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21                          [The witness entered court]

22            JUDGE MAY:  Yes, if the witness would take the usual

23    documentation, please, which the usher will give you.

24            THE WITNESS: [Interpretation] I solemnly declare that I will speak

25    the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth.

 1            JUDGE MAY:  Thank you very much.  If you'd take a seat, please.

 2                          WITNESS:  HRVOJE SARINIC

 3                          [Witness answered through interpreter]

 4            MR. NICE:  Your Honours, there is a file of exhibits associated

 5    with this witness, most of the exhibits being produced by statement served

 6    under 89(F) of our Rules.  May the binder be given a general exhibit

 7    number for us perhaps to review the status of any exhibits produced,

 8    whether for identification or otherwise at the end of the exercise.

 9            THE REGISTRAR:  641, Your Honours.

10                          Examined by Mr. Nice:

11       Q.   And your full name, please, sir.

12       A.   Hrvoje Sarinic.

13       Q.   Mr. Sarinic, have you provided two statements to the Office of the

14    Prosecutor, respectively tabs 2 and 4, and are you satisfied that those

15    two statements are correct subject to one or two corrections that we're

16    going to deal with in live evidence today?

17       A.   Yes.  I confirm that I did make those two statements and that I

18    abide by them.

19       Q.   Tab 1 of our Exhibit 641 is a curriculum vitae of yours that I

20    think you've seen approved and signed, revealing so far as material that

21    has been a matter of public record, that in 1990 you were appointed first

22    chef de cabinet to President Franjo Tudjman severing as his advisor

23    between 1990 and 1998, holding various posts, and you've set out in the

24    curriculum vitae that you were a chief of his office, Prime Minister,

25    chief of the office of national security, and then in 1994 recalled to

 1    head his office becoming chief political advisor and a member of Croatia's

 2    national Security Council acting, between 1993 and 1994, as chief

 3    negotiator with the UN representatives and UNPROFOR.  Operating as the

 4    President Tudjman's confidential envoy to this accused; correct?

 5       A.   Correct.

 6       Q.   In those circumstances, I trust the Chamber has the proofing

 7    summary that maps our way through the exercise of examination-in-chief,

 8    but what I will do in accordance with the Court's order is start with the

 9    first statement, which is tab 2 and deal with the parts of it that I must

10    deal with in live evidence.

11            Setting a context, your first statement, Mr. Sarinic, deals with a

12    meeting on the 26 of the January, 1991, with which I needn't trouble you,

13    but then moves to deal with the meeting in Karadjordjevo in March of 1991,

14    a meeting organised through the chef de cabinet Milinovic of the accused's

15    office organised in secrecy and happening on the 26th of March.

16       A.   Yes, that is correct.

17       Q.   The meeting at Karadjordjevo, did you spend some 10 to 15 minutes

18    with the late President Tudjman and this accused.  In the course of that,

19    did Tudjman say something to the accused about the log revolution?  If so,

20    what?

21       A.   Yes.  I was there for about ten minutes or so, as you said.  I was

22    with them.  And during that period of time, President Tudjman told the

23    accused that he was behind the log revolution and that, of course, did not

24    benefit Croatian-Serb relationships which were actually the central issue

25    in Yugoslavia.  Having heard President Tudjman's statement, the accused

 1    disagreed, but he said significantly, "I believe that we can resolve all

 2    those problems."

 3            I personally had the impression and thought about it, and in view

 4    of what happened subsequently, it all seemed to indicate that this

 5    sentence of the accused related to Bosnia and Herzegovina.

 6       Q.   The same -- at the same time, did the -- did Tudjman say something

 7    about the arming of Croatian Serbs, and if so, just in a sentence what was

 8    the accused's reaction to that?

 9       A.   President Tudjman said that Krajina was the Trojan horse of Serb

10    politics in Croatia and that they could not prevail without the

11    authorities headed by the accused supplying them and standing behind them.

12    The accused denied that and said that he had nothing to do with it, that

13    perhaps the JNA may be involved but that he had nothing to do with the

14    JNA.  And he absolutely rejected President Tudjman's statement.

15       Q.   I think the two men spent about four hours alone together, between

16    3.30 and 4.30, and ended on the basis that they would meet again.

17            MR. NICE:  And, Your Honours, paragraphs 6 and 7 are subject of

18    correction; they are misplaced.  They relate to the next meeting, and I'll

19    come back to them at the appropriate time.

20       Q.   Paragraph 8, on the return was Tudjman optimistic because of the

21    talks?

22       A.   Yes.  Tudjman was highly optimistic, and he said that he believed

23    that the problem would be resolved peacefully and that with the accused,

24    he would be able to find a common way of dealing with the problem.  He was

25    highly optimistic.  And I must say that I told the president that I didn't

 1    quite share his optimism because the accused always had his fingers

 2    crossed in his pocket.

 3       Q.   On the 30th of March, Goran Milinovic proposed a further meeting

 4    at Karadjordjevo but eventually the agreement was made that it should be

 5    in Tikves.  Your statement deals with an intervening meeting on the 28th

 6    of March of 1991 when all six presidents met at a scheduled meeting in

 7    Split.  But you only set out there what you were told by Tudjman about the

 8    meeting.

 9            On the 5th of April at another leadership meeting, according to

10    your statement, paragraph 11, Tudjman said that a question of dividing

11    Bosnia and Herzegovina had arisen and that the proportion of forces would

12    be crucial there because Slovenes are leaving, and he said the Serbs want

13    a Greater Serbia; correct?  Just yes or no if that's right.

14       A.   Yes, that is correct.

15            MR. NICE:  Your Honour, just give me one minute.

16       Q.   So far as you were concerned and perhaps just add this -- I beg

17    your pardon.  The discussion on the 5th of April, was it referring back to

18    the earlier meeting?

19       A.   You mean the previous meeting in Karadjordjevo?

20       Q.   Yes.

21       A.   Yes.  It was mentioned, but very briefly, because that meeting was

22    normally to have been secret, but a certain number of men in the

23    leadership of Croatia knew about it, and President Tudjman felt it would

24    be a good idea to mention it.

25       Q.   The 15th of April of 1991 was the day of the Tikves meeting?

 1       A.   Yes, that's right.

 2       Q.   Again, did they meet in private?

 3       A.   First of all, you yourself said that the Serb side insisted on the

 4    other meeting to be held in Karadjordjevo as well, but President Tudjman

 5    refused because Karadjordjevo, for the Croatian public, had a bad

 6    connotation, because in 1971, the spring -- the Croatian spring was broken

 7    up there.  So he wanted the second meeting to be held in Croatia, that is

 8    in Tikves.  We agreed again on that meeting, that is the chef de cabinet

 9    of the accused and myself.

10       Q.   Excuse my taking you swiftly through this material.  We go back to

11    paragraph 6 and 7 of your statement which you alerted us to that it

12    misplaced by us there.  It is in fact after this meeting that on the plane

13    on the way back to Zagreb, the late President Tudjman showed you a piece

14    of paper, and tell us about that and what he said about that.

15       A.   First of all, after Tikves, President Tudjman was far less

16    optimistic than he was after Karadjordjevo.  That is the first point.

17            So as we left shortly after the meeting, in the plane he said to

18    me, "Here is what Slobo," as he called him, "gave me."  And I looked at

19    this piece of paper.  It was written in black ballpoint pen, and roughly

20    it said the following, that the Muslims were a major evil.  Actually, that

21    one should be cautious about this so-called green, zelena transverzala,

22    going from Turkey, Bulgaria, Western Macedonia, Kosovo and Sandzak, and

23    that this was a major threat for Bosnia and also for peace in the area,

24    that the Muslims had already hung a green flag on Mount Romanija, a

25    mountain close to Sarajevo, and that they wanted an unitary Bosnia and

 1    Herzegovina in which they would rule, while the Croats and the Serbs would

 2    be minorities.

 3            I immediately returned this piece of paper to the president, and

 4    later on when we discussed it, he said, "Well, there's something in it."

 5       Q.   Did he tell you where he got the piece of paper from?

 6       A.   He told me, yes, that he had received it from the accused.

 7       Q.   Thank you very much.  Paragraph 13 of your statement before we

 8    move on to matters that we don't have to give evidence about live.

 9            You express a view about whether or not the two of them reached

10    any form of agreement.  Can you explain how you formed your view about

11    that and what your view was as to whether they reached an agreement?

12       A.   There was no formal agreement.  Had there been a formal agreement,

13    then all those horrors that came afterwards would not have taken place.

14    So I was just reflecting on this, on both presidents having their own

15    ideas about Bosnia and the division of Bosnia.  That is the truth.  But I

16    do not believe that a formal agreement was reached.

17            As far as Bosnia is concerned, I can convey to you several

18    positions held by both presidents with respect to Bosnia.

19    President Tudjman, as an historian, was saying that Bosnia was a

20    historical absurdity resulting from Turkish conquests in the fifteenth

21    century.  He said that it would be a good idea to thicken that thin slip

22    of land in the south, and he also conveyed some other reflections of his

23    regarding Bosnia.

24            As for the accused, he told me during one of our meetings that he

25    can tell me quite frankly that with Republika Srpska, he had resolved 90

 1    per cent of the Serbian national question, just as President Tudjman had

 2    resolved the Croatian national question with Herceg-Bosna.  I think I have

 3    formulated quite precisely what the accused said.

 4            And then on another occasion - this was, I think, in 1995 - I

 5    asked him, "President, why don't you recognise Bosnia?"  And his reply

 6    was, "Which Bosnia?  Whose Bosnia?  What kind of Bosnia?"  So he was

 7    absolutely denying the possibility of the existence of Bosnia.

 8            I have to add something here, and that is that, as opposed to what

 9    the accused stated, the Croatian authorities were the first to recognise

10    Bosnia-Herzegovina.  They were the first to send their ambassador.  They

11    supported the referendum on independence.  They signed the Split

12    declaration, et cetera, et cetera.

13       Q.   Thank you.

14       A.   Though I do have to say, if I may, if Their Honours allow me to

15    finish, that even though in his reflections, but not only in his

16    reflections but also in his statements, President Tudjman did give thought

17    to the division of Bosnia as I have already said.

18       Q.   Your statement goes on to deal with a meeting on the 27th of

19    August of 1991 at Brioni.  It doesn't involve the accused and it being

20    taken in writing.

21            Paragraph 19 you deal with a meeting on the 8th of January, 1992,

22    the Presidency of the Republic of Croatia, and again not involving the

23    accused.  We can deal with that in writing.

24            And we come, therefore, to the meeting arranged on the 9th and

25    10th of November of 1993.

 1            MR. NICE:  Your Honour, I should have said that -- yes, tab 3.  If

 2    you want to find the page references for what happened on the 8th of

 3    January meeting, the page references to guide you through the exhibit, if

 4    you want to find it, can be found in the proofing -- in the summary that's

 5    been served today.

 6       Q.   We move then to a meeting on the 9th and 10th of November, 1993, a

 7    meeting held on the instructions of President Tudjman to see if the

 8    accused had changed his position on anything and to see what his attitude

 9    then was on reintegration of parts of Croatian occupied by the RSK.

10            And between that period and the end of 1995, I think you actually

11    met the accused on 13 occasions, is it, as the confidential envoy?

12       A.   Yes, that is correct.

13       Q.   On the 12th of November of 1993, the first meeting, perhaps we'll

14    deal with this really quite briefly.  What did the accused tell you about

15    forces of Izetbegovic?

16       A.   Well, he said that the Muslims were amassing their forces in

17    Central Bosnia, that they were rallying their forces to move towards the

18    sea, towards Neum.  And although he always spoke a little derogatorily of

19    their military abilities and capabilities, that was more or less what was

20    said.  I don't know if that answers your question.

21       Q.   I think that's enough for the purposes of identifying the meeting,

22    which is not critical to the evidence you're giving.  But perhaps you

23    could just deal with this:  In the course of this meeting, did you ask him

24    about Knin and about Baranja, and did he give you a reply saying what was

25    the effect so far as he was concerned about the establishment of

 1    Republika Srpska in Bosnia?

 2       A.   Those are two questions.  One has to do with the so-called RSK,

 3    and there the accused said that Knin, at all events, was a Croatian town

 4    and that he had no territorial pretensions on Knin.  I told him at that

 5    point, I said, "Mr. Milosevic, very well.  That's as far as Knin goes.

 6    But what about Baranja?"  And I had in mind generally Eastern Slavonia

 7    when I said that, not just Baranja itself.  And his reply -- or, rather, I

 8    said a little jokingly, "I would like to know what you have in mind with a

 9    view to Eastern Slavonia."  And he said, "Well, if you were able to see

10    what was in my head, you would have a pleasant surprise."  So this

11    remained a little mysterious, but that in general was the position taken

12    at that time by the accused.

13       Q.   Did he say anything about resolution of his problems by any of the

14    bodies we've referred to?  Or not his problems, Serbia's problems.

15       A.   Well, I think that that's what I said a moment ago, and that is

16    that he told me, and that was towards the end of that particular meeting,

17    that with Republika Srpska, he had solved 90 per cent of the Serb national

18    question just as Tudjman had solved it with Herceg-Bosna, he had solved

19    the Croatian national question.  That's what he told me.

20       Q.   Thank you.

21       A.   And then at the end of that same meeting, we discussed, and the

22    tone was a little more leisurely, I asked him something about Arkan and

23    his units, and laughingly the accused answered and said, "Well, I have to

24    have someone as well who is going to do part of the job for me."  So quite

25    certainly without the support of an army like that which numbered 5.000

 1    men, they couldn't have been supplied or armed or paid without having the

 2    accused stand behind it, because at the time the accused was all-powerful

 3    in Serbia.

 4       Q.   He said this, as you say, laughingly, but did you take it

 5    seriously?  And if you want to qualify the way you took it, do so.

 6       A.   Well, I experienced it, and all of us who were there who knew

 7    about it experienced it as an expression used by the accused meaning that

 8    a skilful politician and a capable politician has to have people like that

 9    too.  That's one side of the question.  And on the other hand, we knew

10    about everything that Arkan and his army had done, the evils they had

11    committed.  And we knew beforehand, before I actually asked the accused

12    that question.  And perhaps I asked the question for that reason.  So we

13    did know that the accused stood behind Arkan.  And as the proverb says,

14    there's always a little bit of truth in every joke.  So although it was

15    said laughingly, on a light note, I experienced it as being a reality.

16       Q.   Thank you.  I move to paragraph 28.  In your early meetings with

17    the accused, did the issue of Islamic fundamentalism arise?  You've spoken

18    of it already in relation to the piece of paper that the late President

19    Tudjman had, but tell us about it, if it arose in these early meetings.

20       A.   I would say that that was the leitmotif of the accused generally.

21    And he said to me on one occasion that there were about 2.500 Mujahedin

22    who had come in from other Islamic countries to help their brethren in

23    Bosnia-Herzegovina.  And he also told me that the Muslims are a great evil

24    because of their demographic explosion and that it would all cost us a

25    great deal unless we're cautious.  So that this fundamentalism, and if we

 1    refer to the green tranverzala, the line I mentioned a moment ago, then

 2    this can be seen in very vivid form.

 3       Q.   On the 18th of January of 1994, to be particular, were you in

 4    Geneva with President Tudjman when at a meeting with the accused the

 5    accused touched on the demographic point in particular terms and also

 6    dealt with the media war or the media position?

 7       A.   Yes, I did attend that meeting, and roughly speaking, if I can

 8    paraphrase what was said and recall the words that were said, I think the

 9    accused said that the Muslims are a great evil because of the great birth

10    rate, the demographic explosion.  And they have also won the media war.

11       Q.   The last two lines or three lines of paragraph 30 have already

12    been covered by the witness.  Paragraph 31 is in in writing.

13            Paragraph 32.  Did you speak to the accused after a first round of

14    elections at which Babic had secured a narrow win?

15       A.   Yes, I did speak to him about that, and I joked with him a little

16    because he stood behind Martic.  And at that time, he said that Martic was

17    the most capable man, et cetera, and I teased him a bit, because in the

18    first round, Babic had won -- or, rather, let me say that a little before

19    the elections took place, I said to the accused, "Well, I'm not sure that

20    Martic will win, because Babic is backed by the Orthodox church."  And his

21    answer to me was, "Well, the Orthodox church isn't standing behind me and

22    yet I am what I am."  So that's the first point.

23            And after the first round when Babic won, I teased him a little,

24    as I say, and I said, "Well, your prognosis, your forecast don't seem to

25    have been quite correct."  And he said, "Yes, but I can see that there

 1    were some irregularities."   "I hear there were some irregularities in the

 2    elections," rather, and after that the whole thing was declared null and

 3    void, and Martic was elected as president of that so-called RSK.

 4       Q.   What did this show you, if anything, about the accused's power in

 5    that region?

 6       A.   Well, it did show me something.  It showed me what I already knew,

 7    because as you yourself said, I was involved in all the negotiations, and

 8    I knew the people involved, and I knew that without the accused, nothing

 9    could be done.  And so this was yet further confirmation of that.  If you

10    needed to have any proof, it was confirmation of what we all knew already.

11       Q.   And you set out that later on the accused's attitude toward Martic

12    was somewhat different, and he described him in unappealing terms, I

13    think.

14       A.   Yes, that's absolutely right.  Those assessments and his approach

15    to people generally -- well, the accused would change his approach to

16    people.  And as Martic was in favour of certain steps or didn't follow the

17    lines of the policies pursued by the accused, so then the accused

18    said, "He's an idiot.  He ought to be arrested.  He's doing silly things."

19    So that was the time when he gave instructions for the bombing of Zagreb,

20    which compromised, absolutely compromised overall Serb policies, because

21    the international community viewed this in its entirety, as a

22    comprehensive phenomenon.

23       Q.   In writing, you deal with a meeting you and Prime Minister

24    Mile Akmadzic had with Karadzic and Krajisnik on the 3rd of December,

25    1993.  Several days later on the 9th you met with the accused, David Owen,

 1    and Thorvald Stoltenberg.  On this occasion you negotiated about granting

 2    Bosnian Muslims and Bosnian Serbs access to the sea.  In summary, can you

 3    tell us about that?

 4       A.   Yes.  That was a desire or, rather, condition for a peaceful

 5    solution, to give them an outlet or access to the sea, both to Republika

 6    Srpska and to the Muslims.  And then -- I don't want to go into the

 7    details, the geographic details at this point, but it was to the very

 8    south, in the southernmost region of the Croatian coast, from Molunat to

 9    the Ostro promontory.  And both sides or, rather, Republika Srpska wanted

10    to have access to the sea there, and the Muslims insisted on having an

11    outlet at Neum.  However, in negotiations with the Serb leadership, what

12    was stated was that we should offer both parties a part, a section and I

13    must say that was only on the level of theoretical negotiations, because,

14    of course, without parliament you couldn't give a single square kilometre

15    of the coastline to anyone.  But anyway, President Tudjman insisted on

16    this and said that we're going to be in favour of that.  "I'm going to put

17    that view to parliament.  If it were to be a global solution to all the

18    misunderstandings and outlying issues with Serbia, the RS, RSK, and so on

19    and between -- in order to arrive at a global solution."

20       Q.   The point is was Milosevic -- or one of the points is was

21    Milosevic negotiating with you on behalf of the Republika Srpska?

22       A.   Yes, that's absolutely right.  He was very active in that respect,

23    and he did negotiate.  And I even think that he had authorisation, if I

24    can use that term, to negotiate on behalf of Republika Srpska, because,

25    for example, he said to me, "Well, why are you splitting hairs?  You have

 1    thousands of kilometres of coastline and now you're splitting hairs over

 2    some 20 kilometres."  That's the kind of thing he said on behalf of

 3    Republika Srpska and for their advantage.

 4       Q.   You make the point in paragraph 36 of your statement that all

 5    other Serbian leaders addressed Milosevic formally, the power of the

 6    accused, formally apart from Miomir Minic who was a person friend of

 7    yours, and on question of personal relationships, you move forward to

 8    1995, and the RSK Prime Minister Borislav Mikelic visiting the accused in

 9    Belgrade, and you were astonished by something you saw.

10       A.   Yes.  There was this -- well, I don't know whether Mr. Minic's

11    first name is Miomir.  But never mind, that's not important at this point.

12            What happened is that one day I happened to be in the offers of

13    the accused, and the telephone rang, and I understood that they were

14    discussing topics about what should or should not be done by television

15    and said over television, and I saw him use the familiar form of the

16    second person singular.  With everybody else, and you can see this from

17    the taped telephone conversations and other things, but from what I was

18    able to see myself --

19       Q.   Can I move you on to Mikelic, please, because we've had quite a

20    lot of evidence about the accused's address.  Borislav -- Borislav Mikelic

21    in 1995.

22       A.   Yes.  Yes.  I'll tell you the following.  So we discussed these

23    problems about opening the motorway and the problems that were

24    outstanding, and I said, "This quite simply can't be solved in this way."

25    To which the accused said to his secretary, "Call Boro Mikelic up for me."

 1    And I was rather surprised, because in ten or 15 minutes' time, he arrived

 2    from somewhere in Belgrade.  And when he saw me in the office, he said,

 3    "What are you doing here?"  And the accused said to him, "Sit down.  Sit

 4    here and listen and don't ask questions."  But this was said in such a

 5    tone of voice that I saw their relationship and felt the kind of

 6    relationship they had, which was the relationship of a master towards --

 7    not to use the word "servant," but a master towards people who had to

 8    listen to him and who were in his service.

 9       Q.   Another incident, 12th of February, 1994, at a FRY delegation to

10    Croatia.  Was Zeljko Simic, the Yugoslav deputy Minister of Foreign

11    Affairs, negotiating with Croats, with yourself or the Croats?

12       A.   This is how it was:  I attended the meetings.  I think he was the

13    Foreign Minister, not the deputy Foreign Minister, but I'm not quite sure.

14    So we can have that checked out.  But he did come, and he was a guest of

15    the service, of Mate Granic, the Foreign Minister.  But I also took part

16    in the negotiations.

17            After that, we left the building of the Ministry of Foreign

18    Affairs to the presidential Dvori palace where Simic took me aside into a

19    corner and said, "Listen here.  I think it's in your best interests for me

20    to be the Foreign Minister, because if you talk to anyone else and

21    negotiate with anyone else, then you'll see that Milosevic has surrounded

22    himself with Chetniks and you won't be able to get anywhere with them."

23    And then he asked me personally to talk to the accused, because he said

24    that, "The accused respects you, and it would be a good idea for you to

25    tell him to keep me in that position, to keep me on."

 1       Q.   Move on to the 13th of January, 1995, a meeting in Belgrade.  I

 2    think if we can just summarise paragraph 39.  Did he say something to you

 3    very briefly about what Martic and Babic had been doing at the beginning

 4    of the conflict?

 5       A.   Yes.  I think that on two or three occasions he actually told me,

 6    "Take care, because Babic and Martic have already committed atrocities

 7    and they have nothing further to lose."  So the accused was not quite

 8    specific as to what he meant when he said "atrocities," but quite

 9    certainly there was something in it, something there, and that was that

10    the accused did like to replace people and then would accuse them of

11    atrocities.  They did commit some atrocities, but he wasn't specific as to

12    tell me what those were.

13       Q.   And on the question of replacing people, did he at this meeting

14    say what the future held for Vladislav Jovanovic, the Foreign Minister?

15       A.   Yes.  Well, I noticed at that meeting that we weren't getting

16    anywhere with Jovanovic because he had a negative attitude in all the

17    negotiations.  And then he stopped me, the accused stopped me, and said,

18    "I'm going to tell you something now, but I don't want you to repeat this

19    to anyone.  I don't want you to repeat it to the public."  And then he

20    said, "I will replace Jovanovic."

21       Q.   Did he say anything more about how or why he was going to do that?

22       A.   Well, yes, he did.  Or, rather, I think the reason, I told him,

23    that is to say, that we couldn't negotiate with him was just one of the

24    reasons.  I don't know about the other reasons.

25       Q.   Did he also address you in what you describe as a long monologue,

 1    at the end of which did he say significant about Bosnia, saying something

 2    about the solution to the problem and Sarajevo?

 3       A.   Yes.  He spoke to me about Bosnia, and that was the leitmotif of

 4    the accused's relationship with Bosnia.

 5            Now, as far as Sarajevo was concerned, he said, "Sarajevo is not a

 6    Serbian town," and in that sense -- or, rather, this was in the context of

 7    speaking about the subject of Serbs, Muslims, what was being offered them,

 8    whether what was being offered was qualitatively okay or quantitatively

 9    okay. And he said, "We're going to let them have Sarajevo.  And apart from

10    that, the Serbs don't have more than a 50 per cent right to

11    Bosnia-Herzegovina."

12       Q.   Did he link the yielding of Sarajevo to an exchange for any other

13    territory?

14       A.   Yes, that's absolutely right.  There was mention of the eastern

15    enclaves, for example.  However, he was not -- or, rather, the accused

16    wasn't along the lines of Karadzic's thinking, Karadzic to begin with,

17    because he said to me, "Well, these enclaves to the east, we can let them

18    have then, because anyway, they'll come to belong to Republika Srpska in

19    due course and then Serbs -- to the Serbs generally."  So he didn't want

20    to have this as a condition and so have to compensate for giving them

21    that.  So he said, "Let them have it."

22       Q.   Finally as to Abdic in Western Bosnia.  Did he say anything about

23    him or his relationship with him?

24       A.   Yes.  As far as Abdic is concerned, he would say to us, "Well,

25    it's best for the SAO Krajina or, rather the area as it was called at the

 1    time, the regions there, for you to take them into Croatia so that they

 2    should be in a confederal relationship with Croatia."  And to that I

 3    said, "Well, listen here.  You must know that that is unacceptable,

 4    because in that case, you cross the RSK to be within a confederation with

 5    Croatia."  And on the other hand, he said that he had good relations with

 6    Abdic, that Abdic came to see him from time to time, that Abdic was

 7    himself in a very difficult situation.  And I remember very vividly him

 8    saying, "I have just given him an order -- given an order for him to be

 9    supplied with 12.000 blankets.  So help him too.  You can help him too."

10       Q.   Later the same day were you joined by Borislav Mikelic and did the

11    topic turn to Karadzic?

12       A.   Yes.  I can't tell you what period of time this was exactly now,

13    but I do remember that the accused kept playing between Karadzic and

14    Mladic, balancing the two, and that Borislav Mikelic told me, "Mladic is

15    200 per cent Milosevic's man, because I drove him to see him two days

16    ago."  I think that was in January, sometime in January 1995.

17            As far as Karadzic is concerned, he said, "Karadzic is a lost man,

18    but he doesn't know it yet.  And I'll try and topple him, but I'll do so

19    via people in Banja Luka, who are reasonable people."  And he also

20    said, "I have a meeting with 20 some people from Banja Luka in two days'

21    time, and then this would give us a majority in parliament, and we would

22    able to topple Karadzic."

23       Q.   Paragraph 44 -- before perhaps I'll come back to paragraph 43, but

24    paragraph 44, did the accused say anything about Karadzic's political

25    viability at that time and give you any advice as to what you should do so

 1    far as having contact with him?

 2       A.   Yes.  As regards his assessment of his future, it was absolutely

 3    negative.  He said that he was a lost politician, as I have already said,

 4    but that he wasn't aware of it, and that as far as he was concerned, at

 5    the time, he was on an anti-Karadzic position.  I don't know what else I

 6    could say about that except that the accused realised that in such a

 7    situation in Republika Srpska, he had to play the military card, and the

 8    absolute authority in the military was Mladic.

 9       Q.   Now, briefly, paragraph 43.  I think you asked the accused about

10    Croats who disappeared, and he offered to help with their location.  In

11    the event, did anything happen?

12       A.   There were two things.  On a number of occasions, I spoke about

13    the position of Croats in Serbia and said, "Well, do something, please."

14    And the accused was surprised and he said the lady Minister in the area is

15    a Hungarian, and she has a feeling for these things, et cetera.  And then

16    he said that the leader of the Croats in Serbia was Bela Tonkovic, and he

17    said, "Tell him to come to see me tomorrow and I'll see to it."  And then

18    I said, "President, there are quite a number of people missing, and their

19    families need to know where they are.  So please do something for that

20    information to be obtained."  And he promised he would.  However, I never

21    saw any results of that promise.  He never kept his promise.

22       Q.   In paragraph 45 you give an example of the accused's intervention

23    in respect of trucks of seeds en route to the RSK that were stopped by the

24    Croats, the accused coming on the telephone and asking what of you?

25       A.   A couple of hours prior to that I was in Belgrade, and I was

 1    returning at the Pleso airport in Zagreb, and the people from UNPROFOR

 2    told me, "Call up this number to reach Mr. Milosevic," a number in

 3    Belgrade.  I even remember the number.  It was 184-162 in Belgrade.  And I

 4    called -- dialed the number.  I got the secretary and then the accused

 5    also at the other end.  And the accused said to me, "Listen, Hrvoje,

 6    there's three trucks at the border.  Please let them through.  These are

 7    trucks carrying seeds, et cetera."  I said, "Fine, I'll check this, and if

 8    that is so, we'll let them pass," which is what we did.  But I have to say

 9    that I was especially surprised that the president of the republic should

10    intervene for three trucks.  However, this illustrates to what extent the

11    accused was involved in the RSK and, naturally, therefore, also in the RS.

12       Q.   Moving to May 1995.  In writing you set out how President Tudjman

13    played recordings of two conversations intercepted between the accused and

14    Perisic.  But then on the morning of the 3rd, two days later, did the

15    accused's office call you and did he sound upset and speak to you

16    informally?  And then tell us what he said.

17       A.   Yes.  This was shortly after the Operation Flash.  We were at

18    lunch, and I was told by the protocol that President Milosevic was on the

19    line, and I picked the receiver and I hear him telling me furiously, "Why

20    are you doing this?  Why did we spend so many hours in discussion?"  And

21    then I responded, "Well, President, you see what the situation is like

22    with these Serbs in Krajina over which you have considerable influence.

23    We can't achieve anything."  And Croatia was in a position when it had to

24    deal with the problem militarily.  But I said, "Get Martic and Celeketic

25    replaced."  Celeketic in those days was the number one in the RSK army.

 1    "Replace them and then you will see that the situation will improve

 2    immediately."  His response was, "How can you say that to me?  I can't

 3    replace them because I didn't appoint them."  And then he slammed the

 4    receiver down.

 5       Q.   Moving on to August and September 1995.  I can go straight, I

 6    think, to paragraph 49 for our purposes.  Or indeed 50.

 7            Did you have a meeting with the accused in Belgrade on the 20th of

 8    September, 1995, where you speak about the organisation of the Bosnian

 9    state?

10       A.   Yes.

11       Q.   What was the accused's position?

12       A.   Well, at that meeting, there was a discussion on the

13    implementation of the decisions of the Contact Group and the liberation of

14    70 or 72 per cent of Bosnia-Herzegovina that was required by the Contact

15    Group.  Of course -- I'm sorry, could you give me the date, please?  Could

16    you repeat the date once again?

17       Q.   May I interrupt you because I think it's another meeting that

18    you've got in mind much this is a meeting that happened before Dayton and

19    where there was discussion about some everything the problem without the

20    international community, if that triggers your memory.

21       A.   Oh, yes.  Yes, it does.  I'm sorry, I got confused over the dates.

22    Actually, at that meeting the accused said to me, "Look, we've had enough

23    of this, Hrvoje.  Let's each of us take our part of Bosnia without the

24    international community.  The US," that is the America, "is cradling this

25    bastard without themselves knowing what they're doing, nor are they

 1    familiar with our problems."  At the conference, he says conference, he

 2    didn't mention Dayton but it was a reference to that, "Be along our lines.

 3    We are against an unitary Bosnia.  Let it be a Bosnia of two entities and

 4    three nations in which all decisions will be taken by consensus."  I think

 5    that that is the correct interpretation of the content of our

 6    conversation.

 7       Q.   Was there a reference to what he described as the roof of Bosnia

 8    and Herzegovina, and if so, what did he mean by what he said?

 9       A.   What he meant was the roof should be as thin as possible, which

10    meant that the institutions which would be a kind of roof authority or

11    umbrella authority should be as weak as possible, as thin as possible,

12    which would mean that the entities should have far greater authority and

13    should not depend on the decisions of the central authorities.

14       Q.   Finally for meetings from this statement, Kosovo on the 10th of

15    March of 1998.  Did you meet the accused for the last time, and did he say

16    to you whether he was or was not going to establish a provincial

17    parliament and what his attitude was?

18       A.   First of all, this was my last meeting with the accused when he

19    was president of Yugoslavia, and I went there as the president of the

20    auditors of our company INA.  And through the ambassador, Zeljko Knezevic,

21    who knew I was coming to Belgrade, he expressed the wish to meet with me.

22    And among other things, we discussed Kosovo.  And this was an unavoidable

23    topic in those days.  And he said that he would resolve the problem of

24    Kosovo.  Or, rather, I said, "Tell me what your views of Kosovo are,

25    because people from the international community are coming to Croatia and

 1    asking us for our opinion."  His response was, "We will organise a

 2    bicameral chamber in which there will be no outvoting, no possibility of

 3    outvoting one by the other."  And I said, "Well, President, that's fine,

 4    but that is far less than the -- than what Kosovo had according to the

 5    1974 constitution."  He said, "Yes, but that was a mistake which we will

 6    not repeat at any cost."

 7       Q.   From your meetings with the accused, you offer a characterisation

 8    that includes the phrase "two irons in the fire."  Could you explain?

 9       A.   This was in connection with Bosnia on the one hand and the RSK on

10    the other.  On a number of occasions, I said that differences in the

11    approach to the problem between Tudjman and Milosevic were that the former

12    first wanted to resolve the problem of Croatia, whereas the accused wanted

13    first to resolve the problem of Bosnia and then other matters.  However,

14    as the accused had 30 per cent of Croatian territory under occupation and

15    about 70 per cent of Bosnia under occupation, then he was the boss as one

16    might say in all those territories, and that is why as a figure of speech

17    or a metaphor, if you like, I said that he held two prongs in the fire,

18    that is, Croatia on the one hand and Bosnia-Herzegovina in the other,

19    which of course facilitated his approach in all negotiations.

20       Q.   Finally paragraph 54.  From your meetings -- finally for this

21    statement, from your meetings with the accused, what was his view of the

22    influence and effective influence of outsiders in the world who were

23    interfering with what was going on?

24       A.   I think that he belittled other people.  He even said that the

25    international community didn't understand anything about our history or

 1    our problems, and so on, and they're interfering without knowing what

 2    they're talking about.  And there was an example,, the well known Z-4 plan

 3    drafted by Peter Galbraith and Ahrens, and he said, "Those are those

 4    idiots Galbraith and Ahrens prepared them without knowing themselves what

 5    they were doing."  So this attitude was a highly critical one towards

 6    those people.

 7            MR. NICE:  Your Honour, the next topics are the three additional

 8    meetings which I can deal with very briefly which are referred to in the

 9    summary.  If I can return to those.  I say nothing about any underlying

10    materials for the time being.

11       Q.   Just tell us please if there was three other meetings that you can

12    help us with.  On the 13th of March, 1995, at a meeting in the

13    presidential palace of the late Tudjman, did you - paragraph 4 of the

14    summary - remind the accused that he said that the Serbs had now the right

15    to more than 50 per cent of Bosnia and thus meant that Serbia was becoming

16    larger?  Sorry.  Beg your pardon.  It wasn't a conversation with him.  You

17    were reporting this conversation to Mr. Tudjman.  I'm grateful to Ms. Pack

18    for correcting me.

19            Do you remember that?

20       A.   I do remember to the extent that after meetings with the accused,

21    I immediately went to the presidential palace while what I had discussed

22    was still fresh in my memory and what I could note down on the plane

23    returning, but I didn't quite understand the specifics of your question.

24       Q.   Yes.  What as you noted down on the plane was the accused's

25    reaction to your proposition that even at 50 per cent of Bosnia, Serbia

 1    was going to become larger.  Did he say something about what Juppe said to

 2    him?

 3       A.   Juppe?  Oh, I see, Juppe.  I'm sorry.  I have to say that I noted

 4    this down in those discussions with the accused.  I couldn't write down

 5    anything.  I would just jot down a word or two on a piece of paper, and

 6    then on the flight back I would draft my notes while they -- it was still

 7    fresh in my memory.

 8            Juppe, as far as I can remember, was extremely upset and revolted

 9    by the positions of the Serbs in the RS regarding the opening of the

10    Sarajevo airport.  That is what I recollect very well.  And he was highly

11    critical and very rough in relation to Karadzic who refused to open the

12    Sarajevo airport.

13            As for the rest, I'm not quite sure about it, so I'm unable to

14    say.

15       Q.   Very well.

16            MR. NICE:  Your Honour, I don't know what time we're sitting to.

17            JUDGE MAY:  The time is coming up.  How much longer do you

18    anticipate for this witness.

19            MR. NICE:  Not very long at all.  Can I explain the position?

20    There's a small part of his evidence, the part we're at now, which will

21    have to be done in private session pursuant to an order of the Court, and

22    then that's -- and then production of all the exhibits is done by the

23    89(F) statements, although there's a question that we're going to ask the

24    Chamber in respect of the production not just for identification but the

25    full production of a very limited number of intercepts.  The reason for

 1    that can be seen in the schedule of the witness who speaks not only of

 2    identifying two witnesses but also of having seen such intercepts

 3    contemporaneously.  So that's the open issue.

 4            JUDGE MAY:  We should also consider how long the accused should

 5    have in relation to this.  Just one moment.

 6                          [Trial Chamber confers]

 7            JUDGE MAY:  Tomorrow, once the Prosecution have finished, you can

 8    take up two hours and a quarter, Mr. Milosevic, to examine as this matter.

 9    We will consider the matter, if necessary, any further.

10            Mr. Sarinic, thank you for coming.  Could I add this in your case,

11    not, of course, to speak to anybody about your evidence until it's over,

12    and of course no one should try to talk to you about it.  If there were

13    anything, let us know.  But if you would be back, please, at 9.00 tomorrow

14    morning to conclude your evidence tomorrow.  Thank you very much.

15            We will adjourn now until 9.00 tomorrow morning.

