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Anthony J. Sanders, the author, reaffirms his commitment as Amici, to relieve the accused of the burden of representing himself to quote President Pat Robinson, Judge O-Gon Kwon, Judge Ian Bonomy in Prosecutor v Slobodan Milosevic on August 6, 2004.  He requests $1920 for 24 hours work. 

Motion for the Modification of Judgment 
The International Court of Justice has the authority under Art 100 of the Rules of Court to modify the Judgment of the Tribunal and is hereby motioned to capitalize upon the new and improved information technology to process the published Judgments regarding detainees of the International Criminal Tribunal for the Former Yugoslavia (ICTY) this 2004.  The trial of the former Yugoslavian president titled, Prosecutor v. Slobodan Milosevic ICTY IT-02-54 is ready to be concluded in a written trial by the International Court of Justice (ICJ) that must guarantee the elderly man an acquittal on both distinguishable counts of innocence and guilt.  By acquitting Slobodan Milosevic the Court shall set the precedence for other Former Yugoslavian criminals from the previous decade to have their Judgment set aside by the ICJ so that Serbia & Montenegrins shall no longer be persecuted and imprisoned in contravention to Art. 5 (he) of Statute for the International Criminal Tribunal for the Former Yugoslavia.  The ICJ shall make the ICTY responsible for placing the detainees with supervised work release programs in the penal systems of the member state that the detainee chooses. Sentencing shall serve as a guideline for the length of time supervision is required.  The general opinion is that political detentions by the International Criminal Tribunals and Courts must be restrained to the days or months required to do a thorough case study, whereupon the prisoner could be released upon such counsel to a supervisory authority in the country of their choice and politicians would not live in fear of international crime but see criminal trial as a safe and affordable way to prepare their case for the International Court of Justice.    

Milosevic's bouts of high blood pressure, flu and exhaustion have frequently delayed the trial, which began in February 2002. The 62-year-old faces charges of genocide, crimes against humanity and war crimes in the Balkans in the 1990s.  Milosevic, wants to call former U.S. President Bill Clinton and British Prime Minister Tony Blair along with 1,400 other witnesses in the 150 working days he has for his case, said he could start his defense in a month at the earliest.  His lawyer, Zdenko Tomanovic, said he expected the court to postpone the trial until late August.  There is nothing preventing the Court from granting a Motion of Acquittal for Mr. Milosevic by Christmas 2005 so that he and his former Yugoslavian slaves can go to Peace Palace in the Hague free men and women obligated to try their war crimes for the deterrence of the future commission of such crimes, settle claims for their poorest of European nations, Serbia & Montenegro and contract for work release in the Contracting Member States.  

ICTY Rule of Evidence 98 bis states;
(A) An accused may file a motion for the entry of judgment of acquittal on one or more offences charged in the indictment within seven days after the close of the Prosecutor’s case and, in any event, prior to the presentation of evidence by the defense pursuant to Rule 85 (A)(ii).
(B) The Trial Chamber shall order the entry of judgment of acquittal on motion of an accused or proprio motu if it finds that the evidence is insufficient to sustain a conviction on that or those charges.

As an independent judicial panel the International Court of Justice is under no Statutory or other legal limitations of the ICTY to grant the Judgment of Acquittal only on the basis of the insufficiency of evidence to sustain the conviction.  Rule 29(c)2  of Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure elaborates that the court may, at their own discretion, set aside the guilty verdict and enter an acquittal.  The independence of the Judiciary in regards to the power to grant Acquittals within the penal system of the United Nations creates a division of labor between the Criminal Tribunal and the International Court of Justice.  The Criminal Tribunal or Court has acquittal authority only when there is an insufficiency of evidence to support a criminal conviction whereas the International Court of Justice under Art. 100 has the liberty to modify the judgment to acquit post-convict detainee.  The Criminal Tribunal is encouraged to continue granting provisional release(s) on an individual basis when the detainee has been satisfactorily convicted or acquitted of their.  The ICJ shall likewise grant former Yugoslavian detainees Asylum should they satisfactorily demonstrate that they are no longer a threat to or threatened by society in the spirit of the Judgment of 20 November 1950.  

Trial of the Yugoslavian prisoners by the International Court of Justice presents an opportunity for Slobodan Milosevic and other Yugoslavian detainees to be acquitted in counts of both innocence and guilt.  In making sentencing determinations for allegedly guilty parties the International Criminal Tribunal automatically grants the prisoner the right to appeal for the amendment of their sentencing judgment under Art. 100 of the Rules of Court . The purpose and justification of a sentence of imprisonment or a similar measure deprivative of liberty is ultimately to protect society against crime. Before the completion of the sentence, it is desirable that the necessary steps be taken to ensure for the prisoner a gradual return to life in society. This aim may be achieved, depending on the case, by a pre-release regime organized in the same institution or in another appropriate institution, or by release on trial under some kind of supervision which must not be entrusted to the police but should be combined with effective social aid.  To make the most substantive improvement for the lives of the Yugoslavian detainees it is recommended to implement work release programs under Art. 71 of Standard Minimum Rules for the Treatment of Prisoners 2076 (LXII) 1977 that rules (1) Prison labour must not be of an afflictive nature. (2) All prisoners under sentence shall be required to work, subject to their physical and mental fitness as determined by the medical officer. (3) Sufficient work of a useful nature shall be provided to keep prisoners actively employed for a normal working day. (4) So far as possible the work provided shall be such as will maintain or increase the prisoners, ability to earn an honest living after release.  Trial provides only temporary relief from unemployment unless the offender is a writer or trial lawyer and they should be granted some consideration for a house boat in the Hague or other secure living situation as long as there is clear and convincing evidence that their liberty no longer present a criminal threat to society and there is adequate post conviction counsel to guarantee that the former offenders lead productive lives.  

The Secretary requests to be paid $80 dollars an hour for an estimated 24 hours work in this preliminary defense of former Yugoslavian detainees, commensurate with his age as set forth in Annex I of the Directive on Assignment of Defense Counsel (Directive No. 1/94).  During the course of the trial the author shall process all cases published by the tribunal.  The Court shall be billed one hour for each prisoner and shall be rewarded with a book of no less than 100 pages by December 25, 2004 that not only studies each case but incorporates into the body of the work the legal mechanisms in their trials.  
Case History

The International Court of Justice is now called upon under Art. IX of the Convention on the Prevention and Punishment of the Crime of Genocide of 9 December 1948 to interpret whether or not Milosevic has fulfilled his sentence after 880 days, 2 years and 150 days between 12 February 2002 and 14 July 2004 when he is scheduled to begin a 150 day trial at the International Court of Justice.  By the time he is finished with the trial in December 2004 Milosevic shall have served 2 years and 300 days.  This is not an unsatisfactory amount of time for the President of the Former Yugoslavian Republic or any other political incitement or physical offender to serve as long as they can demonstrate to the Court that they present no clear and present danger to society. 

This case began on 20 March 1993, Bosnia and Herzegovina filed an Application instituting proceedings against Yugoslavia with the International Court of Justice in respect to a dispute concerning alleged violations regarding the Application of the Convention on the Prevention and Punishment of the Crime of Genocide of 9 December 1948 (Bosnia and Herzegovina v. Yugoslavia)  In its Application, Bosnia and Herzegovina requested, inter alia, that the Court adjudge and declare that Yugoslavia, through its agents and surrogates, "has killed, murdered, wounded, raped, robbed, tortured, kidnapped, illegally detained, and exterminated the citizens of Bosnia and Herzegovina", that it must immediately cease the systematic practice of "ethnic cleansing" and pay reparations.  
In the Counter-Memorial filed on 22 July 1997, Yugoslavia submitted counter-claims requesting the Court to adjudge and declare that "Bosnia and Herzegovina [was] responsible for the acts of genocide committed against the Serbs in Bosnia and Herzegovina" and that it "had the obligation to punish the persons held responsible" for these acts. It also asked the Court to rule that "Bosnia and Herzegovina was bound to take necessary measures so that the said acts would not be repeated in future" and "to eliminate all consequences of the violation of the obligations established by the Genocide Convention".
On 2 July 1999 the Republic of Croatia instituted proceedings before the Court against the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia (FRY) for violations of the 1948 Convention on the Prevention and Punishment of the Crime of Genocide alleged to have been committed between 1991 and 1995.  In its Application, Croatia contends that "by directly controlling the activity of its armed forces, intelligence agents, and various paramilitary detachments, on the territory of . . . Croatia, in the Knin region, eastern and western Slavonia, and Dalmatia, the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia is liable for the ‘ethnic cleansing’ of Croatian citizens from these areas . . . as well as extensive property destruction -- and is required to provide reparation for the resulting damage". Croatia goes on to state that "in addition, by directing, encouraging, and urging Croatian citizens of Serb ethnicity in the Knin region to evacuate the area in 1995, as . . . Croatia reasserted its legitimate governmental authority . . . the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia engaged in conduct amounting to a second round of ‘ethnic cleansing’".  Application of the Convention on the Prevention and Punishment of the Crime of Genocide (Croatia v. Yugoslavia) 19 November 2002
According to Croatia, "the aggression waged by the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia" resulted in 20,000 dead, 55,000 injured and over 3,000 individuals still unaccounted for. Furthermore, 10 per cent of the country’s housing capacity is alleged to have been destroyed, while cultural monuments, historical sites and Croatian catholic churches were also destroyed or damaged. Croatia further claims that a great number of explosive devices of various kinds were planted in Croatia, currently rendering some 300,000 hectares of arable land unusable, and that around 25 per cent of its total economic capacity, including major facilities such as the Adriatic pipeline, was damaged or destroyed.

On 24 April 2001, the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia (hereinafter referred to as the "FRY") instituted proceedings, titled, Application for Revision of the Judgment of 11 July 1996 in the Case concerning Application of the Convention on the Prevention and Punishment of the Crime of Genocide (Bosnia and Herzegovina v. Yugoslavia), Preliminary Objections (Yugoslavia v. Bosnia and Herzegovina) whereby, referring to Article 61 of the Statute of the Court, it requested the Court to revise the Judgment delivered on 11 July 1996 in the case concerning Application of the Convention on the Prevention and Punishment of the Crime of Genocide (Bosnia and Herzegovina v. Yugoslavia).  On 27 October 2000, Mr. Koštunica, the newly elected President of the FRY, sent a letter to the Secretary-General requesting admission of the FRY to membership in the United Nations; and that, on 1 November 2000, the General Assembly, upon the recommendation of the Security Council, adopted resolution 55/12, by which it decided to admit the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia to membership in the United Nations. Recalling Security Council resolution 777 (1992) the Court confirmed that it had prima facie jurisdiction in the case on the basis of Article IX of the Genocide Convention however FRY should have applied for membership in the United Nations much earlier to avoid legal controversy. 
International Criminal Tribunal for the Former Yugoslavia

The International Tribunal for the Prosecution of Persons Responsible for Serious Violations of International Humanitarian Law Committed in the Territory of the Former Yugoslavia was founded in 1991 and was established under Chapter VII of the Charter of the United Nations by the Security Council on 25 May 1993 in Resolution 827 and amended 13 May 1998 by Resolution 1166, 30 November 2000 by Resolution 1329, 17 May 2002 by Resolution 1411), 14 August 2002 by Resolution 1431) and 19 May 2003 by Resolution 1481. 
As of January 2004 ICTY has 1238 staff members from 84 countries. 103 accused have appeared in proceedings before the tribunal.  34 Accused at pre-trial stage 59 Accused currently in custody at Detention Unit, 5 Accused have been provisionally released, 20 Arrest warrants issued against people currently at large, 1 Accused without arrest warrant 1 Persons charged with contempt of the Tribunal for a total caseload of 119.  28 Accused have been transferred in the following proceedings - 2 accused were acquitted by the Trial Chamber, and their proceedings are considered completed, 3 accused were found not guilty by the Appeals Chamber, their proceedings are now completed, 15 accused were transferred to serve sentence, 8 sentences have been served.  

As of July 2004 ICTY reported 35 Completed cases and 33 accused at trial stage. 50 persons had received Trial Chamber judgment, 7 are at trial, 1 awaits sentencing.  Of the 50 persons receiving judgment 16 are at the appeal stage, 28 received their final sentencing, 20 transferred to serve their sentence and 8 had been determined to have served their sentence.  3 people were found not guilty by the Appeals Chamber.  Of the 10 terminated cases, 5 indictments were withdrawn after the accused was transferred to the Tribunal and there were 5 deaths.
The International Tribunal functions in accordance with the provisions of the present Statute for the International Criminal Tribunal for the Former Yugoslavia whose territorial and temporal jurisdiction to prosecute Grave breaches of the Geneva Conventions of 1949, Violations of the laws or customs of war, Genocide and Crimes against humanity limited in Article 8 to extend to the territory of the former Socialist Federal Republic of Yugoslavia, including its land surface, airspace and territorial waters. The temporal jurisdiction of the International Tribunal shall extend to a period beginning on 1 January 1991.  

Article 5 of the ICTY Statute, Crimes against humanity, presents a neutral balance for the Court to determine when the International Criminal Tribunal for Former Yugoslavia is guiltier for their crimes of persecution and imprisonment under Art. 5 (he) than Milosevic and his Yugoslavian compatriots who came to be known as persecutorial murderers in contravention to Art. 5 (ha) in the 1990’s; listed as Crimes against humanity are; 
(a) murder;
(b) extermination;
(c) enslavement;
(d) deportation;
(e) imprisonment;
(f) torture;
(g) rape;
(h) persecutions on political, racial and religious grounds;
(i) other inhumane acts. 

Individual criminal responsibility is primarily justified by the ICTY in accordance with the terms of Art. 7 (1) & (2) of the ICTY Statute, that set forth that;
1. A person who planned, instigated, ordered, committed or otherwise aided and abetted in the planning, preparation or execution of a crime referred to in articles 2 to 5 of the present Statute, shall be individually responsible for the crime.
2. The official position of any accused person, whether as Head of State or Government or as a responsible Government official, shall not relieve such person of criminal responsibility nor mitigate punishment.
3. The fact that any of the acts referred to in articles 2 to 5 of the present Statute was committed by a subordinate does not relieve his superior of criminal responsibility if he knew or had reason to know that the subordinate was about to commit such acts or had done so and the superior failed to take the necessary and reasonable measures to prevent such acts or to punish the perpetrators thereof.
4. The fact that an accused person acted pursuant to an order of a Government or of a superior shall not relieve him of criminal responsibility, but may be considered in mitigation of punishment if the International Tribunal determines that justice so requires.

Milosevic Indictment
Slobodan Milosevic, the last, President of the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia, Supreme Commander of the Yugoslav Army and President of the Supreme Defense Council, case is registered by the International Criminal Tribunal for the Former Yugoslavia as IT-02-54.   In 1987, Slobodan Miloševic, a Serbian nationalist, became the Serbian Communist party leader. To the alarm of the other republics Miloševic and his supporters revived the vision of a “Greater Serbia,” which would consist of Serbia proper, Vojvodina, Kosovo, the Serb-populated parts of Croatia, large sections of Bosnia and Hercegovina, and possibly Macedonia. In early 1989, Serbia rescinded Kosovo's autonomy and sent in troops to suppress the protests of Kosovo's largely Albanian population. Miloševic was elected president of Serbia in 1989.  Slovenia and Croatia elected non-Communist governments in early 1990 and, threatening secession, demanded greater autonomy. Serbia and Montenegro were the only republics to retain Communist leadership; 

After attempts by Serbia to impose its authority on the rest of the country, Slovenia and Croatia declared their independence on June 25, 1991. Fighting immediately broke out as the federal army (controlled largely by Serbs) moved into Slovenia. A fragile peace was negotiated by a European Community (EC) delegation, but fighting soon resumed. By the end of July, 1991, however, all federal forces had left Slovenia, although fighting continued throughout the summer between Croatian forces and the federally backed Serbs from Serb areas of Croatia. In Sept., 1991, Macedonia declared its independence, and the citizens of Bosnia and Hercegovina voted for independence that October.  In Jan., 1992, with Serbs holding 30% of Croatia, a cease-fire was negotiated in that republic, and the United Nations sent in a peacekeeping force.
On 3 July 2001, a "not guilty" plea was entered for all counts on the "Kosovo" Indictment. 29 October 2001, a "not guilty" plea was entered for all counts on the "Croatia" Indictment. 11 December 2001, a "not guilty" plea was entered for all counts on the "Bosnia" Indictment.  His Trial commenced on 12 February 2002.  The Prosecution rested its case on 25 February 2004. The Defense case, at the International Court of Justice, is scheduled to commence on 5 July 2004 and has been delayed due to the ill health of Mr. Milosevic until July 14, 2004.
The indictment can be divided into three major categories;

(1) Kosovo

(2) Croatia 

(3) Bosnia 

On 30 August (for the Kosovo case), 30 October (for the Croatia case) and 23 November 2001 (for the Bosnia case), the Trial Chamber issued orders inviting the Registrar to designate counsel to appear before it in the three cases as amicus curiae considering that it is "desirable and in the interests of securing a fair trial", that an amicus curiae be appointed as permitted by Rule 74 of the Rules of Procedure and Evidence, "not to represent the accused but to assist in the proper determination of the case". The amicus curiae are to assist the Trial Chamber by:

1) Making any submissions properly open to the accused by way of preliminary or other pre-trial motion;
2) Making any submissions or objections to evidence properly open to the accused during the trial proceedings and cross-examining witnesses as appropriate;
3) Drawing to the attention of the Trial Chamber any exculpatory or mitigating evidence; and 
4) Acting in any other way which designated counsel considers appropriate in order to secure a fair trial.

On 6 September, 7 November and 27 November 2001, the Registrar of the Tribunal, Mr. Hans Holthuis, appointed Mr. Steven Kay QC, Mr. Branislav Tapuskovic and Prof. Michail Wladimiroff to act as amici curiae in the three cases.  On 10 October 2002, the Trial Chamber instructed the Registrar to revoke the designation of Prof. Michail Wladimiroff as amicus curiae. On 22 November 2002, it designated Mr. Timothy McCormack to act as amicus curiae.  On 1 February 2002, the Appeals Chamber ordered that the three Indictments concerning Kosovo, Croatia and Bosnia and Herzegovina be tried together in one single trial. The trial commenced on 12 February 2002 with evidence relevant only to the charges relating to Kosovo.The Prosecution concluded its case regarding Kosovo on 11 September 2002. On 26 September 2002, the Prosecution started the presentation of its case regarding Croatia and Bosnia and Herzegovina. It rested its case on 25 February 2004. The Defense case is scheduled to commence on 5 July 2004.  On 12 April 2004, the Secretary-General of the United Nations, Mr. Kofi Annan, signed an order appointing Lord Bonomy as a Judge of the International Criminal Tribunal for the former Yugoslavia. Lord Bonomy, whose appointment is effective as of 1 June 2004, replaces Richard May who retired due to ill-health (Press Release No. 838).

Trial Chamber III: 
Judge Patrick Robinson (Presiding), Jamaica
Judge O-Gon Kwon, South Korea
Judge Iain Bonomy, United Kingdom 

Counsel for the Prosecutor :
Mr. Geoffrey Nice
Ms. Hildegard Uertz-Retzlaff
Mr. Dermot Groome
Mr. Dirk Ryneveld

(1) Milosevic was initially indicted with Milan Milutinovic then President of Serbia and member of the Supreme Defence de facto authority, Dragoljub Ojdan then Chief of General Staff of the VJ, Nikola Sainovic then Deputy Prime Minister of Serbia and then Vlajko Stojiljkovic Minister of Internal Affairs of Serbia on 24 May 1999 last amended 29 October 2001 and charged on the basis of individual criminal responsibility (Article 7(1) of the Statute) and superior criminal responsibility (Article 7(3) thereof) for crimes committed in Kosovo with       

(a) Violations of the laws or customs of war (Article 3- murder),  

(b) four counts of crimes against humanity (Article 5 – deportation; on count    of murder; persecutions on political, racial or religious grounds; other inhumane acts). 

Factual allegations of the Second Amended Indictment, confirmed on 29 October 2001, alleges that, between 1 January 1999 and 20 June 1999, forces of the FRY and Serbia acting at the direction, with the encouragement, or with the support of the accused, executed a campaign of terror and violence directed at Kosovo Albanian civilians.

It is alleged that the operations targeting the Kosovo Albanians were undertaken with the objective of expelling a substantial portion of the Kosovo Albanian population from Kosovo in an effort to ensure continued Serbian control over the province. The Indictment goes on to describe a series of well-planned and coordinated operations undertaken by the forces of the FRY and Serbia.

Approximately 800,000 Kosovo Albanian civilians were expelled from the province by their forced removal and subsequent looting and destruction of their homes, or by the shelling of villages. Surviving residents were sent to the borders of neighbouring countries. En route, many were killed, abused and had their possessions and identification papers stolen. Furthermore, specific massacres allegedly committed by Serb forces in places such as Djakovica/Gjakovë, Suva Reka/Suharekë, Racak/Reçak, Bela Crkva/Bellacërkë, Mala Krusa/Krusë e Vogël, Velika Krusa/Krushë e Madhe, Padaliste/Padalishtë, Izbica/Izbicë, Vucitrn/Vushtrri, Dubrava/Dubravë Prison complex, Meja/Mejë and Kacanik/Kacanik are listed in the Indictment. 

(2) In Croatia the Initial Indictment was made on 8 October 2001 and last amended 23 October 2002 Charges on the basis of individual criminal responsibility (Article 7(1)) and superior criminal responsibility (Article 7(3)) with;

(a) 9 Grave breaches of the 1949 Geneva Conventions (Article 2 willful killing; unlawful confinement; torture; wilfully causing great suffering; unlawful deportation or transfer; extensive destruction and appropriation of property, not justified by military necessity and carried out unlawfully and wantonly ), 

(b) 13 counts of Violations of the laws or customs of war (Article 3 murder; torture; cruel treatment; wanton destruction of villages, or devastation not justified by military necessity; destruction or wilful damage done to institutions dedicated to education or religion; plunder of public or private property; attacks on civilians; destruction or wilful damage done to historic monuments and institutions dedicated to education or religion; unlawful attacks on civilian objects), 

(c) Crimes against humanity (Article 5- and persecutions on political, racial or religious grounds; extermination; murder; imprisonment; torture; inhumane acts; (forcible transfers)


The Factual allegations regarding Croatia according to the Amended Indictment, confirmed on 23 October 2002, Slobodan Milosevic participated in a "joint criminal enterprise" between at least 1 August 1991 and June 1992. The purpose of this enterprise was the forcible removal of the majority of the Croat and other non-Serb population from approximately one-third of the territory of the Republic of Croatia, an area he planned to become part of a new Serb-dominated state. This area included those regions that were referred to by Serb authorities as the "Serbian Autonomous District ("SAO") Krajina", the "SAO Western Slavonia", and the "SAO Slavonia, Baranja and Western Srem" (collectively referred to by Serb Authorities after 19 December 1991 as the "Republic of Serbian Krajina ("RSK")) and "Dubrovnik Republic".

It is alleged that, during the above period, Serb forces, comprised of the Yugoslav People's Army ("JNA") units, local Territorial Defence ("TO") units and TO units from Serbia and Montenegro, local and Serbian Ministry of Internal Affairs ("MUP") police units and paramilitary units, attacked and took control of towns, villages and settlements in the territories listed above. After the take-over, the Serb forces, in cooperation with the local Serb authorities, established a regime of persecutions designed to drive the Croat and other non-Serb civilian population from these territories.


This regime included the extermination, wilful killing or murder of hundreds of Croat and other non-Serb civilians, including women and elderly persons, the deportation or forcible transfer of at least 170,000 Croat and other non-Serb civilians and the arrest and unlawful confinement or imprisonment under inhumane conditions of thousands of Croat and other non-Serb civilians. As a result, virtually the whole of the Croat and other non-Serb civilian population were forcibly removed, deported or killed in the "Serbian Autonomous District ("SAO") Krajina", the "SAO Western Slavonia", and the "SAO Slavonia, Baranja and Western Srem" regions.


Further, public and private property in all the relevant areas was intentionally and wantonly destroyed and plundered, including homes, religious, historical and cultural buildings.  According to the Indictment, during the relevant period, Slobodan Milosevic was President of the Republic of Serbia and as such exercised effective control or substantial influence over the participants of the joint criminal enterprise and, either alone or acting in concert with others, effectively controlled or substantially influenced the actions of the Federal Presidency of the Socialist Republic of Yugoslavia ("SFRY") and later the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia ("FRY"), the Serbian MUP, the JNA, the Serb-run TO staff in the relevant territories, and the Serb volunteer groups.

(3) In Bosnia and Herzegovina the Initial Indictment was on 22 November 2001 and last amended on 22 November 2002, confirmed on 21 April 2004 and charged on the basis of individual criminal responsibility (Article 7(1)) and superior criminal responsibility (Article 7(3)) with: 

(a) Genocide (Article 4 Two counts of genocide and complicity in genocide under Article 4 of the Statute), of the Statute; 

(b) Ten counts of crimes against humanity involving persecution, extermination, murder, imprisonment, torture, deportation and inhumane acts (forcible transfers) under Article 5 of the Statute), 

(c) Eight counts of grave breaches of the Geneva Conventions of 1949 involving wilful killing, unlawful confinement, torture, wilfully causing great suffering, unlawful deportation or transfer, and extensive destruction and appropriation of property under Article 2 of the Statute, 

(d) Nine counts of violations of the laws or customs of war involving inter alia attacks on civilians, unlawful destruction, plunder of property and cruel treatment under Article 3 of the Statute. 

The Factual allegations according to the Amended Indictment filed on 22 November 2002 and confirmed on 21 April 2004, from 1987 until late 2000, Slobodan Milo{evi} was the dominant political figure in Serbia and the SFRY/FRY. It is alleged that Slobodan Milosevic, acted alone and in the joint criminal enterprise in the following ways:

(a) He exerted effective control over the elements of the Yugoslav People's  Army ("JNA") and the Yugoslav Army ("VJ") which participated in the planning, preparation, facilitation and execution of the forcible removal of the majority of non-Serbs, principally Bosnian Muslims and Bosnian Croats, from large areas of Bosnia and Herzegovina.
(b) He provided financial, logistical and political support to the Bosnian Serb Army ("VRS"). These forces subsequently participated in the execution of the joint criminal enterprise.
(c) He exercised substantial influence over and assisted the political leadership of the "Republika Srpska" in the planning, preparation, facilitation and execution of the take-over of municipalities in Bosnia and Herzegovina and the subsequent forcible removal of the majority of non-Serbs.
(d) He participated in the planning and preparation of the take-over of municipalities in Bosnia and Herzegovina and the subsequent forcible removal of the majority of non-Serbs. He provided the financial, material and logistical support for such a take-over.
(e) He participated in the formation, financing, supply, support and direction of special forces of the Republic of Serbia Ministry of Internal Affairs ("MUP"). These special forces participated in the execution of the joint criminal enterprise.
(f) He participated in providing financial, logistical and political support and direction to Serbian irregular forces or paramilitaries. These forces participated in the execution of the joint criminal enterprise.
(g) He controlled, manipulated or otherwise utilised Serbian state-run media to spread exaggerated and false messages of ethnically based attacks by Bosnian Muslims and Croats against Serbs intended to create an atmosphere of fear and hatred among Serbs living in Serbia, Croatia and Bosnia and Herzegovina which contributed to the forcible removal of the majority of non-Serbs.

Superior Criminal Responsibility (Article 7(3) of the Statute)

The Indictment further alleges that Slobodan Milosevic, while holding positions of superior authority, is also responsible for the acts and/or omissions of his subordinates, pursuant to Article 7(3) of the Statute. A superior is responsible for the criminal acts of his subordinates if he knew or had reason to know that his subordinates were about to commit such acts or had done so, and the superior failed to take the necessary and reasonable measures to prevent such acts or punish the perpetrators.

According to the Indictment the Federal Presidency had effective control over the JNA as its "Commander-in-Chief" and other units under the supervision of the JNA. Generals Veljko Kadijevic and Blagoje Adzic, who directed and supervised the JNA in Bosnia and Herzegovina, were in constant communication and consultation with the accused.

On 27 April 1992, the Supreme Defense Council was formed. As a member of the Supreme Defense Council and as President of the FRY, Milosevic had de jure and de facto control over the JNA and later the VJ.

The Indictment also alleges that Milosevic exercised control over key figures in the Serbian MUP as well as in the State Security (Drzavna bezbednost, DB). The MUP and the DB directed the actions of the special forces and Serb paramilitary groups operating in Bosnia and Herzegovina.

Foundation of Yugoslavia

Yugoslavia came into existence as a result of World War I. (The earlier histories of its six component republics are treated separately, under their respective names.) In 1914 only Serbia (which included the present Republic of Macedonia) and Montenegro were independent states; Croatia, Slovenia, and Bosnia and Hercegovina belonged to the Austro-Hungarian Monarchy. Yugoslavs (i.e., South Slavs) consisted of five ethnic groups—Serbs, Croats, Slovenes, Macedonians, and Montenegrins—and the Bosnian Muslims. Closely related linguistically, these peoples are separated by historical and cultural factors that ultimately led to the disintegration of Yugoslavia. The country also included Albanian (mainly in Serbia's Kosovo prov.) and Hungarian minorities (mainly in Serbia's Vojvodina prov.).

The movement for unification (see Pan-Slavism) was led by Serbia and was a major cause of World War I. In 1915, Serbia and Montenegro were overrun by the Central Powers, but the Serbian troops eventually were evacuated to Allied-held Corfu, Greece. There the representatives of the South Slavic peoples proclaimed (July, 1917) their proposed union under the Serbian king, Peter I. Montenegro adhered to the union in Nov., 1918, and in Dec., 1918, the “Kingdom of the Serbs, Croats, and Slovenes” was formally proclaimed.

The Paris Peace Conference (see Neuilly, Treaty of; Saint-Germain, Treaty of; Trianon, Treaty of) recognized the new state and enlarged its territory at the expense of Austria and Hungary. King Alexander, who had been regent from 1918 for his invalid father, ascended the throne on Peter I's death (1921). In order to protect itself against Hungarian and Bulgarian demands for treaty revisions, Yugoslavia entered (1920, 1921) into alliances with Czechoslovakia and Romania, the three states forming the Little Entente in close cooperation with France. With its western neighbor, Italy, relations were strained from the first over the Fiume question (see Rijeka). Although this was settled in 1924 with Fiume given to Italy, Italian nationalists continued to entertain hopes of appropriating part or all of Dalmatia, which had been secretly promised to Italy in 1915 by the Allies in exchange for joining them in World War I. Yugoslav nationalists, on the other hand, claimed parts of Venezia Giulia on ethnic grounds, and relations remained tense.

Internal problems were still more acute. Late in 1920 the Serbian Pašic became premier and obtained enactment of the centralized constitution of 1921. The Croats, led by Radic, demanded autonomy. In 1928 Radic was shot and killed in parliament. After the Croats had set up (1928) a separate parliament at Zagreb, King Alexander in 1929 proclaimed a dictatorship, dissolved the parliament, and changed the name of the kingdom to Yugoslavia (sometimes spelled Jugoslavia). The royal dictatorship officially ended in 1931, but the new parliamentary constitution provided for an electoral procedure that insured victory for the government party. Troubles with Croatian and Macedonian nationalists culminated (1934) in Alexander's assassination at Marseilles, France. His son, Peter II, succeeded under the regency of Alexander's cousin, Prince Paul. The Croatian problem had been eagerly exploited by Hungary and Italy, which encouraged particularist movements against the Serbian centralists.

Prince Paul's gradual rapprochement with the Axis powers thus had the paradoxical effect of leading to the restoration (1939) of a more democratic government and the establishment of Croatian autonomy. In Mar., 1941, Yugoslavia adhered to the Axis Tripartite Pact. Two days later a bloodless military coup ousted the regent. The new government proclaimed a policy of neutrality, but in Apr., 1941, German troops, assisted by Bulgarian, Hungarian, and Italian forces, invaded Yugoslavia. Striking swiftly, the Germans joined with the Italians in Albania; a week later organized resistance was over. A Croatian puppet state was proclaimed under the leadership of Ante Pavelic, chief of the Ustachi (a Croatian terrorist organization; see Croatia). Dalmatia, Montenegro, and Slovenia were divided among Italy, Hungary, and Germany; Serbian Macedonia was awarded to Bulgaria. Serbia was set up as a puppet state under German control. Atrocities were committed by the Axis occupation forces and by the Ustachi.

While Peter II established a government in exile in London, many Yugoslav troops continued to resist in their mountain strongholds. There were two main resistance groups: the chetniks under Mihajlovic and an army under the Communist Tito. In 1943 civil war broke out between the two factions, of which the second was more uncompromising in its opposition to the Axis. Tito was supported by the USSR, and he won the support of Great Britain as well. King Peter was forced to transfer the military command from Mihajlovic to Tito. By late Oct., 1944, the Germans had been driven from Yugoslavia. The Soviet army entered Belgrade. Tito's council of national liberation was merged (Nov., 1944) with the royal government. In Mar., 1945, Tito became premier. Lacking real power, the non-Communist members of the government resigned and were arrested. In Nov., 1945, national elections—from which the opposition abstained—resulted in victory for the government. The constituent assembly proclaimed a federal people's republic.

Tito and Communist Rule

The constitution of 1946 gave wide autonomy to the six newly created republics, but actual power remained in the hands of Tito and the Communist party. The Allied peace treaty (1947) with Italy awarded Yugoslavia the eastern part of Venezia Giulia and set up Trieste as a free territory; conflict with Italy over Trieste ended in a partition agreement (1954). Within Yugoslavia a vigorous program of socialization was inaugurated. Opposition was crushed or intimidated, and Mihajlovic was executed. Close ties were maintained with the USSR and the Cominform until 1948, when a breach between the Yugoslav and Soviet Communist parties occurred and Yugoslavia was expelled from the Cominform.

The Tito government began to pursue an independent course in foreign relations. Economic and military assistance was received from the West. In 1954, Yugoslavia concluded a military defense pact (independent of NATO) with Greece and Turkey. More cordial relations with the USSR were resumed in 1955, but new rifts occurred because of Soviet intervention in Hungary (1956) and Czechoslovakia (1968). Domestically Yugoslavia's “national communism” or “Titoism” included the abandonment of agricultural collectivization (1953) and the centralization of administrative and economic controls. Important economic power was given to workers' councils, and the republics were subdivided into communes. In 1966, Aleksander Rankovic, the vice president and Tito's long-time associate, was purged for having maintained a network of secret agents and for opposing reform. Friction with the Roman Catholic Church ended with an accord with the Vatican in 1966.

Yugoslavs under Tito possessed greater freedom than the inhabitants of any other Eastern European country. Intellectual freedom was still restricted, however, as the jailings and harassment of Milovan Djilas and Mihaljo Mihaljov showed. In the early 1970s, agitation among the nationalities revived, particularly among the Croats, and controls over intellectual life were stiffened. The autonomy of the six republics and two autonomous provinces of Serbia slowly increased through the 1970s as the economy began to stagnate. 

The Disintegration of Yugoslavia

The death of Tito in 1980, left an unwieldy collective leadership of 5 different nationalities governed as autonomous republics that had not yet made their petition to the International Court of Justice or UN Security Council for recognition as independent member nations of the United Nations. Economic problems and ethnic divisions continued to deepen in the 1980s, and the foreign debt grew significantly.

In 1987, Slobodan Miloševic, a Serbian nationalist, became the Serbian Communist party leader. To the alarm of the other republics Miloševic and his supporters revived the vision of a “Greater Serbia,” which would consist of Serbia proper, Vojvodina, Kosovo, the Serb-populated parts of Croatia, large sections of Bosnia and Hercegovina, and possibly Macedonia. In early 1989, Serbia rescinded Kosovo's autonomy and sent in troops to suppress the protests of Kosovo's largely Albanian population. Slovenia and Croatia elected non-Communist governments in early 1990 and, threatening secession, demanded greater autonomy. Serbia and Montenegro were the only republics to retain Communist leadership; Miloševic was elected president of Serbia in 1989.

After attempts by Serbia to impose its authority on the rest of the country, Slovenia and Croatia declared their independence on June 25, 1991. Fighting immediately broke out as the federal army (controlled largely by Serbs) moved into Slovenia. A fragile peace was negotiated by a European Community (EC) delegation, but fighting soon resumed. By the end of July, 1991, however, all federal forces had left Slovenia, although fighting continued throughout the summer between Croatian forces and the federally backed Serbs from Serb areas of Croatia. In Sept., 1991, Macedonia declared its independence, and the citizens of Bosnia and Hercegovina voted for independence that October.

In Jan., 1992, with Serbs holding 30% of Croatia, a cease-fire was negotiated in that republic, and the United Nations sent in a peacekeeping force. In that same month the EC recognized Croatia and Slovenia as independent states, and in April the EC and the United States recognized Bosnia and Hercegovina's sovereignty. The Serbs, with about 30% of the population, seized 65% of the latter republic's territory and proclaimed the Serbian Republic of Bosnia and Hercegovina. The Croats, with about 20% of the population, seized about half the remainder of the land and proclaimed the Croatian Community of Herceg-Bosna. The poorly armed Muslims, who comprised more than 40% of the population, held the rest of the republic's territory, including the capital. In a campaign of “ethnic cleansing” carried out mostly by the Serbs, thousands of Muslims were killed, and many more fled Bosnia or were placed in Serb detention camps.

In May, 1992, the United Nations imposed economic sanctions on Serbia and Montenegro and called for an immediate cease-fire in Bosnia and Hercegovina. Macedonia was widely recognized the following year (though Greece withheld recognition and imposed an embargo until after an agreement was reached with Macedonia in 1995). Although Serbia and Montenegro declared a new Yugoslavian federation, the EC announced in June, 1992, that the new government could not claim the international rights and duties of the former Yugoslavia, because those rights and obligations had devolved onto the different republics. This opinion was affirmed by the United Nations in Sept., 1992.

The United Nations also imposed a naval blockade on Yugoslavia, which along with the sanctions resulted in severe economic hardship, including hyperinflation for a time. After Serbia reduced its support for the Bosnian Serbs, the United Nations eased sanctions against Yugoslavia. In late 1995 Yugoslavia (in the person of President Miloševic of Serbia) participated in the talks in Dayton, Ohio, that led to a peace accord among Bosnia, Croatia, and Serbia (Yugoslavia). Miloševic became president of all Yugoslavia in 1997.

Tensions increased in Kosovo in 1997 and 1998, as a period of nonviolent civil disobedience against Serbian rule gave way to the rise of a guerrilla army. In Mar., 1999, following mounting repression of ethnic Albanians and the breakdown of negotiations between separatists and the Serbs, NATO began bombing military targets throughout Yugoslavia, and thousands of ethnic Albanians were forcibly deported from Kosovo by Yugoslav troops. In June, Miloševic agreed to withdraw from Kosovo, and NATO peacekeepers entered the region. Demonstrations in the latter half of 1999 against Miloševic failed to force his resignation. Meanwhile, Montenegro sought increased autonomy within the federation and began making moves toward that goal.

In July, 2000, the national constitution was amended to permit the president to hold office for two terms and to institute direct presidential elections; the changes were designed to permit Miloševic to remain in power beyond a single term and reduce Montenegrin influence in the federal government. When elections were held in September, however. Miloševic was defeated by Vojislav Koštunica, who was supported by a coalition of 18 opposition parties (Democratic Opposition of Serbia; DOS). The election commission initially refused to certify Koštunica as the outright victor, but Miloševic conceded after a general strike was called, demonstrators took over the federal parliament building, and Russia recognized Koštunica.

A coalition consisting of the DOS and Montenegrin Socialists formed a national government, and in early Serbian elections (Dec., 2000) the DOS won control of the Serbian parliament. Koštunica replaced several top military officers—a move designed in part to placate Montenegro—but he initially refused to hand Miloševic over to the international war crimes court in the Hague. In early 2001 Miloševic and some of his associates in the former government were arrested on various charges. The former president was turned over to the war crimes tribunal by the Serbian government in June, prompting the Montenegrin Socialists to resign from the federal coalition. Relations between Koštunica and Serbian prime minister Zoran Djindjic became strained, with the former concerned more about preserving the federation with Montenegro and the latter about winning Western foreign aid and reforming the economy.

In March., 2002, Serbian and Montenegrin representatives agreed to establish a restructured federal union now known as Serbia and Montenegro. Negotiations led to a new constitution that was approved in early 2003, and in Feb., 2003, Yugoslavia, which had essentially ceased to exist in the early 1990s, disappeared even as an official name for the two-republic federation that survived
.

Settlement Conference for Serbia & Montenegrin Equality
State parties are called together under Art. 36 of the Statute of Court to pay reparations under Art. 26 for social security under Art. 11 of the Declaration on Social Progress and Development 2542 (XXIV) A/7630 (1969) to Serbia & Montenegro in apology for international breeches of the Dayton Peace Accords signed by Milosevic December 1, 1995.   To provide donors with a product multilateral investment of at least $1 billion a year shall be accepted on a reciprocating basis with the publication of independent Serbian & Montenegrin and Kosovan Constitutions by public referendum as early as 14 March 2005 under Art. 60 of the Constitutional Charter of the State Union of Serbia and Montenegro 

Whereas Serbia & Montenegro are the poorest country(ies) in Europe with a large population of 10,825,900, a $24.01 billion GDP and $2,300 per capita it is recommended that the United Nations sustain foreign investment payments at a rate of no less than $1 billion USD per year.  Member nations are called upon to the pay these costs to the International Court of Justice related to the establishment of peace and security in Serbia & Montenegro as a member of the United Nations both entitled to and in need of relief under 22USC(7)§287l.  International development funds levied by the Court must be matched with the Serbian & Montenegrin payroll taxes to secure the means to start a European welfare state that pays the poor people to increase consumer spending that will stimulate stable and steady economic growth founded in secure investments in a consumer oriented market economy that limits medical costs with preventive medicine and community care but has adequate hospital facilities and medical staff to meet the health care needs of the people.  

Kosovo has been governed by the UN Interim Administration Mission in Kosovo (UNMIK) since June 1999, under the authority of UN Security Council Resolution 1244.  There is still debate as to what they will do with Kosovo when Serbia and Montenegro divide.  Shall Kosovo be an independent state?  Shall Kosovo be part of Serbia or Montenegro?

On 29 April 1999 Serbia and Montenegro (then known as the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia) filed Applications instituting proceedings against Belgium, Canada, France, Germany, Italy, the Netherlands, Portugal, Spain, the United Kingdom and the United States of America, “for violation of the obligation not to use force”.
THE HAGUE, 16 March 2004.  The International Court of Justice (ICJ), held public hearings in the eight cases concerning Legality of Use of Force (Serbia and Montenegro v. Belgium);  (Serbia and Montenegro v. Canada);  (Serbia and Montenegro v. France);  (Serbia and Montenegro v. Germany);  (Serbia and Montenegro v. Italy);  (Serbia and Montenegro v. Netherlands);  (Serbia and Montenegro v. Portugal);  and (Serbia and Montenegro v. United Kingdom) from Monday 19 to Friday 23 April 2004 at the Peace Palace, seat of the Court. (Yugoslavia v. Spain) and (Yugoslavia v. United States of America) had both been explicitly dismissed for an even greater lack of Subject Matter Jurisdiction that the other on 2 June 1999.
It should be pointed out that, following preliminary objections to jurisdiction and admissibility raised on 5 July 2000 by Belgium, Canada, France, Germany, Italy, the Netherlands, Portugal and the United Kingdom, the proceedings on the merits concerning those eight States were suspended pursuant to Article 79 of the Rules of Court.  The purpose of the public sittings to be held from 19 to 23 April was thus to hear the Parties’ oral statements on the preliminary objections.  
In those Applications, Serbia and Montenegro, referring to the bombings of its territory by Member States of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO) in 1999 following the Kosovo crisis, contended that the above‑mentioned States had committed “acts . . . by which [they] have violated [their] international obligation[s] banning the use of force against another State, not to intervene in the internal affairs of [that State]” and “not to violate [its] sovereignty”;  “[their] obligation[s] to protect the civilian population and civilian objects in wartime [and] to protect the environment”;  “[their] obligation[s] relating to free navigation on international rivers”;  “[their] obligation[s] regarding fundamental human rights and freedoms”;  and “[their] obligation[s] not to use prohibited weapons [and] not to deliberately inflict conditions of life calculated to cause the physical destruction of a national group”.  Serbia and Montenegro requested the Court to adjudge and declare inter alia that the States referred to above were “responsible for the violation of the above[‑mentioned] international obligations” and that they were “obliged to provide compensation for the damage done”.
The participating Governments of the Member States of NATO, took part in the acts of use of force against the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia by taking part in bombing targets in the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia. In bombing the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia military and civilian targets were attacked. Great number of people were killed, including a great many civilians. Residential houses came under attack. Numerous dwellings were destroyed. Enormous damage was caused to schools, hospitals, radio and television stations, cultural and health institutions and to places of worship. A large number of bridges, roads and railway lines were destroyed. Attacks on oil refineries and chemical plants have had serious environmental effects on cities, towns and villages in the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia. The use of weapons containing depleted uranium is having far-reaching consequences for human life. The above-mentioned acts are deliberately creating conditions calculated at the physical destruction of an ethnic group, in whole or in part.  NATO also took part in the training, arming, financing, equipping and supplying the so-called 'Kosovo Liberation Army’.
  From the onset of the bombing of the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia, over 10 000 attacks were made against the territory of the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia. In air strikes were used: 806 warplanes (of which over 530 combat planes) and 206 helicopters stationed in 30 air-bases (situated in 5 states) and aboard 6 warships in the Adriatic Sea. More than 2,500 cruise missiles were launched and over 7,000 tons of explosives were dropped.  About 1000 civilians, including 19 children, were killed and more than 4,500 sustained serious injuries.
The above acts by NATO represent a gross violation of the obligation not to use force against another State. By financing, arming, training and equipping the so-called "Kosovo Liberation Army", support is given to terrorist groups and the secessionist movement in the territory of the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia in breach of the obligation not to intervene in the internal affairs of another State. In addition, the provisions of the Geneva Convention of 1949 and of the Additional Protocol No. 1 of 1977 on the protection of civilians and civilian objects in time of war have been violated. The obligation to protect the environment has also been breached. The destruction of bridges on the Danube is in contravention of the provisions of Article 1 of the 1948 Convention on free navigation on the Danube. The provisions of the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights and of the International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights of 1966 have also been breached. Furthermore, the obligation contained in the Convention on the Prevention and Punishment of the Crime of Genocide not to impose deliberately on a national group conditions of life calculated to bring about the physical destruction of the group has been breached. Furthermore, the activities in which Canada is taking part are contrary to Article 53, para 1 of the Charter of the United Nations. 

In 2002, the Serbian and Montenegrin components of Yugoslavia began negotiations to forge a looser relationship. These talks became a reality in February 2003 when lawmakers restructured the country into a loose federation of two republics called Serbia and Montenegro. An agreement was also reached to permit a referendum in each republic in three years on full independence. Damage to Yugoslavia's infrastructure and industry during the NATO air strikes in 1999 have left the economy only half the size it was in 1990. After the ousting of former Federal Yugoslav President MILOSEVIC in October 2000, the Democratic Opposition of Serbia (DOS) coalition government implemented stabilization measures and embarked on an aggressive market reform program. After renewing its membership in the IMF in December 2000, Yugoslavia continued to reintegrate into the international community by rejoining the World Bank (IBRD) and the European Bank for Reconstruction and Development (EBRD). A World Bank-European Commission sponsored Donors' Conference held in June 2001 raised $1.3 billion for economic restructuring. An agreement rescheduling the country's $4.5 billion Paris Club government debts was concluded in November 2001; it wrote off 66% of the debt. The smaller republic of Montenegro severed its economy from federal control and from Serbia during the MILOSEVIC era and continues to maintain its own central bank, uses the euro instead of the Yugoslav dinar as official currency, collects customs tariffs, and manages its own budget. Kosovo, while technically still part of the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia (now Serbia and Montenegro) according to United Nations Security Council Resolution 1244, is largely autonomous under United Nations Interim Administration Mission in Kosovo (UNMIK) and is greatly dependent on the international community and the diaspora for financial and technical assistance. The euro and the Yugoslav dinar are official currencies, and UNMIK collects taxes and manages the budget. The complexity of Serbia and Montenegro political relationships, slow progress in privatization, legal uncertainty over property rights, and scarcity of foreign-investment are holding back Serbia and Montenegro's economy. Arrangements with the IMF, especially requirements for fiscal discipline, are an important element in policy formation. Severe unemployment remains a key political economic problem.  
USAID’s Serbia Enterprise Development Project (SEDP) is bridging that gap and helping six sectors become more competitive, with the ultimate goal of increasing economic growth, jobs, and prosperity for Serbians. The program provides support with expert analysis, marketing consultation, and development of networks that allow businesses to reduce costs and project a strong, national brand. In addition, SEDP has reached an agreement with the Serbian Investment and Export Promotion Agency to establish an export database with information on specific sectors and trade links
. 
Since the capture of Slobodan Milosevic in 2002 the price of the 102 “Yugoslavian slaves” has risen to over $1 million US dollars per capita.  The United Nations does not need to invest so heavily in the detention of a few Serbian nationals who do not present a current danger to society as the result of their political and military impropriety or criminal tendencies.  In 1993 the per capita expense (of the entire future operation) was $2,705, in 1994 it skyrocketed to over $100,000 per capita, by 1999 it was nearing $1 million dollars.  These are the most expensive prisoners known to have their costs taken care of in the world.  The UN is highly encouraged to divert the majority of these funds into legitimate international development investments in the Poorest of former Yugoslavian nations, Serbia & Montenegro, where these defendants are from.  1238 staff members from 84 countries and 52 detainees earn nearly $100,000 (including operational costs) per capita, to process 102 cases seems very excessive.   It is recommended to register the ICTY as a non-profit Dutch corporation (if they currently pay taxes, at all) so that they could pay at least 33% of their payroll and corporate taxes to Serbia & Montenegro, $36.8 million a year could then be invested in humanitarian projects in Serbia & Montenegro by means of collaboration and agreement between jailers and prisoners administrating, in writing, to the needs of Serbian & Montenegrin recipients on the basis of the merits of both their practical financial competence to receive funds and humanitarian need.  Prisoners should not earn less than 10,000 Euro a year.

The last reported international development investment Serbia & Montenegro appears to have been a $2 billion fund for a nation with a population of over 10,825,900, less than $200 per capita, paid for in 2002 when the ICTY captured Mr. Milosevic.  We fear precious international development funding is being diverted to the ICTY, although we appreciate the way that the wealth has managed to get the prisoners a proceedings before the ICJ, we demand justice.  

Surplus funding for the ICTY must be invested in Serbia & Montenegrin equality, independence and welfare by means of receiving permission from the Dutch government (if Dutch income taxes are paid) to pay taxation to the Serbian & Montenegrin Government in accordance with Art. 18 of the Constitutional Charter of the State Union of Serbia and Montenegro that states, “The member states shall secure the financial means for the performance of the entrusted competences and additional duties of Serbia & Montenegro.”  The ICTY has been funded as follows.
1993 $276,000; 1994 $10,800,000; 1995$25,300,000; 1996 $35,430,622; 1997 $48,587,000; 1998 $64,775,300; 1999 $94,103,800; 2000 $95,942,600; 2001 $96,443,900; 2002-2003 $223,169,800; 2004-2005 $271,854,600 ICTY FINANCE

Although the staff’s contribution to International Justice is greatly appreciated it is recommended to swiftly try and transfer all prisoners closing the Tribunal by the end of 2004.  The Internet record would need to be preserved and a Registrar empoyed to update the site as foreign courts, penal systems, the International Court of Justice or former ICTY persecutors release the former Yugoslavian detainees. The employees are recommended to preserve the evidence and merge with the International Criminal Court to process international flagrante delictos in a swifter and more just fashion than this case of Yugoslavian slaves regarding crimes committed in the 1990’s.   

Taxing the International Criminal Tribunal 33% of their corporate revenues is estimated to bring in $45 million US Dollars for Serbia and Montenegro.  The Member nations of the United Nations will need to come up with another $955 million to raise at least $1 billion a year to support the Serbian & Montenegrin welfare state until such a time after they are admitted to the European Union and their per capita incomes reach European standards.  Out of respect for the damages done to Serbia & Montenegro and the fact that the Court has yet to process the claims against Belgium, Canada, France, Germany, Italy, the Netherlands, Portugal, and the United Kingdom are hereby obligated to make significant contributions of $100 million a year to Serbian & Montenegrin development for a total of $800 million.  The other $155 million could be “voluntarily” paid by the United States of America and Spain.  The rest of the world could make their own one time and yearly contributions to the former Yugoslavian nations of Serbia & Montengro. 
103 Accused Appearing in Proceedings by the ICTY
1 Accused Arrested Abroad
Goran Hadzic
59 Accused currently in custody at Detention Unit
Tihomir Blaskic, Dario Kordic, Mario Cerkez, Mlado Radic, Zoran Zigic, Milorad Krnojelac, Radislav Krstic, Radoslav Brdjanin, Vinko Martinovic, Stanislav Galic, Dragoljub Prcac, Mladen Naletilic, Momcilo Krajisnik, Dragan Nikolic, Blagoje Simic, Milomir Stakic, Slobodan Milosevic, Vidoje Blagojevic, Miroslav Tadic, Predrag Banovic, Pasko Ljubicic, Dusan Fustar, Momir Nikolic, Dragoljub Ojdanic, Nikola Sainovic, Milan Martic, Mile Mrksic, Dusan Knezevic, Darko Mrdja, Ranko Cesic, Miroslav Deronjic, Radovan Stankovic, Milan Milutinovic, Haradin Bala, Isak Musliu, Vojislav Seselj, Fatmir Limaj, Naser Oric, Dragan Jokic, Miroslav Radic, Ivica Rajic, Veselin Sljivancanin, Zeljko Mejakic, Mitar Rasevic, Milan Babic, Enver Hadzihasanovic, Amir Kubura, Pavle Strugar, Ivan Cermak, Mladen Markac, Miodrag Jokic, Jadranko Prlic, Bruno Stojic, Slobodan Praljak, Milivoj Petkovic, Valentin Coric, Berislav Pusic

5 Accused provisionally released
Sefer Halilovic (14 December 2001), Rahim Ademi (20 February 2002) and Momcilo Gruban (17 July 2002), Miroslav Kvocka (from 19 December 2003 until 19 March 2004 and from 29 March 2004), Vladimir Kovacevic (since 2 June 2004), 

20 Arrest warrants issued against the following accused currently at large
Goran Borovnica, Radovan Karadzic, Ratko Mladic, Gojko Jankovic, Dragan Zelenovic, Milan Lukic, Sredoje Lukic, Stojan Zupljanin, Ante Gotovina, Vladimir Kovacevic, Dragomir Milosevic, Savo Todovic, Vinko Pandurevic, Ljubomir Borovcanin, Vujadin Popovic, Drago Nikolic, Ljubisa Beara, Nebojsa Pavkovic, Vladimir Lazarevic, Vlastimir Djordjevic, Sreten Lukic

1 Accused Without Arrest Warrant

Mirko Norac

1 Persons charged with contempt of the Tribunal

Milka Maglov

28 Accused transferred / released following completion of proceedings

2 accused acquitted by the Trial Chamber, proceedings completed: Zejnil Delalic, Dragan Papic 

3 accused found not guilty by the Appeals Chamber, proceedings completed: Zoran Kupreskic, Mirjan Kupreskic et Vlatko Kupreskic 
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15 accused transferred to serve sentence: Anto Furundzija (Finland), Dusko Tadic (Germany), Stevan Todorovic (Spain), Drago Josipovic (Spain), Vladimir Santic (Spain), Dusko Sikirica (Austria), Radomir Kovac (Norway), Zoran Vukovic (Norway), Dragoljub Kunarac (Germany), Goran Jelisic (Italy), Biljana Plavsic (Sweden), Hazim Delic (Finland) and Esad Landzo (Finland), Dragan Obrenovic (Norway), Mitar Vasiljevic (Austria)
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8 sentences served: Zlatko Aleksovski (Finland), Drazen Erdemovic (Norway), Dragan Kolundzija (early release granted before transfer) , Milojica Kos (early release granted before transfer), Damir Dosen (Austria), Zdravko Mucic (early release granted before transfer), Milan Simic (early release granted before transfer), Simo Zaric (early release granted before transfer)

35 Completed cases

21 Indictments withdrawn including 5 after commencement of proceedings 
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14 accused died including 5 after commencement of proceedings (see below "Terminated cases") 
Stipo Alilovic, Slavko Dokmanovic, Simo Drljaca, Dorde Djukic , Dragan Gagovic, Milan Kovacevic, Slobodan Miljkovic, Nikica Janjic, Janko Janjic, Zeljko Raznjatovic, Vlajko Stojiljkovic, Mehmed Alagic, Janko Bobetko and Momir Talic.    

102 ACCUSED HAVE APPEARED IN PROCEEDINGS BEFORE THE TRIBUNAL

33 Accused at pre-trial stage
Milan Martic (IT-95-11), Ivica Rajic (IT-95-12) , Miroslav Radic (IT-95-13/1), Mile Mrksic (IT-95-13/1), Veselin Sljivancanin (IT-95-13/1), Radovan Stankovic (IT-96-23/2), Mitar Rasevic (IT-97-25/1), Milan Milutinovic, Dragoljub Ojdanic et Nikola Sainovic (IT-99-37), Pasko Ljubicic (IT-00-41), Vladimir Kovacevic (IT-01-42/2), Rahim Ademi (IT-01-46), Sefer Halilovic (IT-01-48), Zeljko Mejakic, Momcilo Gruban, Dusan Knezevic et Dusan Fustar (IT-02-65), Fatmir Limaj, Haradin Bala et Isak Musliu (IT-03-66), Vojislav Seselj (IT-03-67), Naser Oric (IT-03-68), Jovica Stanisic and Franko Simatovic (IT-03-69), Ivan Cermak and Mladen Markac (IT-03-73), Goran Hadzic  

6 Provisional Release

Jadranko Prlic, Bruno Stojic, Slobodan Praljak, Milivoj Petkovic, Valentin Coric and Berislav Pusic (IT-04-74) August 2, 2004, Tihomir Blaskic (IT-95-14) early release Judgment of July 29, 2004 released August 2, 2004, Trial from 24 June 1997 – 30 July 1999, Judgement rendered on 3 March 2000, Sentenced to 9 years on July 29, 2004, provisional release beginning August 2, 2004, Anto Furundzija (IT-95-17/1): Judgement on 21 July 2000 (sentence of 10 years)
Transferred to Finland since 22 September 2000 early release August 17, 2004
7 Accused currently at trial
Momcilo Krajisnik (IT-00-39&40), commenced on 3 February 2004
Pavle Strugar (IT-01-42), commenced on 16 December 2003
Enver Hadzihasanovic et Amir Kubura (IT-01-47), commenced on 2 December 2003
Vidoje Blagojevic and Dragan Jokic (IT-02-60), commenced on 14 May 2003
Slobodan Milosevic (IT-02-54), commenced on 12 February 2002      

1 Accused awaiting Trial Chamber Judgement or Sentencing

Radoslav Brdjanin (IT-99-36), Trial from 23 January 2002 – 22 April 2004

50 persons received Trial Chamber Judgement
Milan Babic (IT-03-72), pleaded guilty on 27 January 2004, Sentencing Judgement rendered on 29 June 2004x
Darko Mrdja (IT-02-59), pleaded guilty on 24 July 2003, Sentencing Judgement rendered on 31 March 2004

14 persons at appeal stage


Miroslav Deronjic (IT-02-61), pleaded guilty on 30 September 2003, Sentencing Judgement rendered on 30 March 2004 
Miodrag Jokic (IT-01-42), pleaded guilty on 27 August 2003, Sentencing Judgement rendered on 18 March 2004
Dragan Nikolic (IT-94-2), pleaded guilty on 4 September 2003, Sentencing Judgement rendered on 18 December 2003
Momir Nikolic (IT-02-60/1), pleaded guilty on 7 May 2003, Sentencing Judgement rendered on 2 December 2003
Stanislav Galic (IT-98-29), 3 December 2001 – 9 May 2003, Judgement rendered on 5 December 2003
Blagoje Simic (IT-95-9): Trial from 10 September 2001 – 4 July 2003, Judgement rendered on 17 October 2003
Milomir Stakic (IT-97-24), Trial from 16 April 2002 - 15 April 2003, Judgement rendered on 31 July 2003, 
Vinko Martinovic and Mladen Naletilic (IT-98-34), Trial from 10 September 2001 - 31 October 2002, Judgement rendered on 31 March 2003
Miroslav Kvocka, Mladen Radic, Zoran Zigic and Dragoljub Prcac (IT-98-30/1), Trial from 28 February 2000 - Adjourned from 6 March 2000 to 2 May 2000 - 19 July 2001, Judgement rendered on 2 November 2001
Dario Kordic and Mario Cerkez (IT-95-14/2), Trial from 12 April 1999 - 15 December 2000, Judgement rendered on 26 February 2001 

          Jovica Stanisic provisional release July 27, 2004 stayed July 29, 2004,                         








       Franko Simatovic provisional release July 27, 2004 stayed July 29, 2004,  
28 persons received their final sentence
Awaiting transfer: 
Radislav Krstic(IT-98-33), Trial from 13 March 2000 until 26 June 2001, Judgement rendered on 2 August 2001, Appeals Judgement rendered on 19 April 2004 (sentence of 35 years)
Ranko Cesic (IT-95-10/1), Sentencing Judgement on 11 March 2004 (sentence of 18 years)
Mitar Vasiljevic (IT-98-32), Trial from 10 September 2001 until 14 March 2002, Judgement rendered on 29 November 2002, Appeals Judgement rendered on 25 February 2004 (sentence of 15 years)                                                                                             






 Miroslav Tadic (IT-95-9): Judgement rendered on 17 October 2003 (sentence of 8 years)
Predrag Banovic (IT-02-65/1): Sentencing Judgement on 28 October 2003 (sentence of 8 years)x
Milorad Krnojelac (IT-97-25): Judgement on 15 March 2002, Appeals Judgement on 17 September 2003 (sentence of 15 years)

Transferred to serve their sentence: 
Dragan Obrenovic (IT-02-60/2), Sentencing Judgement rendered on 10 December 2003 (sentence of 17 years) Transferred to Norway on 18 June 2004
Hazim Delic (IT-96-21)- the "Celebici" case: Judgement on 9 October 2001 (sentence of 18 years) Transferred to Finland since 9 July 2003
Esad Landzo (IT-96-21)- the "Celebici" case: Judgement on 9 October 2001 (sentence of 15 years) Transferred to Finland since 9 July 2003 
Biljana Plavsic (IT-00-39&40/1): Sentencing Judgement on 27 February 2003 (sentence of 11 years) Transferred to Sweden since 26 June 2003 
Goran Jelisic (IT-95-10): Judgement on 5 July 2001 (sentence of 40 years)
Transferred to Italy since 29 May 2003
Dragoljub Kunarac (IT-96-23)(IT-96-23/1): Judgement on 12 June 2002 (sentence of 28 years) Transferred to Germany since 12 December 2002 
Radomir Kovac (IT-96-23)(IT-96-23/1), : Judgement on 12 June 2002 (sentence of 20 years)
Zoran Vukovic ((IT-96-23)(IT-96-23/1) : Judgement on 12 June 2002 (sentence of 12 years) Transferred to Norway since 28 November 2002 
Dusko Tadic (IT-94-1): Judgement on 26 January 2000 (sentence of 20 years)
Transferred to Germany since 31 October 2000                                                                   








        Stevan Todorovic (IT-95-9/1): Judgement on 31 July 2001 (sentence of 10 years)
Transferred to Spain since 11 December 2001                                                                    







                      Drago Josipovic (IT-95-16): Judgement on 23 October 2001 (sentence of 12 years)
Transferred to Spain since 9 April 2002
Vladimir Santic (IT-95-16): Judgement on 23 October 2001 (sentence of 18 years)
Transferred to Spain since 11 April 2002:
Dusko Sikirica (IT-95-8): Judgement on 13 November 2001 (sentence of 15 years)
Transferred to Austria since 10 May 2002

Sentence served:

Simo Zaric (IT-95-9): Judgement rendered on 17 October 2003 (sentence of 6 years)
Granted early release 21 January 2004, effective 28 January 2004. 
Milan Simic (IT-95-9/2): Judgement on 17 October 2002 (sentence of 5 years)
Granted early release 27 October 2003, effective 3 November 2003. Actual release 4 November 2003;
Zdravko Mucic (IT-96-21): the "Celebici" case; Judgement on 9 October 2001 (sentence of 9 years) Granted early release 18 July 2003;
Drazen Erdemovic (IT-96-22): Judgement on 5 March 1998 (sentence of 5 years) 
In Norway from 26 August 1998 until August 2000
Zlatko Aleksovski (IT-95-14/1): Judgement on 24 March 2000 (sentence of 7 years)
In Finland from 22 September 2000 until 14 November 2001
Milojica Kos (IT-98-30/1): Judgement on 2 November 2001 (sentence of 6 years)
Granted early release 31 July 2002
Dragan Kolundzija (IT-95-8): Judgement on 13 November 2001 (sentence of 3 years)
Granted early release 6 December 2001














         Damir Dosen (IT-95-8): Judgement on 13 November 2001 (sentence of 5 years)
In Austria from 10 May 2002 until 28 February 2003

                           3 persons found not guilty by the Appeals Chamber
Zoran Kupreskic, Mirjan Kupreskic and Vlatko Kupreskic (IT-95-16): Judgement on Appeal on 23 October 2001

2 accused acquitted by the Trial Chamber

Zejnil Delalic - the "Celebici" case (IT-96-21): Judgement on Appeal on 21 February 2001 
Dragan Papic (IT-95-16): Judgement on Appeal on 14 January 2000

5 Indictments withdrawn after transfer of the accused to the Tribunal

Marinko Katava, Ivan Santic and Pero Skopljak
Charges withdrawn on 19 December 1997, released immediately                                 








          

Nenad Banovic
Charges withdrawn on 10 April 2002, released immediately 


Agim Murtezi: 
Charges withdrawn on 28 February 2003, released immediately

5 deaths

Slavko Dokmanovic (IT-95-13A),
Committed suicide while at the Detention Unit, 29 June 1998
Milan Kovacevic (IT-97-24)
Died of natural causes at the Detention Unit, 1 August 1998
Dordje Djukic (IT-96-20)
Provisionally released for health reasons, 24 April 1996; died, 18 May 1996
Mehmed Alagic (IT-01-47)
Died while on provisional release, 9 March 2003
Momir Talic (IT-99-36/1),
Died while on provisional release, 28 May 2003

Secretary

The Secretary is important to the Defense of post Sentencing judgment and assists the International Criminal Tribunal for the Former Yugoslavia, and other jails, to make practical recommendations facilitating the arrangement for the transfer of prisoners to the proper authorities of Contracting Member States for the assumption of responsibility for the care and treatment of such person by such authorities and shall, upon the making of such arrangement in writing, transfer and release such person to such authorities.  In the event the State of the residence or legal domicile of an eligible person cannot be ascertained, or the Secretary is unable to arrange with the proper authorities of such State, or of a political subdivision thereof, for the assumption of responsibility for his care and treatment, the Secretary may, if he determines that the best interests of such person will be served thereby, transfer and release the eligible person to a relative who agrees in writing to assume responsibility for such person after having been fully informed as to his condition.  The Secretary shall cite the merits of published Judgments in every case and make a recommendation for the fulfillment of the sentence that the ICTY may comply with or remand to the ICJ.  The Prisoners have the right to sue the Secretary for detaining them more than forty-eight hours, and the prisoners have the responsibility to contract with cooperating states for a work release using the recommendations of the Secretary.   

Predrag Banovic 

Prosecutor v. Predrag Banovic (IT-02-65/1) sentencing Judgement on 28 October 2003 set forth a prison term of 8 years for 5 murders, the beating of 27 non-Serbs confined in inhumane conditions, harassment, humilation and psychological abuse of Bosnian Muslims, Bosnia Croats and other non-Serbs detained at the Keraterm camp in the municipality of Prijedor, during the summer of 1992 at the Keraterm camp where he served without rank. Keraterm authorities, as well as “visitors”, regularly subjected the detainees to severe beatings and cruel and humiliating treatment, and many were killed.  The Prosecution submits that the vulnerability of the victims is an aggravating factor in this case. The victims , it is argued, were deprived of their fundamental rights, gathered together with thousands of others in detention facilities; subjected to inhumane conditions and repeated attacks, and lived in an atmosphere of terror. Detainees were subjected to constant humiliation and psychological mistreatment which certainly increased their mental suffering and feeling of degradation. To justify the sentencing the Trial Chambers and the Appeals Chamber of the International Tribunal repeatedly stressed the retributive and the deterrence principles. The principle of retribution is not aimed at fulfilling a desire for revenge but to express the outrage of the international community at these crimes. It means that the punishment of an offender must be proportionate to the specific criminal conduct. On the other hand, the principle of deterrence is a legitimate consideration in sentencing to bring individuals responsible for serious violations of international humanitarian law to justice to deter future violations by the individual or others.

First, the Defence submits that the Accused had the lowest rank in the overall structure of authority at the Keraterm camp. Second, he was not in charge of the guards in the same shift, nor did he have any power over the “visitors” who committed crimes at the camp. Secondly, it is argued that, although he participated in the beatings which caused the death of five detainees, the Accused never intended to kill anyone. Third the Defence claims that his participation in these crimes should be put into the broader context of the aggressive wartime propaganda that was prevalent in the whole territory, particularly in the Prijedor area and the Keraterm camp. As a young, uneducated and immature person, the Accused succumbed to the propaganda. Fourth, the Defence notes that the Accused does not have any prior criminal convictions , nor has he been involved in politics.  Fifth, the Defence further notes that, following the abolition of capital punishment in the republics of the SFRY, other than Bosnia and Herzegovina, the new maximum sentence for the most serious offences was 20 years’ imprisonment. The Accused added that he felt sorry for all the victims and wished that his plea and expressed remorse will be “understood as a balm for those wounds and as a contribution to the reconciliation of all people in Prijedor and the restoration of the situation that existed before the war”. 

The Secretary finds that Pedrag Banovic no longer presents a threat to society and his crimes were circumstantial to the war.  In transferring Predrag Banovic the accused should be careful to select a State with a competent work release program in accordance with Art. 71 of Standard Minimum Rules for the Treatment of Prisoners 2076 (LXII) 1977  so that he could be released after 3 years in jail to a supervised work program that would grant him total independence at the end 8 years after his initial arrest on 8 November 2001, should he be well behaved.  Mr. Banovic should therefore be granted a home in the community by 8 November 2004 near a respondent supervising authority.  He has been eligible for conditional release since he served 1/3 of his sentence.  To this end Mr. Banovic is recommended to write no less than 25 pages describing the war, his crimes, his punishment, his remorse, what he learned and his plans for the future to be friendly with the receiving secretary.

Milan Babic

The Sentencing Judgment in Prosecutor v. Milan Babic Case No. IT-03-72-S was rendered on June 29, 2004.  The prosecution found that a lack of moral strength prevented this dentist turned Commander-in-chief between 1991-1992 from standing against injustice committed against non-Serb civilians. He was sentenced to 13 years.  Although Babic initially participated in the Tribunal as a witness who needed protection the Tribuanl indicted him on 6 November 2003 the Prosecution filed an indictment against Babic which was confirmed on 17 November 2003.  On 26 November 2003 Babic surrendered to the Tribunal. 
The Indictment alleged that Babic, acting individually or in concert with other members of a joint criminal enterprise (“JCE”) committed or otherwise aided and abetted in the planning, preparation, or execution of persecutions of the Croats and other non-Serb civilian populations in Krajina from August 1991 to February 1992. For his acts and omissions the Indictment charged Babic with persecution ( count 1, a crime against humanity), murder (count 2, violations of the laws or customs of war), cruel treatment (count 3, violations of the laws or customs of war), wanton destruction of villages or devastation not justified by military necessity (count 4, violations of the laws or customs of war), and destruction or wilful damage to institutions dedicated to education or religion (count 5, violations of the laws or customs of war).

On 27 January 2004 Babic pleaded guilty to persecutions on political, racial, and religious grounds, a crime against humanity punishable under Article 5(h) and 7(1) of the Statute of the Tribunal.  In the period of the Indictment, from about 1 August 1991 to 15 February 1992 Serb forces established a regime of persecutions designed to drive the Croat and other non-Serb civilian populations from these territories. After the take-over, in cooperation with the local Serb authorities, the Serb forces established a regime of persecutions designed to drive the Croat and other non-Serb civilian populations from these territories.  The regime, which was based on political, racial, or religious grounds, included the extermination or murder of hundreds of Croat and other non-Serb civilians in Dubica, Cerovljanji, Bacin, Saborsko, Poljanak, Lipovaca, and the neighbouring hamlets of Skabrnja, Nadin, and Bruska in Croatia.

With respect to the murders charged in the Indictment, Babic realised from his own observations that such killings were the likely outcome of the campaign of persecutions. Babic claimed that although he was aware that crimes such as imprisonment deportation or forcible transfer, and the destruction of property were being committed in the targeted territories, he did not know the details and the scale of the events that were occurring there at the time.  In relation to the murders charged in paragraph 15(a) of the indictment, the parties state that Babic was not aware of the specific murders listed in the Indictment but was aware that civilians were killed in the course of the forcible removal of non-Serb civilians from the area. Babic did not react appropriately or distance himself from the JCE when he learned about the killings which as he admits were the foreseeable result of the JCE. Babic’s continued participation in the crime of persecution, to the extent described above, displayed an intention to participate in the persecutory acts and awareness that he would incur responsibility for crimes which he came to know about. 

The crime of persecution extended over a relatively limited period of time and a large geographical area, and involved the murder of more than 200 civilians, including women and elderly persons, the confinement and imprisonment of several hundred civilians in inhumane conditions, the forcible transfer or deportation of thousands of civilians, and the destruction of homes and public or private property. The mitigating factors are that Babic “had no de facto control over the forces (neither military nor police) that committed the crimes. Within the joint criminal enterprise he had a rather limited role.  Babic should not be construed as a leader of the joint criminal enterprise. He was not an architect of the plan. He shared the intent of the leaders for a limited period of time and had very limited, if any, influence on the actual leaders of the criminal enterprise.” Babic held and remained in high political positions counts as an aggravating circumstance.  

Babic testified voluntarily in the Milosevic proceedings despite the fact that he was incriminating himself.  This testimony provided far-reaching insight in the decision-making, the operation, and the plans of the JCE around Slobodan Milosevic, which no other insider witness had been able to provide so far. Babic was the first indictee in the Tribunal’s history for whom the issuance of an arrest warrant proved unnecessary.  Babic’s participation in the crimes described in part II of this judgment was limited because he had no de facto control over the military forces involved in the commission of the crimes.  To the Prosecution, Babic’s role in the totality of the crimes as they happened in Croatia was of a secondary nature, in comparison with the leading members of the JCE.  This position was supported by the Defence during the sentencing hearing.  The Prosecution further submitted that Babic became a politician out of a desire to save the Serbs in Croatia, that as long as he served the other participants of the JCE loyally and obediently he was promoted and kept in his position, and that as soon as he opposed the politics of Slobodan Milosevic and his supporters, he immediately lost his office and was replaced, because he was not crucial for the functioning of the JCE but rather a disposable tool of the leaders of the JCE. The Defence submits that Babic expressed true remorse both through his words and, more importantly, through his deeds subsequent to his criminal behaviour.

Babic admitted, I come before this Tribunal with a deep sense of shame and remorse. I have allowed myself to take part in the worst kind of persecution of people simply because they were Croats and not Serbs. Innocent people were persecuted; innocent people were evicted forcibly from their houses; and innocent people were killed. Even when I learned what had happened, I kept silent. Even worse, I continued in my office, and I became personally responsible for the inhumane treatment of innocent people.

These crimes and my participation therein can never be justified. I’m speechless when I have to express the depth of my remorse for what I have done and for the effect that my sins have had on the others. I can only hope that by expressing the truth, by admitting to my guilt, and expressing the remorse can serve as an example to those who still mistakenly believe that such inhuman acts can ever be justified. Only truth can give the opportunity for the Serbian people to relieve itself of its collective burden of guilt. Only an admission of guilt on my part makes it possible for me to take responsibility for all the wrongs that I have done.

The Defence further notes that because of his cooperation with the Tribunal, Babic and his family live in fear of violent retribution from those who view them as traitors and they will never be able to return to their homeland. According to the Defence, Babic will also have to serve any period of imprisonment under high security conditions that will render his incarceration more isolated than that of other convicted persons.  The Prosecution submits that prior to the armed conflict in Croatia, Babic was a dentist, a good father and husband, and a respected member of the Knin community with no prior criminal record. 

the Trial Chamber accepts that the following factors establish that a reduced sentence is appropriate: Babic’s admission of guilt and the promptness thereof; his voluntary contact with the Prosecution prior to confirmation of the indictment against him and his substantial cooperation with the Prosecution not only in his own case but also in other trials before this Tribunal; his voluntary appearance after confirmation of the indictment against him; his showing of remorse; and his family and personal situation.

The Secretary finds that the 13 year Sentence is far too long for Mr. Babic who was a politician who took criminal responsibility during a bad time when political leadership was extremely corrupt.  Although guilty of persecution Mr. Babic attempted to resist the state mandated polity and ultimately was forced to resign for his resistance to war propaganda.  Mr. Babic’s alleged criminal responsibility appears to be a matter of professional responsibility during a time of war that he discharged with a conscious. Mr. Babic resigned as Commander in Chief when it became apparent that he would not be permitted to desist in the commission of these crimes that weighted very heavily upon this former dentist.  Mr. Babic’s cooperation with the court and remorse seem to be his primarily characteristics and there is almost no chance that this former official who was remorseful even before going to court would ever commit or incite the commission of any of these crimes in the future.  The International Court of Justice is called upon to modify this judgment under Art. 100 of the Rules of Court  in one of two ways, (1) by acquitting and granting Asylum to Milan Babic and his family in the spirit of the Judgment of 20 November 1950 or (2) reducing his sentence to something correlated to his length of term in office August 1991 to February 1992 such as 6 months.  The Tribunal should immediately remove him from the excessive deprivations suffered by an innocent man.

At 18:30 hours on Sunday 5 March, Milan Babic, a detained witness, was found dead in his cell at the United Nations Detention Unit in Scheveningen.  The Detention Unit Medical Officer confirmed Milan Babic’s death shortly after his body was found. The Dutch authorities were called immediately. After conducting an investigation, they confirmed that the cause of death was suicide. Milan Babic’s family has been informed. Pursuant to his authority under the Tribunal’s Statute and Rules of Detention, the Tribunal President, Judge Fausto Pocar, has ordered an internal inquiry.  The Tribunal sentenced Milan Babic to 13 years imprisonment for crimes committed against non-Serb civilians in the self-proclaimed Serb political entity in eastern Croatia (the Serbian Autonomous Region of Krajina, which later became the Republic of Serbian Krajina).  After the Appeals Chamber confirmed Milan Babic’s sentence, he was transferred to serve his sentence abroad.  Milan Babic, who held a number of high-level political positions in the Croatian Serb entity including the presidency, pleaded guilty on 27 January 2004 to participating in a plan to forcibly and permanently remove the non-Serb population from this area. The crimes he admitted to include murder, deportation or forcible transfer, and unlawful imprisonment of non-Serb civilians, as well as the destruction of their property.  At the time of his death, Milan Babic was testifying in the case against Milan Martic, another former high-level official of the Croatian Serb political entity charged with crimes against non-Serb civilians. Milan Babic began his testimony on 15 February 2006. He had previously testified in the case against Slobodan Miloševic from 18 November until 9 December 2002.  

In conclusion, the evidence regarding the cause of death of Milan Babic on 5 March 2006 is so insufficient as to warrant a wrongful death investigation, into the Tribunal, this is not their first death in custody.   For my part, I wrote in Babic’s defense and found him to be the sort of reform minded and auto retiring official that I wish we had in the USA however despite several petitions for remuneration for the work to relieve the accused of the burden of representing himself wherefore $1,920 was requested for 24 hours work in accordance with the Tribunal’s rates of pay.  The Tribunal did not honor this petition and in fact immediately became embroiled in the international conspiracy of the USA to enslave Bobby Fischer for attending a chess tournament in Yugoslavia.  It was at this time that the US Vice President Dick Cheney intercepted neutral information submitted to the 9-11 Commission and was witnessed inciting genocide in then first breech of the Termination of Emergency of the US President by mobilizing a California military base to hunt Al Sadr, who had already been acquitted.  In the press report there was a strange reference to a geographically related attempt to put riacin, a deadly toxin, in a baby food jar, in Irvine, CA, where some of my family lives.  I felt that the baby food poison was in fact a reference the recently reviewed case of Babic that the Vice President metaphorically refused to eat on the rationale that retiring and reforming for a genocidal official is not in their best interest, they must seize and hold power with a superiority of weapons and preponderance of crime much in the same way the International Criminal Tribunal for the Former Yugoslavia undermined and assaulted Serbia & Montenegro after the Dayton Peace Accords were successful and continues to enslave retired national leaders while the nation languishes in the most abject poverty on the European continent, while the criminal judges are heavily financed.  The timing of this death coincides with the service of the Constitution in Crisis: Deception, Manipulation, Torture, Retribution, and Coverups in the Iraq War HA-3-3-06 to the US Congress that was accompanied with a theft from the author’s mail of his social security check that he needs to pay the rent and typical of the sabotage of the local spy Prosecutor v. Joe Deters HA-30-12-05 was accompanied with a homicide in reference to a case.  To make a decision on the accepted facts of the case, the International Criminal Tribunal for the Former Yugoslavia is negligent in paying Hospitals & Asylums (HA) to the detriment of Babic’s mental health and defense to such an extent that it proved fatal.  To avoid being stereotyped with homicidal, slaving, money laudering and torturing people who call themselves prosecutors and judges around the world the International Criminal Tribunal is highly obligated to pay $2,000 to the author, for $2,400 the case can be reviewed and updated for the political integrity of Serbia & Montenegro, criminal defense as a carrer is out of the question as the result of the implication for international security for someone stationed in the USA, however the forgiveness is true.  

Tihomir Blaskic 

In Prosecutor v. Tihomir Blaskic (IT-95-14-A) the Trial Chamber had convicted the Appellant on the basis of nineteen counts set forth in the Second Amended Indictment, for crimes that occurred in the Vitez, Busovaca, and Kiseljak municipalities. These counts encompassed violations of Articles 2, 3, and 5 of the Statute of the International Tribunal. The Appellant was convicted on the basis of Article 7(1) of the Statute for ordering the crimes. The Trial Chamber also stated in the disposition of the judgement that "in any event, as a commander, he failed to take the necessary and reasonable measures which would have allowed these crimes to be prevented or the perpetrators thereof to be punished." Therefore, the Trial Chamber also convicted the Appellant under Article 7(3) of the Statute. The Trial Chamber imposed a single sentence of 45 years’ imprisonment.
The Appellant was not convicted for planning or instigating crimes. the Appellant filed four motions pursuant to Rule 115 of the Rules of the International Tribunal. In these motions, he sought to admit over 8,000 pages of material as additional evidence. The first of these additional evidence motions was filed on 19 January 2001, and the last, on 12 May 2003.  The issue before the Appeals Chamber is whether a standard of mens rea that is lower than direct intent may apply in relation to ordering under Article 7(1) of the Statute.  Any person who, in ordering an act, knows that there is a risk of crimes being committed and accepts that risk, shows the degree of intention necessary (recklessness) Sle dol éventuel in the original French text so as to incur responsibility for having ordered, planned or incited the commitment of the crimes.  (i) that the attack was organised, planned at the highest level of the military hierarchy and targeted the Muslim civilian population in Ahmici; (ii) that the Military Police, the Jokers, the Domobrani, and regular HVO (including the Viteska Brigade) took part in the fighting, and no military objective justified the attacks; and (iii) that the Appellant had "command authority" over the Viteska Brigade, the Domobrani, the 4th MP Battalion, and the Jokers during the period in question.  

The Trial Chamber did not set out the necessary factual basis for its finding that the Appellant failed to punish, among others, the Vitezovi for their crimes committed in the town of. This lack of analysis of relevant evidence on a critical element of the criminal responsibility of the Appellant alone justifies overturning the relevant convictions of the Appellant under Article 7(3).  Given the absence of direct evidence that the Appellant ordered the attacks in Loncari and Ocehnici in April 1993, the Appeals Chamber finds that no reasonable trier of fact could conclude beyond reasonable doubt that the Appellant ordered these attacks. The Appeals Chamber notes that the additional evidence admitted on appeal only bolsters this conclusion. As a result, it is not necessary to examine whether the Appellant was aware of a substantial likelihood that crimes would be committed.  

In support of its assertion that the Appellant deliberately ran the risk of making Muslim civilians and their property the primary targets of the offensives launched on 18 April 1993, the Trial Chamber had found that the combat preparation order (D299) and combat order (D300) were categorical and hate-engendering, that the Appellant employed terms in these orders which were not strictly military and had emotional connotations which were such as to incite hatred and vengeance against the Muslim populations. The Trial Chamber had further considered that the Appellant used radical words connoting eradication, and cited the term "mop up" contained in D300 as an example. 
The Appeals Chamber considers that the trial evidence illustrates that there were military motivations underlying the issuance of the Appellant’s orders. The Appeals Chamber finds that on the basis of the evidence relied upon by the Trial Chamber, no reasonable trier of fact could have come to the conclusion beyond reasonable doubt that the Appellant intended to effect forcible transfers of civilians. The Appeals Chamber further finds that this evidence does not prove beyond reasonable doubt that the Appellant was aware of a substantial likelihood that crimes would be committed in the execution of his orders. For the foregoing reasons, the Appeals Chamber finds that no reasonable trier of fact could conclude that the Appellant was responsible under Article 7(1) of the Statute for the crimes committed in April 1993 in Kiseljak. 

SENTENCES the Appellant to nine years' imprisonment to run as of this day, subject to credit being given under Rule 101(C) of the Rules for the period the Appellant has already spent in detention, that is from 1 April 1996 to the present day;
ORDERS, in accordance with Rule 103(C) and Rule 107 of the Rules, that the Appellant is to remain in the custody of the International Tribunal pending the finalization of arrangements for his transfer to the State where his sentence will be served.
This Judgement is signed by Judges Mumba, Güney, Schomburg, Weinberg de Roca and myself this twenty-ninth day of July 2004 at The Hague, The Netherlands.

The Secretary applauds the early release of Tihomir Blaskic (IT-95-14) by the Judgment of July 29, 2004, he was released August 2, 2004
Bobby Fischer v. USA 

Having just cleaned my apartment with Citrus smelling cleanser the time has come for me to clean up yours this August 2, 2004.  The order of business for today, having already submitted the Motion for a Pardon for Andrew Wiederhorn in Portland, Oregon yesterday, August 1, is  to move for the Presidential Pardon of Bobby Fischer US world chess champion under Art. 2 Section 2 of the US Constitution in the Spirit of the Judgment of 20 November 1950 whereby an Ambassador convinced the International Court of Justice to grant a militant Asylum in a neighboring country.  The USA Today reported today,

“Former world chess champion Bobby Fischer, wanted by the United States, has applied for political asylum in Japan while he appeals a decision to deport him, his Japanese lawyer said, Fisher, 61, was detained at Narita Airport near Tokyo last month when he tried to leave for the Philipines on an invalid passport.  Fishcer is wanted by the United States for violating economic sanctions against Yugoslavia to play a chess match there in 1992 against Boris Spassky.”

The arrest warrant is issued in error.  The devastating effect of sanctions has been witnessed by the two most recent Secretary-General’s of the United Nations who have observed that sanctions on trade tend to harm the innocent and vulnerable members of the nations population rather than the people in power who the sanctions are intended to dis-empower.  Therefore the  President is required to abide by the Security Council’s very specific description of the programs and/or commodities that are to be restricted by the sanction under 22USC(79)§7202, must demonstrate that these sanctions will directly affect only the “terrorist” organization making breaches in internationally recognized human rights and must be approved by a joint resolution.  Sanctions should be limited to include only people and organizations, and should very rarely or never affect an entire nation; wherefore the United States is permitted to authorize sanctions only;

(1) against nations with whom the United is at war 22USC(97)§7203;

(2) against people and organizations designated as terrorists for their acts of terrorism 18USC(113B)§2331;

(3) against people and organizations who provide material support to terrorists 18USC(113B)§2339A & §2339B.

(B) Sanctions are therefore authorized for 1 year to prohibit a state from supplying lethal arms to a terrorist organization under 22USC(32)§2378.  Under 22USC(79)§7204 any universal sanctions on agricultural, medical or trade commodities imposed shall terminate within 2 years of the issuance of the sanctions unless the President issues another sanction request to Congress and it is approved by a joint resolution to be enacted as law.  Those sanctions that have been published as law require the additional repeal of law by the President and joint resolution.  

(C) Under 22USC(32)§2371 the Secretary of State may make recommendation to the President for submission of a request for Sanction Relief for the joint resolution of the Senate and Congressional Foreign Relations Committees.  The applicant nations for sanction relief must demonstrate;

(1) there has been a fundamental change in the leadership and policies of the government of the country concerned; [or that the leader was not directly involved or informed of the terrorist plans of people on his/her payroll; or had a declared war with the United States and has signed and upholds a peace treaty and has paid any reparations required by law];

(2) that government is not supporting acts of international terrorism; and

(3) that government has provided assurances that it will not support acts of international terrorism in the future; or

(4) at least 45 days before the proposed rescission would take effect, a report justifying the rescission and certifying that -

(5) the government concerned has not provided any support for international terrorism during the preceding 6-month period; and

Executive Order 13304 
Termination of National Emergencies With Respect to Yugoslavia and Modification of Executive Order 13219 of June 26, 2001

Mrs. Laurence Blairon ICJ Information Officer v. 24USC(2)§41 Attorney General Education (AGE)

In response to Slobodan Milosevic v. International Criminal Tribunal for the Former Yugoslavia filed on 22-7-04 with a request for a modification of judgment for acquittal on Christmas Day on 3 September 2004 Mrs. Laurence Blairon ICJ Information Officer wrote Hospitals & Asylums, 
“the International Court of Justice (ICJ) and the International Criminal Tribunal for the former Yugoslavia (ICTY) are two separate institutions”.
The ICJ is the principal judicial organ of the United Nations. It is a civil court whose role is to settle the legal disputes submitted to it by States and to give advisory opinions on legal questions referred to it by duly authorized UN organs and specialized agencies of the UN system.
The ICTY, for its part, is a subsidiary organ of the Security Council. It is a criminal tribunal whose mission is to prosecute persons who allegedly committed war crimes or crimes against humanity in the former Yugoslavia.

The decision to name President Judge Patrick Robinson (USA) Judge and appoint Judge Meron President was satisfactory only for a short while.  The diplomacy is excellent but judgment initially fraught with excessive sentencing and total rejection of Serbian law that limits sentencing to no more 20 years.  Judge Robinson appears to have restored reasonableness to the sentencing of the Tribunal.  However the criminal tribunal has outlived its validity under international accepted standards of human rights since the cessation of hostilities under Art. 118 of the Third Geneva Convention HA-2-11-04.   I would like to recommend Judge Robinson as an excellent candidate for Deputy Attorney General (DAG) if he can only spring for the release Bobby Fisher.  A Serbian -Montenegrin Judge needs to be appointed President of the Tribunal. We now ask,

“Would the International Criminal Tribunal for the Former Yugoslavia (ICTY) like to change its name to the International Tribunal (IT) for the Former Yugoslavia and cease detention operations?”

Obituary of Slobodan Milosevic
On Saturday morning, 11 March 2006, a prison guard found the former Yugoslav leader, Slobodan Milosevic, lifeless in bed. It was an abrupt end to his four-year U.N. war crimes tribunal for orchestrating a decade of conflict that ended with 250,000 dead and the Yugoslav federation torn asunder.  There was no comment from Milosevic's wife, Mirjana, who was often characterized as a power behind the scenes during her husband's autocratic rule and has been in self-imposed exile in Russia since 2003. Their son, Marko, also lives in Russia, and their daughter, Marija, lives in Montenegro.  Just 10 days ago, Milosevic complained in court of a "thundering noise" in his head. The next day he cut short an examination of a witness because of another headache. The following day, Feb. 24, he protested the refusal of presiding Judge Patrick Robinson to let him go to Moscow for treatment, but Robinson cut him off. "I'm not going to consider this," Robinson told him.  The tart exchange was typical of many over the course of the first such trial involving a former head of state - this one a man reviled by the United States as "the butcher of the Balkans" but a hero to many Serbs despite losing four wars and impoverishing his people in the 1990s while trying to unite Serbia with Serb-dominated areas of Croatia and Bosnia.  This denial of specialist care is in violation of the Standard Minimum Rules for the Treatment of Prisoners, adopted Aug. 30, 1955 by the First United Nations Congress on the Prevention of Crime and the Treatment of Offenders, U.N. Doc. A/CONF/611, annex I, E.S.C. res. 663C, 24 U.N. ESCOR Supp. (No. 1) at 11, U.N. Doc. E/3048 (1957), amended E.S.C. res. 2076, 62 U.N. ESCOR Supp. (No. 1) at 35, U.N. Doc. E/5988 (1977)  that states, “Sick prisoners who require specialist treatment shall be transferred to specialized institutions or to civil hospitals”.

Milosevic apparently died of natural causes, according to the U.N. tribunal that was trying him on 66 counts of genocide, war crimes and crimes against humanity. His chronic heart ailments and high blood pressure had caused numerous long recesses in the trial. The death came nearly five years after Milosevic was arrested by Serb authorities and extradited to The Hague as the first sitting head of state ever to be indicted for war crimes.  It meant there would be no judicial verdict for the leader accused of ethnic massacres and other atrocities in Croatia, Bosnia and Kosovo and was sure to increase criticism of the tribunal for what has been a long, expensive and ultimately wasted proceeding.  The trial, which began in February 2002, will be terminated, tribunal spokeswoman Alexandra Milenov said.  The chief U.N. war crimes prosecutor, Carla Del Ponte, expressed regret, saying she believed she would have won a conviction. "I also regret it for the victims, the thousands of victims, who have been waiting for justice," Del Ponte told Swiss Television DRS while visiting her native Switzerland.

Former President Clinton, whose administration confronted Milosevic's regime, also lamented that no verdict would be reached. "I am sorry that his trial will not be completed, and that he did not acknowledge and apologize for his crimes before his death. Nevertheless, his capture and trial will serve as a reminder that egregious crimes against humanity will not be tolerated," Clinton said in a statement released by his office in New York.

Milosevic was accused of being behind a brutal campaign of ethnic cleansing against non-Serbs during the wars that erupted as the Yugoslav federation began breaking apart in 1991, and his death was cheered by many in the Balkans. "Finally, we have some reason to smile. God is fair," said Hajra Catic, who heads an association of women who lost loved ones when ethnic Serb troops slaughtered 8,000 Muslim men and boys in the eastern enclave of Srebrenica in 1995.

In Serbia, where many people praised Milosevic for trying to preserve Serb dominance, supporters declared his death a "huge loss." The tribunal said a guard at the U.N. jail in suburban Scheveningen found Milosevic's body between 9 and 10 a.m. Saturday. It said an autopsy would be conducted Sunday by Dutch officials - with a pathologist from Serbia-Montenegro in attendance - to determine the cause of death.  Milosevic's older brother, Borislav, said the family did not trust the tribunal to carry out an impartial autopsy.  He blamed the tribunal for his brother's death because it rejected his request to get medical treatment in Russia, which offered assurances that Milosevic would be returned to finish his trial.  "All responsibility for this lies on the shoulders of the international tribunal. He asked for treatment several months ago, they knew this," Borislav Milosevic told The Associated Press in Moscow, where he lives. "They drove him to this as they didn't want to let him out alive."

Zdenko Tomanovic, the defendant's legal adviser, told Serbia's independent B-92 radio from The Hague that Milosevic had complained that "someone wants to poison" him. Tomanovic later told state Serbian TV that Russian experts would be permitted to attend Sunday's autopsy.  The White House said it was waiting for more information. "We have seen the news that Slobodan Milosevic has died in his prison in The Hague," spokesman Blair Jones said. "We do not have all the details yet."
Milosevic's trial and Saddam Hussein's war crimes proceeding in Iraq were widely seen as together constituting the most important legal test for the international community since German and Japanese leaders were tried after World War II.  Both trials drew stiff criticism over frequent interruptions and the ability of the defendants to use the courtroom as a stage to launch vitriolic anti-Western diatribes. Reveling in the spotlight, Milosevic insisted on serving as his own defense lawyer, he was able to stay as the Serbs' leader for 13 years despite a crumbling economy and increasing international isolation.  He once described himself as the "Ayatollah Khomeini of Serbia," assuring his prime minister, Milan Panic, that "the Serbs will follow me no matter what."

Ivica Dacic, a ranking Socialist Party official, said in Belgrade that Milosevic's death was a "great loss for Serbia, for the entire Serb nation and for the Socialist party.  Milosevic was carrying out not only his own defense but also the defense of Serb honor," Dacic said. "The entire country must thank him for this."  But in the end, his people abandoned him: first in October 2000, when he was unable to convince most Yugoslavs that he had staved off electoral defeat by Vojislav Kostunica, and again on April 1, 2001, when he surrendered after a 26-hour standoff to face criminal charges. "It is a pity he didn't live to the end of the trial to get the sentence he deserved," Croatian President Stipe Mesic said.

Milosevic was born in Pozarevac, a factory town in central Serbia best known as the home of one of the country's most notorious prisons. His father was a defrocked Orthodox priest and sometime teacher of Russian. His mother was also a teacher. Both parents eventually committed suicide.  In high school, he met his future wife, the daughter of a wartime communist partisan hero. She also was the niece of Davorjanka Paunovic, private secretary and mistress of Josip Broz Tito, the communist guerrilla leader who seized power in Yugoslavia at the end of World War II.  Milosevic graduated from law school in 1964 and joined the Communist Party. The party put him in various business positions, and in 1983 he was appointed director of a major state-run bank. He became friends with several Western figures, including former U.S. Secretary of State Lawrence Eagleburger and banker David Rockefeller.  He also befriended Ivan Stambolic, who became leader of the Communist Party in Serbia in 1984. Stambolic picked Milosevic for the powerful post of party leader in the capital, Belgrade.  When Stambolic was elevated to Serbia's presidency in 1986, Milosevic succeeded him as Serbian communist boss.  A year later, Stambolic sent Milosevic to Kosovo, where ethnic Serbs were demanding protection from the province's ethnic Albanian majority. During a meeting of local Serb leaders, hundreds of angry Serbs gathered outside and demanded the leadership hear their grievances.  Milosevic faced the crowd and delivered a fiery speech, telling them: "Nobody has the right to beat you."  Those words shattered the myth of ethnic "brotherhood and unity" that had been the slogan of Tito's communist regime - and transformed Milosevic into a Serb hero.  Months later, in September 1987, he publicly accused his old friend Stambolic and others of anti-communist and anti-Serbian policies during a party meeting televised live nationwide. All were forced to resign in a de facto coup.  In 1989, Milosevic became president of Serbia in an election widely considered rigged. His rise alarmed the other peoples of the Yugoslav federation - Slovenes, Croats, Macedonians, Albanians and others.  In 1991, Croatia and Slovenia declared independence from Yugoslavia. Milosevic sent tanks to Slovenian borders, triggering a brief war that ended in Slovenia's secession.  But ethnic Serbs in Croatia, encouraged by Milosevic, took up arms. Milosevic responded by sending the Serb-led Yugoslav army to intervene, triggering a conflict that killed at least 10,000 people.  Three months later, Bosnia-Herzegovina declared its independence. Milosevic bankrolled a Bosnian Serb rebellion, triggering a worse war that killed an estimated 200,000 people before a U.S.-brokered peace agreement was reached at Dayton, Ohio, in 1995.  Milosevic's term as Serbian president ended in 1997 and the constitution prevented him from running again. However, he exploited legal loopholes to have parliament name him president of Yugoslavia, which by then included only the republics of Serbia and Montenegro.  It was Kosovo, his old springboard to power, that finally set the stage for his downfall.  In February 1998, Milosevic sent troops to crush an ethnic Albanian uprising there, drawing sanctions from the United States and its allies. In 1999, after Milosevic refused to sign a Western-dictated peace accord, NATO conducted 78 days of air strikes on Yugoslavia.  Before Milosevic gave in and handed over the province's administration to the United Nations in June 1999, the U.N. tribunal charged him and four top aides with war crimes and crimes against humanity in Kosovo. It later broadened the charges to include genocide.  Milosevic sought to hold on to power by pushing through a constitutional change in July 2000 to permit the election of president by popular vote rather than parliament. But he had misjudged his popularity, and Yugoslavs exhausted by years of war and upheaval backed Kostunica in the election.  The Milosevic-controlled election commission tried to force a runoff, but hundreds of thousands of people converged on Belgrade, setting off a daylong riot on Oct. 5, 2000. The police and army refused to intervene, and Milosevic conceded defeat the following day.  He remained sequestered in an opulent villa in Belgrade until his arrest in April 2001. He was extradited to The Hague that June.
The death of Milosevic HA-11-3-06, so soon after the death of Milan Babic HA-5-3-06, indicates that there is an organized plot to murder the defendants of the International Criminal Tribunal for the Former Yugoslavia and Judge Patrick Robinsons’ HA-11-6-05, who was recommended to serve on the US Supreme Court whereas misinformation of their news service falsely represented him as being from the US although he is now reported to be from Jamaica.  Judge Meron is from the USA.  Denial of medical treatment inclines one to believe that the tribunal poisoned him.  The Tribunal, like so many other prisons, is too corrupted by slavery to entertain the counsel for defense and instead conspires to commit crimes with the “enemies” of the friends of freedom and civil justice.  They are most likely involved in the US President’s small military operations units for embassies that have been installed since 2004 and recently reported by the New York Times and in Afghanistan & Iraq v. USA HA-2-11-04.  The International Criminal Tribunal was misconceived from the opening of its prison and needs to be shut down immediately.  The judges, jailers and prosecutors are not very believable, must be punished, all their civil litigants settled and the prisoners should all be released to supervised parole and work programs in the countries of their choice by the Human Rights Commission.  

It is recommended to continue the transfer of presidential judgeship of the Tribunal to a Serbian & Montenegrin Judge with the Mandate to remove the “Criminal” from the International Tribunal from the Former Yugoslavia and establish a forward thinking of Eastern European judges in the Hague called, the International Tribunal for Eastern Europe.  
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