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Confidential Order

The Prosecutor
V.
Vujadin Popovic et al.

Post session order to redact the public transcript
and the public broadcast of a hearing

The Trial Chamber
( At the request of the Prosecutor / Defence and with the agreement of the parties )
ORDERS that the following highlighted text, page 52 line 23 to page 53 line 1 (16.53.17 to 16.53.31)

be omitted from the public transcript of this hearing and be edited from the public broadcast of this
hearing.

13]16: 52: 00 Baljkovica. They still don't, because they can't, answer the ~
14|16:52:16 point about the intercepted radic communication between Vinko Pandurevic

15(16:52:23 and Semso Muminovic. They go on and on and on about the evidence from

16(16:52:28 the Krstic trial, fastidiously ignoring the evidence in this case. I am

17[16:52:37 glad to hear Mr. McCloskey at last concede that on the 16th of July,

18{16:52:45 vinko Pandurevic was not making any sort of decision based upon 40 or 50

19[16:52:51 men having died; rather, as is reflected in his report of that day, a

20[16:52:57 belief that he had lost 10 men. But what about the evidence of the

21|16:53: 04 intercepted communication from the day before with Muminovic that showed

that pricr to the loss of any men, Vinko Pandurevic was amenable to
letting the whole of the column free, and

I might be wrong,
3{16:53:56 case about the capability of the 2nd Corps. They had tanks, did they? I
4|16:53:57 don't remember hearing a word about that, but let’'s leave it there.
5|16:53:57 I'd like, really, just to finish by locking at a document that
6[16:54: 00 featured on a number of occasions in Mr. McCloskey's submissions. It's
7
8

but I don't recall any or much evidence in this

16:54: 07 P1179A in the English.

16:54:39 I think we need to go down a little bit. Yes.
9116:54:43 You probably don't need to re-read this. It's the last reply by
10[16:54:55 B on that page:
11|16:55: 0S8 "I don't know what to do. I mean it, Krle. There is still three

12[16:55: 10 and a half thousand parcels that I have to distribute. I have no
13[16:55:12 solution. "

14[16:55:13 What Mr. McCloskey said today, at page 30, lines 11 to 12, about
15[16:55: 44 my client, was: He chose not to allow them to survive; it was his
16|16:55: 44 choice, not Beara's. I do wonder if we have been in the same courtroom,
17|16:55:44 and I do wonder whether the excitement of advocacy causes him to say
18|16:55:48 things he can't really mean.

19[16:55:585 JUDGE AGIUS: Thank you, Mr. Haynes.

20(16:55:55 Mr. Bourgon.
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