FOREWORD

Recent events in former Yugoslavia and Rwanda have revived diplomatic
interest in measures contemplating concerted action directed at the suppres-
sion and punishment of war crimes. Indeed, steps have already been initiated
to set up war crimes tribunals to prosecute those responsible for such
atrocities. Not to be outdone, Yeltsin’s Foreign Minister has also issued a call
for public discussion of the idea of “creating a system of international
criminal justice with regard to crimes against peace and humanity, other
international violations of the law.” The precedents of the Second World
War in this venue thus seem relevant once again. Since the Soviet Union
played a leading role in paving the way for the Nuremberg trial and respec-
tive proceedings before national tribunals and Russia, as self-proclaimed
heir and successor to the USSR, continues to exercise a great deal of
influence in these matters today, a look at Moscow’s doctrinal and practical
scorecard here may prove useful for future reference.

The present study explores the Soviet regime’s contribution to the pre-
history of the Nuremberg trial, i.e., the repertory of official acts and pro-
nouncements as well as scholarly treatment of issues which ultimately
shaped the legal complexion of the Nuremberg test. Our focus in this case is
on the mode of development of the style and substance of the bill of
indictment until the day of the court’s opening session from the standpoint of
Moscow’s stake in the operation. The views recorded during the trial in
primary or secondary sources or those expressed later are taken into account
only ifthey shed light on the preparatory stages of the drama. The subsequent
evolution of Moscow’s thoughts on the subject deserves a separate full-scale
analysis.

* See, “O tretei konferentsii mira,” Diplomaticheskii :vestnik 1994 No.11-12, 4-5.
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