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Democratic Montenegro subsequently publicly distanced itself from this
statement, stressing that it represented Mr Rmus§’s personal position and not
the position of the party.

Another example concerns Vuk Kadi¢, until recently Director of
Montenegro’s Health Insurance Fund, who published a photograph and
message publicly glorifying Ratko Mladi¢ as a hero. That post was
subsequently “liked” by NebojSa Vuksanovi¢, an adviser to the President of
Montenegro for internal policy and economic development.

These are not the only cases.

The Centre for Civic Education (CGO), a prominent Montenegrin civil
society organisation, publicly warned following Mladi¢’s death that his
admirers in Montenegro “are not on the margins”. Among public and
political figures whom CGO identified as having expressed respect for,
glorified or publicly bid farewell to Mladi¢ were the President of Parliament
Andrija Mandi¢; MP and party leader Milan KneZevi¢; State Secretary in the
Ministry of Transport Marko Milaci¢; President of the Municipality of
Pljevlja Dario Vrane$; Democratic Montenegro youth official Danijel Rmus;
former minister and university professor Vesna Brati¢; and several other
political and public officials.

Taken togcether, these incidents appear to raisc a broader question than the
conduct of any single individual. They suggest a concerning degree of
tolerance, within parts of Montenegro’s political and institutional
environment, towards the public honouring or glorification of a person
finally convicted of genocide and other grave international crimes.

In the interest of accuracy and fairness, it 1s cqually important to cmphasisc
that such attitudes do not represent all Montenegrin institutions or society.

The Office of the President of Montenegro issued a clear statement recalling
that Ratko Mladi¢ had been finally convicted of genocide in Srebrenica and
other grave war crimes, stressing that this is a judicially established fact
rather than a matter of political opinion, and rejecting the glorification and
relativisation of war crimes.

Democratic Montenegro also publicly distanced itself from the statement
made by its youth official.

These reactions are welcome.

Nevertheless, the frequency of such incidents involving persons occupying
public functions raises legitimate concerns about Montenegro’s commitment
to dealing with the legacy of the wars of the 1990s, respect for international
criminal justice, the dignity of victims and genuine regional reconciliation.






