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In the Trial Chamber I Case No. IT-09-92-T ff/

Date: 19 October 2015

Before: Judge Alphons Orie, Presiding TT-09% 491 T
Judge Bakone Justice Moloto O WMs56( - 0 44,5
Judge Christoph Fliigge 5
|1 ocToe 2

Registrar: Mr. John Hocking
Public Order

The Prosecutor
v.
Ratko Mladi¢

Order to redact the public transcript
and the public broadcast of a hearing

The Trial Chamber

(At the request of the Prosecutor / Defence and with the agreement of the parties)
ORDERS that the following highlighted text (page 32 line 12) be omitted from the public transcript of
the hearing of 19 October 2015 and be edited from the public broadcast of this hearing.
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17[11131;57 offices, new administrations were created, hut that happened later as of B
18(11:32:02 1993 or 1994, as I said,
19(11:32: 14 [+ T would like us to briefly look at a Dafence document =0 as to be

2011;32:21 able to comment upon this one bafore us. For a short while, could we

21111:32:26 have DODB4Y,

22|11:32:36 We have an Official Note here., Tell us whether it contains

23(11:33:24 standard elements required by the rules in order to be part of an

24|11:33:33 official Nete. And if so, please tell us what they are.

25(11:33:37 A Yes, There must be a heading. There must be a number, a datse.
32:1/11:33:45 There should be the name of an operative or his code of the persen

11;33:53 drafting it. They alsc need to specify the course of information,

11:33:56 because it can be Fully reliable, reliable, unverified, unreliable, and

11:34:03 so on, so they need to specify whether the information they received was

111:34: 09 reliable. Of course, they also had to sign and suggest measures to be

11:34: 17 taken in order to further verify the information referred to.

11:34:50 This is what an SNB document should look like. We can see this

11:34:50 one was drafted as per the rules and according to the guide-lines issued

11:34:50 on providing information within the mervice.

11:34:50 Q. Without refsrring to the name of the person whe signed this

11:34:53 document, do you neverthelsss know him as your oparative?

11:34:56 A Yes.

11:35:06 Q. Thank you, Let ug now ge back te the previous decument, POE8SD.
14(11:35:38 Official Note. Let us look at the last page in both vearsions.
15(11;35:58 All it says at the bottom is that it was drafted in two copies
16(11:36:06 and Milos is in the signature bleck,
17/11:36:15 MR. LUKIC: [Interpretation] Let us now go back to the first page.
18(11:36: 17 please. Let me put my questioen now.

19[11:36: 31 Q. According te you, does thism document contain all the elements

20(11:36:37 necessary as envisaged by your service?

21011:36: 41 Al HNo.

2211:36: 43 Q. You have read the document; correct?

23(11:36: 46 A.  Yes, I had the occasion to read it device., T also received it

24[11:36: 51 from you some two days ago. I read lt. One can immediately say that it

25011:36: 58 dees not correspond te the template of documents produced either by the
33:1]11:37: 02 secter or state of national security, at least at the time when I was at

2111:37:08 ite helm.

an1;37:15 Q. As you yourself said we see that the date, among other things, is

4[11:37:27 missing, but we can tell somsthing from the contants, %o saes that we

5{11:37:28 don't know whan the svent referred to actually took place. Is this
6[11:37:35 customary and permissible in the way your service operated?
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11:37:39 A No. The first septence should have concained a date, say: On
11:37:56 this or that date through contacts with a large number of sources and so
11:37:56 on. Whoever received the document cannot guess whether it was drafted
10/11:37:50 two months ago, half a year age, or a year age. Every document should
11|11:38:03 begin with a date: We spoke to this or that person on this ocr that date.
12|11:368:10 There is no need to mention names but at least the initials should be
13|11:38: 15 there. And based on that, we know the time. It deesn't need te mean
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The blacked-out text, as identified by the passages prior and subsequent therelo, is confidential.

Any person or organisation, including media organisations, which has possession of the public
recording of all or the relevant portion of the proceeding containing the confidential information is
hereby enjoined from disclosing il to any other person(s) or organisation(s) as of the date and time this
order is received. The failure to conform may result in contempt charges being issued by the Tribunal
against the disclosing person or organisation. T
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In the Trial Chamber [ Case No. IT-09-92-T
Date: 19 October 2015

Before: Judge Alphons Orie, Presiding
Judge Bakone Justice Moloto
Judge Christoph Fliigge

Registrar: Mor. John Hocking

Public Order

The Prosecutor
V.
Ratko Mladi¢

Order to redact the public transeript
and the public broadcast of a hearing

The Trial Chamber

(At the request of the Prosecutor / Defence and with the agreement of the parties)
ORDERS that the following highlighted text (page 44 line 11 and line 12) be omitted from the public
transcript of the hearing of 19 October 2015 and be edited from the public broadcast of this hearing.
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MR, LUKIC: [Interpretation]. .
0. 8o in paragraph 4 of your statement, you said that on the &th of
April, 1992, you were appeinted chief of the National Security Service
sector. And in paragraph 26, you said where it was that you had your
departments. That was in Ilidza, Ilijas, Pale, and Sokolac. And thae
headquartsrs of the service was in Lukavica. What about Trnove, was
there a department there?

A No. WNo. There wasn't a department in Trnovo,
when 1 was appointed chief of the Barajeve BSNB, we had
Ilidza, Xlijas, Pale, and 8okolac, and the headquarters

That is to =ay,
four departments:
of the sector was

in Lukavica.
MR. LUKIC: Let us see PU6B8 now, please.

Q. [Interpretation] I showed you thia information, this report on
the operation and activities of the TO command Main Staff and the
commanding personnel of the Trnove armed forces. Lat us look at the last
page of this document. It just says State Security Service Trnove, by
way of a signature.

S0 this kind of =ignature, department of SDB Trnove, could that
have sxisted in somebody from your service had written this up?

A.  Ho.

Q. I'm net geing to put any questions to you because we can see it
trom the document itself., We don't see whe it was that compiled this
document. Should we be able to mea -- if somebody from your service had
written this up, should we see whe the author was?

A. Yes, wo would have to see who the author was.

Q. It can be gseaen that one cannot mes who this document iz being
sent to, Is that the way it was supposed to ba? Were we supposed to be
able to mes who this document is being sent to?

A Certainly, Because in fact had our service written this
document, it would have had te reach my desk, It's May 1992,

Q. June.

A Yes, but I was chief of secter at that point in time, but we
never received a gingle document from Trnove and wa could not get to
Trnove at that point in time. Our department was in Ilidza and there was
no communicetion with Trpnevo because of the sniping and because of the
situation there. And as for these documents that you showed me the other
day, thsrs is a reference to a Muslim barricade; that is to say, that ths
road is inaccessible.

Q. Did you aver have any operatives in Trnovo?

A, I don't think so, I think that we dealt with Trnove only when
there was fighting for Trnovoe. That is to say, in a period that came
after this one. Since that reoad was very important to us because of the
link with Harzegovina from Foca onwards. At that point in time, we would
sent an operative whe is familiar with the ground. Usually it was people
like that who were sent in. We saw a signature a moment ago,

. and he usually went thers in order to be able to follow the
combat activitiss taking place in the area of Trnovo.
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The blacked-out text, as identified by the passages prior and subsequent thereto, is confidential.

Any person or organisation, including media organisations, which has possession of the public
recording of all or the relevant portion of the proceeding containing the confidential information is
hereby enjoined from disclosing it to any other person(s) or organisation(s) as of fjhe date and time this
order iy received. The failure to conform may result in contempt charges being igsued by the Tribtinal

against the disclosing person or organisation.

Alphons rie
Presidin ge

i




M55

In the Trial Chamber I Case No. IT-09-92-T
Date: 19 October 2015

Before: Judge Alphons Orie, Presiding

Judge Bakone Justice Moloto
Judge Christoph Fliigge

Registrar: Mr. John Hocking

Public Order

The Prosecutor
V.
Ratko Mladi¢

Order to redact the public transcript
and the public broadcast of a hearing

The Trial Chamber

(At the request of the Prosecutor / Defence and with the agreement of the parties)
ORDERS that the following highlighted text (page 44 line 14) be omitted from the public transeript of
the hearing of 19 October 2015 and be edited from the public broadcast of this hearing,
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D5:47 military leadership. I never attended a single meeting where there were
any kind of references like what you said to me just a second agoe.

Q. You had the opportunity of reading the entire document, and now
at the end, the 29%th of May, 1292, the date atr the end of this documsnt,
can you see here whe it is that is actually speaking?

4 No. fThat's interesting. Thiz document in terms of dates,
syerybody knows who was saying what, and then all of a sudden at a joint

13[2:02:53 combat activitiesz taking place in the area of Trnovo. "
14[2:02:53 0. Does this document look like something that [ vwould have
15[2:02:53 written up?
162:02: 53 A, Mo, there ig no chance of us having created this document.
17{2:02:53 Q. From the document we cannot smae when it was created. One was
18{2:02;54 =supposed to say when this kind of document was created if it's created by
192:02:59 your service?
2012:03: 00 Ay If it wera our documsnt and if it were the document of the Muslim
21[2:03: 05 service at the time, if I can call it that way, there has te be a
22[2:03: 08 letterhead, there has to bs a signature, there has to be a dats, there
23[2:03:11 has to be everything that we talked about in relation to the previous
24(2:03: 14 document. Every document hag te contain certain elements and that's the
25/2:03:18 way it's supposged to be. And the document that you showad me from the
45:1[2:03:22 area of Ilidza is an example of that, Bo you can gee that it's the

2[2:03: 26 Ministry of the Interiecr, the secter of the National Security Hervice
3[2:03:30 Sarajeve, the number, the date, and so on and se forth. Each and every
4(2;03;40 decumsnt =hould have these elements.
52:03: 44 Q. TIn this decumant, we alsc cannot see which operativa compiled
6[2:;03:52 this information. Is that indispensable for this kind of documsnt,
712:04:00 otherwisa?

82:04:00 A. Certainly.

9[2: 04: 04 0. Did you sver see a document of the National Security Service that
10[2:04:12 would spaak about sxpulsions and killings of Muelims and othera?
1112: A Mo,
1z Q. I mean, where that is being advocated?
13@: A Mo, no. gometimes there would be menticn of crimes committed on
1482 ethnic grounds, and then scomebedy provided information that there was a
15[2: 04: 37 murdar or twe murdars in a certain place, but we did not deal with that.
16[2: 04: 41 Somsbody could have written a decument like that, and such a deocument
17[2:04:45 could have reached me; howesver, we had an intersector agreement: Murder
18[2:04:52 is murder, 8o it is the puplic security secter that dealt with this even
19(2:04:59 during the times of war., We were not in charge of that. Ws did not havs
20[2: personnel that was capable of dealing with such cases. Bo we could have
21 received a dispatch from the centre that somebody had killed somebody
2z2; else and that this caused anxiety and so on and so forth, and this kind
232; of thing did happen. You know, it —- there ig a war going on and
24)2: gomebody would say come back and crsate a problem of this kind. But put
252 in this way the way that you have asked me, no.

46: 12 Again, T have toc point out one mores thing if you allow ms: I

23 never attended a meeting -- and I attended many meetings of the state and
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The blacked-out text, as identified by the passages prior and subsequent thereto, is confidential,
Any person or organisation, including media organisations, which has possession of the public
recording of all or the relevant portion of the proceeding containing the confidential information is
hereby enjoined from disclosing it to any other person(s) or organisation(s) as of the date and time this
order is received. The failure to conlorm may result in contempt charges being issyed by the Tribunal
against the disclosing person or organisation. /
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