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Notes made Lwd&tldnattholb
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Lord Atldn considered the disoussion uhotmlp@oooodmﬁuum
ia;minm-dliodoom(u preferred to sfyle it) was desirebls, and
its juigdietion was likely to be wide rather than narrow, e.g. it
wulddoalwitha-iminot falling under national law - yps:lnmtianl £
astoraanph m.mmmmbymmmt : =
morotboromnmﬁml and other outrages which shocked . i
themed.enoeofh\mniv : : :

Questions arising were:

What law the eourt would apply.
2 mtaotamretobeemn‘mdasmmsmﬂuﬂntw
3 Howmtheco\n'ttobooonposod?

InIordAﬂdn'sopinionthecmmtahculdomdstmmotpcm
trained as judges, in order to ensure the application of legal standards,
but, military assessors might be inocluded, and there should be a judge
Mlm@nghtbombybmmmohngoabefmthooowt Thres,
or, at most, five judges should hear cases. There might be a panel,
formed by each United Nation nominating three suitable persons, out of
which the judges would be chosen. Lord Atikin expected the cowrt to be
divided into a number of branches meeting in different countries.
There might be a President at the head of the whole organisation.

: mreoombemquamonecmuwm.

o The substantive law applied by the cowrt: should not be laid

; by it. The United Nations shouid lay it down. The only question f
ﬂwoowtwoﬂdbowheth&themuaedmguﬂwatthcwtdsﬁn in
the charge which it had before it.

It was important thataome\miromrule should be presoribed °s to
the defence of superior orders.

The oourt must be free to decide the admissibility and value of the
evidenoce laid before it, as Lopd Atkin said he understood was the case
ontheoonﬁ.mntof&n'ope Rigid rules of evidenoe, such as applied
in English or the United States law, would be wholly out ofplane

\

PURL.: https://www.legal-tools.org/doc/2d4b2c/




