   THE ACCUSED: [Interpretation] Just one more sentence.

        This letter mattered to me just because of the letter drafted by

Ken Roberts, who threatened my legal adviser and threatened him to cut

his privileged communication lines with me.  That's what matters for me.

        You mentioned here that the Trial Chamber is waiting for an

expert report about the authenticity of the diaries of

General Ratko Mladic.  From the point of view of the interests of my

defence, it doesn't matter at all whether these diaries are authentic or

not.  I said that I doubted the authenticity of these diaries and that I

had reasons for doubting it.  The police searched the house of

General Mladic several times, and how come they have just now found the

diaries, without having found them earlier?  But let's leave that aside.
        Even if it should turn out that the diaries are authentic, what

has that got to do with this trial?  You saw what the Prosecution found

in these diaries which, according to them, can be used in this trial.

Absolutely nothing.  Nothing there incriminates me or makes my position

more difficult, anything.  It's totally irrelevant.  But the problem is

that we are losing so many months over that.  Instead of July, under

Rule 98 bis -- Mr. Marcussen and I are waiting to be heard under

Rule 98 bis still, and we're waiting still, and who knows when we will

complete our work under 98 bis:  That's what the essence is.

        The essence is we are wasting too much time in this trial over

Mladic's alleged diaries, and we wasted time earlier.  Months are passing

and years are passing, and the more time elapses with me in detention and

the longer this trial lasts, the less regular this trial.

        If I had defended myself as a free man for eight years, even so

my right to be tried within a reasonable time-frame would have been

violated.  Even if I had been a free man all this while, if I had come

from Belgrade for each hearing, even then my right to be tried in a

reasonable time-frame would have been blatantly violated, but

especially -- it's especially so now, because I've been in detention for

eight years.  In America, even those accused of multiple murder have to

be released if a reasonable time-period has elapsed.  There is no lawyer

alive who can responsibly claim that this trial is going on for a

reasonable time, especially given the fact that the Defence case is still

ahead of us, and then there will be appeals, and the trial will overall

probably last for 20 years.

        You mentioned Witness 026.  This complicates things further.

According to my information, the witness recovered pretty well after the

last phase of his treatment.  He is not as robust as I am, but he's fully

capable of testifying, especially if he will testify by videolink.  He is

a Prosecution witness.  He's important to the Prosecution, to the

Trial Chamber, and he's important to me, if nothing else so that he can

explain to me here, in this courtroom, how come I blew up the Roman

Catholic cathedral in Subotica, which is still standing and has never

been blown up by anybody.  It's just that I want to make clear, and then

we don't need to speak about anything else.  And how come that such

statements went through the hands of the Prosecutors, and who created all

that?

        There is also some dark force here.  The Prosecutor may call this

a theory of conspiracy.

        JUDGE ANTONETTI: [Interpretation] Just a second, Mr. Seselj.

        In case of VS-026 testifying, he would testify on what is in the

case.  You could not ask questions as to which conditions were prevailing

when his statement was taken, because this is the sole competency of the

amicus curiae, and, therefore, the Judges are not in a position to touch

upon this issue.  It is solely for the amicus curiae to deal with that.

So if he testifies, he will testify on the merits of the case, the

cathedral, the volunteers, the war, and so on and so forth, but not on

the conditions, because this is not in our realm of competency.

        My colleague points out --

        THE ACCUSED: [Interpretation] Judges, you cannot prevent me from

challenging a witness's credibility.  I can examine that in a positive

and negative sense.  I can affirm his testimony, I can examine him that

way, and I can examine him in another way, by denying his testimony.

        I have been studying Anglo-Saxon legal procedure here for eight

years.  It never would have crossed my mind, while I was still a free

man, and now I've become an expert in this field.

        As for this Roman Catholic cathedral, that will have to be

discussed.  It's part of his previous statement.  It has to be discussed,

whether it was blown up or not and what actually happened there.

        JUDGE HARHOFF:  I suggest we wait until the witness is here to

discuss the issue.

        THE ACCUSED: [Interpretation] All right.  I understand you, and I

fully agree with that, Mr. Harhoff.

        But I have this other problem now in relation to this witness.  I

have the impression, because now I have information - I am no longer

forbidden from contacting this witness.  I am informed about where they

are taking him now, to various examinations by specialists to see whether

he is capable of testifying or not.  At the Military Medical Academy,

they refused to examine him because they didn't know who would pay for

that.  Then they took him to the St. Sava Hospital in Belgrade, and that

is a hospital for treating brain and blood vessel ailments.  Of course,

it does have something to do with it vaguely; cardiovascular conditions,

but it does specialise in brain and ^  conditions, and you could always

find a doctor there signing statements saying that he could not testify.

        There is some dark force in Belgrade that is trying to prevent

this witness from testifying, so I'm saying to you that if it so happens

that if you get some kind of an opinion from Belgrade, a medical opinion,

stating that he cannot testify, that has to be reviewed, because that

witness can truly testify.  He really is in a position to do so.  We've

already agreed that it can be done by videolink.

        Now, why is this important?  It is important because a few months

ago I filed a criminal complaint against officers of the OTP because this

witness was forced to perjure himself in the proceedings against Slobodan

Milosevic.  A commission was established, consisting of judges, that is

going to look into my criminal complaint.  I already have the names of

declare this witness totally unfit to testify, then no action could be

taken with regard to this criminal complaint.  What is a much bigger

problem is that this witness is claiming that he was forced by the OTP to

provide false testimony against Slobodan Milosevic.  It is worse than

what they are doing in my case.

        JUDGE ANTONETTI: [Interpretation] Mr. Seselj, let's move to

closed session.  I believe that this is why Mr. Marcussen is on his feet.

        MR. MARCUSSEN:  Correct, Your Honour, and I believe we would also

need a small redaction.

        JUDGE ANTONETTI: [Interpretation] Closed session, please.  Closed

session, please, Mr. Registrar.
I DALJE 

JUDGE ANTONETTI: [Interpretation] Very well.

        Mr. Seselj, as you know, following to what you said to us

regarding the Mladic diaries, the Trial Chamber appointed an expert.  If

I had known that this topic was going to be touched upon, I would have

brought with me the decision, but I'm sure that the Legal Officer has the

decision here.

        In our decision, we said that we were asking an expert -- there

we go.  Thank you, Mr. Marcussen, for giving me what the Legal Officer

should have given me.

        MR. MARCUSSEN: [Previous translation continues]... see if it's

actually the right compilation of materials, so ^ .  Maybe I can put to

you the right page.  Actually, my case manager is printing a copy for you

now, and I think it's coming to -- to me, sorry.

        JUDGE ANTONETTI: [Interpretation] So, Mr. Seselj, I'm going to

read the disposition, bearing in mind that I also have a separate opinion

of 28 pages.  And I'm not going to read the 28 pages on the issue.  I'm

only going to read out to you the disposition, which sums up the

unanimous position of this Trial Chamber, and I should like to point this

out.  My separate opinion is a separate opinion which actually goes in

the same line as the general opinion, but it's a 28-page opinion, and

again I suggest that you read it carefully once it's translated into your

language, of course.

        Since the OTP is very efficient, they are going to provide me

with my decision.  I'm really sorry, I should have brought it with me.

I'm really sorry.  Usually, I bring everything with me.  But I have to

say that I didn't do this because I didn't realise that we would come

back to the Mladic diaries and that we would revisit this issue, and I

made a mistake.  And I would like to apologise to the parties, because we

are wasting time here.

        MR. MARCUSSEN:  The Prosecution wasn't able to be as efficient as

we had hoped.  But, fortunately, the Registrar is very efficient, so I

believe he now has the decision.

        JUDGE ANTONETTI: [Interpretation] Thank you, Mr. Registrar.

        So this is what I'm saying in a disposition:

        Orders the Prosecution to disclose to the accused a typewritten

hard copy in B/C/S of the entire Mladic note-books.

        So, Mr. Seselj, you should receive a hard copy of the note-books:

        "Grants the Prosecution's request to add the documents mentioned

in the motion to the 65 ter exhibit list.

        "Grants the Prosecution request to add Milanovic and ^  to the

Prosecution's witness list.

        "Grants the Prosecution's request of the ^  and the ^  statement,

in accordance with Rule 92 bis of the Rules.

        "Defrs on the ruling of the request for admission of the extracts

from the Mladic note-books.

        "Orders the Registry to appoint an independent expert, whose task

will be to read, in the original version, the extracts of the Mladic

note-books, whose admission is sought.

        "To determine whether General Mladic is the author by comparing

them to other documents written by General Mladic in the same period

whose source and date are certain, known, and reliable.

        "To highlight any amendment, addition, or deletion that might

have occurred to the documents under examination.

        "If possible, to determine whether some of the entries were

written at intervals over several years by comparing them with other

documents whose dates and source are certain, written by General Mladic

after different times, starting with 1991, and;

        "To inform the Chamber of any other relevant information with

regard to the documents under examination.

        "The appointed expert shall provide the Chamber with an expert

report by no later than 15th of December, 2010;

        "Orders the Prosecution to hand over immediately the original

copies of the Mladic note-books, together with any other document that

might be necessary for the successful completion of the task upon request

from the apointed expert.

        "Presiding Judge Antony provides a separate opinion to this

decision."

        As I said, this separate opinion is 28 pages long, and I'm not

going to read it out, even if it is very interesting.

        Yes, Mr. Marcussen.

        MR. MARCUSSEN:  Would the Chamber like us to have a break before

I start or is it not quite time yet?

        JUDGE ANTONETTI: [Interpretation] Well, if you are very quick,

perhaps we can conclude without any break.  And, of course, Mr. Seselj

has to have a rest.

        MR. MARCUSSEN:  Your Honours, the Prosecution tendered a rather

limited amount of material when it tendered its evidence relating to the

Mladic note-books.  And reading the Trial Chamber's decision, that it

seems that might have given rise to some confusion and maybe also to an

impression that the Prosecution is withholding relevant evidence to the

Trial Chamber, which certainly is not the case.

        The Prosecution, in light of the late stage of the proceeding,

has made an effort to limit the amount of evidence that we tendered in

relation to the Mladic note-books, so we limited ourselves to a few

extracts and to the evidence of two witnesses.  This was not done in any

way to try to keep anything from the Trial Chamber, but simply to try to

be efficient.

        Now, one of the -- there are two points I would like to just

clarify so there is not confusion about the material that has been

tendered.
