29 Sept 47-M-BJ-9-1-Hoxsie-(Lee)
Court No. II-A
THE MARSHAL: Persons in the courtroom please find your seats.
The Tribunal is again in session.
THE PRESIDENT: You may proceed, Mr. Ferencz.
MR. FERENCZ: May it please your Honors, inasmuch as this case will be based almost
entirely upon official Ger-man [sic] documents, I would like at the outset to outline the
procedure to be used for the introduction of these documents and to establish the
authenticity of the documents to be presented.
It is the aim of the Prosecution to present its case as expeditiously as possible and to read
in court only those portions of the documents which are particularly significant. Each of your
Honors should have before you a manila folder which is marked "Military Tribunal Case No.
IX, Prosecution Document Book No. I." On the first page there is an index to the contents of
the book. Immediately following this index there is a more detailed description of the
documents and the order in which they will be presented. German copies of these document
books were presented to the defense counsel three days ago, and advance copies of a large
part of the documents were made available to the de-fense [sic] several weeks ago. Some
of the documents to be used are lengthy and cover many subjects completely unrelated to
the issues at bar. We have extracted for the document books only those portions which we
have thought were in any way relevant in this case. Should our judgement have been faulty
we shall gladly join defense counsel in correction of it. The proof in this case is quite free
from subtlety, and I think we should quarrel little respecting the admit-ting [sic] of
documents.
The defense counsel have had and will continue to have access to the complete document,
and it is the complete
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document which will be offered as an exhibit. In accordance with the procedure established
in other military tribunals and with the permission of the court, the Prosecution will assume
that a document is in fact admitted into the record if no objection is raised by the defense
counsel at the time that the document is offered in evidence. As a docu-ment [sic] is offered
in evidence the identification number of the document will be mentioned as well as the
Prosecution exhibit number. A certified copy of the original document will be handed to the
representative of the Secretary-Gen-eral [sic] as the offer is made. These copies become
the offi-cial exhibits and are subject to inspection by defense counsel at the time of the offer
if they so desire.
Concerning the authenticity of the documents it should be noted that they fall into three
broad categories: one, affidavits; two, German documents which were processed for use
before the International Military Tribunal; and three, German documents which were
processed for use before military tribunals such as this one.
The Prosecution offers as Exhibit No. 1 a certifi-cate [sic] by the Chief of Counsel for War
Crimes showing the authority of certain persons to administer oaths and to attest those
affidavits which will be offered in evidence before this Tribunal. The certificate will be found
on Page 1 of the Document Book No. I.
The authenticity of German documents which were prepared for use before the International
Military Tribunal was established by a certificate of Major Willian Coogan. It was introduced
in that trial as United States Exhibit No. 1 and explained how the United States Army
captured, assembled and preserved German documents, records and arehives [sic], and
how they were catalogued and identified for use in trial. I would like to offer as Exhibit No. 2
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the Coogan certificate. It is found on Page 9 of Document No. I.
All documents processed for trials before a military tribunal are authenticated by a
certificate of Mr. Fred Nie-bergall [sic], Chief of the Document Control Branch. This supplies
substantially the same information as the Coogan certificate. I offer the Niebergall
certificate as Prosecution Exhibit No. 3.
Paragraph 9 of that certificate which is found on Page 14 of Document Book No. I reads as
follows: "There-fore [sic], I certify in my official capacity as herein above stated, that all
documentary evidence relied upon by OCC is in the same condition as when captured by
military forces under the command of the Supreme Commander, Allied Expeditionary
Forces; that they have been translated by competent, qualified translators; that all
photostatic copies are true and correct copies of the originals, and that they have been
correctly filed, numbered and processed as above outlined." Signed, "Fred Niebergall".
In this case we shall produce documents comprising an almost complete set of detailed
reports of Einsatzgrup-pen [sic] operations. These reports were called operational situation
reports and were prepared in the following man-ner [sic]: The Einsatz units in the field were
required to send regular reports to Berlin by mail and by radio describing their activities and
giving their locations.
I offer Document NO-2716 as Prosecution's Exhibit No. 4.
DR. KOESSL: Dr. Koessl for the defendant Schubert.
I raise an objection against this affidavit since the reprint, at least my reprint, has several
mistakes in it. I will make a decision after looking over the original.
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THE PRESIDENT: How do you now know that there are mistakes in this document of you
haven't seen the original?
DR. KOESSL: The mistakes are quite evident, for ex-ample [sic], the Reich Chancillory.
Already upon the first read-ing [sic] you can see that there are mistakes in it.
THE PRESIDENT: Suppose we do this. Suppose we ac-cept [sic] the document and then
when you have checked your copy with the original you may come to the podium and
indicate what you think are errors and what corrections should be made, and they [sic] we
shall adjust the document accordingly.
DR. KOESSL: Yes, sir. But at the same time I also object against NO-3055. That is the
Schubert affidavit of the 24th of February, 1947. I will be submitted later on, but in this
volume.
THE PRESIDENT: Suppose you make the objection at that time. It might be easier to rule on
it then.
MR. FERENCZ: If your Honors please, there will be several typographical errors in these
documents, as is in-evitable [sic] when we have work of this caliber. We shall be very glad
to correct such errors at any time they are pointed out to us.
DR. GAWLIK: Dr. Gawlik for the Defendant Naumann.
Your Honors, I would like to say in view of all the defense documents that objections can be
raised if there are any mistakes after looking at the original? At the moment we have to
immediately compare the originals with the transcripts.
THE PRESIDENT: The door will be open at all times for corrections of any character.
MR. FERENCZ: In Document NO-2716, which is an affi-davit [sic] of the Defendant
Schubert, there is a description of the typical manner in which Kommando leaders had to
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send reports to the group headquarters containing infor-mation [sic] as to the number of
Russians and Jews executed, and I quote from Paragraph 7 of his affidavit found on Page 17
of Document Book I, Page 19 of the German copy.
"The Einsatzgruppen reported in two ways to the Reich Security Head Office. Once through
radio, then in writing. The radio reports were kept strictly secret and apart from Ohlendorff,
his deputy Standartenfuehrer Willi Seibert and the head telegraphist Fritsch, nobody with
the exception of the radio personnel was allowed to enter the radio station. This is the
reason why only the above mentioned persons had knowledge of the exact contents of
these radio reports. The reports were dictated directly to Fritsch by Ohlen-dorff [sic] or
Seibert. After the report had been sent off by Fritsch I received it for filing. In cases in
which num-bers [sic] of executions were reported, a space was left open, so that I never
knew the total amount of persons killed. The written reports were sent to Berlin by courier.
These reports contained exact details and descriptions of the places in which the actions had
taken place, the course of the coperations [sic], losses, number of places destroyed and
persons killed, arrest of agents, reports on interrogations, reports on the civilian sector,
etc."
The Defendant Ohlendorff substantiates this.
I offer Document NO-2890 as Prosecution Exhibit 5. Here the defendant - DR. GAWLIK: Dr. Gawlik for the Defendants Naumann and Seibert.
Your Honors, I ask that you establish as a rule that the Prosecution in every case indicates
against which defen-dant [sic] the material is offered and what it wishes to prove by it so
that we are not unclear about this.
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THE PRESIDENT: What it wishes to prove by a docu-ment [sic] is certainly superfluous
because the document itself, if it means anything, will show what it intends to prove. Now,
insofar as identifying the defendant himself is con-cerned [sic], I should like to hear from
the Prosecution in that regard.
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MR. FERENCZ: Your Honor, this is another illustration of a case in which the defense counsel
have made a motion, received a written reply from the Prosecution and have received a
court order and have brought up the same motion again in court. I will only repeat what I
said in my reply to their original motion. Most of these documents are reports which concern
many of the defendants. Several of them concern all of the defendants. To stop at each
point and recite the roster of the man in the dock would add very little to the case. One
portion of cour [sic] case is devoted to proving the individual responsibility of each
defendant. At the time we will refer back to the documents already received in evidence and
point out exactly how each defendant is connected with that document. That is the
procedure we intend to follow here and it seems to us to be very clear as to which
documents will implicate which defendants.
THE PRESIDENT: That would seem to cover the situation, Dr. Gawlik. If, however, you find
later on you are confused as to what defendant is charged with the contents of any
particular document, then you may make whatever motionsyou [sic] desire to the Tribunal
and they will be ruled upon, for it seems to us at this moment that the procedure outlined
by the Prosecution is entirely reasonable and will be entirely clarifying to the defense.
MR. FERENCZ: In Document NO-2890, which was just introduced as Prosecution Exhibit 5,
the Defendant Ohlendorff tells us in Paragraph 7, found of Page 23 of Document Book I,
Page 26 of the German copy, and I quote: "The reports of the Einsatzgruppen went to the
Army or Army Groups, to theChief [sic] of the SIPO and SD." Your Honor, the SIPO is the
security police. "Normally, weekly or bi-weekly reports were sent to the Chief of the SIPO
and SD by wireless and written reports were sent to Berlin approximately every month. The
Army Groups or Armies were kept currently informed about the security in their area and
other current problems. The reports to Berlin went to the Chief of the SIPO and SD in the
Reich Main Security Office. After the founding of the Commando-Staff
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of the Chief of the SIPO and SD in about May 1942, this staff prepared the subsequent
reports. The Commando-Staff consisted basically of Gruppenfuehrer Mueller, Chief of Office
IV and Obersturmbannfuehrer Noski, Group Leader in Office IV, to which specialists from
Offices III, IV and V were available for coordinating the composition of the reports.
Questions which had to do with the personnel of the group and with garrisons, came to
Office I. Administrative questions and matters con-cerning [sic] equipment were taken care
of by Office II. Information about the sphere of life (SD) went to Office III. The Chief of
Office IV received reports on the general security situation, including Jews and communists.
Information about the unoccupied Russian areas went to Office VI."
I now offer Document NO-4327, found on Page 25 of the document book as Prosecuting
Exhibit 6. This is Page 29 of the German copy. This is an affidavit of an SS leader, Kurt
Lindow, who states as follows:
"In October 1941, till about middle of 1942, I first was deputy chief and later on chief of
sub-department IV A 1. This sub-department dealt with communism, war crimes and enemy
propaganda; moreover it handled the reports of the various Einsatzgruppen until the
Headquarter Staff was set up in 1942. The Einsatzgruppen in the East regularly sent their
reports to Berlin by wireless or by letter. The reports indicated the various locations of the
Gruppen and the most important events during the period under survey. I read most of
these reports and passed them on to Inspector Dr. Knobloch of the Criminal Police who
made them up into a compilation which at first was published daily under the title
'Operational Situation Reports USSR'. These reports were stencilled and I corrected them;
afterwards they were mimeographed and distributed. The originals of the reports which
were sent to the Reich Security Main Office were mostly signed by the commander of the
Einsatzgruppen or his deputy.
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"The reports 'Operational Situation Reports USSR', No.'s 114, 115, 118, 121, 122, 128, 138,
141, 142, 144, 159, as shown to me, are photo-stats [sic] of the original reports drawn up
by Dr. Knobloch in subdepartment IV A 1 of which I was the chief."
If your Honors please, we will offer several of these reports in evidence. They were a
sampling. They were shown to the affiant for the purposes of identification. Lindow
continues:
"I recognize them as such by the red bordering discernable on the photostat, by their size,
the types and partial bordering. I identify the handwritten initials appearing on the various
reports as those of persons employed with the Reich Security Main Office, but considering
that six years have elapsed since, I cannot remember the full names of these persons
whose handwritten initials appear on the documents. From the contents of the handwritten
notes I conclude that these were made by Dr. Knobloch, and moreover I notice that various
parts of the above-mentioned [sic] reports are extracted from the original reports of the
Einsatzgruppen to the Reich Security Main Office.
"On the strength of my position as deputy chief and, later on, chief of subdepartment IV A
1, I consider myself a competent witness, able to confirm that the Operational Situation
Reports USSR which were published by the chief of the Security Police and the Security
Service under file mark IV A 1 were compiled entirely from the original reports of the
Einsatzgruppen reaching my sub-department by wireless of by letter."
We see, therefore, that the reports we shall offer are compilations of facts officially reported
by the Einsatzgruppen themselves.
We are now ready to present evidence of the organization of the Einsatzgruppen. The
Defendant Ohlendorff has given us a careful expo-sition [sic] of the formation of the
Einsatzgruppen before the Russian campaign and how they were organized. This affidavit is
Document NO-2890, found on Page 21 of Document Book No. I, and was received as
Prosecution Exhibit 5, Page 23 of the German Document Book. It reads as follows:
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"1. The Einsatzgruppen for the Eastern Campaign (Russia 1941) began as a result of an
agreement between the Chief of the Security Police and Security Service on the one hand,
and the Chiefs of the OKW an d [sic] OKH on the other." This, your Honors, refers to the
Army High Command. "As I remember it, this agreement was signed by Heydrich and a
representative of the OKH. On the basis of this agreement between the chief of the Security
Police and Security Service, the OKW and OKH, the Einsatzgruppen were to take over the
political security of the front areas, which, up to the time of the Russian campaign, the army
units had carried out themselves. The Secret Field Police were to occupy themselves only
with security within the groops [sic] to which they were assigned.
"2. As far as I remember, this agreement took effect about three weeks before the start of
the Russian campaign and was as follows:
"a) The Chief of the SIPO and SD formed his own motorized military units in the form of
Einsatzgruppen, which were divided into Einsatz-Kommandos [sic] and SonderKommandos
and were to be assigned in their entirety to the Army Groups or Armies. The Chief of the
Einsatzgruppen was the deputy of the Chief of the SIPO and SD, who was assigned to
Commander in Chief of the Army Group or Armies.
"b) That the Armies or the Army Groups had to supply the Einsatz-gruppen [sic] with
quarters, food, repairs, gasoline and the like. Each Army Group and the 11th Army, the
latter as nucleusof [sic] another Army Group for the Caucasus, was assigned an Einsa
tzgruppe [sic], which in turn was divided into Einsatzkommandos and Sonderkommandos.
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"During the Russian campaign there were four Einsatzgruppeh [sic], which bore the
identifying letters A, B, C, and D. The area of operation of each Einsatzgruppe was
determined by the fact that the Einsatzgruppe was assigned to a certain Army Group or
Army, and marched with it. The Einsa tzkommandos [sic] or the Sonderkommandos formed
from them were assigned from time to time to area [sic] designated by the Army Group or
Army. The Einsatzkommandos were divided into Sonderkommandos in order to have more
small units available for the size of the area of operation.
"The areas of operation of the Einsatzgruppen were as follows: The Einsatzgruppe A
operated from the center Latvia, Lithuania, and Esthonia towards the East. The
Einsatzgruppe B operated in the direction of Moscow in the area adjoining Einsatzgruppe A
to the south. Einsatzgruppe C had the Ukraine except for the part occupied by
Einsatzgruppe D. At a later time, when the Einsatzgruppen D advanced toward the
Caucasus, Einsatz-gruppe [sic] C was in charge of the entire Ukraine, in as far asit[sic] was
not under civil administration.
"Einsatzgruppe D had the Ukraine south of the line Czernowitz, Mogilew-Podolsk, Jampol,
Ananjew, Nikolajew, Melitopol, Mariupol, Taganrog, Rostow. This area also included the
Crimean peninsula. At a later time Einsatzgruppe D was in charge of the Caucasus area.
"All of the Einsatzgruppen were made up of a number of Einsatz-kommandos [sic] and
Sonderkommandos. For example, Einsatzgruppe D, of which I was chief, had the
Sonderkommandos 10A, 10B, 11A, 11B, and Einsatzkommando 12."
If Your Honors please, we have indicated on the map before the Tribunal the breakdown of
Einsatzgruppen.
I'll continue:
"(5) The personnel strength of the Einsatzgruppen varied. It usually consisted of a total of
500 to 800 men. Einsatzgruppe D belonged to the smaller Einsatzgruppen. The officers and
non-commissioned officer of the Kommandos were composed of men on detached service
from the State Police,
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Criminal Police, and in limited numbers, from the Security Service. Aside from these, the
troops were largely made up of 'Not dienstverpflichtete' (Compulsory service) of companies
of the Waffen-SS and Order Police."
If Your Honorplease [sic], I will not read paragraph 6 at this time but will return to it shortly
when we deal with the subject of the function of the Einsatzgruppen which is the topic of
that paragraph.
The Operational Situation Report of 29 October 1941, found on page 27 of Document Book
#1, which is Document NO. 4134, and offered as Prosecution Exhibit 7. This is on page 31
of the German book.
DR. ASCHENAUER: (Defense Counsel for defendant Ohlendorf): I object against the
submission of the Document NO. 4134. This document contains obvious errors. On page 31
of the German document book, Report USSR, No. 12 [sic] 126, dated 29 October 1941. On
page 36 of this copy, German document book, I find the following: "Situation report, USSR,
#126, 27th October 1941." On the same page, the following text is to be found: "On daily
report #110, 27 October 1941, the communication report remains unchanged." Daily report
is evidently confused with situation report. Then 110 and 126 are not correct. It is also
completely out of the question that from the 22nd of October to the 27th of October, 16
situation reports or daily reports should be made out and passed on. Here there is a
question of mistakes and I therefore ask that the document be refused.
MR. FERENCZ: As I understand the objection, Your Honor, it is to either a poor translation
whereby something was translated as "daily report" instead of "operational report" and
there is a number on the report which confuses the defense counsel. In the absence of a
showing here of exactly what the defense counsel is talking about, I don't feel competent to
comment on the particular objection. However, as a general matter, if there is such an
error, I will certainly be glad to correct it. I am certain that there must be several errors in
the presentation as we will give it. If there is anything more than purely formal objection, I
wish the defense counsel would make that clear.
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THE PRESIDENT: Dr. Aschenauer, is the document, as you read it, at least clear as to
intent, and you find objection only to some detail which perhaps later can be straightened
out?
DR. ASCHENAUER: No, Your Honor, I have the original in front of me now and here there
are no typographical errorsand [sic] this is not a matter of typographical errors nor of
details. My objection refers to the probative value of the document. First of all, in the
operational report 126, there are two different dates given. One date, the 29th of October
1941, on the first page of the document. In one of the further pages, the date 27th of
October 1941.
THE PRESIDENT: Are you reading from the original? That is, the photostat?
DR. ASCHENAUER: No, this is the original document which the prosecution is offering.
THE PRESIDENT: Well, that's what I said. You are reading now from the original?
DR. ASCHENAUER: Yes.
THE PRESIDENT: And the objections, I take it, are to the original document and not the
translation?
DR. ASCHENAUER: Yes, that's right. And if I say "operational report" is confused with "daily
report" or "situation report", then it's com-pletely [sic] out of the question that the number
110 is correct.
THE PRESIDENT: Well, if you have no objection to the translation itself, then we don't see
how your objection to the original has any value, because the prosecution submits it as it is
and if it is defective in any way then, of course, it's to your advantage that it's defective
and, at the proper time, you will point that out in argument to the Tribunal when the issue
must be decided. So, therefore, it does not go to the authenticity nor to the relevancy of the
document. It's up to the prosecution to determine whether they wish to present in evidence
a document which may be defective.
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DR. BERGOID: (Defense Counsel for defendant Biberstein): I believe my colleague would
have to object to something else. It isn't really the actual original, but the photostat of the
original and, anmely [sic], that copy which the prosecution is submitting as evidence to the
Tribunal. The objection of my colleague could, if I understand him correctly mean that this
is something which is not authentic and which perhaps, at the first look at it, might look like
a forgery. Therefore it seems necessary that the prosecution in this case does not submit
the photo-stat [sic], but the originals, so that it can be objected to or not.
THE PRESIDENT: Well, the photostat is always taken at its face value unless it can be shown
that there was some mechanical difficulty in the actual photographing of the document. Do I
understand you to say, Dr. Bergold, that you insist on the presentation of the original report
itself, and how would that help you any more than the photograph would?
DR. BERGOLD: No, the photostat isn't always the same. Sometimes one can see, by looking
at the original, that, for example, different kinds of paper were used so that the original
might be composed of different reports. Or that various typewriter ribbons were used. But
you can only see that by looking at the original. The photostat does not show these color
differences nor does it show the differences in the quality of paper.
THE PRESIDENT: Well, Mr. Ferencz, what have you to say to this?
MR. FERENCZ: Your Honor, there are two different objections to this document. The first
objection made is that document which we have offered as a photostat of the original has,
on the first page, the date 29 October 1941, whereas, on one of the pages next to the end,
it has the date 27 October 1941. It seems quite immaterial to me whether the date was 29
October or 27 October. We have offered the document for a completely different purpose.
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The second objection, if that is what there is on the document, as you pointed out, is a
matter which will be seen by the Court and which will be given weight in judging the
probative value of this particular exhibit. The second objection made, however, is that this
photostat copy may not be a true copy of the original. Either because...........
Pardon me, I'd understood it as being an objection that there may have been some error in
copying the original. However, I see that defense counsel does not agree with me.
THE PRESIDENT: Well, Dr. Bergold, just what is your objection? The Tribunal had also
understood it that way.
DR. BERGOLD: No, I merely say that the photostat is surely correct, but sometimes one can
only judge a doubtful document if one looks at the original and see if the original in itself is
a closed document or doesn't consist of several reports. The photostat is, of course, always
correct. The photostat is unimpeachable. My request is merely to submit the original. Then
we can decide whether we can maintain the objection or not.
MR. FERENCZ: I would like to point out that the certificate which goes with every exhibit
certifies that it is a true photostatic copy of the original. In most other cases it has not been
necessary to present the original. However, in order that these defendants are convinced
that they have been given every opportunity, I have had the originals brought here from
Berlin. They are available in my office and defense counsel are welcome, at any time, to
compare the photostatic copy with the original and I will be very glad to correct any errors.
THE PRESIDENT: Very well. That answers it very completely.
DR. BERGOLD: I thank the prosecution for their graciousness.
MR. FERENCZ: The Operational Situation Report of 29 October 1941, found on page 27 of
Document Book #1, which is the report we have just been discussing, shows the breakdown
of Einsatzgruppen, Einsatzkommandos and Sonderkommandos, as charged in paragraph 4
of the Indictment, and as
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shown on the chart now before the Court.
We come now to the purpose or function of the Einsatzgruppen. There was a definite reason
why the Nazis considered it important, before the Russian campaign, to organize these
special groups. There were special aims in the Nazi program which could not be fulfilled by
the army alone and which would require battalions of SS men. Throughout the reports,
letters, orders, affidavits, and other documents which will be presented here, the Court will
find one persistent and ghastly thing:
Execution of Jews because they were Jews; execution of political functionaries because they
were communists; execution of Gypsies because they were regarded as anti-social; and
execution of others because their arrogant murderers considered them inferior.
The ITM, in its judgement, indicated that the function of the Einsatzgruppen was.... What
the function was. Document NO 4762 is a copy of portions of the judgement and is found on
page 34 on Document Book #1. Page 39 of the German copy. It reads as follows:
"The murder and ill-treatment of civilian populations reached its height in the treatment of
the citizens of the Soviet Union and Poland. Some four weeks before the invasion of Russia
began, special tasks forces of SIPO and SD, called Einsatz Groups, were formed on the
orders of Himmler for the purpose of following the German armies into Russia, combatting
partisans and members of Resistance Groups, and exterminating the Jews and communist
leaders and other sections of the population. In the beginning, four such Einsa tz [sic]
Groups were formed, one operating in the Baltic States, one towards Moscow, one towards
Kiev, and one operating in the south of Russia."
And further the judgement says:
"The plan for exterminating the Jews was developed shortly after the attack on the Soviet
Union. Einsatzgruppen of the Security Police and SD, formed for the purpose of breaking the
r esistance [sic] of the population of the areas lying behind the German armies in the East,
were given the
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duty of exterminating the Jews in those areas."
I ask the Court to take judicial notice of these facts and offer NO 4762 as Prosecution
Exhibit 8:
The defendant Ohlendorff freely admitted, in his affidavit, Document NO. 2620-PS, found on
page 35 of Document Book 1, and offered as Prosecution Exhibit 9, that - I quote. It's found
on page 40 of the German Book:
"Himmler stated that an important part of our task consisted of the extermination of Jews –
women, men and children – and of Communists functionaries."
The defendant Blume, who was present when the Einsatzgruppen were formed, as stated in
paragraph 3 of this affidavit, Document NO. 4145, which appears on page 37 of Document
Book #1, and which is now offered as Prosecution Exhibit 10, as follows. Page 43 of the
German book.
"During the setting-up of the Einsatzgruppen and Einsatzkommandos during the months of
May/June 1941 I was at Dueben. During June, Heydrich, Chief of the Security Police and Sd
[sic], and Streckenbach, Head of Office I of the Reich Security Main Office, held lectures on
the duties of the Einsatzgruppen and Einsatzkommandos. At this time we were already
being instructed about the tasks of exterminating the Jews. It was stated that Eastern Jewry
was the intellectual reservoir of Bolshevism and therefore, in the Fuehrer's opinion, must be
exterminated. This speech was made to a small, selected audience. Although I cannot
remember the individuals present, I assume that many of the Einsatzgruppen chiefs and
Einsatz and Sonderkommando chiefs were present. I heard another speech by Heydrich in
the Prinz Albrecht Palais in Berlin, in the course of which he again emphasized these points."
In September, 1939, Heydrich, the Chief of the Security Police, addressed a letter to the
chiefs of all Einsatzgruppen concerning the Jewish question. This letter, which is found on
page 40 of Document Book #1, which is Document EC 307-1, is offered as Prosecution
Exhibit 11. Page 48 of the German book.
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If Your Honor please, before I break for an interruption at this point, I would like to point
out the practice of other Tribunals. When there were objections of defense counsel to
particular documents, the practice was to permit the prosecution to present its case in chief
and then give the defendants every opportunity in their presentation of their case to point
out errors in the documents, to emphasize different para-graphs [sic] of the document, and
to make such corrections as they see fit.
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DR. ASCHENAUER: (Defense Counsel for defendant Ohlendorf): Your Honor, that was not
the usage before other Military Tribunals.
I object to this document. It does not at all refer to the subject of the Indictment before this
Tribunal. The document merely refers to the commitment of Einsatzgruppen in Poland. It
has nothing whatsoever to do with the Einsatzgruppen in Russia. In Russia, in 1939, there
were not German Einsatzgruppen yet.
MR. FERENCZ: Your Honor, this is exactly the type of objection I refer to. When the Court
has a document before it, the defense counsel may attack its probative value or the reason
it is being introduced. I would like, however, to continue introducing the document, as
planned, without interruption, and the defense may make their objection at any time in the
presentation of their case and point out any facts which may impeach the document at any
time.
May I proceed?
THE PRESIDENT: Defense counsel certainly may object to the authenticity or relevancy of a
document at the time it is being presented, because, if it is obviously irrelevant and
obviously not authentic, there is no reason why the Tribunal should take out its time in even
considering it. But, as to minor details – not necessarily minor details – but, as to items in
the document itself which can easily be presented after the prosecution has terminated its
case, I would suggest that that be the procedure to be followed.
Now, with respect to this particular document, I understand that he objects to its relevancy.
Is that right, Dr. Aschenauer?
DR. ASCHENAUER: Yes, Your Honor.
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THE PRESIDENT: Now, I'd like to hear you on the relevancy, Mr. Ferencz.
MR. FERENCZ: Your Honor, this document is a letter sent to all the chiefs of Einsatzgruppen
of the Security Police.
THE PRESIDENT: All of them?
MR. FERENCZ: Yes, sir.
THE PRESIDENT: Regardless of locality or geography?
MR. FERENCZ: The heading is: "To the chiefs of all Einsatzgruppen of the Security Police.
Re: The Jewish question in the occupied territory."
THE PRESIDENT: Well, that seems to be sufficiently broad to cover the categories into which
the defendants fall.
MR. FERENCZ: If Your Honor please, I think I can anticipate the objection here. The date is
September 1939, and the question may arise, how is it related to these defendants? We are
introducing this document not to show what any of these defendants did, but to emphasize
what the Gruppen were doing, what the Chief of the Security Police and SD was doing. The
same man who was Chief of the Security Police and SD when these defendants were in
command, and the report shows that he discusses the terrible measures planned in the final
solution of the Jewish question. It certainly seems relevant to me to see what the man who
ordered these defendants to go into combat was talking about shortly before he did so, on a
question which is very relevant to this case.
DR. ASCHENAUER: Your Honor, the objection made by the prosecution can be removed
quite easily, be [sic] merely referring to a Prosecution Document itself. That is, Exhibit #8.
That is the excerpt which was quoted before
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from the judgement of the IMT. This disproves the opinion that has just been expressed by
the prosecutor now.
MR. FERENCZ: That is correct, Your Honor. This is another letter from a different source,
further substantiating the point we are making. As such, it seems to me to be very relevant.
THE PRESIDENT: As background material it seems quite relevant to the case. We have
introduced in other trials, speeches from Himmler which may not have been made directly
to the defendants involved but which certainly indicated the pattern of activity of the SS
group involved.
DR. BERGOLD: Yes, I understand the point of view, Your Honor, but this document is of a
certain importance for us because Einsatzgruppen are addressed in this document. It is
addressed to the Chiefs of all Einsatzgruppen. Therefore, the great possibility exists that the
Einsatzgru-ppen [sic] which are under indictment here should be confused with these
Einsatzgruppen. The Einsatzgruppen which are indicted here did not yet exist on the 21st of
September, 1939. To be sure, they had not even been planned yet and, for that reason, I
understand our objection that this must be cleared up because, otherwise, the impression is
created from the very beginning that in this document, this type of Einsatzgruppen is
referred to.
THE PRESIDENT: Is there anything in the document which will indicate the life of the order?
Would it not be continuing until such time as these Einsatzgruppen came into being, and,
therefore, would apply to all Einsatzgruppen?
DR. BERGOLD: No, Your Honor. They are quite different type of Einsatzgruppen. They never
had anything to do with these here. They had quite a different organization and structure.
Therefore, this order could never be applied to these.
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DR. GAWLIK: (Defense Counsel for Haumann & Seibert): Your Honor, I raise another
objection. This concerns the document. It is a simple copy which does not bear any
signature whatsoever. It isn't signed at all. This is apparent from the photostat. Therefore, I
have to raise an objection to the authenticity of this document. It is only certified for the
correctness of the copy "Major, General Staff" and it does not have a handwritten signature
or initial.
MR. FERENCZ: Your Honor, the document is offered by the prosecution in order to show
what Heydrich's thoughts were about the final solution of the Jewish question. That is all.
We ask the court not to consider the document for any other point. That being so, I don't
think it worth while [sic] to delay at this time to discuss the authenticity of the document.
This, as every other document we shall introduce, will bear the certificate that it is a true
copy of a captured document. Therefore, it is admissible if half is missing, or if the signature
is missing, or whatever condition it may be in. We offer it for that simple point.
THE PRESIDENT: With the limitation that the prosecution has now volunteered, the
document will be received and given such probative value as it will merit in the final
consideration of the case.
DR. GAWLIK: Your Honor, I ask you to reconsider this decision because a document cannot
have any probative value which is unsigned. It is completely valueless. This original
document reads this way. "Signed: Signature, written with typewriter. A copy has merely
been made of it. It's completely out of the ordinary.
MR. FERENCZ: Your Honor, lest this problem continue
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to arise, I think it worth while to take a moment to answer this objection.
The objection is that this document we offer is not signed personally by Heydrich. They [sic]
copy has typed in "Signed: Signature". Immediately after that: "Certified True Copy,
Signed: Major, I. G." this is obviously a copy made by the Germans themselves of a true
copy and that is why it is being introduced.
DR. GAWLIK: Your Honor, the situation is not this way. I don't object that Heydrich didn't
sign it, but it would have to be signed by whoever made out the certified copy. Namely, the
Major in the General Staff, but even this major did not sign it. It says literally "no signature"
and literally is typed in. "Signed: Signature" and this was written with typewriter and this is
completely unusual. The initials of the major would have to be present or the signature of
the major. And this document could have been written in any way and has not the slightest
probative value. And my objection isn't that it is not the initials of Heydrich, but there are
no initials at all, not even of the person who made up the certified copy. Up above it says
"copy" and down bellow "Signed" with typewriter. There is no such thing.
THE PRESIDENT: If counsel will let the Tribunal have the photostat during the recess period,
we will render a decision definitively when we reconvene at 1:50. May I have that now?
We would ordinarily have reconvened at 1:45, but since we have gone five minutes over the
period, it will be 1:50. Ten minutes to two.
Now what page is that?
MR. FERENCZ: Page 40 of the document book.
(A recess was taken until 1350 hours, 29 September 1947)
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AFTERNOON SESSION
(The Tribunal reconvened at 1350 hours.)
THE MARSHALL: The Tribunal is again in session.
THE PRESIDENT: The certificate which accompanies exhibit 11, Document EC-307-l[,]
indicates that the document was found in German archives, records and files captured by
Military Forces under the command of the Supreme Commander, Allied Expeditionary
Forces. Since the document was found in the German archives, that fact in itself would
argue against spuriousness or forgery because since the document would appear
detrimental or inimical to the interest of those who possessed it, it is scarcely possible that
one would hold in his possession a forged document against his own interests. Therefore,
under the rules of procedure, the exhibit will be accepted for whatever pro-bative [sic] value
the Tribunal will give to it eventually in consideration of the entire case.
You may proceed, Mr. Ferencz.
MR. FERENCZ: Thank you.
We were discussing this morning the purpose or the function of the Einsatz Gruppen and
had just introduced document EC-307-1 where Heydrich emphasized that the total
measures planned and the final aim were to be kept strictly secret, and that the measures
planned required the most thorough preparation both from the technical and economic
points of view. The defendant, Ohlendorf, in his affidavit, which was offered this morning as
Prosecution Exhibit 5, stated in paragraph 6 which is on page 22 of the English document
book and page 25 of the German document book, and I quote:
"The Einsatzgruppen had the following assignments: they were responsible for all political
security tasks with-in [sic] the operational area of the army units and of the rear
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areas insofar as the latter did not fall under the civil administration. In addition they had the
task of clearing the area of Jews, communist officials and agents. The last-named task was
to be accomplished by killing all racially and politically undesirable elements seized, who
were con-sidered [sic] dangerous to the security."
Document NO-2673, found on page 46 of Document Book I and offered as Proseuction [sic}
Exhibit 12, is a directive issued on 11 November 1942 by the Reich Commissioner for the
Eastern Administration. This document made it clear that the carrying out of executions,
especially the liquid-dation [sic] of Jews, was the task of the Security Police and the SD.
Heydrich on 23 April 1942 sent to Ribbentrop a monthly report on Einsatz Gruppen
activities. This is Document NO-2662 found on page 48 of Document Book I and is offered
as Prosecution Exhibit 13. It is on page 46 of the German document book. Here under the
heading of "Executive Operations" the report has two separate sections dealing with the
actions taken against Jews and Communists.
I offer Document NO-3414 found on page 54 of Docu-ment [sic] Book I as Prosecution
Exhibit 14. This is the in-famous [sic] Operational Order No. 8 from Heydrich, Chief of the
Security Police, issued to all Einsatz Gruppen in July 1941 describing his duties in purging
prisoner-of-war camps. I quote:
"I am enclosing directives for the purging of the prisoner camps which contain Soviet
Russians."
"I request that the chiefs of the Einsatzgruppen try to execute the purge of the transit
camps with their own forces as far as possible."
Enclosure 1 directs that Einsatzkommandos will segregate civilians and prisoners of war to
select those considered politically intolerable.
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Enclosure 2 states and I quote:
"Above all it is necessary to find out all important officials of the State and the Party, in
particular profess-sional [sic] revolutionaries, the officials of the Comintern, all influential
party officials of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union and its subdivisions in the central
committees, the regional and district committees, all People's Commissars and their
deputies, all former political commis-sars [sic] in the Red Army, the leading personalities on
the central and intermediate level of the State administration, the leading personalities of
the economy, the Soviet-Russian intellect-tuals [sic], all Jews, all persons found to be
agitators or fanati-cal [sic] Communists."
Then follows:
"In order to carry out successfully the measures indicated in these instructions the
Kommandos will request the camp authorities to surrender the prisoners in question.
"Executions must not be carried out in or near the camp. If the camps are in the
Government-General close to the frontier, prisoners are to be moved to former Soviet
territory, if possible, for special treatment."
The International Military Tribunal spoke about these things in their Judgment stating:
"Soviet prisoners of war in prisoner-of-war camps in Germany were screened by
Einsatzkommandos acting under the directions of the local Gestapo officers. Commissars,
Jews, members of the intelligentsia, 'fanatical communists' and even those who were
considered to be incurably sick were classified as 'intolerable' and exterminated."
I offer that quotation, Document NO-4963, as Prose-cution [sic] Exhibit 15. It is found on
page 64 of the document book, page 82 of the German copy.
Kurt Lindow, an SS major, one of whose affidavits has
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already been introduced, swore in an affidavit he made in 1945, Document No. 2542-PS
found on page 65 of the Document book and offered as Prosecution Exhibit 16, that
Himmler had given orders to execute captured Russian political commissars and Jewish
soldiers. In the prisoner-of-war camps on the Eastern front Einsatzkommandos had to
segre-gate [sic] the prisoners for candidates for execution. This affidavit was read in part of
the Judgment of the International Military Tribunal. Document NO-4763 is a part of the
Judgment and I offer it as Prosecution Exhibit 17. It states and I quote from page 67 of the
document book, page 86 of the German document book:
"There existed in the prisoner-of-war camps on the Eastern Front small screening teams
(Einsatzkommandos), headed by lower ranking members of the Secret Police (Gestapo).
These teams were assigned to the camp comman-ders [sic] and had the job to segregate
the prisoners of war who were candidates for execution according to the orders that had
been given, and to report them to the office of the Secret Police."
A few months after issuing Operational Order No. 8, the Chief of the Security Police sent
another important order to the Einsatzkommandos. This is Document NO-3421 found on
page 68 of the document book and offered as Prosec-ution [sic] Exhibit 18. It is on page 87
of the German book. It states:
DR. ASCHENAUER: Dr. Aschenauer for defendant Ohlen-dorf [sic].
Your honor, I would like to object to Document No. 3421. The prosecutor has just explained
that that was an order to the Einsatzkommandos in the East. Looking at it at first it shows
that the Einsatzkommandos in the East were not addressed here. They only meant the
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kommandos which had assembly points in the individual prisoner-of-war camps in the
Reich. This document is not connected with the question raised by the Prosecution. For that
reason I ask you to sustain my objection.
THE PRESIDENT: What is your view on this, Mr. Ferencz?
MR. FERENCZ: If it please Your Honor, what the Defense Counsel has pointed out is
something which would go to the probative value of the particular document. I do not agree
with his interpretation of it. Of course, that is a matter for the Court to decide. As such, we
request that the Court accept this document as an exhibit. If as the Defense Counsel
contends, it has no value in this case, the Court will certainly recognize that and can discard
the document.
DR. ASCHENAUER: Your Honor, I did not talk about the probative value but only about the
distributor. On page 2 of the document it reads:
"To all main offices of the State Police, informat-ion [sic] to the Reichsfuehrer-SS and Chief
of the German Police, to the Chief of the SIPO and the SD, to the Chiefs of the Amt I, II, III,
IV, V, VI and VII, to the Departments IV D 2, IV D 3 and IV foreign workers, to the Group
Leader IV D, SS Obersturmbannfuehrer Dr. Weinman, to all higher SS and Police Leaders, to
all Inspectors of the SIPO and the SD, to the Commander of the SIPO and the SD, to the
Inspector of the concentrations camps, to all Commanders of concentration camps."
That is the distribution list. All these offices were informed about the Order. Only the chiefs
of the Einsatzkommandos in the East were not informed about it. For that reason I do not
understand what this document has to do with the presentation of the Prosecution. The
docu-ment [sic] is irrelevant. For that reason I ask you not to accept
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it. I do not want to mention anything about the contents
THE PRESIDENT: The mere fact that it is not address-ed [sic] to the Einsatz Gruppen of
itself would not be a valid objection because in the very nature of things in unfolding the
history of this operation, we will need to have documents other than those which are
addressed directly to the defen-dants [sic]; so that of itself would not be a sufficient objection [sic]. If, however, you can show that the contents of the document in no way affected
the defendants, then that would be another matter and that would go to the probative
value.
DR. ASCHENAUER: In that case, Your Honor, I want to postpone it until I present my
evidence.
THE PRESIDENT: Well, Judge Speight calls to my attention on page 68 the sentence which
reads:
"The surplus copies attached are to be distributed to the leaders of the Einsatzkommandos."
DR. ASCHENAUER: Your Honor, I also found this sentence but the sentence does not refer
to the Einsatz-kommandos [sic] in the East but to the Einsatzkommandos of the SIPO and
SD concerning the concentration camps in the Reich. That is a question we wish to examine
when we present out evidence.
MR. FERENCZ: Your Honor, since we are on this point, I would like to point out, too, that in
the heading it makes reference to Operational Orders 8 and 9. This is on page 68 of the
document now before you. I have just read part of Operational Order 8. I refer the Tribunal
back to page 56 of the document book which is Operational Order 8. There it gives the
distribution list again and since Defense Counsel has seen fit to read the entire dis-tribution
[sic] list or part of it at least in the first
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document which is referred to in the second, and it says:
"To the Einsatzgruppe A, Sonderkommando Ia, Sonder-kommando [sic] Ib,
Einsatzkommando II, Einsatzkommando III, Ein-satzgruppe [sic] B,,Sonderkommando [sic]
VII a, Sonderkommando VII b, Einsatzkommando VIII, Einsatzkommando IX, Einsatzgurppe
[sic]f C, Sonderkommando IV a, Sonderkommando IV b, Einsatzkommando V,
Einsatzkommando VI."
THE PRESIDENT: Mr. Ferencz, the document will be accepted and admitted for such
probative value as will be determined later.
MR. FERENCZ: Yes, sir.
DR. STVEBINGER: Dr. Stvebinger for defendant Werner Braune.
Your Honors, I want to object to the authenticity of this document 3414. At the bottom of
page 6—
THE PRESIDENT: Which one are you referring to? Which one are you referring to?
DR. STVEBINGER: Document No. 3414.
THE PRESIDENT: What page is that in the American document book?
DR. STVEBINGER: I only have the German one in front of me. Page 67 in the German
document book.
THE PRESIDENT: Very well. What is the objection?
DR. STVEBINGER: This document bears at the bottom of page 6 the stamp "Higher State
Police, Secret State Police Office." I wish to point out that no such stamp existed ever. No
"Higher State Police" never esisted [sic].
MR. FERENCZ: May I point out, Your Honors, this is completely collateral. The Court has the
document before it and can test the authenticity of the document.
THE PRESIDENT: The objection is overruled and the Prosecution will continue.
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MR FERENCZ: Another top secret order deals with the same subject. It is Document NO3422 found on page 71 of the document book and now offered as Prosecution Exhibit 19. I
will read a few extracts:
"Enclosed please find the directives for the purging of the prisoner-of-war camps and transit
camps containing Soviet prisoners of war and civilian prisoners in the Rear army area; for
your information and observance (see En-closure [sic] 1).
"In particular I order that the operations order number 8 and 14 as well as the
supplementary ordinance issued to them be destroyed immediately in case of danger."
Further on page 75 it states:
"The chiefs of the Einsatzgruppen for their zone of operation will submit to me monthly brief
reports on the activity of the Sonderkommandos according to the patten laid down for the
activity reports of the Sonderkommandos."
On page 76 it states:
"In agreement with the commanding officers of the rear army area (district commanders for
prisoners of war), the operations of the Sonderkommandos have to be regulated in such
way that the segregation is effected as unobtru-sively [sic] as possible and that the
liquidations are carried out without delay and at such a distance from transit camps and
villages as to insure their not becoming known to the other prisoners of war and to the
population."
This was distributed to every Einsatzgruppe and every Kommando represented in the dock.
Document NO-2933 found on page 78 of the first docu-ment [sic] book is offered as
Prosecution Exhibit 20. This is on page 107 of the German book. This is an operational situation [sic] report stating that:
"Directives given by the Reich Main Security Office
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Liquidation of State officials and of Party officials took place in all mentioned towns of White
Russia. Jews were dealt with according to orders in the same manner. The individual
numbers of executions has [sic] not yet been estab-lished [sic]."
Document NO-3279 found on page 79 of the document book and page 109 of the German
copy is offered as Prose-cution [sic] Exhibit 21. This is an Einsatzgruppe report dated the
14th day of January, 1942, and stating on page 83, page 114 of the German book:
"Efforts are being made to purge the Eastern terri-tory [sic] of Jews as completely as
possible. Shootings were carried out in such a way as to attract as little public attention as
possible."
In fulfillment of their aim, the Einsatzgruppen felt impelled to execute those whose political
opinion, race or religion differed from their own. Thus, in Document NO-3340, German
document book page 119 and found on page 86 of the Document Book I, which is offered as
Prosecution Exhibit 22, Einsatzgruppe A reported that they had to shoot 140 persons near
Leningrad, some of them for "membership in the Jewish race."
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Document NO-3154, which is in Document Book 1, at page 89, page 121 of the German
document book, is now offered as Prosecution Exhibit 23. Here, Einsatzgruppe C reported
their principal duty, apart from liquidating the party organizations and cleansing the country
of Jews, was combatting partisans. This indicated that the destruction of the Communist
party and the Jews was regarded as a routine matter by them. Einsatzgruppe D reported in
Document NO-3139, part 123 of the German document book, found on page 91 of the
English document book, and offered as Prosecution Exhibit 24; that they had solved the first
part of the Jewish question when the Jews had been registered and herded into a few
streets. The Einsatzgruppen knew in advance what they were going to do. The basic orders
were given to them before the invasion of Russia, and in accordance with those instructions
the Einsatzgruppen were able to plan their future operations. This is illustrated by the report
of 22 August 1941, Document NO-2842, found on page 93 of the document book and page
127 of the German book, and offered as Prosecution Exhibit 25. Here the plans of the
Einsatzgruppe C were disclosed. The plans reported were to round up the Jews in certain
villages, liquidate them, and raze the villages to the ground. When the Einsatzgruppen
wrote of their plans to destroy all the Jews, they meant exactly what they said. An old
woman or an infant of Jewish blood were subjects fit only to be shot.
Thus, the defendant Schulz swears in an affidavit, Document NO-3644, found on page 100
of the document book, page 134 of the German book, and offered as Prosecution Exhibit 26,
and I quote:
"Rasch informed us that Obergruppenfuehrer Jeckeln had been to see him and had
transmitted an order by the Reichsfuehrer-SS, implying that all Jews were to be shot. Only
in cases where Jews were required for purposes of labor, considerations as to their
executions should be given. Jewish women and children were, if necessary, to be shot as
well in order to prevent acts of revenge.
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Even the fanatic Nazi rationalization for these brutalities was without foundation, as can be
shown in a secret letter sent from the Eastern front on the second of December 1941 by the
Inspector of Armaments. This letter, Document 3257-PS, found on page 103 of the
Document book, 136 of the German document book, and offered as Prosecution Exhibit 27,
was addressed to Gen. Thomas, chief of the Industrial Armament Department in Berlin. The
Inspector, who was chiefly disturbed by the annihilation of laborers needed for product-ion
[sic], had the following to report, and I quote:
"The attitude of the Jewish population was anxious, obliging from the beginning. They tried
to avoid everything that might displease the German administration. That they hated the
German administration and army inwardly goes without saying, and cannot be surprising.
How-ever [sic], there is no proof that Jewry as a whole, or even to a greater part, was
implicated in acts of sabotage. Surely, there were some terrorists or saboteurs among
them, just as among the Ukrainians. But it cannot be said that the Jews, as such,
represented a danger to the German armed forces..."
DR. ASCHENAUER (Counsel for defendant Ohlendorf): Your Honors, I beg your pardon, but I
have to interrupt. I must object to this document. This document 3257 does not bear any
signature also nothing can be seen from the document as to its origin. It says the Ukrainian
Inspector--therefore it is nothing but a paper. The document does not show by whom it was
sent, or whether it was sent off. Therefore, for that reason I contest the authenticity of this
document and ask you not to accept it.
MR. FERENCZ: The objection made is that the document is not signed. There is no
requirement that documents be signed in order to be admissible into evidence. The
document is a captured German document introduced exactly as we found it. The Court is
able to judge its authenticity and to judge its probative value. I don't feel that any further
comments are necessary.
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THE PRESIDENT: This document would fall into the classi-fication [sic] of the one we ruled
on immediately after the recess period, that it was found in the German archives with every
indication of authenticity. Therefore, it will be admitted for such probative value as will be
determined later on.
MR. FERENCZ: If Your Honors please, I will begin again to read the quote. In this letter,
sent to the head of the Industrial Arma-ment [sic] Section in Berlin: "The attitude of the
Jewish population was anxious, obliging from the beginning. They tried to avoid everything
that might displease the German administration. That they hated the German administration
and army inwardly goes without saying and cannot be surprising. However, there is no proof
that Jewry as a whole, or even to a greater part, was implicated in acts of sabotage. Surely,
there were some terrorists or saboteurs among them--just as among the Ukrainians. But it
cannot be said that the Jews, as such, represented a danger to the German armed forces.
The output produced by Jews who, of course, were prompted by nothing but the feeling of
fear, was satisfactory to the troops and the German administration."
"The Jewish population remained temporarily unmolested shortly after the fighting. Only
weeks, sometimes months later, specially detached formations of the police
(Ordnungspolizei) executed a planned shooting of Jews. This action as a rule proceeded
from east to west. It was done entirely in public with the use of the Ukrainian militia and
unfortunately in many instances also with members of the armed forces taking part
voluntarily. The way these actions, which included men and old men, women and children of
all ages, were carried out was horrible. The great masses executed make this action more
gigantic than any similar measure taken so far in the Soviet Union. So far about 150,000 to
200,000 Jews may have been executed in the part of the Ukraine belonging to the
Reichskommissariat; no consideration was given to the interest of economy."
Thus, some of the Nazis themselves were horrified by the terror
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they wrought. The Germans were characteristically systematic and efficient in their
murders. There are no records in history more shameful to mankind than the description of
the methods used in the Nazi program of genecide [sic].
I will read further from Ohlendorf's affidavit which was intro-duced [sic] as Prosecution
Exhibit No. 9, and it is on page 35 of the document book, page 40 of the German copy.
"In the implementation of this extermination program, the Special Commitment Groups
(Einsatzgruppen) were subdivided into Special Commitment Detachments
(Einsatzkommandos), and the Einsatzkommandos into stil [sic] smaller units, the so-called
Special Purpose Detachments (Sonderkommandos) and Unit Detachments
(Teilkommandos). Usually, the smaller units were led by a member of the SD, the Gestapo
or the Criminal Police. The unit selected for this task would enter a village or city and order
the prominent Jewish citizens to call together all Jews for the purpose of resettlement. They
were requested to hand over their valuables to the leaders of the unit, and shortly before
the execution to surrender their outer clothing. The men women, and children were led to a
place of execution, which in most cases was located next to a more deeply excavated antitank ditch. Then they were shot--kneeling or standing--and the corpses thrown into the
ditch. I never permitted the shooting by individuals in the Group D, but ordered that several
of the men should shoot at the same time in order to avoid direct, personal responsibility.
The leaders of the unit, or a specially designated persons, however, had to fire the last
bullet against those victims which were not dead immediately. I learned from conversations
with other group leaders that some of them demanded that the victims lie down flat on the
ground to be shot through the nape of the neck. I did not approve of these methods."
An affidavit of the defendant Schubert again describes the standard procedure for
executions. His affidavit, Document NO-3055, offered as Prosecution Exhibit 28, page 143 of
the German book, and
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page 107 of the English book, indicates, too, that the killers were not without humanity. I
quote:
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"As commissioner of Ohlendorff [sic]I followed his orders. I went to the gypsy quarter of
Simferopol and supervised the loading of the persons, who were to be shot, into a truck. I
took care that the load-ing [sic] was completed as quickly as possible, and that there were
no dis-turbances [sic] and unrest by the native population. Furthermore, I took care that
the condemned persons were not beaten while the loading was going on. Since it was my
task to supervise the whole execution, I would only stay a short time at each phase of it.
The place which was designated for the shooting of the Russians and Jews was several
kilometers outside of Simferopol and about 500 meters off the road in an anti-tank ditch.
Among other things, I ascertained that the traffic in that region was stopped by persons
designated for this, and was detoured on side roads. When the condemned persons arrived
at the place of execution they were ordered to leave their money, their valuables and
papers at a place designated for this. I watched that none of the deposited items were kept
by the SS- and Orpo men who were designated for the collections. The depositing of this
property by the condemned persons was finished without the use of force. I supervised this
phase carefully in order that all the valuables could be handed over to the Einsatzgruppe D
for subsequent remittance to Berlin."
"For a short time, when the people who were to be shot were already standing in their
positions in the tank ditch, I supervised the actual shooting, which was carried out in
strictest conformity to Ohlendorff's order--in a military and humane manner as far as
possible. The people were shot with sub-machine guns and rifles. I know that it was of the
greatest importance to Ohlendorff to have the persons who were to be shot killed in the
most humane and military manner possible, because otherwise, in other methods of killing,
the moral strain would have been too great for the execution squad."
There was a consideration lest there be some moral strain on the execution squad, but the
only concern for the unfortunate victim was
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that he be standing in the proper position in the tank ditch before he was shot.
The defendant Biberstein describes the improved method of killing which would eliminate
some of the work for the executions. He states in paragraph 5 of his affidavit, Document
NO-4314, German document book pages 145, and offered as Prosecution Exhibit No. 29--I
see that there is another objection coming. I will continue the quote later.
DR. BERGOLD (Counsel for defendant Biberstein): Your Honors, I wish to make an
explanation on principle here. From the document books of the Prosecution I understand
that there is only one item of evidence against Biberstein, his own affidavit, which the
Prosecution is about to submit. I talked about this case, and I wish to reserve the right to
make objections, I cannot specify them exactly now. I wish to state that this decisive
interrogation not always conducted according to the regulations on interrogations, as usual
in an English court; and secondly that it does not contain the complete interrogation of the
defendant--but only part of it--which therefore cannot be understood very well. For that
reason I ask to reserve the right to object to this at a later time.
MR. FERENCZ: As I understand it, Dr. Bergold wishes to reserve his right to object to this
document at a later time. We have no objection to that.
THE PRESIDENT: The right is reserved.
MR. FERENCZ: I have just offered this document NO-4314 as Prosecution Exhibit 29. It is
found on page 112 of the document book. Here the defendant Biberstein states:
"The persons to be executed had to kneel down on the edge of a grave and members of my
Kommandos shot them in the back of the neck with an automatic pistol. The persons thus
killed mostly dropped straight into the pit. I had no special expert for those shot in the
neck. No physician was present either at this form of execution."
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Occasionally the Germans tried to disguise their actions. The Jew were ordered to assemble
and were told that they were going to be resettled. Thus page 15 of the report of 7 October
1941, which is Document NI-3140, found on page 116 of the document book, page 155 of
the German, and offered as Prosecution Exhibit 30, we have this state-ment [sic]:
"The resettlement measure against the Jews was throughout approved by the population.
The fact that in reality the Jews were liquidated was hardly known until now."
I offer Document NO-3824, found on page 129 of the document book, page 159 of the
German, and now offered as Prosecution Exhibit 31—
DR. HEIM (Counsel for defendant Blobel): Your Honors, I object to the affidavit of defend
ant Blobel. I ask that Document No. 3824 only to be permitted under the condition that Mr.
Wartenberg, who took this affidavit, bay be crossexamined. In this examination I want to
show that this affidavit is an excerpt from a longer interrogation of defendant Blobel and
that sentences of the affidavit taken out of the context give quite a different meaning than
the defendant Blobel gave in the original examination--and wanted to give. In the course of
examination it is supposed to be shown that the defendant Blobel, before signing the
affidavit, wanted to make necessary corrections. His request was not granted, however,
because he would have the opportunity to do this during the next interrogation. This
interrogation which he was promised, however, never took place.
MR. FERENCZ: The prosecution has absolutely no objection to the defendant who made this
affidavit taking the stand in his case and explaining to the court exactly how the affidavit
was made, or any corrections he wishes to make at that time.
THE PRESIDENT: Dr. Heim, that is the inevitable right of every defendant.
MR. FERENCZ: I will now read the affidavit in question:
"During the period of my service as chief of the Sonderkommando
106

29 September-A-BM-17-4-Schwab (Int. Juelich)
Court 2-A – Case 9
IV-A, from the time of its organization in June 1941 until January 1942, I was assigned at
various occasions for the execution of Communists, saboteurs, Jews, and other undesirable
persons. I can no longer remember the exact number of the executed persons. According to
a superficial estimate, the correctness of which I cannot guarantee, I presume that the
number of executions in which the Sonderkommando IV-A took a part lies somewhere
between 10,000 and 15,000. I witnessed several mass executions, and in two cases I was
ordered to direct the execution. In August or September 1941 an execution took place near
Korosten. Seven hundred to 1,000 men were shot, and Dr. Rasch was present at the
execution. I had divided my unit into a number of execution squads of thirty men each.
First, the subordinated police of the Ukrainian militia, the population and members of the
Sonderkommando seized the people, and mass graves were prepared.
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Out of the total number of the persons designated for the execution, 15 men were led in
each case to the brink of the mass grave, where they had to kneel down, their faces turned
toward the grave. At that time, clothes and valuables were not yet collected. Later on this
was changed."
"1) The execution squad was composed of menof [sic] the Sonderkommando 4A, the
military and the police. When the men were ready for the execution, Sonderkommando
leaders, who were in charge of these execu-tion [sic] squads gave the order to shoot since
they were kneeling on the brink of the mass grave, and the victims fell, as a rule, at once
into the mass grave. I have always used rather large execution squads, since I declined to
use men who were specialists for shots in the neck. Each squad shot for about one hour and
was then replaced. The persons which still had to be shot were assembled near the place of
the execution and were guarded by members of that squad which at that moment did not
take part in the execution.
II) I supervised personally the execution which I have described here and I saw to it that no
encroachments took place."
Not content with merely slaughtering people in open fields, the SS devised a mechanical
method for murder.
The defendant Biberstein declares in his affidavit, No. 4314, which was just introduced as
Prosecution's Exhibit 29, declared on page 113, and this is page 146 of the German book:
"I personally superintended an execution in Rostow, which was performed by means of a
gas-truck. The persons destined for death, after their money and valuables ' [sic]
sometimes the clothes also) [sic] had been taken from them, were loaded into the gas-truck
which held bet-ween [sic] 50 and 60 people. The truck was then driven to aplace [sic]
outside the town where members of my Kommando had already dug a massgrave [sic]. I
have seen myself the unloading of the dead bodies, their faces were in no way distorted,
death came to these people without any outward sign of
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spasms. No physician was present at unloading to certify that the people were really dead."
But the gas vans proved to be more difficult to operate than the ordinary massacres. In a
letter sent to Berlin, Document No. 501 P.S. found on page 134 of the English document
boo, [sic]165 of the German book, and offered as Prosecution's Exhibit 32, an SS Lieutenant
Becker, who was in charge of the bans complained about these difficulties:
The vans of Einsatzgruppen A and B needed spare parts and the vans of Einsatzgruppen C
and D had to be overhauled. Even though these vans were camouflaged as house trailers
they soon became known to the civilian population as death vans. The Commandoes used
their own men to unload the bodies after the gassing for they feared that if prisoners were
used for this work, they might escape.
Lt. Becker explained that this work might cause serious psychological and physical injury to
the commando men who had to do the unloading.
If the court please, to conclude the presentation concerning the methods used in these
executions, I will now read excerpts from an eye-witness account. This account was given
before the International Military Tribunal and a large portion of it was read into the
judgment as a finding of fact.
It is found in Document Book 1, page 139, page 169 of the Ger-man [sic], Document NO
2992 PS, and is offered as Prosecution's Exhibit 33. Part of this affidavit was read in the
opening statement. I will read another part.
[begin block quote]
The witness, a german [sic], Hermann Graebe, here states: I heard rifle shots in quick
succession, from behind one of the earth mounds. The people who had got off the trucks men, women, and children of all ages – had to undress upon the orders of an SS-man, who
carried a riding or dog whip. They had to put down their clothes in fixed places, sorted
according to size, shoes, top clothing and underclothing. I saw a heap of shoes of
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[block quote continued]
about 800 to 1000 pairs, great piles of under-linen and clothing. W [sic] Without screaming
or weeping these people undressed, stood around in family groups, kissed each other, said
farewells and waited for a sign from another SS-man, who stood near the pit, also with a
whip in his hand. During the 15 minutes that I stood near the pit I heard no complaint or
plea for mercy. I watched a family of about 8 persons, a man and woman, both about 50
with their children of about, 1, 8 and 10, and two grown-up daughters of about 20 to 24. An
old woman with snow-white hair was holding the one-year old child in her arms and singing
to it, and tickling it. The child was cooing with delight. The couple were looking on with
tears in their eyes. The father was holding the hand of a boy of about 10 years old and
speaking to him softly; the boy was fighting his tears. The father pointed toward the sky,
stroked his head, and seemed to explain something to him. At that moment the SS-man at
the pit shouted something to his comrade. The latter counted off about 20 persons and
instructed them to go behind the earth mound. Among them was the family, which I have
mentioned. I well remember a girl, slim and with black hair, who, as she passed close to
me, pointed at herself, and said, "23". I walked around the mound, and found myself
confronted by a tremendous grave. People were closely wedged together and lying on top of
each other so that only their heads were visible. Nearly all had blood running over their
shoulders from their heads. Some of the people shot were still moving. Some were lifting
their arms and turning their heads to show that they were still alive. The pit was already 2/3
full. I estimated that it already contained about 1000 people."
Your honor, that concludes the introduction of document Book 1.
Mr. Clancy will continue with Document Book 2.
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THE PRESIDENT: I think this is an appropriate time to take a recess. The Tribunal will be in
recess until 10 minutes past three.
(A recess was taken until 3:10)
111

29 September 1947-A-MSD-19-1-Stewart (Lea)
Court II A Case IX
DR. LUMMERT for defendant Blume: Your Honor, I have an objection, - a belated objection
to raise, against the affidavit of the defendant Blume, document No. NO 51545, Exhibit No.
10. I have just learned of this during the recess, when I had occasion during the recess to
discuss the affidavit with the defendant Blumer [sic]. The first document book was
submitted on Friday when I was no longer in the building. It was technically impossible to
speak to the defendant Blume before this morning, and only now, just during the recess I
learned that the defendant, Blume, when he gave the affidavit, was in a spirtitual [sic] state
of mind, which made it impossible for him to give a valid and good affidavit.
JUDGE MUSMANO: Couusel [sic] when your Client takes the stand he will have full
opportunity to explain the circumstances under which he gave the affidavit.
DR. LUMMERT: Your Honor, at the moment I would just like to reserve the right to make a
formal objection against this affidavit, not against the contents – merely a formal objection,
and I would just like to reserve this right at the moment.
JUDGE MUSMANO: The Court will show that you made an objection, and your right to a
further objection is reserved to you and to your client.
DR. LUMMERT: I would just like to give this reason. The defendant, Blume, --JUDGE MUSMANO: It is not necessary to go into the reasons. You will have an adequate
opportunity.
DR. LUMMERT: Thank you, you [sic] Honor.
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DR. HEIM: Dr. Heim for the Defendant Blobel. If Your Honors please, permit me to make the
following statement belatedly. On the 11th of August I was allowed to present the Witness
Hennige for the Defendant Blobel. Hennige, about two weeks later, was delivered to the
Court prison. Repeated requests to the Prosecution to let me examine Hennige as my
witness were refused, giving the reason that Hennige, since May, 1947--that is long before
the charges were made--was named as a Prosecution witness. The Prosecution informed me
that I can speak to the witness Hennige from the 17th of September on. I ask the Court to
make a ruling to the effect that the Witness Hennige, who has been granted to me, can be
examined by me without the presence of a commissioner, since Hennige is both a
Prosecution and a Defense witness. Up to this time I have had only the opportunity to speak
to this witness in the presence of a commissioner.
MR. HORLICK HOCHWALD: If the Tribunal please.
MR. PRESIDENT: Yes.
MR. HORLICK HOCHWALD: These motions of defense by Dr. Heim were before the Tribunal,
as far as I can remember, about ten days or seven days ago. I have answered these
motions on behalf of the Prosecution. I do not think it is necessary that this question be
taken up in open court again. The Tribunal has the motions of the defense counsel be-fore
[sic] it, and the Tribunal has the answers of the Prosecution be-fore [sic] it, and the
Tribunal will decide on it.
THE PRESIDENT: We will give you a decision on that tomorrow morning.
MR. HORLICK HOCHWALD: Thank you.
MR. PRESIDENT: The name of the witness is Hennige? I mean the witness in the case.
DR. HEIM: Hennige.
THE PRESIDENT: Very well.
DR. HEIM: Your Honor, I have a further question to bring up here. On the 17th of August I
made a motion to interrogate the witness
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Kraege who is in prison here, and I made a motion to grant this witness as my witness.
Repeated motions were refused, with the reason that Kraege was being examined by the
Prosecution at the time, and that from the first of September on he would be at my
disposal. On the 28th of August the Prosecution, without informing the defense, took this
wit-ness [sic] back to Dachau. My motion to bring this witness back to the Court prison in
Nurnberg has not been answered so far. I ask Your Honors to tell the Prosecution to return
this witness to the Nurnberg Prison.
MR HORLICK HOCHWALD: If Your Honors please, by regrettable mistake the witness Kraege
was sent out to Dachau as we did not need him any more. But we wrote immediately a
letter to the Defense Informa-tion [sic] Center, giving the information that the witness was
sent by mistake out of [sic] Dachau and asking Captain Rice, who was in charge of the
Defense Information Center, to inform the defense counsel that if he should de-sire [sic] the
present [sic] of the Witness Kraege we have no objections against that. I do not think that
the Prosecution has the duty to get witnesses for the defense here. If the defense counsel
makes a normal application for the summons of the witness here, the witness will be
brought to Nurnberg.
THE PRESIDENT: We must not make a distinction between Prosecution and defense when it
comes to the matter of obtaining a witness. We are seeking to get the truth in this case,
and if defense counsel asks the Prosecution for assistance to obtain a witness, the
Prosecution must give every aid to the defense. I will make no distinction between witnesses [sic]. A witness is supposed to be impartial and neutral and not be for one side or
the other. Of course each side has to take the initiative in obtaining the witness. Now, I'm
glad that you have made this effort to have this man brought back, and I will appreciate
your following it up to see that he does get here so that the defense may have him as their
witness.
MR HORLICK HOCHWALD: I do not know-- Your Honor, I certainly will make every effort. I
can recollect just now that the defense
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counsel, after Kraege was sent out, filed a request, an application, for the summons of the
witness Kraege; but if they did so the witness would be brought automatically to Nurnberg.
THE PRESIDENT: Very well.
DR. HEIM: Thank you, Your Honor.
MR. GLANCY: If it please the Tribunal, this time I wish, with Your Honors' permission, to
offer the documents into evidence which are assembled in Document Books II-A, II-B, II-C
and II-D. These docu-ments [sic] are offered in support of the allegations contained in
paragraphs 6, 7, 8 and 9 of the Indictment.
THE PRESIDENT: Mr. Glancy, so that I may be certain about the numbering, do I
understand that from No. I you go to II-A? There is no II as such?
MR. GLANCY: No sir, there is not.
THE PRESIDENT: Very well.
MR. GLANCY: These reports contained herein contain the details of the crimes which are
particularized in the paragraphs of the Indict-ment [sic], which I have previously
mentioned. I shall not quote from these documents which will be analyzed and discussed by
the Prosecution at a later time when we shall treat the responsibility of the individual defendants [sic] here in the dock. I wish at this time to offer these documents into evidence
with the understanding that the Prosecution will refer to them in detail at the appropriate
time. The operational situation re-ports [sic] assembled in Document Books II-A, II-B, II-C,
and II-D give a clear picture of the types of crimes with which the defendants are charged.
With the permission of the Tribunal I shall proceed.
THE PRESIDENT: Proceed.
MR. GLANCY: I offer Document L-180 as Prosecution Exhibit 34. This is a Stahlecker report
of activities of Einsatzgruppe A up to the 15th of October 1941.
I offer Document NO-2940 as Prosecution Exhibit 35. This is a report dated 6 of July 1941.
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I offer Document 2273-PS as Prosecution Exhibit 36. This is a report of Einsatzgruppe A.
I offer NO-2935 as Prosecution Exhibit 37. This is a report dated the 7th of July 1941.
I offer Document NO-3155 as Prosecution Exhibit No. 38. This is a report dated the 12th of
October 1941.
I offer Document NO-2656 as Prosecution Exhibit 39.
I offer Document NO-2831 as Prosecution Exhibit 40. This is a report dated 1 December
1941.
I offer Document NO-2829--this is No. 2-8-2-9--as Prosecution Exhibit No. 41.
I offer Document NO-3405 as Prosecution Exhibit 42. This is a report dated 16 January
1942.
I offer Document NO-3257 as Prosecution Exhibit 43. This is a report dated the 5th of
January 1941.
DR ASCHENAUER: Dr. Aschenauer for the Defendant Ohlendorf. Your Honor, may I express
my basic misgivings about this type of pre-sentation [sic]? I do not know whether in this
type of presentation, in which one merely mentions document and exhibit numbers, the
basic principle of the proceedings are preserved. It is impossible that during this time the
defense has the time to test and examine these documents to see whether any objections
should be made against them. It is out of the question to keep up with this type of
presentation. It is impossible to raise any objections to the effect, whether this document is
admissible or authentic or relevant. It is impossible to examine whether the document is
signed correctly, from where it comes, from whom it comes, etc.
THE PRESIDENT: I don't know, Dr. Aschenauer, whether you have been counsel in any of
the other cases tried in the Palace of Justice here, but we have tried various systems with
regard to the introduc-tion [sic] of documents, and we have reached the conclusion that this
is the most logical and the most expeditious manner of disposing of documents.
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When they are read in open court a great deal of time is taken, and much of the contents is
lost anyway, and the Tribunal must read the docu-ments [sic] anyway, so that we are
merely wasting time in reading in open court what the Tribunal must analyze and study with
a great deal of detail later on. Now what the Tribunal can do and what the defense counsel
can do: We have just now terminated a case in which this procedure was followed. An
exhibit number is given to the document and then the defense counsel at his leisure, as the
Tribunal must also do at Court hours, study the documents. You will have ample opportunity
to make every objection that the document suggests as to authenticity, as to relevancy, as
to possible errors in translation. Any objection which you may make now can be made later.
Otherwise, it would be an interminable procedure, and it wouldn't help the Prosecution nor
the defense. And I assure you that it is only because we have tried out the other systems
that we have now come to accept this system, and I think later you will be satisfied that all
your rights will be protected.
MR. GLANCY: The Prosecution wishes to advise defense counsel at this time, Sir, that the
reason we have chosen this method is to avoid constant repetition. At a later time when we
go into the individual responsibility of the defendants, we shall refer to these again. The
defense's wishes to object will not be prevented in the slightest by this procedure.
MR. PRESIDENT: (to DR. KOESSL) Do you wish to present something?
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DR KOESSL (For the defendant Schubert): Your Honor, after what I have just heard, I
believe it would be even better to submit the document in such a manner that the
Prosecution say those documents in Book III-A, for example, will be Exhibits 40 to 60. In
this manner, all document books could be submitted within a quarter of an hour, and we
could then take up the three days in which we can read these documents and really study
them.
THE PRESIDENT: But you seem to overlook the fact that each document must become an
exhibit, and must receive an exhibit number, and that is what we are doing now. And if he
gives a merely inclusive number for a document book, then you would not have the exhibit
number to each document.
DR. KOESSL: I don't mean it that way, your Honor. I see,-for [sic] example, here, 23
documents, and according to those, one merely gives those documents the numbers 34 to
57. That is my proposition—
THE PRESIDENT: Well your proposition is not well taken because there may be some
documents he does not want to introduce.
MR. GLANCY: If it please the Tribunal, I will now proceed.
THE PRESIDENT: Proceed.
MR GLANCY: I offer Document NO-2938 as Prosecution Exhibit 44. This is a report dated 16
July 1941.
I offer Document NO-3400 as Prosecution Exhibit 45. This is a report dated 2 February
1942.
I offer Document NO-3149 as Prosecution Exhibit 46. This is a report dated 19 September
1941.
I offer Document NO-2946, which is a report dated 10 August 1941, as Prosecution Exhibit
47.
I offer Document NO-3407 as Prosecution Exhibit 48.
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This is a report dated 17 October 1941.
I offer Document NO-2823 as Prosecution Exhibit 49. This is a report dated 7 November
1941.
I offer Document NO-2822 as Prosecution Exhibit 50. This is a report dated 21 November
1941.
I offer Document NO-3278 as Prosecution Exhibit 51. This is a report dated 12 January
1942.
I offer Document NO-3401 as Prosecution Exhibit 52. This is a report dated 6 February
1942.
I offer Document NO-3241 as Prosecution Exhibit 53. This is a report dated 9 March 1942.
I offer Document NO-3235 as Prosecution Exhibit 54. This is a report dated 23 March 1942.
I offer Document NO-3281 as Prosecution Exhibit 55. This is a report dated 17 April 1942.
I offer as a final document contained in Book II-A, Document NO-3277 as Prosecution
Exhibit 56. This, again, is a report dated 24 April 1942.
May it please the Tribunal, I will proceed with Document Book II-B.
In Document Book II-B I offer Document NO-2937 as Prosecution Exhibit 57. This is a
report dated 13 July 1941.
I offer Document NO-2837 as Prosecution Exhibit 58, a report dated 29 August 1941.
I offer Document NO-2825 as Prosecution Exhibit 59. This is a report dated 9 October 1941.
I offer Document NO-3156 as Prosecution Exhibit 60. It is a report dated 9 October 1941.
I offer Document NO-2844 as Prosecution Exhibit 61. This is a report dated 4 September
1941.
I offer Document NO-2824 as Prosecution Exhibit 62, a report dated 19 December 1941.
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I offer Document NO-3403, as Prosecution Exhibit 63, a report dated 26 October 1941.
I offer Document NO-3143 as Prosecution Exhibit 64, a report dated 23 September 1941.
I offer Document NO-3160 as Prosecution Exhibit 65, a report dated 25 October 1941.
I offer Document NO-3276 as Prosecution Exhibit 66, a report dated 21 April 1942.
As a final document in Document Book II-B I offer Document NO-2993 as Prosecution
Exhibit 67.
In Document Book II-C:
I offer Document NO-3157 as Prosecution Exhibit 68. This is a report dated 3 November
1941.
I offer Document NO-2652 as Prosecution Exhibit 69. This is a report dated 29 July to 14
August 1941.
I offer Document NO-2936 as Prosecution Exhibit 70, a report dated12 July 1941.
I offer Document NO-2952 as Prosecution Exhibit 71, a report dated 29 July 1941.
I offer Document NO-2830 as Prosecution Exhibit 72, a report dated 12 November 1941.
I offer Document NO-3151 as Prosecution Exhibit 73, a report dated 17 September 1941.
I offer Document NO-2827 as Prosecution Exhibit 74, a report dated 8 December 1941.
I offer Document NO-3404 as Prosecution Exhibit 75, a report dated 20 October 1941.
I offer Document NO-3137 as Prosecution Exhibit 76, a report dated 3 October 1941.
I offer Document NO-3145 as Prosecution Exhibit 77, a report dated 28 September 1941.
I offer Document NO-2934 as Prosecution Exhibit 78, a
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Report dated 11 July 1941.
I offer Document NO-2832 as Prosecution Exhibit 79, a report dated 19 November 1941.
I offer Document NO-3240 as Prosecution Exhibit 80, a report dated 6 March 1942.
I offer Document NO-3146 as Prosecution Exhibit 81, a report dated 25 September 1941.
I offer Document NO-2947 as Prosecution Exhibit 82, a report dated 9 August 1941.
I offer as a final document in Document Book II-C, Document NO3153 as Prosecution
Exhibit 83, a report dated 12 September 1941.
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In document book 2-D I offer Document NO-3359 as Prosecution Exhibit 84, a report No.
190, dated 8 April 1942.
I offer Document NO-3159 as Prosecution Exhibit 85, a report 129 dated 5 November 1941.
I offer Document NO-2828 as Prosecution Exhibit 86, report No. 145, dated 12 September
1941.
I offer Document NO-2834 as Prosecution Exhibit 87, Report No. 150, dated 2 January,
1942.
I offer Document NO-3338 as Prosecution Exhibit 88, Report No. 157, dated 19 January
1942.
I offer Document NO-2948 as Prosecution Exhibit 89, the Report No. 45, dated 7 August,
1941.
I offer Document NO-2950 as Prosecution Exhibit 90, Report No. 40, dated 1 August, 1941.
I offer Document NO-4135 as Prosecution Exhibit 91, Report No. 22, dated 15 July 1941
I offer Document NOKW-587 as Prosecution Exhibit 92, Report of Einsatzkommando 10-B to
Army Group South.
I offer Document NO-3339 as Prosecution Exhibit 93, Report No. 170, dated 23 August
1941.
I wish to correct the record, your Honor. That is, the report No. 170 dated 18 February
1942, Document NO-3339, Prosecution Exhibit 93.
I offer Document NO-2841 as Prosecution Exhibit 94, Report No. 61, dated 23 August,
1941.
I offer Document NO-3148 as Prosecution Exhibit 95, Report No. 89, dated 20 September
1941.
I offer Document NO-3148 as Prosecution Exhibit 96, Report No. 95, dated 26 September
1941.
I offer Document NO*3406 [sic] as Prosecution Exhibit 97, Report No. 117, dated 18
October 1941.
If your Honors please, this concludes the Document Books 2-A, 2-B,
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If your Honors please, the Prosecution is ready at this time to proceed with the case against
those defendants who were members of Einsatzgruppe A. I shall refer first to Document NO2890 which has been previously introduced as Prosecution Exhibit No. 5 and which may be
found in Document Book I on page 20.
This is the affidavit of the defendant Ohlendorf. In paragraph 3 he states there were four
Einsatzgruppen formed at the beginning of the Russian campaign and they were
denominated Einsatzgruppen A, B, C, and D. Further he states in the same paragraph that
the area of operations for which Einsatzgruppe A was responsible was form the center of
Latvia, Lithuania and Esthonia [sic] towards the east.
I refer to Document NO-4134 which may be found on page 27 of Docu-ment [sic] Book I
and which has previously been introduced as Prosecution Exhibit No. 7.
I call the attention of the Tribunal to the first part of the document which enumerates the
various Commandos which formed Einsatz-gruppe [sic] A and their various locations.
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I specifically refer to the location of the Einsatzgruppe III, one of the four commandos of
this Einstazgruppe [sic]. Here we see the towns there as well as their location at White
Ruthenia, In addition to Latvia, Lithuania. Esthonia [sic], White Ruthenia was also a part of
the territory for which Einsatzgruppe A was responsible. Reports that we shall introduce at a
later time will also substantiate this. From this part of this document we may also see that
Einsatzgruppe A was composed of the four commandos previously mentioned. These four
commandos were identified as Sonderkommandos 1A and 1B. [sic] and Sonderkommandos
2 and 3. The Mission of the Sonderkommandos of the Einsatzgruppen and the reasons for
and the purpose of these units has been clearly explained by evidence previously introduced
and therefore, I shall at this time concern myself with the case against the defendant JOST.
I offer Document NO-2896 which is found on page 4 of Document Book 3-A. I offer this as
Prosecution Exhibit 98. This is the SS personnel record of the defendant Brigadef-uehrer
[sic] General Heinz Jost. On page 7 we see a curriculum vitae of the defendant General Jost
in his own words:
"I was born on 9 July 1904 in Holzhausen, district Kirchheim, the son of the pharmacist
Heinrich Jost and his wife Clara, nee Dinges. From 1911 till 1914 I attended the grammar
school in Lorsch (Hessen), following I attended the Senior High School (Gymnasium) in
Densheim until the final examination in 1923. Following that I studied Jurisprudence in
Giessen and Munich; passed the first examination in May 1927. My time of preparation as
legal clerk I spent at the local court in Lorsch, the district court, and labor court in
Darmstadt, the district office in Bensheim and with an attorney in Worms. After passing the
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bar examination in the fall of 1930, I settled down in March 1931 in Lorsch as an attorney.
In March 1933 I became Police Director in Worms, following that in Giessen until April 1934.
After rather long assignment at the Reich Leitung of the DAF. [sic] After rather long
assignment at the Reich Leitung of the DAF, I was taken into the SD on a full-time basis,
and today I hold there the office of an Amtschef.
I joined the NSDAP in the fall of 1927 and received the membership number 75,946. I
worked in the Party as Local Gruppen Leader, District Propagandist, and Organization
Leader, as Speaker, and SA Fuehrer until I was taken over into the SS."
I offer Document NO-4151 found on page 1 of Document Book 3-A. This will be Prosecution
Exhibit 99. This is the affidavit of the defendant Jost. Here he admits he took command of
Einsatzgruppe A at the end of March 1942 and remained in command until the end of
August, 1943. In his own words, he says,
"From the end of March until the end of August or the beginning of September 1942 I was
assigned with the execution of the official business of the Einsatzgruppe A and all affairs of
the commander for the East-land, Ostland, [sic] During this time I took over the office of
the Einsatzgruppe A."
In addition to being the commanding Officer of Einsatzgruppe A Just [sic] was also know
[sic] by the title of BdS Ostland". This denomination, I wish to add, involved no change of
function of the defendant Jost.
Jost himself recently explains his position and titles on page two of this document where he
states – this is paragraph 6 on page 2 of Document Book 3-A. On page 3 of the German
Document Book:
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During my activity as chief of the Einsatzgruppe A I was also commander-in-chief of the
Security Police and SD in East land (BdS Ostland). Headquarters for the Einsatzgruppe A
was located in KRASNOCWARDEISK, whilst headquarters for the commander-in-chief- [sic]
for the Security Police and SD East land was located in RIGA. On the whole the duties of a
commander-in-chief of the Security Police and SD were the same as those of a chief of an
Einsatzgruppe, and the duties of a commander of the Security Police and DS (KdS) the
same as those of a chief of a Sonderkommando or Einsatzkommando respectively. The
difference in these names can be explained by the fact that a commander-in-chief or a
commander of the Security Police and SD was subject to civilian administration and received
his orders from the higher SS and Police Leader or SS and Police Leader respectively, whilst
the Einsatzgruppen and Kommandos received their orders from the Chief of the Security
Police and SD on the one hand, or from locally superior Wehrmacht offices on the other
hand, [sic] After this district had been declared an area of civilian administration all Einsatz
units were changed into units of the commander-in-chief or commander of the Security
Police andSD. [sic] There was no basic change of duties."
This statement is corroborated by Document NO-3256 which I introduce as Prosecution
Exhibit 100, found on page 66 of Document Book 3-A, page 92 of the German Document
Book. Here we see under the heading or rather next to Einsatzgruppe A that Jost was
designated as the commanding officer of Einsatzgruppe A and that his subordinate
commander had the title of KdS. We see from these documents that the only difference that
existed was that from the change of command, in either case directives were funneled
through
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Jost who issued orders to a subordinate. From Document NO-3256 we also see that the
defendant Sandberger was the KdS in Estonia. Lange, whose present whereabouts is
unknown, was the KdS in Latvia, the defendant Strauch was the KdS in White Ruthenia and
that Jaeger, who is also presently at large, was the KdS in Lithuania. At this time the area
was under the brilliant administration of subordinates of the defendant Jost, as the BdS
Ostland and commander of Einsatzgruppe A.
The Tribunal is aware of the mission of the Einsatzgruppe, which has been previously
described and Jost participated in the furtherance of the static plans for the extermination
or liquidation of Russian Jews. Reports which I shall introduce, were phoned and dispatched
by the defendant Jost, as will be seen later. In support of this I offer Document USSR-41 as
Prosecution Exhibit 101. It may be found on page 3 of Document Book 3-A.
THE PRESIDENT: Mr. Glancy, when you are referring to a document please give first the
document book; then the page. When you give us the page number then we don't know
which book is being referred to.
MR. GLANCY: I will follow that, sir, thank you. In the German copy it's page 5. This is the
findings of the Russian Extra-ordinary State Commission for the Investigation of War
Crimes. Here are reported letters-excerpts of letters-by SS-Sturmbamufuehrer [sic]
Kirchstein. It emanates from the officer of the Chief of the Security Police and SD. It's
marked as will be noted "secret." In one of these letters dated 28 May 1942 it is reported
that on 14 April 1943, 243 patients of a mental hospital died. The finding of the Commission
certifying to the fact that these patients were murdered by the forces of the Security
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Police and SD. These forces were under the command of the defendant Jost.
I wish to refer to Document NO-3277 found in Document Book 2-A on page 133. This was
previously introduced as Prosecution Exhibit 56. This is the Operational Situation Report of
the Einsatzgruppe No. 195 dated 24 April 1942. I wish to call the attention of the Tribunal
there's a typographical error in my copy of the document. It's dated here 24 April 1947. I
can assure the Tribunal that's merely a typographical error. The original is 1942. Under the
heading of Einsatzgruppe A", Location KRASNOVADAI it's reported:
"Within the period of the report a total of 1272 persons were executed, 989 of them Jews
who had infectious diseases or were so old and infirm that they could not be any more used
for work, 71 gypsies, 204 communists and 14 more Jews who had been guilty of different
offenses and crimes."
It's interesting to note that in addition to those murders for no reason other than that they
were part of a group of these unfortunates, that it was the basic mission of the
Einsatzgruppen that they had to be exterminated. That's clearly shown by stating that
others whom they murdered were guilty of various misdeeds and crimes.
I wish to refer to Document NO-3281, found on page 128 of Document Book 2-A also
introduced as Prosecution Exhibit 55. This is the Operational Situation Report No. 193,
dated 17 April 1942, under the heading "Lithuania" which as has been shown was under the
command of the defendant Jost, we see that it is reported:
In Olita 22 people were shot on 7 April 1942 because of Communist activities and
connections with partisan groups. Russian stick grenades and explosives were found
128

COURT II-A CASE 9
29 Sept 47-23-6-A-AEH-Burns (Lea)
on several of the Communists and were secured. The same day 22 persons, among them 14
Jews, who purportedly had spread communist propaganda very recently, were shot in
Kauen."
In support of the charges against the defendant Jost contained in the indictment under
Count III I refer again to Document NO-2896, found on page 4 of Document Book 3-A
which was introduced as Prosecution Exhibit 98. Here it is seen that the defendant Jost
joined the NSDAP on 1 Feb-ruary [sic] 1928 and received the party number of 75946. On
page 6 it is noted that he joined the SS in July of 1934 with the SS number of 36243. It is
noted on page 7 that he was a member of the SD as a Section Chief. Through periodical
promotions he rose to the rank of Brigadier General in the SS. This concludes the
prosecution's case in chief against the defendant Heinz Jost.
Noting the time, your Honor, it's ten after four. Does the Tribunal wish that we proceed
against the defendant Sandberger or wait until our session tomorrow morning?
THE PRESIDENT: Well, we have quite a bit of time we can use in some way.
MR. GLANCY: In the case against the defendant Sandberger I offer Document NO-2891,
found on page 73 of Document Book 3-A as Prosecution Exhibit 102. This is the affidavit of
the defendant Sandberger. In this document he states that he joined Einsatzgruppe A in
June of 1941 at which time the area fell under the control of the civilian administration and
Sandberger assumed the duties of KdS in and Pretzsch Elbe. He retained this position until
late in 1943.
I offer this document NO-3246 found on page 15 of Book 3-A, [illegible] This is offered to
(mintelligible [sic]) of the
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It is an express letter to the SSS-Sturnbannfuehrer [sic] Regeierungsrat Dr. Sandberger at
present in Riga.
"I herewith appoint you, effective innediately [sic], commander of the Security Police and
the SD for the Generalbezirk Estonia of the Reich, Commissariat Ostland, office in Reval."
I wish to call attention of the Tribunal to page 31 of Document L-180 which may be found
on page 11 of Document Book 2-A and which has been previously introduced as Prosecution
Exhibit 34.
THE PRESIDENT: Mr. Glancy, may I make another suggestion?
MR. GLANCY: Yes, sir.
THE PRESIDENT: You give us the references in diametrically reverse order. You give us the
smallest order and then higher and higher until we got to the top. We don't know where you
are. Give us the Document Book, the page number, then the document number and then
the paragraph number.
MR. GLANCY: Thank you, your Honor, I will rectify that.
THE PRESIDENT: I think it will be simpler that way.
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MR. GLANCY: This is the infamous report rendered by Stahlecker, predecessor to Jost, as
Commanding Officer of Einsatzgruppe A, under whose command Sandberger was until
Stahlecker's death in March, 1942. This report is dated 31 January 1942. It contains a
comprehensive report up to 15 October 1941.
Your Honors will find the document on page 11 and I quote on page 9 of the document
which is page 19 of the Document Book. I refer to paragraph 3:
"Most of the 4,500 Jew living in Esthonia at the beginning of the Eastern Campaign fled with
the retreating Red Army. About 200 stayed behing [sic]. In Reval alone there lived about
1,000 Jews.
"The arrest of all male Jew of over 16 years of age has been nearly finished. With the
exception of the doctors and the Elders of the Jews who were appointed by the Special
Commandos, they were executed by the Self-Protection Units under the control of the
Special Detachment 1a. Jewesses in Pernau and Reval of the age groups from 16 to 60 who
are fit for work were arrested and put to peat-cutting and other labor."
It has been previously shown that the Defendant Sandberger was in command of
Sonderkommando I-A with headquarters in Reval, Esthonia. Besides the execution of these
unfortunates referred to, we see that the women did not escape unscathed, but suffered the
ignominous [sic] fate of slave labor.
In enclosure 8 on the same document, which Your Honors will find on page 16, which is
page 26 of the Document Book, we see a tabulation of the murders committed by
Einsatzgruppe A, under the Heading, "Esthonia," it reports 474 Jews, 684 Communists,
getting the total of 1,158 persons who met their deaths under the supervision -- under the
command of Defendant Sandberger until October 15, 1941.
In Document Book I, page 79, Document NO-3279, which has been previously introduced as
Prosecution Exhibit –
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MR. GLANCY: 21 – I am sorry, Sir, but due to an oversight, the portion which I was going to
quote and in which we are interested, has been omitted from that part of the document. If it
please the Tribunal, I will reserve and introduce this at a later point.
THE PRESIDENT: Very well. Very Well.
Mr. GLANCY: Thank you. In Document Book III-A, page 13, I offer Document NO-3844. This
is another affidavit. This will be introduced as Prosecution Exhibit 104.
DR. HEIM: (ATTORNEY FOR THE DEFENDANT BLOBEL): Your Honors, as a result of the
method of presentation by the prosecution, it is not possible for me to follow the
prosecution, especially because the prose-cution [sic] does not give the pages in the
German Document Book. I also believe that the other defense counsel suffer from the same
trouble and we cannot correctly put in the exhibit numbers. I therefore would ask the
prosecution to give us the exhibit numbers of those documents submitted in Book III-A and
in the future also the pages in the German document book, if possible.
MR. GLANCY: The prosecution apologizes for this oversight and realizes it makes it very
difficult for the defense counsel. After hours we will be very pleased to aid the defense in
lining up their exhibits.
THE PRESIDENT: Very well, Mr. Glancy. Do you have the page numbers in the German
document books at hand, as you proceed?
MR. GLANCY: I can, Sir, with a slight delay –
THE PRESIDENT: Well, I was thinking perhaps for tomorrow, if you would have them for
tomorrow, as you go along and then for what has already been done you might assist
defense counsel, with one counsel, and he can give it to all the others.
MR. GLANCY: It is my pleasure.
THE PRESIDENT: Any one of you can see Mr. Glancy and he will help you out in getting the
correct numbers.
Mr. Glancy: Here we find in this affidavit of the Defendant Sand132
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berger where he states – It is page 21 of the German – I will quote:
I, Martin SANDBERGER, after being duly sworn, declare an oath:
In my capacity as Commander of the Security Police and the Security Service in Reval from
summer 1941 until summer 1943, the follow-ing [sic] facts became known to me:
When in the winter of 1941/1942 Obergruppenfuehrer JEGKELN (Higher SS and Plice [sic]
Leader Russia-North) travelled on an official trip through PSKOW, he ordered the local office
of the Security Police to shoot 400 Esthonian Jews who were in a working camp in, or near
PSKOW. At the same time he expressed his indignation about the fact that the Jews had not
already been shot previously. This was the reason why the chief of the office did not dare to
postpone the execution, and ask me as Commander of the Security Police and Security
Service in Reval about my opinion, but ordered their immediate execution.
This incident was reported to me orally on the occasion of an official trip through PSCHOW. I
can no longer remember the name of the chief of the office, but one of the three names
mentioned below must be the name of the person who ordered that the order for the
shooting be carried out."
Although the Defendant Martin Sandberger attempts to avoid culpability, these troops in
Pleskau -- which is the German -- by his own admission performed the executions. The
troops in Pleskau were a part of Sandberger's command and he, as commander, is
responsible for their actions.
On page 72 of Document Book III-A, we find Document NO-3873. I offer this document as
Prosecution Exhibit 105; in the German document book it may be found on page 97. This is
an affidavit of the Defendant Sandberger, dated 19 November 1945, where as in other
instances he attempts to avoid responsibility for the actions of troops under his command.
However, the prosecution presents these remarks for the consideration and judgment of the
Tribunal herein he states:
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"I Martin Sandberger, after being duly sworn, declare on oath:
"In my capacity as Commander of the Security Police and the Security Service in Reval from
summer 1941 until summer 1943, the following facts became known:
"Brigadefuehrer Stahlecker who was at that time Commander-in-chief of the Security Police
and of the Security Service in Riga (Russia-North) gave me or my office the following
orders:
"July 1941 that the Jews who were at that time in Estonia should be interned (analogous to
the internment of 'hostile foreigners' in the area of operation).
"About September 1941 that these Jew should be shot.
"I can no longer remember whether these orders were given to me orally by Stahlecker, or
orally or by telephone by his office IV to the Chief IV of Reval."
I wish to note that the office IV is the Gestapo representative.
"The internment order was carried out by the political police of Esthonia or by the prefects
of the Esthonian Police. The shooting order was not carried out by me."
We repeat, these troops were a part of his command and he, as their commander, is
deemed responsible for their actions. The prosecution has charged under Count III of the
indictment that the Defendant Sand-berger [sic] was a member subsequent to 1 September
1939 of the SS and SD, organizations declared to be criminal by the International Military
Tribunal and paragraph I-D of Article II of Control Council law 10.
I refer to Document Book III-A, page 15, Document NO-3246, which was previously
introduced as Prosecution Exhibit 103. It may be found on page 23 and 24 of the German
Book. This document is the SS personal record and shows that he became a member of the
NSDAP on the 1st, of December 1931. [sic] and that he joined the SS on the 11th of May,
1935, with the SS Membership No. 272495.
He received periodic promotions in the SS with the rank of Stand-artenfuehrer [sic] on the
30th of January, 1945. His personal record further
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shows that he was assigned as commanding officer to Amt VI of the RHSA by a letter found
on page 18 – 28 of the German Book, signed by Dr. Maltenbrunner:
"After being relieved of your commission as Commander of the Security Police and the SD,
Italy, you will be transferred from Office I to Office VI of the Reich Main Security Office,
effective retroactively from 1 December 1943. At this time I charge you with the direction of
Group VI-A."
This, Your Honor, concludes the case against the Defendant Sandberger.
THE PRESIDENT: I think this would be a good point at which to recess for the day. Mr.
Ferencz, would you please assign someone to the document book this evening to get the
German page numbers so that we can get that just as quickly as the English page numbers
for tomorrow?
MR. FERENCZ: Yes, Your honor.
THE PRESIDENT: The Tribunal will be in recess until tomorrow morning at 9:30 when we will
convene in Courtroom No. 2, Room 581 – 581. The Tribunal will now rise.
(The Tribunal adjourned until 30 September 1947, at 0930 hours.)
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THE MARSHALL: The Honorable, the Judges of Military Tribunal No. II-A.
Military Tribunal No. II-A is now in session. God save the United States of America and this
Honorable Tribunal.
There will be order in the Court.
THE PRESIDENT: You may continue with the presentation of the prosecution.
MR. GLANCY: Thank you, your Honor.
I would like to ascertain whether or not the defendant Strauch is here represented by
councel [sic] before I proceed with the case against the defendant Strauch.
DR. GLICK (for the defendant Strauch): Your Honor I shall take this opportunity to make the
following statement: My client yesterday morning had another epileptic fit. He injured
himself considerably during that attack. According to available information at the present,
he suffered a knee injury, and a spine injury. He will not be able to attend the proceedings
within the near future. Yesterday, also, he could not attend the trial. I therefore ask that,
for the time being, my client be excused from participating in these proceed-ings [sic]. After
gathering more detailed information from the doctor about the case, I will make a written
application to the Court - which will determine the further condition, and the further
participation of the defendant Strauch in the proceeding. I will then ask for a final decision
of the Court.
If I may continue my statement in this connection: I have had no opportunity to go through
the documents with my client. The documents were only given to me yesterday. Before that
I had only received several excerpts which, in the main, did not concern my client.
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Therefore, I am not in a position to make any statement concerning any documents which
apply to my client. I ask that I be permitted to reserve this right for a later time.
THE PRESIDENT: The record will show that the defendant Edward Strauch is, for the
moment, because of his physical condition, unable to be present in Court and we will be
excused from attendance in Court. The Tribunal, of course, will be ready at all times to
receive any motion which his councel [sic] desires to submit in Strauch's behalf.
With regard to the documents which will now be presented – insofar as may pertain to
Strauch's counsel of course will have ample opportunity – not only to study the documents,
but to reply to them in due course.
MR. GLANCY: Now that it has been ascertained that the defendant Strauch is here
represented by counsel, the prosecution is ready to proceed with the case against the
defendant Strauch.
In Document Book III-A, page 20 of the English, and page 29 of the German, Document
NO-2966, which I now offer as Prosecution Exhibit 106. This is the SS personnel record of
the defendant Obersturmbannfuehrer Lt. Col. Edvard Strauch.
At the bottom of page 20, beside the notation "Security Police Service Record" we see the
following: "Since 4 November 1941 leader of Einsatzkommando Latvia with the
Commander-in-Chief of the Security Police and the SD for the Eastern Territories and since
February 1942 Commander of the Security Police and the SD in White Ruthenia; since
February 1943 assigned to the Deputy of the Reichsfuehrer SS for Anti-Guerilla Combat as
Intelligence Officer (Ic)." The terms Einsatzkommando 2 was in Latvia.
On page 23, at the top of the page, we see that his birth date is given as 17 August 1906,
Struach [sic] at this time being 41 years of age.
In Document Book II-A, on page 57 of the English, page 61 of the German, Document NO3405, which has been previously introduced as Prosecution Exhibit 42. This is an operational
situation report number 156, dated
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16 January 1942.
Turning to page 58 we see that defendant Strauch is listed as a Commandant of the
Security Police and SD for the General District White Ruthenia, temporarily represented by
SS-Sturmbannfuehrer Hofmann. This document refers back to an earlier period and states,
on page 64, at the top of the page, and I quote: "On the 30th November 1941, 10,600 Jews
were shot in Riga. The action was led by the Higher SS and Police Leader. One officer and
20 men of Einsatzkommando 2 took part." Strauch, as has been previously shown, was part
of Einsatzkommando in Lativa [sic] 2 with Headquarters in Riga on the 30th of November
1941. Further, it is reported, "the total to date in the area of Einsatzkommando 2 thus
amounts to 33,970."
I refer to Document Book I, page 79 of the English, page 100 of the German. This is
Operational Report No. 155, dated 4 January 1942. It was received in Berlin on the 14th of
January 1942.
On page 80 we see that the defendant Strauch is listed as a Commander of the Security
Police and the Security Service for the General District White Ruthenia.
On page 84 under the heading of White Ruthenia, I quote: "In White Ruthenia the purge is
in progress. The number of the Jews in the area handed over to the civil administration is at
present approximately 139,000. 33,210 Jews were shot be Einsatzgruppe A since it had
taken over the official duties in White Ruthenia."
I refer the Tribunal to Document Book III-A--.
THE PRESIDENT: Mr. Glancy, you have said "Einsatzgruppe A", and I presume that is
correct. I merely want to have your confirmation on that because it so happens that in the
reproduction that very letter does not appear in my copy. Nor in the copies of my brother
judges.
MR. GLANCY: One moment, please.
It says "A" in the German Book, sir.
THE PRESIDENT: Very well.
MR. GLANCY: I refer the Tribunal to Document Book III-A, page 45
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of the English, page 63 of the German, Document NO-4533, here offered as Prosecution
Exhibit 107. This is an Operational Situation Report No. 168, dated 13 February 1942.
Turning to page 46, we again see that the defendant Strauch is listed as the Commanding
Officer of the Security Police and SD for the General District White Ruthenia.
On page 50, under the heading of White Ruthenia, we see -- it is on page 69 of the
German:
"In Minsk during the period from 1 to 4 February a total of 123 persons were arrested, 80 of
these for refusing to work. Since lately the cases of work refusal became frequent,
especially at the railroad offices, 5 persons who had refused were shot by summary court in
the pre-sence [sic] of the whole crew of an industrial plant."
On page 51, in the second paragraph from the top it is reported that: "On 4 February 1942
the Ghetto of Rakow, 38 kilometers distance from Minsk, with roughly a hundred persons,
was liquidated. The Jews had begun making the population rebellious."
In document Book III-A, on page 59 of the English, page 80 of the German, we find
Document NO-3234, which I offer as No. 183 dated 20 March 1942. On page 60 B1 of the
German Book. Under the heading of White Ruthenia, I quote:
"In the period from the 5th to the 28th of February, the main field office Wilajka shot 29
Jews, 4 Communists, 5 partisans, 5 public enemies, and 4 persons for sabotage. Another 16
persons were arrested.
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In the same Document Book III-A, on page 66 of the English, page 92 of the German, we
find Document NO-3236, which I offer as Prosecution Exhibit 109. This is Operational
Situation Report No. 186 dated --THE PRESIDENT: Mr. Glancy, just a moment please. Here that has another exhibit number.
MR. GLANCY: One moment, sir, I will correct it if that is so.
May it please the Tribunal, the records of the Prosecution show that this has not been
previously introduced. What do your records show, sir?
THE PRESIDENT: We have it marked asExhibit [sic]100.
THE SECRETARY GENERAL: That is 3256, Judge.
THE PRESIDENT: Oh, -3256? Very well. This is 109.
MR. GLANCY: This is operational Situation Report No. 186, dated 27 March 1942. Turning to
page 67 of the English, 92 of the German, we see that the defendant Strauch is listed as the
Commander of the Security Police and the SD for the District General White Ruthenia. On
page 70 of the English, page 95 of the German, under the heading of White Ruthenia, we
note:
"Further operations carried out against the Jews, as for example in Rakow and Tscherwen
(15000 Jews were shot in Tscherwen) create a feeling of insecurity and even anxiety in the
population of White Ruthenia. In the more educated circles it is said that they were not used
to such a procedure during the Soviet regime and that it was im-possible [sic] to estimate
the consequences of such measures."
On the same page, same paragraph, it is reported --page 96 of the German:
"In the interest of further general pacification in the security police field within the area of
the 18th Army, 102 persons were shot during the time covered by the report (former leading
Communist-NKWD operators, saboteurs, partisans)."
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Referring to Document Book II-A, page 118 of the English, page 130 of the German, we find
Document NO-3241, which has been pre-viously [sic] introduced as Prosecution Exhibit No.
53. This is Operational Situation Report No. 178, dated 9 March 1942. On page 121 of the
English, page 133 of the German, we see in the second paragraph, the fillowing [sic] report:
"During an action against the Jews, executed on the 2nd and 3rd of March, 3,412 Jews were
executed in Minsk, 302 in Wileijka, and 2,007 in Barenowitschi. Thus altogether 5, 721 Jews
were executed."
Referring to Document Book III-A, on page 10 of the English, page 17 of the German, we
find Document NO-3872 which I offer as Prosecution Exhibit 110. This is an affidavit of the
defendant Sandberger, executed on the 19th of November 1945. Here we see in paragraph 4
that Sandberger names the defendant Strauch as one of those responsible for persecution
of the Jews in Minsk. The extent to which the defendant Strauch may be held responsible
and the zeal with which he participated in the murder of the Jews may be seen by referring
to Document Book III-A, page 32 of the English, page 44 in the German Document Book,
which I offer as Prosecution Exhibit 111, Document 3428-PS. This is a letter addressed to
the Reich Commissar for White Ruthenia, signed Kube. Here it is stated:
"In every encounter with partisans in White Ruthenia it has been established that in the
former Sovies [sic] part of the District General, as well as in the former Polish part, the Jews
together with the Polish resistance movement in the East and the Red army men of Moscow,
are the mainstay of the partisan movement. As a result of this, and in view of the danger to
the whole economy, the treat-ment [sic] of the Jews in White Ruthenia is a predominantly
political matter which, therefore, should not be solved according to economic,
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but political angles. During detailed consultations with the SS-Brigadefuehrer Zenner and
the extremely capable Chief of the SD, SS-Oversturmbannfuehrer Dr. Strauch, we found
that we had liquidated approximately 55,000 Jews in White Ruthenia during the last 10
weeks. In the Minsk-Land area, the Jewry was completely exterminated without
endangering the allocation of labor in any way. In the prevailing Polish Lida area, 16,000
Jews, in Solnim 8,000 Jews, etc., were liquidated. The preparations for the liquidation of the
Jews in the Glebokie area were completely disrupted by an arbitrary action by the Rear
Army Area, which has already been reported to your office. In the Rear Army Area - I was
not contacted - 10,000 Jews were liquidated, who were schedule [sic] for extermination by
us anyway. In the city of Minsk, about 10,000 Jews were liquidated on 28 and 29 July,
6,500 of whom were Russian Jews - mainly old people, women and children - the remainder
consisted of Jews unfit for work, most of whom had been sent to Minsk from Vienna,
Breunn, Bremen and Berlin in November of the previous year, at the Fuehrer's orders.
"The Sluzk area was also ridded of several thousand Jews. The same applies to Nowogrodek
and Wilejka. Radical measures still remain to be taken for Baranowitschi and Hanzewitschi.
In Barano-witschi [sic] about 10,000 Jews are still living in the town alone, 9,000 of whom
will be liquidated next month. In the town of Minsk, 2,600 Jews from Germany have been
left over. Besides, all the 6,000 Jews and Jewesses are still alive, who have been working,
during the action, with the units who have employed them previously. Even in the future,
the largest Jewish labor force will be in Minsk, since the centrali-zation [sic] of armament
industries and the burden on the railways makes this necessary for the time being. In all the
other areas the number of Jews utilized for labor by the BD and myself will be fixed at 800
at the outside, but at 500 if possible, so that after the completion of the action 8,600 Jews
will remain in Minsk, and approximately 7,600
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in the ten remaining territories, including the territory Minsk-Land which is already free from
Jews. The danger that the partisans will, in future, derive any important support from the
Jews will then have ceased to exist. I myself and the SD would certainly much prefer that
the Jewish population in the District General of White Ruthenia should be eliminated once
and for all when the economic requirements of the Wehrmacht have fallen off. For the time
being, the necessary require-ments [sic] of the Wehrmacht, which is main [sic] employer of
the Jewish population, are still being considered. The clear anti-Jewish attitude of the SD
and the difficult task of the units in White Ruthenia to deliver again and again new Jewish
transports from the Reich to their destination, bot put and undue strain on the physical and
spiritual strength of men of the SD and diverts them from their real purpose, which lies in
the White Ruthenian region itself.
"I should therefore, be grateful if the Reichs commissar could see his way to stop further
Jewish transports until the partisan threat has finally been overcome. I must make 100%
use of the SD against partisans and against the Polish resistance movement, both of which
de-mand [sic] the use of the full strength of the SD-units, which are none too strong as it
is.
"After the conclusion of the anti-Jewish action in Minsk, Dr. Strauch, SS Sturmbannfuehrer,
reported to me tonight, with justifiable wrath, that without any order from the
Reichsfuehrer-SS and without notification of the Commissioner, a transport of 1,000 Jews
has sud-denly [sic] arrived from Warsaw for use in this air fleet area. I should like to ask
the Reich Commissar, who has already been advised by teletype, in his capacity as the
highest authority in the Ostland, to stop such transports. The Polish Jew is, exactly like the
Russian Jew, an enemy of all that is German. He represents a politically dangerous factor,
the political danger of which exceeds by far his value as a specialized worker. Under no
conditions must Wehrmacht
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agencies of the Army or the Luftwqffe [sic] be allowed to import, without the approval of the
Reichcommissar, into an area under civil admin-istration [sic], Jews from the Government
General who might endanger the entire political work and security of the district General. I
am in full agreement with the Commander of the SD in White Ruthenia, that we are to
liquidate every Jewish transport which has not been ordered or announced by our superior
offices, so as to avoid further unrest in White Ruthenia."
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It is clearly evident from this letter that defendant Strauch took an active part in the
liquidation, persecution, deportation, enslavement and murder of the defenseless civilian
population of White Ruthenia, mercilessly exterminating them in conformity with the SD's
plan for genocide. The prosecution has charged in count 3 of the indictment that the
defendant Strauch was a member of the SS and SD, subsequent to 1 September 1939, both
these organizations, declared to be criminal by the International Military Tribunal and
paragraph 1-D of Article 2 of Control Counsel Law No. 10.
I refer to Document Book III-A, page 20 of the English, page 29 of the German, which has
been previously introduced as prosecution Exhibit 106. This it Document NO-2966, the
personnel record of the defendant Strauch. In the second paragraph, we see that the
defendant Strauch joined the NSDAP on 1 August 1931 with the party number 623392. He
has been a member of the SS since 1 December 1931 with the SS number 19, 312.
Turning to page 21 of the English, page 35 of the German, we see that Strauch has been a
full-time member of the SD since August. That is in the fifth paragraph.
"Since August 1934, Strauch has been engaged, on a full-time basis, in a leading position at
the SD/Reichsfuhrer [sic] SS.
This concludes the prosecution's case, in chief, against the defendant Edward Strauch.
MR. FERENCZ: May it please your Honors, we will now proceed to a closer examination of
the documents concerning the defendants in Einsatzgruppe G. Einsatzgruppe B began its
operations in June of 1941 and followed the German Army with the other Einsatzgruppen. I
refer to Document Book II-C, page 46. Document NO-2 34. which is prose-cution [sic]
Exhibit 78. This is on page 52 of the German document book. This document shows an
organizational change in the title whereby Einsatz-gruppe [sic] C was renamed and
redesignated as Einsatzgruppe B. It is this
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Einsatzgruppe B with which we shall be concerned.
An examination of several of the documents such as prosecution Exhibit 61 in Document
Book II-B on page 22, page 23 of the German, Document No-2844 discloses that in addition
to the group staff, Einsatzgruppe B consisted of Sonderkommandos 7-A and 7-B. They are
loosely termed Vor-kommandos 7-A and 7-B and Einsatzkommandos 8 and 9, as well as the
Vorkommando or Advance kommando Moscow. This is shown also on the chart now before
the Court. That there was in ad-dition [sic] a special kommando for Smolensk will be shown
shortly in the affidavit of the defendant Naumann.
These units operated through Minsk, Witebsk, Mogilew, Smolensk, Govel, Riansk, Wjasma
and neighboring places, as a brief study of the reports will disclose. Only the leaders of the
gruppe staff under Kommando 7-A and 7-B and a Vorkommando Moscow are available to us
as defendants, and we will therefore concentrate our examination on activities which
concerned these men.
Responsibility of the defendant Naumann: The defendant Naumann, your Honors, is the
third man in the first row from my left-hand. He is 42 years old, is a Brigadier General in
the SS, and is charged with numerous crimes while he was in command of Einsatzgruppe B.
His own affidavit, Document NO-4150, is offered in evidence against him, of prosecution
Exhibit No. 112. This is found in Document Book III-B on page 1 of the English and German.
THE PRESIDENT: Mr. Ferencz, as I indicated yesterday, it would help us considerably if you
started with the larger unit first. That is, the book, then the page, then the exhibit number,
then the paragraph.
MR. FERENCZ: Yes, sir.
THE PRESIDENT: Now which book was that?
MR. FERENCZ: This is Document Book III-B, page 1, Exhibit No. 4, now offered as Exhibit
112. The affidavit explains that as early
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as 1929, Naumann became a member of the Nazi party. In 1935, he became a full-time SS
leader and a member of the SD as charged in count 3 of the indictment. Naumann also
explains that from the end of this year, he, an SS general, was workin g [sic] as a farm
hand moving from farm to farm under the assumed name of Rudolf Beigen.
Naumann also tells us in his affidavit that he was in command of Einsatzgruppe B from the
end of November. 1941, until February. March, 1943. This, we shall show, is not quite
accurate.
I offer from Document Book III-B, page 4, page 4 of the German, prosecution exhibit 113,
which is Document NO-2970. This is Naumann's SS personnel record and confirms his
membership in the SS and AS. The defendant was awarded the Iron Cross First Class as
well as numerous other decorations. It also tells us on page 11 that he became chief of
Einsatzgruppe in Poland in 1939 and that he became chief of Einsatzgruppe B in Russia on 1
November 1941 and not at the end of November.
This was his own confirmed and signed statement made to the SS in January 1942 and we
must therefore accept that as the more accurate date. This further confirmed by Document
inDocument Book II-C, page 20, page 23 of the German. That was prosecution Exhibit 72
and is Document NO-2830. Naumann is listed on that report as chief of Ein-satzgruppe [sic]
B and it is dated 12 November 1941.
I will read now from Document Book III-B, page 2, page 2 of the German. This is hiw [sic]
own affidavit, Document NO-4150, and I will read from paragraph 4:
[begin block quote]
4.) I know that, while I was its chief, Einsatzgruppe B or, as the case may be, the
Einsatzkommandos, Sonderkommandos, and other units under its control, carried out
executions. I am un-able [sic] to state the total number of executions. There was no longer
any need for me to issue direct orders for executions as all these instructions had already
been given by the Chief of the Security Police and the SD and by my predecessor. I did not
revoke the
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[continuing block quote]
orders already given.
5.) Einsatzgruppe B received from the Reich Security Main Office two or three gas vans but
these were shortly after-wards [sic] passed on to the Einsatzgruppe in the South. As far as I
know, Einsatzgruppe B did not use these vehicles,
6.) In my period of service, ghettos did no longer exist in the area of Einsatzgruppe B.
Neither did I ever witness an execution by means of firearms or gas wagons.
7.) I am aware that the administration chiefs collected valuables and money belonging to
the persons intended for execution. The money and valuables were remitted to the MiniStry [sic] of Finance."
Naumann's connection with the executions is further shown by an affidavit of the defendant
Ott. This is in Document Book II-B, page 64, page 57 of the German copy.
I refer now to prosecution Exhibit 67, Document NO-2993, This is the affidavit of the
defendant Ott. Ott swears, and I quote from paragraph 4 -- this is on page 57 of the
German copy:
para. 4." During the time I was Kommando head of the Kommando 7b, about 80 to 100
executions were carried out by this Kommando. I remember one execution which took place
in the vicinity of BRYANSK. The people to be executed were handed over to my unit by the
local commandant. The corpses were temporarily buried in the snow and later buried by the
army. The valuables which were collected from these people were sent to Einsatzgruppe B.
This was ordered by command of NAUMANN, the head of Einsatzgruppe B, and the same
was true for other executions.
Now may we re-examine some of the documents received in evidence to show the crimes
committed by Einsatzgruppe B during the period from November 1941 to March 1943 when
Naumann admits he was in command. I refer to a document in Document Book II-B on page
12, page 10 of the
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German copy. This is prosecution Exhibit 59, Document NO-2825. This is a report made two
weeks after Naumann took command of Einsatzgruppe B. It describes the murders of
thousands of persons of both sexes and of all ages as well as the liquidation of 83 persons
for being, and I quote from page 14 of the English, page 13 of the German, "racially inferior
elements with an Asiatic strain."
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This report describes activities which probably took place before Naumann assumed
command but inasmuch as it reported the liquidation by Einsatzgruppe B of more than
45,000 persons, the defendant Naumann must have known the nature and functions of the
organization whose command he accepted and held.
I refer to another document in Document Book LL-B, [sic] on page 30, page 31 of the
German. This is prosecution Exhibit 62, Document No-2824, and is the report of 19
December 1941. It describes on page 36 through 39, 36 through 38 of the German copy,
fifteen separate special sections in sixteen different localities by Einsatzgruppe B which resulted [sic] in the shooting of a total of 17,202 Jews, both male and female, and including
the deliberate killing of 16 Jewish and Russian children in a children's home.
The report of 22 December 1941, Document NO-2833--this is in Document Book III-B on
page 15 of the English, page 17 of the German, and it is now offered as prosecution Exhibit
114. I quote from page 19 of the English, page 22, last half of the page of the German
copy. "During a screening of the prisoner of war camp in Witebsk, 207 Jews were arrested.
They were shot.
"Further special operations had to be carried out in Sloboda, Polozk, Biskatowo and
Bytschicha, because the Jews sabotaged the orders of the German occupation authorities.
All together, 286 Jews were shot.
"In Gorodek the Ghetto had to be evacuated because of the danger of the epidemic. 394
Jews were shot.
"During a screening of the prisoner-of-war camp in Wjasma a total of 117 Jews were seized.
They were shot."
In Document Book II-B on page 60 of the English, page 52 of the German, we have
prosecution Exhibit 66, Document NO-3276. This document reports executions by each of
the kommandos of Einsatzgruppe B for the period between 6 and 30 March, 1942, giving a
total of thousands of persons killed. In many instances, a reason is given for the killing
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such as "because of theft or attempted murder or sabotage or spying," but those are very
few and the vast majority are listed as killed with a simple explanation "Jews" or "Gypsies"
or "Membership in the communist part [sic]." That is found on page 56 of the German, page
62 of the English.
Naumann's personnel record in the operational reports cannot be denied. The thousands of
murders we have described were committed by Einsatzgruppe B while the defendant was its
commanding officer.
We turn now to examine more closely the responsibility of the defendant Blume. The
defendant Blume is seated in the first row, fourth seat from the right-hand side. He is 41
years old and was an attorney. His affidavit has already been received in evidence in
Document Book I as Exhibit 10. It is on page 37 of the English, page 43 of the German in
the first document book. There he explains his rise and activities in the SS. In 1933, he
jointed [sic] the nazi party. In 1934 or 1935, he became a member of the SS where he
achieved the rank of colonel. In 1945, he was working for Office 4 of the Reich Security
Main Office.
If your Honors please, Office 4 is the Gestapo and we have charged the defendant with
membership therein in count 3 of the indictment.
Like his colleague Naumann, this doctor of laws, after the termination of hostilities
concealed his activities with the Security Police and went to work as the servant to a farmer.
This summer he was apprehended.
Let us turn to his affidavit first to see the things Blume has been unable to deny. He tells us
in the first paragraph that in June of 1941 he was assigned to Dueben where the
Einsatzgruppen were organ-ized [sic] and until approximately the middle of August he was
chief of Sonderkommando 7-A in Einsatzgruppe B. In paragraph 3, he swears that during
May or June he heard lectures by Heydrich and Streckenback on the duties of the
Einsatzgruppen and Einsatzkommandos. He says in paragraph3, and I quote:
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"At this time, we were already being instructed about the tasks of exterminating the Jews."
And further on he says: "I heard another speech by Heydrich in the Prinz-Albrecht-Palais in
Berlin, in the course of which he again em-phasized [sic] these points."
With this indoctrination, SS Colonel Blume proceeded to carry out his assignment. We turn
again to his affidavitNO-4145 [sic] to learn of his activities during the months of terror while
he was in command. I read from paragraph 4 of his affidavit, found on page 38 of the first
document book, page 45 of the German copy:
"4. As Chief of the Sonderkommando 7 a I carried out one execution in the course of my
duty. I remember one occasion on which between 70 and 80 people were executed in
Witebsk and another occasion on which a similar number were executed in Minsk. On the
latter occasion I only received a directed order from NEBE, Chief of the Einsatzgruppe B, to
find out whether this execution had taken place. I was not present during the whole
execution, but convinced myself that it was carried out. In both cases a kind of trench was
dug; the persons destined to die were placed in front of it and shot with carbines. About 10
people were shot simultaneously by an exectuion [sic] force of 30 to 40 men. There was no
doctor present at the execution, but the leader of the execution force who was responsible
made sure that the people were dead. Coups de grace were not necessary. Neither was
there in my unit any specialist in the art of shooting in the neck. I did not take part in any
further mass execution.
5. I received all orders regarding executions, direction and duties of Sonderkommando 7 a,
which was subordinate, to me in Dueben or in the Prinz-Albrecht-Palais in Berlin. During the
campaign I never received any further orders."
It is therefore quite clear that what happened in Sonderkommando 7-A in the field was
controlled solely by its commanding officer, the defendant.
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Before turning to the reports themselves to point out to the Tribunal and the defendant
some executions he neglected to mention, I offer his personnel record found in Document
Book III-B, page 21, page 25 of the German. This is Document NO-3245 and simply
corroborates his position in the SS and SD after 1939 as charged in count 3 of the
indictment.
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MR. FERENCZ: Your Honor please, the defense counsel is asking to see the document. The
document was introduced yesterday as an exhibit, and it is now in the court archives where
it may be examined, and the defense counsel may raise objection to this at any time if he
so sees fit.
DR. LUMMERT: (for defendant Blume) I would like to reserve the right to raise an objection
against this, because it is not clear from where these personnel records originate, or from
which agency they come. Furthermore, I believe I remember that the document has not
been submitted yet. I am surprised by this.
THE PRESIDENT: Mr. Ferencz, was that the document submitted into evidence?
MR. FERENCZ: I beg your pardon, Your Honor, the document was not submitted. This is in
Doc ument [sic] Book III-B, and the document is now here, and it has been just now
handed to me.
THE PRESIDENT: Will you now introduce it?
MR. FERENCZ: Yes, Your Honor. I was about to introduce it as Prosecution's Exhibit No. 115.
THE PRESIDENT: Very well.
MR. FERENCZ: It is in Document Book III-B, on page 21, and it is simply a corroboration of
the defendant's position in the SS and SD after 1939 as charged in Count III, of the
Indictment.
I now offer from the Document Book III-B on page 27, page 28 of the German Prosecution's
Exhibit No. 116. This is Document NO-4537, and is an operational situational report. It
shows that Einsatzkommando 7-A killed an unspecified number of Jewish and Russian
Communist Party functionaries on 3 July in Wilna. The numbers are not given, and even if
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the Einsatzkommando killed only one it was murder. The report further states that
Einsatzkommando 7-A is trying to push forward to Minsk as fast as possible.
I refer now to Document Book II-B, page 1 of the English, and page one of the German.
Prosecution's Exhibit No. 57, Document NO-2937. This is another report where under the
Einsatzgruppe B heading the report shows that in Minsk the Einsatzgruppe was screening all
male inhabitants, and had executed 1050 Jews, with others being executed daily, including
officials, and Asiatics. They further state that in Wilna, and we saw in the last document that
Kommando 7-A was in Wilna on 3 July. Up to 8 July Einsatzkommando had liquidated 321
Jews.
DR. LUMMERT: Dr. Lummert for the defendant Blume. So far as the document last
mentioned is concerned, I would like to point out an obvious mistake. In the place just
quoted, the German document book III-B, page 37, English Document Book - - - one
moment, please, page 31, on top, and I quote: "In Wilna the local Einsatzkommando
liquidated 321 Jews up to 8 July." Sofar [sic] as this local kommando is concerned, they did
not mean the Sonderkommando 7-A, which was commanded by the defendant Blume, but
they mean Einsatzkommando. [sic] 9. This mistake is very evident when you look at the
previous document --- may I draw the attention of the Court to document No. 4537, in the
German document book, page 33, in the English document book, page 28, in the middle of
the page there it says: "Einsatzkommando 9, location Wilna", this location Wilna is
mentioned as the local Einsatzkommando in the other document book. The defendant
Blume, therefore, has nothing to do with the paragraph in the Document Book NO-2937,
and this is very obvious.
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MR. FERENCZ: May it please Your Honors, I think the point of defense counsel is a
reasonable one to make. However, the last of his statement, "This is very obvious" is not
exactly accurate, because on the same page where he pointed it out that Einsatzkommando
9 was in Wilna on 3 July, the very same page 28 in the document book III-B, it also says
Einsatzkommando 7-A was in Wilna on the same day. When I referred to the other
document,five [sic] days later describing the execution in Wilna, it gave the total killed by
the Einsatzkommando, without stating which Einsatzkommando it was. I concede it could
have been one or the other, but it certainly has probative value to show what the Einsatzkommandos [sic] were doing, and that the Einsatzkommando 7-A was in that place five
days previously.
DR. LUMMERT: If I may add another thing to this. I don't want to discuss this matter as
such. I merely raise this objection, because so far as I think there is an obvious error here,
for the local Einsatzkommando could never be a Sonderkommando, because the
Sonerkommando [sic] had the mission, as is well known, to follow the troops and never had
any headquarters.
THE PRESIDENT: Dr. Lummert, your objection and observation are now on record, and they
will be available to you when you present your client's case.
DR. LUMMERT: Yes.
MR FERENCZ: We have been showing, Your Honor, that Einsatzkommando 7-A was in Wilna
on 3 July, and was trying to push forward to Minsk as fast as possible. We had referred to
Prosecution's Exhibit No. 57, showing that in Minsk, report dated 13 July, thousands of
people were executed for being officials, Jews and Asiatics, and, we
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have just shown that "A" kommando in Wilna had executed hundreds of people five days
earlier before the report shows that Sonerkommando [sic] Seven was there.
I refer now to Document Book-III-B, page 32, page 40 of the German, and offer Document
NO 2954-E as Prosecution's Exhibit No. 117. Here under the heading "Einsatzkommando 7A in reports from Witebsk", the report states and I refer to: "By appointed Jewish Council so
far about 3000 Jews registered. Badges for Jews introduced. At present they are being
employed with clearing rubble. For determent, 27 Jews, who had not come to work, were
publicly shot in the streets. The Ruthenian part of the population has approved of this.
Large scale execution of Jews will follow immediately."
The Tribunal will recall that the defendant Blume referred to executions, which he witnesses
in Witebsk. I refer now to Document Book III-B, page 37, page 60 of the German, and I
offer document NO 2949 as Prosecution Exhibit No. 118. Here under the heading
Einsatzgruppe-B the report dated 5 August 1941, describes how various groups were
rendered harmless in thirty different named localities, and that Einsatzgruppe executions by
31 July had reached 11,084.
I now refer to Document Book II-B, page 7, page 5 of the German. This was Prosecution
Exhibit No. 58, Document NO-2837. This is a report dated 29 August 1941, describing the
numerous killings by Einsatzgruppe B including on page 10 of the English, page 7 of the
German, "in Witebsk also actions against the Jewish intelligentsia were continued," and, "in
Minsk 615 more persons were liquidated in the course of the combing-out-action in the
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civilian prisoners camp there." What could the defendant have been doing while all of his
comrades were so busy.
I refer to Document Book III-B, page 39, page 64 of the German. This is Document NO3842, the affidavit of the successor of the defendant Blume. This is the affidavit of the
defendant Steimle, and offered as Prosecution's Exhibit 119. Steimle states in the middle of
paragraph 2, and I quote: "From talk by members of the Kommandos, I know that SSStandartenfuehrer Dr. Blume, my predecessor in this Kommando in White Ruthenia, carried
out shootings of Jews besides fighting against partisans." And further, Steimle states in the
middle of paragraph 3, page 67, of the German copy, page 41 of the English: "SS
Standarten-fuehrer [sic] Dr. Blume: From Office I Reich Main Security Office, later
Commando-in-chief of the Security Police in Greece. Finally with the Waffen-SS, Led [sic]
the EK 8a from the beginning until September 1941. Carried out shootings of Jews and
partisans and partisan warfare on the march through White Ruthenia. Character, weak and
bureaucratic."
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In Document Book II-B on page 22, page 23 of the German, we have Document NO. 2844,
Prosecution's Exhibit No. 61. This gives us some further indication of what Blume was doing.
It reports on page 27, page 29 of the German, that by the 20 August 1941,
Sonderkommando 7-A, very loosely termed, Vor-Kommando 7-A, liquidated a total of 996
persons. The defendant did not deny carrying out at least one execution, but he might have
us believe that the more than nine-hundred executions, which he forgot to mentions in his
affidavit, occurred in a few days after he relinguished [sic] command of Sonderkommando
7-A in the middle of August, we rely on the judgment of the Tribunal.
We now come to the responsibility of the defendant Steimle. The defendant Steimle is the
last man in the second row of the dock on the righthand side.
I offer Document NO-4459, which is in Document Book III-B, on page 44, German Book
page 71, as Prosecution's Exhibit No. 120. This is Document NO-4459, and is the second
affidavit of the defendant Eugen Steimle to be introduced. We see from the affidavit of
Steimle, that Eugen Steimle is thirty-eight years old, and in 1932 he joined the Nazi Party
and four years later he joined the SS where he achieved the rank of Colonel. In September
1936, he was appointed leader of the SD in Stuttgart. Like so many of his friends Steimle
hid under an assumed name after the end of the war until he was arrested in October 1945.
The defendant's membership in criminal organizations, as charged in Count III of the
Indictment, is further confirmed by his SS personnel record. This is in Document Book III-B,
on page 46, page 74 of the German, Document NO-3247, offered as Prosecution's Exhibit
No. 121. His personnel record also contains a letter of recommendation from the
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Reich Main Security Office, Berlin, and I quote from page 51 of the English, and page 80 of
the German in the middle of the page, I quote: "SS-Obersturmbannfuehrer Steimle has
proved his ideological and political dependability already during the time when National
Socialism fought for its existence. He is a man of absolute integrity and an SS-leader
conscious of his responsibility. His mental capacities are above average, and he has a talent
to negotiate skillfully [sic] and is showing great assurance. Endowed with a good political
instinct and corresponding psychological abilities, he made himself in a relatively short time
throro-ughly [sic] acquainted with the secret message communication ser-vice [sic], and
started first of all to solve with great success the problem of the gathering of intelligence
information. He is pursuing with greatest tenacity and energy his aim to establish a well
functioning secret communication service in Western Europe. During his assignment in the
East as leader of a Sonderkommando he has shown excellent qualities in leading and
treating the men entrusted to him. Especially during the winter combat 1942/43 the
Kommando participated frequently and sucessfully [sic] in combat-actions. With the
exception of his age, Steimle is meeting the condit-ions [sic] of the SS-order of 15
November 1942. Because of his whole personality, his performance and his official positions,
we are asking for his extraordinary promotion to SS-Standartenfuehrer, inspite [sic] of the
fact that he has not yet reached the minimum age of 36, which is required by the
Reichsfuehrer SS for such a promotion." End of quote.
Document NO-459 tells us that he was commanding officer of Sonderkommando 7-A from
the beginning of September 1941, until the middle of December 1941. Paragraph 3 on page
44, page 72 of the German, goes on to say that the defendant
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Steimle received instruction for executions early in October at a conference with Nebe who
was then Chief of Einsatzgruppe B. Nebe told him that Sonderkommando 7-A, when fighting
Jews, so far had not been shooting women and children, Nebe insisted, however that
henceforth Sonderkommando 7-A would shoot women and children as well. The defendant
Steimle tells us that he received these instr-uctions [sic] from his superior officer. In the
next breath he denies he ever passed on this order. He likewise denied in both of his
affidavits that his kommando shot any Jews.
I refer now to Document Book III-B, page 39 page 64 of the German, No-3842, where he
even denies that workers were sent to Germany while he was in command, He admits that
his unit had a gas van or gas chambers as he called it, and he just adds to it that it was
never used. He does admit in his second affidavit that he carried out executions, in fact, he
says, they numbered between 100 and 250, but the persons executed were partisans,
persons suspected of being Partisans, and members of the Russian Army, who had refused
to surrender. He was quick to point out however, that even in those executions orders never
came from him but were already in existence. The defendant Steimle also said in Document
Book III-B, page 45 of the English, page 73 of the German, "It can be assumed that a
Captain or 1st Lieutenant folt is [sic] in Sonderkommando 7-A, had been shooting people but
it was on his own initiative. The defendant does not know that Foltis carried out executions
of Jews," anyway. All of this makes interesting reading, However, let's now turn to the facts.
In Document Book III-B on page 44 of the English, and page 71 of the German, we have
Steimle's affidavit NO-4459, which was Prosecution's Exhibit no. 120. It tells us that
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he was in command of Sonderkommando 7-A until the middle of December 1941.
In Document Book III-A on page 45 of the English, page 63 of the German, we have
Prosecution's Exhibit No. 107, Document NO-4533. This report gives the correct listing of
the leaders of the Kommando, and clearly list Steimle as commander of Sonderkommando
7-A, on 1[illegible] February 1942, two months after Steimel [sic] swears he was back in
Stuttgart. This is further corroborated by the following document in Document Book III-B on
page 53 of the English, and on page 82 of the German, I offer Document NO-4784 as
Prosecution's Exhibit No. 122. This report again show [sic] Steimle as commander of the
Sonderkommando 7-A on 30 January 1942. In Document Book II-A, on page 104 of the
English, page 112 of the German, we have Exhibit No. 51, which was Document NO-3278,
and shows Steimle in command on 12th of January.
In Document Book II-B, on page 47 of the English, and page 42 of the German, we have
Prosecution's Exhibit No 64, No-3143, which is the report of 23 September 1941, and states
on page 53 of the English, and page 47 of the German, that executions totaled for
Sonderkommando 7-A up to 13 September 1941, were 1011.
I refer now to Document Book II-B, page 16 of the English, and page 15 of the German,
which is Document NO 3156, which is Prosecution's Exhibit No. 60.
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This report states on page 18, page 17 of the German, "The Sonderkommando 7a also
reports of juvenile communists who were liqui-dated [sic] as they had had the intention of
blowing up a railway bridge, nearing completion. Explosives had already been supplied and
were at hand.
"In Welikije Luki a group of juveniles who had the intention of blowing up a railway bridge
was also rendered harmless. The ring-leader [sic] of the group had persuaded the others to
participate."
It also gives on page 21 of the English and German the total executions by
Sonderkommando 7a, up to 28 September 1941 as 1252, an increase of almost 250.
I refer now to Document Book II-B, page 41, page 39 of the Ger-man [sic]. This is
Prosecution Exhibit 63, Document NO-3403. This report dated 26 October 1941 gives the
execution total for Sonderkommando 7a as 1344 persons.
I refer again to Document Book II-B page 12, page 10 of the German. This is Prosecution
Exhibit 59, Document NO-2825, here on page 14, page 13 of the German. After a long
description of liquidations by Ein-satzgruppe [sic] B for trivial offenses the report states that
Sonderkommando 7a carried out 173 liquidations during the report period.
THE PRESIDENT: Mr. Ferencz, would it be convenient for you to suspend at this point.? [sic]
MR FERENCZ: Yes, your Honor.
THE PRESIDENT: Very well, the Tribunal will be in recess for fifteen minutes.
(A recess was taken.)
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THE MARSHALL: Persons in the courtroom please take your seats.
The Tribunal is again in session.
THE PRESIDENT: Mr. Ferencz, before you begin I should like to make an announcement to
defense counsel. Yesterday afternoon two of the attorneys, I presume speaking for all of the
defense counsel, came to my chambers and again requested for some time in which to
prepare the defense and the opening statements. The Prosecution has proceeded much
more rapidly than I originally thought they might so that we will have some time available,
and your request is not an unreasonable one. What is reasonable is apparent to the world
and what is unreasonable is also apparent to the world, so therefore, we will allow you the
balance of the week after the Prosecution terminates its presentation, which it seems
possible, may even happen this afternoon. In fact we will remain in session until the
Prosecution has finished today so that, therefore, you will have Wednesday, Thursday and
Firday [sic] and Saturday, of course, and Sunday also, to make whatever preparations you
need to proceed with the case next week.
Now, in order that the interpreters will have the translation before them, it is necessary that
at least eight of the opening state-ments [sic] be ready by Friday afternoon. Now, eight
attorneys, and it will be most convenient naturally, if they were the first eight defendants, if
those attorneys could have their speeches ready by Friday afternoon, they will be delivered
to Room 106, to Mr. Hodges, who is the head of the translation section. The balance of the
opening statements will be ready by Monday noon and will also be submitted to Mr. Hodges
in Room 106.
Now, is there any of defense counsel who thinks that he might not have his opening
statement ready by either one of those two dates? I hear no comment. Therefore, the
Tribunal will assume that by Friday afternoon, by that we mean no later than four o'clock
this Friday, the first eight opening statements will be in Mr. Hodges' hands, and the
remainder in his hands by Monday afternoon.
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Next week on Monday, we will hear the opening statements, and than [sic] we will proceed
to the taking of evidence on behalf of the defendants.
Very well, you may proceed.
MR. FERENCZ: Before I proceed, your Honor, I would like to make an additional request of
defense counsel. Yesterday the question was raised about having the original documents
available to the defense counsel so that they might compare them with the photostatic
copies. The Prosecution received permission from the Deputy Military Governor to have the
original documents which were used in the case brought here by Colonel Helm, who is the
custodian of the documents and the commanding officer of the Berlin Document Center.
These documents are now in my office, but they must be returned to Berlin as quickly as
possible. Inasmuch as considerable care is exercised with those docu-ments [sic] and they
must be guarded at all times, I would therefore request the defense counsel come to my
office this afternoon if possible and compare the documents with the photostats to assure
themselves that all the photostats are true copies and have not been altered in any way so
that Colonel Helm may return to Berlin with the documents tomorrow if possible.
THE PRESIDENT: Mr. Ferencz, would it be agreeable to Colonel Helm, who is the custodian
of these documents, to allow them to remain in Nurnberg for ome [sic] more day, that is to
say, all of tomorrow? Defense counsel will then be free to make whatever comparisons they
desire, and then he could leave on Thursday if that is satisfactory.
MR. FERENCZ: Yes, your Honors, I see it is satisfactory to Colonel Helm to leave on
Thursday with the documents.
THE PRESIDENT: Then defense counsel will understand they will have all the rest of today
and all tomorrow to make those comparisons. The documents will not be available after
tomorrow night, and the Tribunal will not after that time hear any complaint about
comparisons between photostats and originals.
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MR. FERENCZ: To continue, your Honor, we were discussing the responsibility of the
defendant Steimle, and I have referred to Docu-ment [sic] Book II-B, page 12, page 10 of
the German, Prosecutions Exhibit 59, where on page 14 of the English, page 13 of the
German, there is a long description of liquidations by Einsatzgruppe B for trivial offenses,
and the report states that Sonderkommando 7a carried out 173 liquidations during the
report period. The total number of executions by Einsatzgruppe B up to the 14th day of
November 1941 is then given as 45,467 and the total for Sonderkommando 7a is 1517. This
is on page 15 of the English, page 14 of the German.
Now by comparing Exhibit No. 64 with Exhibit No. 59, we can see that from the 13th day of
September 1941 to the 14th day of November 1941, which is only part of the period during
which the defendant Steimle admits he was in command, the total of executions increased
from 1011 to 1517 giving an increase of over 500 persons killed in that time. In his affidavit
the defendant Steimle conveniently forgot more than half of that.
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I now would like to call the attention of the Tribunal to Document Book II-B, page 30, also
page 30 of the German. This is Prosecution Exhibit 62, Document NO-284. This is the report
of 19 December 1941, describing the general activities of Einsatzgruppe B without breading
[sic] is down into particular units and describes executions in 14 different localities,
resulting in the death of over 17,000 Jewish men, women, and children, but the Defendant,
SS Colonel Steimle says he knows nothing about this.
I refer now to Document Book II-B, page 54, page 48 of the German. This is Prosecution
Exhibit 65, Document NO-3160. In this report, dated the 25th of October, 1941, at a time
when the Defendant Steimle was admittedly in command, it was reported that
Sonderkommando 7-A gave special treatment to 63 communists, functionaries, NKBG
agents, and agitators.
The description of the Kommando's activities follows in numerical order and it also states on
page 54, page 48 of the German --Sonder-kommando [sic] 7a and before its description of
Sonderkommando 7a -- that -- and I quote on page 48 of the German.
"The Jews partly resisted the turning of the village of Belowschtschina into a ghetto for the
Jews of Sadrudubs and 272 Jew and Jewesses were liquidated consequently, most of the
members of the Communist Party, publicaly [sic] dangerous elements and political
agitators, amongst them a political commissary who had instigated the Jews in their
opposition."
This was charged in paragraph 7g of the indictment and is also sup-ported [sic] by a
document in Document Book II-A, page 46, page 45 of the German. This was Prosecution
Exhibit 39, Document NO-2656 and was an activity report sent by Heydrich, confirming
these facts. The defendant Steimle firmly denies that Jews were ever shot by his
Kommando. I will not take up the time of the course by going into a lengthy examination of
Steimle's activities as Commander of Sonderkommando 4a. It is clear that he was held in
sufficiently high esteem by his superiors to assign him to that important position from 25
August 1942 to 15 January 1943.
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Here again the defendant denies that any executions occurred on his part but in paragraph
4 of his affidavit, Document NO-4459, which is in Document Book III-B, on page 44 of the
English, page 71 of the German, and prosecution Exhbit [sic] 120, he says that a deputy
leader, Major Schmidt, was attached to Colonel Steimle and directed the executions
independently.
The functions of Sonderkommando 4a, whose command Steimle received from the
Defendant Blobel will be shown in greater detail in the presenta-tion [sic] of the case
against Blobel. It will be in the light of this total picture of death, despair, and destruction
that the credence of Defendant Steimle's statement must be weighed.
We come to the responsibility of the Defendant Ott. Ott is seated fifth from the left in the
second row of the dock. His affidavit was intro-duced [sic] previously in Document Book IIb,
page 64, page 57 of the German. It is Document NO-2993 and Prosecution Exhibit 67. It
tells us that he became the commanding officer of Sonderkommando 7b on the 15th of
February, 1942, and remained the head of this Kommando until about a year later in
January 1943.
Let us turn to the defendant's own words to see what occurred while he was head of
Kommando 7b. I quote from paragraph 4 of his affidavit, which is on page 64 of the English,
page 57 of Document Book IIb. Quote:
"During the time I was Kommando Head of the Kommando 7b, about 80 to 100 executions
were carried out by this Kommando. I remember one exe-cution [sic] which took place in
the vicinity of Bryansk. The people to be executed were handed over to my unit by the local
commandant. The corpses were temporarily buried in the snow and later buried by the
army. The valuables which were collected from these people were sent to Einsatzgruppe B.
This was ordered by command of Naumann, the head of Einsatzgruppe, and the same was
true for other executions."
In Document IIIb on page 66, page 124 of the German, we have Ott's SS personnel record.
We offer that document, NO-4747, as Prosecution Exhibit 123. I will read from page 71,
which is a sketch of his life
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history prepared by Ott himself in 1934. Ott states:
"In fall 1922 I joined the Party. I was an SA man until I resigned, together with a number of
comrades because of the irregular conditions and the discord in the continuously changing
administration of the Ortsgruppe at the time. I rejoined the Party on 1 September 1931.
Since then I have been permitted to serve my Fuehrer also in the SS. During the period of
my temporary withdrawal I remained faith-ful [sic] to Adolf Hitler's ideals. I have been a
National Socialist since 1922 and never belonged to any other party.
Pge [sic] 74 shows further that from 1 October 1935 Ott had a full time job with the SD of
the Reichsfuehrer SS. The defendant's membership in the SS and SD has been charged
against him in Count 3 of the in-dictment [sic].
I refer now to a document in Book II-A on page 66, page 92 of the German. This is
Document NO-3236 and was Prosecution Exhibit 109. This report gives us the location and
leaders of the Kommandos as of 27 March 1942 and clearly shows Ott as Chief of
Sonderkommando 7b, located in Bryansk with detachment in Orel. This confirms the defendant's [sic] location and position in connection with his admis169
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sion of executions in Bryansk.
In Document Book II-B on page 60, page 52 of the Germany [sic], we have Document NO3276, which is Prosecution Exhibit 66. This states on page 62, page 56 of the German, that
Sonderkommando 7b gave special treatment to -- which means executed -- 82 persons
during the period 6 March to 30 March 1942. I quote:
"19 among them for collaborating with partisans, 22 for engaging in Communist propaganda
and for proved membership of the Communist Party, 14 for making incendiary remarks, 27
Jews."
This was one month after the Defendant Ott took command. In this report also, each of the
Einsatzgruppe Kommandos of Einsatzgruppe B reported executions totaling thousands of
persons killed including thou-sands [sic] of Jews given special treatment.
As concerns the defendant, therefore, we have his admission of 80 to 100 executions. We
have corroborated the fact that he was in command of 7b in Bryansk where he directed one
execution. We have in addition presented the official report of another execution by Ott's
commands while he was responsible and during which 82 persons were killed, some for
membership in the Communist Parties, others merely for being Jews. We accept Defendant
Colonel Ott's own statement of 80 to 100 executions committed under his command as
adequate explanation of his later activities.
We came to the responsibility of the Defendant Klingelhoefer, who is seated sixth from the
left in the second row. I refer to Document Book III-B, page 57, page 112 of the German
copy, and I offer Document NO-4235 as prosecution Exhibit 124. This is an affidavit of the
Defen-dant [sic] SS Major Waldemar Klingelhoefer. In it he tells us that he joined the Nazi
Party in 1930 and became a member of the SS in 1933.
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DR. ASCHENAUER (Attorney for defendant OHLENDORF): Your Honors, I am sorry to
interrupt, but the exhibit number did not come through.
MR. FERENCZ: Exhibit No. 124.
We were saying that his affidavit shows his membership in the Nazi Party since 1930 and
his membership in the SS since 1933. In Document Book III-B on page 61, page 116 of the
German, we have Klingelhoefer's SS personnel record. This is Document NO-4809 and
offered now as Pro-secution [sic] Exhibit 125. Here the defendant in 1944 sketched his life
his-tory [sic] and tells us further on page 65 of the English, page 123 on the bottom of the
page of the German translation, quote:
"Since 1 December 1934, I have been doing full time duty in the Security Service (SD) of
the Reichsfuehrer SS."
The membership in the SS and SD -- it is charged against him in Count 3 of our indictment.
His career with Einsatzgruppe B was a varied one, for he was at different times a member of
one Sonderkommando, the leader of another Kommando, and finally a staff officer of
Einsatzgruppe B Headquarters. His affidavit states that he became a member of
Sonderkommando 7b when the Einsatzgruppe was formed in Dueben. The major says he
was assigned as an interpreter. He remained with Sonderkommando 7B until August 1941
when Nebe, who then commanded Einsatzgruppe B ordered him to replace the Defendant
Six. As the leader of the Vorkommando Moscow, Klingelhofer [sic] tells us that
Vorkommando Moscow disbanded for a short period in September 1941 and in October, it
was reformed in two parts, one of which was commanded by Klingelhofer [sic] until
December 1941. On the 20th of December, 1941, Major Klingelhofer [sic] was assigned as
an interpreter, he says to the staff of Einsatzgruppe B and he held that position for the next
year.
Let us examine the affidavit now to see what the major says he was doing when he was not
serving merely as an interpreter. I read from paragraph 3 of his own statement found in
Document Book II-B, on page 58, page 113 of the German. Quote:
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"….. 3. While I was assigned by Nebe to the leadership of the Vorkommando Moscow, Nebe
ordered me to go from Smolensk to Tatarsk and Mistislawl to get furs for the German troops
and to liquidate part of the Jews there. The Jews had already been arrested by order of
Hauptsturmfuehrer Egon Noack. The executions proper were carried out by Noack, under
my supervision. Those Jews, who were going to be exe-cuted [sic], were led to the edge of
a pit, which had already been prepared for this purpose, and shot from behind while they
were standing there. There was no physician present during these executions. Due to their
standing position at the edge of the pit these people mostly fell into the grave after they
had been hit by the bullets. In case it was noted that someone in the pit was still alive, he
received the coup de grace. Approximately 50 Jews were shot during these two executions."
"….. 4. Approximately one month later, at the end of September or the beginning of
October, Nebe ordered me to go again to Tatarsk for the purpose of a Jewish action,
because the remaining Jews had left the ghetto in Tatarsk contrary to orders given them.
Nebe ordered me to establish an example. When I arrived in Tatarsk I found out that this
report was correct."
"Thereupon I had the remaining Jews, approximately 30, shot. I carried out this order to
prevent these people from joining the parti-sans [sic]. Although I had orders to shoot
women and children too. I did not comply with this part of the order."
Now let us turn to the official reports to add a few things which apparently have escaped the
defendant's memory. Let us recall that from August 1941 to September 1941 he admits to
having commanded all of Vor-kommando [sic] Moscow and from October to December he
admits having commanded part of it. In Document NO-2844, as Prosecution Exhibit 61, and
I quote from the bottom of page 27 of the German, on page 26 of the English, quote:
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"The Vorkommando 'Moskau' was forced to execute another 46 persons, amongst them 38
intellectual Jews who had tried to create unrest and discontent in the newly established
Ghetto of Smolensk."
The report goes on to say on page 27 of the English, page 29 of the German, that the staff
of Einsatzgruppe B and the Vorkommando Moscow by the 20th of August had liquidated 144
persons. I refer now to Do-cument [sic] Book II-B, page 47 of the English, page 42 of the
German. This is Document NO-3143, which was the Prosecution Exhibit 64. On page 53 of
the English, page 47 of the German, it gives the execution total for Vorkommando Moscow
up to 13 September as 312, an increase of more than 150 persons executed since the 20th
of August.
In Document Book II-B, on page 16, page 15 of the German, we have Document NO-3156,
which his Prosecution Exhibit 60. This is an Opera-tional [sic] report of 9 October 1941 and
states on page 18 of the English, page 17 of the German and I quote from paragraph 3:
"Operations against functionaries, agents, person committing sabotage and Jews.
In Choslawitschi, the Jews living in the Ghetto there had, accor-ding [sic] to reports by the
Russian population, tried to create a panic by spreading false runours [sic] to the effect that
the Bolchevists [sic] were supposed to be advancing. They furthermore threatened to take
revenge after the return of the Bolchevists [sic]. The FKM thereupon sent a Kommando and
li-quidated [sic] 114 Jews."
It also states on page 21 of the English and 21 of the German, that the total liquidation by
the Group Staff and Vorkommando Moscow by Sep-tember [sic] 28, 1941, increased to
2,029 persons killed. This represents an increase of about 2,000 since the 20th of August
and during the time the Defendant Klingelhofer was in command.
In Document Book II-B on page 54, page 48 of the German, we have Document NO-3160.
This is Prosecution Exhibit 65 and gives us the offi173
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cial report dated October 25, describing the execution of the Jews in Tatarsk. The defendant
told us about this execution in his affidavit. His statement there that contrary to the orders
he had received, he did not shoot women and children is refuted by the official report that
at least three Jewish women were shot. I quote from page 54 of the En-glish [sic], page 43
of the German:
"The Gruppenstab and the Vorkommando Moscow (Advance units) under-took [sic] an
action against the Jews in Tatarsk. The Jew had begun to leave the Ghetto on their own
authority and to return to their old quarters trying to expel the Russians billeted there in the
meantime. The village was combed through systematically and the Jew were herded
together on the market square. Some of them had fled and had to be driven out of the
nearby woods. As punishment for not following the order of the Ger-man [sic] Security
Police all male Jews and three women who were in Tatarsk at that time were shot."
This is further corroborated in Document Book II-A on page 46, page 45 of the German.
This is Prosecution Exhibit 79, Document NO-2656. This is an Activity and Situation Report
of the Einsatzgruppen sent by Hey-drich [sic] to Ribbentrop and confirms exactly on page
50 of the English and page 50 of the German the quotation given.
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In Document Book II-B, on page 41, page 39 of the German, we have Document NO-3403.
This is Prosecution Exhibit 63. It reports that the total executions by the Gruppenstab and
Vorkommando Moscow as of 26October [sic], 1941, increased to 2, 457. There is nothing in
the reports to substantiate the defendant's contention that the Vorkommando Moscow was
divided into two parts; or, that his authority was at any time limited to only one part of this
commando. Thus, we have seen that while the Defendant Klingelhoefer was in command of
the Vorkommando Moscow literally thousands of persons were executed, and many of these
even the defendant has b een [sic] unable to deny. Klingelhoefer in his affidavit stated also
that from May to August, 1941 he was an inter-preter [sic] in Sonderkommando VII-B. We
will not contest his role there for his rank alone belies his statement, and we will just pause
only to call the attention of the Tribunal again to Document Book II-B, page 22, page 23 of
the German. This is Document No. 2844, and is Prose-cution [sic] Exhibit 61. This report,
dated 4 September 1941, gives the execution total for Sonderkommando VII-B as 886. Can
the defendant Major Klingelhoefer deny that he was connected with these crimes? I will not
take up the time of the Court by repeating again the crimes committed by Einsatzgruppe B
during the period from December, 1941, to December, 1943, when the Defendant
Klingelhoefer admits he was a member of the Einsatzgruppe B staff. All of the crimes
attributed to the Defendant Naumann specifically as commander of the Einsatz-gruppe [sic]
B occurred while Klingelhoefer was on his staff and it is contend-ed [sic] by the Prosecution
that the defendant, a major on the headquarters staff, cannot evade responsibility for these
offenses by his simple statement that he was merely an interpreter.
We come now to the responsibility of the Defendant Six. The de-fendant [sic] Six is seated
in the first row, fifth from the right. In con-nection [sic] with the case against him, I refer to
Document Book III-B, page 79, page 145 of the German. This is Document NO-4807, and is
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offered as Prosecution Exhibit 126.
DR. ULMER(Attorney for the Defendant Six):
Your Honor, I would like to ask you to refuse the Document 4807, as it admittedly contains,
in contrast to the photo copies which are in my hands, questionable remarks. It is not quite
the photostat of the original itself; it does not quite agree with it.
MR. FERENCZ: I wish Defense Counsel would make it clear what the remarks are that do
not agree with the original.
MR. PRESIDENT: Please be a little more specific.
DR. ULMER: I wish to express that I question the probative value of this document as far
as my defendant, my client, is concerned.
THE PRESIDENT: If you are merely questioning the probative value, that is something which
the Tribunal will determine in due course; but, if you wish to point out some discrepancy
between the photostat and the German reproduction in your book, that is another matter
and I shall be glad to hear from you on that score.
DR. ULMER: The photostat of theoriginal [sic], which is in my hands at the moment,
contains no entry concerning the promotion to Brigadefuehrer, while the document itself
which has been introduced as Document 4807 contains such an entry.
THE PRESIDENT: Mr, Ferencz, you have both the sheets before you. Will you please clarify
this situation?
MR. FERENCZ: Yes, Your Honor. I am introducing this document at this point to show that
the Defendant Franz Alfred Six was a section chief in the SD headquarters in 1941. On the
first page of the photo-static [sic] copy of this record, which comes from the official German
archives in Berlin, it says that this is the record of Dr. Six and shows him as being Amtchief,
which is Section Chief, in SD Hauptamt, which is the SD main office. That is the reason why
this document is offered. I am not sure that I understand the objection to it.
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THE PRESIDENT: Do you note any discrepancy?
MR. FERENCZ: There is no discrepancy between the English translation on this point and the
German copy. I think the objection is to the point of Brigadefuehrer, the rank of the
defendant which is not shown here. It shows him as Oberfuehrer. However, that is not the
point we are making.
THE PRESIDENT: Dr. Ulmer, if the Prosecution does not make the point against which you
have an observation to make, then no harm results.
DR. ULMER: I have merely this one objection to this document, and I would like the Tribunal
to allow me to come back to this when my case is beginning.
THE PRESIDENT: Yes, that right will be reserved to you.
DR. ULMER: Thank you.
MR. FERENCZ: Returning to tis [sic] Document NO-4806 - 4807, I beg your pardon, it is
offered as Prosecution Exhibit 126, and shows that the defendant was a section chief in SD
headquarters in 1941.
In Document Book III-B, on page 76, page 142 of the German, we have Document NO4546, which is offered as Prosecution Exhibit 127. This is the affidavit of the Defendant Six.
In in [sic] he tells us that he became a member of the Nazi party in 1930, when he was only
twenty-one years old. Five years later he joined the SS, after having been a member of the
Brown Shirted SA. In 1935 he became a member of the SD, and four years later became
head of an SD office in Ber-lin [sic]. Count III of our indictment charges the defendant with
his membership in the SS and SD. Then, like many of his associates, the Defendant Six,
too, acquired a sudden interest in agriculture; and at the end of the war assumed an alias
and went to work as a farm hand. The defendant admits that in June, 1941, he was ordered
to Berlin where Heydrich, chief adjutant, assigned him to Vorkommando Moscow. He admits
that he was the commanding officer of Vorkommando
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Moscow until the 20th of August, 1941; and that the kommando operated in Smolensk and
Tolotshino. We saw in the affidavits of several of the other defendants the nature of the
instructions and orientation lectures given to Einsatzgruppe Kommando leaders in Berlin in
June of 1941. General Six tells us, however, that his kommando was much different from
the others. General Six was only supposed to collect files and documents, he says.
At this point, Your Honor, I would like to make reference to a document which through an
error is not in the document book. I have the document, NO-2956, here in loose form, and
it is ready to be introduced as an exhibit. We wish to introduce it solely to corroborate the
defendant's statement that he was in Tolotshino at a certain time, and to give the total
executions of Einsatzgruppe B at a certain period. With the Court's permission, I would like
to introduce this now loosely, and I will distribute it to the defense counsel at this time and
to the Court at this time.
THE PRESIDENT: Very well. You may introduce it.
MR. FERENCZ: This document, NO-2956, is now offered as Prose-cution [sic] Exhibit 128.
Here under the heading of Einsatzgruppe B it lists the Vorkommando Moscow and gives its
location as Tolotshino, confirming the defendant's statements. It also says that the total
liquidations carried out by Einsatzgruppe B up to the time of re-porting [sic], 23 July, 1941,
was 7, 620, with 3, 386 of these having been killed between the 14th and 19th of July.
In Document Book III-B, on page 37 - on page 60 of the German, we have Document NO2949, which is Prosecution Exhibit 118. This gives the location of Einsatzgruppe B as
Smolensk, and we recall that the defendant deposed that he was stationed at Smolensk. It
also states on page 38 of the English, page 62 of the German, that the Einsatzgruppe
execution total up to 31 July was 11, 084, which meant that Einsatzgruppe B and its units
killed about 4,000 people
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in eight days. There is no mention of archive collections.
In Document Book II-B, on page 7 of the English,page [sic] 5 of the German, we have
Document NO-2837, which was introduced as Prosecution Exhibit 5 8. I noticed in checking
the document that it is an ex-tract [sic] and one part has been omitted, which I would now
like to include. The original exhibit, of course is the complete document, and is in the
record. However, I have an errata sheet which includes a small portion giving the location of
Vorkommando Moscow, and, with the Court's indulgence and permission, I would like to
distribute that to be added before the document on page 7 of Document Book II-B. This
document, which is Prosecution Exhibit 58, is the report dated 24 August. It shows us on
the errata sheet that Vorkommando Moscow, located in Smolensk, is listed under
Einsatzgruppe B, and that the Wehrmacht had turned over to the Vorkommando Moscow
740 persons, presumably partisans, who had been arrested on the highways. There still is
no mention of any collecting of documents.
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A later report is more specific about the activities of the Vorkommando Moscow. This is in
Document Book II-B, page 27, and is Document NO-2844, introduced as Prosecution Exhibit
61. This gives us, on page 27, page 29 of the German, the numbers executed by every unit
under Einsatzgruppe B. It gives us the total liquidation for the groups up to the 20th of
August, 1941, and the defendant admits he commanded Vorkommando Moscow 'till then,
and it shows that Einsatz-gruppe [sic] B executed 16, 964 persons up to the 20th of August;
and a total for the Gruppenstab and the Vorkommando Moscow together was 144. On page
26, page 27 of the German, of this document, this is further broken down and shows clearly
that Vorkommando Moscow executed 46 persons in Smolensk, and I quote: "The
Vorkommando Moscow was forced to execute another 46 persons, among them 38
intellectual Jews who had tried to create unrest and discontent in the newly established
Ghetto of Smolensk." Still no mention of document collections.
After August the defendant Six left his post as commander of Vorkommando Moscow. It is
interesting to note, however, that Vorkommando Moscown [sic] which the defen-dant [sic]
swore was only an archive collecting unit, reported that its execution total had gone up to
312 by 13th September. This was in Document Book II-B, page 47, page 42 of the German,
in Document NO-3143, which was Prosecution Exhibit 64.
In Document Book II-B, page 16, page 15 of the German we have Prosecution Exhibit 60,
which gives the total executions by the Gruppenstab and the Vorkommando Moscow up to
28th September, 1941 is over 2,000 persons killed.
In Document Book II-B , on page 41, page 39 of the German, we have Document NO-3403,
which is Prosecution Exhibit 63, and gives the total executions up to 26th October for the
Gruppenstab and Vorkommando Moscow as 2,457 persons killed.
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In the presentation of the case against the defendant Klingel-hoefer [sic], who took over the
command of Vorkommando Moscow after Six, we gave numerous illustrations of executions
by that unit. The defendant Klingelhoefer apparently was not aware of the fact that
Vorkommando Moscow was -- as Franz Six would have us believe -- supposed to collect
documents. In view of the extermination func-tion [sic] of all Einsatz units, the pattern of
whole-sale murder, and the number of executions shown to have occurred in Vorkommando
Moscow, while the defendant Six was in command, we submit that his contention that he
was merely there to collect archives is quite incredible.
This concludes, your Honors, the presentation of the individual responsibility of the
defendant in Einsatzgruppe B.
At this time will continue with Einsatzgruppe C unless the Court chooses to recess.
THE PRESIDENT: It is so close to the recess period, that we will now take the noon recess
and reconvene at 1:45.
(A recess was taken until 1345.)
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AFTERNOON SESSION
THE MARSHALL: The Tribunal is again in session.
THE PRESIDENT: In order that there may be no misunderstanding about the preparation of
the opening statements, please let me repeat that the first eight speeches must be in the
hands of the Director of the Language Division in Room 106 by Friday afternoon of this
week; and so that it may not be left to chance, as to who the first eight defendants will be, I
will enumerate them:
Ohlendorf, Jost, Naumann, Rasch, Schultz, Six, Blobel and Blume.
Now, the eight speeches in reference to these eight defendants will be in the hands of the
Translation as indicated. The speeches for the other, namely:
Sandberger, Seibert, Steimle, Biberstein, Braune, Haensch, Nossko, Otto, Strauch,
Klingelhoefer, Fendler, von Radetzky, Ruehl, Schubert, and Graf -- will be in the hands of
the same Chief of Translation Section on Monday by noon.
MR. GLANCY: May it please the Tribunal -- I beg your indulgence for a moment. Yesterday
in the prosecution's presentation of the case in chief against the defendant Sandberger
prosecution noted that an excerpt was missing from its book, namely, Document Book I,
Document NO-3279. I have learned that it was in all other books except the Prosecution's. I
wish to make this a part of the record -- one paragraph of the case in chief against
defendant Sandberger. With the Tribunal's permission I will read it. It is on page 78a of the
English, 108a of the German, already included under the heading, "Location
Krasnowardeisk", also under the heading of "Communism" it states:
"With the exception of one, all leading communist
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Officials in Esthonia have now been seized and rendered harmless. The sum total of
communists seized runs to about 14,500. Of these about 1,000 were shot and 5,377 put
into concentration camps. 3,785 less guilty supporters were released."
That is all, your Honors.
DR. HOCHWALD-HORLICK: If the Tribunal please, before I present Document Book No. IIIC, which deals with the individual responsibility of the defendants who were active in the
Einsatzgruppe C, I want to inform the Tribunal that we tried to get Dr. Surholt, who
represents the defendant Rasch -- and the prosecution has been informed that Dr. Surholt
left for Berlin without leaving any substitute here. So I do think, as Dr. Surholt was duly
informed by the Tribunal that the case will start on Monday, and as Dr. Surholt was present
at the arraignment of the defendant Rasch, the prosecution should be permitted to now
present its case against the defendant Rasch now.
THE PRESIDENT: The prosecution will proceed - and from this incident let me state when
the Tribunal informs all counsel that any session will take place on any particular day,
automatically counsel must realize that he will be present on that day or the case will
proceed in their absence.
DR. HOCHWALD-HORLIK: Thank you, your Honor.
May it please the Tribunal. I shall now proceed with the presentation of Document Book IIIC. The documents contained in this document book refer to the individual responsibility of
the defendants who were active in Einsatz-gruppe [sic] C. In most instances it will be
necessary to refer to evidence that has already been presented in earlier stages of the trial.
Your Honors will find the document
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numbers and their descriptions of the documents in the order in which I shall refer to them
in the list -- with the reading in the order of presentation. The list was to be inclosed [sic] in
the Document Book but, unfortunately, by mistake only the first four and one-half pages are
in the book itself. But I have furnished the Secretary General with other copies and as far as
I know there are copies also of the second part in the order I now present before the
Tribunal.
Einsatzgruppe C, which from June to November 1941 was under the command of the
defendant Rasch consisted, beside the Group Staff of Sonderkommando 4A and 4B, of
Einsatzgruppen 5 and 6, as your Honors will see on the chart on the wall. The original code
letter for this Einsatzgruppe was, until 11 July 1941, Einsatzgruppe B. From 11 July on,
however, the Einsatzgruppe, which consisted of these four units, was re-named
Einsatzgruppe C. This change took place for reasons of organization, and I would like to
refer in this connection to Document Book II-C, page 46 of the English, page 52 of the
German, Prosecution Exhibit 78, Document NO-2934, which shows the change. This
document shows also the defendant Rasch as commander of Einsatzgruppen B and C,
respectively. Einsatzgruppe C operated, in the time in which the crimes particularized in
paragraph 8 of the Indictment were committed, in the Ukraine. The defendant Ohlendorf
stated, in paragraph 3 of his affidavit, which is in Document Book I, page 22 of the English,
page 23 of the German, Prosecution Exhibit 5, Document NO-2890 - that Einsatzgruppe C
had the Ukraine except for the part occupied by the Einsatzgruppe D. At a later time when
the Einsatzgruppe D advanced towards the Caucasus, Einsatzgruppe C was in charge of the
entire Ukraine
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insofar as it was not under civil administration.
The Operational Situation Report in evidence shows that Einsatzgruppe C operated at a time
which mainly concerns our presentation, in the area of Shitomir, Khiev, Lemberg, Sloviansk,
Rowno, Stalino, Nikolajew, and Poltawa.
I am sorry your Honors are not able now to see this area directly on the chart -- it is just
behind the witness box.
As to the tasks of the Einsatzgruppe C, I only want to refer briefly to Document Book I,
page 89 of the English, 121 of the German, Prosecution Exhibit 23, Document NO-3154,
which is Operational Situation Report No. 80, dated 11 September 1941. This Operational
Situation Report describes the tasks of Einsatzgruppe C as follows, and I quote from page 1
of the English translation, under the heading, "Observation made and measures taken by
the Security Police":
"Beside the thorough liquidation of the Party organization and the operations to clear the
country of Jews who constitute the most evil disintegration factor, the executive operations
by Einsatzgruppe C at present also include, above all, the fight against the partisan
nuisance."
The defendants in the dock who were, at different times and in different positions,
commanders or members of Einsatzgruppe C and Sonderkommandos and
Einsatzkommandos, were the defendant Rasch, Schulz, Blobel, Steimle, Biberstein,
Haensch, Fendler, Radetsky and Graf.
The personal responsibility of the defendant Steimle, who was commander of
Sonderkommando 7a of the Einsatzgruppe B from September to December 1941, and
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commander of Sonderkommando 4a of Einsatzgruppe C, from August 1942 to January
1943, has been already discussed during the presentation of Document Book III-B, and I
shall here avoid repetition.
The responsibility of the defendant Rasch. The defendant Rasch -- in paragraph 1 of his
affidavit dated 13 August 1947, which is in Document Book III-C on page 1 of the English,
page 1 of the German, Document NO-4749, which I offer as Prosecution Exhibit 129 -admitted having been commander of Einsatzgruppe C from May to October 1941, but he
omitted to state that he was, for a short period, at the end of October and the beginning of
November 1941, commander of Einsatzgruppe B. This is proved by the Operational
Situation Report No. 126, Document Book I, page 28, 31 of the German, Document NO4143, which is Prosecution Exhibit No. 7. This Operational Situation Report shows Rasch in
charge of Einsatzgruppe B on the 29th of October. Another Operational Situation Report,
which is in Document Book II-D on page 10 of the English, 8 of the German, Prosecution
Exhibit 85, Document NO-3159, lists him in the same position on the 5th of November.
However, it is apparent from Operational Report No. 132 -- Document NO-2830, in
Document Book II-C on page 21 of the English, 23 of the German, Prosecution Exhibit 72,
that after this short service he returned to Einsatzgruppe C as its commander, as this report
shows him in this position on the 12th of November 1941. I do not want to take up the
Tribunal's time by quoting all the documents in evidence which prove the thousands of
murders and atrocities which were carried out by the units of Einsatzgruppe C during the
time when Rasch was in command. But I might be
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permitted to refer to some of the Operational Situation Reports in evidence.
Operational Situation Report No. 128, Document Book II-C, page 1, Document 3157,
Prosecution Exhibit 68, shows -- and I am quoting from pages 3 and 4 of the document:
"As to the purely executive matters, approximately 80,000 persons were liquidated until
now by the Kommandos of the Einsatzgruppen. Among these are approximately 8,000
persons through investigations convicted of anti-German [sic] or Bolshevistic activities. The
remainder was liquidated as a retaliatory measure. Several retaliatory measures were
carried out as large-scale actions. The largest of these actions took place immediately after
the occupation of Kiev. It was carried out exclusively against Jews with their entire families.
The difficulties resulting from such large-scale actions - in particular concerning the seizure
- were overcome in Kiev by requesting the Jewish population through wall-posters to move.
Although only a participation of approximately five to six thousand Jews had been expected
at first, more than 30,000 Jews arrived who until the very moment of their execution still
believed in their resettlement, thanks to an extremely clever organization.
"Even though approximately 75,000 Jews have been liquidated in this manner, it is already
at this time evident that at this time this cannot be a possible solution of the Jewish
problem. Although we succeed, in particular in smaller towns and also in villages, in
accomplishing a complete liquidation of the Jewish problem, again and again it is, however,
observed in larger cities that after such an execution all Jews have indeed disappeared. But
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when after a certain period of time a Kommando returns again, the number of Jews still
found in the city always considerably surpasses the number of executed Jews."
I would like to draw the attention of the Tribunal to some of the facts which this report
reveals. Of 80,000 persons - only 10% of the total, as it is stated here, were convicted
through investigations, - which means, in other words, that they were murdered without so
much as a semblance of a trial. The remaining 90% - 72,000, were executed as a
retaliatory measure. We cannot imagine crimes of such magnitude which would justify the
killing of 72,000 people in retaliation, and it is even beyond imagination how the powerless
civilian population could have been able to permit such crimes.
Operational Situation Report No. 106, which is in Document Book I, page 122 of the English,
page 149 of the German, Document 3140, Prosecution Exhibit 30. You will find, in the
middle of the page, a note which reveals that approximately 35,000 Jewish inhabitants of
Kiev were actually exterminated on the 29th and 30th of September 1941 by
Sonderkommando 4a under the command of the defendant Blobel, at the time when Rasch
admittedly was commander of Einsatzgruppe C, to which Sonderkommando 4a was
subordinate.
Operational Situation Report No. 132, which is in Document Book II-C, on page 23 of the
German -- and I want to refer to pages 23, 24 and 25 in the English -- reads, in connection
with Einsatzgruppe C, as follows:
"The number of executions carried out by Sonderkommando 4a meanwhile increased to
55,432. Among those executed by Sonderkommando 4a in the second part of the
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month of October 1941 until the date of this report, in addition to a comparatively small
number of political functionaries, active communists and people guilty of sabotage, etc., the
larger part were again Jews, and a considerable part of these were again Jewish prisoners of
war who had been handed over by the Wehrmacht. At Borispol, at the request of the
Commander of the Borispol Prisoner of War Camp, a platoon of Sonderkommando 4a shot
752 Jewish prisoners of war on 14 October 1941 and 354 Jewish prisoners of war on 10
October 1941, amongst them some commissioners and 78 wounded Jews, handed over by
the camp physician."
I skip the first few lines on page 4, and quote from the first paragraph of this page, your
Honors: "Another platoon of Sonderkommando 4a was active at Lubny and, without any
interference, executed 1365 Jews, Communists and partisans, among them 53 prisoners of
war and a few Jewish riflewomen." I do expect these were Jewish women carrying weapons.
It is obvious that the 55,432 executions were not carried out in a few days, but that is the
number of total murders committed by Sonderkommando 4a.
THE PRESIDENT: Mr. Hochwald, it will be assumed by the Tribunal that once you introduce
an exhibit, even though you only read a small portion of it the entire exhibit is in evidence.
DR. HORLICK-HOCHWALD: Your Honor, I was only referring now to documents which are in
evidence, and we always put the complete report in.
THE PRESIDENT: I only want to make this statement so that defense counsel may feel free
to refer to the other parts of the exhibit. Naturally,you [sic] are only reading a fragment of
the exhibit, but the entire exhibit is evidence
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and will be regarded as being in evidence.
DR. HORLICK-HOCHWALD: That is correct; and we have always submitted a photostatic
copy of the complete report.
(continuing) These executions were carried out with Rasch as commander of Einsatzgruppe
C by Sonderkommando 4a, which was a Sub-unit of Einsatzgruppe C.
I would like to quote further from the same document, your Honors -- page 25 of Document
Book II-C, the same document from which I quoted, 28 of the German, paragraph 1 of this
page:
"Sonderkommando 4b is stationed at Poltawa, according to a report dated 16 October 1941.
Slaviasnsk is to be the next location. The work of Sonderkommando 4b, influenced partly by
weather and road conditions, was mainly limited to the town area of Poltawa. In the week
from 4 October 1941 to 10 October 1941, a total number of 186 persons were executed,
among them 21 political functionaries, 4 people guilty of sabotage and looting and 161
Jews. In addition, the task of the Sonderkommando included searches and pursuits of
former leading Communist Party functionaries and members of the executory committee of
the Poltawa district."
I skip the next paragraph and quote from paragraph 3, page 19 of the original, your
Honors, page 29 of the German, just under the heading:
"The number of people executed by Einsatzkommando 5 amounted to 15,110 on 20 October
1941. From this number, 20 political functionaries, 21 people guilty of sabotage and looting
and 1847 Jews were shot between 13 October 1941 and 19 October 1941. On 18 October
1941, 300 insane Jews of the Kiev lunatic asylum were liquidated, which represented
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a particularly heavy mental burden for the members of Einsatzkommando 5, who were in
charge of this operation."
I now quote from the second to the last paragraph on the same page, your Honors:
"137 trucks full of clothes, made available in connection with the campaign against Jews at
Shitomir and Kiev, were put at the disposal of the National Socialist People's Welfare
Organization - NSV - for further disposal. The greater part of these article, after necessary
disinfection, were distributed among German nationals. From this stock a field-hospital of
the Waffen-SS, among others, was also able to meet its requirements of woolen blankets,
etc."
I would like now to quote from Operational Situation Report No 111, document Book 2a,
page 44 of the English, page 40 of the German, Document NO-3155, Prosecution Exhibit 38
-- it is on page 2 of the translation, the third paragraph from the bottom of the page:
"In the period between 7 September and 5 October, 207 political officials, 112 saboteurs
and looters as well as 8,800 Jews were liquidated by Einsatzkommando 5.
"Special Kommando 4b, in the period between 14 and 27 September, executed 13 political
officials, 32 looters and saboteurs as well as 25 Jews."
From this quotation it may be seen that all units under the defendant Rasch took part in the
killings of thousands of people. As to Rasch's responsibility for killings carried out by
Einsatzgruppe B, where he was in command at least from 29 October to 5 November 1941,
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it is sufficient to compare Operational Situation Report No. 125, which is in Document Book
II-B, page 42 of the English, page 39 of the German, Document 3403, Prosecution Exhibit
63, with another Operational Situation Report in evidence -- Operational Situation Report
No. 133, in the same Document Book II-B, on page 15 of the English. The document starts
on page 10 of the German, Document NO-2825, Prosecution Exhibit 59. The first report, No.
125, which is on page 42 of the English, 39 of the German, which is dated 26 October 1941,
lists on page 2 of the translation the execution total of Einsatzgruppe B, as 37,180 persons.
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The report No. 133 which is on page 15, 13 of the German, which is dated on the 14
November 1941--it is on page 15 of the document book, 45,467 executed by the same unit.
In this number of persons killed by Sonderkommando 4-B, Einsatzkommando 9 and
Vorkommando Moscow which be-longed [sic] to Einsatzgruppe B were not in 2-B.
Nevertheless, the increase shown in this period between 26 October and 14 November is
8,273. As Rasch was in charge of Einsatzgruppe B at least from 29 October-5 November, he
is in charge and responsible for this.
The documentary evidence against defendant Rasch is corooborated [sic] by affidavits of
some of his co-defendants. I refer to Document Book III-A, page 10 of the English, page 17
of the German, your Honors. Document NO-3872, prosecution Exhibit 110. This is an
affidavit of the defendant Sandberger dated on the 19th of November, 1945. This document
lists Rasch under paragraph 5-B as responsible for the persecution of Jew in the Ukraine.
The affidavit of the defendant Schulz which is in Document Book No. I on page 97 of the
English, 134 of the German, Document NO-3644, prosecution Exhibit 26 reveals that Rach
informed Schulz in Lemberg that Jewish officials and other inhabitants of this town were
alledgedly [sic] guilty of murder. 2,500 to 3,000 persons were arrested and most of them
were killed. It was Rasch who informed Schulz that according to an order of the Fuehrer not
only guilty but also strongly suspected persons were to be shot as a so-called reprisal.
Rasch had the supervision of the killings which were carried out by Einsatzkommando 6, he
was personally present at the executions. Schulz was ordered to take part in the execution
by Einsatzkommando 5 and it was Rasch who handed down the order to Schulz that all Jews
were to be shot. Exceptions were to be made only in cases where the Jew were necessary
for forced labor. Rasch also ordered that Jewish women and children were eventually to be
shot, together with the male Jewish population so that no avengers could survive.
I offer another affidavit of the defendant Schulz which is in
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Document Book III-C on page 60 of the English, page 98 of the German, Document NO3841 which I offer as prosecution Exhibit No. 130. In this document, Schulz in paragraph 6,
the second to the last paragraph on page 3 of the document, your Honors, it states that
Rasch distinguished himself by extraordinary ruthlessness. He also ordered that the c
ommand-ers [sic] of the individual units of Einsatzgruppe C should personally take part in
the killings.
An affidavit of the defendant Blobel which is in Document Book I on page 129 of the
English and 159 of the German, prosecution Exhibit 31, document NO-3824 - and I am
referring to paragraph 3, 6 and 7, 8 and 9 of the document--it states that when Blobel
joined Einsatzgruppe C as chief of Sonderkommando 4-A in June 1941, Rasch was in charge
of Einsatzgruppe C. That is in paragraph 5. Rasch was personally present during the
execution of 700 to a thousand persons near Korosta which took place in August or
September, 1941.
Paragraph 6 on page 2 of the document, page 130 of the document book, your Honors,
Blobel's unit which was one of the units of Einsatzgruppe C and was directly under the
command of the defendant Rasch, also killed women and children. In September or
October, 1941, Blobel received from Einsatzgruppe C a gas wagon and one execution was
carried out by using this gas wagon. At the end of September 1941, the group staff of
Einsatzgruppe C participated in the mass execution of Jews in Kiev. When Blobel was ill,
Rasch or Radetski [sic] replaced him and Blobel knows that during that time executions
were carried out.
Now as for the charge of count 3 of the indictment that he was on the 1st of September,
1939, a member of an organization declared to be criminal by the International Military
Tribunal, namely the SS, the Gestapo, and the SD. I refer to document book III-C, page 3
of the English, and the German, and offer Rasch's SS personnel file, Document No-3253 as
prosecution Exhibit 131. This document proves that Rasch was a member of the SS and the
SD from 1936 on.
On page 6 of the document book, in the SS he also had the rank of
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General Major which is equivalent to the rank of Brigadier General in the American army,
and in the SS he was a leader of the regional area of Fulda Werra from the 1st February
1939 on. And rose to the rank of inspector of the Sipo and SD Security Police and Security
Service which is a high ranking position in the Gestapo too. In the Gestapo he was attached
as the Brigadier General of the police to the Gestapo Koenigsberg from the 1st of December
1940 on.
Page 8 of the document book, your Honor. He received a high SS decoration--the death
head and the sword of honor. Membership in Criminal organization is also proved by his own
affidavit to which I have already referred. That is in Document Book III- C, page 1, prosecution [sic] Exhibit 1 to 9, document NO-4749. Sonderkommando 4-A, the case of the
defendant Blobel. I refer to Document Book I, page 130 of the English, 159 of the German.
This document is NO-3824, prosecution Exhibit 31, an affidavit of the defendant Blobel
states that he was commander of Sonderkommando 4-A from June 1941 to January 1942.
In this capacity he was directly subordinated to defendant Rasch. It was Blobel and
Sonderkommando 4-A who exterminated approximately 35,000 Jews in Kiev on the 29th and
30th of September 1941.
Operational situation report No. 106, which is in Document Book No, I, page 118 of the
English, 149 of the German, Document NO-3140, prosecution Exhibit 30, shows that Blobel
arrived at Kiev -- and this is on page 3 of the document, paragraph 2 under the heading of
I--Kiev.
Blobel arrived at Kiev already on the 21st of September. I would like to correct no [sic] error
which appears in the English translation. In the document, the name of Blobel is not written
out but your Honors will find on top of the document in a later sheet referring to this
particular sentence and there it is shown that the name of Blobel appears in the original
document.
This document reveals that Blobel arrived at Kiev already on the 21st of September.
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In another operational situation report which is in Document Book II-C on page 21 of the
English, page 23 of the German, Document NO-2830, prosecution Exhibit 72, about the
location Sonderkommando 4-A under Blobel on the 4th of November, 1941, Rasch discloses
that he personally was in command of the Kiev action.
I would like to quote from Document NO--I am sorry, from Document Book I, page 118 of
the English, 149 of the German. This is Document NO-3140, prosecution Exhibit 30. I quote
from page 124 of the document book, page 155 of the German.
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II.
Executions and other Measures
["]Partly because of the better economic situation of the Jews under the Bolschevist [sic]
regime and their activities as informers and agents of the NKWD, partly because of the
explosions and the resulting fires, the public feeling against the Jews was very strong.
As an added factor it was proven that the Jews participated in the arson. The population
expected adequate retaliatory measures by the German authorities. Consequently all Jews
of Kiew were requested, in agreement with the city commander, to appear on Monday, 29
September until 8 o'clock at a designated place. These announcements were posted by
members of the Ukrainian militia in the entire city. Simultaneously it was announced orally
that all Jews were to be moved. In collabora-tion [sic] with the Gruppen staff and 2
Kommandos of the police regiment South the Sonderkommando 4a executed on 29 and 30
September 33771 Jews. Money, valuables, underwears and clothing were secured and
placed partly at the disposal of the (Nazi Party Public Welfare Organization) NSV for use of
the racial Germans, partly given to the city administration authorities for use of the needy
population. The transaction was carried out without friction. No incidents occurred. The
"Resettlement measure" against the Jew was throughout approved by the population. The
fact that in reality the Jews were liquidated, was hardly known until now, according to up to - date experiences it would however hardly been objected to. The measures were also
approved by the Wehrmacht. The Jews who were not yet apprehended as well as those who
gradually returned from their flight again to the city were in each case treated accordingly.
Simultaneously a number of NKWD officials, political commissars and partisan leaders were
arrested and liquidated."
I skip the next three paragraphs and quote from the last paragraph on page 10, page 156
of the German under the heading--it is ten of the document, you Honors.
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III.
Shitomir, actions against Jews.
After the confinement of the Jews to a restricted area which had been carried out by the
Feldkommandatur following a suggestion of the Sonderkommando 4a, a considerable calm
was noticed, e.g. at the markets and so forth. Simultaneously a number of until now
persistent rumors died down and it seemed as if also a communist propaganda had lost
much ground through the confinement of the Jews. It appeared however already after a few
days that a mere spatial confinement of the Jews without construction of a Ghetto was not
sufficient, and that the old troubles started again. Complaints were received in many offices
about the insolent attitude of Jews on their working places. It was established that the
Jewish district was the origin of an active propaganda among Ukrainians saying that the red
army would soon reconquer the territories taken from it. The local militia was shot at from
ambush at night and also at day. It was further found out that Jews exchanged their
belongings for money and left the town in order to settle in the Western Ukraine - that is, in
territories already under a civil ad-ministration [sic].
[blank line inserted]
All these facts were observed, the Jews in question however could only be arrested in a very
few cases, as they had sufficient means to escape apprehension.
[blank line inserted]
Therefore a conference on this matter took place on 18 September 1941 with the
Feldkommandatur, in which it was decided to liquidate the Jews of Shitomir completely and
radically, as all warnings and special measures had been up - to - date unsuccessful:
On 19 September 1941 the Jewish district was evacuated starting at 4 o'clock in the
morning, after having been surrounded and closed the eve-ning [sic] before by 60 men of
the Ucranian [sic] militia. The transportation was carried out by 12 trucks which had been
place [sic] at the disposal partly by the Feldkommandatur, resp. the city administration of
Shitomir. After
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the transport had been carried out and the necessary preparations had been done with the
help of 150 prisoners a total of 5145 Jews were registered and executed. 50.000 - 60.000
Pds of underwear, clothing, shoewear, cooking utensils and so forth could be transferred for
use to the deputy of the NSV in Shitomir, BOSS. Confiscated valuables and money were
transferred to the Sonderkommando 4a."
I would like to refer to Document Book II-C, page 29, Exhibit 31 of the German, Exhibit 73,
NO-3151, which is operational situation report No. 86 dated 17 September 1941, this report
reveals that already before the murder of the Jews in Shitomir up to the 17th of Sept. in
1941, Sonderkommando 4-A had exterminated 6,584 persons described in the report as
Bolshevists, Jews and asocial elements.
Operational situation report 132 which is in Document Book II-C on page 23, the document
starts on 23 in the German, Document NO-2830, prosecution Exhibit 72, second paragraph
from the bottom from page 23, proves that on the 12th of November, 1941, of the activity of
approximately four-and-a-half to five months, and I quote:
"A number of executions carried out by Sonderkommando 4-A mean-while [sic] increased to
55,432."
During this entire period, Blobel was in command of Sonderkommando 4-A. I would like to
refer further to page 5 of the same document which I have already quoted when discussing
the responsibility of the defen-dant [sic] Rasch. This entry proves that a platoon of
Sonderkommando 4-A executed 1,365 Jews, Communists and saboteurs.
I quote from paragraph 4 on the same page, your Honor.
[blank line inserted]
"In Kiev, Sonderkommando 4-A regularly carried out interrogations and arrests which in
most cases led to executions. Here almost without exception we were concerned with active
communists who had worked for the communist party. It is worth mentioning that in several
cases by way of incriminating statements made by witnesses, communists could be arrested
who had just been released from prisoner-of-war camps because they
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had stated that they had never taken any active part in politics before. One of them had
been a functionary of the communist party since 1925. Another one had been a member of
the party for 15 years and had served as a politruk in the Soviet army.
I would like to refer to Document Book II-A on page 65 of the English, 61 of the German,
Document 3405, prosecution Exhibit 42. This document reveals the details of the activities
of Einsatzkommando 4-A in a time when Blobel was in command. I quote from page
[illegible]9 of the English translation, second paragraph from the bottom of the page. It is
page 65 of the document book, 69 in the German, under the heading of:
Activity of Teilkommando Sonderkommando 4-A at Poltava.
Line 27 onwards:
A major Jewish action took place on the 23 November 1941, after the Jewish population had
been requested by means of posters to report on the previous day. Altogether 1,538 Jews
were shot. Their clothing was handed over to the mayor of Poltawa, who gave special
priority to ethnic Germans when distributing it.
This documentary evidence is corroborated by Blobel's own affidavit and by affidavits of his
co-defendant Steinle and Radetzki [sic]. I refer to Document Book I, page 130 of the
English, 159 of the German. The quote is on 161 of the German, Document NO-3842,, [sic]
prosecution Exhibit 31. This is an affidavit of the defendant Blobel dated 6 June 1947. He
admits that Sonderkommando 4-A under his command carried out several executions of
communists, saboteurs, Jews and other undesirable elements.
He stated that he is unable to give an exact number of the persons executed but presumes
that approximately 10 to 15 thousand were executed under the collaboration of
Sonderkommando 4-A. He himself does not claim that this number is even approximately
correct and the evidence which I have just referred to and other documents before the
Tribunal manifestly prove that the number if the victims of Sonderkommando 4-A during the
time
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when Blobel was in command was approximately 60,000. In the same affidavit, Blobel
admits that not only men but also women and children were shot by Sonderkommando 4-A
when he Was in command.
He further admits that he received the gas van from Einsatzgruppe C which was, as he says,
then under Rasch. One execution was carried out by means of this gas van. He admits in
paragraph B of the affidavit that Sonderkommando 4-A participated together with the group
staff of Einsatzgruppe C in the Kiev massacre but stated that the number of the victims
given in the various reports is 33,771 is too high and claims that only approximately half as
many persons were killed.
In paragraph 9 of the affidavit he rejects the responsibility for some of the killings and he
was often absent from his unit for reasons of health. During the time of his absence, either
Rash [sic] or Radetzki [sic] were in command of Sonderkommando 4-A and some
executions were carried out under the command of these two defendants.
I refer to document book III-C, page 20, Document NO-4438 which is an affidavit of the
defendant Radetski [sic] which I offer into evidence as prosecution Exhibit 132. On 27 of the
German, I refer to page 21 of the document book, in this affidavit Radetzki [sic] declares
that he was officially informed of the fact that Sonderkommando 4-A participated in
executions and that Blobel ordered the execution. The affidavit of the defendant Steimle
which is in Document Book III-B on page 39 of the English, 64 of the German, Document
NO-3842, prosecution Exhibit 119, reveals on page 40 of the document book, the shooting
of Jews and other atrocities were carried out in the Ukraine by Blobel.
In paragraph III-B of this affidavit Steimle described Blobel as a blatant and unmitigated
rogue. There is conclusive evidence that the persons connected with Einsatzgruppen were
well aware of the criminal nature of this activity Gruppenfuehrer Mueller, the chief of Amt 4
of the RSHA, which was the head of the Gestapo, assigned to the defendant Blobel in June
1942 the task to remove the traces of evidence of the mass killings
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by the Einsatzgruppen by burning all the corpses of the victims of these units.
I refer in this connection to Document Book III-C, page 15, Document NO-3947. That is on
page 22 of the German – an affidavit of the defendant Blobel which I offer into the evidence
as prosecution Exhibit 133, Your Honors.
DR. HEIM: Dr. Heim for the defendant Blobel. You Honor, I object to the submission of this
Document NO-3947. It is an affidavit of the defendant Blobel of the 18th of June, 1942. I
object to this because this document is irrelevant to the evidence. The affidavit of the
defendant Blobel related to his activity after he was active as a leader of the Einsatzgruppe
E, of the burnings of the corpses of the mass graves in the East; neither in the opening
speech nor in the speech by the prosecution did the prosecution refer to this. This is a
completely new point of view which is not liable to punishment because this refers to the
burning of corpses which were not executed by the defendant Blobel.
THE PRESIDENT: The prosecution is not restricted to what is mentioned in the opening
statement. The purpose of the opening statement is merely to acquaint the Tribunal and the
office at side with the general nature of the evidence which will be presented so it doesn't
matter that it was not mentioned in the opening statement. It would be impossible in the
opening statement to include all items of proof and any evidence which refers to a
defendant whether it specifically points out some items in the indictment or not is relevant.
The objection is overruled.
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MR HORLICK-HOCHWALD: I offer this document NO-3947 as Prosecut-tion's [sic] Exhibit
No. 133, Your Honor. In this affidavit Blobel admits that he received this assignment from
Mueller. He also stated that he went in June 1943 to Kiev, and was present at the burning
corpses and destruction of the mass graves, he was not in a position to carry out this task
as the German troops had to retreat and to abandon the area in which the mass graves
were l ocated [sic], and, in this affidavit Blobel corroborates that statement of the camp
commander of the Auschwitz concentration camp, Hoess.
This document is in Document Book III-C, on page 17 of the English, page 25 of the
German, as Document NO-4498, and I offer it as Prosecution's Exhibit No. 134.
DR. HEIM: Dr. Heim for the defendant Blobel. Your Honor, I object to the introduction of this
affidavit of this evidence. It is not an affidavit which is either sworn to nor certified to, nor
signed by any Allied Officer, I point out that this document had already been introduced
before in case 4 by the Prosecution, and on that occasion on my intervention, this document
was not admitted in evidence by the Tribunal.
THE PRESIDENT: Where was this document obtained?
MR. HORLICK*HOCHWALD [sic]: Your Honor, sofar [sic]as I do know this is a deposition of
Hoess who was condemned to death by the Polish War Crimes Court before the Polish
judge, but sofar [sic] as I do recall, I am not sure, but I can make certain this document or
at least a part of this document was admitted in evidence in the Pohl case, but I am not
certain.
DR. HEIM: Your Honor, at this time in the Pohl case, just in regard to the defense of the
defendant Blobel, I objected to this document, and this document was refused.
THE PRESIDENT: We will admit the document only provisionally, and Dr. Heim wil be
permitted to renew his objection when his client takes the stand.
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MR HORLICK-HOCHWALD: Yes. I further would like to offer a document in corroboration of
this proof, and I turn to Document Book III-C, page 19, You Honor, Document NO-4467,
which I offer as Prosecu-tion's [sic] Exhibit No. 135. It is on page 26 of the German. This is
a corroborative report of one SS-Untersturmbannfuehrer Jackel, which refers to the same
subject of which the gentleman has been speaking. The affidavit of the defendant Schulz.
This is in Document Book III-C, on page 60 of the English, page 98 of the German, and
Document NO-3841. It was admitted in evidence as Prosecution's Exhibit No.130 [sic] It
states that Blobel had the task of removing traces of mass graves of killed persons. Blobel's
membership in the SS and the SD is proved by his personnel record, which is in Document
Book III-C which is on page 11 of the English, and page 17 of the German, Document NO3197 which I offer as Prosecution's Exhibit No. 136. This document shows that he entered
the SS and SD in 1935.
DR. HEIM: (for defendant Blobel.) Your Honor, I object to the introduction of this document
in this form. You can not see from the copy what is being printed, or what was later written
inhandwriting [sic] and - or on the typewritten, and the Tribunal may easily get the
impression that, for example, that the defendant Blobel is holder of the blood badge. In the
middle of the document it says "blood bagde [sic]" and it can not be gathered from this
whether the word "blood badge" is printed in there, or whether the words was later put in
there.
THE PRESIDENT: Would you not on comparison with the photostatic copy resolve that
question?
DR. HEIM: Your Honor, yes, it would, but in the courtroom it is not known what was actually
put in by hand on the copy, what Blobel said, what position he held, and what actually was
printed in that form. For example it is printed, "Decoration blood badge.Gold party Badge."
[sic] You could get the impression that Blobel, certainly held all of these decorations. Sofar
[sic] as I can see, the Prosecution would have to make a special remark -- a written remark
about this.
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THE PRESIDENT: Well, solong [sic] as the document before us is a copy of what appears in
the original document, it does not matter what impression is gathered from it. The
impression will have to be whatever logic compels. Your objection can only go to whether
the docu-ment [sic] is relevant, whether it is authentic, and, whether it is true facsimile of
the original. You have the opportunity to see the original, Dr. Heim.
DR HEIM: Yes, Your Honor, I know that the decorations are held by him, and what he did
not hold, in these forms certain decora-tions [sic] were merely printed in there, and the
possession of these decorations were later written in, but in the copy the Tribunal can not
see what was this form, which decorations were printed in there and which actually applied
to Blobel, and which did not apply to him. I personally know the original has not.
THE PRESIDENT: Well, you have the opportunity to tell us when Blobel takes the stand.
MR. HORLICK-HOCHWALD: May I draw the attention of the Tribunal to the fact that why it is
completely immaterial as there is a sign on the photostatic copy which Dr. Heim obviously
overlooked, which shows exactly what kind of decoration Blobel received.
THE PRESIDENT: Very well, proceed.
MR. HORLICK-HOCHWALD: I then offer Document NO-3197 as Prosecution's Exhibit No.
136. This document shows that Blobel entered the SS and SD in 1935, and in the SS he
rose the rank of Standartenfuehrer (Colonel), on 30 January 1941, and was a Fuehrer in the
Hauptamt, head of the Office of the SD. He received this promotion as his personnel service
record and corroborated by Blobel's own affidavit, which is to be
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found in Document Book 1, page 129 of the English, and page 159 of the German, which is
Prosecution's exhibit No. 31, Document NO-3842, in which is shown the responsi-bility [sic]
of the defendant Radetzki [sic], who was also an officer in the Sonderkommando 4-A. He
admits in his affidavit, which is in Document Book III-C, on page 20 of the English, and
page 20 of the German, which was admitted in evidence as Prosecution's Exhibit No. 132,
Document NO-4438, that he was a member of Sonderkommando 4-A from June 1941 to
December 1942 and he admits having been in June and July 1941 in Group Ludzk, Groskow
and Shitomir, in Ludzk he says he was with the Teilkommando a sub-unit of Sonderkommando [sic] 4-A; from December 1941 to March 1942 he allegedly was on leave and
returned to Charkow as commander of Sonderkommando 4-A, in March at Charkow. He said
further in this affidavit that he had official knowledge of Sonderkommando 4-A took part in
a number of executions within the area assigned, and that Standartenfuehrer Blobel ordered
executions.
I want to turn to Document Book III-C, page 30 of the English, and page 47 of the German,
document NO-4765, which I offer as Prosecution's exhibit No. 137. This is an affidavit of
Gustav Kraege, dated 21 August 1947. Kraege himself was a member of Sonderkommando
4-A, in a part-commando [sic] -- that is a Teil-Kommando Sonderkommando 4-A arrived in
Ludzk on 28 June, and that SS-Hauptsturmfuehrer Kadetzki [sic] was the highest ranking
officer in this advance; this of course, applied to nothing else but that he was the
commander under Radetzki [sic], and I would like to quote from para. 3 of the document,
page 30: "During my service with Einsatzkommando 4-A, I took part in the march of the
unit from Schmiedebot to Russia. We arrived at Cracow on the 25th
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or 26th of June where we stayed for only one night. Some days later we reached the former
Russian frontier in Sokal, where the Kommando was held back for several hours due to
attacks from the air. In Sokal a Vorkommando was formed consisting of 20 to 25 men,
among whom I was myself, and was given orders to proceed to Ludzk, and to prepare
quarters there for the remainder of the Kommando. We arrived at Ludzk on 28 June. After
having been billeted in a bank building the Vorkommando was subdivided in smaller groups
with orders to pry open strong boxes in various buildings, and to seize documents. Part of
the Vorkommando consisting of Waffen-SS and interrogators remained in the billets. The
Vorkommando was headed by three leaders, namely, SS-Haupt-sturmfuerer [sic] Waldemar
von Radetski [sic] and two Obersturmfuehrer whose names I do not know any more. I
remember that one evening a conference was held during our stay at Ludzk, in the course
of which Waldemar von Radetzki [sic] [sic], as senior leader, gave orders to the assembled
subleaders to seize documents, and other important material from certain buildings. At that
time I had the impression that Radetki [sic] was the head of the Vorkammando [sic],
although he had never been pointed out to me as such. Radetzki [sic] questioned Ukrainians
from among whom he selected several to cooperate with the Sonderkommando 4-A. The
Main part of the Kommando arrived at Ludzk in the early July. I did not Witness any
executions during our stay at Ludzk. But when we were purring the documents of the office
in order some days later in Rovno, a number of about 20 reports and records of
interrogations came to my hands from which I learned that people had been executed in
Ludzk and Sokal."
THE PRESIDENT: Mr. Hochwald, might this be a convenient time to take the afternoon
recess.
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MR. HORLICK-HOCHWALD: Yes, Your Honor.
THE PRESIDENT: The tribunal will be in recess for fifteen minutes.
THE MARSHALL: The tribunal will recess fifteen minutes.
(recess)
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THE MARSHAL: The Tribunal is again in session.
DR. KOESSL: Dr Koessl for the Defendants Ott and Schubert.
Your Honors, before the recess the document NO-4498 was submitted as Exhibit No. 134.
The question of the admissibility of this document interests all the defense counsel. As this
document is obviously in-admissible [sic]. The affidavit of Rudolf Hoess is not sworn to. If it
had been sworn to it could not be submitted because he is not alive any longer and
therefore he cannot be corss-examined [sic]
THE PRESIDENT: Is this the one that Dr. Heim spoke of?
DR. KOESSL: Yes sir.
THE PRESIDENT: Well, we have already ruled on that.
DR. KEOSSL: In my opinion Dr. Heim did not raise the question of the admissibility of this
document.
THE PRESIDENT: Whatever question he raised the Tribunal said that we would admit it only
provisionally in order to retain its continuity and then you will have the privilege of attacking
it on any point when your case comes up.
MR. HORLICK-HOCHWALD: If your Honors please, before the recess I referred just to the
responsibility of Radetzky in connection with the activities of an advance commando in
Ludzk. I only want to refer in this connection to Document Book II-A, Page 76 of the
English, 79 of the German, Prosecution Exhibit 44, NO-2938, which shows that an advance
commando of Sonderkommando 4a arrived in Ludzk on the 27th of June. Your Honors will
remember that Kraege says in his affidavit that this advance commando arrived the 28th of
June and that by this advance commando 30909 Jews and 20 looters who had been
arrested were shot on the 30th of June. 1160 Jews were shot as a reprisal for the death of
10 Germans on the 2nd of July. The report goes on, "Finally, it was possible to discover
altogether 50 Polish agents and spies who were liquidated also." Thus Radetzky carries the
responsibility for the killing of 1460 Jews, 20 saboteurs and 50 Polish agents and spies. That
Radetzky replaced Blobel when the latter was ill is confirmed by
209

30 September 1947-A-MSD-20-2-Hoxsie (Hildesheimer)
Court II-A, Case 9
Blobel's own affidavit, Document Book No. I, Page 129 of the English, page 159 of the
German, Document NO-3824, Prosecution's Exhibit 31. Moreover, Radetzky, as I have
already opinted out, admits himself that he had official knowledge of the fact that
executions were carried out by Sonderkommando 4a. He admits having been in Rowno and
Shitomir where mass killings were carried out. This is proved as to the town of Rowno by
Operational Situation Report No. 19 which is in Document Book II-C on Page 46 of the
English, 52 of the German, NO-2934, Prosecution Exhibit 78. This report states that
Sonderkommando 4a had shot 240 Bolshevists and Jewish officials, and in respect to the
activities of of [sic] the Sonderkommando 4a in Shitomir I want to refer to Document Book
I, page 127 of the English, 149 of the German , Document NO-3140, which is Prosecution
Exhibit 30. This document proves that on the 19th of September, 1941, 3145 Jews were
executed by Sonderkommando 4a. Radetzky further admits having joined Sonderkommando
4a after absence for illness in Charkov in March.
I offer document from Document Book III-C on Page 33 of the English, 51 of the German.
This is Document NO-3237 and will be Prosecution's Exhibit 138. Your Honors. This
document proved that Einsatzgruppe C executed in Charkov 193 persons and 64 Jews.
Radetsky, to prove his membership in the SS and SD, I would like to offer from Document
Book III-C, Page 23 of the English, Page 30 of the German, Document NO-4771, which will
be Prosecution's Exhibit 139. This document proves his membership in the SS from
December 1939, his assignment to the Sonderkommando, Security Police and SD in May
1941, and his membership in the SD is proved by teletype which is on Page 8 of the
document. These facts are also corroborated by the own affidavit on the defendant which is
in Document Book III-C on Page 20 of the English, 27 of the German, Document 4438,
which I have already introduced at [sic] prosecution Exhibit 132, your Honors.
I now turn to the activities of Sonderkommando 4b and come to the responsibility of the
Defendant Haensch. I refer to Document Book
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III-C on Page 20 of the English, 27 of the German, Document 4438, which I have already
introduced as Prosecution Exhibit 132, your Honors.
I now turn to the activities of Sonderkommando 4b and come to the responsibility of the
defendant Haensch. I refer to Document Book III-C, Page 35 of the English, 54 of the
German, Document NO-4567, which I offer as Prosecution Exhibit 140. There Haensch
admitted he was [illegible] commander of 4b from the middle of March until approximately
the middle of June 1942, but he claims that he actually stayed with the Einsatzkommando
only for about seven to eigh [sic] weeks. Somewhat contradictory to this statement is an
admission on the next page, the second page of the document, Page 36 of the document
book, that he was appointed as leader of Sonderkommando 4b by Heydrich in the beginning [sic] of 1942. He describes then his official functions, and I will skip this and only refer
to Page 9 of the document, Page 43 of the document book, where he states that he watched
three or four executions.
I refer now in this connection to Document Book II-A, Page 57, Page 60 of the English, Page
61 of the German, Prosecution's Exhibit 42, Document NO-3405, which is dated 16 January.
This document proves that Haensch at that time was in command over Sonderkommando
4b. On page 4 of the original, Page 4 of the transla-tion [sic], Page 6 of the document book,
the name Braune, which originally appeared as commander of Sonderkommando 4b is
crossed out and replaced by the name of Haensch in handwriting. On the same page the
name of Blobel, which appears as commander of Sonderkommando 4a is corrected to Dr.
Weinmann. This undoubtedly proved that Haensch had been replaced by Braune, no, that
Haensch had replaced Braune and Weinmann had replaced Blobel at the time when this
report was made [sic] That is on the 16th of January, 1942. This date is of certain
importance.
I turn to Document Book I, Page 87, your Honors, at 119 of the
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of the [sic] English, this is Document NO-3340, Prosecution Exhibit 22, it shows the
following entry. I quote from Page 2. "Einsatzgruppe C; Location, Kiew: "During the period
14 January to 12 February 1942, 861 persons were shot by order of summary court by the
Sonderkommando 4b. Of this number 649 were political officials, 52 saboteurs and
partisans, and 139 Jews."
In Document Book II-C, on Page 60 of the English, 65 of the German, you Honors find
Document NO-3240, which is Prosecution Exhibit 80. There it is stated that
Sonderkommando 4b executed a total 1317 persons. These two entries prove that Haensch
did not only execute 861 persons, bu [sic] order of a Summary Court who sentenced these
persons to death in a period of less than one month, but also used his own discretion for the
execution of 1,317 people.
As to his membership in criminal organizations, I offer out of Document Book III-C, Page 51
of the English, 85a of the German, Document NO-3261 which will be Prosecution's Exhibit
141. Your Honors, this is the SS personal [sic] record of Haensch and proves that he was a
member of the SS and SD, both, after the 1st of September 1939, and that he received the
death-head ring and the sword of honor.
I turn now to the case of the Defendant Fendler. I offer from Document Book III-C, Page 55
of the English, 89 of the German, Doc-ument [sic] NO-4144, which is Prosecution's Exhibit
142, where Fendler admits he was a member of Sonderkommando 4b from May to October,
1941. As to his position in the Sonderkommando, I do not want to quote Paragraphs 3, 4
and 5, but I shortly refer to the fact that he said here that he was the second highest
ranking officer in this unit and that he often carried out the functions of a deputy to the
leader of the unit. He further states that he never was officially informed that the execution
had taken place by Einsatzkommando 4b at the time when he was in charge there, but he
by no means denies that he unofficially knew that executions were held.
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He admits having been in Tarnopol. In this connection I would turn to Document Book II-A,
Page 81 of the English, 79 of the German, Your Honors. Document NO-2938, Prosecution's
Exhibit 44 which shows on the bottom of the page that by Sonderkommando 4b 180 Jews
who were used for excavation of corpses were slain afterwards by this Sonderkommando.
Jewish residences were destroyed by members of the Waffen-SS by hand grenades and
setting of fires.
I now refer to Document Book II-C, Page 49 of the English, Your Honors, 52 of the German,
Document NO-2934, Prosecution's Exhibit 78, which shows that in Tarnopol Einsatzgruppe
4b carried out 127 executions and liquidated 600 Jews by inducing a program which killed
these 600 people. Fendler further admits in an affidavit that he was in Poltawa. In this
connection I would like to turn to Document Book II-C, Page 25 of the English, 23 of the
German, Document NO-2830, Prosecution's Exhibit 72, you Honors, which shows that the
Sonderkommando 4b in Poltawa killed 186 persons out of which were 161 Jews.
I want only to mention shortly Document Book II-A, Page 44 of the English, 40 of the
German, Document 3155, Prosecution's Exhibit 38, which states that Special Kommando 4b
executed another 103 political officials, 9 saboteurs and looters and 125 Jews.
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As to his membership in criminal organizations I refer to Document NO-4144 which is in
Document Book III-, on page 55 of the English, 89 of the German , which I have already
introduced as Prosecution's Exhibit 142, and offer out of Document Book III-C, Page 57 of
the German, page 92 of the English, I am sorry, Page 57 of the English, your Honors, 92 of
the German, Document NO-4958, which will be Prosecution's Exhibit 143, the SS personal
record of Fendler, in order to prove his membership in criminal organizations.
I turn to Einsatzkomm ndo [sic] 5, you Honors, and go on to take up the case of the
Defendant Schulz. In this connect-ion [sic] I have to refer to Document Book I, Page 98 of
the English, 134 of the German, Prosecution's exhibit 26, Document NO-3644, where he
admits that he was commanding officer of Einsatzkommando 5 from May until the end of
September, 1941. The affidavit further reveals that Schultz in the Einsatzkommando
participated in mass executions which were carried out in Lemberg by various units of the
Einsatzgruppe C by order ot [sic] the Defendant Rasch. Schulz admits that he was informed
by Rasch that not only guilty but also strongly suspected persons were to be executed, and
that also Jewish females and Jewish children were to be killed. In another affidavit of Schulz
which is in Document Book III-C on Page 60-DR. DURCHOLZ: Dr. Durcholz for the Defendant Schulz.
Your Honors, If the responsibility of the defendant is supposed to be proved by this
document of the Defendant Schulz, I should like to say the following: In the index of
Document Book III-C, on page II of the index, with reference to the document NO-3644
Exhibit 26, the following is contained in the last sentence, and I quote: "Jewish women and
children were also executed." This is the end of
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quotation [sic]. I have to correct this: In the affidavit of the Defendant Schultz [sic] of the
26th of May of 1947, which is supposed to contain this sentence, in Document Book I, Page
134, I don't know the3 English page number, under No. 7 the last sentence contains the
following, and I quote: "Jewish women and children would have to be shot in cases if
necessary, to that there may be not avengers." This is the end of my quotation. From this
document it becomes evident as is seen from the context, that the defendant Schultz [sic]
made know an order and decree issued by the Reichsfuehrer-SS, which also becomes
evident from the documents, at the beginning of August in Shitomir, that in future women
and children would have to be shot. But on no account had this order already been issued in
Lemberg, as it can be concluded from the index. That under the le dership [sic] of the
Defendant Schulz women and children were never shot, I shall, when the case of the
Defendant Schulz comes up, give evidence to that effect.
MR. HORLICK HOCHWALD: If Your Honors please, I do think that what was just introduced
by Defense Counsel for Defendant Schulz could be better placed in his presentation of his
case-in-chief than in this instance.
THE PRESIDENT: Well, he explained it in the last sentence, that he said he would present it
when his case comes up.
MR. HORLICK HOCHWALD: I just referred to another affidavit of Schulz which is in
Document Book III-C, which is on Page 60, your Honors of the English, 98 of the German,
Document NO-3841, which I shall introduce as Prosecution's Exhibit 130. This document
reveals that even Streckenbach, Heydrich's deputy in the RSHA considered the activity of
the Einsatzgruppe to be murder.
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DR. DURCHOLZ: Your Honor, to this also I want to say a few words. In this document-THE PRESIDENT: Just let me say this. If you have an objection to the authenticity of the
document make it; if you have an objection to the relevancy, make it; but if you are merely
commenting on its discrepancy with some other document, then the objection is out of
order. You will have an opportunity when your client takes the stand and when you make
your argument to point out all discrepancies. You may attack the document from any side,
any angle.
DR. DURCHOLZ: I shall, when my case comes up, make the necessary correction, but I
should like to say that the indices which are added to the document books to us are not
always in agreement with the actual content of the document books. Therefore a correction
would be necessary. That was the purpose of my coming up here.
THE PRESIDENT: Yes, that is something you can do at the appropriate time.
MR. HORLICK-HOCHWALD: If you Honors please, I only want to add the order of
presentation is by no means a part of the evidence. It was only to aid the Tribunal and the
defense counsel in order to follow our presentation of the case in chief and to make it easier
for the Tribunal and the defense counsel to follow.
THE PRESIDENT: Very well, proceed.
MR [sic] HORLICK-HOCHWALD: The evidence presented by the Prosecution gives a clear
picture of Einsatzgruppe 5 at the time Schulz was in command. I would like to refer to
Document Book II-C, Page 25, your Honors, Prosecution's Exhibit 72. It is on Page 23 of the
English, Page 41 of the German document, NO-2830. In this document you will find that the
number of people executed by this Einsatzkommando
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amounted, on the 20th of October, 1941, to 15,110. Schultz [sic] was, according to his own
admission in charge of this unit until the 26th of September of thesame [sic] year.
I further would shortly refer to Document Book II-A, Page 44 of the English, Page 40 of the
German, Prosecution's Exhibit 38, Document NO-3155, which shows in the period from 7
September to 5 October 8800 Jews were liquidated by Einsatzkommando 5.
As to Schulz' [sic] membership in the SS and the SE and the Gestapo, I offer from
Document Book III-C, on Page 63 of the English, 103 of the German, Document NO-4298,
as Prosecution's Exhibit 144, your Honor. This document proves Schultz's [sic] membership
in the SS, SD and the Gestapo, and his higher rank of a brigadier general in the police.
These facts are also corroborated by his own affidavit, which is in Document Book I, on
Page 97, already introduced as Prosecution's Exhibit 26, Document NO-3644.
I now turn to Einsatzkommando 6 and refer to Document Book I, Page 111 of the English,
145 of the German, Prosecution's Exhibit 29, Document NO-4314, which is the affidavit of
the Defendant Biberstein, where he sways that he was commander of Einsatzkommando 6
from June 1942 until June 1943. He alleges in his affidavit that his actual departure to
Russia was delayed and that he did not arrive there earlier than in September. He further
admits, and I quote from Paragraph 3 of the document, "2000 to 3000 executions were
performed in the area of my Einsatzkommando. I personally superintended an execution in
Rostow which was performed by means of a gas-truck."
I do not want to take the Tribunal's time by quoting further from this interesting document,
but I want to refer here to Document Book III-C. No, I want to offer here from
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Document book III-c, Page 72 of the English, 116 of the German, the Document NO-2901,
which will be Prosecution's Exhibit 145. This is an SS personnel record, and there we find
the correspondence between the Kommando of the Secret Police of the SD, Ukraine, and
Biberstein. I only want to quote very shortly from this correspondence. There is a teletype,
radio message of the 23rd May, 1943 to SS Sturmbannfuehrer Gottwald.
"The leadership of Einsatzkommando 6 was conferred upon me by the decree of the RSHA
(Reich Main Security Office) dated 14.7.42 I A," and so forth. "Subordination of
Einsatzkommando 6 under Commander [Rowno] can only be accomplished, if the RSHA
repeals the above decree and thus revokes my appointment. Since there is no report on this
here, I request immediate clarification." Signed by the defendant.
The evidence before the Tribunal is overwhelming that the Einsatzgruppen and their units
had one foremost task, to kill to exterminate. Spoliation and slave labor assignment were
additional duties, which were accomplished only as secondary tasks in the frame of their
main duties to round up Soviet officials, commissars, and Jews for execution, and to carry
out these executions. In the light of this evidence the guilt of Biberstein is amply
corroborated.
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In his affidavit, which I already quoted, in is in Document Book I on page 112 of the
English, page 145 of the German, Document NO-4314, Prosecution Exhibit 29, Biberstein
admits having been a member of the SS and SD. He also was a leader in the Gestapo in
Oppeln. These facts are confirmed by his SS personal [sic] record, which I just introduced in
evidence, Document Book IIIB, page 70, of the English page 116 of the German Book,
prosecution Exhibit 145, Docu-ment [sic] NO-2901, which proves that he was a member of
the SS and the SD from November 1936 on and was active in the Gestapo office in Oppeln.
I turn now to the case of the Defendant Graf -DR. FIGHT [sic]: (Attroney [sic] for the defendant Biberstein) I object to the submission of
this last document. This is an excerpt from the personnel files and individual letters,
especially the letter which was quoted by the prosecutor in which Biberstein objects to the
submission to another command; it is not signed by him. It cannot be seen from the copy
whether actually these letters were signed by the defendant. It is typewritten. It is initialed,
but it is not signed.
MR. HORLICK-HOCHWALD: If Your Honors please, I referred to the document as being a
radio message. A radio message cannot be signed, and I only want to state here tht [sic]
this is a captured document per-fectly [sic] admissible.
THE PRESIDENT: I think that is correct, Dr. Ficht. Your ob-jection [sic] is overruled.
MR. HORLICK-HOCHWALD: I turn to Document Book III-C, You Honors, page 74 of the
English, 123 of the German, which is Document NO-4855, and which I offer as prosecution
Exhibit 146, the affidavit of the Defendant Graf, where he admits that he was a member of
Einsatzkommando 6 from the end of May, 1941, until approximately 15 October, 1942.
In this connection, I would like to refer to several documents
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already in evidence, first to Document Book II-C, page 60 of the English, 65 of the German.
This is Document NO-3240, Prosecution Exhibit 80; then to a document in Document Book
IIA and on page 67, Your Honors, 61 of the German, the document starts, -- this is NO3405, Prosecution Exhibit 42, and to Document Book I, page 86, 87, to 88 of the English,
119 of the German, which is Prosecution Exhibit 22, Document NO-3340. All these
documents refer to executions carried out by Einsatzkommando 6 in the time when Graf
was a member of this unit.
I finally offer from Document Book III-C, page 75 of the English, 125 of the German, Graf's
SS personnel record, which is Document NO-4801, as Prosecution Exhibit 147, in order to
prove his membership in the SS and the SD with which he is charged in the indictment.
This, Your Honors, concludesmy [sic] presentation in Document Book III-C. Mr. Walton will
now proceed with the presentation of Document Book III-D.
MR. WALTON: May it please Your Honors, Document Book III-D has to do with the personal
responsibility of the defendants of Einstz-gruppe [sic] D. Einsatzgruppe D operated in the
period of time in which the crimes set forth in paragraph 9 of Count 1 of the indictment
were committed. The area of operations in which the criminal acts occurred was roughly the
coastal plain of the Black Sea and the Crimean Peninsula. This area has been more precisely
stated by the Defendant Ohlendorf in his affidavit of 24 April 1947 in Document Book I,
page 20, Document NO-2890, which has already been offered as Pros-ecution [sic] Exhibit
5. Paragraph 3, which states the boundaries of this area is found on page 22 of the English
and on page 24 of the German Document Book. The many Operational Situation Reports
and Activity Reports put into evidence by the prosecution in previously introduced document
books confirms the fact that Einsatzgruppe D Was active in this area during the period of
time alleged in the indictment. The personal responsibility of the Defendants Otto Ohlendorf,
Willy Seibert, Dr.
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Dr. Werner Braune, Gustav Nosske, Felix Ruehl, and Heinz Schubert, for specific criminal
acts will now be shown by documentary proof offered in evidence in the order of the
defendants named. To speed this phase of the Prosecution
S case, the documents inplicating [sic] these defendants will be offered without regard to
the chronological order in which the various crimes were committed.
The case against the Defendant Ohlendorf: Ohlendorf is the No.1 defendant in the dock. In
paragraph 1 of his affidavit, dated 2 April 1947, the Defendant Ohlendorf states that he was
a Commanding Officer of Einstzgruppe [sic] D from June 1941 to the end of June 1942. This
docu-ment [sic] is in Document Book III-D, page 1, German Document Book Page 1, and is
Document NO-2856, which is now offered asProsectuion [sic] 148. In paragraph 4 of this
affidavit of 24 April 1947, which has been previously cited in Document Book I, page 20 in
the English, 23 in the German, and isDocument [sic] NO-2890 already introduced as
Prosecution Exhibit 5, the defendant shows that Einsatzgruppe 1) was composed of the
Sonderkommandos 10-A, 10-B, 11-A, 11-B and Einsatzkommando 12. In an affidavit dated
November 5, 1945, which is found in Document Book I, page 35, and is Document 2620-PS
and found on page 40 of the German Document Book I, already offered asProsecutions [sic]
Exhibit 9, Ohlendorf describes the activity of his organization as follows:
"When the German Army invaded Russia, I was leader of the Einsatzgruppe D in the
southern sector and in the course of a year, during which I wasleader [sic] of the
Einsatzgruppe D, it liquidated ap-proximately [sic] 90,000 men, wmen [sic], and children.
The majority of these liquidated were Jews, but there were among them some Communist
func-tionaries [sic] too."
In the succeeding paragraph of this affidavit Ohlendorf describes in detail the methods of
performing these executions and this act is a concise and graphic detail of the activities of
the group. I will refrain from quoting from it. It's already in the document book.
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THE PRESIDENT: Very well.
MR. WALTON: This statement as contained in the paragraph just referred to by this
defendant is reaffirmed by Ohlendorf in his af-fidavit [sic] made on 2 April 1947, which is in
Document Book III-D, page 1, German pages 2 and 3, and is Document NO-2856 and was
offered as Pro-secution [sic] Exhibit 148. Ohlendorf in paragraph 3 thereof discusses his
obedience to the orders of he RSHA and the Reichsfuehrer SS to execute certain
undesirables of the civil population. He states, quote:
"A number of undesirable elements composed of Russians, Gypsies, and Jews and others,
were executed in the area detailed to me. All Jews who were arrested as such were to be
executed within my area. It was my wish that these executions be carried out in amanner
[sic] and a fashion which was military and suitably humane under the circumstances."
That the figure given above by Ohlendorf of 90,000 liquidations is slightly on the
conservative side is shown by an official report of the activities of Einsatzgruppe D, which
states, in effect, that its number of executions of Russian Nationals to the end of March
1942 was 91,678. The Tribunal's attention is called to the fact that this was approximately
three months before Ohlendorf relinquished his command.
The corroborating document increasing the number of executions over Ohlendorf's
statement is in Document Book II-D, page 1, Document NO-3359, and it is on page 7 of the
German Document Book. It has al-ready [sic] been offered as Prosecution Exhibit 84. How
these numbers reached such staggering totals is shown by several documents. Document
Book II-D, page 9, German Document Book II-d, page 8, Document NO-3159, already
offered as Prosecution Exhibit 85 shows on page 18 of the English and on page 21 of the
German that the Operational Situation Report No. [129? 229?], dated 5 November 1941,
accounts for 11,037 Jews and 31 Communists as having been executed by the whole group.
The total num-ber [sic] of executions given to the date of reporting amounts to 31,767.
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Following this, in Document Book II-B, page 20 of the English, page 25 of the German,
Document NO-2828 already introduced as Prose-cution [sic] Exhibit 86 shows that by the
middle of December 1941 the total number of executions performed by Einsatzgruppe D
had risen to 54,696.
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The next document shows a breakdown of the executions into totals of Jews, Krimtchakes,
Gypsies, and Communists. Krimtchakes were people of Jewish extraction who had lived in
this area for several hundred years, but were classified as undesirables by the
Einsatzgruppe. By 2 January 1942 when this report was published the total of executions of
Einsatzgruppe D had risen to 75,881, as shown in Document Book II-D, page 22 of the
English, page 27 of the German, and it is Document NO02834 which was offered as
Prosecution Exhibit 87. The point referred to can be found on page 28 of the English
Document Book and on page 33 of the German Document Book.
THE PRESIDENT: Just a little more slowly, Mr. Walton, because of the interpreters.
MR. WALTON: 17 days later Einsatzgruppe D reported a total of 80,160 persons executed,
which is shown in Document Book II-D, page 29 of the English page 34 of the German, and
is Document NO-3338 (a). It has been offered as Prosecution's Exhibit 88. The point
referred to can be found on page 31 of the English Document Book and on page 35 of the
German.
In Document Book III-D, page 3, Document NO-2661, now offered as Prosecution Exhibit
149 a summary or, conclusion of the condition of the areas of all the Insatzgruppen [sic] in
the occupied territories of the East is given. The point referred to can be found on page 9 of
the English copy and on page 11 of the German copy. It states in paragraph "C" headed
"Jews":
"The solution of the Jewish problem which can be considered as almost solved and settled in
the Ostland, continues in the remaining occupied territories of the East. The concentration
of Jews in Ghettos has generally been carried out. Again and again the Jews who do not
obey the official orders are seized and shot. In order to avoid the further spreading of the
danger of epidemics, shootings of Jew became necessary at different occasions."
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Especially revolting are the murders that Einsatzgruppe D committed on those who were
mentally ill. In Operational Situations Report No. 45, dated 23 March 1942, which is found
in Document Book II-A, page 124 of the English, page 138 of the German and is Document
NO-3235, already introduced as Prosecution Exhibit 54, it is shown on page 126 of the
English and 140 of the German that Einsatzgruppe D reported from its headquarters of
Simferopol, quote:
"In the territory south of Karasubasar investigations for the preparation of extensive actions
on the part of the Wehrmacht were carried out by the Kommando stationed there.
"The removal of asocial elements led to the fact that 800 gypsies and insane people were
rendered harmless."
May it please the Tribunal, in the German Document Book on page 140, there is a
typographical error, which says that 500 Gypsies and insane people were rende3red
harmless. I have taken the liberty, since this was in the archives of the court to have it
brought into court and it is ready for inspection and the correction from 500, which is in the
German Document Book, to 800 should be made. Counsel can satisfy themselves that the
document has that number.
THE PRESIDENT: Very well, defense counsel is so informed.
MR. WALTON: So that there would be no confusion in the RSHA or to anyone to whom these
reports were distributed, the concluding paragraph of this report, which can be found on
page 127 of the English and 141 of the German Einsatzgruppe D, in the manner of a summary [sic] or a recapitulation stated:
"During the period covered by report, 2,010 people were shot; amont [sic] these there were
678 Jews, 359 Communist officials, 153 partisans, and 810 asocial people, Gypsies, insane
people and saboteurs."
In corroboration of the fact that mentally ill persons were summarily executed in Document
Book III-D, page 11 of the English, page 12 of the German, Document NO-KW-604 is
offered as Prosecution Exhibit
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150. This document is a report from Sonderkommando 11a, a sub-unit of Einsatzgruppe D,
on a case of one Waldimir Romanenko, a Russian National who was arrested for sabotage.
This report isdated [sic] 10 Septem-ber [sic] 1941. On investigation, these charges against
him were found to be without merit and the report concludes:
"As Romanenko seems to be a feeble-minded person who according to his own statement
was already sent three times to a medical estab-lishment [sic], he was executed on 9
September 1941 for hereditary biological reasons."
The participation of this unit in spoliation, both of the helpless victims and non-combatants,
is shown by a signed report from Ohlendorf, dated 13 February 1942, which details the
disposition that was made of money and watches taken from Jews who were executed. In
support of this allegation, the prosecution cites Document Book III-D, page 14 of the
English, page 15 of the German, Document NOKW-631, and now offers it as Prosecution
Exhibit 151.
Corroboration of this method of spoliation and as part of the same transaction, the
prosecution cites the affidavit of Heinz Schubert, which is in Document Book I, page 108 of
the English, Document NO-3055. This document appears on page 141 of the German copy
and paragrapsh [sic] 3 and 5 of that document. This document has already been introduced
as Prosecution Exhibit 28. Schubert states that after having been offered by Ohlendorf to
supervise an execution carried out by a sub-unit of Einsatzgruppe D, he relates in detail the
action he took concerning the property of those persons who were executed. The events
narrated by him occurred in the vicinity of the Russian city of Simferopol some thime [sic] in
December 1941. He states that among his duties and respon-sibilities [sic] involved in these
executions were to supervise the collections of money, jewels and other valuables of people
who were to be shot and to see that none of he SIPA and SD men converted them to private
use but that they were forwarded to Einsatzgruppe D Headquarters for transfer to Berlin.
Now he goes on in paragraph 5 to detail how this
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collection was made and the time it was made of the Jews on to the execution of the
condemned. There is no point in reading this language.
That the spoliation of property was not always confined to those unfortunates who were to
be executed is shown in Document III-D on page 16 of the English, page 17 of the German
and is Document NO-4489, just now introduced at Prosecution's Exhibit 152. This is an
excerpt from Operational Situation Report No. 103, dated 4 October 1941, where-in [sic] it
is mentioned that Einsatzgruppe D put Jewish homes and their fur-niture [sic] at the
disposal of the German settlers.
For those who were not executed immediately on racial or religious grounds, the alternative
was slave labor. Einsatzgruppe D contributed its efforst [sic] toward rounding up,
registering, and committing to forced labor Jews and other persons. In Document Book IIID, page 17 of the English, page 30 of the German , Document NO-4538 is now offered as
Prosecution's Exhibit 153 and this document shows that A KOMMANDO OF Einsatzgruppe D
on its own initiative caused a ghetto to be established at Kichinew and the Jews there were
used for slave labor. An excerpt from Operational Situation Report No. 64, dated 26 August
1941, which is found in Document Book III-D, page 24 of the English, page 46 of the
German and is Document NO-2840, I now offer as Prose-cution's [sic] Exhibit 154. This
document shows that Einsatzgruppe D in the vicinity of Mogilev put approximately 6,000
Jews who had been previously deported by the Roumanians into labor camps and forced
them to work.
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Records before other Military Tribunals show only too well the hapless lot of the slave
laborer under his German mas-ter [sic]. Of those who escaped immediate execution, or who
were in German custody, either in the Ghettos or slave labor camps, they always were
confronted with imminent death in the form of executions in reprisal for actions of others
not apprehended by the Germans. Any act which the Germans denominated as "an act of
sabotage" could bring immediate death to persons selected for a reprisal execution. Hundreds [sic] of Russian nationals, usually non-combattants [sic] were summarily executed on
the slightest pretext. In Document Book II-C, page 17 and 18 of the English version, page
18 of the German version, Document NO-2952, already offered in evidence as Prosecution's
Exhibit 71 shows that a sub-unit of Einsatzgruppe D, in a report dated 29 July, 1941, from
the Russian district of Belzy, reaped a terrible vengeance on Jews. An excerpt from
paragraph 5 of this same document, which is a report from Einsatzkommando 10-A stated
that the commando appropriately treated the Jewish counsel of elders in Belzy and other
Jews totaling 45 for failing to comply with security police directives. It does not require a
vivid imagination to deduce what happened to the 45 Jews who were, in the language of the
report, appropriately handled. An excerpt from an operational situation report no. 45, dated
7th August, 1941, which is in Document Book II-D, on page 33 of the English, page 37 of
the German, and is Document NO-2948, already offered as Prosecution's Exhibit 89, shows
that sub-units 10-A, 10-B and 11 have reported. Einsatzkommando 10-A reports: "On
account of riots and attacks against the Wehrmacht, raids were carried out a-gainst [sic]
Jews. In the course of this 97 Jews were shot, and 1756 hostages were taken. Hostages are
taken in each new place and they are executed on the slightest pretext.
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Nine Jews were shot in Jampol." Quoting further from this same document,
Einsatzkommando 11 reports from the Russian town of Kischinow: "Up to now 551 Jews
have been liquid-ated [sic], 151 of whom were liquidated because of participating in
sabotage acts, and 400 as reprisals for shooting as a German medical truck, and for setting
up signal flares for Red aviators. Jews are confined to the Ghetto, if they have not gone
away."
In Document Book III-D, on page 19 of the English, on page 43 of the German, Document
NOKW641 is not [sic] offered as Prosecution's Exhibit 155. This is a report forwarded by
Seidel to Army Obercommando [sic] 121, and contains a letter from a SS second Lieutenant
which carefully points out that the group under his command carried our executions exactly
as ordered by Einsatzgruppe D. These documents constitute the Prosecution's case-in-chief
against the de-fendant [sic] Ohlendorf, and all show dates within the time he was in
command of Einsatzgruppe D. In support of the alle-gations [sic] as set forth in Count III of
this indictment, charging Ohlendorf with membership in the SS and the SD, orgainzations
[sic] declared to be criminal by the judgment of the International Military Tribunal, the
Prosecution offers in Document Book III-D, page 27 of the English, page 48 of the German,
Document NO-3146, correction -- Document 3196, as Prosecution's Exhibit 156. This
document shows certain excerpts from the SS service record of the defen-dant [sic]
Ohlendorf; give his rank in the SS on page 29 of the English, on page 48 of the German; his
membership in the SD on page 27 of the English, and on page 49 of the German; his party
and SS serial numbers on page 30 of the English and on page 51 of the German; and other
pertinent infor-mation [sic] about his life history. Corroborating evidence about these facts
concerning his life history and his
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professional activities is contained in his affidavit of 1 April 1947, which is in Document
Book III-D, page 32 of the English, page 46 of the German, and is in paragraph 2 of
Document NO-2857. It is now offered as Prosecution's Exhibit 157.
The case against the defendant Willy Siebert, No. 10 in the dock, which is next to the last
man on the front row. The defendant Siebert was chief of Ohlendorf's staff for security
questions and since he was a senior officer present, he acted as deputy for this chief when
that indi-vidual [[sic] was absent. At all times the defendant Seibert had access to the
secret files of Einsatzgruppe D. This is shown by the affdavit [sic] of Ohlendorf which is in
Document Book III-D, Document No. – sorry, page 1, German and Document Book page 1;
and is Document NO-2856, which was offered as Prosecution's Exhibit 148. As co-defendant
and fellow member of the group staff in Einsatzgruppe D, Heinz Schubert considered him in
fact to be Ohlendorf's deputy. In Schubert's affidavit, which is in Document Book I, page
108 of the English, page 141 of the German, and is Docu-ment [sic] NO-3055 already
introduced as Prosecution's Exhibit 28, Schubert so states. Seibert, in his own affidavit, says
that in certain matters he was a deputy of Ohlendorf, and that one of his main tasks was
the writing of the situational and activity reports. Seibert's affidavit is in Document Book IIID, page 34 of the English, page 60 of the German, and is Document NO-2859. This
information is contained in paragraphs 1 and 2, and this document is offered now as
Prosecution's Exhibit 158.
In Document Book III-D, page 36, Document NOKW-629, page 65 of the German, which is
now offered as Prosecution's Exhibit 159, there is a report, dated 9 October, 1941, made to
AOK-11 by this defendant. In this report, Seibert asks
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for a time to be fised [sic] for an oral report on 11 October, the time to be agreed upon with
the liaison officer. This report is signed by Seibert with the title, with a desig-nation [sic] of
deputy. It shows clearly that Seibert was in full charge of Einsatzgruppe D during the
absence of his regular commanding officer.
In Document Book III-D, page 39 of the English, page 69 of the German, Document NOK W
628 [sic] is now offered as Prosecution's Exhibit 160.
DR. ASCHENAUER: (Attorney for the Defendant Ohlen-dorf [sic]): Your Honor, I should like
to admit this document only according to its probative value.
THE PRESIDENT: That will be so recorded.
MR. WALTON: This document is a 12 page report to army commander 11, which shows the
activities of Einsatz-gruppe [sic] D during the period from 1 February to 16th April, 1942 in
which accounts of the executions of communists are given. Five of these executions were by
hanging in public for the "purpose of intimidation" to the rest of the civilian population. This
point can be found on page 42 of the English document book, and on page 73 of the
German. This same report goes on to state that because the village Laki, L-a-k-I, had
collaborated with partisan forces, it was evacuated of all those who were not immediately
shot and was burned to the ground in reprisal.
That this defendant had more than an academic interest in the executions performed by
Einsatzgruppe D is shown by his own affidavit, made on 1 April, 1947. This affidavit is in
Document Book III-D, on page 34 of the English, page 60 of the German, and is Document
NO-2859. It has already been introduced as Prosecution's Exhibit 158. In paragraph 3
thereof he states "Ohlendorf took a number of inspections trips during the time I served
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Since the collaboration between the defendants Ohlendorf and Seibert was, of necessity, so
close and complete in every detail, and since this defendant knew even the top secret
matters in which Einsatzgruppe D was engaged, every document which deomonstrates [sic]
the implication if Ohlendorf likewise names his executive officer and deputy. Additionally,
however, even in Ohlendorf's absence, and on his own initiative, he issued the necessary
orders for the murder and ill-treatment [sic] of Russian citizens. The responsibility of these
two co-defendants [sic] is the same. The foregoing documents show this co-responsi-bility
[sic]. The documents referred to in the Prosecution's case against Willy Siebert all bear
dates within the period when he Was a deputy to Ohlendorf and constitute the Prosecution's
case in chief under Count I and II of the indictment.
Membership of this defendant in criminal organizations, as charged by Count III of the
indictment, is shown in Document Book III-D, page 48 of the English, page 81 of the
German. And is Document NO-2858, and is now offered as Prosecution's Exhibit 161. In this
affidavit the defendant Seibert states in paragraph 2 that he was a member of the Nazi
Party, the general SS, and in paragraph 1, that he rose to a position of a sub-chief [sic] in
the Reich's main office of the Security Service or SD.
DR. GAWLIK: (for the defendant Seibert) Your Honor, as far as the Prosecution has made
statements saying that Seibert gave orders, I object to the statement, and I should ask for
these statements to be stricken from the record, as it does not become evident from either
of the documents that the defendant Seibert gave any such orders. IO am of the opinion
that these statements have nothing to do with the case of the Prosecution.
THE PRESIDENT: Upon what do you base your statements, Mr. Walton? – that Seibert gave
orders.
MR. WALTON: I am sorry, sir. I want to know what document the Counsel for the Defense is
objecting to. At the moment I was stopped. I was talking about Seibert's affidavit with
regard to his life history.
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I don't quite get the connection, Your Honor.
THE PRESIDENT: Dr. Gawlik, do you refer to any particular document?
DR. GAWLIK: No, I am not referring to any particular document, but the general statement
of the Prosecution which do not become evident from any document. The member of the
Prosecution made the statement to the effect that it becomes evident from the document
that the defendant Seibert gave orders for the murders, and I object to these statements as
they do not become evident from any document.
THE PRESIDENT: Dr. Gawlik, please always keep in mind that any statement by counsel is
of itself not evidence. It must be supported by either a document or by the testimony of a
witness in court, so if Mr. Walton made that declaration and it is not supported by any document [sic], it of course can in no ways affect Seibert; and you will have ample opportunity
to challenge anything which Mr. Walton or any of the Prosecution counsel said.
DR. GAWLIK: I realize that as far as the probative value is concerned. But the general
practice is to the effect that the prosecution also objects to our statements, if during our
case, we make any statement and we are always told that we must only submit the actual
material evidence and that any statements are a part of the plea. Therefore, I object now to
the statements of the Prosecution, and, there-fore [sic], I would like this to be stricken from
the record because I am of the opinion that it does not belong to the submission of these
documents.
THE PRESIDENT: If Mr. Walton makes any objections similar to the one which you are
making now, I will tell him the same thing which I am now telling you.
DR. GAWLIK: Thank you, Your Honor.
MR. WALTON: At the time I had offered into evidence, Document Book III-D, on page 48 of
the English, and on page 81 of the German, Document NO-2858, which I offered as
Prosecution's Exhibit 161. In this affidavit, the defendant Seibert stated in paragraph 2 that
he was
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a member of the Nazi Party, the General SS, and, in paragraph 1 that he rose to a position
of a sub-chief in the Reich's main office of the Security Service or the SD. This statement is
confirmed in Document Book III-D, on page 50 of the English, page 83 of the German, by
Docu-ment [sic] NO-2969, now offered as Prosecution's Exhibit 162. This latter document
contains excerpts from the SS Service Record of Willy Seibert, now a defendant in this case.
It shows his SS rank on page 50 of the English, page 83 of the German; his membership in
the SS on the same pages, and his position in the SD on page 50 of the English, on page 87
of the German. Other and further facts of his life history are also shown.
The case against the defendant Dr. Werner Braune. Dr. Braune is seated No. 13 in the dock,
second man on the second row from this end. According to paragraph 2 of his own
statement, made on 8th July, 1947, the defendant Werner Braune was from 9th October sorry - from October 1941 until August or September, 1942, chief of Einsatzkommando 11B. This statement of Braune's is in Document Book III-D, page 54 and 55 of the English,
and page 94 and 95 of the German, and is Document NO-4234, and is now oeffered [sic] as
Prosecution's Exhibit 163.
DR. RIEDIGER(For the defendant Braune). Your Honor, as far as this document is
concerned, You Honor, I should like to draw the attention of the Tribunal to a mistake which
was evidently made in the copying of the document, of the affidavit it says that the
defendant Wartenburg has sworn to this affidavit; that the defendant Braune has sworn to
this affidavit. This statement has been signed by Mr. Wartenberg [sic]. Evidently this is
incorrect, as becomes evident from the preceeding [sic] page, from the bottom of the page.
I quote: "As I have made a statement not under oath, but only having given my word of
honor, therefor I am prepared to make these statements at the Tribunal under oath." I do
not assume that Mr. Wartenberg [sic] did to this purposefully but I rather assume that this
is a
335
235

30 Sept.-A-LU-25-4-Sampson(Int-Hildesheimer)
Court IIa, Case IX
mistake; but, at the same time, I should like to have this mistake corrected before the
Tribunal; and the statement does not only refer to the contents of the document, but also to
the form in which it was submitted.
THE PRESIDENT: Mr. Walton, are you ready to give us any clarifi-cation [sic] of this?
MR. WALTON: If your Honors please, according to my notes, from which I was reading,
according to paragraph 1 of his own statement, I did not call this an affidavit. I am sure that
it was an oversight on Mr. Wartenburg's part, but the Prosecution does not consider this
doc-ument [sic] any more than a statement of the defendant.
THE PRESIDENT: With that explanation, I presume, everything is cleared up.
DR. RIEDEGER: Yes, that is clear, Your Honor.
THE PRESIDENT: You may proceed, Mr. Walton.
MR. WALTON: In this document, in paragraph 3, he states that during the time that he was
chief of Einsatzkommando 11-B a number of Jews were executed and that he can remember
exactly an execution which took place in Simferopol a few days before Christmas. He also
goes on to state how this execution was carried out, and what was done with the property
and the clothing of the victims that were executed. He admits in this same document that
gas vans were assigned to him for executions but he denies that they were used by him. His
chief, Ohlendorf, in his affidavit, of 2nd April, 1947, which is in Document Book III-D, page 1
of the English, page 3 of the German, and is Document NO-2856, already introduced as
Prosecution's exhibit 148, confirms this statement when he says in paragraph 3 that he,
Ohlendorf, personally inspected executions which were carried out by Commando 11-B
under the direction of Dr. Werner Braune.
The Operational Situation Report, No. 145, dated 12 December, 1941, which is in Document
Book II-D, page 20, and is Document NO-2828, already offered as Prosecution's Exhibit 86,
it is shown that Einsatzgruppe D
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was credited with 2,929 executions, 19 of which were communists, and the rest Jews. These
were carried out in the Simferopol area in which at that time Einsatzkommando 11-B was
located.
Another Operation Situation Report, which is No. 150, dated 2 January, 1942, in Document
Book II-D, page 22 of the English, page 27 of the German, and is Document NO-2834,
already introduced as Prosecu-tion's [sic] Exhibit 87, shows that at this time
Einsatzkommando 11-B had its headquarters at Simferopol with parts of the command in
Aluschta, Karasubar and Eupatoria. Under the report from Einsatzgruppe D, the fourth subhead, on page 28 of the English, page 33 of the German, it is denominated Jews and the
following is stated: "Simferopol, Jewpatoria [sic], Aluschta, Karasubasar [sic], Kertsch and
Feodosie and other districts of the Western Crimea have been cleaned of Jews. From 16
November, through 15th December, 1941, 17,645 Jews, 2,504 Krimtschaks [sic], 824
gypsies and 212 communits [sic] and partisans have been shot.
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It goes on further, to quote:
"Rumors about executions in other areas rendered action at Simferopol very difficult.
Reports about actions against Jews gradually filter through from fleeing Jews, Russians, and
also from unguarded talks of German soldiers."
This document shows that the unit to which the defendant Braune was attached was
performing its share of executions in this area, and the fact of executions was known not
only to the German soldiers but was generally known to thepopulation [sic] of that area.
The often-cited document in Document Book I, pages 108/109 of the English, page 141 of
the German, which is Document NO-3055, had already been in-troduced [sic] as
Prosecution's Exhibit 28. This is a Schubert affidavit of 24 February 1947, which shows in
paragraph 3 that he witnessed an execution inthe [sic] Simferopol area in December 1941,
of be3tween seven and eight hundred persons and that Einsatzkommando 11b was in
charge of the execution.
In Document Book II-D, page 46 of the English, page 50 of the German, Document NO3339, was offered as Prosecution Exhibit 93, and is an Operational Situation Report No.
170, and shows that, quote:
"From 9 January to 15 February more than 300 Jews were apprehended in Simferopol and
executed. By this, the number of persons executed in Simferopol increased to almost
10,000 Jews, about 300 more than the number of Jews registered. In the other Kommando
areas as well, 100 to 200 were still disposed of in each instance."
And it can be easily deduced from these reports that Einsatzkommando 11b contributed to
these executions. However, the prosecution does not wholly rely upon these documents by
which to implicate this defendant. Direct documentary proof, showing Braune's actual participation [sic] and command function in carrying out executions is avail-able [sic].
In Document Book III-D, page 58 of the English, page 98 of the
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German --- Document NOKW- 1863, is offered as Prosecution Exhibit 164. This document is
an Operational Order signed by Braune for Sonder-kommando [sic] 11b and dated 12
January 1942. This orders his command to conduct a surprise raid with the aim of seizing
unreliable elements such as partisans, saboteurs, possible enemy troops, parachutists in
civilian clothes, Jews, leading Communists, etc. Furthermore, it states that the leader of
Sonderkommando 11 b, Dr. Braune, will be in charge of the Operation. This Order
admittedly does not show its own execution. However, Dr, Braune will soon have ample
opportunity to relate the final results of the raid.
An official report, signed by Wehrmacht Major Riesen, which is in Document Book III-D,
page 62 of the English, page 104 of the German, and is Document NOKW-584, is now
offered as Prosecution Exhibit 165. This document describes a certain r eprisal [sic] action
which occurred in Eupatoria on 7 January 1942. The Wehrmacht officer was in charge of the
operation and to assist him, Einsatzgruppe D headquarters assigned three SS Fuehrers,
among them Dr. Braune.
A great number of men were rounded up and driven into a large courtyard. 1184 men were
selected from thisgroup [sic], marched off and shot. This report specifically states that Dr.
Braune gave the order for the execution detail to fire.
These documents are offered to support the allegations set forth in paragraph 9(F) under
Count One of the Indictment, and the documents so introduced all apply to the period when
the defendant Braune was in command of Einsatzkommando 11 b.
Membership of this defendant in criminal organizations is charged in Count Three of the
Indictment, is contained in an already cited document, in Document Book III-D, page 54 of
the English, page 94 of the German, and is Document NO-4243, which is Prosecution's
Exhibit 163. In paragraph 2 thereof Braune's membership in the Nazi Partyand [sic] the
General SS is shown.
339
239

30 September 47-A-SW-26-3-Biolsi (Hildesheimer)
Court 2A case 9

In paragraph 1 of the same document he states that he was a member of the Security
Service of the SD and Gestapo. These state-ments [sic] are confirmed in Document Book
III-D, page 64 of the English, page 106 of the German, in Document NO-3249, which is now
offered as Prosecution's Exhibit 166. This document shows excerpts from the SS Service
Record of Dr. Werner Braune. It shows his SS rank, his membership in the SD and the
GEstapo [sic], his Party and SS serial numbers, and other pertinent facts of his life history.
Case against the defendant Gustav Nosske.
By hiw [sic] own statement which is in Document Book III-D, page 69 in Document NO4146, now offered as Prosecution's Exhibit 167, in paragraph 1 of this document, Nosske
states that he was in command of Einsatzkommando 12 from June 1941 to March 1942. In
this same af-fidavit [sic], in paragraph 4, he states that he was assigned to duty in Berlin
for the purpose of a taking over the staff command of Security Police and SD.However [sic],
because of the killing of Heydrich, Chief of the Security Police and SD, theformation [sic]of
this organization never occurred as planned. He does, however, stated that as a senior
officer present, he took charge of the weekly meetings of the Referents of the RSHA, in
which matters concerning the occupied Eastern territories were discussed and appropriate
action taken. So far as it is known, he was in B erlin [sic] until shortly before the collapse of
the Third Reich.
In Document Book II-D, page 49 of the English, page 54 of the German, Document NO2841, has already been offered as Prosecution's Exhibit 94. In this document there is an
excerpt from Operational Situation Report No. 61, dated 23 August 1941, which shows the
activities of Einsatzkommando 12 during the month of August 1941. It states that in the
Babtschinzy area, resistance was partially shown to an orderly havesting [sic] of the crops.
This resistance was said to be instigated by Jews. As a counter measure or reprisal, 94 Jews
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were executed.
In Document Book III-D, page 72 of the English, page 118 of the German, Document
NOKW-634, is offered as Prosecution Exhibit 168. This is a report from the defendant
Seibert, as the executive officer of Einsatzgruppe D to the AOK 11, dated 9 October 1941.
In this report it is shown that 11 parachutists were "rendered harmless" by Einsatzkommando [sic] 12.
In Document Book II-D, page 52 of tye [sic] English, page 58 of the German, Document
NO-3147 has been offered as Prosecution Exhibit 96. This is an excerpt from the
Operational Situation Report No. 95, and is dated 26 September 1941.
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This document shows that in the vicinity of Ananjen, where Ein-satzkommando [sic] 12 was
located at this time, several Soviet party offi-cials [sic] and eight NKVD officials were
rendered harmless. This report also shows that in less than a month the total number of
executions for the group was 8890 Jews and communists, and that all told the group had at
the date of reporting liquidated 13,315 persons. It seems reasona-ble [sic] to think that
Einsatzkommando 12 contributed its share to these totals.
In Document Book II-B, page 7 of the English, page 6 of the German, Document NO-2837
which was offered as Prosecution's Exhibit 56; this document is an excerpt from an
operational situation report number 67, dated 29 August 1941, and shows that
approximately 27,500 Jews had been driven back into the Rumanian area, that 1265,
mostly young Jews, were shot by units of Einsatzgruppe D.
In the affidavit of the defendant Ruehl, dated 26 May 1947, which is in Document Book IIID, page 76 of the English, page 121 of the Ger-man [sic], and is document NO-4149, we
now offer as Prosecution's Exhibit 169. Ruehl confirms in part the facts in the operational
situation report No. 67 just offered.
DR. LINCK: (Dr. Linch [sic] for the defendant Ruehl.) - The objections to this document and
its submission are on the same line as were raised yesterday for Document NO-4314,
Exhibit 29, by my colleague Dr. Bergold for the defendant Biberstein. We refer to the history
of the affidavit as a part of a longer statement; as it has been mentioned yesterday, I may
come back to this to take care of my case but I should like to make the following two
statements.
First, this affidavit has not been made on the 26th of May, 1947, as it says in the English as
well as in the German document book, bit on the 26th of June, which a look into the original
will prove. I do not emphasize this because I want to be righteous but because I want to
342
242

30 Sept-A-FL-27-2-Urmey (Int. Hildesheimer)
Court No. II-A, Case IX

state that it might be of importance during the taking up of my case.
The second thing is the following. There is a translation mistake which is not without
significance; in the english [sic] document book page 77 in the middle of the page, on page
123 of the German document book IIIb, it becomes evident from this that the statement of
the defendant Ruehl in the reports to Ohlendorf where he asks for a decision has been
trans-lated [sic] by "we decided" – "Wir entschlossen."
I would like to point out this mistake because it might be deducted from that that Ruehl had
any power of decision.
THE PRESIDENT: What should the word be instead of "we"?
DR. LINCK: "It was decided" that means Ohlendorf, of course.
THE PRESIDENT: You may recall that to the Tribunal's attention when you take up your
client's case.
MR. WALTON: May it please the Court, the Prosecution desires that the official
transla
tor render an official translation of the contested part of this affidavit.
THE PRESIDENT: You mean now?
MR. WALTON: No, sir. When it becomes necessary for the Court to consider it.
THE PRESIDENT: Yes, that is right. That right will be reserved to the Prosecution.
MR. WALTON: Ruehl in paragraph 3 of his affidavit relates that he delivered a large
transport of Jews to the area occupied by Einsatz-kommando [sic] 12. In his affidavit which
is in Document Book III-D, page 69 of the English, page 114 of the German, and is
Document NO-4146, has already been offered as Prosecution's Exhibit 167, this defendant
re-lates [sic] what assignment he received when he reached Berlin. This, the defendant
Gustav Nosske is shown to be personally implicated in the crimes through active command
of Einsatzkommando 12. His criminal lia-bility [sic] for the crime charged in paragraph 9-G
under count 1 of the in343
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dictment is shown.
He Was in the highest staff echelon of the organization of the Einsatzgruppen in Berlin as
shown by the documents dealing with these activities while on duty at the RSHA there. As in
the other cases, documents introduced by the Prosecution against this defendant, all refer
to the period in which he was commander of Einsatzkommando 12, or as chief of the
Kommando staff of the RSHA in Berlin.
Membership of this defendant in organizations declared to be cri-minal [sic] as charged in
count 3 of the indictment is shown in Document Book III-D, page 69 of the English, page
114 of the German, Document NO-4146 already offered as Prosecution's Exhibit 167. These
statements are con-firmed [sic] in Document Book III-D, page 80 of the English, page 126
of the German by Document NO-3505 which is now offered as Prosecution's Exhi-bit [sic]
170.
This document shows excerpts from the SS service record of Gustav Nosske. It shows his
SS rank, his membership in the SD, and the Gestapo, his party and SS serial numbers and
other pertinent facts of life his-tory [sic].
The case against the defendant Felix Ruehl. In Document Book III-D page 76 of the English,
page 121 of the German, Document NO-4149, has already been offered as Prosecution's
Exhibit 169 This is the affida-vit [sic] by the defendant Ruehl. In paragraph 1 of this
document, Ruehl states that from May until October, 1941, he was assigned to
Sonderkommando 10-B in Russia. In paragraph 4 of this document, he states and I quote:
"Immediately after the arrival of Sonderkommando 10-B at Czerno-witz [sic], approximately
50 inhabitants were delivered to the Kommando with the order to shoot them, as they were
said to have participated in a surprise attack against Rumanian troops, when these arrived
at Czerno-witz [sic]."
"Sturmbannfuehrer Alois Prestera refused at first to carry out the
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executions but in the end he gave into the wishes of the Rumanians and had 12 or 15 of the
people shot by the Kommando. Additional 20 or 30 persons were then shot by the
Rumanians, later. The executed people were Jews for the most part. I did not attend these
shootings but got my official notice thereof in the time of my service."
In this connection and in confirmation that the defendant's state-ment [sic] is credible, the
Prosecution cites Document Book II-D, page 45 of the English, page 48 of the German,
Document NOKW-587 already offered as Prosecution's Exhibit 92. This document, dated 9
July 1941, is a report of the commanding officer -- sorry, report to the commanding officer
of Army group South and shows that on 6 July 1941, this Kom-mando [sic] 20-B reached
the city of Czernozitz [sic]. However, the defendant's contention that only a few Jews were
shot is not borne out by this report.
This report minces no words when it says "Immediately after ar-rival [sic] we contacted the
competent commander, Military Police Major Lu-zansky [sic], as well as the other Rumanian
posts which were present here, and started a search of the town for politically suspected
elements. On the 7th of this month, the arresting of the communists and Jews on the basis
of the search lists that were already made out and of the newly made up lists. On the 8th
instant a major raid was carried through, in the course of which the Jewish leadership could
be caught almost com-pletely [sic]. The following day about a hundred Jewish communists
were shot by the Kommand, together with the execution of Jews by the Rumanian Army and
police force, a total of over 500 Jews have been shot in the course of 8 and 9 July. On
kommand was sent to Hole for a search. A report has not yet been received."
Five days later, by operational situation report No. 22, dated 14 July 1941, this Kommando
was able to report on events that took place in the town of Katyn or Hodyn.
In Document NO-4135, Document Book II-D, page 41 of the English,
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page 43 of the German, is Document NO-4135, already offered as Prose-cution's [sic]
Exhibit 91. Kommando 10-B reported that in this town all in-tellectual [sic] Jews were
arrested and treated accordingly.
May it please the Tribunal the words "arrested and treated accord-ingly [sic]" do not appear
on the English translation. That will be on page 43. However, a check of the German copies
shows that that phrase appears in German in their books.
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It should be where his word "and" is, and next to the last sen-tence [sic] -- the third
sentence from the bottom, and the word "and" should come out, and the period be
substituted, and in the previous sentence "Arrested and treated accordingly" should be
added, to that previous sentence.
THE PRESIDENT: You are sure that those words do appear in the German text?
MR. WALTON: May it please the Tribunal, I have had three German speaking persons
checking on that.
THE PRESIDENT: Well, in that event I think we can take the liberty of adding those words to
the English text.
MR WALTON: To the English, yes, sir. After all details were in, and more evidence was
avilable [sic], operational situation report No. 40, dated 1 August 1947, which is in
Document Book II-D, page 37 of the English, page 40 of the German, and is Document NO2950, already has been offered as Prosecution's Exhibit No. 91. This shows the activities of
Einsatzgruppe D to B --- correction, may it please the Tribunal, it should be Prosecution's
Exhibit No. 90, Document NO-2950. And I quote: "In cooperation with the Rumania Police
there have been shot dead in Czernowitz 682 of the approximately 1200 arrested Jews."
And in the further paragraph it says and I quote: "In the area of Czernowitx [sic], Hotin has
been passed, whereby 150 Jews and Communists have been liquidated." The defendant
Ruehl, SS-Hauptssturmfuehrer, or captain, shows was in a position of staff responsibility,
even second in command of Einsatzkommando 10-B, in accordance with his own statement
compared with his commanding officer as representative of Sonderkommando of
Einsatzkommando 10-B.
In Document Book 3-D, page 76, of the English, and page 121 of the German, Document
NO-4149, already introduced as Prosecution's Exhibit No. 169, he gives an account of his
conferences with his command-ing [sic] officer, and the action which he took following the
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conference with his Chief, Ohlendorf. Two things can be noted, his position, at least in this
incident entitled him to command function so that he could confer with the general, and
give orders to Obersturmbann-fuehrer [sic] Lippert, a man who held a higher rank. Second,
that this incident here related by the defendant took place in the Mogilew-Podolsk area.
In this connection the Prosecution desires to cite operational situation report No. 45, dated
7 August 1941, which is in Document Book II-D, on page 33 of the English, and page 27 of
the German, and is Document NO-2948, already offered as Prosecution's exhibit No. 89.
This document shows that Sonderkommando 10-D was then stationed in the MogilewPodolsk area, and prevented the mass departure of Jews into territory under the dominion
of Germans.
The next operational situation report No. 64, dated 26 August 1941 which is in Document
Book III-D, page 24 of the English, and page 46 of the German, and is Document NO-2840,
already introduced as Prosecution's Exhibit No. 154, shows that Mogilew-Podolsk area,
Godasr area, approximately six-thousand Jews who had been deported from Rumania, were
interned and forced to work. This report further shows that plans were already made to
concentrate the Jews in Mogilew in a separate part of town. In this proof which shows that
the defendant Ruehl had command functions in Sonderkommando 10-B, during the time the
offenses occurred, as shown by the documents I cited here, and, upon these facts the
Prosecution charges him with criminal responsibility; only Rosterer had outranked him in
this sub-unit of Einsatzgruppe-D. The membership of this defendant in criminal
organizations as charged in Count 3 of the Indictment is shown by paragraph one and two,
of Ruehl's affidavit, which is above cited document, and is found in Document Book III-D,
page 76 of the English, being Document NO-4149, already introduced as Prosecution's
Exhibit No. 169. This information is confirmed in Document Book III-D, page 90 of the
English, and page 136 of the German, and is Document NO-4808, now offered as
Prosecution's
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Exhibit No. 171. That latter document shows excerpts - - DR ASCHENAUER: Mr. President. I beg your pardon, Your Honor, if at this time I interrupt
you in asking would it be possible for the Prosecution to come to its end as quickly as
possible, considering the shortness of our preparation and lack of time for your submitting
our case, it is absolutely necessary that at six o'clock we should speak with the defendants,
which is hardly possible if the proceedings are not finished before six o'clock.
THE PRESIDENT: It was only to allow you additional time to prepare your case that we
thought that if we were to terminate the prosecution today, because if they finish today,
then you have all of tomorrow, Thursday, and Friday and Saturday for preparations,
whereas, if we must come back tomorrow, naturally, you lose just that much time for your
preparation. I don't think Mr [sic] Walton has very much more.
MR WALTON: Three pages.
THE PRESIDENT: I think we will finish very quickly.
MR WALTON: Only the case against the defendant Schubert, Your Honors, and then I will
finish.
THE PRESIDENT: Very well.
MR WALTON: I was quoting from Document NO-4804, which is found on page 90 of the
English book, and page 136 of the German book and is Prosecution's exhibit No. 171, which
are excerpts from the service record of Felix Ruehl, which gives his rank in the SS, his
membership in the Gestapo, his Party and SS serial numbers, and other pertinent
information about his life history. Case against the defendant Heinz Schubert. The
defendant Heinz Schubert assigned for duty in Einsatzgruppe-D in October 1941; his codefendant Otto Ohlendorf as his commanding officer made Schubert his adjutant and this
defendant served in this capacity during the entire time Ohlendorf remained in command,
until June 1942. Schubert left for Berlin when Ohlendorf relinquished command of
Einsatzgruppe-D. It is shown by paragraph 2 of Schubert's affidavit, dated 24 February
1947, which is Document NO-3055,
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in Document Book I, page 108 of the English, page 141 of the German, and is already
offered as Prosecution's Exhibit No. 28. I might also point out there, if it please the Tribunal,
that there is a typographical error in the German which states that Schubert was on duty
with Einsatzgruppe-D until June 1944. It whould [sic] be 1942. Authority for same is as
stated previously.
THE PRESIDENT: Very well.
MR WALTON: The duties of the adjutant of the commanding officer of Einsatzgruppe-D are
described several documents. In Document Book III-D, page 34, Document NO-2859, which
has been introduced as Prosecution's Exhibit No. 158 in paragraph 2 of this document,
which is an affidavit by Willy Seibert, it shows that the defendant Schubert composed
certain reports of Einsatzgruppe-D from time to time. His duties as adjutant, are however,
clearly outlined in paragraph two in the affidavit of Ohlendorf, made on 2 April 1947, which
is in Document Book III-D, page 1, Document NO-2856, already introduced as Prosecution's
Exhibit No. 148. There is no point in detailing his duties.
THE PRESIDENT: No.
MR WALTON: That can be skipped. Occasionally, however the adjutant of Einsatzgruppe-D
was assigned to more important duties. In paragraph three of the same document just cited
Ohlendorf states that he sent Schubert as his representative to inspect executions. The
inspections of an execution is admitted by the defendant Schubert's own affidavit of 24
February 1947, which has been often cited before.
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In paragraph 3 of the same document just cited Ohlendorf states that he sent Schubert as a
representative of an execution is admitted by the Defendant Schubert's own affidavit of 24
February, 1947, which has been often cited before. For the record it is in Document Book I,
Page 108 of the English, Page 141 of the German, Document NO-3055, Prosecution's Exhibit
28, in which he states in December 1941 he witnessed an execution near Sim-feropol [sic].
I should like to call the Tribunal's attendion [sic] to Schubert's assertion in Paragraph 7 of
his affidavit of 4 February 1947, which is in Document Book I, Page 17 in the English
document book, Page 19 of the German, and is Document NO-2716, already offered as
Prosecution's Exhibit 4, in which he states that the precise totals of executions were not
known to him. However, I am speaking of the contents of the reports concerning activities
of the group that were regularly sent from his headquarters to Berlin. He states that these
reports contained exact details and desreiptions [sic] of the places which the actions had
taken place, the courseof [sic] the operations, losses, the number of places destroyed and
persons killed, arrest of agents,report [sic] on interrogations and reports on the civilian
sector.
Membership of this defendant in organizations declared to be criminal as charged in Count 3
of the indictment is shown by Paragraph 3 of the Defendant's affidavit of 4 February 1947,
above cited as being in Document Book I, Page 17 of the English, Page 19 of the German,
and which is Document NO-2716 already offered as Prosecution's Exhibit 4.
Statements of this Defendant concerning his membership in these criminal organizations are
confirmed in Document Book III-D, Page 99 of the English, Page 146 of the German, and is
Document NO-3244, now offered as Prose-cution's [sic] Exhibit 172. This document shows
certain excerpts from the SS service record of Heinz Hermann Schubert, a defendant in this
case. It shows his membership in the SS and in the SD, his party and SS serial numbers,
and other pertinent facts about his life history.
If it pleases your Honors, this concludes the presentation of
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Document Book III-D on the personal responsibility of the defendants in Einsatzgruppe D.
MR. FERENCZ: May it please your Honors, I would like to thank the Tribunal for their
patience and remaining longer than the usual session, and I would like to point out that we
have only one more item in the presentation of our case in chief. This is a documentary film
which is now ready to be shown in Courtroom I, and which lasts about thirty minutes. In
order that the defense counsel may be given full opportunity to confer with their clients and
to meet their objection that an additional running of the court at this time would prevent
that, I would like to join in their request that the court be in recess for a period of several
days after the presentation of the Prosecution's case in order to enable them to have
sufficient time to prepare their defense, and I would like to request the court to remain for
another thirty minutes so that we may conclude our case.
THE PRESIDENT: Yes, do you intend to show that exhibit in this courtroom or Courtroom
No. I [sic]
MR. FERENCZ: We expect to show it in Courtroom No. I, your Honor, and we would first like
to introduce just the certificate which precedes the showing of this exhibit.
THE PRESIDENT: Yes, just before you do that I would lie to ask, have you presented all the
documents in all the document books?
MR. FERENCZ: We have, your Honor.
THE PRESIDENTS: Very well.
DR. GAWLIK: (For Defendants Naumann and Seibert, your Honor, I object to the showing of
this film, and I would like to ask the Prose-cution [sic] to tell us what the probative value of
this fil would be? This film has been shown, and in my opinion this film has no probative
value whatsoever.
THE PRESIDENT: You say it has been shown?
DR. GAWLIK: The film has been shown to the defense counsels last week in order to give
them opportunity to raise objections.
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MR. FERENCZ: Your honor, we invited the defense counsel to see a showing of the film
before we cut some of the film, inasmuch as part of it had no relation to this case. We are
introducing this film for the purpose of showing some of the mass graves which were found
by the Russian soldiers when they returned to the territories which had been occupied by
the Einsatzgruppen. The films were taken by Russian troops of places where the German
troops had been, and they opened the mass graves in the cities in which we charge these
defendants with having committed crimes.
THE PRESIDENT: It would appear to the Tribunal from what you have said that this exhibit
could well form part of the res gestae of the case, and whatever comments you wish to
make on it later, of course, you are free to do so.
Now I may add that I have made inquiries of the prison officials whether you may not have
the opportunity of seeing your clients after the showing of this picture, even if it is one-half
hour later, and I have been assured that this may be done. I would like to know in which
room you usually interview your clients so that the necessary arrange-ments [sic] can be
made.
DR. GAWLIK: Your Honor, in Room 57 and in the gymnasium, in Room 57 and the
gymnasium.
THE PRESIDENT: Very well.
DR. GAWLIK: Your Honor, I have another suggestion about the film. I should like to suggest
that the film should be shown without any commentary, as a mute film, because any oral
statements can only be introduced by witnesses, or by the way of witnesses, or there
should be a witness who explains the film so that we have the opportunity to cross-examine
[sic] the witness. We do not know who this person is who explains the film or who makes
the statements, and we have no opportunity to rectify these statements. Then this film
should be shown as is done by a silent film, without any commentary.
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MR. FERENCZ: If your Honors please, this film was introduced as an exhibit before the
International Military Tribunal. The Tribunal there accepted it with the English Commentary.
I believe the Tribunal is in a position to judge what is evidence and what is not evidence,
and we aske therefore that the film be shown as it was accepted by the International
Military Tribunal.
THE PRESIDENT: I can assure Dr. Gawlik that the Tribunal will no be emotionally disturbed
by any commentary made by any narrator. We will merely view what is shown to us, and
whatever is to be said about the film can be said by defense counsel and by Prosecution. It
would require too much of a mechanical alteration to attempt to remove the audible
accompaniment to the film at this time, and I think it will be much simpler if we will no
recess and reconvene immediately in Courtroom No. I. Is there anything further to be said?
MR. FERENCZ: Yes, your Honor. I would just like to offer the exhibit which is the certificate
preceding this film. I offer now as Prosecution's Exhibit No. 173 Document No. USSR-81.
This is the certificate of the Russian cinema operators and has already been given to the
defense counsel in German. The English copy will be made available to the Tribunal very
shortly.
DR. FICHT: Dr. Ficht for the Defendant Biberstein.
Your Honor, we have been informed by the Prosecution that the original of these documents
are only available until tomorrow ex-clusively [sic], because after that they will be
transported to Berlin. It appears to me that on the basis of today's proceedings it seems
necessary that stipulations about various points should be made with our clients, and I
should like you to make it possible for us to keep the documents, the original documents, a
little longer, at least a day longer.
THE PRESIDENT: Do you know whether Colonel Helm would object to remaining over one
more day, Mr. Ferencz?
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MR. FERENCZ: Unfortunately, your Honor, Colonel Helm is not here. I know that he has
important business in Berlin. However, I believe I can persuade him to leave the documents
here one day longer if necessary.
THE PRESIDENT: The Tribunal will recess only momentarily and reconvene in Courtroom No.
I. The defendants will be escorted there, of course, under guard.
(A recess was taken on order to reconvene in Courtroom No. I.)
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THE MARSHAL: The Tribunal is agian [sic] in session.
MR. FERRENCZ: If Your Honors please, the translating system is not functioning and we will
therefore translate directly from the floor to the defense counsel. The sound track is in
English and the defense counsel have a German translation of the sound track in their
possession. Therefore, it will not be necessary totranslate [sic] as the film is being shown.
We have a copy of the sound track for the Tribunal and it will be in English.
THE PRESIDENT: Very well.
MR. FERENCZ: The prosecution is now ready to show the next document.
(Prosecution Exhibit No. 173 was then shown.)
MR. FERENCZ: If your Honors please, that is the conclusion of the Prosecution's Case-inChief.
THE PRESIDENT: The Tribunal will now recess and reconvene next Monday morning at 9:30
o'clock in Courtroom No. 11, Room 581. The Tribunal will now rise.
(The Tribunal adjourned until 6 October 1947, at 0930 hours.)
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