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UNITED NATIONS WAR CRIMES COUMISSION, 

COMMnTEE I. 

NO. 81. 

$\.111llg.rY :Minutes of the Meotins of Oonmittee I held on 14th Noverriber 1946 
at 10,30, a.m. 

In the Chair Monsieur da Ba.er. 

There were olso prenent: 

. Members of Ccmnittee I and their Deputies: 

~r • l{nyl"-Jforting 
Sir Robert Craigie 
Coloml Springer 

Czcchoslovald.n. 
United Kingdan~ 
United States ot .timerico.. 

. - . 
Members of the Camn:i.ss~on. not Members of Canmittee I, and 

Representatives o tho National Of'tioes. 

Major Fanderlik 
Mlle. Onpianont 
M. Dimitsas 
Camnander Mouton 
Dr. Szerer · · 
Dr. Zivlcovi6 

I. Minutes No. !ao. 

Ozochoslova.lda. 
li'roncc, 
Greece. 
Notherlnnds. 
? oland. 
Yugoslo.vio., 

· W.nutes of the 'Meeting held on the 7th November 1946 were 
approved subject to the f'olla.tlng nmendment:-

Tbe . second paragraph regarding the Committee• s decision 
on tho Czcohoolovak co.se No. 4210 on page 4 should reo.d ·as folloos: 

_ · "In oonneotion with these end similar co.sea it \70.S · 

nlso decided to refer to Camnittce III for its opinion 'Che 
general qubstio" 3.S to what extent o.nd for tlhat rco.sons 
denuncia~ion o.s definod in OzeoJ:loslovak l o.vi should be rcgo.rded 
as a war orimo in Intorno.tionnl law. " -

II. ?roceedings ".n !ndividual Co.scs. 
. . 
The Coomittoc decided upon o. nl!llber of I'olish, Yugoslo.v, 

l3clgian, and Netherlo.nds' cnses o.s follows:-

~ 

l) ?OLISH Co.sos. 

4.261 

.:. 

1-19 nnd 21-85 on 'A' provided tlnt oll descriptions of 
crimes submitted in this case by the No.tiannl Office Tlill 
bo brought into line with those in the working list or 
\'tar crimes o.s set out in Docl.lr.\cnt C.1. 

. . . 
\7ith regard to tho nccu!._cd No. 20 the case wo.s .... ... ... • •••• 
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o.djoumed as it wo.s doubtfu1 whether the ch:l.rge 
ago.inst him could be regn.rdod rus a wo.r crime in 
view of the fnot that the aceuaed \10.s himself o. • 
prisoner. 

The C!lanmi ttce expressed the unnnimous opinion 
that in this case, as subnitted, no ffnl' crime 
wns involved. The case was accordingly 
adjourned in order tho.t Dr. SZerer .might obtain 

·further intonno.~on concerning nctUAl. war crimes 
oaiwi:tted by the accused, if thnt wns in fnct 
the oase. 

2) YUGOSLAV Co.sea. 

On 'A' 
Camnenting on this cnsc Dr. Ma.yr-Harting said 
thnt there wo.s no doubt that Yugoslnv prisoners of 
wo.r were l<illed in cemps in Nozwey but nccording 
to a British re~rj; nnd .ot~r ilif'onno.tion 
availD.ble to him~ there \7ere mostly Genn.ans in the 
camp in question nnd Yugoslav prisoners nl.IDbered 
about 25 only~ He therefore could not ace hmt 
9000 Yugoslavs could hnve been held there. His. 
submission wns t.hnt this particul.o.r comp had 
nothing to .do with prisoners of wnr nor W'as it o.n 
extermin.1.tion c.'.ll!IP but a camp for penal labour for 
persons convicted ~or camion of'f onces by Criminal 
CI:ourts oncl tho innates wore mninly Gennnns and 
Czechs. This information wo.s strengthened by the. 
fa.ct that the ranks of , the person5 -o.ccused in this. 
ca.se were tho ranks of tho personnel of o.n ordinnry 
prlson• ·. · 

Dr1 Zivkovi6 replied that his National Office 
is in ,possession of reports fran .Ameri03Il source:r 
thnt nlso ofi'ered evidence of survivors, : nnd the 
on:e.\lf'11 exactly ns it is stated in the qho.rgo. Sano 
of tho persons ho.vo o.l.reac\Y been charged with crimes 
ca:mnitted in these Cllillps. There were sevcrnl 
~ps of this ty:pe in Nonvn.y, and one or wo of 

~ them. 1rere set nside for Yugoslavs who were brought 
over t'~-an Yugoslavio. for the express purpose of 
be~g ld.lled in these camps. The No.tiomil 
Office hns also statements fran the Norwegian 
gunrds in the comps and ·reports fran other sources 
shc:r.rl.ng nll crioes camttcd. therein.. . !here is . . 
also evidence thnt Yugoslo.v prisoners r1ere shifted 
fran prisoner of wnr c.runps to pen.al romps for the 
purpose of ld.lling them there and 1he a.oouscd took 
po.rt in tho killing. 

This ~sc .is rclo.ted to cases alre:i.dy accepted 
- by Canmi ttee I ui tl concerning orimos in· KORGEN ond 

other camps in no~v':y. 

It was decided to adjourn the c:i.se pending 
submission by Dr. M.'\}"r-Hn.rting or the ovidenoe 
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(4.254 continued). centioned by him as well o.s Qf nny infonnation 
Colonel Wade may ht\.ve on the subject in his 
reseo.roh materinl. 

•. 

3) BEroIAN Co.ses. 

On 1A1 

2.-4 o~ 'A' 
1 and 5 on •st 

On 'A' 

1 on 'A' for forced labour. , . 
14 on ' A' f.:..or torture and il;l-treatment. 
JLS to 2-13 it wo.s decided to nsk .the Nationol Office 
for a.dditibnnl intonnation .ns to which ot · these 
accused were conocnlBd in ille&al arrests 1 _ mld 
-for Vlhat reasons ~ho latter ht\.ve been carried out, 
.'.ls woll 88 tar :f\utler inf'onnation necessa.rj to 
substantiate tbO chnrge ot murder. This part of 
the case was accordingly adjourned. 

873 (~ndum 1). On 'A' for ·torture o.nd ill-treo.tment. 

Previous incorrect s,pelling of this accused's name 
should be removed :fra:l the canmission List. 

On 'A' tor forced lo.bour o.nd deporto.tion.· 

On 'A' for torture nnd :i.ndiso1'.:iJninate mtlss o.rrest. 

4) m:riIEro:J.Nos Oases' 

2 on t A' for pillage. , 
l and 3 adjourned and referred to 0anmittco III 
f or its opinion in oonnoction with other similnr 
Netherlo.nds casos now under considerotion by that 
eamnittee. In addition, thc . N~tion.nl ~ice 
was nlso o.sked to subnit a 'copy of the ·order 
issued by the t'irst cccused. 

l on 'A' for canplicity in deporta.tion and pillage. 
2 on 'A' · for pillaae. ' 
3 o.nd 4 ndjourned o.s there was nothing in the cnse 

. to justii'y putting them on the List of Wnr Cr:imino.l.s. 
5-6 on •w• 
On 1A1 

l, 2, 4-7 on •w• . , 
3 on 'A' for ill~gnlly sentencing to :inprisomient. 
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1-5 on 'A' on nll counts. 
6 On I J. t for r:iurder· and pillnge • 
7 on 1A1 on coWlts III and XIII. 
8-91 12-15 Md 17-20 on 'A' as sub::dttcd by the 
Nntiolllll Of':f'ioe. 
ll o.nd 16 on 'W'. 
On 1A' 

1-3 on 'A' 
4 on 1 '1' • 

Ill. Request of' Dr. Bnrrnnco (Doctmcn'b Ij69). 

JJo.demoiselle OAPIOMOm stated .that a reply had been received 
. fran the French Goverrmont that it wns not dcsiro.ble for the Canmission 
to furnish inf'9:rmo.tion o.s requsstea to w.J.r ori.minnls who h'.1.d not as yet 
been put under arrest; nnd. drew the Canmittec1s o.ttention to the recent 
letter fran the French Goveninent in oo~ction with other similnr 
mntter. o.nd their policy of not supp~ ini'omntion regarding Frenoh 
ooees to alleged war br:iminals. . • 

. Af'ter s ane dinoussion the .Ca:uni.ttee arrived-nt the conclusion 
· that n reply to tho Solicitors• letter infonning them that Dr. Barrnnco 
had in :fnct been listod by the Camnission would crente on undeeirnblo 
precedent o.nd therefore decided that :i reply should only be sent to the 
effect that the Canmi.seion wn.s not . inn position to [?.vc them nny 
inf'omation on the subject o.s the matter wns now in the hc.nds of tho 

. French Au~horities, to \'lhan thoy should,o.pply for furtner· p:i.rticul.ars. 
It vro.s ~o ~ecided that n copy oi' the Solicitors' letter shoul:l be · 
•ot.f icio.lly transmitted to the French Governnent with · n ocxmnl&u.&.Clltion · 
~on:idng .. thmi.of' the decision token. · 

IV. The Crir.u.na.l Orfjanizations in the NurcmbcrS .lude;epent (Docui:lcnt III/69.) c . . 
· Monsieur de BAER congro.tulo.tcd Dr. SClfilELB on the paper he bad 

""Titten o.nu vdth regard to p:ige 5 of the document , · \7ished to o.dd th:i.t 
the proviGions of; the Dclginn Cr:imilllll Code \7ere sinilnr to those of the 
:French Crimino.1 ·Code, and that he \'l'Oul.d sul:lmit the relevant parngro.ph to 
Dr. Schwelb for inol:J.!' l.on, 

He had :-co.d the doclD:lcnt vt"i.th the grco.tost interest o.nd would 
like to know 'WhA.t 'Dr. Schr1elb proposed in re"npeot of the benring of' this po.rt 
c:rf' .the \Nuremberg Judgement·.on tho notivities of Ccmnittee I. 

Dr. SCh1iELB ·so.id thut though he h.'.l.d .written this po.per without 
having primarily in mind the activities of Canmittee I, he thought th.:i.t 
it might be useful if Canini.ttee ·I.dccided h~1 to proceed in cnses where 
persons ·falling within the .sco:pe of' declarations by the Interno.tionnl 
Tribuno.l as to the orirninali ty of the orgo.niso.tions were concerned. He 
thought tint when ·cases were presented frau \m.iCh it appeared th.:i.t the 
o.couscd ho.d been mer:tbers of nn -orf,wzation covered by o. dcclo.rntion of' 
Tribulllll o.nd when there wo.s Prinn fnCic evidence tht\t thoy knew of' the 
criminal purpose of the org~ion, then it \fould be supen"l.uous for 
Ca:imittec I to ask the National O!'fioes for further infonnution o.nd 
.further proof o.s to tlie po.rtioular f'ncts oJ.legcd if such proof would 
othoxwise o.ppoar necesso.ry. · ' 

Mooting. 
Consideration of thin m.:>.ttor wan o.djourood until .the next 

the 
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