M.iCHINES T..KEN FROM ..LS-THOM F.CTORY )

The German Naval High Command instituted a new submarine building
program in the early part of 1941 which was participated in by a Krupp
subsidiary, Krupp Stahlbau in Rheinheusen. The plant menager of the
Steel and Bridge Construction Department of Stahlbau was sent to France
to find bending roll machines of greater dimensions than were avail~ble
at the Krupp plants in order to fulfill its »nart in the submarine building
program, This Krupp representative accompanied by a naval officer of
the Armament Inspectorate of the Navy High Commend proceeded to the

Alsthom Plant in Belfort where they located two bending machines

suitable for Krupp needs, Immediately they placed a Wseized" sign
upon the machines. The director of the .ilsthom firm objected to the
confiscation on the ground that the mach}nes were the only ones on which
the construction of boiler drums ~nd high pressure tubes was based and
that they were essential for this purpose, The machines wcre heavy
machines, one weighing 380 tons and the other about 50 to 60 tons,
Neither had been used for militery purncses, Moreover, machines of this
type, old or new, were not available on the market and could not be
produced in less than 18 months at the minimum, Krupp Stahlbau, how-
ever, possessed a bending press which they could have used in case of

® _ urgent need, Dr, Goerens, now deceased but at thot time a member of

<@

%hexgrupp Vorstand, was advised when the procuring of the machine be-

\‘.
2 came urgsat and he approved of the acouisition after an estimate of

the approximate-price was given him,

The objections raised to the seizure were of no avail and shortly
‘thereafter the machines were dismantled by Krupp workmen and carried
off to Germany. They were installed at the Krupp Stahlbau plant and
were used in the submarine building program until the end of the war,

That the Krupp firm intended to permanently acquire these machines

there can be little doubt. Repeated attempts were made by the Krupp
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firm to obtain title to the machines, It offered to pay slsthom 108,700 RM
for the machines, a price fixed by a Germah official evaluation which
included deductions for repair costs, transportation and installation
charges from data furhished by the Krgpp firm.. Vhen its efforts to
purchase the machines failed, the Krupp firm enlisted the aid of the
Navy High Commsnd which advised that it could not order ..lsthom to
accept the price offered by the Krupp firm and that the matter could

be settled only by negotiation. However the Militery Intendant for
France advised ..lsthom that commensation was a matter for the German
Army, that the Krupp firm should not be exnected to handle the matter,
and that the only basis for settlement was the price already fixed,

From that time forward the firm's efforts to obtain title were directed
through the Military authorities so that the Krupp firm would not appear
 as a party to the negotirtions.

The Director of .lsthom not only objected to the seizure and
removal of the machines but repeatedly demanded that the machines be
returned. He testified that a decree or order of the French colla-
borationist government was to the effect that if the owner of a confis=
cated machine refused to negotiate with the German authorities, then,
after a certain period, the owner lost all claim to indemnification,.

In consequence of this order the Director of ..lsthom continued to bar-
gain\with the XKrupp firm and the German authoritics as the corraspondence
revealé; but he pursued delaying taetics which in the end, and only
necause of the unsuecessful termination of the war for Germany, proved
successful,

The Krupp firm was specifically advised of at least some of the
illegal asmects of the seizure of these machines. On 21 July 1943, a

file memorandum by a Krupp employee stated:

Ll According to information given by attorney-at-law
Schuermann, the whole confiscation was carried out

at the time in contravention to the rules of the Hague
Convention for Land Warfare, This in itself, allows
only seizure for the purpose of uses, but not seizure

with the intention of actusl transfer of property. ...
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12" I have asked Herr Sieber, once more to make
representations at the Intendantur, asking them to
internose their authority and to settle the matter,
as the sending of files back and forth would not

lead to anything,  Herr Siesber is of the same opinion
and wanted once more to annroach the Intendantur at
the Military Commander'!s in this matter,.-

r3, Furthermore, I asked Herr Borchers, tc contact
Herr Geneuss, once more for the same purpose and to
point out to him that the guarantee by the ..rmy agency
(Wehrmachtsdienststelle) exists now as before, so that
it would be interested in seeing the matter settled

as soon gs possible.m

The attorney Kurt Schuermann was a member of the Krupp Legal De-
partment and was associated with Dr, Ballas and Dr, Joeden in that

Department until the end of the war., The Legal Department was directly

subordinate to the Vorstand,

The Military Commandant in France renewed his efforts to force
hlsthom to accept the priece offerecd and threatened that unless such
offer were accepted, payment by the German Reich would be refused.

4n increased offer of 190,000 RM was made after this threat failed but

it too was refused,

Krupp Stahlbau wrote to their lisison office in Paris as follows: \

"The Intendant of the Militsry Commender has certain
scruples about forcing the French to acuent 2 compen—
sation which would, for German conditions be acceptable,
Step by step he had gradually advanced the compensation
offer to RM 190,000, -,

e, on our part, are extremely interested in acquiring
the machine finally at the estimated value of RM 190,000,
But we decline direct negotistions and dealings with
ils-Thom, as we ere of the oninion that the machine was
confiscated by the German Ruestungsinspektion (Lrmement
Insnection) and thus it devolves unon the German
authorities to arrange the settlement with the French
~nd that we, thereupon, shall then entire into clearing
negotietions with the German authorities.®

Upon the 2llied occupation of Germany the machines were found at the
Krupp Stahlbau factory and identified by members of a French commission
apd thereafter they were returned to the ualsthom plant at Belfort.

Until December 1943 all disbursements for canital investments by
subsidiary compenies snd the parent firm exceeding 5,000 RM had to bear

the approval of the three members of the Vorstand who at that time were
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defendents Xrupp, Loeser and the decsased Goerens., For investments
over 10,000 R the approvel of Gustav Krupp was necessary in eddition
to that of the three members, .fter December 1943, canital investments
of more than 5,000 RM had to have anproval of defendents Jenssen,
Houdremont, lMueller, and the deceased Fritz Mueller who was also a
member of the Vorstand, If the amount excecedsd 10,000 RM the approval
of defendent ilfried Xrupp was elsc necessary,
The minutes of the Vorstand meeting for 4 Sentember 1940 shows

the anproval of an appropristion of 186,000 RM for the purchase of

a machine for the Friedrich-Alfried-Huette firm at Rheinhausen, Whether

this appropriation was intended for the machines confisceted at the
als-Thom plant in the early part of 1941 does not appcar. It is apparent
to us however fgom the credible evidence that the matter received the
attention of the Vorstand at various times from the acquisition of the
machine in 1941 until the liberation of Paris in June 1944, and that
defendants Xrupp, Loeser, Houdremont, Mueller and Janssen are resojonsi-
ble for this confiscation and detention of these mechines.

e conclude from the credible evidence that the removal and de-
tention of these machines was o clear violation of article 46 of the

Hague Rogulations.,
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MACHINES TAKEN FROLM OTHER FRENCH PLANTS

The Krupp firm not only took over certain French industrial
enterprises, It also considered occupied France as a hunting ground
for additional equipment which was either s?ipped to the French cnter-
prises operated by the Krupp firm or.directly - sent to Krupp establish-
ments in Germany., The Krupp firm obtained this machinery from the
local Freneh eeonomy, partly through their own efforts, and partly
through those of various government offices. Some French machines
were obtained from booty depots. Some werse directly requisitioned
from French firms, with payment offered to the owners after the con-
fiscation. Some were purchased by Krupp through its representatives
in Paris, and some cou1§ only be obtained after negotiations con-
ducted by Krupp officials had been adequately backed up through the
intervention of Germsn authorities,

ROGES,

In December 1940 the Raw Materials Trading Coe. which had been
referred to as Roges was founded at the request of the German Army
High Command, the Economic and Armaments Office and the Reish Ministry
of Economies "whose desire it was to utilize the_raw materials in the
occupied countries of western Europe and to accelerate their use in
German war economy,"

N Goods were obtained by Roges in co-operation with the German
military and econoTic agencies which could be placed in two caté-
gories, namely: (1) captured goods referred to as " Booty Goods"
and (2) purchésed goods (those secured through the black market by
German official agegcies).

UEder a speciat Goering decree, the Office of Plenipotentiary for
Special tasks was created which supervised and directed the procuring
‘gf goods in occupied countries through the black market. These goods and

= Booty goods obtained in occupied countrics by the German Army Command

o

were -tutngd over to Rogesa
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These goods as a rule were gathered together in depots from which

they were distributed to German firms under directions from the

Central Planning Commission. _Both the Booty and the black-market
goods consisted of wares of all kinds, such as household goods, raw
materials, textiles, machines, tools, shoes, scrap metal and other
materials and were obtained in all the countries occupied by Germany.
There were many machines and machine tools included in the Booty
goods .

The Booty goods were not paid for and cost Roges only the cost
of transportation from the occupied territories to Germenye. These
as a rule were confiscated by the German military agencies and turn-
ed over to the branch offices of Roges for shipment to Germany.

' The black-market goods were procured by buyers, acting under orders
of the German Economic Ministry and the Armaments Ministry. &11
purchases had to be approved by the competent military commander in
the occupied area, Prices were fixed by the buyers and the owners
were paid by Roges in currency of the particular occupied country,
which foreign currency was furnished by the Reich, which came‘out
of occupation costsa.

These goods were then distributed from the Roges depots to the
various firms as requested by the Reich agencices and the Economic
groups. A great portion of these booty and black-market goods was
distribubed at the request of the Reich Association Iron (RVE), of
which defendant 41fried Krupp was vice-chairman, to its member firms,

' In many instances the goods were shipped by Roges direct from the
occupied country to the firms in Germeny when those firms had placed
their order for certain goods in advance. In other cases the booty
gggds were sent by Roges to a special booty center where they were then
allocated by the fleich agencies and sent to the respectiw business
firms, A4s a rule thf prices paid for these items were the prevailing

domestic prices and lower than Roges paid for the black-market goods,

~46~




goods

As Roges peid nothing for the booty goods, the surplus resulting was
credited to the supreme command of the Armed Forces.

During the war, campaigns for the éo]lection of scrap metal were
conducted and Major Schuh carried on these driv§s in the occupied
territories. These accumulations of scrap<me§a1 from the occupied
countries were placed by Roges at the disposal of German industry.

The Krupp firm regularly obtained large quantities of this scrap metal
from Roges.,

During the period of the wer, the Krupp firm reca?ved wares ..

End = goods of a1l kinds from Hoges, of a total valuation of
14,2&3,OOO~R-M. This amount comprised 3,458,000 R... for "Booty™"

goods and 10,785,000 R.li, for goods purchased on the black market.

We are satisfied from the credible evidence presented that the Krupp
firm knew the source of these goods purchased from Hoges and that
certain of these items such as machines and materials were confiscated
in the occupied territories and were so-c§11ed booty goods. Invoices
for goods purchased on the black market always accompanied the goods

to the firn gg Roges billed the fir:i for exactly the asount paid for the
by Roges. In the case of the booty goods, however, Roges did not know
the value as they had not prid for these items, hence the goods were
sentﬁto the particular firm without an invoice and the price was later
settled between the firm and the Reich agency, after which the invoice
was sent to the firm. Thus it will be seen that the fimms knew when
goods arrived without an invoice that they were booty goods as distin=i...
guishgd from the goods purchased through the governmental agencieés on
the black market,

An interesting item appears in the minutes of the meceting of the
Vorstand of Fried, Krupp A.G., 18 September 1941, attended by defendants
Krupp and Loeser, showing approval of an appropriation of 13,550 R.M,

for purchase of machine tools through "Krupp Reparatur Werk in Paris,
Kpawa''.
09_31 December 19h0 defendant Mueller was reporting to some of

his colleagues - including among others the defendant Eberhardt - on
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a meeting, copies of which were sent to defendants Krupp, Pfirsch,
Eberhardt and Korschan, include the following paragraph:

"77, New Machines for Machine Construction 21
Dr, Mueller suggested that the new machines for
Mb 2T bs set up in Mb 20, as far as space is still
available, in order to avoid any inconveniences in
Mb 21. He said it would also be advisable to have
someone accompany the shipments of machines from
France, since that was the only wey to insure the
speedy arrival of the machines."

In a note to defendant Loeser, 26 hugust 1942, his subordinate
Schroeder stated:

" We arc just now considering the intimation by the
Wehrmacht to move our 12-ton tractor to Francee....
For this it is imperative that we purchese in Poris
more machines etc. Tor our workshops necessitating
an outlay of about 1.2 million R.M... lle request you
to authorize the amount..."
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MACHINES AND IL,TERTALS REIOVED FROM HOLL..ND

For several years prior to the outbresk of the war the Krupp firm
owned subsidiary Dutch compenies, among them being the following:

(1) Fried ¥rupp's Reederij en Trensportbedrijf N.V. (Xrupp's Shipping
and Transport Co.) (2) Krupp's Erts-Handel Maatschappij N.V. (Xrupp's
Ore Trading Co.) (3) N.V, Stuwadoors Meatschappij "Kruwal" (The
Stevedores Co.) and (4) Devon Erts Maatschanpij N. V. (the Devon Ore
Co.). The first three maintained their principal places of business

at Rotterdam and the latter at imsterdam,

In addition, Krupp Eisenhandel (Xrupp Iron Trade Co.), a Xrupp
subsidiary located at Duésseldorf, Germany, had a branch office at
Rotterdam,

Throughout the psricd of the German occupation the Netherlands
industries were forced to produce for the Germen war economy. By 1942
the so-called Lager—iktion program wes underway, under which the produce
of the Dutch firms was seized and held for shipment to Germany. This
covered, in the main, the period from 1942 to September 1944 which may
be referred to as the first phase of organized spoliation. The branch
office at Rotterdam of Krupp Eisenhandel had sold Krupp products for many
years in Hollend and knew where many of these materials were located,
The German authorities were informed andlséized these products which
included goods owned by the Board of orks, the Municipal Gas "orks of
Dutch municipalities, and several private firms. (irticle 52 of the
Hague Regulations protect “Municipalities!" of belligerently occupied
territories as much 2s "inhabitants", In addition, .irticle 56 of the
Hague Regulations reiterates: "The property of MunicipalitieS.s..
should be treated as private proncrty. es+P) These municipal and private
enterprises were compelled to deliver these confiscated materials to
various devpots in Holland from which they were transoorted by the Krupp
Dutch subsidiary, Krupp's Shipping and Transport Company, and shinped to

Germany. The prices for these goods were arbitrarily set by the German
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authorities without the consent or approval of the Dutch owners. During
this phase of the spoliation policy the Krupp subsidiary Dutch company
shipped to Germeny about 16,000 tons of confiscated materials which
consisted largely of fire-tubes, iron for re-inforced concrete and
shaped iron, o considerable portion of which reached the Krupp firms.

The second phase covers the period of September and October 1944
when it was thought that the Allied troops would soon liberate the
Netherlands and that therefore not sufficient time would be available
for the comnlete removal of industriel machinery =nd materials. Hence,
only valuable machines and first-class materisls were taken,

The third phase lasted from November 1944 until Mey 1945 during
which time the /llied armies were held by the German army after only a
small portion of the Netherlands had been liberated, During this period
a systematic plunder of public and privete property was carried out,

By the Fall of 1944 the Ruhr district had suffered heavy damage by
bombing from the air, 4s a result, at the instigation of the Speer
Ministry, the Ruhr .id project was set up for the ourpose of rehabilili-
tabting the industries of the Ruhr area. Under the plan tradesmen and
skilled workmen throughout the Reich were to be recruited for work on
reconstruction in the Ruhr. Suitable materisl for reconstruction was

sequestered in the Reich and sent to the Ruhr District.,

By October 194k the Gustahlfabrik (Cas t Steel Plant) in Essen was
badly demaged by air raids. lMinister Speer came to Essen to inspect the

damaged nlants end held a meeting while there which was attended by

several menbers of the technical staff, members of the Vorstand and
other Krupp officials. ut that meeting Speer proposed that German firms
should seize machines and meterials from the Dutch to rehabilitate the
factories of the Ruhr. This suggestion, without doubt, promnted the
ruthless and systematic plunder of Dutch industries which followed and

which continued until the complete liberation of the Netherlands,
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A 4s a result of Speer's proposal, two emnloyees of Krupn's Technical
Denartment named Koch and Hennig were appointed by Rosenbaum, defendant
Houdremont's direct subordinate, to proceed to Holland for the purpose of
selecting machines and meterials suitable for the Krupp industries in
Germany, Several of the machine factories and the Technical Department
were under the supervision of defendant Houdremont. Before leasving they

were furnished a list of such machines and materials. .t The Hague, Koch

and Hennig were joined by Rosenbaum, mentioned above, and Johannes
Schroeder, defendant Janssen's chief assistant, Together they proceeded
to the German government office wheee they obtained the addresses of its
branch offices in Rotterdam, .msterdam and Utrecht. it the Rgtterdam
office of the German Ministry for armament =nd War Production they
obtained the names of shinyards and manufacturing enternprises in Rotterdam
where they could inspect machines and materiels for shi-ment to Germany.
Koch and Hennig v isited the Lips factory, which will hereinafter be re-
ferred to, where they selected machines that were suitable to théir lists,
Ten fitters were requested from Essen for the purpose of dismentling and
shipping these machines to Essen. They also visited the factories of

De Vries Robbe & Co. of the N.V. Nederlandsche Seintostellen Fabrik in
Hilversum which was a subsidiary of the Philips firm in Eindhoven, of

the firm of Rademckers, and the scale factory of Berkel, as well as
several idle shipyards; and at each of these nlants they selected
materials and equipment, .t one idle shipyard, for example, they did not
even neglect to designate ship-toilets for removal——which appeared to be
useful for the barracks at Essen. They also selected profile steel and
iron bars, The following comment of Hennig is of interest:

n,..it heart, I did not approve the confiscation of the

machines from the Dutch owners, since I held the view
thet the forcible removal of the mechines deprived the
owners of the Dutch enternrises as well =s the Dutch
workers of the possibility to continue production, In
my opinion, this action was to be condermed as an

unjustifiable hardship for the Dutch...."
We shall now discuss the evidence on the looting of three specific

factories in the Netherlands which will illustrate the pattern followed
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1

during the period from September 1944 until the complete liberation of

Holland in spril and May 1945, Those factories sre: (1) Metaalbedrijf

Rademakers N.V,, located at Rotterdam, (2) De Vries-Robbe & co. N.V.,

located at Gorinchem and (3) Lips Brandkastem-en Slotenfabrieken N.V.,

located at Dordrecht.

(1) the firm of Rademzckers was engaged in a very specialized

business-—the production of cogwheels. Prior to the war some competition

existed between them and the Krupp firm in the Dutch market, hence

" Kruppwas familiar with the factory installetions and the type of

machinery owned by Rademakers,

On 16 March 1944 Rademakers was advised by letter from

the Commissioner for the Netherlands of the Reich Ministry for arm-

aments and War Production that the Krupp firm et Essen wes appointed

the "sponsor firm" for Rademakers and thet Krupp could delegete a firm

commissioner who would exercise strict supervision over orders and

deliveries and should be advised by Rademakers of everything relating

to German orders and their execution.

In September 1944 a‘certain Gerosa, the head of the

Rotterdam branch of the Office of the Reichministry for War Production

came to the Rademeker factory with a requisitioning order signed by

himself, listing machines which were to be confiscated, He went through

the factory and marked five veny.modefn special grinding machines for

confiscrtion. The following day he returned with twelve German workmen

from the Krupp firm at Essen who nroceeded to dismantle these machines

and others which hed been designated for dismantling in the meantime,

Gerosa made the management resnonsible for the correct execution of

hisorders and threatened them if they failed to comdly. -t the begin-

\
ning, only the best and newest machines were taken but a few weeks leter

they began taking everything thzat could be removed, including raw

materials and tools. In all, there were twenty-one freight cars of

machines and materials, all of which were sent to the Krup» firm at Essen.

Immediately upon the termination of the war the Rademaker
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firm instituted a search for the eight-four machines which had been
confiscated and were able to find all of them with the exception of
three or four machines in a bombed-out Krupn shop at Esssen. Fifty
percent of the machines were damaged beyond repair.

Tn November 1944 the two representatibes of the Krupp firm

at Essen, Messrs. Koch and Hennig, visited the Rademaker factory.
At that time prectically =Tl of the machines had been removed, They
requested an inventory for all confiscated machines and tools which
was refused.

The Defense did not deny the fact that this valuable property
of Rademakers was received by the Krupp firm, but asserted that Rademeker
had voluntarily chosen the Krupn firm to receive it,

In answer to this position of the Defense, we quote from
the testimony of the Dutch witness, Hendrikus Esmeyer, as follows?

n,,.0n the 29th of Sevtember, Fliegerstabs-
Ingenieur or Engineer Bauer appeared, who
worked there before, with the motor factory
man, and stated that he would come again to
take out all machines because they had to
be shinped away. Bauer requested that L
state an address in Germany where these
machines would be shipped to, I said to
Herr Bauer, "ie do not want these machines
taken away because it is a war regulation
between Germany and Holland, and this was
not in accordence with these regulations,
Consequently, Herr Bauer said, "If you do not
want to give up these machines we will take
them away by force.! 4ind I said, well, do
what you have to; and he again requested

that I gige him an address in Germany. I
refused that, but I said we have a sponsor
firm in Germany, which is Friedrich Kruop.
Let Krupp decide this., In answer, after
that, machines were sent to Krupp Ezsen

from Rademacher's..."

n

"Q,-"Mitness, you mentioned scmething concerning
asking the Krupp officials to safeguard the

machines, Does this mean that you desired

the machines removed from your factory to
Germany .«

np, T absolutely refused to hove these machines
taken sway to Germany because I felt that in
Sentember or October 1944 the machines were much
safer in Holland than in Essen, Germany. I
also told Messrs. Hemnig and Koch that I he'we only
one fear about the machines, that the .llied armics
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would advance through Essen and that our
machines would be destroyed in the
course of that adwance...."
(2) In the case of De Vries Robbe & Co,, the system pursued
followed closely that emnloyed in the case of Radeﬁakers.

L department of the Krup: firm, Stahlbau-Fhinehausen,
manufactured the same products as were produced by the De Vires firm,
Consequently, throughout the occupation of Holland by Germany the De
Vries firm was required to produce for the Krupp firm at Rhinehausen.
Ls early as September or October 1940, scme Krupp Rhinehausen officials
looked over the factory. In 1942 technical officials of Krupp Rhinehausen
spoke to technical officials of the De Vries firm about Krupp's inten-
tion to buy or otherwise take over the factoyy, but for some time no
further stens were taken in that direction,

On 21 hLnril 1944 the De Vries firm was advised by the
Netherland!s Office of the Reich Ministry for .rmaments & War
Production that it was nl ced under the s»onsorship of the Krupp-Rhine-
hausen firm, A letter of Krupp-Rhinehzusen, dated 5 June 1944, confirme@
this, stating that Karl Breitung of the Dutch subsidiary fipm Krupp
Eisenhzndle had been appointed as Rhinehausen's delegate to the firm,
Tn October 1944 the same Captain Bauer of the German Air
Force who carried out the confiscation of Rademeker's advised the
De Vries firm that all their material would be confiscated, Immediately
the German military authorities carried away lerge quantities of zinc
wire, bolts and nuts which were shipped to the Krupp firm at Rhine-
hausen. Thereafter the De Vries firm was informed that its machines
would also be taken, giving as a reason that the valuable machines
‘and materials had to be protected and ‘placed with Krupp for safe-
keeping in view of a possible illied invasion. Resistance to this
seizure was impossible. In late November Koeh and Hennig of the Krupp
REssen firm called at bhe factory and designated the machines and the

maehine tools which were to be teken, As a result of this visit, 2

large shinload of material was sent to Krupp Rhinehausen in January 1945.
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At first only the most velusble and modern machines
were taken, Later on, everything that could be used and dismentled
was carried away.

Practically all the material taken was sent to Krupp-
Rhinehausen. Its totsl weight, exclusive of the machines and tools
taken, was 2, 860 tons. Of the forty-eight machines sent to Ehine-
hauser, twenty were found and returned after the war ended. About L7%

of the msterial dispatched to Rhinehausen was found and returned.

(3) The same pattern was followed in the case of the Lips firm,
This firm was engaged in the manufacture of safes, steel furniture,
locks and other releted items. The factory was locatedlat Durdrecht,
but thecompany also operated branch stores in other cities of the
; Netherlends, In September and October 1944, members of the Field
Economics Office came to the town of Durdrecht and proceeded to confis-
cate the goods of various firms of that city, including the Lips firm,

Not only were the machines of the company confisceted but also im-

vlements, boxes, charcoal, tables, chairs, dining utensils, their enfire
stock of locks from the branch store at Utrecht--without opnortunity
to invoice them--and a number of locks from their stock at Durdrecht.
Representatives of the Krup» firm at Essen came to the
factory in December 1944 to look over the machinery and in about a
month thereafter the Kruop workmen participated actively in removing
machines from the factory. They told the Lips workmen thct if they did
not work fast enough in assisting to remove the machines they would call
in the Wehrmacht. 4 comment reported to have been made by two repre-
sentatives of the Field Economic Office, namely, Boilke and Goetz is of
interest. They advised the Lips firm that in their opinion enough
machines had been removed from the factory and referred to the Krupp
man as the "Robbers," The specific items which were forwarded to the
Krupp firm =t Essen consisted largely of machines and meterials and are .

shown in Prosecution Exhibit No, 752.
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The position taken by Lips was the seme as that of the other
firms., Active resistance was impossible and out of the quest on.
They did not place any price on the seized machines and materials
although the opoortunity was extended to them because they did not
trade in these goods and they wanted to make it clear that the
materials were taken from them by force and without any voluntery
assistance or assent on their part.
There were other firms such as the Nederlandsche Seintostellen
Fabriek N.V., located at Hilversum and verious shinyards which have
been mentioned above from which machines, imnlements and material were
taken, Suffice to say that the system of confiscation and transportaton
of these goods followed the same pottern. Aifter the war ended most of
the mechines sent to the Krupp-Essen firm from Holland werc found in
Machine Construction Shops 9 & 10.
e conclude that it has been clearly established by credible
evidence that from 1942 onwards illegal acts of spoliatibn and plunder
were committed by, =nd in behald of, the Kruppn firm in the Netherlands
on a large scele, and that perticularly between ~bout September 1944 and
the Spring’of 1945, certain industries of the Netherlends were exploited
and nlundered for the German war effort, "in the most ruthless way, with~
out consideration of the local economy, and in consequence of a deliberate
design and policy...."
inother examnle of the aggressive attitude of the Krupn firm and
the reliance placed upon governmsnt officials to assist iﬁ in acquiring
properties in the occupied territories is the attempted purchase of a
shipysrd in the Netherlands, owned by a Dutchman named Wortelboor.
The Krupp firm wished to obtain 2 shipyard on the Rhine to be used in
conjunction with the Krupp-Stahlbau nlant at Rhinehausen. For this
nurpose, Schroeder, defendant Loeser's chief assistent, journied to
Holland in company with an officaial of the Krupp-Stahlbau plend and a

Dr. Xnobloch to inspect and anpraise the wortelboor shipyard.

Schroeder rep rted to defendant Loeser his superior that the
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shipyard would be suitable, but the Krupp firm's subsequent efforts
to nurchase the property were frustrated because Wortelboor daoided,

not to sell, We quote from a portion of Schroeder's report, dated

11 June 1942:

"Herr Wortelboor is a Hollander. He plainly has no
interest in furthoring the plans of the German Navy,
....0 plan of working in co~cperation with Wortelboor
does not aopear feasible to us....fe would be
interested in buying the dockyard if it is to be
had at a reasonable nrice. Dr. Knobloch will
inform the Navy of our way of looking at the matter,
and will suggest that the Navy exert a certain amount
of pressure on Vortelboor....Berhaps Wortelboor
will then yield and agree to meke a sale, for which
he shows n¢ interest at the moment,
(underscoring added)

The credible evidence discloses active participetion in the

acquisition of machines from France and Holland by defendants Krupp,
Houdremont, Mueller, Janssen, and Eberhardt and from Holland by the same
defendents with the excention of defendant Eberhardt, Defendant Loeser
did not narticipete in the acquisition of machinery and materials

subsequent to April 1943 but prior thercbo as head of the Finance Depart-

ment and member of the Inner Vorstand he, together with defendaﬁt Zrupp,
aporoved a credit epplication for purchase of machinery at the iustin
factory and an application for ecredit of 1,2 million R.M, for the

nurchase of machinery in France. The agenda for an hufsichtsrat meeting
in March 1943 sent out by defendant Krup» to defendants Loeser, Houdregont,
Mueller, Janssen, Pfirsch and Korschan included a large list of credits
for new construction and zcquistibn of machines whitch includes an item

of "800,000 R.M, for Booty mechines for machine construction 20 and 21",

L. renort on the method of acquisition of machinss in France was initialled
by defendant Houdremont, Reference has already been mede to the
statement by defendant Mueller that someone should accompany the

machines from France in order to assure their speedy arrival. Moreover,
subsequent to Lpril 1943, expenditures for mrchinery in excess of

5,000 R.M, needed the approval of defendants Houdremont, Mueller and

Janssen, and if in excess of 10,000 R,M, the apnrovel of defendant Krupn.,

As has been previously stated defendants Krupp and Loeser were members
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of the Forstamd of the Krupp firm udtil April 1943 at which time defendant
Loeser retired from the firm and therafter the ¥orstand eonsisted of
defendants Krupp, Houdremont, Mueller and Janssen., Defendant Eberhardt
was & deputy member and hsad of the commercial Sales Department, In the
acquisition of machines and property in France he was the most active

in the field of 11 defendants.,

The Defense have argued at length that the Krups firm did not

desire to perticipate in the spoliation of occupied countries but

that whotever action was taken on their part in the acquiring of
machines, materials and other properties was solely upon the orders of
the Reich government in the furtherance of war nrodaction., For example,
the claim is mzde that the confiscation of the two large bending
machines obtained from Als-Thom-which we have discussed heretofore--was
the direct responsibility of the N-vy High Command, and that the Krupp

firm had no alternative except to remove the machines and utilize them

for the duration in carrying out the submarine program. snother
example is the claim that the Krupn firm did not desire to use confis-
cated machines from Holland although the record shows that their own
men nroceeded to Holland with a suggested list of essential machines and
on the basis of this list selected machines which were confiscated end
sent to Germany for use in Krupp plants. There are numerous other

such examnles, all of which make it clear to us that the initiative for
the acquisition of oroperties, machines, and meterials in the occupied

countries was that of the Krupp firm and that it utilized the Reich

government and Reich agencies whenever necessary to accomplish its
purpose, nreferring in some instances, as has been shown, to remain in
the background while the negotiations werc handled by the government

agencies.

This "initiztibe" on the part of the Krupp firm is best shown by

two letters admitted in evidence, both of whieh &re signed by Defendant

Loeser's right hand man, Johannes Sehroeder. One is addressed to his

colleague Dr. Buseman and the other to defendant Eberhardt. We gquote
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them in toto--their purpose is cleart
"Mr, 4, V. Bohlen just asked me which steps we had
undertaken to secure trusteeships of enterprises
of interest to us in case fmerican property would
pe confiscated as a retaliation against the Lmericans.,
NT 4old him that you are slated to become a trustee
for the NATION.L-KRUPP REGISTRIERK4SSEN G. m,b.H,
(NATIONL-KRUP? CaSH RSGISTER LID:)
"In my opinion, however, it is not sufficient if this
is arranged with the eompany. There is rather required
a consent from Govermment authorities, orobably from
Ministerial direktor Dr. ERNST.
"Mp, 4.v. BOHIEN requests you to report to him briefly.
uSinece I shall not be oresent to-morrow, and not having
been sble to reach you today, I inform you about this
matter in writing."

The sccond letter is as follows:

"We were discussing the DUERKOFF TORKS a few days ago.

I have not done anything yet, since I wanted to await
the return of Dr. LOESER.

mould the 'SINGER SEWING M.CHINES! also be suitable for
you. The SINGEE SEVING MACHINES are, to ny
knowledge, .merican property. The appointment of

 trusteces as a retaliation against the .mericans is to
be reckoned with shortly. Maybe a man of KRUPP could
then become a trustee.™

Thus we see that six months prior to the attack on Pearl Harbor,

the defendant ,lfried Krupp was teking the initistiwe in acquiring
'merican interests for the Krupp firm of which fact the defendants
Toecser and Eberhardt were well aware,

With respect to the acquisition of the Berndorfer plant in
Lustria by the Krupo firm we are ~f the opinion that we do not have
jurisdiction to which sonclusion Judge Wilkins dissents,

4fter o cereful review of all the ovidence presented by the
Prosecution and thc Defense we are convinced beyond all reasonable

doubt that the defendants Krupp, Loeser, Houdremont, Mueller and
Janssen darticipated actively in the spoliation of France and Holland
and that defendant Eberhardt perticipated actively in the snoliation of
France. Therefore we find the defendants Krusp, Loeser, Houdremont,

Mueller, Janssen and Eberhardt guilty of the crime of spoliation as

alleged in Count Two of the Indictment. The reasons upon whieh these
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Upon the facts hereinabove found we conclude beyond a
reasonable doubt that the defendants Krupp, Loeser, Houdremont,
Mueller, Janssen and Eberhardt are guilty on Count Two of the
Indictment. The reasons upon which these findings of guilt are
based have been set forth heretofore in the discussion of each
specific act of spoliation.

The natﬁre and extent of their participation was not the
same in all cases and therefore these differences will be taken
into consideration in the imposition of the sentences upon them

The evidence presented against the defendants Karl Pfirsch,
Heinrich Korschan, Max Ihn and Friedrich von Buelow we deem in-
sufficient to support the charge of gpoliation against them as
set forth in Count Two, and we, therefore acquit Karl Pfirsch,
Heinrich Kerschan, Max Ihn, and Friedrich ven Buelow of Count
Two of the Indictment.

The defendants Werner Lehmann and Hans Kupke were not charged

with this offense.
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Count IIT of the indictment charges ull of the
defendants of a violation of Articles 2B am 2C of Control
Council Lew No. 10. These provisions are us follows:

v(b) War Crimes. Atrocities of offenses cgainst

persons or property constituting violutions of the laws
or customs of wur, including but not linited to, murder,
{11 treatment or deportation to sluve labour or for

any other purpose, of civilian population frow occupiecd
territory, wurder or ill trectwent of prisoners of war
or persons on the seas, killing of hostuges, plunder of
public or privste property, wanton destruction of cities,
towns or villuges, or devsstution not justified by wili-
tary necessity.

w(c) Crimes ugeinst Humunity. 4atrocities and

offenses, including but not limited to murder, exterminu-
tion, enslavement, deportution, imprisonment, torture,
rape, Or other inhumone «cts committed sguinst any civilian
population, or persecutions on political, racial or
religious ground whether or not in violution of the dou-
estic laws of the country where perpetrited.”

It is «lso &verred thut the acts relicd upon as
constituting violutions of these provisions were likewise
violations of the laws und customs of wur, of the general
principles of eriminal 1aw w8 derived from the criminal
laws of 21l civilized nations «ad of international con-
ventions, particularly of certuin specified articles of
The Hague Reguleations of Land Warfare, 1907, and of the
Prisoners of War Convention, Geneva, 1929.

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

Civilisns brought under compulsion from occupied

territories end concentration camp inmctes and prisoners
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of war were used in the Geruien arnament industry during
the war on a vast scale. There is no cocntention to the
contrary. Likewise, the undisputed evidence shows that
the firm of Krupp participated extensively in this labor
progréaw. According to an snalysis, introduced by the
prousecution, of the uocuwentary evidence, the whole en-
terprise cunsisting of about 81 separate plants within
greaster Gerweny ewpluyeu between 1940 ana 1945, @ total
of 69,898 foreign civilian workers and 4,978 concentra-
tion cewp inwctes, the great wajority adsewles were for-
cibly brought to Gerwany uand detained unaer couwpulsion
throughout the perivd of their service, as well as 23,076
prisvners of war.

The principal plunt of the councern was the Gustahl-
febrik located in Essen, the headquarters of the enterprise.
The Gusstahlfabrik is known in the record &s the Cast Steel
Factory, the nawe huving been taken frow the. criginal .
factory with which becziwe the nucleus of the Krupp enter-
prise. However, the nawe is wisleading. It was not a
factocry but consisted of between 80 to 100 factories
all lcceated in Essen. We deem it necessary to deal in
detuil with this plant onty, and for convenience we refer
tc it upon occasion as the Cast Steel Fuctory. With one
cr twu exceptions, we need cnly refer in pussing to the
subsidiary ccwpunies lccatec cutside Essen.

it woulu serve nu useful purpose to unuertake to
specify the nuwber of prisvners of war and foreign ¢ivilian
workers ewployed ewch year in the Cast Steel Factory.
Taking, as the aefense aces, sugust 1943 as the key dute,
it is sufficient tc say that at that tiwe, of a toctal nuwber
of 70 tu 76 thousend wurkers ewployed in Essen, 2,412 were
prisoners of war snd 11,557 were fcreign civilisn workers.

Under the Hague Reguluticns of Land Warfare, the
ewploywent cf priscners of war wust be "according to their
rank &nd sptitude”. (Article 6, para.l) Their "tasks

shell nct be excessive and shall have no ccnnecticn with
the cperaticns of war." (Article 6, para. 2)
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Article 29, of Geneva Convention, provides "no
prisoner of war may be employed at lebors for which he
is physically unfit." Article 30 stipulates that "the
length of the day'é work of priscners of war, including
therein the trip going a@nd returning, shall not be exces-
sive and wust not, in any case, exceed that allowed for
eivil workers in the region ewployed wt the same work.
Every prisoner shall be wllowed & rest of twenty-four
hours of -every week, prefersbly on Sunday.™ Article
31, parugraph 1, provides that "lubor furnished for
prisoners of war shall have no direct relution with wuar
operations. It is especially prohibited to use prisoners
for wanufacturing &nd transporting arms or mynitions of any
kind or for transporting wwteriul intended for cowbat units.®
By article 32, it is forbidden to use prisoners of war
at unhealthful or dangerous work. And the sasme article
alsoc provides that any cggr-v:+tion 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 WaT pub-
lished in the FKeich Labor Gezette, July 25 1940, there
wes & provision that "the work to be performed by the
prisoners of war must not be directly connected with the
operztions of war." So fur as appears, this lew wasS never
amended or repealed. Keitel seews to have been respon-
sible for an order to the contrary. There is orul-:testi-
mony of two or three witnesses to the effect that they
thought the order wus issued on oral instructions frow
Hitler.

The lews znd custows of wur «re binding no less upon
private individuals than upon governuwent officiuls and
militaery personnel. In case they are violated there nuy
be = difference in the degree of guilt, depending upon

the circumstances, but none in the fuct of guilt.
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Prauctically everycne cf the fcregoing provisions were
vicolated in the Krupp enterprises. 1In the early stuges of
the war, it was scught tc evude the provisions of Article
31 of the Geneva Counvention wnd the corresponding provi-
sions of the Hague Reguluticns &s well ss the Gernsn luw
above quoteu by an interpretaticn alleged t. have been
given by the Couwsnuant of the priscner of war calup or
sCwe cother wilitary wuthorities. This appears frow a
weworandw. Of o Krupp representative who sttenceu & cunfer-
ence cf Counter-Espionage ewployees of the arwcwent incustry
of Wehrkreis VI, held at Essen on Decewbsr 4, 1940. He
reported tc the officisls cf the Krupp firw us fcllows:

"Accoruing to internutionzl sgreewent Ps/W ey

not be euployed in the .enufecture und trens-
portation of earus znd war Leterizl. But if any
aterial cannot be clearly reccgnized ss being
part ¢f a weapon, it is perwissible tu get thew
to work on it. Respcensible for this decision
is not the Intelligence branch (Abwehrstelle)
but the Couwandant of the P/W camp."

This brings to wind the German practices in the first
world war in the use of poison gas. By the Hegue Cunven-
ticn of 1909 a@nd the Geneva Convention of 1907, it was
agreed that the signutouries would nct use "prejectilest,
the scle object of which is diffusing of ncxicus gsas.

The Gerwans sought tu justify their use of gus by the
insistence that in view of the explicit stipulatiun thet
"projectiles" are prohibited, the use of gas frow
"eyllinuers" was legul anu this nctwithstsnaing the
effect upcen the victiw wss wuch werse.

But in the recent conflict all pretense was in tiue
abandoned and by the defense! cwn evidence, us well as
that c¢f the prosecutiun, it is conclusively shewn thet
throughout Gerwun industry in general, ana the firw of

Krupp and its subsidiaries in particulear, priscners of
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war of several nations including French, Belgian, Dutch,
Poles, Yugosluvs, Russiuns wnd Italien militery Interness
were employed in sarumsment production in violation of

the .laws _and -custous of war. . It is equally cleax
that in meny instances, including émployment in the Krupp
coal mines, prisoners of war were sssigned to tasks
without regard to their previous trainings, in work for
which they were physically unfit and which wds dangerous
and unhealthy.

The przctice begaun us euarly as August, 1940. At
that time, 185 Belgiun and Dutch prisoners of war were
employed at the Gusstuhlfubrik in Essen. French prisoners
of war were ewployea in «ruawent production as early
as 1941 =und Russiun prisoners of war beginning in Murch,
1942, Polish prisoners of wuar were cuployed at Eluag
in 1944 &nd during the disustrous air reids in the fall
of thuat year, wore than 3,000 prisoners wers employed
in Essen. In the various subsidiuries the pructice was
likewise pursued. These included the Freidrich Alfried
Huette, the Bergwerke, Essen, the Griessenwerke, the
Berthawerke «nd the Eimag. In the various enterprises
22,000 prisoners of war were employed in June, 1944.

Russian prisoners of war were discrimincted against
in every materiul respect. It was shown before the
Internetionsl Military Tribuncl, hereinufter referred to
&s the IMT, «nd shown here that prior to the uttack on
Russia, the high Nazi policy-mekers hed deterwined not
to observe Interpnationel Law . in the treutuwent of
Russian prisoners of war. The regulutions on the subject
were signed by Genersl Rienecke on Septewber 8, 1941.
They brought a protest frow Aduirsl Cancris. He pointed
out in substance thut although Russie was not & party to

the Geneva Convention, the principles of general inter-

national law zs to the treatment of prisoners of wur werxe
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applicable. Continuing, he suid:

*Since the 18th century these heve gruduslly been
established ulong the lines thut war cuptivity is neither
revenge nor punishuwent, but solely protective custody,
the only purpose of which is tolprevent the prisoners
of war from further participation in the war. This
principle was developed in uccordunce with the view held
by @ll armies that it is contrary to wilitary tradition
to kill or injure helpless people . « . The decrees for the
treatment of Soviet prisoners of war cnclosed ure based on
a fundamentally different view-point.n

The IMT held that this protest corrcetly stuted the
legal position. However, it wes ignored entirely. The
reason is indicated by a note by Keitel, €Ghief of the
High Comwmznd of the Arumed Foreces, made on the back of Adumiral
Cenaris' protest, This is «s follows:

"The objections arise from the wilitary concept
of chivalrous warfare: This is the destruction of an
ideoclogy. Therefore I approve und back the measures."

It is well enough to.refer just here to the testiwony
of General Westof, who wus introduced as a witness by
the defendunts. He huad been a Regiwental Couwunder on
the Bastern Front, but in Februury, 1943, returned to
Gerwany to join the Anwed Forces High Cowwand for Prisoners
of War Affairs: The wctual decisions with respect to these
matters, he testified, were wude by the Chief of the
Aruwed Forces High Cowmusndé The office of the Westhof
dealt with sduinistrative tasks, psrticulurly with the
observunce of the Geneva Convention. He said that the
order relating to the treatwent of Russian prisoners of
war did not meet with the approval of armed forces in
general, and after a struggle they succeeded in having it

rescinded znd that us @ result after December, 1942,

kussizn prisoners of war were treated uccording to the
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Geneva Convention. This way huve been the officiwl
attituce of the cowpetent cuthorities, but, it 1s cbunauntly
clesr that it wes not the attitude which prevziled in the
Krupp enterprise. ‘

But it is uargued thut since the ewploywent of pri-
soners of war in the wrwuient industry was uuthorized by
difectives of governuent officiuls or wilitary cuthori-
ties, the defendants had no reason to believe that it was
wrong to do so und hence cannot bs szid to have had &
criminal intent.

We know of no system under which ignorcnce of the
law excuses criwme. As to the question of intent, counsel

hes failed to distinguish between & general intent and «

specific intent. When the crime consists not merely in

doing en act but in doing it with « spécific intent,

the existence of thut intent is ¢n essential element and

is not to be presuwmsd frow the cowuwission of the =ct but
must be proved.. Upon the other hund, when a person

acting without justificution or excuse couwits zn act
prohibited s & criwe, his intention to cowwit the «ct
constitutes criwinel intent. In such case the existence

of the ceriwinal intent is presuwued frow comwission of the
sect on the ground thst & person is presuwed to intend his
voluntary acts wna thedr naturwl and probuble cconsequences.
The rule that every nan is presumed to know the law
necessarily carries with it us <« corrollury the proposition
thut sowme persons ucy be found guilt; of & crime who do
not know the law and consequently thet they may have
imputed to thew criwinsl intent in cases of which they
heve no resalizetion of the wrongfulness of the act, wuch
less wn sctual intent to couwwit the criuie. A genercl
ciwinzl intent is sufficient in &1l cuses in which «
specific or other particular intent or mentel elewent is

not requirea by the law defining the crime.(l)

(1) Miller on Criwinal Law, Sec., 16, pp. 57-58
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But cpart frowm the foreguing well esteblished
principles, tane cviaence in this case shows that &t leest
with respect to the msnegers of the Krupp entelprise the
arguient has no foctusl busis. The prosecution intrcduced
the affidavit of Schroedter who wes &lso eXamlned before
the Tribunsl. 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.
Froun 1926 until Septewber, 1943, Schroedter wus the cou-
wercizl wanagewent lewber of the Verstend of the Gerwonia-
werft, the shipbuiluing subsiuiury locuted «t Kiel.

The defendunts Alfrieu Krupp, Loeser, cnd Jenssen were
wewbers of the Aufsichstruat of the Gerwunicwerft at the
particular tiwe in gquestion. On account of the urafts of
Gerwen workers for war service, 3chroeuter was huving
aifficulty in finuing the labor necessary to weet quotus
assigned to the Gerwunlewerft by the Nuvy. He testified
thet he hed been prouised priscrners of war or cther
foreign workers as replacewents. The Gernanicwerft

was engaged in building warships ana Schroedter had

soiwe scruples =zbout using prisoners of war. He there-
fore deciced to go to Essen aﬁd discuss the umetter with
the top officials there. This was in 1941 and Schroedter
suid ¢t thut tiwe the priscners of war available were
largely French, Belgian and Dutch.

Upon his crrivel in Essen, Schroedter explaincd his
difficulties to tue defendants Loeser and Xrupp and in-
quired how the Gusstunlfabrik «nu otner firws cf the
enterprise were using prisoners of war on arwiwent
projects. The defendunt Krﬁpp told hiw nothing speci-
fic but instesa put hiw in charge of & pluant wanager who
showea hia arounu the factories in Essen with a view of

dewmonstrating how the nutter was handled there.
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condition 1is conciusively shown by.docuwentary evidence
taken from the Kiupp files, which—had--been—secreted as
hercinebove-sbated. Tus evidence on the subject is vol-
uminous and within réasonable liwmits cannot be discussed
in detail. Tne evidence from the Seeweted Krupp files
is conclusive on the gquestion.

Russian prisoners of war begen to arrive early 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 several of the
plants of the Cast Steel Factory to which they were assigndal

by Krupp officials for work, A few illustrations will
suffice. On Fibruary 25, 1942, the Locomotive Works, one
of the factories in Essen, forwarded to Hupe, & Krupp
official, the following:

"On the 16th of this wonth, 23 Kussian Prisoners of
war were allocated to the boiler construction works. These
men came to work in the morning without breek 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 Fo'Ws food left over by the French PoWis.) On
17 February, at the instigation of kir. Theile I went to the
kitchen in Weidkaump to remedy this state of affairs and
negotisted with the manager of the kitchen, Miss Block,
about the issue of some lunch. Miss Biock 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
2=




asked Miss Block to let our kussian PoWWs 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 kussiens had already collapsed and
since from the second day onwards the specisl allocation
too had ceased, I tried again to ask Miss Block by
telephone for & further issue of food. Siace ny 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.'




Sehroedter suid he wus nct given any directives cn how
tc ewploy priscners of war in arwawent projects but that
the defenGunt Krupp told hiw, "you cocwe to sce us on 411
these questiocns. We'll snow how to c¢o it «nd then you
can drsw your own conclusions of how to arrange Litters
in Kiel where conuiticns «re€ gifferent.” Why tais
evasive attituce rather than wun honest gnd frenk dis-
cussion is unexplained. The unfavorable infersnce is
inescupuble.

Schroeater testified that frow whet he saw at the
Gusstchlfubrik, he did not gzin the iupression thut wny
prisoners of wur were being ewployed directly in urmawent
proguction, but in ovther tesks «nd thut that was the policy
he pursued at the Gerisniawerft for, he saia, "it wes
quite out of the question as far as I was concerned to
occupy & prisoner of war on jnuedicte srmswent production.™
But he also testified that in 1943, of 11,000 eniployeces
at the Gerwanizwerft there wers 1500 priscners of war,
and that the Leximuw nuwber employed there «t any tiwe was
roughly 2,000 including ,00-500 French, 200 Dutch «nd the
rencinder Russiun. At that tiwme, as shown by the uefense
evidence, Speer in Jenusry, 1943, had forbiaden wll pcace-
tiwe  production. The Germaniawerft was engaged in builuing
warships for the Navy, principally subwurines.

In his uffidavit, the witness depcsed that the
defendants Krupp, Loeser and one Giroat told hiw thut
"the legitiiwcy of ewploying foureign workers on wal
werk wes not to be discussed." He further deposed that
he often received instructions frow Essen which he did
not hiwself wupprove; that he discussed with the offieials
there the legitiwsey of ewploying prisoners of war 1n
armament production and was told by Loeser that he was to
be gﬁided by the way in which the matter was handled in
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Essen and that the question of legitinucy was to be

put &siue. This testiwony leaves no doubt that the
O0ificiuls in Essen were quite well aware of the fact that
the ewployument of prisoners of war in the prouuction cof
8rwawent wes « violation of the law, anurone zbout

the feet that they uid not intend for the iwanagers of
subsidiuries to ruise wny troublesowe questions about it,

Moreover, it dewonstretes .the close connection be-
tween the cirectorute in Essen and the subsiaisries
having @ separate corporate structure such as Germania-
werft.

ASs alreudy said, Schroedter ¢id the best he coula fcr
the defendants. He tried to lesve the ipressiocn thet
no priscnerms of war were enployed in arwamwent produetion
in Essen, or ut least that he saw none.

In contrast is an «ffidevit introcuced by the
defense of Hens Jauch who, beginning in June, 1942, was
the Coum.ander of Stalag VI-F, in Boehol. This Stulag
had jurisdiction over the ewploywent of prisoners of war
in tle Essen areca. He aeposed as follows:

‘"At Krupps the assignuent of workers to jobs wus
governed by principles of e xpediency, that is they were
put wherever they were necded. A clear Separation of
proauction for wur purposes wnd pesCe purposes was in
a firi like Krupps presumably iupossible under the sign
(sie) of totul war. I aw of the cpinicn that if one
had wanted tc zdhere strictly to the letter of the
Geneve Conventicn in this respect the OKW precbably ought
not heve assigned any PWs at all to a firn like Krupp ana
all siwilar firus." (1) DX 1006, Lehaénn 149, Bk. 8, pp
2L L 25

The fact thut during & substuntial purt of the war
years, Russian prisoners of wer and Italian wilitary

internees were requireu to work in & sewi-starved
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"After the Russian prisoners of waf had been allocated to
us by the Labor Allocutiun Office on the 16th of this wonth,
I iuweaiutely got in toueh with Dr. Lehwsnn to settle the
question of feeding thew, I then leszrned that each pris-
oner receives 300 gr. cf breud between 0400 and 05.00
hours. I puinted out that it wes iwpossible to exist on
this breed rution until 18.00 hours, whereupcn Dr. Lehmann
tuld me that the Russiun priscners of war uust not be
allowed to get used to western Eurcpean ways of feeding.

I replied that the priscners cculd not carry cut the heavy
labor required in the boiler construction shop on these
raticns and that it would not serve cur purposes to keep
the wen at the works under these ccnditiovns. At the sane
tiwe, hcwever, I requesteu thet if the Russiuns were to
continue to be ewployec they should be given & hot wid-

dey we&sl and that, if poussible, the breaa ratiocn should be
divided, one half being distributed early in the worning
and the cther half «t the tiwe of our breskfust-break. This
proposal of wine hzs already been put into effect by us with
French priscvners of war znd has prcved effective ana
expedient.

"!Tc wy regret Dr. Lehwsnn diu not agree to wy pro-
posal, however,'" The Dr. Lehnaznn referred to in this
coLuwunication is cne of the defenasnts. On March 26, 1942,
Thiele, cf the beiler ccnstructicn shop, reported to Hupe
that:

"The Russiun P.W.s ewplcyed here are in a generally
weak physical ccnditicn and can cnly partly be
ewployed, cn light fitting jobs, electric welding
&nd auxiliary jobs. 10 to 12 of the 32 Russians here
are absent daily cn acccunt of illness.

"In March for instance, 7 appeared for work only

for « few days, 14 are nearly always ill, or

cuise here in such « ccnaiticn that they are not
cupable of even the lightest work. Therefore

ongy 18 of the 32 rewwinec who coulu be used
only for the lightest jubs.
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"The reason why the Rysciane are not capable of production s,

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

give them the strargth for working which vou hope for, The

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

cahbbage leaves and a few pisces of turnip,"

This report wae made six weeks after the first Rusreian priconers
of war hac been emploved in that factery. It was brought to the
attention of Dr, Beusch and the def-ndant Ihn.

Trat neverthelacs the condition cortinued is indicated by another
Aocument from the Krupp filec, On Nov-mber 19, 19/2, Instrument Work
Shon Fo, 11, snother factorv in Yeean, reported to the Labor A1locotion
0€fira as follows:

"During the last few davs vwe have again and again discovered that

the food for the Rurrian Po'ls who in our plant are exclusively

emploved on heavy work is totally ina“eouate, "e have alreacy

exrrecsad this in our letter to Herr Ihn Azted 30 October 1047,

"o discover again and agein that reople vho live on thic Ajet

alva-'e hreak fovn at vork after a rhort time an” sometimes die,

It i¢ no heln to us to get a fev workers aseipned to us after

2 long fight, For thie heavv vork (procecsing of airplane

armor plates) we have to incist that the food is aderuate enough

to actuallr keep there wmorkers vith ue, "

That the conditions Aescribed in these Aocuments were genersl and
known by every agency of the firm emploving Rucsian rriconers of war
is shovn bv the defense documents as well as those of the rrosecution,

On Octorer 30, 1942, a report was made bv Eickmeiar to the de=~
fendant Lehmsnn, Eickmeier was an employee of the Labor A1lbcation
from Septembar 1, 19/2, until March 1045, and acted zc the liaison
official wi*h the army suthoritise having cupervicion of the prisoners
of war campe, He Aescribed hies Autiese ar thos of a "trouhle shooter"
to straighten out Aifficulties arising at numerous K~upn plants em-
rloying priconers of var, He tectified ‘hat he made freruept inepec-
tions of the conditions often in commany with an Armv Inepection
Officer from the Stalzg, and alco a raprec~ntative from the Gavrman
Labor Front; and that in at leaact one instsnc> such inepection took
place in the prasene~ of the o*ficials from tha internal labor
allocation offica,

In his report to the def-ndant Lehmann, of October 30, 1042,

Eickmeier stated tha following:
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"The peneral state of health and nutrition in 211 Rueeian
PO™ camps is wv~rv unfavorsble and ic obviors to anvbody
who has had an oprortunity to orsarve those tbkings, I have
of covres alro attempted on the spot to fin” out the caucas
of thie fact, In all Rurrian coampe, members of tha armv
(2mong them vatarans of the Russian campaign vho certainly
cannot be classad as friende of ths bolsheviets) explained
to ms, that the frod as far_as ruantitv wacs concernad was
insufficient; furthermore that food ought to he more sub-
stantial, Members of the armv who rave already been for
somz time on rrisoner guard duty declared tha+ thev had on
various occasions observed new transports of priconers who
on arrival were in the best of health and apprared sturdy
and strong, but after only a fev weerks vere in an extra-
or“inarilv veak=anad condition, Army medical inepectors
have aleo made remarks in the camps along thece lines and
stat~? that thev had rever met with such a bad general
stats of affaire in the case of the Rusrisns 2s in the
Krupp Camps, ‘In fact the prisoners retvming from work
make 2 comrlst-ly worn-out and limp immression., Some
rriconers juct eimplv totter back into camp., It must be
taken into concideration thst the nriconars hawva to march

i a coneid=rable wav to and from work in 2-°dition to the
normal vorking hours, In my opinion the food <hould be
improved by adfitional feliverv of notatoss., (I aleo
harpapred to hear from ths guards tha the nriconers at

5 HOESCE gat 2 liters of food). Fort~rmor=, esre should
bs  taken that the nrisonare receive their food from the
rlant at the start of the ract neriod and Ao not spend
it waiting in a queve for the food to he given out."

A file note of October 11, 1942, made by Troeckel, Krupp
amplovae, to Lehmann, which was also trought to the attantion of
th= defepdsnt Thn, reports 2 telephons conversstion with the
Chiaf “prmv Phvsician of tha Bocholt Stalag, Dr, Holstein. This
Stalag had suparvision of prisoners of war in tha Fssen area,
Th= convarsation was with referarce to conditions at Camp
Raumarstrasss and came atout through the efforts of Krurp to ratvrn
*o the Stalag some of the phvsically unfit Rucsisn prisoners of
war, The report recitss that:

"Dr, H. comrlained bitterly that the Raumerstrssse camp
y was ths one among all the camps under their jurisdiction

which alwavs had the l=rgest numter of rick prisoners,

He covl” only asrume that this was Aus to the camp food,

camp managament, ete, It was true, that condi+ons in

the camp had alresdw imnroved but i+ still had the

hiphast eick rate. *%* He acked ue on our r-n to 70 our

best to imnrove conditicns marticulsrlv in connection

with food at the Raumerstracse camn,”

In Octoter, 1942, Dr. Toppesser, of the Drop Forgs plant,
after observing that the Russisan priconers of war who came there

for treatment "gsva evidewce of apalling poor rutrition" pointed

out that in 2 mine in the vicinity, ths "nutrition of the

rrisoners of war was evidentlv guite good, notwithstanding their
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heavy work underground," and that thie -as Aue to the fact that

the "mine purchaced huge ruantities of Swefish turnips as adfition-
al raw food for them," which put them in good conditior, This
information was transmitted to the def-ndant Lehmann,

Th= Krupp amploye= Eiékmeier, hereinabove referred to was in-
trodvead as a witnece for tha defense, His afforts to explain
away his reports ware wnioue, It seems that in an effort to
bring about ;n improvement, Lehmann intanded to present the de-
plorable sitvation to the top officinls of the firm, Eickmeier
testified +hat at Lshmarn's requect he intentionally exaggerated
the facts so as to make more imrressivs Lehmsnn's rrecantation
0® ths nesd for relief. In the same connection, he testifiad
that "Aifficultiss we could not deal with ourselvas wers taken
by Lehmann to officas in ths vary top levels in the firm,"

But Eickmeier's crose aysmination develoned that his attomp-
ted explanation of his reporte was not trustvorthy., Hr admitted
"the food was very meager; sesmed to be largealy 2 licuid diet and
I vanted to pet them more solid food,"

Heo 9lfo testified tha+* before the vrisoners of war were sant
to the Krupp firm, thev were examined by an army doector for the
purpose of weeding out those phvsically unfit to work and that
thare was no further sxamination made after their arrival, He
likewise confirmed a statement in his raport of October 30, 1942,
that

"members of the army who have alréadv been for some time

on nrisoner of war guard dutv declarad that thev had on

variors occasione observed new tranenorts of ‘rrisonars

vho, on arrival, wera in the hest of heslth and apneared

sturdv and strong, but after onlv a few wesls war~ in an

extra-ordinarilv weakered condition,"

Conditions at the Kruon ~riconers of war camps at the time
undar conrideration wars go bad that thev came to the attention
of tha Army High Cormand, A contemporancous documerit from the
Krupr files recorde a talephone c21l made on Octobar 14, 1042,

bv tha Chief of +he Prisonasr of War Departmrant of the Supreme

Comman< of tha Armed Forces, to +he Krupp firm, The call was

to the deferdzsnt Von Buelow but ha ceeme to have not been
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aveilatle and apparantly it wars taken by his secratarv vho made a
recore of it, communicating it to Von Buelow. Th= record is as
followss

"Re: Telephons Call by Oberst (Colonal) Braver of the
Surrsme Command of th# Afmed Forcss, Dent, PO™'e, Berlin.
Oheret Brover who wanted to talk to Harr von Buslov, re-
mestad ms to pass on.the following to Harr ven Buelow:
The Suprems commﬁngégf=+ke Armad Forces has lataly

raceiv-d from their orri. of ficas and recentlv aleo in
anorymous latters from ths German population 2 conecicer-
2bla number of complaints about ths treatmant of POV!'s
at the firm KRUPP (arraciallv that thev ars baing besten,
anc furthermore that thav do not rec-ive the foof apd
time off that ie Aua to tham. Among other things tha
PO"!s are s3id not to have rec-ived anv notatoes for
siv w-eks,) 411 those thinge vould no longer occur anv-
vHere »lso in Grrmany, Tha Suprame CommanAd of the Armed
Forces has slreacdy reruactod cevaral timae that full
food rations should ba iresved to tha nriconzre. In

3 acdition if thay have to r-rform haavy work, thav must
aleo gat corr-sponding tims of ff, tha same acs the
German workars, Oberst Prever slco informed me +that
the conditions at Krupp vould be looka? into sither by

Y the Armv Dictrict Command or by the Supreme Command of
tha Armed Forecrs themeselves, He had recuactad G-neral
v.”. Schulenturg on the oceasion of a trip to e211 at
Krupr in parson concerning this mattors unfortunately
this had not been possible, I t0l¢ Oberst Pravar that
I could not iudgs tha conditions but would rass on his
information to Herr von Buelow immediately",

When the forsgoing information was communicat~d to tha de-
fenant von Buelew ha pasered it to the defenfant Lehmsnn with ths
advice that ha had ;ust had 2 ¢211 from a Captain from the
G-naral Command Muestar, and that in the course of the conver-
saffon,

"I mentionad the c¢all from Color=l Bravar an® tolf him

that thaca comnlainte wara e~rtainlv not justifiad. Be

? sides, I w2e not th= rror~r authority but vould pass on

the mattar to compstent officars in our firm, May I

r=ru~ct vou to taks care of svervthirg furtrar, " '

Thars wera also complaints by Armv offic-re chargad vith
tha suparvicion of nrironers of war akout conditions in the
Krunr ~ntarnrise, In Jonuarvy 1943, they sgain t0ld Eickmaiar
tkat the "Oa2dema caces only evjsted in Krupp camp."

In Jun=, 1042, the official vegeta’ le ration for Russian
prisonere of war waras less than ona-cuartar pound ner day, In
viaw of tris fact, it is cuite undarstandahls how the department
undar the charge of the dafendant Kupks reported "that it is

impocsible to prepare two sven moderstely satisfving hot meals

on on= and a kalf liters out of this ruantitv "
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In the 1light of the foregoing documents, it cannct be said
that the Krupr firm was reruirad by governmental Airsctives to
work nrisonsrs of war, who, in manv instanc=e, were bordering on
starvation, The Cret Steel Factory at Eeeen (Gusstehlfabrik) had
officiallv bren declared a militarv plant exclusively at the dies-
nocal of the High Commanc of the ATmsd Forcas snd of the Wehrmécht
Derartments undsr its command, "whick ¥311 furpish the prlant with
detailed inetructions," The official Airective synreassly stated
that only tharse military departmente will hsva authoritv over
this plant,

This was confirmed bv Jauck, Cormoncar of Stalag VI-F at
Rochol, vhosa 2f<idavit irtrodue~d b tha dafenss has already
basn referr-d to, Ha daposad thot"naturs1ly theve wars directives
for tha employmen* and *r-atment of rricsonare of war which were
bared on tha Gensva Convention, Tha axecutory dacrass waere
iesuad by the OKW immediately, thus ths Stalags were the only
organs which had to sea to it that there directives vere obeyed
an? not violated,"

But apart from t'ie avidence it je ronclueiv~ly chown that
the allocation of rrisoners of war and their supervieion was by
the militarv authoritiss and, moreover, that rarueets by a firm
for vrisonars of war were grantsd only on corcition that thoss
physically unfit would not be put to work until thev had been
go'tan shape by proper feading, or vhstaver meaFurses wWere nacessary,

This ie mads cl~ar not only b - Aocumsntary svidence offared
by the defanca; but #1so by ths def-nse ritnoce Borschmawar, whe,
haginning ~arly in 1042, war the 0ffica Chiaf of Countar=Intslli-
gance at the Stalag charged with sup~rvision of rriconere of war
camps in that area, Borschmever did éhe beet he could to ~xon-
erate the defendants and the Krupp firm, but in the light of the
contamporancous cocum~nts his ~fforts must bes regarded as futile,
He tertified that in many Instances, becauen of their poor
physical condition, Russian pricon~rs of war had to ba "feo up"

and"traatad vary carefully in reeard to food in order to bring

them ur to strength," and verv oftan thie vas 2 long procerss,




But be made it clear that in granting reruscte for allocation
of nrisoners of war the Wehrmacht did so with the distinct under-
stending that it wee the obliration of tha emplover to ese that
thav were in the propsr rhysieal condition before rutting then
to work, With respsct to Rurrian »rironcrs of war in particular,
ha tectified that "thay should be pamnerad =2nd treasted like a
rav =2rg3" and he wars emphatic in stating *bat if any priconsrs
of war wer= put to work in a phveicelly unfit or und~rnourished
cordition, it was not th~ fault of +ths Wehrmacht but in part at
least the fault of the factory to which thev had ba=n allocated.

Mor=sover, he confirmed that the amplovment of nrisoners of
war in the Krurp enterprise, narticul=rly in Essen, evposad
them to great danger, Anticipating the 2llepad defense of
nacersity hereinafter discuseed it ie interarting to note that
Borschmever tertifisd that ha had no fear of raprissles for the
policv of "pamnsring" Ruseian prisorere of war,

Thara is much evidanc= bv the defense 25 to tha so=called
"pampering" of Ruesian nriconers of war, bv "feating +r-m up"
vwith evtra rations hefore thew vare put to work. Such measures
saam to have baen concidered nececesarv at the moet temporarily;
Tho defanse introducad a latt-r from the Board nf Directeérs of
Fri~”, Krupp, A. G., Ers=n, dated September 25, 1042, rirhad bv
th= defendants Thn and Lehmann, addraseed to the Army High
Command. In thie letter it was pointed out that a recent shift
of Ruseian rrisoners of war allocated for essantial war vork
mere so weak and undernouricher that evan with the best in-
tantion trey were unatle to work, and that with +hs food due
them th=y could not be strengthaned ~nough to work in the n-ar
futura. It war accordinglyv acked "vhetrer it mipght be pocsible
to authorizse acdditional food nacecearv for a'feeﬂﬁng up
cempaign" of from 4 -- 6 we~ks, vhich vould ba nscessarv to
g=t tre nriconars of war in condition to vork. Tha latter con-
cludar that "as we are under the circumstonces described very

anxious te =~mploy the Russian nriron-ve of war in the very near

fotur~, we rhould be most grataful if vou would give us your
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opinion on this matter ars soon as poerible."

A reply to thic letter, Aated October 15, 1842, wae acs
follows:

"As from 19 October 1942 new food-r~pulations will te in

foree for Sovist rrisoners-of-var with notable imnrovement

of food allocations for ther~ nriconere-of-iar both in
ruality and ecuantity. The rrocurem-nt of these supnlias

vill make it porrible to frad the Soviet rriconers-of-war

aderuatelv and to re-seta’lich the full working-copacits

of the prisoners., TFurtrar nroviciens for epeeial ferrd-

ing up of nrisoners chould tharefore no longar be nacresary,"

W atever may ta eaid atout the inaderusev of official ratiors
prior to Octobar, 1942, and the afforte mads bv tra Krunp firm
to bring 2 cut =n jncresces, thers asre two determinative faets
which are astablichad bevond Aoubt br con*amporansous Aocumerts

tak=n from the Krupn fil=e, som~ of v+ich are cucted 'orein-
above, Three~ 2re: (1) tha* Rureisy rriconere of war pere put
to he=avv work vken, du~ to undernourishment, they were totally
unfit rhveicallv: end (2) that not enly war thars no official
reruirement that thie be fone, but it was diractly contrarv
to the orders of the comrat=nt officials,

It may be concedad that tlare was rome immrovement in the
feeding of rpriconsrs of war by the middle of 1943, but such as
it wae id did not nrove to be nermanant,

The testimonv of defense witn=es Merauardt, Krupp amplovas,
inficatas vhat the cituation wars in the rummer and fall of 1044
with respact to the p~on meales rerved in the factrries during
the treak in working hours, Marcuardt's wife an® father-in-
law 3lfc vorksd in Rolling Mil) 2, Upon one ocecacion thev
decidad to =3t their noor meal et *he plant inctead of at their
hema, Marruardt test?fiad that trey triad it "but we Aidn't
continu~ like that for leng bacaucs the food waen't very good -
and d~finitely not what it chould hsve teen,"

Moreovar, that tha vriconers were re~iirad to work in
hifrhly dangsrous arsas is conceded, It is no ancwer to say that

bacaure of ths bombing attacks an” the military sitvation in

Fensral life for sv-rvona in Essan, inclu'ing Garmane, had

become dangerous and difficult, The rrison-rs of var, concentration
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camp inmates and in large mart the foreign c’vilian workere ware
noet in Eseen bv chalce, Thew had baen brrught there to an en~mv
country againet their will, and kept thare in 2 state of in-
voluntarv sarvitude, Thay were utterlyvy unabls to help them=
ralves and absolutely dsrendent. upon tre officiale of thes Krupp
firm for nrotaction and for their every nead, They had no choice
as to vhen, heow or where they chould work; or vhether they chould
vork at 211, In no e~nss can it be caid that they ware in any
wica responsihle for the conditénsnow pleaded ae an excuss, If
thosa conditions made it impossible to giv~ them the nreoper care,
foed 3and rrotection the should not have been recuired to work
at all, especially in one of the most dangerous places in 211
Evropo. Instead vhat was reecuirod of the workers, including the
fereignare, is corractly described in the brief of couneel for
th~ defendant Krupp as follows:

"The cast steel facterv was in the v~rv ceonter of this

inexorable struggls, and war moet severelv affacted by %,-

One vworkshop after the other went un in flames or was

gutted, Evarv br-a2thing space was vesd to ranzir the

Aamage and to maintain rroductior. The big raid of March

5, 19/3, caurad such srtencive damage in the vorks, that

the ~roduction wage hours f-11 by fiftv per e¢-nt, and

continuad to f211 from thet date onw=rds slmost witheut
interruption, One third and more of the whole work was
davoted to the removal of damages and recorstrugtion."

It jis further eaid in th= eams brief that "unt3il the

middle of 1943 it was attemptod, as a motter of principle,

to reconstruct destrovad huts ar oulc’ly as po-eible,

Aft-r that there efforts wars limited te a faow c¢amps

only, which cubsecuently exnarienc? up to five conssecu-

tiva destructions an® r=conetructions,”

In this connection it is nroper to state that the evidence
affirmativaly shows that the Krupp officiale as well as the
Garman viorksrs at that times had bacome convincad that the strugele
vas hopeless and Asfaat for Germany was insvitable,

The ratione for Italian militarv interneee veore the rame
as these for weetern ~riconers of war, but thair dist had verv
tad r-sults, Ths evidence with roc<pect to the status of theeceo

irtarn=es is not very satisfactory. From what th-re ig of it,

it appeare that in the main thay were Italian soldiers who

surrender=d with their arms to the Germans in North Italy after
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the Badoglio Govornment eame into power but tefere it decldred
war on Germany, Ther~ Italinans w-re firet accorded the status
of mriscners of war, but later were forced to ace pt the status
of fereign workere. s Ao not regard it necessarv for pracent
purpeoseg te resolve this ocuestion onz wav or the othar. 1In
2ither view, it ie obvious that they were brought to Germany
under commrulsion and kept in a state of cervitude while am-
rloved in the armament inAustrv in connectson with a war againet
their own country,

They vers principally emploved in four plants; two of them
tha Guestahlfohrik, Tesan, an® th- Frisdrich Alfried Hu~tte st
Rheinhausen, A raport from the lattar conc-rn in Febrvary, 1044,
shovad that a2 ecickness ratz of 11 p-recent ireluding 70 ecaces of
cadama and a hundrad locs of w-ight, It ie aleo statad that of
765 camp inmates, 35 rercent were wnfit or only rartly fit for
vork and that the rumber of urdsrnouriched persons 2nd eases of
stomach and howel trouble rhowe the food uncvitable for mast of
the Italian militarv intovns-s,

A raport from the same courcs in March, 104/, chows a
further deterioration in the condition of the priscners, It
concludes that "the rrecant vaight of theen raopla, most of vhom
ars axpacted to do work jnvolvingﬂconsiﬂera1le physical exertion,
je too low, Vith regard to tha food and subearpend 1v the ouvtrut
of the Italian military internass thera aviets 2n acute emergency
which covl” only be met bv a generous relenen of suitabls food
etuffs," Ths sickrata wae e+ill abnermallvy high in June, 1044,
ane had dineressed din Avpust, 1044, almost a vonr after their
imprisonment. In a°ditinn, the rorort of that month recstos
that a3 large nart of thece nriconsrs "suffar-a many foot infuries
Ave to poor foctwaar.” A cimilar situation rrevailad jn Esenan
vith recpact to the food given Italian militsary intarne~s and ths
rasulting sick rata, Thic is r~“lectad by reports frem the de-
rartment headad bv the defardant Kupke in the spring and summer

of 1944,
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Italian militarv interne=g vere convertad inte civilian
workars on September 1, 1044. From that dat=, 211 the limi-
tations reculting from their former statue ware abolichad and
trav thereaftar receivad ths rations of fres foreign workors,
The documents chow 2 substantial imnrovement thereafter,

Tha defense claims that the condition of the Italian
militarv intsrnees during th- tims they vere tr-oatsd as
priconers of war was due not to the insufficiencv of the foed
bt to the mapner in which it wae wrerarad an® the fact that
it wac of a kind to vhich the Italians were not accustomed,

I+ ie alee inecisted that + iec condition wae coon remedied by
putting in cherge Italian chefe., If this be trus, it must be
concadad that it too% an evtracr”inarily long time to find

and annlv the ramedv. M.Tecv-r, tha fact +tat the trouble vas
not sntir~lv +hat claimed +y the defence is indicatad by the
report of Dr, Jasger, Krurp's canior camp nhveicisn, On the
dav tha changs of statvs took nlace.be reported that "the

foed i rov peod and sufficisnt, Th=re hava hesn no mors
complainte, in soits of the searcity of rotatesese, T hava
Tasn 2bla to ascertoin Auring th- past vear that ths suscepti-
bility and thz bad general physic2l conditicn of the Italians

immreved 3 1ittle. They wers in 2 vory bad genaral phvsieal

confition even when thev arrived and tkis was of course in-
crencad by long marchas on tha way hera, and unaccustomed

working and elimatic conditions."
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