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0ffi C:Lal Transcript of Ml;.ltal‘y Tribunal -L---'-g
Cage Xy in the matter of the United States of
Amerlca azainst Alfried Krupp, et al, defendantsy
“gitting at Nurnberg, . Cerma.nya on ‘16 uanuary 1948,
0930, the Honorable Hu C, Anderson Pres:.dlngg

THE MARSHAL: Persons in the courtroom will please find their

N

seats,

The Honorable, the Judgos-of Military Tribunal I“,

Military Tribuhal III 4s now in session, Cod se,ve the Uni"c‘ed :
States iof Anerica e,nd “this He.noi'abl;e Tribunal, |

There w111 be order in the Court. \

THE PRESIDENT: Mr, Marehal, w111 you ascertain if all ther
defendants aré present 1n“bhe Goul—'trqom«?’ | |

THE MARSHAL:  May i3 please your Honor, all the fdefende;nt's‘ are

present in thef"Gourtrooma
THE PRESEE\T.T‘: Let"/the r.ee;or& 50 s.h,om |
Judee Daly will préside for today's sessn.o:nQ .
MR, HUEBASCH: Yesterday a"‘"cerneon we had flle.Shed wzth exhlbit
704 which

A

- JUDCE WIIKINS: Excuse mey Mr, Thayer, Could you arraﬁge_, fOr |S0me -

one t0 appear Before the :C.ommi'ssidner today?

MR. THAYER: We can, Ygur'Hor‘v;o‘r,-, if Defense Coun\sels ar\e agr'eeé;ble' :

to it, I wasn't clear last night after the conference whether or not

we could d0 that or not, We didn't want to insist upon it ourselves,

J UDCE WIIKINS: Yes, you arrange for it, One of the witnegses

ig to aopear before ‘hin at ono.e’cmr’cy. I am-sure you could make

DR. WECKER: May et please your tIonors, I dg,»n % lnow. whother

-dur»iing *bhe meeting after the sesslnn I havo made myse"*“ ner"ectly clear,

e pointed out the right of the defendant to be confronted with the .

o ’f“*!ltneasy "wlth that remar'k‘iywanmed to jndicate that all the defendants

‘ Went to make use’ of - their r;aht which
is. Laid down in ordinance l\To. 7 to conduct cross exammab/ion. ‘l‘his r:,gh'o
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for cross examination is devised as we can 566, froﬁ the American law
on béﬁngfconfronted with thg\wi%nesso Fpr that regson, we were going
to méke the proposition and I thirk it has been made quite clearly that
the commissioner shhuld sit only on such days on wh uh the defendants
who are: concerned by the testlmOﬁy of the witness and want to be present
can‘reallj,be present at the commissioner's hearing, |
JUIGE WILKINS: You aré ﬁot going to teke the position are you,
that all of thoso witnesses have %o éppear here~in Court or on so@e
e -~ day Whenrfhe defondants may be present?
IR WEQKgﬁt May it please Your Hohorsa tﬂab‘was reélly the
';; ‘ pdint of view I was taking, bﬁt not from m&'bwn sense ofhjustice; bub
on the explicit w-ich of all thecdefendanté which rcfer to ordinance
~ To, 7 vhich givos. them such a Tight and e
TUDGE WIIKINS: Teb me say this to you a mimute, The particular
pointg thét wo .ralsed 17sb night at our conference was thist The.
progecution has coertain witnesses who are now waiting here who have
made affidavits which have been admitted in evidence and under the
rules, as you know, ordinance No, 7, we may accept statements
or affidévits and so oné NOW as a courtesy to the defensee we stated
< at the outsoﬁ that you would be given the opportunity to cross examinel
these Wiﬁnesses; It now developes that beééuse of time we.find that it
S " will be 1390351ble for us %o havc those witnesses appear because the
best illustraticn of that is the w1tne«s Anman who ook almost two
days and we just calmot take the time, S'o_9 we are now giving you the
épportu@ity inasmuch aé'you requested the opporiudity to crossexamine
these WitnéSSes — referring now~to-€he witnesses who ha#e executed the
affidavits and you‘requesfed'the 0pporﬁunity o crossexamine fhem, we
are now‘giving‘you«the‘ppportuniﬁy to crossexamine:thembbefore the
cemmissioner bnd the presecﬁtor stated yesterday’that there are several
of theﬁ here now waiting,fof cfoss examinétioﬁ, So, this afternoén, ab

one—thirty, you will arrange with Mr, Thayer then for one of those

witnesses to ap;ear'befnre ﬁhe commlsslnnerq‘ o

N
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We have ﬂotedq and I am saylng thls Just for tﬁe record,thaﬁ
while there are probably roughly 12 or 13 of the defense lawyers here
this morning; often times in the conduct of this trial'there,have«been
as few as four'énd five and as we see it;’it will‘be\no great hardship\

at all for you %0 arrange for your more cepable défense counsel t0 be

present at those hearings before the commissionefs, so Mr, Thayer, you

will arrange for one of those witnesses to-be before the commissioner
ab- onecthirty, |

Judge Daly sﬁgﬁested that ycu’have two présent so’that if you
have time to cover both that is what we desire,

MR, THAYER: I thﬂnk9 Your Honor, we have glven twentwaour hour

notive-to two of the witnesses, Wagner and.Kru.egero May I inguire where
such commissioner hearing willyﬁe held?

| JUDGE WIIKINS: We will try 0 be in communication with the Sec~
retary General: In the meantime we wil 1 arrvange, 1f there is a COUT tme

room available, we will arrange for it in a COurtroomo We will be

~able to give you,more informasion on that before we adgourn at "3,Log I‘m

5
’

DR, WECKER: May I agk just one more question, that isy whether

the Tribungl has the rule that the commissioner, apart from the two cases

which may be open to discugsion, that on‘principles‘the'commissipner

\wz*l also be allowed to - 31t on days when the defendants themgelves

‘cannot be present during %he«commission?

J?DGE WITKINS: Yes, ié will be entirely up to the defensei
coungel, if you‘wanﬁ the;defendants here.or whether you want certaig
ones of.them.to apfear at the hearing before thg commisgioners,

May I suggest toyyou agaih that you—alréa&y ha#e an affidavit

of these witnesses and you have copies of it so you know the tesulmony

- that this pauvlCULar witness can glves -therefore, you can dotermine

N
Pl

whether you.want sevofal of your defenge *awyers tnere or just one or

~tWO. That-is a problom that you can easi*y determ;ne'becanse you haye
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“all the information before you from that affidavit,
IR WECKERS. YO’IJ.T'HOHOI'Q we discussed the queétion yesterday
“whether it would be possible to use the Saturday mornings for such

sitvings?

4

JUDCH WIIKINS: Yes, Saturdéy mornings as wei’ié We Wﬁi a;-crénge
fo;‘ 1t tomorrow morning, as a matier cf' fact,

| o Thayerg you can work on that' theory and let us know at 1315,

MR, HUEBSCH: May it please the Court, returning to exhibit No,.
704, page 254 of tho Eng"’.ish and 41 of the Corman, I would like to
quote a few Llines from Colonel. Eegells letter to 'che Als — Thom firm,
: He stated tba$°,

"The machine was confiscated by a Wéhrmac—hf offi‘c’e and'é. ré_Oeipt' :
was given," |

MR, H(EBSCH': Thigs is a Quoﬁa,tion on page 41 of the Cerman and 254
- of ’cﬂe Englisilb- - |

With rcr-:afa to cbmpensa‘tion thefefbr- the po licy. applles which
S is laid down 1n the' regu ations concex'm ng the honoring of I"eCGl'_Ets..
which was worked out wi th the French au’choﬁm_eso Ag to the q_ilestvi‘oyn
of cé)rrroensa‘o‘i‘n it ig of 10 1mportanc° that this machine was placed’\,a‘o
the O.'.'\.SPOS&.L of the firm Friedrich K"‘upp A%, Rheirhauscne

'fAccording %o the r@gm.atlons mentioned above the vdlue-at the
time of the confiscation has %o e paid by £heeez;ma:iwehrmacht a8 com-
p"ensati‘ﬂn, ‘This value as determined on g fixed déte ‘has been es’t,imatecl
at 108, 700 B by an expert and of th is you have already been informed
by the fivm Krupp L

. HUEBSCH: sk'ippi@ then -

"Please take note that we cannot épprove of the céicula‘oion, made
at that tlmc showing a 't;m:ai‘ emount o:t;‘ 13,400,000 Belgian. francs
| MR, HUEBSCH: To interpolate. .- appfoxima,tely 670,000 BM, "am
~sent to the firm Krupp in your letter of 20 April\“l%z (which is two !
weeks from the vdate of the letter) as the expense of procuring new
'IﬁaghinéS' is token as a ba,;;is 3501’[i',]cr:’gs*~ca.‘l;c'ctieﬁ:ioz}q

1793,
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"Please submit to us by 15 August 1942 by stating the above

file number, the original certificates previously given to you, On

veceipt of the ce-tifigates the amount of 108,700,000 R will immediately

be trengferred to ynu,

. . . s PR, N . 3 s
T eoofurther applications will be useless since there is no chance

of success in this mabicr,
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MR, HUEBSCH: After Hegel has informed’ the Als — Thom firm that
protest will be uséleés\'because of facts that are clear on the

basls of the Ggrmen understanding, Arnold sent a letter to the

- Frim Kramag Arnold, the plenipotentiary for the firm, sent a letter to

the Krama frim which will be exhibit 705 on pagc 26 of ‘the English

" and pace 42 of the Cerman,

In this letter he informs izhém_e it seems, of the steps taken with
the High Coxnmandvof the Navy o increase the est?ma-bed price informing
thcm +that this a,ttempt has been uns,'ucctessful and, fo quetes

"\ eoTho estimated price fixed by the German expert is de0151ve for
the valuatlon of the confiscated mach neg, Begides it must be lefs t-o the

firm Krupp whether it is @erhap will*ng to pay more than the es’clma’ced

price, Since the firm Krupp as you know also regected. ity I refer you

to the possibility of clalmmg the remaining comensatlon (%o Lnterpolate,

the compensationdove fiftecn -oer nent of value which was offered,

E N

“returning t0 the quotati on.) from the competent 1?‘\rench authori ties

MR, HUEBSCH: Tiie next exhibit will be 706,
JUbGEﬂ, DALY: " The ’,_aqt waé 705 and w-ill be ‘admf".’"c'bed,
 MR. HUEBSCH: NIK 6558
’Thls is oxhibit 706 and. document NIK 65569 page 29 of the Engllsh
and 46, of the German. This is a Letter from Alg - fhom t0. the

German holding company o the Sceiete Francaise AEG.’, confirming the

A 1ettér‘ of the 2ist of June whlcn offered a new offer of 138, 991, 20

R for the machinery confiscated and ;‘ejecting this offer as being in

no way commensurate to the actual value of the machinery, They stated

that the compensition ig so sma?gl,‘ compa.red with the actual value of the

machinery that we are unable to consider 1te !

uUDCE DALY: a.’c may b% marked. as '706
MR, HUERSCH: As exhibit '7079 VIK 6556, page 29 of the Englls?n
and 47 of the Cermagh, we come to an extremely 1%“1‘\"81113 drcument,.

Thls Pa"'tlcu‘ ar dncument wh4 ch is a ]_e-l-,ter _-f‘rom the /-erman Qaarter..

: masi;er in Parts to Als - Thom insists that t~he,4-8fte'5tr0ffer of
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138,991.30 R has to be considered just valvation, This Lobter 18 some-
what over two &eaxs, 0f the ori‘ginall coﬁfiscéti;onﬁ To quotes

'ononly ’oheusu (th .8 qllﬂ’ba‘bl"n commences at the bottom
of 47 on the Ccrmax\ and entimucs on to 48 of tho CGerman) locsl value
on the da,y of conflsca’omn ig kuo be compensated in. the cave of goods
cﬂnflscatea in F:ence, an& not: the value of +eprocuremcnb and iess of
pro‘fit./'./’l’he' estimate drawn up in your 1e1‘-,ter of 24 Fob, ‘42 therefore
: ca‘nnort. serve as a basis for the cpmpénse:’cion;, but only the ‘purchaéé |
value - taking int’o‘. con‘sideratic:\’n the depreciation for 10 yearsj- of
factory use, The value of v138,,991° 30 fixea,by,{;he oxpert Simmonis
. must be taken as a basis' for coninnSgtiono WIf the Als'.-'Thom firm
. persisfc in +helr ”e““usag in spite of the f irm agreemen s exisbing bétwe\en
the two Govermnon‘cs’ Vthat ige 0 1n’pe\‘fpo].a.i:e3 the Cerman- Reich and
| tne French Vichy Covernment at that time —— to roturn to the |
quO‘b‘a.tiOn‘.“) “then "i;he payment of éompénsatinn_ must be rgafuséd on ithe.;par’t‘."

’

of the “erman Rewh for a,L* timco

Ve

i

The Alg — Thom £3 irm was - givea From the 27511 of uuly waen thlS
letter wa.é véiispatchec'l until the 30%th vof J’uly, to.inform 'the Chief Quarter.
Vr’nas sor w:’L"'c.h the M’ﬂitaﬁ@ Gn\vernméntf; ) »

JUDCE DALY: "’hj.s last dﬁcumen’c W111 be ﬁaxkéd 707

MR BT'JESCH:‘ Proceed...ng; to ancther é;ocumentkg we éﬁbmi% it as
marked ’?;~089 drcument NIK 65,:)’_?'9 page 31 of the English and 49 of the
~German, kThi's 1s a cértifie&/ copu of thé;. letter from the »firrp Als ..
Thom to ‘the Director 6f' Mé_c':hanical aﬁd Electrical Iindustries,, ‘that is a
French Govérnmeni;al agoency wherein ‘c.hfere is a discussion of the | ‘

: .feqﬁisi’ciﬁn\. of the. ,machir’leryat Alg ~. Thom "firm’, plant at Belfor’c for
-Kr‘upp ’Stahlbau Bheinhausen requesting advice as 0 the view of t‘hé firm
should take on various requis’ii;ions and counter.;offer"s and valﬁé of L‘ché
':.!ﬁnfiséa;fed~machines; Quo’clng Danbon who is the indivi dual who sent

~ this le’cter nu‘b for "he £3 rm.

".c.we have the honor to draw your attentlnn ‘bo “the roqamltlon of

)
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~ ‘ R A
La "bending‘machin'e by ’q_he Cerman Aushorities in ovr factories ab Be‘lfort
‘ inVAp_ril 19410

"Thig vequisi ttion appears 0 us o be in ¢ ntradlc’clon $0 the
J.nternatlﬁnm Hague Convention. and, the Al‘mz.s tice convention by the |
‘fact that  the machine was sent 10 Germanye | k»

"Nego’clatmng had wel advanced, but asno agrcemen*b could be
~obtained, the: ma‘bmr was takon up agaln by the Germen Author ties (the
' Krlegs;xar ine) whos in crsequr*nce o:t‘ a report 'by a Cerman expert (’co
whom' we- had never been called) adgudlcated us a compensation whlch we
conside’r ‘ridic’:ulous and/refuseq to accepts"

MR, ’r‘LUEBSC I Passi,hg from this letter to the following document
NIK..6558 'b"of ve marked as exhi'bi'tr'?\09 —e = | - ‘ >

JUDGE DALY: The 1@@ one nay ‘bé markeamx.;esévas 708,

MR. }I[IEBSCH" Thi;*; is a- J.etter from Bellier, the d:wector of
Mechanical and Alec'tr:x.cal Ino.ustrles at the French Ministry of Industry
and Tran3port in Paris advising Als - Thom that the Vichy Covernment
has opposed, removal of the ma,chlnery from Cerman Covernment in French
sm1 and adv1s1ng Als.»Thom 0 refuse to negotiate or if any payment be |
accepted such payment will be only p;'OVlSlonaliyof Té qp.o‘qe one. sentence\
' »fxl‘.Om the middle ‘of thig vle’tter‘orn page 33 of the 'Engi'igfl and 50» of the
German: . |

i'The reQuisitioning of the ‘bendi:ng...machine in ques’tion should there-
- fore be considered as having taken place without therFrericﬂ Gove;r»nmen’cf”s‘
consent and aga*ns'c $te will.® , o /

1 shall procee\d with one more sentence of tﬁis quotation:

"In these circmﬁstancesg you 'siiouid nov’c\‘accelét any settleinent |
, prdpﬁéed by\ you 2 :

SﬁDGE WII"KINS,‘: Proposed ‘to you, I -think yon: said proposed by
ou |

MR, HUEBSCH: - "proposed to you with regard "to this. requi‘sitioning;.

, ’

as other uha,n provw sionaly ano. with the *‘eservatlon that any such accepte

~-ance doe not const:.uu'ce an acknowl’edgement of the legallty of the actlon. b
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- JUDCE DALY: That is NIK 6558 and is admitte’d_ as exﬁibit 7096
MR, HIEBSCE: The progecution now offers as exhibit 710 document
NIK 6559 on page 33 of the English and 51 of the German, This ig
a letter from the d.irec’oorfof ,t}qe’ General Aéamtapt of the Ministry of
National J53c€>nomy and Finance -afbr Paris 0 Als -~ Tom pointing out tha‘t :
the Cerma,n Military Gommander in France has been nreva.u_ed upon %o
offer a new and hlgher 1ndemn4 ty for requisi tioned mach:.nery9 'but that
~ future restitution in kind be rejected for the time bemg. Tpis was
on the 29th. of \J anvary 1944 practically two years and nine moniﬁhé’ from
the date of r-equisi’oiﬁninge Quoéing»from the middle of the letter
‘ S‘Glll on page 33 of the English a.nd 51 of the Germant
"He (tha’o is the Mllltary Commander in F*'ance\ stated- *hat
this offer wauld probably ’pe higher than the one ,previously madg,
but algo poi_nfed outy however, thét it \would‘ b’e. based on the price
of the .rrvxachine at the t im\e‘of acquisition Ey the Ai‘s - Thomﬁ"dé‘iety’and
that bthe' price of construction of a similar machine at the %‘i’fﬁe when the
requis‘iti{on Yook place cpuld not he ’ca\ken into éonsidoi*atio’n.’f'
I belicve that disposeé Of o
JUDCE DALYt That is exhibit 710,
MR, HUEBSCH:  Ag exhibd bit ’71 1, proseuctloﬁ submiv ts document WIK
6060, page 35 of the Engllsh and 53 of ’rhe Cerman, AlsThom then sent
a letter to the Cerman Q,uartermaster in Paris em-ohasiiing the right to
re:s.tiﬁtution‘in‘ kind for requisitioned machmery, that they are willing
. to aé:cept an indemnity on the value offthe machinery at the time of
requisi’tionings, but not a,"c\ the cost price and that the px{ié:e can not be
- congidered at éaie pa:-'i‘ce°

JUDGE DALY: It may be marked exhibi'b 711,
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ﬁma; HUEBSCH: Tn@‘sposecution would like to submit as Exhibit 712
Document NIKFéSéi’at'pagGVB? of the Engiish and 53 of the German which
is a letter whefe hlstom informs the Director of tﬁé‘Generél_Accountant
‘of'the Ministry of Nationaleconomy~and-Finance iﬁxgaris as follows:

"Subject: Removal of bénding mechine by the Gerqén’authorities".~1
now pass to the center of the letter:

"The renewed proposal of'compénsation«made\byAEhe Hilitary Commandant
"in France mentioned by you has reached us in the form of a letter dated
7 Januvary,. a copy:of'Which‘you Wili find enclosed. “On 8th February
we sent a reply based on yoﬁr suggestions." This reply beihg~the
‘preceding ddcument, NIK-6560, wherein ﬁhey rejécted7the counter-offer,

JUDGE DALY: The last document may be marked Exhibit 712.

DR.,WECKERzi‘Xbur Honor, I want td faise an‘objection to the sub-
mission of thisbdocumént, Unfortuﬂaﬁely 1 was not able to take up
the matter beforé‘this book was submitfed of do so eartier because
I had to look at the photostatic copy firéto My objection‘is based
on the facﬁ thet the dpcument does not show where it cémés'ffam.\ it
has no letterheading from which one coﬁld get anymore:infonmation,
It4is'not~signede, | ‘

MR. HUEBSCH: May‘iﬁ please the Court, thisfis a’ document that was
submitted under the’ofiginal interrogation.of Monsieur Marcel Rapin,>
was found inrthe files of thg Klshtom firm as part of their official
cBrréSpondence, and was certified to by'the French authqrities_con~
versant with the éiﬁuatibn‘and'offioially designated as having the
power'tb'cgrtifv the dCCuments,;namél , Michel Habib and Captain
Gerthoffer,

JUDGE DALY: Well, there is a statement in theffirstisentence:

"We thank you for your letter of 29 Januéry and have given our
clOSe attention o the;matﬁer;"~ t seems to me quite clear that ﬁhe\
'lettcr’identifieé itself.r The objection is overruled. That wouldl
be = |

MR. HUEBSCH: 712,
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;

JUDGE-DALX: 712, 6561. That is the oﬁe that has been édmittedo‘

MR;-HUEBSCH: Thenk you. 4s Exhibit No, 713 the Prosecution
submi%é Document NIK-6562 &4t page 38‘of the Eng}?sh and 56 of the Ger-
man, Tphis is a certified\copy of a letter frgm.%he German Quartermaster .
in Paris; that is?‘the Leitender Intenddnt of;thg Military Governor
in France, to hslsthom insisting that the co§ﬂ~pfice of the machihe
and'appropriate'depréciation up to the dateiof»reQuiSitibn be taken
as a basisfor\indeﬁnitya T would like‘éo proceed to the letten to'
quote: .‘7 o N S e

JUDGE DALY: That would be 713,

MR.THUEBSCH: 713 —— té Quoté from the middle of the léﬁter at page
56 of the Gorman and 38 of the English:

"As already.éxplained by Herr‘Stenger on the occasion of the confer-
‘ence of 10 February l?@h,\fhe\indemnity can only beMcopputed on the
valué of the machihe‘on the date of the confiscation, based on the
rcoéﬁAﬁrice at ﬁh@ﬁfimé;"

Skipping;

»"Acoordingly, it is res@ectfuily requeéted thgt a declaration be sent
that with the payment of’an\amount 6f RM 190,A70" —*”which is an
appreciable rise in the original offer, interpoiating that last remark

and now returning to the quotation -~ "all claims-against the Wehr—

© macht! - dispensing with bhe reference to Krupp, as another additic n~

al interpolation —‘"and.ﬁherewith;a;soVagainst7thesGerman'Reich; which
arise from the confiscation of the~three-}bller bending machines are
settied,»

“As soon as this declaration has been received,‘the amount will be
irénsferred,to the specified bank account for payment.!

I would like tolprééeed from Hiyis document to NIK-6562, This last_
d;cumeni, NIK}6562, was submitted~as.f1‘  | |

j&agGEaDAIX:> it was marked as Exnibit 713. |

| MR. HUEBSCH: 713. That's right. NIK-6563 is submi thed for marking

'as.Emhibit’?lh.4 : | |
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JUDGE DALY: Document NIK-6563.

lR. HUEBSCH: 4t page 39 of the English and 57 of the German. It is

~a certified copy of a letber from Alstom to the Director of the

Gcﬁeral,éccountant,of Ministry of\National’Economy and Finance in Paris
giving the Qetéilsréfvtho;negotiations with the German aubhovities
snecifying the value of the machines taken away By German authorities
for Kruop?s use -and refusing Yo continue ncgotlatlons with the Germans

on the baSLo of present German Canuct of the deal ings, This is a

»iletter of the 25th of~February, 1944, Quoting from page 57 of the

Germén~and,39 of the Ehglish:

"He cannot 31gn the declawaulon for Wh¢ch we are asked because it is
contrary to§ourrinterests and to the very prinqiples which the,Head
of the Government has proposed to.us in the recent cir cular to Whlch
you\make reference,

‘"In these circumétances we do not propose t5 give an immediate reply

to the letter of the Indendapi",—"that is the other quartermaster -

 Wputto wait as long as possible tQ\Scé the result of the new steps

which yéu propose to take.? ’ ‘k :"; ' L%
JUbGE'DnIX; lt may be mavked Exh bit Tile
MR,AHUEBSCH: P%oco d¢ng further down the page:
tThe pﬁrdhase price of the machine in *730 €x factory, transporta-

tion charges, customs dutles, e"ectlon and e¢ectrlca¢ equipment
‘not included, amounts to RM 350,;90 ~= as stateé in the letter of the
Intendant dated 7 JanuaLy. ‘ ,
~ "To this price should be added thevoutlay for.addiﬁional:cdsts which
ﬁe éstimated,at>2,800,000 francs! - which is 140;000 Reichsmark,

,Tﬁen there is a discrepahcy between fhs English and the German regardé
ing the estimate of the German constfuc£0r for an idénticgl machiné

English it is 370, 550 Reichsmark, In the German document book the

 figure is’BVO 000 ReichSmaTk,. This 1nf¢n¢t651ma¢ dlscrebancy of 5>C

Relchsmark or l¢,OOO francs does not affect the substance of the vase,

¢,99
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‘but T wish to dréwfthe Court's attention to it, ' '

On tage 40 of the Fnglish and 58 of the German, continuing with this
do cument, quotiﬁg: | |

ﬁlh view of the reasons outlined above, it is our opinion that the
anortization rate of 50% stipulated in the Intendant's letter of 7
Jangary is excessiveé, |

%On bhis,subjepf we should like to point out to you that‘in negotia-. .
tionsvwiﬁh the interested autnoritics it would be preférable to
speak of a coefﬂiciént of wear and tear and not of an amortizationL
rate because we baéé our argﬁment on thé faét that the.maqhine was
preserved in perﬁ'ét condition; & fact known at the time when the
machine was:ﬁemévedg" Aﬁd this will be brought forth furthér aé the
reason for the éonfiscation when 5larifica ion is:brought to the
- mariner in which the confiscation was cafriedyput‘by members of the
Krubp firm., Quoting:

"0n the other han& we ;hould Like to inﬂt oﬁt—tq you that in our
opinion calculation of the indemnity due to us should not be based
~on.the puréhase price 5f the‘machine in 193018ihce in his letter
of 21 July‘19hh"'- that is Document NIK-6556 which‘is found at page
29 of the Inglish and 47 and L8 of .the German -~ "the intendant“f
advised usfthat:ac¢ording to the terms provided by thé Armistice
the indemnjties fpf requisitions must be in line with the local value
of ‘the objects on the date of the requisition" |

JUDGE. DaLY: :Counsellor, I have been relﬁctant to say this»bécéuse,
I was afréid‘that you might miséonstrue it,'but we have stated on
several. occasions that the members of the Tribunal are reading all of -
‘;these\gxhibits; and in practivally all of these that have been
presented we have had a great deal of the cdntents. ‘ ' )

1

R . 1800
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Now we héve'speht a great deel of time on this because you are going,
I assume,‘to stress the ?oihts that you claim iméortant in both
oral ergumeﬁts and in your bri ef, and we are going to. read them ail
anywayG

HR. HUESSCH: ‘Yes, I apologize, Youf*Henors, for taking up the
Court!s time. . |

JUDGE DaT¥:  ALL righte

MRG‘HUEBSCH: Coming to the last"docamentfin ﬁhe hook, we would
like to mark as Exhibit 715 Decument’NIK&é56A at page L1 of the
English and 60 of the German,

<

JUDGE DulY: It may be marked Ezhibit 715. .

ME. HUEBSCH: 51 would like to read the index of this, if.Ybur:HonQr‘
plcase. This is a certified copy of 2 letter from Alsthom to the
’German~Quartermasterein Paris acknowledging reCeiﬁt of the offer
of 12 February 2944 andipostponing an answer to this‘offer until
negotiationsiundeftaken by the French authorities'ehouldﬂbe‘concluded.
Finishing with Document Book 22 we procced to 22-4 which Dr, Max
Mendellaub Will preéeni;o N

MR, MANDELLAUB: an/it lease the Court, the Prosecuiion nowbeffegs
Document Beok Noe 29—h and oroceeds with NIK-13448 opfered as
Exhibit Nos —-

JUDGE LNDERSON: 716, isa't it?

‘JUDGE DaLY: Yes. s

MR, MhNDEuLAUB - 7”5 which is a copy of a letter from the Armament
lnspector DlJOﬂ to Schmidt, the Peenleotcntlary of the German Army
and Dlrecuor of. h*sthom, conveylng the order of conf;scatlon of the
nlsthom sheel metal machlnes. On the copy are handwr1+ten remarks by
Thless Qf Friddrich alfried Huette Rhelnhausen where the machines
were to~be'dispatc‘r‘1ed_f,or;removal° Thiess is an employee of Krupp
and a brothef—inflaw:of the defendaﬁt Lbesef,ewhere he has been
‘brought iﬁte<the-fifm by\thehaeféndant Ioeser and was to survive the
'reeignainn of Loeser.\‘Heris‘Still today with Krupps

i SEL 1801
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JUDGE DALY: >H@ is stil] what?

MRQ i .I\.DE UB He is still today with the Krupp fin

JUDCE DaLY: Vho dotermﬂncs that - whether he is s'ill there or not -
the occupying Government? | ' B ‘ .

MR. MNDSLLLUB:  Yes., | | - -

JUDGE, uuY° THlS may be ma“ked Ekh¢bi 716,

MR. MANDRILAUB: Tne Prosecution now offers as Exh‘bit No., 717
Document‘h e NIK-- LBA 9 Wil (gk,ou‘Will find 6n page 5 of the English
and page 2. of the Germaii, Tt is a letter fro@ the High Commend of
the‘ﬁévy‘to Krupp Stahibau Rﬁeinhausen infcrminé ther Main Office that
the High Command of the Navy is not in a position to order the firm
Alsthom'to’accept’the price offered by the Krupp firm, This' indica-
tes that the aﬁthorities have been asked to interferérand express
their position by saying that they aré notvin.a position to interfere,

JUDGE Dal¥: It may be merked Exhibit WENE

MR. MaNDEILAUS:  The Prosedution~now of fers as Exﬁibit No, 718
'Docu*cnt Nos . NIK-13450 which appears’ on pagc 5 of the English and/
page 3 of the Gor.mgn° This is a letter initialed by Thiess regardiné
‘the machincs of alsthom dated July 21, 1943, in which the first
paragraph reads: | »

Miccording to,informétion given by attorney;at-law Schuermann,‘the
Whold éonfisgation was carried?out’at ihe ti@e in contravention tQ
the rules of theHague Convention fOrq;and Werfare, This in itself
allows 9nly;seizure for:the purpose of use,4but not seizure with the.
,infention.of actual transfer of property;"
“ Schuérmann.-’this is Kurt Schuérmann of the Legal Division - thus
informs Mr, Thiess that‘there'Was no legal possibility to ask @fo
property transfer of the Alsthom machihe,'and yet as will be shown .
bygthe next document whlch we offe" as Exhibit Noe 719 —

JUDGE DilY: Excuse me, The last one, N¢K913h50 will be marked

Exhibit 718,



16 oen.—M—BK—h—3~Putty (¢nt. SachS)
Court LII Case 10

MR,YMANDEILAUéé 718, This is 719, Document:No;»NIK#iBASI, which
appears/on,pageéé of the English and page AO of7the German, dated
: me 18, 194kL; 'éiigned by Thicss, the same Thiess who obtained in-
fformat;on almosﬁ or exactly year before that time, and in wh¢ch he
continues to mage arrangements so uhat the machine should become
actual Drpncrty of Krunp while the machine was already built in the
Rnelnhausen planu worklng ?or Krupp for almost more than three yeafs,
and without t he setU¢cment of the owners The Keupp employec Thiess
wrlt 35 as fOlLOWo. Tnis is on page 6 of the English and page L of
the German,

" 6n OQr part are éxtremely interested in acquiringuthe machine
finally at the estimated value of Rl 190,000, But we decline negotia-
tions and d@alings with élsthom,‘as we are of tﬁe opinion that the
machine wés confisgated by the German Ruestungsinspekiion and thus
"ip\demolyeé-ugon the German éuthorities to,érrange the settlement
with ‘the French and that wé, thereuomn/, shall then enter into
c1ear1ng négotlatlons with the uerman autnorltlcs¢"

JUDGE DALX That may be merked bxhlblt 719, and may 1 suggest, Mr.
Méndellauo, uhat you, “efer to *he portlon whlch you ca*l attention to,
and we w1¢l mark it in uhe record and will 1nd¢cate 1t and I don't
thlnk tha@ we. w1l¢ need any. exten81ve readlng of these portlons uhen.

'MR. xNDLLunUB Yes, Your Honor. hb Prosecutlon now offers as
Exhlblt No. 720 Document Noo NLK—13347, Whlch is on page 8 of the ?
English and page 6 of the uerman. It 1s an affldav1t of Kurt Schuer~
mann conf¢rm1ng that he was consu¢ted by Thless end 1nformed Thless
of Krupp Stahlbau Rhelnhausen.cone@nnlng the 1nterpretatlon of
‘international law, and cspec1ally nv reason of the Hagus Conventlon
for land Ha‘fare the acqu4”1ng oP property rlghgé, machinery selzed
from the enemy was not possibles . ‘
| ‘JUDGE DA@X} It may be marked nmh¢b1t 720 7

| MR{‘MANDEIiAUB' The Prosecut¢on now ofPers as Exhlblt No. 721
rDocument Noe N;K—¢3385 whlch 13 on page lO'of the Engilsh and on page

¢803

-
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9 of\the German., I would like to taée a few miggﬁes to diSCu§§ this
affidavit because it stresses an important poin%:which the Prosecu—
tion would like to make, On page 10 of the’Ené%iSh and on page 9
of the German we find Eisfeld stating ~‘E&sfel§§is a Krupp employee |
who‘is no longef with the Krupp fimm today.

' WShortly before Easter 1941 I heard that Krupp Stahlbau had been
fitted into a new U—boé@ programe In RhéinhauSen we had a b@nding’
machine which, hoﬁever, was tgchnically not quite up to the mark‘v
for the new U-boat prograh; and with the help of which‘we could ﬁéve
bent sheets only with a loss of time, Therefore, a bending\roli,
was to be procured for us. Just before Faster 1941 I receiﬁed
marching ordefs from thevNNavy High Command/in ordér to go to ﬁ{jon,
Fpance, Such marching orders were necessary in order to maﬁé such a
journeys In Dijon 1 contacted the German Armament Inspectoféée
* concerned, and I was informed of two bending rolls to be iﬂspécted,
one in Belfort énd one in Bordeaux‘ First I went to Belfért accompan=—
ied by‘an‘officer of the Armament Inépéctoraté in order to inquét
the bendipg roll at the Aléﬁhom blant, In Belf?rt.we were receivéd’
~by a ceftain\Herr Schmidt who as far as:I can recall was the German
provisional managerfofrtﬁe slsthom works. A4S sbecialist I examined
the machine and inspite of certain defécts’found it suitable for the
new production at ®tahlbau Rheinhausen. ‘Herr Schmidt told me that
he would like to‘keep the machine there,

Qﬁfter inspectipn‘of the machine, I decided to forego another
inspection in Bordeaux since thezmachine appeared to me térbe
-suitable, returned to‘Rheinhausen and feported to my superior on the
‘result of the journey," ,His,superibr was Mr. Herrmann,iand Mr,\
‘Herrmann was direct;y under the Krupp,Vorsténa. "4 few days later
three of my men fecéived marching grders to Belfort 'in order to
dismentle the machine,® ihe~Kfupp men, "Those three men were mechanics
‘from the repqif éhbp Of Stahlbgu Rheinhausen, In the meantime I had
‘feéeiwed~a telephéné calléﬁrom’£he ﬁNavy High,@émm@nd in Beriin,‘-
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informed the Navy High Command to the same effect;as Herr Herrmann,

\

d.ce that the machine would meet our needS’andfthQ}official from the
Navy High‘Command tola\me over’the,teleﬁhone théﬁ{he wbuid qbw deal
with the matter furbhéf, see to it namely that the éonfiscation of
the machine was declared official. Uhen my tﬁree§mechanics arrived
‘in Belfort, they fouhd that the machine had already been officially
confiscétéd.” | / -

I would like to poiﬁt~out heré that before'ﬁr.aEisfeld had given hié
opinion as to the suitability of the machine,;th; machine was not
coqfiscated;,only after he had informed that it would suit the neé&é
of Krupp thé confiscati@h was pronounced officially.

JUDGE DaL¥: It may be marked Exhibit 721.2
; MR, MANDELLAUB:  The Présecution now of fers és Exhibit 722 Dgcument
,Nq. NIK?13381,$n{page 13 5f the English and on page 12 of the German;
the affidavit of Hané Herfménn, technical ﬁanagéf‘of Krupp Stahlbau
Rheinhausen, confirming ?o a large>extént the affidavit which we
introdue ed as Exhibit 721 in which,alsofthe relations between the
U~boat program and the-prbcurement of that machine were stressed,

JUDGE DalY: The documeﬁt‘may be marked‘Exhibit 722

MR. MANDELLAUB: This concludes ﬁocﬁment Book No, 22-4. Before we
pr§ceed to Document Book No;‘éé I would like to indicate in a few
words-thé importahce,of thezulsthom affeir to ﬁhe whble spéliation
c§unt; hs will be shown later, the machine lootings which were done
thfoughout the war by the\Germans and in which Krupp‘participated

4amounted to thousands of machines looted by the Germans, in which .
Krupp had its share, and the Prosecutionvdould,not follow up each

- individual machine to show to the Court haw5the,confi;cati n and the
procurement of the méchine was doﬂe, .Therefore, we thought it
fillustraﬁive to show the Court one specific example, which We‘did,

bin intfoducing detail$\5f,the A&ﬁthémvconfiscation./

‘;'JUDGEE‘J];LK[NS{ Well, will you have examples of o'th:ers as well, or
’é?e’yéufjuétireétiﬁgiwiﬁﬁ’this‘bﬁé?' Wiliiydﬁ méké ste showing that
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there were thousands of others in the same way?

MR. MANDELLAUB:] Yes, Your Honors. ﬁe have other examples referring
to other countries; such &s Hoiland, which we will bring‘up in a
later document book, andee‘will have also an overall proof for the
number of~machines ich we could find as having been acquired in this
or-éimiiarAWays by Kfuppo

JURGE WITKINS: Yes,

MR. m.nﬁﬁlimUB Now. ¥r. Mavrics Huebsch is going o present |

Documeﬂn Book No. 23. .

MR, HUEBSCH: Vhile the Jecretary General is passing out the books,
I would like to make a short remark %o thé Court abéﬁt Mf; Pagland!s
physical indisposition this morning, We expect there.may‘be a
slight délay in his»coming dowh tc the courtroom,f:Vsum: he should
be h re shortly, | Mr; Thgyef‘suggeSted that I mention this to the
Court should tné“e be ‘any expcctation that he woﬁld‘be hefe at this
prese;t’timéc 1 -
JUDGE sNDERSON: Vho is that? | ‘

MR. HUEBSCH: Mr, Ragland, the Deputy Chief Counsel,
JUDCE ANDERSON: Yes. B

JUDGE WILKINS: Does this document book relate to spoliation as well?

MR, HUEBSCH: This document book - Montbelleux relates to spoliation
of ore resources. Lontbelleux is a warfare oil mine located atb
Montbelleux~néar Fougeres, France, and had a French woman; the #ife
of Monsieur Iuciéanaudebert, in Paris, as the owner, She had

inherited an ownership interest in the mine, and the gist of the

document book is the- conduct of negobiaﬁions between Krupp operating

through the organizatibn Todt and Madame Haudebert!s husband, Iucien

Haudebert, was to be as sized up in the concessicner, one Edgar .

1806
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\.During,the first World War, all Wolfram ming from.Mbntberleus was
routed directly to French'xndustry. Following tho war, the rmp0531b11~ ,
1ty of “ea11z1ng a profit on the operation of Mbntbelleux, which was
rather low-grade ore and economical only in the case of inflated pricaé
of wortime, set the French operators‘to abondon thé COncession for‘séﬁe
time. The-doouménts will bring out when the concession was‘re-openéd,‘
the manner in which it was re-opened, and the uses made by’the Germéﬁ war
effort of alr ore whichwas mined there for the benefit of Kruop. Wé

shal Sklp the first document rn Book 23 —- I should r?ther say we &hall

omit that document and pass to the third documont3 NIK 7000, It i

marked as Exhibit 723, NIK-?OQO is an affidavit whereianobért Beche—m

pardon me, I,omitted the page numbers on that. It is on page ? of the

- Engllsheand 8 of the German.

PRESIDING JUDGE DiLY: It may bo marked Exhibit 723.

MR. HUEBSCH: ‘To read shortly from the index, Robert Béche, in his
affidavit, mentions tho eproitatioh by‘ohe‘Fried Krupp firm of the mine
at Mbntbelleux, stating that "assumption of tﬁe 5ih¢ possession. and e#»-'
p101tatlon was done wrthout authorization Prom" Edgar Brandt, concession-
nalre, opr anyfpayment to hime 411 extractea ore was shipped out of
France to aermany, eiding German agre851on and’ denylng the essential met-
al to French industry.®

Exhibit 724, we would like to present document NIK 6997y;at Page 3
of the English‘add‘ﬂxof the\Germah,‘which,is a report by this same Robert,
Beche, ooVered»or included by reference in his affidavit,\and this report
also deal io detaii'with the activities of the German authorities oper—
ating with and through K“upp and the Orggnlzatlon Todt, whlch has been
covered in thls courtroom, in the W0¢fram mine at Mbntbelleux, rances,

\ PRESIDING JUDG@;DALY; It may be marked thlb;t T2k |

DR. WECKER: Your Honor; I only want to put a question, that is,

~ whether this Mbnsieur Beche who ha8s£estified on behalf of a French author—

1ty can be cal¢ed here for testlmony in thls Court. I think this is a sort

‘ roof af¢1daV‘t Whlch, ¢f I anlrlght, will “be aooepted by the Tribunal as a

‘c;18Q71

N
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regular affidavit, That is why I want to know-wpéther‘we canrﬁave this:
affiant for'crbss Qxamiﬁationa f

* PRESIDING JUDGE DALY: Is the Prosecution prepared to.mske him
aveilable? | | |

MR. HUEBSCH: Yes, sir, Mr. Beche will be available as a witnesss

FPRESIDING JUDGE DALY: 4&llright.

DR. SCHILF: May it please the Tribunal, Dr. Schiif'for defendant
Janssen, Your Honqr, I have certain mi§givings that the Exhibit 723,
,ﬁhich carries the NIK number 7000 —-~‘well, in that‘éase,’l mean ExhibéA
it 724, which is the second docﬁm@nt in the book, T have certain miss
givings about‘it being accepted‘as evidence. A;éording to the‘wordiﬁé‘~
in the German document took, it is the report.about the relations be-
tween the Mbntbelléux minerand the German authorities,

k PRESfDING JUDGE DALY: Just a miﬁute; counsel. Whatever it ié'
éalied, he is going to bé‘sﬁbject to cross examination. You can cross
examine him on any guestion you haﬁe regardiné it. |

DR. SCHILF: I:do éﬁologize,~¥our Eonor, but my objectionvis real;y
about so@ethipg differenz;. Perhaps may I just.finish what I was going’to‘
say? This'dOCument'69971is, in‘my opinion, no evidence because it is |
‘after the important date of‘the 23fd of October, 1940, \‘Thié report was
not madé in the form”of'an»affidaﬁit Qulte obvlously, it is,only a pri»ﬁ
vate‘sort»of notatibn;A It is only the third document, which carries ‘the
number~NIK/7000, which has the Exhibit number 723, only that has an af-
fidavit and ﬁherefore can be accepted as eﬁidence.v

PRESIDING JUDGE DALY: I understand your opjectioﬁ is to its forme
The objection will‘be overruled and you will be given an opportunity to,

cross examines

'JUDGE WILKINS: The other point is that that report that you are re~ i

LN

ferring to, Doctor, is made a part of the affidavit of this gentleman whom
~'you»will have the opbortunity tOvcross'examine;

DR. SCHTLF. Your Honor, but thls repor+ has not been given under

~{'oath./ Only the addlt*on has been glven under oath and +hat is a questlon i

; Of fom'\ S
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PRESE&ING JUDGE DALY' You have made ‘that, statement two or uhree
timess Your ob3eét;®n ls oVereuled; We will proceeds

MRs HUEBSuHi To pass to document NIK-6977, it will be submltted as.

: Exhlbit 7255 That is oh Page 8 of the Bnglish and 10 of the German. ,Th;s‘
“is an afrldavﬂt by fudlen Heudebert. Th*s is the husoand of the owner of 7.”

the mine; concerning her OWﬁerShlp; that is, the ownership of his wife,

the seizure of the mine in 1942 by the Germans, paymeitt to himsdlf by -the

German mine director, and.the destruction of the installations and builde

ing as the Germans fled during the attack of the American forces on the

mine,

PRESIDING JUDGE DALY: It may be marked Eﬁhibi% 7254

MR, HUEBSCH: Pr0secut10n would like to submit as Exhibit 726 Docu-
ment NLKvSOéB, at Page 11 of the English and 13 of the German, wherein
urlesbauer, who is the nommlssar 1nsta led in the mlne byeuhe German authe‘_}é
orltles,»notlfled Haudebert and also notified the main administration ofb
Krupp's ore mining administration, some of the metibers of which are enum-

erated, and the document was initialed by Hiep, one of the main function-

\airies in the Krupp ore mining~administretion, It informs them, Minsieur

‘ Haudebert, about, the 1nuemn1f+catlon for the COnflSCau’On of his mine,

agveelng to pay him 1C,000 fr ancs, whlch 1s ;OO Relchsmarks, for the area .
and u,OOO»francs or 200 Relehsmarks for the qfflce bulld;ng. |
PRESIDING JUDGE Dol¥: Tt mey be marked Exhibit 726.
MR. HUEBSCH: .4as Exhibit 727, the Prosecution would/like te submit a

translation of excerpts of document R 124, a very long document,\so we sub—

‘mit only minor excerpts; This document was admitted before the IMT, Tt
-appears on Page 13 of the Englieh and 16 of the German. The section to
whlchewe wish to call reference is at 14 of‘the Eng;lsh and 17 of the Ger—,":4—

. man, wherein Minlster Speer, to quote his words, "I reported to the~Fuehrer;

N

on the deve;opment»of the Wolfram~mine Mentbelleux. The development should
be earrlea through completely."
PRESIDING JUDGE DnLY. It mey be marked Exhlbit 727.

: MR. HUEBSCH~ As Exhlblt 728, osecut;on submlts NIK it I»belleve P

‘ dO9k;' .
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thet counsel has an objectio@; f will halt that for a moments

DR. WECKER: If it may pleése the Court, I apologize for coming only
now in order to object agein to the last acc;pied document, which receiVEd
the exhibit number 727.‘ This agein isvbne of the wéll—known excerpts from
the document R 124, which constitutes a large-scele record. It has dome
up time and again here, end theféfore I would like to state thet the Pro-
secution was kind enough to try to produce the original of this document.
We, the defense, participated in these attempts, but so far the Prosetu~
tion have not succeeded in finding the original of the complete document.
For thet reason, I think this document should not have been offefed 2s an

exhibit in these proceedings, at least; not until we have found the com-

- -plete original.

PRESIDING JUDGE DALY: The rules provide for the admission of this
kind of a docﬁment. The objection is overruled, We will proceéd. The
last one is 727 - 723 was the one you were addressinge

DR. HUEBSCH: 728 was the one I was going to submit.

PRESIDING JUDGEiDALY: That may be marked Exhibit 728..

iMR.fHUEBSCH: If I may call the attention of the Tribunal to Bxhib-
it 728, NIK 10609, Beche's affidavit, wherein he refers to the visit of
certain German mining experts from the organization Todt, and accompanied
by Krupp engineers, affirming that Krupp took over the management of the |
mine once the organization Todt had done somevreconstfuction work towards
putting it into complete operation. He goes on to detail an account of
the destruction of the mine thereafter. But what I wish to point out par—
ticularly wes the 50 tons of refined ore, the value of 10 to 15 million
francs —— an‘appreciable sum in any financial trensaction —- which'wés re-—
moved, with thenKruppengineer Stehl stating thet he wished to exhaust the
leyer in two months, .and using ell means of repid exploitetion within his
power'for that purpoSé.

Passing to Exhibit 729, document NIK 8068, which is a letter once

agéin from the Krupp.main ore mining administration, with Hiep and Kyll-

E _Hmn@;ésﬁtheihéads, I_Calllparyicﬁlar reference to this‘doéﬁment,;becausgfg
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I em referring back subsequently to a d0cume§§ aireédy submittsd<to this
Tribunal wherein the management of Mbntbelléﬁx is informed of the approval
of the compensation to Haudebert es mine owner; and I would like to quote
this sentence, "That the firm Krupp be completely left out in‘ﬁhe negotia=-
tions with the owners, as well as when @aking’payments to thémk Therefore
everything pertaining to this metter must be done in the name of the Organ—
ization Todt." With the Court's indulgence, I would like to refer to a
document., |

PRESIDING JUDGE DALY: Well, let's see. This last one, appearing
on Page 18 of the English, that you have just referred to may be marked
Exhibit 729, |

MR. HUEBSCH: A document in book l7~A, which'wasvadmitted as Exhib«
it 637, wherein, at Page 13 of the English, and I am sorry I cannot in&
form the Court as to the Germen page, because our file copy was not avail-
able to me at this time — it is a deteiled discussion of the exploitétion
of the Wblfram oré mine at Mbntbelleux. There is just one line,‘where
Krupp admits that the firm Krupp had advisors at the mine while the Or-
ganization{Todt‘was preparing to take it over and hand the ﬁine to the
Krupp concerns

As Exhibit 730, Prosecution would like to submit document NIK 806k,
at Page 19 of the English, 21 of the German, wherein Commissar Griesbauer
writes a letter for the Organization Todt’to Fried Krupp, agein the main
ore mining administration, discuSSing,the decision to settle compensation
on the miné owner Haudebert, and foregoing any discussion with Edgar
Brandt, t he concessionnairee

PRESIDING JUDGE DALY: It may be marked Exhibit 73C.
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¥R. HUEBSCH: As Exhibit 731, Prosecution gebmits NIK 8066, agein
a let%er of Griesbauer -~ pardon me, that iskPa%; él of the English and
22 of the German, This is agein a letter of Grieebauer;\noting the ear—
lier communication of the 3rd of June, 1944, whic% appeared at 18 of the
English.and 2 of the Germane :

PRESIDING JUDGE DALY: It may be marked Exhibit 731,

MR, HUEBSCH: Informing Krupp ~—

PRESIDING JUDGE DALY: I beg your perdon, I just wanted to make sure
it was marked, Go right ahead,

MR. HUEBSCH: He is referring to thie sentence, that the firm Krupp
be completely left out in the negotistions, and steting that he will ecn,
 duct all negotiafions in the future as it has been his practice to ﬁete.

I would now like to‘preseﬁt as Exhibit 732 document NIK 8067j'at
Page 22 of the English, 23 of the German, |

PRESIDING JUDGE DALY: Tt may be marked Exhibit 732,

MR. HUEBSCH: 733 would be doeument.NIK 8065, at Page 23 of the Ger~
man and Page 24 —— i beg your pardon, 24 of the German end 23 of the Eng-
lish, | |

PRESIDING JUDGE DALY: It may be marked Exhibit 733,

MR. HUEBSCH: To call the Tribunal's attention to this perticular
document, this is an agreement betweent he Reich; represented by Todt,
and Fried, Krupp £.G. at Essen,'concerning the mine Montbelleux and de-
tailing technical, administrative and personnel problems over a period of
four or five days in July, 1943, The responsibilities of the division of
the rights and interests between Krupp and Todt are taken up in this doc-
ument. As 734, document NIK 62,9, at Page 28 of the English and 29 of the
German, there is a letter from the Montbelleux management about lumber re-.
quired for the pitss

PRESIDING JUDGE DALY: It may be marked Exhibit 73k

MR. HUEBSCH: As Exhibit 735, there is a--this is document NIK 11747,
at Pege 31 of the English and 31 of the German., There is an order, a works

certificate required for ignition machines,

1832
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PRESIDING JUDGE DALY; It may be marked Bxhibit 735.

MR, HUEBSCH: As Exhibit 736, the Prosecution submits doeument NIK

11749, with further delineation of items required fdr exploitation of

the mine, This is at 32 of the Bnglish and 32 of the German.

PRESIDING JUDGE D/LY: It may be marked Exhibit 736,

MR. HUEBSCH: As Exhibit 737, the Prosecution submits document NIK
11750, at 33 of both the English and the Germen. ?his particular docu-
ment goes into further Qiﬁcidation of the manner of exploitation by rea-
son of the fact that conveyor cages fof the removal of the ore from the
mine are d iscussed, and conveyor cages of one dimension proved to be un-
suitable to the mine and further lifts are called for,

PRESIDING JUDGE DALY: It may be marked Exhibit 737.

| MR. HUEBSCH: As Exhibit 738, Prosecution submits NIK 11748, at Page
BLAin both the English and Germen document tooks regarding phe placement
of an iron;quota at the disposal of the mine management.

PRESIDING JUDGE DALY: It mey be marked Exhibit 738,

MR. HUEBSCH: As Exhibit 739, Prosecution submits document NIK 6248,
wherein the mine management ~— this is on Pagé 35 of the English and 36
of the Germen -- the mine management requests from Scherer, the plenipo-
tentiary for France of the German Armement Ministry, certein machinery
and materials which are specified,

PRESIDING JUDGE DﬁLf; It may be marked Exhibit 739

MR. HUEBSCH: As Exhibit 740, Prosecution submits document NIK 6247,
wherein there is an -~ at Page 38 of the English, 40 of the German — an
additional request for machinery end materials urgently needed for the
mine, |

PRESIDING JUDGE DALY: It mey be merked Exhibit 740.

MR. HUEBSCH: As 741, document NIK 13168 at Page 43 of the Bnglish
and Ll of the German, this being the last document in the book, Itiis an

affidevit of Wilhelm Julius Hiep, then chief of the bookkeeping department

- of the ore mining department of g?ﬁpp. He deals with the management of

the mine at Montbelleux, the exploitetion of the mine and shipping of the

. 1813
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ore after the failure of negotiations wiﬁh the éoﬁgessgonnaire E&gar
Brant, expiaining the financial arrangements which were made at that
timeo | | O

PRESIDING JUDGE DALY: It may be marked Exhibiﬁ Thie

MR, HUEBSCE: This concludes the Proseoutionfs presentation of doc-
ument book 23, and if the Court please, the Prosecﬁtion would be avail~
able after recess to present document book 26, if it be the Court's
pleesure to recess at this time.

PRESIDING JUDGE DALY: Yes, we can téke the fifteen minute recess
at this time. Did you have something to say, Counselor, before we teke
the recess?

DR, WECKER: Yes, Your Honor, I would like to say something. In
that Volume 23 which the Prosecution have just submitted, Prosecution afe
trying to esteblish the relation or connection between the case of spolia-
tion and the firm of Friedrich Krupp. Proéecution, unfortunately, have
not told us what they mean by spoliation., The Tribunsl knows that in the
Control Couhcil Law 10, which is the basis of this indictment-——

PRES&DING JUDGE DALY: Is this an objection to the document book, or
what is the purpose of this stetement, Counselor?

DR. WECKER: The purpose of my statement, Your Honor, is thet I would
want to ask Prosecution to tell us th they are going to prove a connection
between these cases of spoliation and the firm of Krupp. \

PRESIDING JUDGE DALY: Well, I don't understand the Court has any
right td order the Prosecution to explain anything to you. If they want
to do;it, they can, but we will not iteke up that guestione

DR. WECKER: But if I may just say, Your Honor, the Prosecution in
submitting their documents must present some proof on which count of the
_indictment they are trying to present this evidence, and then they must
really show which connection exists between the document and the indict—
ment, So far, the Prosecution have not given us that connections

PRESIDING JUDGE DALY: It is a question of argument.

JUDGE WILKINS: May I suggest to you that you have before you the

18iL
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openihg stetement maée by the Prosecution, and it is impossible. for them
to put in their evid%nce 2ll at one time, but after they have submitted
all of their evidence on spoliation, I am sure that this question in your
mind will be cleéred up, Doctore

PRESIDING JUDGE D/LY: We will take a recess.
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