CPEBPEHNIIA

MUT, MAHUITYJTALINJA, UCTOPNJCKA NCTHUHA

AHATOMMUJA JEJTHE JIA’KU
Cpbha Tpudxosuh

HN3melhy unmwenune ga je mo naaxy CpeOpHuue youjeHo
BHIIIe CTOTHHA 3apo0/beHNX Npunagnuka Apmuje bocue
u XepueroBuHe u TBpAme Aa je 8.000 wux youjeno y
YUHY ,reHomuaa” 3janu Jayooku ja3. OH ocraje
HenpemomheH, ynpkoc CcBHM pe3oJjylujaMa oBoOra
cBeTa. ,,CpeOpeHMYKH reHoUuA” je JIaK, a JIax je 3710...

opuc Taxuh u merosa cTpaHka JOKa3ajHd Cy CBOjOM

pesonyurjom o CpeOpeHHIH Ja ce TOCISTHO 3aNaKy

3a yBoheme ‘“‘eBporckux craHmapma”® y Cpowujy.
Haume, 10BOIUTH HaBOAHU eeHOyud y MUTAaKmE — WIN MaK
caMo OHy ¢amo3Hy 1udpy on ,ocaMm xuipama’ — y
Opucenckoj EBpornu yBenMko je TUpBOpaspelHH JENUKT
MUIIUBbEHA, Y UCTO] PAaBHH Ca HErallljoM XOJIOKayCTa.

3a pasnuky oj xosokaycra, mehyrum, “renomua” y
Bocau u Xepueropunm Huje ce moroamo. [la Oymemo
MPELU3HH, HUjE Ce T0Troauo y paty 1992-95, 3a pasnuky on
CTBapHOT I'eHoLKua, OHOT ycTtamKkor Hag Cpouma 1941-45,
,ddja je OpyTaTHOCT HagMamliiia TOCTYINKE CaMHX
Hemana” (Enyuxnoneouja bpumanuxa).
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OnTtyx6a npotuB Cpba 3a reHOIH]I, MOJAUTHYTA jOII
mapta 1993. Tyxbom M3erbGeroBmheBnr pexwuMa MpPOTHB
CPJ, nmotoMm je mobmna cBOjy ,,Bepudpukanujy”’ y Xary Ha
CpeOpPHUYKOM CiTy4ajy, IITO je TPaBHU M JIOTHYKHU arcyp/.
Pazmepe Tor amcypma Buzpe ce y mpecygama TpuOyHana
PapucnaBy Kpcruhy 2001. u Bunojy bnarojesuhy 2005.
ITo TuM mpecynama, reHouuj je “moka3zan” nmpemjaa HHje
OMJI0 mNpeAyMHIUbaja HUTH JHMKBHUIANMje IWBHJIA,
JIOKAJUTET He o0yXBaTa HH TpPH IejJa MPOLEHTA
Teputopuje buX, a ¢gamoznux 8.000 :xpraBa — HOHAKO
BHILIECTPYKO MpeyBenyaHa uudpa — npeacrassba 0.4%
MycJauMaHcke nomyJjaauuje buX ox nBa musinona.

: 4 ws .
Pezonynuja cpama: Ckynmtuna Cpouje, 31.3.2010.
Peszonynujom CkynmrraHe CpOuje uMcmpaBKa Xallke
Bepauje cnyuaja Cpebpenuya camo je oxarohena, y3
OIpOMHY IIGHY 3a CpIICKe HMHTepece, HapaBHO. Kiamame
toM muty Hehe kynutu Hu Taguhy Hn CpOuju cuMmnaruje
Bbpucena nimm Bammnarrona, ga o CapajeBy HE TOBOPHUMO.
Kao cBu cprncku ycrymm on 1991. no manac, u Taj 4uuH
caMo TIpecTaBba MOTBpAY 3amagy nga ca Cpbuma
MMONUTHKA OaTiHe 0e3 mapraperne OJIMYHO (YHIIHOHHUIIE.
Hapasno, ycneanhe HOBe TyXOe M OIINTETHH 3aXTEBH.
Jpyrocpbujanckn kopudeju ¥ HBHXOBH CTPAHW MEHTOPH
cajia UMajy J1oKa3 ja ,,icHanudukaiuja” paha miogose.

MutoBH HHCYy HENPUKOCHOBCHH. JemHy IeleHH])y
nocie JlejToHa Opoj sKpTaBa para HaroKoH je 0o cpyOJbeH
ca mpomsBosbHE mudpe ox 200-250 xmipama — Koja je
rojvHaMa pPYTHHCKM HaBohjeHa y 3amaJHOM CBETY Kao
YHI-EHHIA — HA OKO CTOTHHY XMJbaJla MOTHHYJIMX Ha CBE
Tpu ctpane. Y ciydajy Cpebpennie, jenan cBeoOyxBaTaH,
BEPOJIOCTOjaH W Ha UHWIbCHUIIAMA YyTEMEJbeH pe3rMe
nmorahaja, koju OM OMO MCTOPHjCKHM KOHTEKCTYAIN30BaH H
MIPaBHO TpEIN3aH, joir He mocToju. OH je mpeko moTpedaH.
Ja je CpOuja 030mipHaA ApkaBa, OJAaBHO OM aHTa)koBaja
CpPEJ/ICTBA U KaJJpoBe 3a 00aBJbabe TOT 33/IaTKA.
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Wsmely unmenuiie na je nocie naga CpeOpHuile youjeHO
Ha CTOTHHE 3apo0sbeHuX npunaanuka AbuX u TBpame na
je 8.000 wux yOujeHo y 4MHY ,,reHoIMIa” 3jarnu TyOOKH
jas. Taj npaBuu, gemorpadcku, GOPSH3UYKH U JOTHUYKH ja3
je HempemorheH yIpKoc CBUM pe30JTyIlijaMa OBOTa CBETA.

[MPOBJIEM ITPABHE JE®UHUIIMNIE — Kao mTo 3Hamo
13 TPBOCTENEHE IIpecyne U omIyke kambeHor Beha y
cinydajy renepana Kpcruha, tepmun eenoyuo je y Xary
MIPOIIMPEH 10 TAKBOT CTETICHA /1A j& MaJITeHe HEMUHOBHO J1a
ce OH O craHmapauMma TpuOyHanma Jorofaw y OWMio KojeM
pary, oxn l'aze m ®Panyne no Kammaxapa. Ilo xamikoj
neduHMIMju TokoM npoTekiux nosa Beka CAJl cy Bpimiie
redoun y BujetHamy, @paniycka y Amxupy, U3spaen y
I'asu, Typcka Ha ceBepHoM Kumpy... na He rOBOPHMO O

cynounn Cpba y CapajeBy u Ha KocoBy u Meroxuju. Ilo
TOM Mepuily, XpBarcka je najeko Hajsehu KpuBam y
6mBmIoj JyrocnaBujum — HE caMO 3a YOHCTBO TOJIa MHJIMOHA
Cpba y HAX 1941-45 (mpouena lLlentpa Jam Bamem u
CumoHna Busenrana), Hero u 3a Menak, bieecak u Ounyjy.

Kome cprnicke :kpTBe Mame Bpene o1 OpuheBux youna?
Cprcka Majka Ha OpaTyHaAuYKOM rpodsby
Xamku TpuOyHan y npecyau Kperuhy okxapakrepucao
j€ Kao TeHOLMJIHY pajmy 4Yak ¥ TpaHcdep crapux Juia,
xena u nene u3 Cpedpuutie y Tysny, kojum je BPC u3pena
YETUPH TIETHHE MEIITaHa eHKJIaBe. Y XallKuM Tpecyaama u
pe3onyuuju kojy ¢y Cpbuma HamerHyau Tamuh U meroBu
HAJIOTO/IaBIlM, TCHOIM] j€ TPUBHjAIM30BAaH U JIHIICH
jnocrojanctBa. OBako peaeUHUCAH, TEHOLMJ MNOCTaje
Ba3/ia CIIPEMHA MpoIaraHjHa 0aTHHA KOJOM MOXE Jia Maliie
CBaKa HaBOJHO yIPO’KEHA TPyIa jKeJbHA MEIH]CKE MaXEhe H
CTpaHE BOjHEC UHTCPBCHIIH]C.

[MPOBJIEM KOHTEKCTA - [IloGopHmmm wMuTa O
TCHOLMAY CBECHO WIHOPHUINY YHECHHIY Ja ce Yy
CpeOpHHAIIN BOIMO paT W Ja Cy CBH BOJHO CIIOCOOHHU
MYIIKapIy y eHKJIaBU MOOWiMcanu y 28. muBu3ujy Apmuje
buX koja je 6a3y cBOjux onepanuja umaja ycpes T3B. 30HE
6e36equoctn YH. Ymecto na Oynae AeMmIMTapuU30BaHa, Ta
je 30Ha Owmiia mpenyHa opyxja u KopuiihieHa Kao 0JCKOYHA
JlacKa 3a Hamaje y KojuMa je moOujeHo (1a He JTUIATHPaAMO

OpojeBMMa) Ha CTOTHHE CPIICKUX IMBHJIA TOKOM TpHU
TOJIMHE KOoje Cy mperxoauie jyay 1995.

Cee cy To ommta MecTa Koja KOHTPOJIOPH 3amajHe
jaBHOCTH Beh ckopo 15 rommna mpukpuBajy. IloceOHO cy
OCeTJbMBM HA CBaKM TMOKYIaj aHalIW3¢ TOJUTHUKE
M03aInHE CPEOPHUUKOT ciy4aja. Ta je OCeTJBUBOCT y HCTO]
paBHU ca 3a0paHOM OOjaBJbHMBama pe3yitara HUCTpare o
nmo3aauHu ekciuiosuje Ha Mapkanama (edbpyapa 1994. bes
pasyMeBama MOJUTHYKE IM033auHe, MehyTHM, H3HEHaIHH
KOJaric MycIMMaHCKHX cHara y CpeOpHuim — 10 3y0a
HaopykaHnx u Opojumjux ox BPC — Huje oOjammus.
Jorahaju xoju cy ycieamnu ykasyjy Ha UTpy ca jaCHUM
MpeIyMHUIIBAjEM: J1a Ce KPTBYje (urypa a noouje napruja.

[Murame ,,xo0 je Ha nodutky” (Cui bono?) OutHo je 3a
pa3yMeBame KOHTeKcTa. MrHopucaHa y aHanuma Xara u
panuoHHUIaMa CPEOPHUIKOT MUTA, HENOOWTHA j€ YHMHEHUIA
na je monutudko BohctBo y CapajeBy Iyro mpHIpeMaio
JKPTBOBAKE CHKIIABE M COIICTBEHOT JBYJICTBA Y H0j KaKO O
ce M3HY/AMJIa 3anajiHa nHTepBeHnrja. Beh ronunama cy Ham
3HaHa Ka3uBama MOpana Mycrapuha u Apyrux cBemoka
30uBama na je Ammja M3zerberosuh mpen man CpebpHuie
CBOjUM CapagHUIIMa IIOBEpHO Ja je IleHa 3amajaHe
WHTEpBEHIIMje — 110 MPOLCHHU TpeacenHuka buna Kinarona
myHo — Oma 5.000 mpTBuX Mycnmnmana. Umajyhu y Bumy
ynmeHuy Ja je MszerGerosuh jomr 1991. wu3pasmo
CIIPEMHOCT Jia JKPTBYje MHp 3a HE3aBHCHOCT, He Tpebda
cymmati aa My je KimHTOHOBa 1ieHa Ouia He camo
NPUXBATJBUBA HETO U IPUMaMIbUBA.

VY cympojcraBbamby CPEOPHUUKOM MHUTY M XHITOTCIH
KosiekTHBHE KpuBuiie CpOu nmajy Ha cB0jOj CTpaHu Ipaso,
MpaBay M UCTOPHUjCKY MCTHHY. 3aro he cpamHa pe3onynuja
oxn 31. mapra Outu Ge3 moroBopa nouuiiTeHa kaga Cpouja
Io0uje jeqHy TPHUCTOjHY BiacT. Y OopOHM 3a Ty HCTHHY
Cpbu Hemajy pasziora Ja ce IUIalie Ma Yera OCHM CTpaxa
camora.

ajslolo] |
tjtﬂﬁﬂﬂk;'

3a nodopHuKke Jlexaapaiuje oHU He OCTOje: CIOMEH
c006a cprickux ;kprasa y Bpatynuy

CPEBPHULA

www.balkanstudies.org

AMNPUN 2010



CPEBPEHUIIA: UCTUHE U 3ABJIYJIE'

eMa CrIopa Ja ce TOKOM TpH jyicka maHa 1995.

TOJMHE HEIITO CTPAIIHO JOTOIMIO0 MyCIMMaHCKUM

3apo0JbeHUIIIMA. AJIH a2 OU NMPaBHJIHO Pa3yMelH
mra ce Taga AOTOAWIIO, M 3aIITO, HEONXOIHO je Y3eTH Yy
003up M mra ce gorahano CPICKUM LUBWIMMA Yy M OKO
Cpebpennnie TokoM mperxoxHe Tpu roxune. Cu he ce
JIaKO CJIOXKUTH, U HEMOOWTHA je UCTHHA, J1a IBE KPHUBJE HE
yuHe TmpaBay. MehyTum, aMnyTHpameM HCTOPH)CKHX
YHICHULA, U 3aTHM HaJyBaBameM aMITyTHPAaHOT AeNa, MU
ce HuKaga HeheMo TPUOMMKATH LEIOBUTOj WCTHHH,
HeheMo OCTBapUTH NpaBly HHUTH heMO MOJOXHUTH TeMeJbe
TpajHOM TIOMHPEHY ABEjY 3ajeAHUIA KOje Cy MpHHyheHe Ha
CY)XHBOT, OCUM aKO jeIHOj O/l FbUX 3aucTa He OU MOoLuIo 3a
PYKOM Jia UCTpeOu IpyTy...

Ha Oommaykoj cTpaHM MHOTH Cy OJUIyY4HH [a
HCKOpaye U3 O0NAaCTH NOKa3MBUX YHME-CHHLA HOIITO JKElie
Jla PEKOHCTPYHUINY M ,,Hadpu3upajy” CTBApHOCT Kako Ou
OHa OmJla y CKJIaay ca BUXOBHM IOJUTHYKHUM IPOTPAMOM.
Omnu ucTynajy ca JiBa KpyTa 3axTeBa:

(1) macoBHO yOHjame 3apobibeHUX Mycimmana y jyiry
1995. rogune Ouio je reHouun, u

(2) macoBHO yOHWjame CPICKUX LHBUIA, KOje je TOME
NPETXOMMIIO, WM je JIaX WIH je TOJIUKO CTATUCTHUYKH
3aHEMapJbUBO J1a O TOME HE BPEAX HU FOBOPUTH. [ ... ]

UumeHuIle ca KojuMa CBaKko Tpeba aa Oyae ymo3Har u
MUTaka KOja 3aXTeBajy OATOBOpE:

1. JemuHu HeMOCpeTHH U3BPIIIIIAIl 3J0YMHA Y
CpeOpenurn y jyay 1995. koju je ocyhen ox crpane
Xamkor TpuOyHana jecre paxen Epnemosuh, XpBaT u3
okomuHe Ty3nme. CKIIOMHO je TOTOBOP Ca TYKWJIALITBOM U
oCyheH je Ha MHHUMAIIHY Ka3HYy, Ha OCHOBY COIICTBEHOT
MpU3HAKkA, YHjU je caapikaj HEKOJIHKO ITyTa MEHmao.
Kiby4Ha Tauka JoroBopa ca Ty>KWIJIalITBOM Owiia je 1a Mopa
CBEJIOYHUTH TPOTHB CPIICKUX ONTYXXEHUKA. 3aIUTO CpIICKa
IpkaBa Tpeba Jla mnpey3Me OJrOBOPHOCT 3a 3JIOYHMHE
6ocanckor Xpeara EpnemoBuhia, ¥ TO Ha OCHOBY H-ETOBOT
KOHTPaJUKTOPHOT U HETIOY3IaHOT CBeJOYCHa?

2. EpnemoBuhi je HaBomHO mpumamao 13B. eceTom
JMBEp3aHTCKOM ojpeny Bojcke PenyoOmuke Cpricke,
MYJITHHALMOHAJIHO] jeJUHULIM cactaBibeHOj of Cpoa,
Xpsara, CioBeHana n MyciauMaHa. OH je IMEHOBAO jOII
cellaM HaBOIHUX CAaydeCHHKA y CTpeJbarbuMa — OJ] KOjHX CY
ce Heku Oopwmn y Adpunu kao miaheHWIN 3amagHIX
Bojcku. [lo maH-maHac, Hu Xamku TpuOyHan, Hu CpOwuja,
Hu buX, HuM Owio Koja Jpyra JpikaBa HHUCY HOAMIIIH
ONITY)XHUIIE IPOTUB THX JbYJH, HaKo cy UM foctynHu. Ta
Ce JKeJIU CaKpUTH?

3. Ha Mewmopujany y CpebOpenurn cToju  0Opoj
»8372...”, anu Taj OpOj YKJby4yje U OHE KOjU C€ jOIIl BOJE

! TIpeyseto ca cajra Mcropumjckn pojexat CpeGpennia
<http://www.srebrenica-project.com>

Kao ,,HecTayu’, a TPU TayKe IOcjie OBOT Opoja 3Haye Ja
HHje KoHauaH. Kako ce 3a Hecrane Moke TBPIUTU Ja Cy
,KPTBE TeHOIMAA”  aKko Ha MHHUMa HHje H3BPIICHA
00/1yK1IMja, HUTHU Ce 3Ha Ja JIU Cy yOILITe MPTBU?

4. Tlpema mnocnenmuM (OPEH3NYKHM aHaANIU3aMa,
yKynaH Opoj Tejla MCKONaHMX M3 MacoBHHMX IpoOHHIA je
ucnoza 2000, on kojux ce 3a 442 MOxe ca cUrypHOIIhy
TBPJUTU Jla Cy KPTBE CTpesbama, jep Cy HMalu Be3aHe
pyke. To je ckopo 8.000 mame om Opoja KOju ce jaBHO
JIOBOJH y Be3y ca ,,reHonuaom” y CpebpeHnmn.

5. HajBumm nuBuiaHu npesactaBHUK YH Ha TepeHy y
jyny 1995, Amepukanan ®unun Kopeun, Beh roamnama
TBpau Ha je tama y CpeOpenuru yomjeHo ,,0ko 7007
OocaHCKHX MycClIMMaHa — U Jia je pa3nuka usmely tor 6poja
u Opoja ox 8.000 koju ce cTaHO MpOIarupa — MOJTUTHYKA.
Huje mm Cpebpenuna, Kpo3 JIHIUTHpamke OpojeBUMa,
OYHTJICTHO UCTIONUTH30BaHAa?

6. Komucmja Bmage PC Hukaxg Huje mnpu3Haia
»~reHormn’, Beh je Ty peu ymorpeOmia camMo Kao IUTaT
npecyne renepanry BPC PammcnaBy Kpceruhy. Kommcuja
HUje ycBojwia HH Opoj on ,,8.000 cTpesbaHUX”, WAKO je
OuJIa MOJABPrHYTa OrPOMHUM 3aIIaJJHAIM NPUTHCIIMMA; HUTH
je HW3jaBmia Ja Cy CBM Ha CHHCKY HECTAIUX YOWjeHH U
MpTBH, Beh 1a Ty MMa ¥ )KUBUX M OHHX KOJH CY CTpaJain y
O6opbama u mpe 1995, ka0 u OHHX KOjH Cy KacCHHjEe yMPIH
MPUPOJHOM CMphy, IOK je 3a Heke yTBpheHo ma cy
MIPOMEHWIIN MJICHTUTET W JKMBE Ha JPYTUM MECTHMa, a 3a
Jpyre lia Cy H3p>KaBaid Ka3Hy 3a KpUBHYHA JeNa.

7. Tlpema mpecynun MeljyrapogHor cyma mpasae,
Cpbuja HE CHOCH OITOBOPHOCT 3a ,T€HOLUWA , HUTH je
y4ECTBOBAJNA y HETOBOj NMpUIpeMH Wi n3Bohermy. Camum
M, CpOuja HeMa HHKaKBY 00aBe3y Jla YCBOjU OMIIO KakBY
SHIeknapaiujy o CpeOpeHuim”.

8. Cpbuja mpey3nMameM OJTOBOPHOCTH 32 JeIIaBarmba
y CpeOpeHurnm Moke OHTH W3IIOKEHAa TyxxO0ama 3a
OacHocOBHE oxmTere. Jla I je TO padyH KOju MOKEMO 1a
uiaTuMo U Haciehe koje Tpeba fa ocTaBUMO MOTOMCTBY?

9. VYcBajame OBE pe30dylijeé MOTHBHCAHO je U
pe3oiynnjoM Kojy je y janyapy 2009. msrmacao EBponckn
napiiaMeHT. YHYTpalllhba MPOTUBYPEYHOCT TE PE3OJyLHje
ornena ce y craBy ,,E”, rae jacHo crtoju ma ,,ympKoc
OTPOMHHM HaIlOpUMa... 10Ca/Iallllbe UCTpare He JAOIYIITajy
MOTIIYHY PEKOHCTPYKIHM]jy morahaja y u oko CpeOpenurie”,
HITO HUCKJbYydyje CaMOYBEPEHO JIOHOLICHE KOHAUYHHX
3aKJbydaka O TOM CIIOKEHOM jorahajy, a moceOHO OJaKo
Kopumheme HajTeXUX MPAaBHUX KBaIH(HKANWja y OTHOCY
Ha npxaBy CpOujy u mene rpalhane.

Axko mpaBa uctuHa o Cpebpenurm, koja he kam-tan
Outn  ycTaHOBJbEHa, Oyae  JIeMaHTOBalla  CaapiKaj
pesonymuje Hapomne ckymmruHe — Kako he ce HapoaHu
MOCTaHUIM KOjU Cy Tjacald 3a Iy HCKYIIUTH TIpe]
HCTOPHjOM H MPEJ CBOjHM IMOTOMIUMA?
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JECET CPEBPEHUYKUX 3ATOHETKH'

ako gohm 1o wucrmHe y 21. BeKy, Yy BeKy

HEBEPOBAaTHUX  TEXHOJOIIKMX W HAyYHHX

jgocturayha, y BeKy MEOMjCKUX MaHMITyJIaluja,
TEXHOJIOIIKO-MH(OPMALIOHE TUKTAType KOja Kpenpa jaBHO
MibeHe Kako joj ce mpoxte? OAroBop je: MyKOTPIHUM
3ajarambeM, IPBO MEHTAIHHM  OTIIOPOM  MEJHjCKOj
XUCTEPHjU U CUMYIAaKpyMy KOjH HyAU jeqHY BPCTY UCTHHE,
JaKje, OYUCTUTH CBOj MO3aK M AHAJIMTHYKH NPUCTYIHUTH
MpOHANIAXEkhY OAroBOpa Ha CTOTHHE MHTama Koja Ccy
Be3aHa 3a CpeOpeHnily, a o Kojux HajBehn meo, HU mocie
14 ronuna, HUje JOOHO CBOj OJrOBOP.

Kao wmimyctpatuBaH mpuMep KOju MOTBphyje H3HETO
MHUIIUJBCHE, HABEJMMO CaMO JIECET CPEOPEHUYUKUX MHUTAbA:

1. Axo je CpeOpenuna Owia JAeMUIMTApU30BaHA U
3amTrheHa 30Ha, Kako TO J1a je oHa KopmiheHa 3a ,,0IMOp,
o0yke, onpemy u Hamage OpuheBHX jenIUHHIIA Ha CPIICKE
monokaje” (u3BemTaj reHepanHor cekperapa YH ox 16.
mapta 1994. u 30. maja 1995. rogune)?

2. Ko je oxg mocmarpagsa YH u mpencTaBHHKa BETHKHX
CHJIa, MaKO Cy 3HAJIM KOJHKa je TeH3uja m3mel)y 3apahenux
cTpaHa, no3BosbaBao Hacepy Opuhy na CpebOpenuny xao
»»JJIEMHJIATApPU30BaHy 30HY KOPHCTH HNPAaKTHYHO K0 BOjJHY
0a3y (u3BemTaj XONaHACKOT MHCTUTYTa 3a DaTHY
JnokymeHrtanyjy, anpui 2002. roaune)? [la nm cy Tako u
OHM BHIIECTPAHO yMEIIaHW y IUIAHUPAKE U H3a3MBAE
eTHUYKUX cykoba y CpeOpeHuuu?

3. Jla mm je Anmja U3erGerosuh mpeko cBor cpeOpeHUIKOr
3aIoBeIHNKA, 10 31y no3HaroM Hacepy Opuhy, meceruma
U MeceluMa mpe jyna 1995. roauHe, CBECHO Hamagao U
youjao CpOe, »xenmehn ma uX HCIpPOBOLMpPA Ja y3BpaTe
ynapanl Ha CpeOpeHuIy, kKoja je Tpebajo Ja IMOCITyXH Kao
Mamail ¥ XpPTBEHO jarme 32 akTUBHO yKJbyunBame HATO-
cHara y cyko0? Jla nm je 3amcra TadyHO J1a je aMepHUIKU
npencennuk bun KimaTOH pekao M3erGeroBmhy ma mopa
outn yoOujeHo Bumie o 5.000 MyciamMaHa ako JKeNlU Ja
HATO nanague Cp6e?

4. la mu je Hacep Opuh, no MzerberosuheBom Hapehemy,
HenocpeaHo mpe jyna 1995. rogure, 610 IIAHCKH TOBYYCH
u3 CpeOpeHulle ca CBOJUM JbYyIMMa, OCTaBHUBLIN 33 COOOM
Ha XWbaJe Jbyau 0e3 komanzae?

5. Jla 1u je BeNMKH €0 MYCIMMAaHCKUX BOjHHKA MOKYIIAO0
mpo6oj mpema Tysnu n XKemu? [la nu je TayHo nma ce Ha
XHJba/Ie MYCIMMAaHCKUX BOjHHMKA NMPOOWIO M TOAWHY JlaHa
kacuuje npujasmwio OEBC-y 3a rnacame Ha n3bopuma? I'e
Cy TH ,,HECTaNu’ Jbyau cana?

6. Tme cy mokasu? I'me je 8.000 memepa? Kommko mx
3ampaBo uma? Ko W Kako caja CHpPOBOAM OOIYKIH)Y
JemieBa?

' M3 yBommor Texcra Bpammmupa Hemmiha ,Mctuna he Hac

ocioboauTu" 00jaBibeHOT y Jsepuma 6.8.2008.

7. Tne cy damo3nu carenutcku cHUMIM CjeIHmBEHUX
Awmepuukux [lp)kaBa Koju IOKa3yjy CTpaBHYHE CpIICKE
37I04MHE, a Ha Koje ce mo3uBasia Memnua OnoOpajr? 3amro
je craBjbeH emOapro cinyxOeHe TajHC Ha TE HABOJIHE
carenutcke cHuMKe cienehnx 30 mo 50 roamHa, o cTpaHe
amepuuke, OpuTaHCKe W (paHIlyCKe ApkaBe? 3amTo UX HE
TTOKaXXy jaBHOCTU?

8. 3amro ce He HM3BPIIM J€TaJbHA aHaJIM3a CBEAOYCHA
TIIaBHOT Xamkor cBemoka J[Ipaxkena Epmemomha, koju
CBE/IOYM Ja je 3a HellyHa YeTHPH caTa, 3ajeHO ca jOIl
CEIMOPUIIOM JbYIU KOje NMOMMEHHIIE HaBomu, yomo 1200
JbYJIM, TAKO IITO UX je N3BOJHO I10 IpynaMa of JeceT JbYAH,
oBoaMO UX ckopo 200 mMerapa 0 MecTa 3JI049HMHa, OHJ]a UX
ybujao, na nposepaBao ypaheHo, na ce ogMapao H 1Ho, Ia
OHJIa cBe ucmodyerka M Tako 120 myra? 3amTo ce He
YCTaHOBH J1a My j€ 3a TakaB MOHCTPYO3aH 3JI0YMH Tpedasio
6ap 20 catu? U rae je Tux 1043 mema jep je KacHHje Ha TOM
MecTy nponaheno 157 nemesa?

9. 3amto HUKO Of] peocTalne cenmopuiie u3 Epaemosuhene
rpyne, Koju cy HaBojHo nodowiu 1200 Jeyau, Huje
yXarlieH, MPOLECYHpaH W W3BEICH IMpel JHIE IpaBje,
MaKo Ce 3Ha KO Cy W Tie TpeHyTHO xuBe? [la jau ce HeKo
ILTaIIN Aa ,,TJIABHH CBEJOK ™ HE IIOCTAHE ,,JJaXKHU CBEIOK ?

10. la mu je, Ha Kpajy, ciydaj CpeOpeHHIIa MEIH]jCKH
MpUNpPEMaH, NPEIUMEH3UOHHPAH M CBECHO MCKPUBJBCH Jia
O0m ce cTBOpmIIa CIIMKa O ,,37MMM TeHomugHuM CpbOuma” u
Tako yONaxwia KPUTHKA jaBHOCTH HA CTOTHHE XHJbaaa
mpotepannx CpbOa u3 Kumacke Kpajune (camo mBamecet
JaHa Tociie HaBomHor TeHomuga |y CpeOpenwuim),
6ombOapnoBame Penyonuke Cpricke (caMmo Mecel U 1o JJaHa
mocie HaBogHor reHomuga y  CpeOpeHuIin), 3aTuM
6omOapnoBame CpbOuje (Kao HM3roBOp 1a Ce IMOHOBO HE
JIOTOIM HaBOHY reHonu y CpeOpeHuIr) 1 Tako Jajbe. . .

IMuTama wMa jonr jJecer myTa OBOJIMKO, MUTaWma Ha
Koje jour Hucy nponahenn oarosopu. OHa 3axTeBajy na ce
ciydaj CpeOpeHulia MOHOBO U HA MPaBU HAYUH, 00jEKTHBHO
U JICTAJbHO U YHEbeHUYHO, ucnuta. OBlEe ce He paju HU O
KaKBOj peNlaTHBH3ALMj! 3J0YMHA ca Halle, CPIICKE CTpaHe,
Beh amcoiyTHO 0 TOTpeOM Ja ce ca3Ha IpaBa HCTHHA.
Uctnra he Hac ocnoboautu, 6e3 003upa KOIUKO OHA Omia
Temka 1 00JiHa 3a cBe Hapoje Ha bankany.

[ToTpeOHO je M y MHTEpeCy je CBUX, HA IIPBOM MECTY
Hac Cpba m OocaHCKMX MyClIMMaHa, ajld W Hapoja |
YEeCTUTHX MONUTHYAPA U JbYAW BEIHKUX 3allaJHUX CUJIA, A
ce ca3Ha IIpaBa U LieroBuTa uctuHa o Cpedpenunu. akie,
HE caMO0 JeIMMHYHA, jEJHOCTpaHa M Yy MHOIOMe
U3BHTOIIEpEHa MCTHMHA, jep KaJa je TakBa, OHA He
npe/ICcTaB/ba UCTHHY Beh HencTuHy.

Menujcka MalIMHEpHja Koja je MpojeKToBajia CIMKY O
CpeOpeHully KoOjy JaHac TIO03HAajeMO, IO KOjo] Cy
HeMWJIOCPIHH M HedoBeuHH CpOu u3BpIIWIHN ,,HajBehn
reHoru mociae Jlpyror cBeTckor paTa’ Haj HeIyXHHUM
MYCIMMAHCKUM [MBWJIMMA, IIPABH j€ TPHMEP jeAHOCTpaHEe
¥ UCKpUBJbEHE UCTHHE. [...]
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SREBRENICA: THE SCORE

Conclusions Of Srebrenica Research Group'

ollowing three years of research as a group and many
more as individuals, the Srebrenica Research Group

reports the following conclusions:

1. Both the scale of the casualties at Srebrenica and
the context of events have been misrepresented in
official reports by governmental and non-governmental
organizations as well as news organizations. Senior UN
military and civilian officials, NATO intelligence officers
and independent intelligence analysts dispute the official
portrayal of the capture of Srebrenica by the International
Criminal Tribunal on Yugoslavia, (ICTY) as a unique
atrocity in the Bosnian conflict. The contention that as
many as 8,000 Muslims were killed has no basis in
available evidence and is essentially a political construct.

2. The 8,000 figure was first provided by the Red
Cross, based on their crude estimate that the Bosnian Serb
Army (BSA) had captured 3,000 men and that 5,000 were
reported “missing.” It is well established that thousands of
those “missing” had reached Tuzla or were killed in the
fighting, but in an amazing transformation displaying the
eagerness to find the Bosnian Serbs evil and the Muslims
victims, the “reaching safety/killed-in-action” basis of
being missing was ignored and the missing were taken as
executed! This misleading conclusion was helped along by
the Red Cross's reference to the 5,000 as having “simply
disappeared,” and its failure to correct this politically biased
usage despite its own recognition that “several thousand”
refugees had reached Central Bosnia. It was also helped
along by the Bosnian Muslim leadership's refusal to
disclose the names and numbers of those reaching safety,
but there was a remarkable readiness in Western
governments not only to ignore those reaching safety, but
also to disregard deaths in fighting and to take dead bodies
as proving executions. The will to believe was limitless:
reporter David Rohde saw a bone sticking up in a gravesite
near Srebrenica, which he just knew was a remnant of an
execution and serious evidence of a “massacre.” It was
standard media practice to move from an asserted and
unproven claim of thousands missing, or a report of the
uncovering of bodies in a grave site, to the conclusion that
the claim of 8,000 executed was thereby demonstrated.

3. With 8,000 executed and thousands killed in the
fighting, there should have been huge grave sites and
satellite evidence of both executions, burials, and any body
removals. But the body searches in the Srebrenica vicinity
were painfully disappointing, with only some two thousand
bodies found in searches through 2001, including bodies

! http://www.srebrenica-report.com/conclusions.htm (July 2005)
The Report’s authors were George Bogdanich, Tim Fenton, Philip
Hammond, Edward S. Herman, Michael Mandel, Jonathan Rooper
and George Szamuely.

killed in action and possibly Serb bodies, some pre-dating
July 1995. The sparseness of these findings led to claims of
body removal and reburial, but this was unconvincing as the
Bosnian Serbs were under intense military pressure after
July 1995. This was the period when NATO was bombing
Serb positions and Croat/Muslim armies were driving
towards Banja Luka. The BSA was on the defensive and
was extremely short of equipment and resources, including
gasoline. An operation of the magnitude required to
exhume, transport and rebury thousands of corpses would
have been far beyond the BSA's capacity at that time.
Furthermore, in carrying out such a program they could
hardly hope to escape observation from OSCE personnel,
local civilians, and satellite observations.

4. On August 10, 1995, Madeleine Albright showed
some satellite photos at a closed session of the Security
Council, as part of a denunciation of the Bosnian Serbs,
including one photo showing people--allegedly Bosnian
Muslims near Srebrenica--assembled in a stadium, and one
allegedly taken shortly thereafter showing a nearby field
with “disturbed” soil. These photos have never been
publicly released, but even if they are genuine, they don't
prove either executions or burials. Furthermore, although
the ICTY speaks of “an organized and comprehensive
effort” to hide bodies, neither Albright nor anyone else has
ever shown a satellite photo of people actually being
executed, buried, or dug up for reburial, or of trucks
conveying thousands of bodies elsewhere. This failure to
provide evidence occurred despite Albright's warning the
Serbs that “We will be watching,” and with satellites at that
time, making at least eight passes per day and geostationary
drones able to hover and take finely detailed pictures in
position over Bosnia during the summer of 1995. The
mainstream media have found this failure of no interest.

5. There have been a great many bodies gathered at
Tuzla, some 7,500 or more, from all across Bosnia, many in
poor condition or parts only, their collection and handling
incompatible with professional forensic standards, their
provenance unclear and link to the July 1995 events in
Srebrenica unproven and often unlikely, and the manner of
their death usually uncertain. Interestingly, although the
Serbs were regularly accused of trying to hide bodies, there
has never been any suggestion that the Bosnian Muslims,
long in charge of the body search, might shift bodies around
and otherwise manipulate evidence, despite their substantial
record of dissembling. A systematic attempt to use DNA to
trace connections to Srebrenica is underway, but entails
many problems, apart from that of the integrity of the
material studied and process of investigation, and will not
resolve the question of differentiating executions from
deaths in combat. There are also lists of missing, but these
lists are flawed, with duplications, individuals listed who
had died before July 1995, who fled to avoid Bosnian
Muslim Army service, or who registered to vote in 1997.
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They include men who died in battle or reached safety or
were captured and assumed a new existence elsewhere.

6. The 8,000 figure is also incompatible with the basic
arithmetic of Srebrenica numbers before and after July
1995. Displaced persons from Srebrenica--that is, massacre
survivors-- registered with the World Health Organization
and Bosnian government in early August 1995, totaled
35,632. Muslim men who reached Muslim lines “without
their families being informed” totaled at least 3,000, and
some 2,000 were killed in the fighting. That gives us 37,632
survivors plus 2,000 combat deaths, which would require
the prewar population of Srebrenica to have been 48,000 if
8,000 were executed, whereas the population before July
was more like 37-40,000 (Tribunal judge Patricia Wald
gave 37,000 as her estimate). The numbers don't add up.

7. There were witnesses to killings at Srebrenica, or
those who claimed to be witnesses. There were not many of
these, and some had a political axe to grind or were
otherwise not credible, but several were believable and
were very likely describing real and ugly events. But the
available evidence indicates hundreds of executions, not
8,000 or anything close to it. The only direct participant
witness claim that ran to a thousand was that of Drazen
Erdemovic, an ethnic Croat associated with a mercenary
group of killers whose members were paid 12 kilos of gold
for their Bosnian service (according to Erdemovic
himself) and ended up working in the Congo on behalf of
French intelligence. His testimony was accepted despite its
vagueness and inconsistencies, lack of corroboration, and
his suffering from mental problems sufficient to disqualify
him from trial--but not from testifying before the Tribunal,
free of cross-examination. within two weeks of this
disqualification from trial. This and other witness evidence
suffered from serious abuse of the plea-bargaining process
whereby witnesses could receive mitigating sentences if
they cooperated sufficiently with the prosecution.

It is also noteworthy how many relatively impartial
observers in or near Srebrenica in July 1995 didn't see any
evidence of massacres, including the members of the Dutch
forces present in the “safe area” and people like Hubert
Wieland, the chief UN investigator of human rights abuses,
who could find no eyewitnesses to atrocities after five days
of interviewing among the 20,000 Srebrenica survivors
gathered at the Tuzla airport refugee camp. Carlos Martins
Branco, former UN Deputy Director of UNMO (UN
Monitors) in Bosnia, who debriefed UN monitors assigned
to Srebrenica, writes that casualty estimates of 8,000 have
been “used and manipulated for propaganda purposes...
there is little doubt that at least 2,000 Bosnian Muslims died
in fighting the better trained and better commanded BSA”
in three years of fierce fighting. This is roughly the number
of bodies (2,028) which were exhumed by the ICTY in the
region by the year 2001. Many of these deaths occurred
before the fall of Srebrenica, according to Branco.

8. The events of Srebrenica and claims of a major
massacre were extremely helpful to the Clinton
administration, the Bosnian Muslim leadership, and
Croatian authorities. Clinton was under political pressure in
1995 both from the media and from Bob Dole to take more
forceful action in favor of the Bosnian Muslims, and his
administration was eager to find a justification for more
aggressive policies. Clinton officials rushed to the
Srebrenica scene to confirm and publicize the claims of a
massacre, just as William Walker did later at Racak in
January 1999. By inflating the casualties following the
capture of Srebrenica, US officials also diverted attention
from larger-scale, US-supported Croatian attacks on Serb
populated UN Protected Areas (UNPAs) in Western
Slavonia (“Operation Flash”) and the Krajina region
(“Operation Storm”) in May and August of 1995. Having
undermined a UN-European Community agreement that
would have prevented the outbreak of war (the March 1992
Lisbon agreement) and two other negotiated settlements
(the Vance-Owen and the Owen-Stoltenberg agreements)
which would have ended the fighting in 1993, US State
Department hardliners were committed to imposing a
military solution, that prolonged the war till 1995.

By facilitating the illegal transfer of weapons to
Bosnian Muslim forces and turning a blind eye toward the
entry of foreign Mujahadeen fighters, the US turned
supposed safe zones for civilians into staging areas for
conflict and a tripwire for NATO intervention. Dr. Cees
Wiebes who authored the chapter on military intelligence in
the Dutch government report on Srebrenica, notes that the
U.S. Defense Intelligence Agency facilitated the transfer of
illegal arms from Muslim countries to the Tuzla airport
using Hercules C-130 transport planes. It arranged for gaps
in air surveillance by AWACs, which were supposed to
guard against such illegal arms traffic. Along with these
weapons came Mujahadeen fighters from both Iranian
training camps and al-Qaeda, including two of the hijackers
involved in the attacks on the World Trade Center and
Khaled Sheik Mohammed who helped plan the attack. Al-
Qaeda leader Osama Bin Laden was issued a Bosnian
passport by the Embassy of Bosnia and Herzegovina in
Vienna in 1993. Bin-Laden was observed on two occasions
at the office of Bosnian President Alija Izetbegovic.

9. Both U.S. and U.S.-appointed ICTY officials
acknowledged political considerations in issuing
genocide indictments, which were announced prior to an
investigation of events surrounding the capture of
Srebrenica. On July 24, 1995 the UN’s chief investigator
(for the UN High Commissioner for Human Rights) Henry
Wieland, who had spoken to scores of Muslims at the main
refugee camp at Tuzla airfield told the London Daily
Telegraph “we have not found anyone who saw with their
own eyes an atrocity taking place.” Three days, later,
however, the ICTY issued indictments charging Bosnian
Serb leaders Radovan Karadzic and Ratko Mladic.In news
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accounts reports of July 27, ICTY Chief Judge Antonio
Cassesse praised the indictments as “a good political result”
and added that the indictment means that “these gentlemen
[Mladic and Karadzic] will not be able to take part in peace
negotiations.” The Boston Globe reported the same day:
“The Clinton Administration has not obtained independent
confirmation of atrocities [at Srebrenica],” but does not
doubt that these occurred “I realized that the War Crimes
Tribunal was a very valuable tool,” Richard Holbrooke told
the BBC. “We used it to keep the two most wanted war
criminals in Europe out of the Dayton process and we used
it to justify everything that followed.”

10. Bosnian Muslim leaders had been struggling for
several years to persuade the NATO powers to intervene
more forcibly on their behalf, and there is strong evidence
that they were prepared not only to lie but also to sacrifice
their own citizens and soldiers to serve the end of inducing
intervention. Bosnian Muslim officials have claimed that
their leader, Alija Izetbegovic, told them that Clinton had
advised him that U.S. intervention would only occur if the
Serbs killed at least 5,000 at Srebrenica. The abandonment
of Srebrenica by a military force much larger than that of
the attackers, and a retreat that made that larger force
vulnerable and caused it to suffer heavy casualties in
fighting and vengeance executions, helped produce
numbers that would meet the Clinton criterion, by hook or
by crook. There is other evidence that the retreat from
Srebrenica was not based on any military necessity but
was strategic, with the personnel losses incurred
considered a necessary sacrifice for a larger purpose.

On July 9, 1995, two days before Bosnian Serbs had
captured the nearly empty town of Srebrenica and before
any serious fighting had taken place, President Izetbegovic
was already calling President Clinton and other world
leaders urging them to take action against “terrorism” and
“genocide” by Bosnian Serb Forces. This was part of an
ongoing pattern in which charges of mass rape, death
camps, staged atrocities were used to manipulate public
opinion in favor of military intervention.

Military sources confirm that the 5,500 strong
Muslim military force in Srebrenica made no effort to
defend Srebrenica against 200 Serbian troops supported
by five tanks. Tim Ripley, a military analyst for Janes’
Defense publications notes that Muslim forces fled from
Srebrenica to the surrounding hills before Serbs captured
the nearly empty town. He writes that Dutch troops “saw
Bosnian troops escaping from Srebrenica move past their
observation points carrying brand new anti-tank weapons,
still in their plastic wrappings. This, and other similar
reports, made many UN officers and international
journalists suspicious.” Former Deputy Director of UNMO
(UN Monitors) Carlos Martins Branco, who debriefed the
UN monitors who served in Srebrenica, writes:

Muslim forces did not even try to take advantage of
their heavy artillery, under control of the United

Nations (UN) forces at a time in which they had every
reason to do so Military resistance would
jeopardize the image of ‘victim’, which had been so
carefully constructed, and which the Muslims
considered vital to maintain. British Lt. Col. Jim
Baxter, assistant to UN Commander Rupert Smith,
told Tim Ripley: “[The Bosnian government] knew
what was happening in Srebrenica. I am certain they
decided it was worth the sacrifice.”

Muslim leaders from Srebrenica claim that the
town was deliberately “sacrificed” by the Presidency of
the Bosnia and the Military High Command in order to
encourage NATO intervention. In their testimony before
the Hague Tribunal, Bosnian Muslim Generals Halilovic
and Hadzihasanovic testified that General Staff of the
Bosnian Army abruptly removed 18 top officers of the 28™
division in Srebrenica. This was done even as the high
command was ordering sabotage operations against
Bosnian Serbs. One of these was a militarily meaningless
attack on a strategically unimportant nearby Serb village of
Visnica. The final operation was an attack on Bosnian Serb
Army units on the road south of Srebrenica, just days
before the Serbs captured the nearly undefended town.

Ibran Mustafic, the head of the Muslim SDA party in
Srebrenica, who had clashed with local Bosnian Muslim
military commander Naser Oric, and was badly wounded in
two assassination attempts, told Slobodna Bosna:

“The scenario for the betrayal of Srebrenica was
consciously prepared. Unfortunately the Bosnian
presidency and the Army command were involved in
this business ... Had I received orders to attack the
Serb army from the demilitarized zone, I would have
rejected to carry out that order without thinking and
would have asked the person who had issued that
order to bring his family to Srebrenica so that I can
give him a gun let him stage attacks from the
demilitarized zone. I knew that such shameful,
calculated moves were leading my people to
catastrophe. The order came from Sarajevo”

In his book Warriors for Peace, Bernard Kouchner,
former head of Doctors Without Borders, states that on his
death bed, Bosnia’s wartime president, Alija Izetbegovic,
acknowledged to both Kouchner and former UN envoy
Richard Holbrooke that he had exaggerated claims of
atrocities by Serbian forces to encourage NATO
intervention against the Serbs. Specifically he mentions
wartime POW camps that all three factions in the Bosnian
civil war utilized, but which his government claimed in
1992 were really “death camps,” a charge which was
widely publicized by reporters such as Newsday's Roy
Gutman (who shared a Pulitzer prize for this story) and
ABC anchor Peter Jennings. Izetbegovic admitted to
Kouchner and Holbrooke, ”There were no extermination
camps, whatever the horror of those places. I thought my
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revelations [sic] would precipitate bombing [against
Serbs].”

11. Croatian authorities were also delighted with the
claims of a Srebrenica massacre, as this deflected attention
from their prior devastating ethnic cleansing of Serbs in
Western Slavonia (almost entirely ignored by the Western
media), and it provided a cover for their already planned
removal of several hundred thousand Serbs from the
Krajina area in Croatia. In “Operation Flash,” carried out in
Western Slavonia in May 1995, the Croatians did not
provide safe passage for a huge column of Serb refugees,
which included many women and children. “Many Serbs
perished in heavy Croatian tank, artillery and aerial
bombardments ...as they tried to flee southward toward the
Sava River bridge into Bosnia,” wrote New York Times
reporter Roger Cohen, who noted that “the estimate of 450
Serbian dead, given by Gojko Susak, the Croatian Defense
Minister appears to be conservative.” The followup massive
ethnic cleansing operation by Croatia in Krajina was carried
out with U.S. approval and logistical support within a
month of the Srebrenica events, and it may well
have involved the killing of more Serb civilians than
Bosnian Muslim civilians killed in the Srebrenica area in
July: most of the Bosnian Muslim victims were fighters, not
civilians, as the Bosnian Serbs bused the Srebrenica women
and children to safety; here as in Western Slavonia the
Croatians made no such provision and many women,
children and old people were slaughtered in Krajina. The
ruthlessness of the Croats was impressive: “UN troops
watched horrified as Croat soldiers dragged the bodies of
dead Serbs along the road outside the UN compound and
then pumped them full of rounds from the AK-47s. They
then crushed the bullet-ridden bodies under the tracks of a
tank.” But this was hardly noticed in the wake of the
indignation and propaganda generated around Srebrenica,
with the aid of the media, whose co-belligerency role in the
Balkan wars was already well-entrenched.

12. The International Criminal Tribunal for
Yugoslavia (ICTY) and UN also had an important role to
play in the consolidation of the standard Srebrenica
massacre narrative. From its inception the ICTY served as
an arm of the NATO powers, who created it, funded it,
served as its police arm and main information source, and
expected and got responsive service from the organization.
The ICTY focused intensively on Srebrenica and provided
important and nominally independent corroboration of the
massacre claims along with citable “judicial” claims of
planned “genocide.” Although the death toll in Operations
“Flash” and “Storm” is believed to be in the thousands, in
contrast with its treatment of Srebrenica, but in keeping
with its role as a political instrument of NATO, no genocide
indictments were issued by the ICTY for these ethnic
cleansing operations and massacres.

13. The UN is less thoroughly integrated into NATO-
power demands than the ICTY, but it is highly responsive,

and in the Srebrenica case, it came through just as the
United States and itsmain allies desired. Under pressure
from the US, the UN employed a double standard for
reporting alleged abuses by Serb forces as compared with
comparable abuses by Croatian Muslim forces. Between
May of 1992 and April of 1993, scarcely a day went by
without massacres and scorched earth attacks by Muslim
warlord Naser Oric on towns and villages such as Sikirici,
Konjevi¢ Polje, Glogova, Zalazje, Fakovi¢i, Kaludra,
Brezani, Krnica, Zagoni, Orlice, Crni Vhr, Kamenica,
Bjelovac, Kravica, Skelani and Zabokvica. “Naser Ori¢
was a warlord who reigned by terror in this area and over
the population itself,” General Phillippe Morillon testified
at the Hague Tribunal. “He could not allow himself to take
prisoners. According to my recollection, he didn't even look
for an excuse.” Ori¢’s forces are responsible for 1,200-
1,500 deaths in the Srebrenica area.

Despite extensive evidence of Ori¢’s direct
participation in such atrocities in a report submitted to the
UN by the Yugoslav State Commission on War Crimes, the
US State Department, the UN and major news
organizations were largely silent on these crimes. UN
Security Council resolutions to condemn abuses by Muslim
forces or Croatian forces were routinely thwarted by
threatened veto from Madeleine Albright. The report on
Ori¢ was submitted to the UN Commission of Experts on
War Crimes, whose chairman Cherif Bassiouni was
appointed by Ambassador Albright, but Ori¢ was not even
mentioned in the final report of the Commission. When the
ICTY finally got around to indicting Nasir Ori¢ on March
28, 2003, very possibly to create the image of judicial
balance, he was charged with killing only seven Serbs who
were tortured and beaten to death after capture, and with the
“wanton destruction” of nearby villages. Although
he bragged to Western reporters of slaughtering Serb
civilians, the ICTY reportedly “found no evidence that
there were civilian casualties in the attacks on Serb villages
in his theater of operations.”

Former NATO Deputy Commander Charles Boyd,
who was in charge of intelligence assessments, wrote in
Foreign Affairs that the Croatian attack on the UN
Protected Serb-inhabited area of Western Bosnia, which
preceded the capture of Srebrenica “appears to differ from
Serbian actions around the UN safe areas of Srebrenica and
Zepa only in the degree of Western hand-wringing and
CNN footage the latter have elicited. Ethnic cleansing
evokes condemnation only when it is committed by
Serbs, not against them.”

14. Another anomaly also showing the sacred,
untouchable, and politicized character of the Srebrenica
massacre in Western ideology has been the ready
designation of the killings as a case of “genocide.” The
Tribunal played an important role here, with hard-to-match
gullibility, unrestrained psychologizing, problematic legal
reasoning, and the ready acceptance of trial testimony by
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prosecution witnesses who committed perjury as part of
plea bargains (most notably, Drazen Erdemovi¢ and Momir
Nikoli¢). The term genocide, once reserved for the most
horrific crime, the planned extermination of a particular
group, was manipulated by the ICTY to justify indictments
that preceded any serious investigation of events related to
the capture of Srebrenica.

On gullibility, one Tribunal judge accepted as fact the
witness claim that Serb soldiers had forced an old Muslim
man to eat the liver of his grandson; and the judges
repeatedly stated as an established fact that 7-8,000 Muslim
men had been executed, while simultaneously
acknowledging that the evidence only “suggested” that “a
majority” of the 7-8,000 missing had not been killed in
combat, which yields a number substantially lower than 7-
8,000. The Tribunal dealt with the awkward problem of the
genocide-intent Serbs bussing Bosnian Muslim women and
children to safety by arguing that they did this for public
relations reasons, but as Michael Mandel points out, failing
to do some criminal act despite your desire is called “not
committing a crime.” The Tribunal never asked why the
genocidal Serbs failed to surround the town before its
capture to prevent thousands of males from escaping to
safety, or why the Bosnian Muslim soldiers were willing to
leave their women and children as well as many wounded
comrades to the mercies of the Serbs; and they failed to
confront the fact that 10,000 mainly Muslim residents of
Zvornik sought refugee from the civil war in Serbia itself,
as prosecution witness Borisav Jovic testified.

Among the other weaknesses in the Tribunal judges'
argument, it was genocide if you killed many males in a
group in order to reduce the future population of that group,
thereby making it unviable in that area. Of course, you
might want to kill them to prevent their killing you in the
future, but the court knows Serb psychology better--that
couldn't be the sole reason, there must have been a more
sinister aim. The Tribunal reasoning holds forth the
possibility that with only a little prosecution-friendly
judicial psychologizing any case of killing enemy soldiers
can be designated genocide.

There is also the problem of definition of the group.
Were the Serbs trying to eliminate all the Muslims in
Bosnia, or Muslims globally? Or just in Srebrenica? The
judges suggested that pushing them out of the Srebrenica
area was itself genocide, and they essentially equated
genocide with ethnic cleansing. It is notable that the ICTY
has never called the Croat ethnic cleansing of 250,000
Krajina Serbs “genocide” although in that case, many
women and children were killed and the ethnic cleansing
applied to a larger area and larger victim population than in
Srebrenica. (On August 10, 1995, Madeleine Albright cried
out to the Security Council that “as many as 13,000 men,
women and children were driven from their homes” in
Srebrenica.) Perhaps the ICTY had accepted Richard
Holbrooke's designation ofthe Krajina as a case of

“involuntary expulsions.” The bias is blatant; the
politicization of a purported judicial enterprise is extreme.

15. Media treatment of the Srebrenica and Krajina
cases followed the same pattern and illustrates well how the
media make some victims worthy and others unworthy in
accord with a political agenda. With the Serbs their
government's target, and their government actively aiding
the massive Croat ethnic cleansing program in Krajina, the
media gave huge and indignant treatment to the first, with
invidious language, calls for action, and little context. With
Krajina, attention was slight and passing, indignation was
absent, detailed reporting on the condition of the victims
was minimal, descriptive language was neutral, and there
was context offered that made the events understandable.
The contrast is dramatic: the attack on Srebrenica
“chilling,” “murderous,” “savagery,” “cold-blooded
killing,” “genocidal,” “aggression,” and of course “ethnic
cleansing.” With Krajina, the media used no such strong
language--even ethnic cleansing was too much for them.
The Croat assault was merely a big “upheaval” that is
“softening up the enemy,” “a lightning offensive,”
explained away as a “response to Srebrenica” and a result
of Serb leaders “overplaying their hand.” The Washington
Post even cited U.S. Ambassador to Croatia Peter Galbraith
saying the “the Serb exodus was not 'ethnic cleansing'.” The
paper does not allow a challenge to that judgment. In fact,
however, the Croat operations in Krajina left Croatia as the
most ethnically purified of all the former components of the
former Yugoslavia, although the NATO occupation of
Kosovo has allowed an Albanian ethnic cleansing that is
rivaling that of Croatia in ethnic purification.

Many journalists covering Srebrenica and the Bosnian
war consistently accepted Bosnian and US government
pronouncements as fact instead of independently verifying
evidence. U.S. Army Lieutenant Colonel John Sray, on the
scene in Bosnia, wrote in October 1995 on “Selling the
Bosnian Myth: Buyer Beware,” that “many journalists, who
undeniably labor wunder dangerous and miserable
conditions... have permitted themselves to become pawns
of the propaganda structure”:

Watching and reading their reports too often conveys
the impression that they feel the pressure of
competition for a voyeuristic audience against their
pampered tabloid-like peers and try to react
accordingly. This segment of the media views its job
security as dependent upon obtaining thirty seconds of
good video footage accompanied with appropriate
sound bites from Muslim officials or their populace.
The result, obviously, becomes tawdry reporting that
panders to the Bosniac point of view...

Years later, a highly skewed version of what happened
at Srebrenica dominates public perceptions, and may
influence decisions now being made about the fate of
Kosovo and Bosnia.
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THE SREBRENICA “GENOCIDE”:
TOTEM OF THE NEW WORLD ORDER
John Laughland

he events at Srebrenica in July 1995 now enjoy a

special status in international criminal law.

Uniquely among the numerous clashes which
occurred during the 10-year violent break-up of Yugoslavia,
those events have been formally characterized as genocide
by both the International Criminal Tribunal for the former
Yugoslavia and the International Court of Justice. It is
notable that no international tribunal, and not even the
ICTY Prosecutor, has ever characterized the events in
Kosovo in 1999 as genocide, even though it was precisely
on the basis that genocide was occurring there that NATO
attacked Yugoslavia that spring.'

The history of this accusation of genocide is
important. It was first leveled formally on 20 March 1993,
when the Republic of Bosnia and Herzegovina initiated
proceedings at the ICJ against the Federal Republic of
Yugoslavia for the application of the Convention on the
Prevention and Punishment of the Crime of Genocide of
1948. The case was eventually ruled on in 2007 but the
timing of the initial filing is key: it came within weeks of
the vote of UN Security Council Resolution 808 (22
February 1993) which had called for the creation of an
international criminal tribunal to prosecute war crimes in
the former Yugoslavia. The ICTY was indeed quickly
brought into being with a further Security Council
resolution, 827, passed on 25 May 1993.

This use of the criminal law to intervene in the
Yugoslav wars was unprecedented. Never before had an
international criminal tribunal been created with such
intrusive powers, or as a peace-keeping measure. American
judges at Nuremberg in 1947, acting under the terms of the
Charter of the original International Military Tribunal at
Nuremberg, had specifically ruled out such judicial
interventionism. Their own power, they said, flowed only
from the fact that Germany had no government of her own
because she had surrendered unconditionally in May 1945.

Within the territorial boundaries of a state having a
recognised, functioning government presently in the
exercise of sovereign power throughout the territory, a
violator of the rules of international law could be
punished only by the authority of the officials of that
state ... In Germany an international body ... has
assumed and exercised the power to establish judicial
machinery for the punishment of those who have
violated the rules of the common international law, a
' The British Prime Minister, Tony Blair, said, “It is no
exaggeration to say that what is happening in Kosovo is racial
genocide.” Tony BLAIR, My pledge to the refugees, BBC News
Online, 14 May 1999.

power which no international authority without
consent could assume or exercise within a state having
a national government presently in the exercise of its
sovereign powers.’

This lack of precedent or consent by the states
concerned did not bother the advocates of a new world
order. The ICTY was itself only one part of an intense
general UN interventionism in the Yugoslav wars.

In the 18 months following the outbreak of fighting in
Bosnia on 2 April 1992, no fewer than 47 Security Council
Resolutions were adopted, while 42 statements were issued
by the President of the Council. No issue in the Security
Council has ever generated so many resolutions and
statements over a comparable period.’

The interventionism was both judicial and military.
The UN force, UNPROFOR, having been dispatched in
1992, the spring of 1993 also saw the adoption of Security
Council Resolution 819 (on 16 April 1993) which
proclaimed the creation of a UN protected “safe area”
around the town of Srebrenica. At that time, the military
balance of power had shifted in favor of the Bosnian Serbs
and the area controlled by Muslims around Srebrenica had
been greatly reduced.

Srebrenica linked the northern and southern parts of
Serb-controlled territory and thus had a great strategic
importance. In other words, the creation of a “safe area”
there — which as everyone admits, including the ICTY*, the
Muslims then used as a base for launching three years of
raids on the surrounding Serb villages — was key to
preventing the Serbs from realizing their goal of seceding
from Bosnia-Herzegovina with a viable state.

The same status of “safe area” was later accorded to a
number of other Muslim-held towns in Bosnia by Security
Council Resolution 824, passed on 6 May 1993.

In other words, the accusation of genocide formally
lodged with the ICJ in March 1993 was made at a critical
time. The Bosnian Muslims had suffered heavy military
defeats and were on the point of losing the war. Their
international strategy was to seek moral and military
support from the international community on the basis that
Yugoslavia was practicing genocide against them.’

2 Trials of War Criminals before the Nuremberg Military

Tribunals under Control Council Law No. 10, Volume III, “The
Justice Case” (1947), Washington DC, 1951, pp. 970-971.

* Report of the Secretary General Pursuant to General Assembly
Resolution 53/35, 15 November 1999, United Nations A/54/549.

* ICTY, Prosecutor v. Radislav Krstic, Trial Chamber Judgement,
2 August 2001, par. 24.

> The claim of genocide was also supported by various academics
in the West. See Norman CIGAR, Genocide in Bosnia, The
Policy of “Ethnic Cleansing”, (College Station: Texas A & M
University Press, 1995). Yet Srebrenica is nowhere mentioned in
that book because the events of July 1995 still lay in the future: the
accusation of genocide, once again, long pre-dated them.

CPEBPHULA

www.balkanstudies.org

AMNPUN 2010



When the International Court of Justice finally ruled
on the Bosnian suit in 2007, it threw out every single
accusation of genocide except where Srebrenica was
concerned.! This was partly its own reading of events and
partly that of the ICTY, whose rulings it felt it could not
disregard. In the intervening 14 years, the ICTY had
entered convictions for genocide in Srebrenica against
Radislav Krstic in 2001 and Vidoje Blagojevic in 2005. The
original suit used the most inflammatory language to argue
that genocide was being committed. This makes it all the
more perplexing that the original claims of a vast genocide
allegedly perpetrated against an entire people have been
whittled down so far that only Srebrenica remains.

In the ordinary meaning of the word, indeed, genocide
is a massive state-sponsored program. The Nazis’
persecution of the Jews provides the paradigm: certainly, it
was with the Nazi genocide in mind that the father of the
Genocide Convention, Raphael Lemkin, proposed the
original draft and the authors drew up the final version.

Yet in contrast to the Nazis’ vast program of
extermination, which involved massive logistical planning,
huge amounts of manpower and materials, more than a
decade of ideological racism, and implementation over a
period of several years, the mass executions which occurred
after the fall of Srebrenica were an ad hoc affair. They took
place in little over a week starting on 13 July 1995, and in a
sporadic and impromptu fashion. Hitler’s anti-Semitism had
been publicly expressed in Mein Kampf, published in 1925,
and whereas he had threatened “the destruction of the
Jewish race in Europe” in a speech to the Reichstag on 30
January 1939 — i.e. nearly three years before he finally gave
the order physically to murder the Jews. On the other hand,
the ICTY judges say that the genocidal plan at Srebrenica
did not come into being until on or around 13 July 1995, i.e.
spontaneously in the heat of battle. And whereas the Nazis
targeted all Jews, the genocidal plan supposedly conceived
by the Bosnian Serbs did not target the Bosnian Muslims as
a whole, but only — according to the ICTY — “the Bosnian

Muslim population of Srebrenica”.?

Supporters of the Bosnian Serb cause have
complained about this ruling, largely on the basis that the
findings are exaggerated and unsubstantiated. They argue
that the figure of 7 to 8,000 is far too high and that many or
all the victims of executions were combatants. But these
arguments have three major flaws.

First, the execution of even combatants is indisputably
a war crime. Second, no Serb apologist denies that such
executions did occur. Third, but most importantly, these

! International Court of Justice, Case Concerning the Application
of the Convention on the Prevention and Punishment of the Crime
of Genocide (Bosnia & Herzegovina v. Serbia & Montenegro,
Judgment, 27 February 2007, e.g. par. 373.

2 ICTY Appeals Chamber, Prosecutor v. Radislav Krstic,
Judgement, 19 April 2004, par 19, and Trial Chamber Judgement,
2 Auust 2001, pars 560 and 561.

arguments fail to grasp that we are dealing with here is not
so much an anti-Serb bias in the practice of international
criminal justice, but rather a program of international
interventionism, based on dangerously weak legal
reasoning and disregard for due process, of which the Serbs
happen to be the guinea-pigs.

Srebrenica has been raised to the legal status it now
enjoys partly because the town’s fall in 1995 to Bosnian
Serb forces represented a defeat not only for the Bosnian
Muslims but also for the international community as a
whole — not only its policy of creating safe areas but also,
and more generally, of the interventionism practiced by
various parts of the “international community” ever since
the EU interposed itself between the parties to the conflict
in July 1991. Srebrenica was important — at least for the
supporters of interventionism — because the UN was there,
not just because it was a Muslim enclave. The United
Nations as an institution, it must be remembered, had
embarked in the 1990s on an aggressive policy of military,
political and judicial interventionism in both Iraq and
Yugoslavia. It continued to apply the highly intrusive
sanctions regime against Iraq throughout the decade and
into the 21* century, and of course was happy to become
the administrator of Kosovo after 1999. Its own credibility,
and that of the states which dictated its policies, was
destroyed when the enclave fell.

The activists of judicial and military supra-nationalism
are therefore determined to make the genocide charge stick
somewhere. Genocide offers two key legal advantages in
pursuit of the goal of creating a new international system no
longer based on state sovereignty.

The first legal usefulness of the genocide charge is
that, according to the highly questionable way in which
international criminal law is currently formulated, the
threshold of proof required to secure a conviction for
genocide is lower than it is for crimes against humanity. To
secure a conviction for crimes against humanity the
Prosecution must prove that the acts were “widespread or
systematic.” No such condition applies for genocide.
Moreover, crimes against humanity can be committed only
against civilians, whereas genocide can include the killing
of military personnel as well. In other words, spontaneous
or disparate acts involving the killing of military personnel
can be classified as “genocide” and this is exactly what has
happened in the case of Srebrenica.

The second legal advantage of genocide — from the
point of view of the project of creating a system of
supranational coercive criminal law which can constrain
states and convict their leaders — is that genocide, unlike
crimes against humanity, is the subject of a binding
international treaty, the 1948 Genocide Convention. To be
sure, the normal rules of international behavior have been
severely distorted in recent years by the antics of the
Security Council and the United Nations in general in
creating international criminal tribunals which, in the case
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of the ICTY, the ICTR and the ICC, have all indicted heads
of state or government who would normally enjoy
sovereign immunity. This is especially the case with
President Omar Al-Bashir of Sudan, which has not signed
the Rome Statute but who was nonetheless indicted by the
ICC in March 2009. International judicial activists can
more or less do what they like these days. However, they
are on stronger ground when there is actually a treaty in
existence which forbids genocide and requires states to
prevent and punish it.

The importance of the existence of a treaty, as
opposed to the existence of a norm in mere “customary
international law” — i.e. whatever judges or even academics
say they think the law is — was illustrated with the landmark
ruling in the British House of Lords against General
Pinochet, issued on 24 March 1999 (the day the bombs
started falling on Yugoslavia). Activists for universal
jurisdiction ratione materiae were very excited by this
ruling because it seemed to confirm that even heads of state
could be put on trial when certain kinds of crimes were
alleged against them. However, their victory was less
decisive than they sometimes pretend. It is true that the
House of Lords overruled the principle of sovereign
immunity, but it did so only on the basis that Chile itself —
which claimed the immunity for Pinochet — had in fact
consented, in 1988 when Pinochet was himself head of
state, to the terms of the 1985 UN Convention by signing
and ratifying it. The noble Lords deduced from this that
Chile had earlier revoked its own immunities in this area
and that its revocation remained in force because it had
never subsequently denounced the Convention.

The status of genocide as a crime prohibited by treaty
law, rather than customary international law, was also
raised in the ruling given by the ICJ in the Bosnia v. Serbia
case in February 2007. Article 9 of the Genocide
Convention gives the ICJ the power to rule on whether it is
being respected or not. This part of the Convention was
extensively discussed in the ruling, specifically the question
whether the responsibility of states could be incurred under
its terms. The Court concluded that the responsibility of
states could be so incurred, a finding which represents a
departure from the classical rules of international law
according to which states are the upholders of the criminal
law and, as such, not the subjects of it.

It is true that many states derogated from this
provision, Article 9, when they ratified the Genocide
Convention. They entered reservations saying they did not
accept the jurisdiction of the ICJ. However, Bosnia has
entered no such reservation and although Yugoslavia did, it
agreed to litigate the case before the ICJ in 1993. In other
words, the principle is now established that genocide can be
litigated at international level in Bosnia, and that the
responsibility of states can be engaged.

There is a final point about the legal status of genocide
in international law, although it is a weaker one than the

previous two. Some international lawyers argue that there
is no right of secession for states which have committed
massive violations of human rights. They also claim that
there does exist a right of secession when self-
determination is violently suppressed. Such arguments
could obviously be invoked with respect to Republika
Srpska which could be branded un Etat génocidaire if it
tried to secede or to resist attempts to dissolve its autonomy
[...] There is every possibility that the convictions handed
down for genocide at Srebrenica will be used as a stick with
which to beat Republika Srpska. This danger seems all the
more real because the ICTY has declared an explicit link
between the July 1995 events in Srebrenica and the
existence of Republika Srpska itself. In 2004, the Appeals
Chamber upheld the Trial Chamber’s 2001 finding that,

without Srebrenica, the ethnically Serb state of
Republika Srpska they (the Bosnian Serbs) sought to
create would remain divided into two disconnected
parts, and its access to Serbia proper would be
disrupted. The capture and ethnic purification of
Srebrenica would therefore severely undermine the
military efforts of the Bosnian Muslim state to ensure
its viability, a consequence the Muslim leadership
fully realized and strove to prevent. Control over the
Srebrenica region was consequently essential to the
goal of some Bosnian Serb leaders of forming a viable
political entity in Bosnia..."

Moreover, this paragraph is specifically a justification
for the Appeal Chamber’s finding that genocide did occur:
the judges are seeking to justify here their ridiculously
baroque finding that a massacre of a tiny percentage of a
“protected group” (the Bosnian Muslims) can be proof of
genocidal intent. Aware that their rulings on genocide
appear to cheapen the concept so far that it becomes
nugatory, they say that the importance of the Muslim
community of Srebrenica “is not captured solely by its size”
but instead by this strategic importance and by the fact that
the town was a UN protected safe haven for Muslims. It is
for this reason, argue the judges, that the destruction of the
“Bosnian Muslim population of Srebrenica” was
“emblematic” of the Bosnian Muslims as a whole and
therefore evidence of full genocidal intent.

Srebrenica, then, is an existential issue — not so much
for Republika Srpska but rather for those activists who seek
to consolidate once and for all that outcome which the
former ICTY Prosecutor, Louise Arbour, said she had
achieved in 1999: “We have passed from an era of
cooperation between states to an era in which states can be
constrained.”?

" ICTY Appeals Chamber, Prosecutor v. Radislav Krstic,

Judgement, 19 April 2004, par.15.
% Le Monde, 6 August 1999.
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GENOCIDE DENIERS AT THE
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF STATE

Srdja Trifkovic

hile wholeheartedly promoting the myth of the
fictitious “Srebrenica Genocide,” the

government of the United States is
simultaneously minimizing the true Balkan genocide — the
one perpetrated by the Quisling “state” of Croatia between
1941 and 1945.

The U.S. Department of State human rights report on
Croatia, released on March 11, 2010, says matter of factly
that last September 24 “Cardinal Josip Bozanic visited
Jasenovac, the site of the largest concentration camp in
Croatia during World War II, where thousands of Serbs,
Jews, and Roma were killed” [emphasis added]. This
remarkable claim is the exact moral and factual equivalent
of asserting that “tens of thousands” of Jews and others
were killed in Auschwitz or Treblinka.

The number of victims at Jasenovac is still uncertain.
The lowest estimate with any pretense to seriousness — tens
of thousands of victims — was made by the late Croatian
President Franjo Tudjman, famous for saying “Thank God,

my wife is neither a Serb nor a Jew.” Tudjman’s “estimate”
on Jasenovac fits in with his other assessments:

In his book Wastelands: Historical Truths, published
in 1988, Mr. Tudjman wrote that the number of Jews
who died in the Holocaust was 900,000 — not six
million. He has also asserted that not more than
70,000 Serbs died at the hands of the Ustashe — most
historians say around 400,000 were killed. (The New
York Times, August 20, 1995)

Other sources provide estimates tens of times greater than
Dr. Tudjman’s, and hundreds of times greater than that
presented as fact by the U.S. State Department:

“Jasenovac” — entry by Menachem Shelach in
Encyclopedia of the Holocaust, Yad Vashem, 1990, pp.
739-740: “Some six hundred thousand people were
murdered at Jasenovac, mostly Serbs, Jews, Gypsies, and
opponents of the Ustasa regime.”

- The Holocaust Education & Archive Research Team: “It
is estimated that close to 600,000 ... mostly Serbs, Jews,
Gypsies, were murdered at Jasenovac.”

So much for the Jewish sources. Let us look at what
the contemporary German allies of the Ustasa regime had to
say on the subject (all quotes from my book The Krajina
Chronicle: A History of Serbs in Croatia, Slavonia and
Dalmatia, The Lord Byron Foundation, 2010). Hermann
Neubacher, Hitler’s foremost political expert for the
Balkans, noted in his book Sonderaufirag Siidost 1940-1945
(Goettingen: Muster-Schmidt-Verlag, 1957, p. 18) that the
fate of Serbs in Croatia was sealed:

Bill Clinton at the Islamic shrine in Srebrenica. No visit to
Jasenovac is planned...

The prescription for the Orthodox Serbs issued by the
leader and Fiihrer of Croatia, Ante Paveli¢, was
reminiscent of the religious wars of the bloodiest
memory: One third must be converted to Catholicism,
another third must be expelled, and the final third
must die. The last part of the program has been carried
out.” [i.e. one-third of cca. 1.9 million were killed]

In a report to Himmler, SS General Ernst Frick
estimated that “600 to 700,000 victims were butchered in
the Balkan fashion.” General Lothar Rendulic, commanding
German forces in the western Balkans in 1943-1944,
estimated the number of Ustasa victims to be 500,000. In
his memoirs Gekaempft, gesiegt, geschlagen (Welsermiihl
Verlag, Wels und Heidelberg, 1952, p.161) he recalled a
memorable exchange on this issue with a Croat dignitary:

When I objected to a high official who was close to
Pavelic that, in spite of the accumulated hatred, I
failed to comprehend the murder of half a million
Orthodox, the answer I received was characteristic of
the mentality that prevailed there: Half a million,
that’s too much — there weren’t more than 200,000!

The U.S. State Department may have in its possession
newly discovered evidence that Yad Vashem’s researchers
had exaggerated the number of victims at Jasenovac a
hundredfold or more, that German ecyewitnesses were
wrong, that even the Holocaust-denying President Tudjman
was wrong, and that the number of victims was indeed in
“thousands” rather than tens or hundreds of thousands. If it
does, the State Department should make such evidence for
its claims public. If it does not, it should issue a correction
and an unreserved apology. But don’t hold your breath...
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CPEBPEHNYKU MHUT:

9uTO je ma Heko ox CpeOpeHuIIe JKer J1a HalpaBu

JeHann(UKATOPCKH MUT, KOjH Tpeda a IOCITyKHU

na ce CpOM MCTOPHjCKH ONTEPETE 38 TCHOIMTHOCT
U J1a CC TaKO Y MOTIIYHOCTH 3a0JIOKMpPa CPIICKU HAIIMOHATIHU
WHTEpEC Kao HEJIETUTHMAH U 3I0YMHOM OpemeHuT. OBOM
HAYYHOM, MEIHMjCKOM, IMOJIMTHYKOM K IPABHOM YAapILy
[WJB je Ja ce YKUT TeHOIMIHE HaIlHje mpedaly ca HeMayKoT
Ha CPIICKH Hapol, a EBPOICKHM MYyCIMMaHHMa II0JapH
yIora >KpTBe, TOMYT jeBPEjCKOT Hapo/ia IMO/1 HAIII3MOM.

OCHOBHH LIMJbEBU OBOT IPOjeKTa, Kaja je 3aMHIILIBbEH,
Ommm Ccy cTBapame OIpaBlaama 3a HHTEPBEHIIH]Y T3B.
MehyHaponue 3ajemHuile y bocHm m XepreroBmHu Ha
CPIICKY INTETy, Ka0 W, O HMCTOM TPOIIKY, POHU3BO/bA
JIMHE 3aBece 3a peanu3aiyjy HajBeher eTHrukor unmhema
y EBponu nocne Jlpyror cBeTCKOr para, IPOTEPUBAEBA
pume crTotuHa Xmbana Cpda u3 Pemybmuke Cpricke
Kpajune. IloTomM TI7IaBHM IHMJbEBH HCTOT IUIAHA jecy
ykugame Penyoiuke Cpricke Kao ,,reéHOIH/JHEe TBOPEBUHE”,
mocpenHo Hametame CpOnju MOPaTHOT KOMILIEKCA HIEjHOT
TBOpIIA TEHOIMa U EKOHOMCKE 00aBe3€ paTHE OTIITETE, a
CPIICKOM Hapojy y LeNUHU (pycTpanuje kKoja Om My y
OynyhHOCTH Be3ama pyke Yy oOIOpaHH JICTUTHMHUX
HAIMOHAIIHUX MHTEPECA Y PETHOHY.

VY HajayOJeeM je MHTEpecy Hamler Hapola Ca3HaBame
KOMIUIETHE UCTHHE O 30uMBamuMa y U oko CpeOpeHure o
1992. mo 1995. rogune, a mocebHO jyma 1995. Mopamo ce
n30opuTH 3a uctuy o CpeOpeHnly y oKBUpyY Koje he ouru
OTKpPHMBEHa YJIOra CBHX aKTepa: CTPaHMX O00aBeUITajHUX
CykOM W TOJNUTHUYKUX IeHTapa Mohu, MeljyHapoaHHx
MHPOBHAKa, MYCIMMAHCKOT  BOJHO-IIOJMTHUYKOT  BpXa,
MunomeBnheBuX TajHUX CITy)KOW, BOJHOT W TOJHTHYKOT
pykoBojcTBa PC, OmmKer u gaJber UCTOPH)jCKOT KOHTEKCTa
TeHOLW/Ia HAJ/l CPIICKUM HAapOIOM y CPEOPEHUUIKOM Kpajy u
Teputopuju Hekanamme H/IX y nenwan. Mu HeMamMoO HUTH
jeAaH pasjor Jga ce OBa HWCTUHA Yy TOTIYHOCTH HE
pasotkpuje. CBaku, W HajMambH, 3J0YMH KOjU 3amCTa
NpUIaga CpICKOj CTpaHH IIOTOM MOpamMoO TMPH3HATH U
OCYJIMTH, ]I HE CMEMO JIO3BOJIUTH JIa ONTYXXHUIA IPOTHB
HAac, KOjOM ce JKelIH TaIeKOCEeXKHO Yrpo3uTH OymayhHOCT
CPIICKOT Hapoja, IMOYMBAa HA BUPTYEIHHM IPOIAraHIHUM
HOramMa W KOPHCTH C€ Kao KOHCTaHTHO CpEJICTBO 3a
MOJIMTUYKY MaHUIYJALM]Y U YICHUBAbE.

KibydyHo mnuTame rjacu: 3amTo je 3a0pameHo
TOBOPUTH 0 KOHTEKCTY Koju je HanmpaBuo CpedpeHuny?
Jep Om Tako WCIUIMBajla MCTHHA O CPIICKHM JKpTBama y
CapajeBy, y okoiHUM cenumMa oko CpeOpennie, y bipecky
n Onyju, Ha KocoBy n MeToxuju, 1a oBae He TOBOPUMO O
[IpBom u [lpyrom CBETCKOM paTy WJIH KOMYHHCTHYKHAM
3J10YMHUMA HaJ CPIICKUM HAPOJIOM.

' M3 remarckor 6poja Jeepu o Cpedpennr (jyan 2009)

MrHopucane JKpTBe: rpod.be CPICKUX KPTABA CPeOPEHHIKHX
MynaxeauHa y bpatynuy

Hda mm je moryhe na HakoH jemHor JaceHOBIa,
WHJIyCTPUje CMPTH 32 KOjy HUKO HHjE CHOCHO HHKaKBY
BPCTY OJITrOBOPHOCTH, MM HE CMEMO HH Jla CIIOMEHEMO Taj
TCHOIM/T HaJl TCHOIMIMMA [0 CBOM OOMMY M CYPOBOCTH,
nok HakoH CpeOpenuile Takoh)e HE CMEMO HHUTH Ja
TTOMEHEMO J1a UMaMO CBOj CTaB MO ToMe mHTamy. Haj3am,
na 7u je Tpehn mokymaj uctpediperma cprckor Haponaa y 20.
BEKy HEIITO IITO je HEOMTHO KaJia TOBOPHUMO O TOCIEHEM
paty?

Cpedpennna jecte cuM00J1, ajd He 3JOYUHA Yy
NocaeAlbUM PATOBHMAa HEro MOJHMTHYKE H MeAHjcKe
MAaHHIIyJIallkje jeJHUM HCTOPHjcKuUM Jaorahajem 3apan
NMOTIyHe NMpaBHe U MOPaJiHe JUCKBaJM(puKaumje jeqHor
Hapona. Cpebpenuya ce TIpeACTaBba HEIEIOBUTO U
MIPUCTPACHO 32 jeIHy CTpaHy, He caMo 3aTo LITO je HHTEPeC
Jla ce HelITo cakpuje, Beh 3aT0 1a ce He OU JI0BEO y NMUTAmE
MHT KOjH T10CJI€ TOJIMKO BEKOBA KOHAUHO HaJla3u pasJora Jia
ONTYXH CPICKH HapoJ] 3a HEWTO INTO OH HHUKaja HHje
panmo. 3aro je mut o CpeOpenurm moTpedban. Memujcka
XHCTEpHja CIy)XHM W Ja UCTOBPEMEHO CTOITHpA CBE CIIMKE
CPIICKMX JXpTaBa, Hapen0oAaBala M W3BpIUMIALA jEIHOT
HUCTUHCKOT M KOHTHHYHPAHOT TeHonuaa ydumeHor y 20.
BEKY HaJl HAllIM HapOJIOM, KOje II0CTajy HEBAXKHE Y OJIHOCY
Ha CpeOpennity. Ilocne cinyuaja Mapkana, Bace MuckuHa,
Pauka u qpyrux cBeTckux Menujckux nojsaina Cpedpenuia
je TmocieibH IPEeKUBEIM MUT Ha KOME Ce IP)KU arlcyplHa
onTyx)0a 0 CPICKO] arpecHju Ha BIACTUTE TEPUTOPH]jE T
CpOu BEeKOBHMA KHBE.
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