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PART ONE

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. This Rejoinder of the Government of the Federal Republic of
Yugoslavia is filed in accordance with the Orders of the
International Court of Justice of 11 December 1998, by which the
Court extended to 22 February 1999 the time-limit for the filing of
the Rejoinder of Yugoslavia.

1.2. In the Introduction of the Reply (para. 6, p. 2) the Applicant
"is of the opinion that clarifying these issues, will not only serve
historical purposes (..) but will also be indispensable in the
reconcifiation process, which is slowly developing in the region. If
the Court establishes, and legally defines, the relevant facts and
setfles the question of State responsibilily, then the fight over
these [ssues can stop, thus enabling the peoples involved fo take
such a judgment as a firm basis on which to build and rebuild
their mutual refations.”

1.3. How '"the peoples involved should "rebuid their mutual
relations”? What is the idea of the Applicant? The Applicant does
not hide its intentions and expectations. It makes them quite
clear. In the entire text of the Reply, the Applicant places the
name of Republika Srpska in inverted commas. On page 789 of
the Reply, in para. 82, the Applicant says!"/n the first place, this
entity (Republika Srpska) has been created contrary (o
peremplory norms of international law (jus cogens)... The creation
of Republika Srpska has been imposed through the use of force
and genocide."

1.4. So, Republika Sroska "has been imposed through the use of
force and genocide, i.e. it "has been creafed contrary fo
peremptory norms of intermational /law'. According to the
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Applicanthe, if the International Court of Justice, by its Judgment,
confirmed this, that would be the basis for "the peoples involved
to "rebuild their mutual relations', i.e. to cancel Republika Srpska.

1.5. With great regret, the Respondent notes that the Applicant's
intentions to build Bosnia and Herzegovina as an Islamic State
are very much alive. "There can be no peace or co-existerce
between [slamic faith and the "non-Islamic social and political
institution." The Islamic fight continues.

1.6. But, what is the way to the Judgment of the Court?
According to the Applicant "...these declarations (i.e. declarations
of the UN organs and bodies as well as of the European
Parliament and the European Commission - the Respondent's
remark) form an authoritative source for the Judgment the
Applicant requests from the International Court of Justice in this
case. However, these findings cannot replace such a Judgment
nor can their existence render such a Judgment superfiuous."

1.7. There are no declarations producing legal effects that the
Applicant ascribes to them. If the mentioned declarations had
substantiated the Claim of the Applicant, the Security Council
would not have supported by its Resolution 1022 (1995) the
General Framework Agreement for Peace in Bosnia and
Herzegovina initialled at Dayton (Ohio) on 21 November 1995 and
signed at Paris on 14 December 1995, that constituted Bosnia
and Herzegovina consisting of two entities: Republika Srpska and
the Muslim-Croat Federation.

1.8. It seems the Applicant believes it is not obliged to prove its
allegations. In para. 26, p. 962 of the Reply, the Applicant "fully
maintains its conviction that this /s not a criminal trial and that
therefore the facts need not be proven beyond a reasonable
doubt"

1.9. Quite the opposite. The Respondent considers that the
present proceedings concern the most serious issues of State
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responsibility and that a charge of such exceptional gravity
against a State requires a proper degree of certainty. The proofs
should be such as to leave no room for reasonable doubt.

1.10. As the Counter-Claim of the Respondent has a function to
deny the Claim of the Applicant and goes further to establish the
responsibility of the Applicant for the breaches of the Genocide
Convention, Part One of the Rejoinder refutes the allegations of
the Applicant that the Counter-Claim is not based on fact and law
and proves that it is. Part Two of the Rejoinder, supplementing
the arguments, contained in the Counter-Memorial, negates factual
and legal foundation of the Claim of the Applicant. Part Three of
the Rejoinder contains the relevant legal consideration.

2. COUNTER-CLAIM IS BASED ON FACTS AND LAW

2.0.1. In paragraph 9 of the Conclusions and Submissions, p.
973 of the Reply, the Applicant states:

"With regard to the Respondent’s counter-claims
the Applicant comes fo the following conclusion. There
is no basis in fact and no basis in law for the
proposition that the genocidal acts have been committed
against Serbs in Bosnia and Herzegovina. There is no
basis in fact and no basis in faw for the proposition that
any such acts, if proven, would have been commifted
under the responsibility of Bosnia and Herzegovina or
that such acts, if proven, would be alfributable to Bosnia
and Herzegovina. Also, there is no basis in fact and no
basis in law for the proposition that Bosnia and
Herzegovina has violated any of its obligations under the
Convention on the Prevention and Punishment of the
Crime of Genocide. On the contrary, Bosnia and
Herzegovina has continuously done everything within its
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possibilities to adhere to its obligations under the
Convention, and will continue to do so.”

2.0.2. The above allegations of the Applicant are not true. The
acts of incitement to genocide as well as other acts punishable
under Article 1l of the Genocide Convention and the crimes of
genocide against Serbs in Bosnia and Herzegovina have been
committed. The obligations under the Genocide Convention
have been violated. According to the rules of international law,
these violations are considered to be the acts of the Applicant
and it is responsible for them. This assertion is based on facts
and on law. Adequate evidence has been provided.

2.1. Policy Aiming at the Destruction of Serbs as a Group is
an Element of Radical Islamism

2.1.0.1. The Applicant does not deny that crimes against the
Serb people in Bosnia and Herzegovina have been committed.
What the Applicant does deny is that those crimes are the
crimes of genocide, for "“it rejects the allegation about the
existence of a policy aiming at their destruction as a group...".
The Applicant says:

"The Respondent has also failed fo prove that
the alleged acts were directed against Serbs as a
group. It refers to a certain number of documents and
testimonies to prove indeed atrocious acts supposedly
committed against Serbs, but fails to place them in a
larger context and to demonstrate that they did not
remain isolated and were the implementation of a larger
policy targeting the Serbs as a group. Actually, Bosnia
and Herzegovina does not deny and also deeply regrets
that crimes have been committed against Serbs, but
refects the allegation about the existence of a policy
aiming at their destruction as a group which is devoid of
any evidential ground whatsoever.” (Reply, p.964, para
29)



2.1.0.2. The above statement of the Applicant touches upon the
essence of the dispute. Regrettably, such a policy did exist.
This question may be of relevance both for proving the
Counter-Claim and for rejecting the Applicant's Claim. That is
why the Respondent starts from this matter. The Respondent
pointed to the relevant facts in the Counter-Memorial. This has
been done in Chapter 1! of the Counter-Memorial, pp.134-218,
which speaks about the ascendancy of radical Islam in Bosnia
and Herzegovina. The Applicant said nothing in connection with
the presented facts.

2.1.0.3. The Policy aiming at the destruction of Serbs as a group
originates in the ideas of radical Islam. The rejection of all
attempts aimed at bringing about a peaceful solution in Bosnia
and Herzegovina, on the part of the SDA leadership, confirmed
the existence of this policy. The creation of Muslim paramilitary
formations was a preparation for a forcibie implementation of that
policy. The acts of incitement to genocide were the first step in
the implementation of that policy. This policy was pursued through
the crimes of genocide committed against the Serb people in
Bosnia and Herzegovina.

2.1.1. Policy Aiming at the Destruction of Setbs as a Group
Originates in the ldeas of Radical Islam

2.1.1.1. The policy aiming at the destruction of Serbs as a
group originates in the ideas of radical Islam, which crystallized
into the following concept, embodied in the Islamic Declaration.
The Respondent quoted this concept in para 2.9.1.2 of the
Counter-Memorial, p. 141, which reads as follows:

"The first and the most important of these
coriclusions is definitely the one about the incompatibility
of Islam and non-Islamic systems. There can be no
peace or coexistence between the ‘Islamic faith’ and the
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‘non-Islamic' social and political institutions. The failure of
these institutions to function and the instability of
regimes Iin Muslim countries, manifested in frequent
changes and coups detat are as a rule the
consequence of their a priori opposition fo Islam as the
fundamental and guiding feeling of the peogple in these
countries. Claiming for itself the right to regulate its own
world, Islam clearly rules out any right or possibility of
action of any foreign ideology on its turf. Namely, there
Is no room for the lay principle and the state should be
an expression of the moral concepts of religion and
supportive of them.”

2.1.1.2. The Respondent refers here to the testimonies of two
eminent Muslims from Bosnia and Herzegovina, Dr Nijaz
Durakovi¢ and Adil ZulfikarpaSi¢. Dr Nijaz Durakovi¢c was the
President of the League of Communists in the Socialist
Republic of Bosnia and Herzegovina. After the introduction of
the multi-party system he remained the leader of the reformed
party which changed its name and partly its programme. As a
political leader, as described above, he was a member of the
Presidency of Bosnia and Herzegovina during the civil war. In
para 2.11.1.19. of the Counter-Memorial, pp. 158-159, the
Respondent pointed to the February 1995 statement of five out
of the seven members of the Presidency against Alija
lzebegovi¢ because of his attempt to turn Bosnia and
Herzegovina into a one-party islamic state. Dr Nijaz Durakovi¢
was one of the signers. Now he is one of the political leaders
in the Muslim-Croat Federation.

2.1.1.3. Dr Nijaz Durakovi¢ drew the attention to the recurrence
of the ideas of radical Islam known as the ideas of the "Young
Muslims". He maintains that these ideas are characterized by
the use of religion for genocidal purposes. The Respondent will
quote in extenso the part of the text made public by Dr Nijaz
Durakovié in 1987:



"Old Ideas of the 'Young Muslims'

In connection with the escalation of Muslim
nationalism and the trial to a group of Jjis most
prominent protagonists, (Durakovic refers to the 1984
Sarajevo process the trial of the supporters of the
radical Islamic faction gathered around Alja Izetbegovic,
see paragraph 2.8.1.2, p.134 of the Counter-Memorial -
the Respondents remark), the general public were
almost confused by the frequent refererice to the 'Young
Muslims, a lerrorist, clerical-nationalist and fascism-
inspired organization that was at /s height in the 1950s
and that - considering the anachronistic ideas with which
it was imbued and the obsoleteness of its aims - was
rightly believed to have left for good the inter-ethnic
scene of Bosnia-Herzegovina.

Having emerged in a troubled prewar period of
time, fraught with nationalist passion (in March 1947), the
Young-Muslim organization traded on faith as the basis
of getting together,of national security and oneness.

In the militant strengthening of religious feelings
and organized culftural-educational activities based on
Islam and on Bosnian Musiim ftradition, the organization
of Young Muslims saw the only way of Muslhm national
survival and realization of concrete political objectives
embodied in the autonomy of Bosnia. Against this
background the  Muslim  nationalist  collaborators,
completely compromised already in the first wartime
days, saw the establishment of the so-called
Independent State of Croatia under the fold of the Third
Reich as a welcome framework for the realization of the
old ideas on establishing a separale national slate in
which, according fo the teaching of the ideologists of




the Muslim national renewal, the Muslims are the only
autochthonous element.

Despite the fact that a considerable segment of
the Muslim Fifth-Column intelligenisia accepted Ante
Pavelic's ideology that the Muslims are genuine Croats
or ‘the flower of the Croatian people’ who are different
only by their Islamic confession, there also existed other
forces within the Young-Musliim Movement which, in
case Germany and fis satellite - the Independent State
of Croatia - lost the war, would quickly change sides
and stand ready militarily, politically and organizationally
for a future, new reshaping of the map of Yugosiavia.

That is why the programme of Ihe Young
Muslims was changed very quickly. After the apparently
naive cultural-educational and strictly refigious ambifions
within the framework of legality and the rules prescribed
by the Royal legal order, the programme began
overnight to draw new strength and inspiration from the
ideas of Panislamism.

In view of the fact that all this was laking place
under the protection of the Reich, even with Hitlers own
blessing (there are mary indications that it was Hitler
himself who had given the name fo the 13th 55
HandZar (Dagger) Division), this Panislamism had an
inherent Nazi trait to it. Namely, it was above all in the
function of Nazi war conquests, of the Reich's great
dream to meet the Japanese militarists in the East and,
in that vast space, to ensure the support of the Muslim
masses that would allegedly get the chance for their
real liberation only within the world Nazi empire.

Therefore it is not by accident that the Jerusalem
Great Mufti El-Husseini also joined the game soon, after
the pompous reception by Hitler in Berlin, he opened
the cenire, trumpeted with much fuss by Goebbels
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propaganda, from which to direct militant Panislarnism,
of course in Jjfs German version and in line with the
Axis powers' aims.

One of the first steps in that direction was the
Mufti's visit to Sarafevo, a proving ground by no means
chosen accidentally, on which fo test the efficiency of
the new Jihad' that this time was not o serve Allah but
the maniacal designs of the racist genocidal policy. The
more so, as the fascist military machinery began fo go
to pieces in the Bosnian mountains and as it was
precisely in Bosnia that a large Partisan-held liberated
territory was formed.

A bunch of dignitaries lined up as subjects of a
king, chosen from among the ranks of the Ulema and
quasi-national representatives, under the waichiul eyes
of the German military officers and Ustashi captains,
with feigned religious humbleness and pompous racist
slogans, met the Great Mufti whose chief task was lo
convey Hitler's wishes and orders: that several S5
divisions be formed from the Muslim religiously imbued
youth, following the classical model - using the tested
brain-washing method and infensive mifitary training, with
the camp imams as their religious tutors.

The [leaders of the Young Muslims were
supportive of this profane selling out because, according
to them, the blind linking with the Reich meant the
chance for establishing an aufonomous [slamic Bosnia
that was going fo flourish like an ethnically pure
paradise within the world /slamic state - /slamabad’

They embraced obediently the SS method of
militarization of the Muslim soldiers because it suifed
their programmed long-term strategy. to live an ascetic
fife, devoted fo God and in the spit of the tue
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principles of Islam,; to get educated and mifitarily and
politically organized so that no matter who comes out
as the victor in the Second World War in the end, they
would be a powerful factor whose say and sirength will
not be ignored in the expected division of spheres of
influence or in the creation of a new stafe.

Their principal motfto was that the semle Ulema
ready o make  compromises, the  opportunist
intelligentsia and the remaining owners of former bey
properties can no longer represent the interests of the
Muslim people and sell them out so cheaply as they
had done back in 1918.

Of course, the inferests of the Muslim masses,
of their working class and of other progressive segments
of the population were of no concern fo them, they
reckoned without their host.

We do not propose to expand on the genesis of
this organization although such an account would be
welcome to show all the conitradictions, inconsistencies
and paradoxes of the existence of this organization and
to explain where treason, epigone imitation of fascism
and religious fanaticism were leading.

At this point, suffice it to say that the "Young
Muslims” proved to be an extremely reactionary, clerical-
fascist organization that atlempted fo exploit religion for
overt nationalist, chauvinist, even genocidal aims. (bold
/s added)

The remnants of the "Young Muslim" philosophy
after the war, having become an illegal modern terrorist
organization, once again linked their Utopian dreams
about the autonomous Muslim state with forejgn powers
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and expectations that the new Yugoslavia was inevitably
going to disintegrate. (bold is added)

The Panislamic dream about the establishment of
Hilafet, ie. of a universal [slamic state, /s increasingly
giving ground to a new phobia, where lraditional
nationalism and chauvinism are supplemented by fanatic
anti-communism that was going (o remain a /lasting
feature of the recurrent 'Young Muslim' philosophy of
this country.

The question posed in both the domestic and the
foreign press, often with surprise, in connection with the
trial in Sarajevo, is how come that these ideas, though
in a permufed but not essentially changed form, re-
emerged once again. What are the underlying reasons
of their recurrence? Forelgn commentators refer mainly
to external factors. They could be summarized as
follows:

In the wake of the Iranian revolution the interest
in Panislamism suddenly increased, in particular the
interest in [Islamic fundamentalism as a social, political
and ideological movement that caught the interest of a
large part of the masses.

Organized movements appeared in various forms
in a number of countries advocating a return to the
original foundations of Islam which, in their opinion, is
the best reply to the obvious economic and cultural
domination of the West, against uncritical acceptance of
the Western way of thinking and life style.

According fo those interprelers, the evident social
tension, the lack of prospects for finding solutions within
the existing, desecrated poiitical systems based on the
European  model; the ideological and  cultural
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sophistication and unscrupulous neocolonjalism on the
one hand, and disillusionment with the existing practice
of socialism, on the other, along with the advent of
large numbers of educated young people aware of the
harmful effects of foreign influence and unwilling fto
reconcile themselves fo the wrelched subordinated
position of their governmenis and countries, efc.; all
these elements resufted in a sudden, growing interest in
tradition, in sources of the national spirit, return to one’s
own cultural roots, in brief, in a fanatic turnabout and
orientation fowards [slam.

In this context, many examples are mentioned,
starting with the known developments in lIran, the
Sunnite fundamentalist movements in Saudi Arabia,
armed actions of the ‘Muslim brothers' in Syria and
Egyptf; the emergence of fundamentalist groups
amongst the Shiltes and Sunnites in Irag; the upsurge of
fanaticism among the young Sunnifes in Kuwait up to
the militant, fundamentalist group Al-Jihad-Al Islami in
Egypt, elc.

_ It /s not fortuitous that many of these movements
that surely contain specific national characteristics, are
attempting to rehabilitate precisely those principles of the
Koran which, according to some interpretations, suggest
that action should be taken for a radical change of the
existing relations, meaning, in the final analysis, the
rehabilitation of jihad'

Quite a lot has already been said about the
Islamic Declaration' as a new Panislamic, religious and
political programme. Made under the influence of these
ideas which we have only briefly dealt with, the
programme - despite the fact that its authors are trying
fo present it as a universal religious platform - is in
essence also a platform for eminent political action. For,
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how else can be interpreted the propositions about the
incompatibifity of Islam and  other  non-Islamic
institutitions;, about the impossibility of peace or
coexistence between the Islamic faith and non-Islamic
soclal and political institutions, and the claim that Islam
rules out any right and possibility of influence of any
foreign ideology on its turf - but as a religious war cry,
religious fanaticism and intolerance. (bold /s added)

In the same way as the "Young Muslims” in their
time linked their fate to the expected successes of
fascist Germany and its allies, and nurtured their fiopes
after the war with the expectation that the new
Yugosilavia would disintegrate, so the present-day FPan-
fslamists probably proceeded from the assumplion that
the present Yugoslavia, as it is today, would not last
long, that in the expected disintegration it /s necessary
to get organized, have a programme that will meet with
the support of some foreign circles and centres that set
for themselves the task of spreading the Islamic
revolution.” (bold is added)

(Dr Nijaz Durakovi¢, Controversies of the National and the
Nationalist, Zenica, 1987, pp.158-165. (Annex No R1. pp. ri1-
r5/r6-r9).

2.1.1.4. The Respondent quotes below the parts of
conversations between Adil Zulfikarpasi¢, Milovan Djilas
(Yugoslav politician, publicist and writer - Respondent's remark).
and Nadezda Gace (Yugoslav journalist - Respondent's remark)
published in the book entitled "Bosniac Adil Zulfikarpasi¢". The
book was published by the Bosniac Institute in Zurich in 1994,
The Institute is headed by Mr Adil Zulfikarpa8i¢. in paragraph
2.3.1.18, p. 120 of the Counter-Memorial, the Respondent set
forth the text of the Agreement about the relations between the
Serb and the Muslim Peoples in Bosnia and Herzegovina
proposed by Adil Zulfikarpasi¢, as the President of the Muslim
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Bosniac Organization and Radovan Karadzi¢, as the President
of the Serb Democratic Party, that, unfortunately, was not
accepted by the radical Muslim group that led the Party of
Democratic Action. Adil ZulfikarpaSic comes from an old Muslim
aristocratic family in Bosnia and Herzegovina. After the Second
World War he left Yugoslavia and lives in Zurich, where he
founded the Bosniac Institute of which he is the head. In the
text below, Adil Zulfikarpasi¢, who is one of the founders of the
Party of Democratic Action, together with Alija lzebegovié,
explains the reasons for breaking up the alliance with
Izetbegovi¢ and for founding a new party, the Muslim Bosniac
Organization:

"Zulfikarpasic: At the outset of the Parlys
activities the press noted that there exists a liberal
group headed by me, which was correct; and that, on
the other side, there is a religiously-minded group. My
infention was lo found a middle-class, liberal
organization open fo all; a party that will not allow faith
to be exploited for political purposes, in particular not to
be abused; to leave the khojas lo thelr religious duties
rather than push them fto political tasks. They can be
members of the party like everybody else, but fo be
officials, organizers, fo be responsible for organizing
gatherings, it simply isn't done. / was against from the
very beginning, while Alja lzebegovic kept telling me -
Careful, Adi, Behmen (Adil Zulfikarpasic has in mind
Omer Behmen, Vice-President of the Party of
Democratic Action and one of its founders referred to in
para 2.8.1.2, p.134-138 of the Counter-Memorial -
Respondent's remark) is a man who is in direct contact
with five hundred imarms, they are going to play a major
role in organizing our party, they will be helpful.
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When we arrived in Novi Pazar, a large crowd
of people met us; the authorities were correct, the police
as well. They met people all the way, from Sarajevo to
Novi Pazar. Everything was organized;, we were
welcormed in the Slreets with banners. Patrol cars saw
to the arrangements so that everything goes smoothly,
without any incident. When we came fo the town, the
police withdrew from the streets - everywhere were only
PDA (Parly of Democratic Action - Respondents
remark)guards with badges showing the way and where
to make a turn. | came, ftogether with Aljja [zebegovic
and some other people, to the house of Suleiman
Uglianin (Referred fo in para 2.18.3.7, p.183 of the
Counter-Memorial -  Respondents  remark);,  then
something happened at that meeting which rather
surprised me.

The meeting was organized in a fascist-like
manner. There was one Fahira Fejzic, a young divorcee,
formerly an announcer on the radio or television. She
went to Zagreb, to that Sabié. She used to wear mini
skirts in the past had modern hair-style and then,
suddenly, she put a scarf on her head, some
extravagant unidentifiable women's uniforrm, with three
shawls of various colours - green, blue, red. But she
looked well, read very correctly at these gatherings our
proclamation and our Resolution about the Founding
Assembly. All of a sudden a group of five people sat
down next to each other and chanted: - Alja, 'father of
homeland, fighter for lslam, was in prison, oid this and
that our only leader ... And then religious banners,
hundreds of banners, fluttering over the stadium. This
was something new, unexpected. ! realized that this was
the doing of that young Cengic (Adil Zulfikarpasic has in

LA town in the territory of the Republic of Serbia, in the region of Raska

(Sandzak) with the minority Muslim population.
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mind Hasan Cengi¢ (Respondent's remark), one of the
founders of the Party of Democratic Action, suspected of
having been involved in the illegal supply of arms;
referred to in para 2.8.1.2, p. 138 of the Counter-
Memorial), who Js a right-winger in a way and who
organized all this. | thought that those were children’s
diseases of a political party that should not be paid
attention. At that time the question of Bosniac orientation
was already on the agenda.

They Refused Bosniac Orientation

Prof. Mujagic of the University of Banja Lukad
made a speech. He began by praising the Bosniac
concept as our national orientation. lzetbegovic sat next
to me. Al one moment he said: 'You have a hand in
this. You taught him this.' | laughed it off and said: 'You
are talking nonsense.

He said: 'God forgive me, but I'm afraid we've
come fo a parting of the ways'. As soon as we arrived
in Sarajevo | asked for an explanation. He apologized
saying that he did not mean what he said. Then |/
warned him that the meeting was a fascist gathering;
what was the purpose of singing praises, of all that talk
about the father of the homeland, what kind of
personality cult is being created. He said that this was
indeed a big mistake, that he had no idea about it; that
all this was the doing of Hasan Cengic and Omer
Behmen and that it would not happen again. | paid no
attention to such things; however, | learned subsequently
from Kasim Zoranic, in whose house things were
discussed and agreed upon (when we parted company,
he remained on my side), that a coup had been

2 Administrative centre of the Republic of Srpska situated in north-western

Bosnia.
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planned against me with a view fo ensuring Alja
lzetbegovic's prominence in the party at my expense. [
didn't even notice it because | didn't attach importance
fo 1t

There was a liberal group gathered around me,
which, among others, included Prof. Muhamed Filjpovic,
Prof. Fetum Nametak, then Prof. Lamija HadZiosmanovic,
Prof. Salih Burek, FProf. Hamza Muagic, Prof. Kemo
Sokoljja and many other Musfim fiberal inteflectuals who
supported a modern party. Whenever | alfended the
meetings of the Main Board of the Party of Democratic
Action, there was always full identity of views and
opinions between wus. Then [ began o receive
information that they were holding secret meetings - one
group of those Young Muslims, the brothers Behmen
and a clerical group that determines the course of action
of the party at these meetings. | also realized that the
party was rapidly heading in the Jdirection of
fundamentalism and of the use of faith for political
purposes. Unexpectedly, green banners cropped up at
our gatherings. Everywhere twenty or thirty green
banners, people fluttering them, then speeches are
made in which the suras from the Koran are cited no
less than ten minutes. Also, wherever they went, there
was a large number of imams who were allegedly our
hosts, the people who organized it all.

So, it was a personnel recruitment board of a
sort,  whose policy was that exclusively religious
functionaries and imams are eligible for membership. /
demanded that these banners be removed on a number
of occasions. People in garments such as galabl/ and
caftans, never ever womn in Bosnia before by anyone on
any occasion, began to appear. | realized that they were
provocateurs. For example, suddenly | noticed the flags
of Saudi Arabia, Arab garments, things that have

17



nothing fo do with Bosnia. It is then quite normal that
Belgrade journalists ‘rushed' towards that group of
people and took shots of them.

At that time | had planned and made
arrangements for Suares and the President of the
Liberal Party of Germany, Count Lambsdorf, fo Vvisit
Sarajevo, also planned was the visit of a group of
bankers from Switzerfand and a group of liberals from
France. A number of other leading European liberal
politicians were also to come. When | saw these flags /
cancelled all these arrangements. We had meetings of
the PDA with attendances of fifty to one hundred
thousanda, but | thought: if | bring these people they will
be aslonished fo see hundreds of green banners; the
sight looks like some movement in northern Egypt or in
Algeria, like a religious manifestation. Things really
began to take the shape of extremism. (bold is added)

The following day we had a meeting in Kladusa.
This was the largest meeting | ever saw and aftended in
my life. It was claimed that three hundred thousand
people were present; some say less than that but to
me it was something unprecedented. | atfended large
gatherings in laly at which the questions of republic or
monarchy were discussed, there were large crowds of
people in Piazza Popolo square; | was at large Tilo's
gatherings in Belgrade, but | never ever saw a gathering
like this one before. When the people were breathing
the sound was as if a tank were roaring. There were
slogans, green banners, shouting, posters. We are
going to kill Vuk!' (Reference is made to Vuk Draskovic,
a Yugoslav writer and leader of the party of the Serbian
Renewal Movement - Respondenis remark), Long Live
Saddam Husein!" Which Saddam Husein? The pictures
of Saddam Husein, some robes, hundreds of green
banners. It was the first time that Fikret Abdic (Founder
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of the Autonomous Province of Western Bosnia, referred
to in para. 2.20.1.3, p.243 of the Counter-Memorial -
Respondents remark) spoke at our meeting and
announced that he would join the PDA.

Delirium in Kladusa® - Parting of the Ways

! was to be the last speaker so that the meefing
would have been concluded with my speech. [ was
astounded by the behaviour of the crowd. People
screamed, clattered, became delirious affer the speech
of a crazy professor from Cazin’. | thought to myself:
this is not what [ want, [ cannot end up in such a party.
A man like myself, who always fought for the cholice by
the individual, for respect for the human person. Deep
down [ felt that this was not my party; that this was not
what | stood for; that this was not what will help my
people fread down the right path. And | made my
decision then and there: either /W get the party
transformed info a middle-class, democratic and liberal
one or /1 quit.

/it was rather lale; the elections were ahead of
us, but it was of no relevance fo me. It was a difficult
decision. | intended to ask about a dozen people who
were politically experienced for advice. | remember,
Djido (Adit Zulfikarpasic has in mind Miovan Djjlas -
Respondents remark), that | came fo Belgrade and
asked you for your opinion which | highly appreciated.
You told me to think twice. You did not recommend that
/ leave the PDA. And all that you had said was well
considered, but it was quite clear fo me: if | go there, |
will be in the minority; | simply could no longer identify
myself, physically or mentally, with a party that has

3 A town in north-western Bosnia
4 A town in western Bosnia
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become conservative, religious, a party for the masses,
in which a small number of hackneyed slogans, religious
and nationalist, attempted to mobilize masses surely
expecting renewal, some changes, but perhaps
harbouring illusions about becoming masters of Bosnia.
And, on top of it all, these people! FPlois and schemes.
Lies and intrigues. Imposing of members of family,
ignorance.

When | returned lo Sarajevo, lzetbegovic noticed
that | dissociated myself and asked me for a lak at
which he confirmed the agreement reached by the top
leadership about my candidature for the president, i.e.
head of siale; that | would organize the government and
the state and he would take care exclusively of party
matters, so that these dauties would be separaled.
However, all this was irrelevant fo me. | did not believe
him any more because | had the previous experience
with a number of cases where he said or claimed one
thing, swore that it was the truth, and then did another.

The people making up the Main Board, with the
exception of one or two, were complete amateurs, who
had no idea of politics or the history of our country; who
had a strange outlook on the world, outlining prospects
in a curious way, making calculations. It was obvious
that these people were surprised at the success of the
parly and already saw themselves as prime ministers,
ministers, as this or that.

Bosnia Cried That Night

Consequently, | scheduled a press conference in
Sarajevo Holiday Inn hotel at which | explained the
reasons for my split up with the fundamentalist faction
lzetbegovic-Behmen. | must admit that | did not intend
fo make war with lzetbegovic. | thought that we were
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going to part ways, that one segment of the party would
follow him and the rest will follow me.

MBO (Mushim Bosniac Orgarnization -
Respondents remark) - The Right fo a Different Opinion

NadeZda. You founded the MBO. As far as /
know, that party was well received in some intellectual
circles in Bosnia, although ithere were objections and
discussions with regard fo its name. Why MBO, why not
only the Bosniac Organization, efc. Then you changed
its name, after all. It is no longer MBO. but LBO -
Liberal Bosniac Organization. /s that correct?

Zulfikarpasic: No, the name has not been
changed. This was left to be tested in practice and
discussed at the first congress. | consider that the
question of Bosniac orfentation is the question of the
Bosnian Muslims, while the Catholics nationally declared
themselves as Croats and the members of the Orthodox
Church nationally declared themselves as Serbs. The
intellectuals who objected fo the adjective Muslim' could
well have founded Serb and Croat Bosniac parties.
Since they did not do so, it so happened that a group
of Serbs and Croats came to me expressing the wish
that the name of the party be changed. | said fo them -
Excellent, why don't you found a Bosniac democratic or
liberal organization, you, this group of yours, then we
will unite; you say that you have many followers, wiy
don't you found it7? None of them did it. Consequently, it
was more or less an excuse, but the fact is that we
managed to found a liberal partly. Desimir Tosic, (former
political emigre, now member of the Democratic Party of
Serbia - Respondents remark) who happened fo be in
Sarajevo, attended the congress establishing it He said
in Belgrade /ater on that he had attended for the first
time a genuine democratic manifestation, characterized
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by free discussion and at a dignified level. The fact is
that we aftracted the majority of the Bosnian
intelligentsia; however, the intelligentsia is not numerous
among our people. The masses, half-literate people,
mostly supported the policy of Alja lzetbegovic, so that
we remained a small, elitist political party.

We had our own newspaper. | started publishing
again the newspaper Bosanski pogledi’ (‘Bosnian
views). | had a lot of difficulties, as you know; | did not
want to confrol it as a matter of principle. The
newspaper offen expressed views which were different
from my own. [ tolerated this; | was a man who funded
and helped his own opposition in his own party,
publishing the newspaper more offen than not crificizing
my own policy and refusing to support some of my
actions initiated at the time. Despite all this, it was the
best newspaper in Bosnia.

The fact is that the MBO managed to attract the
Bosnian intelligentsia; this fact had both negative and
positive aspects. The negative aspect is that the official
institutions of the authorities were bad, that the PDA
candidates in Parfiament were at a low political and
moral level. The various presidents of municipalities,
deputies in the municipal assemblies throughout Bosnia
were often very shady people, incapable, speculators,
black-marketeers, careerists. Thus the structure of the
local and republic institutions suffered because the
intelligentsia remained oulside the FPDA and mostly
joined our party. Opportunism fook jts toll, and this
changed. We led the opposition. While | was siill in the
PDA, Mirko Pejanovic came up with the idea fo create a
coalition of the parties which support a sovereign
Bosnia, life together, democracy and which could
prevent possible excesses. [ received him, together with
Izetbegovic, and we accepted his proposal.
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After the split in the PDA, lzetbegovic gave it up
and a coalition was made between PDA, SDP and CDU
(Kljuic, KaradZic and [ztebegovic). KaradZic and Kijuic
claimed that they requested that the MBO join their
political alfiance, but Izetbegovic vefoed it. Had the MBO
been acquainted with the prnciples on which their
agreement was based, | doubt it would have wished to
enler such a coalition at all. The more so, as it was
made without any political agreement that could be
made public. At the beginning [ had hopes that a
serious agreement is involved, which was acceptable to
me, because the creation of a coalition of Serbs, Croals
and Muslims was in Bosnia's favour.

! thought at the time that it was a political
success for them, thal a step forward was made,
although | knew their structures and level and had my
doubts. However, it soon furned out that the only point
they had agreed about was lo defeat the communists
together, fo vote one another's candidales, so that Serbs
would vore Muslims and Croats in the Presidency, the
Muslims would vote Serb and Croat candidates and vice
versa. This was an agreement on power-sharing and
nothing else.”

(Milovan Dijilas, Nadezda Gacée, "Bosniac Adil Zulfikarpasic",
Bosniac Institute, Zurich, 1994, Annex No R2, pp. r10-r18/r19-
r24...).

2.1.1.5. Former Ambassador of the FR of Germany to Egypt
Mr. Heinz Fiedler, in an Article published in the German
monthly journal "Aussenpolitrik”, issue No. 1/97, also pointed to
the existence of extremist Islamic elements in BiH in the
context of the threat presented by the so-called permanent
Islamic revolution to the non-islamic surrounding and Europe. In
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this respect, the author ponted out inparcticular the activities in
Lebanon (Hizbollah), in the Palestinian areas (Hamas), in the
Sudan, in some Gulf States, and in Bosnia.

2.1.2. The Rejection of All Offers for Peaceful Reorganization of

BiH in accordance with the Right to Self-Determination, by the

SDA Leadership Confirmed the Policy Aiming at the Destruction
of Serbs as a Group

2.1.2.1. There exist convincing facts which demonstrate that the
radical Islamic group leading the PDA conducted a policy
aiming at the destruction of Serbs as a group. The following
facts illustrate this: in the course of 1991 and 1992 Alija
lzetbegovi¢ rejected all attempts aimed at bringing about a
peaceful solution in Bosnia and Herzegovina, even those
proposed by the Muslim side. The radical Islamic group
proceeded to the organization of its paramilitary formations. The
members of this group committed acts of incitement to
genocide. During the civil war this group began forcible
Islamization of parts of Bosnia and Herzegovina which were
under its control.

2.1.22. In his discussions with Milovan Djilas and Nadezda
Gace published in the previously mentioned book "Bosniac Adil
Zulfikarpasic¢", its author Adil Zulfikarpasi¢ describes in detail the
attempt to reach historical agreement between Serbs and
Muslims in Bosnia and Herzegovina, an attempt initiated by
himself but which failed because of the opposition of Alijja
Izetbegovi¢. In view of the importance of this statement of Adil
Zulfikarpasic it is carried here in extenso:

"HISTORICAL AGREEMENT

NadeZda: In a complex and tense atmosphere in
Bosnia, at the beginning of May you brought up the
idea of atffemplting to make agreement with Serbs so as

24



fo avert all that which happened in Bosnia later on. It
was based precisely on the fact that you were well
aware of the situation inside Bosnia; that you knew that
the arming of the people was underway, that you were
divided between yourselves and that there was a
general djistrust, indeed that there was fear; that
because of fear you were within an ace of open confiict.

Zulfikarpasic: Well, even now ! firmly believe and
think that at that moment my agreement was the only
alternative to madness and evil and to that road which,
although perfidiously, led so unmistakably fowards ethnic
and religious confiicts in Bosnia. | think that in Bosrnia
one must never ever play with the honour and interests
of one'’s neighbour. You must not offend him, you must
not ridicule or abuse his siuation. It's an unwritten law
in Bosnia. Another unwritten law 1s: you must not offend
anyone's refigious feelings. This is instilled deep down
even in those who are non-believers. Criticism on the
part of those of a different faith is not tolerated in
Bosnia. A Muslim non-believer, who may even be an
atheist will be offended if a Catholic or a member of
the Orthodox Church crificizes or derides /slam. The
same is true of Catholicism and Orihodoxy. Nobody in
Bosnia plays with these things.

It is inferesting that all nationalist parties strongly
insisted on firm links with their respective confessions. It
was to be expected that they would carefully cherish
religious feelings - the opposite happened. That /s why |
always strongly reacted whenever | felt that any of my
Bosniacs used abusive language about our neighbours
Croats, Serbs, that s, Catholics and Orthodox
Christians. Besides, as a liberal and a man who was
brought up in this environment, | had sympathies for my
nelghbours, true sympathies. | do not conceal this. As
soon as | reached agreement, | spoke in a number of
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places saying that Croafs are our natural affies. Croats
are a minority in Bosmia. They are the most vulnerable;
they emigrate more than any other segment of the
population; they leave the country in larger numbers
than any other people; they change occupation most
frequently, they tend fo rebuild their life mostly in
Europe and, by the nature of things, are looking for
support by Bosniacs. Furthermore, there are a number
of historical moments in which we had worked together
and shown sympathies for one arnother. Thirdly, / do not
know two peoples in Europe, so similar by their
mentality but psychologically so divided, which hale and
kill one another as Serbs and Croats do. These are two
aggressive Batkan nationalisms that have been opposed
fo each other a hundred years. And this, I'm not going
to say halred, but this aversion fo each other has very
deep, infertwined —and complex  reasons,  from
irrationalism and everyday reality up to fantasy. It is not
possible to live in a multi-national and multi-cuftural
country and underestimate this fact at the same time. /
considered that Croats can assume a constructive
attitude towards Bosnia if they feel that they are safe in
Bosnia. The more so, as in some thinly populated Croat
areas, karstic areas, Croats have an absolute majority
and it is easy for them fo separate from Bosnia, in
particular in Western Herzegovina. | considered that our
partiality for them should be a genuine support so they
should not feel threatened in Bosnia. | considered that
in a fulure Parliament we were going to act often
together, that we should have an ally in them and vice
versa. All this, but not that we should create a front
against Serbs. In view of the fact that we were, | am
convinced, a little more democratic in this, more flexible,
!/ tried to get the Bosniacs shape their afttitude fowards
Serbs so it should not go beyond the critical point at
which it is possible to offend the other side and arouse
a feeling of endangerment. From our point of view it is
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not dangerous for our survival if Croals feel threatened
although it is not politically opportune and wise. But it js
vitally dangerous for us if Serbs feel threatened and if
Serbs feel that there can be no life together. | cherished
a number of inclinations fowards Croals that | did not try
to conceal. | spoke about this at various gatherings. /
had contacts with Croat political structures both in
Zagreb and in Bosnia. My attitude towards them was
very sincere and cordial. At the same time [ fostered
with much attention similar contacts both with Serbs and
with Belgrade because ! respected the fact that we live
together.

Serbs, Croats and Bosniacs Together

The problem of Yugosiavia was the problem of
life together - life together between Serbs and Croats
and, in our case, life together between Serbs, Croals
and Bosniacs.

Consequently, we had to be of necessity for life
together, we had no other alfernative. Therefore, it is my
firm conviction - | refferated this a hundred times - that,
if we start something here and if we begin to fight here,
there will be a terrible bloodshed; but one day, those of
us who survive, the few remaining alive wifl have to sit
down and falk about how lo live logether, after all. /
never beljeved that Bosnia could be divided, that Bosnia
could be dismembered and that this could happen on
the basis of a deal... .

When the war broke out in Croatia, Croatia’s
policy and Croatian politicians attempted in all ,5055/23/9
ways to get Bosnia involved in that conflict in order fo
ease up their fightings with Serbs, fo acquire an ally.
However, the policy was, not only mine but also that of
Aljja lzetbegovic, not to entangle Bosnia in the confiict
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between Serbs and Croats. However, when it happened,
the aanger of Bosnias being involved in the war was
quite obvious and it was not possible fo close one's
eyes before these facts. | said that we had tried to ease
it up and fo initiate some kind of dialogue. Bui these
attemplis fell on deaf ears as far as the three political
parties are concerned, they remained closed in a dark
space, where everybody was singing his own song and
telling his own story, but no one was listening to anyone’
else nor was willing fo. | realized that the situation is
indeed dramatic and extremely dangerous and that it
was rapidly worsening. The question of arms came on
the agenda, the question of endangerment, throughout
that time we were altemplting to convince each other as
to who is more threalened. Serbs considered themselves
threatened, pufting forward some examples that were
mainly fabricated. However, this is irrelevant in political
reasoning. That subjective feeling is one of the dominant
feelings because it makes up the basis of the political
position and the direction in which a certain collectivity
is moving.

! wish to emphasize once again: by my political
conviction, national sentiment, by all motives of my
activity and public work, | was absolutely in favour of
finding solutions for a life together. When | realized that
we were on the brink of catastrophe | conducted talks
with KaradZic, Koljevic, Kljuic ... On the basis of these
tfatks | concluded that the intentions of the individuals
are no longer important. They began to heap reproaches
and insinuations upon each other. There was a feeling
of disquiet. | remember meeting Karadzi¢ once. He fold
me that he had information that weapons were being
distributed; he mentioned the places where this was
being done, also claiming that there existed arms
depots. As | assessed the situation at the time and as
far as [ was informed, this was not true, but it was
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important for me that he had such information and that
he believed it to be correct..

...Once again | wish to reiterate that my conviction was
that this was going fo be the conflict between Bosniacs
and Serbs. | gave a Jot of thinking fo it; how and is it
possible at all to prevent the conflict.

How to Prevent the Confiict

! went to visit Aljja Izetbegovic, tatked with him,
asking him openly whether he was aware that we were
heading for an open conflict with Serbs. He said that he
was. Then | asked him whether he had any guarantees
from a world power - | had in mind the United Nations,
NATO or the United States - from someone who is
capable of honouring those guarantees and prevent
conflicts. | asked him whether someone was going to
defend us. He said that there were no such guarantees.
!/ asked whether he had some deal with the Army,
because he told me that he was on good terms with
Kadjjevic, that he had contacts with the Army, that he
meets them. His answer was again in the negative. He
said that he had no concrete agreements with the Army.

Djilas;, He gave a statement at the time: '/
believe the generals.’

Zulfikarpasic. Thats what he said, that we
befieve the Army, that it will not allow confiicts. |
reminded him of that staterment and he answered that
this was better than the Cetniks. | said: ‘All right, but we
are heading for a confiict. He answered:’” Well, do you
know something? Why don't you do something?” - What
can | possibly do?- 'You can lalk’ - he says - 1 must
not do that. '
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On one occasion he gave the known statement
that Yugoslavia would be organized as a smaller
Federation  consisting of Serbia, Montenegro, Bosnia
and Macedonia, and a broader one consisting also of
other countries. The reaction was extremely negative,
first by the Muslims, then the reaction of his own party
and in Bosnia in general. So that he immediately
withdrew it publicly. The next day there were graffiti in
the streets that he is a Serb, that he is a lackey, etc.
The PDA thought at the time that my party had
organized that campaign against him, but we had
nothing to do with it.

From my point of view this was an imprudent
move. He lried fo present Bosnia as a gift to Serbia
and Monfenegro, distancing himself from his natural
allies Slovenia and Croatia; in fact, they had no idea of
what that Federation was going to look like nor what its
powers were going fo be. That is not the way to do
things in politics. That policy was erroneous, and | am
still of the same opinion.

He continued: - 'You saw how people reacted
when [ tried to get closer to Serbs. This will not be
accepted.’ | sald to him: - Look, could we do something
fogether, what do you think?' He said there is a chance
in that case. - 'But | cannot talk to Serbs, they do not
believe me' He was aware of that | said: - Al right,
I'm going to falk to Serbs’ | consider that we must
demand much more than a rump Federation; that the
minimum that we should ask for is equal status for
Bosnia vis-a-vis Serbia and Croatia. At that time Serbia
had already creafed a siructure that already had all the
elemenits of an autonomous state - it had the ministry of
forejgn affairs, their Parliament promulgated laws relaled
to questions that were within the competence of the
Federal government, questions related to customs
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procedures and a number of other fields. | drew
lzetbegovic's attention to this. He said: - | can hardly
believe that we could succeed under @ these
circumstances, but please try’

It was in the evering, [ do not remember the
exact date, but it was on 13 or 14 July 1991. | got out
of his office, went home and gave a ring to ihe Vice-
President of my parly, FProf. Filipovic, who was a deputy
of MBO in Parliament. | briefly explained the situation fo
him. He immediately fook the same position. | said to
him: - 1 spoke with Alja. He asked me fo try fo do
something. What about proposing an agreement
accepltable to Bosnia and Bosniacs, what do you think?
First Bosnia with a status equal to that of Serbia and
Croatia;, Bosnia as a sovereign and autonomous state,
indivisible and without ethnically-based cantons.’

At that time Serbs had already divided Bosria
into cantons. The idea they had in mind was fo unite
with Krajina and also annex some areas fo Montenegro,
so that Bosnia be disintegrated. Filipovic answered. '/
consider that this /s necessary.’ | said: - Look, will you
please do it (after all, he lived in Sarajevo all the time).
Give a ring to Karadzic and ask for an urgent meeting
with him, with Kojjevic and Krajisnik'

After an hour he called me back and said that
he had found KaradZic and that he was going on a trip,
so he could see us only in three days. | told him that
this was too late and that we must resolve this
immediately. Then | rang Karadzic personally and said:
Took, we must see each other at once. The matler is
very serious' He said that he had already made an
appointment and that he must go. [ said: - I think that
this is a matter of the utmost urgency. It cannot be
delayed’
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! told him that [ too, had a number of
appointments made and already had bought a ticket for
a lnp abroad. Then he said: - All right but let me first
speak with Koljevic and Krafisnik.'

In half an hour he rang me back and said: - Al
right. We will be waiting for you fomorrow morning at
half past seven, in the Presidency, in Koljevic's office.’

! went with Filjpovic. | said that | consider that
we should talk with them openly; that we should indeed
say what we think; that this /s a historical moment,;, the
more Sso, since Alja /[zetbegovic and the PDA are
behind it and since he asked us fo do this. | said to
Filipovic: - ‘Please, stick to what we agreed while
explaining your views, so there would be no
misunderstandings between us'

The Morning of Agreement

When we enlered Koljevic's office, Krajisnik and
Koljevic were sitting there. They were a little nervous
and this showed, but they were very correct. As we
were inquiring about each other's health KaradZic
arrived. Speaking in the traditional Montenegrin way he
said: - Whats up? What business brings you here?’ |
said: - We decided to speak with you openly, to make
a proposal. We will explain the limits beyond which we
cannot go under any circumstances and after discussion
we will part as friends or as opponents. We are ready
fto talk about any point in which concessions are
possible, but we wish to set forth some matters that we
cannot accept and we would like you to set out things
that are unacceplable to you. Before we proceed /
would fike to ask a few questions. Are you aware that
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we are faced with a war and a conflict?” They
answered, so to speak, in unison: -Indeed,we are’ - Are
you aware that what is involved here is a conflict
between Bosniacs and Serbs?’ They said: -'Yes, brother,
but all that you proposed /s against us.'

- Is jt clear to you' - | continued - ‘'that it is high
time, that it is the eleventh hour?' And Koljevic retforted:
- I think that it is too late.’

! first explained things that we cannot accept. |
said that we had evidence, which was made available to
me for insight, namely about their talks with Milosevic.
In short, every point that | put forward was based on
that evidence. | sald: - 'Listen, we cannot accept the
division of Bosnia, some regfons, we cannot accept
Bosnia's role to be inferior to that of the other republics.
We are offering you an agreement and we wish fo live
fogether in a joint  state, logether with Montenegro,
Serbia, Croatia, with all the existing six republics. We
will be advocates of this and If there are those who do
not wish to live together with us, there are ways and
means fo carry out secession.

We explained our principles and then there was
discussion. Krajisnik said that it was too late; that he
welcomes this rapprochement, but that they cannot
renounce regions because it went too far. | reacted very
briefly: - In that case, there is nothing fo talk about; we
insist on this. Any division info regions will give rise to
conflicts; and this cannot happen in a peaceful way; it
cannot happen without engendering hostilities. We have
come to reach an hisforical agreement so as fo avert
these confiicts.’

In my introductory remarks, | ought to mention
this, | said that, in my opinion, the situation between us
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/s clear; that there is no viflage in Bosma that is
controversial; that it is known what is Serb, what is
Bosniac, what /s Croal' that these confiicts of ours are
rather of an irrational and not of a real character. We
missed the chance lo set the record straight after the
depariure of Austria, that /s, affer the collapse of Turkey,
when the first Yugoslavia was created and we must not
miss this opportunity. We must make things clear, we
must roll up sleeves and work logether towards the
creation of a Bosnia acceptable to all.

Then they mentioned Krajina in Croatia and that
they were already negoliating with Croats. | answered
that it is the same case with SandZak..

Bosnia's Borders Cannot Be Changed

- SandZak /s a part of Bosnia; Bosniacs live in
SandZak, but we are not raising the question of borders.
Nothing can be added fto Bosnia and Herzegovina but
nothing can be laken from it either. Before explaining
these delails, | said: - ‘Please, let's make it clear, all
that we are lalking about goes for Bosniacs and Serbs,
but also for Croats as if they were also present here.
They are a constitutive people in Bosnia.' | must admit
that not for one moment did they hesitate to say: - ‘Of
course, we consider that Croats as a constitutive people
in Bosnia and Herzegovina cannot be called in guestion
in any way'"

/t came out from our discussion that Koljevi¢ and
KaradZic agreed with the postponement of the creation
of regions and that they accepted our position that we
could not but remain a joint state, Bosnia and
Herzegovina. We insisted that they, too, should accept
that Bosnia is an independent and sovereign state. They
said they could accept this only if it remained within the
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Yugoslav common state. We reiterated that we consider
that the status of Bosria must be equal to that of
Croatia and Serbla and that our starfing point is the
community of six equal republics.

At the meeting someone from the Serb side
said that it is possible to allow the separation of
Western Herzegovina. | refused this with the explanation
that we must take the position that the borders of
Bosnia and Herzegovina cannot be changed and that
we must stand ready fo fight for these borders. [
supported this view with the following words: - If you
want Krajina, we want SandZak! But let's not complicate
things;, you will solve the question of Krajina in
negotiations between Serbia and Croatia, and perhaps in
negotiations among afl of us' - They said that they were
preparing unification with Croatian Krajina and jts
annexation to Bosnia, thus confirming the information /
had. | rose up against it immediately and said that this
was out of the question.

/t was obvious that they had Great Serbia in
mind but were hiding it. However, | continued: - Look,
as far as the language /s concerned, this is the Bosniac
language for us. In any case we cannot folerate it any
more because of the hegemonistic Great-Serbian and
Great-Croatian influences and regulations that this
language be called Serbo-Croatian. You may call it
Serbian but to us it is Bosniac.’

It was clear fo Serbs that we will do everything
in our power to articulate our national feelings through
the Bosniac orfentation. | do not remember exactly
whether it was Koljevic or Krajisnik, who insisted that
affer our meeting we should be very careful about the
way we were going lo make public the elements of our
agreement. He said that we must be careful with our
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supporters.: - 'This must not look as some kind of
capitulation of one side to the other

After that | proposed that there should be a
protocol to the agreement; that this profocol should not
be made public, but that it should clearly state that
Krajina cannot be annexed fo Bosnia and thal, inter alia,
we agreed that our language is Bosniac.

Consequently, | demanded that two documents
be drawn up - one that will be made public and embody
the principles. independent Bosnia, life fogether,
community of peoples, and another for internal use, but
clear and legally binding.

Alja Will Deceive You

They agreed. | immediately raised the question
of MiloSevic's position, because | knew about their
lhiaising with Milosevic. | said: - | wish fo meet with
Milosevic immediately and to discuss this matter with
him. 'KaradZic got up and called Milosevic by phone. He
fold him that | was with them at that very moment and
that we had proposed an hisforical agreement fo them;
he mentioned the three points: - 'We are of the opinion
that this /s good and is worth thinking about’.

Then he tumed to me and said: - Milosevié
expects you. You may come whenever you wish,
tomorrow ff it is convenient to you.' - Then we
discussed it, whether | should go immediately by plane.
! said that | would go tomorrow. They immediately
offered help, began fo talk, the atmosphere changed; /
wouldnt say it was a friendly one, but the tension
eased. All of a sudden a normal atmosphere was
created between us; they began fo talk about the
difficulties they had or still have.
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They asked me if Alja knew about this visit. |
sald that | was speaking also on [zetbegovic's behalf [
invited them fo go together to Izetbegovid, so that he
would confirm this, because we were in the Presidency
building and his office was, so fo speak, next door. /
telephoned Alja and he invited us. We went to his office
immediately. | explained briefly what we had agreed on.
He agreed with everything and asked Koljevic and
Filipovic to put it on paper. He said that he was
leaving for America tomorrow and that upon return from
America he would sign it

The atmosphere between them was Vvery
unpleasant and strange fto me. When he said aloud: -
will sign this when | come back from America, Kolevic
turned fo me and said: - He is going to let us down.’

/it was sitrange that he should say this aloud fo a
colleague, the President of the Republic, that he was
lving and that he was going fo let us down. As | acted
as chairman of the conference / got up and said: -
Nikola, please, how can you say that!’

Knowing that Alfija /s in the habit of changing his
mind, | nevertheless thought that he would not do it at
this historical moment because he personally asked me
fo negotiate - that his changing his mind was out of the
question.

Then there was argument about the trip. Kolevic
fold him that it was he, and not lzetbegovic, who is in
charge of foreign policy in the Presidency: - How come
you are going to America, and [ don't kriow even why
you are going or who you are going to meet with?'
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A quarrel broke out. | interrupted them and said:
- ‘Look, this is extremely important and please have
your accounts setfled on some other occasion. This is a
very serious matter. - We concluded the meeting and
lzetbegovic fully accepted what we had agreed with the
Serb side. That evening Koljevic had an interview on TV
with Dubravka Kenic. He mentioned the agreement by
saying. - 'Today | telephoned my wife and it is the first
time after several months that | am going with my mind
at ease because we did a great job. He said that he
had met with the Muslim leaders - .. with whom we
made an agreement on how best to solve the question
of Bosnia. There /s no danger any more that we could
start fighting with our neighbours'

The news made a sensation in Bosnia.
Everybody was wondering who were those Bosnian
leaders they had met with. There was discussion and
already the next day there were rumours that an
agreement had been arrived at, that it was reached
between Zulfikarpasic and KaradZic, that is, between
Muslims and Serbs.

When [Izetbegovic came back from America the
Jfournalists asked him: - ‘Do you hknow about the
agreement?" - He openly answered: - 'Yes, MBO and
Zulfikarpasic are negotiating also in my name. That /s all
in agreement with us'

Open Talks with Milosevic

Before | visited Milosevic, | had already
expressed a ctitical view of him in a number of
interviews. | one interview [ said that he is unreliable as
a partner and condemned his Great-Serbian policy, his
tendency of having Bosnia divided, efc. Despite this, the
reception was friendly, he was very thoughtful: he said
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he knew afl about me and that he followed my arrival in
the country. We talked for about two hours, tete-a-tete. /
told him that our pariners in Bosnia - Koljevic, KaradZic
and Krajisnik were a bit hesitant about the question of
regions. He said that they had invented these regions
against us: - Now that we are trying fo bring about an
agreement, fo discuss this maltter is beyond the point,
there are no regions in Bosnia and Herzegovina'

Milosevic was very surprised that we were
offering agreement. He knew that we were not doing
this  under pressure. He Spoke immedialely about
prospects for our economy, how we would be able to
work together. Milosevic even proposed that the
presidents i the reformed state organisation should
assume office in alphabetical order: Bosnia, then
Montenegro, Croatia, Macedonia, Slovenia and, finally,
Serbia: - 'We, Serbia, are surely the last Let the
presidency of the Republic begin in alphabetical order
and let a Bosniac be the first to hold the presidency, we
wifl entrust him with powers, to be the commander of
the Army, the president will have the greatest
competences.’ he said.

After that | raised the question of SandZak.
Milosevic answered that we were golng fo solve the
question of SandZak together in the future, but that he
/s ready fto accept Iimmediately its cultural and
administrative autonomy. [ ftold him that it is very
embarrassing for us to quarrel, but that there are
reprisals, that war is being waged with Croalia, that
Serbia was creating a conflict situation with Albanians.
He said: - 'Please negotiate with Croats, act as our
mediators, we sland ready fo liquidate that war. We
cannot  allow things that are happening fo Serbs in
Croatia, that you yourself have seen. But we are ready
for a solution that would be in the common interest.
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Look, you can be our mediators, as MBO, and you
personally as Zuffikarpasic, and Izetbegovic if he s
willing to. As far as Albanians are concerned, [ can
guarantee that we will set up a commission and
immediately send if, in agreement with you, in order to
find a reasonable solution also with Albanians.' | said to
him: - 'We are Bosniacs-Muslims, they are Muslims, we
are linked by religion, and we do not want you fto
pursue such a repressive policy fowards them'

Then | spoke about everything that gives rise fo
conflicts, misunderstandings between us;, | said that
Bosnia was half-occupied. He answered that from now
on we will pursue a common policy: - 'You want to be
open with us, so Il be quite open with you. Look, we
are ready to appoint Muslims as commanders of corps
in Banja Luka, Mostar, Sarajevo, Tuzla;, there are no
problems in this respect, you may rest assured. You
may deal with problems of Bosnia the way you think is
the best. We only wish fo help you there. You wish
those structures, we agree. We do not want to be left
out of account in Bosnia and Herzegovina but we do
want that you be equal there, there /s no question about
it. Milosevic did not reject any of the points | raised as
a problem. To such an extent was he enthusiastic about
the fact that now, when he was waging war with Croatia
before the eyes of Europe, a people comes to him
offering agreement He did not hide that he saw
something very positive in it. He said: - 'You see, we
have averled catastrophe, and you showed us that ways
and means should be sought in order to solve the
problems in Yugosiavia peacefully. He was a little
impatient as to how and when the agreement should be
signed. He asked that this be not unduly delayed. He
inquired about the possibility of signing it in Sarajevo. /
said that this should be agreed with Aljja Izetbegovic
after his return from the United States.
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! know everything about Milosevic and | know
what the opposition thinks, but | must admit that he was
equal to the occasion, that is, to the historical moment
and that he was prepared to lake all concrete steps that
would completely change the atmosphere of tension. He
said to me: - Please consider that from now on we can
solve any question together.’

When | spoke from Belgrade with Filipovic about
my talk with Milosevic | did not know that this telephone
conversation was eavesdropped by the Ministry of
Internal Affairs and immediately conveyed to lzetbegovic.
The PDA immedialely demanded publicly that Muslims
be appointed as military commanders in Bosnia.

At a crossroads of peace and war

NadeZda: Could you today, from a three-year
distance, perceive some rational reasons for which Alja
lzetbegovic  refused your inifiative for signing ‘the
historical agreement with Serbs' which would probably
have saved Bosnia from war, or, does it seem o you
that his wrongful judgement or even personal vanity and
animosity he might have had fowards you as the initiator
of the idea were behind the refusal?

Zulfikarpasic; When [zetbegovic returned from
America | met with him again and insisted that he
should go to negotiate with Milosevic who had invited
him. As we began this together, | wanted that we
equally participate in it together until the end. And he
went fo talk with Milosevic. When he returned, he fold
me over the phone that Milosevic had said nothing new:
- He promised all these things to me before, with minor
differences. He fold me that there were things that we
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cannot get over so easily - we should meet to get this
straight.’

That evening | was scheduled to be on TV with
Ms Kenic, so | told him that | could not see him that
evening. Then he said: - Look Adlil, lets see each other
in my office tomorrow morning, so we could definitively
take a joint position. We can go together to Milosevic
again.' | was a little disappointed that he said that
there were still problems that need to be discusseq, that
we shouldn't act rashly. | sald fto him: - ‘Alja, please,
the fate of the Bosniac people is at stake, the fate of
Bosnia and Herzegovina, we musn't drop the ball.’

And there were already too many of my
interviews, | was literally being chased by the press,
people warned me that the PDA was very nervous
because the media put me in the limelight instead of
Alija, so | said to him: Look, Alja, | wouldn't dream of
taking your competences, it is up to you to sign. /| am
not at all interested in signing this treaty, you are o
sign it as the president of the Republic' He said: No!
You, too, should sign it!' | reforted: ‘But | not only don't
insist on it I'm ready to /leave Bosnia, return to
Switzerland, if you feel that this affects your authority in
any way. I'm not interested in efther being the president
of that republic, the common state, nor am [/ interested
in being an official in Bosnia. I'm inferested in bringing
about this agreement, because | see it as the only way
out; and | wish you to know that I'm ready fo get out of
this at once and you should continue'. He said: ‘No way,
what are you talking about ...!'

The agreement met with a very positive reaction
of the public. It was reached on time, not a drop of
blood was shed. There was no serious excess in Bosnia
yet. The process of democratization was at the very
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beginning and the same was tue of the country as a
whole. Possibilities for the solution of our problem were
sl in sight. The possibility of stopping the war in
Croatia was in the interest of both Serbia and Croatia.
The time that had elapsed showed that there could be
no victor nor was there a possibility of the war ending
with the capitulation of only one side. My impression
was that Macedonia would have accepted at that
moment the solution offered by the agreement and that
it would have joined us. | am convinced that the
agreement which was, unfortunately, rejected would have
indeed opened the process of agreement-reaching
between Croats and Serbs. It turned out later on that
agreement between Croats and Serbs /s indeed
possible. This is, after afl, still in the hands of the same
people, Tudiman and MiloSevic. In my judgement, any
tatk about ending the war should have been extended at
that time fo include clarification of Serbo-Croat problems.

At that moment | had a vision of a confederation
or a unfon of states as a solution; it would have a
common currency, common finances, possibly even
different currencies but convertible; members of the
union would have their own armies and some special
joint forces vis-a-vis abroad,; free flow of people and
goods in the area would be preserved. In this way we
would avoid dismemberment, the creation of hostile
alliances., all this was, i my view, still possible. This
war that broke out has only shown, starting with
Slovenia's positions, that Yugoslavia cannot be
preserved by force, but also that it cannot be destroyed
without the use of force; therefore, | believed that the
road of tatks would open a series of possibilities and
solutions that would suit the Interests of individual
peoples and, nevertheless, make it possible fo speed up
the process of democratization in a peaceful way, within
or outside of Yugoslavia.
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His refusal was so much against the interests of
Bosniacs and Bosnia that even foday it is not clear fo
me why he did it - why he broke his word and gave up.
He must have been aware of what that meant for
Bosniacs. Well, it did happen and one can only guess
with regret.

NadeZda: Frankly speaking, there were unclear
signals coming from your parly, like the one that you
were freezing the agreement. What was that about?

Zulfikarpasic: It is interesting that the Serb side,
even when [zetbegovic abandoned the idea, did not give
up the agreement, but continued fo propose to me that
we Vvisit some places in Bosnia together. They organized
a large gathering in Trebinje, attended by several
thousand Muslims, but also by more than thirty-five
thousand Serbs and Montenegrins. It was a large
people’s get-together and festivity with music, dance.
First we had a caucus meeling of SDP representatives
and then a press conference, then we had a meeting at
the football stadium in Trebinje which - as a university
professor from Trebinje fold me - atiracted more people
than gathered during Ducics Days of Poetry (Jovan
Ducic was a Serb poet, born in Trebinje - Respondents
remark) or a founding assembly of SDP. This was the
largest gathering Trebinje had ever seen. | spoke at that
meeting. We agreed to hold a series of such joint
meetings. Some groups of Muslim girls sang Bosniac
love songs, singers of folk songs also took part, music
bands. It was a meeting of Serbs and Bosniacs that
proved a greal success. After that we held a very
Interesting joint meeting In Zvornik at which several
thousand people were present; many, many more than
when we had the founding assembly, or when Serbs
had the founding assembly for their party.
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In addition fo myself, Burek, Vice-President of
the Liberal Bosniac Organization, also spoke, then Mujo
KafedZzic, colonel/ and Vice-President of MBO, and a
number of other speakers. Himzo Tulic, engineer and
the president of MBO for Zvornik was also present. The
meeting was very imporfant because the chief
representative of Serbs, Karadzic, said that Great Serbia
/s a fine dream but one that cannot come true in
Bosnia,; that Serbs should be aware of it, that real life is
rather different from objectives like this one. He spoke
rather reasonably that in those parts of Bosnia where
Serbs and Bosniacs live ftogether, in one half of
municipalities the majority are Bosniacs, in the other the
majority are Serbs; that where Serbs are the majority,
Muslims should be protected; where Bosniacs are the
majority, they should protect Serbs; that the only future
/s in a life together. And today, when some of the
visitors of the Institute Jlook at the video from that
meelting, they say that it is incredible fo what extent
Serbs had indeed accepted that agreement and
abandoned the idea of Greal Serbia for the sake of a
deal with Bosniacs. (bold /s added)

! left for zurich and it happened that the Vice-
President of my party, Muhamed Filipovic, stated at a
press conference that the agreement is frozen - he used
precisely the word ‘freeze’ - in order lo give a charnce to
the PDA to negotiate with Serbs. We had initiated that
agreement with the PDA, the PDA had accepted it and
that statement about the freezing misrepresented the
matter. | was immediately contacted by Belgrade. | gave
a statement for TV News Programme broadcast five, in
which | said thal we stick to the agreement | called
Sarajevo and said to Filipovic that the agreement should
not be called in question under any circumsitances.
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The PDA indeed continued the lalks but they
assumed quite another mearning. They were obviously
irrelevant for Serbs because they again fell into a
psychosis of mutual distrust, back fo the atmosphere of
conflict which prevailed before the agreement. Many
Croat intellectuals condemned the agreement. | tried to
explain it to them when they visited me. But they
considered that Bosniacs should in no case go along
with Serbs. It was obvious that at work was also fear
for their own position although | tried to assuage them
that there was nothing to worry about for Croats and
Croatia nor would we allow it.(...)

NadezZda: The process of negotiations on the
agreement fook about two months. The situation was in
a way confusing and, in the end, the document that you
drew up is all that's left of it The blame for the failure
to sign the agreement may, after all, be put on Afja
lzetbegovic. You were, so fo speak, lynched at the time.
Once again you were described as someone who works
against the interests of Muslims. | must say that the
agreement was not met with approval by the opposition
in Belgrade either, because they thought or at least
that's what the opposition leaders claimed, that you were
helping Milosevic fo survive. You did not meet with
understanding of the Croatian authorifies and the
Croatian opposition either; however, you fold me in a
conversation later on that it took less than a month for
regions, that is, Serb cantons in Bosnia to begin to be
crealed again. You fold me at the Htme that in fact
Great Serbia was let in by the side door, ithrough
Bosnia. You warned that the failure fo sign the historical
agreement was leading fo bloodshed and your forecast
proved correct. Thus, in the 1960s in the ‘Bosanski
pogledi’ (‘The Bosnian Views') in your first text, you
welcomed the creation of the United Nations forces with
the thesis that it /s good because after the collapse of
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communism in East-European countries, you meant
above all in Yugosiavia, religious and nationalist conflicts
are likely and you said that the blue helmets are
welcome; that they might come in handy. /t looks as if
you have the ability fo forecast things. How do you feel
as a person who knows that something may happen,
invests a lot of effort to prevent it in some way, and
then it nonetheless happens, how do you feel and how
do you view the sifuation at this particular moment?

Zulfikarpasic:  That  agreement stood  great
chances. Even today it is not quite clear to me how
Izetbegovic, as a Bosniac, as a Muslim, as the president
of the Republic of Bosnia, who knew how strong the
Yugoslav Army was, what is Serbia’s potential, what was
Europe’s aftitude - who must have known all this, and if
he didnt he must have been able o judge it - how
could he have so rashly refused this agreement and
how easily he broke his word, feaving me, so fo speak,
out on a imb and involving his people in a confiict.

When, after the talk, | appeared on TV lo
defend the agreement, saying that we were eniering a
period of peaceful agreement-reaching and prospects for
the development of the democratic process, in the
middle of the programme a fax message arrived, signed
by the Main Board of the PDA, stating: We are against
any idea of agreement-reaching with Serbs'. This Is, In
my view, a monstrous formulation, that someone should
be against the idea of agreement-reaching. Alja told me
/ater on that he had no idea of such a fax and asked
me to send it to him. | said: Please, with due respect,
you are the president of the party, you sent it to me
and now you are telling me that you know nothing
about it (bold is added)
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After that [zetbegovic, KaradZic, Durakovic,
Kecmanovic, Kljuic and | appeared jointly on TV. After
the programme, KaradZic, Alja and | came out of the
building fogether and falked. Then Karadzic said:
Listen, folks, dont play with this, lets try and reach
agreement!’ (bold is added)

There are frequent situations in history when it is
possible to take this or that course, when you have the
chance to change the situation or remain on the wrong
track, heading for disaster. It was clear o me that the
signing of the agreement and its implementation would
be conducive fo peaceful life and that it offered a
chance. That chance was real, it was feasible, the same
as the possibility of conflict was real and hovering over.
Well, this is were the element of political leadership
comes in, the moment when a political party and the
leaders called upon fo pursue an active policy should
stand a ftest of maturity, perceive that historical moment,
comprehend it and do all in their power to prevent
catastrophe, fo find a peaceful solution, You see, such
moments do not happen often. If a certain course s
taken, then there /s no return, if that /s the road fo
catastrophe, it is irretrievable”. (Annex No. R3, pp. r25-
r35/r36-r50..)

2.1.2.3. The next big chance for a peaceful solution in Bosnia
and Herzegovina was missed once again because of Alija
[zetbegovi¢'s opposition, on 26 January 1992. The opportunity
presented itself at the session of the Assembly of the Socialist
Republic of Bosnia and Herzegovina which was held from 25-26
January 1992 and at which decision was to be made about the
holding of a referendum in connection with the independence of
Bosnia and Herzegovina. The Sarajevo daily "Oslobodjenje"
("Liberation"), which was under the control of the Muslim side,
informed of the event as follows:
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The referendum of the citizens of Bosnia and
Herzegovina on the future status of this Republic will be
held on 29 February and 1 March 1992. The decision
on referendum was adopted unanimously early yesterday
morning, after seventeen hours of discussion, by the
Parliament of the Socralist Republic of Bosnia and
Herzegovina, but without the presence of the MPs of the
Serb Democratic Parly and the Serb Renewal
Movement. All the 130 present MPs voted: the MPs of
the Party of Democratic Action and the Croatian
Democratic Union, as well as the MPs of the opposition
bloc, except the Liberal Parly.

The decision on referendum in Bosnia and
Herzegovina was adopted at the extended session of
the Parfiament presided over by the Vice-Fresident of
the Parliament of Bosnia and Herzegovina, Mariofil
Ljubic. He was entrusted with this fask at the request of
the Club of the MPs of the Parly of Democratic Action
which all MPs present in the conference room supported
by voting. Before that, the President of the Parliament of
the SA of Bosnia and Herzegovina, Momdcilo Krajisnik,
adjourned the session for the following day after the last
inferruption of the session he had presided over (stating
that, according fo the Bules of Procedure, the conditions
for the continuation of the work had not concurred).

This turnabout was due to the failure of the
three ruling parfiamentary parties to agree on the
agenda supplement, ie. the introduction of the proposal
of the Presidency of the SR of Bosnia and Herzegovina
fo adopt at this session the decision on a referendum of
citizens. Many consultations were held because of which
the session was frequently interrupted and each time
when the session was. resumed it seemed fthat a
solution was in sight. Particularly so in midnight hours
when the Deputy Prime Minister of Bosnia and
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Herzegovina, Muhamed C‘eng/’é, proposed that first a
detajled plan of the regionalization of the Republic be
worked out and that only then a referendum be
organized, but within a fixed perfod, fo which the leader
of the Serb Democratic Party, Radovan KaradZic, who at
one moment found himself at the rostrum together with
Cengié, also agreed.

We have never been closer fo an agreement
than this time, said KaradZic fo the applause of the
MPs. The next interruption brought about another
turnaround. Viado PandZic, Chairman of the Club of the
Representatives of the Croatian Democratic Union, also
said that he was glad that the agreement on a
referendum was about lo be reached. Only when
Radovan KaradZic requested that the regionalization
obligation be defined in a new constitution act (first
regionalization, and then referendum), the FPresident of
the Parly of Democratic Action, Alja [zetbegovic,
refected any conditions regarding the referendum and
sald: "We stick to what we have already proposed, and
as far as discussion is concerned, we can accept It.
Leaving the rostrum he criticized KrafisSnik for the way in
which he conduclted the session.

At that moment it was obvious that all hopes for
a successful outcome of the Karadzié-Cengic agreement
had failed. Vojislav Maksimovic, Chairman of the Club of
the MPs of the Serb Democratic Parly, said that any
further discussion was purposeless and proposed, on
behalf of all the MPs of the Serb Democratic Party, that
the proposal fo take a decision on the referendum of
the citizens be forwarded to the Council for Inter-Ethnic
Equality. At this point this session of the Parliament was
concluded for the MPs of the Serb Democratic Party
who, together with President Krajisnik, left the
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conference room. It was exactly 3.30 a.m.” (Annex No.
R4, pp.r51-r52/53-54..)

By refusing to respect the request of the Serb MPs to
have the said Council declare itself on the question of the
referendum on independence, the Assembly of Bosnia and
Herzegovina grossly violated the constitutional provisions
contained in Amendment LXX to the Constitution of the SRBiH.

2.1.2.4. The last major opportunity to preserve peace in Bosnia
and Herzegovina was the Coutilhero plan at the beginning of
1992, which provided for cantonization of Bosnia and
Herzegovina. This plan was accepted by the leaders of the
three leading national parties, consequently, also by Alja
lzetbegovi¢. However, Alija lIzetbegovi¢ withdrew his consent
later on.

2.1.25. There was only one reason why the radical Islamic
group headed by lzetbegovi¢ refused the agreement arrived at
between Dr Radovan Karadzi¢ and Adil Zulfikarpasi¢, an
agreement that was about to be reached at the session of the
Parliament of the Socialist Republic of Bosnia and Herzegovina
held on 25 and 26 January 1992 and the Coutilhero plan. That
reason was the creation of independent Bosnia and
Herzegovina as an Islamic state. Precisely the idea of an
Islamic state is in contradiction with any cantonization of Bosnia
and Herzegovina and calls for unitary Bosnia and Herzegovina
with the Muslim majority. Consequently, the civil war was
necessary in order to radicalize the Islamic religious feelings of
the Muslim population and to create the absolute majority of the
Muslim population in Bosnia and Herzegovina. To realize this
objective it was necessary to destroy Serbs as an ethnic group
in Bosnia and Herzegovina. To that end an interim alliance
between the radical Islamic forces and the radical nationalist
Croat forces in Bosnia and Herzegovina was made.
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2.1.2.6. Although the radical Islamic group formally consented to
the Dayton structure of Bosnia and Herzegovina, consequently,
to the existence of two equal entities - Republic of Srpska and
the Muslim-Croat Federation - it seems that even now the
radical group has not reconciled itself to such a Bosnia and
Herzegovina, i.e. it has not abandoned its objective of creating
an Islamic state. The Respondent notes with regret that they
abuse also these proceedings before the International Court of
Justice for the purposes of the realization of that goal. Thus, on
p.789 of the Reply, in para 82, the Applicant says: "In the first
place, this entity has been crealed contrary to peremptory
norms of international law (jus cogens) and, in the second
place ... The creation of Republika Srpska' has been imposed
through the use of force and genocide." In the entire text of
the Reply, the Applicant places the name of the Republic of
Srpska in inverted commas. It is obvious that the Applicant
does not recognize the legality and legitimacy of Republika
Srpska. It is also evident that the Applicant does not consider
Alija  Izetbegovié's signature on the General Framework
Agreement for Peace in Bosnia and Herzegovina as binding.
Consequently, the Applicant is consistent in the implemantion of
its policy which is proclaimed in the key position from the
Islamic Declaration: "There can be no peace or coexistence
between the ‘Islamic faith’ and the 'non-Islamic’ social and
political institutions."

From the beginning of the crisis, consequently, from
1991, the radical Islamic group denies the right of the Serb
people to self-determination, even within the framework of
Bosnia and Herzegovina. The negation is a consistent
realization of the position from the Islamic Declaration: "Claiming
for itself the right to regulate its own world, Islam clearly rules
out any right or possibility of action of any foreign ideology on
its turf"
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2.1.3. The Creation of Muslim Paramilitary Formations Was the
Preparation for a Forcible Implementation of the Policy Aiming at
the Destruction of Serbs as a Group

2.1.3.1. Another fact confirming the policy aiming at the
destruction of Serbs as a group is the creation of the Muslim
paramilitary formations and the preparation for a forcible
realization of that policy.

2.1.3.2. General Sefer Halilovi¢, (Former JNA officer and Chief
of General Staff of the BiH Army during the civii war
Respondent's remark) in his book entitled "Shrewd Strategy",
published in Sarajevo in 1997, describes his engagement in
organizing Muslim paramilitary formations of the "Patriotic
League" in the following way:

"We got off lightly after ali, | concluded then and
here /s why.: when | began fo work in the PL, | first met
the late Safet Haozi¢ and Mirsad CauSevic. It was
necessary to prepare the project of the organization and
the plan of defence of the Sarajevo region, which was
going to serve as a model for the Republic of Bosnia
and Herzegovina as a whole. | was very disappointed
when | realized (the second half of October 1991) that
there is a huge people’s energy unorganized militarily. |
also flearned that there is a group headed by Meho
Karisik but concerned more with political than with
military questions. At the same time, the entire military
organization consists of unconnected groups supervised
mainly by unprofessional co-ordinators, and only in a
few places in B&H at that: Sarajevo, Bihac, Tuzla and
GoraZde.

We did not sleep the whole night. We analysed
the development of the war in Slovenia and Croatia
thinking how best fo organize ourselves in B&H. The
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police force and the Territorial Defence were the
mainstay of the defence in Slovenia. Both systems were
well trained and armed, well co-ordinated. Croatia was
something different, by national structure but also by the
intentions of Belgrade. The backbone of the system of
defence in Croatia was the police force combined with
the National Guard formed subsequently. They did not
count on TD because they were disarmed. 'What is the
situation in the police force in B&H?' | asked. Safet and
Mirsad answered in unison: ‘One cannot count on them.
We have not yet laken conirol there and minister
Delimustafic was appointed by the SDP and Abdic,
because  his appointment was made conditional on
some important political decision in the Parliament.
There are individual members there on whom we rely
and will continue fo rely but not on the police as a
whole"

Thus, we decided that | should prepare a project
of military organization and a plan of defence that will
be completely autonomous, but broad and fexible
enough to include all segments of defence that we
expected to join us in case of aggression. After a short
time the Regional Military Headquarters of the "Patriotic
League” for the Sarajevo region, the municipal military
headquarters, terriforial, manoeuvre, special, sabotage
and counter-saboltage units, units of branches of service,
logistic bases were created ... Already at that time
(October 1991) certain things were clear to palriots,
things that, to many, are not clear even today. The
Situation would be far better for us if the newly formed
authorities, drawing on the experience of Croatia, had
first have dealt with the personnel question in the police
force and then made it the pillar of defence. With the
personnel proposed and appointed by the SDP that was
not possible.” (Annex No.R5., pp r55-r57/r58.)
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2.1.3.8. In Annex 120 to the Reply the Applicant presented the
Conclusions contained in the appraisal of the situation in the
territory of Bosnia and Herzegovina in the area of responsibility
of the Second Military District. This document was drawn up in
March 1992 and the commander of the Second Military District,
Col.General Milutin Kukanjac, sent it to the Chief of General
Staff of the JNA. It is a confidential document classified as
"military secret". On page four of this document paramilitary
organization in Bosnia and Herzegovina is described. The
document states: "Heliable dala, as well as statements of the
leading personalities of the Police in B&H on TV in the past
few days, indicate that the peoples of this Republic are well
armed on a party basis (Muslims have about 60 000, Croats
about 35 000 and Serbs about 20 000 men)." (Reply of Bosnia
and Herzegovina, Annexes, Volume I, Annex No. 120)

2.1.3.4. Alija lzetbegovi¢ ordered mobilization of the armed
forces on 4 April 1992. The Serbs in Bosnia and Herzegovina
demanded, as an ultimatum, the annulment of this order for
mobilization as illegal and illegitimate, but the Muslim-Croat
authorities refused. This fact is also confirmed by the Applicant
in para 109, p.538 of the Reply.

2.1.4. The Acts of Incitement to Genocide Were the First Step in
the Implementation of the Policy Aiming at the Destruction of
Serbs as a Group

2.1.4.1. The fact pointing to the existence of the policy aiming
at the destruction of Serbs as a group was the incitement to
genocide. In its Counter-Claim the Respondent stated on p.349,
paragraph 7.0.1.2. the verses of a "Patriotic poem" published in
issue No.3 of the "Novi Vox" ("The New Vox") from October
1991 as an act of incitement to genocide. The verses read as
follows:
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"“Dear mother, I'm going fo plant willows,
Well hang Serbs from them.

Dear mother, I'm going to sharpen knives
Well soon fill pits again.

Dear mother, chop some salad,

And invite our Croat brothers.

When our banners unite,

All the Serbs will end in graves.”

2.1.4.2. In Annex 301 to its Reply the Applicant enclosed the
text from the daily "Oslobodjenje" of 2 October 1991. The
"Oslobodjenje" informs that, at the session of the Chamber of
Citizens of the Socialist Republic of Bosnia and Herzegovina,
Jovo Mijatovié, member of the Serb Democratic Party, protested
because the "Novi Vox" insulted the representatives of the Serb
people in an extremely rude way (he probably had in mind the
obituaries published in the same issue of the "Novi Vox',
announcing the alleged death of the leader of the Serb
Demaocratic Party - The Respondent drew attention to this in
paragraph 2.12.1.3. of the Counter-Memorial, p. 163). Jovo
Mijatovi¢ protested in particular because the owner of the
newspaper, Senad Sahinpasié, instigates to the genocide of the
Serb people and sits as an MP in the Parliament of Bosnia and
Herzegovina. At the same session Mom¢éilo Krajidnik said that it
was incredible that a newspaper should call to genocide of a
people and to fratricidal war. The Ministry for Information
submitted a request to the Public Prosecutor's Office in
Sarajevo asking for its judgement as to whether there are
grounds for instituting criminal proceedings against the founder
and publisher of the newspaper "Novi Vox".

2.1.4.3. Of course not all members of the Party of Democratic
Action and the Islamic Religious Community shared the same
ideas with the radical Isiamic group around lzetbegovi¢. At the
same session of the Assembly of the SR of Bosnia and
Herzegovina, Abdulah Konjicija, member of the Party of
Democratic Action, dissociated himself from the writing of the
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"Novi Vox" saying that it "resembles a morbid mind and
indicates that there is the seed of fascism in society". He
proposed that the public prosecutor be charged with the task of
prohibiting the publication of the "Novi Vox" which was
supported by the Assembly.

2.2, Incitement to Genocide

2.2.1. The Applicant does not deny that the acts mentioned on
pp.349 and 350 of the Counter-Memorial and qualified by the
Respondent as incitement to genocide have been committed. In
paragraph 36, p.907 of the Reply, the Applicant points out that
those were not the acts of the organs of Bosnia and
Herzegovina. Indeed, those were not the acts of the organs of
Bosnia and Herzegovina, but Bosnia and Herzegovina was
bound to prevent the commission of these acts and to punish
the perpetrators. It failed to do so, consequently, it violated its
internationa! obligations under the Convention on the Prevention
and Punishment of the Crime of Genocide and therefore it is
responsible for them.

2.2.2. The Applicant does not deny the existence of the
“Islamic Declaration" nor that it contains the text quoted by the
Respondent and qualified as incitement to genocide. The
Applicant claims that "the /slamic Declaration has not been
raised to the level of Government policy'. The facts stated
above speak to the contrary.

2.2.3. As far as the "Patriotic poem" published in the "Novi
Vox" is concerned, in paragraph 38, p.908 of the Reply the
Applicant says "that there has been no relationship between the
views and the policies of the Bosnian Government and the
conduct of the editors of Novi Vox'. However, this relationship
did exist. The Applicant has enclosed as Annex to the Reply
issue No0.301 the article from the Sarajevo newspaper
"Oslobodjenje" of 2 October 1991 entitled "Agreed in the
condemnation of the 'Vox". It can be seen from this text that
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the owner of the magazine is Senad Sahinpa$i¢, who used to
be a deputy of the SDA party in the Assembly of Bosnia and
Herzegovina. Hence, its owner was a prominent SDA party
member and as such, he was a deputy to the BiH Assembly.

2.2.4. The article published in the "Novi Vox" was qualified at
the very session of the BiH Assembly as a call to genocide of
the Serb people. In the same article, the "Oslobodjenje" daily
newspaper made public that the Ministry of Information had
requested the Senior Public Prosecutor of Sarajevo to ascertain
whether there existed elements to institute criminal proceedings
against the founder and publisher of the "Novi Vox". The
Applicant has not substantiated its assertion that criminal
proceedings were instituted against the Editor of the magazine.
However, the Applicant says itself that these proceedings have
not been completed.

2.2.5. Indeed, during the war a great number of Serbs were
murdered in Sarajevo and dumped into the Kazani pit. This was
confirmed also by the Applicant in paragraph 55, p. 916 of the
Reply. In other words, the crime of genocide was perpetrated in
much the same way as it was incited to in the "Novi Vox".

2.2.6. The Applicant does not deny that the article was printed
in the "Zmaj od Bosne" paper on 1 April 1993, in Tuzla. The
Applicant reiterates that the text does not reflect either the
positions or the policy of the BiH authorities. It says that Bosnia
and Herzegovina "deplores and refutes the author's calling for
Musilims to kill Serbs'. In brief, the Applicant concedes that the
author of the text has called Muslims to kill Serbs, which
effectively represents incitement to commit genocide.

2.2.7. In paragraph 42, page 911 of its Reply, "Bosnia and
Herzegovina acknowledges that a radio broadcast of the sort
described by the Respondent took place'. The Applicant states,
however, that the reproduction of the broadcast as annexed by
the Respondent to the Counter-Memorial (Annex 78) s
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incorrect. The Applicant fails to say what was incorrect about
the reproduction of it. On the other hand, it says that the BiH
authorities explicitly and publicly denounced the calls for
revenge and that they criticized this programme. Ailegedly,
representatives of Radio Hajat were invited to the Interior
Ministry to be informed about this position of the Government.
These assertions are not supported by the evidence presented
by the Applicant.

2.2.8. Under the Convention on the Prevention and
Punishment of the Crime of Genocide, the Applicant was
obliged to prevent the commission of the above-mentioned acts
of incitement to genocide and to punish the perpetrators of
these acts. The Applicant failed to comply with these
international obligations and, therefore, is responsible.

2.2.9. Two separate acts of incitement to genocide - the Islamic
Declaration and the "Novi Vox" - were, in fact, perpetrated
before the Republic of Bosnia and Herzegovina was
internationally recognized as an independent and sovereign
state. Nevertheless, these are criminal offences which are
prosecuted regardless of the Statute of limitations (prescription).
The international obligation to punish such offences, based on
the Genocide Convention, is not limited in time. Thus, the
Republic of Bosnia and Herzegovina as a successor State, by
becoming party to the Genocide Convention, has taken up an
international obligation to punish the acts of incitement to
genocide perpetrated on its territory. It failed to do so, for which
it is responsible.

2.3. Killing

2.3.1. The Applicant stated the view (para. 44, p. 912 of the
Reply) that it "does not deem it necessary nor practically
possible to go into any of the allegations which are not
supported by any material or only by material which supposedly
/s to be found in Belgrade'. The position of the Applicant that it
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"does not deem it necessary’ to go into unsubstantiated
allegations contradicts the statement contained in paragraph 23
concerning the readiness of the "government authorities" to
prosecute perpetrators of crimes even in time of war (and the
more so in peace time). It is, therefore, unclear why the
Applicant has not elaborated on whether or not their military
and police killed Serb civilians and prisoners in the events
specifically indicated, when the names of the victims have been
provided in almost all the cases. Also, unclear is the "practical
impossibility" for the Applicant to go into details of the killing of
Serbs, at least in so far as the crimes committed in the territory
of the Muslim-Croat Federation are concerned. (Any government
has the "practical possibility" to determine whether or not crimes
have been committed in the territory controlled by it.)

232. As will be demonstrated further on, the Applicant
fundamentally has the same attitude towards the details of the
Counter-Memorial supported by evidence: in such instances it
denies the validity of the evidence presented. Consequently, the
Applicant refuses to admit to the crimes described in the
Counter-Memorial, although it is plain to see that such mass
crimes against victims having specific names could not have
been invented. The facts of these crimes do exist; they cannot
be obliterated simply by the Applicant's denial.

2.3.3. The Applicant calls "appalling” (para. 45, p. 912 of the
Reply) that the listings of the crimes against Serb civilians, as
contained in the Counter-Memorial, began with Srebrenica. The
Respondent does not consider important the order in which the
Respondent listed the crimes committed against the Serb
people in Bosnia and Herzegovina. The language used by the
Applicant speaks more of itself than of the Respondent. The
crimes against Serbs in the Srebrenica region were committed
in May, June and July 1992 and only one in August of that
year, which places them chronologically at the beginning of the
Counter-Memorial. Beside, extensive abuse of the safe zone
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should be have in minde, as publicle referred to by
representatives of the Netherlands battalion.

2.3.4. The Applicant denies any importance to the annexed
photographs of crimes (para. 46, p. 912 of the Reply), "/t
alone that it would provide for any objective indication that the
perpetrator of these atrocities, whoever that may have been, did
commit these as part of a campaign directed by the Applicant's
Government and aimed at the destruction of a specific ethnic
group”. The photographs of victims are proof of the atrocities
committed and they indirectly (by showing the way in which
these were committed) indicate also the nature of the crimes.
The genocidal nature and the responsibility of the Applicant for
the commission of these crimes is inferred from the overall
circumstances: the crimes against Serb civilians were committed
the Applicant's armed forces (in two instances under 7.1.1.1.
and 7.1.1.7 of the Counter-Memorial, by the military unit
commanded by Naser Ori¢, which committed a series of crimes
in other territories); they were committed burning down Serb
villages and neighbourhoods and by killing all Serbs rounded
up, regardless of their age or gender (in one instance, as many
as 38 Serb villagers were murdered). In short, people were
killed just because they were Serbs and the perpetrators were
the soldiers of the Applicant's army. The troops of the
Applicant, by their very nature,could not have acted
independently of the Applicant; they were under its control. The
crimes against the Serbs of Srebrenica referred to, were all
committed within a space of four months and the Applicant did
nothing to stop the criminal actions of its military in this
community (nor in the territory of other communities). Similarly,
the Applicant did not take any action against the perpetrators,
including against Naser Ori¢ as the most notorious figure.
Instead, Naser Ori¢ rose in the Applicant's military ranks and
was decorated with the Golden Fleur de Lis by President Alija
Izetbegovi¢ "for extraordinary military successes in Kamenicad'
(where Muslim armed forces brutally killed and mutilated at
least 11 Serb prisoners, Counter-Memorial 7.1.22.9).
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The final conclusion about the responsibility of the
Applicant with regard to the genocide of the Serb people in
Bosnia and Herzegovina can be drawn with even more certainty
from the overall circumstances surrounding the crimes against
Serbs, which will be dealt with separately.

2.3.5. Even as far as the crimes perpetrated in the territory of
the Bratunac community are concerned, the Applicant denies
the "relevance" of the submitted material (para. 47, p. 913 of
the Reply) and for one of the victims, the Chief of Police in
Bratunac says that he allegedly died in function and conciudes
that the autopsy report "does not provide any objective
Indication that the perpetrator, whoever that may have been, did
commit these acts as part of a campaign, directed by the
Applicants Government and aimed at the destruction of a
specific ethnic group” As regards the “relevance" of evidence,
the Respondent believes that all evidence is judged on its
individual merits and on its interconnection. Milutin MiloSevic,
chief of Police in Bratunac, was not killed in line of duty but
together with nine other Serb civilians, including two women
(paragraph 7.1.2.11 of the Counter-Memorial). As in the case of
the Srebrenica region, crimes against Serb villagers were
committed Muslim armed forces. Again, in two instances
(described under 7.1.2.2. and 7.1.2.9 of the Counter-Memorial)
the crimes were perpetrated by Naser Ori¢'s unit. It is
understandable that the autopsy report did not provide "an
objective indication”, nor can it do so, that the crimes were
committed "as part of a campaign, directed by the Applicant's
Government". That such a campaign existed can be deduced
from all the circumstances. The Counter-Memorial cited the
report made on 26 January 1993 by Richard Boucher,
spokesman for the US State Department, as additional
evidence. The cited report says that Bosnian Muslim forces
from Srebrenica killed at least 60 Serbs, mainly civilians in the
villages around Bratunac. The Applicant said nothing about this.
Iif the victims of crimes are Serbs, then even reports by
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"independent observers" (as the Applicant calls them) are not
regarded by the Applicant as ‘relevant material". (To
substantiate its own claims, the Applicant refers to similar
reports as its main evidence.)

2.3.6. The Annexes to the Counter-Memorial relating to the
crimes committed in the territory of the Skelane community, are
said in the Reply (para. 49, p. 913) "o contain anonymous,
mainly hear-say witness statements' and that none of the
statements "provides any proof of the identity of the
perpetrators of the atrocities described, flet alone any material
showing that the mentioned alrocities fook place as part of a
well-organized campaign or patfern of conduct'. The Reply has
taken out of the Counter-Memorial the statement that Skelane
was predominantly Muslim, although it failed to mention or deny
the assertion contained in the Counter-Memorial that a large
number of villages in the Skelani area were inhabited by Serbs.
The Reply then goes on to say that the testimony of the
witness concerned ‘"does not provide any basis for the
assumption that Muslim forces deliberately targeted Serbs living
in this towr!' (Skelane). Witness statements are not hear-say,
but direct or indirect testimony on the crimes. Even indirect
testimony, especially in connection with the main facts of the
event, is valid, such as that the Muslim forces launched attacks
against some villages and that they left bodies of dead Serb
civilians in their wake. The exact data about the perpetrators
are not of key importance; the essential fact is that the
perpetrators were Muslim troops. In its Reply, the Applicant also
resorted to a distorted interpretation of the contents of the
Counter-Memorial. According to the Counter-Memorial, only two
Serb civilians (namely two children) were killed in Skelane
village itself and the rest of the 35 Serbs were murdered in the
villages in the Skelane area, where they happened to be at the
time of the commission of these atrocities. The Counter-
Memorial does not assert, either, that Muslim forces
"deliberately targeted” Serbs living in Skelane, except for the
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two children concerned. However, they "deliberately targeted"
Serb villagers around Skelane.

2.3.7. Concerning the section of the Counter-Memorial dealing
with the atrocities in Srbinje (Foc¢a), the Applicant first states
(para. 50, p. 914 of the Reply) that the Respondent renamed
the city of Foca into Srbinje and adds that this section "is not
supported by any accessible material whatsoever”", nor does it
further discuss it in the Reply. The assertion that the
Respondent renamed Foca or any other city in Bosnia and
Herzegovina is not true. This city was renamed by Bosnian
Serbs. The cities and towns in Bosnia and Herzegovina were
not renamed only by Serbs. Thus, Bosnian Croats renamed
Duvno town into Tomislavgrad, and Bosnian Muslims renamed
Bosanski Petrovac into Muratovo (after Emperor Murat who led
the Turkish invaders in the Battle of Kosovo against the Serbian
Mediaeval State in 1389). The Respondent recalls that the
Counter-Memorial, in its section on Srbinje (para. 7.1.5.22), inter
alia, states that on 19 December 1992, on the date of Serbian
religious festival - St. Nicholas, Muslim forces killed at least 51
Serb civilians in Serb villages in the Jo3anica valley. Among
those killed, there were 14 women, three children and 13
people over 60. The Counter-Memorial (paragraph 7.1.5.23)
goes on to cite the report from The Times of 23 September
1993 regarding the incident. This report is cited once again:

"The Bosnian Serbs asked the UN Commission
on War Crimes lo investigate the massacre, which they
say was one of the worst crimes commijtted by the
Muslims against the Serbs. They say that 57 people
were massacred in a Ssurprise attack last Christmas on
10 villages situated in a valley near Foca in eastern
Bosnia. They also say that all the victims, except two,
were civilians. In Bosnia crimes like these are seldom
confirmed by the alleged perpetrators, but a capitured
Muslim soldier confirmed the larger part of this story to
the BBC.
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The attack about which there have been no
previous reporis outside the former Yugoslavia was
launched in the morming of December 19 last year in
Josanica valley. The local Serbs, who have put together
files with photographs as evidence for the UN, say that
as many as 600 Muslims surrounded the ten hamlets
during the night.

According fo the accounts of survivors, a signal
flare was fired at 7.00 am. which, the Serbs say,
marked the beginning of a two-hour orgy of shooting,
burning and killing. They say that when it was over only
13 of the 70 inhabitants of the valley were stil alive.

The BBC reporter inferviewed in Foca prison
Saban Kurtovié, a Muslim soldier who admitted taking
part in the atfack. This former security guard insisted
that no one had forced him fo speak and that he had
been offered no deal by the Serbs. He was a member
of the Third Battalion of the First Drina Brigade
stationed at Mravinjci, a village near GoraZde, and was
captured Jast June.

...He said that up to 350 men had taken part in
the attack and added: 'We knew that we were going
against civilians. No one even tried fo tell us that we
were going against the Serb army or that we were
going to take some important portion of territory'

He said that the Muslim soldiers had drunk great
quantities of alcohol en route fo Josanica, where they
then split info 10 groups, each with ffs own larget
village. During the attack the Serbs did not fire and the
Musfims had no casuafties’.
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From the circumstances described above, it is
abundantly clear that this was a typical act of genocide
against the Serbian nation. However, the Applicant has
not found it appropriate to say a word about the atrocity
and about the reports on it in foreign press (based on
eyewitness accounts and testimony of a prisoner). It did
not comment, either, the fact that once again a Serbian
religious festival was chosen to attack the 'Serb
occupier' for 'military tactic' reasons, considering that
'Serbian soldiers would have lowered their guard' (para.
35 of the Reply). In this way, the Applicant has
demonstrated to what extent it ignored facts and
evidence insofar as genocidal crimes against Serbs are
concerned. Muslim armed forces killed Serbs in other
vilages in the same manner and with the same
genocidal intent.

2.3.8. The Applicant paid no attention whatsoever (para. 51. p.
914 of the Reply) to the assertions regarding mass kilings of
Serbs in and around Konjic (the names of victims were fully
identified). It refers to a witness statement describing
"extensively the situation in, presumably the Celebi¢i camp".
The witness is said not to have provided "any, /let alone
independent, material indicating that the atrocities he describes
-if true - form part of any well-organized campaign or pattern of
conduct'. The Applicant again clouds things when it comes to
proving and identifying facts. The witness, prisoner at the camp,
may - on the basis of his observations - testify on the crimes
which occurred in it or on the persons directly responsible,
whereas the "organized campaign and pafttern of conduct' may
be inferred from the systematic nature of the crimes committed
in all detention camps controlled by the Applicant.

2.3.9. The Applicant is not specific either (para. 52, p. 915 of
the Reply) regarding the crimes committed against Serbs in and
around Rogatica. The submitted evidence, as in all other cases,
is said not to contain "any material indicating that these
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atrocities fook place as part of a well-organized campaign or
pattern of conduct". The Respondent continues to hold its view
on the importance of photographic evidence and testimony as
proof of individual crimes committed. The Applicant's claim
contained in the Reply that the Serb forces returned civilians
that they took with them along the road where they had laid
mines, bears no relation to the specific crimes committed by
Muslim armed forces. In one case in point (para. 7.1.7.15. of
the Counter-Memorial), Muslim forces attacked a convoy of
Serb refugees killing 10 Serb civilians.

2.3.10. The Applicant's claim that the Annexes to the section
of the Counter-Memorial relating to the murders of Serbs in
Sarajevo "contain anonymous, mostly hear-say witness
statements' (para. 54, p. 915 of the Reply). Several
eyewitnesses (whose statements were attached thereto) testified
to the kiling of Serb civiians in Cememo and Pofalici
neighbourhoods and to other murders. Thus, witness 718/96-5
(Annex C 2618) saw the Kkilling of Serbs in Cemerno village
(identifying 21 victims by full name). Nevertheless, the Applicant
paid no attention to the testimony of this witness or to those of
other witnesses. Some witnesses have given even the names
of the perpetrators, but they all specifically said that the
perpetrators were soldiers of the Applicant's army, its police
officers or the guards in the detention camps and prisons run
for Serbs. The Applicant maintains (para. 55, p. 916 of the
Reply) that “the Kazani case proves the exact opposite of what
the Respondent claims: during the years of the siege of
Sarajevo, the Bosnian authorities made every effort to prevent
the commission of atrocities by individuals on the territory under
their control". It is claimed that the Muslim military unit ("9th
Mountain Brigade"), which committed the atrocities, "acted
completely independently of the Bosnian armed forces and
continuously ignored the orders given by Sarajevo". The
Applicant's position that the Kazani case demonstrates quite the
opposite of what is claimed by the Respondent, is totally
unfounded. On sites at the foot of Mt. Trebevié, Muslim armed
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forces massively killed Sarajevo Serb civilians, which is an act
of genocide. The principal role in these crimes was played by
the military unit of Mu$an Topalovi¢, alias Caco, but this unit
was not the only one. It acted within the Applicant's armed
forces and not independently of them. The Counter-Memorial
(para. 7.2.6.38.6.) states the fact that Topalovi¢' military unit
was visited by Alija lzetbegovi¢ and by Mrs. Biserka Turkovic.
Both before TV cameras praised MuSan Topalovic as a
commander. This fact, which was not refuted by the Applicant,
directly contradicts the above Applicant's claim contained in its
Reply that Topalovié's unit "continuously ignored the orders
given by Sarajevo". Praises sung to Topalovic by "Sarajevo"
imply approval of what he and his unit did. That Topalovi¢ lost
his life in a clash with the Applicant's police does not mean at
all that he acted on his own and that the Applicant is not
responsible for genocidal crimes committed by his military unit.
The mass killings of Serbs by Topalovi¢' men were so obvious
and could not be concealed. However, the actual trial covered
only a small number of murders of Serbs on locations at the
foot of Mt. Trebevi¢. For the sake of illustration, the Respondent
mentioned in the Counter-Memorial (para. 7.2.6.39.2.) the first-
instance judgment on the Kazani crimes, passed on 23
December 1994, under which the most severe penalties
(imposed only on four of the accused) were six-year
imprisonment sentences, although the victims were killed most
brutally and were mutilated.What kind of justice it is, may be
seen if it is compared to the case of Borislav Herak who had
been sentenced to death penalty. (See the Application, paras.
44H to 44N). Besides MuSan Topalovi¢, some other Muslim
commandants, who had committed crimes against Serbs, were
also eliminated by the end of the war. Thus, Jusuf Prazina,
who, inter alia, commanded an Applicant's unit that by
deception (after giving assurances of a safe passage)
intercepted the JNA convoy in Dobrovoljatka Street, killing
soldiers on site and later on after taking them prisoner - was
gunned down in a foreign country. This perfidious pre-war
criminal mind was also responsible for many other atrocities
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described in the Counter-Memorial. According to a TV Sarajevo
report on a news briefing, he showed to the camera a piece of
paper purporting to be a decision signed by President Alija
Izetbegovi¢, naming him a general and commandant of
Sarajevo (para. 7.2.6.38.4, Counter-Memorial). The Applicant's
assertions that the "Bosnian authorities made every effort to
prevent the commission of atrocities by individuals on the
territory under their control" is not a reply to the claims
contained in the Counter-Memorial: The Counter-Memorial
asserts that the Applicant's military and police as well as
guards in detention camps committed mass crimes against
Serbs, which means the structures controlled by the Applicant,
rather than individuais. Even the Applicant's assertion the way it
is put, is untrue because on the territories controlled by the
Applicant, individuals too could kill Serbs with impunity. Crimes
were also committed by incursions of the Applicant's military
into the territories controlled by it.

2.3.11. The assertion contained in the Reply (para. 58, p. 917)
that the section on ViSegrad is not supported by "any
accessible material" is untrue. Annexed to the Counter-Memorial
(C 2735) was the minutes of the testimony of a witness who
saw Muslim soldiers kill his two sons and set fire to his home,
where there were two women inside, one of them managed to
get out but was killed on the spot and the other was burned to
death. The Muslim soldiers failed to spot the witness and he
lived to tell the story.

2.3.12. In the section of the Reply on Brod (paras. 59 and 60,
pp. 917-918), the Applicant states that the Croatian armed
forces in Bosnia and Herzegovina (HVO and HOS) were not
controlled by the Applicant and it invokes the opinion of the
United Nations Commission of Experts as expressed in the
opening argument by the Prosecutor of ICTY in the Blaskic
case. The statements made by the Prosecutor of the Tribunal
are not proof either in a case before ICTY or before any other
court. In the same vein, the opinion expressed by the UN
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Commission of Experts is not, either, proof in the proceedings
before a court of law. The Applicant's assertion that Croatian
armed units in BiH were not under its control, i.e. that it was
not responsible for the crimes committed by these units, is
baseless. Bosnian Muslims and Croats jointly prepared for their
secession from the Socialist Federal Republic of Yugoslavia,
both politically and militarily; they jointly voted "yes" for the
secession in a referendum and thus went against Serbs who
were hostile to the idea of separation from the existing state. In
the ensuing war, they emerged as one joint party and Bosnian
Serbs as the other. They even established a common entity in
BiH: the Muslim-Croat Federation. At the outbreak of war,
Muslims and Croats, in conjunction and in a coordinated
fashion, committed crimes against Serbs, in particular in the
communities where all the three nations lived, such as Mostar,
Konijic, Capljina, Livno, Kupres, etc.

2.3.13. The Applicant also denies (para. 61, p. 920 of the
Reply) the atrocities described in the section of the Counter-
Memorial on Kupres by claiming that there is no evidence to
support that these atrocities were ever committed and that the
Applicant is not responsible for the crimes which HVO and HOS
forces might have committed. It is precisely the crimes visited
upon the Serb civilian population of Kupres that show that the
Muslim and Croatian forces acted in conjunction. The
information on perpetrators, particularly Counter-Memorial
paragraphs 7.1.13.1. and 7.1.13.2., thus indicate that both
Muslim and Croat soldiers committed crimes together.

2.3.14. The Applicant's assertion (para. 62, p. 921 of the Reply)
that the person on which the post mortem was carried out "died
as soldier in the Army of the Republika Srpska" is untrue. The
person concerned was taken prisoner as a Bosnian Serb soldier
and, along with three other PoWs, was shot by Bosnian Muslim
soldiers in Jablanica (para. 7.1.14.1. of the Counter-Memorial}.
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2.3.15. By denying that the kiling of Serbs occurred in the
territory of the Gorazde county, the Applicant claims (para. 64,
p. 922 of the Reply) that none of the withess statements
"provides any proof of the identity of the perpetrators of the
atrocities described, let alone any material showing that the
mentioned atrocities took place as part of a well-organized
campaign or pattern of conduct". The Applicant goes on to say:
"Without acknowledging that any of the testimonies given in this
section are true, the testimonies in the lafter Annex show that
there was presumably opposition against the alleged atrocities
from, inter alia, the new head of the GoraZde police ... and
from former Muslim JNA officers, who opposed the liquidation of
Serbs” (Annex C 116, pp. 1178 and 1180). The Respondent
points out that the minutes of witness testimonies, as annexed
to the Counter-Memorial, section 2 on GoraZzde (para. 7.2.5.0),
by and large relate to Serb killings rather than to torture and
abuse only. It is unclear what proof of identity of the
perpetrators is required by the Applicant, when it transpires
from all these testimonies that the perpetrators were Bosnian
Muslim soldiers and policemen and that many of them were
named by name. The Applicant does not deny that at the time
when the atrocities took place, Ibro Merkez was chief of police
and HadZo Efendi¢ Chair of the Gorazde War-Time Presidency.
it is not of the essence whether the names of all the
perpetrators were fully correct, but it is important that the
perpetrators all belonged to the Bosnian Muslim military and
police and that they committed the crimes in an organized
manner, on orders from their superiors. An organized nature of
the crimes is particularly evident in regard to the Serbs taken
away by police from their homes in Gorazde and shot. The
same pattern was used for killing PoWs and Serb villagers. The
Applicant clearly believes only one witness (Annex C -1176 -
1189) and only in respect of a particular detail - that there was
opposition to the commission of atrocities and therefore
concludes that "there was presumably opposition against the
alleged atrocities..." So, according to the Applicant, there was
opposition to something which was not obvious but presumed at
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that. The Applicant has taken a small part out of the whole
testimony of the witness. The witness detailed the massive
round-ups and killing of Serb civilians, giving names of both
victims and perpetrators. The testimony of the witness
concerned reveals some Bosnian Muslim commanders opposed
the execution of Serbs, which was done on a large scale and
extra-judicially, and that in the wake of this opposition Hadzo
Efendi¢, Chair of the War-Time Presidency in Gorazde, set up
an alleged Court Martial to cover up, by alleged judgments, the
murders of Serbs already committed. According to this witness
testimony, the transfer of Serbs into camps (“isolation centres")
and their executions were decided by Chair of the War-Time
Presidency Efendic. When the witness was taken to the
"isolation centre", the leader of the police patrol read out to him
the decision of the War-Time Presidency signed by H. Efendic,
while chief of Police 1. Merkez, who is responsible for the
murders of a great many Serbs, told the witness that he was
only carrying out the decisions of the Presidency. It is true that
the witness said that the new chief of police protected Serbs,
but he also said that even under the new chief of police the
killing of Serbs resumed. For instance, the witness stated that
immediately before UNPROFOR personnel came to Gorazde
(on 24 April 1994), a number of Serb civilians were Kkilled,
mentioning some by name. These crimes were committed by a
Bosnian Muslim military unit. That the witness mentioned that
there was opposition to the killing of Serb non-combatants is
precisely proof of the truthfulness of his testimony as a whole.
The number of crimes against Serb non-combatants and PoWs
in the Gorazde area (where at least 189 Serbs were killed and
their names were stated in the Counter-Memorial), the
structures (Bosnian Muslim military and police) to which the
perpetrators belonged, as well as the circumstances in which
the crimes were committed (kiling of villagers who did not
manage to flee; taking away of people from their homes in
Gorazde and shooting them; execution of prisoners after having
been subjected to brutal torture) all clearly indicate that the
crimes were committed in an organized manner, i.e. "as part of
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a well-organized campaign or pattern of conduct". This point is
additionally supported by the fact that the Applicant did not take
any action against the perpetrators and that the one principally
responsible among them, Hadzo Efendié, upon his transfer to
Sarajevo, was first appointed as Deputy Prime Minister and
then Ambassador to the Republic of Austria. Like in other cases
involving deaths of Serbs, the Applicant pays no attention
whatsoever to the documents also referred to in its own
Application. The Applicant, thus, ignores the submission of the
US Administration regarding the murders of Serb civilians in
Gorazde (para. 7.1.16.4. of the Counter-Memorial).

2.3.16. In the Reply (para. 65, p. 922 and para. 67, p. 923),
the Applicant asserts that sections of the Counter-Memorial on
the atrocities committed in Kotor Varo$ (para. 7.1.17.) and
Cajni¢e (para. 7.1.19.0.) do not contain proof of the identity of
perpetrators, let alone that the crimes were committed "as part
of an organized campaign or pattern of conduct'. The
Respondent points out that the evidence presented indicates
that the crimes were committed by the Applicant's armed forces,
whereas the organized nature of these crimes is inferred from
the same circumstances as in all other instances.

2.3.17. With regard to the section on Tuzla, the Applicant (para.
68, p. 923 of the Reply) states that the crimes referred to in
para. 7.1.20.2. of the Counter-Memorial were tried in 1995 (the
crimes concerned were committed in 1993). Even these
atrocities are referred to by the Applicant as "alleged" ones. Not
even these trials or the statement of the mayor of Tuzla to the
effect that the Applicant's government authorities were allegedly
bent on preserving the multi-cultural character of Bosnia and
Herzegovina are of the essence in making the final conclusion
about the massive nature and character of the crimes
committed by the structures controlled by the Applicant (military,
police, detention camp and prison personnel).
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2.3.18. The Applicant says nothing (para. 70, p. 924 of the
Reply) about whether or not countless crimes against Serbs
were committed in the Zvornik area (para. 7.1.22.0. of the
Counter-Memogrial). It simply limits itself to challenge the validity
of the evidence submitted, in ways used in similar instances.

2.3.19. In the Reply concerning the section of the Counter-
Memorial on Kladanj, the Applicant, not answering the question
of whether these atrocities were committed or not, refutes the
evidence given and says that the fact that forensic findings
were made by an expert of the Military Medical Academy in
Belgrade shows that "local commanders of the Bosnian Serb
Army effectively disposed of direct lines of communication with
the Yugoslav military in Belgrade". The Respondent continues to
maintain that the engagement of a forensic scientist to gather
evidence on the crimes committed, does not have the kind of
importance that the Applicant wishes to attribute to it.

2.3.20. In the Reply {(para 75, p. 925) concerning the section on
Viscko in the Counter Memorial, the Applicant does not broach,
either, the subject whether or not these atrocities took place. It
only challenges the validity of the evidence submitted. The
report by Richard Boucher (paras. 7.1.27.9. and 7.1.27.10. of
the Counter-Memorial), which said that Serbs Milivoje Samardzi¢
and Bosko Rakovi¢ of Visoko were beaten to death by Bosnian
Muslims in the detention camp in Visoko and that Bosnian
Muslim territorial defence forces beat to death Serb Slobodan
Gogié, did not merit the Applicant's attention, either.

2.3.21. As regards the section on Prijedor, the Applicant (para
82, p. 927 of the Reply) recalls Chapter 5, section 8 of its own
Reply and attributes to the Respondent "utter disdain" for non-
Serb victims and "arrogance towards the Applicant and
eventually its contempt of this Court". The Counter-Memorial
gave all available information on the crimes against Serbs of
Prijedor and the Respondent replied to the above-mentioned
chapter of the Reply. By persistently ignoring thousands of Serb
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victims identified by name, the Applicant is in a position to
reflect upon its own disdain for the victims of crimes committed
by its military and police as well as by prison camp personnel
controlled by it.

2.3.22. Not even the arrest of some leading criminals in Zenica
(para. 83, p. 927 of the Reply) has the importance that the
Applicant wishes to attach to it. This one-off action, even if it
took place alongside some other rare ones that were highly
disproportionate to the crimes against the Serb people in
Bosnia and Herzegovina, serves only to cover up the true
nature of the crimes and the responsibility of the Applicant for
them.

2.3.23. The Applicant refused to consider in the Reply (para.
90. p. 929) the section on Vlasenica as contained in the
Counter-Memorial, since it "is not supported by any accessible
material". Paragraph 7.1.42.4. of the Counter-Memorial states
that Bosnian Muslim armed forces most brutally murdered 28
Serbs captured by them during the attack on Rogosije village
(the victims were identified by name). The Counter-Memorial
also referred to the third submission by the US Administration,
dated 10 November 1992, in which they noted that an
American free-lance writer reported he had seen the mutilated
and tortured bodies of Serbs, which were displayed in a Serb
Orthodox church. "Some bodies were incinerated, others had
fingers cut off from the right arm that is used by Orthodox
Christians to make a sign of cross, some were circumcised in
total humiliation; some had their eyes gouged out; they all bore
stab wounds; their heads were so beaten that they were
beyond recognition, their arms and legs were broken and cut
off" Nevertheless, even this submission on the signs of horrible
deaths at the hands of the Applicant's armed units means
nothing to the Applicant. In so doing, the Applicant does not
consider its ignoring of facts about the crimes committed as its
disdain for the victims.
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2.3.24. Commenting on the section on Han Pijesak from the
Counter-Memorial, the Applicant (para. 100, p. 930 of the
Reply) challenges, cumulatively and in typified fashion, the
validity of the evidence without adopting a position regarding
facts as such and drawing the attention of the Court to Han
Pijesak as the seat of the headquarters of Gen. Ratko Mladi¢,
the Bosnian Serb commander indicted by the Hague Tribunal
and wondering why neither the witness nor the examining judge
“deemed it necessary Ilo mention this as a relevant
circumstance'. |t is, therefore, odd to the Applicant that the
witnesses to the crimes committed by the Applicant's armed
forces did not mention "as a relevant circumstance' that Han
Pijesak was the seat of Gen. Miladi¢'s headquarters. By the
manner in which the Applicant alludes to the indictment issued
against Gen. Miladi¢, it seems that it is tantamount to a
judgment which went into effect.

2.3.25. With regard to the section on Mrkonji¢ Grad (para.
7.1.54.0. of the Counter-Memorial), the Applicant (para. 107, p.
932 of the Reply) says that it "fails o see the relevance of afll
this fo this casé€' and that due to the unsubstantiated nature of
the material provided the "Respondent further demonstrates that
it rather uses this case as an opportunity fo continue fts usual
propaganda campaign than as serious litigatiorl'. The crimes
which occurred in Mrkonji¢ Grad, of which the Applicant is, no
doubt, aware, will be corroborated by evidence, and the
"relevance" of the material on these crimes stems from the
simple fact that combined Croat army forces and the Applicant's
units took part in the operations in BiH in 1995, and that those
forces committed massive crimes. The Croatian regular army,
as a foreign army, entered deep into BiH territory without any
protests from, and in cooperation with, the Applicant. The
Applicant not only disregards facts about the most serious
crimes involving Serb victims, but it shows cynicism when
alleging that the Respondent uses the victims of the Mrkonji¢
Grad mass crimes for propaganda. (At least 274 prisoners and
civilians, including many women, were murdered. As of

76



submission of the Counter-Memorial 227 victims were identified.)
The Mrkonji¢ Grad killings are typical acts of genocide: PoWs
and non-combatants were murdered in large numbers simply
because they were Serbs. Among those killed, 23 persons were
over 75. (The oldest man, lle Prolo, was 100 years old and the
oldest woman, Andja Bunjac, was 93 years old.)

2.3.26. In para. 3, page 891 of its Reply, the Applicant points
to the UNHCR map of 1 March 1994 showing BiH territories
controlled by each of the three warring parties. The Applicant
stresses that the map shows that most of the territory to which
the Counter-Memorial refers was Bosnian Serb-held. This was
so at that point, on 1 March 1994. By far the largest number of
crimes against Bosnian Serbs were committed prior to that
date, in particular during 1992, when the territories controlled by
the three parties did not coincide with those held by them on 1
March 1994. In the first months of the war, there were no clear
demarcation lines between the units controlled by the three
warring parties. It was the crimes committed against Serb non-
combatants that were the reason for drawing clear military lines
of demarcation between the parties, in order to protect Serb
inhabitants in some regions of BiH. Accordingly, many of the
Serb villages that came under attack and where acts of
genocide were perpetrated, at the time of the attack were not
protected by the Republika Srpska Army. Additionally, many of
the crimes against Serbs took place in Baosnian Muslim- or
Bosnian Croat-controlled areas (Sarajevo, Gorazde, Mostar,
Tuzla, Zenica and other towns, as well as in all camps for
Serbs). Lastly, part of the genocidal crimes against Serbs were
perpetrated in non-Muslim or non-Croat controlled areas by hit
and run attacks of the Bosnian Muslim and Croat military
against towns and villages and by shooting Serb civilians.

2.3.27. In the concluding part of the Reply relating to para. 7.1.
of the Counter-Memorial (deliberate killing), the Applicant states
(para. 118, p. 934, Reply) that "the Federal Republic of
Yugoslavia has not even begun to formulate a sufficiently
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supported factual basis for its counter-claims. The approach of
the Respondent apparently is just to overwhelm the Court with
hundreds of pages of listings of alleged events, not with true
and independently supported facts, neither with any beginning
of analysis. For these reasons alone, the Respondent's
conclusions, based on this particular way of proceeding, cannot
sustain  its  far-reaching submissions.” The Respondent
formulated the factual basis for its Counter-Memorial relying on
facts of concrete crimes on which it provided evidence.
Considering that facts of reality take concrete form, the
Respondent believes that they should be presented to the Court
in a concrete form, too. This means that the names of victims
must be given in full and at least the structures to which the
perpetrators belonged and, if possible, also their identity and
details about the events, as well as other circumstances on
which the determination of the responsibility for crimes hinges.
In cases where survivors are witnesses or potential witnesses,
for the sake of their protection, their full names are not stated,
just initials. Only facts presented in such a concrete way may
be proved or disproved. For logical and practical reasons, the
Respondent resorted to this method of presentation of facts,
constituting the basis of the Counter-Memorial, even though it is
aware that the numbers of Bosnian Serb victims are much
higher than those cited by the Respondent, on the basis of the
information and evidence gathered. Therefore, the Respondent's
approach is not to "overwhelm" the Court with "Aundreds of
pages of listings of alleged events' but simply to state mere
facts of the crimes committed. The scale of the crimes has
decided the number of pages on which these facts will be
presented (in a summary fashion). By contrast, the approach
espoused by the Applicant is unacceptable to the Respondent.
The victims are mostly referred to in terms of numbers rather
than names, which is indispensable in proving any case. It is
actually the Applicant which overwhelms the Court with piles of
material that, more often than not, cannot be admitted in court
as evidence.
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2.3.28. The Applicant's Reply in relation to specific sections or
paragraphs in the Counter-Memorial regularly repeats the
assertion that "witness statements do not provide any proof of
the identity of the perpetrators of alleged atrocities". In
conclusion, the Respondent once again points out that in some
instances witnesses gave information on the identity of
perpetrators and that in all instances testimonies clearly indicate
the structures to which the perpetrators belonged - the
Applicant's military, its police or the personnel of the prison
camps controlled by the Applicant. Because of the nature of
crimes and the responsibility involved, it is essential that the
perpetrators belonged to these structures rather than who they
really were.

2.3.29. The Applicant aiso repeatedly asserts in the Reply that
the evidence submitted in connection with some paragraphs in
the Counter-Memorial does not provide any material to prove
that the crimes were committed "as part of a well-organized
campaign or pattern of conduct”. In summing up on this point,
the Respondent reiterates that the evidence on individual crimes
is not supposed to be direct proof of an organized nature of
crimes, or to prove that the crimes occurred "as part of a well-
organized campaign or pattern of conduct'. The conclusion as
to an organized "campaign" or "pattern of conduct” may be
drawn from the overall circumstances of all the crimes
committed - from the number of crimes committed in the wider
region, from the typical method used (the Applicant's forces
entering Serb villages and killing residents; kiliing prisoners after
subjecting them to torture; police taking Serbs away from their
homes in towns and their subsequent death; kiling of those
detained in many camps), from the structures the perpetrators
belonged to (the Applicant's military and police as well as the
personnel of the camps and prisons controlled by the
Applicant), and from the nationality of victims (Serbs). In
repeating so often the denial of the existence of "an organized
campalgn or pattern of conduct”, the Applicant might as well
have asked itself what it is that is repeated so often and “is not
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part of a well-organized campaign or paftern of conduct'.
Moreover, had the Applicant commented on all Counter-
Memorial sections and on all paragraphs thereof, the repetition
of its assertion that there was no "campaign" of crimes would
have been much more frequent.

2.4. Deliberate Infliction on Serbs Conditions of Life
Calculated to Bring about Their Physical Destruction and
Causing Serious Bodily or Mental Harm (Counter-Memorial,
Section 7.2.).

2.4.0.1. Regarding the section on Celebiéi, the Applicant (para.
120, 934 of the Reply) does not acknowledge any individual
claim made by the Respondent and of the medical reports and
the submitted photographs it says that they "do not provide any
proof whatsoever of an organized campaign, directed by the
Applicant's Government and aimed at the Serbs as such'.
Because of the regular repetition by the Applicant that the
submitted evidence is no proof of an organized campaign of
crimes, in its comments on the sections contained in this part
of the Counter-Memorial, the Respondent will present its view
on this at the end of the Chapter. Whatever evidence is
provided by the Respondent, the Applicant refutes any
Respondent's claim. The Applicant does not, either, comment
on Richard Boucher's statement and on the third submission
made by the US Administration of 10 November 1992 (Counter-
Memorial 7.2.1.17-19) that in the Celebiéi camp, 15 to 16 Serbs
"were so savagely beaten they died". The Counter-Memorial
gave evidence that 18 Serbs, all named by name, were beaten
to death in this detention camp.

2.4.0.2. In response to the Ljubuski section, the Applicant (para.
122, p. 935 of the Reply) assert that "even if the alleged facts
were true", it is "not responsible for the deeds of the HVO
forces which were not controlled by the Bosnian Government".
The Respondent again points out that Bosnian Muslims and
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Croats acted jointly against Bosnian Serbs. For example, the
information on the perpetrators from the camp of Celebiéi, as
contained in the Counter-Memorial, reveals that crimes in this
camp were committed by Muslims and Croats together.

2.4.0.3. On the Dretelj camp section, the Applicant (para. 123,
p. 935; Reply) only says that witness statements, medical
findings and the submitted photos "do not provide any proof
whatsoever of the existence of an organized campaign, directed
by the Applicant's Government and aimed at the Serbs as
such". The Applicant once again totally disregards the statement
made by Richard Boucher as spokesman for the State
Department, who said that the Croatian armed forces arrested a
Serb doctor and took her to the camp of Dretelj, where she
witnessed the torture of many male and female prisoners
(Counter-Memorial 7.2.4.25), although the Applicant itseif took
such statemenis or reports as its main evidence contained in
the Application.

2.4.0.4. In connection with the Sarajevo section in the Counter-
Memorial, the Applicant (para. 125, p. 937 of the Reply) denies
the existence of evidence proving "that the alleged acts were
directed against victims because of their Serb origin as such".
Here again, the Applicant takes no notice of reports which it
once treated as evidence in the Application. Paragraph 7.2.6.12.
of the Counter-Memorial states that according to the fourth
report of the State Department, dated 28 December 1992, an
American surgeon from California spent some time in the
KoSevo Hospital in Sarajevo, where he performed reconstructive
urological surgery. He disclosed that Muslim and Mujaheedin
armed units (coming from Afghanistan and Saudi Arabia)
forcibly circumcised captured Bosnian Serb soldiers by using
primitive and non-medical means. He treated an 18-year old
Bosnian Serb who was so brutally circumcised that his whole
penis had to be removed. In August 1992, Bosnian Serb
policemen were treated in the same Hospital after the Bosnian
Muslim forces and Mujaheedin from abroad had savagely
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mutilated their organs by so-called circumcision which actually
represented maiming and caused irreversible and untreatable
injury to their body and mental scars (Counter-Memorial
7.2.6.36). This is borne out by the report of doctor Kenneth
MacNamara of the United States who, as a member of an lIrish
medical organization, recorded 29 such cases of mutilation.

2.4.0.5. In response to the Counter-Memorial section on
Hadzié¢i, the Applicant (para. 136, p. 941 of the Reply) claims
that the witnesses are "two reserve soldiers of the Yugoslav
People's Army captured ... on 25 May 1992", while in para.
147, on page 943 of the Reply (section on Srebrenica), it says
that the two victims mentioned in medical reports were "soldiers
at the time of their capture but, even more importantly, the first
victim was captured on BiH territory while serving as a reservist
in the Yugoslav People's Army". The victims concerned were
not JNA reservists at the time they were taken prisoner
because by that time, JNA had no units of its own in BiH.
Many Bosnian Serbs who served in the JNA, became soldiers
of the Bosnian Serb Army after JNA withdrew from Bosnia and
Herzegovina.

2.4.0.6. The Reply (para. 165, p. 9486) referring to the Counter-
Memorial section on rapes causing serious bodily or mental
harm (7.2.46.0), the Applicant maintains that the Respondent's
allegations "are not supported by independent evidence", that
the medical findings provided "contain legally irrelevant material"
and that the enclosed photographs "do not provide any
evidence whatsoever regarding the identity of the perpetrators".
The Applicant's position on ‘independent evidence", in itself,
lacks clarity and is aimed at devaluing the evidence contained
in the Counter-Memorial. If victims of rape testify as witnesses
and if their testimony is supported by doctor's findings and
opinion on the gravity of bodily or mental harm, why would this
be "non-independent” evidence? There is no single reason to
challenge the legal validity of such evidence. The victims have
spoken about the perpetrators. These perpetrators belong to the
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Applicant's  structures (the military, police, prison camp
personnel).

2.4.0.7. The Applicant (para. 166, p. 947 of the Reply) further
dismisses the forensic medical documentation contained in the
Counter-Memorial (para. 7.2.47.0.) as exhibits, saying that "none
of the findings contain material regarding the identity of the
alleged perpetrators or any evidence that the reported injuries
were Inflicted on the victims as part of an organized
campaign... It is said also that in most cases “the ethnicity of
the victims is not even mentioned'. Thus, in this case again,
the Applicant requires that the individual evidence annexed to
the Counter-Memorial also contains what they, by nature of
things, cannot contain. Forensic pathology reports contain
evidence on bodily harm done to the victims, whereas the
victims of crimes have testified as witnesses to the
circumstances and perpetrators of the crimes (mentioning also
their own ethnic origin). In ascertaining facts, all evidence is
judged both individually and in its inter-connection.

2.4.0.8. At the end of the Reply (para. 167, p. 947), relating to
the Counter-Memorial, Section 7.2., the Applicant invokes the
conclusions made at the end of the previous section. The
Respondent, too, basically invokes the views stated by it in the
above-mentioned paragraphs drawing attention to some other
circumstances. In replying to some of the sections contained in
this part of the Counter-Memorial (7.2.), the Applicant repeatedly
asserts that the submitted evidence (witness testimonies,
medical reports, photographic documentation, etc.) "do not
provide any proof whatsoever of the existence of an organized
campaign, directed by the Applicants Government and aimed at
the Serbs as suchH'. As regards its Reply to the Counter-
Memorial 7.1., the Applicant has toughened the requirements
concerning the validity and admissibility of Counter-Memorial
evidence: Here, the Applicant demands that evidence on
individual crimes be at the same time evidence that the
Applicant's Government directed an organized campaign of
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commission of crimes against Serbs, whereas in its Reply
relating to Counter-Memorial, Section 7.1. it demanded that
individual evidence indicates that crimes were committed "as
part of a well-organized campaign or pattern of conduct'. This
is required, because some witnesses, who were detained in
camps or prisons, spoke also of the systematic mass torture of
Serbs in the camps. In other words, they spoke not only of
individual crimes but also of an organized commission of these
crimes, and in some instances of the professed genocidal
intent. To expect the surviving camp inmates to witness that the
systematic torture to which they were subjected was directed by
the Applicant's Government, is a bit over the top. The
conclusion as to the responsibility of the Applicant is drawn
from the circumstance that such massive crimes against the
Serb people were systematically perpetrated by the elements of
the Applicant's structures - the military, police and the prison
camp personnel controlled by the Applicant - rather than by
individuals outside the Applicant's control.

2.4.0.9. Massive cruel treatment, abuse and humiliation of Serb
prisoners in many camps controlled by the Applicant were all
aimed at physical extermination of Serbs as such or at causing
serious harm to their physical or mental health. Many of the
camp victims were literally beaten to death and some died of
injuries suffered at the hand of their torturers or sustained
irreversible injury to their health. These camps had elaborate
systems of physical and mental torture and humiliation, ranging
from various forms of ill-treatment, verbal abuse, hurting of the
physical and mental integrity of a person to inflicting such bodily
harm resulting in death. Sometimes, callous brutalization of
innocent people took depraved forms. Great many witnesses
testified to this and there is an extensive medical documentation
on injuries inflicted on some of the victims. The number of
camps controlled by the Applicant as well as the massive
character of the crimes committed there by the guards
(including the camp commanders) clearly indicate that what was
involved there, was an organized commission of crimes against
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Serbs as such, ie. that these crimes were genocidal. A
genocidal nature of these crimes and the responsibility of the
Applicant for them become even more apparent when these
crimes are viewed in the context of the crimes described in
Counter-Memorial, Section 7.1. (deliberate killing of civilians and
prisoners).

2.4.0.10. A specific form of physical and mental torture and
humiliation was the rape of Serb women. Serb women, little
girls and eiderly women included, were raped in massive
numbers, either by indiviauals or by groups, in the camps or
prisons under Bosnian Muslim or Croat control. They were even
taken to the frontlines (e.g. in Bosanski Brod) to be gangraped
there by soldiers. Rapes were particularly frequent in the camps
in Dretelj, Celebiéi, Sarajevo and throughout Posavina. Not only
was the kind of force commonly used in rape as a criminal
sexual act used against these women but also the kind of force
(beating up and seriously injuring victims) which is associated
with various depraved acts representing additional physical or
mental torture and humiliation for victims, leaving them with
permanent serious consequences. Brutal, merciless torture of
victims, especially when women were gangraped, along with the
humiliation and demonstration of intense ethnic hatred, prevailed
over the forcible satisfaction of the sex instinct. Rape has thus
become a way of torture, serving the purpose of the destruction
of a group to which victims belong.
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2.4.1. The Annex to the Final Report of the United Nations
Commission of Experts Established Pursuant to Security Council
Resolution 780 (1992), the So-Called Bassiouni's Commission

2.41.1. In the text below the Respondent will quote parts from
the Annex VIII (Prison Camps) to the Final Report of the United
Nations Commission of Experts Established Pursuant to Security
Council Resolution 780 (1992). Quoted paragraphs and pages are
indicated in brackets near names of cities. In these parts
Bassiouni's Commission discusses the camps in Bosnia and
Herzegovina in which Serbs suffered. The Respondent does not
consider these parts of the Annex to be relevant proofs. The
Respondent quotes them for two reasons. First, to point to the
partiality of Bassiouni's Commission in the presentatiton of
information on camps under Muslim-Croat control. Bassiouni's
Commission registered a large number of camps, but gave
relatively scarce information about what was happening in them;
in any case, it offers far less information about them compared to
the description of developments in the camps in which Muslims
and Croats were held. Second, in spite of this, Bassiouni's
Commission noted the existence of a great number of camps
where Serbs were victimized, which could have served as a point
of departure for the Prosecutor of the International Criminal
Tribunal in The Hague. The Prosecutor did not proceed to the
verification of the information. He/she failed to take further action
and bring in indictments except in the case of the Celebiéi camp.
This is a clear indication of the Prosecutor's biased attitude.

24.1.2. BIHAC (pp.58-61, paras. 438-442, 448-453)

"Jedinstvo Soccer Stadium: There are a few reports that
the Bosnian Government held Serbs at the Jedinstvo Stadium.
Apparently, as many as 900 prisoners were delained.”

"BiH Governmenit-run camp in Bihac: There are also
reports from the ICRC that its representatives visited a BiH
Government-run camp in Bihac. Representatives Vvisited this
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camp on 4 and 5 July, 15 August, 20 November 1992, and 5
June 1993. In July, they saw two prisoners, in August they saw
13, in November they saw seven, and finally, in June 1993 they
saw three.”

"Unidentified Camp: Thomson Mission representatives
visited a detention facility in Bihac on 30 August 1992. The
facility was reportedly controlled by unidentified Muslim forces.
On the occasion of their visit, the Mission identified 30 Serbian
detainees.”

. “Croatian and Muslim Bordellos”: Finally, there are
reports of bordellos operated by Muslim unifs. Here, Serbian
women and girls were raped by members of Musliim and Croat
forces who visited the camps in late 1991 and 1992. Detainees
who became pregnant were not permitted fo leave to get
abortions.”

"According to the Serbian News Agency, there were 15
bordellos in Bihac. Among them were those owned or operated
by the following individuals: Mustala Vukovic, Abdulah Aljagic,
Senad Hadliabdié, Rizvan Zujkic or Zjakic, Husein Lijpovaca,
Hasan Ziric, Alija Djeferovic, Ala Besic, Smajo Murtic, Jasmin
Harbas, Ekrem Abazij, Hukovic, Civic, Deganovic, and Murtic.”

"The only specific information regarding these bordellos
is that 30 women were estimated to be housed at the Vukovic
bordello. Also, according to the Information Service of the Znd
Krajiski Corps, UN Peace-keeping forces were aware of the
activities at the Lipovaca camp.”

"Barracks, Bihac: According to representatives of the
ICRC, a detention faciity was established at the barracks in
Bihac. ICRC representatives Visited this facility on 16
November 1992. No information was provided regarding the
ethnicity of the inmates or controlling parties nor the conditions
or duration of the facility at this location.”
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"Hospital, Bihac: According o representatives of the
ICRC, a detention facility was established at the hospital in
Bihac. ICRC representatives visited this facility on 26 November
1992. No information was provided regarding the ethnicity of the
inmates or controlling parties nor the conditions or duration of
the facility at this location.”

"Military Prison, Bihac: According to representatives of
the ICRC, a defention facility was established at the military
prison in Bihac. ICRC representatives visited this facility on 15
August 1992, No informalion was provided regarding the
ethnicity of the inmates or controlling parties nor the conditions
or duration of the facility's existence at this location.”

"Prison/Penitentiary, Bihac.: According fo representatives
of the ICRC, a detention facility was established at the Jlocal
penitentiary in Bihac. ICRC representatives visited this facility on
7 December 1993. No information was provided regarding the
ethnicity of the inmates or controlling parties nor the conditions
or duration of the facility’s existence at this location."

"Police Station, Bihac. According to representalives of
the ICRC, a detention facility was established at the local police
station in Bihac. ICRC representatives visited this facility on 14
December 1993. No informalion was provided regarding the
ethnicity of the inmates or controlling parties nor the conditions
or duration of the facility's existence at this location.”

2.4.1.3 BROD (BOSANSKI) (pp. 77-79, paras. 606-608,
612-616, 623, 624, 626-628)

The Commision of Experts Established Pursuant to Security

Council Resolution 780 (1992) refers to camps some of which are
also listed in the Counter-Memorial (paras 7.2.0.1. and 7.2.11.0.)
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"“Bosanski Brod Camp: This facility is reportedly a
Croatian-run camp with a sizeable containment capacity.
Sources suggest that at one time, as many as 1,000 Serbs
from the surrounding area were contained here. The detainees
were reportedly beaten every day and some had broken arms
and legs as a resull. The guards reportedly moved the severely
beaten detainees from this location when the ICRC and UN
Peacekeepers visited the camp. The ICRC visited this facility on
20 July 1992. No additional information regarding the conditions
or guration of the camp’s existence was provided.” (5/1994/674,
Addz2 (Vol. IV), 28 Dec. 1994, p. 77)

The crimes committed against Serbs held by the Muslim-Croat
forces at the Soccer Stadium in Brod, including rapes, are
described in more detall.

Reportedly one incident involved the shooting death of
12 male detainees and the disposing of their bodies in nylon
bags and dumping them into the Sava River.

About 13 women were placed in the ladies’ room af the
stadium. The women were reportedly raped. Muslim and
Croatians raped the women in a bathroom where the women
were allowed lo shower. The women were raped by as many
as six or seven men in the same night. The older women were
forced to perform fellatio on the soldjers. The younger women
were reporfedly taken off-site and raped. The victims were
returned fo the camp the following morning.

When UNPROFOR representatives came fo Bosanski
Brod, the women were reportedly taken fo a kayak club on the
Sava River for three days until the representatives departed.

The detainees from the Bosanski Brod stadium were
transferred to the Tulek Warehouse in August and later

exchanged.
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The rape of Serb women In Bosanski Brod is also
mentioned in para 626 of the Report under the lifle "Forced
Bordels", which states that they were physically abused and raped
between January and Aprl 1992. (lbid., p.78). A certain number
of camps visited by representatives of the ICRC is also
mentioned in the Report.

"School Bosanski Brod. According fo the list of delention
places visited by ICRC in the former Yugoslavia, a detention
facility was established at an unidentified school in Bosanski
Brod. Representatives of the ICRC visited this facility on 12
August 1992. No information regarding conditions, duration, the
ethnicity of detainees nor the identifies of the controlling parties
was provided.”

"Prison/Penitentiary, Bosanski Brod: According fo the list
of detention places visited by ICRC in the former Yugoslavia, a
detention facility was established at an unidentified prison in
Bosanski Brod. Representatives of the ICRC visited this facility
on 9 July 1992, No information regarding conditions, duration,
ethnicity of detainees nor the identities of the controlling party
was provided.”

"Hospital, Bosanski Brod: According o the list of
detention places visited by ICRC in the former Yugoslavia, a
defention facilily was established at an unidentified prison in
Bosanski Brod. Representatives of the ICRC visited this facility
on 9 July 1992 No information regarding conditions, duration,
ethnicity of detainees nor the identities of the controlling parly
was provided."

It is very symptomatic, however, that the Commission was
unable to establish the controlling parties of these camps and
who were the inmates having in mind the generally known fact
that, in the period April-August 1992 when they were visited by
the ICRC, Bosanski Brod was under the control of Muslim-Croat
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forces; therefore, it is obvious that the camps in question were
held by these forces and that the prisoners were Serbs. It is also
strange, although it is a pattern repeated throughout the Report,
that there is no information about the conditions in which these
Serb prisoners were held or other information which is otherwise
available and very detailed when the allegedly Serb-run camps
are involved.

The same pattern is applied by the Commissionin in its
description of the Tulek camp: "This detention camp was located
in a warehouse at the Tulek housing estate. Detainees interned
at this location were from Novi Grad, Donja Dubica, Trnjak and
Lipik. Most of the detainees were transferred from other camps
in the area to this facility. The delainees slept on planks under
the eaves of a shed containing lime and cement.”

"The male delainees were sent fo the front fo dig
trenches and many died. The women held in the camp were
laken lo the warehouse offices and were raped. The detainees
were beaten, burned with cigareltes and brutalized. At least
one, Milan Jagodic from Donja Dubica, died from his injuries.”

2.4.1.4. BREZA (pp. 107-108, paras. 866-877)

“This county is located in the centre of BiH, just north-
west of Sarafevo. According to the 1991 Yugoslavian census,
the population of this municipality was 17,266, of which 756
per cent were Muslims, 12.3 per cent were Serbs, 7.1 per cent
were described as "other”, and 5 per cent were Croatians.”

"Breza Camp: According lo one report three young
women from lijas and Visoko were captured by 10 Bosnian
Muslims on 26 May 1992, and faken fo an unspecified location
in Breza. Initially, they were defained in a basement room of a
facility containing small windows. It was reportedly cold, damp,
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and dirty. According to the report, upon the women's arrival
their captors began to rape them. The women were repeatedly
raped at this location where their detention lasted two days.
The victims were then transferred to another room in a different
building, apparently a part of the same camp, wherein five other
women were interned. Conditions in the new location were
almost as bleak. There was a bathroom, but the women were
not permitted to shower or bathe. They were permitted fo use
the washbasin, on occasion, but only for very brief periods.
They were fed pieces of moldy bread or macaroni, some
leffovers and soup. The women were never able fo speak fo
one another as there was always a guard present, In the new
location, the women were reportedly raped by as many as 20
men at a time, one after another. When the women fainted
from the abuse, their captors simply doused them with water to
revive them and continued the raping. The women remained in
the room the majority of the time except on those occasions
when they were taken out fo walch the male prisoners being
beaten or kifled. According to the report, the mistreatment of
the men consisted of beatings, drowning, or the ‘fearing' of their
bodies bit by bit'

"On one occasion, they fried fo make a father rape his
17 year old daughter. Both father and daughter were beaten
when they refused to obey. When the Muslims put a knife fo
the fathers throat, he relented”.

"According to the wilness, the male Serb inmates were
subjected to forced labour. They were frequently taken fo
construction sites and made fo dig. The male workers were of
all ages, there were even children among them, some as young
as five. When the men were beafen, the women were brought
to watch. When the women were raped, the men were
reportedly also made to waltch.”

"Factory: The ICRC reporied the existence of a camp in
a factory in Breza. The ICRC first visited the camp on 1171
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November 1993. Information regarding the operation or control
of the facility was not provided.

"Military Prison: The ICRC reported the existence of a
camp in the military prison in Breza. The ICRC first visifed the
camp on 27 November 1992. |Information regarding the
operation or control of the facifity was not provided.”

"Police Station: The ICRC reporfed the existence of a
camp in the military prison in Breza. The ICRC first visited the
camp on 3 March 1993. Information regarding the operation or
control of the facility was not provided."”

2.4.1.5. BUGOJNO (pp. 108-110, paras. 878,881,882,
892-896)

"The municipality of Bugofno /s flocated in the west-
central section of BiH. According fo the 1997 census, it had a
population of 46,843 prior to the war. Muslims comprised the
majority of the population at 47.1 per cent, Croats comprised
44.1 per cent, Serbs were 18.9 per cent, and 4.9 per cent were
described as "other”. One source reported that 10,000 eastern
BiH refugees and several thousand refugees from Jajce arrived
in Bugojno before the summer of 1993, the majority of which
were Bosnian Muslims. Between 18 July and 22 July 1993, the
BiH Army established control over the city of Bugajno. All HVO
(Bosnian Croatian Defence Council) troops were disarmed at
that time.

"Bugojno Bordel: One report indicated that a Muslim and
Croat controlled bordel exists in the town of Bugojno, but did
not specify the location within the city. According fo this source,
Serbian women are being forcibly held and subjected to
repeated sexual abuse. Those who become pregnant as a
result of the rapes are held captive at the bordel until they are
five months pregnant, and if released, are prohibited from
leaving their homes to prevent them from getting an abortion.
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According fo this source, members of Muslim and Croatian units
who are infected with the AIDS virus or other communicable
diseases are deliberalely brought to the bordels fo rape the
Serbian women. It was reported that 12 year-old girls have
been raped at this bordel”

"The 1st Krajina Corps in Banja Luka reported that
Serbian women of all ages were imprisoned and subjected to
rape in private prisons belonging to several Bosnian Muslims.”

"Rostovo Ski Centre: According to a report compiled in
1992, 150 Serbian prisoners were held at the ski centre, and
30 of those prisoners were reportedly Serbian women. ThHis
camp may be the same as the Kalin motel brothel located at
Ravno Rostovo."”

"House of Relja Lukic: According to one source, the
home of Relja Lukic, a Serb allegedly killed by Muslim or Croat
forces, was used as a concentration camp for 50 Serbian
prisoners. One report estimaled that 15 Serbian women were
being held at this house. The exact location of the camp within
Bugojno was not provided. The report indicated that either the
Army of BiH or the Army of the Republic of Croatia was in
control of the camp."

"Slavko Rodi¢ Factory: The Commission has recejved a
report of a concentration camp controlled by the Army of the
BiH or the Army of the Republic of Croatia, located in the
Slavko Rodi¢ Factory. There are reportedly 700 Serbian
prisoners being held at the factory. According fo one report, the
ICRC visited a detention facility established at a factory in
Bugojno on 28 September 1993. No information was provided
regarding numbers of detainees or the conditions then existing
at the prison.”
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"Bugojno Gymnasium: According fo a report compiled in
1992, approximately 200 Serbians are being held prisoner in
the Bugojno Gymnasium building."”

"Coal Mine-Village of Bracenica: According to a report
compiled in 1992, 250 Serbian prisoners were reportedly being
held in coal mine in Bracenica."”

24.1.6. CAPLJINA (pp. 113-117, paras. 914,915,919,
922-932,939-940,942)

In the section related o the camps in the municipality of
Capliina the Commission describes six camps, which are also
listed by the Respondent in the Counter-Memorial (paras 7.2.0.1.
and 7.2.4.0), describing in detail the suffering of Serbs in the
camps Gabela and Dretell. In the Report of the Commission the
situation in Gabela is described, invoking neulral sources, in the
following way:

"Reports indicated that the camp was overcrowded and
the inmates were physically abused and mistreated. Additionally
food was scarce and facilities for personal hygiene were
lacking. Many Inmates reportedly suffered from mainutrition.
Bosnian Croat authorities who allegedly ran the camps admitted
to Helsinki Watch representalives that conditions at the camps
were substandard. They blamed overcrowding as the reason for
the substandard conditions. Conflicting reports of the physical
description of the camp were received. There are reports that at
any one time between 1,500 and 3,000 men were held in two
hangars. However, there also are reports that the prisoners
were housed in three large storage sheds and that
approximately 650 prisoners were housed in at least one of the
sheds.”
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The situation in the Dretelj camp was even more difficult
for imprisoned Serbs, many of whom were killed. The Report of
the Comission, invoking neutral sources, describes the situation as
follows:

"Reports indicated that as many as 1,600 Serbs were
detained here. Both men and women were imprisoned at this
camp. Several women initially were housed in a two by three
metre cell. After a month at the camp, all prisoners, both male
and female, were placed in five separate hangars where they
slept on concrete floors. Available reports suggest that one of
the hangars housed approximately 400 people and another
hangar which was approximately 260 square metres-housed
approximately 540 people. Some 70 women of different ages
were reportedly housed in at least one other hangar.

The camp's physical plant was contained under tin roofs,
which became extremely hot in the warm weather months.
Several prisoners died from dehydration brought on by the heat.
Others were forced to drink urine fo avoid dehydration.

Allegedly prisoners were also detained in four tunnels, in
complete darkness. The only light seen, crept in when the
prisoners were fed the slice of bread and the few spoonfuls of
scup that they received each day. Up fo 600 people were
reported to be in each of these tunnels which were only big
enough to accomodate 170 people.

It is possible that the treatment of the inmates was not
uniform throughout the facility. Conflicting testimony concerning
whether the prisoners were fed once or twice a day was
received. For some, the meals consisted of rice, beans or
macaroni, and one slice of bread. In some cases, the inmates’
families were permitted to bring them food. Deprivation of food
was reportedly also used as a form of control and punishment
(...) There are reports that the inmales were regularly beaten
and subjected to torture. All men were reportedly beaten with
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sticks, wood, rifle butts and fists upon their arrival at the camp
and also during interrogations. Beatings usually occurred at
night.  Additionally, the prisoners were forced fo engage in
fisticuffs, and if the beatings were not fo the guards satisfaction,
the guards would intercede, imposing severe beatings.

The inmates were reportedly subjected to various forms
of forfure including having needles pushed under their finger
and toe nalls, being burned with candles and cigarettes, having
their tongues impaled with knives, being forced fo give guards
rides on their backs, and being forced fo eat grass and drink
their own urine. Other prisoners were forced to lick the foilets
clean. At least two prisoners were reported to have been
scalped. Several others were reportedly made fo wear JNA
uniforms when weslern reporters were given access fo the
camp, although witnesses report that none of the inmates were
combatants. During this visit, any prisoner with visible signs of
abuse were hidden in separate rooms. The soldiers reportedly
threatened to kifl any inmate who refused to confess to foreign
reporters that the reason for his imprisonment was because he
was a combalant.

Reporis indicated that the women were also inferrogated
and tortured. They were allegedly beaten during interrogations.
The torture included needles stuck under their finger nails and
cuts to their breasts. They were reporiedly raped and forced to
waltch the soldiers beat the men.

The inmatfes were also subjected o a varfety of sexual
abuses. Women, at least for a period of time, were raped daily
by groups of men and were also forced fo engage in same-sex
sexual Intercourse. The rapes were commifted in front of the
other prisoners, including their relatives. Reportedly, the rapes
of the female detainees stopped after approximately 10 days,
although the physical mistreatment of all inmates continued
throughout their detention at the facility. Male detainees were
forced to perform same-sex sexual acts upon one another while

97




other prisoners waliched, as well as being forced fo engage in
acts of necrophilia.

According fo one report, several prisoners managed to
survive detention at this facility, although an undetermined
number of prisoners were tortured and killed at Dretelj."”

"Tobacco Warehouse: Serbian women and some men
were arrested and allegedly taken fo a fobacco processing
station in Caplfina, reportedly the headquarters of the HOS. The
prisoners were subjected to lorfure. Reports indicaled that
women were raped at this camp and subjected lo daily abuse.
The guards placed a hot iron on at least one woman's bare
flesh. The women were forced to walk naked in the street
where they were called Cetnik prostitutes’ Several women tried
to kill themselves. The guards told one woman that she would
not die until she gave birth to an 'Ustasa™

Several male prisoners were put in a hermetically sealed
cell that was filled with tobacco dust. After a period of time, the
guards entered the room and beat the men. These men were
subsequently transferred fo the Poduh tobacco processing plant
at Metkovic and from there to several other camps.”

"Police  Station: According 1o one report ICRC
representatives visited a detention facility at a police station in
Capljina on 31 July 1992 No information was provided
regarding the operation and control of this facility.

"Munitions Warehouse: Reports indicated that women
were confined in an overheated metal shed that was a former
munitions warehouse at an abandoned JNA barracks ouiside of
C:‘ap//'/ha. The camp was allegedly run by a Major of the
Croatian Defence Association of the Party of Rights (HOS).
Another report stated that a former JNA ammunition warehouse
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in Gabela, south of C‘ap/ﬁna, was one of the main detention
centres in Capljina.

24.1.7. CAZIN (p. 117, paras. 944-947)

"Detention Facility, Cazin: There are reports of a
Muslim-run  detention facility in Cazin, but no information
regarding its exact location nor dafes of existence. There are
simply reports that Team Hotel of the ICRC monitored the
release of 25 Serbian prisoners held by "Muslim forces” in
Bihac and Cazin on 3 November 1992.

"Factory: According to one report, ICRC representatives
visited a detention facility at a factory in Cazin on 28 March
1992. No information was provided regarding the operation and
control of this facifity.

"Prison/Penitentiary. According to one reporl, ICRC
representatives visited a detention facility at a prison in Cazin
on 13 August 1992. No information was provided regarding the
operation and control of this facility.

2.4.1.8. FOJNICA (p.136, paras. 1111-1115)

In paragraphs 1111-1115 (Vol. IV, p.136) the Commission
of Experts confirms the existence of camps under Muslim control
in Fojnica. Although the Commission's Report contains a very
brief description of these camps, it can nevertheless be assumed
that the same camps are involved about the existence of which
testimony has been presented in para 7.2.35.0. of the Counter-
Memorial.
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2.4.1.9. GORAZDE (p.143, paras. 1158-1161)

"In GoraZde, there allegedly are four camps for detaining
mainly Serb civilians, but the evidence only provides names for
three of the four delention facilities. BiH Government or Mushim
forces reporiedly operated the three named faciliies. Reports
indicate that at least 480 Serbs were detained in these camps.
However, the report from the ICRC's visit fo GoraZde on 2
August 1993 slates that the Government of BiH held 24
prisoners. Additionally, previous Red Cross reports from 6 May
1993 and 22 June 1993 indicate that the BiH Government held
29 prisoners in GoraZde.

"Caves de Ville: Muslim forces allegedly operated a
prison for Serbs at Caves de Ville in GoraZde. No additional
information was provided regarding the location, operation or
condjtions at this facility”.

"Sasidi Village: Reports indicate that BiH Government
forces detained as many as 100 Serbs in the viflage of Jagici.
No additional information was provided regarding the location,
operation or conditions at this facility”.

"Vitkovici: Heports indicate that BiH Government forces
defained as many as 380 Serbs in the village of Vitkovici. One
report also alleges that Serbs detained at Vitkovici were
fortured. Additionally, between 3 and 5 May 1992 Muslim
‘Green Berels' from GoraZde, a former waiter among them,
reportedly killed several Serbs from Vitkovici. The report also
alleges that Serbian women were raped and Serbian children
were killed".
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24.1.10. ODZAK (pp.180-183, paras. 1479,1498,1500-1506)

"OdZak Primary School: A primary school in OdZak was
turned into a delention cenfre. The Serbian residents of the
vilages nearby were rounded up and taken fto the school The
men were kept in the gymnasium. The women and children
were kept in classrooms and then fater inferned in Muslim and
Croatian houses in OdZak. When the men arrived at the camp,
they were forced to run through a gauntlet of non-Serbs who
beat the Serb detainees as they entered the gymnasium.

The gymnasium was crowded. Approximately 700 men
were delained at this camp. The floors were very hard and the
detainees had only coats or blankets for comfort. When
permitted, the detainees had to line up for the toilet or a bath.
Many detainees did not bathe for four months. In at least one
instance, prior to an ICRC visit, the guards brought a fire truck
in and hosed the detainees down so that they appeared clean.
Many of the detainees fell as a result of the force of the waler.
The food in the camp consisted of one slice of bread and one
cup of tea per day. Occasionally, prisoners were fed macaroni.
Once, the guards forced all the detainees to eat spoifed, stale
macaroni. The detainees were beaten if they raised their heads
before they were finished eating the macaroni. The detainees
suffered from dysentery as a result.

During the aqay, the detainees were forced to sing
Ustase songs for two or three hours at a time. The detajnees
had to greet the Croatian army or members of the paramilitary
formations with the greeting 'Ready for the Homeland!’

Some detainees were taken fo the front and forced fo

dig trenches for the Croatian soldiers in the areas of Bosanski
Brod and Orasje. Many detainees were wounded or killed.
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On 26 May 1992, a group of Croatian National Guards
came fo the camp, picked out a group of detainees and beat
them. This incident triggered the beginning of nightly beatings.
The guards beat the detainees with their feet, rifles, truncheons
and other solid instruments. The guards would appear in the
hall and single out a dozen detainees at random or call out a
year from 1962 fo 1972 and all those men born in that year
would have fo suffer. The guards would force the detainees fo
face a wall and then they would smash the detainees’ heads
against the wall from behind. In addition, the detainees were
forced to run up and hit their own head against the blackboard
or wall. If they did not do it hard enough, they were beaten in
the head with a gun. After these bealings, the detainees were
ordered fo lick their own blood from the floor.

A member of the National Guards of the Republic of
Croatia would usually be the guard fo order the delainees to hit
their heads against the wall. He also carved the letter 'U' in the
detainees' chests.

In addition, other specific mistreatment included forcing
the detainees fo hold up their fingers as if making a cross and
then beating those fingers. The guards also left detainees in
locked rooms with vicious dogs. The guards also forced the
detainees to beal each other, including relatives. Additionally,
the guards forced men fo kiss each other. The guards beat the
detainees until they were too tired to continue. The soldiers and
guards who beat the detainees were usually drunk.

The guards then turned lo torturing with threats. The
guards would order the detainees to pull down their trousers
and would threaten to remove their genitals. The guards would
put guns to detainees' heads and pull the trigger, however, the
guns were not loaded.
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Detainees who were able fo give money fo one of the
captors could buy a night without a beating. This captor later
confiscated all the detainees money and jewelry.

Approximately 30 women were interned at this camp.
These women were faken to adjacent offices and raped. If they
resisted, they were beaten. The women were raped by a
different man each night. Serbian male detainees of various
ages were occasionally brought to the women's area after the
rapes and forced to lick the women.

In one instance, the guards, including two women from
the National Guards of the Republic of Croalia, brought a
mentally handicapped girl, to the camp and forced some
delainees to rape her. The male delainees who raped her were
promised a good dinner in exchange. The guards also forced
delainees fo rape a girl who had previously worked at a
restaurant in Novi Grad.

The camp guards also organized a ‘wedding' They took
a woman and marn, both detainees, and forced a false marriage
ceremony. The guards made the delainees who played musical
instrumenits play for the 'wedding. The detainees were then
taken to another room where as ‘newlyweds" they were forced
to perform sexual acts.”

"A group of pregnant women from another rape camp
were sent to OdZak. The women continued lo be raped, but
when they reached an advanced stage of pregnancy the
Croatian men would leave them alone. The men allegedly
considered this respect for the growing Croatian child.

At least some of the women were allowed to buy their
freedom. Members of the Black Legion' or Black Coats’' came
to the camp and fold the women that if they turned over money
or jewerly they would be freed. The women who had money or
Jewelry sewed in the hems of their clothes were exchanged.
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The soldiers from the 101st Bosanski Brod Brigade,
106th Osjjek Brigade, 108th Slavonski Brod Brigade also
mistreated the detainees. One individual from Donji Hasic¢ was
infamous at the camp”,

"House Arrest: The Serb residents of Donja Dubica,
Struka, Novi Grad, and Trunjak attempted o negotiate a
peaceful departure for Bosanski Samac. Instead they were
taken info custody.”

"The Serbian women and children from the Vvillages
surrounding OdZak were rounded up with the men and taken to
the OdZak camp. They were then released and detained in
Muslim and Croatian homes in the area of Novi Grad. While
detained in these homes, the women's ordeals began. The
Serbian women were repeatedly raped. They were raped in the
detention homes and taken from the homes and raped at other
locations. Many of the women were raped by their neighbours.
Paramilitaries soldiers would come at night and order all the
women out of the detention home. The soldiers would line them
up, shine flashlights on their faces, and choose a few of the
women lto be faken away and raped. The women would be
returned in the morning, some naked. The rapists told the
women that they were fo give birth to a young Ustasa.”

"The women were raped by multiple men. A few of the
alleged rapists were identifed as the guards at the detention
facilities at Orasfe, Donja mahala and OdZak School. The
paramilifaries  Horses of Fire' were also identified as
perpeltrators.”

"Strolit Factory: Strolit Factory was a detention centre in
OdZak.
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2.4.1.11. ORASJE (pp. 183-185, paras. 1510-1528)

As it can be seen from the Counter-Memorial (paragraphs
7.2.12.0. and 7.2.9.0.) some of the most monstrous torture of
Serb inmates took place in the camps in the Ora8je area. The
crimes committed in the Donja Mahala camp are also described
in the Report of the Commission of Experts:

"Donja Mahala: Dornja Mahala was a Croatian run camp
located in the Bosanska Posavina region near Orasje. The
camp was a school before the hosltilities. Detainees were
Serbian men from the surrounding regions and captured Serbian
militia. Many of the detainees had been previously interned in
camps located in OdZak, Bosanski Brod, and Slavonski Brod.
Donja Mahala has been described as 'the death camp' The
camp operated from at least May 1992. On 9 December 1992,
ICRC delegates found 161 detainees at the camp. The
detainees were fed the same food as the guards, however, they
got only one meal every one or two days.

The delainees were kept in groups of approximately 15
people in different rooms at the camp. The detainees
designated one room as the 'solifary confinement cell
Detainees that were moved into this room were killed. In the
solitary cell, the delainees received only a cup of fea and a
slice of bread a day.

The detainees at Donja Mahala were routinely tortured and
executed. To muffle the screams of those beaten, the guards
would stuff rags in their mouths. An inmate at the camp
described various instances of forture that he endured. One
perpetrator burned the inmates beard off his face and drove
screwdrivers through his hands onto a board. Another
perpetrator beat him with a heated rod, a wooden oar, stabbed
him in the back, and drove a power drill into his head. Stil
another tied the inmate's testicles with wire and then beat his
genital region. Yet a fourth crushed his fingers so that the
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inmate would not be able to make a cross in religious services.
The inmate considered himself forfunate compared fto other
detainees at Donja Mahala.

In another account, the guards removed skin from one
detainee’s head every day so that he had only bloody wounds
instead of hair. This delainee also had his right hand broken.

The detainees were forced fo clean up the blood from
the floors, lables and walls after the beatings. The guards
further punished the detainees if any blood was found.

While in the camp, some detainees were forced to dig
tfrenches at the front for the regular army of the Republic of
Croatia and for paramilitary Ustase formations. Fifteen men
were kifled while digging trenches at the front. At the front, the
detainees were forced to climb out of the trenches and shout
abuse at the Serb soldiers. In addition, the detainees pulled out
dead and injured members of both armies. The Serb trench
diggers were forced fo waltch as the Serb soldiers’ bodies were
mutilated. In one report, the guards killed a PoW when he was
too weak to dig a trench; he had been denied food for 13
aays.

Detainees were also beafen on the head, knifed in the
legs, arms, and back, and burned with cigarettes. On occasion,
one of the perpetrators allowed a detainee fo see a doctor
concerning injuries sustained from a harsh beating, however,
the guards would confiscate the medicine given to the detainee.

Among those particularly brutalized were Serbian milifia
from Vukovar, including their commander and deputy
commander. The depuly commander died on the forture table.
Only eight of the Vukovar militiamen survived the camp. The
guards pulled wire through the PoWs earlobes and hung heavy
wooden boards on the ends of the wires. The guards also
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slashed the fongue of one PoW. While the men were tortured,
the guards laughed.

Some of the detainees were moved to Donja Mahala
when the Croatians pulled out of an area. Approximately 100
men were moved fo the camp when the Serbs took over
Bosanski Brod. When the detainees arrived, they were met by
one of the capiors and then taken fo the yard where they were
beaten all day. These detainees were not allowed water or
loilet facilities. Some of the men were beaien in the genitals.
The guards lold them they looked best as compses floating
along the Sava River.

To further humiliate the detainees, the guards relieved
themselves on the detainees' boots and refused to allow the
detainees fo remove the bools. As a resull, at least one
detainee had open wounds on his feet that subsequently turned
into gangrene.”

"On the Orthodox Christmas, six or seven members of
the Croatian National Guard arrived at Donja Mahala to further
vicimize the detainees. The Croatian soldiers lined up the
detainees and beat them. The soldiers forced ‘the detainees fo
admit fo Killings and rapes of Croatian and Muslim people’ The
soldiers had the detainees repeat the forced confessions to
German reporters.”

The Respondent singles out in particular the part of the
Report from which it can be seen how the media were
manipulated and how a distorted picture of the real developments
during the war in BiH was created. As it can be seen from the
part of the Report quoted below - and it is only one of the many
similar examples - Serb civilians imprisoned in the Donja Mahala
camp were forced by the camp authorities to confess before the
reporters to the alleged crimes which they had not committed.
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"The guards also coerced some detainees to confess to
certain crimes to reporters from Globus and Reuters and fo
English, Australian, and German reporters by offering an
exchange for the confession.”

Further in the text of the same part of the Report there is
a description of another two out of several camps in Oradje, in
which Serbs were held, tortured and killed while women were
raped on a mass scale.

"Orasje School: Civilians were detained in a school in
Orasje while they waited for prisoner exchanges. Some of the
detainees had been previously interned in different camps.

"Rape Camp.: From at least April fo October 71992, a
detention centre housed women in Orasje. The women interned
in this camp were repeatedly raped by Muslim militiamen. Many
women who were raped became pregnant and suffered further
as a result of their experiences. Women sought abortions or
adoptions at a number of hospitals and womens clinics.

24.1.12. SARAJEVO (pp.281-291, paras 2382-2421, 2423-
2426,2428,2435-2440)

"There were reportedly many humanitarian law violations
at the-private defention facilities. Some of these small racilities
were allegedly bordellos, or sites where women were kept and
raped and sexually assaulted for the gratification of the soldiers.
Many of these allegations were very general, though some
sources Identified specific sites which were reportedly used for
such purposes.”

“Premises at Danila Ozme Street: The BiH Government
allegedly detained Serb women here for the purpose of rape.
There is no information on when the site was opened, how
many delainees were there, or what the conditions were, but
the site was closed at the end of August 1992."
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"Premises at Cengic Vila: The BiH Government alleged|y
detained Serb women here for the purpose of rape. There is no
information on when the site was opened or closed, how many
detainees were there or what the conditions were".

"Railway Station: Serbian girls were reportedly held here
and raped. The submifting source slated that Muslims ran the
site as part of a plan fo get rid of all Serbs. There is no
information on when the site was opened or closed, how many
detainees were there, or what the conditions were”.

"Primary School Petar Djokic: Serbian girls were
allegedly held here and raped. The source slated that Muslims
ran the site as part of a plan fo get rid of all Serbs. There is
no information on when the site was opened or closed, how
many detainees were there, or what the conditions were”.

"Sports Cenlre Skenderija: Serbian girls were allegedly
detained here and raped. The source stated that Muslims ran
the site as part of a plan to get rid of all Serbs. There is no
information on when the site was opened or closed, how many
detainees were there, or what the conditions were”.

"The Hotel Zagreb: The BiH Territorial Deferice allegedly
ran a ‘bordello’ for Serbian girls and women here. In a separate
submission the same source stated that Musfims ran the site as
part of a plan fo get rid of all Serbs. There is no information on
when the site was opened or closed, how many detainees were
there, or what the conditions were."

"The Hotel Evropa: The BiH Territorial Defence allegedly
ran a ‘bordello’ for Serbian girls and women here. Muslims
reportedly took one identified girl here in July 1992 from Breka
after they killed her mother and father. There is no information
on when the site was opened or closed, how many detainees
were there or what the conditions were.”
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"The Miaden Stojanovic Dormitory or Youth Hostel on
Radiceva Street: This site was /located near the Sarajka
department store. It was allegedly converted into the Security
Service Centre Department in Sarajevo and was the first step
for prisoners on the way to either the Vikfor Bubanj barracks or
the Central Prison. BiH Government forces reportedly operated
the facility, where Serb women were allegedly detained and
raped. According to one source, the Musiims strategic plan was
to rid the area of all Serbs. There /s no information on when
the site was opened or closed, how many delainees were
there, or what the conditions were."”

"School of Civil Engineering: The Republika Srpska
identified a man who ran a camp here where 100 Serb women
were allegedly delained and raped.”

"Aerodrom: Women were allegedy detained, raped, and
killed here. No additional information regarding control or length
of the facility'’s existence was made available.”

"Student Hostel in Vriaca: Women were allegedly
detained and raped here. No additional information regarding
control or length of the facility's existence was made available.”

"Houses in Sokolac: Women were allegedly detained
and raped here.”

"Other small prisons housed both men and women. In
these, the delainees were allegedly bealen, some kifled, and
some women were raped. There is litile information on many of
these sites.”

"Premises on Oktobarske Revolucije Street: According fo
a Statement by two named witnesses, Serbian men were held
here, one identified Serbian man was beaten to death with a
mallet, and prisoners were used as live shields”
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"Basement of Apariment Building at Trg Zavnobih-a: A
named Bosnian Serb witness stated that there were prison cells
at this location two metres wide by 20 melres long. In one cell
were 57 prisoners, 17 of whom were women. They lay on
wooden pallets along the wall. Some reportedly had broken
limbs and ribs, broken teeth, or head wounds. The witness
stated that he was beaften because he was from Pale. During
the day, he stated that dogs were brought in and forced fo bite
the prisoners. The witness identified two of the men who beat
the prisoners as Senad and ‘Krusko'’

"Mladost, Trg Zavnobih-bb: According fo a witness, in
April, about 20 Serbs allegedly were arrested, mistreated, and
tortured al a detention facility established in this public building.
Two identified men were allegedly killed. The witness stated
that the commander of the Territorial Defence in Sarafevo, was
one of the perpetrators.”

"Cafe Borsalino: According to one source, a delention
facility was established in this Sarajevo cafe. This facility was
reportedly run by the Bosnian Musliim commander of the
Territorial Defence in Sarajevo. Individuals detained here were
allegedly tortured and denied food and water.”

"School of Electrical Engineering: A witness stated that
after being brought here, the guards confiscated his documents
and all of his money. He reportedly later learned that Green
Berets were found on Zu¢ mountain with all of his personal
documents.”

"Unidentified basement prison: A named wilness
reported that he was arrested 6 May 1992 by Muslim Green
Berets. He recalled witnessing the forture and forced confession
of a fellow detainee. The witness stated that the prisoner was,
thereafter, kifled by an identified man. There were reportedly
other Serbs present, who were also physically abused.”
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“Unidentified facility on Tetovska Street: In  October
1992, a woman was allegedly taken from her home fo a
basement, which had been fransformed Info a containment
area, in Telovska street. During her detention, the wornan was
reportedly interrogated and raped by members of the Muslim
army. She became pregnant and received an abortion in March
1993, in her 22nd week of pregnancy.”

“Unidentified military prison: According to Francois Didier
of Paris’ ‘Daily Liberation, Serbian prisoners, who appeared fo
be civilians, were kept at a military prison for exchange. They
reportedly had visible injuiies. Another account involved a Serb
man who saved a Muslim Imam during an attack on
Dobrosevidi and Ahatovici in June of 1992. This man stafed
that he was arrested by Territorial Defence Forces on 29 June
1992 and taken to this prison. He staled that he fold the
people who arrested him that he had saved the Imam, but he
was laken fo the military prison anyway. He gave no further
details."

"Unidentified School: A witness reported that her sons
school in Sarajevo was now a prison and a bordello. She said
that she never saw women, and could not say if Serb or
Muslim women were held there. She stated that she saw
members of the Muslim army enler the schoo! and heard
screams of womern and men.”

"Ramiz Salcin: According fo one report, representatives
of the ICRC visited a detention facility in Ramiz Salcin. The
facility was established in a local prisorvpenitentiary and was in
existence on 27 December 1993. No information was provided
regarding the operation and control of this facility.”

"Alipasino Polje: There was at least one site of
detention in this area in Sarajevo. Three Bosnian Serb male
witnesses describe events occurring at ‘the prison at Aljpasino
Polje’, indicating that there may have been only one. The fourth
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report slates merely that Serbian women were raped by BiH
Government forces on premises in this area. Because the other
witnesses do not allege that women were raped at the prison
where they were held, this may be another site.”

"The three wilnesses each state that they were held in
a prison run by the Muslim Territorial Defence Forces of BiH.
The facility was reportedly used primarily for housing Bosnian
Serbs. They also reported that both women and men were held
there. One stated that there were 72 inmates. The witnesses
did not describe conditions at the prison, but all three described
beatings and killings. One man stated thal he witnessed Muslim
guards kill three men and saw guards interrogate another young
man about weapons. When the young man replied he knew
nothing about weapons, the guards aflegedly tied him fo a lable
and worked his anus over with a rasp. The witness stated that
he saw the young man later in a pool of his own blood, still
alive.”

"The most detailed testimony was from a Serb man who
said he was detained in a basement prison called block B’ for
eight days. He claimed he was imprisoned for being a Serb. He
said he was interrogated and beaten. The prison inspector
questioned the witness about the names of other 'Cetniks'
When the witness slated that he knew a man with a particular
name, he was beaten for 12 hours. The prison Inspector
reportedly watched the beating from a bed, rising from time to
time to participate in the beating. The wilness stated that he
was put in a straight jacket twice and beaten with boards and a
wooden stick. When he lost consciousness, the guards threw
water over him. The witness also reporfed that the prison
inspector urinated on his head and tried to force the witness fo
perform fellatio on him. When the witness refused, the prison
inspector threatened him and look a stick, forcing it in and out
of the witness’' mouth, saying that this was what he did to Serb
women with his penis. The witness stated that he was beaten
again, and when returned to the other prisoners, was unable to
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move for three days. The witness was called two days later to
sign a written statement. He wrofte his original story and was
bealten again. The prison Inspector reporiedly came fo him,
saying that he would be released if he would ftell who
collaborated with the 'Cetniks' The prison inspector also said
that many people were interceding on behalf of the witness
including the management of the firm where he was employed.
After eight days, the commander of the Territorial Defence
came lo the prison. He called out the names of each of the 72
detainees, one by one, and released them. The wilness
identified five guards who beat prisoners, and two guards he
sald did not beat prisoners.”

“Electrotechnical School, Buca Potok: This prison was
allegedly located at the Electrotechnical school in Buca Potok,
on Prvomajska Street. The prison was reportedly run by
members of the Bosnian Muslim paramilitary group the Green
Berets and the Territorial Defence of BiH. There were ejght
male detainees, seven of whom were Serb and one of whom
was a Muslim, who allegedly infended to give a Serb a list of
Muslims who should be killed.

The sole account of this detention facility was provided
by a Serb male. He stated that he was arrested on 17 May
1992, beaten and taken fo the school He recalled that there
were some 30 armed individuals positioned in front of the
facility. They reportedly ordered the prisoners fo stand facing
the wall, after which they were beaten. The witness and the six
others arrested with him were taken to the basement They
were reportedly the only delainees there. The delainees were
accused of owning radio transmitters and guiding Serb shells.
One man, between 75 and 80 years old, died after being
beaten for half an hour. Another man, about 75 years old, was
brought in and kifled by being beaten for an hour. The bodies
of these two men were put info a sewer which emptied info the
Miljacka river. The witness reported that the perpetrators stated
they were from Foca, GoraZde, and Zvornik. The witness also
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stated that he overheard beatings of other prisoners by what
sounded like elderly women. The witness did not describe other
conditions at the prison, ror did he describe his release.”

“Central Frison (National Prison): This prison was
allegedly run by an identified man. An actor reportedly helped
manage the prison, though he left at the beginning of August
1992 The commander of the fifth floor, where women were
allegedly held, was also named. Ten other guards were
identified. Finally, one source added that the commander of the
Territorial Defence visited the prison. The reports regarding this
sife stafe that Serb detainees were held here from May 1992
until at least July 1992, One source stated that part of the
prison was opened in September 1992 for inspection by
humanitarian organizations. Both men and women were held at
this site, and one report stated that even children were detained
here. There is no indication of how many civilians and PoWs
were held here, or whether the detainees, whose statements
were provided, were civilian or military prisoners. However, one
report stated that a witness was kept in one room with 30 other
Serb prisoners.

Hygienic conditions were described as ferrible. One
report stated that detainees were fed tea, bread and a little bit
of pasta. Another report slated thal delainees were fed only
once per day. Allegedly, detainees were given one litre of water
every four days. One wiiness, who was held in solitary
confinement, reported that foilet facilities consisted of an
outhouse outside. It was open and had no waler. The same
witness stated that he received no medical attention for wounds
from beatings.

Detainees were reportedly beaten and fortured. Several
reports state that Green Berets, Mujahedin warriors, police
officers, and criminals were allowed fo enter the prison and
beat the detainees. Women were allegedly rapec there. One
report alleged that the commander of the women's floor extorted
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Jjewelry under the threat of rape. Another report stated that
women were raped every night Some detainees reported that
they were forced lo sign false confessions saying that they
were ‘Cetnik' sympathizers or snipers, and some said they were
forced to testify on Sarajevo television. One report stated that
every night five to six Serbs died, and more were brought in to
take their place. One man was aflegedly abducted and laken fo
the Central Prison because his brother was willing o exchange
7100 Muslim prisoners for him.

According to another report, represeniatives of the ICHC
visited a detention facility in a prison in Sarajevo. The report
notes the existence of this facility as late as 3 March 1993. No
additional information regarding operation or control of the
facility was provided in the report.”

“Ciglane. There were two places in this area of Sarajevo
where people were defained. One was allegedly a bordelio’
holding Serb women and girls as young as 10 to 12 years old.
The only account of this location came from a Serb woman
who was held there. She stafed that drunk Croatian and Muslim
forces came fo the sife and raped the girls there. She alleged
that many young girls were gang raped, and that none of the
detainees were allowed fo ftalk fo each other. A former
schooimate of the witness brought her lo this location. He had
kidnapped her in Livno and brought her along when he was
transferred to Sarajevo.”

“Unidentified Tunnel: Another site in this area where
people were allegedly detained was an unidentified tunnel. At
this tunnel, Serbs were reportedly detained by Muslims
beginning in mid May. The site was run by an identified
commander. He is suspected by the Government of FRY to be
involved in crimes commitled at the camp. The Government
does not specify what these crimes were."”
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"Decic:  On 7 July 1992, Muslim and Croat forces
allegedly attacked the viflage of Presjenica. Some were killed,
and about 50 were laken prisoner. They were taken fo a
Muslim-run camp in Decic and helid for two months. A Serb
witness  alleged that there was malnutrition,  beatings,
humiliations, and threats to kill. Younger women were allegedly
taken away for forced prostitution and rape. The witness was
exchanged in Kalinovik, 31 August 1992, through the Yugos/av
Red Cross. She stated that five Muslims were exchanged for
every Serb."”

"“Dobrinja: There were allegedly several sites of detention
in this section of Sarajevo. The Republic of Serbia reported that
n mid-June, there were mass arrests of Serbs, beginning with
the intellectuals. The prisoners allegedly were first taken to the
Territorial Defence Staff or fo the Military Police Staff and then
put into basement prisons in the area.”

"Sunce Storehouse, Dobrinja: One of these prisons was
Sunce Storehouse, located under Privredna Banka. The site
was reportedly run by the Territorial Defence forces and housed
Serb men and women. One report described the prison as
three cells and a guard room. A wilness stated that there were
63 men and women kept there in one room. There was a lack
of food and light, and detainees were reportedly heavily beaten.
One witness stated that the commander of the prison was a
Muslim man, identified by nickname. Some prisoners were
reportedly moved from s location to the Viktor Bubarj
barracks or Cenlral Prison.”

“Unidentified Basement Prison, Dobrinfa: There may
have been another basement prison in this area of Sarajevo. A
witness described his detention in a basement prison with about
100 other Serbs. He stated he was arrested on 23 June 1992
by the Teritorial Defence and put into an unidentified
basement He was interrogated, beaten, and forced to throw
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two Molotov cockiails at Serb houses in NedZarici. He identified
the commander at the site, and also identified two guards.

"Atomic shelter, Dobrinja: Serbs were also allegedly held
at an atomic shelfer in the area for three months. The Serbian
Government identified a Muslim man named Barakovic from
Trebinfe as an alleged perpetrator at wunnamed private
prisons.’(...)

"Unidentified shelter Camp: One report alleged that in
August 1992, a Serb woman was taken by members of the
Musilim army to a camp in a shelter, set up to detain Serbs.
This woman was detained for five days during which she was
beaten, humiliated, and raped by three members of the Muslim
army. She became pregnant and gave birth fo a child in
Belgrade in May 7993."

"Hadzici Prison: The ICRC visited this place of detention
on 11 Apnl 1993.  No information was provided regarding
condijtions, treatment of detainees or length of detention."

"Grude Prison, HadZici. Despite the forced expulsion of
Serbs from Celebici on 22 April 1992, Muslim and Croat forces
reportedly found 13 Serbs who refused to leave. The Serbs
were imprisoned in Konjic for a period of two days during which
they were beaten and mistreated. On 8 May the Serbs were
taken to Grude prison. The prison was reportedly a Croatian-run
facility. The Serbs were allegedly tortured on arnval, a
consequence of which, one Serb was reporfed to have lost his
life.”

"Bordellos' in HadZici: In late 1991 and 1992, Muslim
and Croat forces allegedly ran bordellos, housing Serb women
and girls as young as 12 These women were reportedly kept
in the bordellos' until the fifth month of pregnancy, and they
were detained, but apparently not rapeq, affer that to prevent

118



abortions. Additionally, men with infectious diseases including
AIDS were allegedly ‘deliberately allowed’ to rape the women.
This source further afleged that over 1,000 Serb women were
exposed to this in seven counties.”

. “Hrasnica Prison: According to the Special Rapporteur to
the Human Rights Commission, the BiH Interior Minister
admifted that this site was conlrolled by the government and
held men of all ages and backgrounds. The men were
reportedly forced to do dangerous work like digging trenches on
the front line. Bosrian Serbs and Bosnian Croats were allegedly
at particular risk of this defention because they could be
exchanged for Bosnian Muslim prisoners of war.”

“lgman, Hotel Famos: This site was described by one
witness as a temporary camp. The wilness, a Serb man, was
arrested in Konjic with 13 friends by members of the Croatian
and Muslim army. The witness stated that they were taken fo
the Hotel Famos at Mount lgman. The soldiers beat the
detainees at the hotel enirance. The soldiers ordered the
prisoners to lie on the ground and beat them with boots, pistols
and feet. The soldiers then ook the prisoners to an uniit
concrete cellar. Eight soldiers followed the prisoners and beat
them again in the cellar. When the prisoners lost
consciousness, the soldiers allegedly threw water on them fo
wake them up. The next day, the prisoners' hands were fied,
and they were forced fo walk between two fines of soldiers,
who beatl the prisoners with shovels, blunt objects, iron pipes
and rubber truncheons. The prisoners were taken to the Sillos
at Tarcin.”

“lgman Prison: The ICRC reported that it visited this
place of detention on 27 May 1993. No information was
provided regarding the treatment of inmales, the length of the
facility's existence nor its exact location.”
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24.1.13. SARAJEVO - KOSEVO (p. 292, paras. 2449-
2451)

"Kosevo Hospital: One wilness alleged that his father
was held by Muslim authorities for nine months in the hospital.
There are no other accounts of people held in the hospital.
According fo another reporf, ICRC representatives visifed a
detention facility at a hospital in Sarajevo. No information was
provided regarding conditions or prisoner treatment at this
facility.”

"Kosevo stadium: The information regarding this camp is
somewhat confiicting. Two sources reported that 6,000 Serbs
were detained in this camp in 1992. Most were allegedly
released, but some may still be held there. One source alleged
that the Muslim police responsible for the detention were under
orders of the BiH Presidency. Though conditions at the camp
were not described, one source alleged that in July, members
of the Bosnian Muslim paramilitary group, the Green Berels,
threw live Serb children info the cages of wild animals at the
zoo."

2.4.1.14. SARAJEVO - POFALICI (p. 292, paras 2449-2451)

"Pofalici unidentified cellar: An identified 20 year-old
Serb woman alleged that she was held in a private prison in a
basement in Pofalici for 25 days in the spring or summer of
1992. The private prison was allegedly run by an identified
man. The witness slated that she was abducted on the way
home from work by four Green Berels. She was taken fo a
ceflar. It was a small hall, partitioned with wood. There were no
windows or ventilation. She was placed in a very small room
with another woman, 16 years-old. This other woman had been
there for two days before the wilness, and her father was a
colonel. The room held only a blanket and a spotlight on the
ceiling. ft was only a litfle larger than the witness was tall. The
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guards brought in chairs when they needed them, such as for
oral sex. The first night the witness was raped by 12 men in
black coveralls and the commander. Among the men was a
man identified by nickname. The commander raped her first that
night, both orally and vaginally. The witness was raped every
night. She stated that she heard cries of other women in the
adjoining spaces. She was released through the intervention of
a Muslim friend. The commander advised her to forget what
had happened.”

“Pofalici House of Correction: Another site where people
were aflegedly detained was the basement of the House of
Correction in Pofalici. A witness testified that he was held there
for three days and two nights. He stated that he was
interrogated and beaten by two members of Special units. They
beat him with their hands, feet sticks and rifle butts. They also
allegedly called him a Cetnik' and asked how many Muslim
women he had raped at Zu¢ mountain. An identified man was
allegedly a guard at this site.”

"Pofali¢i Cultural Centre: One report states merely that
a great number of Serb wormnen are held at this site.

2.4.1.15. TARCIN (pp. 298-299, paras. 2490, 2492-2498)

There are a number of reports of camps in Tarcin, the
largest among them located in the Jocal grain silos. Some
reports described only 'a camp" or 'the camp”, in Tarcin.
Regardless, the camp or camps were allegedly run by the BiH
Government. In the Spring of 1992, armed Muslims from the
village of Tarcin attacked their Serbian neighbours. Some of the
Serb villagers were taken to the silos. The armed groups were
allegedly led by a retired police officer, and a military school
student The arrested villagers were allegedly ftortured and
beaten before they were taken to the camp. Bradina, Konjic
was attacked 25 May 1992. The men were reportedy taken to

121




camps at Tarcin and Celebidi, while women and children were
imprisoned in the primary school building or sent to the Sports
hall Musala.

"Tarcin, Silos. This camp was a concrete grain silos with
17 small compartmenits 25 lo 35 square metres each. Between
each compartment were walls about four metres high and about
one half metre lo one metre wide. Guards walked along these
walls. There was a long corridor between the cells, and there
were no sanitary facilities, water or light The camp was
encircled by barbed wire. The detainces slept on the concrele
floor. The guards cafled each other only by their fast names.
Their place of command was a small "premise” within the Silos.
The commander was a named Muslim, and four of the guards
were identified. Two witnesses were at the camp at about the
same time, in early June 1992. One stated that the camp was
full and that his cell had 15 other Serb males in it all from
Konjic. This witness also stated that Serbs were brought in
every day, affer having been beaten at the Health centre
nearby. This witness was transferred to Celebici on 4 June. The
other witness staled that his cell contained about seven or eight
Serb males from Tarcin. A fourth witness did not state when he
was at the camp. He was transferred with 13 others from the
Hotel Famos at Mount {gman. He stated there were about 50
Serbs imprisoned there. There were about 15 men in over 12
small, damp filthy cells. The witness stated that three to four
Muslim guards took each Serb one by one for inlerrogation.
The Serbs were beaten during this interrogation, especially by
the four named guards discussed above. Affer only a day at
this site, the witness and 24 others were taken to Celebici. In
the second half of August, 20 fo 25 prisoners from the silos
and Krupa were taken out and killed. The prisoners were local
Croals and Serbs. The murders were organized by a Bosnian
Hill Brigade Commander, a Tarcin HP Commander, and the
Konjic Civil Police Commander. The murders were commitied by
an fidentified man. The men were killed in the middle of the
night at a slaughterhouse owned by RedZo Bacir, on the
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Taréin-Kresevo road. The bodies were disposed of between the
slaughter house and the river.”

"Other reports of the area of Tarcin did not specify to
what camp they referred. Several sources just stafed that there
was a camp at Tarcin. Three reports alleged that women were
detained at the camp. One of these alleged that girls and
women were raped there. The ICRC allegedly visited a camp in
November of 1992, and found it lacking in heat, with insufficient
coverings for detainees. Finally, a camp was stil allegedly in
operation in late 1993."

"Health Centre in Tarcin: According to one report Serbs
were severely beaten by Muslim soldiers at the health centre
which was located some 200 melres from the silos. Many of
those mistreated at the health cenire were reportedly taken fo
the grain sifos. No additional information was made available
regarding the duration of prisoner internment, nor the conditions
attendant at the facility.”

2.4.1.16. TRNOVO (pp.299-300, paras 2500-2504)

"Trmovo: This area was generally used as a point of
exchange of prisoners. Two wilnesses reported that they were
taken to Trovo for unauthorized exchanges. One witness
stated that he had been imprisoned by joint Muslim and Croat
forces at Celebici camp in May 1992 and was transferred to the
Sports hall in Konjic in August 1992. He stated that on 6
November 1992, he and about 29 other Serbs were laken fo
Trnovo for an informal exchange. The detainees were kept in
stores next to the police station for two months, during
negotiations. The guards did not beat the prisoners, but some
prisoners of war were Killed. Additionally, the wilness alleged
that the detainees were required to do physical labour. The site
where the wilness was kept was a bare space with wooden
pallets for sleeping. When the wilness was finally exchanged,
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10 prisoners remained. Three from Konjic were exchanged later,
and the witness did not know what happened to the remaining
seven from Kalinovik. He slated that there was a constant
turnover in Trnovo because prisoners from Konjic were sent
there for exchange regulfarly.”

"Viktor Bubanj Army Barracks: This sile was formerly a
prison for 5th Army Division soldiers. It was turned info a camp
housing both Bosnian Serb men and Bosnian Serb women, all
civifians, though some were accused of informing or signalling
the Serb army. [t was allegedly also called '"Juka's Prison". It
was run by a local army official. However, another report stated
that the camp was run by a man identified by nickname. The
population was estimated at over 200, the men housed in 12
cells and the women in seven cells. The main foreman for the
women was identified by only one name. Some of the women
were allegedly wives of former or current JNA members. One
report alleged that four caplured Serb soldiers were brought fo
this camp in September of 1992 and executed in front of other
detainees. One part of the prison was allegedly in better
condijtion for visits by journalists and the ICRC. Also, detainees
were allegedly forced to make false statements fo journalists.
Prisoners were beaten, and denied medical assistance, and
women prisoners were raped. One wilness was arrested by
Green Berets and taken fo the prison. She was put into a small
room with seven other women, some young and some elderly.
More women arrived /later. The floor was covered with a
mattress and blankets. The wilness was interrogated, beaten,
and raped. She stalead that the other women were raped
frequently also, but each by the same, Muslim man - one man
for each woman. The women were raped in front of each other,
and a small room next door was used only for oral sex. The
witness was helped by a Muslim woman, who supplied her with
contraceptives. Other women became pregnant, -and were
allegedly told they could receive abortions if they testified that
Serbs had raped them. The witness became pregnant when the
Muslim woman could no longer supply her with confraceptives.
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The witness stated that several people were killed, and the
guards performed mock executions. The witness escaped in
mid-December with the help of an fdentified person.”

"The Thomson Mission visited this Muslim-run facility on
1 September 1992 Mission representatives located some 127
Serbian detainees, eight of whom were young fo middle aged
women. Male detainees ranged in age from early 20's fto well
over 60 years. The vast majfority claimed to be innocent
civilians, including an oral surgeon who was arrested as an
alleged threat to BiH peace and security. Two among them said
they were members of KaradZics SDS. Health related
conditions appeared to have been satisfactory, although there
was evidence of head and body lice infection among the
inmales. The delainees were reportedly held here for close to
three months."”

24.1.17. TESANJ (p.307, paras 2553,2554)

"Mifitary Prison, Tesanj: The [/CRC reported that their
representatives visited a defention facility at the military prison
in Tesanj on 24 November 1992. No Information was made
available regarding the length of detention or conditions at this
facility.

"Hospital, TesSanj: The ICRC reporfed that their
representatives visited a detention facility at the military prison
in Tesanj on 24 November 1992. No information was made
available regarding the length of detention or conditions at this
facility.”
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24.1.18 TRAVNIK (pp.313-314, paras. 2610,2611)

"Travnik Barracks: The ICRC reported that it visifed a
place of detention at the Travnik Barracks on 1 December
19927

"Bratstvo' Factory: Serbian prisoners are allegedly held
in large tanks at a chemical factory in Novi Travnik. Prisoners
must cliimb to a ladder leading info the tank to avoid falling into
the chemicals below. The lanks are covered and locked so as
not be seen by the public.”

24.1.19. TUZLA (pp. 315, paras 2617-2633,2635-2643)

The situation in Tuzla, as well as the situation of the Serb
population in this town and the municipality of Tuzla are
described in the Counter-Memotial (paragraphs 2.13.4., 7.1.20.0.,
7.2.19.0. and 7.3.3.0.). In addtion to the early preparations of the
Tuzla SDA leadership for military operations in this municipality
and in the wider territory of BiH, lay-offs of Serbs and murders of
Serb civilians, the Counter-Memorial also describes torture and
kilings of Serbs in the camps in Tuzla which were under the
direct control of the Government of BiH. The existence of these
camps has also been confirmed in the Report of the Commission
of Experts in the following way:

"According to the ICRC, as of 5 November 1992, 197
prisoners were reporfedly held by the Bosnian government.
According to another ICRC report, 183 prisoners were held by
the BiH government as of & Apri/ 1992."

"Dr. Mustafa Muibegovic’ Hospital: A report was
received which alleged that wounded members of the JNA were
imprisoned in this Tuzla hospital before being transferred to the
Tuzla Prison. According fo two reports JNA forces leaving the
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Husinska Buna' barracks in Tuzla, evacuating soldiers and
equipment in accordance with a prior agreement, were
ambushed by BiH Territorial Defence Forces on 15 May 1992.
A reserve lieutenant was wounded in the leg as he drove one
of the JNA trucks. He and two members of the JNA were
wounded when the truck veered off the road. They were
captured by members of the Terriforial Defence. The wounded
men were reportedly beaten all the way to the hospital. The
report indicated that other members of the retreating JNA forces
were caplured and beaten by members of the Terriforial
Defence as they were being transported to the hospiial. An
identified physician alflegedly fortured JNA prisoners at the
hospital. JNA prisoners were placed in various depariments of
the hospitals along with wounded members of the Terriforial
Defence Forces. This arrangement reporfedly gave Ihe
Territorial Defence members an opportunity fo ltake out thefr
personal vendettas against the JNA soldiers. The JNA soldiers
were later transported fto the Tuzla Prison where they were
tortured by a named man. He allegedly stated that his greatest
pleasure was to 'kill Viach babies in cradles' Another guard
identified only by nickname from the eastern part of Tuzla,
allegedly tortured the JNA prisoners also.”

"Military Hospital: ICRC representatives reportedly visited
a detention facility at a military hospital on 14 March 1994 in
Tuzla. No information regarding treatment of prisoners, identity
of prisoners nor length of detention was provided.”

"Hospital: ICRC represeniatives reportedly visited a
detention facility located in a hospital in Tuzla on 10 August
1993. No additional information regarding treatment of prisoners,
identity of prisoners nor length of detention was provided.”

"Tuzla Prison: A report was recejved that Serbian
prisoners have been detained in the Tuzla prison. Serbians
from the village of Stupari were allegedly detained without trial.
Two Serbian prisoners interviewed in the Tuzla prison reported
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that they had been detained in an unidentified building by
authorities in Stupari on 28 May 1992. These prisoners stated
that they were never informed of the legal justification for their
detention. They were reportedly transferred to Tuzla in February
1993 and tried and convicted for illegal possession of weapons.
A judge sentenced the prisoners to one years imprisonment
beginning on 17 February 1993. During sentencing, the judge
informed them that he was unable fo take info consideration the
9 months they had spent in detention because no records
existed of their detention.”

“The Serbian civilians in Tuzla were subjected to forced
mobilization into the Bosnian government army. Those who
refuse to be drafted were reportedly tried and sentenced to
three to 10 years in prison. Serbian civiflans from the
surrounding areas who refuse to respond fo the draft,
particularly those from Banovici, were allegedly mobilized by
force and taken fo the front lines to dig trenches.”

"Members of the ICRC reportedly visited a detention
facilily in Tuzla on 28 May 1993. No additional information
reqarding the operation of this facility nor the duration of its
existence was provided."

“In an open letter, Serbian orthodox Bishop Vasilje of
Tuzla asked the Holy Synod of the Serbian Orthodox Church fo
protest the treatment of Serbs in Tuzla on 11 March 1993. The
letter reported that 300 Serbs were imprisoned in the main
prison and that the Tuzla Serbs were subjected to physical
abuse and forced conscription info the Bosnian army. The letter
also reportedly stated that trials were rigged and that many
Serbs had been sentenced fo 15 years hard /labour. Most
prisoners were allegedly executed shortly after imprisonment,
and others were so debilitated from physical and psychological
torture and starvation that it took them several moniths o
recover.”
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"Barracks: Members of the ICRC reportedly visited a
detention facility in a barracks in Tuzla on 15 Sepfember 1993.
No additional information regarding the operation of this facility
nor the duration of its existence was provided."

"Mifitary Prison: Members of the ICRC reportedly visited
a delention facility at the military prison in Tuzla on 23
September 1992, No additional information regarding the
operation of this facility nor the duration of ifs existence was
provided.”

"Private  Muslim Prisons: A report concerning the
existence of Muslim prisons in the fown of Tuzla was received.
The BBC reporfed that Serbian sources reportedly had
information concerning the owner of private prisons for Serbs
who is also allegedly in control of a private Muslim militia in
Tuzla. According to Vojislav Djurkovic, head of the Stafe
Commission of the Serbian Republic of BiH, another man
allegedly ordered the execution of many Serbian famjilies in
Tuzla working in conjunction with the man who owned the
private prisons. Also according to Djurkovic, Tuzla's Mayor
allegedly organized a ltraining centre for /slamic terrorists in
Tojsic near the town. Djurkovic accused the Bosnian Muslim
authorities of blocking the delivery of humanitarian aid.”

“Tuzla Brothels: A report was received concerning the
existence of Muslim and Croatian run brothels in Tuzla. Another
source reporfed that bordeflos’ for Serbian women were
reported in Tuzla in late 1991 and 1992. The BBC reported that
Serbs who escaped from Tuzla reported that young Serbian
women were forcibly taken fo brothels by Mushim soldiers. In
his letter, Bishop Vasilje stated that the Muslim soldiers had a
'schedule’ for kidnapping the Serbian women.”

"A separate report indicated that members of Croatian
and Muslim forces were sexually abusing Serbian women in
Tuzia brothels. The women were captured by soldiers and
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allegedly imprisoned at the brothels until their fifth month of
pregnancy. After release, they were reportedly kept under house
arrest to prevent them from oblaining aborfions. The report
estimated that more than 1,000 Serbian women were
imprisoned Iin such brothels. The report also alleged that
members of Muslim and Croatian forces that had contracted
AIDS or other communicable diseases were purposely sent fo
the brothels to rape the women."

"Tusanj Stadium: A report that 4,000 Serbian civilians
were imprisoned at the stadium was received. This rather
astounding figure, while cited in several other reports, has not
as yet been corroborated.”

"Sloboda Football Stadium: A report was received which
suggested that a detention facility existed at the Sloboda
Football stadium in Tuzla where at least 25 to 30 women were
held. The women were raped in front of an undetermined
number of other prisoners."

"Secondary School Brothel: A report was received
indicating that 100 Serbian women were held in a brothel in the
Tuzla Secondary School. No additional information was made
avallable regarding this facility.”

"Private House: A report received indicated that 15
Serbian women were imprisoned in a private house located on
the road towards Srebremnik, near Previla. The report did not
provide the dates that the women were imprisoned or the
identity of the owner of the home.”

"Tunnel Prison: A report was received containing
testimony from a Serbian woman held taken to a prison in the
city of Tuzla and imprisoned for five months in what she
described as a tunnel. The witness was a peasant farmer from
the village of Brezje on Mount Majevica. She stated that Muslim
soldiers atfacked her viflage in early June 1992, taking 36
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Serbian children and dividing the women and girls into groups.
During the attack on the viflage some of the women were
reportedly raped outside their homes. The witness reported that
one Serbian man committed suicide when his wife and daughter
were raped outside their home. The soldiers were reportedly
armed and wore green patterned disguise uniforms. The
soldiers killed village residents and robbed their homes. The
witness reported that the soldiers separated the men and
women and then loaded the prisoners into covered lfrucks that
resembled vans. The reporting witness and other female
prisoners were transported to a camp in the cily of Tuzla where
she was confined in a ‘dark tunnel’ with nine other women.
During five months of imprisonment, the witness reported that
the women were never taken outside. They were fed and given
water in plastic bowls. She stated that none of the female
prisoners were allowed fo lake showers or wash their clothes.
She stated that the guards separated the girls from the women
and allegedly subjected the women to rape. The guards
reportedly concealed their identity while committing the rapes by
blindfolding the victims. The women were allegedly subjected to
repeated sexual assault and on some occasions were gang
raped by the guards. The witness reported being subjected to
interrogation concerning the location of her husband and
children by guards in camouflage uniforms. She was allegedly
told that Serbian women would no longer bear Serbian childrer,
only Muslim and Croatian. The witness was released in late
October in a prisoner exchange at Piper.”

"Cellars in Tuzla: In an interview, a Serbian psychialrist
reported that Serbian women were imprisoned in some type of
cellars controlled by Muslims in the lown of Tuzla and
subjected to repeated rape for the purpose of forced
impregnation. The physician worked with Serbian women who
had allegedly been imprisoned in a dark room. Three to five
men entered the room on a daily basis fo rape the women.
According to the patients who related their stories of
imprisonment to the reporting physician, the Muslim soldiers
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intended fo impregnate the Serb women. The men reportedly
fold the women that the Koran stated that a child is a Muslim if
the father is a Muslim. The women were generally released
after the third month of pregnancy and, because of their
aavanced stale, had lo oblain the approval of the psychiatric
commission for an abortion.”

“In a separate report, the same Serbian psychiatrist
reported examinations of four Serbian women who had allegedly
been raped by Muslim and Croatian soldiers while imprisoned in
a cellar in Tuzla. According fo these reports, the women were
raped on a adaily basis and later released in advanced stages of
pregnancy. JNA prisoners were reportedly beaten about their
heads with the vacuum-cleaner hose which was used fo clean
the sewer aaily.”

2.4.1.20. VISOKO (pp. 327-328, paras 2721-2723,2725,2727-
2729,2731,2732)

Visoko is another municipality with a majority Muslim
population, in which from the very outset of the conflicts mass
pogroms of Serb civilian population were carried out by the forces
under the BiH Government control (see paragraphs 7.1.27.0,
7.2.29.0. and 7.3.13.0. of the Counter-Memorial). The majority of
the Serb population was expelled from the area of this
municipality and those who were not killed were imprisoned in
camps. Some of these camps are very briefly described also in
the Report of Bassiouni's Commission:

“In one report, a Serb recalls being the first and for a
short time, the only prisoner detained by Muslims at the local
barracks. According to the report, the Serb male was captured
i1 the basement of his home by Muslim forces on 6 June 1992,
He was laken to the military barracks and placed in a chair
with his arms ted behind his back with ropes. He was
reportedly bealen and inferrogated by soldiers and police for
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four hours. According to his statement whenever he lost
consciousness, the police threw water on him to revive him and
then continued the interrogation. He recalled that after sorme
time, the inmate population grew fo 150 individuals all of whom
were detained in two rooms. The witness recalled walching as
two inmates were beaten o death by the camp guards with the
participation of the camp commander. The report suggests that
in addition to camp guards administering beatings, Muslim
civilians from Zenica and Visoko were also permitted to enier
the barracks and beat the prisoners.”

"According to another report, on the first day of the
conflict, six individuals were delained at this facility.
Approximately three weeks after the fighting began, the facility's
population swelled to more than 150 individuals. Interrogations
were initially severe and disorganized.  Following  the
appointment of an investigator, the physical mistreatment was
discontinued and the general conditions at the facility improved.
Al interrogations were conaucted in the office of the
investigator. Those inmates who were deemed guilly of some
crime were transferred fo Zenica while the others continued
their detention in Visoko. One wilness described his
containment facility as one measuring approximately 70 square
metres. There were some 150 other inmates sharing the same
space. The detainees were put on work detall and used as
forced labour fto djg trenches around the facility. The report
suggests that women were delained at other area facilities
including a camp in the village of Hiapcevici.”

"Wasarna Camp. According to one report, between May
and December 1992, Serb men, women and children were
taken from their homes by Muslim forces and detained in what
was reportedly described as a prison camp. The inmates were
subjected to severe physical mistreatment including beatings
with mallets, hammers, iron rods, and ax handles. The inmatles
were reportedly not permitted fo bathe or shower for two
months. Food was also in rather meagre supply. Two to three
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inmates were forced to share one bow/ of soup per day. The
report alleges, additionally, that at one point Muslim territorial
defence forces had shelled the camp, resuliting in the death of
two prisoners and the wounding of 14 others.”

"Various Homes: According o one report, several Visoko
residents were defained in their homes behind locked doors.
The resident-inmates were subjected fo regular shell-fire. The
report suggests that the residents' delention appears fo have
been sanctioned and, perhaps even, instituted by the BiH
government.”

"Veterinarian's Office: According to one report, a young
Serb male and his parents were arrested and detained on 20
June after Muslim forces had surrounded their home. They
were coffected in a group with some 200 similarly situated
Serbs, and approximately 30 individuals from among the group
(including the witness and his [father) were taken fo a
veterinarian's office. The witness was aggressively inferrogated
and then shot through both arms. Following the receipt of his
injuries, he was transported fo the hospital and thereafter
transferred to the former JNA barracks.”

"Hospital: The ICRC reported the existence of a camp in
the Visoko hospital. The ICAC reporiedly first visited this facility
on 4 June 1993."

"Prison/Penitentiary: The ICRC reported the existence of
a camp - in the Prison/Penitentiary in Visoko. The [CRC
reportedly first visited a detention facility at this location on 6
August 1992. No additional information was provided regarding
the conditions at this location.
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2.4.1.21. ZENICA (pp. 336-341, paras 2813-2818,2821-2826,2834-
2840)

Zenica is a typical example of prison-cities (see paragraph
1.3.5.29. of the Counter-Memorial) in which the Serb population
was forcibly held so the BiH Government could demonstrate
before the world its alleged wish to preserve a "multi-national
BiH". What the fate of Serbs in the municipality of Zenica under
the Muslim authorities' and Muslim military forces' control was
really like is described in paragraphs 7.1.35.0. and 7.2.31.0. of
the Counter-Memorial. The existence of some of the camps in
Zenica in which Serbs were tortured and killed was also
corroborated by the Commission of Experts' Report.

"It js reporied that several camps or detention facilities
are located in the Zenica vicinity. In general, the camps are
administered by the BiH Government or Bosnian Muslim forces.
Nine locations have been identified as detention cenires, and
estimates place the total number of persons held over Z,000;
although ICRC figures are much lower and some reports claim
that there are only five or six detention centres with
approximately 450 detainees. All identified detention centres are
reportedly under Bosnian Muslim control. The following places
have been identified as camps: The Zenica Prison, the Zenica
Music School, the Bila Stadium, the Coal Mines in Zenica, as
well as unidentified facilities in Bilmisce, Zening, Gracanica,
Amauti, and Begov Han. There is no information regarding the
possible relationshjp between these camps and there is ittle
indication that prisoners are moved between facilities. One thing
that is clear, however, is that the Zenica Prison is the largest
detention facility and the greatest amount of avajlable
information concerns this facility. In fact, in fracking the number
of prisoners in Zenica, the Zenica Prison is the only lacility
identified by the ICRC."
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Zenica Prison: The most prominent detention facility in
the Zenica area is the Zenica Prison (also referred o as the
Correction Centre, KP Dom Prison, KPD and the House of
Corrections). The facility /s under the control of the Muslim
Territorial Defence (MTD) forces. The prison is occupied by
Croatian and Serbian civilian and military prisoners. The majority
of prisoners are likely Serbs. The prison is divided info five
pavilions. Each of these pavilions conftains cells measuring five
metres by three fo four metres. Pavilion five is referred o as
the "concentration camp” /s used to hold military prisoners and
is seemingly the only part of the facility that is visited by the
ICRC. The prison also has a hospital where prisoners are
treated. Some prisoners claim o have been subjected fto il
treatment’ by prison guards while in the hospital. Prior lo the
outbreak of war, this facility was used as a maximum security
prison for hard core felons. Even during the war, one of the
prisons pavilions (Pavilion four) continues to house criminals
that were incarcerated before the war. Reports in the
Commission’s possession indicate that the camp was in
operation before the war began as a correctional facility. The
prison probably began ils operations as a PoW facility in June
1992. QOperation seems fo have been continuous until at least
June 1993, one witness reports that he was released from this
facility, in a prisoner exchange on 5 September 1993. It is
unclear whether the camp is still in operation.”

"Estimates of the number of prisoners vary greatly. The
ICRC has indicated a fairly consistent population of 200-300 in
the prison. But one report states that while the ICRC visited the
facility seven times from June-December 1992, the ICRC was
only permitted fo visit Pavilion 5 (where military prisoners were
kept). It has also been estimated that 300 Bosnian Serbs have
been detained in Pavifion 5. This figure is consistent with claims
that the ICRC was only allowed to visit Pavilion 5. Most of the
other prisoners, mainly the civilian non combatants were in the
other pavilions. The number of prisoners in the Zenica Prison
can be summarized as follows."
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"On 31 July 1993, Bosnian Serb officials maintained that
270 Serbian were being held in the Zenica Special Jail’. It is
assumed that this in the same facilily as the Zenica Prison
discussed herein. Prisoners in the camp are both civilian and
military. According to one report, affer a group of Serbians was
captured, women and children under 10 were not taken fo the
prison. ft is not at all clear whether women and children are
detained at this facility. No explicit mention is made of a female
delainee.”

"A Tanjug news agency reporter who was confined in
the prison for 80 days reported that the camp conditions were
horrible. Cells were generally damp and there was a lack of
sheels and blankets. He also noted that the food was poor.
Prisoners are given one kilogram of bread every day lo be
shared by 18 prisoners. Some days the prisoners were given
tea, and it is alleged that the guards would put defergent in the
tea.”

“Torture and beatings were routine occurrences at the
Zenica Prison. According fo a Tarjug news agency reporter
who was detained there for over 80 days, almost all of the
prisoners (90 per cent) were subjected to torture. He asserls
that combatants were subjected lo the worst beatings.
According to another report, every other day, two or three
prisoners would be laken by groups of five to six Muslhim men.
The men were tpically young and were often drunk. The
prisoners were handcuffed to metal rings on the floor and were
then beaten and kicked. A United States Department of Siate
report contains the allegation of a 29 year old Serbian civilian
who claims to have been beaten every 10 minutes for 96
hours; he also claims that the food was deliberately
contaminated.”

"Additional allegations concern mistreatment in the
Prison hospital committed by guards. Finally, it has been
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alleged that an unconfirmed number of Serbian prisoners were
taken from the prison fo an iron mifl factory. These prisoners
were allegedly thrown into the furnace af the factory. Very litle
Information is availlable regarding the individuals who ran the
camp and committed violations. The commander of the prison is
a named man of the MTD. He is not alleged fo have taken part
in any beatings or forture, but he was often present and a
witness fo the beatings. It /s also alleged that Muslim refugees
in Zenica (from Jajce or Travnik) would come fo the prison and
verbally harass and physically assault Serbian prisoners.”

"Bila Stadium.: The Association of Serbs from B/H has
identified the Bila Stadium as a camp for Serbs. They claim the
camp /s under the control of the Croatian Armed Forces, the
Croatian Army, or paramifitary Muslim forces. No other
information is available concerning this facility.”

"Zenica Coal Mines: One report stales that PoWs were
moved from Bugojno to Zenica where they are imprisoned in
coal mines. No other information is available concerning his
facility.”

"Other Zenica Locations: Other locations in the Zenica
area have been identified as places of detention. Apart from
this mere identification, no other information is available. The
locations are Bilmisce, Zening, Gracanica, Arnauti and Begov
Han, the retirement home in Zenica;, and the Zening Building
and Nemila are both idenlified as possible’ locations.”

"Factory: According to one report ICRC representatives
visited a detention facility at an unidentified factory in Zenica.
The existence of the camp was confirmed on 24 September
1992, No additional information was made available regarding
the identities of inmates, the conditions of their detainment nor
the length of the facility's existence.”
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“Hospital: According to one report, ICRC representatives
visited a delention facility at an unidentified hospital in Zenica.
The existence of the camp was confirmed on 26 April 1993. No
additional information was made available regarding the
identities of inmates, the conditions of their detainment nor the
length of the facility's existence.”

"School: According to one report, ICRC representatives
visifed a defention facility at an unidentified school in Zenica.
The existence of the camp was confirmed on 16 May 1993. No
additional information was made available regarding the
identities of inmates, the conditions of thefir detainment nor the
length of the facility's existence.”

"Military  Prison: According to one report, [CRC
representatives visited a detention facility at the military prison
in Zenica. The existence of the camp was confirmed on 18
February 1993. No additional information was made available
regarding the identities of inmates, the conditions of their
detainment nor the length of the facility's existence”

24.1.22 GRUDE (p.145, paras. 1180-1183)

The existence of camps under Muslim-Croat control in the
locality of Grude in which Serb civilians were held as described in
the Counter-Memorial (paragraphs 7.1.6.0., 7.1.25.2., 7.2.0.1,
7.2.30.26.) is confirmed also in the Report of the Expert
Commission as follows:

"Farm.: According fo reports, a farm in Grude was used
as a camp fto detain male and female individuals from the
region. No additional information regarding this facility was
made available, consequently, the identily of witnesses, victims
and perpetrators as well as conditions existing during detention
remain unknown.”
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"Garage: The Commission has received reports that
approximately 300 Serbs were detained in a garage in Grude.
The camp was operaled by members of the Croatian-Muslim
armed forces. The ICRC visited the Grude camp on 16
September 1993 and reported that no PoWs were found. At
least one Serbian man, Aleksa Janjic reportedly died as a result
of injuries incurred while detained at this camp.”

2.4.1.23. KLADANJ (p.152, paras. 1239-1241)

Discussing the camps under Muslim forces' control in the
municipality of Kladanj in which Serbs were held, the Report of
Bassiouni's Commission refers only to those in the village of
Stupari, while the Counter-Memorial contains also others
(paragraphs 7.2.0.1. and 7.2.18.0)

"The Commission received a report that stated that 95
Serbian civilians and one child were imprisoned since May 1992
in the village of Stupari, eight kilometres north of the fown of
Kladanj. The report quoted the Mayor of Kladanj, stating that
the prisoners were being held ‘for their own security, lo protect
them from retaliation by the Musliim population.’” A team from
the ECMM reported that they visited the three buildings in the
town of Stupari where the prisoners were held. According to the
report, the prisoner's homes had been burned by Muslim forces.
The prisoners were guarded by five armed soldiers who allowed
them to go outside for one hour a day. The prisoners
sometimes were not given anything to eat for three days. The
prisoners reported that guards were frequently violent toward
them and that no medical care was provided. The [/CRC
reported that the prisoners appeared fo be psychologically worn
out and very weak'"”

"Stupari Elementary School: In early August 1992,
Serbian prisoners who had been exchanged in Malinjak,
reported that approximately 1,000 Serbs from the villages of
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Lupoglava, Matjevici, Majdan, and Kocajevici were detained in
the Stupari Elementary School. Conditions in the camp were
reportedly very poor. According to the report, an identified
physician forcibly took blood from the Serbian prisoners for
wounded Muslims and Croats.”

24.1.24. KONJIC (pp. 154-164, paras. 1266-1293,1297-
1306,1307-1308,1311-1315,1317-1324,1334,1335)

In the following accounts, the first 16 camp descriptions
detail those locations cooperatively controlled by Croatian and
Muslim forces. The subsequent 11 accounts describe facilities
controlled solely by Muslims, and the two remaining locations
fall under undetermined authority. There are also several reports
that allege the existence of a camp or camps in Konjic without
supplying enough detail to determine the exact location or by
whom they were controlled.

"Celebici Camp: In May 1992, following the withdrawal
of the JNA from its barracks in the village of Celebidi, Croatian-
Muslim forces assumed conitrol of the batracks and transformed
them info a detention centre for Serbian prisoners. Immediately
after its creation on 4 May 1992 and continuing through to the
suspension of operations in December 1992, camp Celebici
interned several hundred citizens from the municipalily of Koryrc.
The number of detainees changed regularly. Men and women
were separated, with men interned in several locations including
a concrete tunnel called hangar Number 9, a sheet metal
hangar called Number 6, a depot called Number 22 and, on
occasion, in concrete manholes believed to be oil storage sites.
Women were imprisoned eijther in an administrative building,
located at the camp entrance, or in a shaft excavated in the
ground next to the tunnel at hangar Number 9."

"The detainees were brought fo Celebici from all corners
of Kornjic. On 22 May 1992 Croatian and Muslim forces
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allegedly attacked the Serb villages of Bjeloviina, Cerici, and
Donje Selo. Reportedly all surviving members of the Serb
population in these villages were taken fo camp Celebici. In
another report, members of the "TO B-H" invaded the village of
Brajani on 15 June 1992 and ordered all the men fo surrender.
Forty-eight Serbian prisoners were put on frucks and taken fo
Celebici. Some 200 individuals from Bradina were already in
residence when they arrived.”

“In another report, a Serbian resident from the village of
Bradina recalled that he and some 50 other men were
instructed by Croatian and Muslhim forces fto report to
headquarters in PodorasSac. Upon arrival, the witness and others
were loaded ontfo a tarpaulin-covered truck and ftransported io
Celebici concentration camp."

"According to several reports the conditions at the camp
were deplorable. Hangar Number 9, which was an abandoned
atomic shelter/ventilation tunnel, measured approximately 120
centimetres in width, 30 metres in length and 2.5 metres in
hefight. Air entered through a small glass window in the door,
and there was absolutely no illumination. Reportedly, because
of the construction of the tunnel, it was impossible for an
Individual to stand upright.”

"The 50 or so detainees in the tunnel defecated in a
bucket that was emplied infrequently. Human  waste
accumulated up to 10 centimetres at one end of the tunnel.
The detainees were not permitted fo wash during the first 20
days of their internment, and for the first three days they were
not provided with food. According fo one inmate, throughout the
first one and a half months of detention, the inmates were fed
small pieces of stale bread and some vegelables three times
daily. In the two months that followed, they were fed only
bread. He recalled that the men had no choice but to perform
all bodily functions in one corner inside the hangar. Mushim
soldiers often placed the prisoners food in the same /locations
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and often fimes dropped the plates, spoons, or bread into the
excrement.”

"The several reporis delailing the initial acts of
mistreatment suffered by the inmates at the hands of their
captors appear to be in agreement. Upon arrival at Celebici,
Muslim soldjers were lined uyp at the entrance in two rows. The
detainees were made fo pass between the rows of soldiers with
their hands clasped behind their necks. As the inmates passed,
the soldiers beat them with blunt objects, iron bars, shovels,
pickaxes, thick electric cables, and rubber fruncheons.”

"The prisoners were then placed in manholes for several
hours at a time. These manholes were formerly oil storage
reservoirs. The lids were replaced on the manholes serving to
cut off the flow of air. As a consequernce, men collapsed from
suffocation."

"For those inmates assigned lo hangar Number 8, once
removed from the manholes they were subjected fo additional
bealings at the entrance to hangar Number 9. In one report,
the guards beat 25 inmates with shovels so severely that 12
shovels were broken in the process. After a period of time
spent in Number 9, the inmaftes were then Itransferred fo
Number 6. In some cases, due fo the space /lmitations in
hangar Number 9, some delainees were sent directly fo
Number 6."

"For those assigned fo hangar Number 6, the guards
came and collected all the valuables from the inmafes. The
inmates were then laken in groups of 10 fo a nearby building
called "the Commanad" - which was so-called because the JNA
command had previously been located there. Once inside the
Command, the prisoners were ordered fo stand on tip-foe facing
the wall with their hands raised high above their heads. Musflim
soldiers then conducted interrogations regarding alleged ‘Cetnik’
activity, strateqy and weapons locations."
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"Following the initial, somewhat routine abuses, the
spacific acts of mistreatment appear from the reports, o some
degree, to be haphazard. The variation on the methods of
mistreatment included beatings with batons, wooden clubs,
fruncheons, chains, iron rods; imprisonment in drainage shafts;
scorching and cutting by hot knives pressed to the inmates'
faces, bodies arid chests; spraying with qunpowder and setting
alight; binding male genitals with [low-burning Tfuses, the
breaking of ribs, arms and legs, and the cutting off of ears and
fingers. Some inmates report being delained in manholes filled
with water for 24 hour periods. Occasionally, using their feel,
the Muslim guards forced the inmates under water and held
them there to near suffocation.”

"The inmates delained in the sheet melal hangar,
Number 6, noted that in August 1992, when the day's heat was
at fts worst, the doors and windows of their containment facility
remained closed. Temperatures reportedly reached 50 degrees
Celsius or 148 degrees Fahrenheit.”

In another report, two male detainees had their trouser-
legs--below the knee-doused with a flammable liquid and then
ignited. As the men's legs began to burn their Muslim captors
reportedly forced them to sit down and forbade them io
extinguish the flames.”

"Reports also suggest that all imprisoned women were
systematically raped. Women were usually raped by more than
one guard. Serbian women were reportedly housed in or near
the Command building and ushered to the appropriate locations
when required. Male prisoners were also sexually molested by
forcing them info same-sex anal intercourse or oral sex."

"The entire Celebidi facility was initially controlled by
Croatian forces and manned by Muslim guards. Due fo shifting
political winds, Muslim forces /laler assumed control. However,
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before this change, Croatian, 'S' was the commander of the
camp, and 'C! a Muslim, was his deputy. A number of reports
suggest that 'C' was directly responsible for the mistreatment,
forture and murder of a great many of the inmates. Prisoners
were abused or killed on the orders of deputy commander C'
C' ordered prisoners to fight each other. If 'C' did not feel
satisfied that the blows were severe enough, he ordered the
guards o beat both prisoners. Reportedly, prisoners were
forbidden to sleep. 'C' selected one prisoner to keep the others
awake. If 'C' found anyone asleep the prisoner in charge was
severely punished.”

"In another report, a female prisoner at Celebici alleged
being raped by 'C'. She alleged that she was beaten and
kicked during several inferrogations regarding the whereabouts
of her son and husband. Additionally, the witness alleged that
she was stripped naked by young men who held knives to her
throat and held it cigareties to her eyelashes, burning her
eyelids when she screamed. She was subjected fo multiple
rapes by a variety of men, many of whom she was unable fo
recognize because of the dark night. She alleged that she was
taken fo an office where the rapes lasted from three to four
hours at a time. The witness stated that she was detained in a
room near hangar Number 3. She recalled that some 39 men
were held there, and she witnessed the men being beaten,
Kicked and ftortured. She recalled that the turninel was poorly lit
and poorly ventilated. She stated further that she witnessed (ol
kill one of the inmates. It was her understanding that C' raped
every woman brought info the prison. She alleged that some
120 women were raped by C' Women were reportedly set
aside solely for his pleasure.”

"Several reports note that although 'C' was notorious for
his cruel actions, a young guard called 'S’ was worse. He was
said to have participated in all the murders and a great many
of the rapes in the camp. 'S' reportedly beat prisoners with
baseball bats and made them kneel while he beat them about
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their breasts and stomachs. 'S’ is noted for wrapping slow-
burning fuses around the legs or waist of inmates, putting
another end between the inmate's legs or in his pants and then
lighting the fuse. The burning fuse which was wrapped in
plastic, clung fo the victims body as it melted. The victim's
family was usually forced to watch this torture.”

"Another inmate was made fo wear a gas mask with the
air filter sealed so that he-was unable to breathe. 'S’ forced him
to wear it for an hour while standing in the hot summer heat.
Consequently, the victim coflapsed several times.”

“In stifl another report prior to a visit by an Arab TV
crew, 'S’ selected three prisoners to tell about their ‘crimes’
against Muslims. One among them was ordered to say that he
had killed Muslims and Croals in Mostar and burned down their
homes. When the man refused, 'S' beat him with a soldier’s
belt until he bled. 'S' reportedly doused the prisoners with gas
and gunpowder and then set them alight, causing severe burns
and wounds."

“In another incident. 'S’ subjected two young brothers to
severe mistreatment. He reporiedly deformed their faces, ithen
put gas masks over their heads and closed the air fiffers.
Thereafter, he compelled the brothers fo engage in oral sex
with one another and also fo strike each other about the
genjtals.”

"In one report a detainee from Celebidi witnessed C'
and 'S’ beat 15 or 16 Serbs to death. Another witness reporfed
that the two ordered inmates to run away. When the inmaltes
complied and attempted to escape, they were beaten. If an
inmate continued running affer receiving the beating, he was
killed.”

In addition to the crimes against the Serb population at
the Celebici camp, described by the Respondent in paragraphs
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7.2.0.1.-7.2.1.17. of the Counter-Memorial, the Report also refers
to other camps under Muslim control, in which Serbs were
victims. The same camps are also referred to by the Respondent
in the Counter-Memorial (paragraphs 7.1.6.0.-7.1.6.4., 7.2.0.1.,
7.2.2.0-7.224., 7.243.0.). The Expert Commission collected
information on these camps from numerous sources and
described them in its Report as follows:

"Police Station. According lo one report, an elderly
Bosnian Serb farmer was arrested on 9 May 1992, in his
village of ldbar near Konjic. He was taken fo the police station
in Korfic where he was detained for 271 days. Thereafter, he
was removed to the camp at Celebici some six kilometres
away. No additional information was available regarding his
treatment, the facility nor ils operation or control.

"The ICRC reported the existence of the camp in the
Police Station in Konjic. The camp was first visited by the ICRC
on 4 November 1992."

"Ministry of Internal Affairs (MUP) building: Although all
relevant reports agree that this facility was controfled by Musiim
forces, there is considerable disagreement regarding the inmate
composition. According to one report, all arrested Bosnian Serb
civilians from Konjic and Bradina were taken lo this location
and later transferred to the camp at Celebidi. Another source
suggests that only in some cases were delainees brought fo
this facility, beaten, and then transferred fo designated detention
facilities. Another report suggests that only women, children,
and the elderly were interned at this location.”

“Village of Donje Selo: Reporits suggest that on 22 June
1992 Croat and Muslim authorities fransformed the village info
a prison camp for Bosnian Serbs. Guards were set up around
the periphery of the village to discourage Serb detainees from
leaving the area. The reporis suggest that although men were
resident prisoners at this location, women and children were
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either interned in greater numbers or abused in greater
numbers. While no specific numbers were made available, the
vast majority of the documented accounts of atrocities have
been offered by or concern women and children. These sources
suggest that women were raped on a dailly basis.”

"One report from a male detainee at Donje Selo reveals
that men were subjected lo considerably less abuse and
mistreatment than women. Each night the Muslim soldiers
arrived in groups and barged info the homes confaining women,
raping all the women and girls. According fo the wilness, during
the day the guards did nothing more than walk around
‘moniforing’ the situation. Quite frequently ex-camp inmates were
re-arrested and sent back to one of the camps in Konjic without
warning or provocation. Prisoner swapping of some Donje Selo
inmates occasionally took piace in the village of Trnovo. Other
reports also alleged the existence of a detention facility in the
vilage of Donje Selo.”

"Devetka Tunnel in Bradina: Bradina was reportedly the
largest Serbian viflage in the Konjic area with 750 inhabitants.
Following the taking of this village on 25 May 1992 by Croat-
Muslim forces, the village was renamed Dornji Repovei and a
great many of the Serbs were expelled. Many of the Serbs who
steadfastly remained were reportedly either kifled by paramilitary
forces or interned in various detention camps. One of the
largest Serb inhabited delention facilities in the Konjfic area was
located at the Devetka Tunnel. According to reports, some 3,
000 Serbs were detained at this Jocation. The Serbs were
reportedly lined up against the wall, made to remove their
clothing and then tortured and beaten for several hours at a
time. The detainees were reportedly forced fo participate in
Musilim prayer and song and fo learn the Koran. Those who
refused were beaten and in some cases killed. Although no
dates were provided, several reports suggest that the facility
was eventually closed and the prisoners were released. Another
report also alleges the existence of this camp.”
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"Musala ("Sportska sala") sports centre: According to
several reports, Bosnian Serb and Bosnian Croat prisoners were
detained at this facility. Reports suggest that as few as 110
and as many as 170 Serbs were detained at the sports hall
beginning in May 1992. On 15 June 1992, 13 Serbs were
reportedly killed and 12 wounded when Muslim forces from the
hills above Prevalj shelled the sports hall. The attack on these
prisoners was reportedly wilful.”

"Sources suggest that conditions at the sports hall were
insufferable. The prisoners were poorly fed, some even went
without food for weeks at a time. When they were fed, one
report suggests that half the meal of one Muslim guard was
used to feed as many as eight inmates. There were no beds.
The prisoners were made o sleep on carpets that originally
belonged fo the gym.”

"There are also reported incidents of rape at the facility.
One report states that on the night of 27 May 1992, Muslim
soldiers raped five young women. According fo one report on
the night of 29 May 1992, 10 girls and women imprisoned in
the camp were raped. In other report, on 31 August 1992, a
Serb man and woman were forced lo engage in sexual
intercourse while as many as 15 prison guards looked on. In
stilf another report, a 25 year-old woman was brought lo the
camp and raped repeatedly by some 15 Muslims. Her captors
apparently then led her, naked, up and down the camp, drew
ies' on her breasts and stomach with a lit cigar, chopped off
her hair, disfigured her and then forced another male inmate fo
rape her and shove a rifle barrel into her vagina.”

"Zvonimir Belisa Nono, Elementary School, Bradina: The
detention facility at this [location primarily housed womerl,
children and the elderly. Several reports allege that female
Serbian inmates were regularly subjected to rape. One report
states that on 13 July 1992, 15 women were raped by Musilim
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Green Berels. Reports also state that Musliim and Croatian
forces subjected inmates fo 'severe mistreatment’ and threats of
death.”

"Brothels: Reports suggest that Croat and Muslim-run
brothels have been established throughout Konjic. Reports
allege the existence of a brothel in Buturovic Polje and another
at the Amadeus' Cafe. Serbian women reportedly were forcibly
brought to and detained in these facilities. The women are
impregnated and held captive until the fifth month of their
pregnancy and then not permitted fo leave the area. One report
suggests that ‘members of Muslim and Croatian units who have
contracted AIDS and other communicable djseases are
deliberately sent to brothels to sexually abuse Serbian women’
and young girls.”

"House in DZepa: According to one report, a house in
the viflage of DZepa in the municipality of Konjic was turned
into a rape camp operated by Muslim Green Berets. Women
were reportedly torfured at this facility and forcibly impregnated.”

“Unidentified facility, Ljuta: Following the attack on the
Serb village of Bradina on 25 May 1992 by Muslim forces, a
great many Serb citizens were captured. One Serbian male
reported that he was taken fto Ljuta and that some 50-100
uniformed men came fo inferrogate him and those detained with
him. According to the witness, two or three of the detainees
were pushed fo the ground and beaten. Thereafter their Muslim
caplors screamed verbal abuses and insults at them. Next their
hands were tied behind their backs with wire and they were
made fo walk four lo five hours to Trnovo. Each prisoner
reportedly had one guard, with the remaining 50 to 100 men
following. Upon arriving at Bjelasnica mountain, they were put
into two trucks and driven to the Muslim village of Sabici.”

"School in Sabici: According to one report Serb civilians
were detained in a school in Sabidi. The report alleges that the
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Serbian inmates were insulted and humiliated by the Muslim
guards. From there, they were transferred fo Hotel Famos in
Bjelas.”

“Hotel/ "Famos”: According to reports, civilian prisoners
from Bradina were lransported fo the hotel located in Bjelas.
They were beaten and interrogated in a room in the basement
of the hotel by both uniformed and civilian Mushiims and Croats.
The detainees were forced to admit that they were ‘Cetniks’
registered’ and then forced to walk through a path with
approximately 20 men on either side. As the delainees passed,
the men beat them with rifle butts. The detainees were then
placed on lfrucks with their hands tied behind their backs and
transported to Celebidi. They were reportedly interned at this
location from June through 31 August 1992 According fo
another report, upon the arrival of Serb detainees at the hotel,
they were made to lie on the floor in a line and beaten and
kicked with the soldiers’ heavy bootls and pistol butls. Some
detainees had guns shoved into their mouths and had their
lives threatened. Following the beatings, they were taken fo
some sort of dark concrete cellar, where they were beaten by
Muslim and Croat guards. When they lost consciousness they
were revived and beaten again. The next day, the prisoners
hands were again bound, they were blindfolded, and foaded
onto trucks. As they boarded the frucks, they received beatings
with shovels, blunt objects, iron pipes, or anything that their
captors could find. They were then transporfed fo Tarcin.

"Buturovi¢ Polje Prison: Serb civilians were reportedly
detained by Croat-Muslim forces at this location. The report
does not, however, provide additional information regarding
either the conditions or the operation of the facility. Other
reports alleged the existence of a detention facility in the village
of Buturovic Polje."”

"Technical High School in Koniic: According to one
report, Serbian civilians were delained in the gymnasium of the
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high school. The facilily was reportedly controlled by Croat-
Muslim forces. The report does not provide additional
information regarding either the conditions or the operation of
the facility.”

“Hrasnica: Reports of the existence of a Muslim run
camp In this village were not supplemented by information
regarding the specific location or duration of existence. The
camp was reportedly composed of Serbian prisoners.”

"Konjic Hospital: One report cites the existence of a
Muslim-controfled facility at this location as of 11 April 1992,
However, no additional information was made available
regarding conditions or operations at this facility. This detention
facility is also alleged to exist in another ICHRC report. The
ICRC first visited this place of detention on 4 November 1992."

"Koniic Military Police: One report cites the existence of
a Muslim-controlled facility at this focation as of 11 April 1992
However, no additional information was made available
regarding conditions or operations at this facility.”

"Boracko Jezero: One report alleges the existence of a
detention facility at this location. No information regarding
operation, auralion, prisoner composition, or control was made
avallable. Other reports also alleged the existence of a camp at
this location.”

“New Residential Suburb, Konjic: Reports alleged the

existence of a deftention facility in the new residential suburb of
Konjic holding approximately 1,500 Serbs.”
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2.4.1.25. LISTICA (p. 168 paras. 1377)

"Listica Camp: Reports were received which indicated
that a camp was eslablished in Listica, approximately 20
kilometres west of Mostar. Apparently one of three jails in the
town was run by Muslim militia and the HOS."

2.4.1.26. LIVNO (pp. 168-170, paras. 1382-1387, 1389-1394)

"Large Luxurious House in Livno: In April 1992, a
Bosnian Serb woman was laken from her home fo a home in
Livno by members of Alja's Warriors. According fo the witness
she was the exclusive servant of one soldier, who happened to
be her former classmate. The wilness noted that there were
several other women detained at this location. They ranged in
age from 18 fo 40 and all were Serbian except one, who was
Ruthenian. According to the report, very young girls were raped
by seven or eight Musiim soldiers at one time. The witness was
transferred with her former classmate when he was assigned to
new locations. Each time the Muslim front moved, she moved.
According to her statement, she was finally sent to a brothel in
the Ciglane area where she was again reserved solely for her
former classmates purposes”.

"Police Station: According to one report, Croatian
paramilitary forces were in control in the Livno area in April.
The forces allegedly forbade Serbian citizens fo leave the area.
Several citizens were reportedly detained at the police station in
three rooms which were overcrowded and lacked heat as well
as other basic necessities. The report slates that official
sources acquired evidence that the detainees at this location
were being beaten. The ICRC also reporils the existence of a
camp in the Livno Police Station. The camp was first visited by
the ICRC on 16 May 1992. Evidence of this camp's existence
was also corroborated by members of the Thomson Mission
who visited this location on 1 September 1992. Mission
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members found 40 Serbian detainees in this Croatian controlled
facility. The delainees had an average age of 55 and most had
been detained at this facility for several months. Mission
members saw signs of beatings and abuse.”

“Livno School: According to one report, this location was
the site of the military interrogation centre. Some 39 Serbian
men and one Serb woman were detained and inferrogated
here. According fo lestimony from former detainees at the
police station, the conditions at the Livno school were severe.
The ICRC also reports the existence of a camp in a school in
Livno. The camp was first visited by the ICRC on 9 September
1993. Another ICRC report also mentions the existence of a
camp in the Livno school.

“In another report, over 500 Serbs including women,
children, and the elderly were being mistreated and torfured by
Croatian paramifitary units. The report suggests that these
paramifitary groups detained the individuals at a camp in Livno
and another camp in Tomislavgrad. The /CRC reported that on
16, 19, and 21 July [ICRC delegates supervised the
simultaneous release in Celebici and near Tuzla of some 800
persons detained in Batkovic, Kamenica, Livno, Tuzla and
elsewhere.”

"Livno Village: The ICRC reporfed the existernice of a
camp in Livno viflage that was first visited by the ICRC on 4
September 1992, There are no details concerning this camp.
Many different reports provide differing numbers of people in
detention at various times. These people are said to be in
assigned residence’ or under house arrest'”

"Livno Hospital: The ICRC reported the existence of a

camp in the Livno Hospital. The camp was first visited by the
ICRC on 7 April 1992."
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"Livno Prison/Penitentiary. The [CRC reported the
existence of a camp in the Livno Prison. The camp was first
visited by the ICRC on 8 November 1992."

"Livno Fortress-old Town: If was reported that about 950
Serbs were held in a fortress in the old ftown."

"Livno Brothel: It was reported that information provided
by the Ist Krajina Corps in Banja Luka indicates that a brothel
in which Serbian women are held exists in Livno."

2.4.1.27, LIUBUSKI (p. 171, paras. 1399-1403, 1405)

"Liubuski Police Station: A camp reportedly exists at
Ljubuski, approximately 25 kilometres south of Mostar. It is one
of three jails run by Muslim mifitia and the HOS. The detention
facility was described in one report as the prison at the
Liubuski police station. Confiicting testimony concerning the
camp commander were received. Either a man from Mostar or
a Croat was the commander of the jail. It is unclear whether
these men were in power at different times or whether one
acted as deputy commander fo the other. Another source
indicated that a man from Citluk was the warden of the prison
as well as other detention facilities in BiH."

"Apparently there were 12 cells at Ljubuski camp, and
up to 80 Serbs have been detained there allegedly awaiting
trial. However, when the ICRC visited the Ljubuski camp on 10
June 1993 only six prisoners remalned. Before the arrival of the
ICRC, the guards dressed the Serbs in JNA uniforms so that it
would appear that only soldiers were imprisoned here. However,
many of the detainees were reportedly civilians.”

"Reports were received indicating that the guards did not
abuse the inmates and that medical treatrment was available for
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the prisoners. However, statements from several wilnesses
indicated that they were subjected to beatings. At least one
witness reports that guards would come at night at 10.00 p.m.
and 3:00 a.m. and beat the prisoners. Another witness claimed
that he was beafen five or six times upon his arrival to the
detention facility. The guards made the prisoners lie down on
fop of one another to form a pyramid and beat the prisoner on
fop so those under him would feel the weight of those above.
The prisoners were also forced to sing 'Ustase' songs and
salute by raising the right hand and shouting ‘Ready for the
homeland’ The prisoners were exercised almost every aay,
allegedly in a humiliating manner such as behaving ke
animals. They were also forced to write statements that they
had taken part in massacres and killings.Reportedly inmates
were also forced to work. The inmates received food in mess
kits that went unwashed for months.

"Liubuski Prison.: In may 1992, a witness was captured
as a JNA soldier, he and other members of the JNA were
taken to the prison at Ljubuski and held for three weeks. The
wilness was beaten while in custody with ftruncheons and
umbreflas. He also claimed that he was kicked and punched.
The prisoners affegedly received no food for several days and
were forced fo kneel for hours in the sweltering heat. They
were reportedly beaten every time they left the cell to go to the
foilet.”
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24.1.28. MOSTAR (pp. 173-178, paras. 1442-1447,
1450,1451,1466,1467)

"Santiceva Street Jail: There is a report that at one time
the HOS operated a prison on Santiceva street This jail
previously was used fo house common criminals. The HOS
soldiers reportedly dress in black uniforms with their own
insignia. It is alleged that during the night guards sometimes
beat the prisoners. The prisoners were reportedly also
mistreated upon arrival at this camp. It was reported that the
women kept in the Santiceva jail were raped and abused by
their HOS captors. The prisoners are provided three meals a
day but do not receive any meat. According fo the source,
three female detainees remained incarcerated at the jail in
Santiceva Street at the time the report was prepared.”

"University: There is at least one account that prisoners
were also detained at a university in Mostar. Upon arrival there,
they are said to have been beaten. One woman reported that
the guards at this facility ordered three male prisoners to rape
her. She was almost raped second time but one of the
commarnders came in and prevented this.”

“District Prison. According to one source, approximately
300 Serbs were held here in November, 1992."

"Ajrcraft Factory: In May 1993 outside observers allowed
info the camp estimated that between 1,500 and 2,000 mern
and women were imprisoned here. The prisoners for the most
part are from Mostar and are Serb civilians. They include
university — professors, doctors, journalists, and students.
However, there also are people from some of the surrounding
towns imprisoned here. The camp consists of four buildings.
The prisoners are held in a former military prison and two
adjacent gymnasium buildings. The women and children are
housed separately from the men and no communication
between the groups is allowed. The women are kept downstairs
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and the men are kept upstairs. The conditions at the camp are
poor particularly for the male inmates. Up fo 60 people are held
in one room usually without mattresses or blankets to sleep on.
Some rooms in the men's quarters have insufficient space for
the men fo sleep fully outstrefched. There are allegations that
some of the detainees are being held underground and foriured.
However, no investigation of this has been possible.

“Lipno Detention Facility: A detention facility was
reported fo exist in the village of Lipno and at least one
individual was detained between 7 May 1992 and 171 May 1992.
A retired JNA soldier was arrested in his apartment, location
unknown, in May 1992, by a Muslim and taken fo Lipno. There
he was detained in an old school and beaten by the same man
who arrested him and HOS members. He was punched, kicked,
and beaten with truncheons and rifle bulls. Cigaretfes were
extinguished on his body, and he was forced to eal plaster
from the wall and cigarefte bulls. His hair was set on fire and
he was forced to perform fellatio on one of his guards.”

"Former Military Dispensary: A report stated that a Serb
female was detained in the former military dispensary in Mostar
between 21 July 1992 and 24 July 1992. She was incarcerated
in the basement of the building in a three by 3.5 melre room
with five or six other women. On the first night of her detention
she was laken for interrogation at 2:00 a.m.. The inferrogator
cursed her and threatened her with a knife. The next night she
was taken to the same interrogator and he asked her if she
would be his mistress. She declined and was transferred fo the
Dretelj detention facility.”
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2.4.2. Forensic Medical Expertise On the Injuries Inflicted on
the Prisoners in the Camps throughout Bosnia & Herzegovina

2421. On the following pages of the Rejoinder the
Respondent will supplement medical evidence annexed to the
Counter-Memorial with photographs of injuries

2.4.2.2. The injuries, marked by letter(s) and number(s) have
been inflicted by genocidal acts described in related paragraphs
of the Counter-Memorial:

B1/B11 7.1.24; 7.3.20

B7 7.3.20.1

B8 7.2.9.0; 7.1.46

B10 7.3.20

B15 7.1.24.1;7.3.25

B16 7.3.25; 7.1.46

B22 7.1.46; 7.3.3.3; 7.1.25
B19 7.1.20.5; 7.3.25

B6 7.1.46.3

B9 7.3.25; 7.3.3.3

Bl15 7.3.19.2.1-4

818 7.2.10.1.1; 7.2.10.1.4
8§15 7.2.10.1.1; 7.2.10.1.4; 7.1.24
813 7.2.10.1.1; 7.2.10.1.4;
7.1.12; 7.1.24

8§11 7.2.10.4; 7.2.10.1.5;
7.210.1; 7.2.10.2.1

86 7.2.10.1.1; 7.2.10.1.4
88/M5 7.2.10.1.5; 7.2.10.1.11;
7.210.2.1;7.2.10.4

32 7.2.10.1.1; 7.2.10.4

§7 7.2.10.2.1; 7.2.10.4

84 7.2.10.1.3; 7.2.10.1.9; 7.2.10.21
§1/B5 7.2.10.1.1; 7.2.10.1.4
Bg10 7.3.25; 7.1.46.1-6

Bg22 7.3.19.2.1-4; 7.2.10.1.4
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Bg28 7.2.6.38.9

M1 7.2.10.4; 7.2.10.1.1
M2 7.2.10.2.1; 7.2.10.4
M6 7.2.10.2.1; 7.2.10.4
M7 7.2.10.4; 7.2.10.1.1
M9 7.210.2.1

M14 7.3.19.0; 7.3.20
M15 7.3.19.0

M16 7.3.19.0; 7.2.10.1.4
M17 7.2.10.1.4

M30 7.2.10.2.1; 7.2.10.4;
7.210.1.5; 7.2.10.1.15
M35 7.2.10.2.1; 7.2.10.1.17
M38 7.2.10.2.1; 7.2.10.4
M39 7.2.10.2.1

Der1 7.1.39.2

Der3 7.1.39.7; 7.1.39.8
Der4 7.1.39.1-7

Der5 7.1.39.6

Der6 7.1.39.8; 7.1.39.6
Der8 7.1.39.6; 7.1.39.8
Der10 7.1.39.4; 7.1.39.7
Der12 7.1.39.1-7

Der13 7.1.39.7; 7.1.39.6
Der15 7.1.39.7; 7.1.39.6; 7.3.18
Der19 7.1.39.6

Z1 71227, 7.3.3.3

Z6 7.3.25; 7.2.0.3

B4 7.1.205

KV1 711786

Ts2 7.3.3

Ts3 7.3.3

Ts4 7.83.3

Ts5 7.1.9.14

Bg2 7.2.6.3; 7.2.6.38.5
Bg8 7.1.23

Bg9 7.1.1; 7.3.10; 7.2.0.1.377
Bg12 7.1.28

Bg14 7.3.11; 7.1.50.3
Bg19 7.2.0.3
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Bg21 7.3.3.3

Bg25 7.1.31.2

Bg27 7.2.6; 7.3.12
Bg32 7.1.30; 7.2.6.36
Bg36 7.2.0.1.233; 7.2.0.1.313
Bg7 7.2.5.1-9

78 7.1.33

74 7132

BI{ 7.2.0.1.9; 7.2.0.1.7
Bg47 7.2.0.1.9
T17.273; 7232

T3 7.1.25.2; 7.2.0.1.249; 7.2.0.1.248
T4 7203

T6 7.2.0.1.248

T7 7203

T8 7.2.4.9; 7.2.0.1.449
T10 7.2.1.16; 7.2.2.0
T11 7.2.0.1.257

T13 7.2.0.1.449; 7.2.3.0
T18 7.1.25

Bl14 7.2.1

Bg33 7.1.25; 7.2.4
Bg34 7.1.34

Bg26 7.1.9.4

Bg16 7.1.62.1
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B1/B11

K. M., male, 37 years old when captured. Captured as a civilian on
4 May 1992. Confined in two camps - in Orasje and Donj