugens over Iraaks president Saddam Hoesseins snbestaande
massavernietigingswapens in The Observer en The New York Times en het
foutloze tromgeroffel van de overheidspropaganda door de BBC in hun
verzuimend shilzwijgen.

| Tijdens het hoogtepunt van de NAVO-bombardementen intervigwde BBC-
I Jjournalist Kirsty Wark NAVO-bevelhebber generaal Wesley Clark. Boven de
Servische stad Nis (‘'rusj') had hel net Amerikaanse clusterbommen geregend op

een open markt en in een ziekenhuwis die vrouwen, ouderen en kinderen doodde
Wark stelde hier geen enkele vraag over, noch over eender welke andere
burgerslachtoffers.

Andere journalisten waren stoutmoediger In februan 2003, de dag nadat Blair en
Bush Irak in vuur @n viam hadden gezet, stond Andrew Marr, politiek redacteur
van de BEC, in Downing Street en hield wat als een overwinningsspeech mocht
beschouwd warden Opgewonden verlelds hij zijn kijkers dat Blair had voorspeld

dat “ze Bagdad zullen kunnen innemen zonder een bloedbad en dal de Irakezen
. H"“ uiteindelijk zouden vieren. Op beide punten werd ontegensprekelijk zijn geiijk
I bewezen.” Vandaag. mel een miljoen doden en een samenlaving in puin, worden
Marr's toenmalige BBC-interviews aanbevolen als bronnenmateriaal door de
Amerkaanse ambassade in Londen

Marr's collega's stonden in rij om Blair “vri van elke verdenking” te verklaren
Matt Frei, BBC-correspondent in Washinglon, zel dat “er geen twijfel over
bestond dat het verlangen om het goede te verspreiden, om Amerikaanse
waarden naar de rest van de wereld te brengen, en in het bijzonder naar het

Midden-Oaosten. . nu steeds meer verbonden is met militaire macht.”

Het zorgl er voor dat de huidige calastrofe in Syne

BB wed g en . Jptach presen Casher Deze onderdamigheid aan de VS en hun
al-Assad. Voor zijn val zweren het Weslen en Israél al bondgenoten als een goedaardige
lang samen, niet om enige humaniaire bekommennis, macht die “hel goede verspreidt” is een
W Bl ageesieuecmacit ndetogie e dogma dat diep geworteld zit in de
maClcienen. Westerse gevestigde journalistiek.

De jihadistische krachten die werden ontkelend en

bewapend door de VS, Groot-Brittannie, Frankrijk,

Turkije en hun “proxy-coalition” dienen dit doel. Zjj zijn het die de propaganda en
video's verspreiden die nieuws worden in de VS en Europa en die toegang
verschaffen aan journalisten en een eenzijdige “berichtgeving” over Syrig

verzekeren,

De Syrische stad Aleppo is nu in het nieuws. De meesle lezers en kijkers zullen
n de mainstream media met vernemen dat de meerderheid van de bewvolking van
Aleppo in het door de overheid gecontroleerde westelijke deel van de stad leeft.
Dat zij daar onder dagelijkse bombardementen van de door het Westen
gesponsorde Al-Qaeda lijden is geen nieuws. Op 21 juli vielen Franse en
Amerikaanse oommenwerpers een door de Syrische overheid geconiroteerd
dorp aan in de provincie Aleppo, waarbij tot 125 burgers omkwamen. Hierover
werd bericht op pagina 22 van de Guardian Er waren geen foto's bij.

Na het jihadisme in Afghanistan i de jaren 1980 te hebben gecreéerd en
onderschreven als Operatie Cycloon — het wapen om de Sovjet-Unie die loen
Afghanistan bezelte te vernietigen — doet de VS iets gelijkaardigs in Syrie. Net
zoals de Alghaanse moedjahedien zijn de Syrische “rebellen” in Syrie het
voetvolk van de VS en Groot-Brittannié. Velen vechten voor Al-Qaeda en zijn
varianten. Sommige van die groeperingen, zoals het Nusra-Frent, hebben
zichzelf omgedoopt om zich te schikken naar de Amerikaanse gevoeligheden

hitp://www.dewereldmorgen.be/long-read/201 6/09/01/john-pilger-media-bereiden-ker... ~ 4-11-20 16



John Pilger: "Media bereiden kernoorlog voor" - DeWereldMorgen.be

pagina 4 van 7

over 9111, De CIA leidt ze met enige moeite, zoals het jihadisten leidt over de
hele wereld.

/ Het comiddellijke doel van de operatie in Syrie is de regering in Damasaus te
vernietigen die, volgens de meest geloofwaardige peilingen (YouGovSiraj) nog
steeds door de meerderheid van de Syriers wordt gesteund, of bij wie ze op zyn
minst bescherming zoeken, ongeacht de barbaarsheden die ook onder dat
regime gebeursn, Het doel op lange termijn is Rusland een sleutelpartner in het
Midden-Oosten te ontzeggen als anderdeei van een uitpultingsoorlog door de

NAVO tegen de Russische Federatie met als doel Rusland uiteindelijk te
vermieligen

Het risico op een kernoorlog is daarby duidelijk aanwezig, hoewe! dat wordt
onderdrukt in de media van “de vrije wereld”. De redacleurs van The Washington
Post, die de ficlie van de massavernieligingswapens in Irak hadden gepromoot,
eisen nu dat Obama Syne zou aanvallen Democralisch presidentskandidaat
i Hillary Clinton, die als loenmalig minister van butanlandse zaken openlijk juichte
over de vermietiging van Libie, heelt herhaaldehjk aangegeven dat ze, als
president, “verder zal gaan” dan Obama

o Garelh Porter, een alternatief anderzoeksjournalist die bencht vanuil

! \Washington, heeft onlangs de namen onthuld van zy die wellicht de

regenngsploeg van Clinton zullen vormen en een aanval op Syrie plannen. Allen

hebben zij sen oorlogsverleden uit de Koude Oaorlog. De voormalige ClA-

directeur Leaon Panetla (2009-2001) zes al dat “de volgende president zal moeten
overwegen om bijkomende Special Forces op het (Syrische) terrein te sturen™

| Wat het meest opmerkelijk is aan deze stroom van oorlogspropaganda is zjn

']: duidelijke absurditeil en vertrouwde herkenbaarheid 1k heb archigfbeelden uit
het Washington van de jaren 1950 doorlopen toen tegen diplomaten,
ambtenaren en journalisten een heksenjacht werd gecrganiseerd en die werden
geruineerd omdat ze de toenmalige leugens en de parancia over de Sovjet-Umne
en China in vraag stelden Zoals een terugkerende kanker is de anti-Rusland
cultus terug van weggeweest

in Groot-Brittannie leidt journalist Luke Harding van The Guardian de Rusland-
haters in een stroom van journalistieke parodieen die Viadimir Poetin
veraniwoordelijk stellen voor elk mogelijk onrecht ap aarde. Toen het lek van de
Panama Papers werd gepubliceerd zei de voorpagina *Poefin’ en stond een foto
van Poetin bij. Het deed er niet toe dat Poetin nergens in die lekken werd

vernoemd.

Zoais Milosevic toen s Poetin vandaag duivel nummer één. Hij was hel die een
Maleisisch passagiersvliegtuig boven Oekraine heeft neergehaald Krantenkop.
“Wat mij betreft heeft Poetin mijn zo0n vermoord * Bewijs is niet vereist Poetin
was ook verantwoordelijk voor de door Washington ondersleunde en belaalde
omverwerping van de verkozen regering in Kiev in 2014 De daaropvolgende
terreurcampagne door fascistische miltes tegen de Russisch-sprekende
bevolking van Oekraine was het resultaal van Poelins “agressie”.

Verhinderen dat de Krim een NAVO-rakelbasis zou warden en hel beschermen
van de grotendeals Russische bevolking daar, die in een refarendum had
gekozen om zich terug bij Rusland te voegen —waarvan het was afgescheiden in
1954 — waren eveneens voorbeelden van Poetins agressie. Laster door de
media wordt envermijdelijk corlog door de media. Als er een oorlog uitbreek! met
Rusland, bewust of per ongeluk, zullen journalisten daar een groot deel van de
verantwoordelijkheid voor dragen.

In de VS is de anti-Rusland campagne uitgegroeid tot een virual reality show.
Paul Krugman, columnist bij de New vork Times en Nobelprijswinnaar economie,
heeft Donald Trump de Siberian Candidate genoemd omdat Trump Poatins man
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zou zijn. Trump heeft in een zeldzaam helder moment immers durven te
verklaren dal oorlog met Rusland misschien een slecht idee zou zijn In feite ging
hij nog verder en haalde Amerikaanse wapenleveringen aan Oekraine uit het
Republikeinse kiesprogramma “Zou het niet fantastisch zijn als we goed
opscholen mel Rusland™, zei hij

Bill en Hilary Clintons geschiedenis van racisme en

extremisme kunnen irouwens Trump om het even o :
Dit is dan ook de reden dat Amerika's

oorlogszuchlige liberale establishment
hem haatl. Trumps racisme en
demagogische tirades hebben daar niels
mee te maken.

wanneer overtreffen. (Deze week is het de twintigsle
verjaardag van Chintons “hervorming van de
welvaaristaal” die een oorlog ontketende tegen de Afro-
Amerikanen)

Wat Obama betrefi terwijl de Amerikaanse politie zin
mede-Afro-Amerikanen neerkogell heeft de "grote hoop

in het Witte Huis™ niets gedaan om hen te beschermen, niets gedaan om hun
verarming tegen te gaan, maar heeft hij wel vier roofzuchtige oorlogen en een

nooit geziene moordcampagne (met drones), gevoerd

De Amerikaanse builenlandse inlichtingendienst CIA heeft geeist dat Trump niet
wordl verkozen. Generaals van het Pentagon hebben gesaist dat hij niel wordl

/ verkczen. De pro-oorlog kranl New York Times neemt even een pauze van haar
niet aflatende laag-bij-de-grondse laslercampagne tegen Poetin en eist
eveneens dat hij niel wordt verkozen Eris met andere woorden 1els gaande.

Deze propagandislen van een “permanente oorlog” zijn als de dood dat de
miljardenbusiness van de gorlogen waarmee de VS hun dominantie over de
wereld behouden zal worden ondermijnd als president Trump een deal zou
siuten met Poetin en daarna met China's X1 Jinping Hun paniek over de
mogelijkheid dat de grote wereldmacht op aarde over vrede zou gaan spreken —
hoe onwaarschijnlijk ook — zou slechis een macabere grap zyn. ware het niet dal

deze kwesties zo onheilspellend zijn

“Trump zou Stalin geweldig hebben gevonden!” loeide vice-president Joe Biden
tijderis een kiesmeeting voor Hilary Clinton. Terwijl Clinton knikte schreeuwde hij:
“Wij buigen noait Wi plooien nooit. Wij knielen nooit Wij geven nooit toe De
finishlijn is van ons Dat is wie we zyn Wi zin Amerika'”

In Groat-Brittannie heeft ook Labourvoorzitter Jeremy Corbyn hysterie uitgeiokt
bij de oorlogsstokers binnen Labour en bij de media, die zich er toe inzetten om
g hern voortdurend te bekladden. Lord West, voormalig admiraal en Labour-
: minister, heefl dat goed uitgedrukt. Cerbyn nam volgens hem een “ongehcorde”
anli-oorlogspositie in “omdat dat de gedachteloze massa voor hem doel

stemmen’

In een debat met Owen Smith, zijn uitdager voor het leiderschap van de partij.
kreeg Corbyn van de maderator de vraag, “Hoe zou U reageren op een
scheniding doer Viadimir Poetin van een NAVO-staal?" Corbyn antwoordde’ “Je
zou moelen voorkomen dat zaels in de eersie plaals gebeurt Je zou moeten
een goede dialoog met Rusland opstarten... Wij zouden proberen een
demilitarisering door te voeren van de grenzen tussen Rusland, Oekraine en
andere landen op de grens tussen Rusland en Qasi-Europa. Wat we niet kunnen
loelaten is een rampzalige opbouw van trogpen aan beide zijden die enkel tot

een groot gevaar kan leiden G

Met aandrang gevraagd of hij loestemming zou geven voor een corlog legen
Rusland “indien hij moest”, antwoordde Corbyn: "Ik wens niet ten oorlog 18
trekken — wat ik wil is een wereld opbouwen waarin het niet nodig is ten corlog le

trekken *

Het saor vragen dat hier wordl gesteld heeft in grote mate bijgedragen tot de
opkomst van de Britse ‘libera le' oorlogsvoerders. Labour en de media hebben
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hen lange tijd carrieremogelijkneden geboden. Een lijdlang heefl de morele
tsunami van de grole misdaad in Irak hen doen spartelen, hun omkering van de
waarheid werd slechls een tijdelijke veriegenheid Ongeacht de pevindingen van
de onderzoekscommissie Chilcot over de manier waarop Tony Blair zijn land in
de aanval op Irak meesleurde en de berg belastende feilen blijft Blair voor hen

een inspiratiebron omdat hij een “winnaar” was.

Andersdenkende journalistiek en welenschap zijn sindsdien systematisch
gebannen of loegesigend, demacratische \deeen warden ontdaan van elke
betekenis en hervuld met “idenlity politics™. Die verwart gender met feminisme &n
publieke angst met bevrijding Die negeert hewust het slaatsgeweld en de
wapenbusiness die ialloze levens verwoesten in verafgelegen plaatsen zpals
Jemen en Syrie Die kunnen ook gen kernooriog uillokken in Europa en over de

hele wereld

De nieuwe beweging van mensen van alle Ieeftijden rond de spectaculaire
opkomst van Jeremy Corbyn gaat tol op zekere hoogle in tegen deze lendens.
Corbyn heeft zijn hele leven gewijd aan hel aanklagen en openbaar maken van

de gruwel van de corlog

Het probleem voor Corbyn en zijn aanhangers is de Labour partij. In de VSis het

probleem voor de duizenden aanhangers van Bernie Sanders de Democratsche

partij, om nog maar te zwijgen van hel ultieme verraad door hun grote wilte naop

(Sanders). In de VS, thuisbasis van de grote burgerrechten- en

yredesbewegingen, zijn het dé pewegingen Black Lives Matter en Codepink ' de

de basis leggen voor een hedendaagse moderne versie van de
burgerbewegingen \Wanl alleen een beweging die aanzwell in alle straten en

over alle grenzen heen en die niet opgeeft kan de oorlpgsstokers stoppen.

In 1917 zal hel een geuw geleden zijn dat Wilfred Owen” {folo) het

volgende gedicht schreef. leder journalist zou hel moeten lezen en

onthouden..

+ If you could hear, at every joll, the blood

+ Come gargling fram the froth .corrupted (Ungs,

.

hup:flwww.dewcre]dmorgen.bcf long-rea

Obscene as cancer, biller as the cud

Of vile, incurable sores an innocent tongues,
My friend, you would not tell with such high zest
To children ardent for some desperate glory,

The old lie: Dulce el decorum est pro patria mon

oorlog zou zien en voelen, zou je miet met

{Wrij samengeval Als je de horror van
7pet en eerval is het te sterven voor het

zaves ijver de ouda leugen veriellen:

vaderland™)

John Pilger, 23 augustus 2016

Provoking nuclear war by media werd gepubliceerd door John Pilger op Zijn

website en vertaald it hel Engels door Karel Lietaert.

1 BlackLivesMatier begon als hashtag in 2013 na een zoveelste moord op een

Afrikaan-Amerikaan door een politieagent en werd een beweging. CodePink,

d/2016/09/01 fjohn-pilger-media-bercidcn-ket.. 4-11-2016



teem oA T
* john Pilger: "Media bereiden kernoorlog voor" - DeWereldMorgen.be pagina 7 van 7

voluit CodePinkWomenForPeace is een vredesheweging in de VS, opgericht in
2002

2 De Britse scldaat Wilfred Owen stierf op 25-jange leeftijid in de Franse
loopgraven, één week vaor de wapenstistand Hj schreef dit gedicht in een bnef

aan zijn moeder in 1917 Het werd gepubliceerd in 1920,
John Pilges
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