avoid any less in production." Wilhelm Koehler, Tre pe 8061 It

consisted of eleven rooms, each of which measuring 3630 by 8 meters,
except a so-called day room, which measurcd b.6 x 8 meters e Eight

of the smaller rooms were bedrooms, one was a combination guard
room and shoe repair shop and the last was a Yoilet and wash room,

It was built to accomodate fifty women and ecach bedroom was equ?pped
with four double beds and four stools, DX 227 Lehm 22@, Eke 17,

Pe 16 It is first rcporfed asioccupied in January 19/). Fifty women
were then living in it, DX 2060, Kpk 241, ppo 158, 166s The camp was
destroyed in March 1944 (DX 1022 Lehm 99. Bko 16 Dpe 25, 27) but the
women continued to be quartered there DX 1022 supras In June 194/

“"when the firm issued the instructions to move the smaller camps for

the foreigners outside the city limits of Esson” and a thousand wor-
kers were moved to Voerde, the number confined in Armor Construction

4 rosc from 50 to 72, including 12 men.
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In July 1944; 110 people both men and women were living in the

camps eight rooms, in August, 96, in September 97. (kapzél,

Bk. 4-4, p. 174, 175, 177) They inciuded threec or four families

(Wilhelm Koehler, Tr.p, 8062), Women gave birth there with only

the camp leader as mid wife. (Tr.p. 8066, DX 1022, Lehm. 99,

Bk. 16, p.25, DX 2278, Lelm. 450, Bk, 16, p.46) and their

babies were added to the teeming mass. (IX 2275, Lohm, 565,

Bk, 16, p. 34, 37}, There is nothing to indicate that the

Original furnishings wefe ever supplemented. The affiant who

was charged with furnishing the camps says only, "After the air

raids which followed later on this barrack was partly destroyed

s0 that more people had to be put into the rooms." (DX 2374,

Lehm. 224, Bk. 16, p.33). The air raids also apparently destroyed

what 1ittle washing facilities the camp afforede. (DX 2373,

Letm, 98, Bk, 16, p.21).0ne witness conceded that two girls

nay have shared one bed. (Tr,p. 8077). The tétal picture of

squalor which emerges from the defense's own documents is uni-

maginable, 110 people including men, women, married families,

babies, living in eight small rooms, without washing facilities,

a few yards away from noisy factory, and sharing thiyty—two

double beds among them. Yet two affiants have thetemerity to dese

cribe the camps as a "model camp" (DX 2276, Lehn. 480, Bk. 186,

p. 40; DX 2277, Lehm. 446, Bk. 16, p.43), The lives of the

workers were in constant Jeopardy. Although the camp was de—

stroyed four times between March 1944 and the end of the war

(DX 1022, Lahm.b99, Bk, 16, p. 25, 27), the Zastern workers were

kept in it until the collapse (DX 2276, Lchm. 480, Bk. 16,

Pp. 40, 42), because the plént management wished to be certain \

"that the foreign workers were at their working places for the

duration of 21l shifts. Our experiences with foreigners who

were outside the Gusstahlfabrik had been rather discouraging,"

(X 1022, Lemm, 99, Bk. 16, pp. 25, 26). g‘
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lost of the facts as to Armor Construction are deriveq fronm the

Lemmann Document Book 16, As the analysis indicates conditions wére
50 incredibly bad at that camp that they are revealsd even by
the affidavits, dishonest and contradictory as they are,

' Lehmann Document Book 16 is only one of geveral introduced on
the subject of foreign workers camps. Ihn 11 is devoted, in
part, and Ihn 16, Kupke 22 and 2b entirely to affidavits and
documents pertaining to the camps. The doucnents insofar as they
are_relevant rginforce the evidence presented in the prosecutions
cas:néhief, The two Ihn document books, however, contain a number
of documents which by their dates disclose their irrelevancy to
the issue before this court,

Compulsory foreign labor was first employed in Hssen in large
numbers in 1942, In March of that year the first Fastern workers
grrived. Not until June 1942 did their number reach a thousan&,_
March 1942 was also the first month in which more then 2,000
foreign workers were employed in Hssen. By June the total had
reached 7,748, (DX 932, Imn 180, Bk, 12, Annex 7). Until Juns
1943 the Krupp hostels were inhabited either by Germans or by
foreign labor who had come to Germeny when some pretense of
volition was maintained,

Until the necessity for'accommodating the thousands of slave
laborers brought into Essen in 1942 arose the administration of
camps and hostelé was a_comparatively unimportant matter, (See
Final plea on behalf of Loeser, p. 72 —~ 73) Documents relating
elther to the éttitude of the firm or conditions in the camps
prior to the vast influx started in June 1942 are clearly not
relevant. The dooumanté in Ihn Book XI, for the most part, are
‘dated prior to June 1942.

In Ihn Book 16, which is entirely devoted to a refutation of

the survey made in 1942 of HEastern workérs oampé referﬁed to
earlier (PX 577, NI 3013, Bk, 18; p. 206), the defense has in-
cluded a report on Seunanngtrasse made on 24 January 1942., A
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report weitten two months before the first Russians arrived

at Essen, six months before they came in large numbers and
eleven months before the inspection at which‘the over—crowding of
the Zastern workers was criticized is clearly irreloevant,

It has been physically impossible to call all the affiants

on the Kupke books who have given affidavité on housing, The
few who have been cross—examined, however, indicate the lack

of feliability of these affidavits. Reference has already been
made to one of these affiants, Rudolf Schulz. Erich Rischls
testinony is equally unreliable. This witness who Jjoined the
Nazi Party in 1933 and testified that he had visited the Hum~
boldstrasse camp after the air raid in October 1944 to recon—
struct it professed complete ignorance of who occuapied it, even
today, and in fact, asserted that only French civilian workers
lived theré (Tr. 11152 - 11153). He also testified that he cne
tered the camp without difficulty. (Tr, 11154 — 11155). The
following day, on redirect, he altered his testimony and sudden—
ly recollected that he had had a dispute with a guard before

he was permitted to enter (Tr. 11354), However, he failed to
"explain the presence of a guard in view of his testimony the
previous day that the camp was occupied by French civilian wor—
kers,

Heinrich Huelsewiesche, another affiant (DX 1844, Xpk, 70,

Bk. II A, p. 193) was a plumber who swore in his affidavit

that "In each camp sufficient toilaet facilities were provijded.”
Upon examination he admitted that he was familiar with only five
Camps, that he did not kmow how many people those camps held,
that "as the camps extended later on, more people were brought
into them and the facilities were no longer adeduate" and that
he was never a§ked to install additional facilities in any camp,

(Tr. 11319 - 11340).
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Paul HEndrulat who had given an affidavit (DX 1843, Kpk. 69,

Bk, 2 4, p, 189) in which he described the cleanliness, ade-—
uacy and comfort of the living Quarters in the camps in detail,
upon cross examination admitted that he had been in Kracmerplatz
only onee, that his "entire é.:f_‘fidavit referred" only to the very
linited field of fire fighting" and‘that he did not wish to

give "'an opinion about the comforts and the general condition

and sanitary facilities in the camps™. (Tr, 11374 - 11375).
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. - siv ) oAlr Raid Shelter

- . e hmw b i e wod

The foreiin wrorkers! "camps wers without exception in the
areas which were most affected." (DY 1828, Xpk.53, Bk.1lA,

Pp. 72,73). Yet, Eastern workers were ziven as little protec-

tion against airraids as the prisoners of war. The svidence in

the record is Particularly clear as to Krasmerplatsz. Tuzen
Lauffer, who was chairman of tie Xrupp Housinz iAdministration,

swore in an affidavit that Krupp endeavored to rrovide rat

least the same shelter for the inmates of tiese camps, in ofar

as it was pgssibls, ag’ the Zerman civilian.population hadn,
(DX 1828, Kpk 53, Bk. 24, p.72). Tue value of this sweeping
generalization was rsvealed on cross examination. The mwitness
testified that the civilian —orkers at Kraemerplatz had, as
airraid protection, so lony as the camp existed, the slit
trenches used by the prisonsrs of —ar and the cellar of a
small school buildiny which would accomuodate appr ximately
le,vZTr. pp. 11473-11474) . Althouzh the —itness refussd
to state the number of people the slit trench would nold, ths
evidence rélating to the Kraemerplatz camp, discussed under
the headiﬁg "Prisoners of Tar® in this brief, shows taat the

slit trenches in this camp could ac ‘omnodate only from 200 to

=

250 persons, (EX 918, WIK-9779, Bk.36, p.68). In Tanuary 1943
tiie Kraemerplatz camp housed 1,250 people, (DX 202},Kpk 206,
Bk. 3D, p.lh). "hile the Eastern workers were left almost
entirely without ﬁrotection from airraids, tas German_workers
cuartered at Seumanustrasse were provided with a solidly
built dusout in addition to tae proteciion affordsd. by tas
baseﬂent of the building (Tr. p.114767.

Fritaz Fuejfer, during tae course of his examination, certified

tiuat he had not considered the slit trenches at Krasmsrplatz

adequate and that *with the suppoert and help of Herr Kupke, with

= 150 =




i

whom I discussed $he matter, we built a very zood tunnels
(Tr.p.€301). The testimony is in direct conflict with that
ziven by lauffer. ?riedrich Altm2nn did not include Kraemer-
platz in his collection of camps for w=.ich ibudzet estimates
for building air-raid shelters existed" (Tr.p.10784; mx 1805,
Kpk.71,Bk.2B). The description of the Kraemerplatz camp con-
tained in the record of transfer on 3 May 1943 includes taree
slit trenches but no mention is made of any tunnel (DX 1831,
Kpk 56, Bk.24,pp.80,211). ioreover, Tritz Wuehrer cannot be
believed since he lied blatantly on ancther iscue. He stated
the narmal or average strength of the camp to bs 800 (Tr.p.
8296). The documents show that, on 30 November 1942, it |
housed 1,172 persons, on 18 January 1943, 1,250 persons and on
21 December 1943, 1,201 persons (IX 2022, Kpk 204, Bk.3D,p.8;
DX 202}, Xpk 206, Bk.3D,p.l4; IK 2026, Xpk.202,Bk.3D,p.20).

The failure of the Krupp firm to provide foreign workers wita
air raid shelters is conclusively established by anothsr exhibit
submitted by the Defense which shows the layout of clzateen
workers' camps (X 1805,Xpk 71,Bk.2B). This document was
prepared by Friedrich Altmann who, on cross cxamination, testi-
fied that he had selected only those camps for which expendi-
tures for air raid protecticon had been recordsd. " TJor tacse
eilzhteen camps I found the cogts for the ercction of air—faid
shelters. 1In the otuer accounts I could not find anythinz
about air raid shelters.® F(Tr.lO781), At Seumannstrasse, vhich
was the Krupp bachelor nome, air raid shclters were installed in
1942, However, no expenditurss whitsoever For air raid
shelters arc snown for SpenlestraSSe; which housed 1,419
Eastern workers in January 1943; for “ermaniastrasse, which
housed 823 and the only cxpsnditure shorn for Feczstrasse,

which accommodated 1,195 personc, were made subsesquent to the
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airraid in 1943 +hich destroyed seventy-two percent of tae

camp (IX 2024, Xpk 206,Bk.lllD,p.lu). The cnaracter of the
protection at Dechenschule, which housed 45! Eastern workers

in 1943, is described elsewhere in this brief.

The inevitable result of their lack of protcction was tho

death of many of the Eastern workers. Scieider states in nis

affidavit,
"I mysglf then took over tie Eastern
workcrs' camp in Hecgstrasse, and
wag in cioirgzge of this for approximately
nine months. Durinz $hat tima, the
czmp was partially bombed on four oc-
casion and finally totilly decstroysd.
During the last raid, tuere —ere 30 to 35
fatal casualties and 120 to 150 persons
were injured". (DX 1627, v.B.256,Bk.13,p.69);

The Annuzl Report for 1942-1943, iscusd by Kupke's departuent,

notes tuat 281 camp inmates had been killed to dats (r 2139,

O

Kpk. 354, Bk.6A, pp. 23,29). The report for the following

year records the death of 72 (DX 2140, Xpk. 355, Bk. 5A,pp.

33,34). While 211 those killsd wers not Eastern workers, it is
a fair presumption that since thacy were by far tgc larzest
group of camp inmates and the lcast protceted, their casual-
ties mere the hizhest.

The defcnse has stressed the Fact th2t, in 1944, miny of the

foreign workers in Esscn were moved outside tuc city to pro-
teet them from air raids, and has cven suzscsted that this
zave them preference over the Germins -ho woro not frce to
leave Essen, The ar ument rests on gecveral falsc assumptions.
Tuice as many Eastern workers as were moved oﬁt of torn were

kept in camps inside the Zusstahlfabrik and within tne torn

of Essen until tac end of thc war. o Fastern workcr wa

6]

moved until June 1944, It should not be forzotten that the

Eastern workers were rrisoncrs to be moved as suited their
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captors, waereas the German worker was fres 1o make whatever
provision he deemed desii.ble for himself and his family.

The medical reports show Voerde in operation for the first
time in June 1944 (IX 2050, Xpk 241, Bk.4A, pp. 158,171). In
August 194, approximately a thousand Eastern orker: lived in
Voerde, An ccual number lived at Luescaerhof, a camp within
the premises of the Gusstahlfabrik, and in camps attgched
directly to the plants in which they worked, as, for sxample,
Mﬁchin€#Construction 10, Meccnanical Workshop 2 and Armor (Con-
struction ﬁ apd another thousand lived at Rab:nhorst and
Frintrop O0st, both within the city limits (DX 2060, Xpk 241,
Bk, 44, pp. 158, 175; PX 1376, VIK 4162,Bk,324,p.2), The
Eastern workers, far ffom being moved away from Essén in con-
sgquence of the air raids, were moved closer and closzr to the
area of danieﬁy Cuartered within the very premises of the
Gusstahlfabrig, they were a perpefual tarzet for the in-

ereaginzgly severc air raids.
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.« (c) Food

The foed of the Eastern workers, like thelr comps, was

bad long before encmy ~ction affected supplicss The basic

rations of the Eastern workcrs were ~lways smaller than
those of German or other foreign labor; they were not
eligible for supplemental rations for long or night shifts;
when they were grnhtod supplementsl rations, on special
application, for heavy or very heavy WOrE, these rations
were smaller than thosc given Gormonse (PX, 971, NIK-~10755,

Bke 35, pe 28; Px, 1248, NIE-8283, Bke 44, ppa 27, 31).

" The food of the Eastorn workers was the same as that given

the Russian prisoners of ware The evidoncc as to the
inadecquacy of these rations, discusscd in connection with
the Russian prisonors of war, is cqually applicable to
the Iastern workers, The decuments rclating to both groups
reflect a parallel story of initial protests by the plant

managers as to the inadecuacy of the dict, steady deterior=

ation of the health of the Eastern workcrs culminating

- .

in oedema, discasc and death in the winter of 1942-1943,
followed by ~| slight improvement which still loft their
rations lowcr than that of an other "free'" foreign worker .

-

In 1942, bofore timc had inurced them to the suffcring of
fellow human boings, mﬂn& of the irupp employecs protested
agoinst the slow st-rvation of the Hussion civilisans.
Memoranda were sent to Imand Beusch from the Locogotive
(Lowa) and the Motor Vehicle (Krawn) plants, pointing out
that thc food was insufficient to precserve tho strength of

the Russians,

On the feourtemnth cof March 1942 a memor~ndum on the letter—

P

head of Machine Shop 8, one of the gun cculpment workshops,

\

was addressed to Hupe, the head of the Lowa, nnd forwarded
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to Beusch and Imwhich stated; in part,

"Te have ascortained during the last fgw days
that the food of thc Russian workers herc is
so pitifully bad thot thoy are getting woak-
er and weaker every day¥¥¥; Conditions are
exactly the same at 211 other places-where
Russians arc employed ***, It seems, there—
fore; appropriate for you to take the neces—
sary steps via the firm in order tc clear up
this mwtter.”

(Pxe 987, NI—3991 Bka 36, De Lle
One week later Hupc again forwarded to Beusch snother protest,

This one originated from another part of Lowa, the locomotive

-

workshop, -

"The quality of the food fer the night shift,
however, leaves much to bc desired, The Rus—
sians have often been given a rather watery
soup which they refused on the 13th and 17th
of Marchs The manageress of the kitchen Weid—
kampstr., Miss Blocky says thot better meals

cannot be provided with the rations at her dis-
posal *¥##¥, As thc Russians state, themsclves,
they are quite willing to get more work done but
are too wecak to ﬂo so' e

-

(Px, 900, NI-3922, Bk, 36, p. 7)s
Similar protests were being macc by the Motor Vechicle Viorks,
(Krawa) Grollius, a member of the SS who had bcen assigned as
a guard to the Russian c1v1119ns, in thet plant addressed the
following memormnﬂum.to his immeciate superior on 18 March 1942:

"T got the food in thec evening aftér lr, Balz
telephoned, but I had quite a strugglc with
the people before I got anything at 211, They
always told me thot the people had alrcady re—
ccived the dayls rations ~nd therc wasn't any
morc, What the gontlomen understond under a
day's ration is a complcte puzzle to me, The
food 2s = wholc wns a puzzle too, beeause they
ladled mé out the thinnest of any already wat—
ery soupe I was literally water with 2 hande
ful of turnips and it locked os if it werec wash—
ing up watcre ¥ ‘

"Please tell Mr, Balz again definitcly so that

the matter is-finally clearcd up, thot it can—
not continue having pcople perish here at worke
The pcople have to work for us here, Good, but
care must be taken tc sce that they get at lcast

the barc necessities, . I have scen a few figures
in the camp and 2 cold shudder =ctually ran up and
down my SplnG” :

-

(Px.. 898, D-310 Bke 36, DPe 5).
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This memorandum wes forwarded to Ihn and Beusch with 2 covering
’ S

notc by an official of the Motor Vehicle Workss This covering
notc bears a pencil notation that "the food for the Russian
civilians on night shift on 19/20th Mearch was forgotten, Forcman
Grolliué thercfore refused to bring thesc pcople to work, Only

then did they reccive their food".,

I
|_.J
o)}
[€))
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The note explains that the plant manager had tried in vain to
curc the situation himself by having the Deputy Works Monager
discuss the matter with thc Camp Commandant of the Kraemerplatz
but that the Werkschutz, which was then in charge of the Eastern
workers'! Camp; had advised the plant manager of the proper
attitude to be taken toward the Russians,
"Mr, Hassel from the Works Po-
lice, who was present at the
time, butted in and declared
that one should not belicve-
what the people scid, 4Llso, |
that one was dealing with Bol—
sheviks and they ought to have
bentings substituted for food",.
(Pxo 899, D"318, Bkt 36; Pe 6)‘
Apparently Hasscl!s advice prevailed since on 9 Scptember 1942
the head of the Krupp hospitals, Dr. Wiele, reported to Ihn and

Loeser that, "the food supplied to the Eastern workers hos been

and still is insufficicnt, The plant managers often need two

t

Russians to do the work of one strong normal worker'. (Px, 903,

NIK-5808, Bk, 36, pe 13)e

In December 1942 the'same doctor noted that while in August 1942
only onc German, decspitc the food conditien, suffgrod from hunger
oedema, nineteen Eastern workers werc so affected, (Px. 909,
NIK-6720, Bk, 36, pe 323 Px, 910; NIK- 6717; Bk, 36; Pe 37)

On 12 December 1942 an Erstorn worker who hnd been in Esscn for
five months died of storvation ip o Krupp plant., This was rcport—
ed to Ihn; Beusch ~nd von Buclow, - (Px. 968; NIK-9301, Bk, 35;

P. 12)s A survey madc on 7 May l9h3‘of the deaths of fifty—four
Eastern workers st a Krupp hospital showed that four—fifths had
died of tubcrculosis and malnutrition, (Ex, %JQI»zB,Bk.sd

Do A2>-

In 1943 the rations of the Eastern workers, like those of the

Russian priscners of war, were raised, but until the ond of the




war they remained totally inadequate,

ﬂrité Fuehrer .testifiod,

"A, At first the inmatcs of the Dechenschulc camp, as T said
yesterday, rcceived by order of Herr Hassel the no}mal
food for Eastern workers, but later on they were given
the Western rations with all additional rations ~nd %hmt
wWas very good,

Qe Thot is not quite what I asked you, I =2sked you what wés
the matter with the food in your opinion that made you shink
it was insufficient, was it the quantity of the quality?

Ly  The people complained that they had not cnough and they were
never satisfied with the menl, They were hungry immediately.
They didn't reccive suffic?ont bread and their noon meal
was not sufficiently large,

Q? In what rospect was it insufficient, witncss?

A, As T said therc just wasn't enough of it,

Q, Well, of whot did it consist?

4, Tt was a soup, a sort of stew with potatocs in‘it and some
other similar food, noodles or whatever wns available sccord—
ing to the rations we rcceivedj it was all cookcd tegother.

Qe Ubll,’you said that they complaincd about it, but yocu, your-
scelf, thought thot the complaints wero.woll fouﬁdod, didn't
you?

A, Ycs, your Honor.," (Tre p. 8307).

Fuehrer's testimony is corroborated by that of Dictrich Fries,
whose affidavit stoted thaf "The food supply for the Eastorn‘

- workers was entirely adequate" (DX 2032, Kpk 214, Bk, 3 D, p. 67)
but who rcluctantly admitted the contrary undcr cross cxaminatione
He was asked, "Do you think this was cnough to kecp &  porson adc—

‘ < i
qudtoly fed, whether they wanted more or not? Do you think

it was enough?' He answered, "No, i1t was not sufficient to
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permit them to work" (Tr. p. ll?Eé)i He repeated, "The Eastern

worker didn't have enough" (Tr, pe 11757)s Iis testimony on
this point is significsant since, exccpt for a month at Kracmer-—
platz in 1942 ond a short period at Seumannstrasse and Frlntrop~
perstrassc in 1943 his entire cxperience in Eestern workcrs!
camps had been gathered in the kitghen of Camp Voerde from

Junc l?@h, the period when the rétions were allédggdly at their

highcste

The exmination of Dictrich Frics nlsc brought out that the \
inmates of the camp at Voerde, llke the Hungerian Jowesscs and
the Belgians at the Speeial camp of the Gestnpo, were forced to

work 411 day without any foode They recceived their so—cnllced

"noon" meal only a2t night when they returned to Voerde (Tr. pe

S 11762).

The Defense hos introduced 2 great deal of cvidence to meet the
proof taken from the files of the Krupp firm that the focod
given the Russian workers was completely inadeguate and has ad—

vanced a wide varicty of defcnscse

The defenses, for the most part, arec the same as those put for—
ward in connoctlon with the dict of the priscncrs of war whlch
arc answered elsewherc in this brief, It secms desirable,
however, tc discuss two peints upon which the defensc place
some rclinncce The first is the pufchise of food stuffs for-
the plant canteens on the black market, which it is stated was

understaken "to improvc the insufficicnt food of their workers,

-

particularly their foreign labor" (DX 713, Ihn 191, Bk, 10,
Pe 31)e 4s the contemporancous documcnts show, the food was
purchased for sale in the "plant ccnteen for our (Krupp!s)

German employeos” not for dlstrlbutlun to tho communltv kltchcns

which fed thc forcign workers (DX 848, Ihn 38, Bk, 10, pp«40, L1).



h“}

Regard for the forecign workersj thercfore, could nct possibly

have motivated it,

The defense n1lso rolics on a comparative survey of the weizghts of
German and Eastern workers made by Dri Wiele in November 1943 which
showed that the weight of the German wérkcrs remained stoady

while the Bastorn workors gained, Dr, VHelc raiscs the cucstion

in this roport as to "why just the Eastern workers shculd be so

much better fed than the German populaticn" -nd concludes that

it was duc to thqir greater peace of mind,.(DX 745, Ihn 24, Bk, 8,

ps 83)e The cbjectivity of Dr, Vicle, who hnd ?t onc time been
a physician to the SA, is open to question. (Tr, 9847) The

-

increased weight of the Zestcrn workers, who, despite their gain,

- were no heavier than the German workers, was probably due to tho

fact that the periocd chosen for cgmparison, Cctober 1942, was
the time when rations worc lowest, The improvement in.thc Tam—
tions in 1943 lcd_tho Eastern workers to recover some of the
weight they had lost in 1942, Dr. Wicle belics his scientific
training by concluding £hat; since the Russinn worker in 1943°

was better off than in 194é, hc likewisc wns better off than

" the German worker, <Therc is no nced for this tribunnl to

perpetuate this error,

- 1350 -



K 4

(d) Voerde.

In the presentation of the prosecution’s case one
of the most poignant documents was that showing the high
infant mortality reate at.Camp Voerde where a cgpecial
cemp for babies of Zastern wérkers had been establicheds
The few figures concealed a vast quantity of enzuish.
These were the smallest, the younzest and the most plti-
ful victime of the German slave system.

One witnesg testified as to the conditions respon-
¢ible for these deaths which he aacribed to malnutri-
tion (Tr. 4319 - 4%22). The death certificates which
attributed forty-nine of the total of deaths to "General
Jeakness" corroborated and confirmed his testimony &as
to the reacons for the death of these infants.

The evidence which the defense has introduced to
meet this proof has been cheracterized more than any
other aspect of the case by dishonesty and callousness.
The servant zirl,; under whose tender ministrations three
out of four babieg died, self-rizhteously asserts from
the witnesg stand that she is a mother herself and that
the babies were given sufficient food, (Tr. 10689).

A medical expert, four years sfter the event in question,
ig able, simply by an examination of the death certifi-
cates and upon the bagis of some conversetione with Dr.
Jaeger, to swear catezgorically that the physician who
identified the deaths as due to gzeneral weakness was mis-
taken and that they were dué, in fact, to a form &L
diarrhoea prevalent among new-born inmates, referred to
as "Disease of the Yellow Ixcrement.' This expert zoes
even further than simply identifying the nature of the
sieckness from the death eertificates. He testifies

that the food the children received was adequate and that
they were well taken care of (Tr. 9540 - 9547). His tes-

timony is in direct contradiction with the documentary
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evidence. The unimpeachable evidence of the contemporaneous

documents show that Camp Vosrde was not an infants' home, but
an infants' mortuary. - The records of the Main Camp adminis-
tration for the year 1943 introduced by the defense 1n tals
proceeding show that, as of January 1943, 132 infénts had
been received at Camp Voerde (DX 2140, Kpk. 355, Bk. 64, Dpp.
33, 36). Ninety two arrived in three transports from Zssen
in May, Auzust and October 1944 (DY 2094, Kpk..275, BK. 4C,
pp. 3, 4). The camp waz evacuated in February 194£Z//Of the
132 infants received at Voerde 98 died, or three out of every
four. According to a compilation from the register of deaths
at the Rezistry's Office at Voerde, 88 children died at the
children's camp &t Voerde during the period of Au-ust 1944

to March 1945 (PX 921, NIK 12922, Bk. 35, 3upp.). Reports

of the Main Camp Administration show that an additional 10
died in hospitals to which they were transferred from Voerde
(PX 154, NI 2916, R.Bk. 2B, 3upp., . 33 et seq.; PX 1600,
NIK 13957, R.Bk. 3, p. 107 et seq.). 4accordinzy to these com-
bined reports there were 4 deaths in Auzust 1944; 8 in 3Septem-
ber 1944; 26 in October 1944, 20 in November 1944; 17 in
December 1944; 14 in January 1945 and 9 in February 1945 when
the camp waeg evacuated. The cause of death chown in the re-
ports of the Krupp NMain Camp administretion included inter
alia 40 cases of death due to zZeneral weakness or cachexy;

19 cases of pneumonia; 8 cases of tuperculogis; © ceses of dip-
theria; 7 cases of rickets and 6 cases of nutritional diétur—
bancesge.

The evidence submitted by the defense to explain these
deaths is hopeless:ly irreconcilable. accordinz to the affi-
davits and testimony of persons familiar with Arnold Housse,
2ll the children shipped to Voerde from the srnold Houcse
were in zood physical condition end were evacuated only because

of the constant air raids (DX 2093, Kpk. 274, Bk. 40, pp. 1,
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3; DX 2094, Kpk 275, Bk. 4C, p. 3; Tr. pp. 10825, 10826).

Other affiants and witnesses gwear that the children after
their arrivel were in such bad physical condition that they
were not expscted to survive (DX 2103, Kpk. 284, Bk. 4C, pp
23—25; DX 2105, Kpk. 286, Bk. 4C, pp. 31, %3). 3till others
recall only that one transport arrived with bad sores, but
otherwisge healthy. The sores were treated and were not res-
ponesible for the high mortality (Dx 2101, Kpk. 282, Bk. 4C,
pp. 14-16; Testimony of Anna Doering, Tr. p. 106CG4; DX 2104,
Kok. 285, Bk. 4C, pp. 28, 29; Testimony of Fustev rodehl, Tr.
pp. 10931, 10932, 10937).

There is equal conflict on the causes of the deaths.
They are attributed variously to the orizinal bad state of
health of the children, to & high incidence of tuberculocis
and to a diptheria epidemic (D« 2100, Kpk. 281, Bk. 4C, p. 12;
DY 2101, Kpk 282, 3k. 4C, p. 14-17; DX 2102, Kpk 283, Bk. 40,
pp. 19 - 20; D% 2103, Kpk 284, Bk. 4C, pp. 23, 25, 26) .

These verious explenations find es lifttle support in the

m

evidence as Dr. Niedelmann's dia nosis four ysers leter of

an epidemic of diarrhoea. The death certificetes very clearly
demonstrate thet there was no c£in le spidemic which could
have caused the larse number of deaths attributed to reneral
weaknesg; that these deaths were scettsred throuzh he montas
of October, November and Decewmber 1944, DMoreoveg, none of
the meny affiants who viegited or worked at the camp attribute
the deaths to an epidemic of dysentery or diarrhoea. anna
Doerin:, who wasg in charze of the camp from the middle of
1044 until its dissolution (DX 2102, Kpk 222, 3k. 40, p. 14)
testified unequivocelly that there had been no epidsmic of
thie discase, and that the few diarrhoea caces which did oc-
cur yielded readily to treatment (Tr. p. 10693). Lastly, Dr.
Niecdelmenn's statement that the children were adequately

nouriched is flatly contradicted by the ssven deaths due to
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rickets, which even four years later cannot be confused with
diarrhoea.

The lise and contradictions of defense witnesces are
the inevitable result of the fact that there is no explana-
tion which can acquit Krupp of criminal nezli-ence in the
administration of a camp in which threse out of every four
infante brouzht there died. Regardless of whet the deaths
are attributed to, epidemics, walnutrition, or arrival in
bad condition, the responsibility of Krupp remeins uncnansed.
The undisputable fact thet ninety eisht bebles died refutes

the lis inherent in any claim of adequate nourishment or zood

carcae
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Tn & variety of ways, the fagtern WOrKers
rere denled the most elementary human rights, Thn
pAmits, in an affidavit, thet "From the time of the
srrival of Russians toward the end of 1941 until
sbout 1943 they —ere forbidden to write or recelve
letters"., (PX 71, NIK-10755, Bk 35, pp.~8, 29).
mhig prohibition was relaxed somewhat in 1943 when
t-ey were permitted to write letters for delivery
~ithin the Relch end to send form post cards to
pueaia twice a month, (PX 969, NIK-9206, Bk 35, s LB §
PX 970, NTK-11752, DB 35, pp.26, 27). In 1944, hov-
ever, ¥rupp connived with the Gestapo at the destruc-
tion, unknovn to the Russilans and Poles, of from a
fourth to two thirds »f both the incoming and outsg
zoing meil, Twice ¢ week all mall wes turnsd over
to the Gestapo to be burned. (PX 1258, NIK-10751,

Bk 44, p.60; PX 1257, NIK-10750, Bk 44, »,58).

Russien workers were compslled to wear at
81l times a badge "Ost" end Polish workers a "P' .
so thet they could be distinguished. (DX 1576,
vB 279, DB 13, p.27, DX 1572, vB 290, Bk 13, Dp.95,
DX 685, Thn 118, Bk 9, p.53, DX 1570, vB 118, DB 13-A,
p.l4a, DX 1583, vB 297, Bk 13, p.50, DX 1714, Xpk 18,
Fk 1, p.86). Failure to weésr thesc identifying in-
gignie was a metter for punishment. (PX 1083,
I'T¥-13848, Bk 34-A, p.27).

Mothers wc?e separated from their chiliren
ithout compunction. Bebies born to Russian women
vere kept at Voerde, while the mothers were con-

fined elsewhere. ' One woman upon béing transferrsd
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