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[Yet more lles, like so many base coins, are placed an the long
dead eyes of the public conscience. Who can even remember all
of them anymore? Roy Gutman's trainload of Bosnlan
deportees; Penny Marshall's portralt of Fikret Alic and
barbedwire; The Yugosiav Army's unprovoked attack on
Dubrovnik and their destruction of the Mostar Bridge; the seige
of Sarajevo with its wanton attacks on breadlines and the
Markale marketplace; the satellite photos of mass graves
around Srebrenica; 10,000 murdered iKosovo Albanians stuffed
down the Trepca mines; the refridgerator trucks packed with
Albanian victims of the Serb genocide in Kosovo: but if one
wants a look at a video of the real smoking salami of Serb avil,
go to Blockbuster and rent Fourth Angel with Jeremy [rons. You
will see how Serbs (who else would be named Karavan Maldic?)
are probably behind the spate of air line hijackings that led to
911, --mc]

Matasa Kandic & the Propaganda War against Yugoslavia.

The nineteen Nato countries that attacked the sovereign state of
Yugosiavia In 1999 had a combined Gross Domestic Product
(GDP) of 1300 times that of Yugoslavia.

Similarly with the respective medla outlets the same imbalance
applied, namely 1300 to 1.

(Given the universality of the English and French languages the
relative world wide impact of the media from the Nato countries
could be said to be much more).

Following the Mato destruction of Yugoslavia's RTS television
station the media ratic between aggressor and victim became
1300 to zero.

Consequently It became relatively easy to promote anti-
Yugoslav propaganda, because after all who would counter it?

"Under these conditions”, wrote Edward Herman in his work,
Propaganda System Number One,

"remarkable structures of disinformatien can be built,
Institutionalised, and remain parts of historic memory even In
the face of ex post confutation’s, which are kept out of sight,”
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Out of this propaganda onslaught came shacking stories which
ranged from 'Serb concentration camps’, ‘ethnic cleansing’ and
genocide’, to the childish claim that Yugoslav soldiers were
deliberately killing dogs because the Albanian population were
devoted to their pets. This story, aired by the BBC, was aimed
directly and exclusively at Britain, on the grounds of its impact on
a pet loving nation. OF course none of it was true but the adage
that “a lie can be half way around the block befare the truth has
even got its shoes on’ served the Nato countries well,

At the outset of the break- up of the sovereign state of
Yugoslavia, the Washington based public refations firm, Ruder

and Finn Global Public Affairs, was handed the task of demonising
the Serbs and their leadership.

Given the advantage, as outlined above, of 1300 to zero, Ruder
and Finn managed to turn the truth onto Its head. It was the
Serbs who were now incredibly decreed as being guilty of
systematic ethnic cleansing, a policy that no one more than the
Serbs had suffered from. Indeed the aim of Serbia was the
preservation of the Yugosiav federation, not its disintegration,
thus opposing the very essence af ethnic cleansing.

James Harff, director of Ruder Finn, when boasting of his
propaganda achievements to French TV2, stated, "Speed is vital,
it is the first assertion that really counts. All future denials are
entirely Ineffective.” Ruder Finn uses several hundred journalists,
politicians, representatives of humanitarian associations and
academics to create public opinion. When asked of his proudest
public relation endeavours Harff responded, "To have managed to
put lewish opinion on our side, Tens of thousands of Jews
perished in Croatian camps yet we succeeded masterfully.”

Harff later clarified that his firm never actually claimed that
‘genocide’ or ‘ethnic cleansing’ was taking place, but merely
publicised the fact that someone, somewhere, had made such
claims. However these two charges In particular are still today
the overriding impressions of the Yugoslav conflict in the mind of
much of the western world.

That the western media readily accepted these clalms without
seeking any conflrmation was a reflection of their subservience to
the requirements of thelr own govermments. That we now have
‘embedded’ reporters in Irag, broadcasting gavernment and
rnilitary hand outs as if they were Independently verified news, Is
merely a further example of this journalistic degeneration.

This propaganda success allowed Nato ta claim that the bombing
was justified on the grounds of *humanitarian intervention’. In
reality it enabled Nate and particularly the United States to
pursue long held foreign policy objectives. In her book, *Fools’
Crusade’ author Diana Johnstone clarifies it this way:

“Apparently, many people on the left, who would normally defend
peace and justice, were fooled or confused by the claim that the
"wosovo war' was waged for purely humanitarian reasans. The
altruistic pretensions of NATO's Kosovo war served to gain public
acceptance of war as the appropriate instrument of policy. This
opened the way for the United States, in the wake of 11
September 2001, to attack Afghanistan as the opening phase of a
new, long-term "war against terrorism".
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Existential Humanisi
-- by Liubodrag
The bombing of Yugoslavia marked a turning point in the Simonovic

expansion of U.S. military hegemony. For the first time, a
European country was subjected to the type of U.S, lnl::arventiun
usually reserved for Central America. It also marked the end of
Germany's postwar inhibition about foreign military intervention,
and saw Germans retuming to the scene of Nazi crimes with a
clear conscience. For the first time, NATO abandoned its
defensive posture and attacked a country that posed ne threat to
its member states, outside the NATO treaty area, and without
seeking UN Security Council authorization.

international law was circumvented in the name of an alleged
higher moral imperative. A precedent was set. When the United
States subsequently arrogated the right to bomb and invade
Afghanistan on moral grounds, its NATO allies could only meekly
offer to tag along. In a world with no mare legal barriers to might
proclaiming itself right, there was nothing to stop a U.S.
president from using military force to crush every concelvable
adversary”.

1n his opening statement at the beginning of his defence case
Prasident Milosevic expiained what happened in Kosovo prior to
the NATO aggression, establishing the truth about the so-called
Hosovo Liberation Army, which was In fact a terrorist organization
aiming for the creation of an ethnically pure and independent
Kosovo that would later be assoclated with Albania to create a
Greater Albania.

He also exposed the fact that the KLA was funded and trained by
the West and exercised a murderous regime over Serbs and
Albanians in all areas of Kosovo and Metohija where it managed
to take over control.

The prosecution, of course, now denles all this, Yet the fact Is
that the US and Britain knew the true situation In Yugoslavia
before the 1999 bombing campaign, particularly the situation in
Kosovo, and had known for some considerable time. This can be
seen from the following guotes:

"The Albanian nationalists have a two point platform,... Tirst 0
establish what they call an ethnically clean Albanian republic and
then the merger with Albanla to farm a greater Albanla™

(New York Times 12th July 1982).

*In reality, the Albanians control every phase of life in Kosovao:
the police, the courts, agriculture, the factonies, the villages and
the cities. . . At present, the Serbs are fleeing, faced with
growing Albanian violence, Twenty thousand among them have
left Kosovo in the last seven years. .

(The New York Times 10th November 1987)

On February 22, 1998, Special US envoy to the Balkans, Robert
Gelbard, declared publicly:

“l know @ terrorist when I see one. And I'm telling you, these
guys In the KLA are terrorists.”

hup:z‘fcirquamirﬂme,biugcollective.ounu’l:tlogf_archivesﬂ{}OS."ﬁf 17/947793 html 4-9-08
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Onl_v later, when their objectives had been achleved would
politicians from within the Nato countries, in rare moments of

candour, occaslonally admit that the propaganda was merely a
cover for their aggression.

Former cabinet minister in the Blair government, Michael

Meacher, wrote an article in the Guardian newspaper of 27th
March 2004 where he revealed the following:

"The 78-day boembing of Yugoslavia in the spring of 1999,
directed by the US general Wesley Clark, was said to be stopping
an alleged "genocide” by the Serbs in Kosovo (some 2,000 bodies
were later exhumed, a horrifying number but far short of the
100,000 the US predicted). The US goal was to assist the Kosovo
Uberation Army (KLA). Yet the year before, the US state
department had branded the KLA a terrorist organisation,
financing its operations from the heroin trade and funds from
Islamic countries and Individuals, including Osama bin Laden”,

In June 2001, NATO spokesman Jamie Shea admitted " there was
no genocide In Kosove."

Moreover, two weeks before the war, an official report of the
German foreign ministry declared: "There was no ethnic
persecution of the Albanians as a group. Only the confrontations
between two armles.”

And on the eve of the Nato bombing campaign Bili Clinten
informed a group of federal employees;

“If we want solld economic relations, permitting us to sell in the
whole world, Europe must be the key. . This Is what the thing in
Kosovo Iis about,"

[Monopely - NATO and the Conguest of the World. Michel Collon
EPO, 2000 Brussels).

PROPAGANDA.

It would be reasonable to assume that a media Imbalance of
1300 to zero against Yugoslavia could not get any worse.
However if you assumed that then you would be wrong.

At the end of Nato's 78 day bombing campaign information
revealing the truth of the break-up of Yugoslavia did appear in
limited form, mostly thanks to independent media outlets.
However the malnstream media continued to promote the Nato
propaganda version, not least because of the requirements of The
International Criminal Tribunal for the former Yugoslavia (1CTY),
an organ, although lllegally created and purely a political tool of
the western powers, portrayed itself as a legitimate legal body.
Its task being to exonerate the aggression of the Nato countries
and criminalise the victims of that aggression, an objective that
would need a considerable amount of deceit and hypocrisy.

In addition to the overwhelming dominance of Nato propaganda,
and since the 5th October 2000 western backed coup against the
government of Slobodan Milosevic, the new leadership of the now
named Serbia and Mantenegro, with their position totally

hitp://cirqueminime blogcollective.com/blog/_archives/2005/6/17/947793 html 4-9-08
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d?pendent on the grace of the United States, became an echo
within the country for the propaganda of the very people who had
bombed them, Furthermore the Serblan media was now being
used to broadcast this same propaganda and began to actively

encourage the handing over of their own citizens to the ICTY in
The Hague.

This incredible state of affairs, treason Is the only word that is
suitabie to use, was exacerbated further by the activitles of
prominent individuals within Serbia, individuals who fully
supported this prostration before the might of the United States.

One such individual is Natasa Kandic.

NATASA KANDIC.

In his article *The Fabrication and Dissemination of Deception’
from 2001 Gilles d’Aymery notes the following:

"Many news reports of atrocities and "genocide” allegedly
committed by the Serbs and widely disseminated in the Westem
main media have originated with a littie known NGO in Beigrade,
Serbla, the Humanitarian Law Center (HLC). The story of the
refrigerated truck filled with corpses that was purportedly
dumped in the [river] Danube in April 1999 is a good example.

The HLC was created in 1992 by Natasa Kandic, its present
Executive Director. It has been funded by George Soros as well
as the Natlonal Endowment for Democracy and this year the Ford
Foundation provided HLC with a $80,000 grant.

Kandic is a darling of the Western Human Rights crowd. She's
received tons of awards and was conferred an honorary doctorate
by the Unlversity of Valencla, Spain, for "her longstanding work
in the field of human rights and her humanitarian activities.”

According to a July 18 editorial by Justin Raimundo of
Antiwar.com, "It was Kandic who, as the organizer of an OSCE
media conference held in Montenegro, told Serbian journalists
who walked out In protest at the NATO-crats' high-handedness:
They pay you and have the right to question your conduct during
the war.' Heavlly subsidized by interventionist sugar-daddy
George Soros, Kandic is a weird, isolated figure In Serblar
politics, one of the few who openly sided with NATO during the
bombing."”

So, one could entertain the idea that If "they” pay, "they" also
have the right and the expectation to a return on thelr
investment. Natasa Kandic has undoubtedly been quite a
profitable investment!”

Here are some examples of the work of Natasa Kandic and her
HLC:

At the ICTY on the 5th April 2005 defence witness Danica
Marinkovlc, the Investigating Judge who led the inquiry Into
events at the Kosovo village of Racak, was cross-examined by
prosecutor Geoffrey Nice,

Having failed to refute Mrs Marinkovoc's testimony on the Racak
incident Mr Nice attempted a character assassination of the
defence witness. His claim that Mrs Marinkovoc had ordered the

http://cirqueminime blogcollective.com/blog/_archives/2005/6/17/947793 html 4-9-08
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ad to withdraw the accusation because his one and only source

was an articie written by Natasa Kandic which was only notable

precisely because it offered no supporting evidence for the
accusation.
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even
T Nice

The New York Times of January 26, 2004 published a report

commenting on the resignation of USA Today correspondent Jack
Kelley over an article he had written in 1999,

The Times report commented:

“In his July 1999 article, Mr, Kelley referred to a three-ring
notebook with a black vinyl cover that contained a direct order
"typed on army stationery and stamped by the Supreme Defense
Council of the Yugoslav Army Headquarters In Belgrade, which is
headed by Milosevic." The order, which Mr. Kelley said was typed
in Cyrillic letters and Intended for a lieutenant, read: "The aim of
the military activity should be to cleanse Cusk and the
surrounding villages and terrain.”

And further:

"In the article, Mr. Kelley wrote about a Yugosiav Army notebook
that had a typed order to "cleanse" a Kosovo vlllage, although he
did not |dentify the person who showed him the notebook. He
added that United Natlons investigators considered this "the
strongest and most direct evidence linking the government of
Yugoslav President Slobodan Milosevic to "ethnic cleansing’ in
Kosovo."

Announcing Kelley’s resignation, the USA Today issue of 13th
January 2004 stated that they had concluded a seven-month
investigation into "whether Kelley might have embellished or
fabricated storles.”

According to the New York Times Kelley had claimed as his
source for the story, "A human rights advocate” and confirmed
that source as "The rights advocate, Natasa Kandlc, the executive
director of the Humanitarian Law Center In Belgrade"

On 30th April 2001, what later became known as ‘the freezer
truck hoax' broke In the western press through Assoclated Press
who under the headline, “Rights Activist Says Yugoslav Army,
Police Destroyed Evidence Of Kosovo Atrocities." stated:

* .[Natasa] Kandic [from the Humanitarian Law Center]...cited a
report in a local magazine in the eastern Serblan Negetin region,
describlng how on the night of April &, 1999, a refrigerated trailer
truck was lifted out of the Danube near Kladovo, at the border

with Remania"

"The vehicle bore license plates from Pec, a western Kosovo city,
and allegedly contained 50 bodies. According to Kandic's center,
the bodles were subsequently transferred to a truck with
Belgrade plates and driven away."

And the plece continued:

"QOur Investigations produced witnesses who can testify that
many people were killed, their bodies buried only to be dug up
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again and later moved to another place,’ said Natasa Kandic of

the Humanitarian Law Center, a leading human rights watchdog
organization In Yugoslavia"

The point of this story was to claim that Mr Milosevic had ordered
a cover-up of the alleged atrocities in Kosovo and was remaving
the evidence, but unfortunately for hirm a truck carrying Albanian
bodies from Kosavo had crashed into the Danube,

This story was very timely for Mato and the new Serbian
government because at the time Nato was demanding the
transfer of Mr Milosevic to the ICTY and as the Independent
newspaper commented approvingly, "The bodies are the evidence
the international war crimes tribunal in The Hague needs to prove
its charge of crimes against humanity against Mr Milosavic,”

The story was published worldwide and the BBC even presented a
45-minute documentary on it, on the 27th January 2002 as part
of their holocaust memaorial season.

However subsequent investigations into this story revealed the
following:

The local magazine guoted in the AP article was Timocka
Kriminala Revija (criminal review) owned by Dragan Vitomirovic.

Timocka published two articles about a refrigerator truck full of
bodies.

The first article, dated 15th September 1993, stated that the
truck contained dead Kurds and that the licence plates were
Swiss.

However, the second story, published 1st May 2001 the one that
Natasa Kandic presanted to the world and the source of the
allegations against Slobodan Milosevic, the dead Kurds had
become the dead Albanians and the Swiss licence plates had
become Kosovo license plates.

It further transpired that Dragan Vitomirovic had a brother with a
record of smuggling illegal aliens across the Romanian border and
moreover, had been encouraged to write the second article by
Interior Minister Mihajlovic, a member of the newly Installed Nato
backed Serblan government.

In regard to Kandic's claim that, "Our investigations produced
witnesses who can testify that many people were killed, their
bodies buried only to be dug up again and later moved to another
place" it is important te note the following:

Police officer Captain Dragan Karleusa, who was appolinted to
investigate the allegations, appeared In July 2002 as a
prosecution witness at The Hague against Mr Milosevic and
admitted that not a single witness deposition had ever been
taken. (Trial transcript).

Given that as of July 2002 the Investigating officers had not
taken a single witness deposition and had not a shred of evidencea
to substantiate the allegation, how was It possible for the BBC to
broadcast six months earller, on the 27th January 2002, their
‘factual’ documentary programme *Mass Killings in Kosova'?
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Noting the above examples of the work of Kandic’s Humanitarian
Law Center it is laughable, if not tragic, to hear Hague prosecutor
Geoffrey Nice along with the mainstream media describe this HLC

as "a very reliable human rights organisation." One wonders what
an unreliable one would be likel

Let us just recap for a moment and refiect on Kandic's history as
cited in the few samples above,

She sided with Nato as the bombs dropped on her own people
and it was she who berated Serblan journalists for not showing
respect to their Nato masters, claiming they pay their wages. It
was she who was named as the source for the USA article
originally printed In 1999 which forced the resignation of Jack
Kelley after an investigation that USA Today held ta determine,
"whether Kelley might have embellished or fabricated stories."

In 2001 it was she who supplied The Hague with the Freezer
Truck Story, second version, the rewritten second version
naturally. Alse, at The Hague this year Prosecutor Nice was
forced to drop his character assassination attempt against a
defence witness as his one and anly source was an article written
by Kandic,

You would think that given this history any self-respecting
newspaper, when confrontad by a new allegation from this same
source, would immediately realise that some correborating
evidence would be needed before publication. Cne would like to
think that the editor's thoughts woudd be something like this: "Oh
dear, it's that fairy tale queen again. Hold the presses while I get
this checked and double checked."

Moreover, bearing In mind the history of previous HLC
accusations it should at the very least have glven the media a
degree of suspicion concerning future ‘stories’suppliad by this
NGO. However in June 2005 this ‘very reliable human rights
organisation’ was at it again, riding to the rescue of a desperate,
not to say disastrous, prosecution case with a story instantly
embraced by a subservient media,

On Wednesday 1st June 2005 the prosecution in the Slobodan
Milosevic case at The Hague introduced a video tape, apparently
showing the execution of six people by a "Serbian unit’ known as
the 'Scorplons’ which it Is claimed occurred in 1995, The
*Scorpions’, the prosecution alleges, were under the command of
the Serblan Ministry of Internal Affalrs (MUP), which oversaw
state security and policing in Serbla. The tape was then broadcast
on Serbian telavision. The tape was supplied by, you've guessed
it, Natasa Kandic.

Yet The Hague court already had prior knowledge of the so-called
*Scorplon’ unit, and knew they were not under the command of
the MUP.

Milan Milanovic, the Deputy Defense Minister of the Republic of
Serblan Krajina (RSK) testified as a prosecution witness at The
Hague on October 14, 2003 where he confirmed the unit was
subordinated to the command of the Army of the Republic of
Serblan Krajina.

They used them initially in 1992 as security guards for the
Krajina Petroleum Industries oll company.

http://cirqueminime. blogcollective.com/blog/_archives/2005/6/17/947793 html
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Furthermore, a viewing of the vides in full would reveal that this
was the case. The prosecution showed a few minutes of the two-
hour long video, whereas a full viewing would indeed confirm by
the insignia on their vehicles that Milanovic's testimony was
correct. Therefore there Is no connection with this, essentially
mercenary unit, to the Belgrade government whatsoever,

The prosecution should have learned that lesson from the
testimony of their own witness, Milanovic, in 2003, yet they
chose not to heed the satirical maxim, "If at first you dont
succeed give up, it's no use making a complete fool of yourself."

We are dealing here, once again, with a complete red herring. OF
course It is the first blast of media propaganda that will be
embedded in people’s minds, and not the later refutations, As
James Harff, director of Ruder Finn, boasted, "Speed is vital, it is
the first assertion that really counts. All future denlals are entirely
Ineffective."

Despite this Mr Milosevic made some telling points about the
videotape, While stating that if the tape was authentic, this was
indeed an *horrific” act, he noted however that the video had
some technlcal irregularities which gave rise for concern and
pointed out that although the prosecution Is linking this tape with
Srebrenica and claiming the killings took place in Tmovo, the twa
places are more that 160km apart, and that there was nothing on
the tape to suggest a link, nor anything on the tape to confirm
where it was actually filmed.

In regard to the ‘discovery’ of this video and its showing at The
Hague, it should be noted that the prosecution case concluded
last year, yet the prosecution was alliowed to present it six
months later, and furthermore, present it without disclosing its
axistence to the defence, thus breaking all legal norms and even
breaking the Hague tribunal’s own rules of precedure,

Before |eaving the issue of this tape it is Interesting to note two
news reports which purported to give some background details.
The first report |s from Reuters and the second from The
Observer, written by one Tim Judah, who for those not aware,
comes from tha London-based IWPR (International War & Peace
Reporting) stable, an organisatiocn known for its previous
collaboration with Kandic and an organisation about as
trustworthy as a rattlesnake with a headache.

Reuters dispatch of 4th June 4th 2005 stated:

"The video was obtained last December from an unnamed and
now protected source by Hague prosecutors and Natasa Kandic, a
Serbian human rights activist.

They spent months authenticating it and investigating the men it
showed, It was shown to Serblan war crimes prosecutors a week
ago and Its broadcast to a national audience was coordinated
with the government of Prime Minister Vojislav Kostunica."

The Observer of Sth June 2005 Included this passage:

"On 23 May she (Kandic) gave it to Serbia's own war crimes
prosecutor, He promised to Investigate, but no arrests were
made. She also gave it to The Hague's prosecution team, who
showed It on Wednesday. Immediately afterwards she gave it to
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Serblan Tv",

The .Reuters report cleims ‘They spent months authenticating it
and investigating the men it showed.’

Yet the Observer report states that Kandic gave it to the Serbian
authorities and The Hague prosecution team on 23rd May, just
eight days prior to its showing. So who *spent months
authenticating It.”

FUNDING,

To understand the workings of an organisation, its intentions and
philasophy, it is necessary to examine where its funding comes
from:.

As docurnented, both the National Endowrmnent for Democracy
(NED) and American billionaire financier George Soros have
provided funding for Kandic’s Humanitarian Law Center.,

The National Endowment for Democracy Is a United States
government agency. Founded in 1983, the NED took over
functions that were once the responsibility of the CIA. Unlike the
CIA however the NED recelves open congressional appropriations,
as opposed to the previously covert funding, and thus their
activities are more openly documented. For instance NED
programme operator Paul McCarthy revealed in his testimony to
the Commission on Security and Cooperation in Europe that the
NED, In 1988, was responsible in Yugoslavia for, amongst other
things, the newspapers Nasa Borba, Vreme and Danas, the TV
statlon Negatin, the news agency BETA and the Belgrade station
Radio B-92.

It Is worth noting that among the directors who have served on
the board of the National Endowment for Democracy are: Wesley
Clark, former Supreme Commander of Nato, Richard Holbrooke
former Asslstant Secretary of State, and Francis Fukuyama,
author of the anti-communlst diatribe, *“The End of History.’

George Soros Is responslble for the creation of many
organisations, one such being the Open Soclety Institute.
Journalist Nell Clark commented In the New Statesman magazine

that:

"Soros deems a soclety "open' not if it respects human rights and
basic freedoms, but if it is "open’ for him and his associates to
make money. And, indeed, Soros has made money in every
country he has helped to prise “open.' In Kosovo, for example,
he has Invested $50m in an attempt to gain control of the Trepca
mine complex, where there are vast reserves of gold, silver, lead
and other minerals estimated to be worth in the region of $5bn.
He thus copled a pattern he has deployed to great effect over the
whole of eastern Europe: of advocating " shock therapy' and
"economic reform,’ then swooping In with his associates to buy
valuable state assets at knockdown prices."

In her article 'George Soros = Imperial Wizard’ published in the
autumn 2002 issue of Covert Action Quarterly, Heather Coffin

http://cirqueminime blogcollective.com/blog/_archives/2005/6/17/947793.html
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In each cﬂuuntry I'identified a group of people, some leading
personalities, others less well known - who share my beljef,.."

Cottin also noted:

"He was part of the full court press that dismantled Yugoslavla.
Calling himself a philanthropist, blllionaire George Soros' role is to
tighten the ideological stranglehold of globalization and the New
Weorld Order while promoting his own financial gain, Soros’
commercial and "philanthropic" operations are clandesting,
contradictory and coactive, And as far as his economic activities
are concerned, by his own admission, he is without conscience; a
capitalist who functions with absolute amorality.”

Gllles d’Amery reported further detalls on Soros in "The
Fabrication and Dissemination of Deception”:

"A prominent hawk on Yugoslavia, Soros pressured Bill Clinton,
as early as 1993, to escalate the war by lifting an arms embargo
against Bosnlan separatists.

Emboldened by U.S. support, separatist rebels launched "ethnic
cleansing” campaigns against Serb civilians living in the
territaries they claimed. The bloodiest such action was Operation
Storm, an August 1995 offensive by Croatian forces, in which as
many as 300,000 Serbs were driven from Krajina, and an
unknown number of Serb civilians slaughtered.”

The blood was not dry in Krajina before Soros and his fellow
hawks confronted Congress in December 1995 with a petition,
signed by 40 prominent policy makers, urging massive U.S.
intervention in the Balkans -- not to protect Serbs from further
atrocities, but to escalate the war by intensifying support for
separatist rebels.

George Soros s also a notabie contributor to the funding of the
ICTY itself. Another organisation that supports the ICTY Is the
Coalition for International Justice (CDJ}, which was founded and
funded by Soros and it is the CI that supplies many of the ICTY's
legal staff. Moreover the ICTY also has provision for the obtaining
of evidence by, among others, George Soros’ Open Soclety

Foundation.

Between them the MED and Soros can be sald to fund the *human
rights’ organisations (Soros Is also Involved with HRW}) that
highlight *atrocities’, they also control large parts of the Serbian
media that publicises these ‘atrocities’ and they contribute to the
ICTY who conduct the resulting trials. A tidy circle Indeed and
within this circle where is the allowance for any opposing voice?

These then are the masters that Natasa Kandic and her HLC
serve. In essence Kandic Is merely a Nato foot soldier.

EVIDENCE,

As for the accusations of ‘ethnic cleansing’ and "genocide’ levelled
against Slobodan Milosevic the ICTY have not a scrap of credible

evidence. They have not got one single document or other exhibit
that suggests Mr Milosevic or the Yugoslav government are guilty
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rqueMinime/Paris :: Natasa Kandic & the Propaganda War against Yugoslavia.--by Ian

of these grave charges. ... pagina 12 van 14

8]
dn the contrary, the ICTY have in their possession a mass of
ocuments and sworn testimonies to confirm that the Milosevic

t_tmvemment and the Yugoslav authorities took all available steps
o prevent any possible crimes against civilians,

For instance, General Gojovic, who was the head of the Legal
Directorate at the Yugoslav Defense Ministry during the 1999
Kosova war, testified in March this vear that war crimes were
severely punished by the Yugoslav Army.

He exhibited a large file of documents laying out the work of the
Yugoslav milltary justice system, These documents detailed the
type of crime committed, whether this be robbery or a more
serious offence, the files identified the soldiers who committed
the crimes, and the relevant action taken by the Yugoslav courts
as of 2001, For example the Yugoslav authorities successfully
convicted aver 2000 perpetrators in Kosovo alone with some
soldiers receiving the death penalty for thelr crimes.

Further, the ICTY have in their possession copies of the orders
from the Yugoslav Supreme Command that instructed soldiers to
abide by the Geneva Conventions.

Also, during General Gojovic’s testimony Slobodan Milosevic
exhibited numerous pamphlets containing codes of conduct that
were distributed to the personnel of the Yugoslav Army, which
clearly stated that all personnel were ordered to respect civilians,
treat enemy prisoners humanely and observe the laws of war.

That the Yugoslav government did this while engaged in a life
and death struggle against internal and external enemies is to
their everlasting credit and proves that the charge agalnst them
of a "Joint Criminal Enterprise” of President Milosevic and others
to ethnically cleanse Kosovo and Metohija of non-Serbs, on which
the “indictment" relies, is Inapplicable, and a complete and utter
nonsense.

OF course all this would be relevant If the aim of the ICTY was to
objectively establish the truth about the break-up of Yugoslavia
and punish those responsible for any crimes committed, However
this Is not the case.

The ICTY Is a political tool. It is a creation of the United States
and Its function is to justify the Nato aggression and to punish
the victims of that aggression. The real quilt of the Yugoslav
prisoners is that they defied Nato and faught for the
independence of their country. Moreover, the ICTY exists to serve
a5 @ warning to anyone who thinks of trylng to resist US forelan
policy In the future.

The tribunal’s rules are unigue and have nothing to do with
justice or discavering the truth about the break-up of Yugoslavia.

It has 1300 employees, it has lawyers, legal secretaries,
investigators and judges who are all primarily from the Nato
countries that attacked Yugoslavia. It has assistance from the
governments and Intelligence carvices of those countries that
attacked Yugoslavia.

It is therefore hardly neutral.
hup:;’fcirqueminime.blngcolleclive,comfhIogf_amhives:’z{}ﬂs}ﬁf 17/947793.html 4-9-08
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When commenting on the Iije

gal weapons use
Yugoslavia, P d by Nato against

. weapons that are forbidden by the Geneva
Convention such as fragmentation bombs, graphite bombs, used

to r_.:aralvse the electrical grid and weapons of Depleted Uranium
which cause cancer and birth defacts,

US Congressman Lester Munson stated:

"You will never see these NATO pilots brought before a UN
tribunal. NATO is the accuser, the prosecuter, the judge, the jury
and the executioner, because it is NATQ that pays the bills for the

ICTY. NATO does not have to submit to internaticnal law. It ls
international law."

(Monopaly - NATO and the Conquest of the World. Michel Collon
EPQ, 2000 Brussels),

Glven this scenario it is easy to see people such as Natasa Kandic
as an obedient servant of Nato, and every "smoking gun' story
that is produced by her lik is not only testimony to the fact that
the prosecution lacks any factual evidence, but testimony to the
correctness of the battle for justice and historical truth being
undertaken by Slobodan Milosevic at The Hague today.

And even a media advantage of 1300 to zero will ultimately not
be enough to conceal the truth about the destruction of
Yugosiavia and the false demonising of its people.

Ian Johnson
June 2005.
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News by priority, April 19, 2005

Trial moves on without Milosevic | 15:46 | FoNet

THE HAGUE — Tuesday — The Hague Tribunal has decided to continue
the court process against Slobodan Milosevic even if the defendant
cannot make it to court because of illness.

The trial is scheduled to continue with a cross-examination of
defense witness Kosta Bulatovic, without Milosevic being present,
which Bulatovic has refused.

*| came here at the invitation of my president Slobodan Milosevic,
and | am his witness and no one else’s and without his presence |
will not speak, nor give any statements.” Bulatovic said.

Hague President Patrick Robinson told Bulatovic that Milosevic's is
sick and that it has been decided that his testimony must continue
without the presence of Milosevic in court. Robinson said that
Milosevic will be able to see a video of the continuation of
Bulatovic's testimony, read the transcript and will have the ability
to recall the witness if he wishes to.

“You can recall me, even if | am current not healthy and it was very
hard for me to come here in the first place. If you recall me, | will

try and come again, but without the presence of Milosevic | will not
agree to any questioning. | would feel ashamed and defeated if this
happened, and 1'd rather take death home than defeat.” Bulatovic
said.
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Written by: Andy Wilcoxson

On Wednesday April 20, 2005, Mr. Kosta Bulatovic, a defense witness at the Milosevic trial, was officially charged with
contempt of court. And another defense witness, Dragan Jasovic, is refusing to testify unless Milosevic is present and
allowed to conduct his own defense. Jasovic refused an invitation from Mr. Kay to testify in Milosevic's absence.

Mr. Bulatovic began his testimony last week, but refused to continue his testimony yesterday when the ICTY Registrar
blocked Slobodan Milosevic from attending the trial.

hf'!ilosevic wanted to attend the hearing, but the Registrar said that his blood-pressure was too high and would not allow
him to attend the proceedings.

The trial chamber ruled that the trial could be conducted in absentia. They based their ruling on the November 1, 2004

ruling of the appeals chamber, which states that "the presence of Assigned Counsel will enable the trial to continue
even if Milosevic is temporarily unable to participate.”

Notice that the word they chose was PARTICIPATE. The Appeals Chamber said nothing about continuing the
proceedings if Milosevic was unable to ATTEND. To continue a trial without an accused being present is a clear
violation of Article 21.4 (D) of the Statute of the Tribunal,

Mr. Bulatovic refused to give evidence in Milosevic's absence, and so today he was charged with contempt of court for
refusing to answer the questions put to him in the absence of Milosevic,

The contempt charges against Mr. Bulatovic are completely baseless. He did not refuse to answer questions; he insists
that he will gladly answer questions if Milosevic is present. Mr. Bulatovic was not disrespectful towards the tribunal, in

spite of the fact that the prosecution and the bench, particularly Judge Bonamy, were very disrespectful and insulting
towards him.

Today Mr. Bulatovic's lawyer argued that his client could not be subjected to contempt charges because the trial
chamber had no right to ask him to give any evidence in the absence of Milosevic, He argued that the trial chamber
has no jurisdiction to conduct a trial in absentia.

Trial in absentia is a flagrant violation of the International Covenant on Civil and Paolitical Rights. Article 14.3 (D) of the
covenant gives everyone the right “to be tried in his presence, and to defend himself in person.”

If Mr. Bulatovic had agreed to continue his evidence in the absence of Milosevic, then he would have been participating
in a gross violation of Slobodan Milosevic's rights.

The trial chamber had absolutely no right or legal basis to order the trial ta continue without Milosevic being present,

; ; z i Gk . el
Not only was the trial chamber in violation of international law, it was in wn_la'hqn o_f the tribunal's own statute. Artic| _
21.4(D}Yuf the tribunal's statute gives Slobodan Milosevic the right “to be tried in his presence, and to defend himself in
person.”

i i ici iolati i The trial
To continue the trial without Milosevic is a violation of the statute. Kosta Bulatovic was not cnntemptuous.
chamber did not have the right to continue the trial in Milosevic's absence; therefore Mr. Bulatovic was under no
obligation to participate in the illegal proceedings.

Itis the trial chamber, not Mr. Bulatovic, who is in violation of the statute. If anybody should be subjected to criminal
prosecution for violation of the rules it should be Mr. Robinson, Mr. Kwon, and Mr. Bonamy.

Kosta Bulatovic's courage is to be commended. He is a frail old man who walks with a cane, and he is heroically
refusing to cave-in to the pressure that the tribunal is exerting on him, they are threatening him with eriminal
prosecution. Contemnpt carries a punishment of a large fine and a prison sentence.

A lesser man would have agreed to violate Milosevic's rights, and testify in his absence. All Mr. Bulatovic had to do was
testify and none of this would have happened to him, Nobody would have thought less of him if he had testified. He is

an old man and a refugee from Kosovo, who would have expected a man in his position to stand-up and fight against
this massive evil machinery?

Kosta Bulatovic is a hero. Men like him are what make Serbia great. Some men only sing “Ko to Kaze Ko to Laze
Srbija je Mala,” while great men like Kosta Bulatovic prove that the words are true.
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in trial is adjourned until Monday, April 25", and Mr. Bulatovic's contempt hearing is adjourned unfil Thursday,

——
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Milosevic-rechter wil haast met Clinton en Blair

U~ L loo)

Voorzittend rech-
ter Robinson in
het Milosevic-pro-
ces wil dat haast
wordt gemaakt
met de behande-
ling van de vraag
of (voormalige)
hoogwaardig-
heidsbekleders
als getuigen wor-
den gedagvaard
door het Joego-
slavié-Tribunaal.
Dit bleek donder-
dagochtend tij-
dens een ingelas-
‘te hoorzitting.

Milosevic heeft allang geleden
aangegeven dat hij de Ameri-
kaanse oud-president Clinton, de
Britse premier Blair, de Franse pre-
sident Chirac en de Duitse bonds-
kanselier Schroder als getuigen wil
horen. Milosevic weigert echter de
hem voorgeschreven procedure te
volgen. Opgedrongen advocaat
Steven Kay zal nu de nodige brie-
ven schrijven aan de betrokken
ambassades en de getuigen in spe.

Brieven

Kay hoopt volgende week de brie-
ven aan de Amerikaanse ambas-
sade, aan Clinton zelf en aan zijn
toenmalige minister van Buiten-
landse Zaken, Madeleine Albright,
gereed te hebben. Ook heeft hij al
met de Britse ambassade in Den
Haag overlegd over de getuigenis
van Blair. Qver drie of vier weken
gaat Kay aan de slag met de

potentiéle getuigen uit Frankrijk
en Duitsland. De Brit gaf aan dat
enig 'onderzoek’ nodig is voor het
schrijven van de verzoeken, Die
moeten namelijk met redenen
worden omkleed en aangeven
waarover Milosevic de getuigen
wil horen.

Milosevic heeft sinds zijn uitleve-
ring aan het tribunaal in juni 2001
herhaaldelijk gefulmineerd tegen
de 'NAVO-agressie’ tegen Joego-
slavi@ in 1999, Tijdens de Kosovo-
crisis besloten de westerse leiders
tot bombardementen om de sta-
tionering van een internationale
vredesmacht af te dwingen.

{HC, 15-4-2005)

Rechtsonder: Regelmatig wordt
er in Den Haag gedemonstreerd
tegen het ICTY (Foto Manifest)
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gnder;.rerp: CDSM: The Hartwig Testimony at The Hague & the Pastponement of the Milosevic
ear all,
Just a reminder. Although we circulate articles that might be of interest to CDSM supporters that does not necessarily
mean that we endorse or agree with every word or sentiment expressed in those articles. 1.

THE HARTWIG TESTIMONY AT THE HAGUE
AND THE POSTPONEMENT OF SLOBODAN

MILOSEVIC's TRIAL DUE TO “ILLNESS.”

R.K.Kent

This short piece is written without footnotes and those who require footnotes to feel reassured about
“documented accuracy” should simply disregard the ensuing text.

News just came over a TV broadcast that the trial of the former Yugoslav President Milosevic has been
postponed due to his “iliness.” This “diagnosis” comes virtually on the heels of a testimony given to the
International Criminal Tribunal for Yugoslavia (ICTY) by Dietmer Hartwig, head of European Union's
monitoring teams at Kosovo PRIOR to the bombing of both Kosovo and Serbia by NATO.

In a LENGHTY and DETAILED testimony , Dietmar Hartwig, an officer of the German Army, underscored the
HUGE GAP between reality on the ground at Kosovo and what the Western European( and U.S.)
Governments reported to their respective publics, with full media support. .This was all the more so because
there is a PAPER TRAIL of his DAILY, WEEKLY and MONTHLY reports to various European Capitals .Briefly,
these reports revealed that “the Serbs"” were not guilty of ANY real and sustainable crimes against the
Albanian civilians at Kosovo. Much of the violence before NATO’s intervention took place either through
deliberate ambushes of Serb police units by the “clandestine™ (read terrorist) “Kosovo Liberation

Army” (UCK)

and the unavoidable police ripostes. Moreover, a great deal of violence came as a combination of clan _
rivalries and a draconic Albanian moral code that requires vengeance for real or imagined “insuits” from rival

clans.

Hartwig concluded his testimony by reiterating that “there was no reason” to bomb the Serbs. Indeed, just
prior to the start of NATO’s "humanitarian” intervention (who ever invented “humanitarian” bombs?), there
was a massive and accurate report about the REAL situation at Kosovo, It contained factual information,
compiled between November 1998 and late March 1999. The report was, however, suppressed by the various
Governments taking part in NATO's “humanitarian intervention.”

The kidnapping of Milosevic and the never-ending trial at the Hague, now in its FOURTH YEAR, are
aberrations of a type of power accountable to no one. For the kidnapping, Milosevic’'s replacement, Djindjic,
paid with his life. But, such a “retribution.” cannot affect those in “the West"” who have convinced
themselves either by propaganda or by donations of moneys from Albanian lobbies that Albanians at Kosovo
were the perennial “victims " of the Serb “aggressors,” without bothering to look at the last 64 years of

REAL local history without reading biased and bogus would-be “historical” productions by overnight
“authorities on the subject.”
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As an actor in a French play it “Histoi : ;
put it, “Histoire? Ca fatigue la memoire.”? Bernard Kouc 2
vocal Serb-hater, who became the UN’s top official at Kosovo, cHohmnar, PR yost

I'.Elalhﬂ.lcl_ the mayhem against the Kosovo Serbs during his administration “justifiable retribution” but the
artwig reports would make it imperative for this “moral” voice to recant. Equally, these reports demand that
Eharge‘:.‘_agams_t Milosevic in respect to Kosovo be dropped. Instead, the tragi-comic assemblage, called the
ICTY," is ducking-out by first proclaiming Milosevic to be “incapable of defending himself” and when this did
not work against general outcry , Milosevic is now “too ill" to proceed with a trial in which the ACTUAL
CULPRIT is NATO. It could be that he was SLOWLY poisoned or just worn down by a bizarre and over-lengthy

tri:_lglt. Itis possible on both counts but this tough Serb (whatever his political leanings and/or sins) is no
quitter.

In the end, he will be convicted because he has already been found guilty in the media worldwide. But, his
—Xidnapping for delivery to the ICTY; his ordeal over an inordinate period of time (remember the US stricture
-<gainst interminable trials?); the rigged “procedures” at ICTY and such attempts as denials of basic legal
rights (like self-defense) are stripping the mask off ICTY. It's main and over-riding if unstated aim is to do
everything possible to exculpate NATO and its leaders from having committed an aggression, for having used

cluster bombs, depleted uranium in shells, and the deliberaste terror bombing of civilian targets in Serbia
Kosovo.

Lest any reader think that the present writer is somehow “pro-Milosevie,” permit him a biographical note.
Milosevic is a successor of the Communist regime which expelled this writer as a young boy of 15 from all
schools in Yugslavia for a period of seven years. His crime? During a school break, he was alone in a
classroom when the Director walked in and saw on the black-board “Long Live the King, down with TITO." As
the present writer would not reveal the name of a classmate who actually put the slogan on the blackboard,
price had to be paid. Since it could not be my way, | took the highway to Trieste in 1945..Be that as it may,
Milosevic stands for this writer as a metaphor for all “the Serbs” turned into would-be “neo-Nazis™ for failing
to master International Public Relations, saps for believing that truth not bribes will win in the end.

Alu

4n"
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*"B.C. NDP candidate out after praising Milosevic

Canadian Press

VICTORIA — British Columbia's election campaign claimed its first casualty Friday
when an NDP candidate dropped out of the race over favourable comments he made
about accused war criminal Slobodan Milosevic.

The campaign had been a largely dull affair in its first week, but the resignation of
Rollie Keith in Chilliwack-Kent added some controversy to the May 17 election. "It is
with considerable regret that I have decided to step down as the NDP candidate."
Keith said in a statement issued by the party, adding he was stepping aside because he
didn't want his comments to become a distraction.

Keith, a historian and former officer in the Canadian military, told a columnist with User Tools
the Vancouver Province that after meeting Milosevic in his jail cell in The Hague, he

was impressed with the accused war criminal. e Print This Page
« E-Mail Story
Earlier Friday, NDP Leader Carole James had backed Keith, saying his views were s Feedback
based on personal experience. ™
More Details

"I'm very pleased with Rollie as a candidate," she said during a campaign stop in
Vancouver. "He has a long history of peace-keeping and work in the military. I The B.C
disagree with his comments but he made his comments based on his experience over ol

there." election
Later she backed Keith's decision to quit. Related
_ Stories
"Rollie made the right decision, he stepped out," she said.
3 . ; s B.C. NDP
In 1999, Keith volunteered to serve as an international observer monitoring a peace g EHEE:}I; .
agreement in Kosovo, which was a province within Milosevic-controlled Serbia. hack Ao
. L . . . labour groups
Milosevic is facing 66 charges before a United Nations war crimes tribunal in The o Election writ
Hague, including genocide in Bosnia and war crimes in Croatia. _Kelth _test_xﬁeii last dro oad i
year in Milosevic's defence at his trial and apparently met with him twice in his jail B_riu?p_u_sﬁ
cell. Columbia
. . - : « B.C. provincial
In the column published Friday, Keith said he didn't see any mu‘ldents'of gBI".I{l'Cl{iE or election kicks
mass murder while he was in Kosovo and believed the case against Milosevic was £ on Tuesday

exaggerated by a "biased media."
After meeting Milosevic, he said he was "quite impressed with him."

"] saw him as someone caught up in a bad time in history," Keith said. "He meant
well. He was trying to do his best for his country."

In an interview, Keith tried to clarify his remarks.

"Categorically Milosevic has been accused of dastardly crimes and | am not the one
to say whether he is innocent or guilty," he said.

"I don't know what orders he did or did not give, but I discussed it with him and he
convinced me to some extent that whatever he did was for the good of his country and
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Liberal MLA Barry Penner, who re

resent il - g
James to review Keith's candidacy. presents the Chilliwack riding, had called on

Eﬁsrgiter Gordon Campbell said the NDP mishandled Keith's nomination from the

"Surely the NDP should have known (about his support for Milosevic) and they

should have acted on it then, not now," he said. "Given that Mr. Keith has resigned
that's what he should do." ,

Earli er, Campbell found himself on the defensive over accusations that Liberal
candidates were ducking local debates.

He said Libe::als will attend legitimate events, but not "phoney debates" sponsored by
a group ﬁ:ontmg for the NDP. "I think we want a real debate about what's taking
place," said Campbell, who was campaigning in Vancouver and the Fraser Valley.

At a news conference, meanwhile, Green Leader Adriane Carr released key aspects of

her party's budget intentions, promising that the Greens would increase taxes on b
tobacco, gambling and on polluters. The party says it is also committed to reducing

the provincial debt if elected.

Carr said the party's first budget would increase spending by $1.967 billion but have a
$249-million surplus based on increased revenues of $2.216 billion.

"It (the budget) is really premised on using the cutgoing government's budget but
modifying that budget based on the principles, ideas, vision and tax-shifting measures
contained in our Green Book platform," said Carr, who is running in Powell River-
Sunshine Coast and is trying to become the first Green to win a seat in the legislature.
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|IMILOSEVIC BACK IN COURT
. www slobodan-milosevic.org - April 25, 2005

Written by: Andy Wilcoxson

The trial of Slobodan Milosevic resumed on Monday, with Milosevic present in the courtroom. Milosevic, citing Article
21 of the ICTY statute, raised an objection to the trial chamber’s attempt to continue the trial in his absence last

week.

With Milosevic present in the court, Kosta Bulatovic answered Mr. Nice's cross-examination. Unfortunately, the
contempt charges against him are still in force, and he will have to return to the tribunal on May 5th.

Mr. Nice's cross-examination was rather odd. In 1994 Bulatovic had allegedly signed a pefition, and gave a
newspaper interview that was critical of Milosevic.

Bulatovic had criticized Milosevic for not intervening in Bosnia and Croatia, and leaving the Serbian population to
fend for itself against the Croats and the Muslims. Bulatovic's contention was that Milosevic's failure to support the
Serbs in Bosnia and Croatia enabled Muslims and Croats to commit atrocities against the Serbs.

| really can not understand why Mr. Nice elicited this testimony from the witness. Mr. Nice's case is that Milosevic's
backing caused or enabled Serbs in Bosnia and Croatia to commit atrocities against Croats and Muslims. Testimony
that accuses Milosevic for not supporting the Serbs in Bosnia and Croatia only goes to undermine the prosecution’s

case.

Mr. Nice attempted to say that the trial of a group of Kosovo-Albanians, who had formed an illegal “police force” in
1994, was the result of Bulatovic’s petition and newspaper interview. Unfortunately for the prosecution, the charges
were filed against the illegal Albanian “policemen” before the newspaper article or the petition.

Apparently, the state did not need a political motivation to file criminal charges against a group of armed vigilantes
who decided to call themselves policemen.

After Bulatovic concluded his testimony the trial heard testimony from Dragan Jasovic. Jasovic, is a Serbian
policeman who worked in the Racak area up until NATO forced the police to withdraw from Kosovo. Previously,
Jasovic had been a prosecution witness at the Limaj trial.

According to Jasovic, the majority of policemen in the area around Racak were ethnic-Albanians in 1998 and 1998.
Unfortunately, the Albanians who worked for the police were targeted by the KLA. One of Jasovic's Albanian
colleagues was killed, and another was kidnapped by the KLA.

Jasovic testified that Racak was a KLA stronghold. According to information that the Albanian population had given
to the police, the KLA had a staff of 80 to 120 men in Racak.

The witness said that the KLA carried out terrorist attacks, killings, and abductions against policemen and civilians.

The KLA attacked Serbs and Roma as well as Albanians who had friendly relat_ic:-ns with qon-ﬂlbﬂnians. They
especially targeted people who worked for the state, or in state-owned companies, Jasovic said.

Jasovic brought 90 witness statements to court with him: the population in and around Racak gave these

statements. The statements identify KLA members, and speak of KLA activities in the area of Racak.

The witness asked that the identities of the people who gave the statements be kept secret. He said that the ANA
(Albanian National Army) and the KPC (Kosovo Protection Corps), were an outgrowth of the KLA and that these
organizations would attack any individuals that they learned had cooperated with the Serbian authorities.

Jasovic testified that the statements these people gave had been given of their own free will, and that nobody had
forced them to give any statements. The statements are contemporaneous, and were not generated for use in this
trial. They were made for the use of the police.

During the testimony of Danica Marinkovic, Mr. Nice alleged that Albanians had been forced, under threat of
violence, to give statements to Jasovic. The prosecution had collected statements from Albanians alleging this.
However the trial chamber ruled that the statements Mr. Nice collected were inadmissible. Mr. Nice's statements
were not contemporaneous, and they were generated specifically for use in the trial.

During Mr, _Jasow'c's career as a policeman in Kosovo, he was never the subject of a complaint either from Serbs or
from Albanians. He will continue his testimony when the trial resumes on Tuesday.

http://www.slobodan-milosevic.org/news/smorg042505.htm 5-5-05
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Velko Valkanov, Ramsey Clark, Alexander Zinoviev (Co-Chairmen),
Klaus Hartmann (Chairman of the Board), Vladimir Krsljanin (Secretary),
Christopher Black (Chair, Legal Committee), Tiphaine Dickson (Legal
Spokesperson)
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CONTEMPT, INDEED:

ICDSM Statement on the Contempt Charges Brought Against Kosta Bulatovic and
the
Imposition of In Absentia Proceedings Against President Slobodan Milosevic

21 April 2005

The ICTY has now charged a defense witness for Slobodan Milosevic, Kosta
Bulatovic, with contempt, for refusing to continue testifying in the course

of

proceedings— known as in absentia-- carried out in absence of the accused,

who
was kept at the ICTY's detention unit, as he was too ill to attend the day's

proceedings.

First, in violation of basic legal rights, and indeed of the International

Covenant on Civil and Political Rights, Slobodan Milosevic was denied the

right _ .
to represent himself. The Trial Chamber held that he was too ill to ensure

his

own representation, and rather than order an adjournment of the proceedings,

or

a stay, or a mistrial, or indeed, any other resonable legal measure

routinely

employed by legitimate courts around the world, they instead imposed counsel
upon an unwilling accused, counsel who'd previously acted as parties in the
proceedings, a glaring, formal conflict of interest.

The ICTY has now compounded this violation by carrying out in absentia
proceedings, and by bringing criminal charges against a defense witness who
refuses to cooperate with this exceptionally transparent attempt to remove
the
accused from his own defense, and perhaps to gag him entirely.

It is increasingly clear that the proceedings undertaken by the ICTY against
16-5-05
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e re themselves in contempt. In contempt of the basic
‘[;:Iematmnal Law and indeed of principles of human decency.

ﬁghz;ccused person has the right to represent himself and obviously has a
tc}'be. present for, and participate in, his own trial, To go so far as to
zlf'_lmmally charge a witness who refuses to cooperate with massive violations

rights guarante_ed: by intema_ﬁﬂnal instruments such as the the International
Covenant of Civil and Political Rights has brought this institution to a new
low, and threatens the future of International Law.

These contempt proceedings are absolutely illegitimate and can only serve (o
set

further back the cause of justice and indeed the truth.

'cll"hel:se in absentia proceedings appear to be the result of a deliberate

esign,

and were wholly predictable from the very moment, last summer, that former
U.s.

Secretary of State Madeleine Albright's two previous employees, David
Scheffer

and Michael Scharf, publicly lobbied in the International Herald Tribune and
the

Washington Post, respectively, for the imposition of the very measures being
carried out today. Mr. Scheffer did not hide his contempt for

internationally

recognized basic human rights by demanding that late Trial Chamber President
Richard May "permanently pull in his well-worn leash" by gagging President
Milosevic, then "pumping the proceedings into his cell". Neither Scheffer
nor

Scharf, in their public demands for the gagging of President Milosevic,
concealed their view that the ICTY is a political rather than legal body.

They

are both architects of the institution, and therefore they would know. Their
lobbying appears 10 have been successful and will have devastating effect,

as

appears to be their intention, on any future international criminal
proceeding.

Indeed, both have made clear at different moments that their intention is t0
insure that Saddam Hussein, for example, would not have the right to claim
U.s.

aggression against Iraq.

President Milosevic has always maintained his opposition to this body-- as
one

that was illegally constituted and is employed to justify aggression and
violate

national sovereignty—- as well as his firm undertaking to the people of
Yugoslavia that he would establish that the so-called Balkan wars were in
fact

one war - a war against Yugoslavia, carried out in violation

of International Law.

In order to prevent him from doing this, the most fundamental tenets of
criminal

16-5-05




procedure and indeed of international law must be further violated and its
future jeopardized.

There is only one positive aspect of these perverse proceedings: they bring

clarity to the situation and make clear once and for all that the ICTY is
not a

legal body but instead abuses power that it does not even legally possess.
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Onderwerp: CDSM: Responses to Jonathan Steele Guardian

Jonathan Steele uses his article in the Guardian newspaper, ‘I’ Kosovo is lell in limbo, it will be a victory for Milosevic.” as an
apology for Nato aggression and a grovelling and obscene ‘legitimising” of Tony Blair’s crimimality.

Steele amazingly claims that Blair's illegal intervention in the Serbian province of Kosovo had support ‘from most people in
Britain.” Whilst Steele himsell' may wish 1o line up behind war criminals, it is an insult to the decent people of Britain to extend
that immorality to *most people in Britain.’ '

Perhaps Jonathan Steele forgets that Blair dragged Britain into the aggression against the FRY without any vote being taken in
Parliament let alone any vole being taken nationally.

Steele also states that “Blair is still a hero in Pristina.” It may well be (rue that Blair 1s a hero to certain factions in Kosovo, but
being hailed as a hero by gun runners, drug dealers and people traffickers 1s hardly something to boast about,

Helow we publish Steele’s original article followed by two letters sent to the Guardian and Steele himself in response 1o this latest
attempt Lo rewrite history. 1J.

If Kosovo is left in limbe, it will be a victory for Milosevic

Jonathan Sieele in Pnstina
Friday April 22, 2005
The Guardian

Here in Kosovo is where it all began. The cancer that has been eating
through Tony Blair's second term started out from this small fold in the
Balkans,

As images of tractors crowded with refugees rolled across his TV screen,
with their message that full-seale ethnic cleansing was under way, the pnme
minister's moral instincts were aroused. . B

In power for barely a year, Blair was eager 10 take action in what was in
1998 an Albanian-majority province of Serbia. After the west's dithering
over Bosnia, he saw Kosovo as the chance lo make smends.

Blair did not succeed in persuading Bill Clinton to use ground troops, but

he can take credit for convincing the US president that diplomacy was

failing to stop Slobodan Milosevic and force was needed, The war took longer
than predicted but Nato bombed Serb troops off the field and after 78 days
(with diplomatic help from Russia) persuaded Milosevic to withdraw, thereby
allowing almost 800,000 Albanian refugees to return home.

So the prime minister had a "good" war. His moral certainty and clout with
the White House came together to produce relatively rapid suceess as well as
support from most people in Britain, myself included, Kosovo was liberated
and Blair is still a hero in Pristina,

Of course, critics pointed out that there was no UN security couneil

resolution authorising Nato's war on Serbia. It was as illegal as the one on
Iraq. True enough, But I fell the Kosovo campaign was legitimate - in a way
that the Iraq one was not,
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o ) ; ing human rights iz
ctivating what is known in UN parlance as the Ogutsic‘la:;;?gz new scale,

] ;ﬁzpc:n?zbﬂﬂy tn_pmtr:ct"l. In Iraq there was nothing new about Saddam
k) s;i:l -sé r;p;essron and it was less severe in 2003 than earlicr. Those who
spected he had no weapons of mass destruction argued that containment was

working. For those not yet su :
: re, the UN inspec ;
have been given more time. tors were in Iraq and should

But success in Kosovo had gone to Blair's head. The triumphant loss of his
war-virginity made him a crusader, throwing away the necessary sense of
caution and creating a stubborn self-righteousness. He assumed that, as with
Kosovo, he would be jusliﬁgd and acclaimed once the Iraq war was)m'er.

! regrel h._is arrogance, although it does not weaken the case for the Kosovo
intervention. One war need not lead to another, since politicians should
judge each gsisis on its merits. That said, Kosovo is rapidly returning to
the international agenda, and we will need clarity and courage to ensure it
does not flare up again,

For six years, the territory has been a UN protectorale. It has an elected
president, prime minister and parliament, but ultimate power remains with
Soren Jessen-Pelersen, a courleous Dane who is the latest admimstrator of

the UN mission in Kosove (Unmik). He took over last year after clashes
between Albanians and Serbs left 19 dead and forced more than 4,000 Serbs to
flee their homes. The mobs also bumed dozens of Unmik vehicles in
frustration at the delay in getting a decision on whether Kosovo will be
independent.

Western governments had played for time through a policy called "standards
before status”. Kosovo had to reach hundreds of benchmarks of democratic
behaviour before talks on its future could begin. Jessen-Petersen narrowed
the policy. "There was a sense after the March riots last year thal we had

to accelerate the process and simplify standards implementation, not to
reward violence but because to keep this place in limbo for much longer
would be rather risky,” he told me. "We singled oul all those standards that
are linked to the minorities. The vast majority are focused on protection of
the minorities, their living conditions, their rights and so on.”

Now decision day is approaching. Kofi Annan will shortly appoint an envoy to
review whether standards have been met sufficiently. If, as expected, the
verdict is positive, another UN envoy will get the job of negotiating

Kosovo's status.

Governments are already drawing up guidelines. They are likely to contain
{hree noes: no return to the prewar position when Kosovo was under
Belgrade's rule; no partition; and no change in external borders, ie no
unification with Albania.

There is disagreement on Belgrade's role and how to handle Russia's

potential for blocking Kosovo's independence. (It was the threat of a
Russian veto that prevented Nato seeking UN authorisation before the 1999
war.) Nor is it clear if Annan will give his envoy a deadline. "1 don't

think anyone wants an open-ended conference that lasts for years, nol a
20-year or 30-year Cyprus-type thing," Jessen-Petersen says. “Periods of six
to nine months have beecn mentioned.”

Western governments favour some form of independence, but are uncertain how
to define it. Germany, once a firm champion of the Kosovo cause, appears (o

be backtracking. Tts diplomats favour something similar to the conservative
conclusions of a recent commission on the Balkans chaired by Giuliano Amalo,
a former Italian prime minister, and made up mainly of other centre-right
politicians.

They proposed keeping Kosovo as a UN protectorate with slightly enhanced
self-government under independence without full sovereignty. This is a
disastrously condescending hybrid that would anger Kosovans and leave
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erty and ownership issues in the legal limbo that now hinders v

vestment. The commission also argued th
change n status. gy at Belgrade must agree to any

The International Crisis Group (ICG), b

: ; P Al , by contrast, advocates full
independence but with a continuing role for international monitors, foreign
judges in the higher couris for ethnically sensitive cases, foreign troops

to train a small Kosovan army, and UN staff checki Bl .
i : oA Ing on minonty protection.
This would be like East Timor, another recently i_rldﬂpgmdﬂl‘ll slale.Pm eetion

Serbia's objections are a problem, but Britain argues that Belgrade must
have 1o veto. Other European governments should take the same view. The ICG
says Belgrade may prefer an "imposed" solution rather than sign up to the

“loss of Kosovo". Politicians could complain they were victims of outside
forces - nol an unusual Belgrade line.

Russia is a bigger problem. I Putin cannot be persuaded that Kesovo needs
independence, the rest of the world should recognise the new state anyway.

Kosovo can go without a UN seal - the only major consequence of a Kremlin
veto,

As long as the EU accepts Kosova's independence, the new state would have
most of what it wants, Protecting the Serb minority is a high priority and,
after the folly of last year's clashes, most Kosovans realise the door to EU
membership will never open if ethnic violence is repeated

But weslern governments musl not go on delaying. Anything short of
independence will mean that Milosevie, in his jail cell in the Hague, will
have won after all.

. sleele@guardian.co.uk

Letters.

Sir. Jonathan Steele (if Kosovo 15 1eft in limbo, it will be a victory for
Milosevie, Friday April 22, 2005) presents the standard view of the recent
history of Yugoslavia thal has been spun by Western media and governments,

Let us recall that 200,000 Serbs were cthnically cleansed from the Krajina

in early August 1995 and that 14,000 Serb civilians lost their lives in a

joint NATO/Croat exercise. It was then that we saw tractors crowded with
refugees. This was the first and largest act of ethnic cleansing since the
breakup of Yugoslavia, Because they were Serbs and it had been decided that
the Serbs were the guilty party in the conflict, there was no sympathy for
them and this importanl even is largely written out of the Weslem

historical record.

What Blair did in Kosovo was illegal. Nor is there any question that the
KLA
is a terrorist organisation (even Madeleine Albright has said as much).

Dietmar Hartwig, top EU monitor in Kosovo was giving evidence in
March 05 at the ICTY in the Hague (the West's kangaroo courl in the opinion
of many) that the Yugoslav police were dealing with an extreme amounl of
provocation from the KLA and had the situation in hand. There is ample
evidence that the civilian population started ruaning for cover when the
NATO bombing began and not prior to that. For evidence one only need to look
at the BBC footage of the Macedonian border immediately prior and at the
start of the bombing. Given this, where is the evidence that justified the
Kosovo intervention? It was a blatant act of aggression by NATO.

Since NATO's entry in Kosovo, the province has been ethnically cleansed of
16-5-05



8 mq ulh*.?r minorities (under the watchful eyes of NATO and UNMIK) in
Jie pursuit of independence for the (now) Albanian majority in Kosovo.

It is not true that there were any clashes between Serbs and Albanians in
March last year. The Albanians went on the rampage after accusing
(falsely) Serbs of forcing two or three Albanian children into the river. In
two days 30 Orthodox churches, which should have been on the UNESCO

Fegister, because they are a part of the world's heritage, lay smouldering
in ruins.

It T'_JA.TO gives Kosovo to the Albanians it will be rewarding terrorism while
trying to legitimise its own act of aggression and barbarily. They may buy a
little time and peace but the day will come when NATO will become an
unwelcome guest for the Albanians and NATO will go the way of all other
minorities which have been cleansed from Kosovo,

The Albanians will want to exploit Trepca mines (now exploited by Western
companies) and may not want to continue to host Camp Bondsteel (the largest
US base outside the US) without due reward. Independence will be a reward

for terrorism and will send a signal to others of the same persuasion that
terrorism pays.

You say that you were against the Iraqi war? Why, Mr. Steele, if you and so
many misinformed and misguided citizens of this country hadn't supported
the "coalition of the willing" in their bombing of Kosovo, the [raq war could
never have happened!

B, Perry

To:
“] etters Guardian” <letters@guardian.co.uk>

cc:
j.stecle@guardian.co.uk

Dear Mr Steele,

In addition to the letter I sent to the Guardian letiers page | thought T

would also write at greater length to you directly since you have _appemlﬂead your
email lo your recent piece in The Guardian (If Kosovo is left in limbo, it will be
a victory for Milosevic) and T am genuinely intereated in what you think.

Many moons ago in February 1999 you wrote a Guardian Analysis on Former
Yugoslavia ( i_'nli:p'..n’.l"gw_w.guardinn.c_:g.ﬂggsm!nﬂogaﬂ,,lﬂBTZZ,ﬁﬂ.hml ) only
seven weeks before NATO started its 78-day assault on Serbia.

Much of what you said is relevant today: the Serbs of Kosovo have largely

been ethnically cleansed, Macedonia is definitely less stable than it was after

the Albanian armed insurrections of 2001, Bosnia is divided and (as a result |

would argue) is reasonably calm and the precedent of Kosovo's independence is
till linked to the Serbs of Republika Srpska right to secede. Croatia is still

mono ethnic and, surprisingly, Serbia itself is still, as you described it in

1999 the most multi-ethnic Balkan state. Its various ethnic groups enjoy a

harmony comparable to that of most of western Europe. (how do you explain that by
the way? I never did see how you could square that particular circle!)

Now you write a piece that insists on the vital importance of granting
Kosovo to the Albanians. But you fail to mention some very relevant facts that might
suggest that this is the last thing that should happen: Kosovo, since the
withdrawal of Serbian security forces, has become a lawless fiefdom of
highly organised criminal gangs whose power is derived from the proceeds of drug
smugglers, gun runners, people traffickers and pimps of the worst imaginable
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' Maore than 50% of heroin entering and distributed in the UK is

hirolled by Mbamapﬁ(usovan gangs. The rise in people trafficking rose dramatically

er June 1999 as a direct result of the war ending and the ability of Kosovo

Albanians to operate freely. The same power, ICTY, which indicted Milosevic

has also indiflﬂd the IKGS(W{I Albanian prime minister Haridanaj a bouncer

rurned terrorist guerrilla for gross war crimes and with much more hands on

experience than Milosevic was ever charged with. The Serbian people of Kosovo have been
violently Expellgd and the unique and irreplaceable mediaeval monuments,

world heritage sites, are being destroyed despite the presence of UN/NATO troops.

Nor is this scourge of Kosovo Albanian eriminality confined only to the UK
and Kosovo but it streiches across the EU and North America where the Sicilian
and Russian mafias are being outgunned by the more ruthless Albanian mobs.

Your support {or a fully independent Kosovo makes no sense except perhaps
that you have some romantic image of the Albanians representing the wild and
exotic while the Serbs are old fashioned, too familiar.

Any rational examination of the NATO intervention and (he subsequent UN
oceupying regime in Kosovo would have to conclude that the consequences have been
disastrous, not only for the non-Albanian residents, but also for thousands, if

not millions, throughout the West affected by the associaled crime wave.

This is in addition to the disastrous weakening of international law brought about
by the sidestepping of the UN by Bliar/Cook and Clinton/Albright which 1 covered in
my letter.

I look forward to your response,
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Subject: Canada: Strong Military Support For Rollie Keith For Telling Truth About Kosovo

http://vancouver.che.ca/regional/serviet/View?filename=bc_keith-general20050425

CBC (Canada)
April 25, 2005

Strong military support for former NDP candidate

VANCOUVER - Retired Canadian Major-General Lewis
MacKenzie says the NDP was wrong to force one of its
candidates to resign over his views of former Serb

leader Slobodan Milosevic.

Milosevic is now on trial at the Hague for alleged war
crimes.

Former Chilliwack-Kent NDP candidate Rollie Keith, who
served as a peacekeeper in Kosovo during the 1990s,

has testified at Milosevic's trial that he had seen no
evidence of genocide.

He stepped aside on Friday as a candidate, following
coverage of his views in the news media.

MacKenzie, who commanded peacekeeping troops in L )
Kosovo, says Keith was just telling the truth.

And he says much that was said and reported about the
Serbs has since been proven to be just "propaganda"
that many people believed.

"And anyone that tries to describe what was going on
there in a rational manner is deemed to be some sort
of pro-Serb, rather than pro-truth," says the retired
general.

"1 was shocked that someone who had merely described
what was going on in Kosovo, which he saw with his own
eyes, that some people interpreted that as an

apologist for Milosevic."

MacKenzie says the NDP's political leaders need a
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These enormous changes of conditions in an
increasingly dangerous direction should also be
carefully considered and weighed.

These far-reaching and highly dangerous changes of major political, military and social
conditions constitute, both on itself and in combination with the threatemng breakdown of.the
legal restraints upon the actual employment of nuclear weapors as already discussed above, Just

as much elements for the conclusion that

a renewed assessment of the current imminence
of the actual use of nuclear weapons, and
consequently of the current imminence of the
threat to the right to life of millions,

including authors, is urgent.

All these political, military and social factors of high risk in today's world, more specifically:

- the doctrine of pre-emptive war;

- the growing preparedness to use nuclear
weapons;

- the development of new nuclear doctrines
and new nuclear weapons;

- the disregard of the legal imperative of
nuclear disarmament as an impetus for today's
permanent status of war threat and warfare;

- the striving by non-nuclear weapon States
for a nuclear counter-capability as a source
of permanent war threat and war;

- the threat to use (nuclear) force against
non-nuclear weapon States in order to
restrain them from building up a nuclear
capability;

- the world being permanently in an untenable
split by clinging to the Potentiality of

26




esson in history.

For his part, Keith says he stands by his testimony at
the Hague,

"People have tri
Milosevic. And
guilty of

ed and convicted and lynched Mr. __
I'm not here to say whether heis *°
any alleged crimes. T never have," he says.

"But knowledgable People, and people in politics,

should have more objective views of the events that
transpired there,"

He says he only resigned after the party made it clear
he is a liability during the election campaign. NDP
Leader Carole James was unavailable for comment.

--—-- End of Forwarded Message
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30 OF THE 40 PEOPLE KILLED INR
€ www.slobodan-milosevic.org - April 26, 2005 ACAK WERE KNOWN KLA MEMBERS

Wiritten by: Andy Wilcoxson

The testimony of Dragan Jasovic continued at the trial of Slobodan Milosevic on Tuesday. Jasovi I
i ' ; cwas a
detective working for the Urosevac SUP in Kosovo until June of 1999. 4 pafiee

The Urosevac SUP covered the area of Urosevac, Stimlje, Strpce, and Kacanik, as well as the village of Racak.

As a detective, Mr. Jasovic took statements from numerous people living in the area, He came to court with statements

from 90 different people concerning KLA activities in and around Racak. Jasovic personally took all 90 of the
statements.

Thg police topk the statements to inform themselves about the activities of the KLA. People gave the statements to the
police on their own accord, and their authenticity is evidenced by the fact that the person who gave the statement
signed each page of the document together with Jasovic and his pariner.

The statements identified 30 out of the 40 people killed in Racak on January 15, 1999 as members of the KLA.

In most cases, KLA members were identified by 3 or 4 different people. In some cases as many as eight different
people identified particular KLA members. Ethnic Albanians gave the witness statements almost exclusively.

The statements detailed the activities of the KLA in the area. The location of the KLA headquarters was named, and
details about the KLA prison in Lapusnik were also contained.

The statements spoke of a campaign of KLA terror against Albanians designed to discipline them, and force them to

support the KLA and its goals. According to the witness statements, scores of Albanian civilians were kidnapped and
killed by the KLA throughout Kosovo.

Informers gave details of KLA training and weapons procurement operations. Some members of the KLA received
training in Switzerland, and a substantial portion of the KLA's weapons came from Albania, when rioters Ipoted
Albanian Army depots in 1987. The statements also revealed that the KLA was recruiting women and children for
combat activities.

Mr. Nice has tried to undermine the credibility of the statements by alleging that Albanians were tortured by Jasovic
and forced to sign the statements under duress. Jasovic has flatly denied these accusations. It is interesting to note
that Jasovic first came to the tribunal as a prosecution witness in the Limaj trial, not as a defense witness for Milosevic.

One of the Albanians that Mr. Nice tracked down told the prosecution that he had seen blood on the floor of the
basement of the Urosevac SUP building, and was so scared by the sight that he signed a statement without even
reading it. Jasovic, who worked precisely in the Urosevac SUP building, testified that the building did not even have a
basement.

Jasovic said that he understood why the Albanians would want to deny gi\ting statements to the palice. He said that the
KLA killed and terrorized Albanians and their families if they cooperated with the_Serblarj authorities. Today, Kcsu'.'*u is
fully in the hands of the KLA. The Kosovo Protection Corps (KPC) and the Albanian National Army (ANA) are nothing
more than the KLA under a new name.

In order to protect the lives of the Albanians who gave statements to the police, their names were not mentioned in
open session, If it was necessary to mention a name the court went in to closed session.

Jasovic will continue his testimony when the trial resumes on Wednesday.

He#
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Written by: Andy Wilcoxson

Dragan Jasovic concluded his examination-in-chief at the trial of Slobodan Milosevic o i

\ | n Wedn g
police detective working for the Urosevac SUP in Kosovo until June of 1999, e
The I.Jr-:rr_.e'vac SL_.IP covered the area of Urosevac, Stimije, Strpce, and Kacanik, as well as the village of Racak. Most
of Jasovic's previous testimony dealt with KLA activities in Racak, and the fact that 30 out of the 40 people who died in
Racak on 15 January 1999 had been identified as KLA members.

Today tgis testimony dealt u:.rith the Kacanik municipality, specifically the village of Katlina. The indictment against
Milosevic alleges that Serbian police massacred Albanian civilians in Kotlina on March 24, 1999,

The indictment lists the alleged “civilian victims® in Schedule L. What is striking when one sees Schedule L is the fact
that the vast majority of the supposed "victims™ are men of fighting age.

Jasovic had information, collected through witness statements given by citizens to the police, that the KLA had a sub
staff of 150 men in Kotlina. When one compares the list of KLA members in Kotlina to Schedule L of the indictment,
one finds some correlation between the lists. For example S. Viashi (42), and |. Loku (19), are both identified as KLA
members, yet the indictment claims that they were both innocent civilian victims.

Milosevic told the court that he intends to call more evidence about Kotlina to prove what the situation there was.

M_r. Jasovic's cross-examination was postponed because Mr. Nice claims that he is not prepared to deal with the
witness’s evidence. The presecution has had the witness statements that Jasovic testified about in its archives for
years, and has known for the last 20 days that Milosevic would rely on the documents for his defense.

Mr. Nice’s intention is clearly to send somebody down to Kosove, in order to find some Albanians who gave statements
that will now deny that they cooperated with the Serbian police. Getting Albanians to deny their previous statements
should not be hard since Albanians accused of cooperating with the Serbian authorities are attacked in Kosovo.

The prosecution is fully aware of the situation Kosovo-Albanians are in. According to the prosecution’s indictment of
Fatmir Limaj, “Albanian civilians who were perceived by the KLA either as refusing to cooperate with or resisting the
KLA by non-military means were targeted for intimidation, imprisonment, violence, and murder.”

The indictment goes on to claim that “At the Lapusnik Prison Camp, KLA forces under the command and control of
Fatmir Limaj unlawfully detained the Serb and Albanian civilians for prolonged periods. Albanian civilian detainees
were repeatedly interrogated about alleged ‘collaboration’ with Serbs, often on the basis only of non-military
interactions with Serb civilians."

Today in Kosovo, the police are the KLA. On January 21, 2000 the UN had a ceremony in Kosovo officially ! )
transforming the KLA into the Kosovo Protection Corps (KPC), a police force that patrols Kosovo. No Albanian will dare
say anything against the KLA, because there is nobody that can protect you from the police. What do you do if the
police want to kill you?

Mr. Nice got extra time, and Jasovic will have to come back for cross-examination on May 17th.

The next witness to take the stand was Zonomir Gvozdenovic. Mr. Gvozdenovic is a Serb _frc:-rn Peg, and his son was
killed when terrorists attacked the Panda Café. Gvozdenovic is currently a refugee since his home in Pec was burnt
down after the war.

The Panda Café was a well known meeting place for Serbian students in Pec. On December 14, 1988, two masked
terrorists opened fire on the café killing: Zoran Stanojevic (17), Svetislav Ristic (17), lvan Obradovic (15), Dragan
Trifovic (17), Ivan Radevic (25), and the witness's son Vukoesav Gvozdenovic (18). Viado Loncarevic, Mirsad Sabovic,
and Nikola Rajovic, were also seriously wounded in the attack.

According to investigation results, the terrorists who opened fire at the café used automatic weapons manufactured in
China. This indicates that the weapons probably came from Albania, since the Albanian armed forces recelved most of
its weaponry from China, and the KLA received a substantial portion of its weapons when it looted Albanian Army
depots in 1897.

Mr. Nice raised an objection when Milosevic attempted to exhibit photographs of the crime scene. Mr. Nice said that
the pictures were too gruesome, and that they would “excite the minds” of the public who was watching the trial.

http://www.slobodan-milosevic.org/news/smorg042705.htm 5-5-05
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Ultimately the photos wound-up being ex

this is a political show trial we are dealin

hib-:;cﬁd, but Mr. Nice's concern for the public's perception demonstrates that
a with.

that the cemetery had been vandalized. Nobody had guarded it. All of the headstones were knocked down, and all of
and stolen from the grave markers.

He tegﬁﬁed that during the war, the Serbian police in Pec tried to prevent the Albanians from leaving, but that the
Albanian population was under pressure from the KLA to leave. He said that o

; n his street, his Albanian neighbors left
their keys with some Serbian friends in order to look after their house and property.

Gvozdenovic testified that he did not see the police expelling anybody from their homes in Pec,

Mr. Saxon cross-examined Mr. Gvozdenovic. Saxon did not ask a single question about the massacre at the Panda
Café, which was the whole point of Gvozdenovic's testimony.

In stead, Mr. Saxon accused Gvozdenovic of personally forcing Albanians out of t
Kosovo. Mr. Saxon did not give the name of a single Albanian who was allegedly
of evidence never seems to bother the prosecution.

heir homes and expelling them from
forced out by Gvozdenovic, but lack

The prosecution's conduct is really to be despised. Here is a witness who came to tes_tifg_f about the killing of his son
and the prosecution, without a single shred of proof, is accusing this him of being a criminal. The depravity of the )
prosecution never ceases to amaze me, | really wonder what sewer the tribunal ever managed to find these people in.

The next witness was not available to testify today, so the trial adjourned until Wednesday, May 4 at 9:00 AM.

Hit#
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COL. PAPONJAK TESTIFIES ABOUT THE SITUATION IN PEC
www.slobodan-milosevic.org - May 4, 2005

Wiritten by: Andy Wilcoxson

The trial of Slobodan Milosevic resumed on Wednesday with the testimony of Col. Radovan Paponjak, the former head
of the Interior Ministry secretariat in Pec.

The indictment alleges that ethnic Albanian police were fired from their jobs during the 1 990s. Col. Paponjak denied
that this was the case. According to his testimony, Albanians were not fired from their jobs in law enforcement. He went
on to enumerate the names of several Albanians who held prominent positions in the interior ministry after the
indictment claims they were fired.

Most of Col. Paponjak’s testimony dealt with the activities of the KLA in the mid-to-late 1990s. He said that the KLA's
early attacks were mostly directed against police, and refugees from Bosnia and the R.S. Krajina.

He said that the KLA targeted the refugees because they were Serbs. The Albanian terrorists did not want the Serbs
who lived in Kosovo to be there, let alone Serb refugees coming in from Bosnia and Krajina.

The witness came to court with 175 police reports from the Pec interior ministry detailing the activities of the KLA in the
area.

According to the documents, the KLA received training from foreign mercenaries, and mujahedeens from the Middle
East. They procured most of their weapons when the Albanian government collapsed in 1997, and bands of looters
robbed Albania's army depots.

The documents detailed the terrorist activity of the KLA against Serbian and Albanian civilians. One example was the
case of an Albanian man named Sali Berisha. Mr. Berisha owned a gas station near Pec, and being a good
businessman he sold gasoline to anybody that wanted to buy it.

The KLA did not want him to sell gasoline to non-Albanians; they only wanted him to sell to Albanians. Mr. Berisha did
not listen to the KLA and continued to sell gas to everybody. The KLA retaliated by killing Mr. Berisha and all of his
employees who worked at the gas station. This was in 1998.

The case of Mr. Berisha was one of many examples that were read out in court today. In some cases the KLA required
Albanians to kill members of their own family to prove their loyalty. In one of the cases that was read out a man killed
his own son because he refused to join the KLA.

In addition to his extensive testimony about the activities of the KLA, Col. Paponjak testified about the activities of the
Serbian police in Pec.

The indictment claims that “on or about 27 and 28 March 1999, in the city of Pec, forces of the FRY and Serbia went
from house to house forcing Kosovo Albanians to leave. Some houses were set on fire and a number of people were

shot.”

Paponjak, who was a police official precisely in Pec, denied that the authaorities forced Albanians out. He also denied
that the authorities shot anybody at the times alleged by the indictment. He had all of the police documents detailing
cases where people were shot, and nobody was shot at the time the indictment alleges.

The witness denied the allegation that the authorities burned down the homes of Albanian civilians. He sait.:i that there
were fires, but the fire department could not respond because the KLA targeted all state employees, including firemen.

He denied that Albanians left Pec because of pressure from the army and police. According to the witness, everybody
fled Pec regardless of his or her ethnicity. He said that the police even sent their own families out of Kosovo.

Col. Paponjak testified that most of the refugees from Pec, including the Albanians, went to Montenegro because the
NATO bombing was not as heavy there. Itis worth noting that the Yugoslav Army, which is accused of brutalizing the
Albanians, was deployed in Montenegro too — so obviously these people were not running away from the Yugoslav
Army.

It is true that approximately 800,000 Kosovo-Albanians fled Kosovo during the NATO bombing, but this is not proof of
ethnic cleansing. An equal proportion of Serbs and other non-Albanians fled Kosovo at the same time. According to
UNHCR statistics, approximately 100,000 Serbs fled Kosovo during the NATO bambing. Serbs were just over 10% of
the Kosovo's general populalion, and they comprised more than 10% of the refugees.

Ifthe Serbs had ethnically cleansed the Albanians, then the Serbs would have stayed and only the Albanians would
http://www.slobodan-milosevic.org/news/smorg050405 htm 5-5-05
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/:rae\l": Le::.;Ee'fact that the Serbs fled too refutes claims that Albanians were being ethnically cleansed. The Albanians
i nically cleansed - the ratio of Albanians to Serbs stayed the same during the period of the indictment.

In short, everybody was fleeing from Kosovo, not just the Albanians. There was a general exodus of the population —

not an ethnic cleansing campaign. That is how Col. Paponjak said things were in Pec, and that is how the statistics
indicate things were throughout Kosovo, during the period covered by the indictment.

The main trial will be interrupted on Friday due to the contempt trial against Kosta Bulatovic. The hearing was originally

schgquled fnr Thur_sda-,r, but it was postponed a day. Mr. Bulatovic was charged with contempt because he refused to
participate in the trial after the tribunal attempted to conduct it in the absence of Milosevic.

Article 21.4(D) of the tribunal's statute gives Milosevic the right “to be tried in his presence, and to defend himself in
person.” Forcing a witness to testify in the absence of an accused is a clear violation of the tribunal's statute. it will be

interesting to see how the trial chamber deals with this, since the basis for the contempt charges arise from the trial
chamber's own failure to adhere to the statute of the tribunal.

###
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Minachting, inderdaad!

Redactie buiteniand

Verklaring van het ICDSM (Internationaal
Comité voor de Verdediging van Slobodan
Milosevic) met betrekking tot de beschuldi-
gingen van minachting tegen Kosta Bulato-
vic, en tegen het opleggen van een 'in absen-
tia' procesgang in de zaak tegen president
Slobodan Milosevic.

Het loegoslavié Tribunaal heeft onlangs Kosta
Bulatovic, een getuige voor de verdediging van
Milosevic, beschuldigd van minachting van het
hof, omdat hij heeft geweigerd door te gaan met
zijn getuigenverklaring in een procesgang -
bekend als 'in absentia’ - waarbij de gedaagde zelf
afwezig was en in zijn cel moest verblijven, omdat
hij te ziek was om die dag het proces bij te wonen.

Eerst werd Slobodan Milosevic het recht ontzegd
om zichzelf te verdedigen, een schending van de
minimum procesrechten en van het internationaal
Verdrag van Burger- en Pelitieke Rechten. De
Trial Chamber’ beweerde dat Milosevic te ziek was
om zijn eigen verdediging te voeren, Maar er
werd geen verdaging van het proces, of een tij-
delijk oponthoud geregeld, Men liet de zaak ook
niet seponeren en maakte ook geen gebruik van
wat voor andere redelijke wettelijke maatregel
dan ook, die regelmatig door rechtbanken over
de hele wereld wordt toegepast. in plaats daar-
van werden Milosevic tegen zijn wil raadslieden,
die eerder waren opgetreden als partij in het pro-
ces, toegewezen. Fen duidelijke, formele kwestie
van belangentegenstelling.

In absentia-proces

Het Joegoslavié Tribunaal heeft deze schending

nog verergerd door een 'in absentia’-proces door

e zetien en een getuige voor de verdediging in
staat van beschuldiging te stellen, omdat hij wei-
gert mee te werken aan deze zeer doorzichtige
poging om de gedaaade zijn eigen verdediging
te ontzeggen en hem wellicht zelfs volledig mond-
dood te maken,

Het wordt steeds duidelijker dat er in dit proces
tegen Slobodan Milosevic bij het Joegoslavié Tri-
bunaal zélf sprake is van minachting. Minachting
van de basisregels van het Internationale Recht en
de uitgangspunten van menselijk fatsoen.

Een gedaagde heeft het recht zichzelf te verde-
digen en heeft onmiskenbaar het recht om zijn
eigen proces hij te wonen. Het gaat wel heel ver
een getuige voor de verdediging in staat van
beschuldiging stellen, omdat hij weigert mee te
werken aan zware schendingen van rechten die
worden gewaarborgd door internationale docu-
menten en verdragen, zoak het Internationaal Ver-
drag van Burger- en Politieke Rechten. Hiermee
heeft het Tribunaal een nieuw dieptepunt bereikt
en vormt een bedreiging veor de toekomst van het
internationale recht.

‘Minachting voor het hof'
Deze processen die gevoerd worden naar aanlei-

ding van 'minachting van het hof' zijn absoluut
onwettig en kunnen alleen maar dienen om de
loop van het recht nog meer uit te hollen, even-
als de waarheid.

De 'in absentia’-hoorzittingen blijken het resultaat
te zijn van een vooropgezet plan en waren geheel
voorspelbaar vanaf het moment, afgelopen zomer,
dat twee vroegere medewerkers van Madeleine
Albright, voormalig minister van Buitenlandse
Zaken, David Scheffer en Michael Scharf, zich
hadden uitgesproken in de International Herale
Tribune en de Washington Post. Zij lobbyder

publiekelijk voor de toepassing van diezelfd:

maatregelen die op dit moment worden uitge

voerd,

Scheffer stak zijn minachting voor internationaa

erkende fundamentele mensenrechten niet onde:
stoelen of banken door te eisen dat de voorma-
lig president van de Trial Chamber', Richard May,
"zijn goed gehanteerde leiband permanent strak-
ker aan moest trekken” door Milosevic te muil-
korven en vervolgens “de procesgang er bij hem
in te pompen. " Bij hun openbare oproep voor het
menddood maken van president Milosevic maak-
ten noch Scheffer noch Scharf er een geheimvan
dat het Joegoslavié Tribunaal naar hun mening
eerder een politiek dan een juridisch argaan is. Bei-
den behoren tot de ‘architecten’ van het Tribunaal,
dus zij kunnen het weten.

Amerikaans lobbywerk

Hun lobbywerk lijkt succesvol te zijn en zal een ver-
nietigend effect hebben op alle internationale
strafrechtelijke zaken in de toekomst. Beiden
hebben het op diverse momenten heel duidelijk
gemaakt dat het hun bedoeling is ervoor te zor-
gen dat bijvoorbeeld Saddam Hoessein niet het
recht heeft om de agressie van de VS tegen Irak
aan de kaak te stellen.

Milosevic heeft altijd vastgehouden aan zijn ver-
zet tegen dit instituut, dat hij beschouwt als een
instituut dat illegaal is opgericht en is ingesteld om
agressie en schending van nationale soevereiniteit
te rechtvaardigen. Ook houdt hij vast aan zijn
stellige belofte aan het volk van Joegoslavie dat
hij zal bewijzen dat de zogenaamde Balkanoor-
logen in feite één oorlog waren, een corlog tegen
loegoslavié, gevoerd in strijd met het internatio-
naal recht.

Om Milosevic higrvan te kunnen weerhouden
moeten de meest fundamentele principes van
het strafrecht en het internationaal recht nog
verder geweld worden aangedaan en de toe-
komst ervan in de waagschaal gelegd.

Er is slechts &én positieve kant aan deze perverse
processen: ze maken de situatie helder en maken
eens e voor altijd duidelijk dat het Joegoslavié Tri-
bunaal geen juridisch orgaan is, maar in plaats
daarvan macht misbruikt die het wettelijk gezien
niet eens heeft.

ICOSM, 21 April 2005, vertaling ). Bernaven

DRINGENDE OPROEP VOOR GELDINZAMELING

Fresident Milosevic heeft de waarheid en de wet aan
zijn kant. Om dat voordeel te kunnen benutten, ten-
einde zijn vrijheid te bewerkstelligen, moeten we
het volledig ongeloofwaardig geworden Tribunaal
en haar beschermers bestrijden door midde| van pro-
fessioneel uitgevoerde acties. Daarbi] willen we
ons ook richten op Advocaten Genootschappen,
het Europese Hof, de betrokken VN-organen en
de media.

In de praktijk hebben we ervaren dat ad hoc vrij-
willigerswerk alleen niet genoeg is om deze taken
te kunnen volbrengen. De beschikbare fondsen in
Servié zijn nog steeds slechts toereikend voor de kos-
ten van het verblijf en de werkzaamheden van de
juridische medewerkers van prasident Milosevic in
Den Haag (steeds maar &én tegelijk). De fondsen van

ge afdeling die regelmatig financiéle bijdragen
levert) zijn alleen genoeg om de kosten te dekken
van het minimaal noodzakelijke extra werk in Den
Haag, met betrekking tot het onderhouden van
cantacten met en het voorbereiden van buiten-
landse getuigen. Voor alle andere noodzakelijke
activiteiten is er geen geld.

Wij hebben met spoed 3.000 tot 5.000 suro per
maand nadig.

Onze geschiedenis en ons volk verplichten ons om
door te gaan met de noodzakelijke acties. Maar zon-
der deze financiéle middelen is dat niet mogelijk,
Organiseer daarom zo snel mogelijk activiteiten
voor fondsenwerving en stuur de donaties naar
rekeningnummer 6391313, tnv  NCPN-landelijk,
o.v.v. Milosevic. De NCPN is de enige internatio-
naal erkende organisatie in Nederland, gerechtigd
om bijdragen te verzamelen voor het ICDSM. Uw bij-
dragen worden zo spoedig mogelijk doorgestuurd.

de Duitse afdeling van het ICDSM (nog steeds de eni-
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SERBIAN TV CONDENNS EX-KOSOVO PM'S PARTY ADDRESS MADE FROM
HAGUE TRIBUNAL
BBC Monitoring International Reports - May 2, 2005

Text of report by Belgrade-based private BKTV on 2 May

[Presenter] The former prime minister of Kosovo and Hague [tribunal] indictee, Ramush Haradinaj, has addressed
himself to a gathering of the Alliance for the Future of Kosovo [AAK, Haradinaj's party] held in Pristina. Speaking live
via telephone, Haradinaj addressed those gathered and told them to continue fighting for an independent Kosovo. So
far, Hague indictees have been strictly forbidden to deal with any kind of political agitation and similar attempts have
been regularly punished.

[Reporter] Speaking to members of his party, Haradinaj said that they should continue cooperation with international
institutions, and improve the process which would lead to the creation of a state of Kesovo. [UN] Civil administrator
Soeren Jessen-Petersen, representatives of diplomatic missions and Prime Minister Bajram Kosumi, who attended the
gathering, also listened to Haradinaj's words. However, it remains unknown whether Haradinaj received permission
from the tribunal for this speech.

Those who are familiar with the situation in the International Tribunal for War Crimes [in former Yugoslavia] have
recalled that the tribunal has so far rigorously punished all attempts by some indictees to deal with politics from
Scheveningen [Hague detention unif] or give interviews.

A former amicus curiae [of the Hague tribunal], lawyer Branislav Tapuskovic, explained for BKTV that this was a unigue
precedent.

[Tapuskovic] So far we have absolutely not had a case of someone having any propaganda-like communication with
the former Yugoslav territory on a direct line between The Hague and, say, Pristina, Belgrade or Zagreb. This is strictly
forbidden and absolutely impermissible, and the question should certainly be posed in appropriate places at the
tribunal about how it was possible for something like this to happen in the first place.

So far, similar cases have not been registered at all. | remember once that someone from The Hague - | do not know
exactly who - managed to establish contact with the domestic public and a huge problem was created out of it. This is
something which certainly should not have happened.

[Reporter] Hague indictees [former Serbian and Yugoslav president] Slobodan Mifossvi_c, [Se_rhian Radical Party
leader] Vojislav Seselj and certain others were even forbidden to communicate with their families af:ter_they were
caught attempting to influence political events from The Hague. Branislav Tapuskovic recaued_that indictees released
on bail pending trial were even forbidden to make political or any other statements for the media.

How did Ramush Haradinaj acquire the right to have such privileges? Does he enjoy special status? Will he be held
accountable for violating the rules of the tribunal? Nobody from The Hague wanted to comment on this.

Source: BKTV, Belgrade, in Serbian 1655 gmt 2 May 05
Copyright 2005 Financial Times Information
All rights reserved

Global News Wire - Asia Africa Intelligence Wire
Copyright 2005 BBC Monitoring/BBC

Posted for Fair Use only.
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THE BOMBING OF THE DUBRAVA PRISON AND THE CONTEMPT TRIAL OF

KOSTA BULATOVIC
vwww.slobodan-milosevic.org - May 6, 2005

Written by: Andy Wilcoxson

The trial of Slobodan Milosevic was cut to only one hour on Friday because of the contempt hearing against Kosta

Bulatovic. Bulatovic was charged with contempt because he refused to participate in the trial while Milosevic was
absent.

It is worth neting that Milosevic wanted to be in court, but was barred from attending by the tibunal's Registrar. The
Registrar said his blood-pressure was too high, and would not let him attend court in spite of his wish to attend,

Article 21 the ICTY statute bans trial in absentia. These contempt proceedings only arise because the trial chamber
violated the statute, and attempted to conduct the trial in the absence of Milosevic.

The trial chamber is prosecuting this case itself, which means that the trial chamber is simultaneously acting as the
prosecutor and the judge. In most judicial systems prosecutorial and judicial functions are not permitted to mix, but this
is the ICTY and I'm not surprised by anything they do anymore.

Bulatovic pleaded not guilty to the contempt charges. Bulatovic's lawyer, Mr. Stephan Bourgan argued that the case
should be dropped or tried by ancther chamber. His submissions were denied and he was directed to proceed with his
case.

Bourgan argued that Bulatovic did not willfully interfere in the administration of justice. He argued that Bulatovic wanted
to testify, but he could not because he was afraid that his testimony could damage Milosevic if he was not present to
correct misinterpretations or ask important questions.

Two witnesses were called in Bulatovic's defense. The first was Dragutin Milovanovic. Mr. Milovanovic is Bulatovic's
assistant. Bulatovic is in poor health and needs Mr. Milovanovic to help him get around.

Milovanovic was with Bulatovic the whole time outside of the tdal, and he testified that Bulatovic really wanted to testify,
but enly if Milosevic was present. He said that Kosta Bulatovic's only desire was to testify and to tell the truth.

Mr. Milovanovic testified that Bulatovic was overjoyed when the tribunal told him that Milosevic would be back in court
and that he could complete his testimony. He said that Bulatovic crossed himself and said "thank God" when he
learned that he could complete his testimony.

The next witness was President Milosevic's legal advisor and associate, professor Branko Rakic. lRaidc_'.fras asked by
the tribunal to meet with Bulatovic in order to explain the legal situation and to see what Bulatovic's position was.

Rakic testified that Bulatovic really wanted to testify, but would not testify because he was afraid that Milosevic's case
could be damaged if he testified in his absence.

The transcript of the trial proves that Milosevic's presence was necessary to rehabilitate Bulatovic's credibility after Mr.
Nice's cross-examination.

Mr. Nice had tried to paint Bulatovic as a rabid Serb nationalist because of some things he said on a BBC videotape
about the Turkish emperor from 600 years ago.

it turned out that Bulatovic was merely reciting a famous Serbian poem about the battle of Kosovo, not making any
speech of his own. If not for Milosevic's re-examination that point would have stood against Bulatovic. Mr. Kay certainly
would not have known about Serbian folklore.

The trial chamber will rule on Friday, May 13th whether Bulatovic is guilty of contempt or not.

After the contempt hearing, the main trial resumed for about an hour with the testimony of Col. Radovan Paponjak, the
former head of the SUP in Pec.
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THE BOMBING OF THE DUBRAVA PRISON AND THE CONTEMPT TRIAL OF
KOSTA BULATOVIC

www.slobodan-milosevic.org - May 6, 2005

Written by: Andy Wilcoxson

The trial of Slobodan Milosevic was cut to only one hour on Friday because of the contempt hearing against Kosta

Bulatovic. Bulatovic was charged with contempt because he refused to participate in the trial while Milosevic was
absent.

It is worth noting thal Milosevic wanted to be in court, but was barred from attending by the tribunal's Registrar. The
Registrar said his blood-pressure was too high, and would not let him attend court in spite of his wish to attend.

Article 21 the ICTY statute bans trial in absentia. These contempt proceedings only arise because the trial chamber
violated the statute, and attempted to conduct the trial in the absence of Milosevic.

The trial chamber is prosecuting this case itself, which means that the trial chamber is simultaneously acting as the
prosecutor and the judge. In most judicial systems prosecutorial and judicial functions are not permitted to mix, but this
is the ICTY and I'm not surprised by anything they do anymore.

Bulatovic pleaded not guilty to the contempt charges. Bulatovic's lawyer, Mr. Stephan Bourgan argued that the case
should be dropped or tried by another chamber. His submissions were denied and he was directed to proceed with his
case.

Bourgan argued that Bulatovic did not willfully interfere in the administration of justice. He argued that Bulatovic wanted
to testify, but he could not because he was afraid that his testimony could damage Milosevic if he was not present to
correct misinterpretations or ask important questions.

Two witnesses were called in Bulatovic's defense. The first was Dragutin Milovanovic. Mr. Milovanovic is Bulatovic's
assistant. Bulatovic is in poor health and needs Mr. Milovanovic to help him get around.

Milovanovic was with Bulatovic the whole time outside of the trial, and he testified that Bulatovic really wanted to testify,
but only if Milosevic was present. He said that Kosta Bulatovic's only desire was to testify and to tell the truth.

Mr. Milovanovic testified that Bulatovic was overjoyed when the tribunal told him that Mflqsevic would E:re back in court
and that he could complete his testimony. He said that Bulatovic crossed himself and said “thank God" when he
learned that he could complete his testimony,

The next witness was President Milosevic's legal advisor and associate, professor Branko F!akic:. Ral-:icL\:fas asked by
the tribunal to meet with Bulatovic in order to explain the legal situation and to see what Bulatovic's position was.

Rakic testified that Bulatovic really wanted to testify, but would not testify because he was afraid that Milosevic's case
could be damaged if he testified in his absence.

The transcript of the trial proves that Milosevic's presence was necessary to rehabilitate Bulatovic's credibility after Mr.
Nice's cross-examination.

Mr. Nice had tried to paint Bulatovic as a rabid Serb nationalist because of some things he said on a BBC videotape
about the Turkish emperor from 600 years ago.

It turned out that Bulatovic was merely reciting a famous Serbian poem about the battle of Kosovo, not making any

speech of his own. If not for Milosevic's re-examination that point would have stood against Bulatovic. Mr. Kay certainly
would not have known about Serbian folklore.

The trial chamber will rule on Friday, May 13th whether Bulatovic is guilty of contempt or not.

After the contempt hearing, the main trial resumed for about an hour with the testimony of Col. Radovan Paponjak, the
former head of the SUP in Pec.
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- Col. Paponjak continued to testify about the NATO attacks on the Dubrava rison in Istok. O
. On May 19, 21, and 24,
1998 NATO warplanes bombed the prison. ° ’

According to Paponjak’s evidence, which includes video footage, the NATO attacks killed 93 prisoners and some
members of the prison staff.

The indig:tment al1e_ges that Serbian police killed prisoners there by executing them. Milosevic and Paponjak claim that
NATO killed the prisoners — not the Serbian police.

The videotape clearly shows that the prison was bombed. Bomb fragments could be seen on the tape. Craters where
the bombs exploded could be seen. Buildings at the prison were on fire. Corpses could be seen buried in the rubble.

There was videctape of the corpses after they had been pulled out of the prison. None of the corpses on the video

appeared to have been shot, they were burned and dismembered, as if killed in a bomb blast, or crushed by falling
debris.

Mr. Nice does not deny that NATO bombed the prison. Mr. Nice claims that the police executed prisoners in between
the bombing raids.

Part of the documentation that Col. Paponjak came to court with were post-mortem photographs and finger prints of the

priscners killed in the bombing raids. Unfortunately, the police did not have time to check the fingerprints against the
records before the war ended.

The prison was bombed in late May. The bombing ended in early June and the police had to leave. They simply did not

have enough time to establish the identities of the victims. Therefore, it was not possible to compare the names of the
victims to the list of names on the indictment.

Col. Paponjak will continue his testimony when the trial resumes next Monday.

###
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DUBRAVA PRISON INMATES WERE KILLED BY NATO BOMBS NOT BY SERBIAN
POLICE

www_slobodan-milosevic.org - May 5, 2005
Written by: Andy Wilcoxson

Col. Radovan Paponjak, the former head of the Interior Ministry secretariat in Pec continued his testimony at the trial of
Slobodan Milosevic on Thursday.

Col. Papenjak gave testimony regarding documents obtained from the Serbian Interior Ministry concerning crime
statistics in Pec.

According to the statistics, in the area of Pec, 606 people were killed between January 1, 1998 and January 1, 2001 as
a result of the war. 42 died in the first half of 1998; 81 died in the second half of 1988; 18 died in 1999 prior to the
NATO bombing; 388 died during the NATO bombing; and 77 died after the NATO bombing up until January 1, 2001.

Of the dead, 318 were Albanians and 288 were non-Albanians.

Of the 318 Albanians killed, 73 were KLA terrorists, and 245 were civilians; of those 298 were men, 19 were women,
and one was a child. Of the killers 67% were Albanians, 23% were Serbs, and 10% were other ethnicities. That is to
say, 67% of the Albanians who were killed in the Pec area died at the hands of other Albanians.

The 23% of “killers” who were Serbs include police and army personnel who killed ethnic Albanian KLA terrorists. The
Pec SUP arrested 70 Serbs, including 7 policemen, for crimes against Albanians.

Of the 288 non-Albanians killed, 62 were VJ soldiers, 67 were members of the MUP, and 169 were civilians. Of those,
242 were men, 42 were women, and two were children.

These statistics show that non-Albanians make-up a disproportionately large share of the victims. Given that the area
around Pec was more than 80% Albanian, it is surprising to see that less than 20% of the population comprises nearly
50% of the people Killed.

In the area of Pec there were 166 KLA terrorist attacks, which left 238 people dead - 53 Albanians and 185 non-
Albanians. The authorities killed an additional 35 Albanians in anti-terrorist operations.

Crime killed 148 people in and around Pec, of whom 118 were Alba nians and 30 were non-Albanians.

NATO flew 97 sorties in the Pec area killing 144 people, 96 Albanians and 48 non-Albanians. A large share of those
deaths occurred when NATO bombed the Dubrava prison in Istok in mid-May 1999.

The remaining deaths were the result of miscellaneous causes such as suicide.

Col. Paponjak testified that the police cooperated with the members of the OSCE Kosovo Verification Mission (KVM).
He said that the police had to inform the KVM before carrying out operations, and that the information they gave to the
KVM was sometimes leaked to the KLA before the operation could commence.

On May 18th, 21st, and 24th, 1998 NATO bombed the Dubrava prison in Istok killing over 80 people. NATO does not
deny bombing the prison. The prosecution, however, blames Milosevic for the deaths at the Dubrava prison. The
indictment alleges that Serbian police lined-up the prisoners and executed them there,

To refute the allegation that the police executed the inmates, Milosevic played a videotape of the prison taken on May
10th, just after the first NATO attack. For his part, Col. Paponjak was present and directly witnessed what happened at
the Dubrava Prison.

On the videotape you could see large craters where bombs had exploded. You could see bomb fragments with English
writing on them. You could see that the windows had been blown out of the buildings by the shock wave from the bomb
blast. You could see bomb damage to the roofs of some of the buildings. Some of the buildings were still smoldering
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from the fires caused by the bombing. Clearly the prison had been bombed.

You could also see people who had been killed by the bombing. Corpses were dismembered, their limbs were blown

off, their heads were blown off, and they were covered by rubble from the destroyed buildings. Clearly they had been
killed in the bomb attack — not executed by Serbian policemen.

Judge Robinson was disturbed by the video. He asked Milosevic what the point of showing these ghastly pictures was.

Obviously the point is to show that the people who died at the Dubrava prison were killed by the NATO attacks — not
executed by Serb police.

The cherry on the cake is that the wounded prisoners were taken to the hospital after the bomb attacks. Milosevic

pointed out that it would be absurd for the police to carry out an execution, and then take the people who survived the
attack to the hospital.

Milosevic will play the videotapes from the May 21st and May 24th attacks tomorrow, after the contempt hearing
against Kosta Bulatovic is heard.

###
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Lawless Lords, Founding Fathers and Juridical Impressionism

By Petar Borojevic, Ottawa, Canada

I am following the trial of Mr. Milosevic over Internet, as close as possible, for a busy man, Seeing all

inj_ustices done to Mr. Milosevic and the Serbs | was wondering what the leading doctrines are on which Mr,
Milosevic's trial is based upon.

The first eye opening lead that 1 had was when Mr. Milosevic has provided uncontestable evidence that his
speech at Kosovo Field in 1989 was presidential, inclusive and fair to everybody. Faced with the defeat Mr.
Nice, the chief prosecutor for Mr. Milosevic’s case at the ICTY, has said: “It i1s not important what Mr.
Milosevic said at Kosovo, or even what he meant to say, it is only relevant what impressions others have of
what he said.”

The same approach Mr, Nice applied in the case of the Panda café event in which a quite a number of
innocent Serbian young men were brutally killed by Albanian terrorists while drinking coffee and having fun.
Mr. Nice pointed out that, in his opinion, it is not clear who is responsible for this crime. He additionally
stated that the crime committed in the Panda café is only relevant with respect to events that took place in
Kosovo after the crime happened.

"So, your claim is that the Panda café event is relevant with respect what followed it and that it is not
relevant to establish who has committed the crime?”, asked Mr. Bonomi, one of the three judges of the trial
chamber. “Yes”, answered Mr. Nice, and added:” It is not necessary to know who has committed the crime,
but who people believed is responsible for committing the crime.”

The ICTY’s prosecution has recently been faced by the strong factual evidence that is contradicting their
position and their case against Mr. Milosevic has started to crumble. How to counter this? That was the
question. Being resourceful Mr. Nice has come up with the solution. It is not any more relevant what
factually happened. The IMPRESSION what happened OVERRULES what really happened. As a
consequence the ICTY and its prosecution have revealed that they have introduced into modern legislative
practice a new doctrine, which can be named “Impressions overrule Facts”, whereby it is not necessary to
factually establish what happened. To the contrary it is enough to establish what impressions people have of
what happened. The doctrine Impressions overrule Facts can be only used in the courts of the type of the
[CTY where the fundamental doctrine is not one to deliver justice based on doctrines of factual evidence and
fairness but on the doctrine Might is Right, which is deeply entrenched in the statute and practice of the
ICTY since its establishment.

The doctrine Impressions overrule Facts is effective, powerful and elegant in its simplicity. Let’s test it on the
Racak event, where it has been established that at least majority, if not all, of Albanian victims were KLA
terrorists killed in the battle, contrary to the evidence provided by the so called International Community and
its Albanian witnesses that were lying during their testimony before the trial chamber of the ICTY.

- Is it important that the Racak event was not a massacre and that the victims found in Racak were KLA
fighters? No, it is important that the Racak villagers had an impression that the massacre happened and that
the victims were civilians.

- Is it important that Mr. Walker, Mrs. Ranta, Human Rights Watch, International Media, QSCE and others
have sabotaged proper investigation and provided wrong information on the Racak event? No, it is important
that an impression is created that they did their job honestly and as a consequence they have provided truthful
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and had an impression that th gers testifying before the ICTY were lying? No, since they had given an oath

ey were telling the truth and nothing but the truth.

- Is it important that the bombing of Serbia has started by the New World Order Masters based on the false

accusations and evidence? No, since an impression was created that the fact pattern was correct and the
bombing justified.

-Is itim portant ﬂ?at Mr. Milosevic is not guilty of ordering the massacre of Racak that never happened? No,
since thf_: impression has been created, throughout the word, that the massacre has happened and that he has
ordered it and that consequently he should be held responsible and accountable for it.

The ductri_ne of Impressions overrule Facts was used initially as a foundation of at least one of the unique
rules of evidence adopted by the ICTY i.e. hearsay is allowed to be introduced as evidence.

Whenever the New World Order Masters were faced with legal problems, the ICTY prosecutors came to the
rescue. When it became obvious that bombing of Yugoslavia was illegal under International Laws and
Treaties, Judge Goldstone the first prosecutor in chief of the ICTY, at the time retired from that position,
participated with a team of international experts at an international conference on the issue, which came up
with the doctrine named lllegal but Legitimate, whereby the bombing of Serbia was illegal according to the

_ International Law Statues, International Treaties and Jurisprudence, but legitimate in view of not universally
legislated, harmonized and adopted humanitarian principles arbitrarily imposed by the New World Order
Masters upon the small countries of their dislike.

There are at least three recognizable doctrines that the New World Order Masters, the ICTY and its
prosecution are operating on: Might is Right, Illegal but Legitimate and Impressions overrule Facts. These
three doctrines work beautifully together. Illegal acts by ones that act under the doctrine Might is Right are
legal as long as nobody dares to question their legality. If the question is asked the doctrine Illegal but
Legitimate is invoked. If this is stubbornly contested by facts the doctrine Impressions overrule Facts is
enforced and the circle is closed by proving that the Mightees are always the Rightees. The beauty of this, for
public confusing methodology, is that in the process of determining the legality of an act the fundamental
doctrine Might is Right is never invoked and remains unnoticeable, since it is hidden by concealing
mechanisms exclusively available to the Mightees, as it was brilliantly presented in the famous story The
Emperor's New Clothes by Hans Christian Andersen.

The unity of these three doctrines joined under the common name Juridical Impressionism is such a powerful
new legislative tool of deception, that everything currently done in the world by the New World Order
Masters is based on it.

What is the role of the main stream media and NGO-s in all of this? Well, their role is to create believable
impressions.

From the boring doctrines of the modern law systems based in science, which are uninventive in their
insistence on the meticulous fact finding, verification of the facts and scientifically based forensic evidence,
we are moving back towards the very creative justice systems of the Middle Ages, whereby the contemporary
laws were based on the concepts of impressions, magic and rumors. They enabled establishment of the rules
of law that went so far to request of an alleged criminal to put his hand into the boiling oil and remain
unharmed, in order to prove that he is innocent. Applied to today’s world these concepts of Middle Ages are
reincarnated as rules of law introduced under the doctrines of Juridical Impressionism. In view of what was
said it is no wonder that the Serbs had war imposed on them and were requested to meet the impossible
standard of doing no harm to their enemies while fighting them in order to prove that they are innocent.

Impressionism is an old and well-established concept in arts, but finally it became the leading doctrine in modern international
politics and justice, under the name the Juridical Impressionism. It was created by its founding fathers: the New World Order
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BOMBING IS LISTED ON INDICTMENT AGAINST MILOSEVIC
www.slobodan-milosevic.org - May 2, 2005

Wiritten by: Andy Wilcoxson

The testimony of Col Radovan Paponjak continued at the trial of Slobodan Milosevic on Monday. Paponjak is the
former head of the SUP in Pec and has been giving evidence relating to the Dubrava Prison in |stok.

Col. Paponjak has testified that 93 people were killed at the Dubrava prison between May 19th and May 24, 1999, He
said that the dead were inmates and prison staff killed by the NATO bombing.

Today Paponjak said that some prisoners may have been shot by prison guards while trying to escape. According to

one of the documents he obtained from the prison, the bombing damaged the perimeter wall around the prison and a
number of prisoners attempted to escape through the damaged wall. The document says, "measures were taken” by .
prison authorities to prevent the break-out. Under questioning from Judge Kwon, Paponjak said that "measures taken”
could have meant shooting, but he was not sure.

President Milosevic also presented a document that would seem to indicate that some prisoners could have been shot
while trying to escape. He presented the report of a Spanish forensic team, dated June 3, 2000. The report pertained to
autopsies allegedly carried out on victims from the Dubrava Prison. The report said that of the 60 bodies autopsied, 45
were definitely killed by bombing and 53 were killed either by bombing or were killed with weapons "possibly during an
escape attempt.”

Milosevic played more videotape from the crime scene investigation carried out at the prison. On the tape the corpse of
Januz Krasniqi could be seen. Krasnigi is listed in Schedule J of the indictment as having been executed by Serbian
police, but from the videotape we can see that he had not been shot. No gunshot wounds or blood could be seen
anywhere on Krasnigi's body (he was wearing light blue clothing so blood would have been easy to see).

Krasnigi obviously died as the result of blast injuries from the NATO bombing. With blast injuries, the force of the bomb
blast causes internal injuries (the pressure wave can cause a person’s blood vessels fo burst, their lungs can explode,
etc...), while leaving the outside of the body looking intact. Krasniqi's body appeared to be intact, clearly he was not the
victim of an execution. If he had been shot with a machinegun or hit with a grenade, he would have been a bloody

MEess. .

In fact, the corpses of all 93 of the victims could be seen on the tape. Most of them were not identified, but Krasnigi
was among a small group of corpses that had been identified.

Col. Paponjak denied that any executions had taken place at the prison. He said that if any executions had been
camied out that he would have known about it. With that his examination-in-chief came to an end and he was cross-
examined by Mr. Nice.

The prosecution's case is very weak on the Dubrava Prison. Dr. Eric Baccard testified, as a prosecution witness, that a
number of bodies exhumed at a cemetery near Istok had died as the result of gunshot wounds. The only problem was
that he couldn't say whether those bodies had come from the Dubrava Prison or not.

The prosecution also relied on the testimony of Jackie Rowland, a BBC reporter who was at the prison at practically the
same times as Col. Paponjak. Her testimony did not help the prosecution at all. She testified that she did not know how

the corpses that she saw at the prison were killed, she could not see them because the bodies were covered by bed
sheets.

In short, there is no conclusive proof that anybody was shot at the Dubrava prison. Baccard didn't know where the
bodies he examined came from, and Ms. Rowland didn't know how the bodies she saw had died.

Ms. Rowland did testify that the prison was bombed between May 21st and May 24th. This is what Col. Paponjak says
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.Mr. Nice denies that this is the case. Mr. Nice claims that there was no bombing at that time - he says that is
Serbian police were executing the prisoners.

Nice says claims that NATO bombed the prison after May 21st are attempts to "cover-up.” Mr, Nice, who
‘nveniently ignores the testimony of his own witness says claims that NATO bombed the prison are attempts to
-onceal the responsibility of the Serbian police.

Col. Paponjak denied that there was any conspiracy to cover things up. He said that the reports and documents that he
relied on in his testimony were written contemporaneously. He said that there was no possibility of a cover-up, because
nobody would have known what they were supposed to be covering-up.

He said that the story of an execution at the prison was not invented until much later. In fact when one reviews the
testimony of Ms. Rowland, one sees that the story did not materialize until the middle of August 1999,

Mr. Nice spent the remaining part of his cross-examination asking general questions about the situation in Pec. Those
questions did not relate to any specific charges in the indictment. The cross-examination will continue on Tuesday.

#it#
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www.slobodan-milosevic.org - May 10, 2005
Written by: Andy Wilcoxson

The testimony of Col. Radovan Paponjak came to an end at the trial of Slobodan Milosevic on Tuesday. Paponjak, the
former head of the Pec Secretariat of the Interior (SUP), was called to testify about events at the Dubrava Prison,

Mr. Nice concluded his cross-examination of the witness late in the day, following which President Milosevic re-
examined the witness. During the cross-examination, Mr. Nice frequently called the witness a liar and insulted him.

When the witness said that NATO had bombed the Dubrava prison for the third time on May 22, 1999, Mr. Nice
accused him of “making-up” his testimony as he went along.

Mr. Nice claims that NATO did not bomb the prison after May 21, 1989. According to Mr. Nice, Serbian police executed
prisoners on May 22nd. He says that the Serbs attacked their own prison with grenades, executed more than 20 9
prisoners with firearms, and then blamed NATO for the deaths.

Mr. Nice conveniently ignores the testimony of his own witness, and ignores the information contained in his own
exhibits. During the prosecution case the prosecution called BBC reporter Jacky Rowland to testify. According to her
evidence, NATO bombed the prison between May 21st and May 24th, 1898,

During Ms. Rowland’s examination-in-chief a news report that she filed with the BBC was played (the videotape is
prosecution exhibit 292). In her May 24, 1999 report she said, “It's clear that the prison has been badly pounded by
NATO since our first visit on Friday [May 21st]. One building was smouldering while the dining room [and] several
cellblocks were badly damaged.” (See page: 9009 of the August 27, 2002 transcript)

Mr. Nice knows full well that NATO bombed the prison after May 21st, because his own witness said they did. The lying
accusations that Mr. Nice was making against Col. Paponjak were really beyond the limit of reason.

The witness testified both in the examination-in-chief and in the cross-examination that none of the prisoners were
executed. Mr. Nice tried to act like he had caught the witness in a lie. Mr. Nice said that he had autopsy reports
complied by Dr. Eric Baccard proving that 37% of the prisoners who were killed at the Dubrava prison had died from
gunshot wounds.

Mr. Nice has absolutely no proof that 37% of the persons killed at Dubrava Prison died as the result of gunshot ‘
wounds. Dr. Baccard carried out autopsies on bodies found in the Rakosh cemetery, and he found that 37% of those
bodies had sustained gunshot wounds. The only problem was that he didn't know whether the bodies he autopsied

came from the Dubrava Prison or not.

Take a look at the following excerpt from the May 22, 2002 transcript — pages 5333 to 5334.

SLOBODAN MILOSEVIC: And all the bodies found at the grave in Rakosh, were they killed at the prison in Dubrava or
could they have been brought there and buried from some other place?

DR. ERIC BACCARD: | don't have information, forensic information, that would allow me to answer that guestion.
[End Excerpt]
As you can see, the only liar in the courtroom today was Mr. Nice. Mr. Nice has no proof that 37% of the prisoners

killed in Dubrava were shot. Mr. Nice couldn't know where the people that Dr. Baccard autopsied came from - Dr.
Baccard didn't even know, he only assumed.

In addition to questions about the Dubrava Prison, Mr. Nice asked general questions about the situation in Pec. For the
most part, those questions did not relate to any specific charges in the indictment.

Mr. Nice is always the first to complain when Milosevic leads evidence that isn't directly related to a specific part of the
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stment, but it's a restriction that the prosecutor doesn't seem to apply to himself,

Juring his re-examination, Col. Paponjak denied that there was any military facility at the Dubrava Prison. NATO
justifies its attack on the prison by claiming that a military base was there. Mr. Nice also claimed that there was a
military facility there, Col. Paponjak observed that no military equipment could be seen on any of the more than 2 hours

of videotape that was shot of the prison and exhibited at the trial. One would assume that military equipment would
have been visible if it was there.

It was also noted that prisoners who were wounded in the NATO bombing were taken to the Hospital. It would be
absurd for the Serbs to take wounded prisoners to the hospital for medical treatment if their intention had been to
execute them.

Following the conclusion of Col. Paponjak's testimony the trial chamber debated the admissibility of the documents that
the witness brought to court. Mr. Nice did not want any of the documents to be exhibited, but most of them were
exhibited anyway.

The Milosevic trial will resume on Wednesday, May 11, 2005.

Hin

16-5-05



s "
) Pagina 1 van 2

Sagittarius
Van: "R Despotovic" <despot@tiscali.nl>
Aan: “Nico & Neeltje Steijnen” <sagitar@hetnet.nl>

Verzonden: vrijdag 13 mei 2005 1:24
Onderwerp: GEN, STEVANOVIC'S TESTIMONY DETAILS POLICE ACTIVITY AND REFUTES CONSPIRACY
ALLEGATIONS

GEN. STEVANOVIC'S TESTIMONY DETAILS POLICE ACTIVITY AND REFUTES
CONSPIRACY ALLEGATIONS

www.slobodan-milosevic.org - May 11, 2005
Written by: Andy Wilcoxson

The trial of Slobodan Milosevic heard testimony from Gen. Obrad Stevanovic on Wednesday. Stevanovic formerly
served as Serbia's assistant interior minister. He has worked in the field of law enforcement since the late 1970s.

Stevanovic briefly testified about the 1981 riots in Kosove, He was part of the force that the SFRY Interior Ministry sent
to Kosovo to quell the rioting in 1981. He said that the character of the riots were secessionist in their tone, as
evidenced by slogan of the rioters which was "Kosovo Republic.”

He testified that Kosovo-Albanians deserted the police force in the late 80s and early 90s. He said that the Interior
Ministry tried to convince them to stay, but they left their jobs anyway. He categorically denied that Albanians were
dismissed from their jobs in the police.

Gen. Stevanovic's testimony dealt extensively with the structure of the Serbian Interior Ministry, and the laws and
regulations that governed the ministry. Anybody who is curious about the nuts and bolts operation of the Serbian
Interior Ministry would be well served to read the transcript of Gen. Stevanovic's testimony.

The prosecution contends that Serbia was a police state. They claim that the Serbia’s police were militanzed,
politicized, and that they were under the direct centralized control of Slobedan Milosevic.

Serbia was not a police state under Milosevic, according to Gen. Stevanovic's testimony there was only 1 policeman
for every 400 citizens. France, for example, has a higher ratio of policemen to citizens than Serbia ever had. The level
of policing in Serbia while Milosevic was in power is comparable to the level in Great Britain.

Gen. Stevanovic testified that politics never entered the activities of the police. He said that police were given jobs and
given promotions according to their skill level, not their political affiliatior.

He testified about the sorts of weapons that the police had. From what he described, and from what the written
regulations he exhibited showed, the Serbian police were armed at a level comparable to American policemen.

The witness explained how the interior minister is selected. According to the law, the Interior Minister is elected by the
Serbian parliament, not by the President of Serbia. The Interior Minister is the one who controls the Minisiry of the
Interior. not the President of Serbia. The President of Serbia can promote personnel in the ministry to & higher rank,
provided that the minister recommends their promation.

Gen. Stevanovic teslified ébaut special police units. These units were establisheg in all of the Yugoslav republics in the
1970s following a 1972 terrorist attack in Bosnia that killed a large number of policemen.

Stevanovic testified that the special police units were comprised of regular policemen, who had received special
training to participate in the units. He said that the speclal police units were always subordinated to the secretariat they
were serving in. For example, if a special police unit from Belgrade were operating in Pec, then they would be
subordinated to the commander of the Pec Secretariat of the Interior, not to anybody in Belgrade.

Documents exhibited by Stevanovic showed the relevant laws and regulations that applied to all policemen though-out
the territory of Serbia, while Milosevic was in power. According to the regulations, nobody could order the police to
violate the law. If the police received an order that violated the law they were not supposed to follow it, they were
obliged to report the illegal order to an official above the authority that issued it.

The police were required fo enforce the [aw at all times, even when they were off duty. The police did not have to be
ordered to enforce the law. It was always their responsibility to enforce the law.

The indictment depends on the existence of a so-called “joint criminal enterprise” or conspiracy.
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The conspiracy is the sole element linking Milosevic to the crimes alleged by the indictment. Milosevic is charged with
crimes on the basis that he organized a

; ! | nd directed a conspiracy. Ha is charged with crimes that were allegedly
committed in the pursuit of the alleged conspiracy.

I Milus:evi? can show that the conspiracy didn't exist, then the entire indictment falls apart. The so-called “joint criminal
enterpns_e is th._e keystone that the entire indictment rests on. Without the existence of a conspiracy, the prosecution
has nothing to link Milosevic to any of the crimes alleged by the indictment.

The testimony of Gen. Stevanovic takes aim at the heart of the indictment, His testimony is aimed at showing that a
gﬂqn'_spiracy to ethnically cleanse Kosovo could not have existed in the conditions that prevailed in the Serbian Interior
inistry.

He will cantinue his examination-in-chief when the trial resumes next Tuesday, May 17th.

###

16-3-03



-

O
GEN. STEVANOVIC'S CONTINUED TESTIMONY & THE CONTEMPT OF KOSTA BU pagina 1 van 2

o 'GEN. STEVANOVIC’S CONTINUED TESTIMONY & THE CONTEMPT OF KOSTA
BULATOVIC

www.slobodan-milosevic.org - May 17, 2005
Written by: Andy Wilcoxson

Gen. Obrad Stevanovic continued his testimony at the trial of Slobodan Milosevic on Tuesday. Stevanovic formerly

served as Serbia’s assistant interior minister, He has worked in law enforcement since the late 1870s. He also worked
in Kasovo throughout the 1880s and 1990s.

The orders that the police in Kosovo were issued were part of the exhibits accompanying Gen. Stevanovic's testimony.
He testified about the structure and contents of the orders. He testified that the police were ordered not to use lethal
force against the KLA if civilians would be harmed. He said that the KLA exploited this, and mingled itself among the
civilian population so that the police could not do anything to them.

He testified abnut_the subordination of Serbian Interior Ministry personnel to the Yugoslav Army. This re-subordination
only occurred during the state of war, and only on certain combat operations. Under the law on re-subordination, the
police could only be subordinate to the army during a state of war.

Stevanovic testified about the so-called “Joint Command” that operated in Kosovo. The prosecution has alleged that
the Joint Command was a parallel command structure outside of the normal vertical chain of command. Stevanovic
testified that the Joint Command was a cooperalion body. He said that the top military and police personnel would
meet to exchange information, and they called this cooperation boedy the Joint Command.

The Joint Command had no command authority. It was a group of military and police commanders who met to
exchange information. The Joint Command did not issue orders, and did not operate outside of the normal vertical
chains of command for the military and police.

The witness testified about confidence building measures that the Serbian Interior Ministry took to quell the fears of
ethnic Albanians in Kosovo. One of these measures was called the “Local Security."

The Local Security program allowed the Kosovo-Albanians to elect their own local policemen in their own villages. The
Local Security allowed Serbian Interior Ministry personnel to leave the villages. The Local Security was issued firearms
and had the authority to arrest people. It was Local Security's job to provide law enforcement, and according to
Stevanovic they did their job pretty well.

The Local Security operated in Kosovo from 1998 until the end of the NATO bombing. Milosevic exhibited numerous
documents generated by the Local Security forces during the bombing.

The documents demonstrated that these ethnic Albanian police officers continued to funetion normally and do their job
in Kosovo at precisely the time when the prosecution claims that Serbia was ethnically cleansing the Albanians.

Gen. Stevanovic testified that the KLA attacked members of the Local Security because they did not want there to be
normalized relations between the Albanian population and the state authorities.

The witness said that the KLA forced Albanian civilians to join the KLA,; also that it forced them to do manual I:a!bor. He
said that numerous Albanians sought protection from the KLA. Among them was |brahim Rugova whao, according to
Stevanovic, personally asked him for the protection of the Serbian Interior Ministry.

Stevanovic testified about the measures the police took to cooperate with the OSCE's Kosovo Verification M_ission )
(KVM). He said that the army and police fulfilled their obligations and fully cooperated with the KVM. His testimony is
corroborated by the testimony of Roland Keith, the commander of the Kosovo Polje KVM field office. When Mr. Keith
testified he said that the army and police cooperated fully with the KVM.

Stevanovic came to court with the statistics on terrorism in Kosovo, The statistics showed that terrorism was sporadic
between 1991 and 1998. In those seven years there were only 134 terrorist attacks, and only 39 people were killed.

In 1997 the Albanian Government collapsed, and the depots of the Albanian Army were looted. Stevanovic said that
this looting allowed the KLA to arm itself and radically increase its terrorist activity.

In 1998 there was 2,010 KLA terrorist attacks, and 328 people were killed (over 10 times as many as the preceding
seven years combined). Over half of the civilians killed in those attacks were Albanians. In 1998 the number of KLA
terrorist aftacks was even higher.

Even though the Serbian police withdrew from Kosovo on June 10, 1899 they still keep track of the events there. All of
the Interior Ministry secretariats that had been based in Kosovo are now maintaining their offices in Serbia proper, and

http://www.slobodan-milosevic.org/news/smorg051705.htm 23-5-05
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www.slobodan-milosevic.org - May 18, 2005

Wiitten by: Andy Wilcoxson

Gen. Obrad Stevanovic began his third day of testimony at the trial of Slobodan Milosevic on Wednesday. Stevanovic
was Serbia's assistant interior minister during the 1990s.

Stevanovic's testimony has been accompanied by hundreds of documents. Amaong his exhibits were KLA documents
seized by the Serbian police during raids on KLA facilities. These particular documents were seized in 1988 during
anti-terrorist operations in Leskovac.

The documents showed that the KLA had established elite squadrons for kidnapping and assassinations. The KLA had
also established illegal prisons and so-called “execution squads.”

The seized KLA documents spoke of the civilian population moving as the result of fighting, not as the result of any
Serbian ethnic cleansing. One of the documents spoke of an incident on the Albanian border where forty armed KLA
terrorists clashed with the Yugoslav Army while illegally attempting to cross from Albania into Yugoslavia. The
document said that the result of the fighting was panic among the civilians and the fleeing of the population,

The documents showed that the KLA was engaged in the intimidation of Albanian civilians. One of the documents was
a letter written by the KLA that was intended for a particular Albanian. The letter threatened that this Albanian would be
kidnapped or killed if he did not give his car, his pistol, and thousands of Deutsche-marks to the KLA,

Gen. Stevanovic gave testimony regarding the actions of the police. He said that the police only used force in special
circumstances, and that they did not use excessive force. Stevanovic's testimony stands in direct contradiction to what

Paddy Ashdown said when he testified as a prosecution witness.

To bear this point out, Milosevic had Stevanovic read out the orders the police were given. The police were ordered to
protect the civillan population regardless of their ethnicity, and to abide by the Geneva Conventions.

The police were specifically ordered to arrest military and police personnel who committed crimes against the civilian
population. Not only were the police issued those orders directly, the orders were published in the Politika newspaper

so that everybody would be aware of them,

Stevanovic testified that the police mostly reacted to terrorist attacks, although there were special circumstances where
anti-terrorist operations were planned. Force was only used in these planned operations when civilians would not be
placed in jeopardy. Force was used in a gradual nature. The witness said that force would start out minimal and then

build-up as the situation warranted.

Crime statistics also feature in Stevanovic's testimony, as the former assistant Interior Minister; he has access to the
official crime statistics for Kosovo. Today he focused on crimes against Albanians.

According to the official statistics of the Serbian Interior Ministry, between January 1, 1999 and June 20, 1998, 3,614
Albanians were reported to be the victims of violent crimes in Kosovo. The MUP arrested 2,788 persons, including
members of the army and police, for the commission of those crimes against the Albanian population.

The statistics showed that the NATO bombing killed 617 people in Kosovo, of whom 305 were Albanians, 253 were
Serbs, and 59 were others.

The NATO bombing killed more people than the anti-terrorist actions of the Serbian police. The anti-terrorist actions
killed 564 people in Kosovo, the vast majority of whom were Albanian terrorists.

gufrfng Stevanovic's testimony Judge Robinsan acted like he had trouble understanding the nature of Milosevic's
efense.

Milosevic's defense is simple. The indictment alleges that Milosevic planned and participated in a grand conspiracy, or
23-5-05
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anI:E' crimin::l enterprise,” to ethnically cleanse Kosovo and parts of Bosnia and Croatia so as to establish an enlarged
rbian state.

The prosecution charges Milosevic with specific crimes on the basis that those crimes were committed in the pursuit of
the alleged master conspiracy. The prosecution has not shown a single order that Milosevic, or the Serbian
government, issued advocating the commission of a crime. Nor does the prosecution allege that Milosevic directly
perpetrated a war crime. This alleged "Joint Criminal Enterprise” is the only thing the prosecution has that links
Milosevic to any of the specific crimes alleged by the indictment.

M'L!nseuic's defense is very simple. Milosevic claims that the joint criminal enterprise, alleged by the indictment, never
existed. The primary aim of his defense is to show that there never was a conspiracy to create “Greater Serbia” or to
ethnically cleanse the non-Serbian population.

Gen. Stevanovic's testimony is aimed at showing that steps were taken by the police to prevent and punish war crimes.
The prevention and punishment of war crimes does not jibe with the prosecution's claim that the police were part of a
conspiracy to commit war crimes in Kosovo.

Milosevic uses his defense as a platform to defend Serbia and the Serbian people. He has conclusively shown that the
Racak massacre was a hoax, and that the Serbian police never executed prisoners at the Dubrava prison.

His defense rests on two main pillars. First, the Joint Criminal Enterprise did not exist. Second, the crimes attributed to
the Serbian military and police never happened or were exaggerated.

Milosevic does not deny that individual crimes were committed. He is showing through witnesses like Gen. Stevanovic
and Gen. Gojovic that those crimes were punished, and that they were committed in violation of the orders that the
army and police were given.

The trial will resume on Thursday. Gen, Stevanovic is expected to take another two days in chief.
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Judge Robinson reminded Milosevic today that, in case the accused has forgotten, he was "on trial and not at large” to speak
about what he wanted.” Testimony about “the general situation” and “widely known” circumstances of departures of
Albanians fram Kosovo.

7] THE HAGUE, 18.5. (SENSE) - On the third day of testimony of General Obrad Stevanovic, Presiding
s Judge Robinson found it necessary to remind Milosevic that he was “on trial and not at large” to speak

about what he wanted. He also reminded him that the evidence he was presenting should be relevant
-1 to the specific crimes he was charged with and not to “the general situation” in Kosove, which is what
1the accused has been examining the defense witness about aver the past three days. The courtrocm
“is not a place where [Milosavic] can achieve some other intentions or objectives that are not of an

ol evidentiary nature”, the judge said.

Only after this reminder and warning did Milosevic switch to topics that could be relevant to his defense case, Milosevic asked
General Stevanovic, who served as Assistant Minister of the Interior of Serbia during the time relevant to the Kosovo
indictment, to comment on orders issued by the MUP (Ministry of the Interior) Staff in Kosovo and communigués by the
Supreme Command, which spoke of efforts to “aliminate numerous cases of killing, arson and looting” and which said that
hundreds of perpetrators of criminal offenses had been arrested. General Stevanovic said he did not know of any case of
“illegal order” to members of the MUP or of any case of a perpetrator of a eriminal offense being “identified, but not
punished”.

What certainly is relevant to the charges against Milosevic are daily reports describing security-related events and containing
information of importance to security, which the MUP 5Staff in Kosovo sent to the Ministry in Belgrade every day. The report
dated 1 May 1999 says among other things that 715,158 "members of the Siptar (Albanian) national minority” fled Kosovo
from 24 March te 30 April,

Since Milosevic is charged with the forcible deportation of more than 800,000 Keosovo Albanians, Judge Banomy asked the
witness If dally reports described the circumstances under which those people had fled Kosovo. General Stevanovic replied
that the MUP Staff in Kosovo “did not go into deeper analysis and explanations of what happened in those areas.” His
assumption is that that was not done because “it was widely known" under what clrcumstances and why the Albanians were
leaving Kosovo. The judge said he was not interested in the witness’'s assumptions, but Milosevic nevertheless asked “what
was it that was widely known?”

According to General Stevanovic, it was "widely known® that people were leaving the war zone for safety reasons and that
“the trend of departures from Kosovo increased with the start of the NATC aggression.”

Milosevic announced today that he would examine General Obrad Stevanovic for two more days - tomorrow and next
Wednesday.
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—— Qriginal Message —

From: Darkita

To: minja@vlada.ca ; 1branka@tiscali.co.uk ; kumasi@wanadoo.es ; Dragic@aol.com ; antic.miroslav@gmail.com ;
milan.kasic@3web.net ; r_rozoff@yahoo.com ; despot@tiscali.nl ' " |
Sent: Saturday, May 21, 2005 9:22 AM

Subject: Mr Milosevic, you are on trial

http:/fwww.iwpr.netfindex.pl?archive/triftri_407_3 eng.txt

Institute for War & Peace Reporting
Tribunal Update

Courtside: Milosevic

By Ana Uzelac in The Hague (TU No 407, 20-May-05)

Judges hearing the case of former Yugoslav president Slobodan Milosevic struggled this week to streamline the
testimony of a high-ranking Serbian police official, who spoke at length about how his troops operated in Kosovo before
and during the period in which the war crimes are alleged to have taken place.

Former assistant interior minister Colonel Obrad Stevanovic is the highest- ranking Serbian witness yet to appear in
Milosevic's defence case.

His testimony was intended to challenge the prosecutors’ claim that a parallel chain of command existed during the
1899 Kosovo war which allowed Milosevic to directly supervise the combined police, military and paramilitary forces
during the conflict.

In another part of his testimony, the witness focused on the specific incidents listed in the Kosovo indictment, trying to
disprove the allegations that the Serbian police committed crimes against Albanian civilians on a systematic basis.

Milosevic is accused of directing a massive and complex security forces operation to expel Kosovar Albanians out of
the province between March and June 1999 — the period when his country was subjected to NATO air strikes. The
campaign was accompanied by widespread and systemic intimidation of Albanian civilians, which included mass

murders. The indictment lists 17 such cases and 22 of expulsion.

The prosecutors state that this operation was coordinated through the “joint command” that had been created iln 1999,
under then Yugoslav deputy prime minister Nikola Sainovic. Prosecutors claim that the joint command gave Mllnsm{lc
control over the Yugoslav ministry of defence, the Yugoslav army, the Serbian interior ministry and local defence units

within Kosovo, bypassing the existing chain of comma nd.

Obradovic was the first Milosevic defence witness to confirm the existence of the joint command — something that all
previous defence witnesses consistently claimed they did not know anything about.

The prosecutors have never been able to obtain documents relating to the work of the joint command and Belgrade's
democratic government has claimed they could not locate any, suggesting they were destroyed. Milosevic's former
chef de cabinet, Goran Milinovic, is currently being investigated in Serbia on suspicion of hiding or destroying some

160 documents of the joint command.

But this week Milosevic's witness managed to produce minutes from a meeting of the joint command, drawn up by
Milinovic. In the minutes, Milosevic is noted addressing the people gathered, and after that Yugoslav Army's Pristina
corps commander Nebojsa Pavkovic gives an overview of the "fight against the NATO aggression” in Kosovo. Pavkovic
has also been indicted by the Hague tribunal, and is currently in custody awaiting trial.

The witness insisted the joint command was not a real command structure, but an organ facilitating “horizontal
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peration” and exchange of information between the security forces in Kosovo, and did not infringe on the regular

chain of command.

Obradovic [s one of the rare highly fficials i man
ne placed officials in both the regula
y sl : o on gular and the assumed parallel chain of command not

All his superiors, including the then interior minister Viajko Stajilikovic and Serbian prime minister Milan Milutinovic,
_hava been indicted. So has the witness' former colleague, another assistant interior minister Viastimir Djordjevic, who
is currently_ on the run, and his direct subordinate Colonel Sreten Lukic, who was in operational command over the
regular police fnr-_:es in Kosovo during the war there. Prosecutors have refused to comment on whether Stevanovic
was ever the subject of a Hague tribunal investigation.

For the larger part uflhis testimony, Obradovic spoke about the intricate command structure within the Serbian police,
the rules anr:_l regulations governing it and the details of its weaponry. He insisted throughout that the Serbian police
never committed any systematic crimes in the province and were under strict orders to protect Albanian civilians.

To support this, he showed orders issued to the Serbian police at the time, banning shooting at civilians or even
conducting operations in the populated areas. He also showed orders insisting that the police follow four basic
principles when active in Kosovo, including the principle of the proportional use of force.

He also insisted that the Albanian insurgents fighting against the Serbian police in Kosovo at the time were in no way
inferior with respect to their weaponry, and were in fact at an advantage due to their knowledge of the terrain, and the
fact that they always carried out the first strikes.

But in what appears to be emerging as a pattern of examination in the defence case, Milosevic kept Obradovic's
testimony skirting around the factual issues of his indictment for the bulk of the first three days of the examination in
chief. Factual evidence was dispersed in a sea of general allegations, and descriptions of police conduct in the year
preceding the conflict.

Stevanovic also presented the chamber with the police statistics on the various kinds of security incidents in Kosovo
during the NATO air strikes — and these were sorted not only by the type of incident but also by the ethnicity of the
victims involved.

The statistics also confirmed there was in fact massive movement of the Albanian population out of Kesovo at the time,
neatly registering literally tens of thousands of people leaving the region on a single day through various border
crossings out of Kosovo. After a judges' query, however, it turned out that the statistics did not show the reasons for
people leaving Kosovo. The witness said only that it was “generally known" that the movement intensified "after the
beginning of aggression” — referring to NATO air strikes at the time.

Only on the fourth day of his testimony did the witness focus on the concrete incidents mentioned in the indictment -
the massacre of Albanian civilians in the villages of Racak and |zbica in January and May 1999 - compelling the judges
to allow the testimony to last well beyond the scheduled 12 hours.

But by the end of the week, he failed to produce any new factual evidence on these cases, repeating only seme of the
evidence and the conclusions drawn by the previous witnesses who conducted the actual official Serbian investigation
into the massacre. (See Courtside: Milosevic TU No 401, 08-Apr-05, http:/www.iwpr.net/index.pl?
archive/tri/tri_401_3_eng.txt and Courtside: Milosevic TU No 398, 25-Mar-05 hitp://www.iwpr.net/index.pl?

archiveftriftri_399_1_eng.txt)

This approach combined with the systematic late production of large amounts of evidence — too late for translations to
be made in time for the testimony — tested the judges’ patience once again. Much of this week’s testimony was taken
up with admonishing Milosevic — who insists on defending himself - for bringing repetitive and general evidence and
instructing him to handle his evidence better, and trying to halt his leading questions.

“Mr Milosevic, you are on trial, you are facing specific charges and you keep on bringing general evidence,” a
somewhat desperate sounding presiding Judge Patrick Robinson said at one point. “This is not a general situation. You

are not at large.”
Kosovo is just one of the three indictments that Milosevic is facing in the Hague, and although he does not seem to be

even close to wrapping it up, the judges have announced on May 20 that he has spent already over a third of the 150
days allocated to his defence against all three indictments.

Stevanovic's testimony will continue next week.
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STEVANOVIC: NO EXECUTIONS AT RACAK AND IZBICA

www slobodan-milosevic.org - May 19, 2005

Written by: Andy Wilcoxson

Serbia's former assistant interior minister, Gen. Obrad Stevanovic, began his fourth day of testimony at the trial of
Slobodan Milosevic on Thursday.

His testimony today focused on the information that the police had regarding specific crimes alleged by the Kosovo
indictment.

He indicated that the police had information about events in: Racak, |zbica, Kotlina, Suva Reka, and the Dubrava
Prison. The MUP has no knowledge of the other incidents alleged by the indictment. However, Stevanovic noted that
the MUP investigated nearly 1,500 incidents involving loss of life that the indictment does not mention.

He began his testimony by showing that the Serbian police took all the necessary steps to prevent crimes or — if they
did occur — to identify and punish their perpetrators. During his testimony, he said that 12 police officers and 12 VJ
soldiers, who had committed crimes resulting in death were arrested by the Police and prosecuted.

Milosevic then asked the witness questions about Racak. Citing official documents of the Serbian Interior Ministry,
General Stevanovic confirmed, that the Racak operation was undertaken with the aim of arresting a group of terrorisis
responsible for the murder of a police officer. According to the documents, the terrorists opened fire using mortars,
hand-held rocket launchers, and machineguns. The police fired back killing 40 terrorists. The documents demonstraled
that the police had not used disproportionate force in Racak.

Stevanovic did not provide any new information about Racak, what he did do was corroborate the testimony of Danica
Marinkovic, Dragan Jasovic, and Slavisa Dobricanin with the relevant documents from the Interior Ministry. All of the
Serbian Interior Ministry's files pertaining to Racak were introduced through Gen. Stevanovic.

The next incident that Stevanovic testified about was Izbica. The indictment alleges that Serbian and Yugoslav forces
shelled Izbica on March 27, 1999, It says that on March 28, 1999, forces of the FRY and Serbia surrounded the
villagers, separated the men from the women and children, and then executed the men.

The prosecution called five Izbica witnesses: Ajmane Behrami, Sadik Xhemajli, Mustafa Draga, Liri Loshi, and Milazim
Thagi. Those witnesses all denied that the KLA was present in Izbica at the time (even though Liri Loshi was a KLA
member, and Milazim Thagi just so-happens to be Hashim Thaci's cousin). The prosecution witnesses insisted that VJ
and MUP forces simply came to |zbica and “executed” the hapless Albanian men for no reason at all.

The testimony of the prosecution witnesses was nonsensical, and in some cases outright absurd. Mustafa Draga
claimed that he had survived the alleged lzbica execution. As proof, he brought his shirt with him to court. The shirt had
holes in it, which he claimed were bullet holes left by the bullets that the Serbian police fired at him from a heavy .
machinegun from a distance of eight meters.

When asked to explain how the bullets that riddled the shirt he had been wearing missed hitting him, I‘:-‘Ir. Draga
claimed that he was saved by divine providence. He said, “l was saved by God to come here and testify to the truth,
because only God saved me from the Serbian police.”

Another lzbica witness, Milazim Thagi (Hashim Thaci's cousin), claimed that the Serbian police tried to execute him at
Izbica too. He said that they were shooting at him from only seven meters away and that they missed him too. He
claimed that God saved him too. Thagi explained, “God saved us. And I'm here to tell the truth and only the truth,
nothing but the truth." — Praise Jesus, Hallelujah! It's another miracle!

Among the exhibits in Gen. Stevanovic's possession were photographs taken at the gravesite in Izbica. One of the
pictures showed a makeshift grave marker with the letters “UCK" written on it, which indicates that the person buried in
the grave was a member of the KLA, the fact that the KLA was there shows that the prosecution's witnesses were lying
when they said the KLA wasn't there.
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Furding to trhe Interior Ministry's documents, when the police first approached the area gunfire was directed at them,
hich further indicates a KLA presence.

Gen. Stevanovic testified that the police did not even know that any killings had taken place at [zbica. He said that the
pelice first became aware of the issue when aerial photos of the gravesite appeared on the Internet, He said that it took

seven days for the police to find the gravesite and launch an investigation. Obviously the police could not have taken
part in something they didn't even know about.

He will continue his examination-in-chief when the trial resumes next Wednesday.

#u#
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STEVANOVIC DAY 5: IZBICA, DUBRAVA PRISON, SUVA REKA, KOTLINA, AND
PADALISTE VILLAGE

www .slobodan-milosevic.org - May 25, 2005

Written by: Andy Wilcoxson

Serbia’s former assistant interior minister, Gen. Obrad Stevanovic, testified for the fifth day at the trial of Slobodan
Milosevic on Wednesday. Milosevic forecasts that this witness'’s examination-in-chief will be concluded by the end of
the day on Thursday.

Today's portion of Stevanovic's evidence dealt with the following incidents alleged by the indictment: |zbica, Dubrava
Prison, Suva Reka, Kotlina, and Padaliste village.

The indictment alleges that Serbian and Yugoslav forces shelled Izbica on March 27, 1999. |t says that on March 28,
1998, forces of the FRY and Serbia surrounded the villagers, separated the men from the women and children, and
then executed the men

Last week Stevanovic testified that the police did not even know that any killings had taken place at Izbica. He said that
the police first became aware of the issue when aerial photos of the cemetery appeared on the Internet. He =said that it
took seven days far the police to find the gravesite and launch an investigation.

When the police found the cemetery at Izbica they launched an investigation. Photographs were taken and sketches
were made of the cemetery. These photographs and sketches were shown in court today. The photographs show that
five of the grave markers had the letters “UCK" inscribed on them. UCK is the Albanian abbreviation for KLA,

According to the Interior Ministry's documents, when the invesligative team approached the area gunfire was directed
at them,

The investigation determined that the cemetery was new, because the graves had been freshly dug, and that it was a
Muslim-built graveyard, because all of the corpses were buried in individual graves facing Mecca.

The Investigating Judge assigned to investigate the scene ordered an exhumation of the bodies and exhumations
began on June 2nd 1999.

101 bodies were exhumed and sent to Kosovska Mitrovica and to Belgrade for forensic analysis and identification, and
on that basis a list of the corpses was compiled. 15 of those identified on the Serbian list coincide with the list of names
contained in Schedule F of the indictment, but the rest do not.

It is worth noting that many of the bodies found at Izbica were not even from the area. They were brought there from
somewhere else and buried.

Following the identification process, the bodies were reburied in cemeteries in Vucitrn and Kosovska Mitrovica,
according ta interior ministry documents.

Gen. Stevanovic said that the indictment's version of events at Izbica is illogical. The indictment claims that Serbian
forces captured as many as 4,500 villagers, separated the men from the women, and then executed the men. |f that
had been the case, then more than 100 men should have been killed. Obviously in a group of 4,500 villagers there
would have had to be more than 100 men.

The defense put forward by Milosevic is that the cemetery at Izbica was a KLA cemetery, not the site of a mass killing.

The next incident that Stevanovic testified about was the Dubrava Prison. The indictment alleges that Serbian police
executed scores of inmates at the Dubrava Prison in late May 1899,

Gen. Sevanovic's testimony corroborates the testimony given by Col. Radovan Paponjak. Paponjak and Stevanovic
both denied that anybody was executed at the Dubrava prison. They both testified that NATO had bombed the prison,
and that it was the NATO bombing that killed the prisoners, not some kind of execution.

To bear this point out, Milosevic read from the report of the Spanish forensic team that autopsied some of the people
allegedly killed at the Dubrava Prison. It could be seen that corpses they autopsied died from bomb blasts or from
shock waves caused by a bomb blasts.

Stevanovic testified that every one of the prison buildings had been hit by the bombing, and that approximately 100

people were killed and about 200 wounded. Most of the people killed were inmates, but some prison officials including
the deputy warden were killed too.

http://www.slobodan-milosevic.org/news/smorg052505.htm 1-6-05
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T persistent NATO attacks on the prison, Stevanovic i i i
et it o rihe e s ul wnundedl. personally ordered its evacuation, and the prisoners were sent

he next incident that Stevanovic testifi |

i ! ied about was Suva Reka. The indictment alleges that Serbian f
m?ssacr_ed the Berisha family on March 26, 1999, Stevanovic testified that the Inteﬁusrl Ministry did not ﬁ;isan
information about the death of the Berisha family. ’

::e?‘ait:::art] ifdlha police had informatinr[ that the Berisha family was massacred, then an investigation would have
i ched. To bear this point out Milosevic read out two incidents that occurred in Suva Reka at roughly the same
e. these incidents killed a total of 17 people and were investigated by the police.

Milosevic's defense is that the police did not have a i indi i

ny information to indicate that the Berisha family had been
massacred at Suva Reka. The best he can do is prove that the olice would i i i
information that a crime had been committed. i ¥ DK W temmSERion Bl baciy

Stevanovic has given extensh;e teslimugy, and presented numerous documents, to show that the police arrested
members of the army and pu}tcg who mistreated the civilian population during the war. He has testified that the police
were ardered to protect the civilian population regardless of their ethnicity.

After Suva Reka was dealt 'f-.rith._ Stevanovic shed some light on events at Kotlina. The indictment alleges that Serbian
forces burned-down the entire village of Kotlina on March 24, 1898, |t says that Albanian men were killed and then
thrown down wells.

According to Stevanovic, fighting between the state secu rity forces and the KLA broke out when the authorities were
searching the area around Kotlina for terrorists that had been carrying out ambushes on a nearby road.

After the fighting ended, the authorities found the local KLA headquarters, which was full of weapons and supplies. The
police took pictures of the village, and those photos showed that the village had not been burned down like the
indictment said it was.

The photos also showed the “yells” that the Albanians were allegedly thrown down. These “wells" did not have any
water in them. These “wells” were linked together by underground tunnels and they were equipped with [adders so that
people could climb in and out of them. The so-called “wells” were really KLA bunkers that had been disguised to look

like wells.

The pictures showed the bodies of the 22 terrorists who died in the fighting. It was clear that the terrorists were armed,
because you could see the weapons they had from the pictures.

Milosevic read out a statement that an Albanian gave to the police on March 10, 1989 (two weeks before the fighting).
This Albanian identified three of the people listed by indictment as "victims” as being KLA members.

Obviously the people who died in Kotlina were killed in combat. They were not executed and thrown down wells.

Padaliste village was the final incident that Stevan ovic testified about. The indictment alleges that Se rbian troops went
from house-to-house shooting and Killing the villagers on March 26, 1999. Although the indictment alleges a wide-scale
killing in the village, it only names members of the Imeraj family as having been killed.

Stevanovic said that the interior ministry simply had no information about anybody killing the members of the Imeraj
family. He did point out that if somebody had gone door-to-door killing people (as alleged by the indictment) members
of more than one family would have had to be killed.

To prove that the police did their job, and investigated every crime they found out about. stevanovic testified that the
palice investigated more than 1,500 incidents involving loss of life in Kosovo, and that the indictment does not cover

the vast majority of those cases.

Gen. Stevanovic spent the last part of his testimony today listing example after example of cases where the police
arrested members of the army and police, because they had been charged with committing crimes against Albanian

civilians in Kasovo.

Milosevic is using Stevanovic's testimony to demonstrate that the police investigated all cimes that they were aware
of, and that they arrested all perpetrators regardless of who they were, even if they were members of the army or the
police. This evidence is aimed at showing that the Serbian authorities took every step possible to prevent and punish

war grimes.

Stevanovic is expected to testify about the role (or the lack of a role) that the Serbian Intefior Ministry played in the
wars in Bosnia and Croatia when the trial resumes tomorrow.

http://www.slobodan-mil osevic.org/news/smorg052505.htm 7-6-05
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Wiritten by; Andy Wilcoxson

The testimony of Serbia’s former assistant interior minister, Gen. Obrad Stevanovic, entered its sixth day at the Hague
Tribunal's trial of Slobodan Milosevic on Thursday.

Stevanovic's testimony picked-up where it left off on Wednesday; he continued to list examples where Serbian police
and military personnel were prosecuted for crimes against the civilian population. His testimony shows that the Serbian
authorities took all possible measures to prevent and punish war crimes,

Stevanovic testified about sanitizing the terrain or "mopping up” after battle. The prosecution has alleged that when the
Serbian police were ordered to "mop up” that that meant evidence of crimes should be covered-up.

Gen. Stevanovic said that “mopping qp' meant sanitizing the terrain. He said that it included: the burial of corpses (in
accordance with relevant laws), the disposal of dead livestock, chemical clean up, debris removal, and the removal of

unexploded bombs and weapons.

He said that the purpose of “mopping up" was the protection of the civilian population from disease and hazardous
materials. Milosevic asked him if "mopping up” meant taking bodies to central Serbia and re-burying them there, and

Stevanovic said that was not the case.

Milosevic questioned Stevanovic about Batajnica, where the bodies of Kosovo-Albanians are said to have been buried.
Although it Is not stated in the indictment, the Prosecution claims that hundreds of Kesove-Albanians were dug-up from
graves in Kosovo and re-buried at the police facility in Batajnica near Belgrade in an effort to cover-up evidence of

crimes.

Gen. Stevanovic confirmed that the SAJ (anti-terrorist police) had a base at Batajnica. He said that he did not know
anything about any bodies being dug-up from Kosovo and buried there,

Stevanovic testified that the police were not present at the Batajnica base during the bombing. He said that the SAJ

facilities in Novi Sad and Pristina were bombed on the first day of the war, so the police evacuated the facility at
Batajnica because they assumed that it would be bombed too. He said that he thought it was strange that NATO never

bombed the Batajnica facility.

Stevanovic said that the only reason somebody would bury bodies at the Batajnica SAJ facility, or anywhere else in
central Serbia, would be to incriminate the state of Serbia.

Allegations that bodies had been re-buried in central Serbia first surfaced two years after the war when the new
Belgrade authorities needed political justification to send Milosevic to The Hague. Prior to that nobody alleged that any

bodies had been removed from Kosovo.

Paramilitaries were a topic of Stevanovic's testimony. He said that the police were not involved with any paramilitary
groups, and that Serbian paramilitary groups were not present in Kosovo.

Stevanovic also denied that the Serbian Interior Ministry had any of its units in Republika Srpsk:a or th_a Repubtic_ of
Serbian Krajina during the wars there. He could only think of one case when the MUP had a unit outside of Serbia. In
this particular case a MUP unit was stationed just inside the Bosnian border to guard a rail-line that went between two

points in Serbia but crossed inside of Bosnia for a couple of kilometers.

A substantial portion of Stevanovic's testimony dealt with the orders that the police were given. A lot o_f tlme was sp_ent
exhibiting the orders that the police were given. All of the orders were aimed at the protection of the civilian population.

Looting, arson, and the expulsion of the civilian population were prohibited.

In addition to the orders the police were issued, transcripts of meetings between high level Interior Ministry personnel
were exhibited. These transcripts showed that the Interior Ministry, at its highest levels, was committed to the

protection of the civilian population.

Stevanovic testified that the police appealed to the Kosovo-Albanians to stay in their homes. He said that he personally
went to Kosovo te ask them to return to their homes after clashes between the police and the KLA in 1998. He said that
he was frustrated in his efforts by a representative of the International Red Cross, who was telling the Albanians not to

go home.
As far as people fleeing their homes was concerned, Stevanovic said that people of every ethnicity fled Kosovo during
http://www.slobodan-milosevic.org/news/smorg052605 htm 71-6-05
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» NATO bombing. rst ones to leave Kosovo were the international organizations, which left just before the

Gen. Stevanovic will continue his testimony when the trial resumes on Friday afternoon.

#i#
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4§ STEVANOVIC DAY 7: THE NATURE OF THE SERBIAN MUP’S PRESENCE IN
BOSNIA AND CROATIA
www slobodan-milosevic.org — May 27, 2005

Written by: Andy Wilcoxson

Slobodan Milosevic concluded his examination of Gen. Qbrad Stevanovic in The Hague on Friday. Stevanovic is
Serbia's former assistant Interior Minister.

Milosevic began the day by drawing the court's attention to a document that he received from Mr. Nice pursuant to
Rule 8. The document was a book entitled “The Phoenix of Freedom” it is a book that memorializes KLA members
who died in battle. The book listed 12 of the names contained in the Kotlina portion of the Kosovo indictment as being
KLA members killed in battle. This is bad news for the prosecufion since they claim that the men killed in Kotlina were
civilians.

Gen. Stevanovic's testimony mainly focused on the activities of the Serbian MUP in the Krajina and Republika Srpska.

Stevanovic said that the Serbian MUP never participated in combat operations, and did not engage in any illegal
activities.

The MUP was only present in a few areas along the border belt to guard the citizens of Serbia who, due to the
composition of the border, had to travel through Republika Srpska to get to other parts of Serbia.

Stevanovic listed all of the areas where the MUP was present in Republika Srpska. An example of such presence was
the case of the Belgrade-Bar railway, which passes through Republika Srpska for about 9 kilometers. Stevanovic said

that the MUP was stationed along the railway to guard the trains from attacks coming from Serbian paramilitary groups
operating in the region.

In another case a MUP unit was sent to Banja Luka, after the war, to assist the Republika Srpska authorities deal with
the massive exodus of Krajina Serb refugees.

A similar case was noted in Eastern Slavonia and Baranja. A MUP unit was sent there after "Operation Storm’ o help
what semained of the Serbian Krajina take care of refugees. This was the only example of MUP presence in the RSK.

Stevanovic testified that the MUP presence in the RSK and Republika Sipsiia was arysys mats dnaws and
coordinated with UNPROFOR and the international forces.

Gen, Stevanovic denied that the MUP had any relationship with paramilitary groups operaling in Sosnia ans Lrasns,
bz =aid that the MUP arrested members of paramilitary groups when they attempted to cross into Serbia.

Following the conclusion of Gen. Stevanovic's examination-in-chiet, administrative mattors foiaion Wi Giss-
examination of Dragan Jasovic were discussed (Jasovic has been examined by the defense, but not cross-examined
by the prosecution).

Mr. Nice wants to suspend the defense case so that he can call witnesses to refute Jasovic's evidence. This is
unprecedented; the ICTY has never suspended a defense case to allow the prosecution to call witnesses to rebut a
defense witness. As a rule, the prosecution is required to wait until the end of the defense case to call witnesses in
rebuttal.

Mr. Nice wants to prevent evidence, that 30 of the 40 corpses found in Racak were KLA rmembers, from going in as
exhibits. Jasovic was a police investigator in Kesovo, and he took statemnents from citizens in the area around Racak.
Those statements show that 30 out of the 40 people found deac i Facsk wars Kuvwi o D2 BLA TR FRE e

Mr. Nice wants to call some of the Kosovo-Albanians who gave statements to Jasovic as witnesses. Mr. Nice wants
them, or the ICTY investigators that spoke to them, to come to the tribunal and testify that they only gave statements to
i=eqvic under duress. Given the current state of affairs in Kosovo, it is unlikely that any Albanian would readily admit to
collaborating with the Serbian police againsime Ris

Carla del Ponte herself told the Koha Ditore newspaper, on October 12, 2004, "You cannot imagine what kind of
problems we are having in the investigations into UCK leaders in Kosova. There is huge intimidation of witnesses in
Kosova, and now they do not want to cooperate with us.”

After the discussion regarding Jasovic was concluded, Mr. Nice began his cross-examination of Gen. Stevanovic. Mr.
it pe et e e fesaet st ] exd wnek s cioss-axamination, The trial will resume next Tuesday at 9:00 AM.
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STEVANOVIC DAY 8: MR. NICE FAILS TO PAINT SERBIA AS A POLICE STATE

www.slobodan-milosevic.org — May 31, 2005
Wiritten by: Andy Wilcoxson

Mr. Nice continued his cross-examination of Serbia's former assistant interior minister, Gen. Cbrad Stevanovic, at the
ICTY trial of Slobodan Milosevic on Tuesday.

Mr. Nice attempted to depict Serbia as an oppressive police state during the 1980s, and Gen. Stevanovic dismissed
the prosecutor's claims as untrue. Stevanovic testified that the population did not live in fear of the police, and anybody
who has been to Serbia knows that he is telling the truth.

Mr. Nice claimed that Milosevic was in charge of the police, and Stevanovic dismissed that as absurd. Stevanovic had
to repeatedly explain the obvious: that the police were subordinated to the Interior Minister, not to President Milosevic.

As Stevanovic explained in the first day of his testimony, the Interior Minister is elected by the parliament — not
appointed by the President. Milosevic, as president, was in no position to control the police directly — that job falls to the
Interior Minister just like it does in every other country.

Mr. Nice persisted in his claims that Serbia was a police state, he claimed that assassinations were “the order of the
day.” Mr. Nice even went so far as to insinuate that Milosevic might have had something to do with the assassination of
Zoran Djindjic.

Mr. Nice played the videotape from the JSO anniversary in Kula in 1997, the prosecutor paused the tape on the place
where Milorad Lukovic “Legija’ (among many others) could be seen shaking Milosevic's hand. At that time Legija was
the JSO commander, and Milosevic briefly shook his hand as he was walking down a line shaking everybody in the
unit’s hand. The tape is really nothing special.

The tape was already dealt with when Captain Dragan testified, and the prosecution’s thesis that the tape showed a
connection between Dragan's Red Berets and the Serbian JSO fell apart way back then.

Mr. Nice was only trying to be theatrical since Legija is the main suspect in the Djindjic assassination. Of course Legija
is also the policeman who arrested Milosevic, and Milosevic was already in jail in The Hague when Djindjic was killed -
but Mr. Nice mentioned none of that.

In a desperate attempt to advance his thesis that Milosevic ran a police state. Mr. Nice made reference to an incident
where the Serbian MUP took-over the Federal SUP building in Belgrade. General Stevanovic commanded that
particular operation himself.

In October 1992, the Serbian MUP took over the entrances to the building pursuant to a ruling of the 2" Municipal
Court in Belgrade, which transferred ownership of the building from the Yugoslav Federation to the Republic of Serbia.

Stevanovic denied that force had been used, or that the employees of the federal police were prohibited from entering
their offices.

Stevanovic explained that the Serbian MUP set up a "new mechanism for the control and admission” into the building.
Some Federal SUP employees refused to accept the new procedure and they were denied entry. All in all the incident
was a non-event, and it did not advance Mr. Nice's case.

The cross-examination of General Stevanovic will continue tomorrow. Mr, Nice is expected to take most of this week in
cross-examination.

##E#
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STEVANOVIC DAY 9: MR. NICE SHOWS FALSIFIED DOCUMENTS AND AN
ALLEGED SREBRENICA VIDEO AT MILOSEVIC TRIAL

www.slobodan-milosevic.org — June 1, 2005
Written by: Andy Wilcoxson

Prosecutor Geoffrey Nice continued his cross-examination of Serbia's former Assistant Interior Minister, Gen Obrad
Stevanovic, on Wednesday at the Hague Tribunal's trial of Slobodan Milosevic.

Mr. Nice focused the cross-examination on Srebrenica. The prosecutor unsuccessfully tried to establish a link between
the Serbian MUP and the July 1995 events in Srebrenica.

Mr. Nice asserted that Stevanovic was entrusted with the task of escorting the DUTCHBAT peacekeepers from the
Serbian border at Bratunac to the Serbian border with Croatia only because he could be trusted to keep quiet the
knowledge of massacres, a charge which the witness vehemently denied, Gen. Stevanovic explained that he escorted
the DUTCHBAT soldiers through Serbia because they asked for a police escort.

Mr. Nice spent a great deal of ime reading documents allegedly seized from facilities in Republika Srpska in 2004.
These documents identified a unit called “Skorpions” as being part of the Serbian MUP. Stevanovic said that the
Serbian MUP had no "Skorpions” unit, and had no idea what the documents were all about.

According to the documents, these “Skorpions” were sent to the Srebrenica area in the summer of 1995. Mr. Nice
claimed that the commander of the “Skorpions” was Slobodan Medic, and that the Scorpions had been tasked with
guarding the Djeletovci oil fields in Republika Srpska Krajina (RSK). Gen. Stevanovic had no idea what Mr. Nice was
even talking about and consistently denied that the Serbian MUP had a unit called "Skorpions.”

The Milosevic trial has already heard evidence about the “Skorpions” from the former Deputy Defense Minister of the
RSK, Mr. Milan Milanovic who testified as a prosecution witness.

Beginning on page 27492 of the 14 October 2003 transcript, Milanovic testified that he personally recruited Slobodan
Medic to establish the “Skorpions” in order to guard oil fields in the RSK. Take a look at the following excerpt from
Milanovic's testimony:

SLOBODAN MILOSEVIC: Let's move on to the next topic. You testified about a Skorpions unit which was led by
Slobodan Medic. Where were they from? Are they from your area? [i.e. the RSK]

MILAN MILANOVIC: Yes.

MILOSEVIC: Did you engage them?
MILANGVIC: Where?

MILOSEVIC: Did you engage them in your area?

MILANOVIC: As far as the area is concerned, | proposed, as is stated in this text, in my statement, | proposed to the
director of the oil company that they secure the oil fields that were on the separation lines.

MILOSEVIC: Does that mean that you personally found them, rallied them, organised them, and engaged them
privately to protect the oil fields?

MILANOVIC: That is not true,
MILOSEVIC: Well, who engaged them, then, to defend the oll fields in your area?

MILANOVIC: | proposed Slobodan Medic as the person who should be in charge of that security, and then they were
under the director of the oil company.

MILOSEVIC: So this was a security unit for the oil company, the head of which you yourself proposed.
MILANQVIC: Correct.

MILOSEVIC: Why did it happen that you chose Medic to be at the head of the security detail in the oil company in your
area?

MILANOVIC: Having toured the area, | realised that the oil fields were in jeopardy as they were along the very
confrontation line. And it is common knowledge that if a shell were to fall, this would cause an ecological disaster. |

http://www.slobodan-milosevic.org/news/smorg060105.htm 7-6-05
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toured the area. | met this youn ;
g man for the first time. He was proposed to me by several people. And | even
remember that | asked Badza even whether he had anything against this, and he said he didn't.

This young man was about 22 or 23 i i i i i
until the end of 1996. years ald at the time, and he organised the task well and continued working at it

MILOSEVIC: But you also sent them to Bosnia and Herzegovina, didn't you?

MILANOVIC: | didn't send them. The command of the [VRSK] corps sent them to accomplish various assignments, and
most of those units that went outside the area | would visit very frequently.

MILOSEVIC: Well, as deputy defence minister, | assume you had a decisive say. As you appointed Medic yourself, you
would decide where you would send him.

MILANOVIC: As you know yourself, according to the law on defence, the ministry does not have the right to order the
engagement of the army. This is a right vested in the government and the command.

MILOSEVIC: Very well. So the government [of the RSK) sent them.
MILANOVIC: Yes, the [RSK] government and the [RSK] army command.
/il END TRANSCRIPT EXCERPT I/

As you can see from the transeript of Milanovic's testimony, the "Skorpions” were not a unit of the Serbian MUP, they
were a unit of the Army of Republika Srpska Krajina (WVREK). Milanovic, as deputy Defense Minister of the RSK, would
certainly know which units the RSK had under its command. Milanovic, as the Deputy Defense Minister of the RSK,
personally appointed Slobodan Medic to lead the unit, the Serbian MUP had absolutely nothing to do with it.

The fact that Mr. Nice had so many different documents containing the same wrong information suggests that
somebody is forging documents in order to bolster the prosecution’s case.

At any rate, the whole thing confused the witness, he couldn't figure out why the documents referred to the “Skorpions”
as being a unit of the Serbian MUP. He asked for permission to call the MUP headquarters in Belgrade to see if there
any records about the “Skorpions” there. He received permission from the Trial Chamber, and he will tell what he found
out during his testimony on Thursday.

Following Mr. Nice's exhibition of the falsified documents, he played a video that he claimed showed the “Skorpions”
executing six Srebrenica Muslims. Of course, if the video comes from the same source as the documents, it's liable to
be nothing more than actors playing out a scene for the camera.

The tape shows men in various types of uniforms; some with Serbian flags on their caps, shooting prisoners whose
hands are tied behind their backs and who appear to have been beaten.

In one scene, a group of prisoners is lying on the floor. One of the uniformed men kicks a prisoner in the head and
curses at him.

A voice could be heard telling the prisoners, "when you were killing Serbs you didn't wait." This would seem to indicate
that the men being executed were identified as Muslim war criminals who had previously massacred Serbs in
Srebrenica, and in the surrounding villages.

Mext is the execution scene, the prisoners are lined-up and shot. After three men are shot, a man's voice is heard
complaining that the battery in the camera is dying.

The varying types of uniforms coupled with the lack of insignia on the uniforms suggest that this is some sort of
paramilitary group. Nothing on the tape indicates that the men seen shooting the prisoners are actually members of the

“gkorpions” unit. For his part, Gen, Stevanovic did not recognize a single man on the tape.

Mr. Nice did nothing to authenticate the tape. He did not say who had shot it, whose possession it has been in for the
last ten years, or where he got it.

After the prosecutor dealt with Srebrenica, he briefly questioned Gen. Stevanovic about events at the Dubrava Prison.
Mr. Nice is expected to complete his cross-examination tomorrow, Since most of Mr. Nice's cross-examination has had

nothing to do with evidence raised during the examination-in-chief it is logical to assume that re-examination will take
quite a while. Gen. Stevanovic probably won't conclude his testimony until sometime next week.
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: "STEVANOVIC DAY 10: THE CROSS-EXAMINATION CONTINUES
' M.sbb@dan-mitosevic.org - June 2, 2005

Written by: Andy Wilcoxson

Serbia's former assistant interior minister, Gen. Obrad Stevanovic, began his tenth day of testimony at the Hague
Tribunal's trial of Slobodan Milosevic on Thursday.

Mr. Mice cross-examined Stevanovic about events at the Dubrava Prison, and about notes written in his diary.

As far as the Dubrava Prison was concerned, Mr. Mice relied on a statement that a deputy warden gave to Serbian
investigators shortly after the incident.

The deputy warden claimed that a special MUP unit arrived at the prison at 5 AM on May 22, 1999. Mr. Nice claims
that the MUP unit came to the prison to massacre prisoners, although there is nothing in the deputy warden's
statement that says anybody was massacred.

Gen. Stevanovic was not at the prison, and did not know what a special MUP unit would have been doing there, He
told Mr. Nice to ask the Pec SUP for information about that. It is possible that the MUP came to the prisan to stop the
jailbreak that Col. Paponjak testified aboul, but Gen. Stevanovic has already testified that he doesn't know anything
about that.

The deputy warden's statement is vague. He spoke about the evacuation of the prisoners, but did not mention where

they were taken. He only says they were “taken in an unknown direction.” His statement also failed to mention all of the

occasions when NATO bombed the prison, which led Mr. Nice to claim that the prison had not been bombed.

Mr. Nice claims that any mention of NATO bombing after May 21st is “a cynical attempt to blame NATO for the
atrocities committed by the Serbian MUP at the Dubrava Prison.” Mr. Nice is barking-up the wrong tree, the Milosevic

trial has already seen videotape evidence proving that the prison was bombed after May 21st. Col. Paponjak brought a

videotape proving that the prison had been bombed on the 24th of May 1999. Furthermore, there have been
prosecution witnesses, such as Jackie Rowland, who testified that the prison was indeed bombed by NATO after May
21st.

The prosecutor also cross-examined Stevanovic about the contents of his diary. Stevanovic wrote the diary for his own

purpases, so the wording was rather vague in places. It contained sentence fragments and short notes that he jotted
down for his own use.

In one passage the diary read: “They work perfidiously on that issue, — They will justify the aggression with evidence of
crimes — Clean-up — Simultaneous clean up of the territory — We will find it harder (illegible) once the mission arrives —

The clean-up of the terrain is the most important.”

Mr. Nice claimed that this passage was a reference to a conspiracy to hide evidence of crimes committed by the army
and police.

Gen. Stevanovic claimed that this was a reference to the activities of the KLA. He said that the terrain needed to be
cleaned-up so that the KLA could not create mass-graves and stage atrocities out of their war casualties, and then
palm them off as evidence of mass killings that would serve to justify the NATO aggression.

The KLA has a history of staging its war dead to create the false impression of a massacre. A case in point is Racak,
and Gen, Stevanovic said they did the same thing at Pusto Selo and Izbica.

Obviously Stevanovic was not referring to the police’s activity. Nobody ever classifies their own activity as "perfidious”
or uses the word “they” to refer to themselves.

Mr. Nice was simply exploiting vaguely worded notes that Stevanovic jotted down in his diary to concoct elaborate
conspiracy theories about the Serbian police; conspiracy theories, which the witness ripped apart,

Frustrated at his lack of success, the prosecutor resorted to insults and claimed that the witness was "ready to lie in
order to protect this accused.” The witness naturally denied this claim.

At the end of the hearing Stevanovic was reminded to make inquiries about the “Skorpions™ with the MUP headquarters

in Belgrade over the adjournment. Gen. Stevanovic will continue his testimony when the trial resumes next Monday.
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Verzonden: zaterdag 4 juni 2005 18:05
Onderwerp: Srebrenica Execution Tape Prompts Arrests

Srebrenica Execution Tape Prompts Arrests

Shocking war crime video prompts Serbian government to round up former paramilitaries accused of involvement in
1995 atrocity.

By Ana Uzelac in The Hague (TU No 408, 03-Jun-05)

Belgrade moved on June 2 to arrest a number of men suspected of participating in the executions of a number of

Srebrenica Muslims, after a video recording of the crime was unexpectedly shown earlier this week in the Hague
tribunal and later aired in Serbia.

Hague tribunal prosecutors showed a videotape on June 1 depicting what they claim are members of a notorious
paramilitary unit, allegedly operating under the control of Serbian secret services, executing Bosnian Muslims from the
fallen enclave of Srebrenica in July 1995.

The tape is considered to be one of the strongest pieces of publicly-available evidence of Milsoevic's government
involvement in the biggest atrocity of the Bosnian war and, if authenticated, could significantly boost the genocide
charges against him.

The tape was shown during the cross-examination of former Serbian assistant interior minister Obrad Stevanovic, who
has testified in Slobodan Milosevic's defence case for the past three weeks. A number of Serbian TV stations
rebroadcast the tape later that evening, causing shockwaves through society.

The spokeswoman for the Belgrade war crimes prosecutor’s office confirmed to independent Serbian media
organisation B92 that the ten people arrested were members of the Scorpions unit, and that the executions were
committed near the village of Trnovo on the slopes of Jahorina mountain, near Sarajevo.

The video shows men wearing camouflaged uniforms executing a number of young men, two of which were identified
this week by their families as missing after the fall of Srebrenica. Four appear to be minors, two in their Thirties.

The tape, which carries no visible time or date, begins with the alleged Serbian paramilitary unit members leading the
six captives from a lorry through a wooded area to a place of execution, prodding them like cattle.

The Muslims walk calmly, with their hands tied, their eyes on the ground, looking subdued. The paramilitaries then tell
their captives to stop, position them for execution and then shoot them point blank, killing four.

Serbian prime minister Vojislav Kostunica - for a long time staunch opponent of the tribunal — appeared on a press
conference in Belgrade on June 2 together with the Hague chief prosecutor Carla del Ponte to announce the arrests,
which came after the tape had been aired in Serbia. "I think it is important for our public that we reacted immediately
and that based on this shocking and horrible footage several of those who are involved in this crime are arrested and
will answer to justice,” he said.

The Hague prosecutors have come across this potentially vital piece of evidence almost a year after they closed their
case against Milosevic - and due to complex courtroom procedures, they may face difficulties in including it in their
case. According to IWPR sources they received it only in late winter this year - roughly a year after they closed their
case against Milosevic.

It was not immediately clear whether prosecutors would seek to admit the tape as evidence at this stage, but from the
first reaction by Milosevic's court-assigned counsel Steven Kay QC it was clear that should they try to do so, a full-
fledged courtroom battle would likely ensue.

Tribunal insiders and observers seemed to agree that - if authenticated - this could be one of the more significant
pieces of evidence proving Belgrade's direct involvement in the Srebrenica massacres. Milosevic is accused among
others of genocide against Bosnian Muslims - and the Srebrenica killings are the only legally established case of
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.enocide in Bosnia. )

]Sjreggl tt_::::e_rnrnents have repeatedly denied any connection with the massacre at Srebrenica. But tribunal
s rlr?lsl?t that Belgrade was 1nyt?lvpd through units under the command of the secret service, which were
al command of the Serbia's interior ministry and informally directly subordinate to Milosevic himself.

One fﬂcumem that prosecutors had submitted as evidence in the trial was a written order of the Bosnian Serb interior
Lnlnts ST,Y to “‘trgns{er the Serbllan interior rpmlslry units [under its command)] from positions near Sarajevo to positions
ear Srebrenica” — but no evidence proving that such movement of troops happened has emerged to date. (See

Miin:g.evic_i.ipked to Srebrenica Massacre, TU 317, 09-13 June 2003, http://www.iwpr.net/index.pl?
archive/triftri_317_1_eng.txt)

In his earlier testimony, Stevqnovic confirmed that some Serbian interior ministry units were indeed dispatched to the
Serb-controlled parts of Bosnia and put under Bosnian Serb command. He insisted, however, that those units were

only participating in “normal police activities” there and were stationed in and around the town of Banja Luka —a
hundred kilometres away from Srebrenica.

Other potentially important pieces of evidence relating to Serbia's involvement in the Bosnian war and possibly the
Sfebrenica massacre itself are the minutes of a meeting of the Supreme Defence Council - rump Yugoslavia's main
military coordinative body - relating to this period. However, the vast majority of these have been kept under protective

measures on Belgrade's insistence. (See Justice at What Price?, TU No 407, 17-May-05, http:/fwww iwpr.net/index.pl?
archive/triftri_407_1_eng.txt)

“But this [tape] is uniquely the first public piece of evidence pointing at Serbia's involvement, and that makes a big
difference,” said one tribunal source, speaking on condition of anonymity.

While the prosecutors refused to comment officially on what they intend to do with the tape once it is authenticated,
tribunal sources and observers suggested a whole array of ways in which it could be used as evidence. One option
would be for the prosecution to ask for the admission of the video as important fresh evidence in the Milosevic trial, but
would need to prove that it represents an important new contri bution to their case.

It could also be used in the rebuttal phase of the trial, or prosecutors may even ask for the re-opening of their case on
the basis of the tape's importance, according to Edgar Chen, the permanent Milosevic trial observer for the Coalition
for International Justice. “It is that new and that serious,” he said.

The video could also play a role in another case — that against the head of Serbian secret service Jovica Stanisic, who
was recently released from The Hague detention unit and is awaiting the start of his case in Belgrade.

Chen cautions, however, that before it becomes a valid piece of evidence, the tape needs to be authenticated - and
because of its potential weight for the Milosevic case and others, its authenticity is likely to be challenged by any
accused, and carefully weighed by the judges.

Other important issues would be to identify the viclims as being from Srebrenica, and to prove that the Scorpions unit
was actually controlled by the Serbian interior ministry or its special services.

But “if the tape is authenticated and ifit is accepted into evidence, this could already be quite devastating for
Milosevic's defence case”, Chen said. -

Aria Uzelac is IWPR's project manager in The Hague.
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Van: "Misha Gavrilovic" <mishag1@ntiworld.com>

Aan: "Branka Josilo-Perry" <1branka@tiscali.co.uk>; "Aca Kusturavic”

CC: "Dejan Lukic" ﬂdejan@dejlav.lreesaweico.uk:-

Verzonden: vrijdag 3 juni 2005 17:52

Onderwerp: BBC Interview re Del Ponte and Srebrenica Video - 8pm on BBC World Service

Just to let you know that I have just been interviewed by the BBC TV -re
Del Ponte visit to Belgrade and the Video footage shown at the Tribunal a

few days ago.

The interview which is not live and will no doubt be heavily edited is
scheduled to be shown on BBC World Service (for those who have Hotbird
satellite access - i.e. RTS and BKTV) and also simultaneously BBC4 TV
(access via UK Freview digital) at 8pm UK time (or 9pm CET) tonight.

Regards

Misha Gavrilovic
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Van: "R Despotovic” <despot@tiscali.nl>

Aan: "Meindert Stelling” <meindert.stelling@planet.nl>; "Nico en Neeltje" <nico.s@slobodan-
Verzonden: zondag 5 juni 2005 20:42

Onderwerp: Fw: Slobo's Scorpions in Srebrenica

— Original Message —-

From: Darkita

To: minja@vlada.ca ; 1branka@tiscali,co.uk ; kumasi@wanadoo.es ; Dragic@aol.com ; antic.miroslav@gamail.com ;
milan. kasic@3web.net ; r_rozoff@yahoo.com ; despot@tiscali.nl ; mmennard@aol.com

Sent: Thursday, June 02, 2005 8:37 AM

Subject: Slobo's Scorpions in Srebrenica

hitp://cij.org/index.cfm?fuseaction=viewReport&reportiD=685&tribunallD=1&print=true
COALITION FOR INTERNATIONAL JUSTICE

USA: 1828 L Street, N.W., Suite 740 - Washington, DC 20036 - Tel: +1 (202) 483-9234 - Fax: +1 (202) 483-9263
Europe: The Hague - The Netherlands - Tel/Fax: 31-70-352-1171
Email: coalition@cij.org - Internet: www cij.org

Chilling Video Footage Shown of Purported Execution of Srebrenica Muslims By
'Scorpions' Paramilitary Unit - Allegedly Under Serbian MUP Command

International Criminal Tribunal for Yugoslavia (ICTY)
Milosevic Trial - The Hague
01 June 2005

THE HAGUE -

The Prosecution presented chilling video footage today in the trial of Slobodan Milosevic. During its cross
examination of defense witness police General Obrad Stevanovic, the Prosecution played several clips in
of what it claims are Muslim prisoners from Srebrenica being executed by a paramilitary unit called the
*Scorpions” in 1995. The Scorpions, the Prosecution alleges, were under the command of the Serbian
Ministry of Internal Affairs (MUP), which oversaw state security and policing in Serbia.

The video, if authenticated and admitted, is potentially crippling to Milosevic's denials of any Serbian
involvement in the Srebrenica massacre which claimed upwards of 7,500 lives in July of 1985. In order for
video to make this impact, the Prosecution must first prove several things. First of all, the video needs to be
proven reliable. It will be important to show who filmed it and the "chain of custody” of the tape between its
creation and the time it appeared in court. By showing that there was no opportunity for the tape to be
doctored, its reliability can be greatly increased. Secondly, the Prosecution will need to prove that the tape
shows what the Prosecution alleges — that the victims are indeed Muslims from Srebrenica and that the
perpetrators were indeed members of the Scorpions unit. Finally, in what may prove to be the most difficult
task, the Prosecution must show that the Scorpions were in fact, under MUP control.

What the tape shows

Only several short segments of the tape, which Prosecutor Geoffrey Nice said runs approximately 2 hours in
full, were shown today in court. The opening segment showed the "Scorpion” unit receiving a blessing from
an Orthodox priest. The personnel, all wearing black uniforms and red berets stand at attention while the rite
is being performed. The next clip showed the men en route to the Republika Srpska — one clip showed the
unit gathered around buses in front a sign reading "Pale” — the Bosnian Serb wartime "capital” overlooking
Sarajevo. A date stamp on the footage revealed that these segments were filmed around the 25-26 of June
1995, only two and a half weeks before the UN-declared "safe area” of Srebrenica was overrun on 11 July.

The next batch of footage showed a group of about six men, hands bound behind their backs piled up in the
back of a truck. An armed guard is seen kicking one of the bound men in the head and voices are heard
mocking the helpless men as cry-babies (the verb kmeziti was used). No date stamp was visible on this portion
of the tape. The bound men were then ordered off the back of the truck by men dressed in black fatigues,
some wearing red berets and others in camouflage flak vests. A voice can be heard shouting in frustration

the battery was running low on the video recorder. The bound men were ordered to lie in a ditch by the side of
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The bound men, all dressed in civilian clothing,
— through a grassy area in single file, all looking d

short bursts of rifle fire. As each one was shot,
second of standing listlessly upright. Four men
instructed to move the corpses. Again, a voice
camera.

some with blue shirts, one barefoot, were then marched
ejected and already lifeless. One by one they were shot with
the next stepped forward and was shot — collapsing after a
were executed in this manner, and two survivors were

is heard complaining that the battery is running low on the

Defense Reaction

Steven Kay, Court-assigned counsel for the accused immediatel j i
r , Lo C y objected that no proper foundation was
established for introducing the footage, that it was sensationalist and that no guestions were being put to the

witness about the contents of the tape. Mr. Kay also noted that the film had not been disclosed to the defense
previously yet was being shown for public viewing.

G_enera[ Stevanovic responded that he was "astonished" and immediately denied any connection between
himself, the units he commanded which were operating in the Republika Srpska at the time and contents of
video. General Stevanovic said that he did not recognize a single person on the footage. Prosecutor Nice
then systematically went through still footage from the videotape showing close-ups of the men featured, and
asked the witness if he recognized any of the men. Stevanovic could not, although he claimed that he might
have seen a man nicknamed “Boca" (Slobodan Medic, leader of the Scorpions) in Erdut, Serbian Krajina,
although he could not place the face.

Serbian MUP operating in combat role in Republika Srpska

The video footage must be viewed in the context of other evidence, also presented today.

Immediately prior to showing the footage, Prosecutor Nice had introduced some documents abtained fram
Republika Srpska authorities that indicate that the Serbian MUP was operating in combat roles throughout the
RS. One of the documents recorded desertions by four conscripts from the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia
during operations in the Bratunac-Srebrenica-Konjavac-Polje area (Mr. Milosevic objected to this
characterization and argued that while the conscripts may have originally hailed from the FRY, they were
serving in the Bosnian Serb forces); another report indicated that two members of the Serbian MUP were
wounded in combat near Foca. Finally a report authored by Ljubomir Borovcanin, an RS MUP commander
who is currently indicted for complicity in genocide at Srebrenica recorded "four members of the Serbian MUP
were slightly wounded" after cperations.

One RS document noted that a police detachment from Banja Luka replaced the Serbian MUP unit the
"Scorpions” in fighting near Trnove. This document, characterizing the Scorpions as a "MUP unit” is the best
indicator so far that the Scorpions were at least perceived as a unit under the command of the Serbian MUP.
Stevanovic volunteered to place a phone call to the Ministry of the Interior to check to see if any of the men
listed as MUP officers hamed in these reports were officially on the rolls of the MUP.

Use of the evidence

Ostensibly, the Prosecution showed the video in order to refute General Stevanovic's testimony about the
lawful and legitimate presence of the Serbian MUP on the territory of the Republika Srpska (RS). Previously,
Stevanovic testified that various police units from Serbia were invited to assist local police in the RS and the
Serbian Krajina border areas with routine police work such as traffic enforcement. Stevanovic testified that he
was aware of all MUP deployments outside of the territory of Serbia and that none was engaged in combat
operations or illegal activities.

Beyond impeaching these assertions by Stevanovic however, (who repeatedly clarified that he could only
testify as to what the Public police was doing — not the "secret police” or paramilitary groups) the tape along
with these other documents could show a link between Belgrade and the killing in Srebrenica. The short
segments shown in court by themselves will not forge the critical link between killings in Srebrenica and official
Belgrade complicity — but if it is proven that the Scorpions unit allegedly featured were in fact under Serbian
MUP control, the chain of command could be followed all the way to the Milosevic - who was then President of
Serbia and in control of its security apparatus.

The value of the video and the RS MUP documents goes far beyond simply impeaching the testimony of
Stevanovic. They speak to the core of the indictment's claims that Milosevic “participated in the formation,
financing, supply, support and direction of special forces of the Republic of Serbia Ministry of Internal Affairs....
[and] Serbian irregular forces or paramilitaries. These forces participated in the execution of the joint criminal
enterprise through the commission of crimes...." including genocide. Furthermore, with the recent indictment
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of former Yugoslav Army Chief of Staff General Momicilo Perisic for Srebrenica, even more evidence on
linking Be!grade to Srebrenica may emerge. The recent surrender of RS MUP commander Ljubomir
Boroveanin (whose report was cited today) may also provide more substance to the charges that Serbian MUP
was assisting RS MUP in Srebrenica.

This video and the aforementioned RS MUP documents (and potentially more evidence from the Perisic and
Srebrenica cases), if introduced for their substance would likely constitute “fresh” evidence. Itis unlikely to be
characterized as "rebuttal" evidence since it does not appear to rebut a new and specific point made by the
defense. Yet this evidence goes beyond merely "reinforcing” old Prosecution evidence - or at least what the
Prosecution has been able tos how in public session. In order for it to be admissible, the Prosecution may
need to re-open their case. In order to do so, the evidence should not merely “reinforce” existing gvidence
presented during the Prosecution’s case-in-chief, but should be novel enough so as not to be redundant. The
evidence should have arrived in the Prosecution’s hands after the close of their case-in-chief and the
Prosecution must demonstrate that it exercised reasonable diligence in identifying and locating it.

Re-opening the case may be the only fair option. Given the gravity of the evidence, and the fact that it goes o
the center of the Bosnian indictment against Milosevic, the Defense must be given a full opportunity to defend
against this new evidence, if it is admitted.

Obrad Stevanovic's possible role in Srebrenica

Finally Prosecutor Nice repeatedly questioned General Stevanovic on his testimony that his police forces were
in place to safeguard the border area between Bosnia and Serbia. At one point he confronted the witness by
stating that a paramilitary unit such as the Scorpions, if they crossed over into the RS from Serbia could not
have gotten through “without the complicity and knowledge of those who controlled the border crossings.”
While Stevanovic attributed border security to the Border Police and not to his units, Prosecutor Nice
postulated that Stevanovic was of such senior rank that for a group such as the Scorpions (shown on the tape
traveling in a small caravan with buses and other large vehicles) to cross from Serbia to the RS, he must have

known.

Finally Prosecutor Nice concluded today's Srebrenica questioning by asserting that Stevanovic was entrusted
with the task of escorting the DUTCHBAT peacekeepers from Bratunac and out of the RS only because he
could be trusted to keep quiet the knowledge of the massacres, a charge which he vehemently denied.

Submitted by Edgar Chen on 01 June, 2005 - Updated: 01 June 2005 13:39
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Written by: Andy Wilcoxson

;I‘dhe marathon testimony of Gen. Obrad Stevanovic entered its 11th day as the trial of Slobodan Milosevic resumed on
onday.

Stevanovic, who is Serbia’s former Assistant Interior Minister, testified for almost seven days in chief, and has been
cross-examined by the prosecutor Geoffrey Nice for more than four days now.

Qver the_mursa of the cross-examination, a videotape was played depicting the killing of six men who Mr. Nice claims
are Muslims from Srebrenica. Mr. Nice claims that the men carrying out the executions were members of a group

known as the Skorpions.

In spite of massive evidence to the contrary, Mr. Nice persisted in the lie that the Skorpions were a unit of the |nterior
Ministry of Serbia at the time of the killings.

Gen. Stevanovic strongly denied that the Skorpions were a unit of the Serbian Interior Ministry. The testimonies of
prosecution witnesses, such as Milan Milanovic, corroborate Stevanovic's claim that the Skorpians were not a unit of
the Serbian Interior Ministry. The Skorpions are not even from Serbia; they're all men from Eastern Slavonia.

Stevanovic says that the Skorpions were never a unit of the Serbian Interior Ministry, although he does claim that
several members of the Skorpions served as volunteers in a reserve unit of the SAJ during the 1999 NATO bombing.

Stevanovic denied that the Skorpions had been accepted by the SAJ as a whole unit.

Stevanovic also pointed out that the SAJ unit that some members of the Skorpions belonged to was expelled from
Kosovo after two of its members were implicated in the massacre of 19 Albanian civilians in Podujevo.

In an apparent effort to mislead the court and the public, Mr. Nice misrepresented the evidence of Milan Milanovic. Mr.
Nice wrongly claimed that Milanovic had testified that General Djordjevic invited the Skorpions back to Kosovo after
initially expelling them.

Milanovic never said any such thing. Milanovic said that the Skorpions were expelled by Djordjevic and that only
Slobodan Medic came back. He certainly did not say that Djordjevic invited the Skorpions, or even Medic, to return. All
he said was that Medic went back after the Skorpions were expelled, not that anybody invited him back, or that

anybody other than Medic went back.

The prosecutor continued his cross-examination asking Gen. Stevanovic questions about Racak. Mr. Nice claimed that
the fact that police found no weapons on the bodies in Racak meant that they could not have died in combat.

Stevanovic had to repeat, until he was blue in the face, that the police did not have access to the bodies until after the
villagers moved them to the mosque. There was never a chance to directly investigate the actual scene to see if
weapons there. All the police could do was go by the fact that somebody was shooting at them, that they shot back,

and that gunpowder was on the hands of these corpses.

Mr. Nice wasted a Iot of time asking the witness questions that he knew could not be answered. For exaynple, he
showed the witness a paper that Natasa Kandic wrote, and then asked him to find the police report proving that an
investigation had been conducted regarding the crime alleged by Ms. Kandic.

It is impossible that anybody could know about each and every police report filed at the Serbian Interior Ministry. The
witness is the former assistant interior minister; he's not Rainman.

Mr. Nice did bring-up something interesting regarding the transport of bodies from Izbica to graves in central Serbia.
One of the corpses exhumed at Izbica was found at Petrovo Selo. The Serbian authorities have a written record of
exhuming the corpse in order to perform a post mortem; they even issued a death certificate, all of this information is in

the public record.

The fact that the body of this person was taken to Petrovo Selo and re-buried is really incredible. There is no reason on
Earth for Serbia to hide the body after they performed an autopsy, took pictures of the corpse, and issued a death
certificate, and then put all of the information in the public records for anybody to find it.

There can't be any motive to hide a body after you put it in the public record that the person was killed. This example
shows that the motive to bury bodies in central Serbia was to incriminate Serbia, not to hide evidence of killings.

Mr. Nice will continue with the cross-examination when Gen. Stevanovic continues his testimony tomorrow.
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According to the statistics generated b

1 the reports i
attacks in Kosovo si y ports received after June 10

. 1999, there have been more terrori
nce NATO and the UN occupied it than there were int esbhadigy

he eight years before the occupation,
As of 2pG4T when the last statistic w
been killed in the attacks, and 1,141

s generated, there had been 7,338 terrorist attacks in Kosovo, 1,114 persons had
other non-Albanians, but hundreds o

people had been abducted. Most of the victims were reported to be Serbs and
f Albanians were also reportedly kidnapped and killed by the KLA,

Thr:;_ actua_u n_umher of terrorist attacks in Kesovo, since the UN/NATO occupation began, is probably higher than the
statistics indicate. If an attack were not reported to the police, since they are no longer allowed in Kosovo, then that
attack would not have been recorded in the statistics.

Gen. Stevanovic will resume his testimony when the trial resumes on Wednesday.

In other news, the trial chamber convicted Kosta Bulatovic of contempt on Friday, May 13th. Bulatovic is the witness
who refused to continue his testimony in Milosevic's absence.

Bulatovic was given a suspended prison sentence of four months, which means th

in prison unless he commits a crime in the next two years. Mr. Bulatovic's health i
intends to appeal the verdict.

at he will not have to serve any time
s poor and it is not known whether he

Itis clear that the tribunal intends this verdict to intimidate future defense witnesses. The trial chamber wants to show
that it is above the law. It would have been a violation of Article 21.4 (D) of the Tribunal's statute to continue the trial in
Milosevic's absence. It would have also violated Article 14.3 (D) of the Covenant on Civil and Political Rights, which
guarantees all accused persons the right to be tried in their own presence.

Bulatovic's refusal to testify under those circumstances was heroic. If he had complied with the Trial Chamber's

demands and testified in Slobodan Milosevic's absence, then he would have been participating in a flagrant violation of
Milosevic's rights.

Kosta Bulatovic stood firm and scrupulously observed the law even though the Trial Chamber did not. Only ata
kangaroo court like the ICTY could a man be sentenced to four months imprisonment for refusing to commit a crime.

The tribunal is engaging in a classic power play, by convicting Kosta Bulatovic of contempt they are trying to s-:haw that
they are above the law. They want to sow fear in potential defense witnesses by demonstrating that they can impose a
prison sentence on anybody who does not tow their line.
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WHO ARE THE SKORPIONS: SERBIAN VOLUNTEERS OR NATO AGENTS?

www.slobodan-milosevic.org - June 5, 2005
Written by: Andy Wilcoxson

A videotape depicting the execution of prisoners of war was played at the trial of Slobodan Milosevic last \Wednesday.
The prosecution claims the victims were Muslims from Srebrenica, and the executioners were a unit of the Serbian
Interior Ministry (MUP) known as the Skorpions.

| have bg.-an getting a lot of e-mail asking me about this Skorpion group. The short answer is that the Skorpions were
not a unit of the MUP of Serbia in 1995, which is when the videotape was said to have been filmed.

Natasa Kandic, the director of the Belgrade-based Humanitarian Law Center, told the June 3rd edition of Belgrade's
Politika newspaper that she is the one who provided the ICTY prosecution with the copy of the videotape.

The Skorpions were a volunteer unit from in Djeletovci in Eastern Slavonia. Their leader was a man named Slobodan
Medic aka “Boca.” The Skorpions were established on the initiative of Milan Milanovic, the Deputy Defense Minister of
the Republic of Serbian Krajina (RSK). Milanovic, who testified as a prosecution witness at the Milosevic trial on
October 14, 2003, claims that he proposed to the director of the Krajina Petroleum Industries oil company that Medic
should establish a security force to guard the Djeletovci oil fields, and that is how the Skerpions were established in
May of 1992.

The Skorpions also participated in other operations. The Skorpions were essentially a mercenary group. They went to
the Bihac area, and while they were in Bihac they were subordinated to the command of the Army of the Republic of
Serbian Krajina, according to Milanovic's testimony.

Milanovic testified that the Skorpions went to the area of Trnovo in Bosnia-Herzigovina in 1894. While they were there,
he said, they were subordinated to the MUP of Republika Srpska.

On May 14, 1996 the Skorpions were forced to vacate their base at Djeletovei by UNTAES forces. According to
statements given by Slobodan Medic the Skorpions were disbanded at this point.

By all accounts, the Skorpions were inactive until NATO attacked Yugoslavia in 1999. When NATO began bombing
and a state of war was declared in Yugoslavia, a mabilization order was issued. The government sought volunteers to
help with the war effort, and this is when the Skorpions reconstituted themselves and allegedly became involved with
the Serbian Interior Ministry — four years after Srebrenica (although nobody had any idea that they had anything to do
with Srebrenica until the videotape surfaced).

According to Milan Milanovic's testimony, when NATO attacked Yugoslavia, the Chief of the Public Secufity
Department (RJB) Gen. Vlastimir Djordjevic, called him asking if he could get any volunteers to help out in Kosovo.

Milanovic says that Slobodan Medic also called him asking if he could arrange for the Skorpions to go to Kosovo as
volunteers. Medic specifically said that he wanted the Skarpions to go as part of the MUP, and not as part of the
Yugoslav Army (VJ).

Milan Milanovic testified that he proposed Medic and the Skorpions to Gen. Djordjevic. The Skorpions went to Kosovo
right after the bombing began.

According to the February 14, 2003 testimony of prosecution witness Gen. Aleksandar Vasiljevic, who served as the
former head of military security in the Yugoslav Army, the Skorpions were affiliated in some way with the SAJ (anti-
terrorist unit of the MUP). Slobadan Medic has also given statements claiming that the Skorpions were used as a
reserve unit of the SAJ.

For its part, the SAJ denies that it used the Skorpions as a reserve unit, or that it even had a reserve unit.
Unfortunately, some members of the Skorpions committed serious crimes against Albanian civilians in Kosovo. In May

1999 the Serbian autharities launched an investigation against two members of the Skorpions, Dejan Demirovic and
Sasa Cvjetan, on the suspicion that they had massacred 19 Albanian women and children in the village of Podujevo.
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@ investigation was led by Dusko Klikovac, a homici i i
: 4 ast ) cide detective at the Nis SUP. Kli irovi
Cvjetan in for questioning, but he did not have enough evidence to hold them e L

At that point Gen. Djordjevic ordered Medi i
: edic and the Skorpions out of K b ici
returned to Kosovo later on, according to Milanovic's tesﬂuny. RS RISEEN do IB R R

The district court in Prokuplje filed formal criminal char i irovi j i
: : ges against Demirovic and Cvjetan in 2002 when Goran
Stoparic, a former member of the Skorpions, agreed to testify that he had witnessed the men perpetrate the killings.

On March 17, 2004 Sasa Cvjetan was convicted of war crimes and sentenced to 20 years in prison. Dejan Demirovic is

currently living in Windsor, Ontario. The Canadian government i i i )
S Hie il g ent is refusing to honor the Serbian Government's requests

Demirovic fs not a Canadia_n citizen, and the Canadian government says he entered Canada illegally. It is strange that
the Canadian government is so keen on protecting him. One wonders if Demirovic isn't some sort of spy.

It is unlikely that Demirovic would have gone to Canada unless he was sure that the Canadian government would give
him protection. He has family in Canada, so Canada is the first place that somebody would come looking for him. It
would have been more logical for him to go to some corrupt little Central American country where he could bribe the
police to ignore the Interpol warrants that are out for his arrest.

If Gen. Vasiljevic is right, and the Skorpions were in some way connected to the SAJ, then maybe it was them who
took those bodies to the SAJ base in Batajnica.

NATO bombed every SAJ base in Serbia except for the SAJ base in Batajnica. The regular SAJ members evacuated
the Batajnica base thinking that it would be bombed too.

If the Skorpions were working with NATO, and if they had infiltrated the SAJ, then they would have had access to the
base in Batajnica, and they would be secure in the knowledge that NATO would not attack the base.

The idea that regular policemen could dig-up bodies in Kosovo and transport them to Batajnica without being noticed
and subsequently attacked by the KLA, or getting bombed by NATO, defies belief. If NATO and the KLA were in on
this, then everything becomes much more plausible,

The KLA could supply the bodies and the freezer trucks. The Skorpions would then take the bodies to the Batajnica
base and bury them. They would not have to worry about being attacked by the KLA or NATO, and their SAJ
credentials would get them past regular Serbian police. If the need arose, NATO could send jets to fly over an area so
that any Serbian forces who might be around would seek shelter.

NATO would know that the bodies were buried at the base, and they could reveal this “incriminating evidence”
whenever they needed to. As it happens they chose to reveal this when the Serbian government needed political
justification to illegally hand Milosevic over to the Hague Tribunal in 2001. Nobody said a single word about bodies

being taken from Kosovo and buried in Serbia-proper before that.

According to the testimony of protected witness B-071, who testified against Milosevic on April 2, 2003, the Skorpions
wore camouflage NATO uniforms when he saw them in Bosnia during the war.

Of course the idea that the Skorpions were a fifth column working for NATO to generate “evidence” of Serbian crimes

to justify the aggression is speculation on my part. Only a full and transparent investigation will reveal who brought
those bodies from Kosovo to Batajnica, but | would not be surprised if that investigation led to the Skorpions.

Something similar can be said about the videotape. It is strange that somebody would make a videotape of themselves
executing of prisoners of war. Only an exceptionally stupid criminal would film himself committing such a horrific crime.
It is difficult to believe that nobody who took part in the killings depicted on that tape would object to the video being

made, unless the whole idea was to make a tape. On the tape the cameraman is heard complaining that the battery in
the camera is dying and telling the other men to carry on with the executions anyway — why would he think the camera

going dead would cause the men to stop the killing?

#H#
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STEVANOVIC DAY 12: SKORPIONS IN BOSNIA WERE NOT EMPLOYED BY
® SERBIAN INTERIOR MINISTRY

www .slobodan-milosevic.org - June 7, 2005

Written by: Andy Wilcoxson

Prosecutor Geoffrey Nice concluded his cross-examination of Serbia's former Assistant Interior Minister, Gen, Obrad
Stevanovic at the trial of Slobodan Milosevic on Tuesday.

Mr. Nice asked Gen. Stevanovic some additional guestions about the Skorpions. Nice had documents from the Serbian
Interior ministry that listed members of the Skorpions as being reserve policemen.

Pursuant to the court's request, Gen. Stevanovic checked with the Interior Ministry to see if certain members of the
Skorpions, who Mr. Nice claimed were active in Bosnia as members of the Serbian MUP, had ever been employed by

the Serbian Interior Ministry. Stevanovic got the answer that the Serbian Interior Ministry had never employed the
eleven men in question.

Stevanovic stuck to his assertion that the Skorpions were never accepted into the reserve forces of the SAJ as an
intact unit during the 1999 NATO bombing. He said that only certain individuals from the Skorpions were accepted as
volunteers. The fact that eleven known members of the Skorpions were never employed by the MUP goes to show that
Stevanovic is telling the truth. If the Skorpions had been taken as a group, then all of the Skorpions would have been

listed as reserve policemen,.

After Mr. Nice concluded his cross-examination Milosevic re-examined the witness. Milosevic focused the first part of
his re-examination on Racak.

Mr. Nice is challenging the admissibility of several documents that the witness brought to court with him regarding
Racak. Milosevic used the re-examination to further establish the provenance and reliability of the documents in

question.

Milosevic questioned the witness about Izbica. The witness confirmed that all of the bodies exhumed from |zbica were
autopsied and that death certificates were issued for them. There are also documents stating where the bodies were
exhumed from and where they were supposed to be buried after the autopsies. The witness said that it was a real . ..
mystery how some of the corpses were reburied in Central Serbia.

The prosecution claims that corpses from Izbica were dug-up and reburied in central Serbia in order to hide evidence
of killings. Milosevic pointed out that there could be no question of hiding evidence of killings when the autopsy reports

and the death certificates for these people were filed in the public record.

Milosevic questioned the witness extensively about the orders that the police were given. The witness confirmed that
police were ordered to protect the civilian population, that the police were never ordered to commit any crimes, and that
the police always took steps to arrest the perpetrators of crimes even when the perpetrators were soldiers or other

policemen,
However, most of today's re-examination was spent analyzing the witness's personal agenda book. During the cross-

examination the Prosecution read some passages from the notebook out of context, and presented the book as if it
were evidence of a massive Serbian conspiracy to ethnically cleanse Kosovo.

Milosevic meticulously went through the book page by page. This exercise showed that the activities Stevanovic spoke
about in his notes were not aimed at ethnically cleansing Kosovo. The main theme stressed throughout the notebook

was the protection of the civilian population.

Milosevic will continue the re-examination when Stevanovic continues his testimony tomorrow.

#H##
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Information Regarding the Current State of the Defense Case in the "Trial"
of Slobodan Milosevic

By ICDSM Hague observer

NOTE: From now on, the ICDSM will periodically circulate relevant
summaries of the developments in the Hague process against President
Slobodan Milosevic. This first issue gives summarization of the process
since the begining of the "defence case" with somewhat more detailed
description of its recent weeks.

1)  The Opening of the Defense Case

On August 31, 2004 the Defense Case commenced after President Milosevic had
been given only three months for preparation - in contrast to the

"Prosecution," which investigated the "case" since the mid 1990s - and in

spite of President Milosevic's constrained working possibilities arising

from his ill-health, limited funds as well as the fact that he was kept in

detention. Of course, his requests for provisional release were denied by

the "trial chamber," despite President Milosevic's clear intent to take part

in the "trial" in order to refute the lies about Yugoslavia in front of the
international public.

President Milosevic was given only 150 days for the presentation of his
case, half of the time the Prosecution used,

On August 31 and September 1, President Milosevic presented his opening
statement for the Defense case. In this speech, President Milosevic revealed
the one-sided and shamefully distorted character of The Hague "indictment"
against him. He exposed the "Prosecution's" attempt to demonize the Serbian
people and blame them for everything that happened during the Yugoslav
crisis. He pointed out that the break-up of Yugoslavia was a process of
continual violations of international law and that it constituted an

aggression by foreign powers, most notably the US and the German-led
European Community, against a sovereign state. He showed that the Serbs
became the main target of these aggressive powers simply by having a vital

12-6-05



were rjtisirﬁ:};: ' 18k in the light of new threats posed against them that
von s nt of Warld \?rtar II, when at least 600.000 Serbs lost their
A, ﬂf_%llel}’ v?: ;t[f;em in Croatian fascist death camps, As President Milosevic
i fund'm aggc:l'essmn against Yugos!avza was mainly accomplished
S5 well v oo m%. and supporting secessionist movements on the political
s Ay ;a military _level. When these secessionist forces aimed at
Yy declaring th; independence of the Yugoslav republics Slovenia
and C_roaha they were given immediate political support: Slovenia and
Croatia were dzp’lnmatically re_cqgnized by the European Union as independent
states within their former administrative borders, even though they were
entirely lacking in the necessary legal prerequisites for this act and
w!ﬂlout having conducted any consultations with the Serbian side. The same
thing happened again in the case of Bosnia-Hercegovina, causing the bloody
civil war the Serbs are held accountable for by the "Prosecution.” President
Milosevic also described the historical continuity in the policy of Western
powers towards Yugoslavia, which was always directed against the very
existence of this multiethnic state, and their anti-Serb propaganda which
dates from the 19th century, He laid particular emphasis on exposing the
=-myth of "Greater Serbia" which the "Prosecution” has frequently ascribed to
" nim as being part of his political aims. President Milosevic not only
rejected this allegation but also presented the fact that the concept of
"Greater Serbia" as an aggressive agenda of the Serbs had been used as a
propagandist trick against the establishment of Yugoslavia as early as World
War 1 by the Austro-Hungarian empire.

President Milosevic points out that there were three main forces behind the
aggressive policy of the West towards Yugoslavia, each with their own
motives: Germany, following the same geopolitical interests in the Balkans
that it did in two world wars, The Vatican, which joined Germany's (and
Austria-Hungary's) side in both world wars in an effort to prevent the
spread of Orthodox faith, and later that of communism. The third force, the
United States, was an ally of the Serbs in World War II, but after the
collapse of the Warsaw Treaty, it was eager not to lose military _inﬂuence
in Europe and sacrificed the historical friendship with Yugoslavia for
political and military interests.

' }resident Milosevic also explained what happened in Kosovo prior to the NATO
aggression, establishing the truth about the so-called Kosovo Liberation
Army, which was in fact a terrorist organization aiming for the creation of
an ethnically pure and independent Kosovo that would later be associated
with Albania to create a Greater Albania. The KLA was funded and trained by
the West and exercised a murderous regime over Serbs and Albanians in all
areas of Kosovo and Metohija where it managed to take over control.
President Milosevic also emphasized that the KLA, having been transformed
into the Kosovo Protection Corps under the NATO occupation, has continued to
complete its campaign of ethnic cleansing of the remainder of the Serb
population in Kosovo through outrageous violence under the eyes of the UNMIK
administration.

2) The Imposition of Counsel

Before President Milosevic was able to call his first witness, on September

2nd the "trial chamber”" made an unprecedented decision, proving the purely
political character of the ICTY, by taking away President Milosevic's right
-

K
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imposing counsel against his will, Former
Gillian Higgins from the UK were "assipned"” as
¢ by the "trial chamber" in order to take full

Defense case - including the examinati
. ¢ : _ nation of
witnesses. President Milosevic's participation in his own "trial" was

reduced to the opportunity of asking "additional" questions to witnesses
€Ir examination and only upon permission by the "judges." The
argument put forward by the "trial chamber" (as well as by "the
?ms?cutmn") was that in conducting his own Defense, Milosevic's health
situation would further deteriorate. (No need to note that this was the
first time that they ever cared for his health.) The "Prosecution” had
glready demanded the imposition of counsel long before, for the first time
in August 2001. On July 5, 2004, the "trial chamber" for the first time
discussed the issue at full length, on the day the defense case was publicly
announced to start, and therefore in the presence of the world media. That
very day, former US Secretary of State Madeleine Albright visited the
“tribunal"! Ever since then, the US Foreign Policy establishment engaged

heavily in a media campaign focusing on restricting president Milosevic's
right to self-defense.

ici curiae Stephen Kay and
counsel for President Milosevi
control of the conduct of the

faving pretended hypocritically in the beginning that they wanted to "help"
President Milosevic and were concemned about his health situation, the
"Prosecution” became more aggressive than ever before in their last oral
submission on the subject on September 1, claiming that President Milosevic
was "obstructing” the trial by his manner of conduct in court (he is lacking
"etiquette™) and by "boycotting his medical therapy" so as to render himself
unable to take part in the proceedings. (President Milosevic refuted the
allegation of having manipulated his medical regime as nonsense and revealed
that he observed manipulation with his food that was exchanged with that of
another prison inmate - No one reacted to this allegation.)

On September 29, Mr, Kay and Ms. Higgins - only after accepting their

assignment and facing the strongest possible opposition from President

Milosevic -- issued an appeal against their own imposition before the

Tribunal's "Appeal Chamber," pretending to share the position of President

Milosevic. But the actual behavior of the "Assigned Counsel" made it clear
.that they were fully prepared to comply with the illegal decision of the

“Trial Chamber" as they immediately began to contact people on President

Milosevic's witness list. In the meantime, more than hundred possible

witnesses informed the "Assigned Counsel" and the "Trial Chamber" that they

were not ready to give evidence unless President Milosevic's right to

self-representation were restored. On October 18, Mr. Kay told the court

that up to 90 of the witnesses he had tried to contact refused to testify

under the prevailing circumstances. Mr. Kay also stated that he had made

every effort to convince the witnesses to come to the "Tribunal," and he did

not even object to "Presiding Judge" Robinson's announcement that subpoenas

be issued on unwilling witnesses, making it clear to everyone that Mr. Kay

and Ms. Higgins were fully on the side of the "Tribunal" and its illegal

behavior. This is not to mention the bourgeois media, which basically

stopped any kind of coverage since the start of the defense case, and did

not report a word about this historic witness boycott!

Probably because of the enormous witness boycott and the clear position of
President Milosevic not to accept anything less than his right to
sglf—representation, on November 1, 2004 President Milosevic won a partial
victory when the "Appeals Chamber" ruled that the mcﬁlalities of the conduct
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e defenge case should be changed. President Milosevic would be allowed
conduct h{s own defense, but "the presence of Assigned Counsel will
enable the trial to continue even if Milosevic is temporarily unable to
participate." DI:L closer examination, this second part of the "Appeals
C_ha.m_ber‘s" ruling has to be seen as raising a possibility of an even worse
vlqlahun of President Milosevic's rights than the original ruling of the
Trial Chamber, as it lays the foundations of a trial in absentia.

Mr. Kay and Ms. Higgins undertook several unsuccessful steps in order to be
withdrawn from their posts as "Assigned Counsel" before the "Trial Chamber,"
the Registry and the "Appeals Chamber," obviously in an attempt to appear as
victims of the Trial Chambers' decision. The way the imposed counsel present
themselves could well be aimed at influencing witnesses in order to prevent
another round of boycott in case the imposed counsel take over in absence of
President Milosevic. So for many, it appears that Mr, Kay and Ms. Higgins
would not voluntarily take part in illegal acts by the Tribunal, but are

forced to comply. In reality, they were not forced to act as "Assigned
Counsel." The Registry of the Tribunal asked several lawyers whether they
would be available to serve in this function as early as in the beginning of
August 2004. Among those lawyers was former amicus curiae Branislav
fapuskovic, who stated in an interview with the Serbian daily Blic of August
7, 2004 that he refused to act as President Milosevic's lawyer against his

will. In a letter to the ICTY Registry, Mr. Tapuskovic stated: "According to
Article 21 (4)(d) of the Statute of the International Tribunal for the

Former Yugoslavia, the accused is guaranteed the right TO BE TRIED IN HIS
PRESENCE AND TO DEFEND HIMSELF PERSONALLY." In contrast, Mr, Kay and Ms.
Higgins expressed their readiness to do the job from the very beginning.

3) Presentation of the Defense Case

Before President Milosevic's right to lead his case was restored, the
" Assigned Counsel" called five witnesses from President Milosevic's witness
list: Smilja Avramov, a retired law professor and former political adviser
from Serbia, James Jatras, former foreign policy advisor for the U.S. Senate
Republican Foreign Policy Committee, Roland Keith, a Canadian OSCE commander
.ig Kosovo, journalist Franz Josef Hutsch from Germany, and ICDSM
: $ice—(‘,hainvoman Liana Kanelli, member of the Greek Parliament.

Mr. Kay's examinations were not in accordance with the defense strategy of
President Milosevic, which consists in exposing the "indictment" as not only
unfounded, but as an attempt to justify Western aggression against

Yugoslavia that cannot be assessed in a legal, but only in a political

context. Mr. Kay, on the contrary, dealt with the witnesses as if "client"

was facing an ordinary criminal indictment. Apart from his general attitude
that is in line with the imperialist ideology the "Tribunal” is based on,

Mr. Kay lacks sufficient knowledge about Yugoslavia. This could be best seen
during the testimony of Liana Kanelli, when Kay used a map of Belgrade and
surroundings to find a town in Southern Serbia. Fortunately, these witnesses
managed to present important facts in spite of Mr. Kay's ineffective
questioning. Prof. Avramov, who was President Milosevic's advisor from 1991
to 1993, made clear that President Milosevic never had any intention to

strive for a "Greater Serbia" or carry out any kind of "ethnic cleansing,"

but on the contrary tried to preserve a multiethnic Yugoslavia. James Jatras
gave evidence on the involvement of the Clinton Administration in arming the
Croats and Bosnian Muslims.
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fice-thie Nove " Wgaeiar ;
-~ examiningn‘;:?:i;:im‘qppeaj'; Chamber decision, President Milosevic has
el . esses. _he }l:ldge-f: have constantly interfered with his
ttine "leadi a5 U1€ examination-in-chief, reprimanding him for allegedly
putting Eadm‘g questions” to the witnesses, presenting evidence not
_retated to specific charges in the "indictment." not introducing documents
in the proper way and other technical matters. It is a fact that the judges
flmost never applied such strict rules during the Prosecution case. The
I.’rosec.utmn“ frequently objects to the admissibility of documents and opens
dlSGUSSIOI?S on "technical" matters at length with the obvious aim of wasting
as much time as possible out of the 150 days available for the presentation
Df the Defense case. During the "Prosecution's" cross-examination of Defense
witnesses, President Milosevic often points out incorrect and tendentious
translations of Serbian documents and other maternial. For example, he was
able to prove, confirmed by the "Tribunal's" interpreters, that a BBC
documentary shown by "Prosecutor” Mr. Nice deliberately mistranslated
Serbian speakers.

The "Judges" - especially Ian Bonomy, who replaced the late Richard May

—vithout having had time to acquaint himself sufficiently with the foregone
proceedings - treat the defense witnesses with obvious disrespect.
"Prosecutor” Geoffrey Nice openly insults the witnesses during his cross
examination and addresses them in a very aggressive tone, disregarding their
age, position or professional merit - contrary to President Milosevic who
had treated all Prosecution witnesses in a respectful way.

To date, President Milosevic has called 34 witnesses himself. Renowned
intellectuals, historians and scientists, high-ranking politicians from in

and outside Yugoslavia testified on the historical, political and legal
position of Serbia - explaining the background of the Yugoslav crisis that

is completely ignored in the "indictment" - as well as about President
Milosevic's personal attitudes and actions during the breakup of Yugoslavia
which were always aimed at preventing bloodshed.

Since the end of January 2005, witness testimonies have dealt with Kosovo.
They cover the general political situation disadvantaging the Serbs in

- Eosmro in the 1980s, the terror inflicted by the KLA in the 1990s as well as

e NATO aggression of 1999. One of the most important testimonies was given

by Dietmar Hartwig, head of the Kosovo observer mission of the European
Union (the European counterpart of William Walker). According to Hartwig,
Serb police forces did not commit any aggression against civilians, but
responded to provocations by the KLA in a "disciplined" way. He described
the KLA as a "terrorist organization," and emphasized the clear discrepancy
between the reports he sent to Western governments and their public
depiction of the events in Kosovo.

In relation to the testimony of Kosovo politician Mitar Balevic, President
Milosevic played video footage of the two famous speeches he gave in Kosovo
in 1987 and 1989, so everybody could see that they were not nationalistic,

but quite the opposite.

An important part of President Milosevic's defense is the establishment of
the truth about the notorious Racak incident of January 15, 1999, which has
been portrayed as a massacre by Serb police of Albaniar civilians. The.
alleged massacre servedsas pretext for the NATQ-aggression and is the only
incident in the Kosovo "indictment” that dates-from priar to the NATO
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ession. President Milosevic called im )

; : portant witnesses who countered the
assacre version. Forensic expert Slavisa Dobricanin, who took part in the

autopsies of the dead bodies found in Racak, confirmed that most of them had
traces of gun powder on their hands. Police investigator Dragan Jasovic
presented evidence that 30 of the people killed in Racak were known KLA
members. The Racak incident was a police action against KLA terrorists.

Danica Marinkovic was the Investigating Judge in charge of the incident. She
testified that the head of the OSCE mission William Walker tried to prevent

her from visiting the scene on her own account and that her team was fired

upon by KLA for two days when trying to approach the scene, whereas the OSCE
was able to do so. German journalist Bo Adam's testimony concentrated on

Bill Clinton's claim that in Racak unarmed civilians were executed "kneeling

in the dirt," which Adam, having conducted his own investigation on the
scene, proved to be wrong.

4) First attempt at conducting the trial in absentia

Due to his ill-health, President Milosevic was not allowed to attend his
"trial" on April 19, 2005. Presiding "Judge" Robinson ordered that the

r trial proceed in President Milosevic's absence in spite of all international

covenants that forbid trials in absentia and even the "Tribunal's" own
statute that states that every accused is entitled to be tried in his
presence, Not surprisingly, Robinson based his ruling on the "Appeals
Chamber" decision of November 1, 2004.

Mr. Kay was asked to established contact with the next witness, Mr, Dragan
Jasovic, in order to prepare his testimony, while the current witness, Serb
refugee from Kosovo Kosta Bulatovic was called to be cross examined by Mr.
Nice. Mr, Bulatovic refused to answer any questions in the absence of

President Milosevic. Thereupon the "Trial Chamber" decided to order him to a
"Contempt of Court" hearing the next day.

On April 20, Mr. Kay told the chamber that he had tried to establish contact
with Mr. Jasovic without success. The witness refused to meet with him
against the will of President Milosevic. It is noteworthy that Mr. Kay tried
to visit Mr. Jasovic in his hotel, even after having been told that he did

not want to see him. This again shows that Mr. Kay zealously works against
the interests of President Milosevic, whom he is allegedly to "defend."

On the same day, the "Trial Chamber" charged Mr. Bulatovic with "contempt of
court" because he refused to take part in the illegal attempt to deprive

President Milosevic of his basic rights. He was "defended" by the President

of the "Association of Defense Counsel" of the "Tribunal," Mr. Stephane
Bourgon, On May 13, the "Trial Chamber" found Mr. Bulatovic guilty of
"Contempt of Court" and sentenced him to a prison term of four months,
suspended for two years due to his ill health. This shameless "sentence" on

an old man who stood up against the violation of basic civil rights is

without doubt aimed at intimidating future witnesses into not resisting the

next attempt to try President Milosevic in absentia.

It is merely a matter of time when the "Trial" Chamber will again create a

situation like on April 19. Then, if other witnesses act less courageously
than did Kosta Bulatovic, trial in absentia will proceed.

Since May 11, General Obrad Stevanovic has been testifying. As former deputy
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and must not follow orders which are against the | i
e oy 3 aw. This mak
of a "Joint Criminal Enterprise" of President Milosevic and nth:rs;tt};l::e theoxy

ethnically cleanse Kosovo and Metohija of non-Serb :
"indictment" relies, inapplicable, J s, on which the

Soon after the summer recess, the Defense is
Croatia part of the indictment.
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APPENDIX

going to start countering the

List of defence witnesses (in reverse order of their appearance)

General Obrad Stevanovic, one of commanders of Serbian police
Radovan Paponjak, police colonel
Zvonko Gvozdenovic, father of a boy killed in a terrorist attack
Dragan Jasovic, police investigator
Kosta Bulatovic, former leader of Serbian people in Kosovo
Professor Slavisa Dobricanin, forensic expert
Danica Marinkovic, investigative judge
Gneral Radomir Gojovic, former Chair of Supreme Military Court
Barry Lituchy (USA), historian
Dietmar Hartwig (Germany), former Head of EU Monitoring Mission in Kosovo
Mirko Babic (Macedonia), former member of a medical team in refugee camp
Goran Stojcic (Macedonia), former member of a medical team in refugee camp
Dobre Aleksovski (Macedonia), former member of a medical team in refugee camp
Dr Vukasin Andric, former Secretary of Health in Kosovo
Vladislav Jovanovic, former Yugoslav Foreign Minister
Bo Adam (Gremany), journalist
Mitar Balevic, former leading Serb politician from Kosovo
Professor Ratko Markovic, Constitutional Law, former Vice Prime Minister of Serbia
Dr Patrick Barriot (France), former member of UN missions to Krajina and Kosovo
Eve Crepin (France), former member of UN missions to Krajina and Kosovo
Professor Kosta Mihajlovic, Member of the Serbian Academy of Sciences

Professor Cedomir Popov, Member of the Serbian Academy of Sciences
Professor Slavenko Terzic, historian

Vukasin Jokanovic, former leading Serb politician from Kosovo

Yevgeni Primakov (Russia), former Prime Minister

General Leonid lvashov (Russia), former Head of Russian Army International Department
Nikolai Rizhkov (Russia), Senator, former Soviet Prime Minister

Professor Mihajlo Markovic, Member of the Serbian Academy of Sciences

Liana Kanelli (Greece), MP, ICDSM Vice-Chair

Franz Josef Hutsch (Germany), journalist

Roland Keith (Canada), former member of OSCE Mission in Kosovo

James Jatras (USA), former US Congress Analyst

Professor Smilja Avramov, former President of the Internatinal Law Association
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Onderwerp: CDSM: The Hague ‘Slobodan Milosevic Trial' 8th June

STEVANOVIC DAY 13: THE VIDEO CLIPS THAT MR. NICE DIDN'T PLAY PROVE
THAT THE SKORPIONS WERE NOT A SERBIAN POLICE UNIT

www slobodan-milosevic.org - June 8, 2005

The re-examination of Eiefense witness Gen. Obrad Stevanovic continued at the trial of Slobodan Milosevic on
Wednesday. Stevanovic, who formally served as Serbia's Assistant Interior Minister, testified for the 12th day today.

Milosevic continued to question Stevanovic about his personal notebook. During the cross-examination the prosecution

read c_ertajn passages of the witness's agenda notebook out of context and tried to present it as proof of a genocidal
conspiracy.

Milosevic used the re-examination to go through the notebook line by line and page by page. This exercise, while time
consuming, dispelled any illusions that anybody might have had about this notebook. The main themes of the notebook

were the protection of the civilian population, the resolution of crimes, and the high ethical and legal standards of the
Serbian Interior Ministry.

In connection with the notebook, Milosevic presented a copy leaflet that the KLA distributed to Kosovo-Albanians .
during the war. The leafiet instructed the Albanian population leave Kosovo and travel in large groups towards
Macedeonia and Albania. The witness had written the text of a similar leaflet into his notebook, and during the cross-

examinalion Mr. Nice had tried to present that text as if the witness was concocting some sert of plan to expel the
Albanians from Kosovo.

This notebook is the witness's personal notebook, it is was his day planner throughout 1999. The witness jotted down
all sorts of things in the notebook, some things were work related, others were personal, and the notes were only
intended for the use by the witness as personal reminders. Sometimes he wrote down things that other people had
said, and sometimes he jotted his own thoughts down.

The notebook was seized by the prosecution when they investigated Stevanovic as a suspect in 2000. It has been a
useful exhibit for Milosevic. It confirms his case that the police acted lawfully, and it confirms various points that he has
made in his defense case related to particular events such as the NATO bombing of the Dubrava Prison. The notebook
is a contemporaneous record written for the private use of the witness so there can be no accusation that it was written
for political purposes.

After questioning Stevanovic about his notebook, Milosevic turned his attention towards the now infamous video played
by Mr. Nice last week. Mr. Nice claimed that the video depicted a unit known as the Skorpions executing six Muslims

from Srebrenica. Mr. Nice falsely claimed that the Skorpions were a unit of the Serbian Interior Ministry (MUP). .
It turns out that Mr. Nice was selective in the clips he chose to play. The videotape proves beyond any shadow of doubt
that the Skorpions were not a unit of the Serbian Interior Ministry.

On part of the tape that Mr. Nice did not play you can see the vehicles that the‘:.‘-:'knrpicns' had. The vehicles' license
plates were visible and they were issued by the Army of Republika Srpska Krajina. You can see a Skorpion insignia

painted on the vehicles, also painted on the vehicles are the words "Army of Republika Srpska K?jjna -Boca
Detachment.” "Boca" refers to the nickname of the Skorpions commander, Slobodan Medic (aka Boca.")

This corresponds perfectly to the testimony of prosecution witness, Milan Milanovic, who sai_d that the Skorpions were
a unit of the Army of Repyblika Srpska Krajina. Milanovic, having been Deputy Defense Minister of the RSK, would
certainly be in a position to know which units belonged to his army and which ones didn't.

There is no question about it, the Skorpions were not a unit of the Serbian Interior Ministry when the video was filmed.
Mr. Nice is lying, and the media has been reporting the lie as if it were gospel truth.

After proving beyond any shadow of doubt that the Skorpions were not a unit of the Serbian Interior Ministry, Milosevic
turned his attention to some troubling irregularities on the tape itself.

Milosevic noted that the date is visible on the tape all the way up until the execution scene is filmed. At that point the

date goes away, which is a possible indication that this portion of the video had been edited on to the end of the tape
from somewhere else.

12-6-05



Pagina 2 van 2

dio track on the tape had been doctored. There are parts of the tape where the
ere are parts where the voices sound like they have been digitally scrambled.

Milo_sevic also pointed out that the au
audio track has been deleted, and th

mr.t];:lfi:ue l:_)ecame extremely ag_ilateti_ when Milosevic called the authenticity of the tape into question. Nice suggested
at the tribunal should shut Milosevic up by having Ms. Higgins conduct the re-examination instead.

Milosevic, unfazed by the prosecutor's threats, persisted in raising questions about the tape. For example there is
absolutely nothing on the tape that identifies the people getting shot as being from Srebrenica. Mr. Nice claims,
although there is no proof of it on the tape, that the killings took place in Trnovo. Milosevic pointed out Trnovo is over
160 km away from Srebrenica. Milosevic also noted that there is nothing on that portion of the tape that would indicate
when it was filmed. Milosevic questioned whether the film had anything to do with Srebrenica at all.

Reeling from the beating that he took over the tape, Mr. Nice admitted that he did not have any real proof that the tape

depicted Srebrenica Muslims being killed in Trnovo in July 1995. But he did say that he would get a witness to testify to
the tape's authenticity sometime later on.

When confronted with the allegation that the audio on the tape had been doctored, Mr. Nice could only say "We've got
what we've got."

Milosevic will continue to re-examine Gen. Stevanovic when the trial resumes next Wednesday.

##H# -
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JUDGE ROBINSON'S ACTIONS PROVE THAT POLITICS AND PROPAGANDA ARE
THE NAME OF THE GAME AT THE HAGUE TRIBUNAL

www.slobodan-milesevic.org - June 13, 2005
Wiritten by: Andy Wilcoxson

The trial chamber cut Slobodan Milosevic's re-examination of defense witness Gen. Obrad Stevanovic short on
Wednesday. Presiding Judge Patrick Robinson cut off the re-examination and said that he was “absolutely disgusted”
by Slobodan Milosevic's conducl. He angrily accused Milosevic of “abusing the courl shamelessly.”

What was the horrible offense that Milosevic perpetrated against the tribunal? He dared to question the authenticity of
the videotape allegedly depicting the execution of six Srebrenica Muslims that Mr. Nice played during Stevanovic's
cross-examination,

Of course the tribunal did not put it in those terms. The argument, which was advanced by the prosecution and
accepted by the trial chamber, was that questions related to the contents of the video and/or its authenticity did not rise
oul of cross-examinalion.

Mr. Nice argued that the tape was not played for the truthfulness or authenticity of its contents. The prosecutor said
that he only played the tape to see if the witness could identify any of the people on it.

Mr. Nice claimed lhat Milosevic's questions regarding Srebrenica were intended lo influence public opinion. The trial
chamhber agreed with Mr. Nice and that's what prompted the trial chamber to cut-off the re-examination.

Mr. Nice's argument is non-sense; it simply isn't true. The proseculor did far more than just ask the wilness to identify
people on the tape. He made a number of claims about the tape during cross-examination. He claimed that the tape
depicted Muslims from Srebrenica being executed by a group called the "Skorpions.” He claimed that the Skorpions
were a unit of the Serbian MUP. Mr. Nice also claimed thal lhousands of Muslims from Srebrenica shared the same
fate as the six depicled on the videotape.

Under the tribunal's rules, Milosevic has the right to use re-examination to present documents and ask questions that
refute the case pul to the wilness during cross-examination. That is the whole poinl of re-examinalion, and lhat's all
Milosevic was doing.

This incident is really illustrative. Milosevic was prevented from re-examining his own witness because the tribunal was
concerned with politics. They were concerned that the political effect of his questions would be harmiul o their agenda.
Anybody who saw what happened today and still believes lhal the Hague Tribunal is a legilimate court of law is a [ool.
The Hague Tribunal is not a court of law; it is an instrument of politics.

Need more prool? On June 14lh, ICTY president Theodore Meron appeared on the American TV nelwork PES, as a
guest on the “News Hour” program. PBS correspondent Ray Suarez interviewed him; take a look at what Meron had to
say about the potential capture of Radovan Karadzic and this videotape:

RAY SUAREZ: Lel's talk aboul those senior people. You menlioned your hope Lhal Ratko Miadic will be in custody
soon. Carla del Ponte, the United Nations high commissioner, spoke very directly of how she hoped his arrest was
imminent. Why is there this sudden drumbeat? What information do you know that is leading people to be so optimistic
about his apprehension, and what about Radovan Karadzic?

THEODORE MERON: Well, | will not talk about information as a judge. I'm neither a prosecutor nor an inuestigg_ior. |
do not deal with the police, the arrest aspect. But what | can tell you that for the first time, | sense a real recognition by
the government in the area that they must do whal they're obligated to do — to the tribunal, to the Uniled Nalions
Security Council, to the international community, and they realize thal it is in their interesl lo do so.

You have shown earlier today the chilling video of some of the acts which, apparently, occurred in Srebrenica. | don't
wanl to speak to the forensic, evidentiary aspects of the tape, but let me lell you this: There is no question thal this lape
is having — has been having a real impacl on public opinion in the region.

| think it will act as a very strong antidote tc the rampant denial that we have seen in countries like Serbia, for example.
They did not want to realize how ierrible were the evenls in Srebrenica, in its character, in its magnilude. Srebrenica
atrocity is reminiscent, really, of the events that occurred during the Second World War. And we in Plaecia (ph) The
Hague just about a year ago reached a very important judgment in the case of Gen. Karadzic (sic) where we called the
evenls in Srebrenica by their proper name — genocide.

{1/ END EXCERPT /11

Meron believes that the lape is having “a real impact on public opinion” among the Serbs, which he apparently thinks
http://www.slobodan-milosevic.org/news/smorg051505.htm 21-6-05
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ked to the capture of Radovan Karadzic.

erbian people against Radovan Karadzic

d Ratko Miadic so that they will be handed-over to the tlribunal. The tribunal played the videotape at Milosevic's trial

ecause they know thal it is broadcast in Serbia and everybody would see jt.

The tribunal cut-off the re-examination of Gen. Slevanovic because they were afrai i i
; v * : raid that
lape as a fraud, and ruin lhe political effecl Lhat they Lhink they're havi ng. Milosevic would expose the

Before they cut him off, Milosevic did manage to do some damage to the allegations made by Mr. Nice

Mr. Nice tendered a packet of documents and wilness stalements that

he said prov ici
of the statements said that the tape was authentic because proved the authenticity of the tape. One

the person giving the statement had made a copy of it.

Another document provided by Mr. Nice showed that a Srebrenica-Muslim who was re orled "missing”

- ed "miss fter t
Srebrenica was exhumed at Trnovo. Of course Trnovo is the place where the uideotapﬂ was allege!gﬁr F?imeerd.h‘?r{g“n?m;y
problem was that the body had been exhumed in 1993 — the person in question had been dead for at least two years
before Srebrenica fell, yet he is counted among the seven or eight-thousand victims of the so-called "genacide”.

In response lo Mr. Nice's allegations that the Serbian MUP had laken parl in atrocities at Srebrenica, Milosevic asked
questions about the case of Drazen Erdemovic and the 10th Sabotage Detachment.

In 1996 the Serbian police arrested Erdemovic in Novi Sad and charged him with war crimes for the execution of 1,200
Srebrenica-Muslims. Slevanovic explained thal Erdemovic was handed over Lo the Hague Tribunal because he was a
Croatian citizen and because he wanted to go to The Hague in stead of standing trial in Serbia.

When Erdemovic ammived in The Hague he confessed lo personally killing hundreds of Muslims from Srebrenica,
Erdemovic only served four years in prison. Had he been convicted of the same crime in Serbia he would have likely
been given the death penalty, according to Stevanovic.

Stevanovic testified that a group known as “Pauk” was arrested in Serbia in February of 2000. He said that every
member of that group had been part of the same 10th Sabotage Detachment as Drazen Erdemaovic had been in
Srebrenica. The group was a mercenary group that had also been active in Zaire. It was a multi-ethnic group Muslims,
Serbs, and Croals were all members. In 2001, afler Milosevic was overthrown in the Coup d'elal of 5 October 2000, the
DOS government set the "Pauk” members free.

Evidence that Serbia arrested the perpetrators of crimes in Srebrenica directly contradicts Mr. Nice's assertion that
members of the Serbian Interior Minislry committed crimes in Srebrenica.

Milosevic claims that the 10th Sabotage Detachment (later known as “Pauk”) was in the senvice of foreign intelligence,
and that it perpetrated a large-scale massacre of Srebrenica-Muslims. To bear the point out he read statements from
members of DutchBat who claimed thal Lhe alrocity was staged, and from Gen, Philippe Merillon who told the French
parliamentl that "l was convinced thal lhe population of Srebrenica was the viclim of a higher interest, of a stale reason,
the raison d'etre, but this higher interest which was located in Sarajevo and New York but certainly not in Paris. Had |
been able to evacuate all those who had wanted me lo do so at the time that | intervened in Srebrenica, we could
certainly have saved a number of human lives."

According to a recent article by American political analyst Stella Jatras: |bran Mustafic (a Muslim member of the B-H
parliament) gave an explosive inlerview on Aug. 15, 1996, to Siobodna Bosnia ("Free Bosnia,” A Sarajevo n_ewspaper}.
Mustafic was quoted as saying that lhe betrayal of Srebrenica "was consciously prepared and Lhat the Bosnian .
president and the army command were involved in this business," and that was to sacrifice Srebrenica in order to gain
sympathy of the West. Of his internment in a Serbian jail, he writes, "l should have died. They [the Bosnian Muslim
authorities] don't appreciate living people. They appreciate the dead because they cannol talkk.”

Everything is clear; Srebrenica was staged from the beginning by the Bosnian Muslim regime and their foreign backers.
The videotape is just part of the show, the tribunal doesn't care about establishing the truth; they only care about
politics and public perceplion —in a word: propaganda.

After the re-examination of Gen. Stevanovic was unceremoniously cut-off, Dragan Jasovic was cross-examined by the
prosecution.

Jasovic has already given evidence in chief. He is the Serbian police officer that had the documents and witness
statements proving that 30 of the 40 bodies found in Racak belonged to KLA members.

Jasaovic first came to the tribunal as a prosecution witness in the Limaj case, he was added to the list of Milosevic's 5

defense witnesses when Mr. Nice informed the court that Jasovic was a policeman who's name featured in the exhibits
of Danica Marinkovic.

htp.//'www.slobodan-milosevic.org/news/smorg051505. htm 21-6-05
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: unning display Icf hypocrisy, the same Office of the Prosecutor (OTP) that called Jasovic as its witness in the
j case Is now trying to destroy his credibility in the Milosevic case.

Mr. Nice wasted nearly the entire day reading slatements taken from Kosovo-Albanian wilnesses by OTP investigators

over the last couple of weeks. Unsurprisingly, the Albanians did not admit to willingly collaborating with the Serbian
Police against the KLA,

Mr. Nicelspent the entire day reading statements from Albanians who claimed that they either never gave a statement
to Jasovic or that he obtained statements from them by torturing them. The only thing less surprising than the
statements that Mr. Nice obtained were the denials from Jasovic.

There is no comparison between the statements taken by the OTP investigators and the evidence given by Jasovic.
Jasovic took statements from witnesses contemporaneously, and solely for the internal use of the police. He had no
njtutwalmn to "cook-up” or extorl Talse statements from witnesses. His documents were not generated for use in the
trial. Nobedy knew he would be testifying until very late.

The stalements taken by the OTP were generated explicitly for use in the trial, and they were taken more than five
years after the facl. Furthermore, the oppressive conditions imposed on Kosovo by the KLA give Albanians who did
collaborate with the Serbian police against the KLA a very compelling reason to lie and deny it now.

Jasovic's cross-examination will continue when the lrial resumes on Thursday.

HH##
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As [or the accusalions of “clhnic cleansing” and ‘genocide” levelled against Slobodan Milosevie the ICTY have not a serap of
eredible evidence. They have nol got one single document or other exhibit that suggests Mr Milosevie or the Yugoslav government
are guilly of these grave charges.

On the contrary, the ICTY have in their possession a mass of documents and swomn testimonies to confirm that the Milosevic
government and the Yugoslav authorities tock all available steps to prevent any possible crimes against civilians.

For instance, General (Gojovie, who was the head of the Legal Directorate at the Yugoslav Defense Ministry during the 1999
Kosove war, testitied in March this year that war crimes were severely punished by the Yugoslav Army.

Lle exhibited a large tile of documents laying out the work of the Yugoslav military justice system. Lhese documents detailed the
type of erime committed, whether this be robbery or a more serious offence, the (iles identified the soldiers who committed the
crimes, and the relevant action taken by the Yugoslav courts as of 2001. For example the Yugoslav authorities successtully
convicted over 2000 perpetrators in Kosovo alone with some soldiers receiving the death penalty tor their erimes.

Further, the ICTY have in thew possession copics of the orders [rom the Yugoslay Supreme Command that instructed soldiers o
abide by the Geneva Conventions,

Also, duning Generul Gojovie's testunony Slobodun Milosevie exhibited numerous pumphlets contuming codes of conduet that
were disinbuled o the personnel of the Yugoslav Army, which clearly stuted that all personnel were ordered o respeel civiliuns,

21-6-05
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US Congressman Lester Munson stated.

"Fou will never see these NATO pilots brought before @ UN tribunal. NATO is the accuser, the prosecutor, the judge, the jury and
the executioner, because it is NATO that pays the bills for the ICTY. NATO dous not have to su banit re international law. It is
international law.”

(Monapoly - NATO and the Conguest of the World. Michel Collon PO, 2000 Brussels).

Given this seenario it is casy Lo see people such us Nutusa Kandie as an obedient servant of Nato, und eyvery “smoking gun’ story

that is produced by her ilk is not only tesumony Lo the [uet thal the prosecution lucks any L'auh{ul c-.r'ifium:c, but lesumony Lo the
correctness of the battle for justice and historical truth being undertaken by Slebodan Milosevie at I'he | lague today.

And even a media sdvantage of 1300 to zero will ultimalely nol be enough to cuneedl the truth about the destruction of Yugoslavia
and the false demonising ol its people,

lan Johnson

June 2005.
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' real cnemy prisoners humanely und observe the laws of war.
That the Yugoslav government did this while engaged in u life und death struggle aguinst internal and external encemics is Lo their
cverlasting credit und proves that the charge against them of o "Joint Criminal Enlerprise” of President Milosevie und others (o

cthmically cleanse Kosovo and Metohija of non-Serbs, on which the "indiclment” relics, 1s inuppheable, und o complele und uller
TEHSGSE.

Ol coursc all this would be relevant if the sim of the ICTY was Lo objectively establish the truth about the break-up of Yugoslavia
and pumish those responsible for any erimes commitied. However this 1s not the casc,

The ICTY 15 a political tool. Itis a creation of the United States and its function is to justify the Nato aggression and to punish the
vietims of that aggression. The real guilt of the Yugoslav prisoners is that they defied Nato and fought for the independence of their
country. Morcover, the ICTY exists o serve us @ waming Lo anyone who thinks of Urying Lo resist US [oreign policy in the luture.

The tribunal’s rules are unique and have nothing to do with justice or discovering the tuth about the break-up of Yugoslavia,

It has 1300 employees, it has lawyers, legal secretaries, investigators and judges who are all primarily from the Nato countries that
attacked Yugoslavia. 1t has assistance from the governments and intelligence services of those countries that attacked Yugoslavia.

IL 15 therelore hardly neutral,

“R@licn commenting on the dlegal weupons used by Nalo aguinst Yugoslavia, weapons thal are forbidden by the Geneva Convenlion
such as [ragmentation bombs, graphite bombs, used o paralyse the clecirieal gnd and weapons of Depleted Uranium which cause
cancer und birth defeets,

US Congressman Lester Munson stated.

"You will never see these NATO pilots brought before a UN tribunal. NATQ is the accuser, the prosecutor, the judge, the jury and
the executioner, because it is NATO that pays the bills for the ICTY. NATO does not have to submit to international law. It is
international law."

(Monopoly - NATO and the Conguest of the World. Michel Codlon EPQ, 2000 Brussels).
Civen Lhis seenanio 1L s casy Lo sce people such as Nutusa Kandie as an obedient servant ol Nato, and every “smoking gun’ story
Lhat is produced by her ik 1s not only lestimony Lo the fact that the prosceution lacks any lactual evidence, bul lestimony to the

correcmess of the battle for justice and listorcal truth being undertaken by Slobodan Milosevie at The 1 lague today.

And even o media advantage of 1300 Lo zcro will ullimately not be cnough W conceal the truth aboul the destruction of Yugoslavia
und the false demonising of ils people,

lan Johnson

June 2005,
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MR. NICE'S CROSS-EXAMINATION OF DRAGAN JASOVIC

'+ www.slobodan-milosevic.org - June 16/17, 2005

%

Written by: Andy Wilcoxson

Prosecutor Geoffrey Nice completed his two and a half day cross-examination of Dragan Jasovic at the trial of
Slobodan Milosevic on Friday.

Jasovic was a police detective working for the Urosevac SUP in Kosovo until June of 1999, His examination-in-chief
was completed in April, but the prosecution needed a couple of months to prepare his cross-examination.

Jasovic provided the court with teslimony aboul evenls in Racak based on slalemenls given lo him by wilnesses in
1999. According to the statements he took, 30 of the people listed on Schedule A of the indictment (and considered by
the tribunal to be innocent civilians executed by Serbs) were known KLA fighters.

The witnesses that Jasovic took the statements from were predominantly ethnic Albanians. They told him that Racak
was a KLA stronghold, and they gave him information about the KLA's activities in the area.

Jasovic firsl came Lo the lribunal as a prosecution witness in the Limaj trial. He was added as Milosevic's delense
witness during the testimony of Danica Marinkovic. It was Mr. Nice himself who suggested that Jasovic, as a police
officer from the area, could provide testimony about the events in Racak.

Keeping in mind that Jasovic was brought to the lribunal by the proseculion in the first place, one really had to wonder,
when viewing this cross-examination, about the integrity of the Office of the Prosecutor. Mr. Nice spent practically the
entire cross-examination trying to destroy Jasovic's credibility.

Mr. Nice asserted that Jasovic was a criminal who beat-up and tortured Albanian civilians and forced lhem lo sign false
witness statements against the KLA. Mr. Nice claimed that Jasovic generated the "false” witness statements in order to
legitimize the Racak "massacre.”

The only problem with Mr. Nice's theory is that nobody even knew these slalemenls existed before Jasovic exhibited
them at the Milosevic trial. Furthermore, it wasn't originally Milosevic's idea to call Jasovic — it was Mr. Nice's idea.

If the idea was to cook-up some sort of false polilical legitimacy for a massacre, then these stalemnents would have
been available a long time ago. They certainly would not have been sitting in a police archive for more than six years
gathering dust.

For his parl, Jasovic sluck lo his testimony thal the witness statemenls were laken for the inlernal use of the police,
and not for any other purposes.

Jasovic repeatedly denied allegations that he beal people up in order to extorl false statements from themn. He said that
he understood why Albanians would deny cooperating with him now, and he insisted thal they gave hirmn statements of
their own free will during 1998 and 1998.

Jasovic has a good point, there isn't an Albanian alive who is going lo admit that he collaborated with the Serbian
police against the KLA, and if he did admit such a thing he wouldn't slay alive for very long. The only reliable way to
judge Jasovic's evidence is to compare it with other evidence, not to go by what some Albanians, whose lives could be
in jeopardy, are saying more than six years after the fact.

\We know from the videotapes that Danica Marinkovic exhibiled during her lestimony that the Serbian authorities were
shot at when they entered Racak. We saw from those tapes that the KLA had bunkers, trenches, and a lot of weapons
in Racak. We know from the testimony of Prof. Slavica Dobricanin that 37 out of the 40 corpses found in Racak had
gunpowder residue on their hands [rom liring weapons.

Jasovic's evidence that 30 out of the 40 people killed in Racak were known members of the KLA is hardly a surprise. It
would be obvious even without his teslimony, and without the wilness statements he took, that the people killed in
Racak were KLA members.

During the cross-examination, Mr. Nice did his level best to mislead the public and the court. For example, Mr. Nice
repeatedly and deliberately misread a police report that referred to the "liquidalion” of terrorists at Racak. When Mr.
Nice read-out the document in court he didn'l read the word "liquidate," he decided lo say "execulion” instead.

This type of behavior is par for the course for Mr. Nice, the man is a pathological liar. When Mr. Nice was confronted
with his lie, he lried to say that there is no difference between "liquidating” somebody and "execuling” somebody, so he
didn't think that laking such a liberty with the text of an official documenl made any difference, Of course there is a
world of difference between those two terms. Enemy fighters who die in combat are considered "liquidated,” whereas

http://www.slobodan-milosevic.org/news/smorg0616-1705.htm 21-6-05
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Unarmed people who are imprisoned before being killed are considered "executed.”
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In anut[u-;:r instance, when reading from another police report, Mr. Nice took the premise of a question and magically
turned it into proof an allegation. The police report outlined a conversation that a police chiel had with a member of one
of the KDOMSs. The KDOM official asked "how come the military took part in the operation in Racak?" The police chief
responded that the military did not take part in the operation,

According lq Mr. Nice's "logic" this document "proves” that the army took part in Racak. Mr. Nice says that the premise
of the question would not have been included in the report if the premise had been a false. Mr. Nice claimed that the
dqcumem was “proof” that the police had lied to the international community about the role of the Army in Racak. If Mr.
Nice was a character on "Star Trek,” he would give poor Mr. Spock a heart attack with that type of logic.

Naturally, Jasovic disagreed with Mr. Nice's suggestion and said that he had no information to indicate that the Ammy
had taken part in the events in Racak.

TUWEI_rdS the end ol lhe cross-examination Mr. Nice drew Jasovic's attention lo the teslimonies of some witnesses who
he said had "escaped” from Racak. Mr. Nice read out the names of people he called "survivors" and asked how come
most of them were not listed in Jasovic's documents as KLA members.

| really have no idea what Mr. Nice thought he was proving, but he did a maslerful job of showing thal the people
known from Jasovic's documents to be KLA members were killed in Racak, while people not considered to be KLA
members lived. Obviously this means that the KLA died in combat, while civilians were not targeted.

Jasovic will be re-examined by Slobodan Milosevic when the trial resumes next Monday.
This summary only covered June 17th. The broadcast from the ICTY was nol available on the 16th due to technical

difficulties. Judging from Mr. Nice's performance with this witness on the 15th and today, | don't think we missed much
of anything on the 16th.

##H
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DRAGAN JASOVIC’S “VICTIMS” NEVER ACCUSED HIM UNTIL HE TESTIFIED
AGAINST KLA COMMANDER FATMIR LIMAJ ... SIX YEARS AFTER THE FACT

www.slobodan-milosevic.org — June 20, 2005

Written by: Andy Wilcoxson

The trial of Slobodan Milosevic resumed on Monday with the continued testimony of Dragan Jasovic. He was a police
deteclive working for the Urosevac SUP in Kosovo until June of 1999, The witness provided the court with testimony
about evenls in Racak based on statements given to him by witnesses in 1999, According to the statements he took,
30 of the people listed on Schedule A of the indictment were known KLA fighters.

Mr. Nice took the first hour of Monday's hearing asking “a couple of additional queslions” that he said he forgot to ask
before he concluded Jasovic's cross-examination last week. After Mr. Nice concluded, Milosevic began his re-

examination of the witness.

Milosevic started the re-examination by going over the job that Jasovic had in the Urosevac SUP. Jasovic explained
that his job was to gather intelligence about the KLA from informants and members of the public, not to carry out
operations on the ground. Jasovic explained that the narrow scope of his duties made it impossible for him to answer
the many questions thal Mr. Nice asked aboul things thal were outside the scope of his duty.

Milosevic then turned his attention to the hypoeritical position of the prosecution. He read out a passage from the
transcript of the Limaj trial where Jasovic was as a prosecution witness. In that trial the prosecution was trying to build-
up Jasovic's credibility, butin this trial the proseculion took the opposile track and tried to destroy his credibility.

Milosevic cited the 6 June 2002 testimony of Shukri Buja, the KLA commander in Racak. According to Mr. Buja, the
KLA had 47 soldiers in Racak and on January 15, 1999 they opened fire on the Serbian police who were entering the
village. Jasovic said that this largely accorded Lo the information lhat he received.

During the prosecution's case a KLA book called “Fallen Heroes" was tendered. This book, although incomplete,
attempls to list the names of KLA members who were killed during the war. Milosevic read lhe names of 20 KLA
members listed by the book as being killed in Racak.

The main point of Jasovic's evidence was that 20 out of the 40 corpses found in Racak were known KLA members.
This evidence is based on statements thal he took from informers, friendly contacts and eyewilnesses. In order lo
discredit the witness, the prosecution sent investigators lo Kosovo over the last lwo months to checkout the people
who gave the statements that Jasovic's evidence relies on.

Not surprisingly, (he Albanians who gave the staternents to Jasovic now deny that they willingly collaborated with the
Serbian police. Some deny ever giving stalements to him al all, and olhers say they were torlured into giving lalse
statements. However, these witnesses, even under these circumnstances, did not actually deny that 15 of the 30 names
listed by Jasovic were known KLA members.

Milosevic asked Jasovic what has happened to ethnic Albanians who collaborated with the Serbian police since KFOR
occupied Kosovo. Jasovic recounted how one of his informants was killed, and he named a number of other cases
where Albanians who collaborated with the police were later killed by the KLA.

On many occasions during his cross-examination, Jasovic tried to explain that Albanians who were known to
collaborate with the Serbian police found themselves in a dangerous situation. He said that this was why the Albanians
who gave statemenls to him during the war are denying it now.

Jasovic thought it was strange how none of the Albanians who claim to have been beaten by him ever complained to
his superiors or to UNMIK about the treatment they allegedly received.

Indeed, Mr. Nice did not produce any evidence to suggest that any of the crimes that he accuses Jasovic of were
;epturjelil_to the international or domestic autherities in the six years before Jasovic testified against KLA commander
atmir Limaj.

Milosevic will continue Jasovic's re-examination when the trial resumes on Tuesday.
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GEN. DELIC PRESENTS A VIDEOTAPE PROVING THAT THE KLA AIMS TO
CREATE GREATER ALBANIA

www slobodan-milosevic.org - June 21, 2005
Written by: Andy Wilcoxson

The re-examination of Dragan Jasovic continued at the trial of Slobodan Milosevic on Tuesday. Jasovic is a policeman
from the Urosevac SUP who investigated the KLA. According to statements that Jasovic took from Albanian witnesses
during 1998 and 1999, 30 out of the 40 corpses found in Racak in January of 1999 were known KLA members.

During the cross-examination, Mr. Nice questioned how elderly men could possibly be members of the KLA. It was Mr.
Nice's assertion that the age of some of the victims made their membership in the KLA an impossibility.

In response to Mr. Nice's suggestion, Milosevic read from the KLA's book "Fallen Heroes." It emerged from the book’s
list of killed KLA fighters that men all the way up into their mid-80s were KLA fighters.

Jasovic explained that the KLA, as an illegal terrorist organization, did not have any rules about the age of its soldiers.
He said that the KLA even used women and children as fighters.

Jasovic's testimony is corroborated by an unlikely source, CNN. On April 17, 1999 CNN reported about a group of
Albanian-Americans who volunteered for duty in the KLA. According to the CNN report:

A confingent of 97 KLA volunteers — mostly from the ethnic Albanian communities of the American northeast — landed
in Tirana, Albania’s capital, on Safurday.

Several said they were ex-U.S. Marines. They ranged in age from a 73-year-old man to Eiinda Murigi, a 16-year-old girl
from the Bronx who said she came to Albania "fo shoot some Serbs.”

//f END CNN EXCERPT /// SOURCE: http:/iwww.cnn.com/WORLD/europe/8904/17/kosova.kla/

As you can see, the sex and the age of the corpse can not prove whether or not the "victim" was a member of the KLA
or not. The KLA sent geriatric old men and underage teenage girls into combat. Practically nobody can be eliminated
as a possible KLA member.

Milosevic completed Jasovic's re-examination by noting that none of the people who told Mr. Nice that he tortured them
ever reported his alleged misdeeds to the international or domestic authorities. Milosevic pointed out that much of the
alleged torture was said to have occurred while the EU-KDOM and OSCE-KVM were present in Kosovo. Even if the
Albanians were afraid to report Jasovic to the Serbian police, they sfill could have reported him to the EU or the OSCE
monitors, but they didn't,

The obvious conclusion is that the Albanians are making-up lies about Jasovic now, six years after the fact, because
they want to discredit his testimony before the Hague Tribunal or because they are afraid of what will happen to them if
they admit to collaborating with the Serbian police.

After Jasovic withdrew from the courtroom some administrative matters regarding exhibits were discussed, and then
Milosevic called Gen. Bozidar Delic to take the witness stand.

Gen. Delic was the commander of the 549th Motorized Brigade of the Army of Yugoslavia. The 549th was based in
Prizren during 1998 and 1999. Gen. Delic had 14,000 men under his command, and was responsible for a large part of
Kosovo's territory.

Gen. Delic was called to give evidence about the activities of the Yugosiav Army (VJ) in Kosovo during the time
covered by the indictment. He will testify about the conduct of the soldiers, the orders they were given, as well as the
policies and regulations observed by the VJ.

Gen. Delic began his testimony by explaining the formation of the KLA. He said that the KLA was formed after the 1995
Dayton conference. The Albanians had a delegation at Dayton and expected to use the conference as a platform to
discuss the situation in Kosovo. Western diplomats apparently brushed the Albanians off and told them that the Dayton
conference was only for the Bosnian conflict.

It was Gen. Delic’s testimony that the Albanians formed the KLA in order to provoke a war that would facilitate
international intervention on their behalf. He said that the KLA was made-up of Stalinists loyal to Enver Hoxa, and neo-
Fascists from the Balli Kombetar movement.

He explained that the objective of the KLA was to separate Kosovo from Serbia and link it up with Albania. To drive this
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point home a videotape was played showing a KLA oath taking ceremony. The newly recruited KLA members were

lined-up, and they can be heard on the tape swearing a loyalty oath to the KLA. Th i
¥ ¥ 1]
death to create Greater-Albania, Yy swear that they will fight to the

On the same tape, Richard Holbrooke can be seen speaking to the man who led the new KLA recruits in the oath
taking ceremony.

Gen. Delic also came to court armed with a VJ report about intercepted KLA radio communications. The intercepted
radio communications showed that the KLA was in direct contact with NATO officials. The KLA was aware of NATO's
war plans as early as 1998. On October 3, 1998 a KLA radio transmission was sent saying that NATO had completed
its preparations for the attack against Serbia,

On October 30, 1998 an intercepted KLA transmission referred to a plan to expel all of the Serbs from Kosovo,
together with any Albanians who did not support the KLA,

There were also radio transmissions from September 1998 explaining how Albanian refugees should flee Kosova in
large groups, preferably in groups larger than 1,000.

This all goes to show that the Kosovo war was rigged from the start. Nothing in Kosovo happens by accident. The
mass exodus of Kosovo refugees was planned by the KLA months ahead of time. NATO had finished its war
preparations months ahead of Racak, which is the earliest "war crime” that the Serbs are accused of in Kosovo. The
plans for the war came a long time before its pretext,

Also mentioned in the radio transmissions were details about the "Homeland Calling" fund. This was a fund set-up to
finance the KLA, and Albanians were forced to pay a so-called "tax" to this fund. Albanians in Westem countries were
expected to pay $1,000 each, and Albanians in Kosovo had to pay between 3 and 5 % of their total income to this fund.

The hearing ended with a closed session related to confidential information about the radio intercepts. Gen. Delic will
continue his examination-in-chief when the trial resumes on Wednesday,

#H##

http://www.slobodan-milosevic. org/news/smorg062105.htm 30-6-05



e

GEN. DELIC DETAILS KLA ACTIVITY AND YUGOSLAY REACTION pagina 1 van 1
GEN. DELIC DETAILS KLA TACTICS AND YUGOSLAV ARMY REACTION

www slobodan-milosevic.org - June 22, 2005

Written by: Andy Wilcoxson

Gen. Bozidar Delic, the former commander of the 549" motorized brigade continued his testimony at the trial of
Slobodan Milosevic on Wednesday.

This witness was brought to The Hague tfo refute the prosecution’s thesis that the Yugoslav Army conducted a policy of
murder and ethnic cleansing towards Albanian civilians in Kosoveo during the 1999 war.

Gen. Delic came to court with more than 600 army documents and several videotapes. It was obvious from the exhibits
that the army behaved in a restrained manner towards the KLA.

The witness outlined, through the documents, how the KLA escalated its activity during the first half of 1998. He gave
detailed testimony about the arming of the KLA, the training its members received in Albania, and the support it
received from Weslermn governments,

He listed several examples of KLA attacks on the police and Serbian villages and the violence the KLA used against
Albanlans who refused to join or financially support it.

Gen. Delic provided orders and official documents showing that the Yugoslav Army responded KLA provocations in
accordance with domestic and international law. When violations happened, appropriate measures were taken to
punish the purpetrators.

Milosevic explained how the documents show the "continuity of proper conduct of the army", in spite of an "organised
escalation of terrorist activities.”

Milosevic also showed video tapes of three incidents near the border crossings near Morina and Kosara, on the border
with Albania, in April 1998. The tapes depicted the KLA illegally attempting to smuggle weapons accross the border.

The prosecution has alleged that an incident at the Kosara crossing on April 23, 1998, in which 19 terrorists were killed
by Yugoslav border guards, was a case of "disproportionate force.”

Gen. Delic explained that the terrorists were attempting to cross the border illegally and that they ignored the calls to
stop and put down their weapons. Instead of stopping, they opened fire on the border guards, who were forced to
return fire in self defense.

Milosevic noted that the border post was manned by six soldiers and one non-commissioned officer, while the terrorist
group attempting to cross the border numbered between 150 and 200 men. In light of the ratio of forces there can be
no crednce given to the notion that the Serbian side used disproportionate force.

It will be interesting to see how the prosecution handies Gen. Delic. It will be difficult for them to challenge his
credibility, because they have reportedly asked Delic to testify in the Haradinaj trial as an expert witness.

General Delic's testimony will continue next Wednesday.

#i#
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Sagittarius
Van: <actioncenter.balkan@organizerweb.com>
Aan: <actioncenter.balkan@organizerweb.com>

Verzonden: vrijdag 24 juni 2005 23:06
Onderwerp: [IAC] Help us publish: The Defense Speaks - for History and

#Unless you help - U.S. and NATO forces will have succeeded in silencing the Defense of President
Slobodan Milosevic*

*Join with Ramsey Clark in supporting publication of this historic new book.*

*Help us publish: The Defense Speaks - for History and the F uture*
E

Your contribution is needed!*

Donate and Pre-order at:http://www.iacenter.org/iacdonate htm

June 24, 2005
Dear Friends,

*Four years ago* former President of Yugoslavia Slobodan Milosevic was kidnapped in Belgrade and

brought to The
Hague to stand trial for war crimes and genocide in the wars leading to the break-up of Yugoslavia.* By
charging the president of Yugoslavia, the U.S. and the NATO military alliance was charging Yugoslavia and,

in
particular the people of Serbia with total responsibility* for all of the wars and destruction

that laid waste to a once prosperous and peaceful region. The media announced that this was to be "the
trial of the century."

But once President Milosevic announced his intention to rebut his accusers by charging them with conspiracy
and war crimes--the cameras and newspapers fell silent. The trial of Slobodan Milosevic dragged on for

two years—*in silence and neglect *as the NATO-appointed prosecution presented their case. Again

and again, defense motions were overruled and struck down.

Finally on August 31, 2004 President Milosevic was able to present the rebuttal to the prosecution's
charges and put forward Yugoslavia's defense. He challenged the status and legality of the
International Criminal Tribunal for Former Yugoslavia. His clear, documented, well-reasoned two-day

opening
talk in the defense portion of the trial is *a presentation of historic importance™.

Have you read one news article summarizing his rebuttal? Have you ever seen it quoted? Do you know

how President Milosevic defended the Serbian people and all the people of the Balkans? Have you or anyone
you know read his stinging expose of NATO's role? If you believe in free speech, don't you think President
Milosevic's defense of Serbia should be available in every library and widely available on the internet and

to journalists internationally?

*Unfortunately free speech isn't free.* This historic speech, its defense of Serbia and the expose of NATO
criminal conspiracy will only be known if we take active steps to make it widely available. We feel that

it is a moral imperative to insure that the powers that bombed, sanctioned and profited from the war are
not the only forces who write the history of this war.

We are proud to announce that the International Action Center this summer will publish President
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in a 150-page book entitled *The Defense Speaks - for History and the Future®. A great deal of
ration has gone into this book already. We felt that it was essential to go back to President

osevic's speech which was given in Serbian and correct the rather awkward, stilted English version

ade by Croatian and Bosnian translators employed by the Hague Tribunal with a more accurate and
readable

translation. Former U.S. Attomey General Ramsey Clark is preparing a lengthy introduction that reviews the
political nature of the Tribunal established by the U.S.

The International Action Center has published *four other major books exposing the U.S. role in the wars, *
sanctions and devastation of the region. In 1998 we published and twice reprinted NATO in the Balkans and
tn 1999 we published, War, Lies and Videotape: How Media Monopoly Stifles Truth. In 2002 we were proud
to

publish Hidden Agenda: U.S/NATO Takeover of Yugoslavia and the English translation of Michel

Collon's Liar's Poker: The Great Powers, Yugoslavia and the Wars of the Future. Now IPG, a major national
academic distributor, has made these well-researched and documented books available in libraries,
bookstores and university courses.

These four books are a unique contribution to understanding the censored and suppressed history of
the past fifteen years. *Each book was possible because people of conscience gave donations that covered all
of the publication costs.*

Today the whole world knows that the U.S. war in Iraq was based on a U.S. lie about Iraq's weapons of mass
destruction. The bombing of Yugoslavia was also based on a lie about mass graves. Just as the weapons of
mass destruction were never found in Iraq, the mass graves in Kosovo were never found. U.S. occupation in
both regions continues. Both wars based on outrageous lies and wild propaganda must be opposed.

You have an opportunity to help to bring the facts to a wider audience. We hope that you will give serious
attention to this appeal to help us publish: *The Defense Speaks - for History and the Future*

<http://www.iacenter.org/iacdonate.htm>** Unless

you help, U.S. and NATO forces will have succeeded in silencing the Defense. Their version of history will
be the only words heard.

*We ask for your help in publishing this historic book.* There will be a *special acknowledgements section*
in

the book where donors' names can be listed. Please go online <http://www iacenter.org/iacdonate htm> to
make your donation and/or pre-order books at

http://www.iacenter.org/iacdonate htm

Or fill out the section below and mail it with your check to the address provided.

And help pass the word of this book and the importance of supporting it on to your friends, and family.
Thank you for your continuing support.

Yours in solidarity,

Ramsey Clark
Former U.S. Attomey General

Sara Flounders
International Action Center

Bayry Lituchy
S
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Na braniku [storije * Na braniku Istine

Sve-Evropska Slobodarska Dijaspora 2 «- (“ 2 o S_—

Cetvrti Saziv Protestnog Vidovdanskog Sabora u Hagu

2005
>Dear Friends //7;7’-’/

>

>Not being able to be with you today, I wish to extend to you the warmest
>greetings of the whole team of our monthly magazine B. I., formerly known as
>Balkans-Infos.

>B. I. is only distributed to subscribers, but has become a well-known
>authority on international affairs, because of it's independance, the

>quality of it's éditorial staff and it's contempt for standard thinking. It

>is practically the only french speaking paper to have fought, for now about
>ten years, the spin-mongering medias and their cynical propaganda.

>We have ceaselessly exposed their lies about Yugoslavia and the so-called
>humanitrian NATO war against Belgrade. We have constantly opposed american
>imperialism and the Washington war-crazy preachers. We have revealed their
>strategic plans of world domination, of oil and gas control, and of military
>conquest. We have branded from the start the Hague tribunal as a parody of
>justice, set up only to justify the western crimes in the Balkans. We have
>repeatedly denounced all the forms of religious fanaticism, and we have
>proudly celebrated in Paris our hundrenth issue last may 21st, with
>musicians, ballet dancers and several hundreds of our friends and readers.
>Jointly, our association "Truth and Justice" was the first to publish in

>book form, under the title "Ma vérité" (My Truth), president Milosevic's
>speech for the opening of his defense period. This publication has been a
>success : we have sold close to a thousand copies without any promotion or
>press coverage, and more and more libraries and drugstores are agreing to
>put it on sale. We are planning other publications, which must remain secret
>for the time being, but which I am sure will create further sensation.

>Please accept all my best wishes, and the encouragments of all the friends
>in France this message represents today. We are with you, and we hope to be
>even more so in the future.

>Thank you.

>

>Louis Dalmas

>Director of B. L.

>President of Justice et Vérité (Truth and Justice).

>Website : b-i-infos.com

>Email : lodalmas@wanadoo.fr

g?’wﬂé Bl S/,@é UWU, (Q@@ 5
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SERBIAN DIASPORA HOLDS PRO-YUGOSLAV RALLY IN THE HAGUE

www.slobodan-milosevic.org - June 25, 2005

On Saturday, June 25, 2005 the Serbian Diaspora organization “Nedalst” held its fourth annual demonstrations in The
Hague.

The demonstrations gathered under the slogan “the aggressor shall not re-write our history.” The rally commenced at

2:30 pm on the “Plien” in front of the Dutch parliament, where a memorial cerimony was held for the sixteen victims of
the 1998 NATO attack on Radio-Television Serbia,

The rally condemned the 1998 NATO bombing of Yugoslavia, and the illegal tribunal established in the Hague. The
demonstrators called for real accountability for all war crimes, including the ones committed by NATO.

The demonstrators marched through the streets of The Hague to the Scheveningen prison, where the Hague Tribunal
holds its prisoners.

The rally was addressed by:

Misha Gavriclovic, co-chairman of the Committee for Peace in the Balkans, and a leading member of the Serbian
Diaspora in the United Kingdom.

Nico Steijnen, Slobodan Milosevic's attorney before the Dutch and European Courts, and a board member of the
Slobodan Milosevic Freedom Center.

Joerg Lorenz, member of the Coalition against Nato Aggression in Germany, and a member of the Solidarity with
Yugoslavia committee.

Andy Wilcoxson, a board member of the Slobodan Milosevic Freedom Center, and webmaster of the www.slobodan-
milosevic.org website.

Stan Gasparovski, coordinator of the Committee for Peace in the Balkans, together with Olga Daric of Slobodan
Milosevic's French defense committee read letters of support from:

Aleksandar Vucic, General Secretary of the Serbian Radical Party.

Neil Clerk, a British journalist who writes in the Guardian, Observer and New Statesman.
lan Johnson, president of the Committee to Defend Slobodan Milesevic in the UK.
Andrea Marchota, president of the Committee to Defend Slobodan Milosevic in Italy
June Kelly, president of the Committee to Defend Slobodan Milosevic in Ireland.
Komnen Becirovic, the author of the famous book “Kosovo in our soul”.

Louis Dalmas, a leading French intellectual on Yugoslavia, and publisher of the monthly magazine Balkan Infos, now
renamed as Bl. Dalmas.

Patrick Barriot and Eve Crépin, defense witnesses for Slobodan Milosevic who worked extensively throughout the
former Yugoslavia as humanitarian medical workers attached to French UN troops.

The rally successfully in atiracted the attention of the Dutch public in The Hague, Nedist distributed hundreds of Dutch-
language leaflets outlining their platform to interested on-lookers.

#a#
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THE SREBRENICA VIDEO: MEDIA CIRCUS AGAINST JUSTICE

Slobodan Milosevic Freedom Center - July 1, 2005

PRESS RELEASE

On June 1, 2005 ICTY prosecutor, Geoffrey Nice, played a videotape during the questioning of Slobodan Milosevics
defence witness, General Obrad Stevanovic. The international media reported that the tape was definitive proof that
policemen from Serhbia took part in the alleged massacre of 7,000 Muslims from Srebrenica in July 1985,

Itis no coincidence that this video was shown on the eve of the ten-year commemoration of the alleged massacre in
Sraebrenica. By playing the tape the prosecutor not only intended to poriray Serbia, and president Milosevic in
particular, as being responsible; he also provided a pretext for Serbia's pro-US president to 'apologize' - thus taking
responsibility - for something that has not been proven over the last ten years.

The videotape was brought into the trial through the side-door. It was not introduced as an exhibit, or for the proof of it
contents. It was anly shown to the witness to see of he could identify any of the people on the tape. Because the tape
is not an exhibit, Milosevic was prohibited from challenging its authenticity. When he tried call tapes authenticity inte
question, the tribunal cut off his re-examination, and accused him of abusing the proceedings for political purposes.

Taking a close look at the tape one cannot find any link to Serbrenica. Srebrenica is never even mentioned on the tape,
and unlike the rest of the tape, the part showing the executions had the time and date removed. The audio appears to
have been doctored, it is completaly missing on some parts of the tape, and sounds like it was digitally scrambled on
other parts. The location where the executions were filmed is not indicated on the tape either. That footage could have
been made at any place and at any time.

Mr Nices assertion that the executioners were policemen from Serbia is refuted by the tape itself. The vehicles on the
tape had license plates from the R.S. Krajina Army in Eastern Slavonia (Croatia), and had the symbols of the so-called
‘Skorplons’ painted an them. The prosecutions own witness, Milan Milanovic testified on October 14, 2003 that this unit
came from Eastern Slavonia - not from Serbia. Milanovic, who was the deputy defense minister of R.S. Krajina,
testified that the Skorpions were not subordinated to Belgrade, He said they were sent to Bosnia by the R.S. Krajina
government.

Interestingly, the source of the videotape is Natasa Kandic, the head of the Belgrade-based NGO Humanitarian Law
Center, which is directly financed by the U.S. government through the National Endowment for Democracy.

The Hague Tribunal has created a media circus, not for the purposes of justice, but to force Serbia to bear the cross for
what allegedly happened in Srebrenica. The tribunal wants to write Sebrenica's history once and for all, in spite of
several serious questions that remain regarding what really happened there. They want to dig a grave and burry the
truth, with the headstone reading "Serbia is guilty.”

Neither the Yugoslav Army nor Serbia's police had anything to do with the events in Srebrenica, or the war in Bosnia.
Even in reports written by NATO countries this fact is admitted. In the main report of the Dutch government, published
in April 2001, it literally says: "There are no indications that the action was taken out in collaboration with Belgrade,
neither in terms of political or military coordination.”

Contrary to what the prosecutor wants us to believe, President Milosevics efforts were exclusively directed towards
finding a just and equitable peace. Instead of ordering a mass-slaughter, Milosevics attitude towards the Srebrenica
Muslims is evidenced by his decision to give safe-haven to nearly 1,000 Srebrenica-Muslim fighters who were trapped
at the Drina River. At the request of Cari Bildt, Milosevic gave these soldiers shelter and safe-passage to Hungary.

Another important aspect, which remains hidden from the public, is the fact that the Yugoslav authorities arrested
several people who were involved in the events at Srebrenica. There is the case of Drazen Erdemovic, a Croat, who
claimed to have personally executed more than 100 people. He was arrested in Novi Sad, Serbia in 1996 and charged
with murder and war crimes. Facing a severe punishment in Yugoslavia he, as a Croatian citizen, demanded to be
extradited to The Hague Tribunal, The tribunal sentenced him to 5 years imprisonment, and then granted him early
release and a new identity. Milosevics government arrested several members of Erdamovics unit, but they were
subsequently set free by the DOS govermment following the coup of October 5, 2000.

All of this, and much more, makes it clear that the accusation that Slobodan Milosevic, as president of Serbia, was
responsible for what happened in Srebrenica is completely absurd. The use of the videotape by the prosecution had ne
other purpose than politics. They want to manipulate public opinion because of their hopeless position. In three years
they have been unable to prove Milosevic guilty of a single charge.

What actually happened In Srebrenica is still unciear. There is reason to doubt the official story. As President Milosevic
sald in the courtroom: | want the truth to be revealed with regard to this insane crime, in the interest of justice. It has to
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be explained before the world public.

For this reason, Slobodan Milosevic Freedom Center calls for an independent inquiry of this serious issue. It is clear
that the so-called Hague Tribunal, because of its biased nature, is unqualified to lead such an inquiry.

Slobodan Milosevic Freedom Center The Hague

Amsterdam July 1, 2005

###
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GEN. DELIC CONTINUES TO DESTROY THE PROSECUTION CASE

www slobodan-milosevic.org - July 5, 2005
Written by: Andy Wilcoxson

The trial of Slobodan Milosevic resumed on Tuesday with the continued testimony of Gen. Bozidar Delic. Delic is the
former commander of the 549th Motorized Brigade of the Yugoslav Army (VJ) based in Prizren. The 5459th was
responsible for the southern part of Kosovo along the Macedonian and Albanian border.

Gen. Delic is testifying about the activities of the Yugoslav Army in Kosovo. He is testifying on the basis of his own
experience - what he personally saw in his unit's area of responsibility, and he is testifying on the basis of reports that
he received from VJ field commanders throughout Kosovo. All told he has brought more than 600 documents and
videotapes to corroborate his testimony.

Over the past six days of Gen. Delic's testimony Slebodan Milosevic has taken him through the Kosovo indictment, and
the testimony of prosecution witnesses, on a detailed point by point basis.

Today, for example, Delic gave evidence about the aclivities of the Yugoslav Army in the village of Jeskovo. The
prosecution claims that VJ troops, led by Gen. Delic, massacred civilians in Jeskovo. Two prosecufion witnesses,
secret witness "K32" and secret witness "K41" testified that Y ugoslav Army troops massacred civilians, that there was
no KLA in the village, and that Delic gave orders to "leave no one alive.”

Delic knew who K32 and K41 were. He testified that K32 was a criminal who was hiding out at K41's house. He
theorized that K32 testified so that the tribunal would give him a new identity, which would allow him to escape justice.
He said K32 was not even in the village and could not possibly have been the sort of eye witness he claimed to be.

Gen. Delic then proceeded to destroy the testimony of K41 and K32. He read from a report of the OSCE/KVM. The
report explained how K\VM monitors found the dead bodies of uniformed KLA soldiers in the village. He also read from
a KLA document which listed the names of the "fallen heroes" of the 125th Brigade of the KLA who had died in
Jeskovo.

Delic denied ordering the killing of civilians, and said that there weren't any civilians in the village when the army got
there anyway.

Gen. Delic also testified about events in Suva Reka. The indictment claims that forces of the FRY and Serbia
surrounded the town of Suva Reka and expelled 80,000 of its inhabitants to the village of Bellanice. The indictment
also says that this group of 80,000 refugees was shelled by the army when it got to Bellanice.

Gen. Delic said that the assertions put forward by the indictment were nonsense. He said that if 80,000 people had
been the target of shelling in Bellanice, then hundreds or perhaps thousands of them would have been killed. He said
that there was no such mass-killing. He refuted the hearsay testimony of prosecution witness Shefget Zogaj who lived
in Bellanice and testified that he had heard second-hand that 150 people had been killed.

Relying on V.J documents, Delic refuted the testimony of Argon Berisha who claimed that Suva Reka had been
attacked with tanks on March 26, 1999. According to the documents there were no tanks in Suva Reka.

The village of Nagafc was another topic that Delic testified about. The indictment claims lhat Yugoslavl trocps )
mistreated a group of 8,000 Albanian refugees who were seeking shelter at on "a mountain near the village of Nagafc,
and that the army shelled the village of Nagafc on 2 April 1999, kiling a large number of people.

The first thing that Delic pointed out was that there is no mountain near Nagafc. He pointed to Nagafc on a map and
showed that there were no mountains anywhere around it. The village is on a sort of plateau, the ground is generally
flat except for some small rolling hills in the area. Obviously the prosecution failed to check even the most basic facts
when it wrote the indictment: facts such as the very existence of the place where the crime is said to have been
committed.

The witness read out VJ field reports that spoke of approximately 200 refugees in the area, which is a far cry from the
8,000 alleged by the prosecution.

Delic also denied the indictment's assertion that the Yugoslav Army shelled Nagafc on April 2, 1999. Delic claimed that
NATO had bombed the village, and to prove it he played a videotape showing the NATO aftack. On the videotape you
could see the result of the NATO bombing, the village was decimated and fragments of NATO bombs, which had
English writing on them, could be seen on the tape. Gen. Delic, being a military man himself, was even able to identify
the types of bombs that NATO used just by seeing their fragments.

Nagafc, just like the Dubrava Prison, is another example of NATO (and the ICTY prosecution) trying to blame Milosevic
http://www.slobodan-milosevic.org/news/smorg070505 htm 19-7-05
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for the people that NATO killed when it bombed Yugoslavia.
In addition to the specific points raised by the indictment, Gen. Delic also gave some more general testimony today. He

explained that the objective of the Yugoslav Army was to combat terrorism, not ethnic cleansing. He said that civilian
houses were only destroyed if they were used by the KLA.

He also explained how the KLA would force civilians to leave their homes in order to put them in front of its positions
and use them as human shields. He said that the KLA tricked the population into being human shields by saying that
they were "protecting” them.

Gen. Delic will continue his examination-in-chief when the trial resumes on Wednesday.

#a#
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« A NOTE REGARDING THE ABSENCE OF THIS WEEK'S TRIAL REPORTS

Dear readers,

| have been unable to write reports on the Milosevic trial for June 28, 30, and July 1, 2005, because | have been in The
Netherlands this week. | will read the transcripts of the trial and write the trial reports for these days as soon as
possible. Trial reporting will resume as normal next week.

During my stay in The Netherlands, | had the opportunity to meet various people from the Serbian Diaspora, the
Milosevic support movement in Europe, and people from the media. | also had the privilege to speak with President

Milosevic on the telephone, and | can tell you that he is in good shape, and that he sends his warmest regards to all of
his supporters.

Also, the board of the Slobodan Milosevic Freedom Center met to discuss plans for future political work, as well as the

litigation against Steven Kay and the ministers of the Dutch Govermnment responsible for the RTS bombing. Prior to the
meeting, Nico Varkevisser met with President Milosevic in the Scheveningen prison.

Best Regards,

Andy Wilcoxson
Webmaster: www.slobodan-milosevic.org

& -
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GEN. DELIC EXPOSES ANOTHER PROSECUTION WITNESS AS A LIAR

www slobodan-milosevic.org - July 6, 2005

Written by: Andy Wilcoxson

The testimony of Gen. Bozidar Delic, former commander of the 548th Motorized Brigade of the Yugoslav Army (VJ),
continued at the trial of Slobodan Milosevic on Wednesday.

Delic continued to destroy the prosecution case. Prosecution witness Xhevahire Syla testified on July 17, 2002 that
Yugoslav Airforce jets bombed a convoy of Albanian refugees killing nearly 80 civilians in an attack on April 14, 1999

near Djakovica.

Gen. Delic exposed Ms. Syla as a total fraud. First he pointed out that NATO spokesman Jamie Shea admitted that
NATO bombed the convoy (See: m;;ﬂm_u;jg.iﬂﬁlegg_u#fatiamguﬂ 503.htm). Second he pointed out that the MNATO
bombing kept the Yugoslav Airforce completely grounded. Third he offered to provide the court with the intercepted
radio communications where NATO command ordered the pilot to bomb the refugee convoy.

The fact that the prosecution called a witness to blame the Serbs for what NATO had already admitted doing just goes
to show the character of the prosecution case, and the credibility of the proseculion’s witnesses,

Gen. Delic also gave evidence regarding the proper conduct of the Yugoslav Army. He went through the orders that the
Yugoslav Army was given to protect the civilian population. He showed the court reports written by OSCE-KVM
monitors, which spoke of the professional conduct of the Yugoslav forces.

The witness testified that refugees left Kosovo for various reasons — none of which were a Serbian campaign of ethnic
cleansing. He said that the refugees left due to NATO's bombing, combat between the Army and the KLA, and a pre-
arranged plan to leave Kosovo in order to justify the NATO bombing. He also said that refugees fled in order to avoid

being drafted into the KLA.

To prove his claims Gen. Delic played a series of videotapes. The tapes showed Albanian refugees at the Vrbica
border explaining that they were leaving Kosovo because of the bombing.

The videotapes showed the result of the NATO bombing, including the barbaric attack on the Prizeren Hospital, attacks
on refugee convoys, and the bombing of civilian homes, Particularly disturbing was the video showing the NATO

bombing of Kosovo-Roma houses in Prizren.

The tapes demonstrated the humanity of the Yugoslav Army. The Army medical corps could be seen giving medical
attention to Albanian and Roma civilians who had been injured by the NATO attacks.

The tapes demonstrate that civilians had good reason to flee from NATO's bombs. NATO was clearly targeting
civilians. The tapes go to show that the cause of the mass exodus of Kosovo refugees was the NATO bombing.

The tapes also demonstrated how the KLA abused civilians. Delic played videotaped interviews with civilians who had
been used as human shields by the KLA. The refugees claimed that the KLA had forced them to go without food and

water for days.

Gen. Delic spent the latter part of today's hearing going over the orders and documents of the military judiciary. His
testimony was aimed at showing that steps were taken to prevent and punish criminal conduct within the ranks of the

army.

Gen. Delic's testimony will enter its eighth day when the trial resumes on Thursday.

He#
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www slobodan-milosevic.org - July 7, 2005 o

' s Hhaaeny WA B L o At e A
Gen. Bozidar Delic, former commandér of the 549th Metarize ;_._-;-ﬁi-..-r-:lzl Aepry-(VJ), completed his

examination-in-chief at the trial of Slgbodan MHosevic on TRUCSGEe

Gen. Delic testified that the Yugoslav Army punished soldiers who committed crimes against the civilian population. He
showed the court documents that outlined crimes committed by individual soldiers in his unit, and the punishments they
received. Several men were convicted of war crimes and given lengthy prison sentences.

Mr. Bonamy expressed concern because the documents were not all the way up to date, and some of the soldier's
trials had not been completed when the documents were generated. The trial chamber’s view appears to be that the

actions of the Yugoslav judiciary were Milosevic's responsibility.

Milosevic argued that the executive branch’s responsibility ends when the suspect is arrested. After the initial arrest,
the judiciary takes over and determines whether the suspect is guilty of the crime and what punishment should be

handed down.

In free countries the judiciary is not controlled by another branch of the government. Trials would be a pointless
exercise if the courts were under external control. The concept of an independent judiciary seems to be a difficult
concept for Bonamy, Kwon, and Robinson to grasp, but who can blame them — they're pawns conducting a political
show trial for NATO and such high-minded legal concepts are probably beyond their understanding.

Gen. Delic provided evidence related to the cooperation that existed between the KLA and NATO. He showed the court
documents detailing intercepted KLA radio communications.

The intercepted radio communications showed that the KLA was scoping-out targets for NATO to bomb. The KLA was
sénding radio communications to NATO pinpeinting the targets that should be bormbed.

The radio communications also revealed that the KLA had the ability to call off NATO bombing raids if it was in the
area.

Gen. Delic testified that KLA attacks were often synchronized with NATO bombing raids. This, together with the
intercepted radio communications, shows that NATO had a close working relationship with the KLA.

It was Gen. Delic's position that a large portion of the population left Kosovo because of the fear engendered by
NATQ's bambing raids. He detailed the sorts of weapons that NATO used it its attacks, including cluster bombs and

weapons with depleted uranium.

Gen. Delic showed a NATO map of Kosovo that indicated where depleted uranium (DU) weapons had been used. He
said that NATO dropped more than 30 tons of DU on Kosovo, and that Yugoslav Army soldiers who had been exposed
to the contaminated areas have contracted diseases such as leukemia and cancer at very high rates. The DU used by

NATO will maintain its radioactivity for almost 4 billion years.

Gen. Delic detailed the structure of the Yugoslav military. He explained what all of the different units did, and what their
chain of command was.

He testified that the ethnic composition of the Yugoslav Army was roughly 70% Serb and 30% others. He played
videotapes filmed by Radio-Television Serbia where soldiers of different ethnicities were interviewed during the Kasovo

war, these soldiers included: Albanians, Turks, Roma, Gorani, Muslims, and others. Gen. Delic explained that the
ethnic composition of the Army matched the ethnic composition of Yugoslavia — there was no discrimination against

non-Serbs in the Army.

Gen. Delic testified that the Army never received orders to deport civilians or to ethnically cleanse Kosovo, He
categorically stated that there was no policy of violence towards civilians, and no policy to expel ethnic Albanians from

Kosovo.

Delic also spoke about relations between the Army and the police. He said that relations were professional and
appropriate,

The prosecution claims that a secret chain of command existed whereby Milosevic was able to bypass the regular
chain of command and directly control the army and police through the so-called “Joint Command.”

Gen. Delic explained that Joint Command was a coordination body that existed between the army and police. He said

http://www.slobodan-milosevic.org/news/smorg070705. htm 19-7-05
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GEN. DELIC EXPOSES PADDY ASHDOWN’S PERJURY

As a military man, Gen. Delic is good with maps. Using a topo
Ashdown could have seen from Junik and the areas that he
allowed him to see through mountains). As it tuns out, Ashdown could not have

villages that he claimed to have seen, with that Gen. Delic's examination-in-chief came to an end

T

y only took orders from the corps command. and the police only took ~ *

graphical map of Kosovo, Delic showed the areas that
could not have seen (unless he had X-ray vision that

possibly seen the places and the

Mr. Nice asked Gen. Delic a couple of brief questions in cross-examination before the hea ring adjourned. It will be

interesting to see how the prosecution attacks Delic when the trial resumes next
contacted as an expert witness by Carla del Ponte.

Monday, especially since he has been

#H##
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NICE CROSS-EXAMINES GEN. DELIC

! www.slobodan-milosevic.org - July 11, 2005

Prosecutor Geoffrey Nice began his cross-examination of Gen. Bozidar Delic by questioning him about Srebrenica.
Even though the prosecutor was clearly questioning the witness for non-forensic, political purposes the trial chamber

allowed it to continue.

When pressed to answer the questions Gen. Delic, who was not even in Srebrenica and was not called to testify about
Srebrenica, said that he believed that 2,000 to 3,000 Serbs and several thousand Mushms died in Srebrenica. He did
not believe that the number of Muslim deaths was as high as the 7,000 to 8,000 reported by the media.

Nice also questioned Gen. Delic about the alleged shelling of Dubrovnik. Delic denied that the JNA ever shelled the
Old Town of Dubrovnik.

In spite of the ICTY's finding that Dubrovnik’s Old Town was destroyed by JNA shelling, video filmed by North-East
Illinois University professor John Peter Maher shows that Dubrovnik's Old Town was completely intact just weeks after
it was supposed to have been destroyed by JNA shelling. The only building that had been destroyed was the Serbian
Orthodox church and theological library, and that had been set on fire by the Croats.

Mr. Nice tried to claim that the Office of the Prosecutor was the victim of prejudice at the hands of the Serbian
Government. He said that the Serbian authorities had not pravided documents to the tribunal, Gen. Delic, who was part
of the body that was established to cooperate with the ICTY, said that the document requests could not be filled
because they were too vague. He said that if specific documents had been requested then those requests would have

been fulfilled.

The prosecutor questioned the witness regarding his service in the Bosnian-Serb Army. Gen, Delic was a member of
the 715th VRS brigade. In spite of Mr. Nice's insinuations that this was proof of a Serbian conspiracy, Delic saw
nothing unusual about the fact that he, as a Serb from Kosove, would volunteer to defend the Serbs in Bosnia. After all,
Arabs from the middle-east came to Bosnia to fight for the Muslim cause and Mr. Nice sees nothing strange about that.

Gen. Delic denied that the so-called "Joint Command" issued orders to the VJ and MUP outside of the legal chain of
command. Mr. Nice showed Delic a document from his unit that read, "Pursuant o the order of the Joint Command..."

on the first line.

Gen. Delic maintains that the Joint Command did not issue orders. He repeated his testimony that it was "coordinating
body" for cooperation between the Army and the police. He said that it did not have a military post code or a
commander. As for the document that referred to the Joint Command, the witness said that the Pristina Corps issued

orders to his unit, and it was behind the document.

The cross-examination will continue tomorrow.

###
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THE PROSECUTOR LIES, THE JUDGES SABOTAGE, AND GEN. DELIC STICKS
TO HIS GUNS

www.slobadan-milosevic.org - July 14, 2005
Written by: Andy Wilcoxson

The cross-examination of Gen. Bozidar Delic, former commander of the 549th Motorized Brigade of the Yugoslav Army
(VJ), continued at the trial of Slobodan Milosevic on Tuesday (July 12) and Wednesday (July 13).

THE JOINT COMMAND

During the cross-examination Mr. Nice repeated the prosecution's allegation that a special body called the Joint
Command was established during the Kosovo war so that Slobedan Milosevic could directly, and illegally, control the

Yugoslav Army (VJ) and Serbian police (MUP). The prosecution claims that Milosevic used this body to bypass the
legal chain of command to issue orders for ethnic cleansing.

The prosecutor showed Delic orders from the Pristina corps headlined “pursuant to the decision of the Joint
Command.” Of course the documents did not contain orders for ethnic cleansing, but the prosecutor contended that the
documents proved that the Joint Command issued binding orders to the army and police.

Gen. Delic explained that the Joint Command was a body established to facilitate cooperation between the army and
police. The Joint Command did not bypass the legal chain of command. The army and police maintained their

command structure, all the Joint Command did was give the army and the police a forum where they could coordinate
their activities.

PROSECUTION WITNESSES K41 AND K32 PROVEN LIARS

During the prosecution case a pair of secret witnesses codenamed "K41" and "K32" testified against Milosevic. They
claimed that Gen. Delic personally ordered troops of the 549th brigade to attack the village of Jeskovo. They claimed

that the purpose of the operation was to kill civilians, and "K32" even went so far as to claim that Delic ordered that
“nobody should be left alive”.

In an atternpt to discredit the witness, Mr. Nice confronted Gen. Delic with the accusations of these two secret
wiinesses. Gen. Delic dismissed their allegations as nonsense, Delic first denied saying "nobody should be left alive,”
then he pointed out that "K32" was three kilometers away during the operation at Jeskovo, which meant that he was
‘out of earshot anyway.

Gen. Delic explained that the only ones in Jeskovo were eleven well-armed KLA terrorists who had to be killed
because they refused to surrender. He said that they were Islamic fundamentalists and that they fought down to the
last man.

The final proof that K41 and K32 were lying came in the form of a report of the OSCE/KVM regarding the Jeskovo
operation. Gen. Delic showed the befuddled prosecutor the part of the report that explained how KVM monitors found
the dead bodies of uniformed KLA soldiers in the village, not civilians.

Gen. Delic went on to explain how K32 was a criminal who hid out at K41's house. Given the conneclion between K41
and K32, and given the manifestly false nature of their testimony. Delic theorized that K32 and K41 may have been
coached to give false testimony. This obvious conclusion ruffled some feathers at the tribunal, and drew angry
reactions from the prosecutor and the judges.

PADDY ASHDOWN'S PERJURY

Another prosecution witness that Delic discredited was Paddy Ashdown. Ashdown went to Kosovo in June of 1998 and
on March 14, 2002 testified that he was on the Kosovo-Albania border near Junik. From his perch at Junik, through his
binoculars, Ashdown claimed to see Serbian forces torching, looting and shelling several villages.

Gen. Delic spent the last 15 minutes of Wednesday's hearing going over Ashdown's testimony. Some of the villages

that Ashdown says he saw were more almost 15 kilometers away, thus he could not see the details he claimed to see
through his binoculars,

Other locations that Ashdown claims to have seen can not been seen from Junik because there are hills and
mountains that would have obstructed his view.

Gen. Delic went through Ashdown's testimony point by point, and proved beyond any doubt that Ashdown could not
have been telling the truth when he testified.
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he fact that Paddy Ashdown is guilty of perjury will certainly be overlooked by the tribunal. A real court would bring

him up on charges, under the tribunal's statute he can be prosecuted for contempt. But this is a political show trial and
politics dictate that Paddy Ashdown won't get prosecuted.

MR. NICE'S DISGRACEFUL CONDUCT

It has become standard practice for Mr. Nice to mislead the witnesses and the court during his cross-examinations, and
Gen. Delic's cross-examination was no exception.

Mr. Nice claimed that more than 200,000 Kosovo Al
He claimed to base his assertion on the testimony o
for Milosevic as a defense witness.

banians had been internally displaced prior to the NATO bombing.
f former Russian Prime Minister Yevgeny Primakov, who testified

Gen. Delic said that the figure of 200,000 was greatly inflated. Not happy with the answer, Judge Bonamy intervened

and advised the witness that the figure of 200,000 could not be disputed because the prosecution and the defense
witness Primakov had both relied on it.

During the break Milosevic looked up Primakov's testimony and found that Primakov had testified that he didn't know
how many internally displaced persons were in Kosovo prior to the NATO bombing. Mr. Nice and Judge Bonamy were

both lying, and both intentionally trying to mislead the witness. Although Bonamy did back off and try to say that he was
only picking up on the prosecutor's assertion.

Of course being repeatedly exposed as a liar himself does not stop Mr. Nice from accusing oth

ers of being liars.
Throughout the cross-examination, Mr. Nice tried {and failed) to

depict Gen. Delic as a liar and a "Serbian nationalist”.

Mr. Nice and the ICTY prosecution have no sense of morality at all. Before Gen. Delic testified in Milosevic's defense,
the prosecution wanted to use him as an expert witness against Ramush Haradinaj. It would seem that the Office of the
Prosecutor (OTP) judges credibility based on whether the witness is testifying for them or not, When Gen. Delic would
help the OTP in their case against Haradinaj he was credible, but as soon as he testified in Milosevic's defense he was

magically transformed into a liar, a Serbian nationalist, and a criminal who went around Kosovo ordering the killing of
civilians.

SABOTAGING THE DEFENSE

in an effort to sabotage Slobodan Milosevic's defense case, the trial chamber issued an order on Thursday asking the
tribunal's cardiologist, Dr. van Dijkman, to determine whether Milosevic's health would allow the court to sit for longer
than the current three days a week at four hours a day.

The Chamber's order proposes several ways to extend the working hours, One way is to continue at the present pace’
of three days a week, but with extended working hours. Another option is to sit for four or five days a week, and the
third is a combination where there would be two or three four-day weeks in a month.

The idea to expand the working hours was originally proposed by the prosecutor at the April 14th status conference.
The scheme was submitted to the trial chamber under the guise of "speeding-up the trial”.

The real idea behind the scheme to extend the working hours is to sabotage of Milosevic's defense. Anybody who

watches the trial on a regular basis has seen the extraordinary amount of time that is wasted every time a document
does not get translated from Serbian into English.

By extending the working hours the tribunal will reduce the time that Milosevic has for preparation, Its simple arithmetic,
the more hours he spends in court, the fewer hours he has to prepare his case. He will have less time to proof
witnesses, and less time to submit documents for transiation. The result will be that less of the defense evidence gets

heard, because more time will be wasted in court dealing with things that would not have been an issue, such as
document translation, if the defense had had more time to prepare.

The Milosevic trial will continue next Monday with the continuation of Gen. Delic's cross-examination.

it
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The first week of the trial in particular was marked by one embarrassment after another for the
prosecution, starting with the testimony of Ratomir Tanic, who was supposedly present when the
genocide order was given but who under cross-examination couldn't even say where in the
pres@gntig! palace Milosevic's office was located — and eventually turned out to have been paid
by British intelligence to testify. Then there was a witness named Halit | Barani, whom Milosevic
asked if he knew that KLA commanders were to assassinate all Albanians loyal to Serbia. Barani
revealed that he was sympathetic to the KLA, had met with numerous commanders, then indicted
the entire Albanian population of Kosovo: "The KLA was born from within the people, to protect
parents, brothers and sisters."

A 2002 BBC wire report related Albanian "farmer" Agim Zeqiri's testimonythat Serb forces burned
down his village and killed members of his family. Upon cross-exam ination, when the proceedings
brought to light that his village of Celina was harboring and supporting Albanian rebels, Zeqiri
claimed to feel too ill to continue, but "did acknowledge that the KLA had used the village as a
source of provisions and that at least 300 members of the KLA were based there "

Another witness, Fehim Elshani, was actually rebuked by the now deceased presiding judge
Richard May, when he refused to answer Milosevic's questions at all. In the end, he testified that
he did not know of any KLA crimes, while admitting that his son was KLA. Elshani, Zeqiri and
another "farmer”, Halil Morina — who claimed to have no knowledge of any KLA presence in his
village of Landovica (where after the war a monument was erected to the town's fallen KLA
soldiers) — frequently avoided eye contact with Milosevic as he cross-examined them.

The three-judge panel actually ruled in favor of Milosevic's objections to admitting testimony from
chief Kosovo war crimes investigator Kevin Curtis because of the irrelevance of "evidence"
composed entirely of "repeating stories he had heard from others," the AP reported. When the
prosecution’s intelligence analyst Stephen Spargo detailed through maps the routes taken by
800,000 or so deported or fleeing Albanians in 1999, Milosevic asked whether he knew that
100,000 Serbs left Kosovo along with everyone else once NATO started bombing. Spargo
answered that he "hadn't been assigned to document Serb displacements." Naturally. In Kesovo,
Milosevic continued, since there were 10 Albanians to every Serb, proportionally speaking, more
Serbs than Albanians fled Kosovo — casting doubt on the forced-deportation argument that the
Clinton government helped craft for our consumption.

Milosevic scored points early on when he showed the court an Albanian map depicting Greater
Albania, which included southeast Montenegro, southem Serbia, western Macedonia and parts of
northern Greece in addition to Kosovo — a long-harbored dream of many in Albania and Kosovo.
It goes without saying that the American people were not shown this map of Greater Albania as
they were being sold a story of Milosevic's push for a "Greater Serbia."

our historical ally whose people saved 500 downed U.S. pilots in WWII, disproved that a massacre
16-7-05
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chief Kosovo war crimes investigator Kevin Curtis because of the irrelevance of "evidence"

composed entirely of "repeating stories he had heard from others,"” the AP reported. When the
prosecution's intelligence analyst Stephen Spargo detailed through maps the routes taken by
800,000 or so deported or fleeing Albanians in 1999, Milosevic asked whether he knew that
100,000 Serbs left Kosovo along with everyone else once NATO started bombing. Spargo
answered that he "hadn't been assigned to document Serb displacements.” Naturally. In Kosovo,
Milosevic continued, since there were 10 Albanians to every Serb, proportionally speaking, more
Serbs than Albanians fled Kosovo — casting doubt on the forced-deportation argument that the

Clinton government helped craft for our consumption.

Albania, which included southeast Montenegro, southem Serbia, western Macedonia and parts of
northern Greece in addition to Kosovo — a long-harbored dream of many in Albania and Kosovo.
It goes without saying that the American people were not shown this map of Greater Albania as
they were being sold a story of Milosevic's push for a "Greater Serbia."

Meanwhile, the forensic evidence at the Racak "massacre”, our final-straw pretext for bombing
our historical ally whose people saved 500 downed U.S. pilots in WWII, disproved that a massacre
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0.21 OBSERVANCE OF TREATIES

See: 1,204 (pp. 257-261); 6.224 } /_"; - 2 oY
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6.224 CONFLICT BETWEEN TREATIES

ILB. v. the State of the Netherlands, District Court of The Hague (application for
interim injunction), 28 October 1997, RY (1997) No. 99% and ILD. v. State
Secretary for Justice, District Court of The Hague, 28 October 1997 (provisional
remedy pursuant to (he General Administrative Law Act), JV (1998) No. 20, RV
(1997) No. 17.%

— Pursuant ta the recommendation made by the Supreme Court, it is assumed that B,
has in the past been exposed fo treatment by Turkish police officers that cannot be
reconciled with Article 3 of the European Convention on Human Rights™ and Article 3 of
the Anti-Torture Convention™, and thar this must, in principle, be taken into account in
connection with extradition,

— Although the Turkish government has admittedly given assurances, on request, that B.
will not be subjected to a violation of his fundamental rights, the question is whether
these assurances are sufficiently far-reaching to provide certainty that this will siill be
the case if the proceedings are continued and the custody resumed,

— Extradition of B. to Turkey is therefore in breach of Article 3 of the European
Convention and accordingly prohibited.

— Nor is it possible to determine with sufficient certainty that B.'s expulsion will not
constitute a violation of Article 3. This too is therefore prohibited.

The Facts: Turkey requested the extradition of B., who was of Turkish nationality, in
order to prosecute him for his involvement in the purchase of a large quantity of heroin
in Pakistan and its transport to Turkey in the period from the summer of 1991 lo 15
December 1992, The District Court in Breda declared on 13 March 1996 that extradition
was admissible, but advised the Minister of Justice not to grant the request. B. appealed
in cassation against this judgment to the Supreme Court. The Supreme Court quashed the
judgment of the District Court of 15 October 1996. Giving judgment anew the Supreme
Court declared on 17 December 1996 that the extradition was admissible. However, the

63. Mole by A.HJ. Swart.

&4. Note by B.P. Vermeulen.

65. For the text of Art. 3, see supra n. 12,

66, 1465 UNTS p. 85; /LM (1984) p. 1027; Trb 1985 No. 69. The text of Art. 3 reads: 1. No State
Party shall expel, retumn (“refouler”) or extradite a person 1o another State where there are substantial
grounds for believing that he would be in danger of being subjected to toriure.

2. For the purpase of determining whether there are such grounds, the competent authorities shall take
into account all relevant considerations including, where applicable, the existence in the State
concerned of a consistent pattern of gross, flagrant or mass violations of human rights.’
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legal ground under international law. This legal ground is also reflected in the
Convention abolishing the requirement of legalisation for public documents, concluded
in the Hague on 5 October 1961 (Trb. 1963 No. 28: the “Apostille Convention™). No one
other than the State authorities may legalise documents. Nor may it be overlooked that
the govenment is required under Aricle 90 of the Constitution to promote the
development of the international legal order and that it is the function of the Minister to
be responsible for foreign relations. The legal ground under intemational law can
therefore be said to take effect in intemal law. A decision conceming legalisation is
therefore taken in the discharge of a public duty.**

Legalisation has consequences under the law of evidence: a legalised document has
evidential value and can be used as proof in appropriate cases, and the facts included in it
are deemed to be correct. This legal consequence is also intended. Contrary to what the
District Court held, this is not altered by the fact that this (abstract) legal consequence
first becomes visible or concrete in a different procedure (e.g. with regard to the
obtainment of a residence permit, the celebration of a marriage, an application for child
benefit allowance or an entry in the municipal personal records database) because it is
only at this juncture that the relevant legalised document is first used in legal
transactions. There is therefore a juristic act.

2.5. Tt follows from the finding at 2.4 above that the question raised under 2.1.1
should, contrary to what the District Court decided, be answered in the affirmative. The
decision of the District Court to hold that the application for review by the appellant at 1.
was well-founded and to quash the disputed order of 10 Seplember 1997 because the
objection should have been declared inadmissible is therefore incorrect. The District
Court wrongly held the objection lo be inadmissible. The appeals are well-founded.
Since the District Court did not amrive at a substantive assessment of the case, the
Division will quash the appealed judgment in its entirety and refer the case back to the
District Court pursuant to Article 44, paragraph 1, opening words, and (b) of the Council
of State Act ...’

5273 DIPLOMATIC INVIOLABILITY OF PREMISES AND ARCHIVES
See: 3.1141 (pp. 265-267)

5365 CONSULAR PUBLIC FUNCTIONS IN THE FIELD OF PRIVATE LAW
See: 5.26

6.1 CONCLUSION AND ENTRY INTO FORCE OF TREATIES
See: 3.132

62_. The District Court of Haarlem (see supra n. 59) held that the Apostille Convention merely
specified that the power of a Stale to determine whether a foreign document should be accorded
?agmﬁcame in that State is assumed by virwe of international transactions. The basis for this power
is, however, not the Convention, bl the sovereign authority of a State over its own lermitory.
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Supreme C:T:un too advised the Minister of Justice not lo grant the request for
exuadtm_nr}. The District Court then stayed B.’s detention for the purpose of extradition
on condition that he would not leave the Netherlands. The Minister of Justice then
mqueslf:d the Turkish authoritics for assurances that after B.'s extradition he would not
be subjected to treatment contrary to Aricles 2 and 3 of the European Convention.**
These assurances were given in a letter of 14 February 1997 from the Public Prosecutor
at the Court of State Security in Istanbul and were confirmed, on request, by the Turkish
ambassador to The Hague by letter of 20 June 1997. The Minister then decided on 29
!uly ‘19’9? to permit the extradition. B. applied to the District Court of The Hague for an
interim injunction restraining the State of the Netherlands from extraditing him until the
European Commission of Human Rights had decided on the merits of the complaint
submitted by him, The President of the District Court granted the injunction on 28
October 1997.

On the same day the President also granted the provisional remedy that B. should
not be expelled to Turkey. This was a consequence of the fact that B. had previously
submitted an application on 1 March 1996 for admission as a refugee and for the issue of
a residence permit. On 29 June 1997 these requests were rejected by the State Secretary
for Justice. B. then lodged an objection on 10 September 1997, He was informed on 29
August that this objection would not have the effect of staying the expulsion. B. then
applied to the President of the District Court in The Hague under Article 8:81 of the
General Administrative Law Act for a provisional remedy directing that the objection
would have the effect of staying the expulsion pending the hearing of the objection.

Held (with regard 1o the application for an interim injunction):

+... 3, Assessment of the dispule

3.1, The question is whether the Minister acted reasonably in arriving at the view
that there was insufficient reason o assume that that in the event of extradition to Turkey
the plaintiff would be subjected to treatment contrary 10 Article 3 of the European
Convention on Human Rights.

4.2, The plaintiff has alleged that if extradited to Turkey he will run the great risk of
being tortured again and that the assurances given will not prevent this. As against this,
the defendant has argued that there is no imminent risk of a violation of Article 3 of the
European Convention and that in view of the assurances given there are no longer any
obstacles to the extradition of the plaintiff.

3.3, Pursuant to the recommendation made by the Supreme Court, it is assumed that
B. has in the past been exposed (o treatment by Turkish police officers that cannot be
reconciled with Article 3 of the Anti-Torture Convention and Article 3 of the European
Convention on Human Rights and that this same risk must, in principle, be taken into
account in connection with extradition.

3.4, In view of the assurances given and in the expectation that the Turkish
government attaches importance Lo honouring these assurances, it may be assumed that
during his interrogation by the Public Prosecution Service in Istanbul the plaintiff will

——————

&1. 29 NYIL (1998) pp. 272-278.

8. Art. 2(1) reads: ‘Everyone's right to life shall be protected by law. No one shall be deprived of
his life intentionally save in the execution of the sentence of a court following his conviction of a crime
for which this penalty is provided by law.'
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not be the victim of a violation of his fundamental rights. The question is, however,
whether these assurances are sufficiently far-reaching to provide certainty that this will
still be the case if the proceedings are continued and the custody resumed. This question
is answered in the negative since it has not been plavsibly shown that the Turkish
authorities will be able to continue providing the protection promised by the Public
Proseculor al the Court of State Security in Istanbul, for example in the case of transport
to and subsequent residence in a penal institution. The start made by the Turkish
government in implementing a programme (o improve the human rights situation is a
positive development. However, this does not alter the fact that the situation with regard
to the plaintilf remains uncertain. The Minister did not therefore act reasonably in
arriving at the conclusion that there was sufficient certainty that the plaintiff would not
be subjected to treatment contrary to Article 3 of the European Convention,

3.5. In view of the above, it must be concluded that the application should be granted
in the manner referred to below ...

Held (with regard 1o the application for a provisional remedy):

‘... 3. In so far as the decision to expel the alien results from the refusal to admit him
as a refugee, it must be decided whether his expulsion should not proceed owing lo
Anicle 32, paragraph 1, opening words and {a), of the Aliens Act. This article provides
that an alien should not be expelled if he has applied for admission as a refugee, unless
there can be no reasonable doubt that there is no risk of persecution on account of
religious, political or other beliel or on account of nationality or belonging to a particular
race or social group.

4. The question thal arises in connection with the request by the applicant for the
issue of a residence permit is whether there are grounds for assuming that the objection
against the refusal of the request has a reasonable chance of success. Pursuant to Article
32, paragraph 1, opening words and (b), of the Aliens Act, expulsion should not take
place in that case. Such a situation arises, inter alia, if there are urgent reasons of a
humanitarian natre on the basis of which residence should be permitted in the
Netherlands.

(]

‘... 14. As regards the substantive aspects of the applicant's request for admission as
a refugee, the President is of the opinion that the defendant could not automatically
conclude, pursuant to Anicle 15¢, paragraph 1, opening words and (a), of the Aliens Act,
that the application for admission as a refugee was manifestly ill-founded because it was
based on circumstances which, either in themselves or in conjunction with other facts,
could not reasonably give rise Lo even the meresl suspicion that there was a legal ground
for admission.

15, In view of the President, it must be concluded in the present proceedings that the
fact that the alien is not a refugee within the meaning of the Refugee Convention and the
Refugee Act is not beyond doubt. The President finds in this connection that it has in any
event been established that the applicant was exposed to torture in Turkey by the Turkish
police in 1989. This torture took place during an interrogation conceming (alleged)
involvement in a drug offence. The applicant has stated that he was acquitted by a
Turkish Court in respect of this charge in 1991. This statement by the applicant is
confirmed by the letter of the Turkish Public Prosecutor of 14 February 1997 in which he
stated that the applicant was acquitted of drug trafficking by a Turkish court in 1991,
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In addition, the applicant has contended that he was involved in Kurdish opposition
groups, which would also seem to be plausible to a certain extent of the plausible in view
of the documents lodged. The President would observe in this connection that it is a
matter of common knowledge that the Turkish authorities pursue a policy of hard
repression against Kurdish opposition movements.

Viewing thesc factors together, it must be concluded for the time being that doubt
can reasonably be said 1o exist as to whether the applicant is not a refugee within the
meaning of the Refugee Convention and the Aliens Act. The possibility can therefore not
be excluded in advance that, if the applicant fulfils the conditions of the Refugee
Convention, his expulsion (0 Turkey would be contrary to the prohibition of refoulement
contained in Article 33, paragraph 1, of the Refugee Convention. This is not altered by
the fact that the applicant’s extradition is requested merely for an offence under ordinary
criminal law. It follows from the above that the criterion referred to above under 3 for
staying the extradition under Article 32, paragraph 1, opening words and (a), of the
Aliens Act has been fulfilled.

The request for the provisional remedy can therefore be granted for this reason
alone.

16. The President notes that it is the established case-law of both the European Court
of Human Rights and the Dulch administrative courts that expulsion to a country where
there is a real risk of treatment contracy (0 Article 3 of the European Convention
constitutes a violation of that article. In view of the assessment that takes place in the
request for the provisional remedy, the criterion for review to be applied in the present
proceedings is whether it can be assumed with a sufficient degree of cenainty that the
alien concerned will not, in the event of his compulsory returm Lo his country of origin,
be exposed to a real risk of violation of Article 3 of the European Convention.

17. Unlike the defendant, the President provisionally takes the view that it cannot be
assumed with a sufficient degree of certainty that the applicant will not, in the event of
expulsion to Turkey, run a real risk of being subjected 1o a violation of Article 3 of the
European Convention. The President would refer in this connection first of all to the
recommendation made by the Supreme Court on 17 December 1996 that the request for
extradition should not be granted owing 1o the possibility of a violation of, inter alia,
Article 3 of the European Convention on Human Rights. Although the President does not
doubt the sincere intention of the Turkish Public Prosecution Service and the Turkish
govemment to honour unconditionally the assurances given for the personal safety of the
applicant, the fact cannot be overlooked that, despite the efforts made by the Turkish
government, violations of human rights frequently occur in Turkey.

'The President would refer in this connection to recent reports of the US Department
of State and of human rights organisations such as Amnesty International and Human
Rights Watch. The President also refers to the official communication of the Minister for
Foreign Affairs of 3 September 1997 conceming the general sitnation in Turkey
(reference DPC/AM, No. 67688), in which it was stated among other things that despite
the fact that Turkey is a party lo a large number of human rights conventions, including
the Buropean Convention on Human Rights, the Anti-Torure Convention and the
Refugee Convention, it still clearly fails 1o observe human rights; for example, ill-
reatment and torture frequently occur in Turkey, in particular during pre-trial detention.
According to the official circular, the main targets are people who have openly worked
for the Kurdish cause. It is also stated in the official communication that the European
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Committee for the Prevention of Torture and Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or
Punishment found convincing proof of torture and ill-trealment by the Turkish pﬁll_cc:
during visits to Turkey in 1994 and 1996, Moreover, the President would refer, with
regard o the personal situation of the applicant, to the experts’ statements that have
been lodged and which suggest that it is very plausibie that on his return to Turkey the
applicant will run a real risk of being subjected 1o treatment contrary o Aricle 3 of the
European Convention on Human Rights.

In view of this background, the President is not, for the time being, convinced that
the assurances given by the Turkish Public Prosecution Service and the Turkish
govemment provide, in view of their scope, sufficient prolection for the applicant against
treatment contrary to Article 3 of the European Convention,

18. In these circumstances the provisional remedy should be granted ..."

6,225 APPLICATION OF PROVISIONS CONTAINED IN TREATIES NOT YET
IN FORCE
See: 8.23

6.23 INTERPRETATION OF TREATIES
See: 1.204: 4.52: 6.224; 8.23; 12.28; 16.164

7.21 EXTRA-TERRITORIAL SCOPE OF LEGISLATIVE ACTS
See; 8.2:8.23

812  RELATIONS OF "VOISINAGE'
See: 8.23

8.2 TERRITORIAL JURISDICTION
See also; 5.26; 8.23

A. v. the State Secretary for Justice, District Court of The Hague (sitting in Zwolle),
9 December 1998, JV (1999) No, 28,

— As Article 19(1) of the Aliens Act cannot be applied owtside Dutch territery, an alien
may be stopped and questioned about his identity as referred to in this article only after
he has crossed the Dutch border.”” This is not altered by the fact that the actual transfer

69. Art. 19(1) reads: *The controllers are authorised, either on the grounds of concrete indications
about illegal residence or to combat illegal residence, to stop persons as quickly as possible afier they
cross the border in order 1o establish their identity, nationality and status for residence purposes. A
person who alleges that he is a Duich national but is unable to prove this may be subjected 1o the means
of coercion referred 1o in paragraphs 2 and 4, The documents which an alien must possess for the
establishment of his identity, nationality and status for residence purposes shall be designated by order
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loration they came into the possession of Lans Mrough the art dealers Rlchnrd Temple
Gallery, Van Rijn and Dergazarian,

& Like the Church, the Courl of Appeal infers from the above that the icons were sto-
len from the Church of Antiphonitis on 6 March 1975 and that the Church had then lost
possession of the 1cons 1 follows that acts of possession in respect of the 1cons were per-
formed by persons other than the Church from that moment onwards. The right of action
by the Church for recovery therefore became ume-barred in March 1995, Ground of ap-
peal 4 therelore fails

9 The conelusion is that the dispuied judgment will be upheld and that the Church

should bear the costs of the appeal ... : ” P
(0¥ et dyie i

14.1261 COMPETENCE OF OCCUPANT | Y NBSETIA TR ﬁ'ﬂ[
See; 14.125

141263 EFFECT OF OCCUPATION REGIME ON PRIVATE LEGAL
RELATIONSHIPS
See: 14,125

4.2 CIVIL WAR
See: 4.52, 5.35

16.112 MEASURES RESULTING IN PROMOTION OR RESTRICTION OF TRADE
AND OTHER TRAFFIC OF GOODS
See: 13.16; 16,83

16.5 SOCIAL MATTERS
See: 1204 (pp 340-348)

1633 NARCOTICS
See also: 8.233

D.D. Bouterse v. Public Prosecutor, Supreme Court, 23 October 2001, NS (2002) No.

ThY =—

— Bouterse, former army conmmander, was sentenced to 11 years' imprisonment for
sonigelme cocaine from Suriname to the Netherlands.

68. The Church appcnll.d in cassalion to the Supreme Courl, but this was cancelled on 14 De-
cember 2002

69, Note by .M. Reijnyes. LN Mo, AD4727 <www reehispraak nl=. Summarnised and dis-
cussed by E. Myjer in NJCM-Bulletin (2001 ) pp. 1046-1049
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The question whether of was in foct due fo the actions of the Dntch authorities thea
Bouterse was ot granted temporary exemption from the appheation of coercive meg.
stres must be answered i the negative.

— In view of the provisions of Article 7¢7) of the Uwnied Nations Comvenlion against il-
ficit traffic m narcotic drugs and psyelotropic substances of 1988, Bouterse cannor -
voke e provisions of Article 7(18) on safe conduct i the context of tegad relations be-
tween the Netherlands and Surneme™ since a bilateral treany on mutnal assistance is in
Joree between these hve conntries.

— I view of the special circumstances of the case the provisions af Article 6 of the Furo-
pean Convention on Himan Rights™ do not prevend the eontination and, i die conrse,
camplenion of the il of the case in the absence of the accused, notwithstanding the fack
of a statement by the acensed expressly waiving fus right o be present,

— The arrangement provided for m Avticle 279¢1) of the Code af Criminal Procedure™ is
1ot conirary fo the provistans of Article 6(1) and (3)(c) of the European Convemtion,

— By allowing Bouterse s counsel, whe was daetmg withont express mstrictions from his
client, every freedom 1o speak m court, the Court of Appeal, without being obliged 1o do

so, gave connsel the opporinity jo raise more matters than pravided for wm Arucle
279¢1).

The Faets: A criminal investigation was instituted afler suspietons n the early 19905 that
lormer army commander Bouterse, who had Surinamese nationalily and resided n
Sunname.” was mvolved in smuggling narcotie drugs 1o the Netherlands. This uitimately
led to hus indictment belore the Distriet Courl of Rotterdam n 1997 on the lollowing
counts: (1} membership of a criminal organisation from 1989 to 1992 and (23-(6) smug-

70 Ar. 7 reads. ‘Mutual legal assisinnee [..] 7. Paragraphs 8 to 19 of this Article shall apply
Lo requests made pursuant to this Artele iF the Parties in queshon are nol bound by a trealy of mu-
tual legal assistance, If these Partics are bound by such o trealy, the correspondng provisions of that
treaty shall apply unless the Parties agreed 10 apply paragraphs 8 10 19 of this article n liey thereof.
Lol 18 A witness, expert or other person whe consents to give evidence in a proceeding or to assist
1 an mvestigation, prosceution or judicial proeceding i the territory of the requesting Pacty, shall
not be proseevted, detained, punished or subjected 1o any other restriction of his personal liberty in
that territory in respect of aets, omissions or conviclions prior to lis departure from the territory of
the requested Party. Such safe conduet shall cease when the wilness, expert or ether person having
had, Tor a penod of fifleen consecutive days, or for any period ageeed upon by the Parties, from the
date an which he has been olTicially informed that his presence is no longer required by the judicial
awthoritics, an opporlunity of leaving, has nevertheless remained voluntarly in the ternitory, or, hav-
mg left i, has returned of his own free will ®

71 Art 6 reads *1. In the determination of his civil rights and obligations or of any criminal
charge apainst him. everyone is entitled (o o fr and public hearing witlun a reasonable ime by an
independent and impartial tribunal established by law. [.] 3. Everyone charged with a criminal of-
fence has been following minimum rights: |...] (g} (o defend himself in person or through legal as-

sisianee of lns own choosing or, if he has not sullicient means to pay lor legal assistance, to be
gven it free when the interests ol justice so require; [..]°
72. For the text of Art, 269(1) see under Held,

3. Bouterse wos chairman of the National Military Council of Suriname and as such de facto

leader of the Republic (rom 25 Febroary 1980 ta 25 January 1988 In 1980 and 1982 he even ook
on the role of Prosident for a few days
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gling cocaine durin 2y ;
Schiphol Airport in t:[l::h;;cﬁ::?ﬁ(:zﬁ‘a;u'l;rﬂf:.lfff:ﬂghAR'J““l‘daﬂ‘l_J m'd b e
lands A further count (7) of smugelin N Hj crln e Hcl‘gufm} e It
i e AT : }i;:_‘ 2 C'.‘H.ﬂll.‘l(.. b:. ship (through blellcndam} in the pe-
97 was added in 1999 The District Court acquitted Bouterse in his absence
on count (2}, but convieted lum on counts (1) and (3)-(6) and sentenced him to 9 years®
imprisonment and a line of DF1 1,000,000 for each of olfences (3)-(3) and DFl 666,667
lor ol:lcncu .{6)' Finally, he was also convieted on count (7} and sentenced to a further T
years' imprisonment and a fine of DF1 1.000,000 (udgments of 16 July 1999), Houlerse
appealed apamst these judgments to the Court of Appeal of The Hapgue “The Court of Ap-
peal considered that counts [ 1)-(6) had not been proved and acquitied lnm However, the
Court of Appeal did consider that count (7) had been proved and senienced him to 11
years’ imprisonmeni for tlus [t proceeded Lo order his arrest (judgment ol 30 June
20003 ™ Bouterse then appealed in cassalion against this judgment to the Supreme Court
The Supreme Court disnussed the appeal

Held by the Court of Appedal of The Hagne: * . 4 11. Al the court hearmg ol 22 May 2000
the delence conlirmed that the delendant would not be coming to the Netherlands 1o ap-
pear al the hearing before the Court ol Appeal.

4.12. The accused has not appeared before the Court of Appeal since then and the
leave to proceed in his absence has remaned fully in force i the present case. Nor has
the defence expressed a wish lor the provistonal detention of the accused Lo be suspended
at any ume with a view to his appearance before the Court of Appeal.

413 It should transpire that the defendant did not oblain temporary exemption from
the application of coereive measures due to the actions of the Dutch authorities and that
he did not appear at the appeal heanng for this reason, the Court ol Appeal 1s now subject
to the obhigation, wluch it has in [acl taken upon isell, lo exanune whether, and if 5o (o
what extent, consequences should be altached Lo this

4 14 The first question to be answered 1s whether the fact that the defendant did not
obtamn temporary exception from the appheation ol coercive measures Wwas due o the ac-
tions of the Dutch authorities.

415 According to the Court of Appeal, the actions of the Dutch autherities in this
matter should be assessed by reference to the eriterion ol reasonableness. The Courl of
Appeal has to this extent sought to base its decision on the provisions of Article 532k,
paragraph 1, of the Code of Criminal Procedure, which provides, imter alia, that in cases
in which there is a reasenable request for legal assistance made other than pursuant o a
treaty, the request should be pranted unless his would be contrary 1o a statutery regula-
tion or an instruction ol the Minister of Juslice

4.16. The conditions set by the Public Proseculion Service for “temporary exemplion
from the application ol coercive measures™ — namely, in briel, thal no coercive measures
will be applicd by or on the instructions ol the Public Prosecution Service and that, il the
defendant were to commil new erimimal olfences during the suspension ol the provisional
detention, a request will be made by the Public Proseeution Service Lo the Court of Ap-
peal for lermination of the suspension of the provisional detention — have not been dis-

74 LIN No. AAGIDS <www rechispraak.nl>, For a discussion of some of the interim decisions
see AJCA-Bulletin (2000) p. 789.
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puted by the defence and can be deseribed as enlirely reasonable. [t goes without saying
that an accused cannol be given temporary exemplion from the application of coercive
measures 1{° he commits lresh offences afler lus armival in the Netherlands. [t should also
be noted that by handing over the apphication of coererve measures to the courl hearing
the criminal case agamst the delendant, the Public Prosecution Service wished to given
the defendant every opportumty to appear belore the Court of Appeal at the tnal

417, The Court of Appeal also endorses the position of the Public Prosecution Ser-
vice, namely that no undertaking can be given in a general sense by the Minister of Jus-
lice not 1o apply coereive measures in the event of a request for legal assistance in respect
of the defendant during the suspension of provisional detention Even in a case where the
applicable treaty would not make 1 obligatory 1o apply coeroive measures, circimslances
may oceur in relation to the request for legal assistance. including request [or extradition,
which would constitute a ground in comparable cases for applying cocreive measures By
not applying coercive measures in such circumslances the Netherlands would not only
fail 1o [ullil its ebhgations under the apphicable treaty but would also act in contravention
ol the pnineiple of equality

4 18 The Courl ol Appeal also conlirms the mierpretation of Artiele 7(7) of the
United MNations Convention agamst ilheil eaflic in narcotic drugs and psychetropie sub-
stances, Vienna, 20 December 1988 (referred 1o below as the et Traflicking Conven-
tion), which was given previously al the court hearing of 10 Deeember 1999 According
to this interpretation, the provision in Article 7(18) of the Convention concerning sale
conduct 15 not applicable in the contexl of legal relations belween the Netherlands and
Sunname since a bilateral treaty concerning mutual assistance in crinunal maitlers 15 0
force between them (the Treaty between the Kingdom of the Netherlands and the Repub-
lie of Surmame concernmg extradition and mutual assistance in enminal matters, The
Hague, 27 Augusl 1976, referred 1o below as the 'H‘:‘:.al_!p‘,15 and the Prolocol contaming
special provisions i respeet of the Treaty, The Hague, 18 May 1993, which took effect
on 28 February 1993). Under Article 7(7) of the llheit Trafhicking Convention, the Slates
that are parties to the Convention expressly agree, if they have conchuded a bilateral treaty
of mutual legal assistance in enmmal matlers. 1o aceede 1o one or more requests referred
o paragraphs 8 to 19 of Article 7,

4,19, According to the explanatory notes to the Treaty (Bijl. Hand. 11, 1976-1977, 14
429 (R 1067y No, 1, p. 2), “every effort was made when drafling the Treaty to model il as
closely as possible on the Benelux Treaty concerming extradition and mulual assislance in
cominal matlers, of 27 June 1962 (b 1962, 97 and Byl, Hand 11, 8054).,7 and many
provisions were borrowed [rom that Trealy”™. Since an arrangement concerming immumnity
as meluded in Article 35 ol the Benelux Treaty™ s not meluded in the Treaty between
the Netherlands and Suriname. it must be assumed that the two States deeided not o

T5. 1202 UNTS p. 31 Teb. 1976 No. 143,

76. Trh. 1993 No. 87

77616 UNTS p. 79

78, Art. 35 reads: 'l A wilness or expert, whatever has nationality, appeanng on a sunumans
before the judicial authonties of the requesting Party shall not be prosccuted or detamed or sub-
Jeeted 1o any other restriction of lus personal liberty in the terntory of that Party in respeet of octs or
convichions anterior to lus departure from the termitory of the requested Party. 2. A person, whatever
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make such an agreement when concluding the Treaty

4.20. As held previously, Article 7(18) of the Hlicit Trafficking Convention does not
relate to accused persons If with a view solely to applyimg Article 7(18) of the llicit
Tracking Convention, the delendant were lo be ireated as “another person who consents
1o give evidence in a proceeding or to assist in an mvestigation. prosecution or judicial
proceeding in the temitory of the requesung Party™. this would constitute improper use of
this provision

4 21 The request by the defence is therelore not based on any lrealy

422 The suggestion that the Netherlands and Suriname should now agree 1o provide
safe conduct to the defendant. whether or not pursuant to Artiele 7(18) of the lleit Tral-
licking Convention, appears lo the Courl of Appeal lo be unrealistic, given the tolal lack
of cooperation by the Government of Suriname in relation to previous requests for lepal
assistance by the Netherlands In addinon, the suggestion 15 made extremely late, since
the internn judgment was given by the Court of Appeal on 10 December 1999

4 23 The question whether 1t was o [acl due 1o the achons af the Duteh authonities
that the defendant was nol granted lemporary exemption lrom the appheation of coercive
meastres 18 therefore answered in the negative. The non-appearance of the delendant at
the tnal belore the Court of Appeal need not therelore bave any consequences

4.24 Raght up until the last moment the delendant’s counsel did not declare in aceor-
dance with the provisions of Article 279, paragraph 1, in conjunction with Aruele 413 of
the Code of Criminal Procedure, that he had been expressly instructed by the defendant 1o
represent him at the tnal

]

11,2!3 The European Court of Human Rights held n ils judgment of 23 February 1999,
NI 1999, 641, m the case of De Groor v the Netherlands. iver afia, as follows: “The
Court recalls that the night of an neeused person to partieipate in person m the trial 15 a
fundamental element of a fair tnal { ). An accused may waive the exercise of this nght,
bul lo do 5o he must have received nolification in person and hus decision nol Lo appear or
not to defend himsell must be established in an unequivocal manner (...). Furthermore,
even where an appeal court has [ull junsdiction 1o review a case on questions of fact and
law, Article 6 of the Convention does not always require an absolule night for the accused
1o be present in person. In assessing Uis question regard must be had, mfer alia, o the
special leatures of the proceedings mnvolved and the manner in which the delence’s inter-
ests were presented and protected before the appellate courl. particularly i the hght of
the 1ssues to be deeded by 1L ()7

4 27 The defendant expressly instructed his counsel Mr Moszkowicz (o institute an
appeal against the judgment ol the Distnet Court. He was therefore aware that hus appeal
in the eriminal proceedings would be dealt with. Subsequently, the defendant did not ex-

his nationality, summoned belfore the yudicial amborines of the requesting Party w answer lor ocls
forming the subject of procecdings agamnst him shall not be prosceuted or detained or subjecied 1o
any other restriction of his personal liberty lor acts or convichions antenor Lo lus departure from the
territory of the requested Party and not specified im0 the summons. 3 The immunity provided for i
this article shall cease when the witness or expert or prosccuted person, having had for a period of
13 consccutive days from the date when his presence is no longer required by the judicial authorities
an opportunily of leaving, has nevertheless remained in the territory, or, having lefl it has returned”
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pressly nstruct his counsel to represent him during the appeal proceedings Nonefheless,
his counsel did in fact conduet the defence within the limits imposed on him as c_uunsc]
acting without instruction, although in doing so he acted not expressly on behalf of (he
defendant but in any event for his benefit. In imposing limitations regarding the conduct
of the defenee on the defendant’s uninstructed counsel, the Court of Appeal always ook
inte account whether as a result of the imitations there would siill be a fair heanng as
relerred lo i Ariicle 6(1) of the European Convention on Human Raghts and whether the
absence of the defendant was sulliciently compensated by the manner m which the de-
fence was conducted by the umnstructed counsel The defendant has also openly ex-
pressed his views through the media on the appeal proceedings in the Netherlands. In re-
sponse o questions put to him, for example. he answered, “Why should 1, er ... Holland
must clarify things They have prepared their files That's er . . That's er . no concern of
mine. And . I'll waiter  I'll wail and see what happens ™ And also, “Do you think I'm
bothered by that er . farce going on over there? ] don’t want anything to do with 1t " [n
this way he openly demonstrated his dismterest in the eonduet of the appeal proceedings

Nor is there any evidence that the defendant 1ook any steps (o contaet the Surinamese
authorilies from which the Government of Sunname could - and perhaps should (in the
context of the current Treaty on Mutual Assistance) — have iferred that he would appre-
ciate and have an interest in compliance by the Surinamese authoritics with the request of
the examinmg magisiraie to have im quesiioned in Suriname.

Finally, the defendant failed 1o appear at the heaning before the Court of Appeal de-
spite the fact that the Public Prosecution Service had sel very reasonable conditions dur-
ing the period in which his provisional detention would be suspended

428 In these special circumstances the provisions ol Article 6 of the European Con-
vention on Human Rights are not such as to prevent the Court ol Appeal (rom continuing
~and also in due course completing — the appeal proceedings in the absence of the defen-
dant, notwithstanding the lack ol'a statement by the defendant expressly waiving his right
lo be present

5 The posilion of uninstrueted counsel

5.1. At the heaning before the Court of Appeal on 9 December 1999 the Court of Ap-
peal laid down rules governing the position of the delendant’s uninstructed counsel n or-
der lo ensure the orderly and efficient conduct of the erimmal proceedings Even afler the
Court of Appeal adopted these rules, the defendant did not expressly instruet his counsel
to delend him in the proceedings. The Court of Appeal refers to the reasoning given for
this provision under case law and sees no reason lo consider changing its views on this
maller as a resull ol the argunents advanced by defence counsel in court

5.2. As the provision governing instrueted counsel, as a result of which the procecd-
ings are deemed to be defended (Art. 279, paragraph |1, Code of Criminal Procedure),
came into force so recently, namely on 1 February 1998 (Sth. 1998 No. 34), and bearing
m mind that the purpose of this arrangement is Lo remove the disadvantages of the i ab-
sentia procedure without infringing the requirements ol a farr hearing as laid down in Ar-
ticle 6 of the European Convention on Human Rights, the Courl of Appeal has not con-
sidered itself free (o enlirely exclude the application of the provision and thereby 1o allaw
uninstrucled counsel to conduet what would be in all respeets a full defence 1t is meum-
bent upon the courts 1o observe resiraint in respect of such a recent statutory provision.
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: 53 Nor is ““_5 altered by the fact thal, s counsel has submtled, there is now a third
siluation 1n practice, namely the situation in which counsel wishes to assist a defendant
who is nol present. The disadvantages of the i absentia procedure are particularly appar-
ent in such a large and complieated casc as this one, lor example [ appheabon were made
to amend the charges or i the examimation at the trial were lo be stayed I the Court of
Appeal were then to apply its own ‘contemporary” interpretation of the term “day of the
trial”, counsel could then claim that the defendant should have been summoned anew in
the case of each slay!

3.4 The Court of Appeal has decided to interpret the new provision 1n conformily
with the Convention, in the sense thal the provision does not contain a direction that the
defendant who has not mstructed counsel should not be represented The Court of Appeal
would refer in this conneclion 1o the valedictory address given by K. Martens, former
president of the Supreme Courl, published 1n the Nederlands Juristenblad of 7 April
2000, pp 747-758. where he states among other things (p 570) as follows. “Not applying
the provision would, afler all, result 1n a gap. This 15 why the courts would be loathe not
to apply the provision, but must necessanly [ill the gap with a rule ol therr own making,
Sometimes the courls can rely in s connection on extlensive nterprelation of other
slatutory rules, but, as has been scen in practice, will not infrequently be obliged o
choose between diflerent solutons when [illing the gap.” He goes on 1o say “The more
[requently the European Convention on Human Rights 15 successfully invoked. the
greater the number ol cases in which the courts wall have 1o ereate low ™

5.5 The consequences of the judpments ciled by counsel in the cases ol Lala and
Pelladoah have already been discussed in the explanatory memorandum lo the proposed
provision (Byl Hand. T1, 1995-1996, 24 692, Mo 3, pp. 12-14). 109 15 assumed that the
Judgments of the European Court of Human Rights in these cases were (o indicate thal
counsel should be able 1o defend in [ull his absent ehent, even if' the chent deliberately
chooses nol (o atlend the trial = which 1s not autematically established because the Dulch
law applicable at that ume did not recognise the possibility of expressly instructing coun-
sel 10 condue! the defence and there eannot therelore be said o be a “misguded formalist
condition™ even m his siluation — the legislator has primacy in assessing this provision
The primacy of the legislator is one of the basic rules ol a eonstitutional demoeracy. The
courts muslt therefore proceed on the basis thal this choice must be respected 11 counsel
were 1o be able to conduct a full delence even without express instructions, the provisions
of Article 279, paragraph 1. of the Code of Criminal Procedure would be devoid of any
prachical meaning

5.6. Faced with the chaice of allowing or disallowing a defence, the Court of Appeal
has opted 1o allow a defence, subject Lo the provise that a decision on whether all require-
ments of a fair hearing have been fulfilled will be made only at the time of the final judg-
ment

The Court of Appeal has decided that counsel may address it in the widest sense of the
word, bul may nol perform any junstic acts such as assenting or consenting and may also
nol request judicial decisions, Although he may speak in court, he may nol take sleps in-
dependently in the proceedings  According to (he Court of Appeal, the term “addressing™
should generally be regarded as including the pulting forward of delences. whether in the
preliminary stages or after the closing speech, the submission of questions to witnesses
and experts appeanng at the trial, and the making of observations on the procedures to be
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' 5.? Npr 15 Uns altered by the fact thal, as counsel has submitled; there i1s now a third
sttuation in practice, namely the siluation in which counsel wishes to assist a defendant
who is nol present. The disadvantages of the i absentia procedure are particularly appar-
enlm such a large and complicated case as this one, for example 1l appheation were made
to amend the charges or il (he examination at the trial were (o be stayed I the Court of
.l'\._pplcul were then to apply ils own ‘contemporary interpretation of the term “day of the
trial”, counsel could then claim that the delendant should have been summoned anew in
the casc of cach stay!

3.4 The Court of Appeal has decided 1o interpret the new provision in confommuly
with the Convention, i the sense that the provision does not contain a direction that the
delendant who has not mstructed counsel should not be represented The Court of Appeal
would reler in Uus conmection o the vitledictory address piven by K Martens, former
president of the Supreme Courl, published in the Nederlands Juristenblad of 7 April
2000, pp 747-758, where he siates among other things (p. 570) as follows: “Not applying
the provision would. after all. result in a gap. This 1s why the courts would be loathe not
to apply the provision. bul must necessanly 0] the pap with a rule of their own making.
Sometimes the courts can rely in this connection on extensive interpretation ol olher
statutory rules, but, as has been seen in practce, will not infrequently be obliged to
choose between different solutions when filling the gap ™ Fe goes on (o say “The more
lrequently the European Convention on Human Righls 1s suecessfully invoked, the
greater the number of cases in which the courts vwall have to create law ™

3.5 The consequences ol the judpments eited by counsel in the cases of Lala and
Pelladoah have already been discussed 1n the explanatory memorandum 1o the proposed
provision (Bl Hand. 11, 1995-1996, 24 692, No 3. pp. 12-14). IF it 1s assumed that the
judgments of the European Courl of Human Rights in these cascs were to indicate that
counsel should be able o defend n full his absent client, even 1f the chient deliberately
chooses not o allend the inal = which 1s not aulomatically established because the Dutch
law applicable at that ume did not recognise the possibility of expressly instructing coun-
sel 1o conduet the defence and there cannot therefore be said Lo be o “misguided lormalist
condition™ even in this silualion - the legislatlor has primacy in assessing this provision
The primacy of the legislator is one of the basic rules ol a constitutional demaeracy. The
courts must therelore proceed on the basis thal this choice must be respecled [ counsel
were Lo be able 1o conduet a full defence even without expross instructions, the provisions
of Article 279, paragraph |, of the Code of Crimunal Procedure would be devond of any
practical meaning,

5.6. Faced with the choee of allowing or disallowing a delence, the Court of Appeal
has opted (o allow a defence, subject to the proviso that a decision on whelher all require-
ments ol a [air hearing have been fulfilled will be made only at the time of the final judg-
menl

The Court of Appeal has decided that counsel may address it m the widest sense of the
word, but may not perform any juristic acts such as assenting or consenting and may also
not request judicial decisions. Allthough he may speak n courl, he may not lake steps -
dependently in the proceedings, According to the Courl of Appeal, the term “addressing”
should generally be regarded as including the putting forward of defences, whether in the
prehimimary stages or aller the closing speech, the submission of questions 1o wilnesses
and experts appearing al the trial, and the making of observations on the procedures to be
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observed and everything which oceurs at the trial in relation Lo the case.

5.7. Although counsel who has not been expressly instructed is deprived of the right
to request judicial decisions, for example by submitting requests lo question certain wil-
nesses or experts, this does not necessanly mean that these witnesses or experts will not
be summoned. Counsel is, aller all, authorised 1o express the wish that this wilness or ex-
perts should be heard by the Court of Appeal, and the Courl of Appeal may grant this
wish. [t is merely that there can be no obhgation on the Court ol Appeal to give an imme-
diate and reasoned decision on every request made by counsel who has not been expressly
mstructed. The reasoning may also be given ala later stage. for example at the lime of the
linal judgment, if the Court of Appeal, belore deciding on the ments, deals with the lcs-
tion of whether the proceedings were fur and the defendant had a proper opportunity lo
defend himsell” This helps to prevent a situation in which counsel not only speaks n
courl but also performs all kinds of junstic acts and thus presents humsell as a participant
in the proceedings, although he also repeatedly states that he has not been expressly in-
structed by the delendant to represent him, The Court of Appeal has adhered 1o this line
throughout the proceedings Where the Court of Appeal has constdered it necessary, it
has granted the wish expressed by counsel 1o hand over documents or summon witnesses
and has made ex officio use ol the powers granted to it by law. Where it hag refused to
grant such wishes, the Court of Appeal has explamed its reasons, This applies to all
wishes expressed by counsel. The Count of Appeal has also heard counsel in advance be-
forc making any decisions and has taken account of any objections rmsed by him The
only exception has been in the case of the large number of witnesses summoned by coun-
sel prior to the hearing of 9 December 1999, whom the Court of Appeal has nel sum-
moned. The Court of Appeal wall give reasans for this decision. in so far as i1 15 relevant,
in the remainder of thus judgment

58 The Court of Appeal does not agree with the submission that the defendant has
been placed at a disadvaniage by the limitations imnpaosed on the uninstructed counsel and
even, lo use the words of counsel, “by a serious breach of the principle of equality of
arms guaranteed under treaty law™. Quile apart from the fact that the defendant has had
the opportumity al all times 1o achieve de Jure equality of arms oo by expressly briefing
counsel, the notion that it has allowed “a bit of a defence” dunng the hearing of the ap-
peal is, i the view of the Courl ol Appeal. incorrect The Courl of Appeal has always
allowed counsel de facto 1o put forward a full defence, although it has delerred an expla-
nation ol the reasons lor some of its decisions until the (inal Judgment.

3.9, The Court of Appeal will for the time being leave unanswered the question of
whether or not defence counsel has in this way pursued a deliberate procedural slratepy
Al the time ol the decision of the Court of Appeal of 22 December 1999 it inferred this
from a number of eircumstances referred 10 at that juneture

Counsel has now submitted, as a possible scenano, that he agreed 1o act as defence
counsel on 21 August 1997 and that he met with the defendant around that ume, in other
words before the entry into eflect of the provision concerning instructed counsel, at
which the defendant instructed him to do everything which appeared useful in his inter-
ests. From his further statemenis the Courl of Appeal must infer that, in this scenario, the
arrangement of the express instruclion was never raised dunng the further cause of the
criminal proeeedings becouse counsel simply had no further contact with the delendant
Counsel submils thal the Court of Appeal may not infer the contrary from all kinds of
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cireumstances. The Court of Appeal absolutely aceepis (his, sinee the word of an allorney
must always be beheved However, the Court of Appeal still fails to understand why, if
counsel had been instructed by the defendant 10 do everything which would appear
worthwhile in his interests, he did not contact the defendant in order to inform him of a
statutory proviston for which the mstructions given by the delendant did not provide The
Court of Appeal fals to see how disclosure of the result of this contact could afTect the
relationslup ol trust between counsel and defendant. In fact, the Court of Appeal 1akes the
view thal the instruclions given to counsel, in particular the instruction to do everything
which may appear worthwhile in his interests, could be interpreted as an express instrie-
tion to defend the defendant In any evenl, why counsel has milerpreted this instruchion
difterently and has not contacted his client about this requires further explanation

5.10. The Court of Appeal therefore refuses the request by the delence to start the ex-
aminalion m courl anew, (hereby giving the defence the opportunity (o exercise to the [ull
extent all rights of defence to which it is enlatled.

Il 5 Ill‘J. The public prosecutor in the district of The Hague applied in 1994 and 1993,
briel, for witnesses NN -V Lo be grven the status ol “threatened witness™

15.11 The status of “threatened witness” was granted by the examining magistrate lo
the witnesses concemed m the period from 2 August 1994 to 5 June 1995
|£5.Il'? The examining magstrate ingquired by letter of 19 Apnl 1995 about the possi-
bulity of sending a letter direct lo an accused in Suriname in order to mform um ubt;n?lt
applications within the meaning of Article 2264 of the Code of Criminal Pmcp@ure. In hls
letter of reply of 26 April 1995 the then Minister of Justice wrote 1o the examining magis-
trate as follows: y

“The agreement between the Netherlands and Suriname concerning cxtradition and
mutual assistance in eriminal matters was unilaterally suspended by the Netherlands on
16 December 1982 [ollowing the so-called *December murders’. The reason given for
this was ‘the lack of any guarantee of normal due process in Suriname’ An important
consideration was that all key positions in the country had been taken by members of the
military.

Th? siluation improved when a eivilian government ook office. This 15 why the Neth-
erlands sought rapprochement in 1991 m order to restore the mutual legal assistance rela-
tionship. This resulted in the conclusion of a Protocol betlwccn the bwo countries termi-
nating the suspension In vicw of the stll precarious siuation m Sl!rmun.lc, the two coun-
tries agreed in the Protocol to take measures for a cautious restoration of the relationship.
Tlus means that all requests for legal assistance on Lhe basis of the 1976 treaty may be
sent only by the Ministers of Justice. Accordingly, the power contained in the I‘JT_’E- treaty
for the judicial authorities to send one another direct requests for legal assistance is lerm-
nated ' The Protocol has now taken eflect. Further consultation must take place ht:mzeen
the Dutch and Surinamese govermments about the moment at which the suspension of the
1976 Lreaty is to lake effect o .

It is evident from the above that every form of legal assistance is impossible owmg lo
the suspension of the (realy. Your question as to whether a letier may be sent directly loa
defendant in Suriname must therefore be answered n the negative. The power to write
directly o people in another country other than through the intermediary of the judicial
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authorities is. afler all, permitted only if this has been agreed by the two countries con-
eerned ina treaty. Such action 15 permutted only between the Schengen countries. Article
14 of the 1976 treaty explicitly regulates this power i relation to Suriname. As a result of
the suspension of the trealy, the action proposed by you 1s also not permitled.”

15.18 It 1s not incomprehensible that the exammning magistrate decided, as a result of
this levter, not w hear the defendant prior 1o the determination of the status. Article 332k
of the Code of Criminal Procedure, which has been eited by defence counsel and which
provides that legal assistance of a mmor nature need not be based on a treaty. relates ex-
clusively 1o incoming and not to oulgoing requests for legal assistance. In these cireum-
stances the absence of this lormal hearmg ol the defendant does not m any event consti-
tute such a fundamental defect that the statements made by the relevant witness must be
excluded from the evidence,

[ ]

31 5. On appeal the sentence to be imposed has been determined by the Court of Ap-
peal on the basis of the seriousniess of the offence and the circumstances i which it was
commilted and on the basis of the identity of the defendant and his personal circum-
stances, in so far as evidenee of they became known duning the examination at the trial

31.6 The following factors 1n particular were taken into account 1n this connection

31.7 In cooperation wath other people the delendant arranged for cocaine oblamed
from him to be imported nto the territory of the Netherlands. This involved a very sub-
stantial quantity of cocaine, approximalely 474 kilograms inchuding packapging. In adds-
tiom, the defendant dud this s o member of a criminal organisation

318 As is generally known, cocaine 1s a major danger to public health. In addition.
addsction to cocame, lnked to the high prices paid by addicts, encourages further crime
The defendant glearly distegarded the interests of public health and was merely interested
n his own financial gain The legislator has imposed heavy sentences [or oftences of (s
seriousness and nature in the interests of public health

31.9. The Court of Appeal has also laken into account the position of power held by
the defendant in Sunnamese society. If a person such as the defendant. in a position of
authonity, engages in cocame trallickmg from Suriname (o the Netherlands, this nol only
poses a danger to public health and an increase in cocame-related cnime. Persons such as
the delendant serve as mole models [T they abuse their position of power for their own
linancial gain and chsregard the harm{ul consequences of cocaine trafficking, they should
be held to account more severcly than the average citizen In addition, 1f people with a
position i soeiely such as thal of the defendant engage 1n international cocame traflick-
ing this seriously compromise the image of the country Irom which the export takes
place, which can have far-reaching consequences for the position ol that country m the
niernational community. including legal relations witl the Netherlands.

31.10. The Court of Appeal considers il all the more serious that the defendant com-
mitted the present offence at a moment when he knew that he was hemg prosceuted [or
similar offences committed as o member ol a criminal orgamsation

3111 The Court of Appeal has taken account of the fact that it ts not evident from the
extract from the documentation register that the defendant has previously been eonvieted
of criminal offences. However, the Court of Appeal considers this Lo be of only second-
ary importance since the defendant ceased to be part of Dutch sociely a long time ago
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Held by the Supreme Canrt: *.. 4. Assessment of ground of appeal [

4.1 This ground of appeal contams the complamnt that the Court of Appeal wrongly —
or in any event with msufTicient reasons — [ailed to give defence counsel the opportunity
to conduct the defence in full

[

4.3 'I'hm:_- ground of appeal concerns the application of Articles 279 and 331 of the
. Code of Criminal Procedure, which are applicable, pursuant to Article 415 of the Code of

o Crinunal Procedure, by analogy to the proceedmgs before the Court of Appeal, In so far
as they are relevant here the provisions read as [ollows

“Artcle 279, 1. A suspect who has nol appeared may arrange lo be represented at the
trial by an altorney-al-law who expressly declares thal he has been speeilically instrueted
for this purpose. The court shall agree to this [...] 2. The hearing ol a case against a defen-
dant who has instructed lus attorney-at-law o represent him is treated as a defended ac-
ton. Article 331 1. Every power granted Lo the defendant in thas Title shall be invested in
the counsel who assists the defendant at the trial or is allowed to represent an absent de-
fendant pursuant to Article 279, paragraph | [ |”

4.4 The text of these provisions was established by the Acl of |3 January 1998, Stb
No 33 (review of examinalien in court), which entered into loree on | February 1998
According o the background to the introduction of this Act. as described in the findings
of the Court of Appeal and in the opinion of the Advocate General, the legislator’s inten-
lion in introducing these rules was first of all to meet the objections of the European
Court of Human Rights to the application of the arrangement which previously applied in
the Netherlands (partially based on case law) concerning the defence of an accused who
did not attend the trial (European Court of Human Rights, 22 September 1994, NI 1994,
733) and, second, to improve the seope for enforcing judgments given i absentia.

4.5. The statutory system designed by the legislator for the examination in eourt of
people who have reached the age of eriminal responsibility in criminal cases where the
summons has been validly served can be summansed as follows. The case is tned and
disposed of as a defended case il the delendant 1s present at the start of the examination
in court as referred to in Article 270 of the Code of Criminal Procedure or, as the case
may be, Article 280, paragraph 3, of the Code of Criminal Procedure, whether or not as-
sisted by counsel. In that case an appeal must generally be lodged, pursuant to Article 408
and 432 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, no later than 14 days afler the final judg-
ment

A case is alse tried and disposed of as a defended case i counsel for a defendant who
has not appeared 1s present at the start of the examination at the trial and expressly de-
clares, pursuant to Article 279, paragraph [, that he has been specifically instructed to
conduct the defence, and the judge agrees to this. In this ease too, an appeal musl, in ac-
cordance with the intention of the legislator, be lodged aganst the final judgment within
no more than 14 days afler it is given

The case is tried and dispased of in absentia pursuant to Article 280 of the Code of
Criminal Procedure if the defendant has not appeared al the start of or in the course of the
examinalion in courl and if no eounsel has appeared or a counsel who is present has not
expressly stated that he has been specifically instructed by the defendant to conduct the
defence In that case, an appeal must generally be lodged in accordance with Article 399,
Arlicle 408 and Article 432 of the Code ol Criminal Procedure within no more than 14
days afler the defendant has become aware of the final judgment.
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4.6. 1t should be observed that the requirement of an mstruction if the defendant
wishes his counsel Lo appear on his behall 1s speeified nol only in Article 279 and Article
131 of the Code of Crimnal Procedure. Reference may also be made to Article 450, para-
graph 1, of the Code of Criminal Procedure and Article 452, paragraph 1, of the Code af
Criminal Procedure concerning the use of appeals and the submussion of documents by an
atlomey. The requirement of instruction is based on the notion that the defendant, before
instructing counsel, makes a choice, for example concerning the identity ol the attorney
and the nature and extent of the acts that the attorney will perform on his behalf

4.7. Agamst this background it 15 necessary lo strietly observe the instruction require-
ment contained in Artiele 279 of the Code of Criminal Pracedure, Striet apphication of
Asticle 279 would generally not be contrary lo the requirements resulting from Article
6(1) and (3), opening words and (c), of the Furopean Convention on Human Rights The
latter provision provades, after all, that the delendant has the right to defend himsell
through legal assistance of his own choosing, but contams nothing that would preclude
{his choice from being evident from an instruction granted for this purposc by the defen-
dant.

4.8 This is why the system provided for m Arlicle 279 of the Code of Criminal Proce-
dure should be interpreted as meaning. (1) that the counsel who (a) assists the defendant
present at the trial, or (b) expressly declares at the tnal that he has been specifically in-
structed to conduet the defence by the defendant who 15 nol present, can exereise all
nghts and powers granted fo him by law, mncluding therefore the powers referred Lo m
Article 331, paragraph |, of the Code of Crimmal Procedure; in such cases the proceed-
ings are deall with as defended procecdings, (2) thal counsel who does nol expressly de-
clare that at the trial that he has been specifically instructed by the defendant who has not
appeared 1o conduct the defence, may not exercise any of the nghts and powers granted to
him by law, with the exception of the right to explamn the absence of the defendant and lo
request a stay in order that the defendant can exercise his right of attendance or in order
Lo obtain an instruction as referred 1o above; in the absence of such an nstruction the case
is dealt with i absentia

4.9. The possibility is not excluded that a dilTerent deeision may have to be taken in
exceptional cases on the basis of the above-mentioned treaty rules.

4.10. The Court of Appeal has established that the cases referred lo above at 4.8, un-
der (1), do not apply here. 1t must also be inferred from the factual eireumstances estab-
lished by the Court of Appeal that this does not conslilule an exeeptional case as referred
1o in 4 9. I follows that the Court of Appeal, without being obliged to do so, gave coun-
sel the opportunity 1o raise more mallers than provided for in Article 279(1)

4.11 The ground of appeal, which 1s based on a nusimterpretation of Article 279 of
the Code of Criminal Procedure, cannol therefore resull in cassation ..’

16.55 [ENVIRONMENTAL QUESTIONS
See: 9.12

166 CULTURAL MATTERS
Sce 14.125
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2.14, In the context of his second application for admission as a refugee the plaintiff
has also not adduced evidence of any new facis or circumstances that would shed new
light on his story. Even if the letters of a bishop from Jaffna could be regarded as new
evidence, they cannol play a role if only because they have not been lodged.

2,15, It follows from the above that there is no ground for staying the expulsion of
the plaintiff and that the request to this effect will therefore be dismissed.

2.16. On the grounds of the above the president considers thal there is every
likelihood that the notice of appeal that has been lodged will not result in a different
outcome than in the procedure for provisional remedy. As it has not been shown that
further consideration of the notice of appeal could reasonably contrbute to an
assessment of Lthe case, there is reason in this case to exercise the power contained in
Anicle 8:86 of the General Administrative Law Act. The president will hold that the
notice of appeal against the decision not to grant the application for admission as a
refugee is unfounded ,.."*

1229 OTHER MEANS OF SETTLEMENT [mzagiﬂf"’ﬂ - 'ﬂ"""!>
See: 16.164
o Risleris Buvots e
u’ i
13223 UN EMBARGO, BOYCOTT, BLOCKADE 500 )

P.J.F. de Kerf v. Minister of Finance, Trade and Industry Appeal Tribunal, 19
August 1999,

— Acts as referred 1o in Article | of the Sanctions Decree on International Payments and
Financial Services against Irag of 1991"™ of a legal entity established in the Netherlands

99. On 12 May 1999 the Commitiee held in an interim ruling that A.'s communication was
admissible (NAV (1999) MNo. B6, JAV (1999) No, 160). It requested the Netherlands to make clear
what measures had been taken to have A. examined by a doctor in connection with the torture that
he had suffered. Finally, the Committee noted as follows: ‘Furthermore, the Commiliee notes the
State party’s statement that it saw no reason to honour the Committee’s request under rule 108,
paragraph 9, of its rules of procedure not to expel the author while his communication is under
consideration. The Commillee considers that the State party, in ratifying the Convention and
voluntarily accepting the Commiitee’s competence under Art, 22, undertook to co-operate with it in
good faith in applying the procedure. Compliance with the provisional measures called for by the
Committee in cases it considers reasonable is essential in order to protect the person in question from
irreparable harm, which could, moreover, nullify the end result of the proceedings before the
Commiltee.

Under rule 110, paragraph 3, of the rules of procedure the Committee reiterates its view that it would
be desirable not to return the author to Sri Lanka while his communication is under consideration by
the Committee. However, such expression of ils views does not prejudge the Committec's final
decision on the merits of the communication.'

100. Note by J.H. van der Veen. Summarised in AB Korr (1999) No. 485 and NJB (1999) p. 1702
(No. 12).

101. For the text of Art, | see under Held. As regards the previous Decision on Sanctions on
International Payments and Financial Services against lrag, see 22 NYIL (1991) p. 370. For the new
Iraq Sanction Decree of 2 August 1997, see 19 NYIL (1998) p. 234,
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and in liguidation can, since the only person connected with the legal entity has Iragi
nationaltiy, be equated substantively with acts in respect of moneys or assets that belong
fo a person living or resident in fraq. )

— The Sanctions Decree must be regarded as the implementation by the Dutch Ieg:s.f'?}ior
of Resolutions 660, 661, 687 and 778 of the Security Council of the United Nations."™ It
follows that the resolutions do not therefore comtain provisions that can be binding on
any persan and do nat therefore prevent the pessibility of dispensation referred to in
Article 1 of the Decree from being applicable.

— Where this possibility is invoked, it will be necessary to indicate, having regard, inter
alia, to the provisions of Article 9 of the Sanctions Aet,'™ what special interests would,
on balance, necessitate refusal in the case of the applicant. Refusal by means of a simple
reference to the reselutions is not sufficient,

The Facts: Mass Holland Intermational B.V., a private company, was incorporated in
1992 on behalf of A.L Saleh, who possessed Iragi nationality and was the owner of a
chicken fatiening business in Irag. According to an extract from the Commercial
Register, Saleh was the sole shareholder and managing director. The Minister of Justice
issued a certificate of no objection (o the incorporation of the company. At some point
the assets of the company were frozen. By decision of 10 June 1996 of the Chamber of
Commerce of North-East Brabant, the company was wound up and P.J.F. de Kerf was
appointed as liquidator, De Kerf then wrote to the Dutch Central Bank on 4 October
1996 requesting that he be granted a dispensation from the Sanctions Decree on
International Payments and Financial Services against Irag of 1991, The Bank forwarded
the request 1o the Minister of Finance for consideration. The latier, acting also on behalf
of the Minister for Foreign Affairs, refused the request on 27 March 1997, De Kerf
appealed to the Trade and Industry Appeal Tribunal against this refusal,

Held: *... 2. The basis of the dispute.

2.1. Pursuant to Anicle 2 in conjunction with Aricle 3, paragraph 1, of the Actof 15
February 1980, Bulletin of Acts and Orders 1980, 93, for the taking of sanctions against
cerlain States or areas (referred 1o below as the Sanctions Act 1977), rules may be laid
down concemning the movement of poods, services and paymemts, shipping, civil
aviation, road transport, post and telecommunications in respect of the States or areas
designated in the Sanctions Decree, in order o comply with resolutions or
recommendations of bodies of intemational organisations or with intemational
agreements relating to the maintenance or restoration of international peace and security
or the promotion of the international legal order.

Pursuant to Aricle 9, paragraph 1, of the Sanctions Act 1977, the government
ministers designated in the Sanctions Decree or the Sanctions Order may grant
exemption from rules and regulations as described in Anicle 3 and, on request,
dispensation. Pursuant to paragraph 2, an exemption or dispensation may be granted
subject to conditions or obligations.

102, For the relevant text and dates of the resolutions see under Held.

103. For the text of Art. 9 see under Held. As regards the Act in general see also 12 NYIL (1981)
p. 292, and P.J. Kuyper, *“The Netherlands in Intermational Law of Export Control', Jurisdictional
Issues (1992) pp. 117-145,
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Article | of the Royal Decree of 2 April 1991, Bulletin of Acts and Orders 1991,
167, which contains financial sanctions against Iraq (the Sanctions Decree on
International Payments and Financial Services against Iraq of 1991), reads as follows:
“Everyone is forbidden, without dispensation granted by or on behalf of Our Minister for
Foreign Affairs and Our Minister of Finance, to perform any act of management or
disposal with regard to moneys or assets that are kept at banks or other financial
institutions established in the Netherlands and that belong directly or indirectly, wholly
or to a greal extent, to the Republic of Iraq, persons resident or staying there, public
bodies established there, legal entities established there and branches or sub-offices in
that country of legal entities that are established elsewhere.”

Pursuant to Article | of the Act of 31 May 1994, Bulletin of Acts and Orders 382,
which extends the term of operation of the Sanctions Decree on Intemational Payments
and Financial Services against Irag, the term of operation of the Sanctions Decres has
been extended for an indefinite period.

The Sanctions Decree is intended to comply with international agreements

concerming Irag, and in particular Resolutions 660 and 661 of the Security Council of the
United Nations. The following paragraph of Resolutions 661 is important to the present
case;
“4, Decides that States shall not make available to the government of Irag, or to any
commercial, industrial or public utility undeniaking in Iraq or Kuwait, any funds or any
other financial or economic resources and shall prevent their nationals and any persons
within their territories from removing from their territories or otherwise making available
to that Government or to any such undertaking any such funds or resources and from
remitling any other funds to persons or bodies within Irag or Kuwait, except payments
exclusively for a strctly medical or humanitarian purposes and, in humanitarian
circumstances, foodstuffs,”

This is elaborated in Resolutions 687 of 3 Aprl 1991 and Resolution 778 of 2
October 1992, Paragraph 20 of Resolution 687 reads:

“Decides, effective immediately, that the prohibitions against the sale or supply to
Iraq of commodities or products other than medicine and health supplies and prohibitions
against financial transactions related thereto contained in resolution 661 (1990), shall not
apply to foodstuffs notified to the Security Council Committes established by resolution
661 (1990) concerning the situation between Iraq and Kuwait or, with the approval of
that Committee, under the simplified and accelerated Ano-objection procedure, to
malerials and supplies for essential civilian needs has identified in the report to the
Secretary-General dated 20 March 1991, and in any further findings of humanitarian
need by the Committze,”

Finally, paragraph 11 of resolution 778 reads as follows:

*11. Decides that no further Iraqi assets shall be released for purposes set forth in
paragraph 20 of resolution 687 (1991) except Lo the sub-account of the escrow account,
established pursuant to paragraph 8 of resolution 712 (1991), or directly to the United
Nations for humanitarian activities in Irag;"'™
(-]

104. Resolution 660 of 2 August 1990 and Resolution 661 of 6 August 1990.
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3. The disputed decision and the position of the respondent
In essence, the disputed decision is as follows. Saleh is the sole shareholder of Mass
Holland International B.V. and, according to the available information, is resident in
Irag. It follows that Article 1 of the Sanctions Decree is applicable.

The condition on which dispensation can be granted is described in Resolution 778
of the United Nations. Under this resolution, blocked accounts can be released only for
the purpose of transmission lo the escrow account of the United Nations, As the
Netherlands is subject to the obligation 1o implement sanctions measures against Iraq in
accordance with the resolutions of the Security Council, there is no reason in this case (0
grant the requested dispensation. The position taken by the appeliant, namely that it is
being made impossible for him to discharge his statutory duties as liquidator owing o
the lack of moneys to pay his accounts cannot mean that other statutory provisions,
including the provisions of the Sanctions Act 1977, the implementing decrees based on
the Sanctions Act 1977 and the policy in this regard, should not be applied.

In the statement of defence and at the hearing, it was once again emphasised on
behall of the respondent that the various interests had not been weighed against one
another. In particular, paragraph 11 of Resclution 778 should be interpreted so strictly as
to contain a prohibition on allowing any acts of management or disposal other than
paymenls to the escrow account. This prohibition is absolute and does not allow the
respondent any scope for deviation from it,

4, The position of the appellant

In support of the appeal the appellant has, in brief, submitted the following argu-
ments against the disputed decision,

The appellant’s primary submission is that Article 1 of the Sanctions Decree does not
apply since this case docs not involve a Dutch company. The fact that the shareholder is
resident or staying in Irag does nol make any difference. It has, incidentally, not been
established in any way that Saleh, who is of Kurdish origin, is still present in lrag.

It has been argued alternatively that Anticle 9 of the Sanctions Act 1977 provides for
the possibility of granting a dispensation as requested. The granting of an exemption or
dispensation may be necessary for reasons of faimess, as is also evident from the
explanatory memorandum lo the Act. This is the case here. As liquidator the appellant
has the duty of liquidating the assets of the legal entity that has been wound up. It is
evident for the time being from the accounts of Mass Holland International B.V. that
there are substantial claims that must be examined in more detail. In order 1o carry out
this examination the appellant must have access to the assets on the bank account.

The fact that requests such as this one have always been refused need nol mean that
this should occur in the present case. The case of the appellant differs substantially from
the previous cases disposed of by the respondent, which always involved requests by
creditors of a legal entity. The respondent has wrongly failed to consider the possibility
of granting dispensation subject to the condition that no payments are made to Saleh,
excepl where permitted by law.

5. Assessment of the dispule

As regards the primary ground of appeal of the appellant, the Tribunal holds that the
respondent had pood grounds for taking the position that Article 1 of the Sanctions
Decree also covers act of management or disposition that relate to moneys or assels
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pelonging to Mass Holland International B.V. in liquidation. It is held in this respect that
Saleh, who, in view of the entry in the Commercial Register, must be deemed to be
living or resident in Iraq and to possess Iragi nationality, is the sole person connected
with this legal entity. Acts as referred to in the above-mentioned Article 1 relating to
moneys or assets of the legal entity in liquidation should therefore be substantively
equated, for the purposes of the Sanctions Decree, with acts relating to moneys or assels
belonging to a person living or resident in Iraq. The primary ground of appeal of the
appellant therefore fails.

As regards the alternative ground of appeal, the Appeal Tribunal holds as follows.
The respondent has taken the position that he is bound by the resolutions of the Security
Council cited above to such an extent that a dispensation of the kind requested by the
appellant can never be granted.

nwmwummwmmf
the Secunty Council do not contain provisions that © inding on any person and do
not (Rerefore prevent the applicability of the possibility of dispensation_referred (o in
Article-Tof the Decree. Tre fegislator implemented the agreements contained in the
resolutions in the Dultch Tegislation by including them in the Sanctions Decree. The
possibility of dispensation contained in the Sanctions Decree, in conjunction with Article
9 of the Sanctions Act 1977, is part of this implementation. If this is invoked, it will have
to be shown in respect of each request what special interests necessitate refusal of the
request by the applicant. A mere reference to the resolutions is not sufficient for this
purpose since the possibility of dispensation is, as mentioned above, part and parcel of
the implementation.

This is all the more relevant here since there is a special situation, in the sense that a
request has been submitted by the Dutch liquidator of a legal entity that is in liquidation
under Dutch law, The respondent has not indicated any reasons that would prevent a
dispensation subject o safeguards that no payments are made in the direction of Iraq
other than to the escrow account, for example by the attachment of a condition as
suggested by the appellant.

In view of the above, the Appeal Tribunal holds that the disputed decision is
contrary to Article 7:12, paragraph 1, of the General Administrative Law Act, which
requires that a decision on an objection be based on sound reasons. The appeal is well-
founded and the disputed decision must therefore be quashed. It will therefore be
directed that the respondent make a fresh decision taking into account the reasoning in
this judgment ...’

14125 HUMANITARIAN LAW
See: 4.52 (pp. 272-277)
16,164 PROTECTION OF ANIMALS

Republic of Madagascar v. State of the Netherlands, District Court of The Hague,
16 March 1999, KG (1999) No. 125.
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— Legal proceedings by the Republic of Madagascar against the State of the
Netherlands in Dutch courts. )

— Granting of a claim that the Netherlands should cooperate in the return to
Madagascar of 35 tortoises seized in the Netherlands. The wish of the Netherlands o
exclude all risk is an insufficient justification for refusing cooperation in the short rerm,

The Facts: Thirty-five tortoises of the species Geochelone Yniphora were seized (under
the criminal law) in Viissingen on 15 November 1996, This species is included in
Schedule I to the 1973 Convention on Inlemational Trade in Endangered Species of Wild
Fauna and Flora." It was not until 22 June 1998 that the CITES Authority'™ in the
Netherlands notified Madagascar of this seizure. Evidently it was only at this juncture
that it became certain that the tortoises were part of a consignment of 75 tortoises that
had been stolen from a breeding station in Madagascar in May 1996. The CITES
Authority also stated that the animals would not be sent back to Madagascar owing to the
health risks (bacterial infection), and would instead be sent to the Wildlife Preservation
Trust in Jersey (UK). Madagascar then gave notice that it wished the animals to be
returned immediately, However, on 15 December the CITES Authority sent all but two
of the animals 1o the Wildlife Conservation Society in the United States, Madagascar
then applied to the Presiden of the District Court of The Hague for an interim injunction
ordering the State of the Netherlands to cooperate in securing the immediate return of the
35 toroises to Madagascar. Madagascar claimed that the Netherlands had acted
unlawfully by wishing to dispose of the animals as though it had the absolute say over
them. The protection provisions in the Convention and in EC Regulation No, 338/97'"
did not give it the right to determine what happened to the animals.

Held: *... Applicable law

4.2. The plaintiff contends that the defendant acted unlawfully in the Netherlands.
The plaintifl"s claim is therefore governed by Dutch law as lex loci delicti,

Tori?

4.3. The dispute between the parties concems the question of whether the duty of
care of the defendant goes so far that it can retain possession of the torloises against the
will of the plaintiff, who is their lawful owner.

4.4. Article VII, paragraph 4, of the CITES Convention provides that: “When live
animals are confiscated by government authorities, these authorities have a responsibility
to dispose of them appropriately.”'™ In view of this provision, it may be concluded that it

105. 993 UNTS p. 243; 12 ILM (1973) p. 1085; Trb. 1975 No, 23 (the species is mentioned on page
53).

106. This is the national *Management Authority’ referred to in Art, X1 of the Convention. In the
Netherlands, this authority is part of Laser, which is itself part of the Ministry of Agriculture, Nature
Management and Fisheries.

107. Council Regulation on the protection of species of wild fauna and flora by regulating trade
therein, 9 December 1996, OJ (1997) p. L 6141,

108. This is not the text of A, VII(4). Presumably this should be a reference to Art. VIII(4). The
complete text of this provision reads as follows: ‘Where a living specimen is confiscated a5 a result
of measures referred 1o in paragraph 1 of this Article: (a) the specimen shall be entrusted to a
Management Authority of the State of confiscation; (b) the Management Authority shall, afier and
consultation with the State of export, and returned the specimen to that State at the expense of that
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[Relying on numerous documents and witness testimonies, lead prosecutor Geoffrey Nice
portrayed Delic as a liar and a hard-line Serb nationalist]

http:f/www.iwpr.netindex,pl?archive/triftri_415_1_eng.txt

Institute for War & Peace Reporting
" Tribunal Update
Courtside: Milosevic
Prosecufor altempts to undermine credibifity of defence witness.
By Michael Farquhar and Ana Uzelac in The Hague (TU No 415, 15-Jul-05)

In the fourth week of his testimony in defence of the former Yugoslav president Slobodan Milosevic, retired Yugaoslav
army general Bozidar Delic saw his credibility melting away under cross-examination by the court’s prosecutors.

Relying on numerous documents and witness testimonies, lead prosecutor Geoffrey Nice portrayed Delic as a liar and
a hard-line Serb nationalist, who fought both in the Bosnian war as well as in Kosovo, and may have personally been
implicated in numerous war crimes during the Kosovo conflict in 1999.

But by dismantiing witness’ credibility, Nice has likely made it impossible for his colleagues to call Delic - as they
initially planned - as an expert witness in anather high-profile case due to bagin in the Hague in 2007: that against the
former Kosovo prime minister Ramush Haradinaj.

The general spent much of the time this week fending off allegations - backed up by witness testimony and
documentary evidence - that he personally ordered atrocities during the 1999 war in Kesovo, including the shelling of a
civilian home and murders of unarmed men.

He also clashed with Nice over accusations that the Yugoslav Army, VJ, as a whole operated outside the usual legal
chain of command in Kosovo and regularly used excessive force in its operations there.

Milosevic is accused of planning and orchestrating the expulsion of some 800,000 Kosovo Albanians from the province
in 1889, The campaign coincided with the NATO air strikes on Serbia between March and June that year, and it is
alleged to have included widespread killings, rape and looting conducted by both VJ and Serbian palice.

During the prosecution stage of the Milosevic trial, several witnesses testified that some of those murders happened
under Delic’s direct orders.

K32 - a protected witness who fought under Delic in Kosovo - testified that in early August 1998 he heard the general
order a tank to shell an Albanian home. Civilians were seen running from the building, he said, which hadn't appeared
to be offering any fire.

This week, Delic rubbished the allegation, arguing that K32 hadn't been in his presence at any time during the period in
guestion and couldn't possibly have heard him issue such an order.

Eventually, though, he acknowledged that he had in fact ordered a tank to fire on a house near where the event was
said to have taken place.

In an effort to explain why he hadn't mentioned this at any point earlier on in nearly four weeks of testimony, Delic
insisted it was a separate, irrelevant incident. The inhabitants of this particular building, he claimed, had long since

16-7-05
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driven out by “terrorists” who were using it as a firing point.

K32 also claimed in the prosecution stage of the trial that during an attack on the village of Jeskovo in March 1999, he
heard Delic ordering soldiers to “make an effort not to let anyone remain alive”.

Confronted with this second allegation in court this week, Delic was indignant. “l am a Serb officer,” he declared, “and a
Serb officer could never say something like that.”

As his outrage apparently began to snowball, the general put K32's allegation down to the fact that Hague prosecutors
“coach” their witnesses.

He appeared rather taken aback, however, when both Nice and the panel of judges immediately pounced on his
suggestion, persistently demanding to know what basis he could have for it, Delic eventually apologised and retracted

the claim.

Instead, he went on to say that K32 had been coached by “certain Albanian individuals in Pec". Getting back on the
offensive, he also rebuked Nice for his courtroom manner, describing his methods of questioning as ‘improper” and
“perfidious” — provoking an angry reaction from the Presiding Judge Patrick Robinson, who asked the witness "to

restrain himself".

A second protected witness, K41, who testified in the prosecution case against Milosevic three years ago, reported that
the same attack on Jeskovo resulted in the deaths of ten civilians.

But Delic this week insisted that the only dead were nine members of the Kosovo Liberation Army. In an effort ta
explain why his men had killed the fighters without managing to take any prisoners, the general said the dead men
were elite troops, determined to “fight to the bitter end".

Delic was also presented in court this week with evidence of more widespread criminal behaviour by Yugoslav forces in
Kosovo.

This included a document from former VJ chief Nebojsa Pavkovic, in which he made reference to torching of houses by
Yugoslav soldiers and prohibited such behaviour in future.

Delic dismissed the suggestion that this order was part of an effort to reign in a “rampage” by VJ troops, perhaps
because of the presence of international observers in the region. Rather, he said, it was just a response to a few

isolated cases in which soldiers had stepped out of line.

Delic's credibility suffered further blows when the prosecutor focused on his testimony about the chain of command
that was put in place during the Kosovo conflict.

The prosecutors insist that a special body called the Joint Command was formed at the time to supervise and conduct
the cleansing operation, The Joint Command had its seat in Kosovo capital, Pristina, and it comprised high-ranking
politicians, military and police officers. This body, the prosecutors claim, issued orders under Milosevic's direct
supervision to both military and police, bypassing the regular chain of command and implementing directly the

defendant's political will.

If proved, the existence of the Joint Command could significantly boost prosecutors’ charges that Milosevic directly
planned, ordered and approved the cleansing campaign in Kosovo.

Delic, who personally brought to The Hague a few orders headlined “Joint Command”, kept on denying this body ever
issued any binding orders to the army. Instead, he insisted that Joint Command was a “coordinating body”. He kept on
denying its power to issue orders even after Nice showed him an order issued by the Joint Command stating that
police and military are not allowed to undertake any actions without its approval.

Chipping further away at his credibility, Delic continued to refer to Albanians throughout his testimony as "Shiptars” - a
term considered insulting when used by non-Albanians. The term also figures in all official army documents he brought
aly_ng. The prosecutors also managed to find the witnesses’' PhD thesis, which he successfully defended at a Belgrade
military college in 1997, in which he used the same term and also claimed that the goal of Kosovo Albanians was “to
expel the Serbs by expansion based on high birth-rates”.

Delic's cross-examination will continue on July 18.

16-7-05



Pagina 3 van 3

el Farquharis an IWPR reporter in The Hague. Ana Uzelac is IWPR's Project manager in The Hague

16-7-05



MR. NICE vs. RADIO-TELEVISION SERBIA
MR. NICE vs. RADIO-TELEVISION SERBIA

www.slobodan-milosevic.org - July 18, 2005

pagina | van 1

Written by: Andy Wilcoxson

Prosecutor Geoffrey Nice continued his cross-examination of Gen Bozidar Delic at the trial of Slobodan Milosevic on
Monday.

Prosecutor Nice capitalized on the fact that Gen. Delic and several of his lieutenants believed that the OSCE
publication "As Seen as Told" had been written by Natasa Kandic. Nice said that this error of fact proved that Delic and
his men had agreed in advance on what they would say in their statements to the tribunal.

Gen. Delic explained that “As Seen as Told" is published in Serbia by Natasa Kandic's NGO, so it is logical that people
assumed that the publisher was responsible for the book’s contents. According to Delic, the logo of Ms. Kandic's NGO

appears very prominently on the book’s cover, which would lead one to assume that they were responsible for the
book.

Mr. Nice attacked Gen. Delic for having a negative opinion of Natasa Kandic. Mr. Nice, who professes to speak on
behalf of the Serbs, claims that Serbs don't like Natasa Kandic because she “forces Serbs to confront their history."
This was as good as Mr. Nice's cross-examination got.

During his examination-in-chief Gen. Delic brought several video clips from Radio-Television Serbia that contain

ontemporaneous statements from people during the war. He also brought clips where operations that the army had
‘am‘ed out were filmed by RTS TV crews.

Mr. Nice could not dispute the contents of the videotapes so he resorted to an attacking Radio-Television Serbia

instead. Mr. Nice asserted that Radio-Television Serbia is “an instrument of hate” and that its broadcasts are “a wicked
weapon of propaganda.”

Mr. Nice further asserted that Gen. Delic could not rely on the video footage because he didn't film it himself. Hopefully

the Judges will remember that line of reasoning the next time Mr. Nice tries to play excerpts from the BBC's “The Death
of Yugoslavia” video,

The prosecution managed to track down an Albanian woman who appeared on one of the videotapes that Delic
brought to court with him. On the original video, which was filmed on the spot during the war in 1999, the woman says
that she was forced from her home by the KLA.

The same woman, when interviewed by the Mr. Nice’s investigators last-week, denied that the KLA did anything to her

and blamed the Serbs instead. "

Gen, Deilc pointed out that there is not a single Kosovo-Albanian who will say anything negative about the KLA. Delic

challenged Mr. Nice to name just one Albanian, who still lives in Kosovo that openly testified against the KLA under

their own name. Mr. Nice, of course, did not take Delic up on his challenge and did not name a single Kosovo-Albanian
@ o would openly agree to testify against the KLA.

Gen. Delic remained cool and collected, as Mr. Nice became more and more hysterical, and more and more liberal in
his assertions. Mr. Nice went on to claim that Serbia was a police state and accused the police of killing Slavko
Curuvija. '

Gen. Delic, who has absolutely nothing to do with the police, simply mocked the prosecutor. He told Mr. Nice that he
should give the police this information because they were still trying to catch the killer.

Gen. Delic will continue his cross-examination tomorrow,

###

http://www.slobodan-milosevic.org/news/smorg071805. htm 5-9-05
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JMR. NICE'S STRATEGY: ACCUSE, ACCUSE, ACCUSE...
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Wiritten by: Andy Wilcoxsan

Mr. Nice continued his cross-examination of Gen. Bozidar Delic at the trial of Slobadan Milosevic on Tuesday. It was
obvious from his questions that the prosecutor had lost all grip of reality and common sense.

Mr. Nice asserted that the Yugoslav Army rounded-up Albanian Catholics and forced them to protest against the NATO
bombing.

Gen. Delic asked the prosecutor to tell him when the army was supposed to have done this. Of course Mr. Nice didn't
know when the army allegedly did this or where the protest rallys were even held, but lack of evidence has never
stopped Mr. Nice.

Gen. Delic easily dealt with Mr. Nice's claims. He explained that the army was fighting a war against 19 NATO
countries and the KLA, and therefore had more important things to do than organize protest rallies.

Mr. Nice continued to make wild and very dangerous allegations. He accused Sokolj Cuse, the president of the

Democratic Reform Party of Albanians, of forcing his fellow Albanians to give pro-Serbian statements to Serbian TV
reporters.

‘osnuo is no stranger to politically motivated killings and these sorts of statements from a Hague prosecutor could

asily endanger the life of Mr. Cuse. Mr. Nice must take care to ensure that he has a firm basis for making those types
of wild allegations.

Mr. Nice's basis for the accusations about Mr. Cuse and the Albanian-Catholics was the statements that Kosovo-
Albanians gave to his investigators last week. He did not have contemporaneous material to support his allegations, all

he had was the stories that Albanians, who could be killed if they admitted willfully opposing the KLA or the NATO
bombing, gave him last week.

Mr. Nice spent most of the day questioning Gen. Delic about his war diary. Mr. Nice wanted to know how come some
of the events that prosecution witnesses had testified about were not recorded in the diary, or were recorded
differently. Gen. Delic's basic answer was that things happened the way they were recorded in the diary, therefore the
Mr. Nice's witnesses must not have been telling the truth.

Mr. Nice wrapped the day up by asking Delic questions about the burial of Kosovo-Albanian corpses at Batajnica.

The prosecution's allegation is that Serbian Police dug Kosovo-Albanians up from their graves in Kosovo and
transported them in freezer trucks to central Serbia in order to hide evidence of killings.

Several Kosovo-Albanian corpses from Gen. Delic's area of responsibility have been located at an SAJ (police) facility
near Batajnica in central Serbia. Mr. Nice asked Gen. Delic how the corpses got there. Delic did not know, but he
.eorized that the corpses had been moved there after the war ended.

Mr. Nice claims that the exhumation, transport, and re-burial of the corpses was such a large job that the Army would
have had to have known about it. According to Mr. Nice the Army must have known, because if it didn't it would have
ran the risk of "catching the police by surprise."

Mr. Nice has a point (but not the one he's trying to make), the exhumation, transport and re-burial of the corpses would
have been a very big job and a very difficult thing to hide. During the war the KLA controlled large parts of Kosovo, and
routinely ambushed the Serbian police. If the Serbian police had been exhuming, transporting, and re-burying the
bodies of dead Kosovo-Albanians, then the KLA would have had to have known about it too. Somebody would have
caught the police doing this, and somebody would have said something about it at the time.

Nobody said a word about corpses being dug-up from Kosovo and re-buried in central Serbia until 2001, a full two
years after the war ended.

The story about the re-burial of corpses came at precisely the same time as the Serbian government handed Milosevic
over to the Hague Tribunal. It is possible that NATO dug a few hundred corpses-up from Kosovo under the guise of
conducting a forensic investigation and then had its puppet regime in Belgrade burry them at a couple of locations in
central Serbia in order to frame their common enemy, Slobodan Milosevic.

#HH
http://www.slobodan-milosevic.org/mnews/smorg071905 htm 5-9-05
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Slobodan Milosevic's public response to charges labricated by the Belgrade regime

[1 recently complained in this space about, among a lot of other things, how the Defense of Slobodan
Milosevic, a cause with which CM/P is inextricably involved, seems to have become so lost in its
Islamophobic concerns over Muslim expansionism being at the heart of the destruction of Yugoslavia that
they've failed even to take note of the judicial pogrom going down in Belgrade these days.

As usual, I'was just a scoche off my mark—and I neglected to include the President's son Marko among those
driven rudely and unjustly from their families, homes and country. O'erweening zeal to do the right thing is
no excuse for my reckless disregard of facts and details.

Je m'excuse.

So as an amends, here's a vintage 2003 statement from President Milosevic on the very issues that are now
being raised in his hometown, in complete disregard of legal niceties like statutes of limitations or double
jeopardy, so that the comprador class now house-sitting Serbia for NATO can do some weapons-grade
sucking up to their Imperialist masters.

The President's statement is forewarded by a neat synopsis of the recent events in Belgrade by British CDSM
chairman—and my favorite pommey--, lan Johnson.

{NB--It should not be forgotten that the head of RTS during the 1999 Nato terror bombings of Serbia over
Kosovo, Mr Dragoljub Milanovic, is currently locked down doing a ten year bit for endangering his
employees by not warning them that Nato was about to blow them away, just at the moment they were all
awaiting a live feed of the Larry King Show from CNN--part of a trap set for a high Serbian government
official King was supposed to interview, but who was saved by not being able to make this very early
morning call--his make-up girl and 15 others were not so lucky. And Mr Milanovic was in the RTS building

at the time, too.}

Remember, at CM/P we're still all about

FREE SLOBO (and All the Prisoners of the Globalization Wars (@ Sheviningen & Xray Arusha)!!!
OFF THE TRIBS!!!

POWER TO THE PEOPLES OF THE TARGETED NATIONS!!!
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Dear Friends,

On18th July 2005 a Belgrade court convicted eight policeman for the murder
of Ivan Stambolic and the attempted murder of the pro-Nato politician Vuk
Draskovic. The court also imposed a 15 year sentence on former head of state
security Radimir Markovic for ‘assisting’.

Mr Markovic was brought to The Hague tribunal in 2003 as a prosecution
witness but in court he revealed that he was being coerced to lie against Mr
Milosevic. The prosecution and Hague Judges were furious at being exposed so
blatantly. The false charges now laid against Mr Markovic and his 15 year
sentence are his punishment for standing up to The Hague court and to those
who destroyed Yugoslavia.

.""'-‘

in August 2003 Slobodan Milosevic spoke from The Hague about the persecution
of his family and the charges against him relating to Ivan Stambolic and Vuk
Draskovic.

Part of his statement we print below. IJ

(Part of Statement)

The original link for this article is:
www.sloboda.org,.yu/engleski/indexengl html

‘g Slobodan Milosevic's public response to charges fabricated by the Belgrade
legime -

In March 2001, I was accused of imaginary crimes, so I could be
arrested and delivered to The Hague.

These new accusations in 2003 have the same purpose: The Hague.

Only this time, their goal is to try to prevent, or at least minimize, the

obvious fiasco of the false Tribunal, which is serving as the weapon of war
against our country and our people. This time, unlike 2001, they have also
begun to terrorize my family, fiendishly persecuting my wife and my son. The
criminal campaign against my wife and my son is being mounted solely because
of my struggle here.

Their only crime is being my family.

People of Serbia and freedom-loving people throughout the world send me
messages of support and wish me victory. It seems that only the Belgrade
vegime cheers on the Hague Tribunal, so much so that it does not balk from
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£mronzing women and children.

Ivan Stambolic

I have been a friend of Ivan Stambolic for many years. We parted
ways at the i}th Session of the Serbian League of Communists' Central
Committee, in 1987. We never quarreled personally.

Aﬂe; he was relieved, he came to me and asked for one of the

besf]t}bs (1{1 both our opinion) in the SFRY: President of the Yugoslav bank
for International economic relations. And he received it, staying in that
posttion for over 10 years despite the practice of rotati ng the management,
until his retirement - for which he was eligible long before, on grounds of
both work experience and age.

He had been completely forgotten as a politician for many years.

Thus the story of how he represented a potential challenge in the elections
is a blatant lie, since he was never in the runni ng. He was not even a
~andidate. Besides, in those ten years, has any harm befallen any other
vandidates?

It is absurd to claim that 1 rushed to kill him as a threat, after I'd
enabled him to hold a position of his choice for 10 years and he retired!

Especially puzzling for me is that his family has readily accepted this
shallow lie. It seems they care more to blame me than find out the truth
about the fate of their father and husband.

Ivan Stambolic was a forgotten politician, and at the time of his
disappearance, a forgotten banker as well. No one in the state or the
political apparatus had mentioned him for years. He belonged to the era of
the former SFRY, and things have unfortunately changed since 1990.

No offense, but no one cared about Ivan Stambolic any more. There was no
persecution of those who supported his position at the 8th Session. Desimir

Teftic, the chairman of the Serbian government who was also relieved, was

.Jr many years the Ambassador to Romania. Ivan's best friend and neighbor
Dragan Tomic, the CEO of "Simpo" fumiture company, remained a member of the
Party and state leadership. I am certain he would confirm that I had told

him, after Ivan was relieved, that I would think of him the worst if he'd

renounced his friend and turned his back on him. So, the truth is quite the

opposite from the story fabricated by several pathetic creatures.

I was informed of Ivan's disappearance over the telephone, by interior
minister Vlajko Stojiljkovic. I told him to use all the available resources

to find him. He told me that Ivan's wife and son reported his disappearance

in the afternoon, though he went jogging that moming, which would make the
investigation more difficult.

All border posts were notified, and Vlajko Stojiljkovic told me later that
evening that several hundred police were engaged in the investigation. I
insisted that all resources be used to find him [Stambolic] as soon as
possible. Certainly most of these officers are still employed by the
interior ministry, and can testify to that.

ol
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Draskovic.

Since the investigator, during the introductions, mentioned my alleged

connection to the "attempted murder of Vuk Draskovic", I wish to say a few
words about that as well.

I never b‘eiieved that what happened in Budva was a real murder attem pt,
because it seems improbable that someone could shoot up all the bullets in a
small room like that and miss with every one of them. Even Vuk Draskovic,
with his talent for the dramatic, could not have tumed into a fly or a
mosqui_t-:}._l believed that either someone tried to scare him, or that he made
the entire incident up to gain attention and promote his role as the "victim
pf the regime." It is not hard to see who could have benefited from such an
incident, but it is abundantly clear that it did not serve the government.
Quite to the contrary, in fact.

Are you not ashamed?

I demanded of both the investigator and the prosecutor that my interrogation
be public, and that they could even bring an open telephone line, so anyone
could ask me whatever they wanted. They explained that this was not allowed
by law, as long as the investigation was ongoing, I accepted that, but
requested that the recordings be made public at the end of the

investigation - since there would be no danger of potential interference at
that time. They rejected that as well, even though they had the full legal
authority to approve it. Neither I, nor they, nor my legal representatives
disputed that.

Today's government uses the law as an excuse for lawlessness and tyranny.
Nothing new!

Montestquieu wrote as early as 1742 that "There is no crueler tyranny than 4
one perpetrated under the shield of law, and in the name of justice.”

In this entire dirty operation of trying to save this illegitimate Hague

court from a fiasco, the most shameful element is surely the persecution of
my wife and son. I told the investigating judge that his investigation
should include the phantom gold bars, foreign currency reserves, villas in
Switzerland and whatnot, because they were all mentioned in various
statements and extensive newspaper stories, only to be "forgotten" later.

I asked him "Are you not ashamed?" He did not answer.

To my wife and son, Mira and Marko, who have been separated from
me in this heinous way, I wish to say: "Life is too short to thank you for

your goodness."

Slobodan Milosevic
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NOW,More'n Ever, CM/P NEEDS YOUR HELP!! Another Urgent Appeal!

*****#***###n!*###***t**t##****##**?*******#*#***t**#*****#*t#st***#*#t#******#*

We still very badly need your help to keep going here in Paris.

So, if you can get off anything—anything at all!--it will make a bi g difference in ensuring the true story gets
told—whether the forces of accumulated surplus-value like it or not!

As always, please send all cash and euro checks payable to Mick Collins to

Mick Collins

66, rue Marcelle

93500 Pantin

France =

All § checks, payable, again, to Mick Collins, should be sent
¢/o Montgomery
2497 Nakia Ct

Durham, CA 95938
USA

Whatever you do, keep coming back to CirqueMinime/Paris--it works if you work it. So work it. You're
worth it. But don't jerk it, you'll break it —mc
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CLASSIFIED PROSECUTION DOCUMENT SHOWS KOSOVO-ALBANIANS
WITNESSES ARE VICTIMS OF KLA INTIMIDATION

www.slobodan-milosevic.org - July 20, 2005
Written by: Andy Wilcoxsaon

Prosecutor Nice completed his cross-examination of Gen. Bozidar Delic on Friday, just in time for the Hague Tribunal's
SUMMEr recess.

The hearing began with Mr. Nice complaining that several defense documents had not been translated in to English.
Mr. Nice argued that those documents could not be admitted in to evidence unless they were translated in to English
before being introduced through the witness.

Milesevic responded to the prosecutor's submission by pointing out that he had submitted the documents in question to
the tribunal's translation unit weeks in advance, He also argued that a vast quantity of prosecution exhibits and
documents have not been translated into Serbian for him to read and understand. He pointed out that the tribunal was
applying a double-standard and that the prosecutor was "behaving like a spoiled child.”

Mr. Nice began Friday's cross-examination by questioning Gen. Delic about Dubrovnik. Mr. Nice wrongly asserted that
Dubrovnik had been destroyed by JNA shelling. The truth of the matter is that Dubrovnik was never destroyed, and
there are videotapes that prove that it was never destroyed. Professor John Peter Maher at North-East lllinois
University filmed those tapes and is willing to testify at the Hague Tribunal.

‘At any rate Gen. Delic explained that the JNA operation in Dubrovnik was aimed at expelling the ZNG (Croat National
Guard). At the time in question, Dubrovnik was part of Yugoslavia and the JNA was the only legal armed force in the
country. The ZNG was a paramilitary formation, which had attacked Montenegro, and according to Delic it had its base

in Dubrovnik.

Mr. Nice spent a great deal of time questioning Gen. Delic about Bela Crkva. According to the prosecution's witnesses,
and the book "As Seen as Told" several Kosovo-Albanian men were killed by Serbian police in Bela Crkva. It is alleged
that the villagers were chased by the police into a slream bed where the police separated the men from the women.
The police then made the men strip naked, and then made them put their clothes back on. Finally the police lined the
men up and executed them, shoaoting each of them in the back.

Gen. Delic denied that anybody was executed. According to him, no civilians could be seen anywhere in the village
when the authorties got there.

During the re-examination Milosevic read out from the report of the British forensic team that autopsied the so-called
"civilians" who died at Bela Crkva. According to their findings the men mostly died from gunshot wounds, and the entry
wounds were generally on the front of their bodies, which means that the story about them being lined-up and shot in
the back is a lie.

~The next document that Milosevic read from was the KLA's book "The Phoenix of Freedom,” this book documents the
itimate sacrifice” of fallen "KLA heroes." It emerged from this book that several of the names listed by the indictment
as innocent civilians killed by Serbian police at Bela Crikva were in fact KLA fighters.

The next topic that Milosevic dealt with in the re-examination was the so-called "Joint Command.” The prosecution
claims that the Joint Command was a parallel chain of command that Milosevic used to illegally bypass the regular
chain of command so that he could order the army and police to carry out ethnic cleansing.

The first thing that Milosevic did was show the witness, and the court, a transcript of one of the Joint Command's
meetings. From the transcript it emerged that the whole chain of command in both the army and police, all the way
down to the level of corps command, was present at the meetings. The fact that the whole chain of command
participated means that nobody could have used the Joint Command as a vehicle to bypass the regular chain of
command.

During Gen. Delic's testimony much had been made of an order headlined "Joint Command.” The document had
number 455-63 printed on it. The Yugoslav Army had a system for numbering its documents and the number on this
document proves that it was an order of the Pristina Corps. Gen, Delic said that he received that document from the
command of the Pristina Corps. He also pointed out that every other communication that referred to order 455-63
referred to it as an order of the Pristina Corps.

Gen. Delic explained that the Joint Command was a body established to facilitate cooperation between the army and
the police. It was not an actual command authority, the army and the police maintained their command structure, the
Joint Command just gave army and police commanders a forum in which to coordinate their activities.

http://www.slobodan-milosevic.org/news/smorg072005 htm 5-.9-05

-



DOCUMENT § i
During his examination ikt HOWS KOSOVO-ALBANIANS WITNEX... pagina 2 van 2

Gen. Delic ; : .
TV crews about h g came to court with several videotapes of Kosovo-Albanians who s ke to
oW they were mistreate by the KLA and what they thought about the NATO bombing, P

To challenge this material .
their stories to say th Mr. Nice tracked down s

ome of th ians. i
etk atthe KLA was wonderful an of these Kosovo-Albanians. Naturally these Albanians changed

d that being bombed NATO was the best thing that ever happened to

Gen. Delic said that the repressive environment that

Albanian population from savin has been created in Kosovo since the end of the war prohibits the

9 anything different than what they told Mr. Nice.

Mr. Nice scoffed at Delic’s suggesti . it ; i ;
: | gestion that Albanians are victims of repression in Kosovo. He then tried to paint Delic

a racist for suggesting that Kosovo-Albanians are unabie to tell the trlﬁh.

During the fe-examination,

r Milosevic managed to take Mr. Nice surprise, Milosevic had somehow managed to
obtain a confidential motio : s d

n that the Office of the Prosecutor had filed with the tribunal in the Ramush Haradinaj case,

document, some potential witnesses have been killed for mere

: ly talking to tribunal's investigators. It said that the
problem of witness intimidation in Kosovo is fa

rworse than it is anywhere else in the former Yugoslavia.

Mr. Nice didn't like having his own argument thrown back at him one bit. First he objected saying that the prosecution's
.du_cument was supposed to be confidential, and then he said that the trial chamber should not hear this type of
evidence because it goes to show that Kosovo-Albanians are unable to tell the truth.

Mr. Nice's argument is ridiculous, If Kosovo-Albanians are in such a position that they can be killed for spea!':_ing in
favor of the Serbs or against the KLA, then that should be taken in to account because it affects their credibility. It
doesn't make them bad people; it just calls everything they say into question.

Finding a Kosovo-Albanian who is willing to speak against the KLA would be like going to North Korea and finding a

Korean willing to stand in the middle of Pyongyang and publicly condemn Kim Jong IIl. Nobody who values their life will
doit

With that the Milosevic trial adjourned for the summer recess until August 17th.

#EH#
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