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I. The issue

One of the fundamental issues in the controversy surrounding the Sre-
brenica operation in July of 1995 is the number of Moslem casualties during the
critical period, which is usually defined as the week after Serbian forces took
over Srebrenica on July 11, 1995. A subsidiary issue is whether these casualties
were precipitated by one or more legally distinct causes. Were they caused in
substantial part by combat activity, by wanton execution in contravention of the
laws and customs of war, or by the intent to commit genocide? Whatever the
ultimate number of those casualties may be, can all of them be attributed to
execution, which in this case the prosecution of the International Criminal Tri-
bunal for the Former Yugoslavia has chosen to classify as a genocidal act? Or
are some, or even a significant portion, of Moslem casualties due to other causes
and, therefore, in the legal sense should be classified differently?

It is not the purpose of this analysis to try to establish how many in-
habitants of the former Srebrenica enclave perished as a result of execution, nor
is it to take a position, whatever that number may be, on whether it meets the
legal standard for genocide or not.

The purpose of this presentation is to determine the following, based on
available Moslem, Serb, and UN and other competent sources:

‰aŠ whether there was combat activity involving significant segments of
the enclave population which could have been the cause of substantial
casualties on the Moslem side?;1

‰bŠ whether there were minefields laid along the path of the Moslem
column’s breakthrough from Srebrenica to Tuzla which could also
have caused substantial casualties?;
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‰cŠ whether according to credible non-Serb and non-Moslem sources the
column might have suffered significant legitimate casualties during its
retreat which cannot be subsumed under the rubric of genocidal or any
other executions?; and

‰dŠ based on available data, can a reliable estimate be made of the likely
total of these legitimate Moslem casualties?

II. The legal status of the Moslem column

Setting aside the complex legal questions surrounding the executions of

captured prisoners, and the proper classification of such executions under inter-

national law, whether it should be considered genocide or placed in some other

category, we focus on the 28th Division column. Starting around midnight on

July 11, 1995, that column attempted to perform a breakthrough maneuver from

the Srebrenica enclave to the Moslem controlled zone in Tuzla.
It is a settled principle of international law that a mixed military/civilian

group or column is a legitimate target.

Analysis of the following statements subsequently given by members of
that column confirms the column’s mixed military/civilian nature:2

Mehanovi} Ha{mir, EDS location of witness statement: 00371774
Hasanovi} Sead, EDS location of witness statement: 03021141
Avdi} Enver, EDS location of witness statement: 00371746
Salihovi} Selvid, EDS location of witness statement: 00371738
Ori} Meho, EDS location of witness statement: 01008156
Muminovi} Sejdalija, EDS location of witness statement: 00371757
Ali} Hasan, EDS location of witness statement: 00371752
Sal~inovi} Sadik, EDS location of witness statement: 02112340
Husi} Ramiz, EDS location of witness statement: 00813498

Additional support for the proposition that the column was mixed, mili-
tary/civilian, is provided by prosecution military expert Richard Butler. In par.
3.21 of his Report dated November 1, 2002, ERN number 03072366, Butler
states the view that “depending on the source, 10,000 to 15,000 persons formed
a mixed ‰military and civilianŠ column…” which sought escape following the
Srebrenica-Tuzla route.3

It may therefore safely be concluded that the column retreating through the

woods from Srebrenica to Tuzla was mixed, military and civilian, and that there-

fore must be considered a legitimate target.
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III. Legitimate combat engagements involving the column

The proposition that there were combat engagements in the course of which
a significant number of Srebrenica Moslems perished receives support also from
the prosecutor’s chief investigator, Jean-Rene Ruez.

In an interview published in the Montenegrin newspaper Monitor4, Ruez
states the following:

“A significant number ‰of MoslemsŠ were killed in combat. The
Zvornik brigade of the VRS Drina Corps had organized ambushes and
that is when it had the most casualties during the entire war. Many
were killed while trying to make it through minefields. An unknown
number probably committed suicide in fear that they would be tortured
before being put to death. It cannot be excluded that some had shot
those who may have wanted to surrender.”

Ruez then adds significantly the following thought:

“We shall rely on the number of the people who were executed
directly, who were prisoners. They were prisoners, end of story.”

It is debatable whether Ruez and the prosecution ultimately stuck to this
plan. The reason they may not have is that consistent reliance on that approach
from their point of view probably would not have yielded a satisfactory number
of dead bodies.

Further on in the same interview, Ruez makes two very significant
statements:

‰1Š “As for those who perished in the woods, we are compelled to figure
that they were killed in battle.”5

‰2Š “For the main part, we believe the witness’ accounts…”6

If these two statements by Ruez are accepted, that ‰1Š those who perished
in the woods were killed in battle, and that ‰2Š the column was mixed, then
certain conclusions follow. The main one is that the column’s losses must be set
apart and must not be conflated with those who were, in Ruez’s own terms,
“executed directly, who were prisoners.” Casualties associated with the
column’s retreat must therefore be deducted from the total of those who were
massacred or murdered in a genocidal frenzy.

It is also useful to know that Ruez, and by implication the prosecution,
place credence in the accounts of witnesses because we shall have quite a few of
them to offer to shed light on the nature and extent of these combat-related
casualties.
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IV. Locations of combat engagements with the column

Ruez’s admission, undoubtedly supported by brigade records and state-
ments of witnesses that were at his disposal, that the Zvornik brigade suffered its
greatest number of casualties throughout the war in that four day period while
engaging the retreating Moslem Srebrenica column in combat is also highly
significant.

To focus on the most obvious conclusions:
First, the column proceeding from the “demilitarized zone” must have

been respectably armed in order to inflict such casualties on the Serbian forces
trying to engage it.

Second, for the Serbian side to have suffered such significant casualties,
the fighting must have been rather fierce. If so, logically that must also have
resulted in at least proportionate casualties on the Moslem side.

The next question must therefore be: at what points did those combat
engagements take place? That question is put in vain to the prosecution military
expert Richard Butler, as evidenced by his response in the trial of Popovi} et al.
on January 23, 2008:7

Q. With respect to your analysis, did you analyse at any time how many
military combat engagements were there with respect to the column of
Bosnian Muslims that were leaving Srebrenica and Potocari from Sus-
njari and the VRS?

A. No, sir. I never engaged in a process to do a step-by-step accounting
of each particular engagement of the column.

We are fortunately in a position to help Mr. Butler.8 We have reviewed 33
Moslem witness statements ‰whose accounts, according to Mr. Ruez above, are
to be believedŠ. They are Srebrenica column members who had made it to Tuzla
or other points of safety, and according to them combat engagements with the
Serbian side took place during their withdrawal at the following locations:

Konjevi} Polje Kaldrmica
Sandi}i Udr~-Baljkovica road
Jadar area Snagovo
Buljin Jagli}
Forest near Buljin Crni Vrh
Baljkovica Cerska
Lipanj [iljkovic village
Su}eska Pervani village
Kravica Velja Glava
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V. Combat activity along the path of retreat

According to statements given by column survivors to various authorities
upon reaching the Moslem controlled zone, there was constant combat along the
column’s path from the Srebrenica enclave practically all the way to Tuzla.

It should be noted that based on our research of EDS materials, we were
able to locate only 33 statements bearing on this issue. It is reasonable to assume
that there must be hundreds more in various archives. Debriefing is standard
operating procedure under these circumstances. Several thousand members of the
column had made it to Moslem controlled territory and it is safe to assume that
very many, if not most, of them—but certainly more than 33 — were interviewed
by various authorities and gave them statements on what they had observed.

In addition, we have reason to believe that at least 7 similar statements,
describing observations along the retreat route, are in the files of Human Rights
Watch.9 A request has been sent to Human Rights Watch to provide these
statements, but they have not responded.

But even the relatively scant data base of 33 witnesses offers a dramatic
picture of fierce combat and severe human casualties all along the column’s
withdrawal route.

ENGAGEMENT SITES AND ESTIMATED CASUALTIES

Kamenica

Ademovi} [eval: 200–250
Ali} Hasan: 7 dead, 7 gravely wounded
Dedic Sulejman: great number of dead and wounded
Hasanovi} Sead: “many” bodies observed, at least 100 near the brook
Jusufovi} Azmir: 300 killed, 100 wounded
Kova~evi} Sadik: about 200 casualties
Memi{evi} Nurif: 2000–3000 dead
Muminovi} Behudin: 6 corpses
Muratovi} Kadrija: “thousands” of dead
Osmanovi} Ramo: several hundred killed and 300–400 wounded
Rami} Sado: about 1000 casualties
Salki} Abdulah: several hundred casualties

Konjevic Polje

Ademovi} Bekit: “many bodies”
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Ali} Melvid: many dead and wounded along road to Baljkovica
Smajlovi} Muhamed: estimated 500–1000 killed

Lipanj

Hasanovi} Sead: “many dead bodies”

Sandici

Muminovi} Behudin: saw mass burial of about 500 bodies
Smajlovi} Muhamed: estimated 200 dead
Zukanovi} Bego: saw 5 die; later “several” killed

Jadar area

Jusufovi} Azmir: some killed, no estimate

Buljin

Avdi} Enver: 1000 casualties
Kova~evi} Sadik: 30 casualties
Mehanovi} Hasmir: about 100 killed
Memi{evi} Nurif: many skeletons and parts of bodies
Osmanovi} Nazif: 100 dead and many wounded
Rami} Sado: 50 casualties
Smajlovi} Muhamed: 30 killed, 45 injured

Forest near Buljin

Mehanovi} Hasmir: 20 dead males

Susnjar area

Mustafi} Husejn: “hundreds of casualties”

Baljkovica

Dedi} Sulejman: corpses and unpleasant odor
Haki} Nermin: saw men getting killed, no estimate
Mehanovi} Hasmir: 5 dead soldiers and civilians
Mustafi} Husejn: 5 dead
Salki} Abdulah: on route from Kamenica, several hundred corpses
Smajlovi} Muhamed: many black and swollen corpses

Suceska

Alic Melvid: pounded by artillery, no casualty estimate

Kravica

Ademovi} [eval: “many dead and wounded”
Husi} Ramiz: 12 suicides
Kadri} Midhat: “great number of killed”
Memi{evi} Nurif: “many people” killed and maimed in artillery shelling
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Mustafi} Husejn: “many dead and dismembered corpses”
Ori} Fadil: “several hundred” casualties

Kaldrmica

Halilovi} Suljo: 1000 dead and several hundred wounded

Udrc-Baljkovica road

Salihovi} Selvid: “several hundred corpses”

Crni Vrh

Haki} Nermin: observed men getting killed all long route from Srebrenica

Snagovo

Ademovi} [eval: dead bodies and many wounded
Dedi} Sulejman: great number of dead giving off unpleasant odor
Jusupovi} [efik: 18 killed
Osmanovi} Nazif: “many dead and wounded”

Jaglic

Halilovi} Osman: heard of many dead and wounded
Muratovi} Kadrija: 3 dead and many wounded

Siljkovic village

Halilovi} Osman: heard there were 30 dead, 42 wounded

Pervani village

Memi{evi} Nurif: 6 dead

Velja Glava

Rami} Sado: 20 dead

Lolici Road

Memisevi} Nurif: 200 dead

Cerska

Avdi} Enver: about 100

Unidentified location‰sŠ

Ali} Hasan: about 1000 casualties 8 km from Kamenica
Efendi} Mensur: Observed dozens of corpses all along the route
Halilovi} Osman: Observed 30–40 corpses and 20 suicides
Husi} Ramiz: 44 bodies, 10 wounded
Jusupovi} [efik: “hundreds of dead Muslims” in the woods
Kova~evi} Sadik: about 300
Kadri} Midhat: about 500 killed
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Muratovi} Kadrija: dead and dismembered bodies in the woods
Ori} Meho: 70 dead
Sal~inovi} Sadik: 6 dead
Vejzovi} Gadafi: “hundreds of dead bodies” in the woods
Muminovi} Sejdalija: 5 dead at one point and “considerable number” of

casualties and wounded at another

A summary assessment of these casualties will be made at the end. Ob-
viously, these observations and estimates have to be treated with great caution
and they should not be invested with a degree of precision which they cannot
possibly claim. But they project a powerful impression of frequent clashes and
enormous human losses generated by those clashes. Those loses must be ac-
corded a distinct legal character and they must have their separate place in the
casualty ledger.

VI. The presence of minefields in the column’s path

In our primary information source about the column and the losses it faced,
the 33 statements given by survivors, we find references to the presence of
minefields and to the casualties those mines inflicted. The following Moslem
witnesses specifically mention minefields:

Hasanovi} Sead: expressed fear of landmines;
Jusufovi} Azmir: passage to Moslem side had to be demined
Efendi} Mensur
Memi}evi} Nurif
Husi} Ramiz: crossed a minefield with a large group

In fact, the column’s retreat route was so strewn with minefields, that
according to prosecution military expert Richard Butler the retrieval of the re-
mains of those who were killed by the mines in the remoter areas was hampered
“because of the ordinance and mine threat.”10

In addition to the statements of the column survivors, there is also an
apparent log entry of a staff member of the 28th division which makes a ref-
erence to the presence of mines. It states:

“The column set off from Jaglic and Vejz went through a minefield at
Buljina, clearly marking it with cloths and items of clothing. Vejz led the col-
umn and we all went to Udrc. The division staff, president of the municipality
Osman SULJIC and Ejub GALIC, and I were at the back.”11

Serb sources also extensively refer to the presence of minefields. The
following is an overview:

‰1Š In a direct echo to the Moslem report above, a July 13, 1995, report to
the command of Drina Corps states:
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“On 12 July of this year, at 1945 hours, a radio network of elements of
the 28th Muslim Division was activated; during the morning, at around
0500 hours, these elements came across our minefield in the sector of
/?Ravni Buljim/ at the juncture between the Milic and Bratunac
Brigades.”12

‰2Š In the same vein, the presence of minefields is marked on the Bratunac
Brigade minefield map which was presented as a prosecution exhibit in
the Blagojevic case.13

‰3Š While the Bratunac Brigade minefield map deals with the location of
mines the Moslem column had to cross during the first phase of its
trek, there is also evidence that the danger from mines was unabated as
it reached the zone of responsibility of the Zvornik Brigade, further to
the north.14 The fact that there were minefields in the Zvornik Brigade
zone that the column had to face was confirmed by Brano Djuric, a
member of the Zvornik Brigade engineering battalion. He also claims
to have made sketches of the minefields’ locations.15 According to
Djuric, there were even Serb casualties as a result of the broad dis-
tribution of these mines.

‰4Š The fact that Zvornik Brigade possessed a supply of mines is docu-
mented.16

‰5Š A log kept by military police commander Ljubisa Borovcanin shows
that the enclave’s approaches were mined and that a path had to be
cleared to allow access to Serb motorized forces:
“Between 0500 and 0630 hours, the pioneers of the Bratunac Brigade,
led by Captain GAVRIC, cleared a passage through a mine-field or
groups of mines towards Budak or immediately around the Zuti Most-
-Potocari road. Members of the 1st Company of the Zvornik Special
Police Unit, led by a pioneer from the Bratunac Brigade, set off
through the cleared passages towards Potocari to create the conditions
for the introduction of hardware. As personnel were being introduced,
a sapper stepped on a PROM /anti-personnel bouncing fragmentation
mine/–1. He was taken to the Bratunac Health Centre, where he died.
In a way, this incident slowed down the advance.”17
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Again, it is noted that the mines were so numerous that they even
caused a Serbian casualty.

‰6Š Bratunac Brigade security and intelligence officer Momir Nikolic re-
ports that he was informed of the Moslem column’s movement “through
minefields across combat lines in the direction of Konjevic Polje.”18 It
should be noted that Nikolic is a prosecution witness and that the
“Statement of facts” where this assertion is made was written by him
most likely in cooperation with the Office of the Prosecutor.

‰7Š There is also a Zvornik Brigade report dated July 8, 1995, on “mine-
field maintenance…in progress,” which logically implies the existence
of minefields in the brigade’s zone of responsibility.19

‰8Š The fact that the Srebrenica enclave was surrounded by minefields is
confirmed by Radenko Ubiparipovi} in the course of U.S. Immigration
Court removal proceedings, where he stated that: “There were mines
surrounding the entire safe area. Both sides laid mines.”20

‰9Š The abundance of mines and minefields is confirmed also by prose-
cution witness DP–105 at the Blagojevi} trial. He said that there were
“many minefields,”21 that some of the minefields in the area had been
laid during earlier battles,22 and that minefields were present in the
Konjevi} Polje area,23 which may be significant because of the mass
crossing of the Konjevi} Polje road and the enormous casualties which
it produced.
Again, this Serb witness notes that even Serb forces, which had laid the
mines, had to move slowly in their deployment to engage the Moslem
column because “the terrain we had to cross was very inaccessible, and
there were the minefields.”24 He also said, astonishingly, that “this
area contained minefields that we did not know the location of, and
that is what put a restriction on our movement along certain roads, like
village roads and things like that.”25

‰10Š Col. Nedeljko Trkulja, in his ICTY interview, stated that after the
decision was made to create a corridor for the passage of the Moslem
column on July 16, 1995, a path had to be cleared for it through the
minefields.26
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‰11Š Zoran Jovanovi}, also affirms in relation to the enclave perimeter, that
“In front of the defense line, there were minefields. And it would take
a lot of time to clear the minefields, to remove the mines, to enable
them to go through. We had to remove the mines in at least one section
of that field to let the troops past.”27 The reference is to Serb troops
advancing toward Srebrenica, but obviously the same principle also
operates in reverse.

Further on, he refers to the presence of “minefields everywhere, both in
front of our defense lines and in front of the enemy’s defense line…nobody
dared to do a proper search of the terrain.”28

To summarize, it would appear indisputable that minefields were located
in the path of the retreating column. There is evidence from a variety of sources
that the column came into contact with minefields and that some of its casualties
were inflicted by mines. There is also evidence that mines were so abundantly
and widely dispersed that even Serb forces, which had laid them, were obliged to
exercise extreme caution, and indeed had suffered casualties from what probably
were their own mines.

VII. Reports of casualties suffered

by the retreating Moslem column

After presenting evidence that the Moslem column retreating from Sre-
brenica was engaged in combat, that it had to cross numerous minefields, and
that it admittedly had suffered considerable casualties, it becomes appropriate to
review the opinions of some contemporary and expert observers concerning the
extent of those casualties.

1. The most contemporary authoritative source available on this subject is
the report written by a UN official in Tuzla, Edward Joseph, on July
17, 1995, and directed to Michel Moussalli at the UNPROFOR office
in Tuzla. Joseph refers in his report to the arrival of “Srebrenica men”
in Tuzla and comments that “5 to 6 thousand crossed into BiH 2 Corps
controlled- territory in the southern Sapna area last night (16 July).”
He then continues: “Up to three thousand were killed on the way,
mostly by mines and BSA engagements. Unknown others were cap-
tured. Some committed suicide. Unknown others went to Zepa.”29

2. In the evidence he gave in the Popovi} trial, prosecution military ex-
pert Richard Butler claimed that he had not made an analysis of BH
military casualties.30 He denied specifically having studied the ques-
tion of casualties that may have been suffered by the column as a result
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of landmines.31 He also denied having made any accounting of the
military engagements which could have given rise to casualties on the
Moslem side.32 Under cross examination, he did concede the mixed
character of the column and its status as a legitimate target.33 Butler
conceded also based on his “knowledge of the situation, that the num-
ber ‰of casualtiesŠ would be high for any particular combat engage-
ment.”34 Pressed to offer his own reasonable estimate of column los-
ses, given those combat engagements, Butler responded that “I am not
aware of any specific number, but that particular number of 1000 to
2000 sounds reasonable, given the context of the combat that I am
aware of.”35 He confined this casualty estimate to the period of 12 to
18 July, 1995.36

3. Additional estimates are to be found in the “UNMO HQ Daily Sitrep,”
dated July 18, 1995.37 It was prepared by a certain Captain Hassan. It
is apparently a BH wide situation report, summarizing reports from
UNPROFOR observers located in different areas of the country. On p.
19, under the heading of “Other significant/relevant information,” re-
ports from the Srebrenica area are summarized. It is stated that on
10–11 July between 12,000 and 15,000 men had left the enclave, of
whom about 3,000 were armed. It is estimated that 3,000 “are believed
to have been killed by minefields, snipers, and ambush conflict with
BSA.” A specific BSA ambush in Konjevi} Polje is referred to. A
comment is added that these figures are likely to be exaggerated in
relation to those leaving and who were armed and that the numbers
should be divided by ten. No explanation is given for this recom-
mendation to drastically reduce the figures which apparently were
gleaned from interviews with column survivors, and there is no par-
ticular reason to follow it in this case.

Just as in the case of reports by direct participants in the march from
Srebrenica to Tuzla, great caution should be exercised in relation to the numbers
offered by foreign observers and experts. But even their estimates of the
column’s casualties range from 1000 to 3000. Even if the lower or a median
figure were accepted, that would still constitute a sizeable portion of the human
losses suffered by the Moslem side during the relevant period. That figure would
necessarily have to be deducted from the Srebrenica total of those claimed to
have been executed contrary to the laws and practice of war.
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APPENDIX:

JULY 95 SREBRENICA MOSLEM WITNESS STATEMENTS

(0046–451539)

‰Reports of legitimate Moslem column lossesŠ

Jasarevic, Fehim #92

12/7/95: Kamenica, evening; Serbs opened fire, estimates about 5000 were
killed

Jusufovic, Azim #93

13/7/95: Kamenica, saw about 300 killed in Serb shelling

Muhic, Azem # 97

12/7/95: about 3500 dead as a result of Serb shelling in Kamenica area

Mustafic, Idriz #100

12/7/95: at 0900 hrs Serbs attack at Buljim, saw 60–80 bodies
13/7/95: after 10,000 strong column arrived in Konjevic Polje ‰counted
before and after crossing roadŠ column crossed river ‰name unknownŠ in
which “many drowned” because crossing was at night

Ridzic, Ramo #101

11/7/95: First column of 1000, many of whom were armed, ambushed in
Buljim-Nova Casaba area and as a result of Serb attack about 700 were
killed

Salihovic, Jusuf #102

Around 13/7/95: near Baljkovica saw about 100 bodies, another 50 in a
brook

Salihovic, Safedin #103

11 or 12/7/95: while column was crossing Konjevic Polje road at least
500–600 were killed

Sinanovic, Sabrija #106

No date: at Baljkovica, about 100 were killed and 100 wounded in shelling

Stocevic, Mirza #109

11 or 12/7/95: At Buljin, Moslem column attacked, witness was at head of
the column and did not see how many but was told by others “victims were
in the hundreds”
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Suljic, Mevludin #110

12/7/95: Konjevic Polje road ambush–400–500 killed

Orlovic, Sahin #129

12/7/95: Siljkovici—Kamenica Serb attack: “many dead”
13/7/95: Saw “hundreds dead and wounded” near Siljkovac river

Basic, Adem #67

12/7/95: near Kamenica, in a Serb ambush “hundreds were killed” and still
more wounded; about 2 hrs later, as a result of Serb shelling approximately
100 were killed; later in Kamenica area came across about 1500 dead

Basic, Husejn #68

13/7/95: ambushed by Serbs, about 1000 killed that day

Cosic, Muharem #72

13/7/95: ambushed at Jadar, 500–600 killed
14/7/95: in ambush at Baljkovica, 150 killed

Dautovic, Osmo #74

No dates: at Buljim, “hundreds” killed in ambush

Stephen Karganovi}

ANALYSIS OF MOSLEM COLUMN LOSSES DUE
TO MINEFIELDS AND COMBAT ACTIVITY

On July 12, 1995, a day after Serbian forces took over Srebrenica, a mixed mili-
tary/civilian column estimated at about 12,000 to 15,000 left on foot the territory of the
enclave in an attempted breakout through mountainous terrain to reach Moslem-con-
trolled territory in Tuzla, about 60 km. to the northeast. Along the way, the column had
several military engagements with Serbian forces and it suffered severe casualties. Based
on statements by column survivors who were able to reach Tuzla, the extent of the losses
inflicted on the column—due mainly to minefields, fighting between different factions
within the column, and ambushes set by Serbian forces—is reconstructed. Statements
about column losses by international observers in the area who had insight into the local
situation are also presented. It is concluded that while no exact figures are possible,
column losses were substantial and were in the thousands. Under international law, combat
losses suffered by a mixed military/civilian column are legitimate, yet these casualties are
implicitly conflated with estimates of Srebrenica execution victims. Due weight must be
given to this major source of casualties on the Moslem side, which cannot be qualified as
constituting either a massacre or genocide.
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Map showing the main directions of VRS attack on Srebrenica enclave and 28th Division mixed
military/civilian column withdrawal toward Tuzla in July of 1995.



Prevod

Stefan Karganovi}

ANALIZA GUBITAKA MUSLIMANSKE KOLONE
28. DIVIYIJE NA MINSKIM POQIMA

I U BORBENIM DEJSTVIMA
Stefan Karganovi}: ANALIZA GUBITAKA MUSLIMANSKE KOLONE

Ç. Osnovna pitawa

Jedno od osnovnih pitawa koje se ovde tretira odnosi se na gubitke
muslimanske kolone koja se iz srebreni~ke enklave, preko planinskog tere-
na, povla~ila prema Tuzli tokom kriti~nog perioda, izme|u 12. i 16. jula
1995 godine. Uzgredno pitawe odnosi se na to postoji li jedan ili vi{e
posebnih uzroka, u pravnom smislu te re~i, za takve gubitke. Mogu li se
svi ti gubici podvesti pod pojam pogubqewa, kako se to `eli prikazati u
nastojawu da se korist od srebreni~kog masakra propagandno maksimizira.
Ili je bar jedan deo tih gubitaka bio prouzrokovan drugim ~iniocima, koji
nose razli~it pravni karakter, pa se samim tim u ukupnom sagledavawu
qudske tragedije u Srebrenici taj deo mora druga~ije i tretirati?

Na{ ciq ovde nije da ustanovimo koliko je biv{ih stanovnika srebre-
ni~ke enklave bilo pogubqeno ili da zauzmemo stav o tome da li na~in kako
su zarobqenici bili usmr}eni zadovoqava definiciju genocida ili ne.

Koriste}i raspolo`ive muslimanske, srpske, UN i druge kompetentne
izvore, nastoja}emo da utvrdimo slede}e:

(a) da li je bilo dovoqno zna~ajnih borbenih dejstava u kojima su u~e-
stvovali Srebreni~ani koji su se povla~ili iz enklave, a koja su mo-
gla prouzrokovati znatne qudske gubitke na muslimanskoj strani;1

(b) pored ove vrste gubitaka, da li je kolona usput nailazila na min-
ska poqa, koja su tako|e mogla biti uzrok mnogobrojnih gubitaka;
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1 Po mi{qewu Ri~arda Batlera, vojnog ve{taka Ha{kog tu`ila{tva, œNa temequ moga
poznavawa situacije, rekao bih da bi te cifre ‰odnosi se na gubitke nastale u okviru legi-
timnih vojnih operacija — S. K.Š morale biti visoke za bilo kakvu vrstu borbenih dejstava.”
Popovi} et al., Transcript, 23. januar 2008, s. 20250, redovi 23–25.



(v) prema verodostojnim nesrpskim i nemuslimanskim izvorima, da
li je kolona mogla pretrpeti znatne legitimne gubitke koji se ne
bi mogli svrstati u genocidne ili druge vrste egzekucije? i

(g) na osnovu raspolo`ivih podataka, koliko bi ti legitimni musli-
manski gubici mogli iznositi.

ÇÇ. Pravni status muslimanske kolone

Ostavqamo sasvim po strani slo`ena pravna i ~iweni~ka pitawa koja
su vezana za pogubqene ratne zarobqenike i usredsredi}emo se iskqu~ivo
na kolonu koja je 11. jula 1995. godine kasno nave~e po{la u proboj iz en-
klave prema Tuzli.

Polazimo od teze da je op{te prihva}eno pravilo me|unarodnog prava
da me{ana vojno/civilna kolona predstavqa dozvoqeni ciq.

Analiza izjava koje su naknadno dali pre`iveli pripadnici kolone,
dokazuje me{anu vojno-civilnu prirodu te kolone:

Hasmir Mehanovi}, izjava 00371774;2
Sead Hasanovi}, izjava 03021141;
Enver Avdi}, izjava 00371746;
Selvid Salihovi}, izjava 00371738;
Meho Ori}, izjava 01008156;
Sejdalija Muminovi}, izjava 00371757;
Hasan Ali}, izjava 00371757;
Sadik Sal~inovi}, izjava 02112340;
Ramiz Husi}, izjava 00813498.

Dodatnu podr{ku tezi da je kolona bila me{ana pru`a i vojni ve{tak
Tu`ila{tva MKTBJ, Ri~ard Batler (Richard Butler). U par. 3.21 svog
stru~nog nalaza od 1. novembra 2002. Batler ka`e da je „10.000 do 15.000 qu-
di formiralo me{anu (vojno-civilnu) kolonu“ koja se uputila prema Tuzli.3

Na osnovu svega toga, mogu}e je izvu}i zakqu~ak da je kolona, koja se
povla~ila iz Srebrenice prema Tuzli, bila me{ana, da se sastojala iz voj-
nih lica i civila, i da je samim tim po me|unarodnom pravu ona predsta-
vqala legitimnu metu.

III. Legitimna borbena dejstva u kojima je kolona u~estvovala

Tezu da su se odvijala borbena dejstva tokom kojih je znatan broj sre-
breni~kih Muslimana poginuo, potvr|uje glavni istra`iteq Ha{kog tu-
`ila{tva @an-Rene Ruiz (Jean-Rene Ruiz).
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2 Ovde i daqe broj se odnosi na oznaku pod kojom je dokumenat zaveden u bazi podataka
Tu`ila{tva tribunala u Hagu.

3 Batler je u svom svedo~ewu u predmetu Popovi} decidno priznao me{ani vojno-ci-
vilni sastav kolone i wen status kao legitimni vojni ciq: Transcript, s. 20244 redovi 19–25
i s. 20245, red 1.



U intervjuu koji je objavqen u crnogorskom listu Monitor,4 Ruez ka-
`e slede}e:

„Zna~ajan broj (Muslimana) bili su ubijeni u borbama. Zvorni~ka
brigada je organizovala zasede i tada je imala najve}i broj gubita-
ka tokom celog rata. Mnogi su poginuli dok su prolazili kroz
minska poqa. Nepoznati broj verovatno su izvr{ili samoubi-
stvo…ne iskqu~ujem da su neki pucali u one koji su `eleli da se
predaju.“

Ruez zatim artikuli{e slede}i plan za daqi rad Tu`ila{tva:

„Mi }emo raditi na osnovu broja lica koji su bili neposredno po-
gubqeni, koji su bili zarobqenici. Oni su bili zarobqenici, i
to je kraj pri~e.“

Moglo bi se sporiti o tome da li su se Ruez i Tu`ila{tvo dosledno
dr`ali najavqene namere da se u svom radu oslawaju iskqu~ivo na broj ne-
posredno pogubqenih zarobqenika. Mogu}e je da im takva, strogo princi-
pijelna, metodologija ne bi dala neophodni broj le{eva. Kako god, malo da-
qe, u istom intervjuu, Ruez priznaje:

(1) „[to se ti~e onih, koji su izginuli u {umi, mi moramo smatrati
da su oni bili ubijeni u borbi.“ Ta konstatacija je potpuno fer.5

(2) „Najve}im delom, mi iskazima svedoka verujemo…“ To je lepo ~u-
ti, zato {to se ovo istra`ivawe upravo na iskazima svedoka i te-
meqi.6

Ako usvojimo Ruezovu tezu da su svi oni koji su „izginuli u {umi“
bili ubijeni u borbama, i ako prihvatimo Batlerovu tezu da je kolona bila
me{ana, iz toga sledi jedan zna~ajan zakqu~ak. Ti gubici moraju se treti-
rati u pravnom smislu druga~ije od onih koji su (po Ruezovim re~ima) bili
„neposredno pogubqeni, koji su bili zarobqenici“. To zna~i da se gubici
tokom povla~ewa kolone moraju oduzeti od broja onih za koje se naga|a da su
bili pobijeni u masakru ili u izlivu genocidnog besa.

Korisno je znati da se Ruez i Tu`ila{tvo MKTBJ, u ~ije ime on govo-
ri, sla`u da su izjave svedoka u celini verodostojne. Mi }emo se zato oslo-
niti na veliki broj takvih izjava da bismo osvetlili pravu prirodu qud-
skih gubitaka o kojima je ovde re~.

IV. Mesta borbenih sudara sa kolonom

Ruezovo priznawe da je Zvorni~ka brigada u tom ~etvorodnevnom pe-
riodu borbi sa muslimanskom kolonom pretrpela vi{e gubitaka nego ikad
do tada u ratu, samo po sebi mnogo govori.
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4 Monitor, 19 april, 2001.
5 Ibid.
6 Ibid.



U najmawu ruku, potvr|uje slede}e zakqu~ke.
Prvo, kolona koja se kretala iz „demilitarizovane zone“ prema Tuzli

mora da je bila vrlo solidno naoru`ana ako je mogla naneti takve gubitke
srpskim snagama, koje su je presretale.

Drugo, da bi srpske snage mogle pretrpeti tako zna~ajne gubitke, bor-
be su morale biti vrlo ogor~ene i u wima su, to je logi~no pretpostaviti,
srazmerne gubitke morali pretrpeti i na muslimanskoj strani.

Slede}e pitawe, prema tome, trebalo bi da glasi: gde su se odvijali
ti borbeni kontakti? To pitawe uzalud je bilo postavqeno vojnom ve{taku
Tu`ila{tva MKTBJ, Ri~ardu Batleru, kada je on 23. januara 2008. svedo~io
na su|ewu Popovi}u i ostalima:7

Pitawe: Vezano za va{u analizu, da li ste ikada proanalizirali ko-

liko je moglo biti borbenih konatkata izme|u kolone bosanskih Muslima-

na, koja se kretala iz Srebrenice, Poto~ara i [u{wara i VRS?
Odgovor: Ne, gospodine. Nikada se nisam bavio razmatrawem pojedi-

na~nih kontakata sa kolonom.
Mi smo se, sre}om, tim pitawem bavili i u mogu}nosti smo da pomog-

nemo g. Batleru.8 Na osnovu pregleda 33 izjave pripadnika kolone koji su se
uspe{no povukli iz Srebrenice prema Tuzli, utvr|uje se da su se tokom po-
vla~ewa dogodili borbeni kontakti izme|u kolone i srpskih snaga najmawe
na slede}im mestima:

Kamenica Kravica
Kowevi} Poqe Kaldrmica
Sandi}i Udr~—Baqkovica (cesta)
Okolina Jadra Snagovo
Buqin Jagli}
[uma oko Buqina Crni vrh
Baqkovica Cerska
Lipaw [iqkovi}i (selo)
Su}eska Pervani (selo)
Veqa glava

V. Borbena dejstva du` putawe povla~ewa

Prema izjavama u~esnika u povla~ewu, borbi je bilo celim putem od
Srebrenice pa sve do zone pod muslimanskom kontrolom blizu Tuzle. Na
osnovu prou~avawa izjava pre`ivelih, uspeli smo da izdvojimo 33 izjave
koje se odnose direktno na ovo pitawe. Me|utim, moglo bi se pretpostavi-
ti da takvih u raznim arhivama ima mnogo vi{e zato {to su informativni
razgovori ove vrste nakon doga|aja standardna praksa u svim kontraobave-
{tajnim postupcima.
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7 Popovi} et al., Transcript, 23 januar, 2008, na s. 20243.
8 Popovi} et al., Transcript, 23 januar, 2008, s. 20244, redovi 7–18.



Verujemo da organizacija Human Rights Watch poseduje bar sedam sli~nih
izjava, ali oni se do sada nisu odazvali na{im zahtevima da nam ih dostave.9

Ali ~ak i ovako su`ena baza podataka od 33 izjave pru`a vrlo drama-
ti~nu sliku ogor~enih borbi i te{kih qudskih gubitaka celom putawom
povla~ewa muslimanske kolone.

Kamenica

[eval Ademovi}: 200–250
Hasan Ali}: sedam mrtvih, sedam ozbiqno rawenih
Sulejman Dedi}: veliki broj mrtvih i rawenih
Sead Hasanovi}: œpunoŒ vi|enih le{eva, najmawe 100 pored potoka
Azmir Jusufovi}: 300 ubijeno, 100 raweno
Sadik Kova~evi}: oko 200 ubijenih
Nurif Memi{evi}: 2.000–3.000 mrtvih
Behudin Muminovi}: {est le{eva
Kadrija Muratovi}: œhiqadeŒ mrtvih
Ramo Osmanovi}: nekoliko stotina ubijenih i 300–400 rawenih
Sado Rami}: oko 1.000 mrtvih
Abdulah Salki}: nekoliko stotina mrtvih

Kowevi} Poqe

Bekit Ademovi}: œmnogo telaŒ
Melvid Ali}: mnogo mrtvih i rawenih du` puta za Baqkovicu
Muhamed Smajlovi}: procewujue 500–1.000 mrtvih

Lipaw

Sead Hasanovi}: œmnogo le{evaŒ

Sandi}i

Behudin Muminovi}: video masovno ukapawe oko 500 le{eva
Muhamed Smajlovi}: procewuje 200 mrtvih
Bego Zukanovi}: video pet pobijenihg; kasnije „nekoliko“ kako su
poginuli

Oblast Jadra

Azmir Jusufovi}: mnogi poginuli, nema procene
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9 ‰1Š Ekrem Salihovi}, Tuzla, 24. juli, 1996.
‰2Š Mensur Memi}, Tuzla, 24. juli, 1996.
‰3Š Ramiz Masi}, Tuzla, 3. juli, 1996.
‰4Š Senad Grabovica, Tuzla, 24. juli, 1996.
‰5Š Muhamed Matki}, Gorwa Tuzla, 19. jul 1996.
‰6Š dr Ilijaz Pilav, Vogo{}a, 24. jul 1996.
‰7Š Ramiz Be}irovi}, @ivinice, jul 1996.



Buqin

Enver Avdi}: 1.000 poginulih
Sadik Kova~evi}: 30 poginulih
Hasmir Mehanovi}: oko 100 poginulih
Nurif Memi{evi}: video mnogo kostura i delova tela
Nazif Osmanovi}: 100 poginulih i mnogo rawenih
Sado Rami}: 50 poginulih
Muhamed Smajlovi}: 30 poginulih, 45 povre|eno

[uma blizu Buqina

Hasmir Mehanovi}: 20 poginulih mu{karaca

[u{war okolina

Husejn Mustafi}: œstotine poginulihŒ

Baqkovica

Sulejman Dedi}: le{evi i neprijatan smrad
Nermin Haki}: video qude kako ginu, nema procene
Hasmir Mehanovi}: pet mrtvih vojnika i civila
Husejn Mustafi}: pet mrtvih
Abdulah Salki}: na putu od Kamenice, nekoliko stotina le{eva
Muhamed Smajlovi}: mnogo crnih i raspadnutih le{eva

Su}eska

Melvid Ali}: tu~eni artiqerijom, nema procene gubitaka

Kravica

[eval Ademovi}: œmnogo mrtvih i rawenihŒ
Ramiz Husi}: 12 samoubistava
Midhat Kadri}: œveliki broj poginulihŒ
Nurif Memi{evi}: œmnogo qudiŒ poginulo i osaka}eno u
artiqerijskom napadu
Husejn Mustafi}: œmnogo poginulih i raskomadanih le{evaŒ
Fadil Ori}: œnekoliko stotinaŒ poginulih

Kaldrmica

Suqo Halilovi}: 1.000 poginulih i nekoliko stotina rawenih

Cesta Udr~–Baqkovica

Selvid Salihovi}: œnekoliko stotina le{evaŒ

Crni Vrh

Nermin Haki}: video kako qudi ginu celim putem od Srebrenice
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Snagovo

[eval Ademovi}: video tela izginulih i mnogo rawenih
Sulejman Dedi}: veliki broj poginulih i neprijatan miris od le{eva
[efik Jusupovi}: 18 poginulih
Nazif Osmanovi}: œmnogi poginuli i raweniŒ

Jagli}

Osman Halilovi}: ~uo da su mnogi izginuli i bili raweni
Kadrija Muratovi}: tri mrtvih i mnogo raweno

Selo [iqkovi}i

Osman Halilovi}: ~uo da je bilo 30 mrtvih, 42 raweno

Selo Pervani

Nurif Memi{evi}: {est mrtvih

Veqa Glava

Sado Rami}: 20 mrtvih

Loli}i cesta

Nurif Memi{evi}: 200 mrtvih

Cerska

Enver Avdi}: oko 100 mrtvih

Neidentifikovana mesta

Hasan Ali}: oko 1.000 izginulih na osam km. od Kamenice
Mensur Efendi}: video na desetine le{eva du` celog puta
Osman Halilovi}: video 30–40 le{eva i 20 samoubistava
Ramiz Husi}: 44 le{eva, 10 raweno
[efik Jusupovi}: œstotine poginulih MuslimanaŒ u {umi
Sadik Kova~evi}: oko 300 poginulih
Midhat Kadri}: oko 500 poginulih
Sejdalija Muminovi}: pet poginulih na jednoj ta~ki, „veliki broj“
izginulih i rawenih na drugoj
Kadrija Muratovi}: le{evi i raskomadana tela u {umi
Meho Ori}: 70 izginulih
Sadik Sal~inovi}: {est mrtvih
Gadafi Vejzovi}: œstotine le{evaŒ u {umi
Procena ovih gubitaka bi}e u~iwena na kraju.

VI. Postojawe minskih poqa du` putawe kretawa kolone

U 33 izjave kojima raspola`emo, govori se i o minskim poqima sa ko-
jima se kolona susretala, i to u izjavama:
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Seada Hasanovi}a
Azmira Jusufovi}a
Mensura Efendi}a
Nurifa Memi{evi}a
Ramiza Husi}a.
Zapravo, putawa kretawa kolone bila je zasejana minama, u toj meri da

ve{tak Tu`ila{tva Batler ka`e da je sakupqawe qudskih ostataka u okvi-
ru asanacije terena bilo ote`ano zbog opasnosti od mina.10

Pored izjava pre`ivelih iz kolone, i jedan dokumenat 28. divizije
potvr|uje postojawe minskih poqa u predelu Buqina.11

Ako pregledamo srpske izvore,12 na}i }emo na niz potvrda o postoja-
wu mina i minskih poqa du` puta kojim se kretala kolona.13–18

Da zakqu~imo, iz iznesenog proizilazi da je minskih poqa bilo goto-
vo celim putem kojim se kolona povla~ila. Iz vi{e izvora da se zakqu~iti
da je kolona nailazila na mine i da su i one, pored vojnih napada, prouzro-
kovale gubitke. Ta sada utvr|ena ~iwenica mora se povezati i sa procenom
sudsko-medicinskih protokola `rtava koje su sa~inili ve{taci Tu`ila-
{tva MKTBJ prilikom otkopavawa masovnih grobnica posle 1995 g.19 Ve-
liki broj tih protokola ukazuje na prisustvo metalnih fragmenata i pro-
jektila koji su u skladu sa hipotezom da su uzrok smrti bile mine i grana-
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10 Popovi} et al., Transcript, s. 20252, redovi 17–20 i 24–25 i 20253, red 1.
11 Dokumenat Ha{kog tribunala broj 0308–3838.
12 Blagojevi} and Joki}, OPT exhibit (dokazni predmet Tu`ila{tva) 617.
13 Veoma je bitno da se prisustvo mina u zoni odgovornosti Zvorni~ke brigade pouzda-

no dokumentuje zato {to je vojni ve{tak Tu`ila{tva, Ri~ard Batler, pod unakrsnim ispiti-
vawem uporno tvrdio: œ…we were able to conclude, particularly with respect to Zvornik, that the
individuals that were comming out of these particular mass graves and the associated secondari-
es…were not meeting the characteristics of combat casualities, in fact they were meeting the charac-
teristics of victims from crime scenes”, Popovi} et al., Transcript, p. 20250, lines 6–10. U prevodu:
„…bili smo u mogu}nosti da zakqu~imo u odnosu na Zvornik da pojedinci u tim masovnim
grobnicama i u sekundarnim grobnicama…nisu nosili obele`ja postradalih u borbenim
dejstvima, nego da su zapravo oni izgledali kao `rtve zlo~ina.“ Taj non{alantan „zakqu~ak“
ve{taka Batlera potpuno je sporan i analiza koju je stru~wak Istorijskog projekta Srebre-
nica, dr Qubi{a Simi}, izvr{io nad posmrtnim izve{tajima Ha{kog tu`ila{tva pokazuje
da je taj zakqu~ak neodr`iv. Vidi: http://www.srebrenica-project.com/sr/index.php?opti-
on=com_content&view=category&layout=blog&id=19&Itemid=17

14 Blagojevi} and Joki}, 15. jul 2004, Transcript, s. 11,963–11,979.
15 U.S. Immigration Court removal proceedings, In matter of Radenko Ubiparipovi}, File A

75 067 541, s. 132.
16 Blagojevi} and Joki}, 3 June 2004, Transcript, s. 10,265, 10,264, 10,222, 10,075, 10,082.
17 ICTY razgovor sa Nedeqkom Trkuqom, 28. septembar 2005, s. 10. Da bi mogle da pro-

puste muslimansku kolonu, srpske snage su morale da im prokr~e put kroz sopstvena minska
poqa.

18 Blagojevi} and Joki}, 25. maj 2004, s. 9868, 9869. Kada su kretale u napad na Srebre-
nicu, i srpske snage su morale da prokr~e put kroz minsko poqe koje su sami postavili.

19 http://www.srebrenica-project.com/sr/index.php?option=com_content&view=category&layout
=blog&id=19&Itemid=17.



te, ali samim tim iskqu~uju hipotezu da je ta `rtva mogla biti streqana.
Razlog je logi~an: qudi se ne streqaju topovima i minobaca~ima. Pored to-
ga, kao {to se moglo videti, postoje dokazi da su mine bile toliko mnogo-
brojne i {iroko rasprostrawene da su ~ak i srpske snage, koje su ih posta-
vile, morale da se pona{aju krajwe obazrivo, pa su ~ak i trpele gubitke,
najverovatnije od vlastitih mina.

VII. Strani izve{taji o gubicima koje je muslimanska kolona

pretrpela u povla~ewu

Raspola`emo i procenama muslimanskih gubitaka koji poti~u od po-
smatra~a i stru~waka koji nisu ni Srbi ni Muslimani.

(1) Po proceni zvani~nika UN iz Tuzle, Edvarda Xozefa (Edward Jo-
seph) pod datumom od 17. jula 1995. godine, „do tri hiqade je pogi-
nulo usput, najve}im delom u borbenim dejstvima protiv VRS i od
mina.“20

(2) Tokom svedo~ewa na su|ewu Popovi}u i ostalima, ve{tak Tu`ila-
{tva Ri~ard Batler priznao je pod unakrsnim ispitivawem da je
„razborito pretpostaviti“ da je u borbama stradalo izme|u 1.000
i 2.000 muslimana.21 Batler je period kada su muslimani pretrpe-
li te gubitke odredio od 12. do 18. jula, 1995.22

(3) Dodatne procene se nalaze u dnevnom „Izve{taju o stawu“ UNMO
(s. 19), pod datumom od 18. jula 1995.23 Tamo stoji da je 10–11. jula
1995. u proboj po{lo 12.000 do 15.000 qudi, od kojih je oko 3.000
bilo naoru`ano. Procewuje se da je 3.000 postradalo od minskih
poqa, snajpera i zaseda koje je postavqala VRS.

Kao i u slu~aju izjava koje su dali u~esnici u povla~ewu od Srebre-
nice do Tuzle, i ove cifre i procene moraju se tretirati vrlo obazrivo.
Procene stranaca kre}u se izme|u 1.000 i 3.000 gubitaka. ^ak ako bismo
prihvatili dowu, ili neku sredwu cifru, to bi i daqe predstavqalo zna-
tan deo od ukupnih qudskih gubitaka za koje muslimanska strana tvrdi da
ih je pretrpela. Ta cifra se ne sme me{ati sa `rtvama masakra ili genoci-
da, i ona se mora oduzeti od broja za koji se tvrdi da su bili streqani pro-
tivno zakonima i pravilima rata.
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20 Dokumenat ha{kog tribunala broj R043–3424.
21 Popovi} et al., Transcript, s. 20251, redovi 6–8.
22 Ibid., s. 20251, redovi 12–14.
23 Dokumenat ha{kog tribunala broj R003–8723.


