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 1.  On 22 July 2011, the Trial Chamber requested that Dr. Karadzic clarify the 

position taken in paragraphs 8 and 9 of his Response to Prosecution’s Request for 

Further Orders: DNA Testing (28 June 2011).1   

 In his Response, Dr. Karadzic stated: 

 8. The testing procedure set forth by the Trial Chamber is its proprio motu order 
 has one fatal flaw.  It allows the ICMP to, without detection, substitute the 
 electropherograms of other persons for those who the accused selected as part of 
 his sample and for whom the results have been wrong or forged. 
 
 9. For example, if one of the samples selected for testing is victim A, and the 
 ICMP learns that there is a problem with Victim A’s identification (i.e. he is alive, 
 or died in some other place), the ICMP can provide the DNA for Victim B 
 instead.  Under the procedure set forth in the Chamber’s proprio motu order, this 
 substitution can never be detected.   Therefore, the results of any testing by the 
 defence could not definitively determine whether the ICMP’s results are 
 confirmed or contradicted. 
 
 2. Dr. Karadzic has been provided by the ICMP with a list of missing persons 

whose remains have been identified from the 1995 Srebrenica events.  The list includes 

the name of the missing person, date of birth, and the site at which the remains were 

found.2 

 3. Dr. Karadzic proposes to select 5 names from this list.  His selection will be of 

persons he has reason to believe did not die during the Srebrenica events.  He will also 

select another 295 names through a random sampling method.  His expert, Dr. Oliver 

Stojkovic, will then examine the underlying material to determine whether the DNA 

analysis conducted by the ICMP for those persons is accurate. 

 4. This will thus constitute a scientific and definitive verification of the work of 

the ICMP and will provide Dr. Karadzic with the means to challenge the testimony of the 

prosecution’s DNA experts. 

 5. It is essential that the testing process be scientific from the outset and preclude 

the possibility of cheating or manipulation.  A step in the process that allows for 

undetected cheating or manipulation will make the entire process flawed and prevent any 

confidence in the result. 

                                                 
1 Transcript of 22 July 2011, pp. 17196-97 
2 A copy of one page of the list is attached as Annex “A”. 
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 6. That is why Dr. Karadzic insists that before he makes his selection of the 5 

names and the random sampling method, the complete collection of unique DNA bone 

profiles and electropherograms of all of the missing persons needs to be provided to him. 

 7. Otherwise, the scenario described in paragraphs 8 and 9 of Dr. Karadzic’s 

Response can take place.  Here is what he means: 

 First, he provides ICMP with the name of a victim—victim A. 

 Second, someone at the ICMP realizes that there is a problem with the 

identification of victim A and does not want this problem to be exposed.   

 Third, the person at ICMP solves this problem by providing the defence with the 

DNA data for victim B, and his brother, representing it to be the DNA data for victim A 

and his brother. 

 Fourth, Dr. Stojkovic examines the DNA data and confirms that it is a correct 

match—the DNA of the victim matches the DNA of his brother. 

 8. In this way, the substitution of the DNA data remains undetected.  Through this 

method, the results can be cheated or manipulated. 

 9. To prevent this, Dr. Karadzic requires the DNA data of all of the missing 

persons to be provided in advance.  Then, he is able to add one more step to the testing 

process.  After Dr. Stojkovic verifies the match between the Victim A and his brother, he 

will compare the DNA data of Victim A with the DNA data of Victim A from the 

database provided at the outset to verify that it is indeed Victim A’s DNA that has been 

tested. 

 10. Without the ability to take this last step, there is no way for Dr. Karadzic to be 

sure that the DNA data provided for Victim A is indeed that of Victim A, and not Victim 

B. 

 11. That is why Dr. Karadzic insists on being provided with the unique DNA bone 

profiles and electropherograms of all of the missing persons before he makes his 

selection. 

 12. At the time of the Trial Chamber’s proprio motu Order, Dr. Karadzic was 

insisting on receiving the unique DNA bone profiles and electropherograms of victims 

and their families.  The ICMP took the position that it would require consent from each 
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of the family members. Therefore, providing the entire database in advance was almost 

unworkable. 

13. However, Dr. Karadzic has since proposed that he be provided only with the 

unique DNA bone profiles and electropherograms of the victims and not their family 

members-thereby avoiding the consent requirement while nevertheless providing him 

with a method to detect substitutions. This procedure is quite workable, and essential to a 

valid result in which the parties and Chamber can have confidence. 

14. This is not simply a theoretical problem. Many questions have been raised 

over the identifications of persons alleged to have been killed in the 1995 Srebrenica 

events. Persons claimed to have been killed at Srebrenica in 1995 have been found alive, 

or have been found to have died in earlier years at different places. A high percentage of 

the population of Republika Srpska believes that the number of deaths from the 1995 

Srebrenica events has been greatly exaggerated. 

15. There is no point in doing this testing if it is not scientific and if the results 

can be nlanipulated. Neither the prosecution nor the ICMP have contested that the results 

can be manipulated in that way, although they profess that it is unlikely that such 

manipulation would occur. However, belief in the good faith of the lCMP employees, as 

the prosecution contends, would destroy the scientific nature of this exercise and place it 

in the realm of an act of trust. The provision of the unique DNA bone profiles and 

electropherograms of all missing persons, before the samples are selected, is essential to 

the scientific process and the integrity of the results. 

16. Dr. Karadzic hopes that this explanation clarifies his reasons for insisting on 

receiving the unique DNA bone profiles and electropherograms of the victims before 

making his selection of the samples. 

Word count: 1 150 

Respectfully submitted, r- \ 

Radovan Karadzic I 
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