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19 Jan-AeJPe20-21-6-Biolsi (Inte Horn)
Court I1I Case 10

JUDGE WILKINS; No. Maybe I nisundersiood you.' I understood you
to say that after Dr, Schilf had been ordered from the Courtroom that you
thon zot up and said, "The situetion being wint it is I can't continues”
Did I misunderstand you?

THE WITHESS: Yes, that is a nisunderstandinge

JUDGE WIIZINS: Whet was your stetenent on that?

TEE WITHESSL. I nerely answered Dr. Kranzbuehler's question, what
feelings I had =t the time., I did not neke any statement when I arose,

JUDGE WIIKINS: Oh, I thought I understood your saving that when
you arose you seid, "The situstion being what it is..." I was nistekon
thene It is a misunderstanding,

THE PRESIDENT: I thousht the tfanslation ceme throuszh that way
also.’ But it's a1l rizht,

INTERPRETER:  Your Eonor, he seid, "I said to myself.

JUDGE WILKIAS: Woll, that's fine, Well, the record wont show that
of coursce

DRe. KRANZBUEELER: Your Honory thd interrosption is somewhat difficult,
perhaps. Hey I suzzest thet the lady who is present here tPke over
interoreting because she is best able to take over difficult interpretation.

THE PRESIDEYT: Well, I think we can 0 2long, That Was Juss, I
think, a misunderstanding perhaps on ny part in listening. I understood

' i a N - bl R . .
it to sey that he made that statemcnt in open session heres +het is the

&

T

reason that 1 inquired about 1t, because I very definitely don't remember
hearing eny such statoment, How I understend thet what he nicant was
that he said that to himsclf, 4And of course, the Tribunel woulda! knows
I think we caﬁ 20 alonge
BY DRe XRAWZBUEHLER:

Qe WitnGSS, will you =dmit that such = decﬂ51on needs 2 L¢ttle more
thPn spontencous exciliement? Your impressions, do they go further then
the covents of the mornin@?

A, Yes, I an afrrid I Pve to »ffirn thrt,e
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Qs Can you tell me whot overnll picture yoﬁ had of the possibility
of expressing your opiﬁions in the interest of vour client, and were they
heard? |

4, On various days it was different of course, I must s2y that thoere
were difficulties quite often to offer metters in a calm Rnd factual manner,

Qe ¥

id you have & compArison on the bhasis of which you could say

that in this proceeding you were not given the same chance thnt you had

in other proceedings?

/A« I only know the procecdings of Military Tribunal Fumber Fours

“hat was the Flick case. and I must say thet it seenms to me impossible that
1 could have done a similer thing os spontancously as I did in this trial,

Qe Is it correct, then, that yﬁur hehavior goes brck to a fedling
as defense counsel, "I have no possibility to express ny opinion," for
instance, the behavior toward Dr. Schilf?

A, It nay be correct thet my feelins wes wrong; at sny rate, it was
ny feeling, and I let nyself be guided by my feeling, Not only ny slighted
honof, but 2lso the feelinga thét the ri~ht of my client had heen violated,
or at least was endansered; and the worry about ny client Rlso moved me
%o trko this step,

Qe You heard the descrivntion gi?en Wy Dre Schilf concerning the
incidents which occurred after you left the Courtrooms OCan you 8dd any-
thing concerningiwhat heopened?

4, Moj; Dr, Schilf hAs accurately described the incidents upstairs
in the roon of the defense counsels I con only compare it with & Dees
hive which 211 the time working in order, by force,.to corpletc this
stetement vo explain our behavior which we thousht wo owed to the Courte
We considered it an act of decency to infornm the Court immediateiy‘as to
the inner motivations for our actions, which caused us to leave the Court-
roorl, Unfortunately, the circumsiences, ~nd the cooperstion of us nany

collergues made 1t loter and later in the day, I cen mssure you, however,

thet we did not for one ninute stop work on this explanstion. While sone
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o? our colleagues ate their lunch in a hurry, others continued to work
upétairs in order to prescnt the stdtement to tﬁe Court, at leaStithG
contents of the stsement before the noon recess.

Qe You heard the opinion of the Tribunsl to some extent, didn't
you?! Why didn't the thought occur to you, or why didn't you carry it
our, to sppear here once more in order to meke A motion that the session
be adjourned heceuse the defense wes working on 2 basgic statement, a
basic motion, in order to explain this bshavior?

A, I would heve considered it a further affront to the Court if we
had tried once mwre to nake a motion after the mitermt by my colleague
Dr, Schilf hrd ended in his being removed from the Sourtroon., Horeover,
I can mPke the comparison 2azmin, of the bechive., In our zreat hurry and
Worry to present the st®toment to the Court as soon as possidle, we did not

have the idea to send any delegntes to the Courts
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Q Didn't you have the feeling that the defendants needed somergort
of representation , in some form or other, during the session?

& Ve thought of it. 4ll our actions came from our worries to care
for the rights of our clients, 4&s far as we are concerned, we dm't
matter, However, as stated in the interrogation of Dr. Schilf, we
heard in the morning that document booké were to be presented and
that, according to ruling of the Court, they weren't to be read but
merely the content of the index was to be disclosed, In other words,
it was a formel matter, Therefore we believed that the rights of
our cliénts could be safeguarded better by our working out a clean
explanation than by being present at the formal presentation by the
Prosecution, However, ﬁow as then I must say it is difficult to
reconstruct these matters as objectively as could be done, This is
a matter of feeling - and of emotion -~ and these matters can be put
into words only with difficulty.

Q It was your opinibn then that the interests of your clients
could be safeguarded best by working out a clear statement concerning
the eventsiof the morning?

\ & Yes, that was our only platform on which we could come into
contact with the Court once more,

Q Did you intend to enter the courtroom once more with this state-

ment or was there only an intention to havc one of you read the

statement and then leave the courtroom again®

A We certeinly intended in a group o enter the courtroom with this
statement and to read the statement to the Court; Furthermore, we
had decided, if the same thing was to happen to us as had happened
to our coclieague, Dr, Schilf - that is to say, if we were not to be
given an oppﬁrtunity to read our statement - that we would hand it in
to the Secretary General because we thought that something would have
to be done by us and that we owed it to the Court to make a statement
concerning our behavior,

JUDGE Dal¥: Excuse me just a minute, You don't mean that yéu left
1954
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Court III, Case 10

the Courbroom ab Quafﬁé? of twelve and stayed away until about teg
minmites of ol to forhm your statement as tolwhy you left the Court-
room, do yoﬁ% 'i am just asking this questioh to make sure I under-
stand your last answer, Did you say that you left to prepare a state-
m@ni that took you from ten minutes of twelve until about ten minutes
of four, or thereabouts, to tell the Court why you left the Courtroom?
Is that what you just said?

THE WITNESS: I don't know whether the Court has our explanation.
At any rate --

JUDGE DALY: Nq, I asked you about your answer, I am afraid you
don't understand me. I will go slow: Did I understand you to answer
the last question of Dr., Kranzbuehler in this fashion: That yo@i/left
the Courtroom in order to prepare 2 stateﬁent to explain why you left
the\Courtroom?

THE WITNESS: The reasons why I left the Courtroom, I have already
explainyed. For the main,rthey were dictated by my feelings. But
But moreover we all —'that is, I had the feeling we would have to do
someth ing in order to resume our contact with the Court. For that
reason , as my collcague Schilf did say before, I asked him before
the door, "Wpat do you suggest now?"

JUDGE DaLY: I am very sorry that my Question is so hard to under-
stand, I was simply asking you to repeac to me the answer you had ,
gven to Dr, Kranzbuehler to the iast question before I interrupted.
Now, if thet is - if you don't remember, I will ask the court
reporter if she can give it to us,.

(Whereupon the reporter read the last question and answer),

JUDGE DaLlY: ‘“concerning our" wke t?

REPORTER: ‘'“behavior",

JUDGE DALY: fhank you. Will you meke a note of that please, Miss
Réporter, so thab I may have a transcript of that?

BY DRL KRANZB&EHLER:
& Witness, therefore part of the morning and part of the afternoon
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you worked on the statement, This statement was given to me in the
conference yesterday afternoon, I want to show it to you in order that you
you may identify it,

& Yes, that_is the statement which we wanted to present through
Herr Dr. Pohle, |

DR, KRANZBUEHIER: May I offer this statement as an exhibit to the
record, if the Court permits?

THE PRESIDENT: Go ahead,

DR. KRANZBUEHLER: Since it has more than two pages, I do not want
to use the Court's time to read it completely,

THE PRESIDENT: . (I think we may concede, Dr. Kranzbuehler) ~ You
may put it in the record., Ve may concede that these lawyers were out
preparing the statement at the time, that they were out preparing it
and that they were doing sc. The érux of it seems to me their
failure to give the Court any intimation whatsoever of what they were
doing or Why they left or for what purpose, So far as I know, no one
haé contended here, last Fridey or today, that the Court was at the
time or thercafter given any intimation about what counsel were doing,
why they left, or when they expected toocome back., I Just suggest
that that seems to be of some importance ati;east in my mind, You
may put that statement in the record, Doctor,

DR. KRANZBUEHIER: Thank you, Perhaps it would be easief to answer
the question asked by the President if the Tribunal knows what the
Defense counsel wanted to state and the end of the explanation. There
are two short motions and I should>like to read those two motions. The
motion begins with the preliminary history of the appointment of the
Commissioner and a short statement of the incidents in the s ession of
the 16th of January and the leaving of the Courtroom by Dr. Schilf,

Then there is the last numeral of the motion, No. 5, and I quote:

‘“Thereupon the Defense Counsels present besides Dr. Schilf also left

the Courtroom, The Defense Counsel was forced to this step for the
following reasons: (a) The Presiding Judge refused the right to a
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Defense Counsel to make and substantiate factual motion which :had
not been ruled upon by the Court, The motion intended to be put by
Dr. Schilf was based on the ruling made by the Court before the
appointment of the Commissioner;\(b) moreover, the Defense as a‘
whole, felt slighted because of the manner in which Dr. Schilf's
words were cut off and because he was not given the chance to make
ﬁis motion, We therefore request the Court to make a ruling which
will do justice to the rights of the defendants and the Defense
Counsel." I am handing this application, this motion, as an exhibit
THE PRESIDENT: Pass it to the Sgcretary General and let it be

made a part of the record in this case,

1957
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Court 3, Case 10 ‘

- -

@ Dr, Weckery now that you have heard whot the motion propesed,
will you once more statbe very clearly for whot roasons the defense counsel
considered it right not to return tc the session and not to 8ond indi~-
vidual representatives to the court beforo they had not presented this

)

motion theyway it was formulated by then?

A The reason for this was that he felb we owed this explanation
to the couru ~ad we wer: afreid that our whole behavior might be mis~
econstrued 17 wo retvurned to the courd without any explanatlon whatsosver.

Q Then veu say rwct . do you also mean the individuwal defensc
counscls? |

A Yes.

Q We Just now heard the questiocn of the presiding judge why you
did not noﬁify the T#ibundl thot the CXefeh“ée couttscl weroe occup;i.ed with
shaping this motioni Cen you expia‘in $hid?

A ‘The only expftanatioﬁ I éan si¥e is thot fron mimute to mimite
we thought the cxplanetioh would bo fifiisacd and that we would go down
oursclved with this prleiﬁa“d:iwﬁ; 'fhérd is recdly no cthér explandation
for this, Once azain I elte the couporison -7 +ne beo hivee. There ware
about twenty defénse counsels workine 2o thls one statement, Added to
this was the faet that the sound reccer i . 5o be studied and checked

because we dd not want o be reproachs” ior falsifying anything what
> p Jl O y

T

#Bpd happened. Ve wanted %o be absclutely certain that anything wo told’

e the court would be exactly as we lookod at the matbers

Q Dirding thet tine did you consider the thought that the court
might be prevented from continuing the proeeedings be‘cause of the absence
of defende oounsel?

A No,‘we never thought - I can only speak for mysclf ~— I never
consldered this thought, the less so since we knew thot documents were

v

to be presented, and in the mamner described just beforey in the abbrovie
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Q@ Then you did know that the Tribunal continued in the absence

the defense counscel?

A Yes '3
Q From former rulines of the court did you know that all

objections éould.be submitted later on and at a later time in writing in
a2 brief?

A Yess

@ You ddn't have any immediate concern that your absence would
prejudice thz rights of your client in this short period of trial?

A Ve needn?t have had this concerns the less so since I donld
know whether the court crdered that a certain nurber of defense counsel
has to be presente

Q I don't think that has everrbeen ordereds. Dre TFecker, when
you look at the matter in retrospect, will you admit that it would have
been right %o inforr vhe Tribunal of the fact that the defense counsel

were cccupled with drafting a motion and request to the court?

L Yesy guitce There is no doubt about 1%,

Q Becausc of this formal coffense apgainst the rules of courtesy
will you % r your apologices o the courh?
L Yes.

Y Morgover, arc you of the op: that the behavior during the

morning session, that is, the spontancous arising and leaving the court—

roomy of your colleagues was a breabh of courtesy and of the respect due

to the court? Or is it rathery in your opinion, me rcly that your duties

as defense counsel, with his own feeling of honor, forced you to do

-

thaty in order te safepuard the interests of your clients?

A Such incidents always have Two sides -~ an objective and a

. .

subjective sides Without doubt, it is correct tu say that. of course, the

court from which the whole defense counsel runaways can justly feel

insulted, and objectively speaking, this is an incident which is not

4

nornal and is not desirable in the interest of the proceedings, Concerning
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.

the subjective side of the matter, it is my opinion that today I would
consider myself very bad if I acted differentlye I arose af that time in

the feeling of having been insulted, insulted by the manner in which

/

our highly-revered colleagues Dre Sehilfy had been treateds As T saidy

perhaps this feeling of honor is too high-falutinge We Germans are often

accused of having a high-faluting feeling of honore At any rates a human
being can't change his nature,
Q Tn your behavior on the 16th of January, did you at any time

have the intention or consciousness that you were acting in contempt of

court or disrcspectful to the court?

’

L No, these considerations which now occur %o me never occurred %o

me at that time, When Judge Anderson during the conference or the

\

session on the 17th asked me whebher I acted in agreement with the other ‘.
gentlemeny, or whether this was spontancousy I used the word spontaneouss
I sald, if I recollect, that I acted because I felt ry honor slighted,

TH PRESIDENT¢ Excuse me Just a minmute. Isn!t there an error
there? You spgke about Judge Anderson asking you something on the 17th,
The 17th was Saturday, you mean the 16th, on Friday?

DR, TECKER: T wean the 16th, T beg your pardong

DIRECT EX/MINATTON (Continued)

BY DR. KRANZBUEHLERS

Q Is it, then, correct to say that your behavior on the 16th of
Jamary was based on yQur concaption of the professiénal honor of
an attorney and your conception of the duties of a defense eounscl to
safeguard the rights of his client in a very unusual situation for you
and all the other éoncerned? |

A Yese

. KRANZBUEHLER: No further questionsg Your Honor,
EXAMTNATION

BY JUICE WILKINSs
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Q Drs Weckers you have been scrving as an assistant for Dre

~

Kranzbuehker; have you not? ‘ :

A I think the word "assistant! is somewhot misleadings Dre

-

Kranzbuehlery when he took over the case of Kommerzienrat Roechling,

requested me to act as his representative, that i1ss to Gteke his place

as the defense counsellor appointed by the court,
Q That was bemporarily while Dre TWrangbuehler was off on the
N
other case in the French Zone?

A Yes,

’

- @ Did you understand that you were to act as Chief Counsel in
the casey Jjust as Dre Kranzbuehler had beei serving?

A At least that was the undersianding between myself and Dre

N

Kranzbuehler,
' DR. KRANZBUEHIER: Excuse me, I think there 1s some sorb of

misunderstanding concerning: the word #Chief Counsel', Dr, Wecker was not
v v

to be the spokesman of the defense counsely as I told the Tribunaly that

was to be Drs Pohlce
) EXAMINATION (Continued)

BY JUDGE “TILKINS3

Q Phank you, I will ask you this, Dr, It .is true that you & d

Dre Pohle have taken the leading part in the conduct on behadf of the
) gl

defense in this trial since the Christmas holidays?
L Yesy, I don't know what you understand by leading part, Your

Honore If you mean that I took Dr, Kranzbuehleris place as defense counsel

of Herr Von Bohleng that is right, just so as Dr, Pohle took the place

as the defense counsel for Dre Ihd.

Q What I mean %o say was, and the record will showg is that you
and Drs Pohle conducted most of the cross exdmination or raised objectiors g

and so on, during the course of the trial?

A Yese
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Q In view of the fact that you recognize, donit you, that there

was a greater responsibility on you and Dre Pohle than on the other

defense counscly, do you not?

A  TNot really, Your Honor. Fach defense counsel has the same right

v

and the same dutios as we do, to take over the leadership; if you wand
to call 1t thate, It is my opinion that each defense counsel rmst ralse

objections and that each lawyer must make motions in the interest of his

\

client, The fact that Drs Pohle and mysclf werc a little outstanding in

our activity is based on the fact that in contrast to our other colleagues,

or to some of themy, we have more cxperience in the trials before military

Y v

Tribunals.

‘Q Moy T suggest; Doctorg that you just lis®ten to my question? Try

and answer as bricfly as you can, You did teke a leading part

>

n the

e

conduct of the trial as far as the defonsc is concerned, did you nob?

i CSa

N

~

Q In that capacity, donit you think a greater responsibility

pCA

¢

rested on your shoulders than on the shoulders of the others?

-

L That is not my opinion, reallye

b

e
2

©

Did they look to you for leadership?

.

No«

Q Vhen this incident occurreds Doctor ~— and I am referring now
to when Drs Schilf was finally told to remove himself from the court@oom

== what did you do? b
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3

L T rose and followed Dr, Schilf.
G You rose and stood immediateiy iﬁ front of the rostrum here for
a minute, looking down toward the other cdunsel, did you not?

4 Tt is possible,

Q Did you lead the way out or did you follow some of the others?
AN

A I don't remember, Your Honor,

Q Did you give any signel at all?

4 I don't remember, |

Q You don't remember?

4 No,

Q Would you say that you were the last bne out or one of the
first ones Qut? | | N

A& T don't remember whether 1 was the first or the last one,

Q Now, you left, Doctor, ail of you'with no concert of action
whatsoever?

5 Tpat is correct.

Q Wbenryou get outside yoﬁ»decided that a petition should be
drawn up to submit to the Court?

& That was our first resolve.

ct

'Q So 24 or 26 of you worked on this and were still working on ‘i
when we sent word to you at ten minutes past three?
L Yes,

-
H

¢ I think you said "élke a swarm of bees"?

i Yes,

Q Now, is thié the product of thoséAhours of cunsultation and work
together that you hate subﬁitted hére?

A TYes, |

Q - This consisté of two legal size sheets, and two lines on the
third sheet? | |

4 Yes, May I femind you of the sound record. We were determined
to listen to the sound record before putting this étatcment intec

final shape,
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Q Now, Doctor, under the circumStances, having been charged with

LT

this responsibility to represént the Defendant Krupp in the absence

~of Dr, Kranzbuehler, and I assume that he chose you because of your

long experience at the bar, now don't you think that under those:
4 .

circumstances you were neglecting the rights of your client by agree-
¥y g g g y N

M

deliberately, knowing that the Court was in session and not even

ing with all of the others in remaining away from this Courtroom

.

sending your assistant Dp, Gelssler here to look after your interests,

or one or two of the other assistants in this "swarm" to come down

here and represent them?

& I realize now that it was quite wrong.

Q May I ask you, Doctor, is it a common occurrence, or is it

/

usual for a group of Germen lawyers representing a defendant charged

with crime to get up because they dislike the ruling of a German

court and leave in a body? -

A No, it is an unusual occurrence,

~e

& Have you ever done that before yourself in a German court?

A No, and neither before an American Court.,

~

{

Q Have you known of any German lawyers who in a group have commit-~

ted a similar act of disrespect to a German court in your vast

experience?

4 To my knowledge, the case occurred in which a group arose

spontaneously and left the Courtrcom. However, I cannot give you
P 3 :

\

’

any detailed cases. 4&s far as I know in this building too represent-
y i * .

v

atives of the defense as well as the prosecution arose and lefi the

courtroom.

Q Vhen was this?

5

4 T heard this about a case; that was the RuSHA Case.

Q Well, you mean a German case?

T e

-4 No, it was a case before a Military Tribunal.

Q Well, det me see it so I can understand it, Vhich Tribunal was

that?

';@ggh
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Court III, Case 10

s T can't tell you exactly, bub I was informed about this case
during t he reccss,

. Q You mean with reference to these military tribunals that have

been operating here 'in the last two years?

A I don't know the exact details, Judge Wilkins.

Q Do I understand from what you heard that scmeone took offense>
at a ruling‘of the court énd ;s a resﬁlﬁ‘éll:the members of the
prosecution and 6f the defense left, deliberately g@t up and left?
A No, . Your Honor,

Q That is what we are talking abbuts

A This caée, as fer as I know, reférs to one member either of the
defense or the prosecution, I don't know which.

Q@ You mean one individual getting up?

& Yes,

Q Well, it is true, Doctor, throughout the progress of this trial
3 3 3 IS S

' g o ‘ N K
two or three of you get up at a time and leave, and come in at your.

wille

A The case that was reported to me was a spontaneous demonstrations,

It wasn't 51mply a getting up ‘and leaVﬂng, however, I only mention
this case because you asked me for my experiences,
Q Well, how many years have you practiced before the German courts?

A 10 years.

Q Ten years. You are a graduate of a law school, I take it?
A" Yes,
Q. Now, Doctor, what would be the reaction of a German judge hear-

ing a case and all of the defense counsel because he ruled against

one of the counsel get up and leave the courtroom? Vhat would

happen?

. & I believe the court would be dissatisfied with the defense

counsele

B

Q Under your code of ethics would it be at all considered a dis-

respect to the German court?

1965 : <
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19 Jan,=A-BK~2l-i-Perrin (Int, Horn)
Court III, Case 10 '

- '/‘

& Certainly,
@ Well, why did you do this, then, Doctor, last Friday morming
here, in order to be disrespectful to the Court?

A N&, Your Honor, it was far from my t;oughts to be an obstruction-
ist or to Show contempt of courﬁo It was, 'as I stated before, a
‘purely spon@gneous eﬁotion under‘which I was iaboring, ahd in my
opinion, one which resulted from the not quite appropriate manner in

Q@ Well, did you have an opportunity to cool off during the noon

~ hour while you had your luncheon?

A 411 of us, until ouf‘return to thé Court, were quite excited
bbecause we oursel#es were awaré of the fact that this was a special -
eveﬁta

Q, ~Specié1*even£? / : , B L

A And\that we owed the Court an explanation of our behavior.{

Q Well, why didn!ﬁ you;coﬁe iﬁ‘Court and make an explanatibn?

A Your Honor, we actually hoped from one minute to the next that
we could present the explanatio n, and this explanation,unfortunately:
dragged out —- ’

Q@ Why didn't you come in pergonélly at 1:30, Doctor, and explain
to the Court what you were pianning7to do. You have had no difficulty
in exprgssing yourself before this Tribunal here before, have you?

4 No, Yb?r Honor, bhat unaoubtedly would have“Been_the right
thing to do. |

e Now,.I just want to ask you onec other4 question, and b;sides

the particudaripoint we have in mind, we are particularly intercsted

in why you left; but when the two memb ers of the court met with a

-

committee of your group and the committee of the prosecution'on

either Mbhdéy'or Tuesday nighp/and agaih on-Thursday night, did you
ﬁnderstand that?that‘was an act of courtesy‘on the part of the Court
in\endeavoriﬁé to help you all agree on some procedure that would
speed)up the trial rather than an‘attempt on the part of the Court
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te be vicious in any way toward you?

& You are quite right in saying, Judge Wilkins, certainly as I
remember it, you, yourself, addressed us iﬁra very friendly tone and
told us that you would assist us in any ménner possible,

@ Excuse me, Doctor, didn't I tell you this too, that if after
discuSSing these witnesses who have made affidavits here and whom you
desire to cross examine, if after discussing those with the prosecu~
tion you really felt that some of those were vital to your defense
that we would see that yoi had an opportunity to call them before

the Tribunal?
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Ao~ Yes,

Qe~ I Jjust wented to have you agree to that because that is what
I tried to tell you at that time, and I gathered from what you said to-
day that you had misunderstood.

JUDGE DALY: Judge Wilkins, will you let me ask a question on thst
same point?

JUDGE WILKINS? I have‘finished anyway s

BY JUDGE DALY:

¢ v v

Qe= I'd like to ask you, Dr, Wécker, referring to the meeting on,
I think, tuedaay night, tuesday after court, t think it was the 23rd
when we met in my office,

Ao Yés.

Qe~ You remember my saying then at the outset of that meeting that

- although there was talk about commissioners or a commissioner taking

I

evidence, I had no personal feelings in the matter. If you had some counter=

g

proposal that would take care of everybody and expedite the case, I would

be glad to have that instead of commissioners. You remember that? Then if

s

you don't remember it say so, if that wasn't saide

- A~ I do remember exactly, Judge Daly, and that is why I was so
amazed to be confronted so to speak with this commissioner, namely, Mr.

Dietz, at the next conference,

v

Qo= Well, let!s just discuss the first conference for a moment; and
‘didn't I say to you -- I talked in English and you talked in English —-

A_."‘ YOSQ

’

Qe—~ And there was a lady interpreter presenﬁ, and after I said any-
thing she wrote it doym, and if any of the lawyers for the defendants wanted
it, she read to them then what had been said; isn't that true?

Ao~ Yes,

Qo= And didn*t I tell you it wesn't expected that you lawyers who

were there would have any opinion on the subject ab all at that time that
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”

we expected you to confer with your associates, and after you had core
ferred with hhem the matber would be taken up further and dealt with,
isn't that right?

Ao~ Yes, that is right. You even advised us to‘get in touch with
the Prosecution in Qrder to achieve an agreement concerning the best
proceeding possibles _ |

Qe~ Well, now, that was on the 13th of Jammary, the last tuesday,
Was there anything in that conference that I did or said thabt in any
way caused you to feel that you or your clients were not getting jus-
tice and fairness?

A~ By no means, your Honors

Qe~ Now, then, let’s‘go to the meeting of the 15th on last thursday
which was held in ﬁhié room at this table, and there were two interpre-
ters present., The same lady and this gentleman ﬁho sits here now with the

.

carphones on, and as I remember it, while I was present neither of them
3 2 y

'

said anything. The confercnce was mostly between Judge Wilkins, you
and me, isn't that right?

A.."' YQS.

-, Vi

Q.- Now, at that time when I was with the lawyers about 15 minutes —

well, to go back, the defense lawyers did not get back here to this court-
room until after Judge Wilkins ahd I were here, and also Mr. Thayer and
Mre Ragland were in here when you arrived, isn't that right?

As~ Yes,

Q,- You rcmember my saying that T had an engagement and had
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to leave at 5 oltclock?

L. Yes, we were sorry %o hear thate

@ An that ny partioipationkin the conforcence could only last
until 5 olclock?

A Yess

G Nowy did anything happen at that conference to cause you to
feat that you and your clients weren!t being dealt with fairly by ne?

L Moy Your Honore

JUDGE DALY: I think weld bebler recesy at this tinee
THE PRESIDENT: Had you finished?
JUDGE DALY: T have soume nore questilonse
THS PRESIDENT: Our recess time has arriveds, We Wik have to
recess until tomorrow morning at 9230, The six members of the defense
"
JUDGE YITLKINSs May T ask one question, Judge Anderson, sc
that I am sure that I have Dr. Weckerls correct staterients
BY JUDGE UIiKINS:

Q Doctory do T understand, you to say that in the lisht of all
that has happencd and now looking back, you honestly feel and you so-
statc’thab your conduct was e~ that is in leaving the courtroom with all
of the others —- disrespectful to the Court and not in the best interests
of your clients?

A Yess in this repsect I quite agree with youe

JUDGE, WILKINS: All right,
THE PRESIDENT: I pust make one statement further on a wholly
different maﬁtef, It is imperative that we do something about this
p
application for an examinaﬁion-of the Defendant Houdremont, He is ill,

and the prison physician some days ago requested that he be cormitted

4

o ‘the hospital for further cxamination, e quite readily agreed o
that and were prepared to offer him all the facilities that are available
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herey but at that time he did not want to o, but since that we have
received a written petition saying that as rmch as he regrets to be

P

absent from the proccedingy he feels that his condition is such as to
need the C,Xi’ﬂlnu'blon' and, of _coursey we are very glad to order that %o
be dones Now, is that corrcectys Mr, Houdpemont? Walt just a minutey I
haven!t got this harness. Do you wish to go now to the ==

TS DEFE NDANT HOUDREMONT': I Vd_onf*h think T can accept the
responsibvility of refusing ’c.he nedical examinaﬁioﬂ.

THE PRESIDENT: Wellys nows do you want to go? We will let youy
but if you don't want to, we don!t want to force you to do ite

THY DEFENDANT HCUDREMONT: If the physician is of the opinion

that it is noecessary, T have tc do ite
Y s

THR LPESLDLN'P' Now, we will order clsc that at your request
P

Professor Sturm be present at your examinations Thaet is what you requested

and we will try to have that done, at least as far as the Tribunal can do

- -

s0y why we will have that donee So, lfr, General Secretary, why you arrange
%o have . Houdremont teken to the hospitel in accordance with this
reques by

(The Tribunal recessed until 093C hours 20 Jamuary 19L47.)
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