Commemorating the 25th Anniversary
of the Srebrenica Genocide
Amsterdam, June 2020

Index
4) Introduction
6) Chronology
13) Historical Narratives Introduction
16) Biographies - Ratko Mladić
18) Biographies - Radovan Karadžić
20) Op-Ed - The Power of Public
Opinion
22) Biographies - Slobodan Milošević
25) Interview - Sir Geoffrey Nice
28) Op-Ed - Contextualising Hate
31) Historical Narratives - The United
Nations
32) Historical Narratives - Dutchbat
33) Biographies - Thom Karremans
35) Biographies - Remko de Bruijne
37) Op-Ed - Lessons of History
39) Interview - Wolfgang Petritsch
43) Historical Narratives - The Untold
Narrative
44) Biographies - Naser Oric
47) Biographies - Hasan Hasanovic
49) Interview - Adnan Ćerimagić
54) Biographies - Hatidža Mehmedović

Remembering Srebrenica - 2

56) Interview - Sonja Biserko
61) Historical Narratives - The
Religious Aspect
63) Interview - Hans Bloom
66) Conclusion
67) Index & Information

Remembering Srebrenica - 3

Introduction
Context
This magazin has
been writen and
created by Bachelor
Students of European
Studies at the
University of
Amsterdam. As part
of their course
"European Studies at
Work" the students
were tasked with
creating a unique and
comprehensive
account of the
genocide of
Srebrenica through
the perspective of
public history. More
information is
available in the
imprint.
Amsterdam,
June 2020

Writing Public History:
“Commemorating the 25th Anniversary
of the Srebrenica Genocide”
"We spent two nights here in the fabric factory, those
were the nights of terror and horror. I remember that
during the daytime everything was normal and people
walked around, but with nightfall you would suddenly
hear screams coming from somewhere.”
“Here was a mass grave, here. And I was laying down.
You see a meadow full of dead people. Over there exactly
was a mass grave. I went around it and left. The soil here
is soaked with blood.”
These testimonies come from Nermina Dautbasic
Muminovic and Mevludin Oric respectively. They both
are survivors of the genocide committed by Bosnian Serb
forces on Bosniak Muslim boys and men around the town
of Srebrenica during the Bosnian War in 1995. During the
years that the world was set on fire by the events of the
Second World War Nazi Germany committed arguably
the worst genocide ever inflicted to human beings. Since
the ending of the deadliest conflict in history, Europe has
experienced a time of unprecedented peace in her
history. For almost 50 years the European continent was
free from such atrocities. That was until the Yugoslavian
Civil War broke out in 1991, during which the Bosnian
War developed into an ethnic conflict that in 1995
ultimately led to the first genocide committed on
European soil since 1945.
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Between 11 and 22 July 1995 more
than 8.000 Bosniak boys and men
were rounded up and killed
deliberately around the Bosnian town
of Srebrenica by units of the Bosnian
Serb Army of Republika Srpska that
were led by military commander Ratko
Mladic. A paramilitary unit from
Serbia called the Scorpions were also
involved in the slaughter of the
Bosniak Muslims. The genocide
occurred two years after the United
Nations (UN) in April 1993 had
declared the Muslim enclave of
Srebrenica a safe area that was
supposed to be protected by Dutchbat
soldiers that were stationed there
under the flag of the UN.

The coming month of July marks the
25th anniversary of the Srebrenica
genocide. To remember this event, we
as students of the University of
Amsterdam decided to write a report
to shine a new light on the events that
occurred before, during and after the
Srebrenica genocide. With this report
we hope to add a new perspective to
the ever-growing material that is
devoted to the remembrance and
investigation of the Srebrenica
massacre.
In this magazine, a number of topics
surrounding the Srebrenica genocide
shall be discussed, namely several

July 2020 marks the 25th anniversary of the
Srebrenica genocide.
The UN, however, failed to protect
Srebrenica and the town was
subsequently captured by the forces of
Mladic. The events that followed will
go down as one of the darkest pages in
recent European history.
„Nermineee, hajde dolamo, ja sam
dolamo. Slobodno kod Srba, svi
hajte…“
Ramo, who was calling for his 19-yearold son and others, on film, as an order
from the Serbian soldiers. He
screamed that they would not hurt
them and that they should come back,
not knowing that they would
eventually kill his son and the others.
Now, twenty-five years later, a statue
was made as a reminder.

interviews with actors in the process of
bringing justice to the victims of the
massacre, as well as a timeline to
summarize the events. In addition, a
historical context will be provided, to
shed a light on the history leading up
to the Srebrenica massacre.
Furthermore, there will be certain
questions regarding the massacre, the
answers of which will prove their
relevance, even today. These questions
include the question of how the
situation of the Rohingya in Myanmar
compares to that of the Bosnian
Muslims in Srebrenica, a search for an
insight in the minds of those that were
actively involved in committing the
genocide, and finally, the role played
the Scorpion video of the massacre.
Finally, there will be a set of
biographies of people associated with
the genocide.
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Remembering Srebrenica
Chronology
Having a coherent chronology is a
crucial part to writing public history.
Indeed, in order to understand the
nuances and complications of the
Srebrenica genocide calls for a clear
explanation of what exactly happened
around this period of time. This
chronology places the Srebrenica
massacre within the developments of
the Yugoslav wars, the aims for ethnic
separation of different parties and the
involvement of the international
community.

members of the Non-Aligned
Movement. Throughout Yugoslavia’s
existence, there had always been some
tensions between the various ethnic
groups. Under the rule of its first
president, Tito, these tensions were
kept under control. After Tito’s death
in 1980, the ethnic tensions worsened
leading to years of war. Some countries
desired independence which ultimately
led to Yugoslavia’s collapse.

After World War II, the Yugoslav
Union was re-established under
Communist rule, though the country's
leaders broke with the Soviet bloc in
1948. Josef Broz Tito, who came to
power in 1953, was one of the founding
Map of former Yugoslavia.
Provided by the
Cartographic Section of the
United Nations (CSUN)
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Chronology
1991 - Independence
within Reach

December 1991
Involvement of the European
Community in independence. The
European Community tells the
remaining Federal Republic of
Yugoslavia states to declare their
intention of becoming independent. This
leads Bosnia and Herzegovina and
Macedonia to opt for independence.
Macedonia was the only republic which
broke away from Yugoslavia peacefully.

June 25th 1991
Slovenia and Croatia both officially
declared their independence. They are
the first two states to do so.
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1992

1992: Referendum on
independence in Bosnia and
Herzegovina & Republika Srpska

1992: The Six Strategic Objectives
and the War in Bosnia and
Herzegovina

Bosnian Muslims and Bosnian Croats
voted in favour for the independence
of Bosnia and Herzegovina, and
Bosnian Serbs boycotted it. Bosnia and
Herzegovina proclaimed independence
but Bosnian Serbs said this was
unconstitutional. In January 1992, the
Bosnian Serbs declared the
“Proclamation of the Republic of the
Serb people of Bosnia and
Herzegovina”, also known as
Republika Srpska. The European
Community formally recognized the
independent Republic of Bosnia and
Herzegovina in April 1992.

Ethnic separation was outlined in a
document with six strategic objectives.
The strategic goals were implemented
by the Serb Assembly of the Republica
Srpska. The goals were concrete and
specific in how to separate Serbs from
the other two ethnic communities.
Several meetings over the course of
1992 took place to organize this.
Bosnian Serbs (who had not accepted
independence for Bosnia and
Herzegovina) had laid out plans for
ethnic separation. The plans for this
ethnic separation were very violent,
and aimed at terrorizing Muslims to
leave certain areas.
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May 1992
Radovan Karadžić (President of the
Republika Srpska) and his Bosnian
Serb government proclaim that they
want to be separate from the other
ethnic groups. He said: “Do not think
that you will lead Bosnia and
Herzegovina to hell and (as a result we
will) drive the Muslims to annihilation,
because (you) Muslims cannot defend
yourselves if a civil war breaks out in
this country.”
July 1992: London Conference

According to Miroslav Deronjić
(leading figure of the Serbian
Democratic Party), ethnic separation
in municipalities where Serbs were not
the majority would entail the “killings
of innocent people, widespread
looting, robbing of private property,
mainly from people of Muslim faith,
resulting in the intimidation of the
Muslim community and their fleeing
from the area.”
April 1992: End of the Socialist
Federal Republic of Yugoslavia
The Socialist Federal Republic of
Yugoslavia officially came to an end as
a new constitution was adopted
creating the Federal Republic of
Yugoslavia, consisting of just two of
the six republics – Serbia and
Montenegro. The UN denied their
request to automatically continue
membership as Yugoslavia.

Images of Serb-run detention camps in
Bosnia are leaked. These pictures
proved that the Federal Republic of
Yugoslavia assisted ethnic cleansing of
Bosnian Muslims. A conference in
London is held over this matter, and
the outcome is that all participants
should stop intervening across borders
and try to limit Bosnian Serbs from
(forcibly) taking over more territory,
close the Serb-run detention camps
and comply with Humanitarian Law.
November 1992
Military struggle in Eastern Bosnia
General Mladic (leader of the Army of
Republika Srpska) orders to militarily
defeat the Bosnian Muslim forces of
Naser Oric (Bosnian military officer)
and in the same order he says to
‘remove the civilian population.’
March 1993
By this point, there are 60,000 people
that have fled to Srebrenica. The
Bosnian Serb Army threatens to take
the enclave Srebrenica.
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1993

6 April 1993: Proclamation of
Srebrenica as Safe Zone
The Contact Group Plan (which
represented the UN and the EU)
offered significant territorial gain for
Bosnian Serbs, but the Serbs still
wanted several crucial strategic
territories, including Srebrenica. In
April 1993, the UN Security Council
(UNSC) referred to the actions of Serb
militias in Eastern Bosnia as
“genocide” and the UNSC Resolution
proclaimed Srebrenica as Safe Area. In
May, Sarajevo, Žepa, Goražde, Tuzla
and Bihać are also placed under UN
protection and declared as safe areas.

May 1993: Establishment of the
International Tribunal for
Former Yugoslavia ICTY
After the Bosnian Serbs voted against
the proposed peace plan in the
referendum, the war crimes intensified
and the UN established the ICTY.
June 1993: “lift-and-strike”
Resolution proposed by the UN
The UN Security Council voted on the
resolution to lift the UN weapons
embargo imposed on the army of
Bosnia and Herzegovina such that the
Bosnian Muslims were able to protect
themselves and launch air strikes.
However, the Resolution was defeated
and the UN embargo thus continued
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8 March 1995
Karadžić and Mladić issue Directive 7,
ordering the Army of Republika Srpska
to create an unbearable situation of
total insecurity with no hope of further
survival or life for the inhabitants of
Srebrenica. As a result, humanitarian
aid is supply convoys are restricted,
resulting in disastrous conditions in
Srebrenica.
11 July 1995

until 1995. With the still-imposed
embargo, the Bosnian Muslims were in
disadvantage and formed an easy
target for Serb forces.
March 1994: Washington
Agreement
The US started to get involves in the
peace negotiations in 1994, which
leads to the Washington Agreement.
The Agreement sets out a federation of
majority areas of Bosnian Muslims and
Bosnian Croats within Bosnia and
Herzegovina. The Muslim-Croat
federation turned out to be a turning
point in the peace negotiations and
ended the war (on ethnic division)
between Bosnian Croats and Bosnian
Muslims.
January 1995
A Dutch battalion arrives in
Srebrenica.

The Enclave is taken by Bosnian
Serbian forces, and between 25,000
and 35,000 Bosnian Muslims seek
refuge in Potocari, the UN compound.
That same day Mladić announces that
the enclave has fallen “on the eve of yet
another great Serb holiday” and that
“we give this town to the Serb people
as a gift. Finally […] the day has come
to take revenge on the Turks in this
region.”
Summer 1995: The Fall of
Srebrenica
The proclaimed Safe Area of
Srebrenica was not adequately
protected against Serb Forces. The UN
failed to provide refuge when Bosnian
Muslim women and children were
separated from men. Serb forces
separated the Bosnian Muslims men
and executed 8000. The attack on
Srebrenica started on the 6th of July
1995 and continued for some days. The
fall of Srebrenica had huge
consequences for the ethnic structure
of the population in Bosnia and
Herzegovina. The municipalities with
relative Muslim majority were seized
whilst the number of (absolute or
relative) Serb majority areas increased.
The drastic changes in the ethnic
structure demonstrate the pursuit of
ethnic cleansing and the strategic goal
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of Serb forces. Today Srebrenica is part
of Republika Srpska. The international
community did not respond quick
enough and in the meantime, the Serb
Forces took over Zepa, another Safe
Area. After the Serb forces had entered
Srebrenica on the 11th, the UN forces
acted too slow and did not prevent the
Serb forces from engaging in mass
executions for weeks. It was only
weeks after, on the 10th of August, that
the UN resolution was implemented,
aimed to safeguard detainees from
Serb forces.
August - September 1995: US
bombardments
The US and NATO became more
aggressive in the negotiations,
threatening to bomb Serb positions if
the military forces would not

withdraw. This led to the
announcement of Operation
Deliberate Force by the Secretary
General of NATO. During this
operation NATO conducted airstrikes
on Bosnian Serb positions around
Sarajevo for two weeks until the
Bosnian Serbs agreed and came to a
political settlement. On 14 September
the airstrikes were suspended for the
implementation of an agreement with
Bosnian Serbs to allow them to
withdraw their heavy artillery from
Sarajevo (the Bosnian capital). On 26
September an agreement for a peace
accord was reached between the
foreign ministers of Bosnia and
Herzegovina, Croatia and the FRY in
New York. This event led to a 60-day
ceasefire that came into effect on 12
October.
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Historical Narratives
Introduction

W

henever “genocide” is discussed, it is impossible to not think of
vivid, gruesome imagery of the Holocaust, after which peace was
restored to Europe and vows were made to never repeat the
horrible mistakes of the past. Reflecting on the Srebrenica
genocide therefore naturally invokes feelings of disbelief, outrage

“What happened in Srebrenica in 1995 and what should we
remember about the first genocide on the European Soil
after the World War II?”
even. In July 1995 more than 8000 Bosnian Muslim men and boys were killed
by Bosnian Serb forces during an attack on the so-called “safe area“ of
Srebrenica, despite the presence of Dutch peacekeepers. Srebrenica has been
condemned as a genocide by the ICTY in the Hague, resulting in several
publicised trials by the UN Criminal Tribunal and convictions for genocide.
Remembrance of Srebrenica however, comes with considerable difficulties.
Genocide denial is still persistent, Bosnian Serb and Serbian politicians
continue to discredit the massive human suffering that occurred. Attempts to
cover up the committed atrocities meant it took years to determine where the
killings had occurred, to explain how bodies of victims had been dispersed
around about 80 mass grave sites. 6400 individual victims were eventually
identified using DNA samples. The involvement of the international
community was therefore crucial, for instance for the establishment of the
Srebrenica Memorial Centre, which consists of a cemetery holding over 5000
of the 8000 victims, located in Republika Srpska, the part of BosniaHerzegovina that was handed over to the Bosnian Serbs in the Dayton peace
agreement, ending the war in Bosnia. Now, that the 25th anniversary of this
tragic event is near, it seems more important than ever to keep these
memories alive, to finally grant a voice to the victims.
Doing so means to come face to face with the horrendous human suffering
caused by genocide and war. Naturally then, one has a need for an explanation
of how this could have occurred, under the eyes of the international press,
under the protection of Dutch peacekeepers. Particularly in a European
context, with the shared legacy and horrors of the Holocaust,
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how could another genocide in “our
own backyard” be allowed to happen
and how should we attempt to
understand and remember it?
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Remembering
Srebrenica
The Perpetrators
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Biographies
Ratko Mladić
atko Mladić was born on 12 March 1943 in
Kalinovik, a Bosnian village south of
Sarajevo. His father, Neda Mladić, died
when he was 2 years old, fighting against
pro-Nazi Croatian troops in 1945. Growing
up in Tito’s Yugoslavia, Ratko Mladić joined the Yugoslav
People’s Army in 1961, as well as the League of Communists in
Yugoslavia that same year, which he left only after its dissolution
in 1990. Gradually making a name for himself within military
ranks, Mladić was eventually appointed as a Deputy Commander
in 1991 and served as an army general during the Yugoslav Wars
(1991-2001), fighting first under the Yugoslav People’s Army and
later under the flag of Republika Srpska. Mladić played a crucial
role in the Siege of Sarajevo, which aimed to make Sarajevo the
capital of a new ethnically Serbian state, Republika Srpska,
which Mladić was a firm believer in. During his time as an army
general, he was dubbed ‘The Butcher of Bosnia’ by international
media outlets which covered his participation in the ethical
cleansing campaign underpinned by Greater Serbian ambitions.

R

Later, when Mladić was prosecuted for his activity during the
Yugoslav Wars but especially during the Bosnian Wars
(1992-1995), his crimes were divided into three stages: The war
around Prijedor, Bosnia, the Siege of Sarajevo and the
Srebrenica Genocide in 1995. In Srebrenica, Mladić oversaw the
killing of about 8,000 Muslim boys and men, which had fled to
the town in an attempt to escape the approaching Serbian army.
Mladić’s forces took UN soldiers as hostages, strategically
transported women and girls out of town and eventually carried
out what would later be called the ‘Srebrenica massacre’. Sixteen
years later Mladić was captured in May 2011 in Belgrade and
brought
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to the International Criminal
Tribunal for the former
Yugoslavia (ICTY) in the Hague.
There has since been much
debate regarding Mladić’s
motives and reasonings. His
defence argued that Mladić had
been a life-long career soldier
who solely served his Bosnian
Serb countrymen and obeyed
orders from above. Rather than
carrying out crimes, he followed
military ambitions aimed at the
protection of Serbia. In
November 2017 Ratko Mladić
was given a life sentence at the
age of 74, after the hearing of
300 witnesses and the

evaluation of 10,000 pieces of
evidence by the judges. The
prosecutor frequently quoted
Mladić who, for instance, stated
in 1993 that his ‘wish is for
Muslims to completely
disappear’. He was found guilty
of 11 charges including
genocide, murder and terror
both against The Charter of
Human Rights and the Customs
of War.
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Biographies
Radovan Karadžić
adovan Karadzic was born in 1945. He
played a major role during the Srebrenica
genocide, as he was the president of
Republika Srpska during the Bosnian war
and this event in specific. In 2016, the
Yugoslavia Tribunal in The Hague founded Karadzic guilty of
genocide, crimes against humanity and war crimes. The Tribunal
sentenced him to 40 years imprisonment. In an appeal two years
later, Karadzic’s sentence was upscaled to life imprisonment.
Karadzic was born to a cobbler father and a peasant born mother
in a little town called Petnjica, located in the country of
Montenegro within Yugoslavia. As an adolescent, he enrolled in
a medical student program in the Bosnian capital Sarajevo,
before further specializing in psychiatry at Columbia in New
York and in a Danish hospital. A befriended writer, Dobrica
Cosic, encouraged Karadzic to start a career in politics. During
the late eighties, most of the citizens of the federal states of
Yugoslavia did not have the aspiration to be a part of Yugoslavia
any longer. However, Karadzic and the Srpska Demokratska
Stranka, the political organisation co-founded by him, did not
share this view on Yugoslavia’s future. Subsequently, Karadzic
declared multiple regions within Bosnia to be an autonomous
Serbian area in September 1991. During a referendum in 1992,
99% of Bosnia and Herzegovina opted for independence from
Yugoslavia. However, Karadzic encouraged his followers to
boycott his referendum. On April 6th, the government of Bosnia
declared its independence from Yugoslavia, one day later the
army attacked Sarajevo. This action was the trigger of the
Bosnian War, with the Srebrenica genocide as one of the most
tragic events of this time. Karadzic was, de facto, the only person
with the authority to stop the genocide from happening, yet he
actively initiated the atrocities. Karadzic himself justified

R
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his actions by claiming it was in
defendence of the Serbians.
Karadzic lived in freedom up to
2008. From 1997 onwards, two
years after the ratification of the
Dayton Agreement, Karadzic
was on the run from the United
Nations. In the following years,
the United States promised five
million American dollars in
exchange for concrete
whereabouts regarding
Karadzic’s (and fellow genocide
operater Ratko Mladic’s) hiding
place. In 2008, he was located
in Belgrade, where he worked as
a doctor using alternative
medicines under the alias

Dragan David Dabic. He was
arrested and brought to court in
The Hague, where he was
sentenced based on a total of
twelve counts. While Karadzic
was found guilty of the
Srebrenica genocide, the
prosecutors were not able to
hold him accountable for
genocide committed in another
Bosnian municipality. Further
counts included charges such as
extermination, murder,
deportation, ethnic cleansing,
inhumane acts and the taking of
hostage.
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Op-Ed
The power of public opinion
By Misak Kocharyan
n June 1 of 2005, during the Milosevic trial, the
prosecutor Sir Geoffrey Nice showed the Court a
crucial piece of evidence that proved that Serbian
paramilitary forces actively participated in war
crimes, rather than - as the defense claimed - just
defending Bosnian Serbs. The video depicted the
execution of 6 teenage boys during the Srebrenica massacre by the Serb
paramilitary group called the ‘Scorpions’. The video, which had been recorded
by Scorpion members themselves, became known as the “smoking gun” of the
trial. It showed how members of the Scorpions were blessed by a Serbian
orthodox priest, before they executed the teenage boys who showed traces of
severe beatings and torture. To make matters worse, they were first verbally
degraded and mocked while the cameraman complained casually about the
battery charge. The shocking reactions to the video were immediate
throughout the world, including of course Serbia and Bosnia. While Milosevic
argued that Serbia did not participate in military operations in Bosnia the
video stated the opposite, as it depicted ‘Scorpios” operating under Serbian
command within 30 km from Srebrenica. For the first time, the Bosnian and
Serbian public could see the faces of humiliated and unarmed young victims,
next to the faces of armed perpetrators. The short video also touched the
Serbian public on an emotional level and became instrumental in forming its
perception of the Yugoslav wars.

O

In addition to shaking Belgrade’s credibility that Serbia did not take part in
the conflict, the gruesome images shown on Serbian public television
damaged the ultra-nationalist myths of ‘heroic Serbian warriors honourably
fighting in Bosnia’. This resulted in the Serbian authorities condemning the
actions of the Scorpions and promising to hold the responsible people
accountable.
In fact, in 2005 Serbia was governed by the nationalist party of Koštunica,
which protected the main perpetrators of Srebrenica (Mladić and Karadžić)
from extradition. However, the video led the Serbian government to officially
condemn the actions and issue a public apology. President Tadić launched an
initiative for the national parliament to adopt a resolution condemning the
massacre. Moreover, in July 2005 he visited Srebrenica to pay his respects,
and apologize at the 10-year commemoration of the massacre. Indeed, soon
after proclamations of indignation and shock, both the general public and
politicians took more of a defensive approach to the issue, as any admission
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of guilt could have contributed to
Serbia being held accountable for
genocide at the International Court of
Justice. Although Koštunica did not
really improve cooperation with the
ICTY, several members of the
Scorpions were arrested, prosecuted,
and sentenced for imprisonment by
Serbian authorities. In retrospect, the
initial reaction of Serbian public soon
changed as politicians manipulated
and relativized the content of the
video. They shifted their strategy of
denial to recognition of the facts,
accompanied with strong advocacy of
“Scorpions are not Serbia”, and
eventually avoided any
responsibilities. 25 years later,

ICTY’s core mission: rebuilding
international peace, and security by
holding those accountable for their
crimes.

“Serbia still has not accepted full responsibility
for the Srebrenica massacre.”
Serbia still has not accepted full
responsibility for the Srebrenica
massacre and some of the perpetrators
involved are already released and once
again active in the Serbian politics
today. However, broadcasting of the
short video to a wide audience proved
to be extremely important for both
narrating public history and - to some
extent - to transitional justice. It
undermined the Serbian ultranationalist narrative and offered the
Serbian public an opportunity to form
an opinion based on evidence. Finally,
although Serbia did not admit
committing a genocide, its acting
authorities stated an official apology
and made small, but substantial steps
towards reconciliation by visiting the
Srebrenica memorial. Obviously,
justice was far from being served at the
ICTY, yet the video contributed to the
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Biographies
Slobodan Milošević
lobodan Milosevic, born in 1941 in
Požarevac, served as Serbian politician and
administrator. Milosevic led the Socialist
Party of Serbia after its formation and
became president of Serbia in 1989. During
his presidency, he supported Serbian nationalist policies which
contributed to the disintegration of the Yugoslav Republic. In
1989 on the 600th anniversary of the Battle of Kosovo, Milosevic
delivered the famous Gazimestan speech. That speech sparked
ethnic tensions, and is said to be the turning point when
Milosevic started his policy of a Greater Serbia supporting
Serbian minorities in Yugoslavia. Milosevic was the President of
the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia from 1997 to 2000.

S

As a student at the University of Belgrade, Milosevic joined the
Communist Party of Yugoslavia. Before going into politics,
Milosevic showed interest in business administration and
became the president of a prominent Belgrade bank. He
eventually became the head of the local communist party in
Belgrade. As party leader, he gave a speech in 1987 in which he
resurrected Serbian nationalism by saying “You will not be
beaten”. This was the first statement which explicitly stated the
communist party’s support of a nation within the Yugoslav
federation. When the League of Communists of Yugoslavia (LCY)
split into separate parties, Milosevic directed the transformation
of the LCS into the Socialist Party of Serbia in 1990. In his fight
against the transition towards a confederation, Milosevic used
the Serbian diaspora in Yugoslavia to induce nationalist
sentiments. As a politician, he is known for his use of populist
rhetoric, appealing to nationalist sentiments demanding more
Serbian power. Milosevic has received the nickname “Butcher of
the Balkans”, referring to the lack of empathy with which he
ruled during the Yugoslav wars.
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Until 1992, Milosevic was
against Bosnia and
Herzegovina’s independence
and aimed to preserve
Yugoslavia under Serbian
control with the Socialist
Republic of Bosnia and
Herzegovina as part of it. When
the Republic of Bosnia and
Herzegovina voted in favour of
independence, Milosevic
supported the Serbian militias
who attacked the Republic to
secure and mainly to expand
Serb territory. He participated
in crimes regarding the removal
of non-Serbs from Serbcontrolled areas as well as the

planned ethnic cleansing of
many Bosnian Muslims.
Milosevic refused to punish
Mladic for the murder of
thousands of Bosnian men in
Srebrenica, in fact he had prior
knowledge of Mladic’s plans in
Srebrenica. Karadzic and Mladic
remained free and moved to
Serbia under the protection of
Milosevic until he was charged
with war crimes and moved to
The Hague in 2001. In Court,
Milosevic denied any accusation
involving his role in the planned
dissolution of Yugoslavia and
the mapping of Bosnia and
Herzegovina. In regards to the
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fall of Srebrenica, Milosevic has
been accused of having prior
knowledge of the massacre. The
International Tribunal for the
former Yugoslavia (ICTY)
charged Milosevic in 1999 with
war crimes and complicity in
genocide in the enclave of
Srebrenica, but the trials ended
without verdict when Milosevic
died in 2006. The trials were
live-streamed which evoked
commotion and fueled tensions
among Serbs who realised
Serbia’s responsibility for
committing the war crimes.
However, Milosevic’s
supporters continue to uphold
the argument that the trial was
unfairly set up by the West. The
fact that Milosevic’s death
resulted in no verdict on the
charges has also been
capitalised by deniers. There are
political forces who still regard
him as a great leader and use
the trial to fuel anti-EU
sentiments. The Serbian
President Aleksander Vucic
called Milosevic a “great Serbian
leader”, whose intentions were
correct but who failed to fulfill
them. It is part of the trend of
historical revisionism going on
in Serbia.
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“The potential to do horrifying evil is so
great, that unless we have a public
awareness of these things, we will do
them again.” - Sir Geoffrey Nice

F

ormer prosecutor of Slobodan Milosevic, Sir Geoffrey
Nice, on questions regarding the importance of
remembrance of Srebrenica and the concept of genocide
from a legal perspective. - By Leonard Kersting

1) What is your legal definition of the term genocide and
why is it challenging to convict someone – in your case
Slobodan Milosevic – of this specific crime?
There are many arguments that you can raise for saying the world would have
been better if genocide had never become a legal crime. It would be better if it
had remained a sociological concept. Legally, if genocide would simply be
covered by the charge of crimes against humanity, then the law would have
been simpler, but no less significant. For the lawyer, using the term genocide
is really sensitive and difficult. Quite a lot of my recent work, for example
concerning the Uighurs in North-West China, who are being incarcerated in
concentration camps, concerns whether it can be showed if genocide is
happening there. Returning to the Milosevic trial, one has to consider that
genocide was only charged in Bosnia, although it could and probably should
have been charged in Kosovo and where it might would havve been easier to
prove. Although Srebrenica might be seen as the centre-point of the Bosnian
conflict and the worst part of it, it is not everything because that would include
a lot more issues.
2) You once argued that,“ICTY trials had several objectives, including
bringing retribution and achieving deterrence but they never sought to write
history and those who would seek historical truth in the trial record might be
disappointed.” What is your opinion concerning this interpretation?
It is probably a statement that I would not make in the same ways nowadays.
It is very respectful of the position taken by the prosecutor and the judges and
everybody else The traditional view on historical truth in trials has been that it
is dangerous and wrong to look at trial records for history and explanation,
but I think over the last 10 years my view has definitely changed. I do think
people can look to the evidence in trials for historical truth. Moreover,
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considering the very formal approach
to criminal trials, there is a perception
of conviction, justice and punishment,
which is unhelpful because it is
overstated. For example, if a court
decides genocide is not proven, this
just means that based on the evidence
the court was not able to convict the
respective perpetrator. Adversely, if
the judges find that genocide could be
proven in the same case but on other
evidence, then maybe history may be
formed differently, it is no more and
no less than that.
3) How do you perceive this topic to
be addressed in public discourse,
especially in non-academic circles?

The answer is probably yes, but. I
think it would not be helpful to have a
school course headed the world's
genocides dealing with Armenia, the
Holocaust, Rwanda, possibly Bosnia,
because although these may be the
ones that are proved on evidence for
genocide, but it is not an appropriate
umbrella term. Nevertheless, it is
absolutely essential. We all understand
the depths of wickedness, none of us
are free. We are all able to commit
these awful things and what is critical
is that we find mechanisms for
reducing them. It is a very interesting
time, the combination between the
Coronavirus and Black Lives Matter
movement, it makes people think quite

“I think we should all learn about atrocities but
not only focus on those labelled as genocides.”
I have to work on the basis that there
will be misunderstandings about
Srebrenica, that’s why I usually have to
shock them. Because people come and
think that genocide is the worst of all
possible crimes and it involves killing
lots of people. If you would go out on
the street and ask people what
genocide means, they will probably say
something like “killing a lot of people”,
or “worst crime” or “massacre”. But of
course, none of that even gets remotely
close to what the crime of genocide is.
The crime of genocide is a crime about
what is in the head of the person doing
it.

a lot about that themselves. I think we
should all learn about atrocities but
not to focus on those that happened to
be labelled as genocides. Because that
is not the necessary underlying
teaching objective.

4) Do you think genocides are an
important subject to address to
everyone on the high-school level and
if the particular case of Srebrenica
should be a central issue?

Yes, I broadly agree, yet I am not sure
if Srebrenica is a paradigm case for
that. Nazi Germany certainly does,
because of the rise of a certain type of
politician that we are seeing rising all

5) Do you think the case of Srebrenica
is relevant in our current situation,
considering that many contemporary
institutions, who we rely on to prevent
further tragedies, failed to respond to
the developments in 1995? In a sense,
if it happened back then, it could also
happen now and here. Do you agree
with this argument?
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around the world. I am sure that there
are other examples of atrocities all
educated people should have some
knowledge. After all, Srebrenica
occurred in a rather unusual historical
setting of a six territory federation
splitting up and one of those territories
having a particular hegemonic
ambition, which it was prepared to see
through, namely a ‘Greater Serbia’.
That is not necessarily something that
one would find in other countries, but
I am not saying that the initial
argument is wrong, I am just saying
that there is no need for a generalized
application of this case.
6) How important do you consider
public memory in general and in
particular concerning Srebrenica?

I regard it as extremely important, The
potential for destruction and selfdestruction is so great. The potential to
do horrifying evil is so great, that
unless we have a public awareness of
these things, we will do them again.
We are going to do them again in any
case, but it is a case about how often
we do it. It is unclear to what extent
public awareness is necessary within
the intelligence systems. If you would
have taken everyone in your country
and in my country and say this is now
a dictatorship and you are all
absolutely obliged to sit in front of a
television for one hour every morning
and listen to these lectures about
atrocities around the world would you
have achieved societal gain? I am not
sure. And I am neither sure that crosssocietal awareness is a good thing.
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Op-Ed
By Janvier Benoit
“What depths of hatred is required to persuade people to
take part in mass murder and to believe that they are
doing something heroic, or even virtuous? ”

Hate for the other seems to be all
around us, whether it’s the massacre of
Muslims by an individual in New
Zealand or one that is organised by a
nation as seen in Srebrenica, hate is
prevalent. It’s 2020 and we’re still
perplexed in understanding the
fervour behind such hateful acts. How
can we deconstruct the machinery of
hatred that lies inside each of us? By
unpicking the mechanics of hatred, we
can reveal how this dangerous emotion
has been consciously stoked, fuelled
and manipulated throughout history
drawing ordinary people into acts of
atrocity. The Srebrenica massacre is
arguably the greatest single atrocity on
European soil since the defeat of Nazi
Germany. But what depths of hatred is
required to persuade people to take
part in mass murder and to believe
that they’re doing something heroic, or
even virtuous?
The popular Serbian song "Karadžić,
Lead Your Serbs'' is a clue. Considered
an expression of triumph and
celebration even though it glorifies

one of the most shocking episodes in
recent European history, a war waged
in the name of ethnic purity, in which
thousands were murdered for simply
belonging to the wrong ethnic group.
Srebrenica shows the world how
history can be weaponized, how ritual,
literature and even music can be used
to inspire people to violence. The
conscious manipulation of popular
sentiment and the careful and
deliberate use of myth and memory to
instil distrust, fear and ultimately
hatred for the other. Srebrenica was
the final destination of a journey that
began many years earlier with mere
words.
In 1989 Gazimestan, Kosovo, Slobodan
Milosevic addressed a large crowd of
Serbs commemorating the 600th
anniversary of the Battle of Kosovo in
1389, a battle in which the medieval
Serbian Kingdom was defeated by the
Ottoman army, ushering in centuries
of Ottoman occupation in Serbia. As
orthodox clerics looked on from the
front row, Milosevic said to the crowd
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‘Serbians, 6 centuries later are again
engaged in battles facing a similar
threat to our existence’, as he invoked
the spirit of the man said to have
assassinated the Sultan Murad II, the
Serb national hero and knight, Miloš
Obilić. An individual which has been
cast as a Christ figure whilst
simultaneously casting Muslims in the
Balkans as Christ killers. This speech
resonated powerfully in Serbian public
opinion at a time when other nations
in Yugoslavia were trying to become
independent, this evidently summoned
fear and vulnerability in Serbs living
outside of Serbia.

rid of because it is a purifying right, a
baptism of the blood. He was
preparing Serbian public opinion in
reconceptualising their Muslim
neighbours, not as fellow citizens but
as the living embodiment of Ottoman
oppression, as Turks. This marks the
beginning of the overt hate and
propaganda projected towards their
Muslim neighbours. Radovan Karadžić
will spend the rest of his life in prison,
however his acts place him in the
minds of those who follow him in a
long and illustrious heritage of
martyrdom to the cause of a certain
conception of European civilisation,
and entrenches his heroic status
among adherence of far-right anti-

“The hatred, present in Srebrenica 25 years ago, prevails
today. From the killing fields of Bosnia to the internet
forums of the far-right.
Milosevic’s Gazimestan speech shows
us the beginning of a process key to the
creation of collective hatred, through
the weaponization of history. This is
nothing new, this technique is often
responsive to the perceived tensions
that have played out in the past,
hatchets that have been buried but can
be dug up, somehow using history as a
critical tool of identity creation,
collective hate is the product of
organisation and the mobilisation of
groups.

Islamic ideology. This hatred prevails
today, from the killing fields of Bosnia
to the internet forums of the far-right.
What Europeans thought were ancient
hatred has emerged globally once
again, Karadžić has been an
inspiration to the far-right and Bosnia
has served as an event that has
normalised that combustible and
dangerous emotion.

Leaders like Radovan Karadžić were
masters of the retelling of that history.
Instilling fear that if Serbs want to
once again resist occupation and
persecution, they must be the ones
initiating the violence, so any basic
human revulsion one might have about
the idea of instigating must be gotten
Remembering Srebrenica - 29

Remembering Srebrenica
The International Community
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Historical Narratives
The United Nations
t is widely accepted that the Dutch government and
their contribution to the United Nations Protection
Force played a significant role in allowing for the
genocide to occur. However, the role of the UN and
their lack of action is often forgotten or downplayed
as a cause of the Srebrenica genocide. The Dutchbat
mission followed UN Security Council Resolution 819, which sought to
establish a safe zone in the town of Srebrenica, placing it under the protection
of UN troops. This safe zone would be characterised by its lack of conflict, a
place where civilians, who were targeted by Bosnian and Serb paramilitary
forces, would be protected from ethnic cleansing. The UN limited the number
of peacekeepers to be stationed at Srebrenica in order to appease Mladić, the
leader of pro-Serbian forces in the area, who feared that the safe zone would
be used as an operating base to attack his troops. This meant that the
Dutchbat forces were both severely limited in size and firepower,
tremendously complicating their efforts to protect the refugees and civilians
who had amassed in what they hoped to be a safe area.
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Furthermore, the region surrounding Srebrenica was also completely under
the control of Mladić’s forces, detrimentally limiting vital supplies, thereby
causing a food and medicine shortage. On 6 July, Serbian forces attacked the
safe zone, armed with over 2000 well equipped soldiers, as well as tanks and
artillery support. UN resolution 819 meant that the UN soldiers were merely
allowed to return fire in necessary self-defence and were thus restricted in
their ability to effectively protect the town. The requests from Dutchbat for air
support and reinforcements were subsequently denied and only limited air
cover from NATO was sent, which was revoked when Serbian military
threatened to execute UN hostages. Due to a lack of firepower, as Dutchbat
was only equipped with armoured personnel carriers and anti-tank weapons
whatsoever, Srebrenica was soon captured and its peacekeepers showed little
resistance. While some fault must be attributed to the Dutch Ministry of
Defence, for allowing its soldiers to be placed in such an arguably
compromising position, the UN’s response should also clearly be scrutinised
for so poorly anticipating and preparing for the attack.
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Historical Narratives
Dutchbat
Nonetheless, in July 2014, a Dutch court determined
that the Dutch government was liable for the deaths
of over 300 Bosnians, which had occurred at
Srebrenica, finding that remaining relatives were
owed compensation. The Netherlands faced harsh
criticism and public outrage over its role in the crisis,
especially the Dutch soldiers who had been stationed in Srebrenica were often
blamed and scrutinised. Gerald Verhaegh was one the 370 Dutch soldiers
attempting to protect the Muslim enclave. He speaks about past events with
disbelief and anger over their helplessness and inability to prevent this
tragedy: “We did what we could”. At the present time, the Netherlands has
been the only country held partially accountable for Srebrenica. Now that 25
years have passed since the genocide, more information has come to the
surface as survivors seek justice, particularly in the Netherlands as the country
reflects on Srebrenica’s legacy. A reconstruction of decisions made during the
evacuation of the UN safe area suggests that many critical decisions were
taken in Sarajevo, of which the UN was in command. However, other vital
questions about, for instance, the involvement of Dutchbatters in the
separation of Bosnian men and women remain unanswered.

N

Nevertheless, Srebrenica has undeniably left its mark on the involved Dutch
soldiers, as 40% have needed psychological support and some have undergone
years of counselling. Verhaegh puts the blame on the UN’s and individual
government’s lack of action and lack of support, he speaks of feeling
abandoned. In countless other interviews, the veterans share their horror
stories of the enclave, their feeling of desperation as they were overpowered by
the Serbs and in later stages their rage at the UN for not providing the
necessary support. On the annual National Memorial Day of the Srebrenica
Genocide on July 11, 2019, a group of veterans announced that they will take
the State to court. They are making the claim that they were given an
impossible mission by the government and are requisition compensation as a
result. They want their image restored for not being able to save those in the
Muslim enclave.
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Biographies
Thom Karremans
he commander of the Dutchbat troops
during the Srebrenica massacre was Thom
Karremans. He was born in Apeldoorn in
1948 and followed his military career in the
seventies at the dutch Royal Military
Academy. In 1979 he was part of the UN Peace Force in Lebanon
and later also worked with NATO in Belgium, where he was
involved with arms control. His first military experience in
Bosnia was in 1991 as he joined the EC observation committee.
After having been commander of the infantry battalion in Assen,
Karremans returned to Bosnia in 1994 when he was named
commander of Dutchbat III, which was sent to the enclave of
Srebrenica as a peacekeeping mission. Due to the Serbian
attacks the food stocks were very low in the enclave which led
Karremans to send out an alarm-fax to the UN. He stated that
his troops could not ameliorate the situation with the scarcity of
food and supplies and warned for a catastrophe if no assistance
was sent their way. During the attack of the Serbian army
between 6 and 11 July Thom Karremans subsequently asked for
air support six times without an adequate result. After the
Serbian forces entered Srebrenica Karremans tried to negotiate
with Mladic for the Bosnian muslims to be transferred
somewhere safely. These negations were captured on camera
and resulted in a large amount of critique on Karremans’ stance
and lack of leadership. When Mladic accuses Karremans of
attacking his troops, Karremans responds by saying: “I’m just
the pianist, don’t shoot the pianist.” Mladic then answers: “You
are a bad pianist.” Thom Karremans and his troops later helped
separate the Muslim men from the women and children. He
received a gift from Mladic, which he seemed to enthusiastically
accept and furthermore toasted with Mladic. After the return of
Dutchbat to Zagreb, Karremans even praised the military
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strategy of Mladic. However, the
dutch Minister of Defence did
not seem to agree with the
critiques and promoted Thom
Karremans to colonel. It was
after his retirement, when he
came back to the Netherlands,
that Karremans was again faced
with substantial critique, even
receiving death threats,
prompting him to move to
Spain. In a report by the NIOD
he was however exonerated and
was rehabilitated by the Dutch
Minister of Defence in 2006
when he received a badge, as a
sign of remembrance.
Karremans is the author of the

book “Srebrenica, who cares?”,
in which he gives an account of
the events that took place in
Srebrenica. One of the causes of
the genocide Karremans speaks
about is a lack of responsibility
taken by members of the UN.
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Biographies
Remko de Bruijne
Remko de Bruijne was born in the Dutch
city Middelburg, Zeeland, in 1974. In 1993,
he enlisted in the Dutch army and shortly
after was deployed to Bosnia with the
United Nations Protection Force. Most of
the Dutch forces stationed in the different regions of the former
Yugoslavia saw fairly routine service which mostly consisted of
patrolling various towns and rural areas. However, de Bruijne
was stationed in Srebrenica under UN Security Council
resolution 819. In an interview discussing the events, he
explained that he and other soldiers could feel a buildup before
the Bosnian Serbs overran the town, yet still no further support
was given to his unit. His actions that day were mostly due to the
orders he received, which were to help evacuating the women of
the town while the Bosnian Serb Army was capturing the men.
Many of the Dutchbat soldiers felt guilty and ashamed they left
many refugees to be captured and killed in order to protect the
rest. In the years after the massacre, he would suffer from severe
mental distress. He remained in the army until the end of his
contract in 1998, yet his military past would stay with him. He
would go on to experience trouble with sleeping and a feeling of
being constantly physically ill. This was also accompanied by
vivid flashbacks to the incident that would continue to haunt
him and lead to him being given medication to cope with his
mental trauma. These are all indicators of PTSD, but de Bruijne
was never diagnosed with the disorder.
In 2004, 200 members of Dutchbat, including de Bruijne
himself, initiated legal proceedings to sue the Dutch Ministry of
Defence for what had occurred in July of 1995. The main reason
for the claims was that as a result of the actions and decisions of
the Dutch military, the Dutchbatters were portrayed in a
very negative light by the media, mainly as cowards, who helped
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those planning on committing
genocide. Another reason for
the claims was that the military
would not give compensation to
all of the Dutchbat
peacekeepers, who requested it,
and only to some of those, who
were diagnosed with mental
trauma or PTSD. However,
these claims were put on hold
when the Dutch government
agreed to help change the
portrayal of the Dutchbat
soldiers and give more of them
the required compensation.
Although de Bruijne agreed to
postponing any legal suit, he
was sceptical of what the

government would do. After this
ordeal, he became a support
worker for military veterans
who are suffering from PTSD
and other forms of trauma. In
2018, he decided to speak
publicly about Srebrenica and in
2019 attended the sentencing of
Radovan Karadzic. Later, he
publicly declared his negative
opinions on the Dutch
government's position of what
happened in Srebrenica. He is
still very active in trying to
receive compensation for
veterans, who developed
psychological traumas after the
massacre.
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Op-Ed
What can we learn from Srebrenica in
order to address the Rohingya
Genocide? By Zoé Elkær Nicot
n 2020, the International Court of Justice has
ordered provisional measures on Myanmar, ordering
it to protect the Rohingya people, who have been
subject to genocide and genocidal intent at least since
2012. The eruption of violence against the Rohingya
that began in 2012 can now be described as a
disastrous humanitarian crisis. In July 1995, 8000 Bosnian Muslim men and
boys were killed in Srebrenica. This became a symbol of the failure of the
international community to prevent genocide. What lessons from Srebrenica
can be learned, in order to ensure that Myanmar complies with the provisional
measures, including effective action by the International Community? One
lesson from the Srebrenica genocide is the evolution of international law.
Individual criminal prosecutions were brought against the ICTY, which
triggered developments on individual criminal responsibility and more
generally on the law of Genocide. The statute of the International Criminal
Court was signed 3 years after Srebrenica. Thus, the Court is able to try
individuals with what the international community considers to be the gravest
crimes: genocide, war crimes, crimes against humanity and the crime of
aggression. Another important development that took place as a consequence
of Srebrenica, was the establishment of the ‘Responsibility to Protect’ (R2P)
doctrine. The 2001 Report of the International Commission on Intervention
and State Sovereignty introduced the concept, and focuses on the duty to
protect citizens from gross violations of human rights. Therefore, if a state is
not able to exert this duty, the international community must intervene,
although it may constitute an intrusion into sovereignty. Finally, yet another
lesson from Srebrenica concerning the international community is the socalled “immunity dilemma”, which captures the problematic issue that while
in service, UN international civilian peacekeepers, UN civilian police and
others enjoy immunity. This legally protects peacekeepers for acts they
perform while on duty. This raises the question whether wrongful acts
committed by the UN should be attributable to the UN, the recruiting country,
or both. The UN Security Council deadlock might also not help resolve this
problem, but reform of UN peacekeeping is definitely needed. It remains to be
seen whether these developments in international law and the lessons learned
from the failures of the international community in Srebrenica will influence
the way in which the Rohingya Genocide will be approached by the
International Community. The process of holding the perpetrators in
Myanmar accountable has started via several legal routes, including through
the International Criminal Court and the International Court of Justice.

I
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Hopefully, the developments of
concepts such as genocide,
accountability and the responsibility to
protect in the aftermath of Srebrenica
will have a positive effect on the
effectiveness of the legal procedures in
Myanmar.
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"Today,
Srebrenica is
influenced
by a pattern
of divided
commemora
tion"

25

years after the genocide in
Srebrenica Wolfgang
Petritsch, the former UN
High Representative for
Bosnia and Herzogovina, talks about the
current state of public memory in the
region, how it has developed and which
socio-political obstacles still have to be
dealt with. - By Maximilian Lehmann
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1) 25 Years after the genocide, how do
you perceive the construction of the
Srebrenica Memorial and Cemtery
today?
The memorial and the burial site have
become the central memorial of the
Bosnian war, both in a negative and
positive way. Positive because it is
particularly important and relevant for
the survivors. Negative because there
is still the hesitant and unenforced
recognition on the perpetrators side of
the events in Srebrenica, despite the
factual establishment by international
courts.

concerning historical events of such
fatal significance. There are always
those who downplay the role of the
perpetrators while at the same time
ignoring the opinion of the survivors.
A similar discourse could be seen in
Germany and Austria after the Second
World War.
3) How did you take care of the
security concerns regarding the
Memorial in Potocari?
In my capacity on site I was able to
make the then-President of the
Republika Srpska, Mirko Šarović, fully
responsible for the security and the
safety of the memorial site.

"I think that true historical reconciliation can only be
done by a new, young and local generation."
2) During your time as UN High
Representative for Bosnia and
Herzegovina you envisioned the
current Srebrenica Memorial and
Cemetery in Potocari. Which
challenges and difficulties did you face
during this time?
First, it was difficult to find a common
position among the survivors and their
respective organizations. Secondly,
when I arrived in Sarajevo I was faced
with diverging positions between the
local stakeholders and the
international community. One of the
main concerns from the present
peacekeeping forces was that a
memorial in Potocari would constitute
a serious security risk, due to its
location within the Republika Srpska.
In general, the discussion present here
also reflects similar challenges

I believed that handing over these
concerns to Republika Srpska, in
combination with the threat of
profound political consequences,
would be a sufficient incentive to keep
the area secure. Furthermore, I made
sure that the first memorial stone on
site would indeed not mention the
words “Serbian criminals”, but instead
would only point to the dates and the
victims' side. I wanted to prevent this
memorial stone from hindering
reconciliation efforts in the future.
4) To what extent do you believe that
historical revisionism and denial still
exists in the case of the Srebrenica
genocide?
The underlying issue of why there is a
sense of historical revisionism has to
do with the fact that there obviously
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are civilian victims and casualties on
all sides during the war. Hence why
the notion to remember all victims,
notwithstanding their ethnicity, is
important and I also took a stand for
an adequate and comprehensive
remembrance of all victims.
Nevertheless, the systematic nature of
the genocide in Srebrenica requires a
certain priority, since it was much
bigger than everything else that
happened during the war. The
recognition of the genocide from
Serbia has seen conflicting
developments in recent years. While
some attempts have been made to
recongize the genocide, revisionist
tendecnies are still present. I would
even say that, concerning the Serbian
victims, a pattern of divided
commemoration is present.

5) How did your personal identity and
your professional background
influence your work after the War in
Yugoslavia?
The fact that I come from a village in
Southern Austria, which has itself seen
ethnic division between the German
and Slovenian speaking population has
helped me understand the competing
narratives in the case of Srebrenica. As
a person who believes that history is
essential for understanding present
issues I was eager to achieve
reconciliation in the region through
the reconstruction of destroyed
infrastructure and buildings. In
particular the reconstruction of
religious sites, both churches and
mosques, was important in this
context.
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6) Which role do you think
international courts, such as the ICTY,
play in the historical reappraisal of
genocides in general and Srebrenica
in particular?
Besides the recognition of genocide in
the case of Srebrenica, international
law and its institutions, such as the
ICTY, have followed the socio-political
trend of realising that on the one hand,
women are no second-class citizens
and that crimes are committed not
only by weapons but also through
bodies. The recognition of rape as a
weapon of war is a substantial
progression. Nevertheless, I think
mistakes have also been made at the

7) To what extent does the historical
reappraisal of Srebrenica constitute
an obstacle for the further integration
of the Western Balkans into the EU?
I believe that it is indeed an obstacle,
which has to be overcome. Yet, in the
case of Croatia, we have seen that EU
membership does not necessarily end
revisionst tendencies. While the
commitment of the international
community is and was important, I
think that true reconciliation can only
be done by a new, young and local
generation.

"The ICTY serves as an important and central
archive for historians and politicians."
ICTY. The way Milosevic was able to
use his trial as a show, which was even
broadcasted to Serbia, should be
reconsidered for future trials. But of
course, the ICTY has been a pioneer in
this field. It serves as an important and
central archive for historians and
politicians. Ultimately, while the ICTY
has played an important role in the
historical reappraisal, reconciliation
and normalisation will only be
achieved if the former adversaries
accept the crimes committed during
the war not as a collective guilt but as a
joint responsibility.
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Historical Narratives
The Untold Narrative:
Today, 25 years onwards, an era of political denial has
overshadowed the reality of human suffering and framed the
narrative of Srebrenica.

But what about the survivors and the
relatives of victims in relation to the
small number of convictions following
the crimes of Srebrenica? The refusal
to recognise the genocide from several
authorities paints a familiar picture
comparable to Holocaust-deniers. In
response, one may wonder if the truth
about what happened in Srebrenica is
too complex and hard to face. Certain
members of society, such as female
survivors, have remained largely
unheard. Considering the UN and the
EU's involvement, the geopolitical
conflict in Srebrenica underlines that
political statements often lack
emotional attachment and tend to
conciliate the socio-political sphere.
The Dutch government also stated that
“it will deal with the women only
through the courts, refusing to
consider any claims for financial
compensation.” Nevertheless,
numerous female victims have spoken
out about their experiences.

Shockingly, there are 200.000
estimated rape victims of the Bosnian
War, manifesting once again the
underlying racial and religious
tensions that are inextricably linked
with these heinous crimes of genocide
and ethnic cleansing.
The common depiction of these
women as unworthy and unreliable
witnesses demonstrates the
dominance of hierarchical political
structures in shaping a one-sided
version of the approved historical
narrative. Put plainly: the stories of
female Srebrenica victims are “based
on silence about what cannot be told.”
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Biographies
Naser Oric
aser Orić is a former Bosnian military
officer, born on March 3rd 1967 in Potočari
near Srebrenica. Known and celebrated by
Bosniak nationalists for his military position
as Bosnian military officer, he was
responsible for the defense of Srebrenica in the years before the
1995 massacres. Simultaneously, Orić is detested by Bosnian
Serbs, who accuse him of murdering Bosnian Serb civilians at
random and associate him with torture and brutality, which
occured in the villages around Srebrenica. Before becoming
commander in Srebrenica, Orić was trained as a policeman and
in a special unit. He was assigned to the Ministry of Interior
Affairs of Serbia, before he was sent to Kosovo and to the
department responsible for the personal protection of Slobodan
Milošević. Being part of the security detail, he served Milošević
during a widely-publicized trip to Kosovo, where the Serbian
statesman gave a fiery nationalistic speech, which cemented his
status as Serb leader. In 1992, Orić became the commander of
the Territorial defense force for the whole region around
Srebrenica and was awarded the "Golden Lily", the highest
award of the Bosnian army in 1994, which demonstrates his
support by the highest political Bosniak circles. Under Orić’s
command, Bosnian soldiers attacked villages in the vicinity of
Srebrenica, where Serbs lived in 1992 and 1993. Until late May
1995, he was in charge of defending the enclave, when Bosniak
authorities relieved him of command. After the war, he moved to
Tuzla, where he ran a fitness club, until he was indicted by the
Hague Tribunal and arrested in April 2003. Orić was sentenced
to imprisonment by the Trial Chamber of the International
Criminal Tribunal for the former Yugoslavia on the basis of
failing to prevent the deaths of five Bosnian Serb detainees and
the mistreatment of eleven other detainees from late 1992 to
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early 1993. Furthermore, he was
accused on other charges of
wanton destruction and causing
damage to civilian
infrastructure beyond the realm
of military necessity.
Nevertheless, only two years
later he was acquitted of all
charges brought against him,
which sparked controversy
within the Serbian population.
In June 2015, he travelled to
Switzerland to attend a
genocide commemoration when
he was arrested in Bern. He was
extradited to Sarajevo by Swiss
authorities, which caused anger
in Serbia, as he was not

extradited to Belgrade. A few
months later, he was charged
with war crimes by the Bosnian
prosecution, and went on trial
in January 2016. The final
verdict cleared Orić of
involvement in killing Serb
prisoners, sparking anger from
Bosnian Serbs and claims of
those that there was no
“judiciary or justice for Serbs in
Bosnia and Herzegovina”.
However, in October 2017, Oric
was found guilty of the crimes
committed throughout the postYugoslav wars and the initial
judgement was overruled.
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Remembering
Srebrenica
The Victims
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Biographies
Hasan Hasanovic
asan Hasanović was born on 7 December
1975 in Bajina Bašta, Serbia. He grew up in
Sulice, Bosnia, a village only 35 kilometres
south of Srebrenica. His family moved to
Bratunac in 1991. At the margins of the
Bosnian War, in March 1992, villages and towns in Eastern
Bosnia came under increased attack from Bosnian Serb forces.
In May 1992, he and his family were forced to flee to Srebrenica,
the Muslim-held enclave, which would be designated as the first
so-called “Safe Area” by the United Nations in April 1993. In his
autobiography, titled “Surviving Srebrenica” Hasanovic eludes
his experience in the enclave. During the time of its siege, more
than 60,000 refugees - mainly Bosnian Muslims - were cut off
from the exterior world and endured months of social, medical
and economic hardship. Faced with a deteriorating situation in
Srebrenica and no immediate assistance and support from the
international community, Hasanovic, together with his father
and brother, decided to flee and join a column of approximately
15,000 Muslim men, trying to reach the Muslim-held town of
Tuzla. During the confusion, which was caused by Serbian forces
opening fire on the mostly unarmed column, Hasanovic lost
contact with his family members. In a detailed and gruesome
account of the events of July 1995, Hasanovic explains that,
“[The Serbs] didn’t care that we were unarmed. Their primary
concern was that we were Muslim, and they wanted us dead.”
The excruciating account of his flight from Srebrenica towards
Tuzla provides us with a detailed portrayal of the genocide in
Srebrenica through the perspective of a victim. He further
recounts the days and nights of his flight; amidst numerous
ambushes on the column by Serbian and Bosnian-Serb forces the
spare number of only 3,500 survivors of the column reached
Tuzla on the 14th and 15th March 1995. Only weeks later,
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Hasanovic would be reunited
with his mother and younger
brother at a Tuzla refugee camp.
While the hope to be reunited
with his father and twin brother
remained at first, the
international investigations
concerning the (war) crimes
committed in the former
Yugoslavia led to the location of
his family member’s remains.
They were found in mass graves
excavated by the International
Criminal Tribunal for the
Former Yugoslavia (ICTY) after
the war had ended and they
were buried at the Srebrenica
Memorial Centre in

Potocari in 2003 and 2005,
respectively. Today, Hasan
Hasanovic works as a curator at
the aforementioned Memorial
Centre, where he shares the
story of his family with visitors
from all around the world.
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"Justice was slow,
but it was being served"
Adnan Ćerimagić is a
young Bosnian from
Gračanica who studied
law in Austria and at
the College of Europe
in Bruges. He later
worked for the
Ministry of Foreign
Affairs of Bosnia and
Herzegovina in
Sarajevo and Brussels.
He now works as an
analyst at the
European Stability
Initiative on EU
enlargement policy
and the Western
Balkans’ EU
integration process.
He is very active in
civil society. The
following interview
with Adnan
Ćerimagić was
conducted by Francesa
Knaus.

1)

How did you experience the Bosnian
war as a child? How do you remember
it?
I was very young when the war started.
I was 6 years old. Basically, I did not

have any understanding of what was happening.
Obviously, you know that something is wrong. I was a
refugee during the entire time. We were on the
Croatian seaside with my mom and my older brother,
while my dad was back home working for the military
as a doctor. I didn’t go to school the first two years so I
was homeschooled by my mom. The two last years of
the war I was allowed to go to school in Croatia. I was
more or less protected from worrying, but obviously
you noticed that your mother was worried and your
father was not around. It was more when I grew up
that I got to understand what was exactly happening
and how.
2) How important was it for your generation of
Bosnians that perpetrators like Mladic and Karadzic
got indicted by the ICTY?
My generation, we are the first children that grew up
with the war and the first reactions to the war. There
was quite a big focus on what happened and, in that
sense, we were informed from both media, school and
our parents. Because I am a Bosniak belonging to the
group that was killed in Srebrenica, I would say that for
me there was a feeling that the indictments of the ICTY
were foremost very slow, but were happening. We felt
that justice was slow but it was being served. While I
cannot say that this for my generation, belonging to
either Serbs or Croats in Bosnia. I would rather say
that they grew up with a sense that the ICTY was
unjust and overly biased to punish Croat and Serb
crimes over other crimes. Looking back today, I
consider the most important thing the ICTY has done
was to bring together testimonials of all the victims and
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to put a face to the atrocities. I think
there has been too much focus on
perpetrators, while the story of victims
has been left outside. I cannot say that
there were no attempts to hear the
story of victims and as I was growing
up the live video streams of the ICTY
trials were a regular program on TV. I
would say that the ICTY has been quite
important. Especially compared to
conflicts in East Ukraine or in Syria we
were, so to say, lucky that there was a
court. We have this archive and
enormous treasure that will be there
for the future and those who can look
at it from different points of views.
3) What lessons can we learn from the
Bosnian experience for other conflicts
in terms of reconciliation?
I think one of the lessons would be not

to focus only on those who have
perpetrated the crime but also on
those who have been victims of the
crime and their stories. If we look at
how reports are being written today
about Srebrenica or about what
happened before, we can see two
different phases. There is one focused
on Mladic, Karadzic and others, with
newspaper stories about them, what
they did, where they were hiding,
whether they were caught etc, while in
the background would be the story of
the victims. Now there is a tendency to
more and more speak about the
victims. One lesson would be to focus
more on victims when telling the
stories of wars, because I think this is
what can contribute to reconciliation if
you see that next to the perpetrators
are victims and their stories. Another
lesson is that the sense of slowness of
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justice is sometimes very frustrating,
especially for victims and their families
that are older. But I think that if we
look at it in the wider frame of history,
it is worth pursuing it. And in order for
it to happen you really need to have a
strong international interest and push.
It is not happening on its own.
4) One thing that is very unique for
the Bosnian example is that many
returned to their hometowns. Even to
Srebrenica we had Bosniaks returning
after the war. What does this say
about Bosnian society? Why have
Bosniaks chosen to return?
I think that it reflects human nature in

happened to them. On the one hand, it
shows how much we have achieved,
that people feel safe enough to go back
and to live next to the people who 25
years ago took part in genocide. At the
same time there are still some issues
and problems that are very sensitive
for those who have come back. For
example, having murals that depict
Mladic or Karadzic, or the fact that
traditional songs that have been sung
during the fall of Srebrenica are still
sung at festivities in Srebrenica today,
provoke negative emotions and recall
bad memories. There are two sides to
it, but in comparison to other parts of
the world a lot of good things have
happened. Here, I must also add that

"I think there has been too much focus on perpetrators,
while the story of victims has been left outside."
general. Most people feel a link to the
place where they were born, were they
grew up and where they spent their
childhood. It is also part of some
psychological need to go back where
your memories are, especially for the
elderly generation. If you are a mother
who has lost all her children, parents
or brother then you want to return to
the house where you have at least
some memories. In general, I would
say that the return of refugees shows
how much Bosnia has pacified. In a
sense we didn’t have too many
problems between those who returned
and those who have stayed. People
returned despite the fact that people
who have taken part in genocide still
live freely in Srebrenica today. This
says a lot about the strength of
survivors who are able to live next to
those who took part in the evil that

local courts in BiH have taken on to
prosecute war crimes. For many, of
course, these trials have been slow but
they were happening and some are still
on-going.
5) Today Bosnia is divided into two
entities, the Federation of BiH and
Republika Srpska. Many claim that
Bosnia is a failed state that can never
function properly because of this state
structure defined along ethno
religious lines. Do you agree or is this
a cliché about Bosnia?
I don’t agree. I actually think that this
is just the opinion of people who have
been working on Bosnia for far too
long. I wouldn’t say that Bosnia is a
failed state but that Bosnia probably
doesn’t deliver as much as other
countries in terms of the level and
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quality of life. I think that like all
federal states Bosnia has its dynamics,
its issues and its problems. But looking
at it as a failed state would be
incorrect, in particular if you see how
much it has changed in the past two
and a half decades. Whether it is
enough compared to the amount of
energy invested in Bosnia by the
international community, whether it is
enough for me personally, that’s
another issue. Whether Bosnia can
change in the current system, is the
main question. I deeply believe it can
as it already has. People who portray
Bosnia as a failed state are actually
stealing Bosnia’s chance to change
things, because they claim that things
are so bad that change is impossible.
6) Looking back 25 years from now,
would you have ever thought that
today Bosnia is where it is in terms of
remembering? Where would you as a
Bosniak like to see Bosnia in five
years?
What is more worrying for me is what

happening in the EU when it comes to
– not just remembering Srebrenica –
but the entire relation with the Balkan
wars and in particular the relation with
Muslims and Islam in the EU. I would
say that the biggest blow last year was
when Handke, a genocide denier,
received the Nobel Literature prize. On
the one side we have the Nobel
Literature prize for Handke, but on the
other side we also have the German
Book Prize (Deutscher Buchpreis) for
Saša Stanišić a Bosnian-German
author whose book described his
escape from the former Yugoslavia.
Sasa is a liberal person who has a very
critical and correct reflection on the
Balkans and Europe. You can see that
the fight between the two narratives
and the fight between the two
approaches to both what happened
during the Balkan wars and what is
happening in Europe today are still
battling and will continue to battle. In
that sense, my-self, 5 or 10 years ago
might be disappointed by this status
quo, because we had expectations that
in the end our approach to the past
would prevail. We had the expectation
that Serbs in Bosnia and in Serbia
would reflect on the past and
acknowledge facts. We can see today
that this didn’t happen to the extent
that I had hoped for. This is to a
certain extent a disappointment. At the
same time it gives you a new energy if
you come from the Balkans, when you
see that similar things are happening
in the EU, that Bosnia is not special,
that the debate is ongoing, and that
you need to continue to present facts
and fight for your ideas. When it
comes to the next five years I would
like more people to find out what I
have found out over the years: that in
reality we are not in this to at some
point win and it will be the end of
history, but that you have to fight
throughout your life for facts, certain
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values and certain ideas. This fight is
basically part of your life. Small steps
make the change, going from
discussions with students at University
to being able to write something or
make people aware of what Handke
has written about the Balkans.
7) What would you like to tell students
my age – who are not from Bosnia
and who probably don’t know much
about the Balkan wars – for the
future? What is important to
remember about the Srebrenica
genocide?
I think that Genocide is the ultimate
embodiment of something that reflects
the ideas of a closed society, a society
that doesn’t like differences and
exploits all the fear, the anger and the
disappointments in the economic,
social and cultural sphere against a
certain group. In that sense, my
particular message would be not to
orientalise Srebrenica, not to think
that Srebrenica happened just because
it’s the Balkans, because it’s
Yugoslavia, because it was part of the
Ottoman empire or whatever other
cliché one would have. But genocide
happened because we didn’t have
institutions and a system that was able
to recognize and confront tendencies
that started much earlier than 1995,
and that started with picking one
particular group, exporting all the
fears and disappointments to that
group that then culminated with
genocide. Protect your institutions,
work on your rules and the system that
recognizes negative tendencies, so you
never come to a situation where you
have the ultimate expression of that
idea. And that idea exists in the EU. If
you don’t have a system, if you don’t
have a society that is able to detect and
win over those ideas then that might
end up in something like genocide.
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Biographies
Hatidža Mehmedović
atidža Mehmedović was born and raised in
the region of Srebrenica. Mehmedović as
well as her husband and sons were Bosnian
Muslims which made the family, along with
almost all residents of Srebrenica, a target
for the Serbian forces attacking the town on July 11th, 1995.
Throughout the preceding years, Mehmedović had already been
a frontline activist, primarily in her role during the blockade in
1993, which tried to prevent the UN Protection Force from
leaving the town exposed to Serbian attacks. Unfortunately, her
efforts were only met with moderate success, as the forces left
shortly after and declared the respective region a ‘safe area’
which proved to be fatal for Mehmedović, her family and all
other inhabitants and refugees in Srebrenica. When the Serbian
forces under Mladic approached Srebrenica, Mehmedović was
brought to the nearest safe town, yet her two sons and husband
had gone amiss and as she later found out had fallen victim to
the genocide. She and the other women were expecting to see
their families again in a few days, hence the death of her
husband and in particular of her sons, who were only 18 and 21
years old, respectively, came as a shock and traumatised her and
many of her fellow survivors. Several years later, Mehmedović
found the courage and support to form the activist group
‘Mothers of Srebrenica’. In 2002, the group consisting of women
who had lost family members due to the Srebrenica genocide,
was officially established. In her position as the organisation’s
president, Mehmedovic intended to bring justice to both victims
and perpetrators of the attack as well as to other parties such as
the UN and the Dutch government, who the organisation held
partly responsible for the tragic events in Srebrenica. While the
court only convicted the Dutch government for a small part of
the initial accusation, the efforts made by Mehmedović and the
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Mothers of Srebrenica
regarding memorial and
remembrance campaigns
received international attention.
Due to her actions prior to the
genocide, Mehmedović publicly
stated that the former General,
who decided to abandon
Srebrenica with the UN forces,
“did not have the right to enter
the cemetery where our children
were buried thanks to him.”
This is just one example out of
many in which her personal
grief as well as her clear stance
on preserving the dignity of the
victims become apparent.
Mehmedović passed away in

2018 aged 65 as she had been
suffering from cancer for many
years. However, the year before
she made the effort to travel
from Bosnia to the Netherlands
in order to see Mladic, who was
in charge of the genocide taking
the life of her family and many
others. This once again
underlined her continuous
strive for confronting the
perpetrators and her pursuit for
justice, despite her own state of
health and possible
consequences of such actions.

Remembering Srebrenica - 55

"Srebrenica was never
accepted as genocide"
Sonja Biserko, a
former diplomat and
Serbian campaigner
for human rights, is
the founder and
president of the
Helsinki Committee
for Human Rights in
Serbia. She has
actively supported
human rights of
minority and refugee
communities within
Serbia and Kosovo and
written about the
Srebrenica genocide
and the wars in the
former Yugoslavia. In
2005 she was one of
1000 women
nominated for the
Nobel Peace Prize. The
following interview
with Sonja Biserko
was conducted by
Francesa Knaus.

1)

You founded the Helsinki Committee
for Human Rights in Serbia in 1994.
What was your incentive to create the
Helsinki Committee? What did you
want to achieve during the war?

In 1991, I resigned from the foreign ministry and
joined the anti-war movement. At that time, it was not
a big movement, but an emotional spontaneous
reaction to what we were confronted with: the reality of
evil, the killing, the expulsions and everything that
happened at that time. Over the years, many NGOs
emerged from this movement. In 1994, together with a
group of friends or like-minded people we founded the
Helsinki Committee in Serbia. Very soon we were
confronted with very burning issues. One of them was
the return of refugees of war because the state did not
do anything. I think we are the only NGO in the region
who dealt with the issue of return. A lot of our work
was also devoted to minority issues. Many of the
minorities were new, like Croats and Bosniaks who
now became minorities in certain regions. Of course,
Srebrenica and the ICTY were very important parts of
our work as well. In 2005, on the 10th anniversary of
the Srebrenica genocide the Helsinki Committee
published a book about Srebrenica. We also published
all kinds of material about the ICTY and genocide
because it is very important for people to understand
what happened. When you are part of the current event
you always hope for the best, but then after a time you
realize that it is a very slow process, a
transgenerational process. And now I can say I am
more relaxed about it. I understand that it is a very
difficult process, especially if you still have the same
people from the 1990s in power, like we have with the
current Serbian government.
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2) What was one of your most
relevant projects in the region?

3) When did you first hear about
Srebrenica?

We had a very important project, an
educational program, which was
supported by the Norwegian
government: “human right schools”. I
can say that it was, maybe strategically
speaking, one of the most relevant
projects, because a lot of young people
who are now in the NGO community,
international organizations or studying
abroad are coming from those schools.
Now after the recent elections in
Serbia especially, I think that you have
to reflect how to help Serbia create this
democratic, pro-European potential.
These educational programmes served

I remember being at home and
watching one documentary by Zoran
Piroćanac, which was circulated
throughout the world. He managed to
get behind the front lines in Srebrenica
and reported on the spot. It was really
shocking. I remember Mladic getting
into a bus saying to women, who were
surrounded by 4-5 children “Are they
all your children?” This was a
condescending statement addressing
the fact that Muslims had a much
higher birth rate than Serbs. On 13th
July 1995, we – the Helsinki
Committee – then wrote a report

"Our recent past today, is digested in a way that we Serbs are
victims, that everybody is against us, that we are surrounded by
enemies in the region and from the West."
as an insight into the minds of younger
people. We had a lot of research done
on the value orientation of secondary
school students, how they perceived
the ICTY at the time and how they
perceived their neighbours. We also
had a small project where children
from Novi Sad (a city in Serbia) were
taken to Srebrenica for a few days to
meet with local children and
participate in workshops. I can tell you
it was very emotional for children from
Serbia. And then we would take
children from Srebrenica to Novi Sad.
We had this project going on for two or
three years, nobody wanted to support
it later on. For us it was a revealing
experience, because we could see how
you can affect younger people.

saying that there are elements of
genocide in Srebrenica. This was
during the time it was going on. We
were very much preoccupied with the
topic early on.
4) What is Serbia’s stance towards
Srebrenica?
From 2000 to 2012 there were some
efforts to control the past in Serbia.
Srebrenica was never accepted as
genocide. They know that they cannot
completely deny it. And they say that it
was a horrific crime, but nothing more
than that. And in the meantime, you
have a big part of the academic
community which produces all kinds
of papers and books denying the fact
that genocide happened. When they
mention Srebrenica today, they deny
numbers and actual events. They say it
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was a crime but not 8,000 but 2,000
people were killed and that the men
were actually soldiers dressed like
civilians. I think it will be a long-term
problem for Serbia. The lawsuit that
Bosnia undertook against Serbia in the
ICJ for genocide, was unfortunately
not finalized in the way it should have.
But still the ICJ ruled that Serbia was
responsible for not preventing
genocide. Can you imagine, that the
day this judgement was pronounced
people in Serbia started celebrating the
fact that Serbia was not found guilt for
genocide, only responsible for “not
preventing” it. This is also a horrible
thing to celebrate.
5) What is the view of Milosevic still
dominating in society? Vucic held this
speech in Mitrovica two years ago
where he said that Milosevic was a
great leader with good goals, but he
failed to achieve them. Would you say
that what Vucic said reflects the views
of Serbian society?

Today, Milosevic is rehabilitated like a
“great statesman.” He received half of
Bosnia, Serbians are still expecting the
partition of Kosovo, and only a few
months ago an offensive against
Montenegro by the Serbian Orthodox
church was started. The values of the
liberal international order which are
embedded in the architecture of the
Balkans, now, are all undermined.
Over time the pressure of the ICTY
diminished and Serbia is trying to
undermine everything that the ICTY
has done claiming that everything that
was stated in the Hague was not true,
fabricated, and wrong. And this is not
just randomly done, but done by
academia systematically. Serbia never
gave up Milosevic’s programs, thinking
that the passage of time will work into
our hands. Our society is still
burdened with this legacy.
6) How would you say, could it be in
Serbia’s interest to actually
acknowledge what happened?
Well it could help normalize relations
within the region. But at the moment
everything is contrary to that. Tensions
are very high in the region. Vucic on a
daily basis, over the last 8 years, was
insulting the Croatians as ‘Ustashe’
(Croatian fascists), the Bosniaks as
‘fundamentalists’ and the Albanians as
‘mafia’ and ‘terrorists.’ This was the
language used all these years. This is
also one of the reasons why
acknowledging the past is so
important. The region has a different
perception of the Serbian role in the
1990s and what it has done to others.
7) Does it matter at all to Serbs, that
politicians like Vucic today had been
active in the 1990s already, that he
had been Minister under Milosevic?
Does it play any role, or is it
irrelevant for the public?
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It is completely irrelevant that they
were even sentenced for war crimes. I
was watching TV this morning, Seselj
(a former war criminal) was there
commenting on the elections and
voicing his dissatisfaction that Vucic
received so many votes. He is still a
commentator of not only the elections,
but all topics. He has access to all
media and is a commentator who is
relevant for a larger audience, because
there is no moral distance and any
kind of acknowledgement that he is a
war criminal. Our recent past today, is
digested in a way that we Serbs are
victims, that everybody is against us,
that we are surrounded by enemies in
the region and from the West. This is a
kind of self-victimization. And
everybody is equally responsible. This
is the sort of rationale that we have
when facing the past. People who were

in The Hague are still public figures.
There is no sensitivity towards the
crimes and the evil that they have
done.
8) A realistic best-case scenario for
the next decade. Until 2030 we want
Serbia to be a more liberal and less
nationalistic society, that has better
relations with its neighbours. What
should happen for this to be possible?
Well it is really hard work. I really
think that from now on in the next 10
years, the international community
and the EU should engage in society
and promote education, in order to
create these new critical lenses for
people to be able to confront the past.
This is also a generational process, as
it was in Germany, which is a good
example for understanding how
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difficult it is to deal with the past. If it
doesn’t happen then it will just be
suppressed, like in Turkey with the
Armenian genocide. This means that
relations in the region will be
poisoned, and who knows what it can
lead to. It is very important to clarify
that. A new generation, people like
yourself, will have to come and
reinforce the human rights agenda in a
way it was in the 1980s. This is also
something that motivated me and my
colleagues who were around the
Helsinki Committee. But now you can
really feel that human rights are not on
the agenda. Everyone is talking about
stability. After 30 years of my
engagement in this field, when seeing
the results of the recent elections, you
feel like you spend 30 years believing
that things will change, but in fact very
little changes. But then I suppose
another generation will take up
something that you have done over the
30 years. Hopefully something will
stay behind.
9) What would your message be to the
younger generation if they take up this
struggle for human rights?
To have a vision and to pursue their
visions, because otherwise you won’t
get engaged in anything. To believe
that it may happen, even if it doesn’t.
It is very important to have an idea
what you are fighting for. The
international NGO community should
really become more empowered to be
able to not only deliver, but also to
push governments to do something
about it. This is a long process ahead
and I think it needs younger people to
take it up. Now we have some kind of a
generational change. I am on my way
out, but other people have to come in.
It is important that it is taken over by
the new ones. I think it’s important to
stand up for some values.
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Historical Narratives
The Religious Aspect
rebrenica is remembered as the most violent conflict
in Europe since the Second World War, having
resulted from the dissolution of Yugoslavia and
arguably originating in the 14th-century Ottoman
invasion, which was the first time Islam was brought
to Serbia. Nationalist and religious tensions
undoubtedly played a significant part in the outbreak of war and in the
Srebrenica genocide. Religion in itself became an instrument and was used to
justify the ongoing ethnic cleansing. Furthermore, religious symbols were
used to fuel support for the war, creating a strong sentiment of religious
nationalism in an attempt to condone Serb aggression. The simmering
nationalist tensions were due to the melting pot of nationalities in Bosnia.
It is not easy to confront the terrible crimes committed in Srebrenica; the
religious and historical perspective may, therefore, offer an attempt at
understanding the underlying tensions that erupted into another genocide and
ethnic cleansing on European soil. When Mladić led his troops into
Srebrenica, he proclaimed, “the time has come to take revenge on the Turks.“
The defeat at the hands of the Ottoman Turks strongly played into this
national rhetoric of needing to protect Serbia from a common, long-standing
enemy. Milošević, who served as Serbia’s president, made use of this myth, for
instance, on the six-hundredth anniversary of the battle at Kosovo Polje in
1989, marking the defeat, he proclaimed that Serbia was “the bastion that
defended the European culture, religion and European society in general.“
Thereby, he attempted to establish Serbia as a defender of the Christian faith
against the invading Muslims.

S

Throughout Bosnia during the war, it is estimated that about 100 mosques,
340 Orthodox and 450 Catholic Churches and monasteries suffered
substantial damage or were destroyed entirely. Approximately 92% of
mosques in territory occupied by Serbs were damaged or destroyed. Five
mosques which had stood in Srebrenica were destroyed, one of them in 1997,
following the Dayton agreement. Thankfully, after the war, these were rebuilt.
What are the reasons behind this religious identity often being put above the
national one? When answering these questions, one might be able to
understand Balkan temperament and the hidden reasons and tools of the
Yugoslav War. It may also explain Milosevic’s strategies- that using religion
and religious differences in the Yugoslav War more as a tool for political
actors aiming to nationalise their people and cause one of the most terrifying
conflicts in history.
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What is left to be remembered
The massacre of Srebrenica renders a
terrifying present picture of humanity
full of silence and denial. The lives
which were lost, however, remain
undeniably hidden both in the soil, in
over 80 mass graves distributed over
Bosnia, and in the public. The vestiges
of the genocide might be concealed,
the deeply anchored wounds remain.
These wounds cannot be healed
through peace agreements, nor
through political statements,
superficially conciliating the public.
Remaining unspoken empowers those
who unfolded the massacre and felt
rightful in killing more than 8000
Bosnian Muslims. One could even go
as far as saying that this rewards the
murderers.

The denial of the Srebrenica massacre
exemplifies the repetition of history,
such as experienced after the
Holocaust, showing that “When we are
silent in the face of denial, we allow
history to be rewritten.” As a powerful
backlash, hatred grows stronger when
being silenced. In order to let history
not repeat itself and to support both
those who are left behind and those
who will build a future, it ought to be
acknowledged.
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On the Historian's Task
An interview with former NIOD director
Hans Blom
By Cara Räker

1)

How did you get involved in the
investigations of the NIOD concerning
Srebrenica?
I was appointed as the director of the
NIOD (Netherlands Institutes for War

Documentation) in 1996. Prior to that I worked as a
professor of Dutch History at the University of
Amsterdam specializing in 19th and 20th Dutch
history. At the time, I was trying to look at the
Netherlands during WWII from a different angle,
where ‘good’ and ‘bad’ featured less prominently in
historical research. With that I actually drew quite
some attention to myself. This might also be the reason
why I was appointed as a prospective candidate for the
position as the NIOD’s new director. It was only a few
days before I started in that position that the cabinet
decided that a thorough and independent investigation
into ‘the events preceding, during and after the fall of
Srebrenica’ was called for in order to respond to social,
public and political demands.
2) What was your perspective, as an historian, on the
Srebrenica genocide at the time?
Well, when I started I was, above all, astonished.
About what had happened. I had no specialized
knowledge whatsoever about the Balkans. I was a
historian of mainly Dutch History. Of course I was
interested in international relations, I followed the
news and politics and I knew that the disintegration of
Yugoslavia was violent. But above all stood the
question of why that happened and how it could
happen. What we (the group of researchers at the
NIOD) did at first, was trying to analyze the different
actors, groups and perspectives that interacted at the
time. During that time itself was experienced by most
people mainly as chaos. Srebrenica shows that it is the
task of historians to find the patterns and trends that
afterwards can make certain developments more
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"Judges have to make decisions, historians
have to reconstruct, analyze and understand."
understandable. One could say that
this is just what we did at the NIOD
when researching what happened in
Srebrenica.
3) The NIOD was commissioned by
the Dutch government to conduct this
research. How neutral, considering
this unique situation, is the historian
really?
I think there is a danger in confusing
the historian with the judge. We are no
judges. At first sight one could assume
that both historical cases and court
cases are the same. Both want to find
out what has happened. But, in fact,
judges and historians are doing things
very differently and with very different
aims. Judges have to make decisions,

historians have to reconstruct, analyze
and understand. Judges can’t just end
on an ‘I don’t know’. Historians do not
follow these kinds of rules, they are
free in their message and they can just
say ‘I’m not sure’. The same goes for
history and politics. History is about
what is true, politics is about what we
want. One should not confuse the two.
This is much more easily said than
done. I admit that there is a lot of
overlap. But just because the historian
can’t ever be 100 percent objective,
does not mean, we can’t thrive for it.
Otherwise we would just give up.
4) To what extent would you consider
the Dutch responsible for what has
happened in Srebrenica?
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the report was published, the Dutch
prime minister and the cabinet
resigned. I personally did not think
that was necessary based on the
report. I do, however, understand and
respect that decision. It is the idea that
there was a responsibility which had to
be taken. Especially because, until
then, nobody in the world had taken
any such responsibility of that kind.

Saying that the murders have
happened under the very eyes of
Dutchbat is, literally spoken, untrue.
Where the mass murders on Muslim
fugitives where committed, Dutchbat
was not present. This does not mean
that they had nothing to do with it.
Yet, for a proper understanding of
what happened the essential level of
analysis is the very violent
disintegration of Yugoslavia. Which is
very complicated. In essence,
Srebrenica was a tragedy in the
Balkans, not an affair in the
Netherlands. The Dutchbat came in
only through international relations
and diplomatic formalities. Nobody
wanted to go to Srebrenica but the
Dutch were so eager to do something
that they did not make conditions to
their offers. There is a level of
involvement of the Dutch in
Srebrenica but it is not that influential.
At the time, most of the newsheadlines
did focus on Dutchbat and their role in
Srebrenica, not on the mass murders.
The political climate in the
Netherlands was very charged. After
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from the UN up to every citizen.
Why do we remember? The ICTY
Appeals Chamber gave an answer:
“Those who devise and implement
genocide seek to deprive humanity of
the manifold richness its nationalities,
races, ethnicities and religions provide.
This is a crime against all humankind,
its harm being felt not only by the
group targeted for destruction, but by
all of humanity.” What happened in
Srebrenica is a crime against
humanity, against each and every one
of us. This is why we should remember
it collectively.

25 years after the Srebrenica genocide,
Srebrenica has once more become a
peaceful city where Bosniaks and
Bosnian Serbs live next to each other.
The Mosque has been rebuilt, and
some survivors returned. Two and a
half decades later, we look back at
condemnations of perpetrators by
international and local tribunals, at a

How we remember reflects who we are
as a society, our deeper values, and
who we want to be in the future.
Remembering genocide,
acknowledging what happened, telling
the stories of victims and condemning
the perpetrators reflects the values we
want to embrace. Genocide does not
happen over-night. It starts with
words, stories and feelings. Through
public history we start fighting for the

How should we remember the
Srebrenica Genocide?
memorial centre in SrebrenicaPotocari and, above all, at the stories
of many victims that have lost their
loved ones in this tragedy. One way of
giving victims a certain sense of justice
it by remembering their stories. By
remembering we create an awareness
about the past that will hopefully make
genocide less likely from happening
again in the future. As George
Santayana rightfully said: “Those who
cannot remember the past, are
condemned to repeat it.” We all have
to learn from our mistakes. Starting

truth and our values with words. In
this report we attempted to remember,
tell the story of Srebrenica and why it
matters still today. This is our
contribution.
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