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Closing Brief on AUSCHTITZ

1, Preliminary remarks,

In its efforts to incriminate the deféndants particulerly
with regard to the use of inmates of Auschwitz concentration camp
for YRUFP's production, the prosecutibn goes on ‘the assumption that
KRUPP availed itself of the possibility of using concentration camp
inmates in its production process when there was no urgent necessity
for such a course,
n this connection it overlocks completely on the one hend the
pressure exerted by the State for the fulfilment of certein production
programs and on %the other hand the direction of labor ntilization
which was necessitated by these programs also administered by State
agencies, I refer to the specific explanations of these questions in
connection with the general defense and should like to supplemeht them
with the following,

The examination of the witness SCHIEIER who, &ccording to his
own statements of 27 hay 1948, as the Chief of the Armements Delivery
Office in the Reich Ministry SPEER, from spring 1942 %o Cctober 1944

"personally urged very strongly that concentration cemp
inmates be employed by the industrialistst

and who

Awm o

"recommended the utilization of concentration camp

inmetes at least in the branch of indusiry for which

he was responsible!
(German page 10255, Fnglish 9987) and vho, on the strength of his
position, is the person best authorized to make a statement on this
guestion, - this examinasion has proved that there was not only an
interest in

Matilizing concentration camp inmates in the econonic
system uvpon the recommendation of the Armaments Ministry"

o
(Germen page 10256, English 9988), but that the Armaments Ministry
itself ordered the utilization of concentration camp inmates (Germen

page 10363, English 9993),

—l e
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Closing Zrisf on AUSCHVITZ

The examination also proved that an explicit Fuehrer directive had
been issued pertaining to the regulation of the uéiliéation of
concentration camp inmaétes in the armaments industry as early as the
spring of 1942 (SCHIEDER examination, Germen page 10263, English
9984), and %hat no branch of the industry could oppose the orders of
the Armements Ministry insofar as the vtilization of concentration
camp inmates was concerned (German page 10254, English 9985), The
prosecution itself fully confirmed - certainly unintentionally .. the
statements of SCHIEEER by submitting exhibit No, 1575, NC 2468
rebuttal book 3, page 23, and thus itself proved that the utilization
of concentration camp inmates was & measure ordered by the State,
That document contains a record of a conference in the office of
Henptdienstleiter SAUR of Reich Ministry SPEER on 16 lerch 1943,
which conference was attendcd, in addition to SAUR end SCHIERER,
only by officials of the Ministry and officers of the Wehrmacht and
S5, but by no representatives of the industry, It was stated
explicitly that:

"In accordance with & discussion in the Fuehrer Head.

quarters, concentration camps are %o be utilized %o

a higher degree for armement production',

The subsequeht contents of that document furither prove that
among the concentration cemps which could be conmsidered for the
utilization of immates the auschwitz camp is also mentioned, This
proves in principke that the fact of the utilization of inmates had
to be recognized as such by the industry, that tﬂe question of the
"how" and "where" had also been determined exactly and at the most the
guestion of "who! wag still to be decided, This is o be remembered
when KRUPP's connection with the Auschwitz concentration camp is

dealt with below,
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Closing Brief on AUSCIVITZ

II, The production project of automatic flak.

e e St e o e e ot S s S i A T oy 008y Gt ke et e et e

Ag far as can be seen from its hardly substantiated evidence,
the prosecuiion obviously gcus on the assumption that in the summer
of 1942 the firm IRUPP is said to have shown a very oubspoken
capitalistic interest in obtaining permission for the serial
production of a 3,7 cm. avtomatic flak gun which had been developed
.by ¥2UPP, or at least parts thereof, in a workshop inside the Auschwitz
concentration cemp, In this respect it is, however, in the uanfortunate
position of being able to submit asg its earliest document merely a
letter in which Director TIX the chairman of the Heuptausschuss Weffen
attached to the Reich Minister for Arms and Ammunition on 23 July 1942
orders the firm XRUPP fo report to him the requirements for tools.
and machines for the production of 3,7 cm, replacement parts in the
Auschwitz concentration camp (exh,1177, NIK 8171, Book 42, German pagé
55, English 23)., It is incomprehensible how the prosecution considers
itself in a position to derive the conclusion.- particularly from this
document - that XRUPP was originally responsible for the transfer of
this pfoduction. It is not even able to prove this, because the documents
submitted by the defense prove»that the initiative of charging TRUFP
with the production of the said gun part in Auschwitz clea:ly‘came
from the competent offices of the German "“affenemt" (Ordinance Office),
This militery authority knew that XRUPP had for & number of years been

engaged in the

B
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Closing Brief on AUSCS"ITZ

development of antomatic fiak weapons (2397, liune,No,21, Book 3,
page 1 and exhy 2398, iue.No, 22, bookkz, page 3), The fact that
XRUPP itself was considering the plan for a production workshop for
autematic weapons during the firat war years, which plan it late
abandoned, is proved by another document (Exh, 3799, Mae,No, 23,
book 3, page 5), As early as the dey after Director TIX sent his
above-meationed letter to KRUPP (24 July 1942), the Yeffenamt officers
rpiesponsible for the production of automasic weapons urged a representative
of KRUFP that .

"the metter should be taken up immediately!
(Bxh,2400, ne.No,24, book 3, pége 6}, and only onc week later the
esponsible officers of the Yaffenamt and the $S in the presence of

A}

several ¥RUPP representatives decided on behalf of the'waffenamt
"finally in favor of Auvgchwit g, .
It is interesting in tais,conneotion thet the selection of Auschwitz

&s the location of a production plent was justified, not by consider.

ations concerning the possibili ity of the utilization of conceﬁ*r“*i on

canp inmates, which matter only -the Ministry, toge*her with the Yehr..
'mwcht, would have been authorized to decide, but merely by considerations
of a military nature and with respect to technical problems of
transportation, (Zxh.240L, Mue,¥o, 25, Book 3, page 8).

The defense evidence, ac;ording-to-which.ﬁhe:decision in favor
of lAuschwi tz was completely outside ¥RUPP's sphere of,influence’ is
very obviously confirmed by:a document which again was submitted by the
prosecution itself (Exh,1514, NIX 15392, Rebuttel Zook 2b, page 80),

This concerns 2 lstter from 3
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5

PO, Chief of the Bconomic iain Office, o HTITLIR personally, dated
16 December 1942, in which'herinforms him of a conference on the
precedLng day between SPEER, SCHIEEER, SAUR, himself and other

repreosentatives of the -inistry end the $S, and in whieh iﬁ connection
‘with coﬂcentrationrcamps, he mentions, emong the

"greatest armament tagks!,

also the 3.7, cm. flak production in Auschwitz, This proveé cléarly
that the wrmaments Ministry Planned and issued orders in collaboration
with the leading SS offices and that industry simply had to carry out
the orders, If this fact needed further confirmation, it could sasily
be found in SCETEBER's examination before the Tr:bunaT‘on 27 ey 1948,
in the course of which he replied w1tn-ahf1at "no %o the direc%

question of the prosecutor (German page 10275, English 10007):

"The enterprise in question was started by FRUPP,
was 1% noti®

To complete the trio of originators of authormtatzve force, the former
represent ive of the A“my Ordinance Cffice, JEVﬂRS confirmed . in
his croésﬁexammnat¢on-of 4 June 1948 (Germen page 115¢3 English 11263)
by the nrosecutlon before the comnlss1on the statements in hlS affidavit
(Exh,2397, Mue,No.21, book 3, page 1) Ly replying to the question:

Qe "You were feai ar, were you not, “itne ss;.
with the desire of he JRUPP firm to obtein a

contract or order from the Army for the manufacture
of spare perts for automatic weapons?!

.
1
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o8 follows:

thet I cen meke stetoments ::n this wholc subjoet
antt thet arsonel ; Lon thet
pp firm novor hod exn 1 on order,
he contrery, I wes 2lweys obli~ad to o o tho
Krupn Lirm mysolf to5 ot thom to cecept cn ordar,

If the Noerd of Diroctors of the Krupp firm finclly scw itsolf
forcad, in viow of tho pressure clocrly proved ehove 0 heve boon
cxortod, toawhorize cradits for the esteblishment of $ho vroduction
workshop £t suschwitz (Exh,1178, NI 2868, document hook <2, Gomcn poro
57, Tn~lish 25) ~ this should not be intorproted in ¢ ny wey as incerimi-
neting, but morely cs ::;,L.m}:xf;yl“‘ the losiccl consecusnce of the axistin
stete of force. Yut criminel conssguences could not possibly hoe construed

in this cose, if only Por the rorson thet tho prosecution itself cennot
b4 A

20t Dro.yess bteyond the ste e of

pleanins, not even dreperotory mossuwres ware taken rad nod one sinile

c-!'

inmete of tho concentretion cemp Luschwitz was ubilizod for it ot the time.

AT A B o e S S e e s ETE S S M G S G S e e e (O Pt T e R ama ot 2 e At e e e o e o
\ .
1+ The eveocuation plan.

The prosccution sess o now dmpetus to Xrupp's ellared atiompts

Iy .

to exploit the labor in the Luschwitz concontretion ceomp undar eli

firm in the fact that~

[N

circumstences by the crpilelist intercsts of the

oy
1.

cecordins to the prosscutisn's Jeseription ~ influontiel representetives

:

of the firm's dircctoret> posolved in the conferonce of 8 Iifreh 1943



Glosing Trief on LUSCH™ITA

to trensfor . to Luschwitz the fuse wopkshop, which he d hoon bombod out
&.fow.devs Foforc. In this connsation it rofors 4o the cxcerpts fyom ¢
regcrd Of § conforence &t Isson on tho seld dete (Fxh.11GL, NIK 11571,

~ook 42, Gormen peoe 70, By lish %6), in whieh 1t is stoted tha

[

tho production of & '5 cm £1sk spore poris is epperan tly
- no lonroyr necessery ond thet o factory hall oi‘ 14, 000 8gem.,
without crancs, v-ull soon be eveileble,®

This hell wes to ho #plenned rs o substitute for the bombed~out
fuse workshoy in Sgson,

The prosccution stetes thet sincs, in its o*umon, no €ocuia nbery

proof could be found with rospoect to nes otlations mtn e "ehrmecnt or

ministorisl offices which hed proviously dselt with this topic,. & clear

initietive on thoe part of Xrupp wes thus ostetlishoeds In this rospect it
b

overlooks complotely the factuel connections which led to thls rosolubion,

f
s

>

45 the cefense proved by document Txhibit 2404, MucodXNC.28, hook 3, pege

}....I
o1
-
ot
=
(6]
Lo
©
=
I
w
I

= very strons intercst to begin with by the diadividuel
“ehrmecht f-*-anc'ies to meintein the fuse profuction &t thé Krupp works,

In thet document the frmy Ordinsnce Office dalends, aftor en ohwviously

"

not perticulerly offcctive corial sttack on the Krupp works, which
atteck, however, hed *Gsul cd in & bomporery stoppsse of work, <8 cerly

s J.L:.-'Lk.ry 19431

"pPlease meke the sreatest efforts to secure under ell clrcumste aces
t he main*’benencﬂ‘ of *')ror?uction of the 7. 23 Fr, which hes precedenco
before ¢ll other fuscs. "All efforts must be mede in ordsr to mei:
the pmc‘nuom on —oel of "100,000 LaZe 23. monthly.
Plzase koep us informed on thoe stops teken by youe.




Closing Brief on /USCH™ITZ

Fran this follows cleesly the greet interost of the ehmuceht in the

meinteonance of fuse production, Krupp, of course, wes well sware of

ok

bis interest, end it is pleusible thet the firm, under tho then cxisting

condltions of cuthoritrtive foroe, hed to cndesvor to teke this interest

5

fote

nto cccount,
This is £11 +$he more true in view of the fact that owven on & Herch.
1943, thet is, three deys eftor the final -destruction of the fuse

workshop, & vory urs ent teletype wes sent t¢ XKrupp by the competont
office of the .rmy Ordncnce O0ffice, upon Krupp's report on the loss of
production (KOWTTGW cxeminetion on 11 Juho 1848, Gemen pooe 12552,
Inclish 12219) “y wey of Frupp's Terlin breneh, in which Lobtter exact
informetion with respect to thc demcro is reguested end whicl also
canouncas the visit‘bf repreécntativos of the "Chroceht for tho purposa
of exect exeminetion (Exh. 2504, Muc.No,30, Dook 3, pere 18).
Furthermore, witness KOZTTGM testified cloerly (Geman pere
12543~44, Baslish 2211) to the offeet thet Krupp recocived another lettor
on & Merch from the specicl committee of thoe Speer Ministry which wes
responsible for the production of sutometic n«~poqs, which lotier steted

thet the ori~inally pleanned broCuction of spore peris Tor the cutomatic

flak needed no lonrer to b pursued by Krupp, &n incident for which the
only possible oxplenetion of the term used by the prosccution (ZTxhihit

1181, NIX 11571, hook 42, Garmen pase 72, Bnrlish %6), applios:
“the production of 3.7 cm. spars perts is appafegt v 1o lonor
necessery”,
Is it surprisin- undor the circumstcnces, thet the Krupp directorste,

in view of the coincicdonce of those events in one dey,
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which wes £lso the dy on which thoy passed the rosplution with rospeet
to thz msesures to re fTrkon due to bhomb domase, ond in view of the

g

persi t ant pressure of the Stete ond the .m.l.thcI‘V towepds thg objective

of thelr fulfillin~ $holr produetion guotes, necosserily pook iato

considerction es en eltornctive solution the vecated hell in Zluschwitaz?

[

It must he borne in mind in this connectiom tr % this congideration,
of coursc, ald not constitute & resolu"cion, tut ¢t the most a suroestion
to the State end “ehrmacht officoes interested in this ma?tor;

slso document Txhibit 1576, NI 3705, Rebuttel Book 3, nogoe 30,
submitted in evidence by the prosecution in the rebhuttel, docs not
constitute & refutetion. It offers nothing new. It only cxpleins

N

erch ot Krupp end a Krupp cmplovee

the prelinmine y ‘otiations of B Y
is order>d

to subnit the project to the Office?,
which r-zin confirms clearly thet it was not up to Krupp, but thet it
must heve becn up t¢ ®the Office" to meke a decision, The document

Axhibit 11823, NIK 4722, book 42, Gemen peie 73, Zn lish pase 37, sub=-
mitted in ovidence to the Tribunasl, proves thet the Krupp employeces
ROZTTGEN ond HOTLKIEISK/MP perticipeted on 12 ligrch 1943 in a conforoence

in Torlin with officers of the Weffenemt end the SS es well as the

]-J

director of “pecicl Committee M 3, Director MIZL/N, who wes rospon
for fuse production, ¢t which conference the fingl decision for the
rensfer of Krupp's fuse production to suschwitz wes mede. The wording

of = notc of & "Chrmacht representative with rospeet to this confaorence

proves clearly thet the “ehrmecht wes the rosponsible suthority.



Closing Drief on LUSCHTITZ

'

The memorendum conteins $he note of cuth orii‘,y ghe rectgristic of "Chrnecht
ocfficess:

it 1g estehlished +o00 , firgi tho cepec
iUschiwitz is to be re gstored", WRcumple i
for', *“machings cre conv rtec‘;", Torder p rte

coul pment will follow®", Vleedin~ personnc
provided by Krupp,.

"5

This is not contradicted by the phrese in the Pirst pert of +hoe memors qdwn’

#hor for\, the Xruwp firm intonds to robuild in ;JJ.SCJWT.'L b7
the fuse workshop £t Essen which wes destroyed on 5 licrch
by I\orn’ws"

Tho stctements of witness KOETTATN in conncction with a
€eteiled direct examinotion cnd cross-oxamine tion with perticud
“roferenee to-this point on 11 June 1948 (Germen pere 12558, Inslish

pere 12224~5) prove thet Xrupp's represeatetives at the most made a.

w

Y

corrasspondins roforence with rospect to the production possibility

oxisting in JUschwitz, but thet thoy wore o’cher*rase rather passive

perticipents in thet confaorenco.

Prosccutor:.
Q¢ Dida' you know thet & decislon hed alreedy be cde to stert work
in wuschwitz? eron't you rdvised of it? '

Ay The deciglon hrd not beon mede. The docision wes loft with the
irmy Ordnence Office, cnd thet decision wrs meds on the 12th  of
Merch, in Porlin with the epprovel of ‘SS end Specisl Committec M~5,
Krupp hed no decision in this ma’su CT «:

Qe How &0 you know the decision had not yot been mede to move to
Luschwitz? '

Ae I noticed thet durins the meeting, beccuse during the meeting the

Cecision wns made., It wes very -obvious that the decision wes made

then, end it wes cquelly obvious thet the docision hed not heen

nede efore thetl” ’

1
‘..I'
(@)
b
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And German page 12562, English page 12.2353

Q: Before the meehing you had already decided to transfer
" fhe fuse production to Auschwiiz, hadn't you?

At No, I have not decided on this, I couldn'y do it. I
had no pewer of isguing directvives,

Q3 Yes, agreed, bubt nevertheless; KBUPP had decided before
the meebing to transfer the fuse producticn to Auschwitz
if they could secre the necessary permission, hadn't
they? ~ .

Ay KRUPP did not decide. That is what I already have told
you, The decision concernimg thrt transfer could only
be made by the Army Ordnance Office in agreement
with the special committee and in thig casge the SS
had %o give.their approval too, since the SS was the
owner of the shop in gquestion,

Qs Yes, bub uriess you intended to transfer to Auschwitz
there would be no point in adking the SS there, would
there?

A3 I didn't invite the SS. That was done by Herr von WEDIL.Y

The fact ’chat before the conference Auschwitz had not been do—
finitely decided upon as the location of the production plant
may;be seen from the further exemimation of KOETIGEN (German page
12592, English 12256}, according to which other places, including

Kettwig, near Hsgsen, werc under consideration,

By means of a vain effort to prove KRUPP responsible for the
éﬁﬁf’iﬁﬁl the prosecution attempted ‘to find support for its efforts
in mere externalizations, Thus it wanted to intéxpret inter "
alia the fact that the negetiations took place in the XRUPP building
in Berlin as essential proof of the existence of KRUPP's :f.nivtiatiVG,
A1go this fact has been clarified by KQETTGEN‘S testimeny (Gorman
page 12562, Inglish 1223 and Germen 12590, Znglish 12254/55) to the
offect that this wes an incident which was completely normal

and which corrvespended to the conditions at the time,
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KOETICIN al® confirms thab not Krugp but the Army Ordnance Office
called this conference {German page 12561, Inglish 12227), KOEPIGAT
‘replied to the guestion |
| "Whe issued thge invitations to this \co’nference?"

precigelys ,
| | "Lt, Col. ven WL’DIL,,"
Furthermore the mere fact that the minutes of the moeting were
compiled by a representative‘ of the Or‘dnrxr-.c;e Office indidates
that it was the Ordxance Office which called the conference

{Germen page 1259 0/91, inglish £255),

The fact that also the SS was inlevested in the production
can be concluddd from prosccution exhibis 1K48, NI 11567, Rebuttal

Book 3, page 31, in cornection with the testimony of witness REIFF

i

of 10 June 1948 which testimony refers tc that exh-’ibi‘b,' (German page
12431, English 12105/6). The previous correspondence comnected

with the said document refers &8s fdlows Vo g letter of Slvbsgrmge D in
charge of concentration camps of 13 March’l9‘4.3:

"Your letter D II/l l;ll-/E Ma,,’Hag, dated 11 March 19h3*
To this questions

Q¢ "Wow, then, can you answer ny question. What does
this note at the top: "Reference your letter D II/1/
14/2 ete., dated 11 March 1943, now, what does that
mean? ! "

Witness REIFF replieds : .

At "I recall that at that time ‘the SS repeatedly pressed

‘us on why we had not teken up production in Auschwitz,.
“and apparently the preceding letter from the $S which
is here being answered refers to this pressing inguiry
as %o why the production wns not in operation., We arc
stating in this letter that on orders from the Ordnancs
Office we are manuwfacturing fuses there."
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Qu.: *hese negotiations with the SS, how long do you estimate
or reucmber that they antedated this lotter?
4vs sbout the middle of autumn 1942,

WU s Tere those correspondences in writing or were they purely
orally?

Av: Both in writing and crally.!

This means that the S8 during the time previous to the conference
of 12 March 1943 had asked KRUIT repeatediy to utilize the hall in
duschwitz, so that KRUPD!'s purpose on 16 March 1943 mentioned in the

above~quoted nrosecution document rust have had the murpose of, so
& & 2 3

to speak, pacifying the SS by referring to the confercnce of 12 Harch.,

24) ¥Forther development of the project,

The cvents now following do not matter so much, in +view of the
fact that they occurred after the fUndaﬁcntal decision by the
intcrested offices of the Uchrmacht and ~dnistries had been made,

The fact is interesting that as carly as the 19 liarch 1943 the
Suprene -Command of the Arey gave speclal priority to the fuse
procuction which was about to be comaenced (Exhibis 2306, ue.bNol.32,
book 3, page 21), whereby KQUTP was forced to'aocele?ato the
preparations for the nanufacturc. nly one day before the sane office
had placed an order for the production of 100,000 4Z 1 (Exhibit
1153, NIK 10668, German page 75, English 39),

In connection with the diseussion of the further events concerning
iuschwitz, the prosceution attenpted in vain to charge the KRUFD
firm with responsibility for the deportation of 500 Jews from a

fuse factory in Jerlin to Auschity concentration canp.
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Even the very contents of the docurdént exhibit 118L, NIK 6565, book
L2, German page 79, Baglish pagé 112, which was subnitted for this
purposey. proves that this attempt must have failed, According to

.a note by the Terlin representative of KRUD: pertaining to a
conference on 16 Harch 1943 with an officer of the SS Nain Eeonomic

H

and Administrative Office, the%bfficer gave him

#The lists ffom Director UI@L&N'of“Special\Committee 13,

of Jews employed by the firnm irone-rresswerk-Graetz (approx.

500 workers), who were to ﬁe transferred to~AuschWitZ'for\

utilization in the,plannedffuse productiont.

As is evidént fron the furtﬁer contents .of the lettér,gthe Jews

had been
\ '~"removed from Berlin approximately two weeks ago and, according
to the SS, are now mostly in the Auschwity concentration
camp’,

Cn the basis of the contents of this note alone, it is ecertain
that the Jewslwere sent from Derlin to Auschwitz around the 2 larch
1943, that is, at a time when KRUPF's fuse plant at.Esseng which
was not bombed out until § Earéh; was still operating fully, and
therefore nobody could have thought of the ﬁtilization’of‘the Jews
for production purposes, Furthermore, the witnesses HOELKESKAMP
on 17 Fébruafy 1948 (transcript German-page 128, English-AZO?,
German 4295, English 11217/18 and German 4i30L, English h22h/25)
and KCETTGEN on 11 June 1948 (German pages 1256h/65, English
12232/33) both stated that the existence of 500 Jews was not
mentioned until the conference of'i?’March 1943 and that it was
mentioned'by Director WIELAN, the owmer of~Kfone~Presswerk—Graetz,
and also. the chairman of the Special Committee responsible for
‘iuse.production; Prior to that hobody at KRUP?‘S couid have known

anything about. the existence of these Jews, so that the

| S -
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implicat on of the prosecutlon that that fact played any part in
the discussion of the poss1bm11t1es in Auschwvﬁﬁ, must be regarded

&s completely fiectitious,

The.prosécution furtherméyeifeels-COmpelléé td incriminate the
KRUPP firm on the basis of th% exlstence of two drafts of contracts
which, among other things, dea’ with the employment of inmatess

(Bxh, 1191, WIK 4724, boak 42, Germen p, 110, English 82 an
Exh, 1192, WIK 4719, boobt 42, Germen p, 114, English 86).

Disregarding completely that act that the contract contained in the
first exhibit is a suggestlon,by the 85 and thus cannot be used against
XRUPP, KRUPP's counter. proposql in the second document is only the
result of an endeavor absolutélycﬁgﬁomary in normal relationsg between
business partners to record their mutual-inieresﬁs\in the form of a
contract, Purthermore, baragraph 1 of the contract states expllcltly
that the establishment of the fuse plant

"takes place by order of:ﬁhe CKWH,
ParagrephlIh states vhat the working hours of the workers provided by
the S§S |

"are regulated by the lawn,
and in paragrgbhl? a reward system is suggested, efé.y»in other?vords,
-éll these are 6nly regulations which do not indicate anything
incriminating.

Furthermore the examination of REIFF on 8 June l948-pro§ed that
this was only a draft of a contract which, in addition to that, was
notgiven much importance by ¥RUPR, This is proved by the fact that not
even ‘the director of Division KM,;normally responsible for such
contracts, took part in this case, and did not even indicate that he

had received information about it, (German page 12243,f44, English 11931),
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Closing Brief on AUSCHWITZ

‘Furthermore, the prosecution aﬁtem@ted %0 prove by submittingf

document exh,1579, WIK 1C672,:re%u%tal book &, ‘pege 4%, with

‘referente to the therein conﬁa;ned Section b thet XRUPP was greatly

ﬁnteresued in the expansion of 1ts production, pos31b111u1es. It
completely overlooked the fact that this letter was not sent;by'KRUPP

to the Army Crdnancers Cfflce e unﬁil»iugust; 1943; that is several .

months after the commencement of the evacuation, and that this letter

merely requests a retroactive issuance of a regular evacuation order

which was necessary

" Lo deal with the bookkeeplng formalities ,
‘which arose in the course of this matterh,

(REIFF examination, 10 June 1948, page 12434), It furthermore.
disregarded the fact'@hat, as the defense hadlthe oppertuniﬁy,'

to prove in the course of its presentation of evidence, KRUPP was,
so to speak, forced by the SS %o expand its plant by eonstructing a

second hall in Auschwitz but that it bluntly refused to do so

(Fxh, 2407, Maee33, bock 3, page 23 ££); this is an incident vhich also

was conflrmed fully by witness REIFF on 10 June 1948. (Germen page 12432,
English.lZiOG). Finally the prosecut;on:hOpes %0 prove with & letter
from the Chief of the ¥RUPP firm to the representative of the Army-
Ordnance Office responsible for fuse production dated 7 September 1943,
to the efpeut that KRUFP had done everybhing. and had always attempteﬁ
to fu1¢1l,1ts~product10n quotas completely'\Exh. 1205, NI 2965, book
42, Germen page 183, English 149); This is contradicted'by.the’factithat
especially in the case of Ausehwitz the defense was able, by submitting

the -appropriate documents,
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Closing Brief on.  UXIVITS

Txhs- 2408,. 1lue,No.. 34, book 3,. pere 28,
" 2409, Mue.No.. 35,. hook 5, pere 30,
: _ T 2410, Mue,lfo..36, book 3, prge 32
to femonstreie particularl,v-c‘lee he tremendous pressurs exertoed by

the minist rlu. cffices in covmpc%lon wi th tne commenc enent of production.

Lt th

1¢ seme time It is proved that’ the tone oi‘ th° ehovennge 1'blOD.uC. letter

wes roelly (Gletetod by the evants descrihed erove.

3. The Utilizeation of Concentrétion Canp Inprtoes.

In this <connection the pré;secﬁi:ion sutnitted es ilcrlml neting
Gocuments stetisticel r cords, wege 'wc-cOuxlﬁs,_ ‘étc. of the OJ.fl a-of
Ixrupn's fuse 'v\rorkshu“ without provins hereby more thon thet o certeain
number of concentretion ceamp inmctes were u-'i:ilizcd.in the. fuse: &arorkShép,
and this- fact hes not-been denied, In this .9011.néctipn docuhent oxhib it
No.. 1195, NI 2788, Comen peze 132, Znslish pese 104 ise iiﬁ:e rosting:
vbecause’ it proveé thet es lote as ;Tuly 1943, tiet is, ”vwrz months.
after 1t hed beon resolved to .commence fuss producti on, approximetely
200 inmctes were utilized who, “uring the per-iodg'? - 50 Juine 1943,
performed 1916 work deys. Zven if on essumes thet in ti sub'secent

ariod ‘the knumher of inwetes increesed somewm ty. the. fect ramains tnei
‘in-the last respect only e féw hund}ed were. working for:Xrupp.

As fer s the specific qﬁestion 0f the trestment of the concantrotion
ceamp inmatves is concerzzec’;; the examinz‘.tioh-of the b’rosecuti.on witnesses
LUTAT end ORTLLA\T“\T on 16 end 17 ¥ e‘wucry end 23 Februery 1948 has si;own

thaet the members of the Xrupp firm,



. _ Elos ine T‘:ci ef ‘on L USCI™ITZ

insofer s %hoy cemo into contect with ‘the inmet @8y ¢lweys endoevored to
cese their herd lot to the nost of their orility, encd thet they were not

uilty of ¢ 1y oxcoesses towards tu’er@, In this respect it nust be remom-

‘hered thet I:Zru,pg"s- Personnsl dic ngot h{:eve'the ri~ht of dircet Supor~
visi on ovar concen"tra"ci on cgmp iummetos, not ceven Gurins working ilours;..
Tois ri~ht, on the contrery, wa*s exercisad by the so~called Kepos
{exemine tion TUTLT on 17 l“n’*:wer 1948, Gomen 4188/89, Enzlish pece
4122 2nd oxemine tion ORTRLANN on 25 F‘ebruéry 1948 Gomen pege 4 .7 58,
Znglish pege 4667}, Foth witnosses stete thet cll EKrupp's workers. eng
uﬂDlOVOGS ondeevored o supply <the mm:tes with food anc tobeceo -(I;UTL-’.LT,
Gormen pese £187/86, “nclish pero 4121, ORTMANW, Gomen nepe 475%/5¢,

Enrlish pa~e 4662), Furthﬁrmore, the two witnesses testify thet cssos of

ot

li-treetment heraly ever 'oecurvred in I’Zrupp'g plent, sspeciolly not of such
& severe ncturs os thosc. committed by the S5 or the Keposs Titness LUr.m,

5 \rever, meations one individusl cose (Gemmen. bege 4183, @aglish nepe

4121), hut he ‘states thet ho himssle disepproved o r‘ ctly of the behaviof
of the S35 men &nd oit empted. to stop lnm £g8 fer es he could do “so without
éxposinxz himself to danzt-e'r, . .Lt'nus OTRLLAN renem? & further ceasc :m.
which cn inmete weg * ceten hy en 33 men for smokln( (Germen Pege £757,
Anelish poze « 1665),. hut he & edds- oxplic ‘bly thatvthis-too wes cn ind:ivi-

’

duzl cese., The wl'bm,ss mentioned 400 as the meximum nwiher of inmetes

utilized. In conmncetion with «ll this it must be rememberad thet. +he per-
sonnel of the Krupp firm, s zlree ay mentioned, hed no. QOSSl""ll‘ty
whetsoever to exert an influence on the trostment of concentreati on c"mp
of issuing

inmetes; its set tivity coasisted /y wey o,f- the mpos ‘instructions to the.

inmmtes with respect to the work to e performed.

¢
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Closing Brief on Auschiitz

In the course of the e:caniinatioﬁ of the two mertioned witnesses it was
established clearlv that the inmotes were encaged almost -e:cclu_sively on
assembly work, since the productiorf rnev_jé% really started durin~ the time
vhen XRUPP was in Auschwitz {(Germed pae L9k, English 4326, German 5753,
English 4661). The machines merely’ ‘had one triel run, duringe \:;Jiuiéilﬁ. time
- . .
altogether 50 -fuses iicre produced, ‘a "ridiculous numberi (Lutat, Germen

nafe b196, Enrlish L12C). The fest;j,mdny of both witnesses also states clearls

cr

het the work was not. perticularly difficult or strenuous. furthermore, they

woy as the

state that KRUPP's »ersonnel ‘oerfqmed the same work in the same

nmetes (Lutat Germen pa;;g 194, ];En” lish.412L, and Germen pase 4193,
Fnelish 4125, Ortmam 4753, Enclish 4662). |
Since one may derive from the preéentation of evidence by the prose-
cution the indirect accusation that XRUFP's personnel stationed in Auschwitz
efinitely must have gjained knowledge of the events in oormect...on with t
mass extermination of Jews, so that one could assume thot also the important
offices of the fim \..o.;_.m.strat;on in Fssen shozld.. have been informed of
those circumstances, I should u{g?aeu_._ Wl“ufl this here, in-Spite of the
fact that it is obvious that thesc assertions cannot be nroved. ’i‘he Wit
ness LUTAT mentions a previous incident in which an inmete is said to have
referred to & smoking chimney, saying thet tho”e was a .c"r'ema,tor‘iwn there in
which the bodies of inmates were burned (Germen 4184L/85, n~lish 4117). The
ritness ORTLANN states 1 ot omaéionally the KRUPP versonnel snoke among

themselves in a careful menncr cbout. the rumors circulating with respect

4

Naray ¢ E .
. . " ~ A . g de L T T
to the burning of dead concentration Jﬁimnr-.’oes in the crematoriwm (ORTIANN,

Zermen page 4760, Inglish 4668/69), _ : .
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Closing Brief on Auschiritz
gein both witnesses state thet they did not speck of these cvents until .
after they returned to IUsson andthen only in the innemiost circle of their

foemilies, and after the wer or after KRUFP left Auschwitz. {(Lutet Gemaon

-

pase 4186/87, i4.120/21 , CRIUANN Germen page 4760/61, En:lish 4669/70),

The witness ORTHANI States clearly that during the time vhon \1‘10 worked in
Auschwitz he had not been able to belicve the rumors about the. exter-
mination d;oex“ations. e seid that he did not pass on these rumors, i1f for
no other resson than that he would have foared for himsclf had this boen‘ the

asc, If we have thus csteblished that not even XRUPP!s otn )Vrsonne had-

«

Q

a

scerious suspiclons with respect to the actuel cvents in Auschwitz, if cir-

culating rumors could only he discussed in the utmost privecT and were

-,

furthermore discarded as unbelleveble, how could one assumc soriousl thet

those atrocities actually committed there had come to the ears of the

firm's administration?

IV, Final emarks,

The- Auschwitz problem vras concluded as far os KRUPP wos conccimed in

o
L

September 1943 when the f£irm Union took over Ghe fuse orocuction,

fF

utilizing o lerge nroportion of XRUPP!'s ccuipment there (Exhib it 2411, e,
Iic.37, book 3, pase 34), In ‘-other' vords, it had ended almost beforce it
rceally star’oed. It is 1-ocossé,ry to teke this fact ebove all into account

= R end it welrzhs particulerl; heavily with resvect to the assortion of the

wrosccution
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4

thet KRUPP hed dealt with the project only in order tc scbtisfs its

o

cconomic intercsts, If this mc:lljr had been so, it would anmpcar cbsolutely
incomprohensible vy, in the concluding negotiation witi: resscct to the
Luschiiitz problem, in o confercnce of the Heountausschuss _unition in the
middle of September 1943 , RLUFP's reprosentatives made no cffort whatsoover
to retei the procuction workshon for the firw, which ther could casily
hove done (Exhibit 2412, .ue, No.33, book 3, parc 36).

.

Thus it is clecarls cstablished thet in the Auschwitz case

1.) the Krupo fim onl;” bowed to the force of circumstences vhen it

decided to teke over nroduction there,

2,) it took purely prenarctory measures for that production,

g

there is no gucstion of ill~trestment by the srupp fim: of concen—

LEN]
»

trebion comp drmctes whio hed been utilized as o result of Stojeg
pressure,
4e) XRUPP itsclf liod no »ossibilits of exertin~ aryinflucncc on the

trectment of imnatoes,

3



CERTIFICATE OF TRANSTATION

1 July 1948

We, Peter V. POHLIZ, Civ,No, D-090317 and Kathleen J. STOUT, Civ,
Vo, 20140, hereby Gertify that we are duly appointed tronslators
for the German and Inglish languages and that the above is a

~ true and correct translation of the documenty

Closing-Zrief for the Defense pertaining to Auschwi tz,

A R “Prveesern e

Peter ¥, POHLINZ Kathleen J, STOUT
Oiv.No. D-090317 Civ,No, 201le,

-~ 21& -

f END n

b



