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II.

THE INTERNATIONAL CRIMINAL TRIBUNAL
FOR THE FORMER YUGOSLAVIA

Case No. IT-03-69-T
THE PROSECUTOR

V.
JOVICA STANISIC &
FRANKO SIMATOVIC

THIRD PROSECUTION MOTION FOR JUDICIAL
NOTICE OF ADJUDICATED FACTS WITH ANNEX

Introduction

Pursuant to Rule 94(B) of the Rules of Procedure and Evidence (“The Rules”), the
Prosecution requests that the Trial Chamber take judicial notice of certain facts that
are relevant to the crimes charged in the Indictment” and previously adjudicated in the
case of Prosecutor v. Momcilo Krajisnik. The facts as to which the Prosecution seeks

judicial notice are set forth in the Annex to this motion.

Judicial notice of these adjudicated facts promotes economy and efficiency in the trial
proceedings by enabling the Prosecution to streamline the evidence it presents at trial.
The Prosecution submits that judicial notice of these facts in no way infringes upon

the right of the Accused to a fair trial.
Discussion

On 1 May 2007 the Prosecution requested the Trial Chamber to take judicial notice of
previously adjudicated facts (“First Motion™).? The First Motion set out in great detail
the judicial basis and applicable law under Rule 94 (B) of the Rules. The Prosecution
hereby incorporates by reference the jurisprudence set forth in paragraphs 3 through

6, 8, 10 through 12 and 17 through 19 of the First Motion.?

In the First Motion, the Prosecution included reference in the Annex to facts from the

Krajisnik case. However, the Prosecution did not request judicial notice of these facts

! The term “Indictment” refers to the Third Amended Indictrniled 11 February, 2008.

2 prosecutor v. Jovica Stanisi& Franko Simatovi, Case No. IT-03-69-PT $tanisi-Simatovi),
Prosecution’s Motion for Judicial Notice of Adjudicated sad May 2007 (“First Motion”).

3 Stanisé-Simatow, First Motion, paras. 3-6, 8, 10-12, and 17-19.
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in the First Motion and noted “that it has not included facts from the Krajisnik Trial
Judgment as the totality of the facts that will be contested on appeal is not yet
known.”® The Prosecution indicated at that time that it “anticipates that it will file a
supplementary motion for judicial notice of adjudicated facts containing facts” from

the Krajisnik case.”

On 17 March 2009, the Appeals Chamber rendered its Judgment in the case of
Prosecutor v. Momcilo Krajisnik. The Prosecution carefully reviewed the Appeal
Judgment in relation to the Trial Judgment and now requests facts from the Krajisnik

case, as indicated in the First Motion.

The Prosecution has submitted a draft of this motion and the related Annex to both
Defence teams on 11 December 2009 for review and consideration of possible

agreement on the proposed adjudicated facts.

Judicial Notice of adjudicated facts from the Krajisnik case is proper

The case against Jovica STANISIC and Franko SIMATOVIC (collectively, “the
Accused”) involves a large crime base and a joint criminal enterprise between many
actors. It is in the interests of justice for a trial of this nature to focus on the individual
criminal responsibility of the Accused for the crimes charged, rather than revisiting
already adjudicated details about the crime bases and the historical background to the
conflict. The Prosecution submits that by taking judicial notice of the adjudicated
facts listed in the Annex, the Trial Chamber would be able to devote a greater

proportion of trial time to the core issues.

The 392 facts listed in the Annex have been taken from the Krajisnik Trial Judgmen‘[.6
The case against Momcilo Krajisnik considered evidence related to identical or
substantially similar crime bases in Bosnia and Herzegovina. The Prosecution has
carefully reviewed the First Decision on Adjudicated Facts in this case’ and has only

included facts which are not already judicially noticed.®

4 Stanisi-Simatové, First Motion, para. 16.
5 Stanigé-Simatové, First Motion, para. 16.
® Prosecutor v. Mowilo Krajisnik, Case no. IT-00-39-T. Trial Chamber Judgment, 27 Septembér 200

" Prosecutor v. Stakil¢ and Simatovic, Case no. IT-03-69, Trial Chamber Decision on Prosecution motion for

judicial notice of adjudicated facts, 25 November 200%r$tFAdjudicated Facts Decision”).

8 Some facts are closely related to facts already beibgat of judicial notice, but provide greater detail and

context.
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9. In compiling the list of facts attached hereto in the Annex, the Prosecution has been
careful to include only facts which are relevant to the crimes charged in the
Indictment, which are distinct, concrete and identifiable, and which have not been
appealed or have been upheld on appeal.9 The Prosecution also has excluded any
factual findings that incorporate or reflect legal conclusions drawn by the Trial

Chamber and any facts that attest to the criminal responsibility of the Accused.®

10. The proposed facts pertain to the historical, political and military context and
developments, and to the crimes that took place, often identifying the physical
perpetrators of those crimes. As such, judicial notice of the attached facts is entirely
appropriate under the Rules and jurisprudence of this Tribunal. The Prosecution
submits that Rule 94 (B) was designed to apply in precisely this type of case, where
there is essentially no dispute as to the existence of the crime base and the issue to be

litigated is the criminal liability of the Accused.

11. The Annex is organised as follows: Part A contains facts adjudicated in the Krajisnik
case that concern the historical, political and military background relevant to the
present case. It includes sections on general background facts, political developments
between 1990 and 1991, the arming and mobilization of the population, the creation
of Serb Autonomous Regions and Districts, the Bosnian-Serb Assembly and the
establishment of the Bosnian-Serb Republic, including the position of Bosnian-Serb
Presidency. It also includes sections on the armed forces of the Bosnian-Serb
Republic, paramilitary formations, the Ministry of Internal Affairs, and the function of
crisis staffs, war presidencies and war commissions. Part B lists adjudicated facts in
relation to the crime bases in Bosnia and Herzegovina in which the crimes charged
against the Accused were committed, namely the areas of Bijeljina, Doboj, Zvornik,

Sanski Most, and Trnovo.

12. In conclusion, the Prosecution submits that the Proposed Facts listed in the Annex are
relevant, probative and reliable and their admission would not infringe upon the rights
of the Accused. In the interest of judicial economy, The Trial Chamber should

exercise its discretion in favour of admission.

® Prosecutor v. Mowilo Krajisnik, Case no. IT-00-39-A. Appeals Chamber Judgment, 17 March Z0G®;
Adjudicated Facts Decision, 25 November 2009, para27 (i)(\ji)
19 First Adjudicated Facts Decision, 25 November 2009, pa{ia {vi).
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Relief Requested

13. For the reasons set out above, the Prosecution requests that the Trial Chamber take

judicial notice, pursuant to Rule 94 (B), of the adjudicated facts identified in the

Annex.

Word count: 1131

Dated this 5" day of January 2010
The Hague, The Netherlands

Case No. IT-03-69-T

Respectfully submitted,

Dermot Groome
Senior Trial Attorney

5 January 2010
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THE INTERNATIONAL CRIMINAL TRIBUNAL
FOR THE FORMER YUGOSLAVIA

THE PROSECUTOR
V.

JOVICA STANISIC
FRANKO SIMATOVIC

Case No. IT-03-69-T

ANNEX A

PROSECUTION’S PROPOSED ADJUDICATED FACTS
(THIRD MOTION)

A. Historical and Political Background

I. General Background Facts

Facts

Source(s)1

Bosnia-Herzegovina more than any other republic of the
former Yugoslavia, has been multi-ethnic for centuries, with
Serbs, Muslims, and Croats as the predominant nationalities.

Krajisnik Trial

12.

Judgement, para.

The large Muslim population of Bosnia-Herzegovina owes its
religion and culture to the long Turkish occupation, during
which time many Slavs adopted the Islamic faith.

Krajisnik Trial

12.

Judgement, para.

During the Second World War, Bosnia-Herzegovina was
occupied by the German and Italian armies.

Krajisnik Trial

13.

Judgement, para.

Three distinct Yugoslav forces fought one another. Whereas
the strongly nationalist Ustasha forces of the Croatian state

Krajisnik Trial

Judgement, para.

supported the occupying powers, the Chetniks, Serb nationalist || 13.

forces, and the partisans, a largely Communist and Serb group,

both opposed the German and Italian forces.

Muslims were found in the ranks of both the Ustasha and the || Krajisnik Trial

Partisans. Bosnia-Herzegovina was particularly affected by
serious crimes committed against the civilian population.

13.

Judgement, para.

After the Second World War, Yugoslavia was reconstituted as
the Socialist Federal Republic of Yugoslavia (SFRY),

Krajisnik Trial

Judgement, para.

' A citation to the relevant paragraphs of the Judgements follows each adjudicated fact using the abbreviations
indicated in the Appendix.
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consisting of six republics — Bosnia-Herzegovina, Croatia, | 14.
Macedonia, Montenegro, Serbia, and Slovenia — and two
regions within Serbia — Volvodina and Kosovo.

7. The 1946 SFRY Constitution did not recognize a distinct || Krajisnik Trial
Bosnian nation due to the fact that, unlike the other republics, | Judgement, para.
there was no single majority national group in Bosnia- | 14.
Herzegovina.

8. It was only in the 1970s that the Muslims of Bosnia- | Krajisnik Trial
Herzegovina came to be recognised as one of the nations of | Judgement, para.
federal Yugoslavia. 15.

9. As of 1991, some 44 per cent of the Boshians destr|j Krajisnik Trial
themselves as Muslims, 31 per cent as Serbs, amerl@ent| Judgement, para.
as Croats. 15.

10. | With Tito’s death in 1980 and the deterioration tfe | Krajisnik Trial
economy, the unity of the federal state began takee. By | Judgement, para.
the late 1980s, the leading political role of theague of| 16.
Communists was formally abandoned.

11. | In February 1990 a law passed in Bosnia-Herzegovina | Krajisnik Trial

allowing the formation of non-communist parties. Parties | Judgement, para.
established pursuant to this law included: the (predominantly | 17.
Muslim) Party of Democratic Action (SDA), established on 26
May 1990; the Serbian Democratic Party (SDS), established
on 12 July 1990; and the Croatian Democratic Union (HDZ),
established on 18 August 1990.

12. || The Armed Forces of the SFRY consisted of the active and | Krajisnik Trial
reserve federal army, navy, and air force, collectively known | Judgement, para.
as the JNA, and a separate system of Territorial Defence (TO) || 18.
equipped with light weaponry stored mostly in municipal
warehouses. Each republic had its own TO, which was under
the control of the republic’s Minister of Defence.

13. || In the early 1990’s the traditional predominance of Serb | Krajisnik Trial
officers in the JNA quickly increased. Very few non-Serb | Judgement, para.
officers remained in the JNA. From 1991 to early 1992 the | 18.

Serb component of JNA conscripts rose from just over 35
percent to around 90 percent.

14. || On 18 November 1990, the first multi-party elections for the | Krajisnik Trial
republican legislature and the municipal assemblies were held | Judgement, para.
in Bosnia-Herzegovina. 19.

15. || The outcome essentially reflected the ethnic census of the | Krajisnik Trial
population, since each ethnic group voted for the party | Judgement, para.
claiming to represent its nationality. 19.

II. Political Developments, 1990-1991
‘ # ‘ Facts Source(s)
| 16. | Radovan KaradZi¢, Aleksandar Buha, Velibor Ostoji¢, Rajko | Krajisnik Trial
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Duki¢, and Aleksandar Div¢i¢ were some of the persons | Judgement, para.
involved in the establishment of the SDS. 25.

17. || From the moment of its creation, the SDS political platform || Krajisnik Trial
included an emphasis on the protection of the Serb nation, | Judgement, para.
which was disadvantaged by the purported lower birth rate of || 25.

Serbs and by the way Bosnia-Herzegovina had been divided
into municipalities, effectively making Serbs an ethnic
minority in areas where they might otherwise have dominated.

18. | In 1990 and 1991 the SDS was funded by voluntary | Krajisnik Trial
contributions and enjoyed the support of the overwhelming | Judgement, para.
majority of Bosnian Serbs. 26.

19. | The main organs of the SDS included the party Assembly, | Krajisnik Trial
formally the supreme body; the SDS Main Board, the highest | Judgement, para.
party organ at times when the Assembly was not in session; | 26.
the SDS Executive Board, the executive arm of the Main
Board; the president of the party, who was also the president of
the Main Board; and several advisory bodies, such as the SDS
Political and Economic Councils and the Commission for
Personnel and Organization.

20. | The party was a hierarchical structure, organized into | Krajisnik Trial
municipal assemblies and boards resembling the republican | Judgement, para.
organs. 26.

21. || Speaking in early November 1990, SDS president Radovan | Krajisnik Trial
Karadzi¢ said that SDS boards in the municipalities had the || Judgement, para.
responsibility to maintain contact with “10 to 20 Serbian | 26.
households, so that information from the most remote village
reaches the Main Board in two hours at most.”

22. || In the following months, the close relationship between SDS || Krajisnik Trial
municipal organs and the apex of the party was enhanced: by | Judgement, para.
July 1991, for example, members of the Main Board and of the | 26.

Executive Board were instructed to be involved in the work of
local boards in the areas they represented.

23. || Local officials frequently addressed the central leadership in || Krajisnik Trial
order to solve local problems. Judgement, para.

26.

24. || On 18 November 1990 the first multi-party elections were held | Krajisnik Trial

in Bosnia-Herzegovina at the municipal and republican levels. || Judgement, para.
27.

25. || In the Republic’s Assembly, composed of the House of | Krajisnik Trial
Citizens and the House of Municipalities, voters gave the SDA || Judgement, para.
86 seats, the SDS 72 seats, and the HDZ 44 seats, out of a total | 27.
of 240.

26. || Following the November 1990 elections, the SDA, SDS, and | Krajisnik Trial
HDZ reached an agreement among themselves on a formula | Judgement, para.
for the distribution of power. 29.

27. || It was agreed that, at the most senior level, the Prime Minister || Krajisnik Trial
would be from the HDZ, the President of the Assembly from | Judgement, para.
the SDS, and the President of the Presidency from the SDA || 29.
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(the persons appointed were Jure Pelivan, Momcilo Kraji$nik,
and Alija Izetbegovié, respectively).

28. || Biljana Plavsi¢ and Nikola Koljevi¢ were appointed to the || Krajisnik Trial
Presidency of Bosnia-Herzegovina as SDS representatives. Judgement, para.

29.

29. | Positions in all Government organs and public institutions with || Krajisnik Trial
government appointees were distributed in accordance with || Judgement, para.
party quotas. This meant that, for practical purposes, personnel | 29.
were chosen on the basis of nationality and allegiance to the
views of the three coalition parties.

30. | This arrangement stamped out opposition by smaller parties | Krajisnik Trial
and sowed the seeds for the establishment of parallel ethnic | Judgement, para.
structures. The SDS, for example, received a vice-presidential | 29.
position, two Ministers without portfolio,and five out of
thirteen departmental portfolios in the Government, as well as
eight out of thirty chairmanships of Assembly committees and
commissions.

31. | The three parties divided among themselves top positions in | Krajisnik Trial
the Ministry of Internal Affairs (MUP), which controlled the | Judgement, para.
police. Alija Delimustafi¢ (SDA) became MUP Minister, | 30.

Vitomir Zepini¢ (SDS) became the deputy Minister, Avdo
Hebib (SDA) became assistant Minister for police affairs, and
Momcilo Mandi¢ (SDS) became assistant Minister for the
prevention and detection of crime. The regional organization
of the Bosnia-Herzegovina MUP was based on nine Security
Services Centres (CSBs), located in Biha¢, Banja Luka, Doboj,
Tuzla, Livno, Mostar, Zenica, Sarajevo, and Gorazde. Chief
positions in three of these were assigned to th®.SD

32. | At the local level, a similar division of posts was made, | Krajisnik Trial
reflecting the percentages gained by each party in the | Judgement, para.
elections. These percentages corresponded to the ethnic | 31.
composition of each municipality.

33. | The municipal assembly was by law the highest organ of | Krajisnik Trial
municipal authority. Judgement, para.

32.

34. | It was headed by the assembly president and one or more vice- | Krajisnik Trial
presidents, who were elected by the assembly from its | Judgement, para.
members for a four-year term. It consisted of a single chamber || 32.
with quotas for its ethnic composition.

35. || The law provided that assembly delegates were to be chosen | Krajisnik Trial
by secret ballot in popular elections for a four-year term. Judgement, para.

32.

36. | The municipal assembly was accorded a wide range of powers. || Krajisnik Trial
In particular, the assembly was to issue the municipal statute, | Judgement, para.
the defence plan, the municipal budget, and could call a | 33.
municipal referendum.

37. | The assembly could also determine the organization and | Krajisnik Trial
functioning of the executive board and other local government || Judgement, para.
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| | authorities. | 33.

38. || The assembly president was to convene assembly sessions, || Krajisnik Trial
initiate debate, and sign assembly decisions, which were to be | Judgement, para.
reached by majority vote. 33.

39. | An executive organ (a board or a committee), together with a || Krajisnik Trial
number of administrative organs or departments, was to be in | Judgement, para.
charge of the implementation of assembly decisions. 34,

III. Arming and Mobilization of Population

# Facts Source(s)

40. | Following the 1990 elections, mistrust grew among the three | Krajisnik Trial
main ethnic groups in Bosnia-Herzegovina. Judgement, para.

35.

41. || During the period between the multiparty elections and early || Krajisnik Trial
1991, the SDS relied on the JNA and the MUP to defend the || Judgement, para.
sovereignty and territorial integrity of Yugoslavia, which were || 35.
the SDS’s main political objectives at the time. This meant that
most Serbs felt protected by federal and republican
institutionsdespite some preparations for self-defence known
to the SDS leadership.

42. | By spring of 1991, the SDS, in coordination with Yugoslav || Krajisnik Trial
authorities, started arming and mobilizing the Serb population | Judgement, para.
in many municipalities throughout Bosnia-Herzegovina. JNA || 36.
and MUP officers assisted them in acquiring and distributing
weapons.

43. || In a 1992 nomination for commendation by the IlidZza SJB, | Krajisnik Trial

Tomislav Kova¢ was commended for having organized | Judgement, para.
“illegal” meetings in 1991 in his capacity as commander of the | 40.
SJB. According to the text of the nomination, “At those
meetings which were held in Dobrinja, Ilidza and BlaZuj, in
addition to the obligations of gathering Serbs and their
preparations for war, it was agreed to work intensively on the
arming of citizens of Serbian nationality.

44. || Serbs armed themselves in at least 31 municipalities of || Krajisnik Trial

Bosnia-Herzegovina, including Banja Luka, Beli¢a, Bosanska | Judgement, para.
Iv(rupa, Bosanski Novi, Bosanski Petrovac, Bratunac, Brcko, | 41.
Celinac, Doboj, Donji Vakuf, Drvar, Foca, Gacko, HadZici,
Ilidza, Kalinovik, Kladanj, Klju¢, Novi Grad, Novo Sarajevo,
Pale, Prijedor, Prnjavor, Rogatica, Stanski Most, Sokolac,
Sekovici, Trnovo, Visegrad, Vlasenica, and Vogosca.

45. || Bosnian Serbs were often provided with training by JNA and || Krajisnik Trial
police officers, and were in some cases organized into | Judgement, para.
paramilitary groups. 41.

46. | A report on the situation in Bosnia-Herzegovina in March || Krajisnik Trial
1992 by General Milutin Kukanjac, commander of the JNA | Judgement, para.
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2nd Military District (covering Bosnia-Herzegovina and small || 42.
areas of Croatia) stated that “the leadership of Serbian people

and all Serbs are ready for the war, in the case that the
confederation in Bosnia and Herzegovina is not accepted”, and
indicated that the SDS had distributed 17,298 weapons to
“volunteer units” in the 2nd Military District.

47. | On 31 August 1992 the 1st Krajina Corps reported to the VRS || Krajisnik Trial
Main Staff that weapons and other military equipment were | Judgement, para.
being issued, since 1991, to the TOs and other “structures | 42.
outside the armed forces”, that is paramilitary units and the
Serb population in general.

48. || There was fear among Bosnian Serbs that Muslims and Croats | Krajisnik Trial
would engage in extreme violence against them. Judgement, para.

43.

49. || The SDS leadership did not discourage such fears, but rather || Krajisnik Trial
shared them and made them public, thus exacerbating the | Judgement, para.
mutual distrust among the ethnicities. 43.

50. | In the face of a growing divide between the SDA and the | Krajisnik Trial
HDZ, on the one side, and the SDS, on the other, Bosnian | Judgement, para.
Serbs experienced instances of “outvoting” by the other two || 43.
main parties both at the central and the local levels.

51. || This state of fear, and the propaganda that went with it, did not | Krajisnik Trial
abate. Judgement, para.

45.

52. || The fear that the Bosnian Serbs could be left as a minority in | Krajisnik Trial
someone else’s state was a paramount consideration in the | Judgement, para.
minds of the SDS leadership. This theme was presented as | 47.
justification for their claims to the territories where Serbs had
been a majority before the genocide of the Second World War.

53. | The question of the “national and physical survival of the | Krajisnik Trial

Serbian people in Bosnia and Herzegovina, who in recent
history have been exposed to one of the worst genocides and
policies of forced resettlement in Europe” was highlighted in a
document signed by [Mom¢ilo Kraji$nik] and issued by the
Bosnian-Serb Assembly on 19 December 1991.

Judgement, para.
47.

IV. Creation of Serb Autonomous Regions and Districts

# Facts Source(s)

54. || During the first months of 1991 the SDS began to organize | Krajisnik Trial
Serb-majority municipalities in Bosnia-Herzegovina into || Judgement, para.
communities of municipalities, in some cases severing ties | 48.
with pre-existing communities of municipalities.

55. || SDS party leaders justified the associations in terms of | Krajisnik Trial
economic necessity. However, among the functions of the | Judgement, para.
SDS assigned to the Bosnian Krajina community of | 49.
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municipalities was the organization of its defence in time of
war or imminent threat of war. When considered together with
the arming and mobilization of the Serbian population, this
policy shows that the SDS was prepared to oppose even by
force the possibility that Bosnia-Herzegovina would become
an independent unitary state.

56. | The SDS party leadership, in agreement with the political | Krajisnik Trial
establishment in Serbia, began considering options for a break- | Judgement, para.
up of Bosnia-Herzegovina along ethnic lines and a realignment || 49.
of component parts with neighbouring states.

57. | On 14 February 1991 Slobodan MiloSevi¢ briefed Radovan | Krajisnik Trial
Karadzi¢, Biljana Plavsi¢, and [Momcilo Krajisnik] on the || Judgement, para.
stance of each of the Presidents of the Yugoslav republics with || 50.
respect to maintaining a federal Yugoslavia. A few days after
this meeting, KaradZi¢ gave an interview in which he stated
that, should Croatia and Slovenia secede, the “core
Yugoslavia” that remained would have to adjust its borders by
applying “the ethnic principle”: to the extent possible, Serb
villages would remain in Yugoslavia, and Croatian villages
would become part of the new Croatian state.

58. || By June 1991 the SDS leadership ordered SDS organs in the || Krajisnik Trial
municipalities to prepare maps of the municipalities showing | Judgement, para.
as precisely as possible, in colour, the ethnic composition of | 52.
each territory.

59. | On 25 June 1991 Croatia and Slovenia declared their | Krajisnik Trial
independence from SFRY. Judgement, para.

53.

60. | The armed conflict in Croatia commenced in the summer of | Krajisnik Trial
1991 and the fighting continued into the autumn. In | Judgement, para.
September 1991, as part of a wider JNA operation in Croatia, | 54.
the JNA 5 Corps (based in Bosnia-Herzegovina during
peacetime) was mobilized and deployed in Croatia.

61. | The Yugoslav Government said that the military action in | Krajisnik Trial
Croatia was necessary to protect Croatian Serbs from “physical | Judgement, para.
liquidation”. 54.

62. | The armed conflicts in Slovenia and Croatia increased | Krajisnik Trial
animosity between the SDS, on the one hand, and the SDA and || Judgement, para.
HDZ, on the other. In late August 1991 the SDS leadership | 55.
began to consider the creation of a separate Serb territory in
Bosnia-Herzegovina with a view to enabling Serbs to remain
in Yugoslavia should the other national communities proceed
with the creation of an independent republic. This plan
envisaged the institution of separate Serb political, police, and
military structures in order to institute, at a later stage, separate
governmental functions uniting the Serbs in Bosnia-

Herzegovina.

63. || In July 1991 Karadzi¢ expressed the view that the SDS, if | Krajisnik Trial
needed, was able to create parallel state structures in a very | Judgement, para.
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| short time. | 56.

64.

On 7 September 1991, at a meeting in Pale, the SDS issued a
“Decision on promulgation of autonomous regions as
unquestionable parts of the federal state of Yugoslavia and as
constituent parts of the federal unit of Bosnia and Herzegovina
and on separation of settlements of one municipality and their
integration into another municipality”. During the same montk
the SDS implemented a policy of “regionalizationThis
consisted in the creation of “regions” in which I8ewere the
relative majority. On 16 September the SDS ExeeuBward
approved the appointment of a regionalization staff

Krajisnik Trial
Judgement, para.
57.

I

65.

The SDS leadership resolved to start requestingl lofficials

in republican organs to report along party linés.September
and October 1991, SDS officials and top-rankingspenel of
republican (Bosnia-Herzegovina) organs met to exgha
information and establish coordination and coopenat
between SDS members in various organs. They adicgpt
resolution to set up a duty system in order to moorctivities,

implementation of tasks in state organs, day-to-piapblem

management in different fields and serve as aolmisith the
SDS.

Krajisnik Trial
Judgement, para.
60.

(4]

66.

In the summer of 1991 the Bosnia-Herzegovina MURi&ter
presented Kljui with a recording of a telephone conversati
between Slobodan MiloSevand Radovan KaradZi

Krajisnik Trial
ohidgement, para.
61.

67.

Kljui¢ understood from that conversation that the tereso
around Banja Luka, together with the existing Seslalings in
Croatia, were to become the western border of ab*Sgtate,
which would encompass 70 to 75 per cent of thetoeyr of
Bosnia-Herzegovina.

Krajisnik Trial
Judgement, para.
61.

68.

Kljui¢ suggested that Bosnia-Herzegovina should recog
the existing borders of Croatia and Serbia and Blwegro, so
that those states would not make territorial clatm$osnia-
Herzegovina.

Niejisnik Trial
Judgement, para.
61.

69.

The Accused, KaradZj and Koljeve all disagreed with this
proposal and insisted that either Bosnia-Herzegovais a
whole would remain in Yugoslavia, or it would bevided:

Western Herzegovina would become part of Croattdlenthe

Bosnian Serbs would join Yugoslavia.

Krajisnik Trial
Judgement, para.
61.

70.

Thus, by autumn 1991, two political options for gedtlement
of the “Bosnian question” openly competed in thaémably of
Bosnia-Herzegovina.

Krajisnik Trial
Judgement, para.
62.

71.

One option, espoused by the SDA and the HDZ as agethe
majority of opposition parties, envisaged sowvgreand
internationally recognized statehood for Bosniazggovina.

Krajisnik Trial
Judgement, para.
62.

72.

The other option, preferred by the SDS and somehef
smaller parties, was that Boshia-Herzegovina shoeidain

Krajisnik Trial
Judgement, para.
62.

within Yugoslavia.
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73. | Each side radically opposed the other's option, #ed SDS | Krajisnik Trial
was ready to have “Serb” territories secede from |dndgement, para.
independent Bosnia-Herzegovina if that was the ovdy for | 62.

Serbs to remain in Yugoslavia.

V. Bosnian-Serb Assembly and Establishment of Bosnian-Serb Republic

Facts

Source(s)

74.

On 23 October 1991, the Yugoslav presidency invi
Radovan Karadgj [Momc¢ilo Krajisnik], Nikola Koljevi¢, and
Biljana Plava, among others, to a meeting. The main obj
was to calculate the percentage of the populatiom fthe
territories of the former Yugoslavia who were supipg

Yugoslavia, the concept of Federation, the poligynmoted by
Slobodan MiloSevic.

tdrajisnik Trial
Judgement, para.

6.

75.

On 24 October 1991 the SDS deputies convened depar
and established the Assembly of the Serbian People
Bosnia-Herzegovina (Boshian-Serb Assembly)Moinéilo
Krajisnik] as elected President of this Assembly. Nikg
Koljevi¢, Biljana Plava, Radovan Karadg Milutin
Najdanové, and Miodrag Simo¥i were “authorised to
represent and protect the interests of the Serpéople of
Bosnia-Herzegovina.” It was resolved that, for tinee being,
Serb representatives in republican bodies wouldelotquish
their offices and would carry out their duties ‘aacordance
with the law”.

aKrajisnik Trial

67 and 68.
Dla

> Judgement, paras.

76.

In practice, the Bosnian-Serb Assembly began aatlaegng
of the SDS Deputies’ Club, joined by a few Serb -8@6S
deputies from the Bosnia-Herzegovina Assembly.

Krajisnik Trial

67.

Judgement, paras.

77.

During the same session, Bosnian-Serb deputieseghaas
resolution that “the Serbian people of Bosnia-Hgmzena
shall stay in the joint state of Yugoslavia togetivéh Serbia,
Montenegro, SAO Krajina, SAO Slavonija, Baranja, Sféen
Sirmium [Zapadni Srem], and others who may dectaed
they wished to stay,” subject to confirmation bgl@biscite.

Krajisnik Trial

Judgement, paras.

68.

78.

Twenty-three sessions of the Bosnian-Serb Assemigse
held between October 1991 and December 1992.
evidence shows that all were chaired Mymcilo Krajisnik,
except for the 15th session (held on 6 and 7 A®492), when
at least part of the session was chaired by Milavdanovic.
Deputies attending these sessions came from thewiob
municipalities: Banja Luka, Bijeljina, Bit®, Bosanska
Krupa, Bosanski Novi, Bosanski Petrovac¢igr, Cajnice,
Celinac, Doboj, Donji Vakuf, R, Gacko, Sarajevo, Kku
Kalinovik, Kotor VaroS, Nevesinje, Prijedor, Prngay Sanski

Krajisnik Trial
Thidgement, para.
69.

Most, Sokolac, Tesli and Zvornik.
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79.

Already on 18 October 1991 Radovan Karagdas president Krajisnik Trial

of SDS, had declared a state of emergency in th &id

ordered the organization of daily meetings of thBSS| 71.
municipal boards and round-the-clock duty watches,

indicating that instructions would follow on a daeliasis.

Judgement, para.

80.

On 21 November 1991, the Bosnian-Serb Assemblytedap
resolution declaring full support for the JNA infelece of the
common state of Yugoslavia and in conducting mpéiion
of the Serb people in Bosnia-Herzegovina, in order
reinforce military units. The resolution added:efBian
people and other people who wish to preserve Yag@skare
called upon to respond to military call-ups”.

Krajisnik Trial

75.

Judgement, para.

81.

On 21 November 1991, the Bosnian-Serb Assemblyfieelrt
the proclamation of the SAOs in Bosnia-Herzegovinkhe
ARK had its seat in Banja Luka and comprised thi®fong

Krajisnik Trial

Judgement, para.

76.

municipalities: Banja Luka, Bosanski Novi, Bosanski

Petrovac, Celinac, Kljui, Kotor Varo$, Prijedor, Prnjavor

Sanski Most, “as well as parts of other municipeditfrom
this region with a majority Serbian population”.

82.

It soon became clear to the Bosnian-Serb leadetbhipthe
creation of a parallel Assembly and the calls fopport of
federal institutions (primarily the JNA) would mditely not
result in Bosnia-Herzegovina remaining in Yugostavi

Krajisnik Trial

Judgement, para.

81.

83.

Between November and December 1991, thereforeSb@
leadership began practical preparations for a s¢pastate.
should Bosnia Herzegovina secede.

Krajisnik Trial

81.

Judgement, para.

&4.

A letter signed by Momcilo Krajisnik] as President of ths

Bosnian-Serb Assembly on 19 December 1991, addtdss
the government of the self-proclaimed Republic eflfian
Krajina (on the territory of Croatia), reflectedtnonly the
shared goal that all Serbs live in one state, lad the idea
that Serbs in Croatia and Bosnia-Herzegovina weven as
minorities, on territory which historically belongj¢o them.

2 Krajisnik Trial

82.

2 Judgement, para.

85.

On 2 December 1991 Herbert Okun and Cyrus Vance
with Radovan KaradZiin Belgrade. KaradZiexpressed his
concern that Bosnia-Herzegovina would become inadget.
He strongly advocated the preservation of Yugoalaas a
federal state, in order to ensure that the BosSenbs would
not become a minority in Bosnia-Herzegovina. Heresged
fear that the Muslims wanted to control all of Biasn
Herzegovina and that they expected to achievetknmugh
their higher birth rate. He also said that unldss Bosnian-
Serb municipalities formed a lawful connection wi
Yugoslavia, war would result.

n&etijisnik Trial
Judgement, para.
83.

th

86.

At the third session of the Bosnian-Serb Assentidyd on 11
December 1991, a recommendation was passed thaatepa
(Serb) municipal assemblies should be formed insandesere

Krajisnik Trial
Judgement, para.
84.

Serbs were in the minority.
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87.

A recommendation was passed that separate (Semiripal
assemblies should be formed in areas where Senesiméhe
minority

Krajisnik Trial

Judgement, para.

85.

88.

On 19 or 20 December 1991 a document entitledrlicibns
for the Organisation and Activity of the Organgtoé Serbian

Krajisnik Trial

People in Bosnia and Herzegovina in ExtraordinaBp.

Circumstances”, dated “Sarajevo, 19 December 19@/HS
introduced to the participants of a meeting of Higlel SDS
representatives. [...] Karadziin addressing the meeting, sa
that SDS municipal boards would become responsi
pursuant to these Instructions, for creating a agtwthat
would cover all Serbs living in the municipalitiesAll

members of the SDS Main Board, including ttdomdilo

Kraji$nik], were present at that meeting.

id
ble,

Judgement, para.

89.

[Dlespite some uncertainty about who authored
Instructions and how they were disseminated, thant@ier
finds that they reflected SDS policy and that tfeynd their
way to local SDS leaders between 20 December 1881t
early months of 1992.

th& ajisnik Trial

97.

Judgement, para.

90.

[T]he Instructions were received and implementedly for
partially, in several municipalities in Bosnia-Hegovina.

Krajisnik Trial

97.

Judgement, para.

91.

Karadzt also referred to their implementation in the wes
following 20 December 1992.

2 WSrajisnik Trial

97.

Judgement, para.

92.

Preparations for take-over in municipalities starl
immediately after the Instructions were announc@d. 21
December 1991 the Bosnian-Serb Assembly appointe
coordinator of the work of governments and exeeubiodies
of the SAOs, Jovagizmovi¢, who was tasked with, amon
other things, the implementation of the 19 Decem
Instructions.

eKrajisnik Trial

Judgement, para.

d&

g
ber

93.

On 21 December 1991 the Bosnian-Serb Assembly adap
statement pointing out that the decisions of thesridn
Herzegovina Presidency in favour of independenae waken
unconstitutionally and contrary to the equality tbe three
ethnicities. It also decided “to commence prepanatfor the
establishment of the Republic of Serbian Bosnia
Herzegovina as a federal unit within Yugoslaviagsplite the
fact that, by that time,Slobodan] MiloSevi¢ had informed
Radovan KaradZi and Momcilo Krajisnik] that the
international community intended to foster an inelegent,
federal, Bosnia-Herzegovina and that Yugoslavia ld/@unly
consist of Serbia and Montenegro.

Krajisnik Trial

101.

and

Judgement, para.

94.

The deputies proceeded to establish a MinisteriainCil,
which was to act under the Assembly. Vitomir Zépiand
Mic¢o Stani&t, high-level officials in the Bosnia-Herzegovin
MUP, were named to the Council, the former as Méamniof

Krajisnik Trial

Judgement, para.

al02.
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Internal Affairs and the latter as Minister withoaortfolio.
The proclamation of a Bosnian-Serb Republic wadmel4
January 1992. Radovan KarafZuggested that a solution {
the crisis might lie in the creation of three aafit each with
ties to different states.

95.

On 9 January 1992 the Bosnian-Serb Assembly unarsiyo
proclaimed “the Republic of the Serbian People ofia and
Herzegovina’ [...] The implementation of the proclamatia
was conditional upon the recognition of indepeneéernd
Bosnia-Herzegovina by the international commun
Nevertheless, the SDS-backed arming of the Serbilatipn
during this period shows that the Bosnian-Serbdestdp was
also simultaneously preparing for another coursactibn.

Krajisnik Trial
Judgement, para.
nl03.

ty.

96.

On 11 January 1992 Radovan Kargdand Momcilo

Krajisnik Trial

Krajisnik] attended the first meeting of the Bosnian-Sedmdgement, para.

Ministerial Council, where they participated iniaalission on
“execution of tasks resulting from the Declaration of the
Republic of the Serbian People of Boshia and Herzieg”

which had been adopted two days earlier. Thefigriorities
identified at the meeting included definition of #$@an-Serb
ethnic territory and the establishment of governnoegans in
that territory. Following this meeting, BoshianHse
authorities moved ahead with the organization aeparate
Serb MUP. This meeting shows the officializatioh the

SAOs within the structure of the nascent Serb st&®O

presidents were made ex officio members of the $fémial

Council.

106.

97.

During [January 1992], the SDS started contempmial
military conflict as a likelihood, and no longer asmere
possibility. Thus, arming and mobilization of thepplation
in cooperation with the JNA increased.

iKrajisnik Trial
Judgement, para.
108.

98.

On 13 February 1992Momcilo] Mandi directed the CSB
chiefs in Banja Luka, Doboj, and Gorazde, the S8Bds in
Nevesinje, Sokolac, and Bijeljina, and the chieftef SUP in
Sarajevo to prepare for the Serb MUP. Part optieparation
for separation included the arming of Serb poliffecers and
Serb police stations. The CSBs and SJBs reassi
stockpiled weapons belonging to the reserve pdticee to
the new Serb MUP.

Krajisnik Trial
Judgement, para.
110.

yned

99.

On or about 12 February 1992 a meeting of reprateas of
three SAOs was held in Doboj, which [Radovan] Kdiad
[Mom¢ilo Krajisnik], and Maksimow attended. During the
meeting, an exchange of population was discussedhieve
territorial continuity between Croatian and Bosni&rajina,
on the one side, and Semberija and Serbia propethe

Krajisnik Trial
Judgement, para.
111.

other.

100.

On [28 February 1992], the Bosnian-Serb AssembKrajisnik Trial
unanimously adopted the Constitution of the SerBapublic | Judgement, para.
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of Bosnia-Herzegovina, along with a Government &ctaw
on Defence, and a Law on Internal Affairs. The Gibuson

118.

defined the Bosnian-Serb Republic as part of fddera

Yugoslavia, and not of Bosnia-Herzegovina.

101.

On 6 April 1992 the independence of Bosnia-Herzagoy Krajisnik Trial

was recognized by the European Community. The dayt
the Bosnian-Serb Assembly, chaired by Milovan Mikaig,
declared the independence of the Bosnian-Serb Repob
12 August 1992, the name of the republic was charge

“Republika Srpska”). PlavSiand Koljevt resigned from their|

positions in the Presidency of Bosnia-HerzegoviBa. 17
April Radovan KaradZi called upon all employees of Se
ethnicity, appointed by the SDS to serve in infibhs of
Bosnia-Herzegovina, to withdraw from their posigoand to
be reappointed in the corresponding Bosnian-Sedtitutions.

Judgement, para.
128.

rb

102.

Assembly sessions were often attended by the Fresid the

Krajisnik Trial

Bosnian-Serb Republic, other members of the Preside Judgement, para.

Ministers of the Bosnian-Serb Republic, memberthefSDS
Main Board, presidents of municipalities, and repraatives
of the Orthodox clergy. Following the establishmeifitthe

VRS on 12 May 1992, Generals Ratko Mtadviilan Gvero,
and Momir Talg, as well as Colonel Zdravko Tolimir, would
also often attend. They, together with other miitafficials,

would address the Bosnian-Serb Assembly on thdegita
situation and proposed plans of action. The deputere
regularly informed about the political and militagiguation by
Radovan KaradZj Biljana Plavai, and Momcilo Krajisnik].

138.

103.

In its early days, the Bosnian-Serb Assembly waspmsed
of 82 deputies. All but seven were SDS members.eO
parties represented in the Bosnian-Serb Assemblg e
Reformist Party, the former Communist League, d@dSerb
Renewal Movement

Krajisnik Trial
tHudgement, para.
139.

104.

[T]he activities of the Assembly were supportedfinially by
the SDS.

Krajisnik Trial
Judgement, para.
139.

105.

The Assembly’s composition and operating methodss thKrajisnik Trial
ensured that the decision making process was [lyeavildgement, para.

influenced by SDS policy. Momcilo Krajisnik], both as
President of the Assembly and as a prominent mewibie
SDS, played an important role in effecting the SD
influence over the Bosnian-Serb Assembly.

140.

-~

D

106.

In the first days of April 1992, following internanal
recognition of Bosnia-Herzegovina as an independxate
and the beginning of the conflict, the Bosnian-Seduership
relocated to Pale, about 20 kilometers from Samjev

Krajisnik Trial
Judgement, para.
147.

107.

[Tlhe Government moved to the Bistrica Hotel on Mbl
Jahorina. Momcilo Krajisnik] remained in the Kikinda
Hotel, as did Kolje\d, Plavsé, and Karadd. By the end of

| Krajisnik Trial
Judgement, para.
148.

Case No. IT-03-69-T 13

5 January 2010

19869



| July 1992, Biljana Plav&imoved to Mount Jahorina. |

108.

information and transmit orders between Pale anchll
authorities.

Judgement, para.

147.

[M]ilitary telecommunication lines were used to @;%ijisvnikTrial

109.

In April 1992, Nikola Koljeve proposed to JNA colonel Krajisnik Trial

Bogdan Suboéi that he set up a Bosnian-Serb Ministry

Defence. Brank®eri¢ and the Assembly were aware of thig49.

approach. Subdatiaccepted the assignment, moved to P
and with the assistance of the SFRY Ministry of é&ek,
started organizing the Ministry and preparing dradt the

Law on Defence and Law on the Army. These draftsewe

eventually adopted by the Government and submitethe
Bosnian-Serb Assembly. The Ministry’s central daffigvas
located at the Bistrica Hotel and consisted of axipnately
30 staff members. Branches of the Ministry existe@anja
Luka, Bijeljina, and Sarajevo. Since communicatiaas often
disrupted in the first months, local military ddtagents were
asked to dispatch messages through deputies tigueliPale
for Assembly sessions.

ale,

afudgement, para.

110.

In the course of 1992, the Bosnian-Serb Governnhehd
around 90 sessions.
Government from 27 April 1992 onwards, would sesmBr
Minister Beri¢ about twice a week and would liaise with hi
and other Ministers to organize the sessions. A#ach
session, Laki would write the minutes of the meetings, &
show them tderi¢. Legislative proposals were forwarded
the Assembly, while decisions within the competentéhe
Government were published in tdficial Gazette

Krajisnik Trial

Nedeljko Lgkisecretary of the Judgement, para.

150.
m

nd
to

111.

[T]he Government exercised a certain amount ofrobatver,
and cooperated with, municipal authorities andssgaffs.

Krajisnik Trial

151.

Judgement, para.

112.

By early May 1992, the Government had at its diapas
Pale a Republican Information Centre which conrceetéh
regional communication centres in the Bosnian- $emtitory.
It operated 24 hours per day and had five employ@gdune
1992, written reports, as well as dozens of telegrawere
received daily by the Centre and sent on to thenued
recipients. Most of those were addressed to thsidirecy,
the Government, “units and institutions in Palaid &units in
Sokolac”. Some of the delivered documents werg land
confidential.

Krajisnik Trial

153.

Judgement, para.

V1. Bosnian-Serb Presidency

Source(s)

19868

‘ # ‘ Facts

' 113. | In accordance with the Bosnian-Serb Constitutiohe [t Krajisnik Trial
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President of the Republic would represent the Bosferb
Republic.

158.

Judgement, para.

114.

The President was the commander-in-chief of the yAmwith
authority to define the Army’s organization, esisibl the
system of Army command, prepare the Army for war ¢
issue basic regulations related to combat.

Krajisnik Trial

1 159.

Judgement, para.

115.

In contrast to the situation in peace time, when Bnesident
could merely propose laws, in a state of war or adiate
threat of war, the President, on his or her owtaitive, could
enact laws on questions falling within the juriddin of the

Bosnian-Serb Assembly, subject to confirmation e

Assembly as soon as it was able to reconvene.

Krajisnik Trial

160.

Judgement, para.

116.

On 27 March 1992, the Bosnian-Serb Assembly estadxi
the SNB. Radovan KaradZiperformed the role of the
president of the SNB between 27 March and early V282,
even though he was not the President of the Bos®ai
Republic at the time.

Krajisnik Trial

161.

» Judgement, para.

117.

Ex officio members of the SNB also included thesiRtent of
the Bosnian-Serb AssemblyMpmcilo Krajisnik]) and the
Bosnian-Serb Republic’s Prime Minister, and the isters of
Defence and Interior.

Krajisnik Trial

161.

Judgement, para.

118.

By early April 1992, the SNB developed into an arke®

organ issuing instructions to, and receiving repdrom,
municipal crisis staffs and TOs. As mentioned iegrlthe
SNB would meet in joint sessions with the Bosni@nbS
Government for the purpose of taking decisions dlitary,

political, and administrative matters.

Krajisnik Trial

162.

Judgement, para.

119.

The SNB would meet in joint sessions with the Basrberb
Government for the purpose of taking decisions dlitary,
political, and administrative matters.

Krajisnik Trial

163.

Judgement, para.

120.

Biljana Plav& and Nikola Koljewt, as elected Serb membe
of the Bosnia-Herzegovina Presidency, became igsxo f
members of this collective body.

rKrajisnik Trial

163.

Judgement, para.

121.

On 12 May 1992, the Bosnian-Serb Assembly passe
constitutional law instituting a three-member Rdesicy until
a President of the Bosnian-Serb Republic couldlbeted by
the people. Radovan KaraéizNikola Koljevi¢, and Biljana

Plavst were appointed to the Presidency on that same day.

dKmyjisnik Trial

164.

Judgement, para.

122.

[O]n 12 May [1992], the Presidency held its firsssion, and
KaradZz¢ was elected President of the Presidency, t
becoming the President of the Bosnian-Serb Republibe
President was bestowed with the authority to appa
promote, and discharge military officers, militgugges, and
military prosecutors.

Krajisnik Trial

165.
n

hiiglgement, para.

123.

Following the establishment of the Presidency, thst
reported meeting of the SNB took place on 15 Ma&§219The
SNB was effectively replaced by the Presidency.

Krajisnik Trial

167.

Judgement, para.
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124.

The sessions of the Presidency were regularly dgtbby five
persons, namely, Radovan KaragaBiljana Plav&, Nikola
Koljevi¢, Brankoberi¢, and Momcilo Krajisnik]. The three
members of the Presidency envisaged by the Cotistifuhat

is, Karadzt, Koljevi¢, and Plav&i, never once met alone.

[Mom¢ilo Krajisnik] was present at all recorded offici

Krajisnik Trial

Judgement, para.

168.

=

sessions in 1992, except possibly for one.

125.

The sessions were informal and were usually chabed Krajisnik Trial

Karadzt or, in his absenceMomcilo Krajisnik].

Judgement, para.

169.

126.

As far as being informed, Presidency members hadacts
with foreign negotiators and would go to Belgradar
consultations on negotiations and on the genetahtsdn in
Bosnia-Herzegovina.

Krajisnik Trial

173.

f Judgement, para.

127.

Accordingly, the Presidency was well informed abol¢
overall situation in the Republic. Indeed, it wanegrally the
members of the Presidency, often Karadi#vho reported to
the Assembly on the military and strategic situatio the
Bosnian-Serb Republic.

Krajisnik Trial

173.

Judgement, para.

128.

On 1 June 1992, the Bosnian-Serb Presidency amethde
Constitution pursuant to its emergency powersriretof war
or immediate threat of war.

dKrajisnik Trial

174.

Judgement, para.

129.

However, a state of war had not been officially ldesd by
the Bosnian-Serb Presidency prior to this date.

Krajisnik Trial

175.

Judgement, para.

130.

The Presidency appears to have decided not tordezlatate
of war.
establishment of the Expanded Presidency was nbatray
time in 1992.

Krajisnik Trial

This means that the formal condition fdre t Judgement, para.

175.

131.

The Boshian-Serb Presidency thus operated in fébt five
members from its inception on 12 May 1992.

Krajisnik Trial

178.

Judgement, para.

132.

This Presidency acted as the commander-in-chiefthef
Bosnian-Serb Republic until 17 December 1992 whem

Krajisnik Trial

Bosnian-Serb Assembly elected Karg&dds President of the 181.

Bosnian-Serb Republic, with Koljaeviand Plav§i as vice-
presidents.

tJudgement, para.

133.

[Miéo] Stanis¢ would report to the Presidency on hiKrajisnik Trial

consultations with the Ministry of Interior of Séab

184.

Judgement, para.

134.

The Presidency was composed entirely of SDS membaed
the Assembly almost exclusively. This meant thdtemw the
Bosnian-Serb institutions started operating, céontneer the
SDS meant control over the policies of the Bosi8anb state-
to-be.

Krajisnik Trial

187.

Judgement, para.

135.

The Bosnian-Serb Government, and by extension,

tKeajisnik Trial

Bosnian-Serb Republic, was nothing more than am@ge Judgement, para.
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implementing policies dictated by the leadershighef SDS| 187.

under the watchful eyes and strong hands of Kafadid
[Mom¢ilo Krajisnik].

VII.

Armed Forces

Facts

Source(s)

136.

On 1 June 1992, the Law on the Army proclaimedAhay

Krajisnik Trial

of the Bosnian-Serb Republic (VRS), which was chdrgith
defending the
independence.

Judgement, para.
Republic’s sovereignty, territory, da‘n188.

137.

The Bosnian-Serb President was commander-in-chigfhad
authority to define the VRS organization, estabtlsh system
of command, establish a plan for deployment, andem
decisions on deployment, define the demarcatiomitifary
territory, and issue regulations related to combat

Krajisnik Trial

Judgement, para.

al 89.

138.

On 15 April 1992, at a joint meeting of the SNB ating
Government, a JNA colonel was appointed commanfldreg
Serb TO and tasked with supervising and controlliocal
TOs.

Krajisnik Trial

Judgement, para.

192.

139.

On 16 April 1992, the Ministry of Defence of the duan-
Serb Republic publicly affirmed the state of immmné¢hreat
of war declared the day before by the Bosnian-$
Presidency pursuant to its emergency powers, aftdmed
the ARK, other SAO governments, and all Serb mpaidies
of the decision made the previous day by the BosSerb
Presidency that the Serb TO would become “an arioeg”
of the Bosnian-Serb Republic.

Krajisnik Trial

Judgement, para.

etB2.

140.

Despite the creation of the VRS, TO units weredisibanded
completely and the role of the TO remained sigaific

Krajisnik Trial

Judgement, para.

194.

141.

On 12 May 1992, in a long speech to the AssemblyeGsd

Ratko Mladt explained his “vision” that the Serbs cou
prevail in the territories they considered theirsthaut

completely destroying the Muslims: “we cannot cleamer

can we have a sieve to sift so that only Serbs wetdg, or
that the Serbs would fall through and the restdeav| do not
know how Mr. Krajisnik and Mr. Karad&iwould explain this
to the world. ... that would be genocide.”

Krajisnik Trial

dudgement, para.

975.

142.

Mladi¢ advised the Bosnian-Serb leadership on how
achieve controversial military objectives quietlgynically,
ruthlessly, while staying below the radar of intgfanal
attention: “We should not say: we will destroy Seva, we
need Sarajevo. We are not going to say that weyaeirgy to
destroy the power supply pylons or turn off the evagupply,

KOajisnik Trial

Judgement, para.

975.

no, because that would get America out of its dmatt,.. one
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day there is no water at all in Sarajevo. Whas iive do not
know ... And the same with the electrical powewe. have to
wisely tell the world, it was they who were shogtirhit the
transmission line and the power went off, they wareoting
at the power supply facilities ... that is whatldipacy is”.

143.

On 15 May 1992, Mio Stani& mobilized the TO furthe
pursuant to a decision of Biljana Plavand Nikola Koljewé.

Krajisnik Trial

194.

Judgement, para.

144.

In addition, in the months that followed, and désgome
delay, many Serb TO units were renamed “light dutes” of
the VRS

Krajisnik Trial

196.

Judgement, para.

145.

In June 1992 the VRS comprised 177,341 personnéadedi
into five Corps, as well as some units not attactedny
specific Corps, all under the command of an Armyirviataff
headed by Ratko Mladli

Krajisnik Trial

197.

Judgement, para.

146.

The five Corps were the 1st Krajina Corps (formenlg JNA

5th Corps, headed by Momir Talirom 17 March 1992); the

2nd Krajina Corps (formerly the JNA 10th Corps)e thast
Bosnia Corps (formerly the JNA 17th Corps); theagarn-

Romanija Corps (formerly the JNA 4th Corps); ane th

Herzegovina Corps (formerly part of the JNA 9th @)r

Krajisnik Trial

197.

Judgement, para.

147.

In November 1992 the Drina Corps was created antder
previously under the authority of the East Bosn@psS and
the Sarajevo-Romanija Corps.

Krajisnik Trial

197.

Judgement, para.

148.

Following the establishment of the VRS, the armptowed
to receive substantial financial and material supfrom the
JNA and SFRY.

Krajisnik Trial

198.

Judgement, para.

149.

Its assistance was not limited to financial resesrcLarge
quantities of military and medical supplies, as Iwas
foodstuffs and means of communication, were detidén the
course of 1992 from Yugoslavia both to the VRS Mataff
and to the various Corps of the VRS.

Krajisnik Trial

198.

Judgement, para.

150.

The supreme military commander of the VRS was
President of the Republic, Radovan Karadzi

tHe&ajisnik Trial

205.

Judgement, para.

151.

Directly below him was Mladi who was the Commander 0fKrajisnik Trial

the VRS Main Staff.

205.

Judgement, para.

152.

[Flrom May to November 1992, General Mléadivould
consult the Bosnian-Serb leadership regularly.

Krajisnik Trial

205.

Judgement, para.

153.

The chain of command and the resulting close aatip
between the members of the Presidency and the Biiff
also meant that the former were well briefed on riiktary
situation throughout the Bosnian-Serb Republichaylatter.

Krajisnik Trial

206.

Judgement, para.

154.

In an order dated 19 November 1992, [General M]adiote:
“The Drina Corps: From its present positions, itEmforces

Krajisnik Trial

Judgement, para.
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shall persistently defend ViSegrad (the dam), Zikoamd the
corridor, while the rest of its forces in the widBodrinje
region shall exhaust the enemy, inflict the hedvpssible
losses on him and force him to leave the Biriepa and
Gorazde areas together with the Muslim populatiohis

language (including the requirement that the Musli

population be expelled following the enemy’s sudemn was
reproduced in the orders of officers down the liok
command.

999.

VIII.

Paramilitary Formations

Facts

Source(s)

155.

Even before the hostilities began in Bosnia-Herzewy there
existed a centre in Belgrade where volunteers watieered to
be sent to fight in Bosnia-Herzegovina. Furthermaifee

Serbian Radical Party (SRS) recruited voluntears fwithin

Bosnia-Herzegovina.

Krajisnik Trial

208.

Judgement, para.

156.

Many paramilitary units were seen operating indeetly at
first. Often, paramilitary units were later incorpted within
the TO structures and eventually ended up beinbee
disbanded or integrated within the VRS structures.

Krajisnik Trial

t 208.

Judgement, para.

157.

A VRS Main Staff intelligence report on paramilifa
formations dated 28 July 1992 was sent to the RS
Corps, the President of the Presidency, the Prin@shér,
and the commander of the Main Staff.

Krajisnik Trial

210.

Judgement, para.

158.

According to the report, paramilitaries did not egs an
affiliation with the SDS, but rather with parties $erbia.

Krajisnik Trial

210.

Judgement, para.

159.

In Zvornik, in the period April to May 1992, the Naw
Wasps, a paramilitary unit consisting of around be@vily

Krajisnik Trial

armed men, cooperated closely with the TO and weas e 213.

issued arms by the TO'’s logistics staff.

Judgement, para.

160.

Once the VRS was established and the Zvornik Bdg
formed towards the end of May, the Yellow Wasps ew
subordinated to it. This paramilitary unit hadedir contact
with the Pale leadership.

allrajisnik Trial

213.

efudgement, para.

161.

Local SDS boards, crisis staffs, and regional (SA@)ajisnik Trial

governments often invited and assisted paramiligaoyps.

215.

Judgement, para.

162.

This occurred, for example, with the Yellow Waspie Red
Berets, Mauzer's men, and Arkan’s men, operatingdrth-
eastern Bosnia-Herzegovina (BijeljinacBo, and Zvornik).

Krajisnik Trial

215.

Judgement, para.

163.

[llnstead of disarming the paramilitaries, the VR&rajisnik Trial

incorporated them into regular forces.

Judgement, para.
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| 219.

164.

In the period May to August 1992, the Sarajevo-Roijaa
Corps also incorporated a paramilitary group itdaanks.

Krajisnik Trial

220.

Judgement, para.

165.

In addition, and despite General MI&di order of 28 July,
some paramilitaries remained active in relativeepehdence
from the VRS.

Krajisnik Trial

221.

Judgement, para.

166.

[lInstead of suppressing these groups, the leaeesid the
VRS attempted, on several occasions to incorpahatie into
the regular VRS units.

Krajisnik Trial

222.

Judgement, para.

167.

Some groups, “invited” by SDS local boards, crigffs, and
regional government, were accepted as fighters tfar
“Serbian cause” despite their record of lawlessnard
ruthless efficiency.

Krajisnik Trial

222.

Judgement, para.

168.

Others were tolerated as long as they did not pmsenuch of
a problem for Bosnian-Serb “legitimate” authorities

Krajisnik Trial

222.

Judgement, para.

IX.

Ministry of Internal Affairs (MUP)

Facts

Source(s)

169.

The new Law on Internal Affairs was based to
overwhelming extent on the 17 April 1990 Bosn
Herzegovina Law on Internal Affairs.

akirajisnik Trial

aludgement, para.

226.

170.

One of the differences was that the 1992 law retero
“national security” whereas the 1990 law referred“state
security”. Another difference was that the new lavade
reference to the MUP’s ethnic composition and Buil
“employees of Serbian nationality and other empésyeho
so desire” to take employment in the MUP.

Krajisnik Trial

Judgement, para.

226.

171.

The 1992 law provided for five Security Servicesnttes
(CSBs) in the Bosnian-Serb Republic: Banja Luka tloe
territory of the ARK; Trebinje for the SAO of Hegevina;
Doboj for the SAO of Northern Bosnia; Sarajevo tloe SAO
of Romanija-Bir&; and Bijeljina for the SAO of Semberija.

Krajisnik Trial

Judgement, para.

228.

172.

Each of the five CSBs was in charge of a numbePublic
Security Stations (SJBs) found in municipalitiever@d by
that particular CSB.

Krajisnik Trial

Judgement, para.

228.

173.

In this structure the SJBs would continue to plag tole of
the main organ of the Ministry of Internal Affailst the
municipal level.

Krajisnik Trial

Judgement, para.

228.

174.

The new law stipulated that CSBs and SJBs wereetsea
cooperating with the Boshia-Herzegovina MUP.

Krajisnik Trial

Judgement, para.

220.

175. | The 1992 law extended the maximum period of alldeabKrajisnik Trial
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detention on the premises of CSBs and SJBs to thiage
(from the maximum of 24 hours permitted by the 1880).

230.

Judgement, para.

176.

In addition, persons of unknown identity suspecaiéderious
criminal offences could be detained indefinitelydan the
1992 law.

Krajisnik Trial

230.

Judgement, para.

177.

According to internal regulations, the MUP’s hedfice was
to coordinate the work of CSBs, and, in circumstsnthat
jeopardized the security of the Bosnian-Serb Repultd
activate reserve police forces and supply policgsuwith
arms.

Krajisnik Trial

231.

Judgement, para.

178.

In addition to tasks assigned to them by the MURead
office, the CSBs and SJBs were to implement thelagigns
of municipal assemblies in connection with the rtexiance
of law and order.

Krajisnik Trial

231.

Judgement, para.

179.

The Minister could also limit public movement arssembly
if the security of the Republic, the work of regabh organs,
or the freedom and rights of the citizens of th@udic were
threatened, although before doing so the Minist&s wbliged
to consult the Assembly — or, if the circumstanossde it
impossible to consult the Assembly, the RepubRrassident.

Krajisnik Trial

232.

Judgement, para.

180.

Fixed and movable assets of the CSBs and SJBssiricts,
parts of which had become part of SAOs, were to
transferred to the Bosnian-Serb Republic in praporto the
size of the parts separated from the districts.

Krajisnik Trial

234.

edgement, para.

181.

The Bosnian-Serb MUP was one of the first institosi of the
nascent Republic to start functioning effectivély.its session
of 11 March 1992, the Bosnian-Serb Assembly unauostyo
called for the implementation of the new Law onemgal
Affairs by the Ministerial Council.

Krajisnik Trial

235S.

Judgement, para.

182.

At the next session, one week later, Radovan Kate
predicted the imminent withdrawal of Bosnian Sdrosn the
Bosnia-Herzegovina MUP and Miroslav VjeStica, anSS
delegate from Bosanska Krupa, described the estehént of
a Bosnian-Serb MUP as a precondition for Bosniar$S&
seize control of “their territories”.

dXrajisnik Trial

D235.

Judgement, para.

183.

On 24 March 1992, Mb Stani& was appointed Minister o
Internal Affairs by the Bosnian-Serb Assembly.

f Krajisnik Trial

235.

Judgement, para.

184.

The Law on Internal Affairs, published in the OficGazette
on 23 March 1992 was to enter into force on 31 Md@92.
From that date, all CSBs and SJBs of Bosnia-Herdago
throughout the territory of the Bosnian-Serb Rejuuere to
stop functioning.

Krajisnik Trial

236.

Judgement, para.

185.

On 24 March, the Bosnian-Serb Assembly instructeel
Ministerial Council to prepare an operational pldor
“assuming power, that is for establishing power esmtlering
operational the authorities in the territory of {kiee Bosnian-

tKrajisnik Trial

236.

Judgement, para.
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Serb Republic] and in particular in the field ofeéimal affairs”
and to submit it to the Assembly on 27 March.

186.

On 31 March 1992, Motilo Mandi¢ sent a dispatch to th
Bosnia-Herzegovina Minister of Interior, as well &s all
SJBs, CSBs, and to the Secretary of the Bosniaddexzna
SUP in Sarajevo.

2 Krajisnik Trial

Judgement, para.

237.

187.

On 6 April 1992, Montilo Mandi¢ organized the take-over of Krajisnik Trial

the Vraca police academy, which became the
headquarters of the new MUP and the CSB Sarajevo.

irBtdgement, para.

239.

188.

The MUP headquarters was later moved to two lonatio
Pale. At the beginning of July 1992, CSB Sarajevas
moved to Lukavica.

Krajisnik Trial

239.

Judgement, para.

189.

In its early days the Bosnian-Serb MUP coordinavéd, and
was helped by, the forces of the Republic of Serbia

Krajisnik Trial

240.

Judgement, para.

190.

Reports prepared by the (Yugoslav) Federal Stataurie
Services in March 1992 confirm formal cooperati@ivween
the Federal SUP in Belgrade and the Bosnian-Selibepim
the take-over of power and maintenance of powethm

territories claimed by the Bosnian Serbs in Bosr

Herzegovina.

Krajisnik Trial
240.

ia-

Judgement, para.

191.

The coordination plan included the deployment ofbers of

the Serbian MUP and the Federal SUP in Boshihidgement, para.

Herzegovina.

Krajisnik Trial

240.

192.

In addition, in March and April 1992, the FederdFSused
JNA helicopters to send weapons and military eqeipinior
use by the Bosnian-Serb MUP, in Pale and Banja Luka

Krajisnik Trial

240.

Judgement, para.

193.

By September 1992, the Bosnian-Serb MUP numberg#Ql Krajisnik Trial

employees, which was more than the 10,195 emplayeals
of the Bosnia-Herzegovina MUP in January 1990.

241.

Judgement, para.

194.

Already in April 1992 the Bosnian-Serb MUP start
establishing special police units armed with weaparp to
and including 120 mm mortars. The commander offitts¢
Bosnian-Serb MUP special unit was Milenko Karisik.

edrajisnik Trial

242.

Judgement, para.

195.

By 29 April, Stojan Zupljanin, head of the BanjakiauCSB,
had at his disposal armed combat vehicles, ardiedtr
artillery, and helicopters. The SOS units discussbdve

Krajisnik Trial

242.

would, he said, be absorbed into the special police

detachment.

Judgement, para.

196.

By early May, Zupljanin had established a “courdabotage
and counter-terrorist” police unit equipped for dmh and

Krajisnik Trial

numbering 150 men who had had combat experience 2#2.

Croatia.

Judgement, para.

197.

At the end of June 1992, the MUP noted the preseaic
special police units at Sokolac and Pale. By Sepéem992
the Special Brigade of the police had five detaamsieone
based at each of the five CSBs. Some SJBs, sutiioas in

eKrajisnik Trial

242.

Judgement, para.
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llidza and Novo Sarajevo, also had their own spguidice
units.

198.

As stated earlier, on 16 April 1992, the MinistérOefence,
Bogdan Suboéi, declared that a state of imminent threat
war existed in the Bosnian-Serb Republic, and edidull

mobilization. Suboti's order allowed the authorities to tak
“all necessary measures appropriate to the situatio

Krajisnik Trial

243.
e

dfidgement, para.

199.

The measures decreed by the ARK on 4 May pursuar
Subott’s order included a general mobilization, introdoist
of a curfew, and a deadline of 11 May for the sullex of
illegal weapons.

tKrajisnik Trial

243.

Judgement, para.

200.

These orders were disseminated to all SIBs witliB Banja
Luka.

Krajisnik Trial

243.

Judgement, para.

201.

At a joint meeting of the SNB and the Boshian-Se
Government on 22 April 1992, the MUP was directed
report daily on the situation in the territory dfet Bosnian-
Serb Republic.

2tKrajisnik Trial

244.

fludgement, para.

202.

In a report on the work of the MUP produced at ¢inel of
June 1992, the MUP noted that the Prime Ministed
received almost 60 “Bulletins of Daily Events”

Krajisnik Trial

244.

hdudgement, para.

203.

The MUP also cooperated closely with the VRS. Orvigy
1992, Stani&i ordered that all employees of the MU
organize into “war units”.

Krajisnik Trial

245.

Budgement, para.

204.

This order formalized the cooperation by explainingw
MUP units should cooperate with the VRS. Stani
authorized the CSB heads to implement these amaes.

Krajisnik Trial

245.

Sludgement, para.

205.

Thus, in addition to the TO units and the VRS, MeP
personnel played a major role in the armed conéifc1992,
both as combatants and as the responsible orgasecafity
in the daily lives of the population.

Krajisnik Trial

247.

Judgement, para.

206.

There is also evidence of both cooperation at, fasd then
discord later, between the Bosnian-Serb MUP ¢
paramilitary formations. The problems between theo t
usually started at the moment when the param#isakiegan
committing crimes against Bosnian Serbs and wherMb/P
could not control them anymore.

Krajisnik Trial

248.

adddgement, para.

207.

In the course of 1992, the Bosnian-Serb MUP alstaipe
heavily involved in the operation of detention cest

Krajisnik Trial

249.

Judgement, para.

208.

On 20 July 1992 Stojan Zupljanin, head of the Bdnj&a
CSB and a member of the ARK war staff, explainkid {
aspect of MUP operations to & Stani&. Zupljanin noted
that the processing of detainees had resulted thre-fold
categorization.

Krajisnik Trial

249.

Judgement, para.

209.

The first comprised of persons suspected of thentigsion of

Krajisnik Trial

criminal acts. The second comprised of personsestisp of

Judgement, para.
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aiding and abetting those in the first categorye Third
category comprised of “adult males concerning whitra
Service has not to date gathered any security-aatedata on
the basis of which these persons may be treathdstages.”

249.

210.

MUP’s first annual report, covering the period Apto
December 1992, stated that participation in conalaéivvities
stood at “1,451 police officers, on average, evay.”

Krajisnik Trial

Judgement, para.

250.

211.

The Ministry had put 6,167 police officers at thspwsal of
the VRS, most of them from the reserve.

Krajisnik Trial

Judgement, para.

250.

212.

Active and reserve police, as well as special umitéch
would not form part of the MUP’s wartime structuvegre to
be transferred to the Army or used for other wasttasks

Krajisnik Trial

Judgement, para.

251.

213.

Minister [Mic¢o] Stanis¢ stated in several orders that h
subordinates would be held responsible for notyaagrout
his orders, and also expressed an awareness thd®
employees had been involved in the commissionexjal acts
such as theft and plunder, but no disciplinary caie®s or
courts were ever established

iKrajisnik Trial

Judgement, para.

M2S2.

214.

The MUP Ministry and the Bosnian-Serb leadershipubeio
only go so far as placing those who misbehaved rtite
auspices of the VRS.

Krajisnik Trial

Judgement, para.

252.

215.

MUP forces were involved in criminal activities ithe
indictment municipalities [LIST MUNICIPALITIES]. Tase
activities ranged from mere war profiteering to thaning of
detention centres where Boshian Muslims and BosGiamats
were subjected to ill-treatment.

Krajisnik Trial

Judgement, para.

255.

216.

Units also participated in forcing non-Serbs to veea Krajisnik Trial

municipalities that ought to become “Serb” terytoAlthough
there were some investigations, they were mostiyedi at
stopping looting and the disruption of order.

Judgement, para.

255.

217.

The evidence shows a conscious decision to use fdtdes
in combat and “mopping up”operations rather thampnmtect

the civilian population, especially non-Serbs.

Krajisnik Trial

Judgement, para.

255.

Crisis Staffs, War Presidencies and War Commissions

218.

A collective presidency was to be formed in timewar or
imminent threat of war to replace a municipal addgmand
was to remain in existence until the assembly wae &
reconvene.

Krajisnik Trial

Judgement, para.

257.

219.

This war presidency, consisting of the municipatesmsbly
leadership and some additional members, was aatg
extraordinary powers in dealing with situations wér or

imminent threat of war.

Krajisnik Trial

rdiedgement, para.

257.

1 220. | The 1984 Law on All-People’s Defence provided foKrajisnik Trial
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“operational and policy” committees. These comraistevere
to consist of municipal leaders, the JNA, the T@d dhe
secretariats of national defence and internal raffai

258.

Judgement, para.

221.

The main function of a committee of this kind wasl¢ad
resistance in case of foreign occupation and athinvithe
competence of government organs that were not &bl
function at the time.

Krajisnik Trial

h258.

Judgement, para.

222.

The crisis staffs that came into being in the Bastberb
Republic in late 1991 and early 1992 were creatétiowt
reference to the legal instruments mentioned abmsatead,
they started out as SDS organs and were only |
transformed into organs of the Bosnian-Serb Republi

Krajisnik Trial

258.
ater

Judgement, para.

223.

The SDS crisis staffs in the Bosnian-Serb Repubkce all
fully set up and operational by April or May 1992

Krajisnik Trial

260.

Judgement, para.

224.

As the leading governing body in the municipalitye crisis
staffs exercised control over civilian, military, nca
paramilitary affairs.

Krajisnik Trial

260.

Judgement, para.

225.

In addition, throughout the period of their existenthe crisis
staffs functioned as the coordinating body betweemicipal
authorities, the SDS, and the central republicamelléboth
state and SDS) on the one side, and the militéwey,police,
and other forces on the ground in the municipaliten the
other.

Krajisnik Trial

261.

Judgement, para.

226.

On 24 February 1992, the SDS Executive Board asdigrKrajisnik Trial

“coordinators” for the ARK and the different SAOSmong
other tasks, these coordinators were to ensure
implementation of decisions of the Bosnian-Serb efrgsly
and the Bosnian-Serb Government and to take p#neimvork
of the regional crisis staffs.

2.

Judgement, para.

227.

Members of the SDS Main Board but, in particuldve t Krajisnik Trial

Bosnian-Serb Assembly deputies “were the link freime
republic level to the municipal”.

265.

Judgement, para.

228.

Their role was to transfer authority from the cehtio the
municipal level, and also to convey informationvioesn those
two levels.

Krajisnik Trial

265.

Judgement, para.

220.

The central republican level ensured that the mesnbethe
crisis staffs would include at least one Assemidpudy. By
prescribing the membership of crisis staffs in tvgy, the
central republican bodies and the Bosnian-Serbelshib
exercised a substantial amount of control over theoh were
able to exert central influence on the municipatle

Krajisnik Trial

267.

Judgement, para.

230.

The Bosnian Serb leadership saw the crisis sta$fsam
extension of the leadership’s authority in the noipalities.
For example, the Bosnian Serb leadership, throbghparty
or the republican organs, issued direct ordersmsiructions
both to crisis staffs in general and to individaakis staffs,

Krajisnik Trial

268.

Judgement, para.
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and these were received and acted upon. The atsits
themselves would cite orders and decisions froroned and
central organs as the basis for their actions.

231.

On 15 April 1992, in pursuance of this goal of suliation
and centralization of power, the Bosnian-Serb Gowvemt
and the SNB concluded that the political leadesioipall the
SAOs should be notified that cooperation and alttacts
between them were to be conducted through theatergans
of the Bosnian-Serb Republic.

Krajisnik Trial

269.

Judgement, para.

232.

Other examples of attempts at centralization eXisé central
authorities would support the crisis staffs mathgian the
form of loans, direct funding, and material, irdihg
weapons and ammunition. Such support was oftenestgd
by the crisis staffs.

Krajisnik Trial

270.

Judgement, para.

233.

The crisis staffs would report on their activitiés the
Bosnian-Serb leadership, although not necessamitpdlly or
in written form.

Krajisnik Trial

Judgement, para.

270.

234.

Reflecting the conflation of state and party orgassch
reporting was sometimes done via the SDS Main Bo
sometimes via the Bosnian-Serb Assembly, sometwiees
individual leaders such as Kara@lzr [Momcilo Kraji$nik],
and sometimes directly to the Bosnian-Serb Presiden

Krajisnik Trial

270.

alddgement, para.

235.

In June 1992, in order to further centralize theveo and
streamline its authority, the Bosnian-Serb leadprglirsued
efforts to transform the municipal crisis staffssfiinto war
presidencies and then, later, into war commissidhs. three
were, however, essentially the same body.

Krajisnik Trial

272.

Judgement, para.

236.

One distinction between them was that while theirstaffs
were meant to be replacing the municipal assemblibs the
war presidencies and war commissions were to repbath
the assembly and the executive committee. Theghtrmot
have been any practical difference, however, sinag,
explained above, the crisis staffs already acteéxasutive
organs.

Krajisnik Trial

Judgement, para.

272.

237.

On 1 June 1992, the Constitution of the Bosniam$
Republic was amended by the Bosnian-Serb Presidenmc
allow war presidencies at both the republican anchioipal
levels.

eKrajisnik Trial

275.

yudgement, para.

238.

It was clear from this amendment that the poweiotan the
municipal war presidencies, as well as “the mant
composition and competence” of these, was a pravegaf
the Bosnian-Serb Presidency.

Krajisnik Trial

275.

ndndgement, para.

239.

Accordingly, on 10 June 1992, it issued an offideakision
establishing war commissions. The war commissioaie to
consist of “four members from the ranks of the m
influential citizens within the crisis staff, theaomy and the

Krajisnik Trial

Judgement, para.

08f6.

ruling party” and a “state commissioner”, appointag the
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| Bosnian-Serb Presidency. |

240.

A list of commissioners was drawn up on the same afal
included Dragan bokanovE, Nikola Poplasen, Milimir
Mucibabi¢, Miroslav Radovanoy¥j Jovan Tintor, and Danilg
Veselinovt. Soon thereafter, Dragamokanovt was
appointed state commissioner for Zvornik, Vlasengleelani,
Bratunac, Sekovi, and Novo Sarajevo

Krajisnik Trial

276.

Judgement, para.

241.

Once a state commissioner was appointed he or siugdw
appoint the remaining members of the war commissidrich

Presidency.

Krajisnik Trial

Judgement, para.
would then have to be confirmed by the Bosnian-Se2ib6.

242.

The exact setting up and transformation from crssaff, to
war presidency, to war commission varied from mipaility
to municipality. Some of the factors determiningg thariation
were location, time, and personalities. Nevertggleas
illustrated by the fact that many state commissiengere
appointed by the Presidency, and sometimes eVemg§ilo
Krajisnik] himself, the main role of the war commissions v

informed about the situation on the ground.

Krajisnik Trial

2709.

as

to keep the Presidency and the Bosnian-Serb Asgembl

Judgement, para.

243.

The relationship between crisis staffs and theowsrimilitary
forces present in the municipalities (JNA unitse thO,
paramilitary units, and the VRS), differed from nuipality
to municipality. At a minimum, however, the retatship
involved a coordinating and supporting role for tbesis
staffs. In at least one municipality, Zvornik, theeal JNA
commander was listed as member of the crisis staff.

Krajisnik Trial

280.

Judgement, para.

244.

Generally there was a progression from SDS-forméiany
units to infantry units under the command of thigisrstaffs,
to full VRS control of military units by mid-Juné22.

Krajisnik Trial

281.

Judgement, para.

245.

The Zvornik SDS municipal board elected a crisédfgor the
municipality,
Zvornik, as well as the municipal command staffref JNA.

Krajisnik Trial

consisting of leading SDS persons nfro Judgement, para.

283.

246.

In a formal sense no other relationship existedyewer, in
practice, the military presence in the crisis sta#hsured &
high degree of commonality of purpose.

Krajisnik Trial

283.

Judgement, para.

247.

Karadzt recommended that TO units formed by the cri
staffs should, where possible, be placed undecahemand of
the JNA. Some of these units were integrated ih€éJNA,
while other existing Bosnian-Serb forces were irdégd into
the TO.

the Bosnian-Serb Assembly session of 27 March 19%xajisnik Trial
sisdgement, para.

285.

248.

Once the JNA formally withdrew from Bosnia-Herzegav
they all became part of the VRS. Thus, even thdhgHocal
TOs had certain autonomy prior to the establishnoérthe
VRS, soon after they were subordinated to the Beesly.

Krajisnik Trial

285.

Nevertheless, the local crisis staffs were oftapoasible for

Judgement, para.
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| logistical support to the TO.

249.

The crisis staff of Ilijas municipality invited Agn’s men to
come to its assistance. The crisis staff in thaeioipality of
llidza also had extensive dealings with variousapdlitary
groups, including Arkan’s men, and Nedjeljko Prstdj, the
president of the llidza crisis staff, was visiteg Yojislav
Seselj several times.

Krajisnik Trial
Judgement, para.
286.

250.

In some cases the municipal authorities extendwhiiial and
logistical support to paramilitary groups operatimg the
municipality. Other examples show that paramyitanits on
certain occasions worked together with the TO, unrtie
command or supervision of the municipal crisis fstabn
specific military tasks.

Krajisnik Trial
Judgement, para.
286.

251.

With the establishment of the VRS, the central ssigisioned
for the crisis staffs when it came to defence bexdess

the unified command of the Main Staff of the VRS.

pertinent, as the aim was then to place all armecks under

Krajisnik Trial
Judgement, para.
287.

252.

Coordination and contacts between the crisis staffd the
armed forces continued, however.

Krajisnik Trial
Judgement, para.
287.

253.

The relationship between the crisis staffs andpibléce was
much closer than the relationship between thescsisiffs and
the army. Some crisis staffs were active in sgitip Serb
police forces in the municipality, including apptiiy and
dismissing police officers.

Krajisnik Trial
Judgement, para.
288.

B.

Crime Base Facts

I. Bijeljina

254.

According to the 1991 census in Bosnia-Herzegovihe,
ethnic composition of Bijeljina municipality was 889 (59
per cent) Serbs, 30,229 (31 per cent) Muslims, @9der
cent) Croats, 4,426 Yugoslavs, and 4,452 persorghefr or
unknown ethnicity. The municipality of Bijeljina iocated in
the north-east of Bosnia-Herzegovina. Approximatsio-
thirds of its municipal boundaries form part of therder
between Bosnia-Herzegovina and Serbia. Bijeljinathe
closest municipality in Bosnia-Herzegovina to Balig. One
of the roads connecting Sarajevo and Belgrade esdbe
Municipality.

Krajisnik Trial
Judgement, para.
297.

255.

Bijeljina was the first municipality in Bosnia-He&govina to
be taken over by the Bosnian Serbs in 1992. Thizuse of
power established a pattern which was later redaatether
municipalities in north-eastern Bosnia-Herzegovina.

Krajisnik Trial
Judgement, para.
298.

256.

First, paramilitary groups, or so-called “voluntegits”, from
Serbia arrived, and started intimidating and teznog local

Krajisnik Trial
Judgement, para.
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Muslims, as well as Serbs they considered “disloygliany
Muslims were killed. As a result, many of the reniag
Muslims would eventually leave the territory.

298.

257.

Actual fighting started in Bijeljina town on 31 Mdr 1992.
Members of Zeljko (Arkan) RaZnat@s paramilitary group
came to Bijeljina and, in cooperation with a loparamilitary
group under the command of Mirko Blagojgviook control
of important town structures.

Krajisnik Trial

Judgement, para.

299.

258.

On 1 or 2 April 1992, armed JNA reservists surrachdhe
town and columns of JNA tanks and other vehicleseveeen
in the area.

Krajisnik Trial

Judgement, para.

299.

259.

Despite some resistance, Serb forces quickly taskrol of
Bijeljina, and by 4 April, Serb flags had been bedson the
two mosques in the town.

Krajisnik Trial

Judgement, para.

299.

260.

Arkan’s men were installed in the local SDS buitgdend, for
several days, accompanied all regular police pa@ol were
involved in arresting members of Bijeljina’s SDAegidency.
At this time, members of the White Eagles and tiwl TO
were also present in Bijeljina town.

Krajisnik Trial

Judgement, para.

299.

261.

At least 48 civilians, most of whom were non-Setis] been
killed by Serb paramilitaries during the Serb taker of
Bijeljina.

Krajisnik Trial

Judgement, para.

300.

262.

Around 3 April 1992, [...], a police officer was selpy his
commander to protect a hearse collecting dead borfie
Bijeljina town.

Krajisnik Trial

Judgement, para.

300.

263.

A total of 48 bodies, including those of women amddren,
were collected from the town'’s streets and hougesf these
victims were non-Serbs and none wore uniforms. Mbshe
dead had been shot in the chest, mouth, templegair of the

head, some at close range.

Krajisnik Trial

Judgement, para.

300.

264.

The removal of bodies from the streets of Bijeljinas
ordered by Serb forces in anticipation of a visit 4 April
1992 of a delegation of high-ranking Bosnia-Herzega
officials, including Biljana Plav§j Fikret Abdg, Minister of
Defence Jerko Doko (a Croat), and chief-of-staftref JNA
2nd Military District General Pr&svic.

Krajisnik Trial

Judgement, para.

301.

265.

At the time of the visit, the roads to Bijeljinawtn were
blocked by checkpoints attended by Serb soldierslive-

Krajisnik Trial

Judgement, para.

green uniform. Journalists and European monitorgewe0l.

prevented from entering the town with the delegatio

266.

On arrival in Bijeljina, the delegation visited thasis staff to
inform itself about the situation, as well as thalitary
barracks a few kilometres from the town centre. the
military barracks, a large number of displaced @essof
different ethnicities were surrounded by ten taeBh JNA
soldiers. At the time, General Jankgvcommander of the
17th Corps of the JNA, claimed he was providinglteingo

Krajisnik Trial

Judgement, para.

301.
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309 Muslims and Serbs at the barracks, and thdahanit,500
Muslims were at the Patko¥a barracks.

267.

At one stage during the official visit, Arkan toothe
delegation on a tour of the town.

Krajisnik Trial

302.

Judgement, para.

268.

A Serb journalist who had slipped into town by aog the
checkpoints approached the group and told Arkarou't¥
never be forgiven for what you have done to the livhssin
Bijeljina. History will judge you”.

Krajisnik Trial

302.

Judgement, para.

269.

Arkan and the SDS appeared to be in control ofdtan.

Krajisnik Trial

303.

Judgement, para.

270.

When, in the course of the visit, Plavsisked Arkan to hang
over control of Bijeljina to the JNA, he repliedcatrhe had not
yet finished his “business” there, and that he wWadttle the
situation in Bosanski Brod next. Pla¥&lid not persist with
[his] request, and repeatedly praised the goodAdjian had
done in saving the local Serb population from tiredt of the
Muslims.

| Krajisnik Trial

303.

Judgement, para.

271.

When the group returned to the municipality buitdiRlavst
publicly thanked and kissed Arkan. This scene was$ by
shouts of approval from the local SDS members ptese

Krajisnik Trial

303.

Judgement, para.

272.

At a dinner with UNPROFOR representative Ced
Thornberry on 20 April 1992, PlavSdescribed Bijeljina as &
“liberated” town.

rikrajisnik Trial

303.

1 Judgement, para.

273.

Arkan’s men remained in Bijeljina until at least 18992.

Krajisnik Trial

303.

Judgement, para.

274.

From at least June 1992 [...], Serbs detained Muskimd
Croats in the Batkovicamp in Bijeljina municipality. The
detainees originated from a large number of differ
municipalities, including Biko, Klju¢, Lopare, Rogatica
Sokolac, Ugljevik, Vlasenica, and Zvornik. Many hbhden
transferred from other detention facilities, part&ly SuSica
camp in Vlasenica and Maggcamp in Banja Luka.

Krajisnik Trial

e304.

Judgement, para.

275.

In August 1992, the commander at the camp was v
Stojanové. At that time, around 1,280 Muslim men we
detained in a single warehouse. There were alse saomen,
children, and elderly persons detained in a sepanaa.

bKrajisnik Trial

304.

rdudgement, para.

276.

Sanitary conditions at Batkavivere poor and detainees we
given little food or water. The detainees weretbedy Serb
guards. Three detainees were beaten to death wainiée
detainee was shot dead. Ten detainees were singkefbr

especially harsh treatment. They were beaten thinees a
day, forced to beat each other, and repeatedlgdot@ engage
in degrading sexual acts with each other in thesqmee of

r&rajisnik Trial

304.

other detainees. Detainees at Batkavere forced to perforni

Judgement, para.
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manual labour daily, including digging trenches aadrying
munitions at the front line, burying bodies, wordim fields
and factories, and assisting in the constructiorarmfairport
near Bijeljina.

277.

In late August or September 1992, when represertabf the
ICRC visited Batkowi, the youngest and oldest prisone
together with the most badly beaten detainees, \
temporarily removed from the camp.

Krajisnik Trial
rdudgement, para.
vefe.

278.

In addition to the Batkovi camp, Serb authorities detaing
mostly Croat and Muslim civilians in six detentioantres in
Bijeljina municipality, namely the Bijeljina agrittural
school, KP Dom Bijeljina, the Bijeljina SUP, thejdjina
sugar factory, a fortified castle, and the “4thJofy” public
utilities building

2K rajisnik Trial
Judgement, para.
305.

279.

In the months following the take-over of BijeljinaKrajisnik Trial

paramilitary groups in the municipality, togetherithw
members of the local MUP, engaged in criminal dtd¢is on a
massive scale

Judgement, para.
306.

280.

Muslim residents of Bijeljina, as well as some Sernvere
terrorized by these groups through Kkillings, rapbkeuse
searches, and looting.

Krajisnik Trial
Judgement, para.
306.

281.

During the summer of 1992, two mosques in Bijeljina
municipality were damaged or destroyed.

Krajisnik Trial

306 and 309.

Judgement, paras.

282.

On 15 June 1992, Mauzer stated that the presidehS8AO
Semberija-Majevica had decided to replace Muslims
managerial positions in Bijeljina, and should “denocide
against the Serbian people” in Bosnia-Herzegovimatioue,
all Muslims would be fired from their jobs and eipd from
the territory.

Krajisnik Trial
Judgement, para.
306.

283.

Mauzer also stated that the 2,500 Muslims aged dxiwi 8
and 35 who had fled Bijeljina in the aftermath b€ tSerb
take-over would lose their jobs, and their apartis@ould be
seized and sealed, and he advised them not taretur

Krajisnik Trial
Judgement, para.
306.

284.

From at least July 1992, Muslims in Bijeljina weéaegeted by
an organized campaign of looting and expulsion.

Krajisnik Trial
Judgement, para.
307.

285.

The Bijeljina SDS compiled a list of names of whwlt
Muslims.

Krajisnik Trial
Judgement, para.
307.

286.

Aided by Mauzer's men, Vojka®urkovi¢ of the Bijeljina
SDS paid visits to those on the list in order ttoexproperty
from them. Some of these Muslims initially paidb® able to
stay in Bijeljina. Others were detained immediatetyipped
of their valuables, and transferred to “no-manigilabetween
the warring factions, where they remained, somedirfor
days, before being able to cross into Muslim-cdlgdo

Krajisnik Trial
Judgement, para.
307.
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territory. The abandoned Muslim houses were lo@ed,then
allocated byburkovi¢ to Serbs upon payment of a fee

287.

The Bijeljina SDS was determined to rid the murddiiy of
its remaining Muslims.

Krajisnik Trial

Judgement, para.

308.

288.

[A]t least 52 persons of mainly Muslim ethnicity reekilled
by Serb forces in Bijeljina municipality in Apriléptember
1992.

Krajisnik Trial

Judgement, para.

309.

2809.

After the takeover of Bijeljina in early April, pamilitary
groups, in particular Arkan’s men, terrorized mgiMuslims
through killings, rapes, house searches, and lgotin

Krajisnik Trial

Judgement, para.

309.

290.

From at least July 1992, Muslims in Bijeljina weaggeted by
an organized campaign of looting and expulsion. g
Muslims were transferred out of the municipalitydainom

Krajisnik Trial

adudgement, para.

309.

there fled to Muslim controlled territory.

II. Doboj

291.

According to the 1991 census in BosHerzegovina, the
ethnic composition in Doboj municipality was,#84 (40
per cent) Muslims, 39,820 (39 per cent) Serth3,264
(13 per cent) Croats, 5,765 Yugoslavs, and 2,536ops of
other or unknown ethnicity.

Krajisnik Trial

Judgement, para.

338.

292.

In March and April 1992, the JNA set up checkpoiirts
Doboj town.

Krajisnik Trial

Judgement, para.

339.

293.

A large unit of the White Eagles had erder¢he
municipality around January or February 1992hisT
paramilitary group consisted of approximat&90 men in
olive-drab uniforms that often came to the townNAJ
barracks for meals.

Krajisnik Trial

Judgement, para.

340.

294.

Just prior to 3 May, this paramilitary grougmk over an
area of Ankare, near Doboj town, and forcede
residents to leave.

Krajisnik Trial

Judgement, para.

340.

295.

On 3 May, Serb paramilitaries, the JNA, arek tpolice
took over Doboj town.

Krajisnik Trial

Judgement, para.

340.

296.

The Serb crisis staff took control of the nuipality, and
all remaining Muslim police officers were arexst Muslims
and Croats were ordered to surrender theapons.

Krajisnik Trial

Judgement, para.

340.

297.

The Serb authorities issued a curfew allowing Musliand
Croats to be outside their homes for only tveairs per
day, prompting many Muslims and Croats to leaventow

Krajisnik Trial

Judgement, para.

340.

298.

Around 10 May, Se3eli's men intimidated the renmjn
residents of Doboj town

i Krajisnik Trial

Judgement, para.

340.
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299.

As a result of the Serb take-over and of rumotiis@dents
occurring in Bratunac and Bijeljina, thousaod$uslims,
Croats, and displaced persons left Doboj tden TeSanj,
a Muslim-majority town south of Doboj in TeSa
municipality.

nj

Krajisnik Trial

Judgement, paras.

340.

300.

During May and June 1992, 21 Muslim and Catho
monuments in Doboj municipality, including the Tijz
mosque and one other mosque in Doboj town, the u®osy
Gomja Grapska, and the Catholic Church in Dobojrtavere
either heavily damaged or completely destebythrough
shelling or explosives, or occasionally both.

Krajisnik Trial

1 Judgement, para.

341.

301.

On 20 May 1992, Serb forces sealed off the liiudown
of Dragalo¥¢i and set up checkpoints.

Krajisnik Trial
Judgement, para.
342.

302.

On 2 June, Serb police officers called the gis to
gather at the town railway station and ordefgeht to
surrender their weapons. Armed Serbs then sipboat the
male villagers at gunpoint, and Serb police tooko2@hese
men, including Witness Gdti to Spréa prison in Doboj
town.

Krajisnik Trial
Judgement, para.
342.

303.

In the prison, detainees were threatened and aliysed
soldiers wearing red berets and black shirts.

Krajisnik Trial
Judgement, para.
342.

304.

Around 22 June, [...] detainees were taken in arntbtmecks
to a discotheque in Usora in Doboj municipalityheTSerb
guards packed them tightly into the building, tbgetwith
other detainees already present, and beat them.e@edy
man died due to the harsh conditions.

Krajisnik Trial
Judgement, para.
342.

305.

In addition to the facilities mentioned above, Saeuhorities
detained mainly Muslim and Croat civilians in 21taefgion
centres in Doboj municipality in 1992, namely thBAJ
(Milikovac) 4th of July barracks, Seslija camp, arehouse in
Usora, the railway station, SRC Ozren, the highosththe
tyre factory in Bare, the Stanari mine, Stanarimedatary

Krajisnik Trial
Judgement, para.
344.

school, the handball stadium, Bosanska, the Rudanka

transmission line factory, Kotorko village, Majeaidangar
PD, the Putnikovo brdo military premises, SeonaapSka
elementary school, Piperi shop, the Sevarlije anijit
barracks, and Podnovlje

306.

Doboj town was taken over by Serb forces 3nMay
1992. In May and June 1992, Serb authoriiiesDoboj
municipality detained Muslim and Croat civil&anin 33
detention centres under cramped and
conditions.

Krajisnik Trial
Judgement, para.
345.

inhumane

307.

The detainees were severely mistreated, andeast one
detainee died as a result. Serb authoritisgiceed the

Krajisnik Trial
Judgement, para.

freedom of movement of Muslims and Croats, and Seihs.

paramilitaries terrorized the population in Dobmjh.
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308.

Muslim and Croat monuments were deliberately darmhage
destroyed through shelling or explosives.

Krajisnik Trial

Judgement, para.

345.

309.

The take-over of Doboj town and the threatsd
intimidation of Muslims in Doboj prompted marn
thousands to leave the town for TeSan,;.

Krajisnik Trial

Judgement, para.

345.

I11. Zvornik

310.

According to the 1991 census in Bosnia-Herzagmvithe
ethnic composition of Zvornik municipality was,482 (59
per cent) Muslims, 30,863 (38 per cent) Sed? Croats,
1,248 Yugoslavs, and 960 persons of other or unkn
ethnicity.

Krajisnik Trial

359.
DW

Judgement, para.

311.

On 3 April 1992, despite ongoing discussions betw
representatives of the SDA, SDS, and JNA abetferde
measures to be taken in case of an attack, @ ¢mmvoy of
Serbs left Zvornik town.

e&rajisnik Trial

360.

Judgement, para.

312.

On 5 April 1992, the Serb TO was mobilized pursuanan
order of the Serb crisis staff. Around this timeramilitary
forces, including the White Eagles, the Yellow Wasnd the
Red Berets, began to arrive in the municipality.

Krajisnik Trial

360.

Judgement, para.

313.

They had been invited by Branko Gryjipresident of the
crisis staff of Zvornik, who later became amber of the
Zvornik war commission on 17 June 1992 mcision of
the Bosnian-Serb Presidency.

Krajisnik Trial

360.

Judgement, para.

314.

On 5 and 6 April 1992, Serb police and paramilitdoyces -
mainly Arkan's men - erected barricades throughbe
municipality, the police was divided along ethnimebk
pursuant to a dispatch of Mémo Mandié, and Serb
members of the Zvornik SJB relocated to Karakdgjere
the Serb crisis staff was located.

Krajisnik Trial

361.

Judgement, para.

315.

During the night of the 7 April [1992], the SDA alerected
barricades, on the bridge linking Zvornik to Serbia

Krajisnik Trial

361.

Judgement, para.

316.

[On 8 April 1992,] a combination of Serb forcesthe
police, the TO, the JNA, and Arkan's memaunched an
attack against Zvornik town, which originated, lafst
partially, from inside Serbia. Many civilians welélled

during the attack and Zvornik town was taken overthe

Serb forces within a day.

Krajisnik Trial

362.

Judgement, para.

317.

The Serbian flag was hoisted on top of the maimtavesque.

Krajisnik Trial

362.

Judgement, para.

318.

On 10 April [1992], Arkan’s men looted houses inorvik
town and piled dozens of dead bodies — includiregltbdies

Krajisnik Trial

of women, children and elderly persons — onto tsuck

362.

Judgement, para.
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319.

More dead bodies lay in the streets and outsidedsu

Krajisnik Trial

362.

Judgement, para.

320.

As a result of the take-over, many Muslims withdreathe
nearby deserted village of Kula Grad, which was altacked
and taken over by paramilitaries and local moba 26 April
[1992].

Krajisnik Trial

362.

Judgement, para.

321.

On 10 April 1992, the provisional government afornik

instructed all persons with tenancy rights inialbc owned

apartments, as well as all owners of immbvaoperty
including private houses and businesses,etorm and lay
claim to those properties before 15 May, or flass of title

to the municipality.

Krajisnik Trial

364.

Judgement, para.

322.

On 5 May, the provisional government establishe'real
estate exchange agency" authorized to execute egekaof
real estate between residents of Zvornik munidipadind
other municipalities.

Krajisnik Trial

364.

Judgement, para.

323.

By late April 1992, Serb authorities had taken ooinof the
Muslim village of buli¢i in Zvornik municipality, and the
villagers surrendered their weapons to Serb forces.

Krajisnik Trial

365.

Judgement, para.

324.

In order to remain employed, Muslims had to sigriesige of
loyalty to the Serb authorities.

Krajisnik Trial

365.

Judgement, para.

325.

Also in late April or early May, Serb forces demeaddthe
surrender of the Muslim village of DitiiHowever, before the
deadline for surrender had expired, Diwvas attacked by
Serb forces consisting of Arkan's men, White Egghedd
reserve police officers.

Krajisnik Trial

365.

Judgement, para.

326.

About 1,000 Muslims fled towards the nearby villagé
JoSanica. When some of them attempted to retusr iat
May, they were turned away by Serb forces.

Krajisnik Trial

365.

Judgement, para.

327.

Around 28 May, between 400 and 500 Muslims mfr
Divi¢ Vvillage, including women, children, and elgle
persons, were forced onto buses by membershefYellow
Wasps and told that they would be taken to Mus
territory.

D Krajisnik Trial

365.
I

Judgement, para.

328.

The same day, Major Svetozar Akdcommander of the
VRS 1st Bir& Brigade, ordered the Zvornik TO to organi
and co-ordinate the moving out of the Muslim popalawith
municipalities through which they would pass.

Krajisnik Trial

365.

séudgement, para.

329.

Only women and children would be moved out, whilennit
for military service were to be placed in campsdrchange.

Krajisnik Trial

365.

Judgement, para.

330.

In early June, Serbs were seen moving into thegé in
Zvornik municipality where Muslims had been evictésome
of them had been ordered to do so by the provisic
government of the Serb municipality of Zvornik.

Krajisnik Trial

DI¥DS.

Judgement, para.
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331.

By the end of May 1992, a large number of s
villagers gathered in the Muslim-majority vileagf Kozluk
fearing paramilitaries and Serb forces whaoassed them
with demands to surrender arms. After the wkex of
Zvornik town, paramilitary groups and local Sehasl set up
barricades in nearby villages and isolated ozl

Krajisnik Trial

Judgement, para.

366.

332.

On the night of 20 June, the Serb TO under ¢bhmmand
of Marko Paviow attacked Kozluk.

Krajisnik Trial

Judgement, para.

366.

333.

On 26 June, a large number of Serb soldier®, and
paramilitary units entered Kozluk in tanks and eothmilitary
vehicles. Among the group were Branko Gruyjiresident of
the Zvornik SDS and crisis staff, Pavigvand Jovan
Mijatovi¢, a member of the Zvornik crisis staff and gy
to the Bosnian-Serb Assembly. They informedNheslims
that they had one hour to leave, or they would ibedk They
also told them that they could not take any persc
belongings with them, and forced them to sign stetds
surrendering their property.
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366.

na

334.

On [26 June 1992], a convoy of vehicles organizgdhe
Serbs who had attacked and taken over Kozluk tcatesh
approximately 1,800 persons out of the municipabtgerbia.
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366.

335.

Most of the nineteen Muslim monuments ¥Zvornik
municipality had been damaged or completedstroyed
through shelling or explosives during the tagits on
Muslim villages in April and May 1992.
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367.

336.

According to the Zvornik SJB's own repodsring the
same period the Serb police engaged in haesches
and interrogations of Muslims on a massive scalecusing
the Muslims of having "prepared the liquidati of
Serbs".
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367.

337.

Many were detained in various locations in the roypaility.
For example, the Serb police, Arkan's men, ane White
Eagles detained Muslims in the Alhos factony the
Karakaj area of Zvornik town, where the Mus were
extensive mistreated.
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367.

338.

On 9 April 1992, [an individual] @as interrogated and beatt
by Branko Grug, and approximately eighteen other Musl
detainees were killed by Arkan's men that same atagoon
thereafter.
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367.

339.

Around the end of April 1992, several Muslim menrevg
detained at the Standard factory in Karakaj, guhitue local
Serbs. Around 10 May, they were moved by the Peilce
to the Ekonomija factory, also in Karakaj, wherdo#a of
Muslim men were already detained. Some time latesy
were moved again, to the Novi lzvor factory, gualrdyy the
reserve police. This detention centre received learofl86

Muslim detainees from Divivillage on 27 May 1992. Armeg

]

> Krajisnik Trial
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368.
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groups, including members of paramilitaries fromrbse
frequently visited those three detention centred severely
mistreated the detainees. On detainee died in kioedija
factory.

340.

On 30 May 1992, about 150 Muslim men, womeand

children from the village of Kostijerevo in Zvorni
municipality were arrested by JNA soldiers. Thegrevtaken
to Dom Kulture in Drinj&e , where they were guarded byt
JNA. Muslim detainees from other villages in theniaipality

were also brought there, although all women anddiem

were soon released.
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ne

341.

The male detainees who remained were beaten bgudels
and by Arkan's men. Soon after the arrival of thtaithees, a
unit of White Eagles took them out in groups of & shot
them dead.

Krajisnik Trial
Judgement, para.
369.

342.

In early June, a paramilitary group from Serbiaaaied the
detainees with spiked metal bars and chains. Sietanees
were forced to beat each other, and three were anenidby
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372.

the guards.

343.

The Yellow Wasps, headed by the ¢kawvi¢ brothers,
Repié and Zéo, arrived at the Dom Kulture on 11 June ¢
killed at least five detainees. One man hadehiscut off,
others had their fingers cut off, and at least twen were
sexually mutilated. Refs men forced detainees to eat t
severed body parts, killing two detainees who cawtbring
themselves to do so.
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he

344.

On 27 June, Repireturned to the Dom Kulture alone a
shot 20 detainees dead and wounded 22 others

N&rajisnik Trial
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372.

345.

In mid July, the remaining detainees werendfarred with
the assistance from the Serb municipal authoritiedvornik,
to Batkovt camp in Bijeljina municipality.
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372.

346.

In addition to the facilities mentioned above, tSauthorities
detained mostly Muslim civilians at thirteen detentcentres
in Zvornik municipality in 1992, namely the Orahev&€S
headquarters, a prison near Novi lzvor, therdik prison,
the SUP, the Zvornik town police station, the Knede
school, a clay factory in Karakaj, an administratiouilding

entrance the Hladnja refrigeration plant, the youth village

the sports hall, the house of PaSa Salih@nd elementary
school at Liplje, and the Vidikovac motel.
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oY

347.

[1In total, approximately 507 Muslim civilians wekglled by
Serb forces in Zvornik municipality from April taide 1992.
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348.

Dozens were killed during the attack on Zvornik toan 8
April 1992 and many left the town in the directioiiTuzla.
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349.

In April and May 1992, Serb forces attackedher
villages in Zvornik municipality, including id¢.
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350.

The attack on Divi prompted about 1,000 Muslim villagers
flee. They were not allowed to return to their hemaend 400
to 500 were forced onto buses by paramilitary uritsl
brought to Cmi Vrh.
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351.

Serb soldiers separated a column of approximatedpQO3
Muslims who had left in fear of their safebyinging the
women, children, and elderly to Muslim-conledl
territory, and detaining the military-aged menairnangar in
the Karakaj technical school.
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352.

Serbs detained mainly Muslim civilians in 25 deiemt
facilities in Zvornik municipality, where they weigeverely
beaten, and large groups executed.
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353.

A total of 88 detainees were executed by Serb pétanes
in Dom Kulture on 30 May 1992.
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354.

In the beginning of June 1992, about 160 detaiire&sirakaj
school were executed by Serb soldiers, and anct®ér
detainees were transported to Gero's slaughterhaumsk

Krajisnik Trial

374.

executed there by Serb guards.

Judgement, para.

IV. Sanski Most

355.

According to the 1991 census in Bosnia-Heozew, the
ethnic composition of Sanski Most municipalitasv28,136
(47 per cent) Muslims, 25,363 (42 per ceBérbs, 4,322
(7 per cent) Croats, 1,247 Yugoslavs, an2B4,persons
of other or unknown ethnicity.
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508.

356.

In March 1992, local SDS officials acting on thalenrs of
regional SDS officials in Banja Luka repeateddguested
the municipal assembly to discuss the issifie Sanski
Most becoming part of the Bosnian-Serb Republic.
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5009.

357.

When the assembly refused, the local SDS autbekalled
for a division of the municipality along ethnic dig.
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509.

358.

On 25 March, by proclamation signed by the prsid of
the local SDS Vlado VrkeS, and the presidéihe Sanski
Most municipal assembly Nedjeljko RaSula, all rbSe
territories in the municipality were declared rtpaof the
Bosnian-Serb Republic as the unified Serb aipality of
Sanski Most.
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2 509.

359.

On 3 April, the Serb assembly of Sanski Most dettitthat the
municipality would become part of the ARK. The Serlsis
staff in Sanski Most issued a statement that, a80oApril,
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only the Constitution and laws of the Bosnian-Sedpublic
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shall be in effect in the territory of Serb San<Bh the same
day, the crisis staff declared the former municipssembly
illegal.

360.

The crisis staff dismissed many Muslims andafs from
their jobs, including judges and directorsf public
companies, the local radio, and the health centothers
were put off from going to work by the treatmehey
received there, and were replaced with Serbs.
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361.

Serb managers who had allowed Croats and Muslimsotk
in their companies were also dismissed. SDS presiekes,
accompanied by SOS members and the Serb polieedaut
the Croat director of the municipal SDK, appointaderb in
her place.
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362.

On 11 April 1992, [...the Muslim president of th
Sanski Most municipal court, received a threatgniletter
signed by members of the White Eagles stdatinghe and
the municipal deputy prosecutor, Enver Ceralso a
Muslim, were to leave Sanski Most by 15 May 1@@2heir
families would be harmed.
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363.

On 15 May 1992, the Muslim employees of thercavere
informed by the Serb police that they had take
mandatory leave. Dragandvivas dismissed from his po:
and the judiciary authority was transferred to ebs, upon
an order of the crisis staff.
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364.

On 17 April 1992, Stojan Zupljanin, head @SB Banja
Luka, ordered the division of the police alorignéc lines.
Police officers were ordered to demonstrater thayalty to
the Serb municipality by wearing the insigniaf the
Bosnian-Serb Republic and signing a declaratian they
would respect its laws and regulations. Only pessof Serb
ethnicity signed the declaration.
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365.

On 19 April, the crisis staff addressed atimatum to
those inside. The building was surroundeddlyiers of
the JNA 6th Krajina Brigade. Those inside the dind

managed to flee to surrounding villages. NedjeRRasula, as
head of the crisis staff, dismissed Muslim and €xfficers

from the police force.
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366.

On the same day, Serb forces attacked the muriigip
building in the town. Around that time, membergled SOS
who were supported by the SDS, armed witloragtic
weapons and dressed in camouflage, dest@§ehops
and restaurants belonging to Muslims and Grdaatthe
Sanski Most area.
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367.

In March and April 1992, Serb forces, includisgldiers of
the JNA 6th Krajina Brigade, and Serb policegcézd
checkpoints in the town of Sanski Most and arourwh-Serb
villages, and the crisis staff established a curfgehibiting
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movement at night. At the checkpoints, armed Serbes
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| checked the Muslims that went through. |

368.

During May 1992, various armed groups were seeth@
municipality, including the SOS, the White Eaglesd local
SUP and JNA Units.
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369.

On 5 August, the Sanski Most SJB reported thathim
previous two months, there had been a great dealctivity
by certain paramilitary groups that had 'brokeaefifrom the
command of the army and conducted their own opersfi
such as planting explosives, torching housesnigdlj looting
and other types of crime against the Muslim andoa@an
population, all aimed at acquiring material prafitd putting
pressure on them to move out. It further referred4bt
explosions that had been set off at Muslim housed
business premises, and two mosques destroyedepdirted
that it had registered four such groups, among th@mSOS
group, a former paramilitary group with a stréngif around
30 men, which had formally been placed undwer
command of the local military unit.
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a

370.

On 25 May 1992, calls upon Muslims to soder their
weapons to the Serb authorities were broadeest Sanski
Most radio. Serb patrols collected the weapons.
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371.

The broadcasts also called on several named indilsd—
wealthy Muslims and Muslim intellectuals — to suder.

Krajisnik Trial
Judgement, para.
514.

372.

On or around 25 May, the JNA 6th Krajina Brigadel d@he
TO also launched an artillery attack on the Mudigttlements
of Mahala, Muhti, and Otoka. Serb soldiers forced Mahg
residents to gather at a training ground and thetlesd the
village and partially destroyed houses and thel locesque.
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373.

The attack on Mahala is confirmed by a report & §IB of
Sanski Most.
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374.

On 27 May 1992, between 50 to 100 Serb sdd
surrounded the majority-Muslim village of Lukaai@and
ordered the village be evacuated for the purpdseearching
the houses for weapons.
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375.

1 August, a group of soldiers in olive-colouredfanin with a
red stripe pinned to their epaulettes came to Ligkaand
broke into several houses. They led away fourtgeiian
men aged 22 to 60 years. The following day, tHmgers
found the bodies of thirteen of the men, markechvatllet
holes and severe wounds.
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376.

Also on 27 May, Serb forces shelled the villageHofistovo,
an almost exclusively Muslim village. On 30 May,et
Muslims of the village decided to hand in their weas, but
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516.

the shelling continued.

| 377

. | The next day, as people from 21 households viereed to | Krajisnik Trial
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leave Jeléevic¢i, a Muslim hamlet in the area of HrustovpJudgement, para.

about 30 women and children and one man toblgee
inside a garage. Eight to ten Serb soldiers in cdlange
uniform came to the garage and ordered the Mustiois A

man who tried to mediate was shot and the soldigied

sixteen women and children when they tried to nwaya

516.

378.

Between 50 and 100 Serb soldiers escorted thevivets
with around 200 inhabitants of neighbourindagks to the
hamlet of Kljevci, where their valuables wetenfiscated.
Serb soldiers detained the villagers at variouatloos before
transporting them by bus and train to Doboi, whbey were
ordered to find their way to Muslim-held territory.
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516.

379.

On or around 28 May 1992, the Muslim village of pdije
was shelled by Serb forces. Shortly thereafter,jnhabitants
were summoned to hand in their weapons. They wade
that that was a condition for them to be allowedktve their
village.
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380.

On 31 May or 1 June 1992, Serb soldiers ledJagdranko
Palja escorted nineteen Muslim men from the haofleDonji

Begiti to Vrhpolje bridge. Four of the men were Killbg the
soldiers along the way. The others arriving onlihidge were
surrounded by 50 Serb soldiers, forced to surrerdeir

belongings, beaten, and ordered to jump off theégeri From
the bridge the soldiers shot at the men in the maxtd killed
almost all of them.
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519.

381.

In late May 1992, Serb forces began to arrest Cevat
Muslim leaders. Some, including the secretary & 8DA
municipal board, a Muslim judge, and the municiplilef of
police, were killed.
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523.

382.

The conditions at the police station were ,badth little
food, insufficient space to lie down, no ldbi and no
shower. Police officers, soldiers and ordinaryzeitis severely
beat the detainees on a regular basis. The detame not
given any medical treatment.
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523.

383.

Mirzet Karabeg, president of the executive board thué
municipal assembly, was detained at the Sanski t iokce
station and in the Betonirka prison camp from 25yNta 28
August 1992. In the police station, he was hetgether with
fourteen prominent Muslim and Croat civilians, am
Betonirka together with 75 persons.
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524.

384.

Approximately 30 men were detained in Betonirkasqmi
camp by June 1992. At four or five meters, theldiug
where the detainees were kept was so crowded tet
detainees were forced to sleep sitting up. Thaidets were
provided with insufficient food and water. Serblip®
officers and outsiders who were allowed into thenpabeat

and mistreated the detainees.
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§24.

| 385. | A Muslim religious leader from Vrhpolje, Emir Sefei¢,

Krajisnik Trial

Case No. IT-03-69-T 41

5 January 2010

19841



was mistreated more frequently than other detaiameswas
forced by prison guards to eat pork.
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525.

386.

In early July 1992, all Muslims from Hrustovdyrnopolje,
and Kaméak who had sought refuge
elementary school were taken to the Kringsl Hal Sanski
Most, where they were detained with 600 otherse fiygiene
conditions at this detention centre were extrenpelyr. Serb
police officers beat the detainees with batons rihels, and
[...] one man [was] beaten to death in July 1992.

in Tomir
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526.

387.

[1]n total, more than 88 Muslim civilians were latl by Serb
forces in the municipality of Sanski Most in theiipd end of
May to August 1992.
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533.

388.

Serb forces attacked many majority-Muslim villageand
settlements in the municipality and deliberatégstroyed
mosques and Muslim houses and business premises.
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533.

V. Trnovo

389.

According to the 1991 census in Bosnia-Heovzew, the
ethnic composition of Trnovo municipality was 4,7@9® per
cent) Muslims, 2,059 (29 per cent) Serbs, six@amats, 72
Yugoslavs, and 54 persons of other or unknown eityni
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589.

390.

In March and April 1992, Serbs and Muslims bothctréd
checkpoints in and around Trnovo.
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590.

391.

Also, around March or early April 1992, Serbolipe
officers formed their own police force, based la 1ocal
culture centre, and hoisted a Serb flag onbthigling.
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590.

392.

At the session of the SDS municipal board 2B April
1992, DraSkovi, a member of the board, called for
division of the municipal administration alorhnic lines.

Krajisnik Trial

dudgement, para.

590.

Case No. IT-03-69-T 42

5 January 2010

19840



