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JADRANKO PRLIĆ’S APPLICATION FOR EARLY RELEASE 

 

I. BACKGROUND 

1. Jadranko Prlić voluntarily surrendered to the ICTY in The Hague on 5 April 2004, 

where his initial appearance took place on 6 April 2004. On 29 May 2013, the Trial 

Chamber found Mr. Prlić guilty pursuant to Article 7(1) of the Statute and sentenced 

him to 25 years of imprisonment. On 29 November 2017, the Appeals Chamber issued 

the final judgement, reversed his convictions for certain crimes, and affirmed the 

sentence.   

2. On 4 April 2019, Mr. Prlić was transferred to the United Kingdom, where he currently 

serves his sentence. 

3..  On 7 March 2024, Mr. Prlić submitted an application for early release after serving two-

thirds of his sentence. On 7 March 2025, Madam President denied the application.1  

Therein, Madam President pointed out that “Prlić has shown good behaviour in prison 

and taken positive steps in his rehabilitative process”; however, she noted that “I am of 

the view that Prlić has not yet reached a level of rehabilitation sufficient to merit early 

release.  I encourage him to continue engaging with the rehabilitative process and in 

ways that provide concrete evidence of his commitment to it.”2 

4. Moreover, the Prosecution likewise conceded that “Prlić has made important progress 

towards rehabilitation . . . .”3 

5.   Jadranko Prlić, through his counsel, respectfully submits this Application pursuant to 

Articles 25 and 26 of the MICT Statute, Rules 150 and 151 of the Rules of Procedure 

and Evidence (the Rules), and relevant provisions of the applicable Practice Direction.  

This Application is submitted seeking Mr. Prlić’s early release after serving well over 

two-thirds of his sentence, and the grounds are set forth below.  

 

 
1 See Decision on the Early Release of Jadranko Prlić, of 7 March 2025, para. 89. 
2 See Decision on the Early Release of Jadranko Prlić, of 7 March 2025, para. 64. 
3 See Decision on the Early Release of Jadranko Prlić, of 7 March 2025, para. 69. 
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II. APPLICABLE LAW 

6.   It is well established MICT jurisprudence that a convicted person having served two-

thirds of his/her sentence shall become eligible to be considered for early release, which 

may only be granted by the President as a matter of discretion, after considering the 

totality of non-exhaustive circumstances/factors in each case (such as gravity of the 

crimes, demonstration of rehabilitation, acceptance of responsibility and signs of 

critical reflection, expressions of remorse, cooperation with the Prosecutor, treatment 

of similarly situated prisoners, prospects of reintegration into society, actions taken to 

foster reconciliation and evidence of positive attitude towards persons of other 

backgrounds, behavior in prison …). 

It is also established jurisprudence that the MICT legal framework and practice allow 

for factors taken into account at the sentencing stage to be considered when determining 

whether early release is appropriate.4 

 

III. CIRCUMSTANCES OF MR. PRLIĆ’S CASE 

 

Eligibility 

7. Mr. Prlić became eligible to be considered for early release in April 2024 when he 

served two-thirds of his sentence.   

 

Gravity of crimes 

8. Jadranko Prlić genuinely accepts that the crimes for which he was convicted are grave 

and very serious. A huge majority of the crimes in the judgement related to innocent 

civilians. The gravity of the crimes is reflected throughout the judgements and in the 

sentence imposed.  

 

Acceptance of responsibility, signs of critical reflection, expressions of remorse  

9. At the specific request of Mr. Prlić, it is submitted here that he accepts the final 

judgement in his case. He accepts that the grave crimes were committed during the BiH 

Croat-Muslim armed conflict 1992-94, as found in the judgements.  He accepts his 

personal responsibility for the crimes he was convicted for. He deeply regrets his 

 
4 See Decision on the Application for Early Release of Sreten Lukić, of 7 October 2021, para. 75.  See also 

Decision on Dragoljub Kunarac Application for Early Release, of 31 December 2020, para. 73. 
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personal role in the commission of those crimes through his acts or omissions. He 

expresses his sincere remorse and deep condolences to the victims of Muslim/Bosniak 

ethnicity and their relatives for the lives lost and physical and mental sufferings 

endured. Mr. Prlić’s public Statement (annexed to this Application), confirms and 

further elaborates these statements. 

10. Accepting full responsibility is not a rapid process, but a consequence of a long process 

of reflection and deepening insight into remorse already felt. Mr. Prlić’s thoughts and 

position have changed over time - in war, after the war, facing the indictment, during 

the trial process, and after the judgement. 

11. Moreover, Mr. Prlić’s rehabilitative process is closely connected to acceptance of his 

responsibility for all crimes contained in the judgement, including the actions of the 

JCE that enabled commission of these crimes. Not partial, but full responsibility, 

without relativization, rationalization, or justification. Also related to his responsibility 

are numerous political decisions, in exercising high positions of the HVO President and 

subsequently HR HB Prime Minister during that period, which had an impact on 

creating an atmosphere in which crimes were committed. 

12.. Mr. Prlić’s focus has been on processing committed crimes, by accepting his role in 

them, mainly to the range of crimes related to ethnic cleansing and random 

imprisonment, including conditions in detention centers. 

13. Acceptance of crimes is accompanied by critical reflection. Mr. Prlić was thinking and 

analyzing about these subjects earlier, but this time his self-examination of committed 

crimes has been more focused not just on his own responsibility, remorse, and regret, 

but a greater emphasis has been shown to victims of ethnic cleansing or detention, some 

of them who were known to him. 

14. Meeting many victims during his time in BiH Government (1994-2003) in Sarajevo and 

acknowledging their struggles has helped Mr. Prlić in contemplating the destiny of his 

neighbors or his colleagues from the work place, professors, and students due to the 

crimes involved in his conviction.  Mr. Prlić has tried to properly and as precisely as 

possible identify the victim-perpetrator relationship. 

15. Such an approach has helped Mr. Prlić to understand deeper and more complete lasting 

pains of his victims.  In that process, Mr. Prlić used some printed manuals that he 

obtained from the library or other prisoners, including “Victim Empathy Module” or 

workbooks such as “My Strength” and “Changing Offender Behavior,” especially the 

126MICT-17-112-ES.2



5 

 

set of questions on “understanding other people’s views,” which, although not directly 

applicable to the scale of his case, offered a general framework for a more structural 

introspection (as explained in his Statement). 

 

Actions taken to foster reconciliation and evidence of positive attitude towards persons of 

other backgrounds  

16.  As a member of the BiH State delegation, Mr. Prlić participated in peace negotiations 

at Dayton in November 1995 and initialed the Dayton Peace Agreement, as the only 

official from BiH besides Mr. Alija Izetbegović. 

17,  In the post-conflict period (1994–2003), Mr. Prlić held high positions in the BiH 

Government - Minister of Defense (1994–1996), Minister of Foreign Affairs (1996–

2001), Deputy Minister of Foreign Trade and Economic Relations (2001–2003), - 

living and working in Sarajevo. He was elected a member of the BiH Parliament twice, 

in 1996 and 1998. He was the founder and first President of the non-governmental 

multiethnic association Forum 2000 – European Movement. During this ten-year period 

(up until his voluntary surrender to the ICTY), he closely cooperated with the 

representatives of the international community and initiated and participated in many 

decisions contributing to restoration of peace in BiH and reconciliation amongst its 

three constituent peoples. 

18. All High Representatives of the international community at the relevant time (1995-

2003), appointed with the approval of the UN SC and acting as the final civilian 

authority in BiH, Mr. Carl Bildt, Mr. Jacques Paul Klein (also led UN Mission at the 

time), Mr. Wolfgang Petritsch, and Mr. Carlos Westendorp, in their respective Rule 

92bis statements (admitted into evidence), acknowledged and highly appraised Mr. 

Prlić’s post-conflict contribution to the restoration of peace and reconciliation amongst 

the peoples of BiH.5  

For example, Jacques Paul Klein (1997 – 2003) stated: “Interalia, Dr. Jadranko Prlić 

was a key figure in advocating support for the rolls that OHR and UNMiBH were 

playing in Bosnia and Herzegovina. He was a forceful advocate in moving for 

reconcilliation among the three constituent peoples, worked closely with us on the 

missing persons issues, and served with Senator Dole  on the International Commission 

 
5 See documents: 1D03098, 1D03041, 1D03042, 1D03043. 

125MICT-17-112-ES.2



6 

 

for Missing Persons dealing with the issue of Srebrenica and related issues and 

insisting on the importance for all parties concerned to come to closure./…/ I found 

him to consistently be a strong advocate for ethnic reconciliation, European integration 

and cooperation with the international community. His goal was to move forward and 

he demonstrated great personal courage in doing so when many of these ideas were 

still very much opposed by large segments of the BiH political leadership. I found Dr. 

Prlić to be one of the most commited political figures in BiH in attempting to right the 

past /…/” 

19. These statements by Mr. Klein are illustrative of those made by all other High 

Representatives, which, without exception, contain similar or even-more favorable 

testimonies regarding Mr. Prlić’s post-war contribution to peace and reconciliation in 

BiH.6 Their statements are highly credible, as they come from individuals who, given 

their official functions, roles, and authorities, were in the best position to assess Mr. 

Prlić’s contribution to peace and reconciliation in BiH. 

20. It is established MICT jurisprudence that actions taken to foster reconciliation and 

evidence that a convicted person has a positive attitude towards persons of other 

backgrounds bearing in mind the discriminatory motive of some of the crimes, may be 

positive indicators of his rehabilitation.7 Mr. Prlić’s post-conflict acts, words and 

conduct, as described in the High Representatives’ statements, clearly indicate that he 

does not harbor any sort of ethnic or religious enmity towards Muslims/Bosniaks, or 

any other ethnic or religious group in BiH or anywhere else. 

21. It is true that the events and actions testified to by the High Representatives occurred 

over 25 years ago. Yet, it must be kept in mind that during this period (prior to his 

departure to The Hague in 2004), Mr. Prlić was objectively in a position to contribute 

to peace and reconciliation in BiH. The circumstances were highly complex, wounds 

were still fresh, and political tensions remained high. In this environment, Mr. Prlić's 

actions, decisions, and the policies he advocated and implemented have made 

significant and lasting contribution to peace and reconciliation in BiH, as confirmed by 

the High Representatives. 

 

 
6 For the sake of brevity and in view of the applicable word count, these statements are not quoted in extenso 

here. 
7 See Decision on the Application for Early Release of Sreten Lukić, of 7 October 2021, para. 52. 
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22 It is also true that the Trial Chamber addressed this issue and viewed Mr. Prlić's 

contribution to peace and reconciliation favorably, treating it as a mitigating 

circumstance for sentencing purposes. 

23.  Respectfully, given the scope, quality, consistency, and duration of Mr. Prlić’s 

contribution to peace and reconciliation in BiH, and in line with established MICT 

jurisprudence —which allows factors considered during the sentencing phase to be 

revisited for early release purposes—this unique circumstance of Mr. Prlić’s case 

warrants careful consideration and positive assessment. Furthermore, Mr. Prlić’s public 

statement (attached hereto), in which he marks that period as the beginning of his 

gradual awareness of his responsibility for the crimes committed, constitutes a new fact 

or circumstance that justifies this approach. 

 

Behavior in prison 

24. While serving his sentence (at the UNDU and in the UK), Mr. Prlić always maintained 

good relations with fellow detainees, regardless of their nationality/ethnicity or religion.  

In HMP Isle of Wight, Mr. Prlić has shown respect for the management and the 

staff and complied with all the rules. He carries out all four elements of the sentence 

plan and accepts all available rehabilitation and probation programs. 

25. Parallel to numerous attempts to initiate contact with the custody officer and the 

psychological department, Mr. Prlić, has, on his own initiative and in cooperation with 

his key-officer, continued to undertake activities related to his rehabilitation process, 

some of those envisaged by Madam President’s decision in March 2025.  Those 

activities, however, did not begin with the decision but have continued throughout Mr. 

Prlić’s period of incarceration. Madam President’s decision prompted him to engage in 

even deeper self-examination and intensified his rehabilitative activities (in cooperation 

with prison authorities). Some of these activities were initiated by Mr. Prlić, and he 

plays a leading role in them. 

26.  Evidence of the continuation of Mr. Prlić’s rehabilitative process is demonstrated by 

the following activities Mr. Prlić has engaged in since the time his first application was 

filed and decided: 

 - Of particular significance, Mr. Prlić was proposed by prisoners and approved by 

prison authorities as the Equality Representative, who helps to ensure diversity and 
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inclusion with respect to all nine of the protected characteristics under the Equality Act 

(2010). As such, he organizes different activities and participates in forums organized 

weekly related to the aforementioned protected characteristics throughout the year, 

especially BAME (Black, Asian, and Minority Ethnic), foreign nationals, GTR (Gypsy, 

Traveller, and Roma), LGBT, young adults, and those over 50 years of age; 

- Mr. Prlić has also become a member of the Prison Council, the main body in the prison 

for articulating the interests of prisoners, in close contact with the Governor and his 

team. For instance, Mr. Prlić was reporting on behalf of all prisoners about fundamental 

changes in the Incentive Framework Policy, which is a key tool for incentivizing 

positive and responsible behavior, personal progression, and purposeful activity;  

 -- After being the library orderly, Mr. Prlić has a responsible job as Gym orderly, which 

requires high-security clearance; in this capacity he organizes appropriate activities for 

senior inmates (“Oldies”); 

 - On 12 August 2026, prisoners and Senior Leadership Team, with the Governor, 

accepted Mr. Prlić’s initiative “Prisoners for prisoners” with the wide range of activities 

aiming to provide support for the most-deprived prisoners in the community, with no 

contacts with family or former friends. He is the leading person in this program; 

 - Mr. Prlić raised and led an initiative of issuing an art magazine in prison, with the 

support and assistance of prison authorities; 

 -- Mr. Prlić continued his life-long education process attending different long-distance 

learning courses, supported by PET (Prison Education Trust). In 2026, he successfully 

completed the course for a Certificate for Foundation of Journalism;  

- Mr. Prlić was proposed by the prisoners and approved by prison authorities to become 

the Faith Representative on his wing (for approximately 80 prisoners).  The inmates are 

from different religious affiliations, and he is taking care that all prisoners have the 

ability to profess their religious faith on an equal basis; 

- In addition, it is important to emphasize that, although Mr. Prlić is retired – and is thus 

not obligated to work, he is, as noted above, employed full time as a Gym orderly, in 

which he has contact with all the prisoners. 

27.  These are only some of Mr. Prlić’s ongoing activities relating to his active participation 

in various rehabilitation programs, in close cooperation with prison authorities. Mr. 

Prlić has an enhanced status as a prisoner due to his exemplary behavior with respect 
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to his work, education, and purposeful activities, as well as his relationship to staff and 

his fellow prisoners.  

28.  In light of the above and, especially in light of his public statement attached to this 

Application (in which Mr. Prlić explains his inner motives), it is evident that his 

behavior in prison is not merely passive compliance with prison rules for opportunistic 

reasons (to make his own prison life easier or for some other opportunistic purposes), 

or the very minimum that could be expected, but much more than that. In the totality of 

the particular circumstances of his case, the scope, intensity and quality of his 

participation in various rehabilitation activities is a testament to his genuine change, a 

sincere desire to do good, and a relevant indicator of his rehabilitation. Thus, it deserves 

to be taken into account and given due weight in the overall assessment of this 

Application. 

 

Other circumstances 

29. Mr. Prlić voluntarily surrendered to the ICTY on 5 April 2004, only 5 days after 

receiving the Indictment, showing his respect for the system of international justice. He 

respected all orders of the Trial Chamber pending and during trial. 

30. Prior to the ICTY Indictment, Mr. Prlić had no criminal record. 

31. Mr. Prlić maintains close family ties with his wife and his two daughters and their 

families. He maintains regular contact with them. He has six grandchildren. His family 

provides valuable emotional support to Mr. Prlić. With family support, Mr. Prlić will 

not have any difficulty to reintegrate into the Croatian society, if granted early release.  

32. There is not the slightest risk of Mr. Prlić reoffending. He does not pose any danger or 

threat to any person or to public order or safety, neither in Croatia nor in BiH. 

33. If this application is granted, Mr. Prlić would live a private life with his wife in Zagreb 

(Croatia) where his daughters and their families also reside. He has since acquired the 

conditions for a pension and will be able to provide support for his livelihood together 

with his wife.  
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Madam President of the MICT, Honorable Judge Graciela Gatti Santana, 

The process of my self-reflection on the crimes for which I was convicted and my role in them 

did not cease with the submission of my first request for early release. It has continued with 

equal intensity. This process was further encouraged by your most-helpful advice/incentive in 

your Decision of March 7, 2025, for which I thank you, “to continue engaging with prison 

authorities in a sustained process of self-reflection and rehabilitation, so that his (my) 

contemporary commitment to substantive change can be more clearly established.” To this end, 

through numerous contacts with the prison authorities and members of the psychological 

department, I have done everything in my power to ensure this. If, in this effort, I was perhaps 

too persistent or tedious, I take this opportunity to apologize to them. I received a letter from 

the prison administration and the psychological department (of which you have been informed) 

stating that they are unable to provide me with specific/appropriate rehabilitation and 

psychological programs due to the unique circumstances of my case. I understood the 

uniqueness of my case and the objective inability of the prison administration to provide me 

with appropriate rehabilitation and psychological programs, and I accepted this in good faith, 

aware that the burden of rehabilitation ultimately lies on me alone. In the prison library or from 

other inmates, I managed to obtain certain professional literature that could assist me in the 

process of self-reflection and rehabilitation (for example: the “Victim Empathy/Awareness 

Modul/Curriculum” and the workbooks “My Strength workbook” and “Changing Offender 

Behaviour” (COB), particularly the set of questions contained therein on “understanding other 

people's perspectives”). Although these manuals were not designed for the specific 

circumstances of my case, they nevertheless helped me, as a general framework, to make my 

self-reflection deeper and more structured, especially regarding empathy toward the victims of 

the crimes. Through them, I painfully realized that my decisions were not merely political or 

military acts, but that they directly destroyed specific human destinies, families, and 

generations, and that the trauma of the victims does not end with the conclusion of the war but 

persists to this day. 

In this process of self-reflection (reflecting on each committed crime and re-examining my role 

and responsibility in those crimes), in the silence of my prison cell and alone with my thoughts, 

I have experienced a profound change in mind and heart. This change did not happen overnight, 

nor yesterday, and it is irreversible. Rationally and emotionally, I have traveled a long and 

painful path from denying and repressing my responsibility for the committed crimes (after the 

war and during the trial) to fully accepting my responsibility and my sentence (especially after 

my transfer to the UK in April 2019).  And your decision, Madam President, of 7 March 2025, 

significantly contributed, in a positive and encouraging way, to this ongoing process.  

Today, after years of reflecting on it, I know that the process of gradually becoming aware of 

my personal responsibility for the crimes committed against the Bosniak/Muslim population in 

the territory of the then-HZ HB from 1992 to 1994 began after the Washington (1994) and 

Dayton Agreements (1995). During that period (1994–2003), while living and working in 

Sarajevo, I held high-ranking state positions in the Government of BiH. I recall meetings in 

Sarajevo during that period with my professors, students, and former colleagues of 

Bosniak/Muslim ethnicity, and occasional moments when I felt profound shame, regret, and 

remorse for the suffering they endured. In those moments, I was aware of my personal 

responsibility for the evil they experienced due to my decisions and omissions, but the 

mechanisms of suppression were still too strong at the time. Back then, I could not accept my 
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personal responsibility for the committed crimes (although I did not deny those crimes and 

expressed my regret for them on numerous occasions). I could not do this in the manner and to 

the extent that I can and do today, after the trial and years of critical self-reflection. However, 

that was the period of the beginning of my gradual awakening, although I was not yet able to 

accept my personal responsibility and guilt for the crimes committed (albeit I did not deny 

these crimes and expressed my regret for them on numerous occasions).  

Today, I am convinced that my expressions of regret back then (which were sincere) for the 

crimes committed, my efforts as a member of the Government of Bosnia and Herzegovina from 

1994 to 2003 to contribute to peace and reconciliation in Bosnia and Herzegovina, and even 

my testimony before OTP investigators in 2001, were in some way an expression of my 

suppressed remorse and pangs of conscience, and my subconscious inner need to do everything 

in my power to alleviate or attempt to correct the malignant consequences of my past actions 

and omissions. 

This process of critical and honest self-reflection has been ongoing continuously for years and 

will last until the final day of my life. In this process, I am my own harshest judge. 

The change I am speaking of is of such a nature that it demands one to live and act in accordance 

with it. I have thought long and hard about how, under my current life circumstances, I can live 

this change, meaning how I can confirm it through actions. 

In prison conditions, I can only do this by—to the absolute extent of my objective capability—

having a positive influence on other inmates, encouraging them through advice and personal 

example toward self-reflection, respect for prison staff, prison rules and discipline, respect for 

the human dignity of others, utilizing available rehabilitation programs, resolving potential 

conflicts peacefully and rationally, and engaging in various activities to make their life in prison 

more purposeful and fulfilling. In a word, for everyone to be the best person they can be under 

these circumstances. And that is what I do. I strive to positively influence the people in my 

environment and to do good, regardless of their differing ethnicity, religion, age, social 

background, sexual orientation, or any other group characteristic. My behavior in prison is not 

merely passive compliance with prison rules for opportunistic reasons (to make prison life 

easier for myself), but much more than that. It is an expression of my inner need and my 

decision to do good, whenever and wherever I can.  

But I have also thought a great deal about what matters most to me: How can I, within my 

current life circumstances, confirm and express this change of mine by doing something good 

for Bosnia and Herzegovina? How can I contribute to peace, reconciliation, and the restoration 

of trust among the peoples and citizens of BiH? 

BiH is my homeland, to which I wish all the best. I would like BiH to become a full member 

of the EU as soon as possible, for all its diversity and specificities (ethnic, religious, customary) 

to be a source of pride for its peoples and citizens rather than a cause for disagreement and 

conflict, for all political and other disagreements to be resolved through negotiations and 

agreements (never again by force and weapons), and for individuals and nations to restore and 

strengthen mutual trust through good deeds. The future of BiH can only be decided by the 

peoples and citizens of BiH. By no one else. 

Furthermore, trust among the peoples and citizens of BiH (as the foundation and guarantee of 

sustainable peace and harmonious coexistence in BiH) can only be restored and developed on 
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the basis of truth (about the past and the crimes committed) and justice (the prosecution and 

punishment of the perpetrators of those crimes). Crimes are not committed by peoples, but by 

individuals. Crimes must be honestly acknowledged, not denied or justified. The judgements 

of the ICTY and MICT must be respected. Convicted war criminals must not be declared 

heroes, as this directly and deeply insults the victims. This applies equally to everyone. Only 

in this way can true piety and sympathy be expressed toward the victims and their suffering, 

and their human dignity be respected. There is no national flag large enough to cover or conceal 

the shame of killing innocent people. There is no national interest or political goal important 

enough to justify criminal means and the suffering of the innocent. After every war, only sorrow 

and remorse remain. I have lived through this and am still living through it. Both that remorse 

and that sorrow. 

I respect the institution of the ICTY/MICT, its judges, and prosecutors, as well as all other 

instruments of international justice, which I believe—given recent events in the world and the 

horrible wars being waged in various parts of the globe—are more necessary than ever. 

Today, two and a half years after my first request for early release and my first statement, I feel 

the need to express once again, to you Madam President, and to all others whom it may concern 

(and especially to the citizens of BiH), my stance on my guilt and my conviction. I accept all 

factual and legal findings in my judgments. I accept the findings regarding ethnic cleansing, 

and the numerous crimes committed in various locations across BiH (in Mostar, Stupni Do, 

Sovići/Doljani, Prozor, Gornji Vakuf, Vareš, Stolac, Ljubuški, Čapljina, and elsewhere) by 

members of the HVO against the Bosniak/Muslim population during the 1992–94 period. This 

includes killings, unlawful detention in detention centers (Heliodrom, Dretelj, Gabela, and 

other places), torture, and inhumane treatment within them, persecutions, the appropriation and 

destruction of property, plunder, the destruction of cultural and religious institutions, and all 

other established crimes. Just as I accept the legal qualifications of these crimes as war crimes, 

crimes against humanity, and grave breaches of humanitarian law, I accept my personal 

responsibility (based on the Joint Criminal Enterprise (JCE) as a form of criminal liability) for 

these crimes due to my words, actions, decisions, and omissions (in exercising my high 

positions as the President of the HVO and subsequently the Prime Minister of the HR HB 

during that period) that made these crimes possible, encouraged them, or contributed to them. 

Without any denial, minimization, relativization, rationalization, or justification—neither of 

the crimes nor of my guilt. Without any oscillation. As the President of the HVO and later 

Prime Minister of the HR HB during that period, I had a moral and legal duty to prevent these 

crimes and punish the perpetrators. The fact that through my words, actions, decisions, and 

omissions I made these crimes possible, encouraged them, or contributed to the impunity of 

the perpetrators, is my greatest personal, legal, political, and moral guilt. I feel immense 

remorse and regret for my responsibility for the committed crimes and my role in them, and I 

express my most sincere condolences to all victims and their relatives for the lost lives and the 

mental and physical suffering endured. 

I think about this daily, and I am convinced that confronting one's own responsibility for 

committed crimes, accepting guilt, sincere repentance, and expressing regret and condolences 

to the victims and their relatives is the only way out of the vicious cycle of hatred, revenge, 

and suffering. It is my unwavering conviction, after years of reflecting on it, that this is the only 

way to restore true trust among the peoples and citizens of BiH, and the only path that leads us 

and can ultimately bring us to mercy and mutual forgiveness. 
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With this statement of mine, I want to actively contribute to that goal. I hope it will be 

understood and accepted in the way it is given—in good faith and with the best intentions. 

Under my current life circumstances, where my every contact with the outside world is strictly 

limited (to family members, my lawyer, and a few friends), this is also the only context in 

which I can do so. I consider this my moral obligation to the victims, to BiH, and to its peoples 

and citizens. Finally, also to myself. This is its primary purpose, although it is submitted within 

the context of my request for early release. 

Should I be released. I will live and act in accordance with this statement. I will remain 

permanently consistent in my stance that crimes must not be denied, nor war criminals 

glorified, and through my actions, I will try, to the best of my abilities, to actively contribute, 

in a peaceful and dignified manner, to building a lasting peace and restoring and preserving 

mutual trust among the peoples and citizens of Bosnia and Herzegovina. 

Sincerely, 

Jadranko Prlić 
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