
International scientific conference 

112 

DOI https://doi.org/10.30525/978-9934-26-615-7-28 

 

POST-NUREMBERG TRIALS: AMERICAN CULTURE  

OF PUNISHMENT OF GERMAN WAR CRIMINALS  

(THE PROLOGUE) 

 

Kuzmin E. E. 
Advocate, Candidate of Science of Law, Associate Professor, 

Associate Professor at the Department of Criminal Law 

National University “Odesa Law Academy” 

Odesa, Ukraine 

 

It seems nowadays like forming a hypothetical “picture perfect”  

of the idea of punishment in international criminal law is nothing more than 

“putting together a puzzle”, where each historical stage of the establishment 

and development of norms on responsibility for international crimes serves 

as an integral part of the temporal continuum, which is subject to thorough 

consideration for the purpose of shaping its “holistic account” [1, p. 382]. 

The only real remaining issue so far is, probably, what these chronicled 

formations should be exactly and what precisely should be taken out  

from them. Of course, such a reminiscence is greatly simplified; reality  

is obviously somewhat more complex. 

Indeed, the origins of the contours of the comprehension of punishment 

can be traced back to “Nuremberg” [2, p. 3], and, in our humble opinion, 

there is absolutely no doubt about the fact that the significance of the 

activities of the International Military Tribunal held then and there cannot be 

overvalued [3, с. 20], even though there is a growing perception that they are 

mostly to be judged exclusively in terms of their shortcomings [4, p. 511]  

to date. Nevertheless, this is where typically the initial idea of punishment 

for war crimes usually originates [5, p. 206]. In turn, the Tokyo War Crimes 

Trial [6, p. 20] and the operations of the International Military Tribunal  

for the Far East are traditionally seen as a logical continuation [7, p. 147]  

of Nuremberg’s narratives [8, p. 1-2]. Taking this approach as a given, 

and one that is perhaps already quite well-settled, not to mention what 

preceded the Nuremberg trial [9, p. 337] as a separate juncture in the 

emergence of modern international criminal law in its initial phase, which 

unquestionably also outlines the vectors of imagination of “international 

punishment” [10, p. 20], another period is now widely believed to receive 

the insufficient attention, – the so-called “after Nuremberg” timeline  

[11, p. 16]. 

This refers to the years following the Judgement of the Nuremberg 

Tribunal, the punishment of the “major war criminals” [12, p. 7–8, 37], 
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when justice was also served on “additional war criminals” [13, p. 347], – 

the “not-so-major war criminals” [14, p. 161] or, in other words, the “major 

war criminals of the second rank” [15, p. 567]. To be more specific, the time 

frame between late 1946 and spring 1949 [13, p. 336], which is often 

labelled as the Trials of War Criminals before the Nuremberg Military 

Tribunals under Control Council Law No. 10 [16], also known as the “Post-

Nuremberg” [17, p. 123] or the “Later Nuremberg Trials” [18, p. 6], or even 

more metaphorical as the “other Nuremberg’s connotation”, a “complement 

to the higher-profile International Military Tribunal’s trial”, and also its 

“epilogue” [15, p. 567, 591]. More formally, – twelve “subsequent trials 

before the Nuremberg Military Tribunals” [15, p. 567], the “follow-up trials” 

[19, p. 726], “subsequent trials before “national or occupation” tribunals” 

[20, 408], “zonal trials” [2, p. 9] conducted by the U.S. in the United States 

zone of military occupation [13, p. 336], the “U.S. (purely American  

[21, p. 1285]) Nuremberg Military Tribunals” [13, p. 347] or the “American 

successor trials” [9, p. 335]. To put it plainly, the “lesser-known trials”  

[20, 408] of the “lesser war criminals” [22, p. 191], that is, “subsequent 

proceedings” [13, p. 347] against Germans charged with war crimes, crimes 

against peace, and crimes against humanity [5, p. 206], namely groups  

of high-ranking soldiers and SS men, diplomats, civil servants, industrialists, 

jurists, doctors and scientists [15, p. 568]. “American justice” [11, p. 14]  

or the area where, according to very preliminary observations, punishment 

was not the protagonist; of that, without the faintest doubt, further research  

is necessitated [8, p. 8, 15]. 
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Рекомендацією CM/Rec (2010) 12 Комітету Міністрів Ради Європи 

державам-членам щодо суддів: незалежність, ефективність та обов'язки 

[1] визначено, що дієвістю суддів є прийняття якісних рішень упродовж 

розумного строку після справедливого розгляду справ. Судді 


