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The Prosecutor

v.
Jadranko Prlic, Bruno Stojié, Slobodan Praljak, Milivoj Petkovie, Valentin Coric, Berislav Pulié¢

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

The Trial Chamber
( At the request of the Prosecutor / Defence and with the agrecment of the parties )

ORDERS that the following blacked out text be omitted from the public transcript of this hearing and be edited from the public
broadcast of this hearing.

4[11:01:40 interview. It was given sbout 15 years after the said events. It was
11:01: 46 given involving knowledge I cbtained subsequently as an average citizen,
[11:01:53 or of course a person werking in the diplomstic service, .
p11:01:57 At the same time, it was roughly the time when
with the opt: OTP, I parsonelly, speaking personally Y

11:02:11 now was greatly disapined by that. This is preinterpretation on the :
11:02: 18 part of the journalist, I did not suthorise this interview, in the
11:02:21 next interview or one after that T actually asksd in writing --
1.1.:02: 26 Q. I'm going te have to cut you off, I'm going to try te ask you
11:02:30 just to be more direct. I'll ask ask you a direct question. Did you =zay
_:_11:02:34 thie in thi= interview which has been published which you've alrsady
11:02:39 affirmed twice in the previocus examinations, are these your words? Do
11:02: 44 you accept this or not, that's my question?
i[L1: 02:52 A, I de not accept it the way it was put here in this weekly. Once
11:03:00 again, I wish te explain all the circumstances invelved, how I gave this
11:03:05 interview and why, and of course as a Croatian diplomat, I had te have :
11:03:15 consent for giving this interview because I could not appear in the media v
1411: 63: 19 ‘Just on my ocwn. ;
11:03:20 Q. Tt's true, isn't it, Mr. Bandic, that Gensral Petkovic did in
11:03:25 fact know and approve switching the identity of Viktor Andric?
|11:03:30 ME. ALABURIC: [Interpretatien] ¥our Henours, objection to in
i[11:03:34 relation to tha word "approve”. Whether sob could have approved z
11:03: 39 decision ex not of the president of the HZI-HEB and the supreme commander
11:03:44 of the HVO, I think that there is ne need ko go inte that. It is=
11:03: 50 suparfluous so the word is wrong.
4111:03:52 MR, STRINGER: I am allowed to use whatever word I want, E
{LL: 03155 M, Rregldent. When T ask my gusstions. And if I use the wrong word, P
11:03:59 I'm sure the witness will take full advantage of that. My question teo E
7[11:04: 03 the witness-stands.
|11:04: 05 Q. Is it true that Petkovic knew and appreved of thes switching the
11:04: 11 identity?

: JUDGE ANTONETTI: [Interpretation] Ms, Alaburic, the Prosecutor is
ntitled to feel that in his view General Petkovic approved the switch of

a
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p2167, 2412, 2607, 2888, 2961, 3422, 3439, 3448, 3469, 3758, 43184, 4319,
16{13:35: 09 4320, €323, 4324, 4326, 4327, 4328, 4329, 4332, 4334, 4336, 4337, 4338,
11i13:35:58 4345, 4349, 4350, 4351, 4353, 4354, 4355, 4356, 4357, 4355, 4360, and I
don't think there’s any need to go on, there are 35 more.

and

13:36:57 I really don't think there's any nesd to waste any more tima on that.
13:37:03 I just have one more clarification to make and for that may we
13:37:07 go into private session beceuse it wams something that was discussed in
13:37:15 private session during the cross-ewemination.
8[13:37:13 JUDGE ANTONETTI: [Intarpretation] -
13:37: 17 [Private session].
13:37:18 THE REGISTRAR: Your Honours, we are now in private session.
13:37:23 MS. NOZICA: [Interpretation]. :
|12:37: 28 Q. Mr. Bandic, I'd just like to ask you briefly -- well, because it B
13:37:36 remained unclear in the transeript, your work in the embassy, in the
4£|113:37:44 Croatian embassy in The Hague. Now, I don't think we need go inte the
25[13:37: 4% details of the reasons you clashed and clashed with whom, but I think it
‘13:37:55 would be very important to erplain to the Trial Chamber the existence
13:38:01 first of all the two agencies, but could you please use the abbreviation
13:39:05 8I5 and HIS, that will make it clear fer the interpretation. Tall us who
|13:38: 10 you worked for, what the SIS did and who wers you in cenfliet with, or
5[13:38:18 rather, who brought all the unpleasantness te you that you experienced?
13:38:23 Could you clarify that for us without any additional explanations? I'1l
7|L3:36:28 let you tell us in your own words as briefly as possible, explain that to
13:38:32 us, please? Yes, my aolleague has just teld me to explain why you came
119;36: 44 inte conflict, why thers was this difference. Go ahezsd, please.
0]13:38:50 A. Thank you, ¢eungel. This is a very geood oppertunity for me, very
13:38:56 briefly, to repeat what I said once again. Are I werked in the HIS, HIS,
A2(13:3%: 02 and that service led by the head who at the time was replaced, changed,
[13:35:11 i+ was the position that Crestia, quite simply on the basis of the
13:359:15 constituticnal law should cooperate with The Hague Tribunal., So the
3 [L3: constitutional law passed by the Croatian saesh oasaemhly by the majority
vote said that and that is he how we understuod it and that's how we
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