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If they approached from the South the time would be about two
hours from the neighbourhood of Barchetta Rock to the northern end
of the minefield, provided they left towards the South.

If the ships approached the area of vigilance from the North and
left towards the South, the time necessary between Cape Kiephali
and San Giorgio Monastery would be about two hours.

If the ships approached from the South and left towards the North,
the time would be about two hours.

Question (8) (i1). and to (i3) the possibility of mooring those mines
with those means without the Albanian authorities
being aware of it, having regard to the extent of the
measures of vigilance existing in the Savanda region.

(8) (i) ANSWER:

The possibility of seeing the operation. The Corfu Channel can be
navigated with no great difficulty, when it is a question of simply
passing through. But to place a minefield accurately, as was done,
requires a reasonably good visibility so that definite cross-bearings on
the coast can be taken, as there is only one lighthouse in the vicinity.

The necessary landmarks would probably be at a greater distance
away than the distance from the fix (taken before starting the mine-
laying) to the shore: for instance, the Monastery and Limion Point
might be selected. Incidentally, one row of mines does actually point
to both of these landmarks. Another bearing might be taken on
the north-west promontory of Denta Point. Of course, objects can
be seen much more clearly when looking seawards than when looking
landwards.

The minelayer must have passed at about 500 metres off the coast
between Denta Point (an obvious place for a look-out) and the
San Giorgio Monastery.

From this part of the coast the minelaying could easily have been
observed by a look-out with ordinary binoculars.

The ships would probably have kept to the swept channel and
might therefore also have been seen from Cape Kiephali and even
more so from the San Giorgio Monastery ; for if the eastern line of
mines was laid from the South, the minelayer must probably have
been within half a mile of the Monastery.

If the minelaying was done in darkness, it is doubtful whether it
could have been observed from Porto Edda.

If done in daylight, it can unhesitatingly be said that the operation
must have been noticed by the Albanian authorities.

The possibility of hearing. The most favourable conditions for
hearing a minelaying operation would be :
{(a) dead quiet in the immediate vicinity of the observer ;
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() wind blowing off shore (no surf) ;
(¢) wind force 3 or less (scale Beaufort) ;

{(d) people ashore suspecting some action to be going on, and being
on the alert ;

(¢) people on board minelayers not skilful (unnecessary lights
and noises) ; : ‘

(f) where echoes strengthen the sound.

Tests which we have carried out at “Naval Base B’ (see Annex 2 1)
under similar conditions to those stated above show that rail noise
could be heard faintly at a distance of about 1,200 metres, while a
splash could be heard faintly only at about 650 metres.

Additional noises quickly reduce the audibility.

Accordingly, under favourable conditions it would be possible to
hear the minelaying operation from Limion Point and from the coast
Ilz:etween Denta Point and San Giorgio Monastery, but not from Porto

dda.

Under less favourable conditions it would, however, be impossible
to hear the minelaying from any of the positions mentioned.

We are not in the possession of sufficient information as to con-
ditions when the mines were laid to give a more definite statement.

This Report was drawn up in English in one copy, at the Peace
Palace, The Hague, this eighth day of January, one thousand nine
hundred and forty-nine.

(Stgned) S. ELFFERICH. J. BuiL. AND. FORSHELL.

(Signed) S. T. Cross,
Secretary of -the Committee.

! Not reproduced.
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DECISION OF THE COURT, DATED JANUARY 17th, 1949,
REGARDING AN ENQUIRY ON THE SPOT.

The Court requests the Experts appointed by the Order of the 17th
December, 1948, to proceed to Sibenik and Saranda, and to make, on
the land and in the waters adjacent to these two places, any in-
vestigations and, so far as possible, any experiments which they may
consider useful with a view to verifying, completing and, if neces-
sary, modifying the answers given in their Report filed by them on
January 8th, 1949.

The Parties shall have the right to make suggestions to the Experts
regarding the points to which their investigations and experiments
should be directed.

The Registrar, with the authority of the President, shall make the
preparations required for the journey of the Experts and for ensuring
that they will receive all the facilities essential to the due and prompt
accomplishment of their mission.

Within one week of the filing of the complementary Report of the
Experts in the Registry, the Parties may file in the Registry their obser-
vations upon any new statements which it may contain.
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EXPERTS' REPORT DATED FEBRUARY 8th, 1949, ON THE
INVESTIGATIONS AND TESTS AT SIBENIK AND SARANDA.

THE NavaL EXPERTS

appointed by Order of Court of December 17th, 1948, visited Sibenik
and Saranda in pursuance of the Court’s decision of January 17th, 1949.
They have the honour to submit to the Court a report on the observa-
tions made and tests carried out by them.

Investigations were made as to the following points:
I. At Sibenik on January 24th and 25th, 1949 :

{a) Length of the quays at Panikovac Cove;

(b) existence of a “built-up quay’’;

(¢) depth of water alongside the quays in Panikovac Cove;

(d) existence of a wreck or of obstructions alongside the south-
western quay ;

(¢) configuration of the land at Panikovac Cove;

(f) general lay-out of the tunnels at Panikovac Cove;

(¢) what could be seen of an “M’-class minelayer moored in
Panikovac Cove, during the course of the journey by motor
boat past the Cove, following :

(1) route (i),

(2) rtoute (i),

as these routes are described in Annex C to the document
filed in the Registry on November 27th, 1948, and headed :
“Agreed answers to questions in connexion with state of sun
at Sibenik’’;

(k) possibility of mooring a motor launch at Kulina Point ;

(z) a general inspection of “M 2’

(1) the line of sight from Keric’s terrace, and what could be
seen from the terrace in broad daylight, and at the end of
civil twilight on January 24th, 1949 (17.30 hours) ;

(k) the time required for walking from Molo Krka, via Kovacic's
house, to Keric’s house;

I1. At Saranda on January 28th and 29th, 1949 :

(@) Survey of the coast from Limion Hill to San Giorgio
Monastery ;

(b) wvisit to the Monastery by land ;

(c) wvisit to Denta Point by land ;

(d) possibility of observing, from the San Giorgio Monastery,
the passage of a ship by night along the line on which the
eastern row of mines was laid (as shown in Annex g of the
United Kingdom Memorial) ;

(¢) alanding at Denta Point to check the accuracy of observations
made of this area from the sea ;
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(f) survey of the coast from Saranda to Cape Kiephali;
(g) visit to Limion Hill;
(h) visit to Saranda lighthouse.

The attached sketch (Annex I!) shows the situation as it was found
to be at Panikovac Cove.

‘%
* *

DETAILS OF INVESTIGATION MENTIONED UNDER I.

I (a) The quays were measured and the dimensions found to be
approximately as given by Admiral Moullec (dimensions are shown
in Annex I?).

At the north-eastern quay, standard small-gauge rails and mine-
transport cars were observed ; the latter were evidently not of the
type used to transport German GY mines.

-1 () No “built-up quay’’ was observed, nor were any remnants
seen such as would indicate the previous existence of such a quay.

I (¢) Soundings of the depth of water alongside the quays were
taken at low tide, and are shown in Annex ]! Difference between
high and low water : approximately 60 cm.

I (@) There were no traces of any wrecks or obstructions alongside
the south-western quay.

I (¢) The configuration of the land was such that, at 16.06 hours
on January 24th, 1949, a ship moored anywhere in Panikovac Cove
would be in the shade. On this day and at this time, the altitude of
the sun was 7° 6'.

Note.—16.06 hours on January 24th, was 55 minutes before
sunset ; 16.20 hours on October 1gth, 1946, was also
55 minutes before sunset.

I (f)y The entrances to the tunnels were measured. The rails
leading to them appeared to be in working order and had probably
been used not long before. This was proved by the absence of rust,
which was apparent on the rails mentioned under I (a).

The fact that the floor of the tunnels was covered with iron sheeting
prevented rails from being observed.

The tunnel led to a widened excavation which the experts did not
insist on examining entirely. But they were able to see old ammunition
and ground mines stored in the tunnel and modern German ground
mines (oval) stored in the excavation.

Electric light was installed in the tunnels, but was not working at
the time of our visit. Observations were made with the aid of a single
electric torch and details could not be seen very distinctly.

1 Not reproduced.
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The following conclusions can be drawn from the above observations at
Panikovac Cove :

(i) An “M’’-class minelayer could have been moored along the
south-western or along the north-eastern quay. The best place
for loading would be the south-western quay, which is closest
to both tunnels. If loading were to be done simultaneously
from both tunnels, the quickest way to load two “M’’-class
minelayers would be to moor them alongside the south-western
quay, one astern of the other.

As there is no “built-up quay’’, two ships could not be moored
along the north-eastern quay, one behind the other.

(i1) The gloss of newly painted mines could not have been observed
at any time after 16.15 hours on October 1gth, 1946 ; for at
that time the ships were in the shade.

(iii) The entrances to the tunnels were wide enough to permit their
being used to accommodate German GY mines. If both GY
mines (moored mines) and ground mines were stored in the
excavations, it would be feasible to stow the moored mines in
the widened area and the others in the tunnel itself. If this
were done and if the GY mines had to be loaded, the ground
mines would have to be cleared from the tunnel and placed
temporarily on the quay-side, in order to remove the GY mines.

Note—The Yugoslav representative said that it was impos-
sible to carry out tests with GY mines (e.g., loading
on board ship), since no such mines were available.

I (g) Observations were made as to visibility while passing Panikovac
Cove in a launch, at various distances, as shown in Annex C to the
dgcument filed in the Registry on November 27th, 1948, and mentioned
above.

At 16.16 hours on January 24th, 1949, the first trip was made on
route (i). The altitude of the sun at the moment was 6° 1°.

The “M 2" was moored with her stern towards the Sibenik Bay
alongside the north-easterh quay, and was completely in the shade
of the hills

When passing Panikovac Cove on route (i), the distance from the
launch to the Cove was measured and found to be 520 metres.

At 16.25 hours a second trip was made over the same route.

During both trips it was possible to observe :
(a) the “M 2" moored at any place in Panikovac Cove;

(6) people walking.on the deck of the “M 2.
It would be possible to see:
(c) mines being loaded on board the “M 2".
It might be possible to see:
(d) mine bodies and sinkers on board these ships.
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It would have been impossible to see :

(¢) that the mines were newly painted;
(f/ horns or rails (ships being in the shade).

A third trip was made at 16.35 hours on January 24th, 1949, on
route (iii). '

The altitude of the sun at this moment was 3° 2’.

The “M 2” was moored in the same position and the distance
measured from the launch to the “M 2" was found to be 840 metres.

During this run 7t was found possible to observe ships moored in
Panikovac Cove.

It would be possible to observe the actual loading of mines.

No other observations could have been made while following this route.

I () During the preparation for the trips mentioned under I (g),
the north-east coast of Mandalina Peninsula was observed. Several
jetties were seen at which a launch could easily be moored. If the
launch called at Kulina Point, it would, however, follow route (ii) from
Kulina Point to Molo Krka.

We can see no reason why route (i) should be followed. Route (iii)
would be followed if the launch did not call at Kulina Point.

The distance from route (ii) to Panikovac Cove would be 600 metres
and the possibility of observation would be the same as mentioned
for route (i).

I () The “M 2"’ was found to be fitted out as a minesweeper.
Minesweeping gear consisted of Oropesa gear for moored mines; the
minesweeping winch was situated about one metre in front of the
aft mast.

This ship could, however, easily be converted into a minelayer, and
had for the purpose the following equipment :

(@) a derrick to load mines.
Length of derrick: 7.80 metres. Diameter of shackle: 1 inch;

(b) props in the deck to fix the sleepers of the mine rails.
These props were well greased, and easily removable ;

{¢) length of rails on starboard and port side : each 12.70 metres;
distance between props: 0.675 metres ;
three joints on either rail;
no turntables.

These rails are of a sufficient length to accommodate 18-z0
GY mines in all.

Although the inside width of rails needed for GY mines is
70 cm. and the distance between the props on “M 2’ is 67.5 cm.,
it should be borne in mind that the actual width of the rails
depends entirely on the construction of the sleepers and the
attachment of the rails to the sleepers. There exist small-
gauge rails of which the width can be regulated as required ;
at Sibenik, however, the rails were not available for inspection ;

{(d) small wire winches were screwed into the deck, but were easily
removable.
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The above leads us to the conclusion that GY mines counld be used
on board "M 27,

I (j) and (k) The experts visited Keric’'s house to observe the
view of Panikovac Cove from the terrace. They went by the same
way as Kovacic said he followed from Molo Krka.

Molo Krka was reached at 16.43 on Janwary z4th, 1949.

The walk to Kovacic’s house took 12 minutes, and that from Kovacic’s
house to Keric’s house 14 minutes.

Weather conditions on  January 24th, 194g: cloudless—clear—good
visibility—slight breeze.

On October 1gth, 1946, sunset was at 17.15; civil twilight was
at 17.41. .

On January 24th, 1949, sunset was 17.0I; civil twilight at 17.30.

The following observations were made: at 17.30 on January 2z4th,
1949, “M 2’ was not visible from Keric’s house; “M 2’ was in the
same position as during the afternoon (moored alongside the north-
eastern quay).

“M 2’’ was then instructed by telephone to move eastward and to
moor in a position as if a “built-up quay’’ existed.

At 17.35, when “M 2’ was moored in her new position, it was still
impossible to observe her from Keric’s terrace. This was solely due
to the configuration of the land and not to the visibility conditions.

So long as the ship was moored in the Cove, only the smoke of the
funnel could be seen from Keric’'s terrace. As a matter of fact, this
was the only proof that the ship was shifting. ““M 2’’ was then instructed
by telephone to leave Panikovac Cove, and at 17.40 her silhouette
became clearly visible when she had left the Cove and reached a part
of Sibenik Bav that was not shaded by the hills. (See Annex II1)

In this position it would have been possible to observe whether the
ship was loaded with mines or not.

Assuming that the ““M’’-class ships were at Panikovac Cove and left
the Cove after sunset, the observations made in Sibenik lead to the following
conclusions :

A. “M’-class ships could be used for the minelaving operation.
The tunnels could accommodate GY mines.

B. It is of no importance where and how the “M”-class ships were
moored in Panikovac Cove, for:

(1) at 16.15 on October 19th, 1946, it was possible on any of
the routes (i), (ii) or (iii) to observe the ships and the loading
of mines ;

1 Not reproduced.
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(2) at 17.35 on the same day it was impossible for witness
Kovacic to see anyvthing of the ships wherever they might
be moored in Panikovac Cove.

The arguments concerning :

the wayv the ships were moored ;

wrecks or obstructions alongside the south-western quay ;

the configuration of the land;

jetties at Kulina Point ;

visibility at 17.35 hours while witness Kovacic was at Keric's
house ; .

existence of “built-up quay”’,

are of no material importance.

C. The only possibilitv of observing the ‘“M’’-class ships from
Keric’s terrace would not be when thev were in the Cove, but
when they had left it. Witness Kovacic stated that it became
too dark to see the ships leave the Cove. On the contrary, it
would only be after their departure, when they had left the
portion of Sibenik Bay shaded by the hills around the Cove,
that they could have been observed.

II. AT SARANDA ON JANUARY 28th AND 2gth, 1949.

II (a) A trip along the coast by sea, from Saranda, past Limion
Hill to San Giorgio Monastery, was made on January 28th.

The route followed is shown in Annex IIT!; and passed through
the positions A, B, C, D, and back to Saranda.
The following were observed :

I. battery at a position just west of Saranda;

fort Likurski, a very conspicuous landmark ;

lighthouse south of Likurski;

houses at Denta Point ;

a landing beach near Denta Point ;

San Giorgio Monastery, very conspicuous against the sky.

Attention 1s drawn to the fact that the course followed coincides
with the direction of the eastern row of mines. This course was easily
checked by heading for the Monastery and keeping Limion Hill right
astern, or vice versa.

SNt W N

IT () After making a general survey of the coast from Saranda—
Limion Hill—San Giorgio Monastery, it was decided to examine
further the points noted. On January 28th, a trip was made from
Saranda to San Giorgio Monasterv; the foot of the hill, on which
this is situated, can be reached by car in about 25 minutes. From
there, a path leads up to the Monastery. The walk to the top takes
9 minutes. Mules use this track. On reaching the actual Monastery,
the party found the door closed. The Albanian authorities tried n

! Not reproduced.
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vain to get those inside to open the door. Permission was then
requested and obtained to force the door and this was done. The
Monastery was occupied by six soldiers, but there was accommodation
for many more ; it had telephone communication. A stable for mules
was seen.

During a general survey around the Monastery, the following were
observed :

(¢) Infantrv defences just outside the building.

(8) If the look-out posts were stationed outside the Monastery,
they would be able to watch only part of the Bay of Saranda,
as a number of trees partly obstructed the line of sight. It
was therefore obvious that another place would be used to
watch the sea traffic close to the Monastery. This place was
a look-out tower inside the Monastery ; it was equipped with
benches and this higher spot afforded a much clearer view over
the Corfu Strait and Bay of Saranda, and was not obstructed
by trees to the same extent.

The Albanian authorities said that the men in the Monastery slept
there during the night and only watched the sea-during the day-time.
This statement, however, does not seem quite to coincide with the
difficulties experienced in obtaining entrance at the door of the
Monastery earlier in the day.

IT (¢) and (¢) On the way back from the Monastery, the experts
desired to test the observation off the houses that had been noticed
on Denta Point. As far as could be seen, no suitable path existed,
leading to the houses observed from the sea.

It was therefore decided to approach Denta Point from the sea
side. On January 29th, a trip was made by motor ship with a rowing-
boat in tow. A landing was made near Denta Point on a small beach
(see Annex III?). From here, two paths, which are used by mules,
lead over the slopes of Denta Point to the houses. It only took a
couple of minutes from the shore to the lowest situated house. Here
were seen :

(i) infantry defence line and machine-gun posts ;

(1) an old house with a roof, capable of accommodating men and

mules ;

(i) places where a fire could be lighted ;

(iv) a newspaper Bashkimi dated September 11th, 1948, was found
in the trenches. '

At this place one has a clear view over the whole of the Corfu Strait,
as well as the Bay of Saranda.

The above facts point to the conclusion that guards or look-out posts
were kept at Denta Point until September 11th, 1948.

Attention is drawn to the fact that the Experts’ Report of January 8th,
1949, called this spot an ‘“‘obvious place” to keep a look-out, as it
commanded the Corfu Strait as well as Saranda Bay.

1 Not reproduced.
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Note.—A second house which was much bigger than the
former and could be used as quarters, was situated
higher up the slope. This house was not visited by
the experts.

II (d) In the evening of January 28th, a test of visibility by night
from San Giorgio Monastery was. carried out.

Weather conditions : cloudless ; slight breeze ; no moon.

The ship mentioned above was again used. All lights were extin-
guished. One of the experts, and the Parties’ experts, went to San
Giorgio Monastery to test the degree of visibility, while the other expert
travelled on the ship along a line identical with that on which the
eastern row of mines had been laid (see Annex g of the United Kingdom
Memorial).

The party for the Monastery left Saranda about three quarters of
an hour before the ship sailed. On arriving at the ship in Saranda,
the other party received a telephone message from the Monastery
confirming that the first party had arrived.

On their way up the hill to the Monastery, the first party was halted
by two soldiers with rifles. This occurrence did not seem to tally
with the statement made’ that afternoon that the men slept during
the night.

The course of the ship along the eastern line of mines was easily
checked with the aid of:

the background of Limion Hill;
Saranda lighthouse ;

Cape Kiephali ;

San Giorgio Monastery ;

Denta Point ;

Tignoso lighthouse.

The ship was completely blacked out.

Note.—This is the most favourable condition for the avoidance
of detection. For usually a minelayer, like all oil-
and coal-burning vessels, would emit some smoke from
its funnels; and, as a rule, some sort of light would
be used on a small ship during the actual minelaying
operation.

While the ship was following a course towards the Monastery, the
line of sight from that observation post was partly obstructed by trees
(see Annex IV ).

The noise of the motor was already heard from the Monastery at
22.20 hours (distance 1,800 metres). The ship was sighted for a very
short while at 22.26 hours (distance 670 metres). It was not possible
on this occasion to observe the ship for long, as it disappeared behind
the trees (see Annex IV 1)

After altering course, it was sighted clearly again from the Monastery
at 22.30 hours (approximate distance 800 metres).

A northerly course was then set and, at 22.47 hours, a signal was
received on board from the Monastery, stating that the ship was out

1 Not reproduced.
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of sight. The distance was then calculated from a cross:bearing, taken
at 22.50, from Saranda light and a promontory south of the Monastery,
and the distance at 22.47 hours was found to be approximately 1,900
metres.

Summary :

Noise of motor was heard at 1,800 metres distance ;

Ship was observed for the first time at 670 metres distance ;
Ship was again clearly seen at 800 metres distance ;

Ship was followed for a distance of 1,900 metres.

Note.—This motor ship was only 3o feet long, had no bridge,
wheelhouse or funnel, and was very low on the water.

II (/) On January 29th, a general survev was made of the coast
between Saranda and Cape Kiephali. Nothing extraordinary was
observed. Here and there were look-out posts which seemed to be
deserted. Pill-boxes were also noticed.

At Cape Kiephali, a house was sighted which would be an ideal place
for a look-out, commanding the whole Medri channel.

II (¢) On January zgth, a visit was paid to Limion Hill, where an
old Italian battery was situated.

II (/) In the Experts’ Report of Januarv 8th, 1949, it was stated
that onlv one light existed to guide navigation in Corfu Strait. In
fact, only one light is indicated on the Admiralty chart.

But Saranda lighthouse was found to be working on January 28th,
1949 ; it could not, however, be used for a cross-bearing if the minelaying
began from the South, owing to the configuration of the land at Denta
Point.

This lighthouse would have been of service if the mines were laid
from the North.

But as no log-book or other documentary information was available,
according to the Albanian authorities, it was not possible to state
whether the Saranda light was in working order in October 1g46.

The following conclusions can be drawn :

‘A, A minelaving operation could be carried out in Corfu Channel,
starting :
(@) from the North;
{(#) from the South.

B. On a clear night, on either course, there would have been
sufficient landmarks to take a fix.

C. Provided a look-out was kept at Cape Kiephali, Denta Point
and San Giorgio Monastery, and under normal weather con-
ditions for this area, and if the mines were laid from the North
towards the South :

(i) the operation might not be seen by the look-out post at
the foot of San Giorgio Monastery, because ““‘position 22.47
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hours’’ coincides with the most southerly mine which was
cut (see Annex III?);

(i) the minelayers would, however, be seen from Cape Kiephali;
and

(iii) must have beem noticed from Denta Point, as the distances
while passing it are within the limits of visibility shown in
summary under II (d).

D. If the minelaying were done from the South (which is most
feasible, as the ships would not have to cross their own mine-
fields if returning to the North), the minelayers would have
been observed from Cape Kiephali, Denta Point and San Giorgio
Monastery. It must be borne in mind that in this case the
ships would have passed the above-mentioned points twice.

The experts consider it to be indisputable that if a normal look-out
was kept at Cape Kiephali, Denta Point, and San Giorgio Monastery,
and if the look-outs were equipped with binoculars as has been stated,
under normal weather conditions for this area; the minelaying operations
shown in Anmnex g to the United Kingdom Memorial must have been
noticed by these coast-guards.

On the occasion of the experts’ visit to San Giorgio Monastery,
the Albanian authorities stated that no binoculars were now available
at that post.

GENERAL.

During the general survey of the coast from Limion Hill to San
Giorgio Monastery on January 28th and from Limion Hill to Ca;
Kiephali on January 29th, the experts noticed that Barchetta Rock
was not so easy a point to distinguish as Tignoso lighthouse. But
it happens that in the Reports on Operation Retail (United Kingdom
Memorial, p. 117), the positions of all the mines swept on November 13th,
1946, are given by bearing and distance from Barchetta Rock. The
experts therefore consulted the Reports on Operation Retail in order
to check the positions in question.

They reached the conclusion that :

1. individual ships taking part in the Operation may have selected
any obvious landmark in plotting the position of a swept mine ;

2. these positions would then be plotted later on a chart of the
whole area of the sweep ;

3. Barchetta Rock, as being the closest landmark to the most
westerly lap of the sweep, was then selected as a datwum dan
(reference point) for tabulating all the positions shown on
page 117 of the United Kingdom Memorial ;

! Not reproduced.
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4. but any other reference point could just as well have been
used, e.g., Tignoso lighthouse or San Giorgio Monastery.

This Report was drawn up in English in one copy, at the Peace
Palace, The Hague, this eighth day of February, one thousand nine
hundred and forty-nine.

(Signed) AND. FORSHELL.
(Stgned) S. ELFFERICH.
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QUESTIONS PUT BY THREE MEMBERS OF THE COURT
ON FEBRUARY 1oth, 1g49.

(a) By Judge Zoritid.

1.—On page 15! of the French text (page 14! of the English text)
the Report arrives at certain conclusions. Under heading C it is
stated that, subject to certain conditions:

1. the operation might not be seen by the look-out post at the
foot of San Giorgio Monastery ;
2. the minelayers would however be seen from Cape Kiephali; and

3. they must have been noticed from Denta Point.

In paragraph D mention is also made of the minelayers which would
have been observed.

From this text it would appear that what the guards might have,
or should have, observed was the minelayers, i.e., the ships themselves,
and it seems that the word “‘operation’’ in sub-paragraph 1 refers to
the movements and manoeuvres of the ships.

At the end of the page ® (and top of next page ? in English text) it is
stated that if a normal look-out was kept at Cape Kiephali, Denta
Point, and San Giorgio Monastery, and if certain other conditions
were fulfilled: ‘“the minelaying operations .... must have been noticed
by the coast-guards’.

These passages mention ‘‘minelaying operations’’, and it is therefore
important to know what meaning the Experts attach to these words ;
in other words:

(1) Does the conclusion mean that the minelaying ships themselves
must have been observed by the coast-guards, or

(2) Do the words “minelaying operations’’ mean that the coast-
guards must have seen not only the ships and the manoeuvres which
they carried out, but also the actual minelaying, i.e., the launching of
the mines into the sea ?

II.—Does the view which is obtainable from Cape Denta enable
one to see certain parts of the Strait, or of Saranda Bay, which would
not be visible either from Cape Kiephali, or from Saranda, or again
from the tower of the old Monastery of San Giorgio ? In other words,
is it not possible to see, from these look-out posts, everything which
would be visible from Cape Denta ?

(b) By Judge Krylov.

1. Were the houses at Denta Point inhabited ? Why was the big
house not visited? Had these houses been recently built?

1 See pp. 160-161.
3 ., p. 161
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Please give a fuller description of the old house which was
visited (page 11! of the Report).

Were the infantry line and the machine-gun posts at Denta
Point of recent construction (page 10!, English text)?

What was the direction of the wind during the observations on
January 28th ? Mention is made of a slight breeze (page 11 %,
English text).

Had the house that was seen at Cape Kiephali been recently
constructed ? Had it been used as a look-out post ? (Page 133,
English text.)

On page 14* (English text) the Experts twice make use of the
term “normal’’ with reference to weather conditions. What
is the definition of ‘“normal’’ conditions ?

Why did the Experts think it necessary to submit observations
to the Court relating to the fixing of the positions of mines by
bearing and distance from Barchetta Rock (page 15°% English
text) ?

Why would the ships which laid the mines have had to pass
the Albanian coast #wice (page I4° English text)?

(c) By M. Ecler.

What reply can the Experts give to M. Cot’s objection to their
Report of January 8th, 1949 (Distr. 49/5), as regards the audibility
of the operation ? (Page 1111 of Distr. 435 fer)

L S

See p. 158.

» 159,
,» 160.
pp- 160 and 161.
p. 161.
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EXPERTS REPLIES, DATED FEBRUARY 12th, 1949,
TO QUESTIONS PUT BY THREE MEMBERS OF THE COURT.

THE NavaL EXPERTS

who were appointed by the Court’s Order of December 17th, 1948,
and who visited Sibenik and Saranda in pursuance of the Court’s
decision of January 17th, 1949, have the honour to reply as follows
to the questions which were put to them in the Registrar’s letter of
February 1oth, 1g49.

I. Questions put by Judge Krylov.
Ad 1.
(a) The houses at Denta Point.

The experts did not see any advantage in visiting the bigger of these
houses, or in asking if it was inhabited, or for what use it is intended.
In truth, the facts they had ascertained in regard to the existence of
the look-out post appeared to them sufficient for the purposes of their
enquiry. The only reason why they referred, incidentally, to this house
in their report was in order to confirm the fact that Denta Point is
not inaccessible.

(b) Date of construction.

By the term “old house’ (building situated at the look-out post)
the experts meant that it was certainly built earlier than 1g46. It
seemed to them unnecessary to seek for greater accuracy.

In regard to the bigger house, the experts thought it unnecessary
to estimate or to make enquiries in regard to the date of its construction,
for the reasons given above in paragraph (a). They are, however,
able to state that, as seen from the sea, it seemed to be of more recent
construction than the building situated at the look-out post.

{(c) Description of the “old house”.

The dimensions of the “old house” were approximately as follows :
Length: 10 m.; width: 2.50 m.; height: 2.50 m. It is used as a
stable. In front of the door, which is situated in the narrow face
of the house looking towards the South-West, there is a place used
for fires.

The experts considered it useless to spend time in examining the
“old house” in closer detail.

Ad 2.

The infantry trenches and the machine-gun posts at Denta Point
are in an excellent state, though that does not mean that they are
of recent construction. In truth, the same poor vegetation which
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one finds everywhere on this rocky coast grows also on the parapet
of the trench, made of the excavated soil.

Moreover, the experts were informed that these defence lines had
been constructed by the Italian troops.

Ad 3.

The very slight breeze was blowing from the N.-E.
Ad 4.

The experts saw no purpose in prolonging their investigations by
asking to go on shore at Cape Kiephali. The observations they had

made at Denta Point, together with the remarks given in their report
under No. I1 (f), seemed to them sufficient for the needs of their enquiry.

Ad 5.

According to the Mediterranean Pilot, Volume I1I, one can consider
the following weather conditions as being normal.

(a) Wind.

During summer, north-westerly winds are most prevalent, but in
winter those from the South-East. In settled summer weather, when
the barometer is high, and often in winter, land and sea breezes prevail.
The land wind is light and, near the Corfu Channel, it blows from
North to North-East. It begins to blow two or three hours after
sunset, and increases in force until after midnight, when it decreases,
falls calm at sunrise, freshens again as the sun gets higher, veering
some points eastward until about 9 a.m., after which it dies away and
is succeeded by the sea breeze.

(b) Clouds.
When land and sea breezes prevail, there is little cloud.

South-east wind may be accompanied by rainfall, and an overcast
sky may be expected, the average for October being 40 % covered
with clouds.

(c) Visthility.
Visibility is usually good in the Adriatic, except when the Bora

blows and causes rainfall. Exceptionally good visibility often occurs
on the Dalmatian coast.

Note.—The Bora is a local wind which can blow very strongly
from the North-East for about 15 or 20 hours, with
heavy squalls. thunder, lightning and rain at intervals.
It generally dispels any hovering clouds or fog, and
when it blows with great force the weather is very
clear.

(d) Conclusions.

The experts when mentioning ‘“‘normal’”’ weather conditions under
paragraph D of their conclusions on page 15! (English text) have

1 See p. 161.
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therefore in mind the following weather : clouds 3-4/1oth—visibility
good (20 miles)—no fog or rainfail—slight easterly breeze.

Ad 6.

From the position of the mines indicated in the United Kingdom
Memorial, Barchetta Rock is not sufficiently visible to be used for
taking fixes. Why, then, it may be asked, does the Memorial calculate
the positions of the mines with reference to that rock?

The experts thought they should seek an answer to that question.
They found it, and gave it in their report, in order to fgrestall any
question about it.

Ad 7.
As stated in the Experts’ Report of January 8th, 1949, under (8) (i),

there are four operational possibilities for laying mines in the Corfu
Strait. They are :

I. Approach from the North and leaving towards the North;
II. Approach from the North and leaving towards the South;
III. Approach from the South and leaving towards the South;
I1V. Approach from the South and leaving towards the North.

In order to carry out the operations mentioned under I and III
the ships would have had to pass the area of vigilance twice. If the
operations under II and IV were carried out, the ships would pass
the area of vigilance only once.

If the area of operations is approached from either North or South
and the ships carrying out the operations leave again either to the
North or South, they can adopt two methods of laying the mines:

{(a) from the North;
(6) from the South.

Operation I is discussed as regards method (a) and as regards method (b)
in the Experts’ Report of February 8th, 1949, A to D of Section II.
If operation III was carried out by method (2) or by method (b) the
conclusions contained in the Experts’ Report of February 8th would
have been as follows:

Conclusions A and B.—No change.

Conclusion C.—Provided that a look-out was kept at Cape Kiephali,
Denta Point and San Giorgio Monastery, and under normal weather
conditions for this area, and if the mines were laid from the North
towards the South

(i) the operation might not be seen by the look-out post at the
foot of San Giorgio Monastery ;

(ii) the operation would not be seen from Cape Kiephali;

(iii) the minelayers must have been noticed from Denta Point.

Conclusion D.—If minelaying was carried out from the South towards
the North, the minelayers would have to take a fix and plot this fix
south of a point at which the actual minelaying operation would start.
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As this fix was the reference point for this particular minelaying opera-
tion, it had to be in line with the row of mines and consequently
much closer to the San Giorgio Monastery than the position of the
most southerly mine, as indicated in Annex g of the United Kingdom
Memorial.

In this case:

(i) the ships must have been observed by look-out posts from San
Giorgio Monastery and from Denta Point ;
(ii) the operation would not be observed from Cape Kiephali.

It must be borne in mind that in this case the ships would have
passed the above-mentioned points twice, with the exception of Cape
Kiephali.

A comparison of operations I and 111 :

Operation I. Operation I11.
(a) Minelaying from the North : (a) Minelaying from the North:
1. Operation might not be seen I. Operation might not be seen
by the look-out at San Gior- by the look-out at San Gior-
gio Monastery. gio Monastery.
2. Minelayers would be seen 2. Operation would not be seen
from Cape Kiephali. from Cape Kiephali.
3. Minelayer must have been 3. Minelayer must have been
seen from Denta Point. seen from Denta Point.
(b) Minelaying from the South : (b) Minelaying from the South :
1. Minelayers would be seen by I. Minelayers must have been
the look-out at San Giorgio seen by the look-out at San
Monastery. Giorgio Monastery.
2. Minelayer must have been 2. Minelayer must. have been
seen from Denta Point. seen by the look-out from
Denta Point.
3. Minelayers would have been 3. Operation would not have
seen from Cape Kiephali. been seen from Cape Kie-
phali.

The difference between operation I and operation III is that when
a ship approached the area from the South, she would not be observed
by a look-out post situated at Cape Kiephali. In both cases, the
look-out posts at Denta Point must have seen the minelayers; in
other words, the minelayers could not have escaped the notice of the
look-out posts at Denta Point, and if the minelaying were started
from the South, it must in both cases have been seen from the San
Giorgio Monastery.
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II. Questions put by Judge Zoridi¢.

Ad 1.

By the term ‘“the operation’’ in conclusion C (i) the experts meant
the whole of the minelaying operation (i.e., both the manoeuvres of
the ships and the actual launching of the mines).

By employing the term “minelayers’’ in paragraphs C (i) and C (iii),
the experts intended to indicate that the ships which were used for
the minelaying operation would in case C (ii), or must in case C (iii)
have drawn the attention of the look-out posts.

Ad 2.

From Cape Kiephali the view extends over the whole of the Strait,
but not over Saranda Bay. From Saranda the view extends over the
bay, but not over the whole of the Strait. From the San Giorgioc
Monastery the view extends over the whole of the Strait and over the
greater part of the bay.

But Denta Point, which projects further than the other promon-
tories, commands both the whole of the Strait and the whole of the
bay. The investigation has confirmed the conclusion which was
derived from a study of the map : this spot is very suitable for a look-
out post.

III. Question put by Judge Eler.

In their Report of January 8th, 1949, the experts concluded that,
having regard to the insufficiency of the information available as to
the conditions under which the mines were laid, it was not possible
to give a precise opinion concerning the possibility of hearing the
minelaying operations.

After their visit to Saranda, the experts added nothing further on
this subject. They confirm that they have nothing to add. The
conclusions which they have drawn in regard to the possibility of
seeing the operation appear to them to deprive the question whether
the operation could be heard of any further importance.

In these circumstances, they think it unnecessary to reply to the
objections on this subject that have been made in regard to their
report of January 8th, 1949 ; at the same time, they do not for a moment
admit that these objections are justified.

Done in English, in one copy, at the Peace Palace, The Hague, this
twelfth day of February, one thousand nine hundred and forty-nine.

(Signed) AND. FORSHELL.
(Stgned) S. ELFFERICH.
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