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Anisa Sućeska-Vekić
Director of the Balkan Investigative Reporting Network in Bosnia and 
Herzegovina, BIRN BiH

The process of facing the past is one of the pillars that guarantee a safer and 
better future in post-conflict societies. It is only if this difficult and long-term 
process is transparent, however, that it can help rebuild the trust lost among 
people.

Building a democratic society also requires freedom of the media as a key 
principle, but the same is true of media responsibility, not least because 
outlets play a crucial role in informing the public about transitional justice 
processes and facing the past.

With the regional conference, “Court Transparency and Media Responsi-
bility,” our goal is to bridge the gap between judicial institutions, local au-
thorities and media in the Western Balkans by facilitating an exchange of 
experiences of, on the one hand, court transparency, and on the other, time-
ly, objective and reliable reporting on the crimes committed in the region’s 
recent wars, and the work of the institutions and mechanisms dealing with 
them. We have managed to bring together many international war crimes 
experts, legal experts and journalists specialised in war crimes reporting to 
join this exchange.

The event is built on five years’ work by BIRN BiH to help the media and 
civil society understand the domestic judicial institutions that are involved 
in efforts to face the past. More importantly, we want to establish efficient 
channels of communication between these institutions and stakeholders in 
order to achieve more transparent processing of war crimes in our country 
and in the wider region - for the sake of those for whom these processes are 
conducted in the first place, the citizens.

Since 2004, BIRN BiH has played a key role in efforts to bring justice closer 
to the citizens of BiH and the region. Justice Report, BIRN’s highly rated and 
internationally recognised news service, has been informing the public on a 
daily basis about the processing of war crimes and the transitional justice 
issues that affect their lives. BIRN is the only organisation in BiH to have 
covered every single day of the trials held before the War Crimes Depar-
tment of the Court of BiH since its establishment. For five years now, the 
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Association of Court Reporters, a professional organisation launched by 
BIRN for journalists from print and electronic media, has been successfully 
championing the highest journalistic standards and transparency of domestic 
judicial institutions.

On behalf of BIRN, I would like to thank all participants for their contribution, 
not just to the conference but also to this publication. I would like to thank 
the Konrad Adenauer Foundation for co-organising the conference, and 
extend our gratitude to the governments of Norway and Switzerland, as well 
as the OSCE Missions to BiH and Serbia, for supporting this conference.

We hope that the exchange of experiences and recommendations among the 
participants of the first regional conference on court transparency and media 
responsibility will be a useful step forward in making the process of facing 
the past in the Western Balkans as publicly visible as possible. It is in pursuit 
of this aim that we present you with this publication.
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Nidžara Ahmetašević
Editor of BIRN’s Justice Report

The aim of this conference and publication is to facilitate dialogue on the 
importance of responsible, timely and objective reporting on trials of war 
crimes indictees, as well as the need for the judicial bodies conducting these 
trials to work in a transparent manner.

Both are necessary if the public is to regain, or acquire, trust in the judicial 
system, and for those who were victims of the severest human rights violati-
ons to start believing that justice exists.

BIRN BiH has been working with these aims for five years now. Justice 
Report provides daily coverage of everything that happens before the War 
Crimes Department of the Court of BiH. Each month over 13,000 visitors 
read the reports posted on our website, and many more access them by vir-
tue of their republication by numerous agencies in BiH, the wider region and 
beyond. 

Our report archive is used by those who study the entire process of dealing 
with the past. We are often read and quoted by those who investigate the 
background and consequences of the conflicts in this region.

We are aware that a large number of our readers are victims of war crimes. 
They want their voice to be heard and justice to be served. 

Over the past five years, we have received a large number of letters than-
king us for what we are doing and requesting more information on the fun-
ctioning of the judicial system in BiH and neighbouring countries.

Through these letters we have learned how important and necessary it is 
to write about war crimes trials, and how much people want to know about 
the way in which the judicial system works. We have also learned about the 
importance of justice.

We trust that this conference and publication will serve as useful reminders 
to all of the importance of the process of facing the past, and the necessity 
of having an independent judiciary and professional media. 
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Dr. Dirk Forger
Director of the Konrad Adenauer 
Stiftung (KAS) Media 
Programme South East Europe

The main goals of the KAS Media 
Programme South East Europe are 
to support the development of de-
mocratic journalism and strengthen 

journalism as the Fourth Estate. As a journalist, I don’t want to talk about 
law. But allow me to say a few words about war, history and responsibility. I 
will start with a few sayings, which in simple words express much truth abo-
ut the importance of war crimes trials: You can’t build a future if you don’t 
resolve the past; To know where you’re going to, you have to know where 
you’re coming from; To forget only helps the criminals, never the victims. My 
old history teacher always said, “The only thing we learn from history is that 
mankind does not learn from history.” Is that really so?

Dear journalists and friends from the field of law, we all know that conflicts 
frequently occur among you. Often you just don’t understand each other be-
cause you speak a different languages and have different aims. But it is the 
responsibility of judges to explain to the public what is going on, and to do 
so in an understandable way. And it’s the duty of journalists to respect court 
rules and become acquainted with juristic terms. Personally, I don’t believe 
in “general journalists.” At least in some fields (science, business or law), 
journalists also have to be experts. The requirements are similar to those of 
science: you don’t have to know everything, but you have to know enough 
to ask the right questions. And that is already a lot.

As a representative of the media, and in light of our programme, I address 
mainly my fellow journalists: you are only relevant if you deliver quality jo-
urnalism. Not poor quality journalism, but journalism whose highest priority 
is quality. The kind of journalism that respects ethical values and good jo-
urnalistic standards. Journalism that cannot be influenced or blackmailed by 
politics or certain “businessmen.” Only then are journalists believable. Only 
then can the media influence things positively.

People in this region have to learn that they have the same goals (peace, 
security, EU integration), and that they can learn from each other. Problems 
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(ecological issues, organised crime) don’t stop at borders. They can only be 
solved jointly. The media and the law depend on one other. They can only 
function in a democratic environment if they work together. They have to 
talk with each other, not just about each other.

But, my dear lawyers and judges, as well as some over-sensitive politicians, 
it’s also the task of journalists to be critical of you. They have to scrutinise 
what’s going on. That’s their job! It’s not their job to be your friend! But you 
can expect them to be fair, of course, to have decent knowledge about the 
field of law, and to respect the law and journalistic rules.

Dear ladies and gentlemen. We are here to talk with each other, to have real 
dialogue.

The partners of BIRN and KAS in organising this conference were the OSCE 
Missions to BiH and Serbia, and the Embassies of the Kingdom of Norway 
and Switzerland in BiH.
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Gary Robbins, 
Ambassador of the OSCE Mission to BiH, emphasised how proud the OSCE 
was to support this gathering of legal experts to discuss an issue of vast 
importance not just for the country, but also for the entire region.

“....The old maxim applies: Justice must not only be done, it must be seen to 
be done. Citizens will develop increased confidence in processes dealing with 
war crimes, and in other cases, as they become better informed about them.  
BiH society not only deserves, but needs a healthy discussion about post-
conflict accountability, the pace and scope of progress, and which obstacles 
remain. It is imperative that the judiciary and the media work together to 
ensure that this dialogue happens. This means that both institutions have a 
duty to publicly question and contradict the misinformation and inflamma-
tory rhetoric about the judiciary that all too often obscures or even mutes 
the conversation.”

Jan Braathu, 
the Norwegian Ambassador to BiH, said that transparency and information 
pertaining to war crimes trials were not just important for the legitimacy of 
court institutions, but also for the creation of broader social ties.

“Misunderstanding emanating from these judicial processes can actually exa-
cerbate societal tensions and contribute to an escalation of political strife. 
This is particularly so in post-conflict societies, where there is a need to deal 
with the past and rebuild societal relationships of mutual trust, not only in 
institutions, but also among individuals. Needless to say, major responsibi-
lity for ensuring transparency and outreach lies with the judicial institutions 
themselves. However, the media also have a very important role and, in-
deed, a very great responsibility, in their reporting on war crimes prosecuti-
ons.”

Michael Tatham, 
the British Ambassador to BiH, emphasised that the embassy was proud to 
have had the opportunity to support the conference because “the rule of law 
in BiH is an area in which Great Britain has invested heavily, for obvious 
reasons.” In Tatham’s opinion, “the rule of law lies at the heart of so many 
crucial matters, not least a government’s credibility. The respect that citizens 
feel for a government depends on what it delivers to them: the services it 
provides, the environment it creates for doing business, and the integrity of 
its own actions and conduct.”
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“The rule of law is imperative for BiH’s external strategy. I am 100% con-
vinced that European integration is the right geopolitical destiny for BiH, but 
ask any new member of the EU what the biggest succession challenge was, 
and the chances are they will reply: Justice and Home Affairs. This is both 
the biggest challenge for any aspirant country and the area most subject 
to the greatest scrutiny by EU member states… Appalling crimes were com-
mitted in this region during the conflicts of the 1990s; an effective judicial 
process that brings to justice the perpetrators of those crimes is an essential 
component of the foundation this country needs in order to move forward.”
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AGENDA

Session 1.  
Judicial Transparency: Lessons Learned and Ways Forward

• John Hocking, Registrar, Office of the Registrar of the International Cri-
minal Tribunal for the former Yugoslavia, ICTY

• Meddžida Kreso, President, Court of BiH 
• Milorad Barašin, Chief Prosecutor, Prosecutor’s Office of BiH 
• Siniša Važić, President, War Crimes Chamber, Serbia 
• Branko Hrvatin, President, Supreme Court, Croatia 
• Alma Dedić, Manager, Justice Portfolio, UNDP, BiH
• Moderator: Andrej Nosov, President, Youth Initiative for Human Rights, 

YIHR

Session 2.  
Political Responsibility for Maintaining Judicial Transparency and 
Independence 

• Dušan Ignjatović, Director, National Council for Cooperation with the 
ICTY, Serbia 

• Gordan Markotić, Ministry of Justice, Croatia
• Milorad Novković, President, High Judicial and Prosecutorial Council of 

BiH 
• Jasminka Džumhur, Human Rights Ombudswoman of BiH
• Moderator: Refik Hodžić, Head, ICTY Liaison Office in BiH

Session 3.  
The ICTY and Contempt, and the Media View of Contempt

• Tilman Blumenstock, Legal Officer, ICTY 
• Nerma Jelačić, Spokesperson, ICTY 
• Gordana Igrić, Regional Director, BIRN, Serbia
• Dragana Babović, Journalist, Vijesti, Montenegro
• Josip Šarić, Journalist, Croatian Radio-Television, HRT
• Moderator: Snježana Ivandić, Executive Director, Balkan Human Rights 

Network, BHRN, BiH



16

Session 4. Documenting Facts on War Crimes

• Nataša Kandić, Director, Humanitarian Law Centre, Serbia
• Mirsad Tokača, Director, Research and Documentation Centre, BiH 
• Vesna Teršelić, Director, Documenta, Croatia

Session 5.  
The Role of the Public Broadcasting Service in War Crimes Reporting 

• Emir Habul, Head of News, Radio-Television Bosnia and Herzegovina, 
BHRT

• Josip Šarić, Journalist, HRT
• Bojan Brkić, Deputy Editor-in-Chief, Radio-Television Republika Srpska, 

RTRS

Session 6. Public Interest in War Crimes Trials

• Erna Mačkić, Journalist, BIRN/ Association of Court Reporters of the Co-
urt of BiH, AIS

• James Rodehaver, Director, Human Rights Department, OSCE Mission to 
BiH

• Mirko Klarin, Director and Editor-in-Chief, SENSE Agency   
• Moderator: Saša Madački, Director, Human Rights Centre, HRC, BiH

Session 7. Institutional Responsibility vs Transparency 

• Jasna Saračević-Janković, Public Relations Coordinator, Office of the Pro-
secutor for War Crimes, Serbia

• Ivana Ramić, Spokesperson, Belgrade District Court, Serbia
• Olga Kavran, Spokesperson, Office of the Prosecutor, ICTY
• Nerma Jelačić, Spokesperson, ICTY
• Refik Hodžić, Head, ICTY Liaison Office in BiH
• Boris Grubešić, Spokesperson, State Prosecutor for BiH
• Manuela Hodžić, Head, Public Relations Department, Court of BiH
• Moderator: Midhat Izmirlija, Assistant, Faculty of Law, University of Sara-

jevo, BiH

 
Conference Closing: 

• Gilles Roduit, Deputy Head of Mission, Swiss Embassy in BiH 
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A one-day Media Workshop was also held during the conference:

Press Codes for Journalists
Ljiljana Zurovac, Executive Director, Press Council, BiH
Mirela Hukovic-Hodžić, Journalist, BH Radio 1/ AIS

Terminology and Court Procedures 
Sonja Prostran, Judge, Second Municipal Court in Belgrade, Serbia

Witness Reparations
Josip Sladić, Lawyer, Croatia

Indictee Rights 
Nela Sefić, Legal Adviser, OSCE Mission to BiH
Senad Kreho, Lawyer, BiH
Jasmina Pjanić-Njuhović, Director, Criminal Defence Section, OKO, Registry 
of the Court of BiH
Edina Rešidović, Lawyer, BiH

War Crime Reporting Experiences
Nemanja Stjepanović, Journalist, SENSE Agency
Nidžara Ahmetašević, Editor, BIRN’s Justice Report, BiH
Moderator: Denis Džidić, Journalist, BIRN BiH
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Session 1. 

Judicial Transparency:  
Lessons Learned and Ways Forward     

Meddžida Kreso, the President of the Court of BiH, highlighted the importan-
ce of the media’s role in the process of spreading the truth and informing the 
public about all that goes on in courts that conduct war crimes trials:

“We at the Court of BiH are fully aware of the media’s influence on pu-
blic opinion and the need for conveying accurate, objective and verified 
information. We are therefore always open to media that are willing to 
report the truth professionally and responsibly, and contribute to the 
building of general trust in this country…”

“I think the media in our country have taken a good step forward in the 
area of reporting on war crimes. This topic is being discussed throughout 
BiH today, an indicator that the general social awareness of our citizens 
has been raised. We must not forget that media reports from courthou-
ses have made a major contribution to this. The media talk openly about 
the crimes committed in our country. Today, war crimes are even discu-
ssed in media that in the past had no space for the truth. It is true that 
the causes and consequences of the crimes committed are still being 
interpreted differently. There is no general acceptance of the magnitude 
of the tragedy that happened. It is however important that there is no 
more silence surrounding these issues.” 

Kreso recalled that the media had spread hatred, intolerance and mistrust 
during and after the war, and said that this was why we should work on 
building trust, tolerance and a culture of peace today:

“Judicial institutions must do their part. The same however applies to 
the media. In awareness of their role, they must make their contribu-
tion, which is undoubtedly great. I note with satisfaction that some of 
them are already doing this successfully. However, the media and their 
journalists must be given proper working conditions, and all of us must 
be aware of their needs and meet their requests whenever and however 
we can. I continue to assert that there are few courts that are as tran-
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sparent as the Court of BiH. Guided by the principles of a democratic 
society, the Court of BiH has succeeded in developing a relationship with 
the media based on professionalism and mutual respect. Without them, 
our work would not be presented properly. Thus, our staff always gladly 
meets the requests of court reporters and researchers whose mission is 
to convey to citizens the atmosphere we have in the Court of BiH.”

Milorad Barašin, BiH’s Chief Prosecutor, pointed out that surveys by inter-
national organisations on accessibility and openness of judicial institutions 
had suggested that the Prosecutor’s Office and Court of BiH were the most 
transparent judicial institutions in the Western Balkans:

“BiH, in its process of judicial reform and transitional justice, is an example 
of a society where judicial institutions are transparent, and journalists and 
the media are highly interested in their work. One of the reasons for this 
might be that BiH, in comparison to other countries in the region, is in a spe-
cific situation because it was the site of many war crimes that are of interest 
to the Hague Tribunal and the domestic judiciary.” 

Barašin also said that “high-quality, objective and comprehensive reporting 
to the public about transitional justice, the processing of war crimes cases, 
and the fight against organised crime and corruption can only be fully deve-
loped with mutual professionalism, respect and understanding among judici-
al institutions, journalists and media companies.”

Siniša Važić, the President of the Serbi-
an War Crimes Chamber, said that court 
transparency in his country was facilita-
ted by a host of laws and bylaws that 
“in a more or less solid fashion regulate 
this matter,” as well as by the practice 
of the courts and court administrations 
that implement the legislation. 

When explaining why he thought it was 
important to make court proceedings 
and workings more public and transpa-
rent, Judge Važić added that “court ac-
tivities must also fully address the issue 
of protection of human rights and free-
doms, and so make sure that reporting 
on, and presentation of, court work and 
procedures do not have an influence 
that could lead to the violation of hu-
man rights and freedoms of participants 
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in criminal and other court proceedings. Here, I am not just referring to 
defendants, but also to injured parties, victims and witnesses.” 

“A possible answer can be found in information collected for ‘A Study of 
Perceptions of Transitional Justice in Serbia,’ a research project carried 
out less than a year ago. This survey suggested, among other things, 
that a large majority of respondents thought it was more important to 
conduct war crimes trials before the domestic judiciary than outside of 
Serbia. Slightly less than half of respondents thought it was more impor-
tant to conduct war crimes trials before the domestic judiciary so that 
the citizens of Serbia could face the truth, and so that the public would 
become aware of the war crimes that were committed. Hidden in this 
piece of information is the need for the public and the media to be more 
present in these proceedings and in proceedings for grave crimes,” Važić 
said.

Branko Hrvatin, the President of the Croatian Supreme Court, pointed out 
that judicial systems played an important role in the protection of human 
rights and accordingly came under particular public scrutiny.

“The media play a manifold role in this. They of course play a highly 
positive role by conveying information from the judiciary to the public, 
and acting as controller - as we like to say, the media are the watchdog 
of our democracy and they observe, as they should, what the judiciary 
is doing. They also have the potential to play a negative role by exerting 
their influence on the public in a way that restricts and jeopardises the 
much-needed independence of the judiciary.

“Court transparency and communication with the media are of vital 
importance in ensuring timely, comprehensive and accurate information 
about the work of the judiciary in general, as well as in individual court 
proceedings. Here, I wish to emphasise clearly that the media and/or 
self-styled experts often make unilateral and simplified assessments 
of legal and factual matters that emerge in proceedings. They find 
everything clear and simple. Unlike the court and the judges, they know 
everything. Fortunately, they are not the ones who try cases. This is 
why information that comes through, or from, the court is of exceptional 
importance from an institutional point of view – it is in fact irreplaceable. 
I think we need to ensure that judiciary and media alike are sufficiently 
professional to convey this kind of information,” Hrvatin said.

ICTY Registrar John Hocking said he thought the work of the media and non-
governmental organisations such as BIRN had had a major impact on efforts 
to ensure transparency and understanding of ICTY processes. Even more 
importantly, he added, these organisations continued to note that significant 
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progress was being made by courts in 
the region. This sent a clear message 
that it was possible to publish an anal-
ytical and critical view of the work of 
the judiciary, while at the same time 
maintaining the principles of objectivity 
and responsibility.

“The big threat to the Tribunal was that 
our work was not being understood 
by those that matter the most -- the 
people of the former Yugoslavia. As the 
1990s drew to a close, it had become 
obvious that our work was poorly pu-
blicised in the region and that some 
governments were not doing much 
to help their citizens gain accurate in-
formation about the trials going on in 
The Hague. Different parties, including 
some politicians and regional media, 

would deliberately advance hostile misinformation about the Tribunal. This 
misinformation, coupled with the physical remoteness of the Tribunal, and 
the fact that it operates in languages and procedural rules foreign to the 
countries of the former Yugoslavia, forced us to take stock of the Tribunal’s 
mandate -- and to recognise the fact that, while its primary goal is to deter-
mine the guilt or innocence of individuals charged with war crimes, it also 
has other roles to play in helping resolve post-conflict problems and advance 
peace. The Tribunal made a decision to step outside of the usual confines of 
a judicial institution, and started to actively explain its work to the commu-
nities it serves in the region. This culminated in the launch of the first ever 
outreach programme. The programme, now replicated by international and 
local judiciaries around the world, this year marks the tenth anniversary of 
its launch,” Hocking said.

Hocking added that the Tribunal, within the framework of its outreach pro-
gramme, had enabled online access to live broadcasts of trials with a 30-mi-
nute delay, made court transcripts and electronic tools available, trained 
local judiciaries, and provided an archive that will remain as its legacy.
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Session 1. Conclusions and Recommendations:

- It is of utmost importance that criminal court proceedings are reported 
on, and that court reporters are provided with adequate working condi-
tions;

- Media reporting plays a significant role in bringing citizens to face the 
truth about crimes committed during the war;

- Professional standards demand that information from courts and pro-
secutors’ offices must be clearly presented, and that commentary by 
“self-styled experts” is avoided;

- The manner in which the activities of judicial institutions are presented 
in press releases and media reports must be in line with principles of 
protection of the human rights and freedoms of indictees and defen-
dants, injured parties and witnesses.
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Session 2. 

Political Responsibility for Maintaining Judicial 
Transparency and Independence

Milorad Novković, the President of the High Judicial and Prosecutorial Council 
of BiH, HJPC, said that domestic judicial institutions did not have sufficient 
resources to make their work fully open to the public.

“In terms of the transparency of judicial institutions, some are still not te-
chnically equipped nor staffed to meet the demands of the modern style of 
communications that is characteristic of democratic societies. In my opinion, 
this situation affects the principle of transparency and is a systemic problem. 
I believe we have to find suitable solutions as soon as possible, and this 
process is under way,” Novković said.

The HJPC president thought that judicial institutions had already taken some 
steps by appointing public relations officers who “should ensure the transpa-
rency and openness of judicial institutions.” But Novković added that public 
relations officers were also responsible for protecting “the principles of inde-
pendence, impartiality and professionalism in the work of judges and prose-
cutors, by preventing them from coming under pressure” from the media.

Jasminka Džumhur, the Human Rights Ombudswoman for BiH, talked about 
the implementation of the Law on Free Access to Information in BiH, and 
pointed out that the authorities were not doing enough to promote it.

“We are still in the nascent stage of introducing information officers. They 
often do not have the appropriate education and are not well versed in the 
law. It may be inferred from this that the authorities are only indirectly ful-
filling their obligations under the law, and have neither a real wish nor the 
will to implement it. The Law on Free Access to Information is an important 
instrument in ensuring transparency because it allows the public to be in-
formed in the event of any infraction, injustice, abuse of power, negligence, 
matter pertaining to the status of an injured party, misappropriation of pu-
blic funds, and so on,” Džumhur said.

Gordan Markotić, a representative of the Croatian Ministry of Justice, said 
that the balance between the public’s need to be informed and the protection 
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of court proceedings, witnesses and victims was an important aspect of the 
discussion about the open work of judicial institutions.

“Under pressure from journalists, who exerted a positive influence on politi-
cal bodies, we amended the Criminal Procedure Code. In the event of public 
interest or other valid reasons that are not in contravention of the interests 
of the investigation or the provisions of the law, an investigative body may 
decide to lift confidentiality from evidentiary proceedings in whole or in part. 
With this amendment, we tried to satisfy the public, which wants to know 
about ongoing proceedings, but at the same time preserve the interests of 
the investigation, its confidentiality and the protection of people taking part 
in it,” Markotić explained.

Dušan Ignjatović, the Director of Serbia’s National Council for Cooperation wi-
th the ICTY, talked about the politicisation of materials made available during 
investigations and the media, citing as an example footage of Ratko Mladić 
aired this year by Bosnian Federation Television, FTV. FTV alleged that the 
footage was made after 2000, but the Serbian authorities denied this.

“The Ratko Mladić footage was discovered during raids on several locations 
in the Republic of Serbia, and was handed over late last year (2008) to 
the Hague Tribunal prosecutor. Serbia could not discuss this, and the ICTY 
prosecution did not mention it. This was footage that was to be used as evi-
dence in proceedings before the Hague Tribunal. The media obtained this 
footage, and noone can sue them for airing it. We, however, saw two sides 
emerge: the Bosnian side and the Serbian side. By claiming that the footage 
was shot in 2008, the Bosnian side wanted to show that Serbia continued 
until then to protect Ratko Mladić. The Serbian side, on the other hand, deni-
ed that the footage was made in 2008 …,” said Ignjatović.

 
 
Session 2. Conclusions and Recommendations:

- Judicial institutions in BiH are neither technically equipped nor have an 
adequate level of staffing to meet media requests;

- The Law on Free Access to Information must be fully implemented;

- In order to protect parties to proceedings, there should be a balance 
between public and media interest and confidentiality of court procee-
dings;

- Politics must not be allowed to interfere in reporting on court procee-
dings.
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Session 3. 

ICTY and Contempt,  
and the Media View of Contempt

According to Hague Tribunal practice, hearings may be closed to the public in 
order to protect the identity of witnesses, “such as victims of sexual violen-
ce” or witnesses who could be seen as “traitors” by their community, as well 
as in matters pertaining to “order and moral protection.”

Legal Officer Tilman Blumenstock said 
that the Tribunal wanted, through pu-
blic trials, to show “the truth about war 
crimes, crimes against humanity and 
genocide,” as well as create a clear and 
accessible historical archive.

“In order to protect its work, the Tri-
bunal may hold in contempt those who 
knowingly and wilfully interfere with its 
administration of justice, including any 
person who discloses information rela-
ting to those proceedings in knowing 
violation of an order of a chamber. 
Three cases illustrate ICTY contempt proceedings against journalists,” Blu-
menstock said.

ICTY Spokesperson Nerma Jelačić talked about the manner in which the me-
dia reported about proceedings in certain situations, warning of a trend of 
loss of public interest in ICTY trials. She also said that journalists frequently 
(ab)use the argument of freedom of the media when explaining why they 
disclosed protected information. In her opinion, freedom of the press must 
be practiced together with responsibility. Journalists should ask themselves: 
What is it that my article or report can do to the person I am writing about?

“As a journalist, I find it worrying that many feel they can write reports five 
minutes after a verdict is pronounced. They often write critical reports about 
verdicts, with arguments as to why they are like this or like that. Journalists 
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mostly find the verdicts inadequate,” 
Jelačić said.

Gordana Igrić, the Regional Director of 
BIRN, agreed that journalists should not 
violate laws, be they ICTY laws or local 
laws, “even if we know that an institu-
tion is corrupt, under political influence, 
or manipulated.”

“Over time, I have become conservative. 
In fact, in order to protect my institution 
from potential lawsuits, I decided ne-
ver to publish a text which I could not 

defend absolutely in a court of law. There is no room for ‘I thought…,’ ‘I 
heard…,’ I saw…,’ or ‘anonymous witness.’ I am fully aware that the category 
of anonymous witness does not protect us at all. We are still responsible for 
proving the truth, regardless of who this witness that we must protect might 
be. Thus, we bear this responsibility,” Igrić said.

Josip Šarić, a journalist of Croatian Radio-Television, HRT, together with se-
ven of his colleagues, was charged with contempt by the Hague Tribunal for 
disclosing information that the court deemed confidential.

“I was charged with contempt of court. I am sorry about that, but I have 
very little respect for this court because I think it is difficult to respect it -- I 
am not referring to the court in general, but to the people. I find it difficult 
to respect a court whose officials, from Geoffrey Nice to Carla Del Ponte, dis-
grace it by having showdowns with newspapers, a court that allows Radovan 
Karadžić to give interviews,” Šarić said.

Dragana Babović, a journalist from the Montenegrin daily, Vijesti, agreed 
that journalists should respect the law, courts and police “at any cost,” but 
added that they also had to write about things that were detrimental to their 
country.

“I think this is also the situation in your countries, but we had total chaos, 
a vast lack of accountability, and corruption. If we choose to be silent about 
this, then we have nothing to do and nothing to write about. By the time 
we fulfill all legal requirements, we become victims of an abuse of sorts. We 
have to be silent about everything pending a final and binding verdict. In 
Montenegro, we have had investigative proceedings take up to 15 years, so 
I really do not see the point of saying in a report about some case that the 
investigation in the first year suggested this or that, but the final and binding 
verdict 15 years later led to a different outcome,” Babović said.
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Session 3. Conclusions and Recommendations:

- Freedom of the press must be practiced together with responsibility;

- Journalists and editors bear responsibility for information that their 
media release;

- Journalists must respect the rules and law, but also write about 
everything that constitutes a violation of the law.
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Session 4. 

Documenting Facts on War Crimes 

Nataša Kandić, the Director of the Belgrade-based Humanitarian Law Centre, 
HLC, emphasised the importance of the non-governmental sector’s role, as 
well as its difficulties, in the collection of facts on war crimes.

“It is difficult to document war crimes committed by members of the army 
and police in a country where only one human rights organisation is present. 
The time has come, though, for domestic courts and prosecutions to start 
functioning, whether they like it or not. Neither judges nor prosecutors are 
fond of human rights organisations. They are neither fond of me nor the HLC 
in general. They cannot however function without us. There is not a single 
case -- be it a request of the prosecutor’s office to start an investigation or 
an ongoing trial – in which we have not been heavily involved, either throu-
gh the provision of our documentation or the representation of injured par-
ties in court, or by helping to organise witnesses’ participation in war crimes 
trials,” Kandić said.

Mirsad Tokača, the Director of the Sarajevo-based Research and Documen-
tation Centre, talked about the documenting of war crimes and the impor-
tance of backing up these documents with arguments.

“Our role is not just to tackle what happened in the war, to rummage thro-
ugh the bones of the dead and count the casualties. By documenting events 
that happened over a long period of time, we must talk about the causes 
of the war by presenting arguments. The causes of the war are the key to 
the problem. The court might punish several hundred perpetrators, executio-
ners, commanders, and so on, but our historical memory will in part be gro-
unded in this -- this is the consequence of the war. I need to know the cause 
-- why was there a war in the Neretva River valley? Was the war waged over 
a handful of Croats who live there or over the area’s energy potential? Did 
the same thing happen in the Drina River valley? Are our organisations going 
to start analysing the political economy of the war? Are we going to collect 
documentation on the balance of powers that emerged in the wars? To what 
extent did the war serve this purpose?” Tokača asked.

Vesna Teršelić, the Director of Documenta from Croatia, said that there, 14 
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years after the war ended, problems still existed with the lack of availability 
of certain documentation.

“I hope that the documents collected will in future be used by researchers, 
prosecutors and judges. I hope that they will also help the future regional 
commission. We, together with human rights and victims’ organisations, 
started this initiative,” Teršelić said, drawing attention to the idea of a group 
of NGOs to form RECOM, a regional commission to document the facts of 
what happened in the wars that took place in the former Yugoslav republics.

 

Session 4. Conclusions and Recommendations:

- Documentation obtained by human rights organisations helps the judi-
ciary;

- It is necessary to identify the causes of the wars, not just count their 
dead and missing;

- Fourteen years after the Bosnian and Croatian wars ended, it is still 
not easy to document everything that happened;

- Regional cooperation is essential to collecting all the facts on the cri-
mes committed.
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Session 5. 

The Role of the Public Broadcasting Service in 
War Crimes Reporting

Emir Habul, the Head of News at BH Radio 1, talked about the extent to whi-
ch BiH’s public broadcasting service was interested in war crimes trials. He 
said that the media paid attention to war crimes cases only after an arrest 
was made, an indictment issued, or a verdict handed down. Habul pointed 
out that, between these phases, there was “a big black hole, and major and 
important information escapes the attention of the public.”

“There is also fatigue among the public. We cannot say that we have not 
aired debates in which all relevant players have participated. We have also 
made a host of high-quality documentaries. But increasingly, daily reporting 
is becoming routine due to the public’s fatigue. There are too many cases and 
trials. The question is how to find a balance between avoiding being taxing 
and boring and presenting the essential information. In my opinion, the an-
swer lies in having regular, dedicated shows or documentaries provide this 
information, but this has to be done by experts who have a full understanding 
of the context not just of BiH, but of the entire region. Another problem is pu-
blic perception and the division of society along ethnic and entity lines, with 
preconceived notions present in a large part of the public,” Habul said. 

Josip Šarić of HRT was also sceptical of the public’s interest in war crimes 
trials. According to him, it was the reality of the media in Croatia and the 
region that there was no space for war crimes.

“The duration of HRT’s Dnevnik (the main news programme) is 24 minutes. 
Twenty-four minutes simply do not give you enough time to deal with war 
crimes… There are none of the examinations that we used to have… The 
problem lies in part with the Hague Tribunal. The trials are very long, com-
plicated and stretched-out. Even someone who follows them for two years 
will get lost, let alone a viewer following them superficially,” Šarić said.

According to Bojan Brkić of Radio-Television Serbia, RTS, his country was 
in a similar situation. He said that the war crimes problem was becoming 
uninteresting because “some new wounds hurt more, even if the old ones 
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were severe.” He suggested that people today were more interested in losing 
their jobs than in crimes that happened somewhere in the past.

“In future, in a situation where interest is dropping, I think that the main 
challenge for public broadcasters will be to inform people about all war cri-
mes trials, the background to each, and why they are being conducted. They 
will have more problems than now because this subject is not television-fri-
endly due to the infamous Article 157 of Serbia’s Criminal Code, which says 
that no camera or photographic device is allowed in a courthouse,” Brkić 
explained.

The panelists’ presentations continued with a long and interesting discussion 
about the role of public broadcasters in war crimes reporting, which raised 
many important issues. Boro Kontić, the Director of the Sarajevo-based Me-
dia Centre, brought up the role of public broadcasters in wartime and the 
unprofessional reporting by some journalists of what happened in the 1990s. 
He asked whether archives of these reports existed and whether they were 
available to the public.

None of the three representatives of public broadcasters in the region co-
uld give a reliable answer to this question. Brkić said that he “thought” RTS 
had kept footage of all news programmes, especially the evening primetime 
shows, although he “could not rule out surprises.”

“I was shocked when I asked for various materials from the archives on con-
flicts, crimes, and so on. The answer each time was that we did not have 
many things, that they were lost in the 5 October fire in Simo Gajin’s office. 
All the things I asked for were destroyed in the fire in Simo Gajin’s office,” 
Brkić recounted, referring to the bombing of the RTS building in Belgrade 
during the 1999 NATO campaign against Serbia, in which the office of the 
(then) editor of state television was destroyed.

Talking about HRT, Šarić said that “95 percent of material is available in the 
archives,” including all news shows, programmes and documentaries.

“I also think that it is not a problem to access this or to work out a coopera-
tion arrangement. The five percent of the worst stuff was probably hidden, 
destroyed or in some way recorded over. There are a few tapes that were filed 
properly, but do not contain the material they are supposed to,” Šarić said.

Dragana Erjavec, a journalist with BIRN’s Sarajevo-based Justice Report, 
raised the issue of the public broadcasters’ obligation to report on subjects 
such as war crimes. She said that, with their programmes, they should “cre-
ate public interest.” There was no answer to the question of whether they 
were in fact doing this.
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“I said at the beginning that we have no statistics, but this could be calcula-
ted,” Habul said, while Šarić was convinced that HRT was definitely not doing 
this.

“Will things stay this way in the future? Yes. Will tabloidism prevail? Yes. Will 
war crimes be covered in documentary programmes? No. Why? Because it is 
not profitable,” he said.

Brkić, on the other hand, thought that RTS dedicated some time to this su-
bject, but that this was inadequate, especially in the area of investigative 
journalism. 

“Investigative journalism at RTS is in crisis, not just when it comes to war 
crimes, but across the board. It appears that the news department is to 
a certain extent fulfilling its obligation and role, but not the other depar-
tments.”

Session 5. Conclusions and Recommendations:

- Public broadcasters must find more time for war crimes reporting;

- The public suffers from fatigue with this subject, and it is not commer-
cially appealing;

- In future, public broadcasters will face a major challenge to raise the 
public’s interest in war crimes.
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Session 6. 

Public Interest in War Crimes Trials 

Mirko Klarin is the Director and Editor-in-Chief 
of the SENSE Agency, which reports on trials 
at the Hague Tribunal. His view was that the 
public’s perception of what happened at the 
Tribunal did not depend much on what the 
Hague judges and prosecutors did or failed to 
do. Rather, it depended mainly or solely on 
the stance of local political, academic and cul-
tural elites that dictated the public’s attitude 
toward the Tribunal. Klarin pointed out that 
he “in no way wants to amnesty the Tribunal” 
from its responsibility for the public’s current 
attitude towards it and its work.

“From the outset, the Tribunal held a view that I assume is held by “ordinary” co-
urts in all countries: Why should we promote ourselves? A court is a court; it has 
to be respected because the law, the state and coercion stand behind it. The Tri-
bunal, however, is not some ordinary local court in Bosnia, Switzerland or some 
other country. It is different when you look at the way in which it was founded, 
and at the tasks assigned to it by its founders when they defined its mandate. 
It did not just need, but was also obliged to find a different way to approach the 
public, to explain what it was doing and why, and what its goals were… These are 
things that domestic courts do not need to do. It was the first ad hoc international 
criminal court. Nothing comparable existed before it,” Klarin said, adding that all 
societies in the former Yugoslav republics affected by the war continued to be “in 
denial, because everyone sees themselves as a victim.”

“They are currently experiencing a hangover of sorts, a sobering-up from natio-
nalist drunkenness,” Klarin said. He added that the future would see the public -- 
“especially the young people who grew up in or after the war and did not directly 
participate in it” -- increasingly asking questions about what happened, how it 
happened, and who was responsible for it.

James Rodehaver, the Head of the Human Rights Department of the OSCE Missi-
on to BiH, stated that war crimes trials were taken advantage of by “politicians 
and groups with ethnic and national interests and goals.” This was why it was 
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necessary to talk about who was on trial, before 
which court, and for what crimes, as well as about 
the problems that prevented the processing of a 
large number of cases.

“There seems to be a prevailing ‘popular wisdom’ 
that the public is fatigued with hearing about war 
crimes. That they feel overburdened with the issue, 
whether in the media, the rhetoric of politicians or 
the interventions of the international community. 
From my point of view, I would say that this po-
pular wisdom is incorrect. My assessment would 
be that there is little public fatigue in hearing and 
reading about war crimes trials in BiH, but rather 

that the fatigue comes from hearing and reading manipulated facts about the 
processing of such crimes,” Rodehaver said.

Erna Mačkić, a representative of the Association of 
Reporters of the Court of BiH and a journalist with 
BIRN’s Justice Report, disagreed with the view that 
the public was fatigued with reports of war crimes 
trials, pointing out the interest in reports posted on 
www.bim.ba. For Mačkić, the problem rather stem-
med from the fact that journalists did not go to the 
courthouses where war crimes indictees were tried, 
and tended to comment on verdicts.

“I fail to understand how some journalists and 
editors do not find it interesting to follow a trial 
where an indictee confesses to taking part in the 
shooting of some 200 people at Korinćanske Stije-

ne,” Mačkić said, referring to the case of former police officer Damir Ivankovic, 
who recently admitted participating in the execution of civilians in August 1992, 
then went on to describe the entire process of how the crime was committed and 
testify against others who took part. 

 
Session 6. Conclusions and Recommendations:

- The media need to get more engaged in reporting on war crimes trials;

- More information from courthouses would help prevent politicians and self-
styled experts from making comments on verdicts and court rulings;

- Young people that did not participate directly in the war will show an inte-
rest in war crimes trials.



39

Session 7. 

Institutional Responsibility vs Transparency

According to ICTY Spokesperson Nerma Jelačić, responsibility for the pro-
cess of facing the past did not just lie with courts. The ICTY and courts in 
the region could not resolve this issue on their own. Jelačić pointed out how 
important it was for other segments of society to accept the responsibility of 
judicial institutions.

“Courts are bound to protect their proceedings and their reputation, as well 
as the reputation of the indictees and witnesses that appear before them 
to allow the proceedings to conclude. It is essential that we meet halfway. 
Courts should allow the media to do some things; the media should accept 
that they will not get some things, but that they will get others. I don’t think 
this golden mean satisfies either the courts or the media. Everybody wants 
more. But this is where we stand, and we are trying to improve what we 
offer,” Jelačić said.
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Refik Hodžić, the Head of the ICTY Liaison Office in BiH, emphasised that the 
Tribunal’s mandate was not just restricted to the criminal processing of a 
certain group of people, but that its mission had much broader scope.

“Enable the journalists to have access to the extent that is not harmful to 
us, and let us prepare our version of the story and present it through the 
media; or, let us open our courthouses and provide television and Internet 
coverage,” Hodžić said.

Jasna Saračević-Janković, Public Relations Coordinator for Serbia’s 
Prosecutor’s Office for War Crimes, thought that some trials, “if they were 
known to the public,” could cause “a shocking reaction.”

“Unfortunately, very few journalists go to the courthouses. We are working 
tooth and nail to achieve this; however, we are obviously not doing a good 
enough job. I hope that we will be able to find a way to reach the public 
in order to start a discussion about who did what and whether trials and 
verdicts are necessary,” Saračević-Janković said.

Manuela Hodžić said that the Court of BiH, of which she is Spokesperson, 
was highly transparent, but expressed concern that some media had taken 
advantage of this.
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“I would like to ask: What about the indictees? What rights do they have?... 
Have we violated their rights in order to increase transparency? I know that 
this issue has been raised by the public and the media,” Hodžić said.

Spokesperson for the BiH State Prosecutor’s Office Boris Grubešić said he 
thought it was important for the institution to be open not just to the media, 
but also to citizens, “so as to provide adequate and timely information and 
improve communication.”

“We think it is good to discuss war crimes issues, to talk about the truth, to 
know which people have been indicted, to know what crimes they commi-
tted, to inform the victims regularly about all proceedings, and to adequ-
ately inform the public about the nature of the cases and the scope of the 
prosecution’s activities,” Grubešić said.

Olga Kavran, Spokesperson for the ICTY Office of the Prosecutor, said that 
the foundation of its public relations department in 1993 was “highly visio-
nary” because until then it was not customary to do things in such a tran-
sparent manner.

“Primarily, we are trying to strike a balance with the people we work with 
- the prosecutors, that is, lawyers. They, in my experience, are highly dis-
trustful of journalists because they are afraid of them or, at worst, despise 
them. Thus, we are constantly trying to strike a balance between our job 
-- and our job is to give the media all possible information pursuant to the 
Tribunal’s rules and professional ethics -- and the situations we encounter, 
which may seem ridiculous to you. I often go to a prosecutor with a question 
from a journalist, and the prosecutor just says: Why do we have to answer 
this? It is then my job to explain to this person why it is our role to respond 
to the question, and to try to formulate and provide the answer. There are, 
of course, questions that I can in no way answer,” Kavran explained.

Ivana Ramić of the Belgrade District Court’s Public Relations Department 
described journalism and the judiciary as “socially responsible professions,” 
working in the public interest.

“We need to find an adequate relationship and the right measure in order to 
achieve the common goal, which is to make the courts free to impart justice, 
liberated from undue media influence and incorrect information. The work 
of a court should be available to the public to the degree that this does not 
hinder criminal proceedings. Having said that, the media and journalists sho-
uld inform the public in a timely and comprehensive fashion about what is 
happening during a trial. This is sometimes very difficult to achieve,” Ramić 
concluded. 
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Session 7. Conclusions and Recommendations:

- It is necessary to work continuously on improving relations between 
the media and the courts;

- Courts should make more effort to get closer to the community;

- Finding an adequate relationship between the media and the courts is 
necessary because both perform a socially responsible role.
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MEDIA WORKSHOP

Ljiljana Zurovac, the Director of the BiH Press Council, observed that “99 
percent of trade associations” -- from the BiH Association of Journalists to 
the Association of Croatian Journalists in BiH and the Association of Journa-
lists of Republika Srpska – had adopted the Press Code as amended in 2005 
and 2006. Zurovac explained that the code was “organic,” and had been 
amended when necessary, according to what the feeling was in the field.

The part of the code covering reporting from courts and on criminal acts 
involving victims was recently amended. Zurovac noted that journalists had 
often been accused of “playing the role of judge before judges themselves 
get to play it,” that is, of pronouncing verdicts before the court had made its 
judgment, and of charging people before they had been indicted.

“Some journalists do not say that someone is charged with something. Ra-
ther, they describe such people as ‘murderers,’ ‘criminals,’ ‘rapists,’ and so 
on. The Press Code is explicit: journalists may not do this. They must always 
use the correct terminology. In the event that someone is declared guilty 
in a newspaper before proven otherwise, and this person is then acquitted 
in court, the journalist has a professional obligation, in a timely fashion, to 
correct information that turned out to be incorrect and provide an apology. I 
do not know if any of our media have ever done this,” Zurovac said.

Sonja Prostran, a judge dealing with criminal cases at the Second Municipal 
Court in Belgrade, said that it is important that the media use clear language 
when reporting from courts. In order to do this, they need to be familiar with 
legal terminology and know how to adapt it to the vernacular. Prostran also 
warned that journalists reporting from courthouses should not side with any 
party to proceedings.

“Lawyers tend to be most readily available to journalists when it comes to 
providing information. What happens very often, at least in Belgrade, is that 
lawyers literally chase the journalists who stand in front of the Special Court 
building to give them statements. If you accept them, but fail to take state-
ments from the other side, the impression you give is that the parties to the 
proceedings are unequal. If the media devote coverage to the defendants or 
their attorneys, then they must also give coverage to the other side, the prose-
cution or the victims’ attorneys. The public must hear both sides of the story.”
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Sarajevo lawyer Senad Kreho spoke about the rights of defendants and 
suspects. He referred to the July 2003 recommendation of the Council of 
Europe’s Ministerial Committee that urged the media to produce professional 
and ethical guidelines and standards for journalists, and in their reports to 
treat defendants and suspects as innocent until found guilty in a court of 
law, pursuant to guarantees provided in Article 6 of the Convention for the 
Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms.

“Journalists should not be denied access to information… If journalists and 
the media are not informed about criminal proceedings, they may then start 
their own investigations. There is a risk that research conducted in parallel 
with court investigations could in certain circumstances have a negative 
effect on them, for example, where this results in the media disclosing 
information pertaining to witnesses or contacting people who committed 
crimes. On the other hand, parallel journalistic investigations can have a 
positive effect if they lead to the discovery of witnesses or suspects. The 
law establishes the confidentiality of criminal investigations as a fundamental 
procedural principle,” Kreho said.

Sarajevo lawyer Edina Rešidović also talked about the rights of defendants: 
the presumption of innocence, the privilege not to incriminate oneself, and 
the right to a fair and impartial trial. 
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Gilles Roduit
Deputy Head of Mission, Swiss Embassy in BiH

Excellences,
Dear representative of the judiciary and the media,
Dear participants of the seminar,
Ladies and gentlemen,

I am very pleased and honored to deliver, on behalf of the Embassy of Swit-
zerland in Bosnia and Herzegovina, the closing speech of this important and 
meaningful regional conference of transparency of courts and responsibility 
of the media. 

I wish first of all to thank and congratulates BIRN for organizing it. You su-
cceed in gathering high rank civil servants, representatives if the judiciary 
and leading experts, both international and from the region.

„After these two days of Conference, I wish to adopt a fresh look to what 
have been debated, and to see it under the specific light of the concept of 
the „right to know“. The right to know has been identified as one of the key 
pillars of transitional justice and fight against impunity by the well known 
French lawyer Louis Joinet. The right to know is one of the four pillars of 
the Joinet principles, along with the “right to justice”, the “right to repara-
tion” and the “guarantee on non-recurrence”. Those principles have been 
acknowledged by the United Nations Human Rights Council in 1997 and are 
now established as norms and standards. These rights establish also the 
duties of the State in each of these fields. Having participated actively in 
this Conference, it appears to me that the Joined principles against impu-
nity are at the cornerstone of our reflection. What does the “right to know” 
concretely mean? In Joinet’s papers it refers mainly to truth commissions, 
documentation, exhumation, educational material, and so on. It is a victim-
orientated right. Given our field experience in the Western Balkans, I would 
dare to enrich this list with: FIRST access to the Courts information; and 
SECOND guarantee of independent media reporting on justice. 

During the Conference, we have stated once again the importance of infor-
mation, communication, and transparency when it comes to justice issue. 
Let me quickly jump back and ask the following question: What is justice? 
Fundamental question with philosophical background indeed. This parterre 
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is full of specialists and very knowledgeable people, it is therefore not to 
point to enter to much in to it. But let us just remind that justice as a human 
creation has been experienced in modern societies as a dual process. On one 
side there is the need to prosecute and punish perpetrators to ensure that 
the law is respected, not to let the crime unpunished – the first step toward 
chaos and anarchy – and to deter future crimes. On the other hand, there is 
a basic, fundamental need from the society to know what has been done, for 
what crimes the perpetrator is prosecuted, and what will be the punishment. 
Let me quote John Rawls, who claimed that “justice is the first virtue of 
social institutions, as truth is of the system of thoughts”. And to raise this 
question: what is the value of the virtue if it remains unknown, or if it is not 
accessible to the public, or if it is distorted from the reality to serve other 
political purposes? 

“Justice has to be seen”, reminded us yesterday the Head of the OSCE Mi-
ssion of the Bosnia and Herzegovina Ambassador Tim Robbins. To apply the 
right to know, the public needs information. And to get reliable information, 
the existence of independent media is a necessity. Nowadays, the indepen-
dence and the quality of the media is a key pillar of a democratic society. It 
has been repeated several times during the Conference, but pardon me to 
say it once again: a country without independent media is not a democracy. 
In that sense, the responsibility of the journalists, editors, media owners, 
and finally political leaders and law makers is huge. Independent media are 
playing crucial role in the Western Balkans. When it comes to Justice re-
porting, let me salute the courageous work of institutions like BIRN, IWPR, 
SENSE; B92 and many others. 

“Justice requires outreach” was the title of movie I saw when I arrived to 
Sarajevo in the 2007. The film was involving local prosecutors and judges. 
It jumps into the problematic of outreach and challenge of communication 
that are facing local judicial institutions.  Since then, a new outreach strategy 
for the State Court and Prosecutors office has been drafted with the support 
of international donors and submitted to the relevant institutions. Although 
significant steps have already been done in this field, the strategy still has to 
be developed and implemented. We believe that outreach is the most secu-
re way to avoid bias in the public perception of the work of the judiciary. It 
allows to preserve credibility and therefore the independence of the relevant 
institutions. It generates understanding and acceptance from the victims, and 
confidences for witnesses. Again, we are at the core of the right to know. It 
seams anyway that the relation between the Courts and Prosecutors Office 
and the media has to be fine tuned. It is a work in progress since the We-
stern Balkans are pioneering in this field when it comes to war crimes. 

We talked yesterday about the political responsibility in maintaining judicial 
transparency and independence. Well, the first political responsibility is to 
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respect the principle of non interference, coming straight from the principle 
of separation of powers established by Locke and Motesquieu. But let me ask 
how these institutions will remain independent and will be able to communi-
cate satisfactorily if they have to struggle for their survival? This Conference 
arrives in a timely moment given the financial difficulties encountered by the 
State Court and Prosecutors office of BiH, despite several information and 
calls delivered to the Council of Ministers and to the Parliament. My country, 
along with many other, has been involved since many years in the creation 
and reinforcement of local judicial institution. It is of the utmost importance 
that the government and Parliament of BiH provide the necessary financial 
resources to allow those key institutions to perform efficiently. My country 
also support the request of the President of the Court, of the Chief Prosecu-
tor and of the High Judicial mandate – holders in those institutions.   

But securing the independence of the judiciary is not only a concern in the 
Bosnia and Herzegovina. It is a worldwide issue. We therefore welcome 
again the fact that this conference has been organized at a regional level, 
when synergies and exchange of information and best practice can best be 
attained. Tighter, we are stronger. 

Let me conclude this way: a transparent, efficient and well performing ju-
diciary, along with independent media, is a precondition for exercising the 
right to know. It is also a guarantee to fair trials as a principle for the esta-
blishment of the Rule of law. Information, in these regards, contribute to a 
culture of peace, contribute to the “never again”. 




