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REVIEW AND RECCMMENDATIONS

TRIAL DATA: The acovsed was trisd at Pachen, Farmary, doring tha

poried 2-7 July 1947, before a General Militery Govermmemé Court,

CHARGES AND PART ICULARS ¢

PIRST OHARGE: Vilelakdien of tha Tawe ard (langan of W .

Barbiculars: TInthat Farl Ehrenboeck acting in pursmnee of a
common design to commit the aots hersimfter nlleged, and as

ind ividual(s) aiding in the operation of the Dachau Comcontrat ion
Camp and camps subsidiary thereto, did, at or inthe vicinity of
DACHAT and LANDEBERG, Gommmy, botweon obouh 1 Jarm ey 1842 and
about 29 April 1945, willfully, deliberately, and wrongfully
encourage , aid, abet and participate in the subjection of oivil-
tap mtiomals of mtions then at war with the then German Reich
to orueltien amd mistreatmens , including killings, beatings,

tortures, starwtion, abuses and Indignities, the @met mmos
and mumbors of aveh elvilian moticrals belng unlnewn bub

aggrognt ing many thousands who were then and thers in the custody
of the Capman Reieh in exercise of belligerent eontrol,

SECOND CHARGE: YViolation of the Laws and Usages of War,

Mirtloulars: I 4hat Harl Fhrenbeesck aeting in pureuvaves of a
common design to commit the acts haraimfber alleged, and as
individul(s) aiding in the operation of the Dachu Conpentrat ion
Camp and camps subsidinry thersto, did at or in the vieinity of
DACHAU ard IANDSBERG, Germiny, between about 1 Janwry 1942 and
about 29 april 1945, willfully, deliberately and wrongfully
susvurage, old, abet and pardleipabe in the oubJuetion of mambors
of the armed forces of nations then at war with the then German
Reieh, who wore then and there surrondersd and urarmed prisoners
of war in the oustody of the then German Reioh, %o ervelties and
mistreatment , inoluding killings, boatings, tortures, starwtion,
abuses and indignities, the exact ramss and mrbers of such
prlsoms rs of war Lolng unknown, bub aggrogating meny hundreds.

111, SUMMLRY OF EVIDENCE: The acoused was, by his own admission, a

member of the 88 at Dachau Concentration Camp ard/or its subeamps for
seonsidemble pariods of time bubwesn the dates allogod and was shown %o
havs partioipated in the Duohau Concemtrat ion Oamp mass atrooity.

Prosecut ion's Exhibit P-Ex 2 (R 7) is a certified copy of the charges,




rartioulars, findings and semtences in the Parerd Dachau Concentrat ion
Camp Case (United Stabes v, Welss, et al., 000-50-2, opinton DJAVC,
March 1946, hersim fher reforred to as tho "Parent Case"; see Section V,
voak ) .

Litt1ls wolght tas baen given to the testimony of Karl Kraemer.
W, EVIDENCE AND RECOMMENDAT IONS

frirl EHRENBOECK

st 4 ona litys German

Apat 26

Civilinn Sktatus: Glags Mainter

Farty Stotus: ltember of Hitler Youth

Nilitary Btetus: Viaffen 88 Sergeant

Flean:. NG Charge I3 NG Charga 11
Findings: G Charge Iy G Charge II
Banbence: 20 years, commencing B0 April 1945

Bvidensy Por Proseout iont The acoused bestified that he ms a
membor of the 8§ at Dachau Concentrat ion Camp from January 1941 to Augush
164%. He wme then assigned to subcamp Allach of Dachau Conecentration
Camp and remined there until 25 April 1948 (R 57-68), At Danchau Conoen-
troblon Camp the aconsed waa an assistant block leader from Jamuary 1941
untii April 1942 when he was transferred to the guard company. Ha
rema ined with the gard company urbil sugust 1842 when he was sent o
Munieh, Gemmany, for tralning as a dog leader, At the end of September
1042, ha, with 15 other dog leaders, reburned to Dachay Concertration
Qamp and performed duty as & dog leader with various details. In Augush
1945, at subeamp Allach, he was assigned as a gwrd and dotail leader
inammrge nf small details consisting of approximately 20 to 30 inmates,
At the end of August he was the sccord detail leader on the Gross
Bapghofen detail, an outdetail of suboamp Allach, with an 88 sergeart in
shuwrge [ 6R). laker in his testimory the acoused fostifisd that he
arsived ot subeamp Allaok in November 1943 (R 60), An 88 sorgeant had

the overall command of this detail and the accused was in charge of 30




inmates. The accused further testified that his detall was assigned to
huild a butehery at Gross Berghofen (R 58); that he served with this
detail until the 78th nf April 1945 whan suhoeamp A1lash wma evacuated:
and that he partioipated for one day in the inmate evacuatlion maroh
whioh oonsisted of 1,000 inmtes (R 60).

Sakaofor, o formor inmte at Naohan Oonnartration Camp, testifiad
that at Camp Dechau in March 1942 the accused released his dog from a
lengh und set him on a Polish inmate who was not working fast emnough.
Tho dog bit this inmets 1n the neol, savsing him o hlaad profusaly
(R 8). Roemer, a former inmte, testified that at Camp Daclau some time
in tae winter of 1942 when the acoused wms s blook leader, the acoused
same Fa Wlesl 2 and boakt o Russion inmta fntha fee with an alumintm
oup which had eharp edges. The vietim received an open wound and ws
taken £o the dispensary for treatment by another immte (R 20, 21),

Furrer, a former lmmito, teotificd that ut fomp Naekan ha maw tha
assused trainlvg dogs in the yard of the cremtorium in the late summer
or early fall of 1942, Groups of six to eight inmates were seleoted
from the ponal blook e bo ussd in tvaining the degs. Thesn inmates
were mostly Jews of Polish and Csech matiomalities. The dogs wore st
upon these inmates and attacked all parts of their bediss. The dogs
wers ©peeially trained %o atback the lags, but often they attnckad the
private parts of the inmates (R 48). Several dog leadors participated
in this training in the yurd area of the orematory, The inmtes who
were used fur training purpeses werd limed up im the yard arsa of tha
oramtory and the dogs wore let loose upon the inmates., On thess
coonsions, of course, the immtes were attacked by these dogs and vory
orten seversly Llojured, fomot imes tho victime! olothes wore torm off
by the doge, and mny times thoy were thrown to the ground. The
witness fMarther testified that those inmutes woro no protective clothing
(R 52); that thwy Lled prufusely as a reoult of the treining; that thair
olothing ves oftien saturated with blood; and that he heurd their ories

of pain (R 53).




Pluts , a formor inmte, testifisd and stated in his extrajudisoial
gworr statement that at suboamp Allach in 1944 the accused beat a Fromoh
tymate with a rubber hose until 4he vietim fall to the ground. This
inmte was too weak to push a wagon loaded with sand, and when the
wiskim fall o the ground afber being beaten, the acoused kicked him
hetwesnn the legs and in the testioles, The witness and aticther inmata
anrriod the vietim to the dispensary whero he died two to four days
later (R 110-112, 29; P-Ex 5).

¥lein, a former inmate, testified that when inmates failed to take
of P thelr hats quiclkly onough when the accusod walked by, he would hib
them. The ascused hit or kicked Polish or Franch immates who did not
howa hhe proper letter insignia in their triangles. The aooused partio-
tputed in adninistering the "26" lashes to immates (this punishment com=
sisted in mking an inmate bend over 1 table or chair while 26 lashes
wora glwen him with an oxtail whip or obther instrument by 83 guards or
inmtes) at the bath (R lEi]. The acoused ws rogarded by inmtes at
Camp Decrau as & beater (R 122), Ths aooused ndmitted boating inmtes
with his hand on twe to four ocoasione for stealing from other lumtes
(it 87, 72)s

Farl Kraemer, a formor inmte, tostified that at Camp Dnehnu during
Ehe Pippb part of 1942 he eaw the accused approximately 30 timea wearing
¢ shesl holmek and leaving by car with obher members of the Headowmrtors
Staff for the place where Russian prisonsra of war were gxoauted, Ab
thia £ims enly gmrds who participated in exscutions wore steel helmsts
(R 30-32, 85, 44). The witness was 150 to 200 meters from the place
whore tho nocused left with the exeoution detail (R 41). In 1942 the
adsusod moportod Palieh inmates for punishment (R 32, 3). As a result
of these reports, inmates were mde to stand ad attention near the
survics building without receiving amy food for daya or tholr hands tied
Lokind 4hods Bask with a nhain and they were suspended from a steke or
they reseived 28 strokess, At subeamp Allaph when inmates of Poliah,

Frenoh, Russian and Belgian mtiomlities wore mrohing to work, the




aepused's dog attacked thelr private parts, thighs, heols and ocalves

(R 1, 38, 46). The moocused, like svery other 53 man, recsived the war
marit oross for s participation in execubtlions. The witness heard
him talk in block 2 and other blocks about the shootings and he used the
oxpression "shooting mtoh" (R 43), Dog leaders wore present in Dachau
Coneantration Onmp in 1941 and 1942 (R 46)s Thera were 50 %o 60 dogs
ir camp during that poriod (R 45),

Evidence flor ﬁggagggf The ascused testified that while at suboamp
Allaeh he parmitted atrilians tn give flour and potatoes to the inmtes.
The flour was mde into bread at & bakery in Erdweg ard the B0 o 120
inmates on his dotall 'ramlsivad between 10 and 15 loaves every day.

Thie wis 4n wislatton of the erdera of the camp cormander (R 68. 75.76).
The first time he was essigned a dog was in August 1942 and after train-
ing in Munioh umbil the end of Sepbember 1942, he bucame a dog leader

at Dishaw Consertrakieon Qamp (R 80). Tt wnas agalnet regulatlons to take
out urmmszled dogs for duby (R 68). In Novernber 1941 he wms ordered by
mombaers of the Hm&amr‘ha:l'a Btaff to oxcvoubtion souara and after some

Ruso dan inmtos had heen cvaawked, hae had to help put the coffins con-
toining the corpses in cara, The pocused further testified that Ghese
bodios were then taken to the crematory (R 61, 86). He participated
in 4we exceutions of immates (R 73), but only ns a member of the labor
detail ko load coffins and %ake them to the cremetory (R B6). The
sxeoution detail had rifles and steel helmets, The acoused never had a
ifle or & okuel holmet por 4id he ever ahank immtes; and his only duby
2t tho exeoutions wae to place the bodies in the fruck and drive them
avay (R 81), The aceused was not at subonmp Allach in 1945 when a
prosscublon witnoso sbatsd that he sct a dog on an inmte. All of the
inmat a8 mn’aéd to be on his detail because It was one of the best detalls
and there was alwys enough to eat, He received a prison ferm of two
monbha for leaving Hie dotail and besauss wary afkan ha did not take his
dog alorg for duty (R 82), & wall surrounded the area where the dogs

were trained. Therefore, it would have been impossible for anyone to










