Count III of the indictment charges all of the
defendants of a violation of Articles 2B ard 2C of Control

Council Law No. 10. These provisions are &s follows:

"(b) War-Crimes. Atrocities of offenses sgainst
persons or property constituting violutions of the luws
or customs of wur, including but not liwited to, murder,
111 treutwent or deportation to sluve lubour or for
any other purpose, of civilian populution from occupied
territory, wurder or ill tresctwsnt of prisoners of wuar
or persons on the seus, killing of hostuges, plunder of
public or private property, wanton destruction of cities,
towns or villages, or devastation not justified by wmili-
tary necessity.

w{c) Criumes ugainst Humanity. Atrocities and

offenses, including but not limited to murder, exterminu-
tion, enslavement, deportation, imprisonment, torture,
repe, Or other inhumane scts committed against any civilian
population, or persecutions on pclitical, recial or
religious ground whether or not in viclation of the dou-
estic laws of the country where perpetreted.™

It is «lso averred thut the acts relied upon as
constituting violations of these provisions were likewise
violations of the laws and customs of war, of the genersl

- principles of é¢riminel lew w8 derived from the criminsl
laws of all civilized nations «nd of international con-
ventigns, particularly of certsin specified articles of
The Hugue Reguletions of Land Warfare, 1907, and of the
Prisoners of War Convention, Geneva, 1929,

All‘of the acts relied upon as constituting criumes
aguinst humanity occurred during and in connection with
the war,

Civilians brought under compulsion from occupied
territories snd concentration camp inmutes and prisoners
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of war were used in the Geruman armement industry during
the war on a vast scale. There is no contention to the
contrary. Likewlse, the undisputed evidénce shows that
the firm of Krupp participated extensively in this labor
prograiu. According to sn @nalysis, introduced by the
prosecution, of the uvcumentary evidence, the whole en-
terprise consisting of «bout 81 separate plants within
greatgr gerueny ewployeu between 1940 ana 1945, a total

of 69,898 foreign civilian workers snd 4,978 concentra-

tion caiup iRMatesgﬁihe great wajority ross Were for-
cibly brought to Gerwany and astained unaer cowpulsion
throughout the periou of their service, as well as 23,076
priscners of war.

The principal plunt of the concern was the Gustahl-
febrik located in Essen, the headquarters of the enterprise.
The Gusstehlfebrik is known in the record as the Cast Steel,
Factory, the name huving been taken from‘the.criginal .
factory with which becane tﬁe nucleus of the Krupp enter-
prise., However, the nawe is misleading. It was not a
factory but consisted of between 80 to 100 factories
all located in Essen. We deem it neces;ary'to deal in
detuil with this plunt oniy, and for convenience we refer
to it upon occasion as the Cast Steel Pactory. With one
cr two exceptions, we neeu cnly refer in pussing to the
subsidiary ccwpwnles lccated outside Essen.

it woula serve no useful purpose to unuertake to
gspecify the nuwber of priscners of war and foreign civilian
workers ewployed esuch year in the Cast Steel PFactory.
Taking, as the defense aoes, sugust 1943 as the key date,
it is sufficient tou say that at that tiwe, of a tectal nuwber
of 70 tu 76 thousend workers ewployed in Essen, 2,412 were
priscners of war and 11,557 were fcreign civilian workers.

Under the Hague Regulutions of Land Warfare, the
ewployient of prisoners of war uust be "according tc their
rank and eptitude®™. (Article 6, para.l) Their "tasks
shall not be excessive and shall have nc connectiocn with
the operaticns of war." (Article 6, para. 2)
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Article 29, of Geneva Convention, provides ™no
prisoner of war may be employed at labors for which he
is physically unfit." Article 30 stipulates that "the
length of the dey's work of prisoners of war, including
therein the trip going @nd returning, shall not be exces-
sive and must not, in any cese, exceed that sllowed for
eivil workers in the region employed at the same work.
Every prisoner shull be allowed a rest of twenty-four
hours of -every - week, preferably on Sunday." Article
31, 'parugraph 1, provides that *labor furnished for
prisoners of war shall have no direct relutiop with wur
Operations. It is especially prohibited to use prisoners
for wanufucturing and transporting arms or mynitions of any
kind or for transporting wuteriul intended for combat units."
By 4rticle 32, it is forbidden to use prisoners of war
at unhealthful or dengerous work. And the same article
also provides thuat any cggrzvstion of the conditions of
labor by disciplinary measures is forbidden.

In = compilation by the Reich Minister of Labor of
the laws governing employment of prisoners of war pub-
lished in the Reich Labor Gezette, July 25, 1940, there
weés o provision that “the work to be performed by the
prisoqers of war must not be directly connected with the
Operations of war." So fur as appears, this law was never
amended or repealed. Keitel seews to0 have been respon-
sible for an order to the contrary. There is orul testi-
mony of two or three witnesses to the effect thut they
thougnt the order was issued on oral instructions frow
Hitler.

The laws wnd customs of war ure binding no less upon
private individuuls then upon governwent officiuls and
military personnel. In case they are violiated there muy
be = différence in the degree of guilt, depending upon
the circumstances, but none in the fact of guilt.
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Practically everyone of ‘the fcregoing provisions were

viclated in the Krupp enterprises. In the early stuages cf

[

the war, it was sought tc evude the provisions of Article

31 of the Geneva Convention and the corresponding provi-
sions of the Hague Reguluticns as well as the Gerwan law
above quotea by &n interpretation wlleged to have been
given by the Couwwanuant of the priscner of wer cawp or

Soe cther wilitary wsuthoritiss. This appears frou a
weworanduw. of « Krupp representative who attendeu & cunfer-
ence cf CGounter-Espionage ewpluyees of the arewent inaustry
of Wehrkreis VI, hela at Essen on Decewber 4, 1940. He
reported to the officisls of bue Krupp firh us fcllows:

"Accoraing to internutionsl cégreewent Ps/W nay

not be ewployed in the menufucture wnd trans-
Portation of arws =nd war weterisl. But if any
aterial cannct be clearly reccgnized as being
part of = weapon, it is reruissible t¢ get thew
to work on it. Responsible for this decisiocon
is not the Intelligence braach (Abwehrstelle)
but the Ccuusandent of the P/W camp. "

This brings to wind the German practices in the first
world war in the use of pcison gus. By the Hegue Conven-
ticn of 1909 and the Geneva Convention of 1907, it was
ggreed that the signatories would not use "projectilest,
the scle object of which is diffusing of ncxicus gss.

The Gerwans sought to Justify their use of gus by the
insistehce thet in view of the explicit stipulation that
"projectiles" are prOhibiﬁed, the use of gus froL
"oyllincers™ wus legal ana this nctwithstenaing the
ffect upon the victiw was wuch wWerse.

But in the recent conflict wll pretense was in tiue
abandoned ana by the defense! wLwWn evidence, as well us
that ¢f the prosecuticn, it is conciusively shown that
throughout Gernun industry in general, wna the firm of

Krupp and its subsidiaries in particular, priscners of
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war of several nations including French, Belgian, Dutch,
Poles, Yugosiuvs, Russiunskund Itelisn wilitary Internees
were employed in armament production in violstion of

the .laws _and .custous of war. . It is equally clear
that in many instances, ;ncluding émployment in the Krupp
coal mines, prisoners ofzwar were asgsligned to tasks
without regard to their previous trainings, in work for
which they were physically unfit and which was dangerous
and unhealthy.

The prectice hegaun &8s eurly us August, 1940. At
that time, 185 Belgiun and Dutch prisoners of war were
employed at the Gusstahlfubrik in Essen. French prisoners
of war were employea in «ruament production as e&arly
as 1941 «nd Russiwn prisoners of war beginning in Murch,
1942, Polish prisoners of war were ewmployed «t Eluag
in 1944 and during tne disustrous air raids in the fall
of that year, wore than 3,000 prisoners were employed
in Bssen. In the various subsidiuries the pructice was
likewise pursued. These included the Freidrich Alfried
Huette, the Bergwerke, Essen, the Griessenwerke, the
Berthawerke «nd the Elwag. In the various enterprises
22,000 prisoners of war were employed in June, 1944.

Russian prisoners of war were discrimincted sgainst
in every material respect. It was shown bdefore the
International Military Tribunal, hereinafter referred to
ag the IMT, end shown here that prior to the attack on
Russia, the high Nuzi pclicy-mekers had determined not
to observe Internstional Léwm . in the trestwent of
Russian prisoners cof war. The regul.tions on the subject
were signed by General Rienecke on Septeuwber 8, 1941.
They brought a protest frow Adwirsl Canaris. He pointed
out in substance that altinough Russia was not & party to
the Geneva Convention, the principles of genersl inter-

nationul law as to the treatment of priscners of war were
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applicable. Continuing, he suid:
"gince the 18th century these heve gruduslly been

established along the lines thut war cuptivity is neither

revepge nor punishwent, but solely protective custody,
the only purposs of which is tovprevent the prisepers

of war from further participstion in the war, Thig
principle was developed in wccordance with the V§QW held
by all armies that it is contrury to military tragivion

to kill or injure nelpless people . . . The aecregs for the

treatment of Soviet prisoners of war enclosed :

2 based on
& fundamentally different view-point.®
‘The IMT held thut this protest correcctly Stated the

legal position. However, it was ignored entirely. The

reason is indicated by a note by Keitel, Ghief of" the
High Command of the Armed Forces, mede on the buCK of Admixal
Canaris' protest. This is us follows:
"The objections arise from the wilitery concept
of chivalrous warfare. This is the déééﬁgggiog of an
ldeoclogy. Therefore I approve wund back the measures.,n
It 1s well enough to.refer just here to the tesggyogy
of General Westof, who wus introduced as & witness by
the defendunts. He huad been & Regiwental Couuendgr on
the Eastern Front, but in Februury, l9h3; returned %g

Germany to join the Aried Forces High Cowwand for P

of War Affairsr The wetual decisions with respect Bo these
Ariied Forces High Couménd, The office of the Westho?

dealt with aduministrative tasks, particularly with pée
observance of the Geneva Convention. He said that Qgg
order relating to the treatwent of Russian prisonershof
war did not meet with the approval of armed forces ip
general, and after a struggle they succeeded in hcv;ng it
rescinded end that as o result after December, *942,

Russjan prisoners of war were treated wccoraing to the
b6




Geneva Convention. This wmay have been bhe officicl
attituce of the cowpetent suthorities, but it is ebuncantly
cleur that it was not the attitude which prevailed in the
Krupp enﬁerprise.

But it is urgued that since the ewploywent of pri-
soners of war in the aruwument industry was suthorized by
directives of govermuent Officiuls or military authori-
ties, the defendants had no reason tc believe that it wes
wrong to do so and hence cannot be said to have had &
c¢riminal intent.

We know of no system under which ignorance of the
law excuses eriwe. As to the question of intent, counsel
has failed to aistinguish between & general intent and &
Specific intent. When the crime consists not wmerely in
doing an act but in doing it with « specific intent,
the existence of that intent is an essentiul element and
is not to be presuwed frow the Comuission of the =ct but
must be proveu. Upon the other hund, when a berson
acting without justification or excuse commits an act
- prohibited «s & eriwe, his intention to comwit the act
constitutes eriwinel intenti  In such case the existence
Of the criwinal intent is presuied from comwission of the
aéct on the ground that @ peison is presumed to Intend his
voluntery acts wna their natursl and probable cocnsequences.,

The rule thet every mcn is presumed to know the law

necessarily carries with it as « corrollury the proposition

that some persons wecy be found gullt: of a crime who do
not know the law and consequently that they may have
luputea to thew crininsl intent in dases of which they
heve no realizétion of the wrongfulness of the act, mdeh
less tn &ctual intenrt to comwit the ciime. A genersl
ciwincl intent is sufficient in «lil Guses in which a
specific or other particular intenit or wental element is
not requirea by the iuW’aefining the orime.(l}
(1) Miller on Criuinal Law, Seci 16, pp: 57-58
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But epert frow the foreguing well established
principles, the evidence in this case shows that at leust
with respect tc the wsnagers of the Krﬁpp enterprise the
srguient has no fectuel basis. The prosecution introduced
the affidavit of Schroedter who wes elso examined before
the Tribunal. As & witness, he certainly was not hostile
tc the defendunts, but on the contrary endeavored to
do the best he could for them. This was quite obvious.
From 1926 until Septewber, 1943, Schroedter was the COu-
‘mercial mwanagewent mewber of the Veorstand of the Gerumanla-
werft, the shipbuiluing subsiuiury locuteda «t Kiel.

The defendunts Alfrieu Krupp, Loeser, and Jenssen were
wewbers of the Aufsichstrat of the Gerwsniuswerft «t the
particular tiwe in gquestion. On account Of the drafts of
Germen workers for war service, 3chroeater was huving
aifficulty in finuing the labor necessary to weet quotas
ussignec to the Gerusnlowerft by the Nevy. He testified
thot he hoed been prowised prisoners of war or other
foreign workers as repl&céments. The Germanizwerft

wus engeged in bullding warships zna Schroedter had

sowe scruples aﬁout using prisoners of war. He there-
fore decided to go to Essen and discuss the matter with
the top officials-there. This was in 1941 and Schroedter
said ot that tiwe the prisoners of war available were
largely French, Belgian anhd Dutch.

Upon his «rrival in Essen, Schroedter explained his
difficulties to tne defendants Loeser and Kfup§ and in=-
quired how the Gusstahlfubrik «nu otner firws cf the
entefprise were using prisoners of war on aXicuent
projects. The defendant Krupp tcld niw notihing speci~
fic but instesa put hiw in churge of & plant wanager who
showea him arouna the fuctories in Essen with a view of
dewonstrating how the natter was handled there.




Sehroedter said he wes not given any directives on how
to ewploy prisohers of war in armawent projects but that
the defencant Krupp told hiw, "you come to see us on all
these questions. We'll shuw how to «o it «nd then you
can draw your own conclusions of how to arrange natters
in Kiel where conuiticns are different.® Why this
evasive attitude rather than un honest and frenk dis-
cussion is unexplained. The unfavorable inference is
inescupuble.

Sehroeater testified that frow whet he saw at the
Gusstuhlfabrik, he did not gain the impression that &any

prisoners of wur were belng ewployed directly in ariaent

\ prqduction, but in other tusks and that that was the policy

he pursued &t the Gerwaniawerft for, he saia, "it was
quite out of the question azs far as I was concerned Lo
occupy a prisoner of war on imwediete armeauent prcducticn.”
But he also testified that in 1943, of 11,000 employees
at the Gerusniawerft there Wer¢IISOO prisoners of war,
and that the mexinuw nuwber employed there at any btliue was
roughly 2,000 including 400-500 French, 200 Dutch «nd the
remcinder Russiun. At that time, as shown by the uefense
evidence, Speer in Jenuary, 1943, had forbiaden all peace-
tiwe production. The Germaniawerft was engaged in builaing
warships for the Navy, principally subuarines.

In his affiduvit, the witness depcsed that the
defendunts Krupp, Loeser and one Giroat told hi thut
"the legitiuweacy of ewployding foreign workers on war . _
work wus not to be discussed." He further deposed thuat
he often received instrucﬁions frow Essen which he dld
not hiwself approve; that he discussed with the offieials
there the legitimascy of ewploying priscners of war in
armament production and was told by Loeser that he was to
be guided by the wey in which the matter was handled in
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Essen and that the question of legitimacy was to bé

put esiue. This testiwony lsaves no aoubt that the
Officials in Essen Werewhﬁite well e¢ware of the fuct that
the amployment of prisoéers of war in tne proauction of
@liiament wes o viclation of the law, anurone sbout

the fuct that they did not intend for the wanagers of
subsidiuries to mmise «ny troublesdme questions about it,

Moreover, it dewmonstrates the close connection be-
tween the Girectorute in Iissen and the subsiaisries
having = Separate corporate structure such as Germania-
werft. |

AS alreudy sald, Schroedter did the best he coula fcr
the defendants. He tried to leave the impressicn thet
no prisonem of wsr were eniployea in armcment broduction
in Essen, or ut least that he saw none.

In contrast is an affidevit introcuced by the
defense of Hans Jauch who, beginning in June, 1942, was
the Comwander of Stalag VI-F, in Boehol. This Stalag
had jurisdiction over the ewployuent of prisoners of war
in the Essen area. He deposed as follows:

"At Krupps the assighuent of workers to jobs wus
governed by principiles of e Xpediency, that is they were
put wherever they were needed. A clear separation of

proauction for war purposes wnd Pesce purposes was in

)

a firi like Krupps presuuably il.upossible under the sign
{sic) of total war, I am of the cpinica that if one

had wanted tc adhere Strictly to the letter of the

Geneva Conventicpn in this respect the OKW probably ought
not have assigned any PWs at all to & firm like Krupp and
all siwilar firws.n (1) DX 1006, Lehaann 149, Bk. 8, pp
21, 23.

The fuet thut during & substantial bart of the war
years, Russian prisoners of war ang Itolian wilitary
internees were requirec to work in & seui~starved
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FEREIEEST pea——

condition is conclusively shown by dogunentary evidence

taken from the Kiupp filesy wisked

- Tus evidence on the subject is voi-

uminous and within réasonable limits cannot be discussed
in detail. Tne evidence from the seereved Krupp files
is conclusive on the question. |

Russian prisoners of wap began to arrive éarly in
1942. Of all the military prisoners they fared the worst.
The utter inadequacy of the food supplied them is conclus-
ively shown by protests made by managers of seversli of the
plants of the Cast Steel Faetory tc which they were assignel
by ¥rupp officials for work. A few illustrations will
suffice. On Fibruary 25, 1942, the Lecomotive Works, one
of the factories in Essen, forwarded’to Hupe, a Krupp
official, the following: i

"On the 16th of this wmonth, ]3, kussian Prisoners of
war were allocated to the boiler construction works. These
men camé to work in the morning without bresk or tools.
During the two breaks, the prisoners approached the German
workers seated in the vicinity and plaintively begged for
bread, pointing out that they were hungry. \(At lunchtime
on the first day, the firm was able to distribute amongst
the Russian PoWs food left. over by the French PoWs.) On
17 Februery, at the instigation of Mr. Theile I went to the
kitchen in Weidkamp to remedy thigystate of affairs‘and
negotisted with the manager of the kitchen, Miss Block,
about the issue of some lunch. Miss Bicck immediately
promised me to issue some food and in addition lent me the

22 mess-tins which I asked for. On this occasion I also
o2l
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asked Miss Block to let our kussian PoWs have until
further notice at lunchtime such food as might be

left over by the 800 Dutch personnel fed there. Miss
Block agreed to this too, and issued & pot of milk
soup as additional food for the next lunch. On the
following day again the lunch allocation was very
small. Since some Russians had already collapsed and
since from the second day onwards the special allocation
too had ceased, I tried again to ask Miss Block by
telephone for a further issue of food. Siace my phone
call did not have the desired effect, I paid another
personal visit to Miss Block. This time Miss Biock
refused any further special allocation of food in a

very brusque manner.'




"After the Russian}prisoners of war had been allocated to
us by the Lebor Allocetiun Office on the 16th of this wmonth,
I iwweaiately got in touch with Dr. Lehwann to settle the
question of feeding thew. I then lesrned that each pris-
‘oner receives 300 gr. of breud between 040C and 05.00
hours. I pointed out that it was iwpossible to exist on
this bread rution until 18.00 hours; whereupcn Dr. Lehmann
told me that the Russiun priscners of war must not be
@llowed to get used to western Burcpean ways of feeding.

I replied that the priscners could not carry out the heavy
labor required in the boiler construction shop on these
raticns and that it would not serve our purposes tc keep
the wen at the works under these ccnditions. At the sane
tiwe, however, I requesteu thet if the Russians were to
continue to be ewploysu tnéy should be given a hot wid-

dey weal and that, if possible, the breaa ratiocn should be
divided, one half being distributeu early in the worning
and the other'half at the tiwe of our breakfust-break. This
proposul of wine has already been put into effect by us wit!
French prisoners of war and has proved effective ana
expedient. | |

"tTc wy regret Dr. Lphmann diu not agree to wy pro-

posal, however,'®" The Dr. Lehmann-referred,to in this
couwunication is ocne of the aefenaants. On March 26, 1942,
Thiele, of the boiler ccmstruction shop, reported to Hupe
that:

- "The Russiun P.W.s ewployed here are in a generally
weak physical ccnditicn and can cnly partly be
euployed, on light fitting Jobs, electric welding
ana auxiliary jobs. 10 to 12 of the 32 Russians here
are absent daily on account of illness.

"In March fér instunce, 7 appeared for work only
for & few days, 14 are nearly always ill, or
cumne here in such « condition that they are not
capable of even the lightest work. Therefore

only 18 of the 32 rewasinec who could be used
only for the lightest jubs.
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"The reason why the Ruecians are not capeble of production is,

in my opinion, that the food vhich they are given will never

give them the strangth for working which vou hope for. The

foo? one day, for instance, consisted of a waterv soup with

cabbage leaves and a few pisces of turnip,"

This report was made six weeks after the first Ruyredian prisoneré
of war hacd besn emploved in that factory. It was brought to the
attention of Dr, Beusch and the 6efmnd§nt Ihn,

That neverthelacs the condition cdhtihued is indicated bv another
Aocument from the Krupp filec, On Nov-mber 19, 1942, Instrument Work

Shon No. 11, snother factory in Ecgan, remorted +o the Labor Alloestion

0°r

hde

s ag followe:
"During the last few davs we have apain and, again discovered that
the food for the Rureian Po¥és who in our plant ars exclusively
emploved on heavy work is totally ina”ecuate, ™e have alreacdy
exrressed this in our letter to Herr Ihn dated 30 October 19472,
e discover again and again that reople who 1ive on thic fiet
alva=e break down st work after a chort time and cometimes die,
It is no help to uvs to get a few workers asseigned to us after
8 long fight, For this heavy vork (proceceing of airplane
armor plates) we have to inrist that the food is adervate =nough
to actuallv keep there workers wiih us,"
That the conditions rfeseribed in these “ocuments were general and
known bv every agency of the firm smploving Ruceian rriconers of war
is shovn bv the defanse documents as vell ae those of the prosecution,
On Octoter 30, 1942, a report was made bv Eickmeier to the de~
fendant Lohmann, Bickmeier wae an employee of the Labor Allbestion
from Septembar 1, 1042, until Mareh 1045, and acted ae the liaison
officiel wi*h the army suthoritiase having <upervision of the prisoners
of war camps, He Aescribed his Afutiae ae thog of a "trouble shooter!
to atraighten out Aifficulties arieing 2t numerous Krupn plants em-
ploying prisoners of war, He tectifiad 'hat he made frermuant ipspece
tions of the conditions often in comrany with an Armv Inepection
Officer from the Stalag, and aleo = reprecenptative from the Garman
Labor Front; and that in at laact one instancs such inepection took
place in the presence of the officials from the internal labor -
allocation office,

In his report to the def-ndant Lehmann, of October 30, 1242,

Eickmeier stated tha following:
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"The peneral state of health ane nutrition in 241 Rueeian
POT camps is verv unfavorsble and ic¢ obviovs to anvbody
~who has had an oprortunity +o orserve those things, I have
of coursa alro attempted on the cpot to find out the causes
of th*e fact, 1In all Rursian camps, members of ths army
(=mong them votarans of +he Ruseian campaign vho certainly
camnot be classed as friende of the bolsheviets) explained
to ma, that ths frod as far_as cuantity was concerned was
insufficient, furthermore tha+ food ought to be more sub-"
stantial, Members of the armv who havs alresdy bheen for
some time on wrisoner gvard duty declared thst they had on
various occasions observed new transports of priconers who
on arrival were in ths best of health and apprared sturdv
and strong, but after only a few weeks vere in an extra
or”inarily weakesned condition, Army medical inepectors
have aleo made remarks in the camps along thesce linmse and
s*ated that thev had never met with such a bad general
state of affairs in the cases of the Rusrisns ss in the
Krupp Camps, In fact the prisoners retuming from work
make 2 complet-~ly worn-out and limp impreesion. Some
prisoners juct eimplv totter back inte camp, It muet be
taken into concidaration that the nriconears hava to march
a considerable wav to and from work in a“dition to the
normal vorking hours, In my opirion the food hould® be
imorovad by adfitional feliverv of notatoss, (I also
hanvanad to hear from the guards ths  the rrisoners at
HOESCE gat 3 liters of food), Furt*~rmore, cere should
bs  taken that the nrisonerc receiva their food from ths
plant at the etart of the ract meviod an? Ao not spend
it wajting in a gueue for the food to he given out,"

A fils note of October 11, 1942, made by Troeckel, Krupp
samploves, to Lehmann, which was aleo trought to the attantion of
the defendsnt Ihn, reporte 2 telephons conversation with the
Chisf “armv Phvsician of the Bocholt Stalag, Dr, Holstein, This
Stalag had supervision of prisoners of war in th» Essen area,
Th» convarsation wae with referance to conditions a+ Camp
Raumerstracss and came about through- the efforts of Krurp to raturn
*o the Stalag some of the phvsically unfit Rursian prisonars of
war, The report recitss that:

"Dr. H, comnlained bitterly that the Raumerstrasse camp

was the one among 2ll the camps under their jurisdiction

which alwavs had the l=argest numrer of rick prisoners,

He covl® only ascume that +his was due to the camp food,

camp management, ete., It was true, that conditions in

the camp had alreadv imnroved but i+ still had the

highest eick rate, #*%% He deked us on our n 1, to Ao our

best to imrrove conditions marticulsrlv in cormection

with food at the Raumerstracse camn.?

In Octoter, 1942, Dr, Toppessar, of the Drop Forgs plant,
after observing that the Russian prisoners of war who came there
for trestment Ygave evidewce of apalling poor rutrition" pointed

out that inma mine in the vieinity, the "nutrition of the

prisoners of war was evidentlv cuite rood, notwithstanding their
~ b >
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‘heavy work underground," and that this -as Aue to the fact that
the "mins purchared huge ruantities of Swedish turnips as addition-

al raw food for +hem," whitk put them in good condition, This

information was transmitted fO“%hg defeandant Lshmann,

Ths Krupp employes Eickmeier, hereinabove raferred to was in-
troduead as a witnecs for tﬁéfﬂefense. <His efforts to explain
away his reports ware unioue[ﬁ It seems that in an effort to
bring about an improvement, Lehmann intanded to presant the de-
plorable situstion to the top officisls of the firm., Eickmeier
testifisd that at Iehmarn's request he intentionally exaggerated
the facts so ar to make more imrressive Lehmenn's vrecantation
of the need for rslief., 1In the same connection, he testifiad :
that "Aifficultiss we could not deal with ourselves wers taken
by Lehmann to officas in the vary top levels in the firm,"

But Eickmeier's crocs exeminstion develoned that his attemp-
ted explanation of his reports was not trustvorthy, He admitted
“the food was very mesger; seemad to be largely a licuid diet and
I vantad to ret them more so0lid food." .

&

He 21ro testified tha* bafore the vrisoners of war wers sent
to the Krupp firm, thev were examined by an army doctor for the
purpose of weeding out those phvsically unfit to work and that
there wés no further sxsmination made after +heir arrival, He
likewise confirmed a statement in his raport of October 30, 1942,

that )
. "members of the army who have alreadv been for some time

on nrisoner of war guard dutv declarsd +ha+ thev had on

variovs occasions observed new transworts of nrisonars

who, on arrival, wers in the best of health and apneared

sturdv and etrong, but aftser onlv a few weekrs were in an

extra-ordinarilv weakened condition,"

Conditions at the Krupn »risonerc of war camps 2t the time
under consiﬂeratiqn wers so bad that they came to the attention
of the Army High Command, A contemporaneous focunenit from the
Krupr files records a talephone 21l made on October 14, 1942,
bv the Chief of +he Prisonsr of War Department of the Supreme

Comman” of the Armed Forces, to the Krupp firm. The call was

to the deferdsant Von Buelow but he saeme to have not.been

gy 2
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aveilatle and spparently it wae taken bv his secretarv who 'made a

recor” of it, communicating it to Von Buelow. The record is as

follows:

Re: Telavhone Call by Oberst (Colonsl) Braver of the
Surreme Command of the Armed Foress, Dent, POF's, Berlin,
Oharst Braver who wanted to talk to Harr vor Buelow, re-
*uested ma to pase on the foliowing to Harr vwan Buelow:
The Supreme command of +te Armad Forcer has lately
received from their own officed and recantlv aleo in
anorymous letters from the Germsan population 2 coneider-
able number of complaints about the treatmant of POWtg
at the firm KRUPP (arreciallv tha+ thev are being beaten,
an® furthermore t+hat +hev do not rec~ive the foorf anc
time off that ie Aus to +hem, Among othar things the
PO¥!s are said not to have rec~ivad anv votatoes for
siy wreks,) 411 +hose things vould no longer occur =nv-
vhers else in Germany, The Syprame Command of +he Armed
Forces has alreacw raryastad servaral timee thet full
food rations should ba iecsved to ths rrisonsre, In
acdition if thev have to nerfornm heavy work, thsy must
aleo got corresponding time off, the sams as the
German vorkere, Oberst Braver alco informed me that
the conditions at Krupp would be looksd into either by
the Armv District Command or by the Supreme Command of
tha Aymed Forees thamselvas, He had recusstad Geoneral
V.. Schulenburg on ths oceasion of a trip to e211 at
Krupn in pareon concerning this mattor; unfortunately
this had not been possible. I told Oberst Prever that
I could not judge the conditions but would pass on his
information to Herr von Buslow immediately",

When\the foregoing information was communicatad to the de-
fenfant von Buelew he paesed it +o thev%efenﬁant Lehmann with thé
advice *hat ha had Just had a call from a Captain from the
Genaral Command Muester, and that in the course of the conver-
sation,

"I-mantionsd the ¢511 from Colorsl Brever an® tolf him

that thars comnlainte ware e~rtainley not fvstifiad, Be

sides, I was not the rrorar authority but would nass on

tha mattar to competent officers in our firm, May T

racu~st you to tsks care of avervthing further v

Thars were alsd complaints by Armv afficare chargad vith
the supsrvicion of nrironers of war atout conditions in the
Kruor enternrise, In January 1943, they again told Eickmeier
tkat the "Oecdema caces only evisted in Krupp camp.,*

In Juna, 1942, the official vegeta' le ration for Rursian
vrisoners of war were less than ons~tuarter pound rer day, In
view of tris fact, it is euite understandable how the department
undar-the charge of the dafendant Kupks reported "that it is
imposeible to vrepare two even moderately'satisfving hot meals
on ons and a half liters out of thig ouantity,
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In the light of th» foregoing documents, it cannot be said
that the Krupr firm was reruired by governmental diractives to
work rrisonsrs of war, who, in manv instances, wers bordering on
starvation. The Cset Steel Factory at Eeeon (Gusstehlfabrik) had
officiallv bren ﬂeclared'a militarv plant exclusively at the dise
nosal of the High Comman’ of the Armed Foreas and of the Wahrmacht
Devartments under its command, "which w§11 furnish ths plant with
detailed instructions." The official Airsctiva aynressly statad
that only thees military departmente will hava authority over
this plant,

This was confirmed bv Tauch, Cormoncer of Stalag VI-F at
Bochol, whosa afridavit iptroducsd b the dafansae has already
baan refarpsa to, Hs daposs thnt"nﬂfurally theve ware Airectives
for the amploymen* ané *r-atment of rriconars of war which were : f
bared on ths Genevs Convention, Ths exscutory decrass ware
iesvuad by the OKW immediafely, thus the Stalags were the only
organs whicﬁ had to ses to.it that thers directives were obeyed
and not viola+ed;"

But apart from #vie evidance it je conclusively shown that
the allocation of rrisonerec of war and their superviecion was by
the militarv authoritiss and, moreovar, thHat recuests by a firm
for vrisonsrs of war wers grahteﬂ onlv on condition +hat those
phy=ically upfit would mot bs put +o work uptil they bad been
go'tan shape by proper feading, or whatever meacurse were naceesary,

This is mads clear not only b~ focumsntary svidence offared.
by the defanea, but slso by ths defeonse pitnses Borschmevar, who,
\heginning 2arly in 1047, warc the Offics Chief of CountareIntslli-
gence at the Stalag charged with sup~rvision of rrisoners of way
cémps in that ares, Borschmever did the best he could to axen-
erate the defendants and the Krupp firm, but in the light of the
contemporanecus documsnts his efforts must bs recarded ae futile,
He tertified that in many instaness, becauss of their poor
physical condition, Russian mrison~rs of war had to bs "fad wp"
and"treated very carefully in regard to food in order to bring

them ur to strength," and vory oftan +hie vas a long process,
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But he made it clear that in granting reruects for allocation
of nrisoners of wag'the Wehrmacht did so with the distinet under-
standing that it wie the obligation of tha emplover to sae *hat

s i s s L
thev were in the npoper rhysical condition before rutting thenm

*o work,  With respect to Rusrian nrironors of war in particular,
-

f

ha teetified that "thav should be pamperad and traated like a
" any priconer

raw a2rg;" and he wae emphatic in etating “hat if
of war wera put to work in a vhysicelly unfit or undsrnourished

cordition, it was not the fault of *hs Wehrmacht but in vart at
leaet the fault of the factory to which thev had bsen allocated,

Morsover, ha confirmed that +he emplovment of rrisoners of

war in the Krunp enterprise, rarticularly in Es en, evyposed

.
ie

them to great danger, Anticipating the allegad defense bf
intsrasting to fote *hatv

nacecsity hereinafter discussed it
Borschmever testifiad that ba had no fear of ropricale for the

policy of "pamnaring" Ruseian prisorére of ar;
Thars is much evidsnce by the defense as %0 the sowcalled

"pampering" of Rvesian nriconers of war, bv "fasing +tam yp!
Such measures

with extra rations hefore thew ware put to work.
geem to have teen considered necessarv at tha most tofiporarily,

Th» dafense introduced a latt~r from the Board of Direstérs of

Fria®, Krupp, A. G., Eesen, dated Ssptember 25, 1047, eipned by

tha dafandante Thn and Lehmann, addraceed +o the Army High
Command. In this letter it was vointsd out that a recent shift

of Ruseian rrisoners of war allocated for essentisl war work

were so weak and undernouriched that evean with tha best ine-

tantion trev were wnatle to work, and that with +hs food due
them thay could not be strengthaned ~nough to work in the n-ar

future. Tt war accordingly askad "vhatrer i+ might be poeeible

to authorize additional fooR nsceesarv for a faeding up
from 4 -« 6 wesks, vhich would be nacessary to
The latter conw

campaign” of
get the nrironsrs of war in condition to work,
described. very

n the very near

tde

cludad that "as we are under the circumstances

anxious to ~mploy the Russian nriconors of war

Miturs, we chould be most grateful if wou would give us your
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et

evinfon on this matter as soon as poerible,”

A vaply to +Fir;1é*tﬂv, dated chnber’ls,ﬁl94?, wae ars
follows: ;

"&s from 19 Vetober 1942 mew food-ragmilations will be in

foree for Soviat nrisoners-ofevar vwith notable $mmrovement

of food alloeatione for thess nrifonerceof-var both in
muality and riantity, The rrocuremsnt of these ‘supnlies

vill make it poe r%bl@ to f2ad the Soviet rrisoners-of-war

aderuataly and to ra-seta*lirh the full working-capacity

of the priconers, Furtrer vrovieione for tpecial faord-

ing up of nriaonev« chould tharefors no longnr be raceesary "

M atever may ko eald akout the'inadenuacv of offiecial rations
orior to Octobar, 1042, and the effarts mads bv the Kruop firm
to hr:ng 2 out an inerases; thers are two determinative faets
which ave estsbliched bavohd Aoubt by con*amporansous documents

tak=n fram the Krupn Filae, come of vrich are ometed hereine
sbove, Thae~ are: (1) that Rueccigr wriconsre of war were put
to heavy ﬁérkaw%en, dua to undernourishment, they vere totally
unfit rhveiecally: and (2) that not enly war +hers no official
recuirement that this be fone, bﬁt it wae directly contrary
te the orders of the comratent officials,

It may be conceded ths+ trere wae rome imrrovement in the
faeding of rriconers of war by the midfle of 1943, but such as
it wae 44 éid not nrove to be nermanment,

The tertinonv of defense witnoeg Marouardt, Krupp amnloves,
inficates vhat the eitua*<on was in the summer snd fall of 1044
with respset to the nron meals corved in the faetories during
the treak in working hours, Marcuardt's wife and father-in-
law also,worked in Ro?liné Mill 2, Upen one occasion thav
decided to sat their noon meal at *he plant inctaa® of at their
home, Marcuardt teetifiad +hat they trisd it "but we fidn't
continu~ like that for long becauss the faod waen't very good

2nd d~finitely not what it chould have hesn,"

Moreovar, that the vrironers were re~uired to work in

S

. birhly fdangerous arsas is ¢oncedad, It is no answer to say that

bacause of the Yombing attacks an® the military sitvation in
general life for avervona in Essen, inclu'ing Garmane, had

beeome dangerous and d1ffieult, The rrisoncrs of wa r, concentration
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camp inmates and in large nart the foreipn e’vilian workers ware

not in Esean by choice, Thev had bean breught thare to an en~mv

voluntarv servitude, Thay were uttsrlv unable to help thema
salvas and absolutely demendent upon tha officiale of the Krupp
firm for vrotection and for their every need, ‘They had no choice
as to whan, how or where they chould work; or whether they <hould
vork at 2ll, In no e~nss c¢an it be <aid that *hey were in any
wise responsihle for the condifénsnow pleaded as an exouss, If
those conditions made it impossible to give them the nroner care,
food and rrotection thew should not have been recuired to work
at all, especially in one of the most dangerous places in all

Europe, Instead what wag racuired of the workers, including the

2

for~ignsrs, is corractly described in the brief of councel for
th» defendant Krupp as follows:

"The cart stesl factorv was in the v~rv center of thig
inexorable struggls, and was most esv~relv affactad by i,
One workshop after the other went un 4n flamas or was
gutted, Evarv br-athing spece was vead +a rapsir the
damage and to maintain rrocductior, The big raid of March
5, 1943, causad such evtencive camage in the works, thet
tha »roduction wage houre f~11 by fiftv rer e~nt, and
continued to f211 from thet date onwsrds slmoet witheut
interruption, One third and more of the whole work was
devoted to the removal of damages and reconstrudtion,"

It is further eaid in the sams brief thst "until the
middle of 1943 it was attempted, ae a mstter of principle
to reconstruet destroved huts ac ouictly as poreikle,
Aftar that there efforts were limited to 2 faw camps
only, which subsecuently exnariences up to five consscu-
tiva destructions and raconetructione,"

’

In this connaction it is nroper to stats that the svidence
a*firmativaly shows that the Krupp officials as well as the
German worksrs at that time had bacome convinced that the strugele
was hopeless and Asfant for Germany wae inevitabile,

The rations for Italian military internees wers the came
as thoee for weetarn ~riconers of war, but thair dist rad verv
tad reesults, Tre svidence with recpect to the status of thecs
irternses is not very satisfactory. From what there ig of it,
it appears that in the main-thay were Italian soldiers who

surrenderad with their arme to the Germans in North Italy after
700
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the Badoglio Govarnmant pams into poﬁer but hefare it decldred
war on Germany, Ther~ Italians weors firet accorded the statue
of »riconere of war, but later were forced to acc-pt the status
of fereign workers, We Ao not regard it.necepsary for yprecent
purpeses te resolve thie cusstion one wav or the othsr. In
either view, it is obvious tha+ they were brevght to Germany
under comrulsion and kept in a etate of cervitude while em-
ploved in the armamant indué+rv in connaction with a war againet
their own country,

They wers principally emploved in four plants, two of them
the Guestahlfsbrik, Tesen, an® th~ Friadrich Alfried Hustte at
Rheinhausen, A report from the latter conc-rn in February, 1044,
shovad that a sickness rate of 11 p-reent ircluding 70 caras of
cadama and a hundrad locs of woight, Tt ie 2leo statad that of
765 camp inmates, 35 percent were unfit op only vartly fit for
verk and that ths number of underncuriched persons and casaé of
etomach and bowel trouble chowe the foad uwsuitable for moet of
the Italian militarv intevnen~g,

A report from the same source in March, 1¢4/, shows a
further deterioration in the condition of the prisoners, It
concludes that "the rrecant vaight of theee raople, most of whom
are expected to do work involving consideratle physicai exertion,
is too lgw. With regard to ths feod and evhsacryent lv phe outrut
of the Italian military internass +thave evists an acute emergency
which coul” only bd met by a generous raleace of suitabls food
etuffe." The sickrate wae =+111 abnermallv high in June, 1044,
an® had ineresead in August, 1044, almost a veor after their
imprisonment, In acdition, the romort of that month reacites
trat 2 large rart of theee npiconars "suffarsd many foot. infuries
Ave to poor footwaar,! 4 similar situation nravailed in Eseean
vith reepact to the food given Italian military intsrhess and the
rasulting sick rate, Thie ie v~"lected by raporte from the de-
rartment headed bv ths Aefandant Kupks in the spring and summer

of 1044, o0
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working and ¢limatic conditions,”

Italian militarv interns=s vere convertad ﬁnto civilisn

workers on September- 1, 1°i4, From that dét¥;:a11 the limi-

1) ~
tations resulting from their former 9tatus\wera aboiiched and
thev thereafter received the rations of- frea foreign workers,’
The‘ﬂocumonts rhow a subetan*ial imnrovement thereafter,

The defense claims that the condition of the Italian
military internees during the time they were tr-ated as
prisoners of war‘was due not to the insufficiencv of the food
brt to the manner in which it wae nrenared‘anﬂ the fact that
it was of a kind tc which the Italians weare not accustomed.
I%‘is also insistcﬂ that t-ie conﬂit;on wase goon ramedied by
putting in charge Italian chefs, If +his be true, it must be
conced?d that it fook an ertracrdinarily long time to Pinﬁ
and aﬁﬁlv the ramadv, MﬂreéV"r, the fact +hat the trouble was
not entiralv that claimed hy the defence ir inﬂioa?aﬁ by the | i
report of Dr, Jasger, Kruop's <enior camp nhvejcisn, On the-
day the change of status took nlace .he renrorted that "the
foed ic nov geood and sufficient, Thore hava hean no mors

complaints, «dn soits of the scarcits of notatoss, I have

_teen sbla to ascertain during the past year that tha suscepti-

bility and the bad general physical condition of +the Italians

dmpreved a 1ittle, They were in a very bad general phvsiesl

condition even when thay arrived and this was of course in=-

craacad by long marches on the way hera, and unaccustomed
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