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BOSNIA AND HERZEGOVINA
PROSECUTOR'S OFFICE OF B-H
SARAJEVO

No: KT-RZ-53/08
Sarajevo, 26 August 2008

COURT OF BOSNIA AND HERZEGOVINA

— Preliminary Hearing Judge --

Pursuant to Article 35 (2) (i) and Anticle 226 (1) of the Criminal Procedure Code of
Bosnia and Herzegovina, | hereby file the following

INDICTMENT

AGAINST:

RADOMIR VUKOVIC, a.ka. “Vojvoda®, son of Vojin and Mira (maiden name
Ivanidevi¢). bom on 16 February 1974 in Tuzla, JMBG: 1602974183483, of Serb
ethnicity, citizen of BiH, application (or the citizenship of Republic of Serbia is being
processed, with residency in Belgrade, at Marijane Gregoran 83, tile layer by occupation,
litcrate, completed high school, married, father of a minor child. completed military
service in 1992 in Han Pijesak, holds no rank of a reserve military officer, registered a1
the military records of the Sekoviéi Municipality, awarded a Gold Medal for Courage in
1993 by the VRS Main S1aff, and the Medal of Hero Milan Tepié, average financial
standing, no previous convictions, no other pending criminal proceedings against him,
currently in custody in the Dobof Penal and Correctional Institution pursuant ro the
Decision of the Court of B-H no: X-KRN-06/180 of 8 August 2008, which shall

expire on 7 September 2008,

BECAUSE:

* Intending to exterminate in part a group of Bosniaks, by causing scrious bodily and
mental hanm to a group of Bosniak pcople by forcibly wransferring and separating men
from their families, by capturing and executing people, as a member of the special police
force, together with a number of other members of the 2™ Detachment of the $ekovidi
Special Police of the Republika Srpska MUP (Minisiry of the Interior), as a knowing
participant in the joint ¢criminal enterprise during the period from 10 July to 19 July 1995,
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in which the Republika Srpska Army (VRS) and the Republika Srpska MUP carried out a
widespread and systematic attack agsinst members of the Bosniak people, knowing of
such an attack, in co-perpetration with other members of the VRS and the RS MUP, with
the common aim (o permanently forcibly transfer around 40,000 civilians from the UN
sale area of Srebrenica and summarily execute and bury more than 7,000 Bosniak men
aged between 13 and 70:

. On 12 July 1995, the Accused took part in the search of the Bosniak-populaied
villages in the UN safe area of Srebrenica, in the vicinity of Potoéari, in order 1o
find Bosniaks, force them out of their homes and take them 10 the srea of
Patotari, where Bosniaks were rounded up, knowing that these people would be
forcibly and permanently transferred from Potodari to the area under the conirol
of the Army of the Republic of BiH. In the afternoon of that same day and on the
following day, 13 July, at the section of the Bratunac-Konjevi¢ Polje road at
Sandiéi, Bratunac Municipality, he panticipated in keeping the road passable so
that Bosniaks could be transported by buses and trucks without obstruction, in
securing the road, closing and opening it for traffic in line with the plan to
forcibly transfer Bosniak women, children and elderly, who, due to the fear
caused by the separation of the men, the terror, 1he active threats and the inflicling
of injuries by members of the VRS and RS MUP, were bundled onto the buses
and trucks without resistance and they lefl the safe area;

2. On 13 July 1995, the Accused panticipated in the reconnaissance operation and
the armed ariacks with 1enks, Pragas (seli-propelled anti-sircraft guns), anti-
aircraft guns and other infantry weapons against the column of Bosniaks in the
area above Kamenica close to the said road, forcing the Bosniak men to surrender,
encouraging and enticing them with false promises of exchange, so the Accused
participated in the capturing of several thousand Bosniaks who atiempled to
escape from the safe area through the forest because they feared they would be
captured and executed by the RS MUP and RS Army, after which they were
searched, their money and valuables werc confiscated and they were ordered to
lay down food, clothes and other things they had in their bags, following which in
the afternoon of the same day he took part in escorting a column of around 1,000
captured Bosniaks from Sandiéi 10 the warchouse of the Kravica Farming
Cooperative, knowing that they were to be executed, and, after the captured
Bosniaks were imprisoned in the Warehouse, the Accused and the other members
of the 2™ Detachment killed the majority of the captives, the Accused panticipated
in the execution by throwing hand grenades al prisoners, while the other members
of the 2™ Detachment used light machine guns, rifles and hand grenades to kill
the prisoners,

Thercfore,

Intending 1o panially exterminate a group of Bosniaks as an ethnic and religious group,
as a co-perpetrator he committed killings of members of the group of Bosniak population
and the forcible transfer of the Bosnisk civilian population to the territories outside of
Republika Srpska,
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whereby he committed the criminul offense of Genocide, in violution of Article 171
of the Criminul Code of BiH, as read with Articles 29 and 180 (1) of the Code.

Therefore, | hereby file the following:

PROPOSAL

I To schedule the main trial, after confirming the Indictment, and summon the
attendance of the following persons:

- Ibro Buli¢, Prosecutor of the Prosecutor's Office of BiH,
- The suspect Radomir Vukovi¢ and his Defense Counsel, Attorney Radivoje Lazarevié
- Representative of the injured parties: Nezir Habibovi¢ from Sarajevo,

H Proposal of evidence:
1) To hear the following persons as witnesses:

Protected witness D-1
Protected witness D.2
Protected witness D-3
Prolected witness D-4
Protecied witness D-5
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28.
29.
30.
3.
32. S
33. SR

34,
35.
35.

2.) To hear as an expert witness, [:I expert in forensic medicine, Tuzla

3.)To present the following evidence:
J.a)

I. List of members of the Second Detachment Sekovidi who earned their salary
for July 1995, Special Brigade - Second Dewachment of Special Police
Sekovidi,

List of members of Specigl Police Brigade provided by MUP of Republika

Srpska, Crime Police Administration, number 02/3, strictly confidential,

994/05 dated 26 October 2005,

Structure of MUP RS Special Police Brigade

4, Struciure of the RS police in the area of the Drina Corps, dated 12 July 1995, -
P363,

5. Order by Staff Commanding Officer Tomo Kovaé, number 64/95 dated 10
July 2005,

6. Dispatch note by Dragomir Vasié¢, Zvomik Public Security Cenier, number
277/95 dated 12 July 1993,

7. Dispatch note by Dragomir Vasié¢, Zvornik Pubtic Secusity Cemer, number
281/95 dated 12 Suly 1995,

8. Dispatch note by Dragomir Vasié, Zvomik Public Security Center, number
282/95 dated 13 July 1995,

9. Dispatch note by Dragomir Vasi¢, Zvomik Public Security Center, number
283/95 dated 13 July 1995,

10. Dispatch note by Dragomir Vasi¢, Zvomik Public Security Center, number
12-6/08-508/95, dated 14 July 1995,

I1. Dispaich note by Dragomir Vasi¢, Zvomik Public Security Center, number
01-16-02/1-205/95, dated 15 July 1995,

12. Dispatch note by Dragomir Vasi¢, Zvomik Public Security Center, number
01-16-0211-206/95, dated 17 july 1995,

I3. Dispatch note by Dragomir Vasi€, Zvormnik Public Security Center, number
01-16-02/1-206/95, dated 17 July 1995,

14. Dispatch note by Dragomir Vasié¢, Zvomik Public Security Center, number
12-6/08-534/95, dated 19 July 1995,

15. Dispatch note by Dragomir Vasié, Zvomik Public Security Center, number
01-16-02/1-231/95, dated 28 July 1995,

| %]

[PS]
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16. Dispatch note by Dragomir Vasi¢, Zvomik Public Security Center, number
01-16-02/1-221/95, dated 22 July 1995,

17. Dispatch note by Milo$ Siwupar, Commander of the Second Detachment of
Special Police Sekovici, number 01/1-1-4/2-62 dated 18 July 1995,

18. Report on partial restoration of terrain in Srebrenica, the Kravica area, State
Commission for Exchange of Prisoners of War and Missing Persons, number
193/97 daed 29 May 1997,

19. Excerpt from hospital protocol for 13 July 1995,

20. Information on the wounded, ill, missing and the dead of the Bratunac Light
Infaniry Brigade in course of execution of combat assignments,

21. Leuer of the RS MUP, dated 22 November 2005, about subminting the lisis of
the 2™ Detachment members,

22, Mid-year report of MUP of Republika Srpska, Special Police Brigade, Second
Detachment of Special Police of Sekoviéi, number 01/1-1-1/2-230/95 dated 5
July 1995,

23. Record on crime scene investigation and reconstruction with the witness [IlJJj
B BiH Prosecutor's Office, No. KT-RZ-10/05 dated 29 September
20035, with the transcript,

24. Record on crime scene investigation and reconstruction with the suspect
Milovan Mati¢, BiH Prosecutor's Office, No. KT-RZ-10/05 dated 29
September 2005, with the trenscript.

25. Record on crime scene investigation and reconstruction with the [ NG

BiH Prosecutor's Office, No. KT-RZ-10/05 dated 4 October 2005,

26. Record on crime scene investigation and reconstruction with the witness llija
Nikolié¢. BiH Prosecutor's Office, No. KT-RZ-10/05 dated 4 Ociober 2005,
with the transcripl,

27. Brochure-photos — stills from the video recording of the trial of Srebrenica-
P22,

28. Brochure-Book for identification of Bosnian Muslims-P23,

29. Photo of the crossroads taken from a hill in the direction of Konjevié Polje-
PS.1,

30. Acrial photo of Bratunac -P12.1,

31, Aerial photo of Bratunac, marked by a witness in the course of presentation of
evidence-P677,

32. Acrial Photo of Bratunac-P12.1

33. Photo of arrival of a bulldozer dated 5 July 1995 with traces of truck tires-
P8.9,

34. Photo of arrival of a bulldozer dated 5 July 1995 with traces of trailer and
tracior tires-P8.1 1,

35. Photo of arrival of & bulldozer dated 27 July 1995 with traces of truck tires -
P8.10,

36. Photo of arrival of a bulldozer dated 27 July 1995 - P8.8,

37. Photo of arrival of a bulldozer dated 27 July 1995 - P8.12,

38. Aerial photo of the Sandi¢i vailey -P9.3,

39. Photo of the Sandi¢i valley dated 13 July 1995 - P9.1,

40. Blown-up photo of the Sandiéi valiey, -P9.2,
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4],
42,
43.
44,

45,
46.
47,

48.
49.
50.
3t
32,
53.
54,
55.
56.

57.

58

60.
61.
62.
63.
64.
65.

66.
67.
68.
69.
70.
1.
72.
13.

74.

15.

Photo of Glogova dated 5 July 1993, with a note -P11.2,

Aerial photo of Glogova, with a note -P11.1,

Aerial photo of Glogova dated 17 July 1995 -P11.3,

Photo of Glogova dated 17 July 1995, marked by a witness in the course of
the examination -P679,

Photo of Konjevi¢ Polje dated 14 August 1995 -P8.4,

Photo of the (D card of Dahmo Kadric, from Glogova -P657,

Photo taken from the direction of Bratunac, with the area between Kravica
and Sandiéi, warchouse marked -P9.5,

Photo of a shoe imprint under a window -P10.7,

Aerial photo of the area, with notes -P8.5,

Acrial photo of Pototari daied 13 July 1995 -P50,

Acrial photo of Pototari dated 13 July 1995, with notes -PSl,

Photo of the Kravica Warehouse, 1aken from P-10.1, marked by a witness-
P60,

Photo of the Kravica Warehouse, marked by a witness in the course of the
examination - P678,

Photo of the rear section of the Warehouse with the comfield remnants -P10.6,
Photo of the west section autic with traces of blood -P10.5,

Photo of the inner west section of the Warehouse with blood stains on the wall
-P10.4,

Photo of an area with graves taken from a helicopier -P6.1,

. Map showing movement of the column -P138,
59.

Map showing movement of the columns, broken down 10 the north and the
south - P24,

Map showing primary graves | and 2 in Glogova -P566,

Map showing the Kravica village and the road in Kravica -P674,

Map of Kravica -P4.3,

Mass graves in the arca of Tatara - Bratunac, 27 July 1995 -P567,

Wide angle of the Kravica Warehouse -P10.3,

View of Bijela kuéa (whiic building) with things scatiered all over the place-
P9.4,

Photo of the Kravica Warehouse, 13 July 1995 -P10.2,

Aerial photo of the Warehouse -P10.1,

Photos of Srebrenica and Zepa, July 1995,

Blown-up photo of a shoe imprint undcr a window -P10.8,

Disturbed soil, Glogova, 9 November 1995 -P571,

Disturbed soil, Glogove, 30 October 1995 -P570,

Video photos of the bodies in front of the Kravica Warehouse, 13 July 1995,
Petrovié's film from a DVD (a set) with the transcript for a compiled video
recording,

Skeich of the crimes scene in Kravica, no. 14-13/1-7-243/05, dated 4 October
2005,

Report on the combat deployment of the SPB forces and other police forces in
the Srebrenica 95 operation between 11 July and 21 July 1995, repon filed by
Ljubomir Borovéanin, ERN 0294-1600-0294-1603,
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76. Rr:pon on the operations of the 2° Sekoviéi Special Police Detachment for the
2™ quarter of 1995, dated 5 July 1995, author: Milo$ Stupar,

77. Report by Milod Stupar, Commander of the 2™ Sekovi¢i Detachment, dated
16 August 1995,

78. Order for mobilization of all miliiary conscripis, dated 10 July 1995, author:
Vidoje Blagojevic,

79. Regular combat repont, dated 13 July 1995, author: Radislav Krsti¢,

80. Bulletin of security events, number 200, dated 12 July 1995, Bijeljina MUP,

81. Order to provide buses for evacuation, dated 12 July 1995, author: Milenko
Zivanovi€,

82. Order to prevent passage of the groups of Muslims towards Kladanj and
Tuzla, dated 13 July 1995, author: Milenko Zivanovi¢,

83. Order on the application of the rules of international laws of war in the Army
of the Serb

84. Republic of BiH, Gazette of the Serb People, dated 13 May 1992, author:
Radovan Karadzi¢,

85. Guidelines for establishing criteria for criminal prosecution from 1992,
author: Military Prosecutor’s Office,

86. Order by Radovan Karad2i¢ 1o introduce the highest level of combat
readiness, dated 16 June 1995,

87. Chan of experts and repons,

88. Chart of exhumed mass grav

89. Map of primary and secondary mass greves, ICTY,

90. Photo of Glogova, ICTY,

91. Aerial photos, 27 July 1995 and 20 October 1995, Tatar Bratunac, iCTY,

92. Zeleni Jadar — grave, ICTY,

93. Aeris) photo of Zeleni Jadar, ICTY.

94, Aerial photo of Zeleni Jadar, disturbed soil, 7 September 1995, ICTY,

95. Zeleni Jadar mass grave, disturbed soil, 2d August 1995 and 2 October 1995,
ICTY,

96. Zeleni Jadar mass grave, disturbed soil, 20 October 1995 and 23 Ociober

1995, ICTY,

97. Zeleni Jadar mass grave, disturbed soil, 7 September 1995 and 2 October
1995, ICTY,

98. Scction of the report by exper NN

99. GL | - Photo,

100. Table of Minimal number of Individuals Results,

101. Srebrenica mass graves — primary and secondary graves, char,

102. Lab rcport — automalic ballistic maich, dated 24 February 2000, author:
Forensic Lab,

103. Charnt depicting the link between the cxecution sites and mass graves,

104. Chart of expens and reports, S February 2004,

105. Forensic analysis of explosives on the basis of samples recovered from
various sites in Srebrenica, author: the Netherlands Forensic Institute,

106. Assessmemt of the Minimal Number of Individuals exhumed by ICTY
between 1996 and 2001, January 2004, author: Jose Pablo Baraybar,
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107. Srebrenica exhumations, blindfolds, photos —ICTY,

108. Srebrenica exhumations, ligatures, photos — ICTY,

109. Table of blindfolds and ligatures that were found berween 1996 and 2001,
ICTY,

110. Photo -~ Pototari. ICTY,

111, Photo = Energoinvest Faciory, ICTY,

112. Photo — Encrgoinvesi, 11. Mart, ICTY,

I13. Phoio - Pawotari, ICTY,

114, Photo — Bijela kuéa (White building), ICTY,

115. Photo — passage in the fence , ICTY,

116. Photo — Poiodari, a garden with com plants, ICTY,

117. Aerial photo ~ Potodari on 13 luly 1995, ICTY,

§18. Photo — Pototari on 12 July 1995, ICTY,

119. Map of the movement of the column and Serb forces positions, ICTY,

120. Photo of the hill and woods through which Muslim columns were passing,
ICTY,

121. Photo of the crossroads, ICTY,

122. Aerial photo of Sandiéi on 13 July 1995, ICTY,

123. Aerial photo of Nova Kasaba, footballrflaying field, 13 July 1995, ICTY,

124, Report on security situation in the 2™ Sekovi¢i Police Detachment, dated 3
August 1995, author: Nedeljko Sekula,

125. Repont by the Special Police Brigade of the MUP, number: 285/95, dated 13
July 1995, by Ljubisa Borovéanin, Deputy Commander of the SPB,

126. Submitting information 1o Deputy Minisier, dated 14 July 1995, author:
Dragan Kijac,

127. Regular combat repon. dated 14 July 1993, author: Mile Simanié,

128. Regular combat report, dated |7 July 1995, author: Mile Simanié,

i29. Report on the siaie of combat readiness, |7 June 1993, author: Rade Rodi¢,

130. Directive for further operations no. 7, aumber: Dt 2/2-11, dated £ March 1995,
Supreme Command of the Armed Forces of the Republika Srpska, author:
Supreme Commander, Radovan Karadi¢,

131. Directive for Funher operations op.7/1, number: Dt 2/2-15, dated 31 March
1995, Main Swaff of the VRS, Commander Ratko Mladié,

132. Treatment of prisoners of war, author: Milomir Savéi¢,

133. Repon by forensic expen witness, I dated 12 February 2007,

3.b) Evidence proposed pursuant to Article S of the Law on the Transfer of Cases from
the ICTY 1o the Prosecutor’s Office of BiH and the Use of Evidence Collected by ICTY
in Proceedings before the Courts In BiH:

1. Statement by IIINIIEEJE Office of the Prosecutor of ICTY, 26 June 2002, 28
and 29 April 2004,

2. Statement by NN Office of the Prosecutor of ICTY, 29 October
2004,

3. Statemem b)’_ Office of the Prosecutor of ICTY, 20 February
2002, 11 March 2003,
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4. Stalement b_v_ OffTice of the Prosecutor of ICTY, 9 July 2000, 26
August 2002, 10 June 2003,

5. Statement by | INEEEEEE Ofice of the Prosecutor of ICTY, 16 March
2002,

6. Statement by S.K., Office of the Prosecuior of ICTY, 22 Sanuary 2004,

7. Statement by H.E., Office of the Prosecutor of ICTY, 8 March 1999,

8. Swaiement by Office of the Prosecutor of ICTY, 16 Devembre
1997, 4 February 1998, 21 Ociober 1999, 12 March 2001, 25 November 2003,

9. Statement by_ ICTY, 23 June 1999, 15 December 1999, 28 May
2005,

10. Statement of facts and acceptance of responsibilily,_

11. Statement by [ CTY. 2 April 2000, 4 June 2003, 5 February
2004

12. Statement of facts and acceptance of responsibility, | NGTGNGNGNGNGE

13. Statement by i OfTice of the Prosecutor of ICTY, }5 May, 16
May, 19 May, 21 May, 22 May 2003,

14. Statement by Office of the Prosecutor of ICTY, 5 end 6 February
2004,

15. Statement by ] O1Tice of the Prosecutor of ICTY, 28 September
1995, 3 February 1998,

16. Statement by
1995, 9 July 1999, 30 April 2000,

17. Statement by NN OfYice of the Prosecutor of ICTY, 26
September 1995,

18. Statement by | ] J IR O Yice of the Prosecutor of ICTY, 26 September
1995,

19. Starement by [} ]I OfTice of the Prosecutor of ICTY, 28 September,
9 October 1995,

20. Statcment by

. ice of the Prosecutor of ICTY, 28 September, ¢
21. Statement by Office of the Prosecutor of ICTY, 6 October

October 1995
1999,
22. Statement b)'-Jfﬁce of the Prosecutor of ICTY, 25 October 1995,
23. Swiztement by Office of the Prosecutor of ICTY, 29 November 1999,
3.¢) Evidence proposed pursuant to Article 4-of the Law on the Troansfer of Cases

from the ICTY to the Prosccutor's Office of BiH and the Use of Evidence Collected
by ICTY in Proceedings before the Courts in BiH:

OfTice of the Prosecutor of ICTY, 24 October

[. Srebrenica Milit Narrative (revised) - operation “Krivaja 95" dated !
November 200‘2,“&0 with evidence used in the making of the

report)

Report on commend responsibility in the VRS, | ] NJEER(CD).

Expert finding of the Netherlands Forensic Institute - Subject: Inspection of

textile dated 11 February 2000,

w19
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4. US Naval Criminal [nvestigative Service's report on review and finding of
evidence from the Kravica warehouse,

5. Report-Appendix to the number of the missing and the dead in Srebrenica by
]

6. Reiort on the number of the missing and the dead in Srebrenica by H.

7. Report on the examination and recovery of evidence from the Kravica
Warehouse,

8. Report on blood and tissue samples found in the Grbavci School, Kravica
Warehouse,

9. OTP’s repornt dubbed Missing from Srebrenica - persans who were registered
missing after the fall of Srebrenica,

10. ICRC's list of missing persons,

I'l. Summary of the forensic and medical evidence — mass graves exhumed in the
course of 2000,

2. Repont on digging out and exhumation of mass grave Glogova | in 2000,

13. Repon on digging out end exbumation of mass grave Glogova 2 in 1999-2001
by forensic anthropologist

14. Summary of the forensic and medical evidence — execution and mass grave
sites = ICTY investigator [ NNENNNENE 16 May 2000,

15. Report by Chief Pathologist - mass grave sites of Srebrenica, ICTY, 1999,

16. Report on the examination and recovery ol evidence from the Kravica
Warehouse September - October 2000,

17. ICTY publication, missing persons in the territory of Bosnia and Herzegovina,
dated 30 June 1998,

18. Report by NN Supplcment, dated 8 June 2007 and 27 November
2007 (Srebrenica Investigation).

111 RESULTS OF THE INVESTIGATION:

Having conducted an investigation against the suspect Radomir Vukovi€, the Prosecutor's
Office of BiH submits that there is sufficient evidence in support of grounded suspicion
that the Accused, as a co-perperrator, committed the criminal offense of Genocide, in
violation of Article 171 of the Criminal Code of BiH, in the manner, at the place and time
as explained in more detail in the operative pan of the Indictment.

The investigalion has revealed the following:

Throughout the period referred 10 in the Indictment, there was an armed conflict in the
Republic of Bosnia and Herzegovina (BiH).

During the relevant period, the participants in the armed conflict were, on the one side:
Republika Sepska (RS), whose Armed Forces included the formations and units of the
Republika Srpska Army (VRS) and elements of the Ministry of the {nterior of Republika
(MUP) Srpska and the police forces that were associated to or in some other way a

10
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together with the VRS; and on the other side, Bosnia and Herzegovina, whose Armed
Forces consisied of formations and units of the Army of Bosnia and Herzegovina (A
BiH).

Throughout the relevant period, members of the 2™ Sekoviéi Detachment of the Special
Police Brigade of the RS MUP and the Amy of the RS (VRS) were obliged to comply
with the laws and customs of war.

All acts and omissions were pant of a widespread and systematic autack against the
Bosniak civilians in the UN sale area of Srebrenica and its surroundings.

After the armed conflict broke out in the Republic of Bosnia and Herzegoving in the
spring of 1992, Bosnian Serb military and paramilitary forces awacked and occupied
towns, places and villages in the easiern part of the country, including Zvomik, and
participated in the ethnic cleansing campaign that resulted in a mass exodus of Bosniak
civilians 10 the enclaves of Srebrenica, Gorazde and Zepa.

On 19 November 1992, General Ratko Mladié, Commander of the VRS Main StafT,
issued Operationsal Direciive No. 4. This Directive, in pan, ordered the Drina Corps 1o
“...inflict the heaviest possible losses on the enemny, and force them to leave the Birad,
2Zepa and Goraide areas together with the Muslim population. First. offer the uble-
bodied und armed inen 10 surrender, and if they refuse. destroy them.”

On 16 April 1993, the United Nations Security Council, acting pursuant to Chapter VIi of
the UN Chanter, adopted Resolution 819, in which it demanded that all parties to the
conflict in the Republic of Bosnia and Herzegovina treat Srebrenica and its surroundings
as a "safe area" which was 10 be free from any armed attack or any other hostile act.

On 8 March 1995, the Supreme Command of the Armed Forces of Republika Srpska
issued Operational Directive No. 07. In this Direclive, Republika Sepska President
Radovan Karad2i¢ directed the VRS (specifically, the VRS Drina Corps) to "...complete
the physical separation of Srebrenica from Zepa, to prevent even individual
communication between the two enclaves. 8y planned and well-thought-out combat
operations. creaie an unbearable situation of iotal insecurity, with no hope of further
swrvival and life for the inhabitants of Srebrenica und Zepa.”

On 2 luly 1995, in the Drina Corps aclive combat activities order for the atiack on the
Srebrenica enclave, Gen. Milenko Zivanovi¢ ordered that the auack on the enclave
should result in "reducing the enclave to its urban area”. The size of the enclave on 2 July
1995 was approsiinately 58 square kilometers, while the urban area of the enclave was
about 2 (1wo) square kilometers. Large numbers of Bosniaks of the enclave lived outside
the urban ares of Srebrenice prior to 2 July 1995.

The Drina Corps plan for the execution of the order was a step toward a wider VRS plan
to plunge the Bosniak population into a humanitarian crisis and, ultimately, eliminate the
enclave,
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On or about 6 Jjuly 1995, units of the Drina Corps shelled Srebrenica and atiacked the
Duich-manned United Nations observaiion posts locaied within the enclave. The Drina
Corps attack on the Srebrenica enclave, including the shelling, continued through 11 July
1995, when the woops of The Drina Wolves, the Bratunac Brigade and other VRS units
entered Srebrenica.

On 10 July 1995, upon the Order 64/95 issued by Tomo Kovat, Acting Minister of the
Interior of Republika Srpska, the joint forces of MUP units were formed (involving a
Company from the Jahorina Training Centre, the 2% Sekoviéi Detachment and the 1%
Company of the Zvornik Public Security Cenmter) in order 10 assist the VRS forces in the
attack. According to that Order, the Joint Forces of the Ministry of the Interior units were
placed under the command of the Drina Corps that was subordinated to the VRS Main
Staff under the command of Gen. Ratko Mladié.

The shelling of Srebrenica by the Drina Corps on 10 and 11 July 1995 was designed 1o
terrify the Bosniak population and drive them out of the Srebrenica town and the area.

The Bosniaks, men, women and children who were in Srebrenica following the oulset of
the VRS attack, could choose one of the two options:

a) Several thousand women, children, and a few, mostly elderly men, fled o
the UN Compound in Pototari within the Srebrenica "safe area”, where they
sought protection from the Dutch Baualion. These Bosniak civilians stayed in
Pototari and its surroundings from 11 to 13 July 1995 and were being
mistreated by the VRS and MUP members during that period. Afier that, they
were wransported out of the enctave by buses and trucks overseen by the VRS
and the MUP.

b) Meanwhite, approximately 15,000 Bosniak men from the enclave, with
some women and children, gathered in the villages of Susnjari and Jagliéi in
the evening of 11 July 1995 and se1 off, in a huge column, through the woods
towards Tuzla. Approximately one-third of this group consisted of the soldiers
of the 28™ Division of the Army of R BiH. Approximately two-thirds were
Bosniak civitian men from Srebrenica. The rest were also civilians and
unarmed military personnel.

On or about 12 July 1995, Retko Mladié, Radisiav Krsti¢ and other representatives of the
VRS and the Bosnian Serb civilian authorities mez at the Fonrana Hotel in Bratunac with
the Duich military senior officers and representatives of the Bosniaks who took refuge in
Potodari. At this meeting, Ratko Mladi¢ explained that he would supervise the
"evacuation” of the refugees from Potoari and that he wanted to see all Bosnigk men
aged between 16 and 60, so that they could be screened for possible war criminals.

On or about 12 July 1995, approximately S0 to 60 buses and trucks arrived near the UN
military compound in Pototari accompanied by Ratke Mladi¢ and Radislav Krstié.
Shorntly afler the arrival of these vehicles, the process ol deportalion of the Bosniak
women and children began. As the women, children and men staned to board the b
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and trucks, the VRS soldiers and the MUP members separated the men (rom the women
and children and detained the men in Poto¢ari and its surroundings.

On 12 and 13 July 1995, the Command and the units of the Drina Corps, as well as the
MUP units, were presem during the supervision of the forcible wransfer of 1the Bosniak
civilians from Potodari.

The staff of the Drina Corps who were in the Potogari compound on 12 and 13 Juiy 1995
were aware of the calastrophic humanitarian situation faced by the Bosniak refugees and
of their mistreatment by the Bosnian Serb forces, but they failed 10 do anything about
that.

The Bosniek civilians from Srebrenica who were taken by buses from Pototari on 12 and
13 July 1995 were deprived of their right 10 freely decide if they wanted 10 leave the
region of the former enclave. The Drina Corps and the MUP personnel who participated
in the transpon operation knew that the VRS had forced the Bosniak population to leave
that region.

The members of the Drina Corps and the MUP who were in the Poto€ari compound on {2
and 13 July 1995 knew that the Bosniak men, having been separated from the women,
children and the elderly, were not treated in accordance with the accepied practice of
screening for possible war criminals and that there was a greal uncenainty about the fate
of these people. The Drina Corps Commend and the MUP Commanders also knew that
the separated men [rom Potolari were taken by buses to the detention locations in
Brawnac. For that purpose they used the buses originally inlended for the transpon of
women, children and the elderly, supervised by the Drina Corps.

Following the taking of Srebrenica, the whereabouts of the 28" Division of the Ay of
BiH were unknown. This caused great concem 10 the VRS, as did a possibility that the A
BiH 2™ Corps could launch an attack from the direction of Tuzia and Kladanj and link up
with pans of the ABiH 28" Division. At the meetings held at the Fonrana Hotel on 11
and 12 July, Gen. Mladi¢ auempted 10 negotiate the surrender of the ABiH forces from
the territory of the former enclave. However, since he failed, the VRS units, including the
Drina Corps units that did not take part in the atieck on Zepa, were tasked in the coming
days to block the column.

In addition to the Drina Corps units, units outside the Drina Co?s, such as the MUP
Special Brigade, elements of the Military Police Banalion of the 65 Proteciion Regiment
and regular police forces, undertook the blocking of the column.

After the ABiH 28" Division had withdrawn from the enclave following the fall of
Srebrenica, the MUP forces were involved in the "final” operations,

The MUP units were present in Potodari and, together with the 2™ Sekovi¢i Detachment
of the Special Police Brigade, were deployed along the Brawnac-Konjevié Polje road,
where they took part in the blocking of the column and capturing a large number of
Bosniaks on 13 July 1995.
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Members of the VRS that were assigned 1o the Bratunac, Zvomik and Mii¢i Brigades,
wgether with elements of the 5% Engineering Baualion, the 65% Protection Regiment and
the MUP Special Police, supporied by armared carriers, tanks, anti-aircrafl guns and
artillery, were deployed along the Bratunac-Miliéi road in an aniempt to intercept the
column. While retreating, some armed individuals in the Bosniak column engaged in a
fight against the Bosnian Serb forces. Thousands of Bosniaks from the retreating column
were captured or surrendered 10 the RS Army and MUP. '

The Drina Corps assisted the MUP forces with the 1ask of blocking and capturing the
Bosniaks who tried 1o escape and they coordinated their military operations with the
MUP forces.

Following the taking of Srebrenica in July 1995, the RS Army and MUP devised and
implemented the plan to execule as many able-bodied Bosniak men in the enclave as
possible. Within several days from the artack on Srebrenica, the VRS and the MUP forces
captured, kept in captivity, forcibly iransferred, summarily executed and buried more
than 7,000 Bosniak men and young men from Srebrenica enclave and forcibly transferred
Bosniak women and children from Srebrenica out of the enclave,

The Bosnian Serb forces executed severat thousand Bosniak men. The total number of
viclims ranges most likely between 7,000 and 8,000 men.

The political and military leadership of the VRS devised a plan 10 permanently remove
the Bosniak population from Srebrenica afier the 1aking of the enclave. During the period
between 11 and 13 July, this plan, cotloquiatly referred to as “eihnic cleansing”, was
implemented for the most pant through the forcible transfer of the major part of the
civilian population from Pototari, the able-bodied men having been separaied from ihe
rest of the population.

In their efforts to eliminate a pant of the group of Bosniaks, members of the VRS and RS
MUP committed genocide. They selected 40,000 Bosniaks, inhabitants of Srebrenica, for
execution, which, as a group, represented the Bosniaks in gencral. They seized personal
items and documents from all the captured Bosniak men, soldicrs and civilians, old and
young, and they were killing them deliberately and methodically, exclusively on account
of their ethnicity. The Bosnian Serb forces were aware, when they embarked on this
genocidal venture, that the harm they had caused to the Bosniaks would bring the
Bosniaks permanent suffering.

in the final ICTY Judgmem rendered in the case of Gen. Radislav Krsti¢, it was
established that during the Krivaja 95 military-police operation - the taking of the UN
Safe Area of Srebrenica by the RS Army and MUP, genotide was commitied agninst
the Bosniak population, which was also confirmed by the Judgment rendered by the
Internotional Court of Justice in The Hague on the Application filed by Bosnin and
Herzegovina against Serbiu and Montenegro.

Among others, the fact that within a shont period of time, between 10 and 19 July 1995,

all the Bosniak women, children and elderly were expelled from the enclave and
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mass executions of the Bosniak men and young men were carried out, indicates that the
crimes against the Bosniaks were planned and organized. Thus, the final Judgments
against Radislav Krsti¢ and Vidoje Blagojevi¢ determined the time of the executions of
Bosniak men and young men carried out at the locations of Potolari, Tiséa, the Cersku
Valley, Jadar, warehouse in Kravica, Orahovac, Dom kuliure Pilica (Pilica Culture
Center), Vranjevo Military Farm, Sradion (Stadium} in Nova Kasaba. These locations
were used by the Army and the Police of Republika Srpska as execution sites. On 13 July
1995, organized killings 100k place in the moming hours in Jadar, in the afternoon hours
in the Cerska Valley, in the late afiemoon in the Krovice Warehouse, and in the evening
in Tis¢a. In the coming days, the executions took place in Pilica, Orshovac and the
Branjevo Military Farm (ICTY Judgment against Drazen Erdemovié).

In addition to the above mentioned ICTY Judgments, an imporiant contribution toward
casting some light onio the so-called Srebrenica events were the confessions by Momir
Nikoli¢, a security officer in the Bratunac Brigade, and Dragan Obrenovié, Chief of Staff
of the Zvomik Brigade. Important information was obtained in the confession of Momir
Nikoli¢, first of all the fact that the crime was centered around the Military Security
Service and that everything was very well organized. In his confession, Momir Nikolié
said that in the moming of 12 July, Gen. Mladi¢ was still negotiating the evacuation of
civilians from Pototari with the UN, while Nikoli¢ was given orders 1o find appropriate
locations for the prisoners and then to find adequate execution siles.

The forensic evidence collected by the ICTY invesligators and experts over the past 10
years is vitally important for getting an objective picture of the events in and around
Srebrenica in July 1995. lt is common knowledge that the process of finding mass graves
(primary, sccondary and tertiary) is still going on and that the major part of the bodies of
the murdered Bosniaks have not been lotated and identified yet. Exiensive forensic
evidence firmlv corroborates imporant aspecis of testimonies by the survivors at various
execution sites. Since 1996, the {CTY Office of the Prosecutor has conducted
exhumations of 21 graves related 10 the taking of Srebrenica, as follows: four
exhumations during 1996 (graves in Cerska, Nova Kasaba, Orahovac (also known as
Lazete 2) and at the Military Farm in Branjevo {Pilica)); eight during 1998 (a dam near
Petkovci, Candarski put 12, Canéarski put 3, the Road 1oward HodZiéi — site No. 3, the
Road toward Hodzici — site No. 4, the Road toward Hod2ié - site No. 5, Liplje 2, Zeleni
Judar 5}, five graves in 1999 (Kozluk, Nova Kasaba. Konjevi¢ Polje 1, Konjevi¢ Polje 2
and Glogova); and four graves in 2000 (Laiere I, Latete 2C, Ravnice and Glogova 1).
Out of 21 exhumed graves, 14 swere primary graves, where bodies were placed
immediately upon the kiiling. Out of those praves, eight were subsequently dug up
without authorization and corpses were Iransferred to and buricd at another location,
ofen in secondary graves, located in more remote areas. Seven of the exhumed graves
were secondary graves. The OfTice of the Prosecutor hired experts in ballistic analysis,
analysis of soil and materials, in order to make comparative testing of the materials and
remains found in the primary and secondary graves. As a result of these analyses, links
were discovered between cenain primary and cenain secondary grave sites. As of 2000,
national judiciary institutions have taken over the 1ask of locating and exhuming mortal
remains of the “Srebrenica” people killed during the Krivaju 95 operation, with
significant assistance provided by the Commission on Tracing Missing Persons,
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International Commission on Missing Persons (ICMP) and 1he ‘Tuzla-based Podrinje
Identification Center.

The forensic evidence corroborates the Prosecution argument that, following the taking of
Srebrenica, thousands of Bosnisk men were executed summarily and buried in mass
graves. Although forensic experts could not indisputably establish the exact number of
bodies in the mass graves due 10 the degree of decomposition of the bodies and the fact
that many bodies were disfigured in the process of relocation from primary into
secondary graves, which was done using heavy machinery, the experts did manage o
make a conservative estimate, according to which at least 2,028 individual bodies were
exhumed from the mass graves. Based on the results of forensic testing, it can be
concluded that the majority of the persons whose bodies were exhumed were not killed in
action. These people were killed in mass executions.

Grounded sugpicion that the Accused Radomir Vukovié, a.k.a. "Vojvoda", committed
the criminal offense of Genocide, in violation of Anicle 171 of the CC of BiH, as read
with Anticles 29 and 180 (1) of the same Code, arises from the evidence collecied during

the investigation, in panticular from the statements of protected witness D-5, |}
before the ICTY, the
statements o given to the ICTY, as well as

the statements given by others, who during the investigalion spoke about the participation
of the Accused in the search of the terrain near Potoeri simed at finding and expelling
Bosniaks, that is, about the participation of the Accused in securing the roed, confiscating
money, valuables and personal documents from the captives and Bosniak men who were
surrendering to the RS MUP members on the Bratunac-Konjevi¢ Polje road, escorting the
column of captives into the hangars of the Kravica Farming Cooperative and killing the
captives, which is described in more detail in the operative pan of the Indictment.

Among the most imporani testimonies are the testimonies of (wo surviving witnesses at
the site of mass execution in the Kravica Farming Cooperative Warehouse, who will
testify under pseudonyms D-1 and D-2. Witness D-} in his statement gave details about a
surrender of a rather large group of Bosniaks, some 400-500 persons, to the Serb soldiers
after they were surrounded in the area above Kamenica. Some of these Bosniaks were
wounded a5 there was some shooting. The witness also described the events on the
meadow where they were held prior to being taken in a column escorted by armed
soldiers to the Kravica Warehouse. Panicularly important is the part of the testimony
about the moment when the shooting started a1 the Warehouse. The witness specifically
states that the shooting a1 the prisoners started as soon as the last prisoner entered the
hangar and that the shooting of prisoners was not preceded by any immediate resistance
on the part of the prisoners, that is, there was no shooting by any prisoners, which
convincingly eliminates claims by many witnesses and the Accused that the shooting
started after the killing of police officer Krsio Dragi¢evié. In a more or less identical way,
this claim was also eliminated by the testimony of protected witness D-2, who claimed
that the killing of the prisoners started without any prior provocation by prisoners.

Direc1 witnesses to the massacre, in the first place employees of the Kravica Farming
Cooperative, including and the testimonies of th
Z
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members of the 2™ Sekovi¢i Detachment of the Special Police, as follows: | INEGzzG
Bratunac Brigade who were involved in the restoration of terrain, and others all spoke
about the restoration of terrain and the loading of cormpses by excavators onto rucks,
teansporting them 1o the previously designaied locations in Glogove, wherefrom the
remains were dug up several months later in 1995 and hidden in secondary graves at
Zeleni Jadar. Restoration of terrain involved loading the bodies by excavalors onto

trucks and transponation of the bodies to previously designated locations.

There is also substantial documentary evidence that confirms that at the time of the
commission of the crime the Accused was deployed in Bratunac, more specifically in
Sandi¢i and Kravica, as a member of the 2™ Sekoviéi Detachment of the Special Police
and that he 100k active part in the events in question. There are numerous photographs
and sateflitc images that objectively testify on the events at the warehouses of the Kravica
Farming Cooperative, showing buses parked in front of the Warehouse and the soil
disturbed testifying on the relocation of the monal remains from mass graves and the
locations of mass graves.

Based on the foregoing, the Prosecutor's Office contends that there is sufficient evidence
proving that the Accused commined the criminal offense he is charged with in the
Indictment, while the intention to commit genocide arises from the fact that the captured
Bosniak men did not pose any serious threat from the military point of view, while the
decision of the Accused to take part in the exccution of the captives while the planned
and organized killing of the coptives was taking place did not stem exclusively from the
intention to eliminate themn as a military threat. The killing of able-bodied men
undoubtedly constituted a physical liquidation and, considering the proportions of the
killing, their extermination was motivated by a genocidal intent. The Accused was aware
that, having in mind the patriarchal nature of the Bosniak community in Srebrenica, the
Killing of so many men would unavoidably result in the physical disappearance of the
Bosniak population in Srebrenica. Therefore, the physical liquidation of the men caused
© severe consequences for the creation of progeny in the Bosniak community in Srebrenica,
with the possibility of the community's extinction. The Accused, as a member of the RS
MUP, was aware of those consequences when he decided to aid in the systematic
elimination of the capiured men.

The forcible transfer of women, children and clderly people was another method used to
ensure physical destruction of the Bosniak community in the Srebrenica safe area. By this
transfer, all Bosniaks were definitely removed from Srcbrenica, whereby even the
slightest possibility for the revival of the Bosniak community in that arca was eliminated.
As opposed 10 the operation of killing the caplured men, such operation was difficol 10
hide or be presented as a military operation, therefore, it posed a higher risk of
international condemnation. The major issue while determining whether genocide was
committed in Srcbrenica is whether the intention to commit genocide existed. Although
such intention has to be confirmed by facts, the evidence that the perpetrator chose the
most effective method to achieve his aim to destroy the targeted par of the group is not
necessary for the criminal offense of Genocide, Even when the chosen method fails to
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lead to the full implemeniation of the perpetralor's intention and the destruction remains
incomplete, the mere ineffectiveness does not rule out the conclusion that the genocidal
inlention existed. It is imponant 10 meniion here that protecied witness D-5 stated that it
had been known already on 10 July 1995 in Srednje that the 2™ Detachment would be
sent 10 Srebrenica with an assignment 1o expel the Bosniaks from Srebrenica and kill the
able-bodied Bosniak men, which the Accused, as a member of the 2™ Detachment knew,
that is, his assignment was the same as that of other policemen of the 2™ Detachment.
The assignment was not of combat nature in relation (o the fights with the soldiers of the
Army of BiH but to destroy the Bosniak population in the area of Srebrenica.

IV EVIDENCE SUPPORTING THE ALLEGATIONS OF THE INDICTMENT:

B

2

14.

I5.

. Record on the examination of the sus

Record on the examination of the suspect Radomir Vukovié, BiH Prosecutor’s
Office KT-RZ-53/08, dated 20 August 2008,

. Transcript of the testimony of protected witness D-1. Count of BiH, no. XKR-

05724, dated S Oclober 2006,

Transcript of the testimony of protected witness D-2, Count of BiH, no. XKR-
0524, dated 12 October 2006,

Transceipt of the testimony of protected wiiness D-3, Coun of BiH, no. XKR-
05724, dated 21 March 2007,

Transcript of the testimony of protecied witness D-4, Court of BiH, no. NKR-
05724, dated 7 March 2007,

Record on the examination of the witness D-§, BiH Prosecutor's Office KT-RZ-
10/05, dated 18 April 2008 with the transcript,

Transcript from the hearing for the purpose of the examination of witness D-.5,
BiH Prosecutor’s Office no. KTA —RZ-100/08, dated 22 May 2008,

Transcript of the testimony of protected witness D-§, Court of 8iH, no. XKR-
05724, daied 29 May 2008 and 11 June 2008,

Record on the examination of witness D-3, BiH Prosecutor’s Office, no. KTA-
RZ-100/08, dated 18 August 2008,

. Transcript of the testimony of witness [N Coun of BiH, no. XKR-

05724, dated 17 January 2007,

. Transcript of the testimony of wilness Count of BiH, no. XKR-
0524, dated 22 March 2007,
. Transcript of the testimony of witness Coun of BiH, no. XKR-

05724, dated 15 September 2006,

BiH Prosecutor’s
Office KT-RZ-10/03, dated 21 June 2005,
Record on the examination of the suspect
Office KT-RZ-10/05, dated 1 July 2005,
Record on the examination of the suspec
Office KT-RZ-10/05, dated 24 June 2005,

BiH Prosecutor's

BiH Prosecutor’s
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16. Record on the examination of witness (I MUP of the Republika
Srpska, Bijeljina Public Security Centre (CJB), Police Station in Bratunac, no.
(2-1-7/02-230-468/03, dated 21 August 2003,

17. Record on the examination of witness | MUP of the Republika
Srpska, Bijeljina Public Security Centre (CJB), no. 12-02/4, dated 19 June 2005,

18. Record on the examination of witness [N BiH Prosecutor’s Office
KT-RZ-10/05, dated 10 October 2005,

19. Record on the examination of witness [NIJEEEEEEEN BiH Prosecutor's
Office KT-R2-10/05, dated 9 November 2005 with the vanscript of the hearing in
the investigation,

20. Record on the examination of wiiness [ ]I Siate Invesiigations and
Protection Agency, no. 14-04/2-327/05, dated 12 Qciober 20035,

21. Record on the examination of witness [ Siste Investigations and
Protection Agency, no. 14-04/2-388/05, dated 26 Qctober 2005,

22. Record on the examination of witness [N Statc (nvestigations
and Protection Agency. no. 14-04/2-387/05, dated 25 October 2005,

23. Record on the examination of witness [ State Investigstions and
Protection Agency, no. 14-04/2-350/05, dated 20 October 2003,

24, Record on the examination of witness State Investigations and
Protection Agency, no. 14-04/2-308/05, dated 27 September 2005,

25. Record on the examination of witness d Suate investigations and
Protection Agency, no. 14-04/2-290/05, dated 20 September 2005,

26. Record on the examination of witness ; State Investigetions and
Protection Agency, no. 14-04/2-330/05, dated 12 October 2005,

27. Record on the examination of witness State Investigations and
Protection Agency, no. 14-04/2-389/05, daled 26 October 2005,

28. Record on the examination of witness State Investigations
and Protection Agency, no. 14-04/2-393/05, dated 27 October 2005,

29. Record on the examination of witness Siate Investigations
and Protection Agency, no. 14-04/2-329/05, dated 12 October 2005,

30. Record on the cxamination of witness State Investigations
and Protection Agency, dated 18 October 2005,

31. Record on the examination of witness [N Siate Investigations and
Protection Agency, no. 14-04/2-391/05, dated 27 QOciober 2005,

32.Record on the examination of witness State Investigations and
Protection Agency, no. 17-04/2-04-2- /08, dated 11 June 2008.

DOCUMENTARY EVIDENCE as enumerated under Section 3 of the Indictment.
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VMOTION TO EXTEND CUSTODY

The Prosecutor’s Office of Bosnia end Herzegovina petitions the Count, in terms of
Article 137 of the CPC of BiH, to extend custody of the accused Radomir Vukovié aka
“Vojvoda™ for the reasons set out in Anicle 132(1)(a),(b) and (d) of the Criminal
Procedure Code of Bosnia and Herzegovina after the confirmation of the Indicunent.

Article 132(1)(a) of the CPC of BiH: Risk of flight

The Prosecution contends that there exist the reasons set forth under Article 132 (1)
subparagraph (a) of the CPC of BiH o order the accused Radomir VUKOVIC into
custody. Those reasons emanate from the three key factors:

(1) The Coun of BiH issued an order for the issuance of an intemational arrest
warrant against the suspect Radomir Vukovi¢ on 7 Merch 2006. The suspect was
deprived of libenty in Serbia and on 7 August 2008, having been at large for three
vears, he was extradited 10 the BiH authorities. It is hard 1o imagine that the
suspect did not know that he may become a suspect having in mind that his
former colleagues were in detention and tried for the same criminal acts that he is
suspected of. The Kravica case was given ample atiention by the media in BiH,
Republic of Serbia and abroad. Since the issuance of the Order 1o Launch an
Investigation against him and other suspects (Order No. KT-RZ-10/05 dated 23
August 2005), Radomir Vukovi¢ remained unavailable to the BiH Prosecutor’s
Office, that is, he was on the run. The Belgrade-based Prosecutor's Office for
War Crimes informed the BiH Prosecutor’s Office on 5 February 2007 that
Radomir Vukovié applied for the citizenship of the Republic of Serbia and that
the application was being processed. Up uniil his arresi and placement into
custody pending extradition, the suspect was living in Belgrade, the Republic of
Serbia with his wife and a child. The fact that he applied for the citizenship of the
Republic of Serbia, which does not exwradite its citizens, indicates thal the
suspect intcnds to leave BiH permanently and cvade the criminal procecdings
pending against him.

(2) The suspect also established contacts in the Republic of Serbia, he resides in
Belgrade wherc he is now in a position 10 eam his living, whereas in Bosnia and
Herzegovina he has no employment and would be economically dependant on the
members of his extended family.

(3) The gravity of the criminal offence he is charged with as well as the severity of
punishment he is going to face, if convicted. Having in mind that the Count of
BiH issued a non-final verdict finding the seven accused in the Srupar Milos er al
case and in the Perar AMiirovié case guilty of the participation in the same
incident with which Radomir Vukovi¢ has been charged as well (the kilting of
over 1000 Bosniak men from Srebrenica at the Kravica Farming Co-operative in
July-1995) and sentenced them 10 a long-term imprisonment for the crimj
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offence of Genocide punishable under Article 171 of the CC of BiH, it is quite
cenain that the Accused Vukovif is now even more motivated than he was three
years ago to evade the criminal proceedings pending against him.

The Prosecution holds that the afore-menticned reasons indicate that there is a realistic
risk that the Accused, if released, will abscond.

Article 132 paragraph 1 subparagraph (b): Influence on witnesses, accomplices and
accessorics

There is a justified fear 10 believe that the accused, if released, may contact co-
perpetrators with 8 view 10 destroying clues important for the criminal proceedings
and influence witnesses, accomplices or accessories. It is in the interest of the
Prosecutor's Office, the Coun and justice for the trial to progress without obstructions
and to prosecute the culprits of this horrible crime during which at least 1,000 detained
Bosniak civilians were killed in a warehouse of the Kravica Farming Cooperative with
the Accused being an aclive participant in this crime as a member of the 2™ Sekovidi
Special Police Detachment. The Prosecutor’s Office submiis that there is a realistic risk
that the accused, if released, would be in a position to make arrangements with other co-
perpetrators, which constitutes a risk of adverse influence on the quality of the criminal
proceedings, and that there is also a risk that if the accused were to be a1 libeny, he could
make arrangements with and jointly conceal clues to the criminal proceedings and the
means used for the perpetration of the offense together with other co-perpetrators who are
al libeny.

(1) Panticular circumstances which indicate that the accused, if at liberty, could hinder the
criminal proceedings by influencing witnesses, accomplices and sccessories emanale
from the fact that the majority of the witnesses live in eastern Bosnia, Republika Sipska
Entity, where the accused lived until he was deprived of his liberty. If at {iberty, the
accused could contact his former colleagues from the Dctachment who will appear as
wilnesses for the Prosecution in the proceedings against the accused. Some of the
witnesses were members of police units of the Republika Srpska MUP at the time, and
some of them still have the same siatus and they worked with the accused in the
Republika Srpska MUP (including members of the 1® Company of the Special Police
Units of the Zvomik Public Security Center and members of the Special Police Brigade)
and, if the accused were to be at libeny, these individuals could be exposed 10
condemnation and pressure by the accused and the accused’s friends and relatives,

(2) The Prosecutor’'s Office of BiH is conducting an investigation against a number of
members of the RS MUP due 1o grounds for suspicion that they participated in the crimes
commited between 11 July and | November 1995 as members of two police units: |®
Company of the PJP /special police units/ with the Zvomik CJB /Public Security Center/
(potice officers from eight police stations: Sekovidi, Zvomik, Bratunac, Vlasenica,
Mili¢i, Osmaci, Kozluk, Srebrenica) and the 2™ Sekoviéi Special Police Detachment
(police officers from Sekoviéi, Skelani, Kladanj, Srebrenica) who are at large. Some of

PURL: https://www.legal-tools.org/doc/2365a0/



them are inaccessible to the Court and the Prosecutor’s Office — that is, they are on the
run - and inlernational arrest warranis have been issued pursuant to the order issued by
the Count of BiH (the suspects Milenko Savié, Milija Blagojevié, Zeljko lvanovié, Milija
Jovanovié, Miko Milié).

(3} The Prosecutor’s Office believes that that there are numerous wilnesses wilh
information about the activities ol members of the military and police of the RS in
removing the traces of mass killings of Bosniak men such as: information about the
locations of mass graves, execution sites, iime and manner of digging of mass graves and
reburial of mortal remains. By acting in this way, those witnesses prevent detection of
perpetrators of serious crimes. Bearing in mind the information that the largest number of
bodies of killed Bosniaks at the warehouse of the Kravica Farming Cooperative have not
been recovered, there is a risk that the suspects could attempt to conceal traces of mass
graves and make more difficult the recovery of monal remains of victims of the crime.

(4) Taking into consideration the need of the Prosecutor’'s Office to examine a large
number of witnesses during the irial who have been avoiding to mention the names of
perpetrators of the crime in their previous statements for fear of retaliation (although they
described in detail the event, location, time and manner of perpetration of the crime), it is
necessary that those witnesses are examined without influence or pressure, and give
lestimony in a relaxed aimosphere free of fear. The majority of polential witnesses who
gave testimony at the main trial in the Afilo$ Stupar et af. case (former colleagues) have
changed their testimony obviously under pressure or for fear. Considering the firsi-
insiance Verdict against the accused’s colleagues, primarily Brane DZini¢ who was
provided with an alibi by the accused during the laiter’s testimony (Brane Diinié¢ was
found guilty under a decision of the Count of BiH of panicipation in the crime in
Kravica), the accused Radomir Vukovié would now be even more motivated 10 influence
witnesses and compel them to testify in his favor.

Furthermore, there is a strong likelihood that the accused could use people who are
connecied with one snother within a community and network 10 seek or receive help from
co-perpetrators at jarge.

(5) The Prosecutor’s Office believes that the Court of BiH arrived at a correct conclusion
in #s Decision number X-KRN-08/552 dated 5 June 2008 that distinctive characteristics
of war crimes, crimes against humanity and genocide are organized and sysiematic
perpetration and far-reaching consequences on the victims, and that the seriousness and
scope of these consequences require a greater protection of witnesses even from the mere
possibility of influence by the accused and prevention of co-perpetrators to influence
witnesses through a contact with the accused in custody, witnesses being panticularly
important evidence in trying this type of crime. The Coun further correctly concluded
that “the concretization of influence would mean not only the necessity 1o protect
witnesses but also to try the perpetrators of that influence, as such acts satisfy the
elements of the crimina! offense of Obstruction of Justice referred to in Article 24) of the
CC of BiH.

PURL: https://www.legal-tools.org/doc/2365a0/



(6) The Prosecuior’s Office hereby points Lo a specific example of influence on one of the
protected witnesses in the present case when one of the accused from Case No. X-KR-
05/24 (Kravice) contacted the witness and one of them, the accused Miladin Stevanovi¢,
presented his alibi 10 the witness and the witness accepted it as being true. When
specificatly asked by the Prosecutor’s Office, the witness answered that he based his
claim on what the accused Miladin Stevanovié had told him. This is a striking example of
how not even custody precludes the possibility of influence on witnesses.

(7) The Prosecutor's OfTice believes that the nature of crimes commiuted by the accused
suggests a risk of intimidation of witnesses. The criminal offense with which the accused
is charged suggests a 10tal lack of respect for human dignity and human life whereas the
manner ol perpetration of the criminal offense (shooting into the warehouse full of
people) suggests a high degree of cruelty on the pan of the accused and their tendency to
violent behavior towards other individuals.

The Prosecutor’s OfTice stresses that custody appeared (o be & justified measure in the
Kravica case which was conducted before the Court of BiH because the Coun correctly
found that a justified concern exisied regarding the accused, for that the accused, if
released, could influence witnesses and co-perpetrators who are inaccessible to the Coun,
thus preventing influence of the accused on witnesses and co-perpetrators.

Article 132 puragraph 1 subparagraph (d) of the CPC of BiH: Exceptional
circumstances and disturbance of public order

(1) The Accused is charged with the crime of Genocide punishable by imprisonment for a
term of 10 years or a long-term imprisonment. Bearing in mind the demonstrated cruelty
in the perpetration of the offense, the fact that a particularly serious consequence was
brought about (that is. the deaths of more than 1,000 individuals) and the fact thai
individuals who are directly or indirectly victims of the offense are returning 10 the area
where the crime was commitied, the Prosecutor’'s Office believes that the cumulative
requirements under Article 132(1)(d) of the CPC of BiH have been met in the present
case, both the formal-legal requirement pertaining to the prescribed punishment and the
subjective requirement pertaining to the exceptional circumstances and the actual threat
of public order disturbance. We are dealing with exceptional circumstances and the
criminal offense which is panticularly serious given the manner of perpetration and
consequences of the criminal offense, so the release of the accused would result in an
actual threat of public order disturbance. Taking into consideration all the particular
circumstances, especially the manner of perpetration and the incalculable consequences
of the committed crime of genocide as one of the most serious breaches of values
protccied under national and international law, the role of the accused during the relevani
time as a member of the 2™ Sekoviéi Special Police Delachment and the fact that
individuals with which the accused was supposed 10 be indicted have been senienced to
long-term imprisonment by a non-final verdict, the Prosecutor’s Office contends that al
these circumstances, being unquestionable in their entirety, constitute an exceptional
circumstance in terms of Anticle 132(1)(d) of the CPC of BiH.
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(2) The validity of the aforementioned positions stems from the fact that there is an
ongoing return of refugees and individuals who ere direct and indirect victims of the
offense to the area where the offenses were commiited and where the accused hed
residence at the time of perpetration of the offense, so meeting the accused again would
mean re-traumatization of viciims and would undoubiedly disturb what is anyway a
fragile peace of citizens-retumees. One should ensure their faith in the rule of law and do
one’s wimost to prevent contact between the injured parties and the accused; that is, the
witnesses must have confidence in the ability of the judicial authorities 1o prevent
possible conlact between them and the accused before justice is finally served. Any
contact with and meeting the accused prior 10 that would undoubtedly bring about a
disruption of peace and coexistence that have been difficult to achieve and ultimately
lead 16 public order disturbance in the community where these individuals live.

(3) in view of the fact that a non-final verdict sentencing seven co-perpetrators of the
accused Radomir Vukovié¢ to a long-term imprisonment was delivered and given all the
distinctive characteristics of this case, the Prosecution believes that the release of the
suspect would undoubled!y result in the public disapproval because the public would not
tolerate his stay at libenty.

For these reasons, the Prosecutor’'s Office submits that custody, albeit being the strictest
measure, is the only measure to ensure the atiendance of the accused in the further course
of the proceedings and that there is no other alternative measure to ensure the attendance
of the accused Radomir Vukovi¢ in the further course of the proceedings.

fbro Buli¢
PROSECUTOR
PROSECUTOR'S OFFICE OF BiH

ertiflnd Cowrt Interprever for English
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