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Before: udge O-Gon Kwon, Presiding

Judge Kevin Parker
Judge lain Bonomy

Registrar: Mr. John Hocking

Public Redaction Order

The Prosecutor )
V ~
Vojislav Seselj

Order to redact the public transcript
and the public broadcast of a hearing -

TheTnal Ghamber N T - o s

-

( At the request of 1he Prosecutor / Defence and W1th the acrreement of the parties )

ORDERS that the following blackened text be omitted from the public transcript of the hearing dated
29 May 2009 and be edited from the public broadeast of the hearing.

Mr., Kwon at the time was the Judge in the Miloseviec trial, for
example. I don't think Mr. Bonomy was in the trial yet when Milan Babic
testified as a protected within. I followed the trial in Belgrade and
immediately identified Milan Rakic on what he was sayving in the .
eourtroom. Several days later the protective measures were lifted and
Milan Babi¢ continued to testify in open sessien, publicly.

so that is all pessible by deduction and by using veur
intelligence. EXparts 20 years ago established that my IQ was above 240,
Perhape these experts are telling lies.

Now,; how —- what's Mr. MacFarlane's IQ. I don't know. Before
this trial I theught his IQ was much higher than I think it is now, but
of courze I don’t want to say enything derogatory about anyone because he
has raised the question of intelligence and the capabilities of an
average man, so ‘that brings me to these associations without wishing te
insult him.

Wow, who ¢ould have congluded -- whe this was about when it came
to thres protectad witnesses in wreading this book? Well, ask yoursalves,
Whe hag had the time and put in the effort to read a bock that 1s 1.200
pages long just to have the names of protected witnesses disclosed?
That's not what you would have dome. You print am anonymous flyer, &an
anonymous pamphlet and nobody knows who the author of it is and vou
digclose the names and then you call in pecple %o intimidate the
witnesses, to instil fear. In Haradinaj, for enxanmple, protected
witnesses were killed. 1In no Berb trial did you have anything of that
kind. How many witnesses were killed in the Haradinaj case, ten?
Dozens? Who knows?

The Prosecutor goss on to say that this iz a very serious problem
in this case. That's Just not true. It's absolutely not trus. fThere is
ne problem hare. All we have here is tha Prosscutors thinkipng up this
preblem when the 8

SLNG—Sow S RS £ distributed
free of charge, and you ecan download any copy free of charge from my
internet mite because I don't charge on nmy site,

So a lot of time went by until this idea cam¢ ¢6 the Prosecutor

U,
Judge O-Gon Ewon
FPresiding Judge

B Glopad
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In the Trial Chamber IT Case No. IT-03-67-R77.2
Date : 29 May 2009

Before: Judge O-Gon Kwon, Presiding

Judge Kevin Parker
Judge Iain Bonomy i

Registrar: Mr. John Hocking

Public Redaction Order

The Prosecutor
v .
Vojislav SeSelj

Order to redact the public transcript
and the public broadcast of a hearing

The Trial Chamber
( At the request of the Prosecutor / Defence and with the agreement of the parties )

ORDERS that the following blackened text be omitted from the public transcript of the hearing dated
29 May 2009 and be edited from the public broadcast of the hearing.

119 iz a testimony which vefutes the allegationsz from the indictment.
:107:26 Whether my objective was to publicly digelosze the names of

:07:35 protected witnesses and thereby invimidate them, Judges, you know that
17:07:44 Serbia and Yugoslavia Tor nesarly half a century were under the Communist
17:07:53 dictatorship and the Communist Marsal Tito and his successors. This
Communist regime put a ban, & judicial ban on seven of the books that I
wrote., I have to reluctantly admit that the prosecuters in those trisls
H against me had prepared themselves much thoroughly than this Presecutor
:B8:20 of the Intervnational Criminal Tribunal has donme. They had read all the
:0B:25 books from cover to cover, and according to the practices then in place
:08:32 did their jeb, but were —-- they were much better prepared.

:08:368 We have here a Prosecutor who has no idea what this book

:08:43 contains. He is making arbitrary allegations that my intention was to
10B; 47 disclose the names of protected witnesses and therefere intimidate them.
:D0B:52 You know that I'm still the presidant of the largest opposition
:DB:57 party in Berbia, the Serbian Radical Party. It has over 500,000

:09:03 registered members. i

:09:04 Tf I had wanted to publish the names of protected witnesses, I
:09:11 could have issued an order through my asscciates, through anycne, te
:09:14 print & flyer with the name of all the protected witnesses and to have it
:09:21 printed in 100,000 cepies and distributed throughout Serkia. And I could
:09:31 even add the photograpns of those whe were most unpleasant and alsc -
:09:36 provide their personal details such as address, et cetera. If that had
:09:45 been my objective, I counld have done that. There's a large number of
109:49 private printing offices in Serbia, and if I had taken thet course of
109:55 action, ne investigatiom could have proven whe had been behind it.

:09:59 Therefore, if was not my aim to intimidate and instil fear inte

:10:0¢ protected witnesse= to make their names public. It was my name to
:10:10 uncover the ”was a construed one based
:10:17 on false accusations, on talse statements, and that’s what I've preved .

110:26 during the proceedings and trial against me. Not cne stone has been left
:10:28 standing of any of ths accusations or anything else, and that's why the
:10:32 whole trial has been blecked. And the Trial Chamber doesn't know how teo
:10:38 deal with this preblem and get out of this <ul-de-sac * , and they cannct
:10: 43 acquit ne, and they cannot act upen the requirements of the Prosecution.
:10:48 So it's checkmate. How leng this will go on: I don't know. We'll sea.
17:30:53 And it's not important., T have patience myself, seven years and then
17:10:57 another seven years. I can stay here another 70 years if need be.

R R

I
N
Tudge O-Gok EKawon

Presiding Judge



In the Trial Chamber II Case No. IT-03-67-R77.2

Date : - 29 May 2009

Before: Judge O-Gon Kwon, Presiding .
Tudge Kevin Parker
Judge lain Bonomy -

Registrar: Mr. Jolm Hocking

Public Redaction Order

The Prosecutor
V W
Vojislav Seselj

Order to redact the public transcript
and the public broadcast of a hearing

The Trial Chamber
( At the request of the Prosecutor / Defence and with the agreement of the partieé )

ORDERS that the following biackened text be cmitted from the public transcript of the hearing dated
29 May 2009 and be edited from the public broadcast of the hearing.

.and publisghed as such.

When the Prosecutor said ~- when —-- when the Prosecuter says that
a2 witness can be identified on the basis of the contract on swapping
flats, he extracted only one porticon of the contract. However, thare are
a whole array of cther contracte ¢n swapping flats or rasidences in which
the c¢ontracting parties are n¢t witnesses in this trial, because I
published in my book all the centiXacts that we managsd to ebtain, which
is & testimony which refutes the allegations from the indictment.

Whether my objective was to publicly disclese the names of
protected witnesses and thereby intimidate them, Judges, you know that
Serbia and Yugoslavia for nearly half a century were undsr the Communist
dictatarship and the Communist Marsal Tito and his successors. This
Cemmunist regime put a ban, a judicial ban en seven of the books that I
wrote. I have to reluctantly admit that the prosecutors in those trials
sgaingt me had preparsd themselves much thoroughly than thiz Prosecutor
of the International Criminal %ribunal has dona. .They had read all the
25 books from cover to cover, snd according to the practices %then in placs

did thelr job, but were -- they were much better prepared.

We have here a Prosscutor who has no idea what this book
containg. He is making arbitrary allegations that my intention was to
disclose the names of protected witnesses and Cherefore intimidate them.

L

e OLS; P s 10 7 c s a 2 ar into
protected withesses or to make their names public. It was my name to

uncaver the affair as such besause the affair was a construed one based
17:10:17 on false accusations, on fals¢ gtatements, and that's what I've proved
17:10:26 durind the proceedings and trial against me. Not ons stene has basen left
K
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(‘{)1
Judge O-Gon-Kwon
Presiding Judge
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In the Trial Chamber I o Case No. IT-03-67-R77.2
Date : 29 May 2009

Before: Judge O-Gon Kwon, Presiding

Judge Kevin Parker
Judge Iain Bonomy

Registrar: Mr. John Hocking
Public Redaction Order
The Prosecutor

V »
Vojislav Segelj

Order to redact the public transcript
and the public broadcast of a hearing

The Trial Chamber.
( At the request of the Prosecutor / Defence and with the agreement of the parties )

ORDERS that the following blackened text be omitted from the public transcript of the hearing dated
29 May 2009 and be edited from the public broadcast of the hearing.

Bt T

Eﬂ‘”

"A few days after the beginning of the trial of Dr. Vojislav o
sasel], the latest 0ok from the * of the Serb radical leader was
publicly promoted in the pressnce of a large number of cutstanding public
personalitiss.”

The point is that that article indicateeg that the book came out
approximately a Tfew days after the beginning of the main trial, which
would fix it on or about the 7th of Novembar of 2007.

gome portions of the transcripts are relevant, in my respectful
submissisn, te the issue of mensg rea, and there's two —— twe transcripts
in partigular. The Tirst occurred on the Pth of October, 2408, at page
105BZ. The accused said in essence this: "But I insist on the fact that
it was only members of the team for my defence whe took part and the
composition of that team iz something I let the registry knew in advance
on time so how could I kefore *~ how could I have instructed the
investigators to compile this become of 1,200 peejs for the whole
affair was uncovered and unveiled. That is the fruit of their labour
pursuant to my instructiens. They are my extendsd arm in all of this."”
That indicates the nsture of the relationship between the advisers en the
team and the accused. The adviser and the team appear to have largely
prepared it but pursuant to the instructions as an sxtended arm of the
accused,

A similar comment was made by the accused on the 2lst of October,
2008 &t pages 10810 snd 10811, - To make sure it'=s seen in contexst I'll
read that paragraph.

JUDGE KWON: Mr. MacParlane, sorry t¢ interrupt you, but can I
remind you to try not to reveal the informetien that may reveal the title
of the book, et cetera.

KR. MaGFARLANEY Thank vou.

JUDGE KWON: Please go on.

MR. MacFARLANE: 1I'll endeavoutr Le steer around Some words. The

“

secused is reported as having said this! "Now, in additiern o this
hat is great deal of mystification on the basis of this book and
%. 8 ¥uport that my associates compiled for me as an attachment for pie

last complaint against the indictment. You know, the text was a lstter
lengthy one, about 300 pages, and you ordered*thet it should not be
trance laid into English. I said it sheuld be printed and published but
that the names be thrown out and that the code-names be usead, the codes
used by the Prosecution and in that boek you'll see those codes.” And

I Heped

Judge O-Gon Xowoh

Presiding Judge



In the Trial Chamber II Case No.

Before:

Registrar:

Judge O-Gon Kwon, Presiding
Judge Kevin Parker
Judge lain Bonomy

Mr. John Hocking

Public Redaction Order

The Prosecutor
v

Vojislav Seelj

Order to redact the public transcript
and the public broadcast of a hearing

The Trial Chamber

{ At the request of the Prosecutor / Defence and with the agreement of the parties )

IT-03-67-R77.2
Date : 29 May 2009

ORDERS that the following blackened text be omitted from the public transcript of the hearing dated
29 May 2009 and be edited from the public broadcast of the hearing.

56;29
56:32
58:35

14; 58540
14:8B: 48

by Vojislav Seselj, " and then it sets out the name of the book which I

won't go into at the moment.
The very first paragraph of that ayticle indicates a Few days --
X'1ll read the first sentence:
“h few days after the beginning of the trial of Dr. vojislav
geseld, the latest book from the » of the serb radical leader was

publicly promoted in tha presence of a large number of ocutstanding public.

personalities.” .

The point is that that article indigates that the book came out
approximately a few days after the beginning of the main trial, which
would fix it on or about the 7th of Novembar of 2007.

Some portions of the transcripts are relevant, in my pespectful
submission, to the issue ¢f mens rea, and there's two —-- twe transcripts
in particular. The first occurred on the 9th of Octobsr, 2008, at page
10582. The accused said in essence this: "But I insist on the fact that
it was only members of the team for my defence who took part and the
composition of that tesm is something I let the registry know in adwance
en time so how could I before * how could I have instructed the
i igators to compile this become of 1.200 peeijs for the whole *

as uncovered and unveiled. That is the fruit of their labour
pursuant to my instructions. They are my extended arm in all of this. "
That indicates the nature of the relationship between the advisors on the
team and the accused. The advisor and the team appear to have largely
prepared it but pursuant te the instructicns az an extended arm of the
accuged.

A gimilar commént was made by the accusad on the Zlst of Ogteber,
2008 at pages 10BiD and 10811, To make sure it's seen in centext I'l)
read that paragraph.

JUDGE KWON: Mr. MacFarlane, sorry to interrupt you, but can I
remind yeu to try not to reveal the infermation that may reveal the title
of the book, et cetera.

MR. MacFARLANE: Thank you.

JUDGE KWON: Please go on.

MR. MacFARLANE: I'll endeavour to steer around some words. The
accused is reported as having said this: "Now, in addition to this
affair, that iz great deal of mystification on the basis of this book and
it's a report that my associates compiled for me ag an attachment for pie
last complaint against the indictment. You know, the text was a letter

CopEA

Tudge O-Gon Kwon
Presiding Judge
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Ir: the Trial Chamber IT Case No. IT-03-67-R77.2
Date : 29 May 2009
Before: Judge O-Gon Kwon, Presiding -

Judge Kevin Parker
Judge Iain Bonomy

Registrar: Mr. John Hocking

Public Redaction Order

The Prosecutoer
V ~
Vojislav Segelj

Order to redact the public transcript
and the public broadcast of a hearing

The Trial Chamber
{ At the request of the Prosecutor / Defence and with the agreement of the parties )

ORDERS that the following blackened text be omitted from the public transcript of the hearing dated
29 May 2009 and be edited from the public broadcast of the hearing.

proud of it, and thanks to these legal proceedings there's been a lot of
interest in the boeek onm his internet site ssveral theusand copies have
been photocopied and reproduced and that he wes very satisfled.

That sddresses the questien ¢f the scope of the puklication of
this book.

On ancther occasion, on the 1llth of February, 2002, at page
14238, the accusad noted that in fact the whole -- to use his words, "The
whole book has been sold out, by the way.” It's only available on his
web site,

I think I'11 leave it at that peint. fhere's other transcripts
dealing with the promotion and the scope of the publication, but with a
view to expediting proceedings, I would simply nete that in hugt could
have ski ~ the tramscripts indicats that several hundred copies were
distributed, that in Belgrade at the trade union building during ohe of
the premotions there were approzimately 3.000 people present. And I
think ITll leave it at Ao bobne o i i g

uummmrnintr'nmmmmmmmww

Some - po
submiseion,
in particulax.

H my respsctiul
two trenscripts
2008, at page

sue of mens res, and there's two ——
The first occurred on the 9th of October,

[16:23)

e

Tudge O-Gonl&ewon
Presiding Judge
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In the Trial Chamber II Case No. IT-03-67-R77.2
Date : 29 May 2009
Before: : Judge O-Gon Kwon, Presiding
Judge Kevin Parker

Judge Iain Bonomy

Registrar: Mr. John Hocking

Public Redaction Order

The Prosecutor
V v
Vojislav Seselj

Order to redact the public transcript
and the public broadcast of a hearing

The Trial Chamber

{ At the reguest of the Prosecutor / Defence and with the agreement of the parties )

CRDERS that the following blackened text be omitted from the public transcript of the hearing dated

29 May 2009 and be edited from the public broadcast of the hearing.

A5i14:28:31 highly problematic to agk that documents be direetly entered into
16|14:28:34 evidence in this way. However, bsaring in mind the fact that here we're
14;28:38 dealing with generally known documents, at least it is commen knowiedge
14:28;: 44 to this Tribunal, I'm not geoing t¢ object to that either, because I think
1.4:28: 40 there's no reason for me to object to documents for which it is a
14:28: 55 notorious fact that they ara in éXistence. 5o that would be
14:28:59 unreasonable., It would be unrasscnable to object. But I'd-like to draw
14:22:02 your attenticn te the fact that there are too many documents which are
14:29:06 not needed and which encumber and burden the lizt. Many things are not
14:29: 12 being challenged from the outset. It is -- I'm not challenging that I'm
[14:29:17 the author of the book. 8o there's no need te prove that on the basis of
14:29: 20 documents. I have said that a number of times. I have also explained
14:29:24 during the main proceedings the way in which I compiled the book and gave
14:29:28 instructions for the book's printing.

[[14:29:32 50 we would have te discuss mattsrs here which or contentious,
14:29:40 and what is contenticus is whether there was disclosure of protected
14:29:45 witnesses st all or net,
[14:29:51 And then the question of motivation comes inte play. What my
14:29:55 motives wera., Were my motives to disclose the pnames of pro
[14:29:59 witnesses or to unmask a plet in publi¢ with respect te an hat is
,0|14:30: 06 incerprated into my indictment for which there is to legal grounds, and T
1|14:30:16 think that is the substance of the matter and the essential question, Se
‘dZ|14:30: 18 I have nothing against having evidence —- having admitted inte evidence
}J14:30: 23 that three witnesses enjoyed protective measures and that I was informed
“14[14:30:28 on time that they were protected witnesses and that I knew that their
14:30:32 names could not ba disclosed. 1That can be sdmitted into evidence
%[14:30:35 straight away. There's no reason for me-toal “hallenge that at all and
14:30: 47 oppese it. So that's 4 whole set of documents here which the Prosecutor
Bl14:30:48 has asachd .
9114:30: 48 Then I have mno objection to having all the transcripts from the
114:30:53 main trial admitted inte evidence and my comments about the book and the
14:30:56 portiens where I axplain how the book came into being in the first place,
14:31:00 and we have documents here testifying to the publication of the book and
23[14:31: 06 its public promotions in Serbia.- I have nothing against that either. I
:24[14:31;:11 don't object te that being admitted into evidence, and if I'm not
14:32:16 centesting it, then why?
|14:31:17 And here we have statements which were made by these protected

: witnesses on sevaral cccasieng. MHWow, is that necessary? Do you nsed to

Tudge O-Gon'EWon
Presiding Judge
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