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Florence Hartmann :  témoin éventuel de la défense pour Ante Gotovina ?

The indictment... claims  that... Gotovina and... Tuđman   planned and carried out the entire operation.  
Hartmann’s chapter makes nonsense of that.
Indeed, it raises the question as to why the ICTY   has not indicted the... Serb leaders...  for the ‘deportation’ of the ‘Krajina’ Serbs


Are there two Florences Hartmann?  There is a Florence Hartmann who is a spokesperson for the International Criminal Tribunal for the former Yugoslavia (ICTY). The ICTY has of course accused General Gotovina  of planning the deportation of Serbs from `Krajina` in 1995.
Could this Florence Hartmann  be in any way related  to the Florence Hartmann  who was a journalist with Le Monde  and who wrote  the 1999 book  "Milošević: la diagonale du fou" (Milošević: Diagonal of a Madman)  published in Paris by Editions Denoël?

In this book,  Hartmann devotes an entire chapter to `Krajina`.  It is entitled "L`abandon de la Krajina"  (The abandonment of Krajina).
The chapter claims that the Serbs organised the evacuation of `Krajina`.  Indeed, it gives much detail on the matter.  Hartmann`s details  thus directly contradict the ICTY indictment of General Gotovina  which claims that he,  President Tuđman and others planned it.  Given this,  and Hartmann`s experience of reporting from Belgrade,  she may well be an excellent expert defence witness  for General Gotovina.

The book itself is in French  - I am grateful to a friend for translating the chapter to me.  It is worth taking a good look at the `Krajina` chapter;  it makes a mockery of the Gotovina indictment,  and helps shed light  on many matters.
the ICTY Prosecutor appears to be recognising `Krajina` as a legitimate state,  and presumably therefore  the methods by which it was set up:  
massacres, war crimes and ethnic cleansing

As is known,  the Gotovina indictment  refers to `Krajina`  as having "officially" declared independence in 1991.  In other words,  the ICTY Prosecutor appears to be recognising `Krajina` as a legitimate state,  and presumably therefore  the methods by which it was set up:  massacres, war crimes and ethnic cleansing.
Hartmann has no such respect for `Krajina`;  she refers to it as "illusory"  as well as a "self-proclaimed" state!  Indeed,  she quotes the former US ambassador to Croatia,  Peter Galbraith,  as stating that the `Krajina` Serb leadership  as being irresponsible in rejecting negotiation  and not understanding  that the international community  were in favour of the territorial integrity of Croatia.

She even describes liberated areas of Western Slavonia  as having been "occupied".  
Of course,  occupied is the word used by the United Nations  and even by the Milošević `Croatia` indictment  in reference to Serb-held areas in Croatia -- contradicting the Gotovina indictment.

The fact that Croatia was indeed occupied  - as Hartmann accepts -  means that it had every right to recover its territory.  Could it be  that the Gotovina indictment`s avoidance of the word "occupied"  and the implication of `Krajina` being `official` is deliberate,  in order to divert attention from the fact  that Operation Storm  was an operation to liberate occupied territory,  rather than an ethnic cleansing exercise?
Following on  from Hartmann`s views  
a logical conclusion can be reached: 
that the ICTY is accusing the US
- via the Gotovina indictment –
of ethnic cleansing

Hartmann also describes the American involvement  in helping the Croatian military  and the aims of that involvement:  
to destroy the two myths of
a) Serb invincibility and
b) Greater Serbia.

She even says that the United States provided military material  Croatia needed  in spite of the arms embargo.  Indeed, Hartmann quotes Bill Clinton as stating he hoped `Operation Storm` would lead to a diplomatic solution in Bosnia-Herzegovina [which it did].

Following on  from Hartmann`s views  a logical conclusion can be reached  that the ICTY is accusing the US - via the Gotovina indictment - of ethnic cleansing.  Given the aims of the US as stated by Hartmann,  the US has a vested interest in providing whatever evidence is required for the Gotovina defence.

However,  it is in relation to the evacuation of Serbs from `Krajina` in August 1995  where Hartmann makes the most devastating comments.
Hartmann describes how,  in the aftermath of Operation Flash in May 1995,  Slobodan Milošević used the opportunity to replace `Krajina` Serb forces General Milan Čeleketić with Mile Mrkšić, a key JNA special units man  from the Military HQ in Belgrade.  

The official purpose was to re-organise units in `Krajina` against the inevitable Croatian offensive  that was to be `Operation Storm`.
Hartmann however,  reveals that the true purpose of the replacement  was to organise a retreat from `Krajina`  and to extract the heavy arms left there by the JNA.  
She relates how  at this time  `Krajina` Serb leaders Milan Martić  and Milan Babić  were plotting with Radovan Karadžić  to unify the so-called `Krajina`  with Serb-occupied territory in Bosnia-Herzegovina:  Greater Serbia,  in other words.
Milošević, who wanted to cut off the `Krajina` Serbs,  opposed this. However, the existence of the plan  does give another tactical reason for `Operation Storm`  rather than it being a `deportation` exercise.
every soldier was a witness  to the deliberate withdrawal 
of the Serbian military,  the officers abandoning the night shift
at the front,  and the retreat of heavy armour

Hartmann describes how immediately `Operation Storm` began  Croatian forces met little resistance.  The Serbs had withdrawn.  Milošević called them "imbeciles" for doing so.
Damningly,  Hartmann states  that every refugee could confirm  that the population had fled at the request of their own leadership.
the 23 August 1995 edition  
of the Belgrade daily Politika,  
reproduced copies of the signed order
for the Serb population to leave `Krajina`  
signed on 4 August  by none other than Mile Mrkšić

She further states  that every soldier was a witness  to the deliberate withdrawal of the Serbian military,  the officers abandoning the night shift at the front,  and the retreat of heavy armour.
She describes the whole process as the "strategic abandonment" of `Krajina`
Milan Martić was livid;  he blamed Milošević  and his "faithful spies"  Borisav Mikelić  and Mile Mrkšić.  Martic claimed  that the whole thing had been planned  in Belgrade.
The aim was to protect the retreat of the army  and the abandonment of the territory to Croatia.

In the 23 August 1995 edition  of the Belgrade daily Politika,  reproduced copies of the signed order for the Serb population to leave `Krajina`  signed on 4 August  by none other than Mile Mrkšić himself.  The affair was promptly closed  and the role of Mrkšić "whitewashed".
… Hartmann is very clear in detailing  how the Serbs
planned  and ordered the Serbian evacuation
of occupied Croatian territory,  
the supposed ‘Krajina’ state...

Hartmann quotes Mirko Tepavac,  a Serb opposition leader,  as having stated  that it was Serbia  that cleansed Croatia of its Serbs  and that none of this would have happened  had not Serbia raised the Croatian Serbs  against their Croatian homeland.

Hartmann spends a few lines  castigating the Croats  for doing nothing  to stop the Serbs from leaving  and the attacks on Serb civilians and property  after Operation Storm,  in particular criticising Franjo Tuđman  for having an "understanding" with Milošević over `Krajina`.  Hartmann is perhaps too harsh here;  given the horrors of the Serb invasion and occupation  it would be very difficult to control  those seeking revenge  - which is certainly not to condone such activities.

Nevertheless,  Hartmann is very clear in detailing  how the Serbs planned  and ordered the Serbian evacuation  of occupied Croatian territory,  the supposed `Krajina` state.
She even gives us a rationale:  the retreat was to help secure conquered territory in Bosnia-Herzegovina,  mentioning a 1991 claim of Slobodan Milošević  that the Serbs of Croatia were ‘of no interest’,  the main aim being to secure 66% of Bosnia-Herzegovina.

Hartmann`s chapter on the "strategic abandonment" of `Krajina`  raises many questions about the Gotovina indictment.
The indictment claims  that General Gotovina and Franjo Tuđman  planned and carried out the entire operation.  Hartmann`s chapter makes nonsense of that.  Indeed, it raises the question as to why the ICTY  has not indicted the `Krajina` Serb leaders  and Slobodan Milošević  for the `deportation` of the `Krajina` Serbs.

Of course,  Hartmann is not the only person  who considers the Serbs to have organised the withdrawal of Serbs from `Krajina`.  Surprisingly,  the pro-Serb British Foreign and Commonwealth Office  shares that view.  
Their website claims:
"The Krajina Serb population was encouraged to leave by the `RSK` [‘Republic of Serbian Krajina’]  leadership and the vast majority (over 250,000 did so)."
http://www.fco.gov.uk/news/keythemepage.asp?PageId=260

In conclusion,  it seems that a possible expert witness has been found  to help General Gotovina.  If this is indeed the same Florence Hartmann  who is currently an ICTY spokesperson,  then her credentials  would appear impeccable.  And I am sure she would appreciate the chance to prove the Office of the Prosecutor wrong  on just who planned,  ordered and carried out the Serb exodus from the fake,  "illusory" `Krajina`  para-state.







