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Introduction
The tragedy of the Srebrenica massacre is closer to us than any other conflict we learn about - not only did it
happen quite recently, but it also happened so close to our doorstep. As such, the remembrance of such an
important historical event should be crucial, so that we do not repeat the same mistakes in the future. This
newsletter gives a comprehensive overview of the genocide in Srebrenica of July 1995. With the 25th
anniversary coming up, it is even more important to remember the first genocide to happen on European soil
since the Holocaust. We, a group of students from the University of Amsterdam under the supervision of
professor Nevenka Tromp-Vrkić, have put this newsletter together in order to remember this important part of
public history. The newspaper provides the reader with a clear historical narrative and timeline of events.
Furthermore, interviews have been conducted and biographies of important figures are also included, to provide
the reader with personal stories of survivors and people involved. The newsletter also includes two op-eds,
where we divulge into ideas that we should have learned from such a tragedy. We believe that such information,
along with a plethora of sources, will allow everyone to further understand the Srebrenica massacre and will
hence increase the awareness of what happened in Bosnia during the Balkan Wars. We hope that such a piece
will bring value to the conversation, as well as information for those who strive to find it but have little means.

Editorial board
A large group of students participated in the creation of this newsletter for the commemoration of
Srebrenica. To ensure a smooth communication, an editorial board has been set up. Each separate topic
discussed in the newsletter has a student in the editorial board. The editor-in-chief of the newsletter is
Emma Brakenhoff.
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THE ASSIGNMENT: This study on writing public history deals with topic "Remembering the Srebrenica genocide: 25th
anniversary" is part of the seminar EuropeanStudies@Work, a BA course at the Department of European Studies at the
University of Amsterdam, The Netherlands. The work has been done under supervision of dr. Nevenka Tromp.

Lay-out and Editing
The lay-out of the newsletter has been the responsibility of a separate group of students namely Aidan Sanders,
Ellis van Manen, Emma Brakenhoff, Elske Kelly, Myriam Iehl and Charley Christen.
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This section of the newsletter contains two op-eds which aim to look at the same problem from different
perspectives. Both op-eds discuss what the UN’s role in the genocide was. One op-ed focuses on what we
should have learned from Srebrenica and the other on what the UN has learned.
In July 1995, an influx of Bosniak refugees started arriving in Protočari, Srebrenica. They were seeking
protection from the Bosnian war and hoped to find this within the UNPROFOR Dutchbat headquarters.
However, on the 12th of July 1995 they realized they had not found refuge in this compound. In five days, over
8000 Bosniaks were brutally murdered, mainly men and young boys. This event would later be known as the
Srebrenica genocide. The horrific killings and other incidents that happened in Srebrenica should have served as
a lesson for the rest of the world. It seems, however, that the world has not learned or has chosen not to, as we
repeated several of these atrocious acts from the Srebrenica genocide in the Rohingya genocide in Myanmar.
Once again, neighbours are assassinating each other and again the violence is mainly aimed at the Muslim
community.
In this article, we will look at the peacekeeping system the UN employed at the time and whether there
were any significant changes introduced in this system after the horrendous Srebrenica
genocide. In addition to this, we will take a look at the Rohingya genocide in Myanmar and highlight
its similarities to Srebrenica.
During the Srebrenica genocide, the UN decided to commence a special mission named
UNPROFOR, which was meant to maintain the peace. Unfortunately, UNPROFOR failed to protect
the population, even after Srebrenica was declared a safezone. Part of the UNPROFOR forces were
called Dutchbat, who failed to correctly respond to problems on several occasions and even expelled
refugees from their camps, knowing full well that they would likely be killed if they left the compound.
One of the main reasons why UNPROFOR might have failed to protect is UNPROFOR’s Commander
in 1995, Hagrup Haukland. When the Srebrenica genocide started, Haukland was on vacation. Colonel Charles
Brantz phoned him several times before the outbreak to inform Haukland of the impending crisis and requesting
him to return. Haukland did not make haste and only returned on July the 14th, three days after the crisis had
started and five days after his return was requested by Charles Brantz. To make matters worse, the Norwegian,
Dutch, and Pakistani forces were having trouble cooperating. The lack of planning, willingness and cooperation
reflects the notion that there was plenty of room for development and change within the UN peacekeeping
system.

Undoubtedly, one thing that should have been a result of the Srebrenica massacre was the reform of the
peacekeeping system of the United Nations. The Srebrenica massacre proved to the world that the current
system was ineffective, incapable of protecting the people of the region from death, and hence could not
function properly any further. The same could be said about the UNAMIR mission in Rwanda, established just
two years earlier, which reinforces the ineffectiveness of the UN missions once again.
Hence, it demonstrates that the failures of the peacekeeping missions of the 1990s were a clear call for
reform of the peacekeeping system around the world. However, due to the complicated system of the Charter of
the UN, as well as the fact that permission of the Security Council (including P5 states) would have to be
granted, belief that such change could transpire soon is not feasible.
Nevertheless, unless change comes, the world will have to witness more conflicts that will play out
the same way that the Bosnian War, and more specifically the Srebrenica genocide did. Sadly this will no longer
be unexpected, having seen the terrors of war before; it will then be a responsibility of all of us, and the whole
world will be to blame. We have been warned; and yet, we are doing nothing about it.
An example of this is the minority Rohingya population in Myanmar which has been persecuted by the
Burmese government since 2016. In 2017 the Rohingya crisis was taken to new levels with a clearance
campaign, launched by the Burmese government against the Rohingya. The campaign forced the population to
flee to neighbouring countries, mainly to Bangladesh. At the same time, mass rapes and killings were occurring,
and thousands of homes were destroyed by the Burmese security forces. The Human Rights Council body of the
United Nations has condemned Myanmar’s actions as the “gravest crimes under international law” and called
upon the international community to hold Myanmar accountable.
Survivors of the 1995 Srebrenica genocide have told the Anadolu Agency that the circumstances faced
by the Rohingya nowadays, reminds them of the trauma they once faced. Even the death toll of the Srebrenica
genocide and the 2017 Rohingya genocide are eerily comparable. The lack of action during the Srebrenica
genocide should have urged the international community and the United Nations to reform the peacekeeping
system so that genocides and atrocities like these would not occur in the future. However, the Rohingya
genocide in Myanmar shows us that we have failed in doing so.
All in all, UNPROFOR has proven to us that the peacekeeping system of the UN is ineffective and
cannot (as it is now) be trusted in saving lives. However, instead of reforming the system, we have done nothing
to make sure that such tragedies do not happen in the future. Hence why one can claim that the world is also
partially to blame for the Rohingya massacre. We should have expected for it to happen, yet we did nothing to
prepare for it, or contain it. The blood is on our hands. Yet still, instead of taking responsibility, and trying to
mend the system, the world continues to do nothing, possibly allowing for the next tragedy to occur in the
not-so-distant future. Srebrenica should have taught us otherwise.
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In April 1993, Srebrenica was declared the first Bosnian ‘safe zone’ area under the protection of the UN. In a
bloody civil war, which took place in Bosnia and Herzegovina since 1992, the Bosniaks living in these ‘safe
zone’ areas were presumably safe from Serb troop attacks, due to military protection the UN would provide.
Contrary to what was promised on the international arena, two years later eight thousand Muslim Bosniaks were
killed by the Bosnian Serb army in Srebrenica. How could this possibly have been the fate of those in an
international ‘safe zone’ protected by the United Nations Protection Force (UNPROFOR)?
The failure of the UN to prevent the Srebrenica genocide raises a multitude of questions. In our view,
the most important question is how we can learn from the past to ameliorate peacekeeping actions in the future.
As such, we argue that the Srebrenica genocide is still relevant in our present political climate. Moreover, there
are crucial lessons needing to be uncovered from the way the UN handled the ‘safe zones’ in BiH in the 1990s.
Such lessons could be imperative for providing swift and effective international protection to endangered
minority groups in the future.
Evidence of the failure of the UN to intervene could be found in their pursuit of impartiality. They held
the presumption that this would be useful in protecting an endangered population. The Security Council of the
UN tried to provide protection and security for the endangered population in Srebrenica via a joint agreement of
both parties, which would have been accomplished in a non-violent way. However, this was not effective
enough to prevent the genocide of the Bosniaks in Srebrenica.
Additionally, the UNPROFOR has been unclear about their use of force in Srebrenica. The
UNPROFOR was intended to ‘’deter attacks on one’s own territories’’. The force was thus positioned as a
‘’deterrence’’ and not as a ‘’defence force’’. As a result, UNPROFOR’s status was deemed as ambiguous by the
Serbian forces, legitimizing their invasion. It was the failure of the UN that caused this travesty because for safe
areas to be effective, their mandate must be clearly defined. If not, the zone would not be able to provide
effective protection for the population and would consequently endanger UN personnel. Therefore, the
UNPROFOR should have been explicit about their modus operandi in BiH. Furthermore, they should have
clarified whether or not they should be allowed the use of force to defend the zone. However, this is merely the
tip of the iceberg when it comes to UN failures in Srebrenica.
The failure of the UN to effectively interfere in Srebrenica could also be attributed to aspects of
legitimacy and sovereignty. A necessary question to consider is: on what basis can the UN legitimately deploy a
safe zone? Safe areas are exclusively deemed ‘’legitimate’’ when there is consensus amongst all the parties
involved to take action. The state sovereignty question concerns the concept of safe zones. From certain
perspectives, the creation of a safe zone can be interpreted as imposing a foreign will on a sovereign state.

However, the concept of a safe zone must overrule parts of the sovereignty of a state and prioritize the need to
protect a marginalized population.
Our argument is that a new approach could prevent similar situations in the future by recognizing the
tragedy in Srebrenica. The UN did organize a World Summit in 2005, in which the General Assembly decided
that countries have a responsibility to protect their populations against genocide, war crimes, ethnic cleansing,
and crimes against humanity. It has been determined and agreed that state sovereignty does not safeguard
governments that commit crimes against humanity. Consequently, the General Assembly decided that the
Security Council could adopt measures, including the use of military force. Furthermore, in the UN report
Implementing the responsibility to protect, it was apparent that the responsibility for protection became more
important in the international community, and in the UN system in particular. The report acknowledged that
prevention is preferred, but that powerful measures cannot be ruled out.
One of the essential elements of the UN mission is the protection of human rights. If the UN is to
implement this task, it would need legitimate ways to protect those at risk. This was exactly the intention the
UN had with the safe area of Srebrenica, however, their method of application failed.
To conclude, we argue that the Srebrenica genocide was a turning point for the style of techniques used
by the UN in their peacekeeping territories. Further, it developed the way it acts on racial, ethical, and religious
issues. This turning point concerns two crucial aspects. First, the genocide brought about the decision to
disregard countries sovereignty in a case where human rights - in this case genocide, war crimes, ethnic
cleansing, and crimes against humanity - are being threatened. Thus, the genocide affected the mentality of the
UN countries. Secondly, after 1995 the UN shifted its perception on peacekeeping missions from merely
preventative action to a possible use of force. Hence, the role of the UN peacekeepers changed in this way.
Optimistically, the UN will be able to prevent future genocides and crimes against humanity based on
the lessons taught by their handling of the Srebrenica genocide.
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In the section on the historical narrative, our goal is to shed light on the different ways in which the Srebrenica
genocide is perceived and talked about in the aftermath of the tragedy in 1995. Because this event shaped the
modern history of the European continent (and the world at large), it is also important to acknowledge the extent
in which opinions on this shared piece of history are dissimilar. Depending on where you look, who you ask,
and whom you give a voice to, the events can be drawn out in dramatically different ways. In the following
paragraphs, several different perspectives are outlined and organized correlating to national perspectives. With
this approach, we attempt to build a transnational and comprehensive perspective that reflects a diverse and
varying image of the Srebrenica genocide.

Dutch perspective
The Dutch narrative for the 1995 Srebrenica genocide has been transcribed in an official report created by the
Dutch Institute for War Documentation (NIOD). The report is an important source to understand what roles the
Dutch government and UN-peacekeepers played in the genocide. Although the report contains over 6000 pages,
it does provide some general conclusions regarding the circumstances of the genocide.
First, the NIOD stated that the Srebrenica enclave was designated as a safe area which suggested a sense of
security for the local population (although a clear definition of what a safe area entailed was not explicit).
Second, the UN mandate provided the UN Protection Forces (UNPROFOR) a mandate of peacekeeping, not of
peace enforcement. The mandate merely accommodated the ability to deter by presence and the use of military
defence actions were therefore strictly limited by the condition that gunfire was intentionally directed at UN
forces. Third, the acquisition of military and political intelligence was not a priority for UNPROFOR which
contributed to and facilitated the unexpected nature of the attack on the compound. On top of all these
detrimental circumstances, the Bosnian Serbian army (VRS) had successfully utilized blockade policies to
weaken the position of UNPROFOR by stopping the resupply of resources. According to the report, the
Dutchbat forces were effectively held hostage and the imminent violence had left them no other choice than to
regulate the process when the Muslim men were convoyed off the compound. In contrast to the negative media
attention received after the genocide, the view taken in the report suggests that Dutchbat forces, the commander
Thom Karremans and the replacing commander Rob Franken, were not to blame for their actions during the
genocide. The actions of UNPROFOR were heavily limited by the rules of engagement created by the UN,
which all culminated into the setting through which the genocide could take place.

Reporting in the Netherlands and UK
While Srebrenica stands as a prominent symbol of war crimes for many countries, for the Netherlands it is a
specific symbol of moral and military failure. The involvement of the Dutchbat, the UN- battalion consisting of
Dutch soldiers which created a ‘UN-safe zone’, has become the centre of discussion. Moreover, in 2016 the
NIOD published a report on the involvement and liability of the Dutch state. Due to this so-called ‘Dutch
trauma’, Dutch reporting diverges from foreign news outlets such as those in the United Kingdom. It is therefore
interesting for the historical narrative to compare these different perspectives regarding the reporting of the fall
of Srebrenica, which eventually led to atrocious deaths of over 8000 Muslims.
Holocaust and Genocide expert, Monica van der Weide, has elaborated on this topic. Foremost, she places her
attention to the way in which the event was reported, and secondly to the way the role of the Dutchbat and the
UN was described. She does so by comparing the biggest newspapers in both the Netherlands - Trouw and De
Volkskrant - and the United Kingdom - The Guardian and The Times.
She concludes that initially both countries gave a vivid explanation of the events in Srebrenica, however the
Dutch papers seemed to focus more on the specific situation of Dutchbat, whereas the English papers positioned
the genocide in a broader international context. It appears that the historical narrative from both points of view
expressed criticism of the aftermath, in which the United Nations was designated as primarily responsible.
However, where the Dutch point of view expresses more critique and regard for the Dutchbat and the incidents
that occurred in the Netherlands in the aftermath of Srebrenica, the papers in the UK regarded the failures of
Dutchbat primarily as an example of the collective failure of the United Nations.
1

These findings contribute to the understanding of the fall of
Srebrenica and the way in which this was subsequently reported in the
media. A different perspective on the fall of Srebrenica results in a
different interpretation of the events. This created a different picture
of the conflict and therefore a different truth for the actors involved.
Nowadays, the discussion on the ‘’guilt question’’ is still a focal point
and the diverging reports further this debate.

Genocide denial
Many intriguing aspects pertaining to the Srebrenica genocide revolve around the notion of ethnic ideology.
Ethnic ideologies, fuelled by nationalism, led to feelings of superiority followed by blind faith that the
community on your side is not guilty of the crimes perpetrated. Sonja Biserko, president of the Helsinki
Committee for Human Rights in Serbia, states that this rhetoric has creeped into Serbian political discourse and
into the spheres of media broadcasts, as well as the judicial system of the state. This statement is perfectly
illustrated by the claim by Milorad Dodik, a prominent Serbian politician, who stated in an interview that the
Serbian government will never accept the “false narrative” revolving around this account. Furthermore, Dodik
stated that the report acknowledges that the mass killings were only created because of the pressure from the
international community.
In order to better understand the historical narrative of the Bosnian genocide, one must first realise that the
causes of this cruel massacre begin with the desire to gain power via ethnic cleansing. Furthermore, the
widespread societal denial of the genocide has deep roots in the notion of nationalistic supremacy.
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Graffiti by Dutch soldier in Srebrenica.

Even after more than 20 years since the Srebrenica Genocide, current day Bosnia is sharply divided between
three main communities. The Bosnians, the Serbs, and the Croats. The denial of the genocide has had profound
effects on both victims and the perpetrators. It is thus unlikely that reconciliation between all sides will occur,
meaning we find ourselves with a multitude of different stories, opinions, and connotations.

Bosnian Muslim Perspective
The text “Speaking the Self, Narratives on Srebrenica” written by Odile Heynders examines a source from a
Muslim survivor – Emir Suljagic – who draws an account of the events, which can be seen as a ‘life narrative’.
It is an insightful piece of literature, as the narrator switches from his role of an eyewitness to the role of an
omniscient narrator. He is retelling his own experiences as a survivor and at the same time attempts to give a
voice to those who were in the same position but did not survive the genocide. He therefore puts himself in the
role of fellow Muslims that ended up as victims and could ultimately not tell their story; by giving them a voice
he transcends the personal retelling and creates a Bosnian- Muslim voice. This perspective enables him to shed
light on the atrocities he has witnessed and experienced, but also on experiences that he was not a part of but
nevertheless need to be represented. Therefore, his perspective is to be placed in the ethnographic, social, and
historical contexts of the identity and region where this event unfolded.
When he switches back from the political perspective to a more personal one, he does so in an attempt to
humanize the victims and to show the events in a different light. Revisiting the tragedy and adding personal
details about the experiences of himself or the family, he personalizes the genocide and addresses the reader on
a more personal and emotional level.
His account is therefore crucial to represent a more visceral recount of the events, therefore adding to the total
image of the reflection on the genocide. Emir Suljagic’s account of the events adds another layer to the imagery
of the events of Srebrenica in July 1995 and is a crucial perspective and historical narrative that should be
considered when one studies the genocide.

Spanish Perspective
Lastly, a Spanish report written by Juan Diego Quesada and published onto the “EL PAIS” newspaper paints a
harrowing picture of the future of Srebrenica post-genocide. The report makes meaningful conclusions as to
why the election of the first Serb mayor in Srebrenica, Mladen Grujicic, could potentially harm the way in
which the genocide is remembered due to the fact that Grujicic objects from referring to what occurred in
Srebrenica as a “genocide” but rather as “crimes”.
Grujicic is the first non-Muslim mayor of the town since the 1995 events, and he promotes an ultranationalist
Serb rhetoric. Grujicic claims that official figures have been both manipulated and exaggerated. The report
contrasts those who aim to deny the genocides existence and those who fight to honour the victims. Grujicic has
been in power since 2016 and still holds office today. Prior to the genocide, 70% of Srebrenica’s inhabitants
were Bosnian-Muslim. Today, after the genocide (and the fact that many have fled the area), the proportion of
Bosnian-Serbs and Bosnian-Muslims living there has become equal.
The report sees Ratko Mladić and the forces of the Srpska Republic he led as being culpable for the mass
murders taking place at the final leg of the Bosnian civil war. After a two-year struggle, the ill-equipped Serbian
forces managed to enter Srebrenica, which was branded as a “safe zone” by the United Nations. Nevertheless,
the passive attitude of over 400 UN peacekeepers led fleeing women and children into an old factory in the
neighbouring town of Potocari; however, the men and boys (over 8000 of them) met a different fate: a violent
genocidal death.

The report also includes the testimony of Djile Omerovic who witnessed the 1995 events and currently works
and lives in Srebrenica. Omerovic fled from Srebrenica in 1995 but returned to the land because, and as is stated
verbatim, “ they killed my father in Srebrenica, they ruined my life, I will not let them keep what belongs to me,
Srebrenica is my home.” Despite the town’s difficult past, there are attempts of coexistence and reconciliation
between those who aim to honour Srebrenica for its past and those who aim to undermine it. In the end, the
droves of memorials in Srebrenica will always stand as a constant visual reminder of what happened, for those
who believe it and for those who do not.
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The Bosnian war; from conflict spread to ethnic cleansing.
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A timeline with the most important events gives the reader a clearer picture of the occurrences before, during
and after a certain historical event, in this case the Srebrenica massacre. As the historical narrative provides the
broader historical and political context, the chronology of events provides a quick overview and gives clarity.
Both the historical narrative and the chronology of events are much more complicated and substantial than is in
this newsletter, but the most important points are given. As the timeline already suggests, the aftermath of an
important historical event is long. In 2019 Radovan Karadžić was sentenced to life imprisonment and this year
we celebrate the 25th anniversary of Srebrenica which shows the aftermath and influence of the Srebrenica
massacre.
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In order to fully comprehend the events of the Yugoslav wars in the 1990s, it is necessary to understand the
responsibilities of the major protagonists involved. In scholarly research and debate Serbian and Bosnian Serb
politicians and military officials have been often found most responsible for the atrocities in the region.
However, ranging from politicians and military officials to international organisations, the protagonists were
various. There are many more players involved than is often known to the public; from thousands of individuals
only a handful is publicly known. Some because they were to become identified as architects of the genocide,
some became a symbol for the human suffering. Others represent the failure of the international community to
save thousands of lives. The world watched but failed to prevent the genocide from happening.

Slobodan Milošević
By Myriam Iehl and Elske Kelly
Slobodan Milošević was a Serb and Yugoslav politician who served as President of the
Republic of Serbia from 1990 to 1997, and President of the FRY from 1997 to 2000.
Born in 1941, he began his political career after entering law school and quickly moved
through a series of government positions to later become the head of the Serbian
Communist Party in 1984. His political agenda as the president of Serbia from 1990
onwards entailed both ethno-nationalist and socialist-Yugoslavist ideas. His party, the
SPS, appealed to a large Serbian electorate and his ability to maintain this functioning
political ambiguity made him the most powerful figure in what was left of Yugoslavia.
The extent of his military and institutional control at the time implied that his
responsibility for war crimes is virtually indisputable. He was indicted by the ICTY for
war crimes, genocide, and crimes against humanity during the Yugoslav Wars, to all of
which he pleaded not guilty. He was found dead in March 2006 in The Hague where he
was detained, and the Tribunal terminated proceedings against him four days later: he
was never found guilty of the crimes he was accused of. In a separate judgement against
Radovan Karadžić in 2016, the ICTY concluded that, although he provided
Bosnian-Serbs with assistance during the conflicts, there was a lack of sufficient
evidence to find Milošević guilty of agreeing with and facilitating the ethnic cleansing
of non-Serbs in Bosnia.

Ratko Mladić
By Marlena Marshall and Sophie Schmiede
“Mladic’s savage leadership is reported to have resulted in the deaths of thousands of
4
soldiers and civilians alike, and he has been charged with war crimes.”
Ratko Mladić is renowned for being the Commander-in-chief of the Vojska Republike
Srpske from 1992 to 1996 during the Balkan conflicts. Further, he holds a notorious
legacy as one of the main actors commanding his forces in the massacre of Srebrenica.
Born on March 12, 1943 in Eastern Bosnia, he was raised in a heightened nationalistic
environment and by the time he was two years old, his father died in a confrontation
with Ustasa forces. Thus, he became a member of the nation’s military academy by 15
and later joined the Communist party. During the Bosnian war he gained more and more
power, the pinnacle of such occurring during the Srebrenica massacre. However, with
such fame came his consequent notoriety as he was already listed as the third of the top
possible war criminals by the United States in 1992. He was to a large extent involved
in the splitting of Muslim Bosniak men from women and the subsequent killing of 8.000
Bosnian men and adolescents. Most of which was corroborated as an “ethnic cleansing”.
His role was a crucial one in the events of 1995, which is why the United Nations had
already established an international tribunal. Therefore, after that he did not appear
publicly, as it was clear that he would face consequences for the cold-blooded brutality
he gave the orders for. Nevertheless, political pressure increased in 1996 which led to
Mladić stepping away from his position as a military leader. Even though he was
accused for war crimes, genocide, and crimes against humanity in 1995 by the
International Criminal Tribunal for the former Yugoslavia, it was not until little over
two decades later in 2017 that he was convicted and sentenced to life in prison.

Radovan Karadžić
By Emma Brakenhoff
Radovan Karadžić was a Bosnian Serb former politician who served as the president of
the Serbian Democratic Party (SDS) of the Socialist Republic of Bosnia and
Herzegovina. The president held the most powerful seat in the party. Presidential
obligations included the representation of the party and the realisation of the tasks and
goals as devised by the party. By the time Karadžić became the first president of the
Bosnian Serb administration in Pale 13 May 1992, his de jure powers were extended to
conduct the army of the Bosnian Serb administration during times of war and peace.
Karadžić obtained superior authority to the entire Bosnian Serb army, including General
Ratko Mladić. The International Criminal Tribunal for the former Yugoslavia (ICTY)
indicted Karadžić and General Mladić in the fall of 1995 with genocide, crimes against
humanity and violations of the laws or customs of war following the massacre in the
safe area of Srebrenica in July of that year. According to the prosecution narrative,
Karadžić bore the primary responsibility for the ethnic cleansing in Bosnia. Karadžić
and General Mladić planned and executed the ethnic cleansing of thousands of Bosnian
Muslims in Srebrenica.
4
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Karadžić disappeared for several years and was only arrested and transferred to the
ICTY in The Hague in July 2008. Karadžić told an opposing narrative in court, as he
described himself as the defender of the Serbs as a historical victim. On 24 March 2016,
Karadžić was found guilty of genocide, war crimes and crimes against humanity and
received a sentence by the ICTY of forty years imprisonment. On 22 July 2016, he filed
an appeal against his conviction. The Appeals Chamber ousted the sentence of forty
years of imprisonment and imposed a sentence of life imprisonment.

Bernard Janvier
By Laura Gelsema

Bernard Janvier is a prominent figure in the group of controversial generals who were
indirectly involved in the Srebrenica massacre. As Commander of the UNPROFOR
troops in former Yugoslavia stationed in Srebrenica from 1st March 1995, he was tasked
with the job to approve airstrikes. Prior, he was part of the Legion Army in France,
fighting in the Algerian War and eventually becoming a French general.
In June 1995, Janvier defended his position vis-a-vis the Serbs insisting “[...] that we
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will never have the possibility of combat of imposing our will on the Serbs.” Thereby
corroborating that the UN remained neutral during the conflict. Moreover, he had
remained adamant in advocating for peaceful political negotiations and that the Army of
Bosnia-Herzegovina should defend the enclaves.
During the clash of Serbian and UN forces in June, Janvier urged Mladić to release
Dutch hostages. In an attempt to persuade Mladic, on 4th June Janvier renounced further
airstrikes carried out by the NATO and communicated this only on 15th June to the UN.
Eventually, hostages were freed and new
airstrikes requests were denied, based on avoiding a “warlike” situation.
Contrary to his previous statements regarding negotiations, an inquiry report by the
French Assembly suggested that Janvier was responsible for the airstrikes. On 11th July,
he and Mr Akashi approved the airstrikes, after several requests of Karremans, proving
that help for Srebrenica came too late. Due to his immunity, French investigations did
not ensure after the first hearing. Moreover, UN members cannot be trialled and thereby
escape justice through the guise of international cooperation, which is neither controlled
nor enforceable.
In the end, he is viewed by some as complicit. Because Janvier acted, despite the
warnings of his colleague Rupert Smith, Commander of the UNPROFOR in BiH,
Thomas Karremans and his knowledge.
Others argue that French President Chirac held a deal with Bill Clinton against
airstrikes. It is unclear who gave instruction or to what extent Janvier could handle the
situation on his own. However, it is commonly accepted that his reluctance to act led
Serbs to advance and negotiate with the Dutch Peacekeepers. It is important to note that
he was part of a political construct, which does, however, not prove him to be innocent
nor verifies his sole culpability. It illustrates, by constituting a representative part of the
UN, to what extent the institution was unable to communicate, act appropriately and
deliver its mandate.
In due course, the disappearance of the enclaves facilitated the peace negotiations,
increasing the belief that their abandonment was somewhat inevitable.
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SRSG's Meeting in Split, 9th June 1995,
https://nsarchive2.gwu.edu/NSAEBB/NSAEBB519-Srebrenica-conference-documents-detail-path-to-genocide-from-1993-t
o-1995/Documents/DOCUMENT%2016%20-%2019950609.pdf.

Joris Voorhoeve
By Sam van Deudekom and Ivan Mušo
Joris Voorhoeve is a Dutch political scientist and ex-politician. He started his academic
career at the University of Leiden. Later in life he would take on a professorial role at
Wageningen University in the International Relations department. Despite being part of
D66 during his youth, he entered the House of Representatives as part of the VVD in
1982. In 1986 he became the parliamentary faction leader for VVD, remaining in this
position until his 1990 departure from parliament. Since 1990, he took on a part-time
professorship at the University of Leiden where he specialized in International
Organisations. 1994 saw Voorhoeve’s return to national politics when he joined the
cabinet ‘Kok I’. At the time of the Yugoslav War, Voorhoeve was the Minister of
Defense. His viewpoint regarding the Yugoslav War was that the demise of Srebrenica
was caused by Bosnian-Serb aggression and a lack of policies and actions implemented
by the UN. In fact, he strongly postulated that the primary culprits were the
Bosnian-Serbs. He argued that the numbers of Dutch forces involved were incapable of
countering the opposition which heavily outnumbered them. He called the UN’s actions
“largely symbolic”, thus, implicitly blaming the West for the lack of support. Despite
calling for air support nine times, that support never arrived, even though he had been
assured of its availability by the UN. The reason, according to him, was that the US, the
UK and France had an agreement prohibiting the use of air strikes. Moreover,
Voorhoeve highlighted that this agreement was made unbeknownst to the Dutch.
Indeed, he highlights that if this crucial information was divulged to the Dutch, they
would have taken a different set of actions. In one of the reactions after the crisis, Theo
van den Doel and Voorhoeve wrote: “… if humanitarian law does not compel us to an
active combating of genocide, then certainly ethics compels us to take action against
mass murder, torture, starvation and expulsion. For Evil to be victorious the only
requirement is for good people to do nothing. In that sense, the outside world becomes
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co- responsible for the mass murders in Bosnia.” Despite heavy outside pressures to
resign he would remain in this government position until the end of his term in 1998.

Ratko Mladic organises the expulsion of women and children on July 12, 1995, under the gaze of UN peacekeepers.
This image clearly demonstrates the role and position of the actors and victims involved at Srebrenica.
Norbert Both, From Indifference to Entrapment: The Netherlands and the Yugoslav Crisis, 1990-1995 ( Amsterdam: Amsterdam
University Press, 2000), 147.
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Interviews
Evidently, the Srebrenica genocide of 1995 still leaves its traces to this day. However, what becomes involved
in these traces? Does Srebrenica bring to mind the same events to everybody or is there more than the factual
knowledge we have learned so far? In order to clarify these questions and fill in any gaps left by the facts, we
interviewed the people who were there, who have fled and who have made it their life's work to further
investigate the Srebrenica genocide.

Interview Hariz Halilovich
By Lisanne Schachtschabel

Lisanne Schachtschabel
From the Netherlands
BA Student
European Studies at the
University of Amsterdam

Introduction:
Born in Srebrenica in 1970, the award-winning anthropologist and
author Hariz Halilovich became a professor at the RMIT University’s
Social and Global Studies Centre in Melbourne, Australia. Influenced
by his past of the genocide befalling his birth-town, Halilovich’
research is mainly focussed on topics related to the concepts of
politically motivated violence, forced migration, memory-studies,
place-based identity politics and human rights. Naturally, with his
personal experience and impressive academic background, the story of
Hariz Halilovich would be of great value to the Newsletter. Luckily,
he showed his willingness to co-operate in the following interview.

What is your relationship to the study of Srebrenica?
“I was born in Srebrenica but was not there during the war. However, I lost many members of my extended
family.” Hariz then refers to two of the articles he has written in the past, he herein personally elaborates on
what it is like to him to come from such a historical and important place: “Srebrenica almost reads like my name
and, like my name, it travels with me wherever I go … my place of birth has become an important mark of
identity with which I strongly identify and am identified with.”

Also, he further elaborates on the personal and lethal impact of Srebrenica: “Some 50 members of my family
were buried in Potocari, and over a hundred of us were killed – add to that a hundred or so of my friends from
school, some one hundred neighbours, a hundred or so people I kept bumping into, some one hundred of those
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who knew whose kid I was… now it is left to me to speak for them.”
Could you give your personal point of view of what happened in Srebrenica in July 1995?
“The overall happening of July 1995 in Srebrenica was the most shameful moment in European history since the
Holocaust of World War II. I do belief that the Europe’s humanity was defeated there.”
Regarding that there were many parties involved in the Srebrenica genocide, such as the United Nations, the
Dutch-bat group along with the Dutch government and the Bosnian-Serb army, do you believe that one or
more of these parties are to blame for the genocide or could they have done more to prevent it?
In answering this question, Hariz describes and seemingly ranks the role of all three parties and explains how
each of them are guilty to the Srebrenica genocide: “The first to blame would be the Bosnian-Serb Army, as
they were the perpetrators and willing executioners of the Srebrenica victims. Second, the Dutch-bat troops for
being mere bystanders (by not taking any action, red.) and thirdly the UN, as they had betrayed Srebrenica by
declaring it a so-called ‘UN Safe Area’.” In reaction to a possible aversion of the genocide, Hariz claims that
“Srebrenica could have been prevented at all stages by a proper interference of both the UN and NATO.”
This year will be the 25th
 year in which both the horrors and victims will be remembered, which made me
wonder whether, in the course of time, has brought a change to your opinion and emotion?
The response I herein got from Hariz’ was both very firm yet very clear: “No. Even to this day I could still write
the same articles in the same manner and style as I did in the years before.”

What about Srebrenica itself after 25 years, are there still traces of any of the aforementioned parties (The
Bosnian-Serb Army, Dutch-bat, UN)? Did the victims return?
As it was the former location of the former UN base, “there are traces of all the parties to be found at the
Srebrenica Memorial and Cemetery in Potočari.” A site chosen by the victims’ relatives and survivors, as it had
been the place where they had last said goodbye to their loved-ones and which now only contains the bodies and
memories of thousands of Bosniak men. “All victims perished, but some survivors did come back after the war.
Yet despite their return, it has been very hard to reconstruct their shattered lives in a post-genocide context. The
legacy of genocide lives through the existence of Republika Srpska and its discriminating institutions. Bosniak
returnees are subject to various forms of formal and informal discrimination on a daily basis. For instance, the
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children at schools are not allowed to name their language Bosnian...”
Does the government do anything in helping these survivors
and the town of Srebrenica?
After the war, Srebrenica became an official part of the
Serbian Republic (Republika Srpska). However, according to
Hariz: “the government of Republika Srpska does not do
anything to help the Bosniak survivors in Srebrenica. It was
7

As a further explanation on the answer he gave in response to my first question, Hariz Halilovich referred to the articles
“Memories of a Better Future in the Aftermath of the Srebrenica Genocide,” Hariz Halilovich in Open Democracy:
https://www.opendemocracy.net/en/memories-of-better-future-in-aftermath-of-srebrenica-genocide/ and “Letter From
Australia,” Hariz Halilovich: https://pescanik.net/letter-from-australia/
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The photo taken and published by the New York Times of a school in Travnik (central Bosnia and Herzegovina), shows
this ethnic segregation in one building. The right side of the fence is attended by the Croat students, while the left side is
attended by the Bosniaks.

the state government of Bosnia itself (along with the (financial) aid of other foreign governments, red.) which
created the Memorial Centre in Potočari, the final resting place of the genocide victims.” The site was officially
opened in September
2003, by the former US president Bill Clinton. Six-hundred remains were buried on that day, accompanied by
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several hundred additional remains nearly every other year.
In your opinion, is there enough attention being paid to the remembrance of the genocide?
Besides the creation of the Memorial Centre and Cemetery in Potočari, the many books, documentaries and
other media attention which the genocide retrieves on a yearly basis, Hariz beliefs that there is more that can be
done: “In addition to its remembrance, there should also be some form of restitution for the victims.” Moreover,
Hariz touches upon an important legal matter as he explains that “there is still a triumphalism of the perpetrators
who celebrate the Srebrenica genocide.” For example, in July 2007 a group of men attired themselves in the
military uniforms of the Chetnik (a Serbian nationalist group) and marched through the streets of Srebrenica. “It
10
is still impossible for me to believe that there are no existent laws to sanction such acts.”
In your opinion, is there something in particular that should be remembered about the Srebrenica genocide?
What would be important to share with the new generation in its current memorials?
“The people who fell victim to and perished in the Srebrenica genocide were all ordinary people. I think it is
important, for both the current and future generations, to remember the lives they have had and to think about
the lives which they could have had.”

A sky-view photo of the Cemetery in Potocari, which now has become the final resting place of the 8373 Muslim men
killed in the Srebrenica genocide.
10
In support of his answer and concern about the legality of such acts, Hariz referred to his article “Globalization and
Genocide” for extra information, which can be found on
http://springer.iq-technikum.de/referenceworkentry/10.1007/978-3-319-31816-5_1304-1.
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Interview family Orasić
By Kim van Unen

Kim van Unen
From the Netherlands
BA Student
European Studies at the
University of Amsterdam

Short Introduction (name, age, nationality/religion)
V: Vedran Orasić, 20, Bosnian/Catholic/Croatian, born in the Netherlands.
M: Milijana Orasić-Tomić, 53, Bosnian/Orthodox/Serb.
Z: Zlatan Orasić, 55, Bosnian/Catholic/Croatian.
Zlatan and Milijana Orasić lived in Tuzla, Bosnia and Herzegovina until the war became unbearable for them to
continue living there. Bombs were flying into their backyard and they were separated from the rest of their
families. They decided to flee with their four year old daughter in 1994. They eventually stranded in The
Netherlands, where they are currently still living. They had to start all over in a foreign country without
speaking the language and still having to raise their eldest child. In 2000, their youngest child Vedran was born
who therefore never lived in Bosnia.
Considering the fact you have different nationalities, did you experience prejudices and conflicts while living
in Bosnia and Herzegovina?
V: I have personally not lived there, but whenever I mention that I am from Bosnia, people most of the time
assume I’m Islamic. Other than that, I hear that there is a lot of religious separation in parts of the country, e.g.
in Sarajevo, but where we live (Tuzla), I have not really noticed anything out of the ordinary.
M: Before the war we did not experience any troubles at all, life went on as normal. When the war started
however, we both were looked at from a different viewpoint. I especially suffered threats, I was being called
names a lot while walking down the street, I was simply not regarded as being a worthy part of society.
Z: As Milijana said, before the war we had no troubles at all living together and being married, despite the
ethnical differences. When the war had started, all of this went down south, however. We were receiving threats
from various army troops, which accused me of not being a “proper” Catholic and called my wife various
names. We were scared on the one hand, but on the other hand we had bigger problems to worry about than the
letters that we received.
How do you look back at the Srebrenica massacre and how do you feel about it, being a Serb yourself?
M: I, first and foremost, look at the massacre from a human point of view. I simply think that this should never
have happened. People were being murdered because of their differences in beliefs, or just being different in
general. Having grown up in Yugoslavia, I accept all people, no matter their race, religion, or any other
differences we might have.
You fled from the Yugoslavian war before the genocide in Srebrenica started, did you immediately know
about the genocide in Srebrenica, if not when did you first hear about it?

V: To be honest, I did not first hear about the massacre from my parents or other relatives. I first heard about it
during history class in middle school. That is most likely because, as far as I am aware, I do not have any
Islamic relatives or relatives that live near Srebrenica.
M: We did not hear about what had happened immediately when it took place. We were already in the
Netherlands and, as such, we first saw and heard about it on the Dutch news channel. This is mostly because, as
Vedran already said, we do not have any relatives living in or near Srebrenica.
Z: We found out on Dutch television after the events had taken place, because we had no direct contacts in or
near Srebrenica.
What went through your head when you first heard about the Srebrenica genocide?
V: I was really shocked to hear something so awful that took place in my country of origin which I was
completely unaware of. After hearing about it, when I got home I immediately asked my parents about what had
happened, as I found it both awful and interesting at the same time.
M: I find it devastating that something like this could happen. The innocent people are always the one that
suffer the most. It was horrible to hear what happened.
Z: I was amazed that this could still happen this late into the 20th century. I really could not imagine that such a
genocide could happen, simply over differences in beliefs. I was simply flabbergasted and did not know how to
react to it.
Who do you blame for the Srebrenica genocide?
V: I think that the responsibility is divided. Mostly the UN and the Serbs are to blame in my opinion. The Serbs
because of their hatred towards the Muslims and even planning the attack in the first place, the UN because they
did not take the appropriate measures.
M: I really do not think I am in the position to judge and say who is most guilty for what happened. In my eyes,
all involved parties have at least some guilt. Sadly these are things that happen in wars.
Z: For the events that happened in the moment, Mladić and the Serbian army had the most blame, in my eyes.
However, I do know that the Serbs were provoked by the Muslims, with them killing a large amount of Serbs
living in the area surrounding Srebrenica. This especially occurred during celebratory days. At a given moment,
the Serbs were done accepting it all and fought back, sadly taking a lot of innocent people to the grave as well.
Often the Srebrenica genocide is blamed on the UN (United Nations) or the Dutchbat, in your opinion should
they have reacted differently and could they have prevented the genocide this way?
V: I think that the UN should have supplied the Dutchbat with a greater amount and diversity of artillery. The
Dutchbat was simply not equipped well enough to fight back an entire Serb army, approaching using tanks and
the like. The weapons that the Dutchbat had, made that they did not stand a chance.
M: I really have no idea. Again, I only know what I heard on TV, of which I know from experience that it is not
always correct. I was not there in the moment, so I have no idea how the different parties either acted or should
have acted.
Z: The Dutchbat simply could not prevent any of the events that took place. The rivalry and provocation
between the Serbs and Muslims was great and the Dutch army was insufficiently armed to come between the
two groups. While some entrances to the “safe space” were properly guarded, there were also routes where e.g.
only one, poorly armed guard was present.
Do you feel like we learned anything from the Srebrenica genocide?
V: I think that it is a good learning moment regarding religion and the amount of damage an extremist can
inflict. It is simply not normal or acceptable in any way to take such action purely because a group of people has
different beliefs than you do.

M: I really do think we did, namely that people should be guarded, both from their own provocative actions and
from others. In war especially, children and innocent people should be protected. Innocent lives should not end
because of differing ideologies.
Z: I personally think that there is some stuff to be learned from the genocide, but that we have not learned from
it yet. Discrimination was present back then, it was the main cause for the genocide, and it is still present to this
day. I think the most important thing to learn from this is to not discriminate people at all, no matter their
religion or heritage.
What should be remembered most from the Genocide?
V: I think that one of the most important aspects to remember from the massacre is, when you send out an army
for the protection of people, to make sure that the soldiers have appropriate weaponry to handle attacks and to
make sure that their base can give the people that need to be protected shelter in case of an attack.
M: Human lives were taken away for the sake of differing religions. No matter what, I stand for people having
the right to live. In my eyes, people were not born to kill.
Z: Surely the amount of deaths on both sides of the camp. This is something so horrible that should never be
forgotten, I think.
Being the son of two Bosnian refugees, how much did you actually know about what happened in
Srebrenica? Moreover, do you still talk about the Yugoslavian war at home?
V: As I stated previously, I first heard about the massacre at school during history class. Before that, I really had
no idea such a thing had happened. At home, we do not really speak about it, as our family was not greatly
impacted, if at all. With regards to the Yugoslavian War, that is sometimes mentioned, but not all that often. I
don’t want to bring up bad memories for my parents, so I don’t ask about it often.
When you go back to Bosnia do the people around often talk about Srebrenica/the Yugoslavian war?
V: I have never heard anything about the massacre afterwards, but a possible cause is that we do not really live
near Srebrenica. To be honest I have not paid that much attention either, but I do not remember any word of it
during my time there. Regarding the war however, that is often mentioned and talked about, especially by the
older population.
M: Srebrenica is barely discussed among the people we know and the places we visit, because we do not come
near the village. The war is also mentioned less and less, from my experience. People are simply trying to move
on, life has become very hard since the war and people are mostly trying to get through the day. They do not
really have time or the will to stand still and take a moment to think about the
war
all
those years
ago.
Z: The war is explicitly mentioned less and less, however, you can feel a lot of tension everywhere in Bosnia.
Traveling around the country, you really notice the separation and hatred between ethnic groups.
Who do you blame for the Srebrenica Genocide? What should be remembered from Srebrenica? Has the way
you view the Srebrenica genocide changed over time? H
 as the way you view the Srebrenica genocide
changed over time?
V: The more I learn about it, the worse I look at the event. I find it really horrible that someone is capable of and
willing to organise an entire massacre, simply due to a difference in beliefs.
M: No, my point of view has mostly stayed the same. It is horrible what happened, especially for those that lost
family members and friends. As I said before, I look at the events from a humanitarian point of view, and in my
eyes this never should have happened.
Z: After reading about the genocide some more, from different sources and differing points of view, I have
drawn a conclusion: there was more than just religion behind the genocide. People from both sides of the camp
were manipulated, which can still be seen in the separation and hatred within the country. All of the events are
shrouded in mystery, however, and there is a lot of uncertainty regarding what actually happened.

Interview Gerry Kremer
By Ellis van Manen

Ellis van Manen
From the Netherlands
BA Student
European Studies at the
University of Amsterdam

Could you introduce yourself?
Yes. My name is Gerry Kremer, I am 68 years old. I was, 25
years ago, 42 when I went on a mission to Srebrenica and
turned 43 there. Back then I was married, had three kids and
worked for a year at the Ministerie van Defensie as a surgeon. I
first worked at Curacao where I helped many people with shot
or knife wounds which helped me prepare working for the
army. In February 1995 I went with my team of an anaesthetist
and nurses via Zagreb to Srebrenica. I stayed there until the
15th of June 1995.
How was it there?
We had actually a good time, a lot of fun together. I had a radio
programme together with one colleague because we wanted that the men could process their feelings
somewhere. You have to understand that men of 20 years old are tough, they go to the gym, walk with a gun and
are very strong. If there are emotional weaknesses, they will not tell each other because that turns you into a
pussy. We would be the place where the men could anonymously share their feelings of the missing of spouses
or parents or being homesick. We would tell poems which was a way of mentioning these emotions people
experienced. Many actually used this opportunity.
What emotions of these men did you experience?
Yes homesick and so on.. And bad food! We started with a large stock of medicine and food, but they at a
certain moment the Serbs stopped giving us access to gasoline and food. You had the possibility to go on leave
and visit your family, but you weren’t allowed to come back. So instead of the 900 men that were present at the
very start, we were left with only 400 men. This was a strange situation. And we didn’t get any food anymore,
so the only thing we had was canned food, French lentils and so on.. Very greasy and gross. No.. That was not
ideal. So yes.. Everyone experienced some struggles because of it. Not only missing people or being homesick,
the missing of for example a cold beer also started after some time. We kept on seeing the Dutch advertisement
or everything but we didn’t have any access to it.
Then the moment came that Dutchbat had to leave, how did you experience this?
I left the 15th and many of the others left a couple of days later. We were with two medical teams and I had
already transferred my responsibilities so I had the possibility of leaving earlier. That was a difficult and bumpy
ride to Zagreb of 14 hours and 400 meters before we could get out, we were transferred from between the hay
bales to a very beautiful white buss of the United Nations. We could only drive in there for 200 meters to a
group of journalist and photographers which was a huge let-down for us.

The journalists were there because we were the first returning group from Srebrenica to Zagreb and they were
apparently not allowed to see that we had been in this big enormous truck for 14 hours.
And then you came home and together with the whole world you witnessed what happened next, how did you
experience that?
We did not experience it, we experienced it from home. There were two doctors I worked with and in the night
from the 10th till the 11th they fled with 15.000 men to a safe place: Tusla. During this escape they kept being
shot at and only 6000 survived this escape. So it is just not true when people say the genocide happened while
the Dutch blue helmets were standing there watching. These things I only learned later. I went with my son on a
holiday to Spain when I returned and I learned from the newspaper I bought there that the two doctors I worked
with, survived.
What do you remember most of that time?
Well, it is a crazy thing to say, but the time there was actually fun. I could offer a lot of help to the local
inhabitants; I did many surgeries and we went to the city so now and then to perform surgeries as well which
was nice. What I remember the most is the way the army authorities and politics handled the truth, the narrative.
We hardly arrived back or we already had to write a debriefing and had to show up for them to interview us. The
way they interviewed us already gave us some irritated emotions because they kept on saying things that had not
happened. So we continued replying with ‘No, this did not happen’. In their final document with conclusions
there were very strange events mentioned. It mentioned, for example, that there weren’t soldiers getting a
blowjob through the fence in exchange for cigarettes. But those things you don’t just make up? I mentioned that
a woman had died because my colleague refused to help her. He did this because he was not allowed to help
local inhabitants anymore as we were allegedly short on supplies. I had mentioned this in the interview but in
the final report it said; it is unclear to us whether a woman has died because of this. But I clearly had mentioned
and witnessed it! So the conclusions report differed greatly from the answers we had given in the interview. A
report like this is supposed to summarise the interviews that were held, but the one writing it changed the truth.
That’s what started the misery. Then you get fucked and cheated over. This happened another couple of times
and then the media recovered it and called it: the cover-up of Srebrenica. Jos van Kemenade, a Dutch politician
and a friend of Prime-minister Kok, had the task of uncovering whether there was indeed a cover-up of the
Srebrenica events. This was done through interviews and I also gave my statement. Based upon what I told
them, they decided they wanted to go deeper as it, indeed, sounded like a cover-up. But sir Kemenade did not
want to use that, because he already made up his mind on what had happened. He already had his conclusions.
Then the NIOD report appeared and because I had been harsh on some of the colleagues and had been very
critical, they did not interview me for this. That has been my memory of Srebrenica, not so much what happened
there, but how the Dutch politics handled it.
Do you have an idea why this minister already made up his mind and stopped looking further?
Because this minister got the idea from his friend the prime-minister that there was no cover-up at all. Because
this does not sound ‘nice’, the presence of a cover-up. That would mean admitted your own mistakes, but this
was politically just not possible. When you are 22 or 23, you think that everything is like a dreamworld in which
everything goes according to how it should go. But this is not the case. Everyone things about their own
reputation. The political world was a good example of this. They tried to not show their mistakes. In the end that
was enough reason for Kok to step down.
What were the things that they had covered-up according to you?
There was a lot of criticism on the military leadership which never had any consequences. No consequences
from politics or from the military leadership itself, at least. Decisions made about some of the refugees were
also not crystal clear. The decision that we could not help any of the wounded from the refugees was also
ridiculous, of course! There were more things that happened that you do not want to end up in any newspaper.

What did this to your trust in politics? Because I understood that you have been to more missions?
After this I went another three times to Yugoslavia. I also went to Iraq and Afghanistan and on a large practise
of mission with the Brits. So yes, I went many more times after Srebrenica. But I have to admit I have never had
any problems with military leadership, politics or the goal of the mission after Srebrenica. Srebrenica was a very
strange mission when it comes to this.
What do you think is the truth of what has happened? Who is to blame?
Who is to blame is very clear: The Bosnian-Serbs. They walked into the enclave, to a group of only 400 from
Dutchbat. They hardly had any weapons, which luckily changed with the other missions. But it is impossible to
protect when you have so little. Later we went with large tanks and that gave us some respect. You cannot
protect the enclave with so little against a large group of armed Serbs. So, who is to blame? That is very clear, it
is not us. It was not our war. Look, the Croats, the Serbs and the Muslims are all the same people. There is only
one big difference: they all have a different religion. This is why you see in history that they have murdered
each other many times. There have been some moments of peace and Tito also contributed to this. But when
Tito died and Milosovic came to power, the hate grew again. And in that moment, we, as UN peacekeepers,
were pushed in the middle. So when a genocide happens, you cannot say: ‘The peacekeepers did not do their
best.’
Absolutely, but you can perhaps say that the United Nations had the possibility of doing more..
Perhaps? Absolutely! But they haven’t acted upon it, they just left it. We have asked for air support, but that has
been denied. Probably because beforehand a pact was between some influential countries like France and the
United Stations with Clinton as president. The reason was probably that if they gave away the enclaves, they
would not be the target of some threats. This gave the possibility of bombing the Serbs. And this was exactly
what happened. The peace was enforced by bombing the city Pale. It is all national and international politics.
Yes, but I can imagine this harms the trust you might have in these institutions?
Yes. The saying: ‘We have been screwed over’ is applicable to multiple events during this mission and after.
We have been screwed over by the world leaders, but also by the United Nations.
Years after this event many of the Dutchbat soldiers were not doing well. Many had for example PTSS. How
were you doing? How did you handle the situation?
Well, I was a bit older when I went there. I was 42 years old. I had my schooling, but I also went to Curacao
where many things happened as well. So I was well prepared and perhaps hardened. I experienced the most
disadvantages because of how it was handled when we had returned. I have written articles about it. I have done
many public speaking events. I have always said what I thought about it which is the reason why some did not
like me much. Because of this I don’t have PTSS, but I think about 40% of the men there have this now.
Do you still talk with many from that time?
Not much, but so now and then I speak to some of them.
And how are they?
Some are not well. Most of the people I know are doing okay. I have done a theatre show in the Netherlands
with some of them. We also went to Antwerp and another group with the same show went to Scandinavia as
well. In this show we told the audience what had really happened from our perspective and this felt so good as
you can yell or scream whatever is in your heart. This was something I had not been able to do before this as I
did not get that opportunity, because I did not get interviewed for the NIOD report. My frustrations are readable
in the report, but only between the lines. But nobody will read an entire report. I have picked up life again and
did other missions which were really good and fun missions to do. So my life will continue, however, it is a very
drastic event that I will take with me for the rest of my life.

Do you think the Netherlands spend enough time and attention to this event?
Yes, I think so. Now, 25 years later, it would be a good idea to spend some extra attention to this subject, in
remembrance. There are, however, some people that have passed away from my medical team. Others went into
hiding and because of this I don’t have any contact with them. They probably also have strong PTSS. I still want
to go there with the commemoration, but due to the Corona Crisis I am not sure if this will be possible.
How would you like to remember Srebrenica, 25 years later?
Not as a festive event. As a black page in the Dutch cooperation with the United Nations. This is not just the
wrongdoing of the Netherlands, but together with the International influence and the fighting of the Serbs is this
is caused. We now know what went wrong and what we should never do again. We should never go there on
behalf of some countries just with some water guns and blue flags to wave with. We will only gain respect with
stronger weapons and tanks. Only then we could do our job. If we only go there with hardly any weapons and
food, without the support of the international authorities, it is impossible to do a mission like this.
So you do blame Dutch authorities as well?
Yes I believe that the Dutch government never should have accepted these conditions under which we went to
Srebrenica.
Did the Dutch government learn from its mistakes?
I think so yes. First of all, nowadays there will always join someone that has political knowledge or cultural
knowledge. In our time the negotiations were done by us, but in present day these people educated in politics or
diplomacy will handle certain situations. We also learned to not go under terrible conditions.
Are there many Dutch soldiers that went on missions for the UN after Srebrenica? Or are these examples,
examples of certain missions?
Yes these are those examples. All these missions were also part of the United Nations. And NATO of course,
which works much better. NATO is not a hard political animal like the UN. NATO tries it in a more human
way.
Why is this?
It is not a military institution. They are not used to intervene. They should have intervened when the Dutch were
in trouble and they should have come together to help. They did a calculation that an enormous large number of
people was needed to enforce peace, but we were only with 900 people.
Do you feel like your opinion about this subject has changed a lot over the years?
Well, the probability of this international pact to not intervene or give air support was pretty quickly apparent to
us. This is to a large extend proven by the VPRO back then, despite the denial of the Americans. No, little has
changed when it comes to my opinion about this.
No mistakes have been admitted, what do you think of this? Do you still expect this someday?
Never, no. I don’t expect this. Many of the protagonists are not amongst us anymore. Perhaps one day someone
else that was involved will share its truth. Nobody is prepared to come forward as it will probably cost too
much. We have lost only two people, that is very little of course. But we do have a large group that became sick
after this mission. That is something I find very sad. It did not just happen in Srebrenica, but also later in
Afghanistan. Here we did a better job at bringing the right gear and people, but we still have many men that
became sick. But I do believe things have been better after these events and we will not make the same
mistakes.
We should have strong restrictions on when to go somewhere and under what conditions. We should also have
strong relations with the other European countries and work together. I think this is possible. The difference
between Europe and America is growing and growing and so we should work together as one Europe.

Never Forget Srebrenica
Fifteen years ago, these children, relatives of the victims of the Srebrenica massacre, were waiting to
welcome over 30.000 people, local survivors and their supporters from all over the world, to join them
in commemorating those lost in that summer of 1995. They walked for days, followed in the footsteps
of those who were able to flee Srebrenica at the time, of those finding a path that allowed them to
survive. A route taken on which by every step, those who stayed behind, who did not make it out, are
remembered and honoured, the victims in their minds, their loved ones in their hearts, walking side by
side towards the Srebrenica Memorial site.

Now, at the 25th Remembering of Srebrenica, 11 July 2020, let us all in our thoughts join in
commemorating, let us reflect upon the events of 25 years ago, and of those of today, let us reflect
upon ourselves, educate ourselves, and remember, never forget Srebrenica.
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