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 1                           Tuesday, 30 January 2018

 2                           [Open session]

 3                           [The Accused Simatovic entered court]

 4                           [The witness entered court]

 5                           --- Upon commencing at 9.33 a.m.

 6             JUDGE HALL:  Good morning to everyone in and around the

 7     courtroom.

 8             Mr. Registrar, would you please call the case.

 9             THE REGISTRAR:  Good morning, Your Honours.  This is the case

10     MICT-15-96-T, the Prosecutor versus Jovica Stanisic and Franko Simatovic.

11             JUDGE HALL:  Thank you. 12             And may we have the appearances, please.

13             MR. STRINGER:  Yes, good morning, Mr. President, Your Honours.

14     For the Prosecution, I'm Douglas Stringer with Chelsea Fewkes,

15     Thomas Laugel, and our legal intern Xiaofan Hu.

16             MR. JORDASH:  Good morning, Your Honours.  Myself, Wayne Jordash

17     for Mr. Stanisic, with Iain Edwards, Joseph Holmes, Catriona Murdoch,

18     Ruby Axelson, Danko Kostovic, Astrid Ponsolle, and Natalie McIntosh.

19             MR. PETROVIC: [Interpretation] Your Honours, on behalf of

20     Franko Simatovic, Vladimir Petrovic and Mihajlo Bakrac.  Thank you.

21             JUDGE HALL:  Thank you.

22             If there are no preliminary matters, good morning to you, sir.

23     Would you please make the solemn declaration on the card that the usher

24     has for you.

25             THE WITNESS:  Yes, Your Honour.  I solemnly declare that I will

 1     speak the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth.

 2                           WITNESS:  ROBERT DONIA

 3             JUDGE HALL:  Thank you, you may be seated.

 4             Yes, Mr. Stringer.

 5             MR. STRINGER:  Thank you, Mr. President.

 6             Before I begin our direct examination of today's witness,

 7     Dr. Robert Donia, I'd like to read for Your Honours a brief summary of

 8     the nature of his evidence.

 9             JUDGE HALL:  Yes, please proceed.

10             MR. STRINGER:  Your Honours, Robert Donia is an historian and

11     independent scholar who has researched, lectured, and written extensively

12     about south-eastern Europe and the region of the former Yugoslavia, in

13     particular, in the modern era of the 19th and 20th centuries.  He has

14     testified as an expert witness in some 16 cases at the ICTY, including

15     the first trial in this case, including the trials of -- and the trials

16     of Radovan Karadzic, Ratko Mladic, and the earlier trial of

17     Momcilo Krajisnik.  He testified as well in several of the Bosnian Croat

18     cases here.

19             For this retrial, Dr. Donia has submitted four expert reports.

20     The first report entitled "The Assembly of Republika Srpska: Excerpts" is

21     a slightly updated version of the report he submitted in the first trial

22     in this case.  This is a collection of excerpts of statements and -- made

23     by delegates during the proceedings of the Republika Srpska Assembly, the

24     RS Assembly.  These excerpts are organised according to themes chosen by

25     Dr. Donia bearing on issues of relevance to this case.

 1             The second report was prepared specifically for this retrial.  It

 2     is a contextual analysis of selected sessions of the RS Assembly.  These

 3     sessions were selected by the Prosecution, and Dr. Donia was asked to

 4     write a narrative analysis of the issues and developments reflected in

 5     these sessions which are thought to be among the most significant

 6     sessions of the RS Assembly during 1991 to 1995.  This contextual

 7     analysis is thus a companion to the first report which contains excerpts

 8     of the RS Assembly sessions themselves.

 9             The third report was prepared at our request for this retrial.

10     It is entitled "The Yugoslav Council for Harmonisation:  Topical Analysis

11     and Excerpts."  Here, Dr. Donia collects relevant excerpts and provides

12     an analysis of the sessions of the Yugoslav Council for Harmonisation, a

13     body that met on eight occasions between August of 1992 and April of

14     1993, to co-ordinate the policies of several Serb-dominated republics,

15     including the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia, the FRY, the Republic of

16     Serbia and Montenegro, which were constituent parts of the FRY, as well

17     as the Republic of the Serbian Krajina, or the RSK, in Croatia, and the

18     Republika Srpska, the Serb body in Bosnia-Herzegovina.

19             The fourth report, entitled "The Origins of Republika Srpska,

20     1990-1992 - A Background Report," sets out important political

21     developments in the former Yugoslavia which provide a useful background

22     and context to understanding the forces that contributed to the

23     dissolution of the Socialist Federal Republic of Yugoslavia, the SFRY,

24     and the outbreak of war in Croatia in 1991.  Specifically, the report

25     addresses the establishment of Serb structures in Croatia and

 1     subsequently in Bosnia-Herzegovina, such as the Serbian Autonomous

 2     Districts, or SAOs.  He traces the evolution of these Serb bodies in

 3     Bosnia-Herzegovina through to the establishment of the declared

 4     Republika Srpska in early 1992.

 5             So with that, Mr. President, I can proceed to the direct

 6     examination with your approval.

 7             May I first say, Your Honours, we, in the hope that we can move

 8     more quickly and efficiently through the various reports, we've

 9     distributed hard copies to Your Honours.  They should be in front of you.

10     Each of the four reports is tabbed so that you can go to them quickly.

11     Defence have these as well as -- and the interpreters in the booths do as

12     well.  So hopefully this will --

13             JUDGE HALL:  Thank you, Mr. Stringer.

14             MR. STRINGER:  This will facilitate things a bit.

15                           Examination by Mr. Stringer:

16        Q.   Dr. Donia, good morning and welcome.

17        A.   Good morning.  Thank you.

18        Q.   I would like to bring up your curriculum vitae.

19             MR. STRINGER:  For the registrar, this is something we'll go to

20     e-court for.  It's R70 number 83001.1 and it's at e-court page 236.

21     Dr. Donia's attached the CV to the end of his first report.

22        Q.   Okay.  We have that in front of us, Dr. Donia.  It's about five

23     or six pages in length.  And with perhaps the permission of the Chamber

24     and if there's no objection from my learned friends, I may just try to

25     lead you through some of these points so that we can proceed a bit more

 1     quickly here.

 2             Dr. Donia, in 1976, is it right you obtained your Ph.D., your

 3     doctorate, in south-eastern European studies from the University of

 4     Michigan, focused on the history of the SFRY, the former Yugoslavia, in

 5     the modern era, that is, the 19th and 20th century?

 6        A.   Yes, that's true.

 7        Q.   And then since 1976, were you a professor and lecturer at Ohio

 8     State University and also at the University of Oregon?

 9        A.   Yes, from 1976 to 1981.

10        Q.   Okay.  And then, as I understand it, at that point in 1991 you

11     took a bit of a break and devoted a number of years to the private

12     sector, a career in the private sector; is that correct?

13        A.   Yes, from 1981 to the year 2000.

14        Q.   And then in 2000 did you come back to the subject matter of your

15     studies, south-eastern European studies and the former Yugoslavia?

16        A.   Yes, I returned to the activities of a scholar and teacher but

17     without actually receiving a permanent formal appointment at any

18     university.

19        Q.   So since 2000 have you been working as an independent scholar,

20     researching, writing, lecturing, et cetera, and are you affiliated with

21     the Russian and European studies centre at the University of Michigan?

22        A.   Yes, I am.

23             JUDGE HALL: [Microphone not activated] Excuse me, I would draw

24     counsel and the witness's attention to the court reporter's note

25     reminding you to pause between question and answer.

 1             MR. STRINGER:  Thank you, Mr. President.

 2        Q.   Both us should know this by now.

 3             Dr. Donia, you're a co-founder of the Human Rights Center at the

 4     International Institute at the University of Michigan?

 5        A.   Yes, I am.

 6        Q.   You speak and read the language that we here called B/C/S, the

 7     language of the former Yugoslavia?

 8        A.   Yes, I do.

 9        Q.   And you've written a number of books about this region, mostly

10     recently a book entitled "Radovan Karadzic, Architect of the Bosnian

11     Genocide," which was published by the Cambridge University Press in 2015?

12        A.   That's correct.

13        Q.   And then looking through your CV, we see there are many other

14     publications, commentaries, and reviews, and we're certainly not going to

15     go through all of those.

16             And then bringing you here to this courtroom, roughly how many

17     times have you testified in the International Criminal Tribunal for the

18     former Yugoslavia?

19        A.   I believe it to be about 16.

20        Q.   And does that include testifying as an expert in the Karadzic

21     case, Mladic, the Krajisnik case?

22        A.   Yes.  Each of those three and others.

23        Q.   As well as cases on the Bosnian Croat side, the Prlic case and

24     some of the earlier Bosnian Croat cases here going back to 1997, I

25     believe?

 1        A.   Yes, Blaskic, Kordic, and Prlic.

 2        Q.   Let's take a look at your reports very quickly.  The Judges have

 3     just heard me describe them in general and so we're not going to take a

 4     lot of time, but just a few moments to describe for the Chamber what each

 5     of these reports is and some of the methodologies involved.

 6             So if you could turn to the first of the reports.  This is our

 7     R70 number 83001.1, this is "The Assembly of Republika Srpska: Excerpts"

 8     report.  Could you just briefly tell the Judges what is the subject of

 9     this report?

10        A.   This report was prepared from the transcripts of the --

11     transcripts and minutes of the Assembly of Republika Srpska, and in it, I

12     attempted to take the roughly 6.000 pages of those transcripts of

13     57 sessions and extract from them major themes which I then identified,

14     and under each theme then sought out passages which seemed to me to be

15     relevant and revelatory for issues related to the indictment in this

16     case.

17        Q.   And then turning from the title page to the first page of the

18     document of the table of contents, does this identify what are the themes

19     that you arrived at in -- in preparing this report?

20        A.   Yes, these are the themes that are the categories into which I

21     put the various -- I think it's 330 excerpts.

22             MR. STRINGER:  Your Honours, I should also note Dr. Donia

23     included in this report for every excerpt that Your Honours see in the

24     English, the same excerpt appears as endnote in the report in its

25     original language which Dr. Donia included in the report, but we haven't

 1     -- in order to save paper and make things a little less bulky, the B/C/S

 2     versions of those same excerpts are not included in the hard copies that

 3     have been distributed so ...

 4             JUDGE HALL:  So noted, Mr. Stringer.

 5             MR. STRINGER:

 6        Q.   Turning to the next report, Dr. Donia, this is the contextual

 7     analysis of selected sessions of the RS Assembly.  Just tell us briefly

 8     how is this related to the first report?

 9        A.   This report I prepared at your request after you had identified

10     several sessions which seem to focus on a single theme or were a response

11     to a specific situation in which discussion at the assembly cast

12     considerable light.  So this is actually a text, a text of analysis of

13     those sessions, one session at a time, or in the first case, three

14     sessions, and drawing upon the various excerpts that are in the first

15     report and, in a few cases, additional text from the transcripts

16     themselves.

17        Q.   This is analysis that you wrote yourself?

18        A.   Yes.

19        Q.   All right.  And I should go back to the first report.  The first

20     report, the Assembly of Republika excerpts, this is actually -- if I may

21     just put it to you, this is a report that you had prepared previously

22     that's been updated or modified for this retrial; is that correct?  The

23     first report.

24        A.   Yes, I first prepared a report like this much shorter for the

25     Milosevic case, and since then it has been updated and expanded several

 1     times.

 2        Q.   If we could move then to the third report, just a brief

 3     introduction.  This is the report on the Yugoslavia Council for

 4     Harmonisation.  This is R70 number 83001.3.  And while that's coming up,

 5     Dr. Donia, could you just tell us briefly what was the Yugoslav Council

 6     for Harmonisation?

 7        A.   The Council of Harmonisation was convened by the president of the

 8     Federal Republic of Yugoslavia, Mr. Cosic, to reconcile the various

 9     viewpoints of different entities in the first instance between the

10     federal state of Yugoslavia and its two constituent republics, the

11     Republic of Serbia and the Republic of Montenegro, in preparation to

12     present a united front at peace negotiations that were then being

13     initiated.

14        Q.   And in a few of these sessions did Serb leaders from Bosnia or

15     Croatia attend and participate as well?

16        A.   Yes, in the sessions after the 1st of January, 1993, in the --

17     the first session after that date, which was, I believe, the 6th,

18     representatives of Republika Srpska participated as well as

19     representatives from the Republic of Serbian Krajina.  And at sessions 7

20     and 8, the representatives from the Republic of Serbian Krajina were not

21     present but there were representatives of the Republika Srpska there.

22        Q.   And as we'll see when we get into it later, this report contains

23     both excerpts and also analysis or narrative analysis that you wrote as

24     part of this?

25        A.   Yes.

 1        Q.   And then finally the last report, which we've got numbered

 2     R70 number 83001.4, it's the last report we come to here, but actually I

 3     think it's the first of the reports that was made or among the first that

 4     you made; is that correct?

 5        A.   Yes, it's also something of an old warhorse that had its origins

 6     in earlier cases.

 7        Q.   This is called "The Origins of Republika Srpska, 1990-1992 - A

 8     Background Report."  Could you just describe briefly what is the

 9     substance of this report then?

10        A.   In this report, I was asked to trace the intellectual, social,

11     and political origins of the Republika Srpska or Serbian Republic of --

12     republic of the Serbian people of Bosnia-Herzegovina which was proclaimed

13     on January 9, 1992.  So this report also goes into the military

14     background to some degree and sketches out the progression of events that

15     ended up in the creation and existence of the Republika Srpska.

16        Q.   And you said it's a bit of a warhorse.  This is a report that you

17     made some years ago and have presented in other trials here?

18        A.   Yes.

19             MR. STRINGER:  If I could ask the registrar please for R70 number

20     83109.

21        Q.   While that's coming up, Dr. Donia, in the course of preparing

22     your testimony today and reviewing over these reports, did you note a few

23     mistakes or errors that you wanted to clarify before we actually start

24     working with them?

25        A.   Unfortunately, yes, I did.

 1        Q.   Okay.  And do you see those on the screen in front of you?

 2        A.   Yes.

 3        Q.   All right.  And these corrections are corrections that you

 4     brought to the attention of the Office of the Prosecutor?

 5        A.   Yes.

 6        Q.   Okay.  And these are corrections that you would like to be made

 7     or noted in respect of the various reports?

 8        A.   Yes.

 9        Q.   Thank you.

10             MR. STRINGER:  Your Honour, I will tender the corrections sheet

11     at the end of the direct examination when we tender the reports

12     themselves.

13        Q.   Dr. Donia, we were just on the fourth of the reports which is the

14     origins report, and I'd like to stay with that one while we begin now

15     getting into these reports.  And if I could take you first to page 10,

16     your page 10, I should say, I believe this is e-court page 11, the ERN at

17     the top is 7635.  What we see here is a section of your report called:

18     Toward multi-party rule.  And at the top of your page 10, you're talking

19     about the first multi-party elections taking place in Slovenia and

20     Croatia in April of 1990.

21             If you could just briefly give us the background here.  These are

22     the first multi-party elections.  Tell us the significance of that when

23     we're talking about the former Yugoslavia.

24        A.   The first multi-party elections were held not at the level of the

25     Federation of Yugoslavia, but only at the level of the component

 1     republics, the six component republics.  They were held at three

 2     different clusters of dates throughout 1990, and they were mandated by

 3     the socialist era legislators or legislatures, parliaments, that were

 4     then governing those various republics.  So the first republics to vote

 5     were Slovenia and Croatia in April of 1990.

 6        Q.   What was the outcome of the elections in Croatia?

 7        A.   In Croatia, the elections brought to power the Croatian

 8     Democratic Community, or HDZ, headed by Franjo Tudjman, a historian from

 9     the institute of history and -- in Zagreb, who was a strong advocate of

10     greater autonomy and eventually came to seek independence from the

11     federal state for the Republic of Croatia.

12        Q.   If greater independence is the goal of Croatia then, as a

13     republic at this point, still a part of the Federal Republic of

14     Yugoslavia, what was the position of the leadership of the federal

15     government in respect of issues of independence and autonomy?

16        A.   The leadership of the Federation of Socialist Yugoslavia sought

17     changes that would centralise the federal state and reduce the autonomy

18     that might be exercised by the republics.

19        Q.   So there was tension between what Croatia -- where Croatia was

20     wanting to move and where the federal government was wanting to be?

21        A.   Yes, the difference between centralisation and decentralisation

22     and ultimately autonomy or independence.

23        Q.   Now, at the top of page -- your page 12 of the hard copy, I

24     believe it's e-court page 13, the ERN is 7637 at the top, here you're

25     referring to events in Serbia, the republic now of Serbia.  And in

 1     respect of multi-party elections and the direction of Serbia, what can

 2     you tell us during this phase?

 3        A.   In -- the elections in the two republics of Serbia and Montenegro

 4     were held in December of 1990.  But unlike in other republics, the

 5     leadership of the Republic of Serbia sought, first, to enact a new

 6     constitution or amend the constitution which was then approved in --

 7     promulgated in July of 1990, which implemented centralisation measures

 8     within the Republic of Serbia which specifically meant less power for the

 9     so-called Autonomous Regions of Vojvodina and Kosovo.

10        Q.   And the centralisation then placed then greater power in the

11     hands of who?

12        A.   Slobodan Milosevic who was then president.

13        Q.   Okay.  Now, turning -- looking back at the report here where we

14     are at, which is page 12, then you have got a section that traces through

15     events occurring then from that point forward in Croatia, and I'm going

16     to move over that and I'm going to bring us, I think for the interests of

17     time, which I'm already trying to be aware of, to bring us to events in

18     Bosnia-Herzegovina, which then brings us to page 23 of your report;

19     e-court 24.

20             Now, just a moment ago, you described the multi-party elections

21     in Croatia, and here on page 23 there's a reference to 1990 elections in

22     Bosnia-Herzegovina.  Can you just give us a few sentences about that.

23        A.   The elections in Bosnia-Herzegovina, like the elections in the

24     other republic, were authorised by the socialist era Communist-led

25     parliament of Bosnia-Herzegovina.  The elections themselves were held on

 1     November 18th, 1990, and involved the parties representing the three

 2     primary ethnic or national groups in Bosnia, the Serbs, Croats, and

 3     Bosnian Muslims, as well as representatives of two parties, one called

 4     the reformists and the other the renamed League of Communists of

 5     Bosnia-Herzegovina which went eventually by the name of the Social

 6     Democratic Party.

 7        Q.   And then moving forward a couple of pages to your page 25, this

 8     is your description of the political parties that were involved in those

 9     elections and then you move on to describe the election campaign itself,

10     which we're not going to go into here.  But could I just ask you what was

11     the outcome, then, in the end of these multi-party elections in Bosnia?

12        A.   The leaders -- or the parties of the three nations prevailed

13     with together about 75 per cent of the vote over the social democratic

14     and reformist parties, which were non-national in character.

15        Q.   And what were these three parties?

16        A.   The Croatian Democratic Union, or HDZ, which went by the same

17     name and had the same programme as the party of that name in Croatia; the

18     Serbian Democratic Party, which adopted its name and symbols but not its

19     programme from the party of that name in Croatia as well, the party of

20     the Croatian Serbs; and the Party of Democratic Action, which was the

21     party of the Bosnian Muslims headed by Alija Izetbegovic.

22        Q.   We'll be using the shorthand.  The SDS would be the Serb party,

23     the Bosnian Serb party in Bosnia?

24        A.   Yeah, Serbian Democratic Party.

25        Q.   And the SDA would the Muslim or -- I guess it's Bosniak now, if

 1     you will, party in Bosnia --

 2        A.   Bosnian Muslim Party at the time, yes.

 3        Q.   Who was the leader of the SDS?

 4        A.   The leader of the SDS, president of the party was

 5     Radovan Karadzic.

 6        Q.   Who was the leader of the SDA?

 7        A.   Alija Izetbegovic.

 8        Q.   What was his position, who was he?

 9        A.   Alija Izetbegovic was a Muslim dissident who came to become

10     president of that party, and in the course or in the elections was

11     elected to the seven-member Presidency of Bosnia-Herzegovina and then

12     selected as president of that Presidency after the elections had taken

13     place.

14        Q.   If we could then please move to page 31, your page 31, e-court

15     32, here at the top of the page you're referring to something called

16     regionalisation as a name given to the SDS campaign in Bosnia to secure

17     one-party rule and single nationality control of territory inhabited by

18     Serbs.

19             Maybe I've just said it, but what in general were in your view

20     the objectives of what you call regionalisation?

21        A.   Well, the objective of regionalisation, the primary objective was

22     to take areas in which Serbs lived in substantial numbers, particularly

23     Serb-majority areas, insulate them against the jurisdiction of the

24     government of Bosnia-Herzegovina through formation of regional

25     associations of municipalities.

 1        Q.   Was this an initiative of the SDS or was this regionalisation

 2     something that occurred spontaneously?

 3        A.   It was exclusively an initiative of the SDS.

 4        Q.   And you've just mentioned, I believe, the formation of regional

 5     associations.  If we could move to -- I should say, this is referred to

 6     tracing the creation of these associations, pages 31, 32, 33, 34, you

 7     make a reference to one of these which is the Community of Municipalities

 8     of the Bosnian Krajina, the ZOBK?

 9        A.   Yes.

10        Q.   Is that an example of one of these regional associations you have

11     described?

12        A.   It really was the first one formed and by far the most active of

13     the regional communities of municipalities formed at that time.

14        Q.   And then moving to your page 34, e-court 35, at the bottom of

15     that page you refer to two other of these communities of municipalities.

16     Do you see that?

17        A.   Yes.

18        Q.   Which were those?

19        A.   The others were the Community of Municipalities of Romanija which

20     was in the Sarajevo area, and eastern and old Herzegovina which, of

21     course, was in the southern part of Bosnia-Herzegovina, and there were

22     two others as well.

23        Q.   And then at the same paragraph, you indicate that these were

24     renamed SAOs.

25        A.   Yes.

 1        Q.   What does that mean?

 2        A.   They were in the course of -- once the Bosnian Serb Assembly met,

 3     the initiative came forward to transform these into or rename them as

 4     Serbian Autonomous Regions parallel to what they were known as in

 5     Croatia.

 6        Q.   During this period, was there any correspondence or link between

 7     the various SAOs either in Bosnia or even across the border up into

 8     Croatia?

 9        A.   In June of 1991, there was an attempt by the leaders of both the

10     Bosnian Krajina and the Krajina SRK -- the Serbian Republic of Krajina in

11     Croatia, to merge their two administrative units.  That effort was

12     actually nominally carried out but was then destroyed by the leadership,

13     the central leadership of the SDS in Sarajevo supported by Serbian

14     President Milosevic.

15        Q.   The territory or these areas of these communities regions, SAOs,

16     in Bosnia, did these areas encompass -- were these places where there

17     were significant numbers of non-Serbs living as well?

18        A.   Yes, they all included municipalities where there were

19     significant numbers of Muslims and/or Croats as well as the Serbs who

20     were there.

21        Q.   I'd like now for you to turn to your first report, 83001.1, which

22     is the excerpts of the RS Assembly report.  Going to talk about a couple

23     of excerpts that relate to this issue of regionalisation in the SAOs.  So

24     in this report we would be looking first at excerpt number 190 - each of

25     these excerpts is marked or is numbered serially for Your Honours - and

 1     excerpt number 190 appears on page 75 of the hard copy.  I believe that

 2     is e-court page 77.

 3             Now, this is the first excerpt that we're looking at, Dr. Donia,

 4     so just tell us, please, what is this?  What are we looking at here?

 5        A.   This was a speech delivered at the 20th Session in September of

 6     1992 by a delegate who was commenting on the recent change from a policy

 7     of decentralisation within Republika Srpska to the rotation to a much

 8     more centralised policy.  So it is a retrospective assessment of a report

 9     on what happened back in the period from April 1991 to, let's say,

10     November 1991.

11        Q.   And this gentleman, Mr. Jovo Mijatovic, he says:

12             "At a time when we had to destroy a unitary Bosnia, the SAO

13     regions and districts were politically and territorially the best

14     solution because with them we could round off our territories locally."

15             Do you see that?

16        A.   Yes.

17        Q.   You have mentioned this earlier but does a statement like this,

18     then, relate to your having written that a purpose of regionalisation was

19     to blunt, if you will, the authority of the Bosnia-Herzegovina government

20     in these areas?

21        A.   Yes, it does.

22        Q.   Turning the page, we see another excerpt, this one by someone

23     named Vojo Kupresanin.  This is at a session of the RS Assembly in

24     September of 1992.  He says:

25             "Last year we build up the region and made it strong with a clear

 1     purpose and goal.  The task of the region of Krajina was to destroy

 2     Alija's state."

 3             Now, the reference to "the region of Krajina," is this a

 4     reference to the region or the community Krajina that you've mentioned in

 5     your report that we were just looking at?

 6        A.   Yes, originally the Community of Municipalities of Bosnian

 7     Krajina, so proclaimed in April 1991, which was then renamed the

 8     Autonomous Region of Krajina in October of 1991.

 9        Q.   And again, does this relate to your assessment that at least a

10     purpose of the regionalisation or establishment of the SAOs was to take

11     some form of autonomy or control?

12        A.   Yes, I think it's quite an explicit statement of the purpose of

13     those regions to weaken the central state of Bosnia-Herzegovina as it

14     then stood.

15        Q.   Now, moving back to -- I think we're going to move back there.

16     Yes, we're going to move back to your origins report.  Again, this is the

17     early report that you wrote about some of the earlier developments.  This

18     is 83001.4.  And it's going to be your page 45, e-court 46.

19             But before we go there, the -- when was it when these regions

20     then were renamed as SAOs in Bosnia?  What roughly was the time-period

21     there?

22        A.   They were created, renamed in the period from the formation of

23     the Assembly of Bosnia-Herzegovina -- or of the Bosnian Serbs.  So

24     October and November of 1991.

25        Q.   All right.  Had the Republic of Bosnia-Herzegovina declared

 1     independence yet by that point from the SFRY?

 2        A.   No.

 3        Q.   All right.  Were the Bosnian Serbs at this point in favour of an

 4     independent Bosnia-Herzegovina in sort of the same way that Croatia had I

 5     believe by this point achieved independence from Yugoslavia?

 6        A.   No, they were adamantly opposed to it.

 7        Q.   What was the position of the other parties, the HDZ, the Bosnian

 8     Croats, and the SDA, the Bosnian Muslims, in regard to independence of

 9     Bosnia-Herzegovina?

10        A.   They favoured greater autonomy for Bosnia and Herzegovina, but

11     were short -- fell short of asking for independence.

12        Q.   Now, looking at page 45 of 83001.4, the first full

13     paragraph there, you're referring to -- well, you say:

14             "The SDS leaders accelerated their campaign to establish separate

15     Serb institutions in Bosnia-Herzegovina following the tumultuous events

16     of 14-15 October 1991."

17             MR. STRINGER:  I think I owe an apology to the court reporter and

18     the interpreters at this point.

19        Q.   And you refer to an impassioned speech made by Radovan Karadzic.

20     Do you see that?

21        A.   Yes.

22        Q.   We will watch part of that speech in just a moment, the video,

23     but I want to ask you first to tell us what was the context in which the

24     speech was made?

25        A.   The speech was made in the course of the 8th Session of the

 1     parliament of Bosnia-Herzegovina, multi-ethnic parliament whose

 2     representatives were elected in November of 1991 -- I'm sorry, 1990.  The

 3     topic for that session was twofold.  One was a platform for Bosnia and

 4     Herzegovina to use or its representatives to use in negotiations that

 5     were upcoming in The Hague; and second was consideration of a declaration

 6     of sovereignty, which actually only reiterated a provision of the

 7     constitution in effect at that time but which was widely, universally

 8     considered to be a step toward closer to independence.

 9             MR. STRINGER:  If we could now play the clip.  This is, for the

10     registrar, R70 number 50045.2.

11                           [Video-clip played]

12             THE INTERPRETER: [Voiceover] "I'm trying -- most peacefully to

13     tell you this.  You want in The Hague to achieve that this should be a

14     third or fourth republic that would not be in Yugoslavia but we can't do

15     that.  We must be in Yugoslavia.  Sovereign people in Bosnia-Herzegovina

16     can speak for themselves, not for others.  We said so in our assembly.

17     We shall make it impossible for you before the domestic and public -- and

18     international public to commit violence against the Serbian people.  That

19     is constitutional violence.  And after constitutional violence come all

20     other types of violence.  We are no longer being asked about the

21     situation.  Again, at the rostrum, this has been said 100 times.  We are

22     not being given a say in this situation.  If we come to a situation where

23     Slovenia and Croatia already are, especially Croatia.  However, in

24     Bosnia-Herzegovina, that inferno would be a thousand times worse and

25     there would be no way of stopping it.  And I have to send a message to

 1     all deputies.  Gentlemen, I assure you, even if you adopted something

 2     tonight, and you have no way of doing so, we have a constitutional way to

 3     stop you from voting.  Even if you were to adopt anything, that would be

 4     a disgrace for Mr. Izetbegovic in The Hague because we have a way to make

 5     it impossible for him in The Hague.  That would be also a disgrace for

 6     this parliament in Europe and all the peoples in Yugoslavia and in

 7     Europe.  And it would be especially your disgrace, Croats and Muslims,

 8     you who are loyal to this idea, it would be your great shame and proof

 9     that you respect sovereignty and equality of the Serbian people in Bosnia

10     and Herzegovina.

11             "Again, once more, please, I'm not threatening you, I'm begging.

12     Please understand very seriously the interpretation of the political will

13     of the Serbian people, represented here by the Social Democratic Party

14     and the Serbian Movement of Restoration and even some other Serbs from

15     other parties.  Please understand this very seriously.  It's not good

16     what you are doing.  This is a road to which you want to lead

17     Bosnia-Herzegovina, the same highway of hell and suffering that Slovenia

18     and Croatia took.  Please don't think that you won't take

19     Bosnia-Herzegovina to hell and Muslim people perhaps you would lead to

20     disappear.  Because the Muslim people will not be able to defend

21     themselves if war breaks out.

22             "Please, let these be big words.  Big situations demand big

23     words.  How are you going to stop anyone from killing in Bosnia and

24     Herzegovina?  How can war in Croatia be stopped, especially in peripheral

25     areas where Serbs and Croats live shoulder to shoulder, whose two

 1     political wills are clashing and they have not been exercised in any

 2     legal way.  The only way in which they can be implemented from now on,

 3     gentlemen, as long as you don't take off the issue of independence of

 4     Bosnia-Herzegovina from the agenda -- off the agenda, I will speak

 5     regularly.  That's my right.  Let me send the message both to the Muslim

 6     and the Serbian and the Croatian people that you here want to manage in

 7     Europe something that you have no right to.  Thank you."

 8             MR. STRINGER:

 9        Q.   Dr. Donia, is this at least a part of the speech that you are

10     referring to here in your report, 83001.4, the top of the your page 45?

11        A.   Yes.

12             MR. STRINGER:  Your Honour, we tender the clip, the video-clip.

13             JUDGE HALL:  Admitted and marked.

14             THE REGISTRAR:  As Exhibit P1588, Your Honours.

15             MR. STRINGER:  Just moving down to this latter part of the

16     paragraph.

17        Q.   Shortly after this speech, do the HDZ and the SDA go ahead anyway

18     and adopt a declaration of sovereignty, the declaration that Karadzic and

19     the SDS were opposed to?

20        A.   Yes, they did.  The Serb chairman or president of the assembly

21     adjourned the assembly for the day.  This was early in the morning of

22     October 15th, and people began filtering out of the hall.  And then the

23     HDZ and SDA reconvened the session and approved both the declaration of

24     sovereignty and a platform for negotiations in The Hague.

25        Q.   What follows is a sequence of events that I'm going to try to

 1     lead you through rather quickly without going into too much detail.  But

 2     we've got a slide that we've prepared that hopefully shows some of these

 3     developments a bit more graphically so that we can see the sequence.

 4             Looking at your report on the same page 45, Dr. Donia, you

 5     mention that on the 24th of October, 1991, is the declaration of the

 6     Assembly of the Serb People in Bosnia-Herzegovina.

 7        A.   Yes, this -- the assembly of which excerpts we've been looking

 8     was constituted of the 83 Serbian delegates elected at the multi-party

 9     elections of November 1990.

10        Q.   Okay.

11             MR. STRINGER:  Are we seeing this?  Are we seeing the timeline?

12     Okay, thank you.

13        Q.   And then moving to page 46, again just to reference, you mention

14     a Serb plebiscite that's held in November of 1991 in which Serbs voted

15     overwhelmingly to reject independence of Bosnia-Herzegovina and to remain

16     in Yugoslavia.

17        A.   Yes, this was a plebiscite which was sanctioned by the Assembly

18     of Republika Srpska, established, run by the SDS in which the vast

19     majority of voters were Serbs and the vast majority of voters opted to

20     remain in Yugoslavia.

21        Q.   And then on the same page, on the 20th of December, you refer to

22     the BH Presidency.  Now we're still talking about the Socialist Republic

23     of Bosnia-Herzegovina, that is a part of the Socialist Federal Republic

24     of Yugoslavia; correct?

25        A.   Yes.

 1        Q.   Applying to the Badinter Commission to be recognised as

 2     independent.  What's the Badinter Commission?

 3        A.   The Badinter Commission was the arbitration commission of the

 4     European Community which was assigned the task at this point of

 5     determining a method for determining what republics should be recognised

 6     as independent in both the former Yugoslavia and in the Soviet Union.

 7        Q.   And then turning to the next page.  You refer on following day,

 8     the 21st of December, 1991, to the RS Assembly preparations for the

 9     formation of a Serb republic.  And we will actually come in a little bit

10     to the RS Assembly session of the 21st of December, 1991, so we'll just

11     note that for now for the record and put that up on the slide so that

12     everyone can see the consequence.

13             And then the same page, the next development you refer to is the

14     Serb Assembly proclamation of the republic of Serbian people in

15     Bosnia-Herzegovina on the 9th of January, 1991?

16        A.   Yes.

17        Q.   And then finally on the next page, page 47, there's a referendum

18     in Bosnia-Herzegovina regarding independence.  That's late February and

19     the 1st of March, 1990 -- sorry, 1992.

20        A.   Yes.

21        Q.   What was the outcome of that referendum and who voted in it?

22        A.   The referendum was requested by the Badinter Commission or

23     recommended by the Badinter Commission to determine the will of the

24     people of Bosnia-Herzegovina.  It was, therefore, internationally

25     observed and held by the government of Bosnia-Herzegovina.  Almost all

 1     Serbs in Bosnia-Herzegovina boycotted the voting, leaving Muslims and

 2     Croats as the -- pretty much the sole voters and they overwhelmingly

 3     approved the recommendation of independence.

 4        Q.   Did Bosnia-Herzegovina itself ever declare its independence?

 5        A.   No, it did not.

 6        Q.   Was independence subsequently recognised by the international

 7     community?

 8        A.   It was recognised by the European Community as independent on

 9     April 6th, 1992, and by the US on April 7th.

10        Q.   Do you happen to know the date on which Serb forces attacked and

11     took control over the municipality of Zvornik in Bosnia-Herzegovina?

12        A.   I believe it was the 7th of April or 8th of the April.

13        Q.   In which year?

14        A.   1992.  Immediately after these declarations, recognitions.

15             MR. STRINGER:  Could we have R70 number 00065.  That's going to

16     come up on the screen.  We don't have hard copies of that one.  This is

17     just an exhibit.

18        Q.   Dr. Donia, you read the language.  Are you able to tell us what

19     this document is while we now we see the English coming up --

20        A.   Yes, the English is here as well.  The document is known by the

21     very forgettable title of:  Instructions for the organisation and

22     activities of organs of the Serb people in Bosnia-Herzegovina in a state

23     of emergency.  It was distributed to local leaders of the SDS on 19th of

24     December, 1991.

25        Q.   Where was it distributed to them?

 1        A.   At a meeting in Sarajevo.

 2             MR. STRINGER:  And we -- if we could move forward to the next

 3     page of this.  We'll just scroll through it quickly.  I think we need to

 4     see -- yeah, a bit larger.

 5        Q.   Here we are looking at a Variant A.  And without getting into all

 6     the details here, can you describe -- and we're going to see in a moment

 7     a Variant B.  Maybe I could just go straight to it.  What's the

 8     difference?  What's going on with the Variant A and B and what is this

 9     document about?

10        A.   Variant A was directed at those municipalities in which Serbs

11     were a majority.  Variant B was for those municipalities in which Serbs

12     lived but were a minority.

13        Q.   And what, in general, was the crux of what this direction was to

14     these municipalities?

15        A.   It was a set of instructions to prepare for and seize power --

16     prepare to seize power and ultimately seize power in two phases, one, the

17     preparation phase, and the other the actual execution phase, initially by

18     the formation of two bodies.  The -- each municipality was to form a

19     Serbian municipal assembly and also a Crisis Staff which would be the --

20     a vehicle that would actually administratively run the place once this

21     seizure of power took place.

22        Q.   Could you please turn to your second report in the -- in the hard

23     copies you've got, 83001.2.  This is the contextual analysis that you've

24     written on some of the selected assembly sessions, and I want to quickly

25     take you to page 7 of the hard copy, which I think is also page 7 in

 1     e-court.  It is ERN 7272 at the top.

 2        A.   Yes.

 3        Q.   Now, at this part of your report, you are actually addressing a

 4     session of the RS Assembly that was held on a -- a few months later on

 5     March 18th of 1990, but at the top of page 7 here, you refer to calls to

 6     set up Serb institutions and Serb-inhabited areas, whether or not Serbs

 7     made up an absolute majority there.  Do you see that?

 8        A.   Yes.

 9        Q.   And then you continue:

10             "The details for such a swift, secretly prepared seizure of power

11     were spelled out in a document distributed to local SDS operatives on

12     December 19, 1991."

13        A.   Yes.

14        Q.   Are we looking now at the document that you're referring to here

15     in this part of your report?

16        A.   Yes.

17        Q.   What is it about this that leads you to conclude it was setting

18     the stage for a swift, secretly prepared seizure of power?

19        A.   The individual steps that are required of the local SDS leaders

20     make it clear that particularly in those municipalities in which Serbs

21     were a minority, measures were to be taken which would be done secretly

22     and to the detriment of non-Serbs in the -- in those municipalities.

23             MR. STRINGER:  Mr. President, we tender that exhibit.  It's

24     R70 number 00065.

25             JUDGE HALL:  Admitted and marked.

 1             THE REGISTRAR:  Exhibit P1589, Your Honours.

 2             MR. STRINGER:

 3        Q.   If we could now go to your first report and look at one of the

 4     excerpts that relates to this, Dr. Donia, so again the first report.

 5     This is going to be excerpt 197.  This is 83001.1, page 78 of the hard

 6     copy.  Page 80, I believe, of e-court.

 7             Now, in this excerpt, Dr. Donia, we see a statement being made by

 8     Radovan Karadzic at the 50th Session of the RS Assembly in April of 1995.

 9     Do you have that?

10        A.   Yes.

11        Q.   So this is quite a few years after the events we're discussing.

12     What he says:

13             "At the moment the war began in the municipalities where we were

14     in the majority, we had municipal power, held it firmly ..."

15             Skipping ahead:

16             "In the municipalities where we were in minority, we set up

17     secret government Municipal Boards," et cetera.

18             You will remember the A or B Variant.  Now, is Karadzic referring

19     here retrospectively back to the document that we were just looking at?

20        A.   Yes, that is certainly the case.  The A/B Variants that he

21     describes are exactly those outlined in the document.

22        Q.   Okay.  Can you tell us, doctor, to what extent in practice were

23     these two Variants implemented at the municipal level?

24        A.   They were implemented quite unevenly.  In a few municipalities

25     these changes had actually taken place by the time the instructions were

 1     distributed on December 19th.  In a good number of municipalities, the

 2     instructions actually resulted in local leaders going back to their

 3     municipalities and creating a Serbian municipal assembly and a Crisis

 4     Staff.  And in some, there was really no action taken at all which led to

 5     urgent pleas by Karadzic and other SDS leaders to take these steps in the

 6     course of February and March.

 7        Q.   Now, a few moments ago when we had the timeline up, we marked

 8     21 December 1991 as the date in which the RS Assembly issued preparations

 9     for the formation of a Serb republic.  And I'd like to go into the

10     session a little -- in more detail of 21 December 1991.

11             Could we go, please, now -- staying in the excerpts report which

12     is in front of you, page 7, excerpt number 11 -- sorry, yeah, excerpt

13     number 11, page 7 of the hard copy, page 9 of the e-court.

14             Now, here at this session on the 21st of December, 1991, Karadzic

15     speaking, and he makes reference to "the territories on which we

16     conducted our referendum to secede from Yugoslavia."  He says:

17             "In all territories where Serbs took part in the referendum,

18     regardless of whether they make 5 per cent or 55 per cent of the

19     population, they are the constituent element of that town or that

20     republic."

21             Could you elaborate on Karadzic's articulation of the territory

22     here and its relation to the ethnic or demographic composition of that

23     territory.

24        A.   Karadzic here makes a territorial claim on behalf of the Serb

25     people, basing his claim upon the areas where Serbs voted in the

 1     plebiscite of November 10th and 11th.  That plebiscite, of course, was

 2     held in many settlements, including settlements where there were very few

 3     Serbs residing.  And his argument here is that where Serbs voted in the

 4     plebiscite, that is Serbian land.  So that would include a great deal of

 5     land in which the Serbs were in a small minority and in which Bosnian

 6     Muslims and Croats were the predominant groups.

 7        Q.   And moving up on the same page to excerpt number 9, there's a

 8     statement here by someone named Aleksa Buha and you indicate in your

 9     report he was subsequently the foreign minister of the RS.  This is at

10     the same session, he says:

11             "All this, this national identity, national quality, nation as

12     fundamental unit of individual and collective life ..."

13             I want to focus on that statement about "nation as the

14     fundamental unit."  What's he saying there?

15        A.   Aleksa Buha was, in my opinion, probably the most articulate

16     spokesman for the idealogy of Bosnian Serb nationalism that was widely

17     shared.  And I think in this passage he establishes the fundamental

18     principle that the effective unit of human life is the nation and that

19     unit of life has -- is superior to any other form of collectivity or that

20     of the individual in terms of the ability of society to develop.

21        Q.   Now just to be clear when we talk about the word "nation,"

22     because Yugoslavia is a nation, it could be -- the word could be used in

23     that way.  What specifically are we referring to when we're referring to

24     "nation" and "nationality" in this context?

25        A.   The term in Serbo-Croatian, B/C/S, is "narod" which can be

 1     translated -- should be translated as "people."  But it also is -- in our

 2     usage in English refers to a nation.  And so that is a terminological

 3     difference in the vocabulary in use at this time.  They would not have

 4     referred to a country, polity as a nation.  They would have thought of a

 5     nation as an actual people of a particular ethnicity.

 6        Q.   And who are the people that are being referred to here?  What's

 7     the ethnicity of this nation that he's describing?

 8        A.   He's, of course, talking about the Serb people, the Serb nation.

 9        Q.   Now, he continues to address or to distinguish that model, if you

10     will, from something that he refers to as a civil society.  This is the

11     third line of this excerpt, advocating civilian society instead of

12     national society.

13             What is the civil society that he is describing here?

14        A.   The civil society was, in the vocabulary of that time and today

15     in the region, refers to a society which is not national in character.

16     It can be multi-ethnic and the individuals that make it up are not

17     necessarily distinguished by nation or at least nation is not a political

18     salient category for them.

19        Q.   And was he supporting or not supporting the model of a civic

20     society?

21        A.   No, he is supporting the model of a nation as opposed to a civil

22     society.

23        Q.   Moving ahead, I want to just follow up with another excerpt of a

24     statement made by this -- this person.  This would be excerpt number 36

25     on your page 16, e-court 18.  Here he is wanting to clear up the

 1     idealogy.  And he is placing a value, he is valuing such things as

 2     democracy, free market economy, et cetera, so how does this square with

 3     the model of a national-based society?

 4        A.   In this excerpt he is really elaborating on the idea that he

 5     expressed in the prior one that we were looking at by making it clear

 6     that a nation must have a state, a unified state.  That is the

 7     fundamental value which a nation requires to be realized in order to be

 8     self-actualised, if you will.  And that state then he describes as one

 9     based on national reconciliation with other groups, based on a market

10     economy or free economy, private property, and democratic principles.

11        Q.   I'd like now to take you to excerpt 39, which is on your page 18,

12     e-court 20.  This is an excerpt again from the same session of the

13     RS Assembly, the 21st of December, 1991.  And Karadzic here is speaking,

14     he is talking about Sarajevo, which is not central to our case, but he

15     continues and says:

16             "We should aim for as much separation as possible and only later

17     on let life and economic reasons bring people together."

18             Now is this consistent with the model that you've just expounded

19     on that Buha was describing?

20        A.   I would say it's an elaboration of it or an application of it.

21     The -- Karadzic is arguing here for a process which starts with

22     separation of peoples but then provides for reconciliation and bringing

23     peoples together after they have been separated into different polities,

24     different groups.  The same idea was expressed by a number of other SDS

25     members at this time, this idea that first have you to separate in order

 1     to have good relations among peoples.

 2        Q.   Now, this particular excerpt is included -- you've included it in

 3     the section of your report that's under the Serb strategic goals theme.

 4     We're going talk about that a little bit later.  That comes to surface,

 5     if you will, in May of 1992.  This issue of separation, is this something

 6     that becomes part of the policy of the Bosnian Serb leadership?

 7        A.   Yes, it's a fundamental policy principle that they adopted.

 8             MR. STRINGER:  Can we have, please, R70 number 794.

 9        Q.   Do you have that on the screen in front of you, Dr. Donia?  Yes?

10        A.   I have the B/C/S.

11        Q.   Okay.

12        A.   And now I have the English, yes.

13        Q.   Is the text large enough for you to read or does it need to be --

14        A.   Yes.

15        Q.   Okay.

16             MR. STRINGER:  Actually, if I could ask the registrar to scroll

17     the B/C/S version up to the top of that page because the date of this

18     doesn't appear actually on the English translation.

19        Q.   So, Dr. Donia, we're looking at something that is dated the 21st

20     of December, 1991, which is the same date of this assembly session we've

21     just been talking about.  Do you recognise this?

22        A.   Yes, I do.

23        Q.   All right.  Have you seen it before?

24        A.   Yes.  I saw it at the time that some intercepts were given to me

25     by the OTP in preparation for the Milosevic case.

 1        Q.   So you're calling this -- this an intercept, an intercepted

 2     communication?

 3        A.   Yes.

 4        Q.   Did you testify about this in the Milosevic case --

 5        A.   No.

 6        Q.   -- or was it just shown to you?  Okay.  What this is is an

 7     intercept of a communication between Mr. Karadzic and Jovica Stanisic

 8     again on the 21st of December, 1991.  And the reason I'm asking you to

 9     look at this one is because I believe in -- it's in this report or one of

10     them, you indicated that sessions of the RS Assembly were actually open

11     to the public or even broadcast.  Is that correct?

12        A.   Yes.  Most of them were, in fact, broadcast on Sarajevo

13     television.

14        Q.   Do you know if they were broadcast in Serbia?

15        A.   This intercept certainly states that they were.  They were

16     available for anyone in any station in the former Yugoslavia to pick up.

17        Q.   All right.  And staying with this first page, the exchange

18     between Karadzic and Stanisic goes like this:

19             "Radovan:  Well, we had an assembly session today.  It was

20     broadcast live.  I don't know if you saw it.

21             "Jovica:  I did.

22             "Radovan:  Which channel was it on?  Second, third?

23             "Jovica:  First, first.

24             "Radovan:  On the first.  How did it look?

25             "Jovica:  Good.  That's why I'm calling.

 1             "Radovan:  Yes.

 2             "Jovica:  Are we going to have a republic as well?"

 3             Now, that's all I'm going to ask you about this intercept, but

 4     again, does this indicate or support what you had said about at least

 5     these earlier sessions being something that was available or even

 6     broadcast to the general public?

 7        A.   Yes, that was well -- well viewed at the time in Bosnia and the

 8     former Yugoslavia.

 9             MR. STRINGER:  Mr. President, we tender this R70 number 00794.

10             JUDGE HALL:  Admitted and marked.

11             THE REGISTRAR:  Exhibit P5890, Your Honours.

12             MR. STRINGER:

13        Q.   We had it on the timeline slide, we're not going to go back to

14     that, but just sort of bookmark, if you will, the next development

15     because I'm trying to do this chronologically.  The 9th of January, this

16     is the date in which the Bosnian Serb Assembly declares this republic of

17     the Serbian people in Bosnia?

18        A.   Yes, it is.

19             MR. STRINGER:  And for Your Honours, this is referred to in the

20     origins report, 83001.4, at page 47.  I just note it for the record.

21        Q.   I want to take you now, Dr. Donia, to the 12th of May, 1992.  We

22     alluded to this a few moments ago, this issue of Serb strategic goals.

23     If you could look at your second report; that's 83001.2.  This is

24     pages 10 to 12, which I believe in e-court is pages 11 to 13.

25        A.   Yes.

 1        Q.   It begins with e-court 7275 at the top just ...

 2             Here now this is your contextual analysis report and you had been

 3     asked to focus on the 16th Session, the 12th of May, 1992.  Do you have

 4     that?

 5        A.   Yes, I do.

 6        Q.   Can you just give us a quick overview or description of the

 7     events, what emerged from this session on the 12th of May, 1992?

 8        A.   The 16th Session was held at a time when war had been going on

 9     for over a month, and the Serb forces had conquered much of Bosnia, about

10     70 per cent of Bosnia at that time.  So this is indeed a war-time session

11     in which the delegates, first of all, congratulate one another and boast

12     of their achievements in conquering certain areas and establishing more

13     pure Serbian rule and presence in some areas, and also present and

14     discuss the six strategic goals that were brought forward by

15     President Karadzic as the guide-lines for Serbian conduct in the war

16     going forward.  Finally, they turned their attention to creating an

17     actual Bosnian Serb fighting force, the Army of the Republic of Serbia,

18     or VRS, and confirmed the appointment of Ratko Mladic as the first

19     commander of that force.

20        Q.   So at this session on the 12th of May, we have the six strategic

21     goals, we have the establishment or the creation of the VRS, and then the

22     appointment of Ratko Mladic as its commander?

23        A.   Yes.

24        Q.   Save this spot because we're going to come right back to it.

25             MR. STRINGER:  But if we could please have, Mr. Registrar,

 1     R70 number 1761.

 2        Q.   What's going to come up, Dr. Donia, is the official publication

 3     of the six strategic goals, the decision of the RS Assembly adopting the

 4     goals that was published -- well, now that it is up, perhaps you should

 5     be the one to tell us what this is.

 6        A.   The six strategic goals were officially published in the

 7     Official Gazette of the Republika Srpska on -- in November of 1993.  They

 8     were those that were enumerated and identified in the session of

 9     12 May 1992.

10        Q.   All right.  And we're going to break these down, most of them,

11     but just quickly indicate for us what the six goals consist of.

12        A.   The first goal was -- asserted the principle of separation.

13     State separation from the other two national communities.

14             The second goal proposed a corridor between north-western Bosnia

15     and north-eastern Bosnia close to or along the Sava river.

16             The third goal was -- pertained to the Drina river valley and the

17     wish of the Serbs to eliminate the border between Bosnia-Herzegovina and

18     Serbia in that region.

19             The fourth goal identified two rivers, the Una and Neretva, as

20     boundaries for the objectives that Serbs wanted to reach in territorial

21     terms.

22             The fifth goal pertained to the division of the city of Sarajevo.

23             And the sixth advocated Serbs acquiring an exit to the sea.

24        Q.   Okay.  This might be a good time, just before the break, to recap

25     those in an illustrative form.  If we could put up --

 1             MR. STRINGER:  Your Honour, we've got a few slides.  These are

 2     slides that the Chamber actually saw in our opening statement, and they

 3     graphically indicate the locations and areas impacted by the six

 4     strategic goals.

 5        Q.   We'll just quickly run through those, Dr. Donia, and again I'll

 6     ask you to just sort of elaborate very briefly.

 7             So the first -- yes, okay.

 8             JUDGE HALL:  Should we come to this after the break?

 9             MR. STRINGER:  Is it -- I guess it is time.  Yes, we can indeed

10     do that, Mr. President, yes.

11             JUDGE HALL:  Yes.  So we return at 11.30.

12                           --- Recess taken at 11.02 a.m.

13                           --- On resuming at 11.30 a.m.

14             JUDGE HALL:  Yes, please continue, Mr. Stringer.

15             MR. STRINGER:  Thank you, Mr. President.

16        Q.   Dr. Donia, just before the break, we were looking at the decision

17     on the six strategic goals of the Serbian people from the 12th of May,

18     1992, and we have on the screen in front of us the published version that

19     appeared in the gazette of the Republika Srpska in November of 1992.

20             MR. STRINGER:  Mr. President, I tender that into evidence at this

21     time.

22             JUDGE HALL:  Admitted and marked.

23             THE REGISTRAR:  As Exhibit P1591, Your Honours.

24             MR. STRINGER:

25        Q.   And then just before the break, we were starting to look at some

 1     slides that hopefully will put some of these goals into perspective in

 2     terms of the geography.

 3             So the first goal, I think, is not one that involves the map so

 4     much, this issue of ethnic separation.  And we'll just run through this

 5     real quickly and then we'll come back.

 6             The next goal being set up a corridor between Semberija and

 7     Krajina.  And you see a line now on the map in front of you, Dr. Donia?

 8        A.   Yes.

 9        Q.   It's indicating a corridor.  Is that more or less the area, the

10     part of Bosnia that this corridor would apply to?

11        A.   More or less.  It is a conceptional rather than realistic

12     portrait of -- presentation of the land involved.

13        Q.   And then the third goal being elimination of the Drina river as a

14     border and we see here with the arrow the Drina.  Well, what was the

15     Drina in terms of its being a boundary at this point in time?

16        A.   The Drina, or about one half of what we see here as the Drina,

17     functions as an international border between Bosnia-Herzegovina and the

18     Republic of Serbia.

19        Q.   So the goal here was to eliminate the Drina as a border between

20     those two states?

21        A.   Between two Serb states, yes.

22        Q.   And the fourth goal relates to borders now establishing -- not

23     eliminating borders but establishing borders on the Una and Neretva

24     rivers.  And are those indicated here on this --

25        A.   Yes, they are.

 1        Q.   And which one is the Una, if you could just tell us?

 2        A.   The one in the upper left which runs close to the boundary for

 3     part of the area and actually constitutes the boundary between Croatia

 4     and Bosnia, both the northern and southern ends.

 5        Q.   And then the fifth goal related to Sarajevo -- oh, sorry, there

 6     we see the rivers?

 7        A.   Yes.

 8        Q.   Fifth goal related to Sarajevo, the division of Sarajevo into

 9     Serbian and Muslim parts?

10        A.   Yes.

11        Q.   And then sixth, access to the sea for the Serbian republic?

12        A.   Yes.

13        Q.   So with that and recognizing the imprecision, if you will, of the

14     indication of the corridor, does this accurately set out the goals and

15     where they relate to specific areas within Bosnia-Herzegovina?

16        A.   Yes, it does.

17             MR. STRINGER:  Mr. President, this map, the compilation now has

18     been marked itself as an exhibit.  We've given it R70 number 20717.  And

19     we would just tender that at this time.

20             JUDGE HALL:  Admitted and marked.

21             THE REGISTRAR:  As Exhibit P1592, Your Honours.

22             MR. STRINGER:

23        Q.   If we could now go to the excerpts report.  That's the first

24     report of yours, 83001.1.  I'd like to take you now to excerpt number 50.

25     We're going to talk a little bit about a few of these goals and how they

 1     were described or discussed in sessions of the RS Assembly.  So here we

 2     are, this is page 22 of the hard copy, page 23 in e-court.  And here we

 3     are with excerpt 50, a description by Radovan Karadzic of what the goals

 4     are.  He's describing these goals at the session itself on the

 5     12th of May, 1992?

 6        A.   Yes.

 7        Q.   And the first -- what he describes the first such goal as

 8     separation from the other two national communities, separation of states.

 9     "The separation from those who are our enemies and have used every

10     opportunity," et cetera, "to attack us," and so on.

11             Now, based on your having read all of these sessions and

12     considered them, I should ask you:  Are you able to say, is Karadzic here

13     advocating the establishment of a boundary, a political boundary as a way

14     of separating two national communities or is he is envisioning a physical

15     separation of people?

16        A.   Both.  He is speaking of a separation of states, which means a

17     physical boundary between two polities or two or more polities, and

18     separation of peoples, in particular, those who are our enemies, meaning

19     the Croats and Bosnian Muslims.  So the separation is, in fact, multiple.

20     It refers here to a demographic separation and a political separation.

21     Other places and references to this, it also makes clear that those

22     separations are to be economic and cultural, among other things.

23        Q.   At this point in time, what specifically is Karadzic's position

24     within the Bosnian Serb hierarchy?

25        A.   He is the president of the SDS and president of the Presidency of

 1     the Republika Srpska.

 2        Q.   Are you able to discern whether his comments here, his remarks,

 3     is this simply an interpretation, a statement made by someone who is a

 4     delegate at an assembly session or is this a description of policy of the

 5     republic -- of the Republika Srpska?

 6        A.   The first line here would indicate that it is a statement of

 7     official policy of the Republika Srpska, given that it's been approved by

 8     the Presidency, the government - meaning the cabinet - and the council

 9     for national security, as well as embraced by Karadzic himself.

10        Q.   You alluded to this before the break, but here we are on the

11     12th of May, 1992, had separation to some extent already been achieved in

12     parts of the Republika Srpska?

13        A.   Yes, it had been achieved in a number of places within the

14     republic, in whole or in part, and not yet in other areas of the

15     republic.

16        Q.   Do you know how the separation had been achieved up to that

17     point?

18        A.   Mostly by force of arms.

19        Q.   Now, I'd like to take you back to the session of the 21st of

20     December, 1991.  We looked at it earlier.  In your report, we're actually

21     going to jump forward to excerpt number 227.  Take you back to something

22     that Karadzic said even at that point.

23             You've identified a few retrospective statements made in the

24     assembly session.  This is perhaps more prospective.  Here Karadzic

25     refers to the consequences of war, civil war in Bosnia-Herzegovina,

 1     causing deaths of several hundred thousand people, destruction,

 2     et cetera, and would also result in massive and rapid population

 3     movements.  In other words, it would lead to population homogenisation.

 4             So this idea of population homogenisation, if you will, or

 5     separation, is this something that actually harkens back to earlier

 6     periods within the RS Assembly prior to the 12th of May, 1992?

 7        A.   Yes, it does harken back to the earlier sessions.  In fact, it

 8     could be said to harken back to a number of historical presidents prior

 9     to that time, in the 1940s and so on.

10        Q.   Now, this particular excerpt from the 21st of December, this is

11     the date that we saw of the conversation that Dr. Karadzic had with

12     Jovica Stanisic that evening?

13        A.   Yes.

14        Q.   And then going back to Dr. Karadzic's description of the goals at

15     the 16th Session, again back to excerpt number 50 on page 22, e-court 23.

16     The second goal that I'm going to just going to quickly ask you about,

17     this idea of a strategic goal, a corridor between Semberija and Krajina.

18     Does this pertain to the arrow that we saw running horizontally across

19     Bosnia map in the slide?

20        A.   Yes, between Semberija which is north-eastern Bosnia and the

21     Bosnian Krajina which was in north-western Bosnia.

22        Q.   And then we see on the next page in excerpt 51, General Mladic,

23     who's present at this assembly session as well, refers to the corridor as

24     the goal or a goal.

25        A.   Yes.

 1        Q.   I'd like to take you now to excerpt number 52 from this session

 2     of the 12th of May to remarks by Momcilo Krajisnik.  And just remind us,

 3     if you will, Dr. Donia, who is Momcilo Krajisnik?

 4        A.   Momcilo Krajisnik was the president -- or, I'm sorry, president

 5     of the Assembly of the -- of Bosnia-Herzegovina and, when it was formed,

 6     also the president of the Assembly of Republika Srpska.

 7        Q.   In his remarks here, he states that the first goal is the most

 8     important one and in relation to all other goals, all other goals are

 9     sub-items.  Now, which of the goals again he is referring to?

10        A.   The goal of separation.

11        Q.   And so the next line when he says the decision or "we have

12     decided to separate from the remaining two national communities," he is

13     referring to that first goal?

14        A.   Yes.

15        Q.   He continues on here and I want to focus you on the last three or

16     so lines of this excerpt.  He says:

17             "We shall, in an organised and fair manner, provide our people

18     with a roof over their heads.  Resettle them if need be.  We shall not

19     put them in a genocidal position."

20             Now, who is Krajisnik referring to here?

21        A.   He is referring to the hundreds of thousands of Serbs who were

22     residing in areas that the Republika armies had not yet conquered.  In

23     other words, that were still living in areas under control of the

24     government of Bosnia-Herzegovina.

25        Q.   So then this idea of separation, did it entail also movement, if

 1     you will, of Serbs from locations elsewhere?

 2        A.   Yes.

 3        Q.   If you could go please to excerpt number 38, page 18.  Again,

 4     just last point on the -- well, second-to-last point on the corridor.

 5     This is a delegate named Bjelosevic.  In the first few lines of his

 6     excerpt, he is talking about a very important strip for linking the

 7     Serbian Krajinas; do you see that?

 8        A.   Yes.

 9        Q.   What's the strategic objective, if you will, of establishing a

10     corridor or a link as he has described it here?

11        A.   It was twofold.  One, it was to establish a linkage that is

12     corridor for communication and transportation between the eastern and

13     western portions of the Republika Srpska, and also to connect the

14     Republic of Serbian Krajina, far to the east -- or to the west, with the

15     Republic of Serbia to the east.

16             MR. STRINGER:  If I could ask the registrar to bring up

17     R70 number 20512.  This is a document that's under seal.  It shouldn't be

18     broadcast outside the courtroom, but we can talk about it in public

19     session, Mr. President.  20512.

20        Q.   Dr. Donia, this, I can tell you, is a letter or a communication

21     written by a person named Ahrens, Dr. Geert Ahrens, and he is writing via

22     the state -- secretary of the minister to Bonn, Germany, on the

23     19th of November, 1991.  Have you ever seen this document before your --

24     the preparation for your testifying in this -- in this case?

25        A.   Not until you showed it to me in proofing earlier this week.

 1        Q.   Okay.  And you had a chance to read the entire document?

 2        A.   Yes.

 3        Q.   All right.  Just a couple of questions about it.  He is writing

 4     here in the first parts about Bosnia-Herzegovina, its nationalities and

 5     the mixed nature of its settlements.  And then turning to the next page,

 6     he says:

 7             "From this it can be seen that storm clouds are on the horizon in

 8     Bosnia-Herzegovina.  The Serbs have been preparing for the storm," and

 9     then he refers to the founding of five Serbian Autonomous Regions.  Do

10     you see that?

11        A.   Yes.

12        Q.   Based on the excerpts which we have been looking at as well as

13     others perhaps that you have read, do you share the view that certainly

14     by November of 1991 storm clouds were brewing on the horizon for

15     Bosnia-Herzegovina?

16        A.   Yes, I do, and in the manner that he describes here, with

17     paramilitaries poised and ready and also the Yugoslav People's Army

18     prepared for these actions.

19        Q.   And then moving to his paragraph 5 here, he's describing the

20     ethnic composition of each of the Serbian Autonomous Regions in Bosnia.

21     And I want to take you to his remarks toward the bottom of this

22     paragraph 5.  He is talking about the SAO Northern Bosnia are the last to

23     be created.  He says:

24             "Elsewhere the proportion of Serbs is often less than a quarter,

25     or even below 10 per cent."

 1             He says:

 2             "The creation of this SAO reveals the aims of Serbian policies.

 3     Regions were annexed here with no regard to the rights of other Yugoslav

 4     national ethnic groups to self-determination.  They were designed to

 5     unite the two Krajinas, Bosnian and a Croatian, to the territory of the

 6     Republic of Serbia.  Belgrade seems to think that the outside world will

 7     throw up its hands at the complexity of the situation in Yugoslavia and

 8     refuse to take a closer look."

 9             Now, Dr. Ahrens writing here about an objective to unite the two

10     Krajinas to Serbia, does that relate in any way, in your view, to the six

11     strategic objectives that we have been discussing?

12        A.   Yes, it does.  It was -- he is correct in that was one component

13     of the long-term strategic goals that were shared by the Serb leadership.

14        Q.   So do you share his assessment of the situation, at least as it

15     relates to this issue?

16        A.   Yes, I do.

17             MR. STRINGER:  Mr. President, we tender R70 number 20512.

18             JUDGE HALL:  Admitted and marked.

19             THE REGISTRAR:  As Exhibit P1593, under seal, Your Honours.

20             MR. STRINGER:

21        Q.   Dr. Donia, moving to your contextual analysis at the bottom, and

22     we don't need to bring it up on the screen because we're not going to

23     linger here very long.  I'll just read what you wrote at page 11 because

24     it's just going to take us to the next -- the next thing.

25             At the bottom of page 11 of your contextual report, that's

 1     83001.2, you wrote that the 16th Session that we've been talking about:

 2             "... was unique in its powerful influence over subsequent Bosnian

 3     Serb policy and no other session revealed as much about the early weeks

 4     of Serb take-overs in various municipalities of Bosnia-Herzegovina."

 5             And that leads me to ask you about some of the events, at least

 6     to illustrate some of what then ensues in -- at the municipality level.

 7             MR. STRINGER:  And for that, if I could ask the registrar to

 8     bring R70 number 628.

 9        Q.   Now, Dr. Donia, this a document of the Serbian municipality of

10     Bosanski Samac Crisis Staff.  It's dated 15th of May, 1992.  Had you seen

11     this document before the preparation for your testimony here?

12        A.   No, only in proofing for this appearance.

13        Q.   This decision of the Serbian municipality Crisis Staff provides

14     that:

15             "All people of Croatian nationality on the territory of the

16     Serbian municipality of Bosanski Samac shall be isolated and taken to

17     vital facilities in the town and in villages."

18             Is the Crisis Staff here a body that would have been established

19     in Bosanski Samac pursuant that Variant A or B document that we looked at

20     earlier?

21        A.   Yes.

22        Q.   And this idea of isolating the Croat population and moving them

23     to vital facilities, is that the type of thing that you're referring to

24     in your report when you talked about the aftermath at the municipal level

25     of the issuance of the six strategic goals?

 1        A.   Yes, both before and after the issuance of the six strategic

 2     goals.

 3             MR. STRINGER:  Mr. President, we tender R70 number 628.

 4             JUDGE HALL:  Admitted and marked.

 5             THE REGISTRAR:  As Exhibit P1594, Your Honours.

 6             MR. STRINGER:  Could we have R70 number 00080, please.

 7        Q.   Dr. Donia, this document comes from the Crisis Staff of the

 8     Serbian municipality of Sanski Most.  It's dated the 4th of June, 1992.

 9     And here this Crisis Staff in its conclusions says that:

10             "The following persons are charged with solving the question of

11     prisoners and their classification and deportation to Manjaca."

12             Then it names three individuals.  And the categories of prisoners

13     are the politicians and the extreme nationalists and, thirdly, the people

14     who are undesirable on the territory of the municipality of Sanski Most.

15             First question here, Dr. Donia, is:  Do you know what is Manjaca,

16     this place that is referred to?

17        A.   Manjaca was the location of a camp in the municipality of

18     Prijedor in which Bosnian Muslims and Croats were imprisoned, beaten, and

19     were being killed.

20        Q.   Is this another example of what you're referring to regarding the

21     aftermath of the adoption of the six strategic goals?

22        A.   Yes.

23        Q.   And again the Crisis Staff that's issuing this conclusion, is

24     this a body that is referred to or provided for in the Variant A/B

25     document that we looked at?

 1        A.   Yes.

 2        Q.   One of the three people charged with carrying this out is named

 3     Nedeljko Rasula.  Do you see that?

 4        A.   Yes.

 5        Q.   Do you know who he was?

 6        A.   He was a member of the -- a delegate in the Bosnian Serb

 7     Assembly.

 8        Q.   Do any statements that he made in the assembly figure in your

 9     report by way of excerpt?

10        A.   Yes, there's at least one, perhaps more.

11             MR. STRINGER:  Mr. President, the Prosecution tenders R70 number

12     00080.

13             JUDGE HALL:  Admitted and marked.

14             THE REGISTRAR:  As Exhibit P1595, Your Honours.

15             MR. STRINGER:

16        Q.   Last point I'd like to take you to, Dr. Donia, from the

17     16th Session of May 12th, 1992.  If you could go, please, to excerpt

18     number 206 of your first report; that's 83001.1.  Here we see an excerpt

19     of remarks made by General Mladic at this session, and he is referring

20     here to Kijevo, which is a location the Judges have heard about in this

21     case.  He says:

22             "The Knin Corps was successful because under a single command in

23     the zone of the corps were the JNA, the Territorial Defence forces, and

24     Martic's police; isn't that right, Martic?"

25             Do you see that?

 1        A.   Yes.

 2        Q.   Do you know from having reviewed this session, was Milan Martic

 3     from the SAO Krajina present at this assembly session of the Bosnian

 4     Serbs Assembly?

 5        A.   Yes, he was, as a guest.

 6        Q.   And then I think you have already said it.  At this session,

 7     then, Martic -- excuse me, Mladic received an appointment or an

 8     appointment was confirmed by the RS Assembly?

 9        A.   Yes.  As commander of the Army of Republika Srpska.

10        Q.   Okay.  I'd like to now turn to your third report.  This is "The

11     Yugoslav Council for Harmonisation," we haven't spoken about this one

12     very much yet, so I'd like to spend a few moments here to talk about

13     events that transpired in August of 1992.  So now we're moving from

14     May 1992 and the six strategic goals, a couple of months later to

15     August of 1992.

16             And, again, just if you could refresh us, please, of what exactly

17     this -- was the Harmonisation Council and its objective?

18        A.   Its objective was to reach a harmonious negotiating position

19     among the various Serb entities for negotiations in the first instance at

20     the London Conference and subsequently to the negotiations that were to

21     lead to the Vance-Owen Plan.

22        Q.   All right.  And just for the timing then, the London Conference

23     being in August 1992.  Vance-Owen Peace Plan, we'll talk about it later,

24     around --

25        A.   The London Conference took place August 26 and 27th.

 1        Q.   In general, who were the participants?  Maybe we should just

 2     focus on the first two sessions which relate to the London Conference.

 3     I'll take you to page 7 of this report, which should be e-court page 8.

 4     The ERN at the top, 7302.

 5             Actually, on the previous page, you have got your first heading:

 6     The London Conference and council deliberations.  And you refer to these

 7     first two sessions, August 11 and 18.

 8             Who would have been present participating in these discussions?

 9        A.   The president of -- the president of the Republic of Yugoslavia,

10     who was Dobrica Cosic; the prime minister of the Federal Republic of

11     Yugoslavia, who was Milan Panic.  Might just say that he was selected,

12     invited by Milosevic and Cosic to become prime minister of Yugoslavia in

13     the summer of 1992, and invited to come from his position as president of

14     a large pharmaceutical company in the US to take up this position.  He

15     was a -- an American of Serbian origin who spoke Serbian.  And other

16     members of the federal government who were ministers or had been selected

17     by Panic to be part of his government.  In addition, the presidents of

18     the republics of Montenegro and of Serbia, who were the two component

19     republics of Yugoslavia or constituent republics of Yugoslavia, and each

20     of them had some of their ministers present.

21        Q.   And just so that we know again, the presidents of the republics

22     of Serbia and Montenegro?

23        A.   Momir Bulatovic was president of Montenegro and

24     Slobodan Milosevic was the president of Serbia.

25        Q.   Now, toward bottom of page 7, e-court page 8 of this report, you

 1     indicate what was Panic's objective or what he came into this position as

 2     prime minister hoping to achieve.

 3        A.   His hope was to end the sanctions that were then in effect

 4     against the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia and to halt the practices that

 5     were then going on of supporting the Bosnian Serbs militarily and

 6     allowing them or not opposing their campaigns of ethnic cleansing and use

 7     of camps.

 8        Q.   On the same page up -- actually toward the top of the page, I

 9     believe you make a reference to -- yeah, on the third line, two factions

10     formed and clashed repeatedly during these sessions.  Could you describe

11     for the Chamber what were these two factions?

12        A.   The first faction was headed by Panic.  Members of that faction

13     favoured eliminating these practices that had led the United Nations

14     Security Council to impose the sanctions and essentially starting anew,

15     acknowledging that these other -- these activities had taken place,

16     creating a new Yugoslavia that was going to be free of these practices

17     and that would be able to have the sanctions removed as soon as possible.

18        Q.   All right.  Now, was there another faction --

19        A.   Yes, the other faction was headed by Slobodan Milosevic.  And

20     that faction had a very different view because Milosevic had been at this

21     for some time by this time and had been carefully distinguishing between

22     the Republic of Serbia and the republic of -- or the Serbian --

23     Republika Srpska in Bosnia-Herzegovina.  And he felt that all -- the

24     entities, the Serb entities were blameless and that the war had been

25     provoked by Western powers, in particular, the Europeans.  And therefore

 1     he wanted to continue this policy of denial and extract what could be

 2     extracted from the international community in the course of negotiations

 3     on that basis.

 4        Q.   If you could turn to page 19 now of the same report, ERN --

 5     sorry, e-court page 20.  Now we're into the excerpts that you're actually

 6     drawing from these council sessions related to the London Conference, and

 7     I wanted to take you first to excerpt number 4, remarks by someone named

 8     Vladislav Jovanovic.  Who was Jovanovic?

 9        A.   Jovanovic at this time was the minister of foreign affairs of the

10     Federal Republic of Yugoslavia, therefore, a part of the faction headed

11     by Panic.  And he later became, after the 1st of the year, 1st of 1993,

12     the foreign minister of the Republic of Serbia.

13        Q.   So he moved from being foreign minister of the FRY, Federal

14     Republic of Yugoslavia, to be being foreign minister for Serbia itself?

15        A.   Yes.

16             MR. STRINGER:  I don't know if I said this for the record,

17     Mr. President, maybe I should have, we're in the third report, which is

18     83001.3.

19             JUDGE HALL:  Thank you.

20             MR. STRINGER:  My apologies if I've left some people adrift.

21        Q.   And here in the fourth excerpt - this is again on hard copy

22     page 19 - Jovanovic is referring to death camps being the hit subject

23     that will be used -- this is -- "they will keep on sticking the ethnic

24     cleansing on us.  Not only and not so much on the Bosnian Serbs, but on

25     us."

 1             Moving across to the sixth.  We'll look at a couple of these and

 2     then I'll ask you a question or two.

 3             This is Pavle Bulatovic, federal minister of interior speaking,

 4     and again he is referring to the concentration camps, ethnic cleansing,

 5     and then the possibility of a military intervention.  Maybe I should stop

 6     there.

 7             Was it a concern on the part of the FRY leadership that the

 8     events in Bosnia, specifically these sorts of crimes, ethnic cleansing

 9     and concentration camps, could lead to some sort of military intervention

10     in the FRY?

11        A.   Yes, there was widespread fear among the Serbs of Bosnia and of

12     the FRY that these actions would result in military intervention of some

13     sort; probably by NATO.

14        Q.   So the FRY leadership was aware of allegations that ethnic

15     cleansing had been happening in Bosnia-Herzegovina?

16             MR. JORDASH: [Microphone not activated]

17             MR. STRINGER:  I can ask the question.

18        Q.   Was the leadership of the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia aware of

19     allegations that ethnic cleansing had been happening in

20     Bosnia-Herzegovina?

21        A.   Yes, the leadership of the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia was

22     aware of allegations of ethnic cleansing, both in -- within the FRY

23     itself and in the Republika Srpska.

24        Q.   And is that awareness reflected in excerpts like these that we're

25     looking at?

 1        A.   Yes.

 2        Q.   Was Slobodan Milosevic present at these council sessions?

 3        A.   Yes, he was present at all sessions.

 4        Q.   And then excerpt number 8.  Here's Panic speaking.  He is the

 5     federal prime minister.  And in the second paragraph of this excerpt he

 6     seems to be asking something somewhat rhetorically:

 7             "Do we take part?  Yes.  Do we have regular communications with

 8     Karadzic?  Yes.  Do we give him directions?  Yes."

 9             Et cetera.  He says:

10             "We have to see what the truth is and the truth -- and that is

11     why we have sanctions."

12             Now, he seems rather willing to acknowledge events taking place

13     in Bosnia and the involvement of the FRY in that.  What's he trying to

14     achieve by taking such an approach?

15        A.   He is trying to clear the decks; that is, to acknowledge what has

16     been going on up until that point and start anew for the purpose of

17     persuading the international community to remove the sanctions, phase out

18     the sanctions, and to move forward on the basis of complete recognition

19     of Yugoslavia as a member of the international community.

20        Q.   If you could -- you made a reference to this in your remarks

21     earlier about Mr. Panic, so let's go to excerpt number 36, which is

22     page 28 of the hard copy; 29 in e-court.

23             These are more remarks of Panic again, now at the 4th Session of

24     the Harmonisation Council.  I think you referred to this in -- the

25     remarks in the second paragraph, where he is talking about a new Yugoslav

 1     government.  Could you comment on that?

 2        A.   Yes.  He is proposing here to argue for the admission or

 3     re-admission of the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia to the United Nations

 4     as a definitive act that would end these practices and, instead,

 5     implement a policy of respect for other peoples and countries, devoid of

 6     territorial ambitions, and acting in accord with international norms.

 7        Q.   Do the excerpts from these Harmonisation Council sessions tell us

 8     anything about the attitude of Slobodan Milosevic to Panic in this

 9     approach that he wanted to take?

10        A.   Milosevic explained his views in several of the different

11     sessions prior to the end of 1992, and as I have said, his position was

12     almost diametrically opposed to Panic.  He opposed acknowledging these

13     things that Panic was convinced were going on in Bosnia and maintaining a

14     position of detachment from what was going on in Bosnia for public

15     purposes.

16        Q.   If we could go, please, to excerpt number 50 in the same report,

17     page 32 in the hard copy, 33 in e-court.

18             This is actually an exchange, Dr. Donia, that occurs between

19     Milosevic and Panic during the 5th Session on the 2nd of November, 1992.

20             Milosevic starts:

21             "Let's stop here and discuss ethnic cleansing.  Are you aware of

22     the damage you made with that parade of yours when you dismissed the

23     minister on account of ethnic cleansing and when you accused your own

24     country of conducting ethnic cleansing, when everyone knows it's a sheer

25     lie."

 1             And then Panic responds:

 2             "Milosevic, what you said right now is a total lie!  A total lie!

 3     Don't tell me there isn't any ethnic cleansing," and this continues.

 4             Is this the type of exchange that you rely on when you've

 5     described, as you have just done, the relationship between Milosevic and

 6     Panic?

 7        A.   Yes, not much harmonisation taking place here.  The position

 8     of -- statement of Milosevic relates back to a statement made by Panic in

 9     public at the London Conference about ethnic cleansing in the FRY itself

10     and indicating that he had dismissed a minister for supporting ethnic

11     cleansing.

12        Q.   This excerpt brings us to latter 1992, November.  Are you able to

13     tell us then what became of Milan Panic and his tenure as prime minister

14     of the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia?

15        A.   Panic announced his candidacy for the president of the Federal

16     Republic of Yugoslavia, recalling that he was at that time prime minister

17     which is an appointed position but the Presidency was an elected one.

18     And he ran against Slobodan Milosevic in that election and was defeated

19     in an election that many, both inside and outside the FRY, felt was

20     tainted by manipulation of the vote by the Milosevic regime.

21        Q.   Who was his replacement, then, in the post of prime minister of

22     the FRY?

23        A.   He was replaced by Radoje Kontic.  First -- Kontic, first as the

24     acting prime minister of the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia and then in

25     February as the prime minister.

 1        Q.   All right.  And then did he, Kontic, continue or advance Panic's

 2     agenda of openness and acknowledgment of crimes and -- sort of a new

 3     Yugoslav model?

 4        A.   No.  Panic's departure to return to the States was the end of

 5     that line being voiced by the federal republic.

 6        Q.   Staying with this report, if I could ask you now to turn to

 7     page 13 of the hard copy, page 14 of the e-court.  And here we're going

 8     to transition forward in time from late 1992 to the early part of 1993,

 9     when the Harmonisation Council turns its attention to the Vance-Owen

10     Peace Plan which is just being proposed at this period of time.  And we

11     could take a few moments to talk about what the Vance-Owen Peace Plan was

12     before we get into the excerpts.

13             And I should just again clarify for the record, there's another

14     plan that the Chamber has heard about in this case called the Vance Plan.

15     And now this is called the Vance-Owen Plan, and I think it's important to

16     make that distinction.  Where did the Vance Plan apply and when did that

17     come into it being?

18        A.   It's the same Cyrus Vance, but the Vance Plan refers to the peace

19     agreement that ended the war in Croatia, at least for the time being, on

20     January 2, 1992.  After that was concluded, Vance went to work with Lord

21     David Owen after -- this is really September of 1992, and sought to

22     negotiate an end to the conflict in Bosnia-Herzegovina which resulted

23     then in a plan which they announced publicly on the 4th of January, 1993.

24     So it's a year apart from the Vance Plan.

25        Q.   And at the top of page 13 in the hard copy, you describe the

 1     Vance-Owen Plan as a comprehensive package consisting of three

 2     components:  Interim agreement to end hostilities, a set of ten

 3     constitutional principles, and a map that divided Bosnia into ten

 4     provinces.

 5             Let's take a look at the map and the provinces that you've

 6     mentioned here.

 7             MR. STRINGER:  If we could please have R70 number 20656.  Okay.

 8     Thank you.

 9        Q.   Dr. Donia, does this appear to be an accurate portrayal of the

10     various provinces or cantons that were proposed as part of the Vance-Owen

11     Plan?

12        A.   Yes, they were provinces.

13        Q.   Okay.  And looking at this, just noting that the provinces marked

14     as Serb areas are in the red, those are provinces 2, 4, and 6; and then

15     in between 2 and 4 is a third province in blue, which under this would be

16     a Croat area.  That's the one thing now I want to draw your attention to

17     is that area along the north border, northern border of

18     Bosnia-Herzegovina.

19             Looking at this map and considering the Vance Plan and what you

20     know about it, generally speaking, what was the attitude of the Bosnian

21     Croats and the Bosnian Muslims to the plan when it was first put out?

22        A.   The Bosnian Croats were delighted.  They got considerable

23     territory and that territory was contiguous to the Republic of Croatia.

24     The Bosnian Muslims were unhappy with the plan.

25        Q.   Let me just stop you there.  On the Croat territories, now we're

 1     talking about the three shaded blue areas, provinces 3, 8 and 10?

 2        A.   Yes.  The Bosnian Muslims were unhappy because the amount of

 3     territory they thought was diminutive and didn't really provide for the

 4     kind of security for their areas that they felt was important.  The

 5     Bosnian Muslims did eventually sign the agreement on the 27th of March,

 6     1993, after considerable international pressure had been brought to bear

 7     on Alija Izetbegovic.

 8        Q.   What was the attitude then of the Bosnian Serbs regarding the

 9     plan?

10        A.   They detested it.  They saw little in it that was to their

11     benefit and saw that it failed to realise most of their strategic goals.

12        Q.   Perhaps looking at the map, could you give us a general idea of

13     in what ways this proposed peace plan did not meet the six strategic

14     goals?

15        A.   The territory awarded to Serbs in this map was scattered into

16     five different segments, three provinces but five segments altogether.

17     It did not give them a Serbian area along the Drina river, which was a

18     major goal, and it did not give them a corridor across the north of

19     Bosnia because their territories were interrupted by province 3, which

20     was awarded to the Croats.

21        Q.   So focusing here at this province 3 along the northern stretch of

22     Bosnia, this is something that -- well, contrast that with this corridor

23     that we had seen on the earlier map of the six strategic goals?

24        A.   Yes.  Based on the 1991 census, there were large numbers of

25     Croats, many of them, the majority in their municipalities in this strip

 1     along northern Bosnia.

 2        Q.   All right.  And then we looked at that other map on -- along the

 3     eastern border of Bosnia-Herzegovina, that region of the Drina that was

 4     another one of the six goals, the elimination of the Drina as a boundary

 5     between RS and Serbia.  What's the destiny of much of this area under the

 6     Vance-Owen Plan?

 7        A.   No, the only area that constitutes an elimination of the boundary

 8     is up around the Bijeljina municipality in the far north-east.  The rest

 9     is retained by Bosnian Muslim political control.

10        Q.   Now coming back to this -- staying with this report, the

11     Harmonisation Council report, 83001.3, if I could ask you to turn to

12     excerpt number -- sorry, pages 24 and 25 in the hard copy; 25, 26 in

13     e-court.

14        A.   Okay.

15        Q.   Starting with 24.

16             THE INTERPRETER:  Could we have the excerpt number.  Thanks.

17             MR. STRINGER:  Sorry, it's -- we should actually be on hard copy

18     page 23, excerpt number 18.

19        Q.   Now, this is the 7th Session of this Harmonisation Council,

20     21 January 1993, and it's indicated here, is this one of the sessions at

21     which Bosnian Serb leadership attended?

22        A.   Yes.

23        Q.   Here Karadzic is expressing primary concern in respect of the

24     maps.  Could you just elaborate on what he says here, this reference to

25     continuity of space?

 1        A.   Probably worth pointing out that the sessions in 1993 had a

 2     rather different character from those in 1992, in that Panic and his

 3     faction were not there anymore; and, on the other hand, the Bosnian Serbs

 4     were represented by Karadzic and other delegates.

 5             So Karadzic is here talking about what amounts to the first

 6     strategic goal, separation, and elaborating it to indicate that it should

 7     constitute areas that are continuous, have integrity in both quality and

 8     quantity.  They also of course should be linked, according to the second

 9     strategic goal, and he is here arguing that the plan does not provide for

10     any of this.

11        Q.   On the next page is excerpt number 23.  Now, this is -- these are

12     remarks of Momcilo Krajisnik at the previous session a couple of weeks

13     earlier on the 9th of January, 1993.  Do you have that?

14        A.   Yes.

15        Q.   And is he also referring to this idea of territory or continuity

16     in some way?

17        A.   Yes, continuity of the territory by which he means linking of the

18     Serb provinces in some way, which, of course, is exactly what the plan

19     does not provide for.

20        Q.   And here he is asking Mr. Milosevic to make an influence to have

21     the corridor and to unify the territory of Republika Srpska, actually of

22     the Serbian provinces.  What was Milosevic's attitude regarding the

23     Vance-Owen Plan?

24        A.   Milosevic urged the Bosnian Serbs to accept the plan as it had

25     been presented.  He argued that the plan constituted an important step

 1     forward in realizing the common goal that Serbs shared and that further

 2     gradual measures could be taken to lead to the complete fulfilment of the

 3     goal.

 4        Q.   On page 14 of your report, e-court page 15, same report, this is

 5     your narrative section and you're writing about the dialogue that takes

 6     place in these discussions of the Vance-Owen Plan, and you refer to this

 7     gradualist approach.  And then you're contrasting that with the approach

 8     or the position of Karadzic and the Bosnian Serbs.

 9             The question here is:  To the extent that there's a disagreement

10     or divergence between Milosevic and the Bosnian Serbs, does this signal

11     an abandonment of the Bosnian Serbs and any or all of their six strategic

12     goals?

13        A.   Well, it did not signal an abandonment because Milosevic

14     continued to be deeply engaged with the Bosnian Serbs and to support them

15     in international negotiations, at least in part.  And it did not

16     constitute the elimination or abandonment of the -- particularly the

17     first strategic goal which Milosevic repeatedly embraced in his

18     discussions with the Bosnian Serbs at that time.

19        Q.   Now, at this section of your report, you -- again referring to

20     Milosevic, you say:

21             "The principle to which he referred was the fundamental consensus

22     of goal of Serb nationalists; namely, establishing a compact, contiguous,

23     Serb-dominated state."

24             What is it that leads you to the conclusion that this remained

25     Milosevic's position despite disagreement on whether or not to sign the

 1     plan?

 2        A.   He actually attended a session of the Bosnian Serb Assembly in

 3     May of 1993, and specifically embraced the goal.  Without specifically

 4     naming what it was, he nevertheless embraced the goal that was shared by

 5     the Bosnian Serbs and Serbs elsewhere.

 6        Q.   All right.  Let's just move to that right now.  I was going to go

 7     there in a few moments, but let's go to his appearance then at the RS

 8     Assembly session in May of 1993.  This is your first report.  So now

 9     we're in 83001.1, and this is excerpt number 94.  And on page 39, I

10     should say, of the paper copy.

11             And while we're going there, I should then ask you:  What is the

12     reason why Milosevic is disagreeing with the Bosnian Serbs?  Why is he

13     supporting the Vance-Owen Plan while the Bosnian Serbs are not?

14        A.   He, first and foremost, wants to eliminate the sanctions that are

15     then -- that have been imposed on the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia.

16     Those sanctions had gotten progressively more severe in the progressive

17     Security Council Resolutions that were passed from the first one in

18     September of 1991.  That was his concern.  And he furthermore felt that

19     the goal could be realized through these gradual approaches in a

20     pragmatic way over a longer period of time, which would mean that peace

21     could be secured immediately but the goal's realisation would be put off

22     for some time.

23        Q.   Now, in this excerpt number 94, I think this is the language you

24     referred to a moment ago in the second paragraph here, Milosevic says:

25             "The question is, though, whether the plan represents a way

 1     towards the final goal.  The goal was completed in many aspects, but not

 2     in all of them.  But it represents the way towards the ultimate goal, of

 3     course it does."

 4             What is the goal that he is referring to here?

 5        A.   The goal, ultimate goal, is a single Serb state.

 6        Q.   Does this encompass as well the type of physical separation that

 7     we discussed earlier in connection with the six strategic goals?

 8        A.   In its formulation, yes, it did.

 9        Q.   Now, I'd like to go back to the Harmonisation Council report just

10     to explore a little bit this idea of this gradual approach, or the

11     gradual strategy that you -- that you've mentioned.  And this would be in

12     excerpt 19 on page -- hard copy page 23, page 24 of the

13     Harmonisation Council 83001.3.

14             And, in fact, while you're looking at that, I'm going to read you

15     what you say on page 16 of this same report in your narrative section.

16     You're referring to these sessions on the Vance-Owen Plan, and you say,

17     on page 16:

18             "Milosevic and his allies were satisfied that most of the

19     important Serb goal had already been achieved when the principle of

20     ethnic separation was definitively enshrined in the Vance-Owen Peace

21     Plan."

22             And then you continue:

23             "Signing the agreement they anticipated would touch off migration

24     flows, with members of each nation departing areas dominated by other

25     groups in moving to a home province controlled by their own leaders."

 1             So on that point, then I want to take to you this excerpt 19 and

 2     ask you if this is a -- illustrates the point you were just making about

 3     the movements that could occur in a post-Vance-Owen Peace Plan world?

 4        A.   Yes.  Jovanovic and others believed that peoples who found

 5     themselves minorities in regions controlled by other groups could be

 6     called forth and would readily leave their homes, privileging homeland

 7     over home, in order to accomplish this process of ethnic homogenisation

 8     through population exchanges and migratory movements.

 9        Q.   And just for the record now, his position at the time he is

10     making these statements is what?

11        A.   Well, this is the first session -- second session at which he

12     speaks as the foreign minister of the Republic of Serbia.  He had, you

13     recall, previously been foreign minister of the Federal Republic of

14     Yugoslavia.  So he has changed his tune a bit from his pronouncements in

15     earlier sessions.

16        Q.   He says:

17             "But more importantly, the territory which is gained must be

18     ethnically homogenised as soon as possible, but not by ethnic cleansing."

19             How does he envision that this homogenisation then is going to be

20     achieved?

21        A.   Through population exchanges and migration.

22        Q.   And is this what he is referring to in the latter lines of this

23     paragraph:

24             "All realise that individually haste to -- hasten to their home

25     provinces, this is the strategic aim which should be pursued."

 1        A.   Yes.

 2        Q.   And then in the next paragraph he refers conversely to the

 3     "impact of freedom of movement and the mixing of populations to our

 4     detriment."  What's his solution to that problem?

 5        A.   Well, he feels, of course, that that would be bad if peoples

 6     began to mix again and destroy the homogenisation that -- ethnic

 7     homogenisation that had been created.  The purpose, therefore, was to

 8     encourage, actively encourage, the continued homogenisation of

 9     populations by migration movements.

10        Q.   Was President Milosevic then present at this session as well when

11     these remarks were made?

12        A.   Yes, he was.

13        Q.   And so do remarks like this -- is this what you're referring to,

14     relying on when you indicate that the disagreement on Vance-Owen is

15     actually not a -- an abandonment of what had been called the primary

16     goal, which is this separation?

17        A.   That's correct.  It's a sharp difference on policy, but does not

18     extend to the -- to a division or split on what the goals should be and

19     that they should be ultimately realized.

20        Q.   Thank you, Dr. Donia.

21             MR. STRINGER:  Mr. President, I have no further questions.

22             JUDGE HALL:  Thank you.

23             Yes, Mr. Jordash.

24             MR. JORDASH:  Thank you, Your Honours.

25             MR. STRINGER:  With apologies, I'm just realizing I failed to

 1     tender, first of all, the map, R70 number 20656, this is the Vance-Owen

 2     Peace Plan map.

 3             And then also, Your Honour, at this time the Prosecution tenders

 4     Dr. Donia's four expert reports which are R70 numbers 83001.1, .2, .3,

 5     and .4, and the corrections sheet which accompanies those which is

 6     R70 number 83109.  Thank you.

 7             JUDGE HALL:  Admitted --

 8             MR. PETROVIC: [Interpretation] Your Honours.  With your leave,

 9     just one sentence concerning the evidence proffered, primarily the

10     reports.

11             There has been intensive correspondence between the parties as to

12     what and how would be admitted and I have understood my learned friend as

13     saying that in addition to the substance of the reports 8003.1 [as

14     interpreted] and .2, there will be no requirement for parts of

15     transcripts of assembly sessions be admitted as well as supporting

16     documents.  That's quite logical and justified when we are talking about

17     this first report, 83001.1.

18             However, about the report numbered 83001.2, that report is mostly

19     the witness's analysis.  It can be understood and should be understood in

20     the context of the first larger report, because in the majority of the

21     footnotes we find a reference to passages from the first report.

22     However, there is also a whole series of footnotes.  Look, for instance,

23     at number 4, number 7, et cetera.  In those footnotes, there are no

24     references to excerpts from the first larger report.  There are only ERN

25     numbers designating pages from the transcripts of assembly meetings of

 1     Republika Srpska.  Because this second report paraphrases these

 2     transcripts, it does not quote them.  Sometimes they are even paraphrased

 3     inaccurately.  I believe the second report cannot be understood.  At

 4     least in view of what my colleague Mr. Stringer said in our

 5     correspondence.  If we are not admitting excerpts from transcripts of the

 6     assembly, then those parts of the second report without references to the

 7     first report cannot be understood.

 8             So Your Honours will not have the transcripts but will have

 9     instead paraphrases of these transcripts, accurate or less accurate, from

10     this witness.  And the Chamber will have then to rely to paraphrases

11     provided by the witness.  The Chamber will not have before them a proper

12     record of these assembly sessions and that is my point, of course, if I

13     understood properly the intentions of my learned friend, the Prosecutor.

14             To conclude, most of the footnotes contain only ERN numbers,

15     which, according to the current Prosecution position, refer to the

16     transcripts, but those transcripts in their integral form will not find

17     their way into the case file.  Instead, the Chamber will deal only with

18     this witness's understanding of what is written there.

19             Thank you.

20             MR. STRINGER:  Mr. President, we have indeed corresponded among

21     ourselves about how the Prosecution was proposing to handle these

22     materials.  As I think Your Honours heard at the beginning Dr. Donia say

23     that we're talking about some 6.000 pages of transcripts of these

24     RS Assembly sessions.  What I proposed to my learned friends weeks ago is

25     to not tender those because it's just too much material, and that our

 1     plan was for the Prosecution to tender all of the reports, that the

 2     excerpts themselves as reproduced in the reports could be admitted in the

 3     reports themselves rather than separately tendering transcripts or pieces

 4     of transcripts, rather, it's all in the report, but that should the

 5     parties wish -- any party wish to actually tender an excerpt from any of

 6     the transcripts during the course of their examination or afterwards,

 7     they're free to try that.  They're free to do it.

 8             So the report that my learned friend is referring to here, the

 9     contextual report, it's been with Your Honours, it's been with the

10     Defence since October of 2016.  Weeks ago, we informed the Defence that

11     this was our proposed way to proceed.  We never heard until this moment

12     that there is some difficulty with how we do propose to handle these.

13     But in any event, as Mr. Petrovic has just pointed out, the references

14     are in the report, they take us to ERN numbers for the assembly sessions

15     themselves.  And so if counsel wants to go to those, and they've had

16     ample time in advance to go to those and to look at them to see whether

17     they want to challenge Mr. Donia's interpretation of a given excerpt that

18     he's citing to in those footnotes, they're free to do it.  But it doesn't

19     undermine the admissibility of the report, the fact that those citations,

20     those documents themselves that he is referring to in the footnotes are

21     not themselves being tendered, and so we think this is really no obstacle

22     whatsoever to the admission of the report.

23             The Defence is free to cross-examine Mr. Donia about anything he

24     says there and any of the citations he's referred to.  They've got the

25     reports, they've had all the materials for many months, and so we don't

 1     see any impediment to its admission.

 2             I should add, however, that I failed to tender also the eight

 3     transcripts of the Harmonisation Council, which is something I had also

 4     indicated to the Defence some weeks ago that we intended to do.  And I

 5     can provide those numbers to the registrar during the next break.  But

 6     it's just eight sessions.  The people present at those are all important

 7     people, and given that it's a much more limited body of evidence than the

 8     RS Assembly minutes we were intending to propose and we do tender the

 9     eight transcripts of the Harmonisation Council.  And I will again, I

10     apologise for not having done that, but we will provide those numbers to

11     the Chamber.

12             So I apologise for that, having overlooked that, but in any

13     event, I think that counsel's concerns are easily something that he can

14     remedy during part of his cross.  And the option of tendering in all of

15     these transcripts themselves is really something that just not practical

16     given the volume.

17             JUDGE HALL:  Let's separate the two matters.  Is there any

18     objection to Mr. Stringer's application in terms of these harmonisation

19     reports?

20             MR. PETROVIC: [Interpretation] No, Your Honours.

21             JUDGE HALL:  [Previous translation continues] ... admitted and

22     marked.

23             Mr. Petrovic, before Mr. Stringer so expressed it in the last

24     four lines of page 68, I instinctively thought that that was the

25     practical remedy to your concern, that this voluminous body of assembly

 1     transcripts are there and it is up to -- you're at liberty to add to what

 2     is formally before the Chamber if -- if it is something that wasn't

 3     pulled up by the other side.  Isn't that the practical -- isn't that a

 4     practical solution to your concern?

 5             MR. PETROVIC: [Interpretation] Your Honours, yes.  We do not

 6     intend at any point to move for the admission of 6- or 7- or 8.000 pages.

 7     What I was trying to point out is a methodological inconsistency.  Some

 8     parts of the transcripts will be in the case file, others will not be.

 9     In some segments, the Chamber will have available to it the original

10     transcript.  In other cases, they will have to rely on the interpretation

11     of this witness.  This is not to our detriment.  On the contrary.  It

12     undermines the value of this report, which is not our problem.  I was

13     just trying to point out the inconsistency.  And, of course, we will have

14     to use the record in the degree that may be necessary.  I was just trying

15     to say that some parts of the report will be the original transcripts and

16     others will be a free interpretation.

17             JUDGE HALL:  Thank you.  So there's nothing on which the Chamber

18     is required to rule and the document, the exhibit numbers are assigned

19     as -- as sought by the Prosecution.

20                           [Trial Chamber and Registrar confer]

21             THE REGISTRAR:  Your Honours, the map, R70 number 20656, will be

22     Exhibit P1596.

23             The four reports, R70 numbers 83001.1 through .4, will be

24     Exhibits P1597 through P1600 respectively.

25             The corrections to the expert report, R70 83109, will be

 1     Exhibit P1601.

 2             And the eight harmonisation reports will be Exhibits P1602

 3     through P1609.  Thank you.

 4                           [Trial Chamber and Legal Officer confer]

 5             JUDGE HALL:  Mr. Stringer, the consultation I had with the legal

 6     officer was to confirm that I was not confusing myself before I pose a

 7     question and confuse you.  And it relates to the map that we -- that was

 8     tendered indicating the corridor.  When -- I suppose with some effort it

 9     could be compared side by side with the other map in the -- is there --

10     does there exist or could there be created a map overlaying the --

11     the one showing the proposed corridor with the other map?  It seems to me

12     simpler if we saw such a creature.

13             MR. STRINGER:  I believe that's -- that's quite doable.  I know

14     that in one other situation we put two maps side by side in one slide or

15     image and for that very reason on a different matter.  I just want to

16     make sure I understand which map Your Honour has in mind.  The last map

17     that I showed Dr. Donia is the Vance-Owen Peace Plan map that was

18     R70 20656, and I asked him to comment on that in relation to the

19     corridor --

20             JUDGE HALL:  Yes --

21             MR. STRINGER:  -- and so if I understand correctly, we would

22     indeed be able to put those two maps together as you have indicated.

23             JUDGE HALL:  I think that would be helpful, Mr. Stringer, yes.

24             Mr. Jordash, it being just a minute-plus shy of the adjournment,

25     you would probably wish to start afresh tomorrow.

 1             MR. JORDASH:  I think that makes sense, Your Honours.  Thank you.

 2             JUDGE HALL:  So, Dr. Donia, this is the end of your first day.

 3     We have a ways to go yet.  We take the adjournment, to resume tomorrow

 4     morning at 9.30.

 5             Thank you.

 6                           --- Whereupon the hearing adjourned at 12.58 p.m.,

 7                           to be reconvened on Wednesday, the 31st day of

 8                           January, 2018, at 9.30 a.m.
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