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UNITED NATIONS WAR CRIMES COMMISSION,
] ! COMMITTEE I,
unm nutes of the Meoting of Committee I held on 1ith November 1
: at 10430, a.m. 4
; In the Chair Monsieur de Baer.
There were also present:
. Members of Committee I and their D@ties:
Dre Mayr-Harting - : Gzechoslovakia,
Sir Robert Craigie . United Kingdom, :
Colonel Springer United States of J\mer:i.ca.
Members of the Cumﬁéa%g_r_x, not Members of Cammittee II and
Representatives of the National Offices.
Major Fanderlik Czochoslovakia,
Mlle, Capiamont France, .
M, Dimitsas Greece. »
Commander Mouton Netherlands.
Dr, Szerer i roland.
Dr. Zivkovié ~ Yugoslavia,

I. lﬂ.nutcs Nd. "BO. )

- Minutes of the’ Meeting held on the 7th Nuvember 191..6 were
approved subject to the following amendment:=

The_secbnd paragraph regarding the Canmittee's decision
on the Czechoslovak case No. 4210 on page 4 should read -as follows:

: - "In connection with these and similar cases it was
also decided to refer to Commnittee III for its opinion vhe =~
general qubstion as to what extent and for what reasons
denunciation as definod in Ozechoslovak law should be regerded
as a war orime in International law, " ;

II, Proceedings in Individual Cases.

The Committee decided upon o number of Polish, Yugoslav,
Belgian, and Netherlands cases as follows:=

1)  POLISH Cases.

4261 1-19 and 21-85 on 'A' provided that all descriptions of
crimes submitted in this case by the National Office will
be brought into line with those in the working list of
war crimes as set out in Document Ca1.

With regard to the aécué_ed No. 20 the case was
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e - (4261 continued) adjourned as it was doubtful whether the charge
E " 77 ogainst him could be regarded as a war crime in
; view of the fact that the acoused was h:.mself a’
- prisoner,

4187 The Committee expressed the unanimous opinion
: A that in this case, as submitted, no war crime
was involved., The case was accordingly
s+ adjourned in order that Dr, Szerer might obtain
s 2ol further information concerning actual war crimes
committed by the accused, if that was in fact

; . : the case,
2)  YUGOSLAV Cases.
e Oon ‘A :
- 4250 : Gmmenti}:g on this case Dr. Mayr-Harting said

that there was no doubt that Yugoslav prisoners of
- woar were killed in camps in Norway but according
. to a British report and.other information

available to him; there were mostly Germans in the
camp in question and Yugoslav prisoners numbered
about 25 only: He therefore could not sce how
9000 Yupgoslavs could have been held there. His °
submission wns t.hat this particulor camp had
nothing to .do with priscners of wor nor was it an

3 extermination camp but a camp for penal labour for *
persons convicted for coammon offences by Criminal
Courts and the inmates were mainly Germans and
Czechs. This infomation was strengthened by the.
fact that the ranks of ,the persons nccused in this
case were the ranks of the personnel of an ozﬂ:mary
prison, |

Dra Zivkovid replied that his Na.t:l.onnl Office
is in possession of reports from American sources
" that also offered evidence of survivors,-and the
camwme exactly as it is stated in the charge. Same
of thc persons have already been charged with crimes
camitted in these camps. There were several
camps of this type in Norway, end one or two of
.. them .were set aside for Yugoslavs who were brought
over fram Yugoslavia for the express purpose of
: being killed in these camps., The Nationol
| Office has also statements from the Norwegian -
guards in the camps and'reports fram other sources
showing all crimes camitted therein, _There is .
also evidence that Yugoslav prisoners were shifted
from prisoner of wor camps to penal camps for the
B _ purpose of killing them there and the accused tock
! part in the killing,

This case is related to cases already accepted
i : " by Committee I £d @ concerning crimes in KORGEN and
; other camps in Norway. f

It was decided to adjourn the case pending
submission by Dr. Mayr-Harting of' the evidence
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(4254 continued).

4255
4256

4257
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3)  BEIGIAN Cases.
873 (addendum 1).

LaL2
4260 -

3

pentionsd by him as well as of any information
Colonel Wade may luwe on the subject in his
research materinl,

On 'A!

2-) on At
1 and 5 on !8t

On 'A!
On 'A!

1l on 'A' for forced labour, .

14 on 'A! for torture and ill-treatment,

hs to 2-13 it was deoided to ask the National Office
for additional information as to which of ' these
acocused were concerned in illegal arrests, and

for what reasons the latter have been can-ied out,

as well as for furher information necessary to
substantiate the charge of murder. This part of
the ocase was accordingly adjourned.

On 'A' for torture and ill-treatment.

Previous incorrect spelling of this accused's name
should bé removed from the Commission Liste.

On 'A' for forced labour and deportation,.

On 'A! for torture and indiscriminate mass arrest.

L)  NETHERLANDS Casés:

4262

4263

4265

2 on 'A' for p.ﬂlage.

1 and 3 adjourned &nd referred to Cammittec III
for its opinion in connection with other similar
Netherlands cases now under consideration by that
Comittee. In addition, the National Office
was also asked to submit a copy of the order
iasued by the first accused.

1 on 'A' for camplicity in deporta.tim and pillage.
2 on 'A! for pilloge.
3 and 4 adjourned as there was nothing in the case

- to Justify putting them on the List of War Criminals,

5-6 on tw!

>’

On 'A!

1, 2, 4=7 on 'W!
3 on 'A' for illegally scntenomg to '.lnpnsomcnt.
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4266 1-5 on 'A' on all counts,
6 on 'A' for murder and pillage.
7 on 'A! on counts III and XIII, ;
8-9, 12-15 and 17-20 on 'A' as submitted by the
National Office,
11 and 16 on 'W'.

4267 On 'A'
1,268 1-3 on ‘At
1 L on W',

III. Request of Dr, ‘Barranco (Document 1/69).

Mademoiselle CAPIOMOND stated that a reply had been received

_frem. the Prench Goverrment that it was not desirable for the Commission

to furnish informetion as requested to war driminnls who had not as yet
been put under arrest; and drew the Committee's attention to the recent
letter from the French Government in conngction with other similar
matter. and their policy of not supplymg information regarding French
cases to alleged war urimimls. :

After scme disocussion the Committee arrived-at the conclusion

- that a reply to the Solicitors! letter informing them that Dr, Barranco

had in fact been listed by the Commission would create an undesirable
precedent and therefore decided that a reply should only be sent to the
effect that the Commission was not in a position to give them any
information on the subject as the matter was now in the hends of the
French Authorities, to whom they should,apply for further particulars.

It was also decided that a copy of the Solicitors' letter should be

'officially transmitted to the French Govermment with n camawacation
in.foming 4hem.of the deciai.cm token,

IV, The Criminal Organizations in the Nuranbérg Judrement (Document IIT/6L).

* Monsieur de BAER congratulated Dr. SCHWELB on the paper he had .
written and with regard to page 5 of the document, - wished to add that
the provisions of the Belgian Criminnl Code were similar to those of the
French Criminal Code, and that he would submit the relevant paragraph to

Dr. Schwelb for imla:.l.on.

He had read the document with the .greatest interest and would
like to know whnt Dr, Schwelb proposed in respect of the bearing of this part
of the iNuremberg Judgement-on the activities of Comittee I.

Dr. SCHWELB said that though he had written this paper without
having primarily in mind the activities of Committee I, he thought that
it might be useful if Committee:I.decided how to proceed in cases where

- persons :falling within the scope of declarations by the International
Tribunal as to the criminality of the organisations were concerned. He
thought that when cases were preacntcd fron which it appeared that the
accused had been members of an -orf'uu.zat:.on covered by a declaration of the
Tribunal and when there was prima facie evidence that they knew of the
criminal purpose of the organization, then it would be superrluous for
Committee I to ask the National Of'fices for further information and
further proof as to the particular f‘acts alleged if such proof would

otherwise appear necessary.
Consideration of thlu matter was adjourned until the next
Meeting.
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