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CAMP DACEAU, GERMANY

20 June 1946

MORNING SESSION

(Whereunon the Ogurt reconvened at 0830 hours.)

FRESIDENT: Tgke seats. The Oourt will come to orders

FPROSECUTION: If the Oourt please, let the record show
that all members of the court, all members of the Prosecution,with
the exception of Lt. Col, Orawford who is aboent on business of the
Proucntiun.. and Oapt. Byrnes, who has been excused by order of the
Commanding General, all members of the Defense, all the defendants,
and the reporter are present,

DEFENSE COUNSEL: ' The Defense recolls Dietrich Zlemssen,
You &re reminded you ere still under oathe

(Whereupon the witness, Dietrich ZIEMSSEN resumed the
stand,)

PROSECUTION: If the Court please, I don't believe the
statement, "the witness in reminded he is still under ocath", was
translated, was it?

DEFENSE COUNSELS Yes,

PRESIDERT: That stetement should always be made by the
Prosecution,

DIRECT EXAMIFATION, continued
QUESTIONS BY DEFENSEK COUNSEL (Dr, RAU):

Q Are there documents about the fact that $roops were in-
structed about treatment of prisoners of war, according to regula-
tions of the Geneva Oonvention?

A It was ordered that every time when & soldier was instructe
ed as to the treatment of prisoners of war for the first t!.ma‘thil

wags shown in his personal--in his file,

(Ziemssen -~ direct)




Q Did the division also receive orders as to the treatment of
the civilian population?

A Ho orders were issued concerning the treatment of the civile
ian population. But it said in the operational order that armed re-
sistence was to be expected from the civilien population in Balg!:um.

Q What instructions wero given for this purpose?

A There were no specific instructions,

Q Vas said anything about how this resistence of the civilinn
population was to be broken?

A Without any reference to the civilian population, it was
ordered that every opponent who would present himself was to be at-
tacked and the resistence was to be broken.

Q Was thiz order also resd to the troops?

A In the Divisional order, which was issued by the lst SS
Penzer Regiment and published to its units it said,after the enemy
units were listed, armed resistence of the civilian population is
to be expscted, ;

IR, RAU: I ask to repeat the question, since obviously
& mistake in the translation occurred. Repeat your anewer, please,

A In the Divisionel order it said, besides enemy units,the

American units which were listed in this order-:it said that you

have to count on armed resistence of the civilian population,

Q Did the Division issue any order with reference to the

evacuation of prisoners of war?
A In the same order it said the prisoners of wer are to be:

taken back on empty convoys to the supply statione.

Anything else?

No; nothing elso.

How long have you been with the Divigion at that time?

I wag!.n that diviocion until the 2lst of December, in the
evening; then I was wounded, !

Q Was the accused Dietrich with the division at that time?

Ziemssen - direct) 1784




Q General Dietrich was at the C.P, of the Division on the
15th of December in the aftornoon for a short whilel

Q What did he do there?

L He asked how far the division was in ths preparations, asked
if the communication with the home units in th‘e assembly area~-ssked
if there was o communication with their own units in the assembly
area.

Q Did they give any orders or instructione with reference to
the treatment of prisoners of war or of the civilian population?

A Yoo

Q How many prisonere did the division take during thy time
you wsre theret?

A During the time from the 16th to the 22nd of December, the
divieion took more than a& thousand prisoners of war,

Q ¥What happened to those prisoners of war, if you kmow?

A I, myself, saw in the time from the 16th to the 2lst of
Dacember about eight hundred prisoners of war on thelr way——correc-
tion, on my way from Stadtkyll to Engeledorfs. Those prisoners of
war were taken back partly on foot, partly on convoys, Twice I
personally ordered the establishment of a collecting point. That was
in Amel and in the forest near Kaiserbaracke.

Q Did you tell ue all that you personslly saw? Did you tell
everything that you saw, personslly?

A At the time I also found out whers thope prisoners cems frem.
Part of them were taken by the combat group"Hansen" and part of them
were taken by the combat group "Peiper'.

Q. : Have you been interrogated by Prosecution counsel during
the last time? f

A I was lnterrogated nine times hy’ an interrogation officer
of the Prosecution.

Q What did he tell you with reference to how many prisoners

were taken by the division?

‘(Ziemssen ~ direct) 1785
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A I was told that 1-0 of the divislon of Obersturmfuehrer
Walther had stated that he only saw two prisoners of war whom he
personally interrogated.

Q Were you told that this Obersturmfuehrer Walther wes in
Dachau?

A Yes.

Did you see him in Dachau?

A Hoe

Q Did you volunteer for being a witness?

A Towards the end of April I made & written application to

be used as & witness and on the basis of this application I became a

witness, so tha Prosecution used me—on the bsal'a of this application
the Prosecution called me for interrogation.

Q As a front line soldier, did you make any observation as to
descriptions of incidents on the front line?

A I am sorry, I do not understand.

Q As & front line soldier, did you have any experisdce in
reference to incidents which are connected with the combat on the
front lines?

A Tee. t

IAY MEMBER: Well, now, what time and what place? I mean
as far as counsel ip concox‘nad;, what time and what place in connec-
tion with this Eifel offensive?

Q In connectinn with the Eifel offensive, and the offensive

in the Ardennes?

A I found out that all the reports referring to incidents
on the front line, or combat reports, were very unreliable, especial-
1y during the.last time of the war, And therefore I only believed
in what I myself saw.

Q At that time when you were wounded, where did you got

A _zzna of December I came to the aid station of the Divis-

ion in Montenau,

1186
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Q At that time were you confronted with wounded American
soldiers?

CAPT, . SHUMACKER; I object to the question as leading.
PRESTDENT: Objection sustained.

Q The sollﬂiars who were--the soldiers who were at this aid
station, of which nationality were they?

A They weras soldiers of the 6th Panzer Army, Furthermore,
wounded ceptured American soldiers and some civilians who had been
wounded through artillery fire in that vicinity. I saw in thic place
more than 20 wounded American soldiers.

Q Didn't you also state that you saw pzl'iaoﬂen of war at all?

A Yes. I altogether saw--no, I mean in this place more then
20 wounded soldiers,

LAW MEMBER§ Counsel will please walt uatil the question
has been translated. This is the last tiima I can tell counsel that.
DEFENSE COUNSEL (Mr. Walters): I think that should be

translated. I don't think Dr, Rau understood,

LAV MEMBER: Yes, he waved his head. He understood it

all right,

Q There were only wounded prisoners of war?

A Yes, wounded prisoners of war were taken there in our own
ambulances and were treated there according to the turn they had
arrived, together with our own wounded soldlers,

Q Wers there also civilians?

A Yes, There were some civilians, but very few, since there
was come artillery fire in the vicinity and the civilians had been

brought from the village in the vicinity.




Tk #210
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UR. WALTERS: May it please the Court, my attention
has been called to the fact that'it was “American artillery
fire" and that was not translated that way.

INTERPRETER CHLOSTA: American artillery fire.
QUESTIONS BY DEFENSE CCUNSEL (DR. RAU):

Q Did you receive the book by Michael Prawdin,
"Tschingis-Chan and his Legacy"?

A Yes, .I receiv.ed a book about Tschingis-Chan by
Pravdin. '

Q Vhen did you receive this book?

A I can't remember the exact time. I believe it was
in 1936.

Q Who sent you this book?

A This book was sent to us by the office of the
Reichsfuhrer-SS.

What do you mean by "us"?

Thﬁ book was sent to officers.

What was the purpose of this?

A .This book shows the character of Tschingis-Chan
and his means of power and the possibility that Asia can be
organized for combat against Europe,

Q Did it say anything in this book of Tschingis- Chan
about, the fighting attitude and the fighting morals of the SS
on the occasion of the offensive in the Eifel and in the Ardennes
O.E.fensive?

LAW MEMBER: That question is decidedly out of order.
It has no place in this trial at all. It 'is most obvious and
will not be tolerated by the Court again.

DR. RAU: I am of the same opinion but the matter i

was brought up by the Prosecution. I am finished.

PRESIDENT: Any other questions by the Defense?

1188 b
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DEFENSE COUNSEL: You may cross examine.
CROSS EXAMINATION

QUESTIONS BY PROSECUTION (CAPTAIN SHUMACKER):

Q How old are you, Ziemssen?

A 34 years old.

Q Vhen did you join the Nazi Party?

A 1935.

Q In other words, you did not join the Party until
after you got into the SS?

A I joined the Waffen SS in 193) and I joined the
Pn;ry'in 1935. .

Q There was no Waffen SS in 193L, was there?

A The name was commonly used at that time but there
were some units that later on were transferred to the Waffen

S8,

Q As a matter of fact, there was no Waffen SS in 193,

wag there? Was there any organization in Germany knovm as the
Vaffen S5 in 19342 '

A No, the designation at that time did not exist.

Q As a matter of fact, the organization that you
belonged to was a police force, a security force for the Nazi
Party, was it not? .

I never receivsd any police training.

Will you answer the question, please?

Yes.

Will you please read the questiqn, ¥yss Repox:ter?
(Wheraupon the question was read by the reporter as

follows:

(Ziemssen-Cross)
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"As a matter of fact, the organization that you

belonged to was a police force, a security force for

the Nazi Party, was it not?")

A It was not a police organization but it was a unit
about the use of which nothing was said at that time.

Q Do you mean that the purpose for which this organiza-
tion was used was secret?

A No.

Q Do you mean the use to which the organization was
put was not generally known?

A It was not generally Imown because the units at
that tm; were very small and only veﬁ few people knew about

our existence at all,

Is it any secret now?

Q
A No.
Q

What were they used farTI

A They were trained in order to be put into action in
case of a war.

Q That was in 19342

A Ve received our training in 1934 in the same manner
as the units of the army.

Q You had been in the Waffen SS ever since?

A For one year I was detailed to the Reicbsfuhrung SS.
The other time I always was with the unit command.

Q You mean Himmler's headquarters. That is what you
are talking about, is it not?

A No, I was not in Himmler's headquarters but in an
office which belonged to the Reichsfuhrung,

Q That was the central headquarters of the SS?

A That was the mzd;n office for race and settlement
affairs, one out of several muin offices.

(Ziemssen-Cross)
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Q You say you went to the LSSAH in September 193k,

is that correct?
Yes.
From 1940 to 1943 you were with the Viking Division?
Yes, I was with the Viking Division.

Q Participated with the Viking Division in the campaigns
in Poland and Russia? Strike that — Campaign in Russia, not
Poland? .

A Yes, I participated in the campaign in Russia with
the Viking Division.

Q That was likewise an SS Division?

A Yes, that was also a division of the Waffen SS.

Q With that division, were you charged with the re-
sponsibility of plans and training?

A I was regimental acijutant and battalion commander
with the Viking Division. At that time I had nothing to do with
the plans of the division,

Q Are you familiar with the thousands of prisoners of
war and the thousands of civilians that were murdered by the
Viking Diyision?

A No, I don't know anything about that.

Q Do you deny it?

A The Viking Division did not murder thousands of
priscners and civilians.

Q Only hundreds, \vas‘iw

; ; MR. STRONG: ObJection, if it pleases the Court.
This question seems to have no bearing on the issues that were
brought out on direct examination.

PRESIDENT: The objection is sustained.

(2iemssen-Cross)
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QUESTIONS BY PROSECUTION (CAPTAIN SHUMACKER):

Q You say that the LSSAH, prior to the Eifel Offensive,

conducted a training program relative to the treatment of
prisoners of war?

A In the beginning of the time of training of the
division in Westfalia, elementary orders and :L‘nstmcbions
were issued with reference to the training; and in this order it
also sald that the troops were to be instructed about their at-
titude during the war and regulations according to the law in war,

Q In other words, there is no question but what all the
troops in your division of the LSSAH had full and ample instructions
on provisions of the Geneva Convention as apply to prisoners of war?

A . In order to be sure that every man was instructed, it
was ordered that. Strike that. It was expressly ordered at that
time because many you:ng men came intothe division and that they
would receive those instructions,

Q You still have not answered my question. Are you
sure that every man in your division received instructions rela-
tive to the treatment of prisoners of war as provided by the
Geneva Convention?

A I cannot say that for every single man in my division.

Q Did you not_ say on direct examination that you not
only conducted this training program but you checked to sees if
the instructions had been carried out?

A Among other things, I was ordered by the commander
of the division to supervise the performance of the orders with
reference to the training.

Q Well, you checked them to see if they were carried
out, did you not?

(Ziemssen- C ross)




(Speaking in German Language) - -

(Interrupting) Can you not answer that question Yes

Yes.
Thank you. What was the result of your check?

A As the result of my check I found out that the men
in the units were instructed and trained according to the regula-
tions which the units had received,

Q That is, all units in your division?

A A1l my units in the division,

Q That includes these men sitting over here in the
prisoners! dock from the 1lst Panzer Regiment?

A The training was especially correct in the 1lst
Panzer Regiment.

Q You at that time were G-3 in the division?

A Yes. ;

Q Of course, you were thoroughly familiar with the
provisions of the Geneva Convention as apply to prisoners of
war?

A I know the regulations.

Q How does it read?

A The prisoner is to be treated decently. He is only
obliged to give his name, rank and serial number in case of his
capture. Then he is to be removed from the fighting area. He has
a claim on regular maintenance, if it is necessary, also medical
treatment. His private belongings are to be left on him,

N.Q Is he suppn:ad to carry ammunition, for example,
from an ammnition dump to a tenk or artillery base for the
enemy while combat is going on or whether combat is going on or

not?

(Ziemssen-Cross) 1193
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A As soon as pD;sible he is to be removed from the
fighting area.

Q I did not ask you that, did I? I asked you if a
prisoner of war was supposed to carry ammmnition from a supply
dump to a tank or artillery base during combat?

A Nothing is said about that in the regulation.

Q Ycu mean there is nothing in the regulation that
prisoners of war cannot be used for duties connected with
combat with the enemy?

A Yes, it says there that the prisoners of war are not
to be used in combat.

Q Do you think carrying ammnition to an artillery base
is a combat operation?

A It is a support of the combat.

Q Well, would you say that that is permitted under the
Geneva Convention?

A No, it is not permitted.

Q Vhat about prisoners ‘carrying the wounded of the
capturing force under artillery fire? Do you think that is
permitted under the Geneva Convention?

A No, it is not permitted.

Q Do you think forcing prisoners of war to dig slit
treaches or foxholes for the capturing force is permitted under )

the Ganeva Convention?

2

A No, élmt is not permitted either,

Q Wers your officers,especially in the lsf.l SS Panzer
Regiment, well t:ra-ined in the regulations of the Geneva Convention?
A They were instructed about the Geneva Convention.

Q Were they well trained?

(2iemssen-Cross)
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Tk #210 A I already said before that the 1st Panzer
SR-6/20-8
Regiment was trained especially correct and especially well.
Q Did you say that they were well trained, the officers
in the 1st Panzer Rpgiment?
A Yes, they were well trained.
Q Part of Skorzeny!s group was committed with your
division, was it not?
A Y.'es.
Q They were likewise well trained in the principles
and provisions of the Geneva Convention, were they not?

¥R. STRONG: Objection. There has been nothing
about the training of trccps' of Skorzeny brought out in
direct examination from this witness. This witness testified
about the lst Panzer Division and not about any other units.

CAPTAIN SHUMACKER: I would like to be heard on
this question, if thel Court please, This witness has testified
that part of Skorzeny's groups was committed with the division.
Furthermore, to test this witness! credibility, I have a right,
I believe, to go into this matter.

MR, STRONG: May I say something further? This
witness has testified that the group Skorzeny was att;ached to
the 1st Panzer Division immediately prior to the offensive.

The training courses about which this witness speaks have been
held for quite some time before. Therefore, there is no time

for correlation between the training courses given to the

ordinary members of the Leibstandarte and anything which might
have happened to the Group@Skorzenya.

CAPTAIN SHUMACKER: The question was — I asked
this witness if he knew whether Skorzeny's troops had been

trained.

(Ziemssen-Oross) 1195 7
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PRESIDENT: The objection is overruled.

LAW MEMBER: That question should be answered Yes

CAPTAIN SHUMACKER: Does the witness recall the
question?
‘ THE WITNESS: No,
CAPTAIN SHUMACKER: Will you please read the
question, lﬁ?s Reporter?
(Whereupon the question was read by the reporter as
follows:

"They were likewlse well trained in the principles
and provisions of the Geneva Convention, were they not?")

THE WITNESS: On the 15th of Dycember 1944 I met the
gentlemen of the group of Slkorzeny for the first time.
QUESTIONS BY PROSECUTION (CAPTAIN SHUMACKER):

Q In other words,.you do not know hether they were
trained or not in these matters, is that correct?

A No, I don't know that.

Q On direct examination you related a conference that

took place between the accused Peiper and yourself in which the'
question was discussed as to who in the Panzer Regiment would
be in charge o}.‘ guarding and evacuating prisoners of war.
A ’ There w;m an exercise which was conducted by

Colonel Peiper for the officers of his regiment.

MR, STRONG: Correction., May it plea_se the Court,
the words "sand table conference" would be better.

THE WITNESS: '(Contimxing) At this sand table
exercise it was demanded th&t a Panzer Unit had to advance very

fast and that the vehicles had to remain together.

(Ziemssen-Cross ) 1196
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Q I just asked you if you testified on that subject on
direct examination? .

A Yes,

Q And you also testified on direct examinaticn that the
conclusion or the decision reached was 1;‘hat the guarding and evacua-
tion of prisoners of war taken by such a unit as Peiper's would be
handled by the crews of the knocked out tanks?

A I stated, when the matter of guarding priscners of war
was brought up, Col. Peiper recommended that in the first place
personnel of knocked out tanks had to take over the guarding of
the prisoners of war., That doesn't include the evacuation.

Q In other words, the crews of the knocked out tanks were
Just to stay at the place where the prisoners were taken and guard
them there, is that right? Can't you answer that yes or no?

A Yes.

Q Thank you. So there is quite a different operation be-
tween the taking or capturing of prisoners of war and evacuating
them, is there not? -

The evacuation had to be dane by other psople,

A
Q Well, I say it is a different operation altogethor?
A

Yes, there is a difference.

Q So the taking of prisoners and the evacuating of priscners
to a collection point are two different and separate things?

A Yes, j

Q In the Divisional operational order you say that the task
of evacuating prisoners of war was to be taken over by the Panzer
Grenadier Unit and the Reconnaisance Units? Is that what you
testified to on direct examination?

A That is not correct, like this.

Q Vhat did you testify to?

(ziemssen - Cross)
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A It is a duty of the Panzer Grenadiers to take over the
prisoners who had been taken by the Panzer Units and the Recon-
naisance Units.

Q That ‘order went to f’eiper?

A Yes,

Q On what date did you go along the route of march from
Stadtkyll to Engelsdorf?

A I left the area of Schmidtheim, on the 16th in the evening
and arrived in Engelsdorf on the 19th, in the afternoon.

Q Viill you state your route of march by names of tovms?

A Yes. Command Post of the Division on the 16th, in the
South of Schmidtheim. I went to the positions on the west wall
on the 16th, on the way from Stadtkyll to Losheim, on the 16th, at
night, in the Command Post of the Division in Hallschlag. On the
17th I remained at Hallschlag. Several times I went on the road
from Hallschlag to Losheim. During the nighf from the l7th to the
18th I was on the road from Hallschlag to Losheim. OCn the morning
of the 18th I went across Losheim -- the Losheim ditch, in south-
western direction, and in one locality there I met Oberfuehrer
Mohnke again who had gone ahead; I guess the name of the place was
Manderfeld; on the 18th at noon to Honsfeld; on the 18th I put
the blocking in Honsfeld aside. During the night from the 18th
to the 19th I was in the Command Post of the Division to the South
of Honsfeld. In the morning of the 19th, from Honsfeld through
the forest in a Southwestern direction to Amel; from Amel on the
road to Engelsdorf, and there I arrived in the afternocn of the 19th.

'Q pid you go thrcuéh Buellingen?

A No. ®

Q pid you pass the Cross-roads about three kilometers North

of Engelsflorf?
A No, I was not North from Engelsdorf.

(ziemssen - Cross)
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Q Was the Division C,P. in Engeladorf when you got this
order to investigate the murder of American plisoners of war that
allegedly took place South of Malmedy?

A I don't understand the quastion as to the report.

Q I will rephrase the question. Perhaps it wasn't clear.
Was the C.P. of the lst SS Panzer Division located in the town of
Engelsdorf when you received an order to investigate an alleged
murder of American prisoners of war?

A I did not receive such an order.

Did you ever hear of such an order?

Q
A No.
Q

Vihen was the first time you heard anything about prisoners
of war allegedly being killed by units under your Division?
A In August 1945, trt;m the "stars and Stripest,
Q That 1s the first time you heard anything about it? d
Yes. .

You never heard about it over the radio or from any other

No,

And your Division made no investigation and made no report
to the 1st Corps about any prisoners of war being murdered during
this offensive, did it? 0

DEFENSE (AR. ISTRONG): Objection. This witness has testi-
fied that he was woundgd on December 21, 1944.

PROSECUTION (CAPT. SHUMACKER): Vie object to counselts -
through the argument - telling this witness what to say., Just .1elt
him answer the question, whether he knows it or not,

LAW MEMBER: This witness may know,

PROSECUTION (CAPT. SHUMACKER): Now, will you pleass read
the qusstion (to the reporter)? ¥

(ziemssen - Cross)
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(Whereupon the reporter read the last question by the Prosecu-
tion.)

QUESTICNS BY FROSECUTION (CAPT. SHUMACKER):

‘A I cannot say this, since I was away from the ‘mfﬂsi'on for

a rather long period of time,
Q You were in Engeladorf on the 19th, were ym; not?v:‘
A I arrived in Engelsdor{ in the afternoon of the 19th. i
Q How long did you stay there? ;
A Until I was wounded on the 21st.
Q You were with the Headquarters there then until the 2lst
of December, is that right? :
A Yes, with the exc.eption of the afternoon of the 2®h. In
the afternoon of the 20th I was in Recht. ; i
Q You didn't go to VWanne, did you?
A ; No, I was not in Wanne.
Q And what ti.ue vere you wounded on the, 2151:?
A In the avening of the 2lst.
Q  So you were with the C.P. of your Di\rlsion unt ;
of the 2lsty is that right?
A - Ye.a. it o .
Q How long were ‘you incapacitated as a result of.
Until fhe middle of February.
And then you ratumed to your Division?
Then the Division was transferred £o Hungar_v.
I asked you if you returned to your Division?
Yes. %
Q Yhen you raturned to your Division, did you resums your
former duties as G-3, or in (erman 1-A?
A Yes.
Q And after you returnsd you heard nothing about this allagadv

(ziemssen - Croas)
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murder of American prisoners of war committed by units under your
Division during this offensive?

A No, I did not hear anything about it.

Q Ziemﬁsen, do ﬁu suffer with intermittent attacks of
amesia? i

IEFENSE (DR. WIELAND): I object to that question. A
similar qusstion was refused already some time ago.

PROSECUTION (CAPT. SHUMACKER): I will make it very
competent and very relevant in about the next question, if the
Court please.

PRESIDENT: Objection overruled,

QUESTIONS BY PROSECUTION (CAPT, SHUMACKER):

Q And what vms your answer?

A If I understand cormctl&, I was asked whether or not I
was suffering from amesia,

Q No, not if you are suffering, but if you do  suffer from
intermittent attacks of it? I will rephrase the ti\.usil‘.ion 8o there

won't be any doubt as to the witness understanding what I mean.

As a result of the wounds you zeée:lved, or any other cause

that you know of, are there occasions when your mémory' completely
' fails you? : ’ i

A No. (Gifle

Q About three weeks ago you were interrogated every day;
were you not, by Mr, Thon sitiing here, as to the contents of the

operational order and the order of the day you received from the

Army prior to this offensive, is that correct?
: A Yes. i
Q And you told Mr.Thon every day for days - five days in a

pow - that you could not remember the contents of either ons of
those orders, did you not?

(ziomssen - Cross)
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A This representation is not correct.

Q Did you tell him what the contents of those orders were?
Can't you answer that? o

A I repeatedly told the contents of the order of the day of
the Army, and I also gave the contents of this order in the presence
of Lt. Col. Ellis,

PROSECUTION (CAPT. SHMC@R): Just a minute...it doesn't
seem to me that all that answer was translated.

DEFENSE: May 1t please the Court, let the witness answer
the question. o

PROSECUTION (CAPTI SHUMACKER): I am just anxious, Col.
Everett, that that is answered and gets into the record. They say
that the entire answer was translated, so I apologize.

A «+..0n Friday the 10th,

DEFENSE (MR, STRONG: I believe the last answer of the
viitness has not been completely translated.
QUESTIONS BY PROSECUTION (CAPT. SHUMACKER):

Q So you say that the first day you were talked to you told
the contents of the Army order of the day and the operational order
to Mr., Thon?

A No, I did not say that.

Q On which of the interrogations did you tell him the contents
of the operational order and the order of the day?

A I was interrogated nine days, partly all day long, and in

the courseof these nine days, and I gave Mr.Thon the contents of the
order of the.day of the Army, how I could remember and how I stated
it to this éourt repeatedly.
Q . Did you tell him the contents of this Army order of the day
the first day he interrogated you?, Can't you answer that yes or no?
A I already gave him part B¢ the order of the day of the Amy

(ziemssen - Cross) p
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on the first day of the interrogation.
Q- Didn't you say that you heard about this case and volunteered
as a witness?
A I said to Mr. Thon that I was here as a witness, after I
had read in the newspaper that this trial was to be started.
Q That was before you came to _Dachau. Were you here when
you read about it in the paper? Can't you answer that yes or no?
PRESIDENT: Just a minute. The interpreter will direct
the witness to answer "yes!" or 'no" to direct questions.
(Whereupon the interpreter did as directed.)
A Yes. I read the newspaper here in Dachau.
PROSECUTION (CAPT, SHUMACKER): If the Court please, I
have so many nabté'ra to take up...

PRESIDENT: The Court will recess until 1030 pours.

(Vhereupon at 1000 hours the Court recessed.)

(Ziemmsen - Cross)




(Whereupon the Court reconvened at 1030 hourss)
PRESIDENT: Court will come _to orders
PROSECUTION: If the Court pleass, let the rscord show that
all ths members of the Prosecution with the exception of Lieutenant
Colonel Crawford, absent on business of the Prosecution and Captain
Byrne excused by verbal order of the Comnanding General, all the members
of the Defense with the exception of Mr. Strong, Dr. Pfister and Dre
ILeiling, absent on business of the Defense » all the defendants and the
.raporter afa presenta
DEFENSE: The Defense recalls Lisutenant Colonel Dietrich
Ziemssen.
DIETRICH ZIEMSSEN, a witness for the Defense resumed the stand
and testified as follows:
(Wnereupon the questions, answers and other proceedings
were interpreted to the German counsél.and the accuseds)
CAPTAIN SHUMACKER: Ths witness is reminded that he is still
under oathe
WITNESS: Yess
CROSS EX.AM]]{A’I’ION
QUESTIONS BY PROSECUTION (Capt Shumacker)(Cont!d)s
Q Is i1t true or not Ziemssen that when you were first interrogated
here at Dachau by Mre Thon, you told him you needed time to remember the
contents of the Army order of the day issued for this offensive?
A Yese '
Q So you were unable toremember 'tha corltents of the order A'hhe
Tirst time you were interrogated?
A I could not state it vd.’thout my further thinking upon the

first questions : ®

Q Prior ip your being interrogated, had you not sent a note to

somaone volunterring as a witness in this case?

A Yese

1804
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Q To volunteer as a witness in this case you of course had to
knowthe issues at stake, did you not?
A Yose

Q When you volunteered as a witness what did you plan to testify

A I wanted to appear as a witnessto the facts, as it appeared to
me that the incidents as they were described in the paper were not properly
describeds

Q Were you present at the crossroads south of Engelsdorf between
1:00 and 2300 ofclock the.afternoon of 17 December 19LL?

A Nos

Q Do you know of your own knowledge what happened there%

Noe ‘
Were you present in Engelsdorf on the afternoon of 17 December?
Nos g
Do y'nu know of your own knowledge what happened there?
Noe .

Were you in the town of Wanne Belgium on the 20th of December
Noe

Nos

A
Q Were you ever in Petit Thier during this offensive?
A

Q Were you ever in Lutre Vois in the vicinity of Bustogne during
this oifensive?

A ° Noe ' >

Q When you volunteered as a witness, you didn't plan to testify as
to any i_‘acte that took place at thess places I have mentiuned, did you?

A I cannot testify to anything that happened in those towns. ;

Q So the only thing 1laft for you to testify to was about orders
that had i:ean issued, is that not correct?

3 "
A Yose

1808
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Q And despite that fact, when you were first interrogated
by lre Thon, then you couldn't remember the contents, of the order?

A Yose

Q And*to help you refresh your recollection, Mr. Thon and
later Lieutenant Colonel Ellis brought you the statements vritten in
german by- some of the accused, Peiper, Gruhle, Kraemer and otherse

A Yese 7

Q But never during the course of the interrogation by Mr. Thon or
Iisutenant Colonel Ellis were you able to give the contents of this Army
order of the day as you have given it to the Court from the witness stand?

A Yes, I was able to do thate

Q On which interrogation did you do it?

A I remenber quite precisely, Friday tﬁo 10th, I stated the
contents of the arder that day in the presence of Lieutenant Colonel
Ellis and was interrupted while doing sos

: Q That was which interrogation? In other words, how many times and

how meny days were you intermgated whe.n you gave the information?

A That was the sixth d.a'y. i

Q The sixth dayes Who had you talked ®© in the meantims if anyone
other than Mr. Thon and Lieutenant Colonel Ellis who might have aided you
in refreshing your memory?

A I td ked to one .Gex-mm af ficer whose name I also gave to Mre Thon,
but who was not infarmed of these matterse :

Q When did you talk to Maier?

A I tdlked to Maier when we m‘et while being called for interrogation
by the Defenses

Q  How many German officers by the name of Maier do you know?

A Very manye

L3
Q How did you know which one I was talking aboubt when I asked

the last question?
A Bacause .tha Maier we are talking about is the ons about which
Mr. Thon told me he had now found the G-3 of the Hitler Youth Division
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one Lieutenant Colonel Maier.

Q ]{a that the one you are talking about?

A Y"GS-

Q Now you say after you went from Hallschlag to Engelsdorf
you saw approximately eight hundred prisoners of war?

A Yese :

Q What percentage of those did you see Patween Hallschlag and
Honsfeld? ]

A Could I cite the individual cases?

SLIRQ I Just want an approximate parcant.age. Did you see half of
them between Hallachlag and Honsfeld or did you ses most of them between
Honsfeld and Engelsdorf?

A About two-thirds of them wera east ar rather south of Honsfeld.

Q Do you maan betwsen Honsfeld and Engelsdorf?

A That is between Honsfeld and Hallschlagas

Q Tro~thirds between Hallschlag and Honsfeld and one-third between
Honsfeld and Engelsdorf?

A Approximately ‘like thate

Q You stopped and talked: to these prisoners, did you?

A I talked briefly to the troops which took the yriso;lars back
or were gmrdiné theme

Q From what units were these troops?
-

A Host of thm probably were from the Amsrican 99th Infantry

‘- Division. i ®

Q I am td ld.ngrabout the men who were guarding them,

A They were members of the regiment 1, division I;abstandnrte
and otherse

Q Vihat othars?

A In one case ‘Irermmber two men who were with an SBET from the
SPY¥ group attached to tho panzer unite

Q S0 you remember two panzer grenadiers in other words, and
all the Others you remember wera from the lst panzer reziment?

1807
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A No, not that way, nos Thore were some in the gronadiar
regiment 1, and in one instance I particularly remeuber there were
two of them from the grenadier regiment 2.

Q Now, panzer grenadier regiment 1 did x;ot travd the route
from Honsfeld to Buellingen to the crossroads to Engelsdorf, did it?

A Grenadisr regiment 1 took the'route by way of Ameln.

Q. Again I repeat my questions It did not travol the route from
Honsfeld to Buellingen to the crossroads to Engelsdorf, did it?

A Noa

Q The first panser grenadier regiment of which you were spealking
was not attached to or connected with the lcombat, group Peiper, was it?

A Nos : .

Q Now, other than thess men from the lst panzer grenadier
regiment, the guards you saw were frcm the Ilst panzer regiment and two
men from an SPY from the 2nd panzer grenadier regiment?

A Not all the others were from the 1st panzer x;sgiluent. Near
the Kaiser berracks I know thers were menbers of f;he panzer rsgimente

: Q In other words, you did ses thom, panzer troops, preswsably

crews from knocked outtanks evacuating prisoners of war, is that correct?

A These ware not members of any knocked out tanks, but rather i
theso men were members of a service unit which -had taken over the

prisoners,

Q. VWhat panzer grenadier wnit was attached to Paiperts combat

group? 5 &

A . The third battalion, second reg:.mant.“ &

Q Did you not testify on dirent. axaminaigion that the opz;rationul
order of the division provided thlz';t the evacuation of prisoners of war
would be taken care of by the grenadier troops attached to Paiperts
combat group? g “

A - No, not that way.

Q Do you mea1 to say that you did not testify that prisoners
captured by the tank units and the reconnaisance battalion would ba

evacuated by grenadier troops?
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A I said that it was the job of the _grenadier units to take —-
that is, grenadier units following the tank units to take over the
prisoners from the tank units in reconnaisance. & This was not to mnean
these had to be those grenadiers attached to the combat groups

Q What grenadier troops on and after 17 December 194l ever caugl:\t

up with Peiperts combat group?

A Other than the third battalion of tha 2nd panzer grenadier

regiment that was attached to itg
Q On the night from the J.'Bth, 19th to the 20th December, the
second m ttalion of the 2nd regiment was sent to the area of laGleize
by way of a foot mrche Were you there?
A Nos :
Do you ¥now if they ever got there?
Yese :
How do you know?
By radio raports.-
You were in Engelsdorf at that time?
Yose ;
Q Your radio was in contact with Peiper?s combat growp in Ia
Gleize? i
A Yese
Q And with corps headquarters?
A Yese : ;
Q What other communication did you have with corps? Did y6u i

have messenger service - did you have messengers riding vehicles or

haad heaad

motorcycles between your division ters and yowr ters?

A Yesae '

Q  On the 20th and 2lst Dacember 19LlL, there was no breakdown in
communications either by messenger or radio between division and corps,
was there?

A '“0. B

Q You say when you saw 8om3 of these prisoners returning to the
rear, ylo.u established a prisoner of war collecting point?
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A Yes,
Q pid you testify on direct examination that a collecting point
was already established in the operational order?

A The operational order stated that prisonara of war collecting

> hstations would be* established next to the fuel dumpse

Q Nw, this book called 'Tschings-Chan and his Legacy,! you
say You received in 1936, you say that the tenor of the book and the
purpose af the book was to inform the reader how Asia could be a ganized
for combat against Europe, is that correct?

A Mot that way. When I said that when this book vas handed
to us, it was handed to ws with the purpose of explaining to us what
Asia would be capable of doinge
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Q Tt was not otherwise an orientation as to the new mothod
of warfarethat could be used by the Germans ?

A No, it was not that way,

Q Did you read the book ?

A T read the book by Prawdin about Tschingis-Chan called
"A storm from Asia'l,

Q I hand you a book ~ is that the onc you are referring to ?

A The type vas different but it is the same author - it is
about Tschingis-Chan but it is different - it is all mentioned here.
That is a summary and is probably different from the one I received.

Q This is an abbreviation of the book you read, or an

abridged edition, you might call it ?

A According to what I can see by it - No! it is an extension

A supplement you moan ?
I cannot say that.
Have you ever read this book ?
I read a book about Tschingis -Chan " A Storm from Aaia.
Q Don't you know as a matter of fact, that the book that you
read and the one that I have shown to you was literature that was
j practically required reading for every SS officer ?
A No.
Q ‘Don‘t you knov as a matter of fact that the d.iatribution of
this volume wag so largo - one being supposed to be avallable for
averyp latoon o!‘ the 85?2 ;

A . No. n : ; TR %

Q Zisms:sn, you fail to see any parallel whatsoever between

the method of Wwarfare employed by the S5 and those used by Tschingis-Chan

as related in the book you read ?
DEEEl;E:(Mr STRONG) ' I object to this question as it now 2
calls for conclusion of the witness.
PRESIDENT: Objection sustained.
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Q Ziemssen, where is ohnke, your Divisional Commander ?

A I .don't know. Iwas told by the Prosecution that hewas
located here.

Q ‘ Vho told you he was ‘]ncated here ?

A I¥r Thon told me that he had picked up Oberfuehrer Mohnke
from his private apartment in Iubeck.

Q You don't see him sitting there in the prisoners' dock
do you ? ;

A I don't see him.

Q One other question, you were -asked on direct examination
this questlon in substance "Did the army order of the day issued
prior to ‘;.he Eifel offensive contain any statement about a wave of
terror and frlght'tl\at should precede the troops and that all resistance
should be broken by terror ?

A Yes

Q And you answered the question in the negative ?

A Yeé

Q You yourself prepared the divisional order that was trans-
mitted to the 1lst SS Panzer Regiment ? A '

A | Yes.

Q You lmow, of course, that if you answered that question
in the affirmative, that it might be incriminating insofar as you are

concerned personally ?

' DEFEMSE: I object to that type of question nﬁy it please

the court.

PROSEGUTION :(Cu'pt S)IU!.'ACKER),. If the court please, i think

.

®
that question is perfectly competent to attack the credibility of this

witness. One of the main basis of judging the cr:;dibility of a witness
is first,his opportunity for knowing the facts-andsecond, his interest
or lack of intez'?st about the matters about which he testified. I
think this question if the witness answered would certainly show his
interest or lack of interest in the issues at stakes

DEFENSE: lay it pleasleatlheé Court: This witness is a
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prisoner of war of the American Covernment and he is entitled to
treatment under the Ceneva Convention and is not to be intimidated
‘hy the Prosecution in this case. He is not charged with any crime
oris he connected with any crime whatsoever.

PRESIﬁEHT: Objection over-ruled. it

A I was told several times during the interrogation by the
Prosacution ‘that I could choose betv}een being a pméecution witness
or being made an accused myself that is why I am informed in this
matter. ;

PROSECUTION: (Capt .SHUMACKER) It is not responsive to the question
but I have nothing further.

REDIRECT EXAMINATION

QUESTIONS BY THE DEFENSE:(Dr RAU)

Q TFor purposes of clarification, will you repeat whether
you changed anything in the ammy order of theday ?

A Yo.

Q How did you happen to get wounded in Engelsdorf on the

21st December ?

A Artillery fire was put on Engelsdorf on the request of the

Q Was there artillery fire in this offensive on the previous
days too ?

A No, éhat started on 19 December.

Q  Vhen were the air attacks made on this area ?

A Air attacks were macle continuously in that vicinity.

Q i I.want to repeat anothex‘ question, among the gunrds, did ybu
also see some men from the combat group "Peiper! ?

A Yes.

EXAMINATION BY THE GOURT:

QUESTIONS BY LAV MEMBER:

Q You just testified that the artillery fire was placed on

(Ziemssen-redirect)
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Ingelsdorf at the request of the G- 2 ?

A Yes

Q  What G-2 ?

A 1The G-2 of the 30th United States Infantry Division.

Q:  How do you know that ?

A It sc; happened that I had the opportunity of talking to
a lir Ullmann last September who was working in the G-2 at that time
and hd told me about what huppel:xed.

Q Were you present at the Divisional Command post on 15th
December when Dietrich visited you Division ?

A Yes g

Q Vere you present when his conversation took place vith
your Divisional commander ?

A No; Not all the time , bub part of the time.

Q Were'you present at the Korps Commanders' meeting when the
Korps Cormander. issued inat.ruc'i_:inns to the Divisional Commander ?

A Yes I was at the Korps C.P. on 15th December.

Is that the meeting when Skorczeny was present ?

Yes, that is the one.

.‘

?

Yes, I was present throughout .

Q
A
Q Did you hear the entire conversation which took place ?
A
Q

Vho else was present at that meeting ?
; A The Divisionai Comnanders of the_ 1at Korps partly, together
wi:th their G-3 were present. ! ., ¢
; Q - Vas Pe}[pe:r present at the Korps meeting ?
'.“A Yes, Peiper was also present at the meeting.
Qi Wals Knjittel present ?
A Ido think so“l’aut I'm not sure.
Q Did you see any dead American soldiers between 17th and
21st December 194l ?
A Yes.
Q  There ? ; %
(2iemssen--redirect) 181‘1
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A In the vicinity of the American positions acrogs the

road from our west wall positions.

Q Will you go to the map and_ point it out ?

A . | Yes. Our home positi.ons_ were . approximately here and on
my wa{y to Ho.nsfald I crossed the Rail Ro:’s’d. tracks about here (indicating)
andin the vicinity of Losheim and Ianzerath past the former American
position, and that'is where' I saw the American soldiers who had been
killed in action. : !

- Q Did you see any in Honsfeld ?

A Mo, not in Honsfeld . I only saw knocked out vehicles
there.

Qb Vhen you saw these dead American soldiers in the vicinity
of Losheim and Ianzerath were they in groups or spread over the ground?

A No, those were individually right next to their positions.

Q Vhere else did you see dead American troops between
Losheim and Engelsdorf ?

A No
Q Did you see any in Engelsdorf itself ?
A No. {
'PRESIDENT: Anything further ?
PROSECUTION: No further questions
DEFENSE: Nothing:Turther.
PRESIDENT: There appear to be no further questions.The
fdtnqqs i;: excused.
(Whereupon. the witnesswas excus.e'd"‘and \Zi _rc'z\'vi).:"_ .

DEFENSE: The Defense calls as its next witness Lt Col -

MeGown. Lt Col Dwinell will conduc% direct examination on behalf of °
the Defense. This witness has been flovm from the United states and

it is requested that he be excused permanently after completion of

Direct and Cross e xamination.
S Ky
Lt Col HAROLD D 1%cGOVN a witness for the Defense was duly 2

(McGown-direct)
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il
SUORT and testified through an interpreter as follows:

20. . 6.
DIRECT EXANINATION
QUFSTIOII§ BY DEFENSE: (Lt Col Ii-'li].’FJJ;)

x Q  .That is’ your name ?
Haroild D McCovm.
Are you an officer in the Army of the United States ?
I an.
Vhat is your rank ?
Lt Colonel.
Are you commissioned in the regular army ?

I am, Yes.

o = © > © = o =

How long have you been an officer in the regular army ?

B

Since July lst 1940.

o

That is your prosent assignment of duty ?

A At the present time I am an instructor in the Infantry
School at Fort Benning, Georgia but I am, however, under orders at
the present for a change of station to the Armored School at Fort
Knox. "

Q .Do your orders give you an assignment of duty at f‘ort
Bnox 2

A Yes. that is correct. I report there when I finish at
this trial.

Q Did you ever have combat experience in world war number 27

¥ A I did. I fought in the E\xropnan Theater, in 211 five
campaigns fmﬁ .!ormand/ through Central "\u-ope. b

Q Were yuu in cnmmand of a un:l.t atethis time ?

A Yes, I vas Regimental Operationg Officer of the 119th
Infantry Regiment up until November 19lly and after that I commanded
the 2nd Battalion of the same Reﬁiment until the end of the var,

Q  Did you participate with ynu:r unit in the battle of the
Bulge ?

A I did, Yes.
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Q In referring to the Eattle of the Bulge, was that also
knovn as the Ardennes offensive ?
A It was.

Tas it also Imovm as the Runstedt offensive ?

Q
A It was.
Q

Then were you first engaged in combat in the Battle of
the Bulge ?

A December 18th 19Ll.

Q Vhere ?

A Approximately three miles east of Warbemont and Iorce-Cherbon,
Belgium, * '

Q Will you please take a look at that map (indicating
Prosecution's Iixhibit 3) and say whether those towms or villages
you lrve just mentioned are showm thereon ?

A No those places are not on the map.

Q Vhere in reference to the terrain shovm on the map are
those tovns or villages located ?

A Well - Werbemont is ubout\ here (Indicating a point west
of the map - Prosecution's TFxhibit 3 about 5 kilometers west); and
Lorce-cherbon is approximately here (Indicating a place just off
the map-Prosecution's Fxhibit 3 to the west).

Q And was this on. the 18th December 19LL

A It was,.
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Q What happened then?

\

: A I wes operating under ;rﬁers to move down the road to the
east to contact the armored spearhead which had been wnhalted up un-
til Q;hil time, and halt 1t., My regiment, n.nlnus' my battalion, was
operating on the same mission on bhé L‘n(}l‘.eue—-stoumont road to the.
north, Approximately at dark I ran head on onto an armored columnj
enemy, We were lucky enough to surprise them.and destroyed the four
leading halftracks and 156 Germanse riding them. I held my position
west of the small stream at Lorce-~Chervon on orders from higher head-
quarters, The armored column turned around to oy front and I could
hear the hq;avier vehicles, ths tanks, withdrawing to the east.

Q Were you relieved from this position by any other unit of
the American forces?

A I was relieved on the afternoon of the 19th with the 82nd
airborne division,

Q On the 18th of December, 1944, did your unit capture any
soldiers? German soldiers?

A One of the 16 germans we knocked out of the four half-
tracks ves badly wounded. He was brought to my C.P. and questioned
there,

Q What happened then?

. & Just befors he didd he gave his identification as the 1st
SS Division.

@ Did he bell you what unit of the st S Division he was

from?

A He did note

Q D1d he tell you what battalion or ragimo;xt he was from?

A He did not. 5

Q Were you able to determine what wmit of the 55 Division the
half-tracks wers from that were knocked out!?

A Hot then. I wae able to determine laters

(McOown - direct)
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What unit were they from?
_A They were frcm the apearhsnd of the let SS Division oper—:
ating’ undsr Lt Col. Peipar.

Q After you were relieved by the 82nd Airborne, what happened

A I can show you better from the map. The night of the 19th
I spent back off the map in an assembly area in reserve, back up in
this iocation.

DEFENSE COUNSEL: (Lt. Col, Dwimmel) Let the record show
that the witness is pointing to a place off the map in the north-
west corner thereof, The map, Prosecutions Bxhibit P=3,

A I was brought down to Tagnon and placed in assembly arca
there on the 20th and placed under regimsntal control.

Q Then what hannrfed.l

A On the morning of the 21st I received orders to attack and
cut off the Gerran forc.:s at Stoumont from LaGleize, The first bat-
talion in my regiment was attacking Stoumont astride this road, mov-
ing in an easterly direction. Attacking Stoumont, moving in an ualt;
orly direction along this line,

Dﬁ‘ENSE COUNSEL: (Lt, Col, Dwinnel) Let the record show
that the witness is peinting to a road leading into Stoumont from
the northwest, Prosecution's map Exhibit P-3,

A 1 moved with my battalion across country through this very
steep, rugged térain and cut half way in detween the two towns of
LaGleize and Stoumont. I val working ‘with the leading elementd and’

s\marvisad the 'bsginnlng nf a read. block conaiating of blasted tre

r. OOL. mmml Let tha tecerd ‘show. that' the vi
i.a pointing to a point on a road about three-quuturs of thn dis-
tance from Stoumont to LaGleize-on the map, Prosecution's khibit
Pw3.

A I wae moving away from my front lines somewhere in this
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_area right here, when I was captured by the superior German forces.
DEFENSE COUNSEL (Lt, Ool, Dwinnel): Let the record. show
that t’ha, Witness pointed to a location in the woods north of the
Stounont LaGleize road, Erea_ecntion‘s Mep Exhibit P-3,
A I had my opntatiér;s n'tgenn;; and radio operator with me
at the time.
Q What was the date you were csptured?
It was on the 2lst of December; 1944,
Was 1t in the morning or the afternoon?

In the afterncon. In the middle of the afternoon.

The men of the 1st SS Division,

Do you know how many men captured you?

A
Q
A
Q  VWho captured you?
A
Q
A

There were some men who did not show themselves from my
rTear, who fired over my head, when we moved away from the men in our
‘front. One non-comm, end three men ceme up and disarmed us.

Q Did you at any time find out Jjust what unit of the 55 Divig-
ion these men belonged to?

A I d4d not.  Except that I later found out they operated un-
der Col, Peiper's command. i

Q After you wers captured, what happened?

A I was taken immediately down to a small house in this vicine
ity in here, :

Q Was that house on & roadl

A It wae .'J\_xg't off.the s oonﬁnr.v_" road, herss

n. Gor, I Tet the record show that the witness

Sl Ll X . the
yoix_xte'd +o & secendary read south o:_/Etnumnnt-Laﬂletze road and at

‘a peint. ahout half way betwaen Stoumont and LaGleize, on Prosecution's

map, Exhibit B3, Then what happened? ®
A 1 was taken into & room where a German lieutenant-colonel,

whose name I later learnmed was Peipar, asked me some guestions.

(McCown - direct)
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area right here, when I was captured by the superior German forces.

DEFFENSE COUNSEL (Lt, Col, Dwinnel): Let the recerd show
that the. witness pointed to a location in the woods north of the
Stoumont LaGleize road, Prosecution's Mep Exhibit P-3.

A I had my operations eergeant and radio operator with me
at the time. s

What was the date you were captured?

It was on the 2lst of Decamber; 1944,

Was 1t in the morning or the afternoon?

In the afterncon. In the middle of the aftermoon.

Who captured you?

The men of the lst SS Division,

Do you know how many men captured you?

There were soms men who did not show themselves from my
rear, who fired over my head, when we moved away from the men in our
‘front. One non-comm, end three men came up and disarmed us.

Q Did you at any time find out just what unit of the 5SS Divig-
ion these men belonged to?

A I d4d not.. Except that I later found out they operated un-
der Col. Peipor's command, i

Q After you were captured, what happened?

A I was token immediately down to a small houss in this vicin.

ity in here,

Q  Was that house on & road?

A It was just off the leeni.)dury road, here,

LT. OOL. Mm: Let the record show that the witness
pointed to & secendary road south oi/;tbuqmnb—lm(neize road and at
a poinnt. gbout half way betwaen Stoumont and LaGleize, on Prosecution's
map, Exhibit P~3. Then vhat happsned? °
° A I was taken into a room where a German lieutenant-colonsl,

whose name I later learned was Peipsr, acked me scme questions.

(McCown - direct)
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Is the Peiper you have just referred to an accused in this

He is,

Wculd‘ you be able to recognize him again?

I would, ]

Will you take  look ;.t the prisoners in the dock and see if
he 1s among those preseut?

A I cannot see them too well, (W‘ltnesi moves nearer the de-
fendants)., Yes, I see him,

What number is hea wearing?

No. 42.

Did you have any conversation with Col. Peiper at that time?

He obtained from me my name and rank,and no other informa-
tion was exchanged on either side at the times

Q Then what happensd?

A I was then taken with-the two men with whom I had been cap-—
tured from this small house by way of the .secondary Toad into the
town of LaGleize. I was then placed in a small celler éﬁth four other
American officers of my own regiment.

Q When you \an(:ered LaGleize was it from the north, south, east,
or west?

A It was from the south, This rcad dips toward the river
and turns back straight north to pass by this large church,

TEFENSE OOUNSEL (Lt, Col. Dvi'nnalA)s Let the record indi-
date that the witness pointed to a 'rond. ;t. the south of LaGleize and

to a church near the road. To a.~ symbol indicating a church near the

road., at the time he referred to entering the village of LaGleire,

Prosecution's map Ixhibit P-3, %
Q When you say you were taken to LaGleize, what-dsy and vhat
The time was 1600 on the 21st of December, 1944.
»
Did you have a watch on at that time?

I dtde
1821
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Q At any time during the 21st of December 1944 did you see
any American prisoners of war min.traatad by eny members of Peiper's
unit?

A 1 did not.

Q At any time during the 21lst of ﬁacsmber were there any
other prisoners of war in that vicinity but yourself?

A My operations sergeant,and radio operator, were with me
when I was captured. They were separated from me when we arrived
at LaGleize and I saw tho four other American officers, whose names
wore Lt. Cunningham, Lt. Yeomans, Lt. Henley and one other officer
whoso name I.canmt remember, I am sorry, Lt. Cunninghem was Higgin-
bottom; I continually get it mixed wup.

Q On the 21st of December at LaGleize with the exception
of those four other officers, the sergeant and the radio operator,
did you see any other American prisoner of war?

A Later on that evening, I was shown info a large cellar
whers approximately 135 prisoners of war were being held.

Q Were these prisoners you have just mentioned prisoners of
Peiper's unit? :

A They were,

Q At that time did you have any c;onvarnation with these
Agericans?

A Yes. I stayed in the cellar for several hours. Since I was
senior P.W. I took cherge of them and organized them 1nt.o aunit, I

appointed a first sergeant and platoon uargeant and got & fair means

among the P.W.s thmaulvsa-
Q In your conversation with thaaaﬁlmarice.ns did you ;learn
what unit they were from? :
A I did. I guestioned specifically,to bring my own knowledge®

upward, of them when they had been captured and where they were from.

(McOown - direct) 1822




Q ¥What did you learn?

A The bulk of the prisoners, over one hundred, were from our
3rd battelion, which hed been over-run on the 19th in Stoument,
There was several from our lst battalion, who had been captured on
the 20th. Lt, Yeomans was from the 3rd battalion group; Lte. Higgen-
bottom and Henley from the 1st Battalion; mysslf, my operations ser-
geant and radio operator, were, luckily, the only ones from my unit.
There were some men from the 3rd Armored Division who were operating
in this area. There were— A

LT, COL. DWINNEL: Let the record show that the witness
pointed to an area off the colored portion of the wap and on the
north part of the map, Prosecution's Exhibit-P-3,

A There were also a few men from an artillery observation

battalion,which number I cannot remember, that had been captured

prior to the 3rd Battalion's men.entering LaGleize as prisoners of

ware

Q Do you know how these American prisoners of war wera treat- /

A That question was uppermost in my mind as scon ac I began
to talk with them, I lpeci.ﬂ'cnuy asked for any incidents which had
occurreds I received quite a few anmnrl.. When I boiled these down
the most serious were "Not good enmough food since they had been cap-
tured and thefts of watches and rings.,"

Q Did you learn of any 1n!muom of the Geneva rulest

A I henevo the two chat I hav- mnunnnd aJreu!y are infrac-

tiona of che oansu rulu' ‘bnt 1um\u:h u we are guu.ty o{ tha m.

I{nund.na— e o °

) O350

FROSECUTION: If the court please, I object to that part

of the answer.
A I found no seriocus infractions.
PROSECUTION: I move to strilke that part of the answer aad
the Oourt be instructed to disregard it, referring to treatment by

Americsns,

1823
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FRESIDENT: The objection 1s’ sustained and that portion
of the wi@nasa' statement as regards the action of Americans will
be stricken i‘rom the record and disregarded by the Court,

Q Did you learn of any infractions of the Geneva rules?

A Ho serious infractions. ’

Q Will you describe this cellar in which the prisoners of
war--American prisoners of war were at that time?

A This cellar was very large, well constructed, and relatively
new, It was the finest cellar Isaw in LaGleize and I visited five
cellars in all,

Q Besides the 135 prisoners of war about which you have just
testified, and the officers who wers also prisomers of war, did you
gee any other prisoners on that day?

A I did note

Q Did you have any conversations with the American prisoners
of war on that subject?

A Yess I asked if there were any more and the answer was!
that they were all they kmew of,

Q On that trip, and if you will indicate it, please, on the
map, from Stoumont to LaGleize, did you see any prisoner of war mis-
treated or shot? ¢

A (Witness indicates on the map). I did not,

Q On the rcad just before entering LaGleize did Jou pass &
largo church at the entrance to the town?! And will you indicate
that on the map? If you didi!. AT .

A I aid. This large churck ‘M: the s_;u_c‘l.: end of the town on

the right’ side of the roa

IEFANSE COUNSEL (Lt. Ool. Diinnel)s Let.the record show

that the witness pointed to the symbol indicating a church at the
eouth end of the town, just southwest of & rosd. Did you see any
daadvknsriqynn soldiers at that place?!

A I did not,

(¥cOown - direct)
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Q Did you see any American--any dead Amsricen troops in LaGleige
on that day?
“. UK T aid note

Q Do you remember appro:dma.tély thu.timl of day you passed by
that church?

A Approximately 1400.

Q You spoke about being in a large cellar in LaGleize, Vsre
you kept there all day?

A No, I wos removed from that cellar that evening and taken
back to the small cellar vwhere the four other officers weres

Q At any time during the 2Lst of December did you see Col,
Peiper again?

A Yes, Late that night I was called from this small cellar
to a cellar immediately across the street from the big church.

Q VWas that the night of the 21-22 December?

A It was. ‘

Q‘ And what happened when you were taken to that place?

A Ool, Peiper questioned me for Tactical infommation and when
I gave none, sent me away. i

Q Were you then-taken to another cellar?

A I was,

Q What happened there.

A A German 2nd It, and several N.0.0's further questioned me
for tactical 1nformticn.

Q : Did you givo them any tutlcal 1ninrmauon?

y I did not :

A Lt ny refusal to tn.lk thay appeared. to loae 1nteunt in S
ths proceedings and finally ptarted a conversation n:nnng thmselven.
Q Then what happened?

0
A I was taken back to Ool. Peiper's C.P.

(McUown = direct)
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Did you and Gol. Peiper have any conversationg at that time?

We talked until ﬂ.v.Q o'clock the next m‘orning.

Will you state wh:'at the gonv'erm‘t'h;n‘ was about?

The cunv;rpétion covéréﬁ general subjects, politics, why
Germany was fighting the war, and so forth. He also covered some~
whet the big picture behind Rundstedt's counter offensive which was
very interesting .to mee

Q Do you speak German?

I do note
In wha(? language did you converss with Col. Peiper?

In English,

A
Q
A
Q

Was there anything else said?

A Yes. I specifically requested Col., Peiper to give hig own
attention to taking gand care of the large number of American prisone
ers he had under his control,

Vhet did he say sbout that?

He geid that he would do so.

Did this conversation last until the early hours of the morn-
ing?

A I was teken out of tho cellar where Col. Poiper was at
five AWM, the .32nd of Descember,

Q After the conversation had terminated, what did you do next?

A I was taken by my guard back to the small cellar where the
four other American officers were.

[} Did .anything umusual happen while yon vere in the cenu'
to which you nn.id. you had just ‘bean taken'l

4 Yas. The . attnlsry : t :hmrenaé terriﬁca.lly du:-ing
the day. The cellar in vhich e, 'werc .vas & thre&-qunrhra uanu‘;
that 1is, ap'!;ronmataly a quarter toa third ‘as a'bove' gronnd. A 106
shell made a direct hit on bha \mll tvo Ieet to my left and killed

the German sitting beside me. The five guards had all coms down into
. a ) @

(McCown - direct)
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the small cellar with the officer prigoners. A few minutes later

enother shell landed in the same hole, or just outside of the same
hole, and filled the room with shrapnel.’ Lt. Henley of .the 1lst
Battalion B-O.ompa.ny was killed instantly, Another German was mor-
tally wounded; he died in about thirty minutes; and another Garma‘n.
wounded, We remained in the cellar until late afternocon when par
ties of American enlisted men acting as litter bearers came in and
removed the dead and wounded from the cellar, We were remeved at
this time and placed in the large cellar with the rest of the Ameri-
can prisoners of war in LaGleize.
Q When you were put in the large cellar, what did you learn
with respect to the prisoners of war who wers there at thet time?
A Their condition was unchanged.
LT, COL, DWINNEL: I have several more questions.
LAW MEMBER: TYou mean thi;i is a good place for you to
‘break?
LT, OOL. DWINHEL: Yes, sir; this is a good place for me to
break, now, ; V
FRESIDENT: The court will recess until 1330 hours,

(Whereupon the Court reconvened at 1200 hours.)

(McOown - direct)
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AFTERNOON SESSION
(Whereupon Court reconvened at 1330 hours.)
PI!ESIDfHT: Take seats. Court will come to order.
FROSECUTION: If the Court please, let the record
show that all the members of the Court, all the members of the
Prosecution, with the exception of Iieutenant Colonel Crawford,
who is absent on business of the Prosecution, and Captain
Byrne, who has been excu;aed upon verbal orders of the Commanding
General, all members of the Defense, all the defendants and the
reporter are present.
DEFENSE COUNSEL: The Defense recalls Lieutenant
Colonel Hal D. McCown.
LIEUTENANT COLONEL HAL D. T-icCD]'ll‘i, a witness called by
the Defense, having been previcusly sworn, resumed the stand
and testified further as follows:
(Vmereupon the questions, answers and other proceedings
were interpreted to the accused):
PROSECUTION: The witness is reminded that he is
still under ocath,
DIRECT EXAMINATION
QUESTIONS BY DEFENSE CCUNSEL: 5

Q Colonel McCovm, you have just tasti:l'ieii ‘that on the

22nd of December you Were again pladeé in i'lurge'l cellar in

o i e

LaGleize. ‘Then what'happened?
A On the 22nd in. the att;ez:aougb I stayed if a large
: ‘ fter dark, and was once more
+ takert* to Golonsl '?e’iﬁ&;é"bp, Which was a small house down in
the center' of L;Oleizé.
Q . ¥Will you describe that house?

(McCoyn~ Direct)




gk2#215-SR A Wlell, it was nothing outstanding, just a small
-212

cottage. i

Q Did you have any conversation with Colonel Peiper
on the night of the 22nd-23rd of December?

A I did. I talked again with Colonel Peiper from
that time until some time between midnight and the following
morning. It was before daylight when I left the CP.

Q Will you state the substance of the conversation
you had with Colonel I’eipe_t during that night?

A The substance of the conversation was the same as
the night before, on general subjects centering mainly on
politics.

Q Was there any tactical information exchanged?

A There was none,

Q Did you discuss anything about prisoners of war?

A Yes, early in the conversation. Colonel Peiper
brought to my attention an incident which had occurred that
day. At this time he stated that during an American armored
infantry attack coming from the east, supported by smoke and
artillery, that the Amerchan troops had approached among the
first buildings on the eastern side of LaGleize, actually at

the southeastern road since.the road was the axis of the attack.

He said that at this time several American P#'s who had been em-
; .ploycd 1n work datails 1n LaGleize had attempted b escape by

running. He séid

spectatér and could testii‘y to the‘ same, =thut apwrmdmately 9 -

and to the best of my ability I say 9 — it won't vary far from

that number -- 9 Pif's were killed. I cannotéswear as to the exact number

(McCown-Iirect)
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?/2#215-53 § as it escapes my memory, but the Tobes was approximately that.

% Colonel Peiper stated also that he was sorry it had occurred
and for me to announce to the remaining Pii's in the torm to not
attempt to run in the future or they would be shot, he did not
want any future, he stated.

Q You said he asked you to make an announcement to
the American prisoners of war. Did you do that?

A I did.

Q At the time you made that announcement did you have
any conversation with the American prisoncrs of war?

A Yes. To the best of my memory, there were three or
four work details, each of approximately one squad size, working
during the day of the 22nd. I specifically questioned these men
on this circumstance. I was unable to get a definite story of
what had happened but the information I received gave me no cause
to fear foul play so I let the matter drop.

Q Referring again to the conversation with Colonel
Peiper on the night of the 22nd-23rd December, when did those
conversations terminate?

A They terminated before daylight —- I am not sure of

the time. MNovement in the towmn was excellent during daylight
because artillery and mortar ohsemtiong made movement practically
impossible.

Q Was there artillery fire during the night’{

A, The arf.i]_lery rire during the ni,_vht was. e

A ‘. heavy at, timea4 andlintermittent at others. [ never let up for
any pariod.w ¥
Q VDur:Lng the time you were in LaGleize did you see any
American prisoners o!;.‘ war killed by artillery fire?
A One. 2nd Lieutenant was killed in the cellar with me ——

a small cellar. I did not see any others killed.

(Mcﬂm-Diract) 18 3n
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Q What happened in the morning of the .23rd of
December after your conversation with Colonel Peiper had
terminated?

A I was taken back to the large cellar with a large
group of Fits,

Q Did you remain there all that day?

A I remained there all that day except for one
brief instance where I was again taken to Colonel Peiper's
CP,

. Q During the night of the 22nd-23rd of December and
during your conversation with Colonel Peiper, was the subject
of wounded soldiers discuésed?

A It was. Colonel Peiper had decided to consolidate
all of his wounded which had heretofore been spread out through-
out the cellars throughout the town as well as a few American
wounded,

INTERPRETER CHLOSTA: Will you read the question,
please?

(\Vhareqpan the question was read by the reporter.)
QUESTIONS BY DEFENSE COUNSEL (LIEUTENANT COLONEL DWINELL):

Q Was there anything else discussed concerning

" ‘wounded soldiers? .

A Ye Cglonql‘Pqip.ex;' said that he was planning to

into. the.large church which I indicated at the board,

the large ‘church at the asouthern end of*the tom. He was

veryn mich ﬁta"rés'i:ed i‘;l knowing my opinion as towhether the
Amcr(:ican artillerymen did fire on the church. I was able to
give him no satisfaction that they would not and told him that

any concentration placed on the tom would probably strike the

church as well, However, he latertold me he had consolidated

(McGovm-Direct) 1831
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all wounded in the church.and had suffered some further:wound-

ings of his casualties and a few deaths among both nationalities
from both artillery and pieces of roof falling as the result of
artillery. %

Q VWhat did you do during the day of the 23rd of
December 19447

A I remained in a large cellar with the Pif's, except
as I said before, except for the brief instance I \.vas taken
again to Colonel Peiperts CP.

Q Can you tell the Court about the treatment curing
the 23rd of December 194, of the 135 Priéoners of war that
you have previously referred to?

A The organization of the prisoners of war in the
large cellar was now very good. I had been with them long
enough and made considerable pep talks to them to have their
feelings rather high. They knew they would be released shortly
since the German situation was bad.

Q Did they make any report to you of any violation of
the Geneva rules?

A No, they did not.

- Q During the time you were in LaGlelze, do you know :

of any instance of fﬁilui‘_e £0 ‘provide food and water for the

0y

pris&ners of vrar?

G '

A ~N;, there*was ‘a large spring nqu:Lte: nedr the large
ce]lgr, to which the Yr;rr;nt ufi‘é.cer dn charge of prisoners of
wa;“ permitted a water detail to go as o;‘te_n as was needed. .
There was a detail of appraoximately four cooks selected from
the Pii's who actually were cooks who cioked in kitchen space

provided for, all the potatoes that was needed for the entire

group. The food was not delectable but it was adequate.

(UcGown-Direct) 1832
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you, the operations sergeant and the radio operator. VAill you
tell the Court about tﬁeir treatment at the time you were in
LaGleize?

A Both of these men served with me, the operations
sergeant up until the time he was wounded at the crossing of
the Rhine at Waisel, and they both conversed with me frequently

.about this. There was no mistreatment of them,

Q Did anything happen on the evening ol the 23rd of
December in LaGleize?

‘A It was in the afternoon when I was called to
Colonel Peiper's CP, where he protested to me the fact that the
Americans were using a heavy caliber direct fire weapon to fire
on the houses in LaGleize and knock out his tanks. It was his
belief that the direct fire weapon had been ‘placed on the
chateau at_Stoumont which I have mentioned -- on the ledge of
it -~ which had been used as a hospital by Colonel Peiper. He
said he wﬁlﬁ not have his gunners fire on the direct fire weapon
because he could not be sure that his wounded and the American
wounded had been removed from the chat;au. I told him that it
was the Aperican evacuation plan to evacuate casuaities when
they were overrun and that he could be reasonably sure there
were no casualties in; the cnstle.

Q D:Ld am,rbhing else huppnn that day?

What ‘happened then? ® .

A When I entered the CP I saw Captain Chrisenger,

Compan& Commander of Company A 803rd Tank Destroyer.: I knew

(Mcum- Direct)
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him vell inasmuch as his company was in direct support of our

regiment. He had just been captured a short while before I
saw him. Colonel Pe.iper then told me that he had received
orders to withdraw east to the nearest German forces. He

then very carefully outlined to me a plan of exchange, which
was as follows: Colonel Peiper was to turn over or turn loose
the approximately 150 PW's which he now had under his control,
wounded and whole ,4with the exception of myself, in exchange
for which the American High Commander would have after over-
running the German wounded in LaGleize plus the German wounded
already overrun in the chateau in Stoumont which was the ot}{er
of the two hospitals of 'Colonel Peiper, plus a German medical
officer and some German aid man he was to leave with the wounded
in the church, these wounded and German medical personnel to be
returned under a white flag to the lst SS Division, wherever
that may be, at the conclusion of which I would be returned to
the American lines. The TD Captain, Captain Chrisenger would
be my messenger to get this to my higher commander. I told
Colonel Peiper after he had finished that I had no authority
whatsoever to deal with him and that there was little 1likli-
hood of the exchange being ag;‘eed to by the higher Americnn'
commander :Lnnamuch as he, Colonel Peipﬂr, rras not in a good
bargaining position dmitted that hc snid that he would
11)«: to’go nhaad and'put’tha pian thruugh in the hopes that the

RS
higher commnndar might accede.




Q- ; Was the agreement made?

A The agreement was carried as far as I have just discussed.
I told Capt. Chrisenger exactly who to contact, my Regimental Com-
mander Col. Southerland, as soon as American troops enterad IAGleigu.

Q Were the Amutica'm prisoners of war released by Col. Peiper
as a result of this arrangement?

A They were. I contacted, after I returned to my Regiment,
Capt. Chrisenger, Lt. Yeomans, Lt. Higgenbottom,and my Operations
Sergeant and radio operator, and the terms had been carried out on
Col, Peiper's side.

Q You say that the American prisoners of war were released
as a result of the arrangement. About how many prisoners were
affected by that?

A All of the unharmed prisoners of war in the large cellar,

plus some wounded in the church. Col. therland told me a h
and fifty.

Q When you speak about the exchange of prisoners and

wounded, what about the ded in the chat in st t?

A Upon later talking with staff officers of my mgﬁent s
found that approximately fifteen American wounded and a larger
number of German wounded was ove:"run in the chateau at Stoument.

There were also some unharmed American medical men in these named.

Q VWas this } ag t reduced to writing?
A It was.
DEFENSE (MR. STRONG): May we have the reporter repeat the

question, the translation was not correct.

+ PRESIDENT: - Repeat the . qusstion; pleas

(VMiereugon
, the reporter.)
A It was.

(McGowm — Dir:ct)
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QUESTIONS BY DEFENSE (LT. COL. DWINELL):
Q Did you sign it and did Col. Peiper sign it? .
Ve did.

And how many copies of the agreement was made?

Do you know what became of the written agreement?

A
Q
A One.
Q
A

It passed through Col. Southerland's hands - as my conversa-
tion revealed -~ he passed it on to the Div;.lsion. The information
reached General Hobbs, my Chief Commander. I do not lnow \flhat becams
of the actual paper.

Q Referring to the town of LaGleize, you menticned the church,
Was there ‘more than one church in the town of LaGleize on that date?

A In my movement around LaGleize I only saw one church, and‘
as far as I am concerned there is only one church at LaGleize.

Q After the agreement for the exchange of priscners and wounded
was made, what did you do next? Yy

A Capt. Chrisenger and I then moved over to the side of the
cellar, and were observers for the remainder of our stay in the cellar
while preparations ‘naa made by Col. Peiper for evacuation of the town.

as that on the night of the 23-24th of December 19447 3

It was. 5 ;

Vhet happened next?

Shortly after midnight, Capt. Chrisenger was taken out by
his guard, Col, Peiper's staff and Col. Peiper and myself moved out
to the Southwest edgs of LaGleize. We tpg.n'gtérte_d,on'fcot with

' “c‘c‘i’l..' Foiperta &

iperts 'f.'rqbpsléhd single "bl\;lxmsi behind us’ on foot marched ‘out

R Rl 5
A \'I; moved approximately due South and crogsed the L'Amleve
River on a small highway bridge.
Q Will you indicate that on the map, please?
(Whersupon the witness left the stand and .wunb up to the map. )
(McGovn - mmft? v 1838 ;
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A Ve moved out of town approximately in this direction (indica-
ting), crossed. the river directly underneath this railroad bridge
on a snmll highway bridge.

DEFENSE (LT. COL. DWINELL): Let the record indicate that
the witness has pointed to a spot about two kilometers directly
Southwest of the town of LaGleize, at a railroad on Prosecution's
map, P-3.

A Ve then moved further South, climbing high up on this steep
bridge -- this is exceedingly rugged terrain. We were approximately
in her.u (indicating), and I would estimate two hours after we started
moving I could observe vehicles exploding back in the LaGleize valley,
and in a short time the entire vally was filled with bﬁming vehicles
and exploding ammunition. I presumed that to be the work of a demoli-
tion party left behind by Col. Peiper. The party I vas with, followed
by the\ single-colum men, moved down through these woods, at approxi-
mately & daylight arrived at this road (indicating).

DEFENSE (LT. COL. DWINELL): Let the record show that the
witness has indicated a movement South, and is now pointing at a
road just Northwest of the tovn of Brums.

QUESTIONS BY DEFENSE (ET. COL. DWINELL):

Q What date are you referring to?

A This is the 24th of December 194k4.

Q Will you continus?

A ‘' The colum moved dovn into the town, where it broke ranks
and everyuns that I could see got somsthing hot to drink and a bit

. of food from one 01‘ tha hounes there.

referring to the town of Brume?
i
and :1 half. in this town, the colum again moved North and back into
°

these woods.

(McGomn -Direct)




DEFENSE (LT. COL. DWINELL): Let the record indicate that

the witness is pointing to the yoods Just North of the town of
Brume.

A The remainder of the twenty-four daylight was spent moving
as follows, through these woods: We crossed the road here (indica-
ting), by nightfall the column had closed up to this point here.

DEFENSE (LT. COL. DWINELL): Let the record indicate that
the witness pointed out the point on the road approximately two kilo-
meters Southvest of Brume.

A There were approximately eight hundred men in Peiper's
colum, both by his ovn admission and my own estimation. Immediately
at dark, Col. Peiper started the -~ to the point which only consisted
of 20 to 30 men in front of where we were —- the crossing towards the
road, The point ran into an American sentry and the leading man was
shot, as I saw him shortly afterwards limping. The column coiled
back up the hill and moved down to the Southwest, a distance of at
least one half mile, possibly more, and again tried to cross the
road.

Q Are you referring to the road leading into Trois Pont from
the Southwest? ;

A I am referring to the main road between Tro:l._s Pont and
Basse Badeux. The column crossed the road undetected, although
several Amarican vehicles chopped'the colum while it was crossing.
Due to the abrupt chenges in dirsctions and my own physical condi-
t:l.on; 1'vas ﬁ;‘ltnbie to_keep ‘abreast of my own location from that time
on.. I can remember w;ding at least two good sized streams, so
estimate I Was to the East of both of these streams, < !

Q Are you referring to the streams running North and South,
and South of Trois Pont?

(McGomn - Direct)




- A I am. Shortly before midnight, Col. Peiper and most of the

members of his staff disappeared from the column.

(At this point the witness retwrned to the stand.)
I could not ascertain where he had gone. The young Captain who operated
near me continuously exhorted the men to greater movement, and the
colum moved without a break. I cannot be exact as to the time, but
approximately 0300 or O400 contact was made with American forces.

Q On what date?

A On Christmas of 1944.

Q During any of this time that -- during any of this march that'
you have just described with Peiper's unit, were there any American
prisoners of war with you?

A I was the only one,

Q You spoke about Peiper!s staff being with him. Can you tell
us the names of the officers of Peiper's regiment that were with you
at that time?

; A I cannot recall all of them but can remember a Lt. Col. von
Westerhausen, a Diefenthal, an enlisted man named Froalich, a medical
Captain named Neumaier, and an officer named Poetschke.

Q Do you remember Froelich!s first name?

A Paul.

Q - Do you know what Froelich's duties were with the unit?

A He was a sort of runner or body guard ’to Col. Peiper, .and
during the foot march guarded me for the bulk of the tims,

Q . Tere you ever mistreated in any way by Froelich?

A On the contrary, Froelich gave me several cigarettes.

Q ¥hat happened next? 8gs 2 "
oo A Contact was made with .America.n units ai: approximately 0300 b
or 04,00, Light small arms fire.fell upon the Germans around where I
was standing. My guards and myself hit the ground. A 1littlg later
(McGown - Direct) o ;
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! this fire was increased and sixty milimeter mortar fire landed quite
close io us. I lay still for a few minutes and then lvookecl about me
for my guards, I c;:uld not see anyone in sight. I started walking
at right angle to the direction from which the American fire had come.
I walked approximately two hundred yards and then turned toward the
direction from which the fire had come. I ran iﬁto an American Qut-
post of the 82nd Airborne Division vdthin a hundred yards,

Q Did you ever see Col, Peiper after that?

A Not until I returned to this theater for this trial. e

Q Going back to the 18th of December 1944, do you know vhether
on that day American troops of your Division were in the town of
1aGleize?

A They were not. American troops did not enter LaGleize until
Christmas Day, 1944. :

Q Do you know whethér any troops of your Division were in
Cheneux on that day? ‘ .

A They were not. The operation overlay a.t the end of the
18th showed our 3rd Battalion five hundred yards East of Stoumont
and with nothing i‘urtho;r East and nothing South of the river,

Q  Did you then rejoin your Regiment?

AT rejoine.c.l my liegj.ment on the 26th of Decenber. I stayed
at the Division C.F. the day and the night of the 25th,

Q Vhat did you do after that?

A I then assumed command of my Battalion and contin;xed fight- ot
ing until the end of the war,
o Q After you rejoined your Regiment, were you interrogaﬁed by

o °
anyone concerning a rgport of the Malmedy Cross-roads incident?

® ]
, A Yes, there were two separate investigaticns, ohe of which
cams from Supreme Haadquartu;s. The Supréme Headquarters! investi-
gation was the most thorough and ’conta'inad plctures of German troops

(McGovn -Direct)
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mounted in ‘armo'red _vehicies.with which they soﬁghl; to ti; in-any con- -
nection between the nﬁn who had captured me and. .th.e. pi;:tures which I
understood was taken in the vicinity of L!alm:ly Ctoaa-ﬁoada. I was
unable to find any‘con.nection, and my test:l.mony‘ in these investiga-
tions amounted to little.

Q Let me ask you again. While you were ; prisoner of war with
Col. Peiper, did you see any mistreatment of prisoners of war at any
time?

A I saw no serious mistreatment of prisoners of war.

Q After you rejoined your Regiment subsequent to the 25th of
December 1944, did you have any conversations with anyone in your
Regiment concerning prisoners of war?

PROSECUTION: If the Court please, I request that the Defense

tie this in a little bit more closely. There is no doubt many conver-

sations were taking place. ILet's limit it to the case we are trying

here today.

DEFENSE (LT, COL. DWINELL): The witness testified that he
rejoined his Battalion, and his Battalion had previously been engaged
at LaGleize.' T believe that the connection was made by reasonof the
fact that his own men were involved in the occupation of the tovn.

PRESIDENT: That connection was not established in youn
question, however, °
CULSTIONS BY IEFENSE (LT. COL. DIIIN"LL)

QT Aﬁer you rejoi.ned your Regimént, subsequent to ths 25th of
A:.December, dicl ybu _uonfer or .have conversations with any of the members
of your outfit that had been :Ln the town of LaGleize?

PRDSECUTION: T still think he should fix the date that these
troops were in LaGleize that he is talking about, if the Court please.

[EFENSE (LT. COL. DWINELL) :u T w1l rephrase the qusstion.

(McGown- Direct)
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Q After you rejoined your regiment subsequent to the 25th
December\ 194}, did you confer or have any conversation with any of
the members of your unit who had been in Ia Gleize subsequent to the
18th December 19kl ?

A I conferred with Captain Chrisenger, Ly Yeoman and Lt
Higginbottom, my operations Sergeant and the Radio Operator and with
several other Enlisted llen who I cannot name at the present time

because it was a very serious matter to me as to whether or not
they had been set frece unharmed.

Q And what did they tell you ?

A They told me that during the night of 2Lth to 25th Decembex
the Germans had left them but that they had stayed in the cellar until
the Americans came into the town, to escape the Anti-Aircraft barrage
which the Ame;-icans put on the towm regardless of the opposition.

Q During the time that you were a prisoner of war of Colonel
Peiper's outfit, did you see any Belgian civilians ?

A I saw one woman Belgian civilian in Ia Gleize and a few in

Q Do you know anything about other treatment by Peiper's
Regiment ? .

A Ican only say that I saw no mistreatment of those Isaw.

Q Referring to the conversations you had with Peiper while
you were in Ia Glai:ae during the time he conversed with you will you
describe his manner ‘?

A Colonel‘Ibiper's nm:mar towards me was respectful and he
spoke with what I believed :vus sincerity.

Q After you rejoined your mglmenth subsequent to the 25th
December 154k, did ”yl.)u make a report to any American authorities con-
cerning what happened vhile you were with Colonel Feiper's unri‘c ?

A At the request of the Divisional G-2, Colonel Hall, I gave
his stenographer a dictated report of the highlights of what went on
d“urlng my incargeration. I dictated this report at about 1300 hours on
(McGovm-direct)
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.‘X'mask day. It was the same day I left the Cerman unit.

DEFENSE: (Lt Col DVINELL). I hand the reporter a document
anri m'quest; that it be marked Defense Iixhibit D-2 for identification.
(Vhereupon the document was marked by reporter)

DEFENSE: (Lt Col .DWINELL). The Defense offers in evidence
a certified copy of a reproduced document titled Hq. United States
Forces, Buropean Theater, APO # 757, Historical Division. dated 22nd
¥ay 1946 with covering letter attached thereto, Hq. 3rd United States
Army, Office of the Assistant Chief of Staff G-2 ,APO 403, dated
23rd ¥ay 1946 addressed to Colonel Willis If. Everett, Chief Defense
Counsel, lalmedy Trial, from C. P. Bixel, Colonel, Assistant Chief
of Staff, G-2, and.r equest that it be receivedin evidence and marked
Defense Ixhibit D-2: attached to the Record and made a part thercof.

PROSECUTION: If it please the court, I want to inquire
from the Defense if this attachment is a record made by this witness.

DEFENSE(Lt Col DWINELL). This is offered as an of ficial
document - acertified true copy of an official document and the
letter attached thereto connects the document with the witness.

PH(‘EECUTION: The matters in this document, can this be
tostified to by this witness ?

DEFENSE: (Lt Col DWINELL). I don't know whether they can
be testified to or not.

PROSECUTION: I want to know if the material for this doc-
ument was Mished by this witness.

DEFENSE: (Lt Col DWINELL) I don't know that . I would have
to ask him that question.

PROSECUTION, If this document was prepared by information
furnished by this witness then we object to the admission of this
on the g,roungs that it is not the best fxvidmu:en available because the
witness himself is here to testify, ‘

2 IAW IT‘(‘MEE& Documents such as this, which being an official
document will be admitt&d in evidence and thqe court will place such
value upon it as it.deems fit.

(McGoéwn-direct)
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PRESIDENT : The dotl:umcnﬁ is admitted in evidence and will

be' marked Defense Txhibit D-2.

(Whereupon the document referred to, having been previously marked

was received in evidence as Defense Exhibit D-2: is attached hereto
i and made a part of the record.)

DEFENSE:(Lt Col DWINELL). The Defense requests permission
to have Defense Exhibit D-2 read to the Court in the German language
the. translation of which I obtaincd ahead of time .to aid the court.

IAW MEMBER: It is nothing more or less than a written
representation of the teatimony already given by this witness is it ?

DEFENSE: (Lt Col DWINELL) It is a little more than that.
There a re additional things.

LAV MEMBER: If the witness is here to testify he should
testify rather than use that document. This is needless repetition.

I cannot see any reason to read it into the record if it is merely
repetition of what the witness said. If ths Defense insists upon
reading it , the co_urt will ,of course grant your wish. ¢
DEFENSE: (Lt Co]: DIVINELL) I don't insist on it being read
at this time,

IAW MEMBER: Does the prosecution object to anything
contained in this document ?

PROSECUTION: lfay it please the court we have not had the
opportunity o £ reading it. The Defense told me it was a report which
was prepared by this witness. Myi;nly objection is that it is not the
best evi‘danca. 2

DEFENSE: (Lt Col DWINELL). I believe this is a trenacript *
of the information that the witness gave after he left Colonel
Peiper's outfit - his name is mentioned inside and signed by the

Colonel mentioned, 9

FROSECUTION. As I said before my only objection is that:
it is not the test evidence because the witness who made and stated *
the facts is present in‘court, If that vwas not the case, then 11'. is
clearly admissible,
(!'cGawn-direct)‘ 18“44 :




QUESTIONS BY DEFENSE: (Lt Q‘ol DVINELL) . :

Q Referring to the time when you were in la Gleize,you
stated that there were some other American Iieutenants who were
prisoners of war, isn't that so ?

A Yes therewere.

Q Did they ever tell you at that time when and where they
were captured ?

A Yes we compared notes upon getting together for the first
time: Lt Yeoman and the unidentified Lieutenant whose name I camnot
remember were captured early on the morning of the 19th in Stoumont.
Lt Higginbottom and Lt Henley, who as I have said before, was killed,
was captured on the 20th in a chateau which is another chateau from
theone I have previously mentioned on the other side of Stoumont to
the west, This was a large building. It was not a true Belgian type
chateau but it was a very large building.

CROSS EXANINATION
QUESTIONS BY PROSECUTION:

Q Vhat was your refiment during this period of time we
have been talking about, 18 th December 19kl up 1‘.0 the 25th December
19hh ? '

A The 119th Infantry.

Q Now on what day were you captured ?

A I was captured early in the afternoon of 21st and left the
Cermans on 25th.

Q You are pretty certain about that ?

A Those ‘l‘..imes are approximate - I mean the d ate.

Q If you knew that Peiper made a sworn statement to the effect
that you were captured on thec20th, would tha}p change your answer a.ny ?

A It vould not. 3 ;

Q  After you were captured I ‘believe you testified that you
were taken to the C.P. between Ia Gleize and Stoumont ?

A I did

(McGorm—direct)
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Q Vias that C;‘;l(;qel"Peiper}s C.B:°

A He was there and it is my impression that that was his
forward C.P.

Q Tlere you ever taken while you wore a prisorer, to the
C.P. in Stoumont ? {

A That place which I have just mentioned is the only house
to which I was taken in Stoumont.

Q That really is not in Stoumont is it ?

A It is quite a distance f;om the built up area of Stoumont
but 1t is within sight of it. ]

Q You have testified that you have traveled - moveda round
I would say considerably in Ia Gleize throughout the period of your
captivity ?

A I did.

Q Were you escorted wlen you were moving from one basement
to another ?

A Generally two guards moved with me sometimes only one.

Q But you were always under guard ?

A , I was.

Q How many different cellars did you see American Prisoners
of war in ?

A In two - the smalJ: one in which were the fouro fficers,
and myself, and the larger one for the men, |

Q Did you visit all the cellars in La Gleiza?

A I did not.

Q During your travels in Ia Oleize, did you notice the

school-house ?
L)

A I do not remember a sghool—house in Ia Cleize.

Q But you wore by the church were you not ?

A i I passed near the chur;;h several times.

Q If you will recall, directly opposite the f ront of the
church there is a scheol - a large building with a monument - can you
remonbar that 7 : 1846

|
| (UcGorm  —cross)




#ar
20, S. 6.

A I can dimly remember something about the monument - but
I@annot remember the schoolhouse.
Do you remember a building there at all ?
Yes.
Did you go behind that building ?
I did not.
Did you go into that gulley which is down in behind that
building ?
A I did not I stayed only on the main street.
Q How rany priso.ners did you say you saw when youfirst came
into La Gleize ?
A Four aofficers aad I had a count taken of the men andwe
got 13l one time and 135 the next time and I think onedf them must have
moved during the head count- so I would say approximately 135.
Q Did that number increase from the time youcame to La Gleize
until you left Colonel FPeiper on the retreat ?
A On the 23rd the last daylight we spent in the tom there
were some additiona.
Q About how many would you say ?
A Not over 12:Ir emember 7 or some thing 1ike that. They
wore captured from the attack which I mentioned and some were killed:
They were from the 3rd Armored Division. In addition Captain Chrisenger
was captured by himself while on reconnaissance.
Q You mentioned that some prisoners of war were Idlled, this
6or?7, ore any otherskilled ?
A They were the only ones I learned about from prisoners -from
other prisoners of war or from Colonel.Peiper. ;
Q Vhat I am trying to find out is - you stated Lt Henleywas »

killed, and there were 138 by head count with the four officers and you

say theré were 12 captured - giving you 150 and anéther 9 or 10 killed
A °

would mike it about 140 when you left, is that correct ?

®

(McGowm~-cross)
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A Yes. Colonel Peiper made a statement he had 150 and
included prisoners - American prisoners who were wounded, but I
never counted those. .

Q Did he ever indicate to you how many wounded there were?

A He did not but there were 15 according to Colonel
Southerland in the Stoumont chateau, He did not say the number in the
church at ILa Gleize.

Q Did you think therewere as many as 50 American wounded

in the church at Ia Gleize ?

A I have no idea as to the exact number,but I think that .

would be high.
PRESIDENT: The Court will recess until 1530 hours

(Whereupon the court recessed at 1500 hours.)




Vs AT TOTTS TR

(Vmereupon the Court reconvenedzt 1530 hoursa)

PRESIDENT: Court will ;:cme to orders

PROSECUTION: If the Court please, all the members of the
Court are pra2s nt; all the Prosecution with the exception of Lieutenant
Colonel Crawford and Captain Shumacker, absent on business of the
Prosecution and Captain Byrne excused by verbal order of the Comnarding
General, all the members of the Defense with the exception of Dre
Hertkorn absenton business of the Defense, all the defendants and
the roporter are present.

DEFENSE: The Defenss recalls Id.sutunant‘ Colonel Hal D.
McCowne

PROSECUTION: The witness is reminded that he is still under
oaths

Iieutenant Colonel HAL D. McCOWN, a witness for ths Defense
resumed tho stand and testified as follows:

(Wheraupon the questions, answers and other proceedings were
interpreted to tho German counsel and the accuseds)

CROSS EXAMINATION
QUESTIONS BY PRGSECUTION (cont!d)s
Q Colonel McCovm, do you know of any other prisoners of war being
killed at IaGleize other than Lieutenant Henley and the nine a ten you
referred to being killed during the attack?
A I do note .

Q Colonel, I balievs you testified on direct exand.nation that,

the only infractions of Geneva Convention rules were taking of watches

ASPTE p T

and rings and food, is that correct?

[

A ‘Chat is not correcte

563

.Q Will you tell mo what is correct, then?

T

5 A That was a z‘eply given me tha’ firat time I intsrmgatad tha
135th gx‘oup prisonars of ware

Q Were there other infractions?

A Ars y::u asking a direct question?

Q I am asking you to your own knowledge did anybody tell you about

2 any other h\rrantions of Geneva Convention rules? 184 3
(¥oComm ~ Oross)




A I.made the statement thero were no serious infractions of the
Geneva Convention under direct testimonye

Q There were no serious infractions, then?

A That i truse By serious infractions, I ‘mnan those which I and
other American commanders were not equally gyllty during the ware

PROSECUTION: If the Court please, I ask that the answer be
stricken from the record. 3

TIAW ¥EMBER:t The Court will take notice of ite It is not
responsivea

PRESIDENT: The last statement of the witness will be stricken
from the record and the Court will take no notice of sames

Q How many timas did you visit Colonel Peiper's command post
in IaGleize?

A I visited a place where Colonsl Peiper was, to the best of my
memory, five timese His fully equipped command post, only twice.

Q How many times did you visit with Colonel Peiper from command
post, or cellar or house vhile you were at IaGleize?

. A TFour times in laGleizes :

Q You mentioned, I believe that you made two reports, two
statements prior to today of your experiences whilse you were captured,
is that correct?

A I believe I said those were investigations, concerning the
lk}lmedy incident which occurred shortly after my return to American
control.

Q Did you ever make any sworn statements about your experignces
in IaGloize? :

A I dide
Q  When was that? i

A That was in the surmer of 1945 immediately before my diyision

moved back to the zone of intariors \ : ] l . :

Q  Vmo took this statemont?
s .

@
A I cennot say who -- the what you might call Prosecutor wes

the Dafensa Counsel, vas Lisutanant Hayden of the 30th Infantry Divisions

(MoCovm - Cross) 1850




Q Was the Prosecutor, so-called Prosecutor from youn Division,
wur regimsnt?
A He was nots He vias from higher hoadquarters and I am not sure
which ones
Was this statement sworn to?
It vasa ) ;
Vould you recognize it if you see it?
I woulds
Is this your signature?
A This is it and Lieutenant Hayden was the Prosecutor in thate
I don't know the other officar in thate
Q Colonel, I will ask you if youvere asked this question and
if you replied in that manner about the sworn statement yod testified
about: 'Will you relate what happened in respect to your capture by the
enemy, where it happsned and when, and any unusual circumstances that
occurred?! And your answer: 'I was captured on the 22nd in the vicinity
of Staumont, Belgium, I was taken to Ia Gleize, Belgium, hsadquarters of
the 1st 55 Regiment, commnded by Lieutenant Colonel Peipesr, Joachim whom
I met immediatelyse!
PRESIDENT: Will you pleagse face the Court in making your replys
A That is correct with the exception of the 22nd. That is definitely
an errcneous ;iate and I misread tha typewritten copy when I signed thate
Tho 21st is well implanted in my memory and I never said tho 22nd to my
M3MOTY e
Q 2K vd._ll ask you whether this quostion was asked and whether this
answer was givens From ths statement: Quastion: 'What then occurred?!
Answer: 'During my stay in thehands of the enemy, nothing in violation
of the @eneva rules came to my knowledge or abtention with the following
exception;t Details of 6 to 10 American enlisted men wers used daily by

" e " 2 4 Suvy
the Germang for tho following purposes: Burying both German J:md American

wdead; moving 88 mms ammunition from one tank to another; acting as
hospital orderlies for German and Amsrican woundeds I parsmnllyraarw
thase men leave the shelter of a cellar to go on these duties and raturn
later in the daye Several of them told“ms personally what they bhad -been

(YoCowm ~ Cross) 1851
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doinge In the town of IaCleize at this tire there was being placed
heavy American artillery fire. I was informed by ona American enlisted,
man, name unknown to me now, that one ‘of his buddies had been killed by
American artillery doing this work.!
A That's corrects

Is your answer correct in this instance?

That's rights It wase

Is the answer still correct?

It ise ;

Q I will ask you if this question was asked and you made this
reply: Question 'Having heard of these violations, did you have. an
opportunity to protest them?! Answer: 'I protested that and several
other minor violations which I mentioneds The minor violations were
corrected, mainlye! Was this question asked you and who made that
raply?

PO TER

Q Is your reply true?

A Yesa : :

Q I will ask you the next questions 'Do you know of these
violations occurring after your protest?! Answers !The protest w'as made
to the German warrant officer in charge 61‘ all prisoners by me personally.
The details were not stoppeds I spoke to Colonel Peiper concerning this
later the first tims I saw him, vwhich was just before he evacuated the
tovn of ILaGleize in an attempt to escape and there were no details after
that, since all American soldiers imprisoned there ware turned loose by
Peiper at that tiwe with the exception of myselfe!

A Yes, that is corrects The question was asked and the answer
was given as stateds

P}IOSEC!“!HON: No furthet” cross examination,

° @ ®

*° . REDIRECT EXAMINATION

QUESTIONS BY DEFENSE (Lt Colonel Dwinell)s .
o
Q Colonel Mc Cown, I belisve you said on cross examination that,

(¥oCown ~ Rediract)
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you didn't visit all the cellars in the tovn of IaGleize during ths
time you were there in December 1945. I helieve you answered noe

A That!s corrects

Q How many cellars did you visit?

A To ths best of my knowledge I ﬁsited {ive.in all in IaGleize.

Q Do you reczll the size of the town as it existed in the month
of December 19kl while you were ‘there?

A It was a small village, between twenty-five to forty houses I

vould estimates The majority of them were of very poor construction and
had no cellars.
Q Did it have more than one main rozd?
A There was only one main road going through town.
LT MIONEL DWINELL: No furthsr questions,
PROSECUTION: No recrosse
EXAMINATION BY COURT
QUESTIONS BY IAW MEMGER3
Q Did you ask to be moved to the rear of the area of battls?
A I did not, sire
Q Do you know why you were not moved, you and the other prisoners?
A I do, sire On the 21st when I was ordered to attack I knew
Colonel Peiper!s force was completely out off from all halpe
PRESTDENT: Any other questions by the Court? Thsre appear to
be none. Thas witness is excusede

(Whereupon the witness was excused and withdrew from the courtrooms )

DEFENSE: It is stipulated by and between the Prosecution and
Defense that Lieut:nant Colonel McCown is uxcused permanently from appear-
ance in this Courts The Defense calls as its next witness Colonel Rudolph
Lehmann, Mr. Strong on behal!‘ of the Defense will conduoct the direct
examination, The Defense does not ccntemplate reoa].ling this witness.

RUDOLPH LEHMANN, a witness for tha Dei‘unse s mro
through an interpreter as followss

(Whereupon the questions, answors and otherproceedings were

interproted to ths German counsel and the accuseds)
(Iehmann - Direct) 1853




DIRECT EXAMINATION

QUESTIONS BY DEFENSE (Mr Strong)s

Q

A
Q
A
Q
A
Q
A
Q
A
Q
A
Q
A
R
A

A
Armye
Q

VWill you give us your full nams, ploase?

Rudolph Iehmanne

What is your rank in the German Army?

Standartfushrers

Do you still hold that rank?

Yes,

Are you presently a prisoner of war?

Yese :

VWhire ara you held in cutody?

In the bunker in Dachaue

i1l you tell B when you joined ths Partys

1937«

Were you ever a mewber of the general $S?

No. : .

Wiill you please tell us when you joined the Waffen 557
1933

Was the Waffen SS at this time called Waffen SS or did it have
nams?

The Waffen SS at that time was called 'Darfuguréstrutta.'
What were the duties of the Vaffen SS at that time?

It was at that time trained exactly like the Army and by the

What was yowr Jjob during the so~called 'Eifel Offensive!

in Dscember 1944 and January 19457

A

Q
A

Q

th3 day from Ggneral Di'et.gich'?'!’

I was chief of general staff of the First SS Panzer Corps.
Who was your commanding general?
S8S Gruppenfushrer Priess.

Do you remamber to have received as ohief of gt& 'aq"ordexf of
9 3 )

1854

(Lehmann— Direct)
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A Yese

Q Did you receive any aiditional orders of the day at around the
sams time?

A Yess

Q From whom?

A  From Rundstedf. and lodels

Q Will you tellus very briefly the contents of General Dietrichts

order?

A The main substance of th order was the followings That the
workers on the home front had given us the weapons through hard work which
we were now to uss for the decisive turn of the war. Furthsrmore, it said
in there that the air corps and ths V-weapons would support this battls.
That was the ma.:Ln parte

Q Colonel Iehmann, I read to you now from a statement signed by
General Dietrich and dzted 22 March 1946, which is Prosecution's Exhibit
np-Hiy
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Q Col. Lehmann, I read to you now from a statement signed
by Gen. Dietrich end dated 22 March 1946, which wae Prosecution's
Exhibit B-6. In this statement he says: "In the orde.r which I ig-
sued fof the 6th Panzer Army for the Eifel offensive I ordered that
our troops have to be preceded by & wave of terror and fright and
that no human inhibditions should be shown," Were these remarkn cone
tained in the order of the day?

A No.

Are you positive about 1t?

Yes.

Did you read the Order of the Day?t
Yes.

Q Do. you remember receiving an order from the accused Gen.
Kraemer which was received shortly prior to the offensive, about
prgucnsrl of war?

A Yes,

Q Will you please tell us some details about this order.

A I remember very well that during ‘the preparation for this
offensive I went to the Army Staff one day and thare talked to Gen.

Erasmer about the problem of priscners of war, and particularly about

the @ifficulties of traffic regulations in case largo numbers of

prigoners would be taken, And in this comnection the order of the
Army vas made up that the prisoners were to be collected at the
mnition and fuel dumps and from there were to be taken back by empty
convoys.

Q Tou remember to have seen this order yourself?

A Yes.

" Q By whom was it signed?

A 1 doxx‘."'t‘q\"xita know whether it was in the operational order
with these details. If 4t was in the operational a}'der it was signed
by donex-al Dletrich., If it was in the epecial instmthn; ;ér mpplr.-

0

it was signed by General Kraemer,

(Lehmana - direct) 1856




Q But you remember distinctly to have read such an order?

A Yes.

Q And what did you do after you ra.ceivod this order from the
arny,as far as your divisions were concerned?

A I talked about this matter with the quartermaster chief
of the first corps and he worked out this point in the paragraph of
priscners of war, This order then went out to the divieioms, sign-
ed by mes .

Q Wac this order an independent order or did it form part
of his operationsl order which went to the Divisione?

A The special instructions for supply are a part of the
operational order,

Q Was this order also sent to the Liebstandarte?

A Yes.

Q VWere you present at the conference held at the Command Post
of Gen, Priess on 15 December 19447

A Yes.

Q Who else was present?

A The 1-A of the Corps, the Divisionsl Commanders, the then
Lt. Col. Skorzeny, Col, Peiper and Lt. Ool. Kuhlmaan,

Q Do you remember whether Gen, Priessat that time made a
speach?

A i Yes,

Q What did he say?

A He again pointed toward the importance of the operation and
.axpla.ined. thoee matters which, because of the secrecy of the matter,
were not contained in the operational order; that is, the tasks of the
neigh‘bvnrl-

Q What do you meen by the taeks of tl:a neighbors? |

‘“A The taeks of th; divisions end corps to éhe ergm and_laft..

Q' 2 Did General Priess read to the people who were present at

that time the order of the day of General Dietric;h?

@ f

(Lehmann - direct)
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A It ie pnnsi‘h‘la.

Q Do you remember, by any chance, how the order of the day
of General Dietrich was eighed}

A I don't understand the gquestion,

Q Do you remember how the order of the day by Gen. Dietrich

.was signed? Did he use his full nams or only the heme "Dietrich"

or how did he sign 1t?

A It could be"Dietrich"and it could be "Sepp Dietrich", I
don't remember, .

Q Now coming back to the speech which Gen, Prises made at the
conference on the 16tk of December, 1944, did he mention in this spesch
prisoners of war or civilians?

A Hoo

Q Are you positive about 1t?

A Yen.

Q Did he say anything about any unusual methods of war to
be used?

A Hoo

Q  Did he say no prisoners of war should be taken?

A No.

‘Do you remember whether General Priess stayed during the entire
length of the conference or not?

A Heé left shortly before it was over.

Q Who presided thenf.

A 1,

Q Do you romember an order which came down from the army sur-
geon of the ln-my and had to do with the treatment of wounded?

A Oertainly there was something about that in the supply or—
derof the army, ;

Q What waseald in 187 (3 Aoy

° o

A I remember something in connéction with the difficulties
of routes and the coldness which was expected and about the few med-
: i

1cdl vehioles that were avallable for the evacuation.

(Lohmann - direct) 1858
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Q Did -1t sey how American wounded prisoners should be treated?
A No.

Q You remember an order issued by General Kraemer in the

early part of D ber about the tr of prisoners of war?

A Yes,

Q What wes said in this order?

A As a whole, I got the same thing which I mentioned before.
I do not remember further details.

Q Vhat do you know about an investigation which wa.u ordered
on the army in connection with the allegedkK1ling of prieoners of
war on or about 17 December, 19441

A A letter addressed directly to the division arrived from
the army, but I either submitted it to Gen. Priess or I might have just
told him the contents, in which it was ordered an investigation of
killing of prisonere of war, ‘

Q Did you forward this order to the divisions?

A Yes.

Q And did the divisiomssend their replies to you or dite.ctly
to the army?

A I only know that & trace letter arrived from army about

this reply. E s the Li te fromthe 265th or 26th De-
cember wasn't subordinate to the corps any more and I do mot know
anything about the reply.

Q Ds you remember, Ool, Lehmann, in any order from Army

forward units,

which contaired provisions, regularions, what the,spearhead,shquld
do with prisoners of war?

A What areprovisions and what are forward unitsl

Q By forward units I mean spegrheads.

A I remember thet under parnguph“"mu.n of Eattle! the fol-

lowing wae ocontained: That the armored epearheads were oupposed

grensdier units following.

to turn over the prisoners to the

L

(Lehmaun - direct)
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Q Was this provision part of the operational order or the
supply order?

A I know that 1t was put in the operational order by corps
and it could not have ba’en in the cperational--in the supply order
of the army under any circumstances,

Q Have you, yourself, seen any American prisoners of war in
the period between 17 December, 1944, and the early part of Jamumy
19467

4 -Yes.

Q Will you please tell us when and where?

A That was on the day when corps hsadquarters C.P, was moved
from Eppenbach to Born. It was on a forest road on which 1 was,
which at that time was a supply road of the corps,

Do you remember the approximate day?

The 19th or 20th of Decembers

You remember where you saw them?

It 1o not on the map., I went down thet way. (Indicating).
There, approximately, is Eppenbach, if I remumber correctly.

‘LT, COL. DWINNEL; Let tho record show that the witness
indicates a place beyond the colored portion of the map, south of
Honsfeld, approximately five kilemeters south of Honsfeld.

A It wasp't there; I am just trying to remember where it
was. From here (indicating) I went south and toward the west and
southwest, respectively, there is a large forest through which this
road runs,

Q  VWas it betwsen Honsfeld and Eppenbach?

A If I have a map, I could tell you exactly.

Q Lst the record show that the witnese indicates a place

> beyond the colored part of the map, about ten kilometers south of

Honsfeld, How many priscners were there? «

b ”‘Puttdy hard to tell you the ‘number. At any rate, there
\:era go many that it was possible fer them to stop traffic for a good

while.

1860

(Lehmann - direct)
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Q Do you know by which division these prisoners had been
taken?

A Who ook them, that I don't know, but they were gugrded by
the Ploneer--zenbers of the Pioneer batalion of the Liebstandarte,

Q Did you ever see any other American prisoners?

A Once again when I passed a croes rogds. It was called
Kings Barracks, or something like that.

Q Did you ever see any prisoners in a hospital?

A ' Id1d not see them, but I received a report about them,
And there is a doctor here who can 'giva you the names,

Q What is the name of the dector?

A I don't lmow his name, but Obersturafuehrer Stolz knows
him, z

Q Ind Obersturmfuehrer is in Dachau, too?

A Yes, EHe is the quartermpster chief of the lst corps,

Q Now, Col., Lehmann, I show you & book here which is called:

Ghengis Khan and his Policies. You know this book?

Yes, I know it.
Did you own it?
Yes. %
Q Would you tell us for what purpese you received this book
and from whom?
A As & young officer I received it when we had te make & re-
port every four weeks. And for that ocomsion this book was sent to
us a8 a source, o

Q Was this book given to you to show you metheds which the

S5 should follow in fighting?
A Bo.

Q Was this book required reaﬁlng‘ for every S5 officer?

A No, 8o fer as I Jmow, only those that graduated from the
S8 officers' candidate school received it. In order to make these

roports,

(Lehmann. - dizect)
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Q You remember, Col. Lehmann, a sand table conference which
took place at the headquarters of Hitler Youth Division some time
before 15 Dacember 19447

A I remember one sand table exercise.

Q Do you remember that anything was said at that sand table
conference about prisoners of war?

A We talked a great deal about artillery. I now remember
one tank officer asking the question what should heppen to prison~
ers of war in case they .were‘ “k.“' in cese of a successful break-
through of the spearhead Panzer Units?

Q And what did Gen. Priess say?

A That they verg}hu sent back along the route of the advance
road, Jjust like we did in Ruseia.

Q By whom should they be evacuated?

A By the people that took them,

LT, COL. DWINNEL: Your witness.

(Lehmann ~ direct)
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CROSS EXAMINATION

QUESTICNS BY PROSECUTION (CAPTAIN SHUMACKER):

Q You say that the book "Tschingis-Chan" was cnl.y
issued to the officer candidates of the SS, those who graduated
as officer candidates?

A It was like this: After one had gone through the
officers' candidate school and had already become an officer,
we had to write these examinations.

Q Did those who went through that school receive
this book? That is what I asked you.

A Yes.

Q How many thousands went through that school to the
best of your estimate?

A If I remember correctly we had to write this examina-
tion in 1937.

Q Did you understand the question? I want to know how
many officers graduated from that school as SS officers, either
before or during the war, World War Number 2?7

I can't even tell you approximatﬂy.

Would you say 50,0007

No, less.

25,0002

As I said, it is hard for for me to give you a

Would you say many thousands?
I can't give you a number.

Would you say less than a hundred?

No, of course not. 2N o .

Was it issued to you just as a piece ‘of interesting

o DO

(Lehmann- Gross)
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literature?

A No, it was given to me to write an examination
about it, Jjust like my other comrades.

Q So it did discuss a very definite method of warfare,
did it not?

A There is a i’ight:\Lné method in the book. Hgwever,
the examination which we had to write was about other themes,

Q Were you instructed to disregard the method of
\‘vax-fara propounded in that volume?

A No, but the themes of the examination were such
that we had to disregard them.

Q Of course, you totally disregarded them in the
conduct of the war?

MR. STRONG: Objection. This does not seem to be
proper cross examination.

CAPTAIN SHUMACKER: If the Court please, I do not
know what is improper about it. It is the Prosecution's theory
and we th'ink it is supported by proof that the warfare propounded
in that volume was followed in this campaign.

PRESIDENT: The objection is sustained,

QUESTIONS BY PROSECUTION (CAPTAIN SHUMACKER):

Q Were you present at Heppenbach, where the CP of
your corps was located, where colored American prisoners of
war were shot there during this offensive?

MR. STRONG: Objection, This witness is here as
a vﬂ,.tnen, as a prisoner of war, and not as a war criminal,
and as far as I know, not even the accused here are charged
with any ki1lings done in Heppenbach, We see no possible

connection Letween this question and the purpose for which

(Lehmann-Cross)
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this witness has been called by the Defense.

CAPTATN SHUMACKER: If I recall correctly, if the
Court please, this witness testified about seeing some live
prisoners of war in that vicinity. I do not know why his
‘knmvledga should be withheld from this Court if he knows
about it.

UR. STRONG: There is no proof before this Court

that any prisoners of war have been killed in Heppenbach.

CAPTAIN SHUMACKER: I am not charging this witness

vd th Id1ling anybody, if it please t‘he Court.
PRESIDENT: Objection overruled.
CAPTAIN SHUMACKER: VAll you read the question,
Ujss Reporter?
(Whereupon the question was read by the reporter as
follows:

"ere you present at Heppenbach, where the CP of
your corps was located, where colored American prisoners
of war were shot there during this offensive?")

THE WITNESS: Noa

QUESTIONS BY PROSECUTION (CAPTALN SHUMACKER):

Q Did you see colored troops in the vicinity of
Heppenbach?

A No.

Q Vhen were you there?

A I told you before it must have been on the 19th or
20th, I don't knom.

Q On what date did this order from Army reach you,
addressed to divisions requiring this investigation?

A When I submitted it to Oeneral Priess, that, was

on the firat orsscond night at the CP in Born, that is, either

(Lehmann-Crosa)
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the Dth or 2lst,

Q Did Corps then have to transmit the letter to
Division?

A Yes.

Vias that done immediately?

Yes.

By messenger? ]

By a messenger, Jjust like the other regular mail,
Handled as a routine matter?

A No, such as an op:rative.mntter. The usual mail
goes by messenger v;hile the tactical orders go by an officer
and are sent immediately.

Q - You said, did you not, that this order of the day
that you recall so well vwas signed either by Dietrich or by
Sepp Dietrich, is that correct?

A Yes. :

Q Sometimes he would sign his name "DietricH'and
sometimes "Sepp Dietrich", is that correct?

A Mostly "Dietrich,"

Q Hom many times did you ever see it signed "Sepp
Dietrich®?

A I really saw it quite often but mostly in private
or semi-official matters. ;

Q But quite often you did see his signature as "Sepp
Dietrich", is that right?

A Yes.

Q ‘You say in private matters. Is-Sepp Dietrich, one
of the accused, a personal friend of yours? ] : ‘

A Yas, Colonel Peiper.

©

(Inhm.ann-(:rnss)




Tk #220-SR Q You mean, and so was Peiper?
6/2-5
A I understood the question to be if cne of the
accused was my friend,
Colonel Peiper is your friend?
Yas.
How long have you known him?
Since 193k.

A
Q
A
Q

° How long have you known the accused Dietrich?
A I have knovm him since 1933 but I do not think
he knew me then.
Q How long have you knowmn the accused Priess?
A 1938 or 1939.
Q How long have you knovm the accused Kraemer?'
A Since 19Lk.
Q You only have knovm Kraemer since he becams
Dietrich's Chief of Staff, is that correct?
A Yes.
CAPTATN SHUMACKER: No further cross.
DEFENSE COUNSEL: ‘Nothing further from the Defense.
PRESIDENT: Any questions by the Court?
LAW MEMBER: Referring to the meeting at your
Corps Headquarters when Skorzeny was present on the 15th of
December, was Knittel also present?
THE WITNESS: That is possible,
PRESIDENT: Any other questions by the Court?
Apparently none, The witness is excused.

(Vﬂ\lsreupcn the witness was excused and witﬁdrewl l‘rbl.n the

courtroom. e A

DEFENSE COUNSEL: The Defense calls as its next

(Lehmann-Cross )
B 1867
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of the Defense, will conduct the direct examination.

witness, Lieutenant Colonel Hubert Meyer.

does not contemplate recalling this witness.

HUBERT MEYER, a witness called by the Defense, having

been first duly sworn, took the stand and testified through an

interpreter as follows:

(¥hereupon the questions, answers and other proceedings

were interpreted to the German counsel and the accused. )

DIRECT EXAMTNATION

QUESTIONS BY DEFENSE COUNSEL (MR. STRONG):

full name?

Q

Lieutenant Colonel Meyer, will you give us your

Hubert Ferdinand Albert Meyer.

What is your military rank?

Obersturmbannfuehrer,
" Are you a prisoner of war?

Yes, .

Where are you presently held in custody?

In Dachau. il

What was your position during the Eifel Offensive

in December 194l and Jamuary 19457

A

I was first general staff officer of the 12th SS

Panzer Division with the Hitler Youth.

(Meyer-Direct)

Vlere you & member of the Ggneral SS?

Yes.

Since when? i 2
Since 1933. s sl
Were §ou a member of the Waffen SS7"

Yes.

Mr. Strong, on behalf
The Defense



i g‘i‘}_lggig'sn 5 .Since-when’I
Since 193k.
Vhat was the name of the Waffen SS in 19347
Available Troops. .
Were you ever a member of the Party?
No.
Q . Do you remember, Lieutenant Colonel Meyer, the
order of the day by General Dietrich which was signed prior
_1_:,0 the so-called Eifel Offensive?

Yes.

I received it on the lyth of December.

A

. Q When and where did you receive it?
A
Q

There? ' . )
A On the divisional CP while we Wwere on the move,
I don't remember the name. )
Q Did you read it?
Yes,
How long was the order of the day?
8 to 10" typewritten lines.
How was this order signed?
"Dietrich,"

Did you receive any other orders of the day at the

A Yes.
; Q From whom?
A One from Denﬁrnl Field Marshal Von Rundstedt and
the other from General Field lMarshal lModel,

Q Will you very briefly tell us what was in the order
of the day from General Dietrich?

(Mayer-Directs)
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A It was as follows: "Soldiers of the 6th SS
Panzer Army, we are standing at the start of an offensive
of decisive decision of war. The attack will be supported
by a numerous use of "V'-weapons and once again the strong
formation of the Air Corps. I expect everyone to do his best.
Heil to the Fuehrer and signature.!

Q Do you remember' whether General Dietrich's first
name was used as partoof the signature?

A No, I do not remember, but it is possible,

Q I read to you now part of a statement signed by
General Dietrich on the 22nd of March 1946 in which he says
as follows; this statement being Prosecution's Exhibit P-6.

"In the order which I issued for the 6th Panzer

Army for the Eifel Offensive, I ordered that our troops

have to be preceded by a wave of terror and fright and

that no humane inhibitions should be shown."
Were these remarks contained in the order?

A No, they were not in the order.

Q Are you positive about 1t?

A Yes, I am sure.

Q Would you remember them if thoy would have been
contained in the order?

A That type of speech in an order of the day is so
unusual that I certainly would have remembered it.

Q Was there any difference"iiz. the lorder of General

Dietrich and the orders of VonRundstedt and:lodel?-

A The tone of General Districh'a order of the day
was the mildest while those from General VonRundstedt and

o
Model were much more severe.

(Meyer-Direct)
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'Q Do you remember whether you have received an
operational order from either Army or Corps?

A Yes.

From whom, from Apmy or Corps?

We received the order from Cox;ps. !

By whom was it signed?

Gruppenfuehrer Priess.

Did thi\s order say anything about prisoners of war?

A It was written in there that the prisoners of war were
to be taken over by the Panzer Grenadiers from the advance troops
and the Panzer troops.

Q ' Did it say anything about prisoner of war collecting
points?

A. In the special instructions for supply it was written
that the P colleéting points were to be erected near the fuel
dumps of the Corps.

Q Are you now talking about the operation order or the
supply order?

That was in the supply order.

By whom was the order signed?
Gruppenfuehrer Priess, if I remember right.

Did you on the basis of this Corps Order issue any

orders to your regiments?

A Yes, the divisional order was cut based on the order
from Corps.

Q What did you tell your regiments in cunncctiq;l with
prisonsrs of war?

A The same thing that was containdd in the order from
.

(Meye:—Du'ect) 5



http:connoctio.i1

Tk #220-SR
6-20-10

Corps.,

Q Do you remember anything about civilians appearing
either in the operational order or the supply order?

A In the operational order about the position of the
enemy it said that armed resistance of civilians was to be ex-
pected.

Q Did the order contain any provisions of what should
be done if such civilian resistance would be encountered?

A No, there was nothing in it about that.

Q Do you remember any omliors by General Kraemer
about the treatment of prisoners of war which you received
some time prior to the offensive?

A Shortly before the ‘operations.l order was issued
for the offensive, about the 7th of December we received an
order in which it said that prisoners of war would be treated
well and that they were to be evacuated to the rear by those
units that took them as far as possible. They were not to ba
forced to say any more than their name, rank and unit. The
interrogat:ipn itself was to take place with the 1-C of Division.

Q By whom was it signed?

A Gruppenfuehrer Kraemer.

Q And what did you do after receipt of this order?

A I held a conference with the Commander of the
adjutants of the regiments and the independent battalions; and
in this conference the contents of this order was made lmom.

qQ I understand there might have beeh a mistake in

translation., WWill you kindly tell us once more who was present

at this conference? £ ot
A During this conference ths adjutants of the regiments
and“f the independent battalions werd present.
Q Do you remsmber a sand table conference which took

(Moyer-Direct) 1872 ;
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T A On the 9th of December a sand table exercise was
carried out at the CP of our Corps.

Q Was General Priess present?

A Yes.

Q Do you remember that any remarks were made about
prisoners of war and their treatment?

A Yes.

Vhat was that?

A An officer of the Panzer Regiment asked what they
were supposed to do with prisoncrs of war. Thereupon, Gruppen-
fuehrer Priess answered, "i:ut them run back to the rear."
Whereupon the officer asking the questions @aid, "You can't do
that the same way as with the Russians. These will run back."
Thereupon Omppeni\xeh.rer Priess said, "Then the Grenadiers
have to take them over from the Panzer troops."

Q I will ask you one more question, Lieutenant
Colonel Meyer. Do you know a book "Ischingis-Chan and his
Heritage?"

A Yas.

Q Did you ever read it? :

A Yes, but it was another edition, it was in two
parts.

Q When and from whom and for what purpose did you
recelve it?

A I can't remesmber exactly at what time but we received
the book from the Reichsfuhrung. alliznn

qQ For what purpose did you receive it?

A This book was supposed to telnl us about the storm °
from Asia, as was the sub-title of the book,

(Meyer-Direct)
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tendency?

A No, anti-Asiatic, perhaps.

Q Vlere you ever requested to use the fighting
methods described in this book and to follow ;;hem?

A No, no one ever said anything about that.

MR. STRONG: No further questions.
CROSS EXAMINATION

QUESTIONS BY\PHOSEGUTIOH (MR. ELOWITZ):

Q Colonel Meyer, did you ever see this man before
(indicating Mr. Thon)?

A Yes.

Q ‘ Did he ever interview you?’

A i Four times.

Q “ pid you ever state ‘to him that you don't remember
a thing about the order of the day that came domn from Aymy
Headquarters before the nﬂ‘epsive?

A No, I did not say that,

Q Did you tell him the same thing you testified to
here this afternoon?

A During my first I said the same thing with the

exception of the sentence about the stronger application of

the Air Corps and "V'-weapons. During my second interrogation

I added this éentence too.
Q ¥ho was the Divia:fon Commander of Hitler Jugend?

The commander of the division?
Yes. i
Brigadefuehrer Kraas.

Q °Did you ever hear him make a statement 1ike this:
°

(Meyer=0ross)
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"This coming offensive is of great imi:orta.nce and can
be decisive ro;* the fate of the German people. In this of-
fensive, I do not want to see any prisoners of war."

A Vhere was this remark supposed to have been made
and when? !

Q Do you ever remember hearing him make such a remark?

A No, he didn't say that and I consider it impossible.

Q Did you accompany Division Commander Kraas on all
his visits to the regiments?

A No, I was not always present.

Q Were you present when he visited the 3rd Company
of the 1st Battalion of the 12th Panzer Regiment in December
194y at the time he made that statement?

MR. STRONG: I object to this question because I
do not believe it to be proper cross exmingtion. This witness
has been asked on direct about Dietrich's order of the day and
the sand table exercise of General Priess and I do not believe
that any orders issued by General Kraas are in issue here.

HR._ ELOWITZ: May it please the Court, the witness
has testified about orders that were received by ths Hitler
Jugend Division and I am laying a predicate that will-lay a
foundation.

PRESIDENT: Objection overruled,

"QUESTIONS BY FROSEGUTION (MR. ELOWITZ):

Do you remember the question?
Yes,
Will you answer it?

On which day was this speech supposed to have been

Immediately prior to the ofiensive while that

(Meyer-Cross)
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company was stationed in Himmelsdorf in the vicinity of Stuess?
A No, I know nothing of such a conference.
MR, ELONITZ: That is all.
MR, STRONG: One more question.
REDIRECT EXAMINATION
QUESTIONS BY DEFENSE COUNSEL (MR. STRONG):
Q By whom were you interrogated first, by a representa-
tive of Prosecution or by a representative of Defense?
A By a representative of Prosecution.
MR, STR(NG: No further questions.
PRESIDENT: Any questions by the Court? Apparently
none., The witness is excused,
Court will adjourn until 0830 hours tomorrow morning.

(Vhereupon at 1700 hours the Court adjourned until 0830

hours Friday morning 21 dJune 1946.)
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21 June 1946
(Vhereupon Court reconvented at 0830 hours.)
PRESIDENT: Take seats. Court will come to
order. : '
PROSECUTION: If the Court please, let the record
show that all the members of the Court, all the members of
the Prosecution, with the exception of Lieutenant Colonel
Crawford, who 1s absent on business of thz Prosecution and
Captain Byrne, who has been excused by verbal orders of the
Commanding General, all the members of the Defense Counsel,
all the defendants and the reporter are present.
DETENSE COUNSEL: Defense calls as its first
witness Lieutenant Colonel Herbert Kuhlmann, Mr, Strong,
on behalf of the Defense will conduct the direct examination
and the Defense does not contemplate recalling this witness.
HERBERT KUHLVANN, a witness called by the Dyfense,
after having been first duly sworn, took the stand and testi-
fied through an interpreter as follows:
(Whereupon the questions, c'mswers and other proceedings
were interpreted to the German counsel and the accussd.) *
g DIRECT EXAMINATION
QUESTIONS BY MR, STRONG:
Q Vhat is your full name?
Herbert Kuhlmann.
Vihat is your military rank?
Lieutenant Colonel,
Are you presently a prisoner of war?

I am a prisoner of war.

Vhere are you being held in cuatcdi?

(Euhlmann-Direct) ) 1877
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In the bunker in Dachau,

Were you ever a member of the Party?

Yes.

’fihen did you join the Party?

In August 1933,

When did you join the Vpffen SS?

1934,

That was the name of the Waffen SS at that time?
S8 Tpoops at Disposal,

Viere you ever a member of the General SS?

Yes.

Since when?

Since 1933.

What was your status and duties during the so-called

Eifel Offensive during the months of December 194L and January

19457
A

Number 12,

Q

I was regimental commander of Panzer Regiment
To which division did thisregiment belong?

To the Division Hitler Youth.

Vho was the commanding general of this division?
General Priess.

I am afraid the witness misunderstopd the question,

Will you kindly repeat it, please?

A
Kraas .
Q
A
Q

(Kuhlmann-Direct)

The Divisional Commander was Kraas, Oberfushrer

Who was the commanding general of your Corps?

General Priess.

Vho was the commanding general: of the Army?
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A General Dietrich.

Q Do you remember to have received the order of the
day from General Dietrich immediately prior to the s_o—callad
Eifel Offensive?

A Yes.

Q Have you seen this order with your om eyes?

Yes.

How was the order signed?

I remember that it was signed either "Dietrich or
"Sepp Dietrich,"

Q Vill you tell us very briefly the general contents
of this order? :

A The substance of it was as follows: "So‘.l.dier‘s of

the 6th Ammy, we are confronted with a decisive offensive.
We shall break through up to the Maas River. The attack will
be supported by . an increased committment and for the first
time by strong air force units. Everybody will do his dutys
Heil to the Fuehrer., Signature."

Q Lieutenant Colonel Kuhlmann, I read to you now from
a statement signed by General Dietrich dated 22 March which is
Prosecution's Exhibit P-6. In this statement General Dietrich
says as follows:

“In the order which I issued for the 6th Panzer

Army for the Elfel Offensive I ordered that our troops

have to be preceded by a wave of terror and fright and
that no humane inhibitions should be shown," '

Were these remarks contained in General Dietrich's order?

. Not in the order that I saw,
Are yon positive about it?
s o
Yes, I am positive.

You Just spoke of an order which you saw, Lieutenant

(Kuhlmann-Direct) a
s 1b(d
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Colonel Kuhlmann?
A That is the order of the day of General Dietrich.
Q Did any second order of the day from General
Dietrich exist?
A No, not in my place.
Q Do you remember appraximately how long this order
of the day was, which you just talked about?
A About ten lines.
Q Did you attend on December 15, 19Ll, a conference
at the headquarters?
No, at the Division but not at the Corps.
Vas General Priess present?
Y5,

Q Can you tell us some of the other people who were

-present at that time?

A The Chief of Corps Staff Golonel Lehmann, the G-3
of the Corps Mars, then the officer of the advance elements
and Skorzeny with some gentleman of the Group Greif,

Q Was Colonel Peiper present?

Yas, he was present.

Did General Priess make a Epeech?
Yes, a very short one.

Do you remember what he said?

A In 'general he again explained the attack order of
the two divisions and told briefly about the group of Greif
and gave somA instructions and answered some qucstiona as to

the supply of the tuwp Thnh is what I remamber. e

treatment, o!.‘ enemy civilia.na?




.

Tk #221-SR
6/21-5

A At this conference nothing was talked about that.

Q Did he say ahything about any unusual methods of
war that you should carry out?

A No.

Q Yc.m are positive about it?

A Yes.

Q Did General Priess stay on the entire length of
thd conference or did he leave earlier?

A General Priess left earlier.

Q Do you remember to have received an‘y 1-A or 1-B
orders from your division in connection with prisoners of war?

A The 1-A order came together with the 1-B order and
in the 1-B order it said something about prisoners of war.

Q What was said there? ;

A It was ordered there. that prisoners of war were to
bs taken to the ammnition and fuel dumps of the Corps.

Q Did your regiment make any prisoners in this campaign?

About 60 to 70 prisoners near Buetgenbach.

A
Q VWhat happened tothem?
A

Those people were evacuated by Grenadiers to the
1-C of the Division, !
Q Lieutenant Colonel Kuhlmann, do yéu know the word
Wrabata", r-a-b-a-t-.ﬂ
A Yes, I know it.
Q What does that mean?
A WRabatz" was an inspiration which was a commonly

'nsad proverb in our place.

.- 9 Does it mean to have fun by killing people?

A Never.

. (Kuhlmann- Dirsct)
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MR, ELOVITZ: Just a moment, if the Court please.
We obJect to that question and ask that the answer be stricken
from the record. It is obviously a leading question. Counsel
for the Defense is defining the word "rabatz.!"

MR, STRONG: The Prosecution brought out that the
word "rabatz" has this meaning.

LAY MEMBER: The question is leading, it is obviously
leading. There is no question about it. The obJection is sus-
tained. There is no objection to eliciting that information
from the witness but in a different manner. You know that too.

MR. STRONG: No further questions by the Defense,

CROSS EXAMINATION
QUESTIONS BY PROSECUTION (MR. ELOWITZ):

Q- Kuhlmann, did Division Comnander Kraas pay a visit
to your regiment prior to the Eifel Offensive?

A I remenber one visit because shortly prior to this
visit i1e came to see us but I don't know any more which company
he visited,

Q Do you know if he made an informal address to the
cumpény?

A I don't know anything about it and I was not present
either,

Q Were you in Iignueville any time in December?

A Lignueville?

Q Englesdorf? :

.I don'y rgmembar.
_,\'Iare you in Stoumont?

Stoumont? I don'y think so.
b

A
Q
A
Q

Were you®in LaQleize?
(Kuhlmarin-Direct)
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A I don't know that either.

Q You are not familiar with any of the incidents
that transpired in those places in the month of December, are
you?

A No, I am not familiar with them.

Q Did you participate in the German offensive in Russia
in 1942?

MR. STRONG: Objection. I see no possible connection
between this question and the line of direct examination which
has been opened up in connection withl this witness.

: MR. ELOVITZ: May it please the Court, my next
question will explain the purpose of this one. It is merely
to test the credibility of this witness.

PRESIDENT: For that reason the question will be
permitted.,

THE WITNESS: Yes, I was in Russia in 1942.

MR. ELO¥ITZ: Can you give me the contents of the order
of the day which was issued by the Higher Headquarters prior to
the offensive?

THE WITNESS: No, I cannot.

MR, ELOYITZ: That is all,

DEFENSE COUNSEL: May it please the Court, I
request that it be stricken from the record, both questions and

answers.

PRESIDENT: Both questions and answers will be

stricken from the record. A
Any further questions by the Defense?
0
DEFENSE COUNSEL: MNo, sir.

PRESIDENT:» Any questions by the Court? Apparently

( Kuhlpann-Cross )

1883
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Whereupon the witness was excused and withdrew from
the courtroom.)

DEFENSE COUNSEL: At this time the Defense,
having finished the subject of Orders at Bad Neuheim,
Dietrich's Command Post, and Schmidtheim, we will now proceed
to Blankenheim Forest on the 1hth, 15th and 16th of December
19kk.

The Defense now calls as its next witness the accused,
former Colonel Joachim Peiper. Lieutenant Colonel Dwinell
will conduct the direct examination on behalf of the Defense

and the Defense contemplates recalling this witness.
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JOACHIM PETPER, one of ths acoused, oalled as & witness in his

ovn benaif, testified through en ineerpretdr as followas

DIRECT EXAMINATION
QUESTIONS BY DEFENSE COWNSEL (Lt. Col. Dwinnel)s
Q What is yourname?
Joachim Peiper.
How old are you?
Thirty-one years.
Are you married or single.
I am marrisd.
Have you any dependents?

I have three children.

A
Q
A
Q
A
Q
A
Q

VWill you tell the court briefly your military career?

-

In 1934 I joined the Vaffen SS. After I had graduated
from the war school, I became an officer. As suoh, I cams to the
Lisbstandarte Adolf Hitler and I belonged to the Leibstandarte wun-
il the end of the ﬁr- I hold ail the positions, beginning with
platoon leader and regimental commander. My last position vas com-
mander of ths SS Panzer regiment No. 1. :

Q Vore you engaged in combat in Vorld Var II?

A Yes, I partiocipated in all ths campaigns.

Q Yore you a member, or are you a member of the Nazi party?

A No. < »

Q You have given three statemants, written statements, to the
Prossoution in this case which have been admittsd in evidence as
Prossoution's Exhibits P-7, P-11, and P-125, which aro dated the 21%,
26th end 28th of March,respectively. Prior to making these atate-
monts, how many tims were you interrogated?

; A In the beginning of Septomber 1946 I was interrogated about ]
six timeg in h-siah;g. In the beginning of November I was interrogat-- ai .
od in Zuffenhausen and then. in Sohwaibisch Hail. ,:tmndhtc;y prior to

e
the writing of tha“wntemonh I was interrogated before every state-

®
ment was reduced to writing.
(Peiper - direct)

1885
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Q When you were in Zuffenhausen, how were you treated?

A In Zuffenhausen I was arrested for five weeks in a cellar
vhich was nearly completely dark and there were no facilities through
which the light could enter the room and in the course of four weeks
I could wash myself only once and furthermore I didn't have any
physicel exercise, Any physical movement,

Q You eay 7you were interrogated at Zuffenhausen. By whom?

A In Zuffenhausen I was interrogated 'b;/lst Lt. of the prose-
cution. A

Q Do you remember his name?

A At that time I didn't know his name, I found out only
later that he was the lst. Lt.Perls .

Q Is he the Lt. Perl thet hac previously testified in this
case?

A Yes.

Q At those interregations, what did Lt. Perl eay to you, and
vhat did you say to him? :

A At that time, immediately after the interrogation was over
I took some notes which now give me tho possibility to give you the
ingarr.gstion almost word for word and I ask the court to be allowed
to use those notes.

FRESIDERT: Permission is granted.

A "lst Lt. Perl told me the follewing: "It is your personal
misfortune that amongst the prisoners who had b?en ghot there are
the sons of two very important Americans, If this would not be so
the whole story would not be brought to the attention of the public
in such & manner, But the fathers, a aenntor and a business man,
told about that to the open and enraged them and the pecple derands
yourhead, since they knew your name, You must not qvarlo;:k the in-
fluence of the press or that th-u President would not’be able.to save
o, becauss thaald.‘ll o‘f“tl.u; people has quite & dxffarané power in
our pluce than in Germany. '!; you admit averyﬂ:lng you can save

°

| (

(Peiper - direct) 1886
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your soldiers from great miserys I must admit that you are very
popular amongst your men and that they like you very well, with the
oxception of some personal enemies, who, of course, has everyone;

but we shall settle this matter in a very simple vay and we shall

call only those witnesses which ara competent to us. 3By the way, I
would like to tell you something, I vauld.. 1like to speak openly to

you in confidence, TYou, ms an extraordinary soldier. You wont through
something which is called in our place a military record. That is
over--

DEFENSE OOUNSEL Mr. Strong) (Correction) You have an
extraordinary soldier's record behind you, an outstanding military
record .

A "That is over nows Your life is completely ruined today
and there is no sense in it any mores The entire S5 will be--in a
few days the entire S5 will be sentenced in Nuremburg as a criminal
organization., Among us, I can tell you that you, as a high ranking
officer of this orgeniration, will never see your freedom again.
As long as men like you are alive there cannot be any talk about peace
treaties--about signing the peace tremties between--

UEFENSE COUNSHEL (Mr. Strong)i Corroction. Peace negotise
tions.

A "between America and Germany. Thereupon I answerad lst
Lt. Perl that it was said of c.curae it wos clear to me that I would
take all of the entire responsibility for my men, and that I would
sign everything what hec wantod me to do if he could assure me that
my men would be set free. That all of my men would be set free.
That was the end of this conversation, TR

Q When were you moved to Schwaibisch Hall?

A I came to Schwaibisch Hall on the third of Dcuambar‘, 1944,

Q ¥hat happened to you at Schwaibisch Hall from the mnqth of

' December 1946 to the end of March 19461 2

A In the heginning of Jamuary I was called by an American

Hajor of the prosecution in order to r oy firust 3

and he gave me the order to make up a déiggru statement, Thereupon
1 {

(Feiper - direct) i
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I asked him whether I was already accused, because he was talking
of & defense statement. He gave me the answer: "No, but presumably
the Progecution will charge you with having given the order on the
oroge roads, and that is the recason vhy I should like to ask you to
put into this defense statement everything which can defend you in
any way, " This defense statement was written by me ond then it was—
and then I gave it--no, then the Prosecutor came to get it,

Q The statement that you are now referring to is that an ad-
ditional statement to the ones that have been received in evidence
in this cage?

A Yes.

Q Referring to the written statement of the 2lst of March,
1946, Prosecution's Exhibit P-11, prior thereto were you confronted
with any persons who are accused in this case or who were witnesses
in this case?

A Yos.

Q Who were they?

A That was my former adjutant, Ceptain Gruhle, Capt. Klingel-
hoefer, 1st Lt. Rumpf, and and Lt. Kramm,

Q When you were confronted by these pecple, what conVersa-
tion took place!?

A 1st Lt. Perl asked those officers if they bglieved. that .
he d1d know everything, and all of the gentlemen answersd in the af-
firmative, 1lst Lt, Rumpf evex; sald they did know more thon we dids
Subsequently I was told by let Lt, Perl: "At first we believed that
you were the man of the ;ros- roads but now we found out that you
didn't have to do anything with thet and suddenly you became a very
harmless case for us, The man whom we want now are not you but
General Dietrich," Thereupon I was told that at the beginning of
the offensive in the 'Ardennes a fundsmantel order was Zu\inf by the

L]

army wherein it was ordered that prisomers of war were not to be

taken, tha$ they were to be shot 1n-ealen of military necessity; and

(Peiper - direct) { ; S5 e,
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that, furthermore, the order was issusd that our offensive had to be~—
that during our offensive our troops had to be preceded by & wave of
fright and terror and that in recollection of the bombing terror in
the home--at home, we should forget all humane inhibitions. From the
beginning on I sald that 1t was completsly wrong. Thereupon, the
previously mentioned gentlemen were called in again and were asked as
to those points shortly--briefly-—and all of them admitted that such
an order had existed. Then they were taken out egain.

Q Reforring to the written statement in evidence, dated the
26th of March, Prosecution's Exhibit P=125--

A My I draw your attention to the fact that I was not through
yot with the statement of the 21st of March,

Q Will you continue?

A Thereupon part of the statement of Gen, Dietrich was read to
me wherein Gen., Dietrich admitted the words proviously mentioned, I
did not read it myself but I saw the scripture and signature, And
I wae also told that my divisional commander had already admitted it
and also my commanding General, and the Chief of Army etaff, and that
I was the single one who did not want to admit it, In subsequence to
that my adjutant confirmed this in all points, told many details,and
furthermorehe said that our clark, through the hande of which this
order had come, had stated the same and since I was of the opinion
that obviously the facts had occurred that way I did it against bet-
ter lmowledge, I said to Lt. Perle—I allowed myself to be dictated
what my adjutant had told about this incident himself, Thereupon I
didn't have a chance to rend: through this statement because lat Lt.
Perl was in a big hurryand went around me in circles and constantly--
went around me in circles with his coat and hat on and assured me
that I would get a chance on the next day. Thersupon I signed it
but~—therenpon I was nu?i.d enough to sign it without having read
through it, On the next dgy 1lst Lt. Perl came:into my cellar

:nee more to get an interproter and this statement—since I‘had
B

made & 1ot of mistakes in the hurry I aid the writing, There=

1889

(Paiper = direct)
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upon I asked him to be allowed to reread the statement and I was told
"you will have & chance for that later". During the following days I
aslad fof the same favor about three times and after about four. days
I wag told, "Unfortunately, the original is not at hand any more; we
sent 1t avay to have some photestatic copies made, but you can read
it in Engligh." Thereupon I read it in English and told 1st, Lt.
Perl that I did not agree to the contents in any manner and that,fur-
thermore, I was of the opiniaen that there were several mistakes in
the translation. 1st Lt. Perl told me that he had te conduct so
many interregations that he. couldnot remember any details and that I
wouldhave an opportunity before the court to see my own sriginal,

Q Referring to the written statement in evidence dated the
26th of March, Prosecution's Exhibit P-125, prior thereto were you
confronted with any persons who are accused in this case, or who were
witnesses in this case? i

A Yes.

Q When?

A I think it was on the same day. This statement was re-
duced to writing in two parts and it is possible that I was confronte
ed with some pecple one or two days latere

Q  Who were those paoplof,

A That was my sdjutant again, then 2nd Lt, Hennecke, 2nd Lt.
Reiser and Sgt. Hillige

Q At the time you were confronted by these people, what con-
versation took place? ;

A At first I was confronted with Hennecke and Reiger. Hennecke
gave ma the impression to he down with his nerves—to be complotely
down with his nerves and he told me that he was before a court already
for 14 days and that,because I gavo him orders in La Gleize to shoot i
prisoners. I was lightly astonished about what Hennacke told me in
thi.; connection and what was confirmed by lat Lt. Perl, and he had
this hpnuionl, to be in an insanatory. -

DEFENSE OOUWSEL (Mr. Strong): Insane acylums

1830

(Peiper - dir;nt)
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A At this opportunity I was told by lst Lt, Perl that he had
. glven the orders in La(lllaize to have in one case 180 prisoners of war
shot, but since I was positive about the fact that there were only
160 prisoners in LaGleixe and those 150 prisonershad been turned over
to the Americans again I could not find out if I tried—I could not
find from vhers those 180 prisoners shouldhave come, Thereupon I was
told, "We lmow that you, personally, did the shooting in many places,
end that in many other places you gave the orders" Thersupon I was
not able to say anything, When Sgt, Hillig was introduced to me then
he was asked, "Did you shoot American prisoners of war on the 19th
of December in Stoumont?" And hip snswer was: "Yes." The next ques
tion was: "Who gave the order?" And he replied: "Col. Peiper."
And he was taken out again. Then my adjutant was called in, He was
asked the same questions, and he gave the same answers, I would
1like to u:yltha following at this point: The only thing in which we
belleved at this exact time was comradeship which had been made very
firm !;)u*ough blood in the front lines., At that time I did not lmow
that in Schwaibisch Hall, I believe 1ist was mentioned here—
DEFENSE OOUNSEL (Mr. Strong): Oorrection. Trickery.

A I did not kmow yet that in Schwaibisch Hall trickery was
used., Thorefors I had to believe that this last column in which I
believed, namely, comradeship, had broken down toos And when ny
own adjutant made thoss’sentemenh against me I was disgusted, and I

told 1st, Lt., Perl he shall dictate to me whatever he wants to, I

to me
will sign everything, Nurthermore, it was self-cvident/that at that

time it was my duty to protect as many decent peocple &8s possible and
furthermore I judged tho litution in & way but I said to myself
elther, according to the hints of lst 1.&. Perl vhiehb ho made in
Zufferhausen, I vill %o finished in-the frame of & general—
LEFENSE COUNSEL (Hr.’Strons): Reprisal action.. : ;
(Wheroupon the lnst anewsr was resd by tha reporter). il
DEFENSE COUNSEL (Mr. Strong) I"prssuma the witness meant to say

o \
(Poiper - direct)

1831




"I will be finished through a general reprisal action'.
PROSECUTION: I object to anything that counsel saye the
witness presumed. The witness is right here,
LAY MEMBER3 Ack him the question, I think we will get
1t much better 1f the witness gives it.

‘Q Ool Peiper, will you go back, referring to Lt. Perl's hint
at Zuffenhausen, and continue from that point egain?

A The lat Lt, Pérl t0ld me in Zuffenhausen in a very clear
nmanner, for which I am indebted to him, that I had to stick out my
neck, g0 and 8o, And for this remson I was of the opinion during
all the interrogations in Zuffenhausen, there arc two possibilities:
Either I will be finished in the frame~-I will be finishod qf!‘, off
in the frame of & genoral reprisal action, and then 1t doesn't matter

at all what was diotated to me; or I will be put before the court of

Justice which had been mentioned ropeatedly and then they will find

out that there was no reason for the charges against me.
DEFENSE COUKSE: (Mr. Strong) Oorrection. No basis.

A Thereupon I made two statements.

(Beiper - direct)




Q Referring to the written statement by you offered
into evidence as Prosecutlon Exhibit "P-7", dated 28 March,
prior thereto were you confronted with any people who were
witnesses in this case?

A o

Q Will you describe to the court the treatment that
you were accorded, during the period of tims that you were
at Schwabisch Hall?

A In Schwabisch Hall I was locked up in a punishment
cell for six days — this was the type of cell which had been
referred to by my comrades as a "death cell!. For a halt
year, I did not have any physical movement at all and the day
before I left Schwabisch Hall I was beaten.

Q By whom?

A I could not find out by whom, since I had a hood
over my head, but I presume that the people who did the beat-
ing were Poles. |

Q Were you beaten more than once?

A No, only on this one occasion.

Q Was your written statement of the 21lst of March,

.‘Prosecution Exhibit "p-11" mce;.ved into evidence in this

.case"l.'.ruef:l.\}.éll respects? ' i

A No.
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Q In that vritten statement, and I read from it,
you qaid: "...I can remember in this material, among other
things, was an order of the 6th SS Panzer Army, with the
content that, considering the desperate situation of the Ger-
man people, a wave of terror and fright should preceded our
troops...also this order pointed out that the German soldier
should remember in this offensive the innumerable victims
of the bombing terror; furthermore, it was stated in this or-
der that the enemy resistance had to be broken by terror;
also, I am nei.rly certain that in this order it was expressly
stated that prisoners of war should be shot, where the local
conditions of combat should require it. This order was incor-
porated into the Regimental order, which was drawn by my Adju-
tant Gruhle, on the material handed to us". Now, in what res-
pect is that statement not true?
A In every respect.

. Q Further, in your statement of the 2lst of March, and
I read, you said: ".,,close to 1600 hours the Commander's meet-
ing took place at which the following persons participated:
myself, Sturmbannfeuhrer Poetschke, Sturmbannfeuhrer Josef
Diefenthal, Sturmbannfeuhrer Gustav Knittel, although he arriv-
ed a little late, Obersturmbannfeuhrer Hardeck, Doctor Sickel,
Hauptsturmfeuhrer Otto and, I believe, the lajor who commanded
the Anti-airoraft Battalion whichb was attached to' me at that
time; in addition, Gruhle was at least temporarily present.
At this maeting, I d:m not mention anything about prisonsrs of
war being shot when the local conditions of combat should re-

quire :Lt; because those present were all experienced officers

to whom this was obvious". In what respect :ls‘that statement \

— qSt.’ true?
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A At that time, it was not quite clear to me about
the logical course of time —

DEFENSE (Mr. Strong): I suggest "chronological se-

quence of events" as the propsr phrase for translation.
PROSECUTION: Is that correct, interpreter?
INTERFRETER: Yes, sir, that would be more accurate.

PROSECUTION: A1l right, we will accept that inter-
pretation.

A (cont'd,) -- and, in consequence of that, I intended
to have two conferences, one on the 15th and one on theléth,
but in consequence of that I made only one conference. Further-
more, the persons whom I mentioned as being present at that time
are not quite correct. The last sentence, which refers to the
exparience of my officers, was stated by me in another connec-
tion, and the meaning that it has here was 9n1y put in by First
Lieutenant Perl.

o e s

Q Now, further in your statement of the 21st of March,

S

Prosecution Exhibit "P-11", you said: ",,.It is possible, al-
though I don't know for certain, that the paragraph of the Reg-
imental Order which dealt with prisoners of war and which was
taken from the Army order,'without receiving any additions, was
not sent to the Battalions in writing, b;t for reasons of secur-
ity was only looked ‘at in the Regiment and remained there, to
avoid having this order fall into enemy hands",  Now, in what
respect is that sba.tsmnt not true?

A I don't remember those details atall, since my in-

B s G Oa BT T QoL
SRR terests at’ that time were quite difforent: what was written
T g




dovm in this statement were the words of my Adjutant, which
he told me, when I was confronted with him. Furthermore, I

can't recall having said this at all.

Q Turther, in your statement of the 21st of March,
Prosecution Exhibit "P-11", and I read, you said: ",..I know,
however, that the order to use brutality was not given by Sepp
Dietrich out of his own initiative, but that he only acted along
the lines which the Feuhrer had expressly laid dom". WNow, in
what respect is that statement not true?

A I knew that a conference with the Feuhrer had taken
place in Bad Nauheim and I knew that General Dietrich would
pass along to the other units, the individual units, the pol-
ic.y vhich the Feuhrer laid down at that conference, and this
policy was put into an Order of the Day, as a result of that
conference. I'm not certain that such an order really existed,
but, if it did, the mental creator Df this Order of the Day
must have been the Feuhrer. This sentence, therefore, is a

combination on my part.

IAW KEMBER: There seems to be some doubt about that

PROSECUTION: The prosecution believes that the

word "conclusion" would be a more accurate translation.

DEFENSE (Mr. Strong): The defense will agree to

that word as an accurate translation: “conclusion',

LAV MEMBER: Reporter, let the record show that *

correction.

Q Your conclusion, in your statement of the, 21st of

—_—




March, and I read, is the following: ".,.When I was received by
the Division Commander, he told me that he was present at the
meeting with the Feuhrer and that, on the order of the Feuhrer,
the offensive had‘ to be fought with special brutality. Whether
on this occasion the Division Commander used the word "brutal-
ity", or something similar, I don't knov any longer, btut at
least that was the sense of it. The Division Commander also
said that the Feuhrer had said that the offensive had to be
fought without humane inhibitions and that one should remember
the victims of the bombing terror; he said that the Feuhrer
had spoken for three full hours amd that he had expressed the
fullest confidence for victory. The Division Commander told
me that after this address only Field larshall Model gave a
"Seig Heil" and that otherwise no one spoke. Further, on the
morning of the 15th of December, I was at the CP of the 1lst

S5 Panzer Corps, where the Commanding General Preiss, spoke

in front of all of the Regimental Commanders. At this meet-
ing, about thirty commanders of various units participated®.
In what respect is that statement not true?

A With reference to the discussion that I had with
my Diviéion,Commander; I stated to First Lieutenant Perl
that my Divisional Commander was very enthusiastic about the
apeech of the Feuhrer and that it vas the demand of the hour,
to go through the coming offensive without sparing ourselves —

FROSECUTION: If the court please, the prosecution

would 1lke to make a correction in the translation —

DEFENSE (Mr, Strong): I believe that "ruthless

3" would be a correct translation.




PROSECUTION: Yes, the prosecution would accent

that as an accurate translation.

LAW MEMBER: The record will reflect that correc-—

tion in the translation.

A — and this sentence referred to us; First Lieutenant
Perl wanted very much to have the word "brutality" put into
the statement and, at the end, I thought that it was beyond my
dignity to bargain for words and I allowed the statement to be
dictated to me. As to the humane feelings-which would not be
shovn during this offensive, this sentence was taken from the
statement of my Commanding General Dietrich. With reference «—
to the speech that General Preiss made at his CP, I told First
Lieutenant Perl that, according to my recollection, General
Preiss read an appeal ——

DEFENSE (Mr, Strong): I suggest the word "procla-

PROSECUTION: That is satisfactory.

A — since with this proclamation he 'could only mean
the Order of the Day of General Dietrich, and I was acquainted
with the content of this Order of the Day of General Dietrich
by the witnesses with whom I was confronted at that time. First
Lieutenant Perl said to me at this time: "..,It is quite clear
th:\;t if you read this order you must have used the word 'brutal-
ity' and the words: '...avoiding of humane inhibitions...!, and
the words: "...wave of terror..i". I could not myself at this
time understand Lieutenant Perl's logic, but I nevertheless allow-
ed this statement to be didated to me.

Q Were these written statements of the 8th, 2lst and ..

°

28th of lMarch dictated to you?

[3

A Yes,




Q By whom?

A By Lieutenant Perl.

Q Is the statement of the 28th of March true in all
respects?

A Yes.

Q Is the statement of the 26th of March, Prosecution
Exhibit 125, true in all respects?

A No:

Q You said, and I read, in that statement of the 26th
of March, Prosecution Exhibit 125: ".,.Furthermore it was re-
ported to me from some party that there were continuous diffi-
culties with the prisoners, who were either disobedient or did
not execute orders which they received from the German side; of
which kind these orders were, I do not remember any more, but in
any case important questions must have been touched off by their
refusal to obey the orders, otherwise it would not have been re-
ported to me", In what respects is that statement not true?

: A First, Lioutenant Perl 'told me that Major Diefenthal
had shot several prisoners who had refused to work; this fact
was completely unknown to me, I knew that he had had contimi-
ous difficulties with these prisoners, on the basis of local
circumstances and the combat situation, but, since Diefenthal,
in this case, was supposed to have shot them, it was quite

clear to me at that time that I had to protect my former Command-

er, 8o I told First Lieutenant Perl that I would have given him

the authority to do so, but I don't really know of any incident
of that nature.

PRESIDENT: The court will recess until 1030.

(Whereupon the court, at 1030, reconvened. )




(¥hereupon the court reconvened at 1030 hours.)

PRUSIDENT: Court will come to order. y

PROSECUTION: If it please the court, let the record
show that all members of the court, all members of the prosecution
with the exception of Colonel Crawford, who is absent on business
for the prosecution, and Captain Byrne, who ‘h:‘.‘s been excused upon
verbal orders of the Commanding General, all members of the defense
with the exception of Dr. )iertkorxvx, who is absent on bu;inesa for
the defense, all of the defendants, and the reporter are present.

DEFENSE COUNSEL: The defense recalls the accused, former
Colonel Joachim Peiper.

PRESIDENT: Have you been sworn?

REPORTER: No, sir.

(Vmereupon Dorothy H. Cornett, Amei‘icnn Civilian, was

sworn as court reporter.)

JOACHIM PEIPER, one of the accused, resumed the stand
and testified further through an interpreter as follows:
DIRECT EXAMINATION
{\QIJESTIONS BY DEFENSE COUNSEL (Lt. Col. Dwinell):
Q You said in your statement of the 26th of March,
Prosecution's Sxhibit P-125:

"hen Dr. Sickel, the Regimental Surgeon, saw
that an interrogation was futile, he said: 'This is
of no use any more! Help arrives too late here.'
Thereupon I asked Dr. Sickel: 'What shall we db with
the man?' 'Shall he go up to the Aid Station?' Dr.
Sickel replied: 'I think the best is that we give him
the mercy shot. Anyway, he won't make it any more.
It is unnecessary tormenting.!' I replied: 'All right,
take the poor devil away!! I then had not given any
further orders, but had left the rest up to Sturmbannfeuhrer
Dr. Sickel. It was clear to me that the prisoner would
be shot. I have been asked if I remember if Dr. Sickel
said to the soldier who had brough% the prisoner:
toutside with the swine -- bump him off}!' Such a
statement was not uttered in my presence. Dr. Sickel
and I acted obviously out of pity for the prisoner and
such an utterance would not have fit into the atmosphere.
I admit to have given Dr. Sickel, on the basis of his
medical opinion, the authorization to cause the shooting
of the prisoner. In which manner and with which vords then

(Peipsr-Direct) 1300




‘Dr. Sickel, on the basis of this authorization, had
him ‘shot, I do not know., He left the room immediately
with the prisoner and his guard."

In what respect is that statement not true?

A On the 26th, lst Lt. Perl told me that on my C.P. a
prisoner was shot, that he knew very well that I did not give
the order to do that, that Dr. Sickel had already made a con-
fession, in which he admits having given the order.himself.
Furthermore, this was confimmed by Non-Commissioned Officer
Wichmann, who had shot the prisoner, I, however, had been
present when Sickel gave the order. I, thereupon, asked Lt.
Perl if Dr. Sickel had been charged with other things or if
this was the only thing. He replied: "No, this is the only
case," I said: "Very well then, I'll say that I gave him the
order for that and I'll carry the full responsibility." From
this position of mine this testimony came tc be.

Q Did you, in fact, give that order?

A No.

Q You said in a written statement on the 26th of March,
Prosecution's Exhibit-125, that:

"I further have been questioned if at Stoumont,
on the 19th of December, 1944, I caused an American
prisoner of war to be shot by giving an order to
Unterscharfeuhrer Hans Hillig, Funktruppfeuhrer
(Leader of the Radio Detachment) at Headquarters of
the 1lst SS Panzer Regiment. In spite of my greatest
efforts, I could not remember such an execution,
After confrontation with Hauptsturmfeuhrer Hans
Gruhle, Regimental Adjutant, and Unterscharfeuhrsr
Hans Hillig, I am remembering that I caused an
American prisoner of war to be shot there, but to
my own mind I do not recollect the details,!

In what respect is that statement not true?

A Lt. Perl asked me if on the 19th in Stoumont I had

talked to an American prisoner.” I said: !Yes, I can remember X
. '

faintly." In my opinion it was not a medic, it was a Sergeant, g
a "Buck!" Sergeant. We also know the name and then the name

was mentioned to me and I, becauss this man refused to make

(Peiper - Direct) 1301
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statanents, gave the order to Non-Commissioned Officer Hillig
to have the man shot. Thereupon, Hillig, as I testified to
before, was confronted with me and also my adjutant and because
of reasons which I have mentioned before, I made the statement.

Q Did you ever hear Dr, Sickel say at any time: "Qutside
with the swine -~ bump him off!"?

A - No, this statement was never made in my presence.

Q Did you ever cause an American prisoner of war to be
shot at Stoumont on the 19th of December?

A No.

Q Where were you on the lith of December, 19447

A I arrive‘d on the l4th of December 1944 in the
Blankenheim Forest with my regiment, which was the assembly
area prepared for my regiment for the Ardennes Offensive.

Q Now, before we proceed, going back to the beginningof
your direct testimony, you told the court your military career;
is there anything else you wish to say?

A I was detailed as adjutant in the Waffen SS in 1938
to the Reichsfeuhrer. In this capacity I was in his company
for three years without :‘ntérmption and I was responsible for
all matters which concerned the Waffen SS which at that time was '
still known as "Verfuegungstruppe!, or avallable troops: During
the campaigns that happened in the mean time I was again with
my troops. -

Q What were your duties as adjutant to Himmler?

A As I already mentioned, I was responsible for all matters
concerning theavailable troops and Vaffen S8, that means mainly,
personal pqlitical problems, training problems and organizational
problems, Furthermore, I might call my position at that time as
a personal servant with society connections. :

DR, LEILING: I think the translation should be: !"As

personal servant having the manners of a gentleman."

(Peiper - Direct) 190 2 !
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Bl LAW MB{BER: The Colonel understands. Is that

acceptable? }
THE WITNESS: Yes,
LAY MEMBER: Is that acceptable to the prosecution?
PROSECUTION: Quite acceptable.
QUESTIONS BY DEFENSE COUNSEL (Lt. Col. Dwinell, continuing):
/ Q You say that on the lith of December 1944 you were
at the Comnand Post?
Yes,
Did you go to the Division Command Post on orders?
Yes.
tihat did you do?

A The conference at the Divisional C.P, was, if I
remember correctly, set at 11 o'clock. Because of the fact that
I was notified too late and because of traffic jams, I arrived
late. Ll:y Divisional Commander had all commanders assembled there
and had told them the plan of attack for a couple of days ahead.
I myself could not participate in these talks and subse::;uently
was told about it by my Divisional Commander and the 1 A, Lt.
Col, Simpson.

Q Who was your Divisional Commander at that time?

At that time Oberfeuhrer Mohnke.

A
Q \hat happened at the Division Command Post?
A

My Divisional Commender again emphasized to me the

prime importance of my task, again told me about the necessity

of a very rapid break-through, the necessity that every man was
to commit himself relentlessly and that we should ignore all

threats to our flanks fund tally. Furth e, he quoted
several sentences from the conference with the Feuhrer in Bad

Nauheim, in which again he expressed the special confidence

.
which the Feuhrer had put in the Leibstandarte. After that the
1 A talked to me about the attack by means of a map and then

(Peiper - Direct)
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20 gave me the entire orders which were meant for myself and
my regiment.

Q Did he explain to you what he meant by fighting
fanatically? ;

A He did not especilally gxplB:Ln that but what the
expression meant was no concern for ones person and material
and unconditional preparedness.

Q So you understood the word "fanatically" to be applicable
to the sacrifices and the treatment of your ovm troops themselves,
among themselves?

A Yes, only.

Q Yhat did you do next? Before I ask that -- I withdraw
that question. Vho was present at the Division Command Post during
those conferences?

A Besides the Commander, which I mentioned, and the 1 A,

there viere the i 1 Con der and the C d of the

independent Battalions. Furth , several C iers of

subordinate Units that were attached, whose names I do not
remember.

Q After the conferences had been concluded at the Division
where did you go next?

A I went back to my C.P. and arrived there at about 1400
hours and I ordered my adjutant to set a conference of Commanders
for 1600 hours,

Q ¥here did you say your rezimental C.P. was located?

A Wy flegime;ltal C.P,, at that time, was in a house in the
forest of Blankenheim, and in the same house there was the C.P.
of the Commander of my First Battalion, Major Poetschke, and the
C.P. of the Light Anti-Aircraft Battalion 68, Major Wolf.

Q Did you have a conference with all your Commanders?
.

Yes, at about 1600 hours the Commanders came to me.

A
Q  And what date was that? -
A

That was on the 14th of December,

(Paiper - 'Direct) ' ‘. 190 4
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Q  Vho was present?
A Besides myself the following were present: The
Commanders of my First and Second Battalions, Major Poetschke

and Lt. Col. Von Westerh ; the G der of the Third

Battalion of the Second Panzer Regiment, which was attached to
my Panzer Grenadier Regiment, Cnpta.in Diefenthal; the Commander
of the Second Artillery Battalion of our Artillery Regiment,
Captain Schlett, who was also subordinate to me; and the
Commander of the Anti-Aircraft Battalion, which I mentioned,
Major Volf, who vas also subordinate to me; and for at least
some time, my Adjutant was present, and my Signal Officer, Lt.
Krause, If any other officers were there I can't tell with any
certainty.

Q Did you give any instructions to these officers at
that conference?

A At the beginning I held a short speech.

Q Did you give any other instructions?

A And then, by means of a Divisional order of attack, read
to the officers those polnts that were of interest to them,

Subsequently, I had a conference about purely tactical

matters in which I explained that we had to make an attack in &
terrain unsnitable for tanks, ti'mt the only chance of success
depended upon speed, surprise, and relentless commitment of
person and material and I explained the basic thought -- to form
a point vhich consisted of the First Panzer Battalion, the Third:
Panzer Grenadier Battalion, Panzer Anti-Aircraft and Panzer
Engineers, should be composed in such a manner that it should be
suitable becauss of its speed, armor, and fire power, to solve
all coming problems. This group should without regard advance,
should not pay any attention to unimportant enemy goals nor .

3

booty nor prisoners of war, and the task of this group should be

e
‘finished then if only one Panzer Model 4 were to reach the laas

without any inside.

1305
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That was clear to me and I carried it through and

I explained it that because of the very difficult terrain

and because of the regrouping of the enemy this group should

be entirely rubbed out and that it would then depend that the
Kings Tiger Battalion would be sent behind in a closed, orderly
march in order to, after the First Battalion were rubbed out,
take over the heavy fighting it.uelf“. And that was according to
my Jjudgment the area of the Slopes of the Ardennes into the area
of the Maas, That is, in other words, that the First Battalion

received a very desparate task, vhich I explained very clearly

- to the officers.

The orders to the Officers of the point were given with
the same meaning and thes; were told: "You will go ahead with
high speed on the road indicated. Your task will be. fulfilled
after you have blovn up. The one that will take over command
after you is the car behind you."
In this conncotion I ordered that if shooting had to
be done it vould have to be done while going, that the point was
not to stop anyvhere. I ordered that no booty was to be taken
anywhere, that no enemy vehicles confiscated were to be examined,
and again pointed towux_‘d the fact that ammunition should be used
sparsely because of the supply situation. That my order was
an order of desparation became evident, that I started off with
only one tankful for my tank, that I could not figure on rein-
forcement and had to depend to supplement my v-ahicla hy enemy
fuel. Through my experience, however, I knew that that generally
is not possible. Furthermore, it was clear to me that our supply
lines would be so heavily loaded we could not figure on any
supplies getti.ng through. : g
Tha decisive part of the poi.nt was; tharoforc, the
march order. In viaw of the bad a.nd narrow rnadn it was

impossible to changa the order of march later on and, therefore,

1906
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this composition had to be thought of and figured out very
cm:erully. Therefore, it took me about two hours to talk with
my Commanders about this order of march. The entire band of
march which was under me was about 25 kilometers long. Because
of the fact that the broadcast was very limited, due to the bad
terrain, I had to choose a place for myself almost in the center
if I wanted to have an essential point of inference. Therefore,
I divided the marching column in several independent sections

and for each individual one I made the Commander responsible.

Major Poetschke became the Officer in Charge of the point wvho,

for this purpose, had a fighting group subordinate to him, con-
sisting of his Battalion, the Third Panzer Grenadier Battalion,
the Ninth Panzer Engineer Company, and the Regimental Anti-Aircraft

Company.
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Tl #221~SR Q

At the beginning of that conference, I believe
6/21-5 -1 .

you said you read the order of the attack. Whose order
was that?

A It was the order of attack of Division.

Q Viag there anything said in that order about
prisoners of war?

A It said in one paragraph that it was not the job
of the armored spearhead to worry about prisoners of war that
were expected. However, this was the‘ Job of the Infantry
following. Fyrthermore, it said that PW collecting points
were to be set up at the ammnition and fuel dumps.

Q Vias there anything in the order about civilians?

A If I remember correctly, only an explanation that
in the terrain which we were to conquer, the appearance of the
population inimical to us was expected. Armed civilians were
to be treated as' partisans and all resistance that were to appear

was to be broken without regard.

Q What did you do and where were you on the 15th of
December 19447

A I vwas ordered to the Corps CP.

Did you go to the Corps CP?

A Yes.

Q What happened t.hare?

A The Divisional Commanders were present there, as
well as the 1-A's, if I remsmber correctly, the regimental

commanders_of Divisions, furthermore, the then Lieutenant

‘Golonel "Skox;zéhy, accompanied by some gentleman, The

ccmar;dar in charge, General Priess, made a speech based upon
the Fuehrer conference in Bad Nauheim and read an order of the

°

(Peiper-Direct)
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Q Yhat did that order of the .day say?

A I personally cannot remember anly details. It
was a patriotic appeal i‘lor the hearts of German men.

Q Did it aa}vl anything about prisoners of war?

A No.

Q Did it say anything about civilians?

A No.

Q You say that Skorzeny was present. During the
conference at Corps, was the Operation Greif discussed?

A Yes.

What was said about that?

A Skorzeny introduced the officers accompanying
him, the first time talked about the Greif job and explained
it in about the following sense: That his task was a task
?specinlly organized or requested by the Fyehrer and had the
goal to precede us with a wave of pan:f.c and confusion in
order to confuse the enemy retreat which was expected and to
speed this retreat, For this purpose all members of this group
were to wear American uniforms. One of those combat groups was’
to be used with the 1lst Division under command of Ljeutenant
Colonel Hardick and this combat group was to be incorporated
with my unit first inorder after I broke through the enemy front
line past my point and to carry out its special job. I was
told then that I could take Hardick with me to my CP in order
to talk about the expected incorporation. The Commanding

General thcreupon left the con.(‘arcnce, turned over the super~

3 v'laion to his Chi'-l‘ of Staff thmann and he th:n talked i‘or a’
1ong time in great detail about the chrunologicnl sequence
of the attnck in our arsa..

(Peiper-Direct)
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Tk #zz‘f-sn ¢ Q  Vho was Colonel Sandig, if you know?
6/.21-3 A ILieutenant Colonel Sandig was at that time the
commander of the 2nd Panzer Grenadier Regiment.

Q Was he present at that conference?

Yes.

Yes.

A

Q Did you talk to him?
A 1

Q

What was said?

A The Panzer Grenadier Regiment Sandig was to follaow
my armored group closely and I therefore told h:Lm‘:Ln detail
that it was very important that I not get separated from my
colum since the’ d:'mger of my point being surrounded was always
present and I told him that the vehicles, the prisoners and the
booty which I would leave behind should not be reported by him
as his own successes since it was generally such'that we carried
out armored break-throughs, could not worry about booty and those
vahicl.es which were ssential to us were taken over by the Infantry
that followed, Furthermore, it was naturally so that those
priso;-mrs which we sent back in the evening reported as our
success were again reported as being taken by the Infantry and '
therefore, the numbers of Fil's was very exaggerated. In this
case it was such that during the offensive that the 12th
Grenadier Division commanded by Genérnl Engle reported all the
success which I had and the airplanes, for instance, which I
had destroyed completely at the airport c.f Buellingen. He
reported as captured two days later.




Q After that conference at the Corps was concluded, where
did yougo next?

A L mt.urnad to my C.P. with It. Col, Hardick.

.Q Did you have ancther conference with your commanders on
that day?

A Yes.

Q Vho vas present?

A At this meeting those commanders were preae;nt which I
already menticned in the conference of the 14th, and the Cormander
of the Reconnaisance Battalion, Knittel, who was also interested in
it, _sinco in the first place he wasn't quite clear about the Opera-
tion Greif and since the corporation into my colums also concemed
him,

Q At that conference was anything said about priscners of
war?

A No.

Q Now, have you heard 1.”“ officers of your spearhead, who
are accused in this case, give evidence to the effect that you said
prisoners of war will not be taken?

’ ;
A May I interrupt you? If I remember your previous ques-

tion correctly, do you mean that I said anything about prisoners

of war?

Q I meant did anybody say anything about prisoners of war?

A The problem of priscners of war started by Hardick, is as
follows: Hardick was to be committed with his combat group before
me. It was, therefore, possible that he take priscners that I mu]:d
later on meet, and since it was our habit to let the prisoners of
war stand on the side of the road unguarded, the danger ‘oxisted
hat it T were to sppxonch I would conaidu- them an able ansnw and
my poi.nt might shuM‘a — might open fire on them: I therei‘orc asked

(Peiper - Direct)




Hardick vhat do you do with prisoners and Hardick thereupon told me
ve vere to operate exactly like the British Commandos -- if we are
caught, we will be finished; we don't give any mercy either,

Q Did you say anything at the conference about priscners of
war?

A No.

Q Now, have you ever heard the officers of your spearhead,
in this case, give evidence that prisoners of war will not be taken?

A Yes.

Q Is that true?

A No.

Q Was it the assigned duty or task of your spearhead to take
prisoners?

A No.

Q Who was charged with that responsibility in the offensive?

A The Infantry that followed, in this case the 2nd Panzer
Grenadier Regiment, 5

Q And who was the Commanding Officer of that Regiment?

A It. Col. Sandig. {

Q Now, you say that Major Poetschke had the same C.P. -- had
his C.P. in the same building as yours? Is that correct?

A Yes. ‘

Q After your Regimental meeting on the evening of the 15th
of December, do you know whether Poetschke had a mesting of his
Company Commanders?

A Yese

Q VWere you present?

A I was present psx;t. of the time, because we had to use the

*! . same'rooms. '




the 15th of December, what were the last instructions that you
gave your Battalion Commanders at the conclusion of the meeting?
A I let my officers go with the reminder that a written
Regimental Order was to come out. I told them that, at the same
time, that the "H" hour of the attaclk might be postponed, since
I knew from the Division that because of our insufficient prepara-
tions, Army would try to get a post:ponemant.
Q What time, on the 15th of Decenber, did that Regimental
meeting come to a conclusion?
A I can't say for sure, ¢
Was it in the morning or in the afternoon?
I estimate at twenty or twenty-one hundred hours.
In the evening?
Yes.
Q At that time had the Regimental Order you have rel‘erred'to
been written? 3
A No, at the time when Postachke held his conference,I pre-
pared the Regimental Order with my adjutant., That ia s ve mostly
used the Divisional Order as a foundation, inasfar as it concerned
the order of march and the task to be done, and furthermore, this
order contained a very detailed dascription of the entire order of
march of my combat group. The order, in its original form, was
finished at about 10:l00 otclock and was then written by the Regimen-
tal clerks and should have been finished shortly after midnight,.
Q Is that midnight the 15th-léth December?
A Yes, .
Q Did the order contain any reference to the treatment of
priscners of war?

A No, the order contained only pure tactical matters,

Q Did it gay_anything about a 'wave of terror!i?
7 RE T T >
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Q Now, have you heard the statement - the written statement
of the accused Fischer, dated the 3lst of March, Prosecution's
Exhibit P-13, which was read into evidence in this case and is on
page 174 of the record -~ have you heard that statement read into
evidence?

A Yes.

Q I will read from that statement:

"Cn December 15, 1944, in a forester!s house in Blanken-
heim a written regimental order was handed to me by
Hstuf. Hans Gruhle, Adjutant of the SS Panzer Regiment I,
"LSSAH",

"In this regimental order handed to me by Hstuf. Hans
Gruhle amongst other things it read that a wave of fear
and terror was to precede our troops and that the resis-
tance of the enemy was to be broken by terror.

"Furthermore it said in this regimental order that where
the military situation should absolutely necessitate it,
to shoot prisoners of war. After receiving the regimen-
tal order, without adding anything I had this order copied
anew, and changed the heading hereby from:

SS Pz Rgt. I. MLSSAH"
to  I./(mixed) SS Pz Rgt I, "LSSAH".

"On the same day also, on the 15th of December 1944, a
conference took place in the same forester's house at
vhich Stubaf Poetschke Commander of the I./(mixed) SS

Pz Rgt I, "L8SAH", also issued the same order to the
company commanders, I also took part at this conference
but I was not continuously in the room. However, at the
tims Stubaf Poetschke spoke about that we should not take
any prisoners where the military situation absolutely
required it, Poetschke also declared hersby that this
order was a secret order,

"In my capacity as Adjutant of the I./(mixed) SS Pz Rgt I,
'LSSAH! immediately..."

Incidentally, I think that word "mixed" means - referring to the
Battalion.
nimmediately after thia conference, I had requested the
officers who belonged to our battalion to sign the order

which was retyped from regimental order to battalion
order described above,!

o Now, what Regimental order was Fischer referring to in that'state-. . .

dent? s L
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(Vhereupon the statement read by Lt. Col. Dwinell, Prosecution!s
Exhibit No. 13, was read by the interpreter in German, )
QUESTIONS BY DEFENSE (LT. COL. DWINELL:
Q VWhat Regimental order was Fischer referring to?
PHOSECUTION: If the Court please, we objsct té that ques-
ticvp because it calls for a conclusion of this witness,
PRESIDENT: ObJjection overruled.

A At this time there was no Regimental order. At this time
we had three orders; first, the Divisional order of attack; second,
the supply order of Division which was attached to the first; and
third, an order of the day, which, however, I cannot tell you any
more as to whether it was from Army or from Army Group. I cannot
even tell you with certainty if I received this order of the day
with ths other papers on the 1lith, or if it was brought to my C.Pe
in the course of the l4th by a Liaison Officer.

Q Have you heard the witness Kramm testify in this case?

A Yes. .

Q Did you hear him testify that he was present at the Reginen-
tal meeting referred to?

A Yes.

Vhat assignment of duty did Kramm have?
Kranm was the Liaison Officer of the lst Battalion,

The adjutant was Lt. Fischer.

Q
A
Q Who was Poetschke's adjutant?
A
Q

Is that the Fischer who is an accused in this case?
A Yes. :
Q And what relation to Flacher did Kramm have?
A Kramm was the assistant or the alde of Fiach'sr. -Cne might
say thai:_he was a n;e_ga&ng'er with the timk_ of. an officer who vas used
e for important m‘éés;;es; ] C,. )
‘Q Do you Jmow of your own knowledge whether Kramm ever had
an opportunity to see the Regimental Order on the 15th of Decambeﬂ'

L 91s
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A He could not have had that opportunity, because at that
t:Lme'the Regimental Order did not exist,

Q Now, prior to the 14th of December 1944, were your officers
required to attend sand table conferences?

A Yes. j i

Q When and vhere did these sand table exercises take place?

A The sand table exercises were made up by the lst Battalion
on the farmhouse Buschfeld, near Freisheim,

Q Who was present at these sand table exercises?

A The Commander of the lst Battalion, ¥ajor Poetvachke 3
ordered those that were to attend, Those vwere in the first place
all officers of his Battalion, and according to what type of exercise
was carried out at this sand table, the Panzer Commanders were asked
to attend. As guests, the following were invited, officers of units
with vhich one would normally cooperate and work with during battle;
that means anti-aircraft, artillery, artillery and engineers, and
part of the time the signal corps.

Q Were you ever present at any of those exsrcises?

A Yes. .

Q Did you ever conduct them and manage them yourself?

A If I remsmber correctly, I, myself once managed anti led
one of those exercises during that time.

Q Now, at the time of these sand tsbl'o exercises, did any
of your officers, including yourself, know about the coming Eifel
Offensive?

A No, we lnew nothing about it. At this time we all figured
on a breakthrough of the American forces in the vicinity of Dusrren.
Therefore, we had received a task by the Division to try out a Panzer
flank break-through, vwhich might be ua‘ed to stop this American bﬁ&—

through. This theme was talked about in the terrain, " -

)
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Q Was Kramm present at any of the sand table exercises?
A Yes.
Q Vas the accused Rumpf ever at the Regimental Command Post
on the 15th of Dscember 19447
A That, of course, is possible, but I can't tell you.
Q Have you heard the accused Rumpf give evidence in this
case, by way of a vritten statement dated the 22nd of March 19467
N Yes.
Q I am referring to Prosecution's Exhibit No, 55, vwhich is
in the record on page 732. Do you remember this statement by
Rumpf':
WThe first formal issuance of orders in regard to use
of terror methods happened on the 12th or 13th December,
1944, at the Regimental Command Post in Weilerwist. At
that time I was ordered to the command post. There I
was met by an Ordnance officer whose name I do not
remember any more, The Ordnance officer presented to me
a secret regimental order which I read through in his
presence.'

Did that happen?

(Whereupon the statement read above was translated by the
interpreter.)

A That is impossible,

Q Why is it impossible?

A At that time, includi;ng my own person, no one knew about
the coming offensive, in my regiment.

Q When did the spearhead under your command actually begin
its march in the Eifel Offensive?

A The setup of my combat vgroupa started on the 16th, about
6:00 otclock in the morning to 12:00 ofclock nocn. I fell out with
my group at sbout 1600 hour.s.

*.Q . What conditions did you e_nceunter at the beginning of. the
| A mg.rch? : i r. i

A By t'he bad road conditions and the immense number of

(Peiper- Direct) w
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vehicles that was compressed in this area, together with the group
of Skorzeny, which apparently had not had very much training, the
traffic on the road proved to be of chaotic extent. For one walk-
ing on foot, it was almost impossible to walk through the road in
the so-called "No Onets Land", between the German and the American
positions. There was a bridge which had been previously blown up.
Because of the road jams, the engineers who were supposed to repair
this bridge could not get tﬁrau@. And furthermore, especially at
this time, the entire artillery of the 12th Volks-Grenadier Division
had to change positions to the front. Since the artillery of this
Division was horse-drawn, there was a terrible heap of kings Tiger
tanks on the road and four-legged mules, I, myself, and my Comman-
ders were standing on this road to regulate traffic, and since the
bridge was not completed on time I had to have a detour built, by
reason of which I could only start off with being twelve hours late.

Q Describe the uniforms of the men of your. spearhead?

A The Panzer crews mostly wore black leather clothes. The
Grenadiers under me as well as the engineers wore fisld-gray uniforms,
partly camouflaged; the anti-aircraft artillery subordinate to me
wore blus-gray air corps uniforms. The uniform of the artillery was
the same as that of the infantry.

Q Vhat type of uniform was that?

A That was the same uniform I mentioned for the Grenadiers,
field-gray.

PRESILENT: The Court will recess until 1330.

(Whereupon at 1200 hours the court recessed.)

(Peiper - Direct)
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CAMP DACHAU,GERNANY

21 June, 1946

AFTEBNOQON .  SESSION

(Whereupon the Court reconvened at 1330 hours.)

FRESIIENT: Take soats. The Court will come to order.

PROSECUTION: If the oourt please, let the record show
that all members of the Court, all members of the Prosecution witn
the exception of Lt. Col. Crawford who is absent on business of the
Prosecution, and Capt. Byrng, wno has been exoused on orders of
the Commanding Genoral, all the Defense, with the exception of Dr.
Pfister, who is absent on business of ths Dgfense, all of the de-
fendants and the reporterare present.

€ DSFENSE COUNSEL: The defense recalls ths accused, Col.Joachim

Poiper. Lt. Col. Dwinnel will conduct the examination.

JOACHIM PEIPER, one of the acoused, recalled, testified further
as follows:

DIRECT EXAMINATION, oontinued
QUESTIONS BY DEFENSE COUNSEL (LT. COL. Dwinnel):

Q W11l you oontinus with the desoription of the wniforms of
your spearhead?

A The Volksartillery men who were under my command, who wore
as I have already mentioned, a blue-gresn wniform with red colorsd
collar insignia. And the parachutists whioh were put under my com=
mand lator wore partly wearing a blue grey uniform, partly a cama-
flouged uniform with yellow collar insignia.

Q During the offensive and at any tims during the march,
did eny of your officers wear a yollow jacket?

A Yes. Officers wore ' various l;indl of ysllow jackets.

Q . Do you romember thé mames of any offfoers in particular
. 2 Fasa 9

® LYY °
who wore yellow jackets?

o

°
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A I'only remsnmber lst Lt. Thislefor certain from 3rd
Battalion, and Capts Nuske, from Division headquarters.

Q Now, on yourmarch, what town or viilagu did you first reagh?

A In the evening of Dgcember 16,it was already dark, I ar-
rived at approximately 1700 hours in Losheim.

Q That combat conditions existed there at that time?

A Losheim had already been taken by troops of the 12th
Volksgrenadier Division at that time. A terrible traffic jam was
in the town itself, it was an exceptionally dark night and ths town
vas under AWerican artillery fire.

Q To what towm or village did you go next?

A Contrary to my original orders according to whion I was
supposed to proceed along the main highway, I here received a radio
order to take route by way of lanzerath. Leaving town and proceed-
ing toward Lanzerath was very diffioult since we had to pass through
mine fislds which were not cleaped. ThBy. were mainly mines vhich
were old and snowed under and which, in the main, we first had to
lookifor with our armored vehicles. To the beat of my recollection
I therefor lost about three tanks and five hal.f.‘-tuokl on the way
from Losheim to Lanzerath.

Q At that time did you meet any German parachute troops?

A Yos.

Q lnder what oiroumstances’

A' I received a radio ordsr either from division or corps, I
cen 't say for sure any more, according to which a regiment of the

3rd Airborne Division had gotten held up in lanzerath. I vas told

that this regiment was to hé put under my attontion and that I was

to ocontinue to attack without ﬁuhy. I arrived in Lanzerath about
midnight and thare had a conference with a Colonel who uommnded

this parachuts reg:lxmnt. I ordurod him to get one. battalion rendy

. for attack almg! the ‘road from Lunurlth to Kn‘nsfald. They were

to be used only 88 defemse for the flanks and olosé combat for my
troops.
(Poipor - direct) 13920
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Q Vhat happened next?

A At about four a. me I proceeded to attack with my tanks,
supported by motorized infantry and infantry on foot, towards the
forest. Contrary to reports received from the parachute troops the
forest vas freed of enemy troops. The forest was under severe ar-
tillery barrage. At the dawn of 17th we surprisingly penetrated
Honsfeld.

Q ¥hat combat conditions existed at Honsfeld. )

A An Amerioan recognizance unit was stationed at Honsfeld.
The vehicles were standing in frant of all ths doors of all the houses
in town and there were plenty of weapons around, particularly tank
destroyers, but the troops were not attheir wsapons or in their ve-
vehioles, but were in the houses aslesp. For that reason, tnere
vas hardly any fighting at all. The first moving spearheads, at the
hoads of whioh 1lst Lt. Preuss was driving merely shot at soms of
groups of houses for prophylactic reasons and the town v\lu passed
without eny serious resistence. At that tims I vas with ?}n opoar~
heads With the point. My own uomm(i group which vas to m;t\nh in
the convoy behind the group of Poetsohke had remained vay be;ﬂ.nd and
I mysolf decided to personally romain with the point in order to be
able to take aotion more rapidly, to be abie to encourage the troops
out front and in order to be able to evaluate the results of ths re~
cognirzance performed by the unit Knittel and the Unit Hardiok, both
of whioh were supposed to pass by me.

Q Did you see any prisoners of war in Hannfe:.d.qt that time?

A I saw some individual Apericen soldiers jump arownd from
house to house. I didn't see any prisoners.

Q Do you know whether any prisonsrs of war were shot in
Honsfold at that time?

A I didn'g hear anything about Hmt'.»

Q 'Have you hsard the ni{nes‘odn": éelntm;m'lt An)this 5‘-’:9, re‘-'

ferring’ ‘to the witnesses Wilson, Morris and White, who tos tifled

o
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that prisoners of var were killed in Honsfeld.  Have you heard that
evidence given in this case?

A Yes. ;

Q For the convenience of the Court, the statement of Wilson
is on page 901, of the record; Yorris page 907, and White SU9. Is
that truet

A I can't state anything definitely mbout this because I
vasn'y present. It was later reported to my that resistonce start-
ed up again several hours after my passing through Honsfold and that
the troops who were following us up and vho at that time considered
Honsfeld to be safely in our hands, considered themselves o be am=-
bushed secretly. From the impression I received from the disocussions
I heard at the time, the foliowing had huppe'ned- The American troops
had realized their surprise only rather late and procesded to fire
again on the wnits of my troops which were further behind and that
therefore serious combat again resulted.

Q Vho was Major Taubert?

A ¥ajor Taubert was the commanding officer of the airborne
battalion vhich jJoined us in the attack on Honsfeld.

Q Did you have any conversations with him at that time?

Yos.

A
Q Yhat was said?
A

On the western edge of Honsfold I requestod Major Taubert
to maintain his mn on my vehicles end continue to accompany our
attack. As I msnt!.in':ad before, this whole regiment was wnder my
command at that time. Evidently due to some mistake, no time 1imit
was sot on this and I did not lnow that the regiment proper had a
different mission after Honslfeld was taken. Major Taubert then told
ms that he first had to v;nlt for an order from his regiment and I
was unnoyed and told them for him then just to stay back in Honafeld
and hide in thore". i !
Q Did you leave Hgnsfeld?

(Peiper - direct)
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Yes.
Vhat happened after you left Honsfeld?
About one kilometsr west of Honsfeld the point was filled in.
Did you stop?
Yos.
What vehiole were you in then?
At that time I either was in the tm k of Major Poetschke or
in the vehicle of Captain Diofenthal.
Q Vore you in the lead?
A Yes.
Q Did you continue on the road that you had originally plan-
ned to use?
A Yes.
Q There did you got
A I first had had the orders to march to Heppenbach from Hons-

feld;on acoount of the obviously poor road oconditions I docided to

go by way of Buellingen. Buellingon itself was assigned to tho Divis-

ion Hitlor Youth by the operational order. Since I heard the noise of
oombat which wes. due to the division Hitler Youth comparativeiy far
to the rear and up northeast, I thought it might be posasible to pass
through the town of Bwllingen without causing a traffic jam to-
gother with the Hitler Youth Division.

Q  TVhere did you go next?

A I continued along the main road to Buellingen.

Q Was there an airdroms just before Busllingen?

A Yos, there vas an airdroms on the laft side a short distance
outside of Buellingen.

Q Desoribs what happened thore.

A About 12 or 13 American liaison planes were standing at
that’airdrome, the propellers were moving and the machines weroc ready
to taks off. The orews of these planes apparontly taken oompletely

by surprise also, they hid in the hedgorows whioh surrounded the

(Peiper = direot)
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airdroms and opened fire upon us. This fire was supportad from the
town ot: Buellingen proper. The vehicles in ths point thereupon pro-
oseded to strafe the hedgerows with machine gun and artillery fire
and in that manner destroyed all airplanes.

Q Did you ses any Awerican prisoners of war at that time?

Yos.

A
Q Tell what happened.
A

Seven, eignt, or possibly twelve prisoners of war cams to-
wards me along the road. They dropped their arms and were sent to
the rear by us. No guard was sent along, sinoce a continuous convoy
was right behind us along the road.

Q That time of the day was that?
It was about nine or 9:30.
On the 17t¢h of Dgcembor?
Yes .
Did you receive artillery fire at that time?
At that time vwe dldn't get any yst.
Did you see any civiliana at that tim?
Yos. Only after that we attacked tho town.
Vhat were the civilians doing?
They>were firing from windows rather regularly.
Did you go into Boeullingen?
Yes.
About what time?
About nina-ﬁ\irt;y.
Did you ses any prisoners of war in Beullingen?
Yes.

That happened?

> O Pk O > © > O P O > O > S > O P

About sixty prisoners of war collocted in ome point, in my

opinion. I ordered Capte. Diefenthal to see to it that thase prison-
ers wore sent %o ths rear in Amerisen trucks which wore also staind-

ing arownd thers, so that the priscners and ths trucks would be put in a

safs place at 'the sams tims.
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Q What happened next?

A Ve captured an American fuel dump end refueled and as
rapidly as possible. Amsrican soldisrs were working in that fuel
dump also and they were of great help refusling.

Q ¥ill you indioate on the map,Prosscution's Exhibit P-3,

Just vhere that happened?

A The prisoners collected themselves up here in the northern
part of Beullingen, exactly at the place whore the ohurch is marked
there.

DEFENSE COWNSEE (Lt. Col. Dwinnel): Let the record show
that tho witness is pointing to a symbol indicating a church about
the Genter of the town of Buellingen on Proseoution's Vap Exhibit P-3.

A Tho fuel dump proper was located at the road leading to
Bue tenbach about here. (Indicating)e

Q About how many kilometors is that point from the church
that you have previously indicated.

A About five to eight hundred meters.

Q And 1n what direction from the church?

A West, southwest. At that tims the American nrtille.ry pro=
cseded to put the towmn under heavy fire which speeded up our very repid
movements even mnre‘. The vehicles left Buellingen at full speed in
the order in which they had refueled and left the town along this road
here. (Indicating)e

Q Are you indicating the road leaving the town going in a

southwest direction?

A Yes.
Q Yhat happenod next?

A At this fork, this road forked here, I ordered a short break

in order to sss to it--in ox-dar to make it pouibla that the colum

whioh had bsen brnken up would ‘olose uwp again. ’”
°
°
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About how many kilometers is that point from Beullingen?
About thrss. kiloms ters.
Did you sse any Ameriocan vehioles at that time?
Yes.
That did you do about that?
A At this very road fork one or two Ajerican ambulances
cam down from the road north. They were sent back along this road
vwhich we had come from without delay.

Q What did you do next?

A The driver of the point vehicle, lst Lt. Preuss, at that

point lost oontact with the rest of the colum for ths reason that he
continued along ths road which I had originally ordered him to go
along, namoly southwest. But since down here in the next town there
was one othar bridge and these were partioular--points of partioulsr
danger for us, I dooided at this road fork %o chooss the road into
Eoderscheid,by way of the forest, instoad, partioularly since this
resulted in time saving and vas a short out and also took us away

from an wnexpected direction.
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Q Did you see any prisoners of war at that time?

A I did not see any individual prisoners of var but
I did see a large number of American vehicles.

Q  Vhere did you go next?

A Fron Moderacheld we went on to Schoppen; from Schoppen
on to Ondenval,

Q At Schoppen, or anyvhere in the vicinity of Schoppen,
did you see any American vehicles?

A Yes, all along the road the American vehicles kept
continuing joining our column.

Q You say you went to Ondenval; where did you go after

To Thirimont.

Vihat time and what date was that?

.That was on the 18th at about 12 O'clock.

Were you alone at this time?

I have already stated previously that I was by myself
and my whole Command Group was not with me. I, myself, was riding
on the vehicle of Diefenthal most of the time, part of the time
also on Postschke!s tank,

Q VWiho was leading the spearhead at this time?

You mean the first vehicle?

I can't say.

A
Q Yes.
A
Q

You say you were alone; who was commanding the main
column?
A Major Poetschke was the Commander of the point group
mentioned previously.
Q  Where did you next go? : Bl
A I left Diefenthal's vehicle for a &hort time be.t\'reen

Ondenval and 'rhir.bnor';t because a jeep was standing along the

1827
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road there with a driver next to it and, since I had nothing to
do at the moment and was very much interested in o tactical
situation around Malmedy, I questioned the driver about this
briefly. The man had had orders to repair a telephone line
along our road and was able to tell me that the fmerican troops
had given up Malmedy and were retreating in a westerly and south-
westerly direction.

Q Vhere were you at that moment?

A Between Ondenval and other points about here.

DEFENSE COUNSEL (Lt. Col. Dwinell): Let the record
show that the witness is pointing to a road at a point about
half-way between Ondenval and Thirimont, on the map, Prosecution's
Exhibit P-3.

Q What were the combat conditions at the point that you
have just described east of Thirimont?

A There was no combat going on.

Q Do you know what your tanks were doing at that time?

A At about that time I suddenly heard my cannons and
machine guns open fire, I, therefore, realized that the point had
hit the main road from }almedy to Petit Thier and, since at that
moment I was completely alone with the jeep driver, I drove off
to the point in the jeep. The column behind me was detached since
the ﬁieca of road between this road fork and Lioderscheid was
exceptionally difficult. About here, at this point, I met my
armored spearhead.

DEFENSE COUNSEL (Lt. Col. Dwinnel): Let the record

indicate that the witness pointed to a road ahout a kilometer east

of the town of Beugnez,
: A About five tanks and about the same number of half tracks

were standing in front of me and they were shooting vg.th all weapons

nt..t;heir disposal in a southwesterly direction at the road over

here, at a range of about 500 meters, ~ ® 0

o
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Q Are you indicating the road fired upon as being the
road leading south from the Malmedy Cross Roads?

A Yes.

DEFENSE COUNSEL (Lt. Col. Dwinell): On map, Prosecution's
Exhibit P-3.

A At that time I, myself, saw an American truck convoy.

Q Vhat time was that?

A It might have been 1300 hours and it might have also been
1330 hours.

i Q Is this still the 17th of December?

A Yes. This column attempted to break dovm in a southerly
direction at great speed, as I saw the first vehicle of the convoy
disappear behind this curve here going south and the last vehicles
I saw at the Cross Roads, but there might also have been more there.

Q Did you get into munication with your Head ters at

that time?

A At first I called -- I gave an order to cease fire -
geveral times, since I was annoyed at having my armored spearhead
held up, in view of the fact that they had lost so much time already.
Furthermore, I was annoyed at having these beautiful trucks, which
we needed so badly, all shot up. It might have taken about two more
minutes until I was understood everywhere. I, thereupon, loudly
ordered them to continue to drive on at a great speed. I then
mounted the vehicle of lMajor Poetschke and ordered him to send a
radio message to the Division, since for the reason given before,

I did not have any means of communication of my own and he was to
report that, No. 1, the enemy was leaving Malmedy and was retreating
toward the south and southwest, and that we had reached the main g

road south of HéJJn:dy:

SN Qe 'fl;mt did you do next?
o
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A I then mounted Diefenthal!s vehicle and followed the
vehicles which had already proceeded to move towards the Cross
Roads,

Q . Did you stop again?

A This road here between the Cross Roads at the beginning
of the forest was pretty well blocked by the American vehicles.

Q Are you pointing to the road leading south from the
Nalmedy Cross Roads?

A Yes. And a panther was right in front of me and it
was pushing the shot American vehicles into the ditches by moving
to the left and the right alternately. I, myself, with the
vehicles followed at a speed no faster than walking. At that
time I saw a large number of Americans.

Did you stop?

Not at the Cross Roads -- no.
Did you stop at any other place?
Yes.

Q Indicate on the map just vhere you stopped with
reference to the Cross Roads?

A At the point where the road disappears in the forest.

Q How far south of the Cross Roads is that point?

A About 500 meters on the ground,

Q Do you know what was taking place at the lalmedy Croas
Roads at the time you passed and the time you stopped?

A I already mentioned that I saw a large number of
American soldiers at the time, 40 or 60 according to my estimate.
Some of then were standing in the' road already; some of them were
lying in the ditch; and the great majority of them were lying on

the west side of the road 1n the open area.

Q i Yhat time. of day did this happen?

»
‘ (Peiper - Direct)
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A .‘Lbout 1330, according to my recollection.

Q What else happened?

A Some of the American soldiers played dead; some of
them slowly crept towards the woods; some of them suddenly
Jumped up and ran toward the forest and some of them came towards
the road. Grenadiers which were in the half tracks driving behind
me fired on those which carried rifles and were running towards
the forest.

Q Were these soldiers that you're referring to -- these
American soldiers you're referring to -—- prisoners of war?

A At that moment, no.

Q Did you give any orders to any American soldiers who
were standing or walking in that vic;nity?

A I motioned to those soldiers with my thumb for them
to go back and it's possible that I told them in English, too.

Q Did you see Diefenthal there at that time?

A Yes, we were in the same vehicle.

Q  Vhat did he do?

A According to my recollection Diefenthal motia:}ed with

his hands to the half tracks behind them in order to make them

speed up, because the many trucks which were standing around here

represented quite an attraction to our men.
Q Did you see Poetschke there?
A No.
Q Did you see Poetschke at any time before that?
A I saw Poetschke a short time before the road crossing

SR L S

where I gave him the order to send the radio message and I cannot
state with certainty whether he was in my vicinity at the point
wnich we just mentioned.

Q . How long were you at that point ‘south of the’'Cross Roads?

= g L

° °
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A In my estimate about two or three minutes. I remember
that Diefenthal's driver asked for pemmission to fill up the oil.
The reason that I had stopped in the first place was as I didn't
see any vehicle in front of me any more and that I had the
impression that I was the first vehicle and, since I knew with
certainty that we would meet resistance in Ligneville, I had no
desire to be the first one to enter Ligneville since I rather not
considered that to be my mission. I motioned to my rear and three
half tracks and the tank of First Lleutenant Fischer, the Adjutant
of the First Battalion, passed me by. They continued tovards
Ligneville at great speed and I attached myself to their heels,

Q In the vicinity of the Malmedy Cross Roads did you see
any prisoners of war shot? :

A No.

Q At that time were there any American forces nearby?'

A Yos, I just rbceived information that the Americans
were withdrawing from Malmedy in a westerly and southwesterly
direction and it was clear to me that I was on one of their main
routes of retreat.

Q Did you secure the corner at the Malmedy Cross Roads?

A I, myself, did not do this but I am convinced that that
was done by Poetschke because tactically that went vithout saying.

Q Was the Infantry supposed to be following you at that
time?

A At that time I was convinced that there would be one
continuous convoy of marching troops behind us for 30 to 40

kilometers.

Q You heard the witness Assenmacher testify in this

case?
A \ Yes'.. 3

°
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Q Did you hear him say that Diefenthal got out of his SPFW

at the Cross Roads?
Yes.®
Did you see Diefenthal do that?
No.

Q Whose vehicle were you in at the time you were at that
point south of the Cross Roads?

A In Diefenthal's vehicle.

Q Was Diefenthal in the vehicle?

A Yes.

Q Vihat was he doing at thet time in addition to signaling
his troops from the rear?

A Both of us oriented ourselves briefly about the locality
near Ligneville by means of a lamp. Ligneville had another bridge
and these represented points of particular danger to us and it was
therefore necessary to prepare some by-passing routes in advance.

Q VWas there a possibility of an air attack at that time?

Yes.

Vhat duties did Assenmacher have with Diefenthal?

He was radio operator,

And when the vehicle stopped, what did he do?

I personally can't testify as to that., From \ﬁxaﬁ I heard
from him here he got out.

Q Have you heard him testify in this case that you gave him.
permission to leave the tank for three'minutes to make loot?

A Yes.

Q - Is that so?

A It's possible that he asked me vwhether he could get out

for a minute., That is necessary for radio operators at times too,

and that T gave hin permission to do that at the btime.',

Do ifou_f know‘actually what he did? .
YO R




Ta 228 DC
6-21-46
P8

A I don't know; I don't remember. I do remember that
about 50 meters away from the place we were off the road there
were several American soldiers who played dead and that either
Assenmacher or some other soldier told these soldiers to get up.
I also remember that one or two of them were dead and I c;hould
1ike to mention at this point that the concentrated fire of my
spearhead vhich amounts to a total of 25 machine guns and 5 cannons
mist necessarily have caused a lot of casualities vhen fired at a
range as close as 500 yards.

Q What was Diefenthal wearing at that time?

A A yellow fur jacket.

Did you see anyone else there with a yellow fur Jacket

I cannot state with certainty.

Yhere did you go then?

We drove into Ligneville at a great speed.

Describe the situation at Lignevi].le?

A Just upon entering town I suddenly saw in front of me

the vehicle of Lt, Fischer. That vehicle had been set afire. I
therefore stopped about 50 yards from that vehicle and recognized
a Sherman about 80 meters to my right. He was just about to aim
his cannon at my vehicle. I thereupon ordered the driver of
Diefenthal's vehicle to pull the vehicle back at once, which he
did, whereupon we remained at a protected corner of a house,
Another half track which followed us passed us by and was lmocked
out at that moment. I, myself, took a rocket-lavncHer and ran'into
the house in order to attempt to lmock out the Sherman from the
rear window but it was knocked out at that very moment by another
tank.

e * What, timo did this happen? Sl

o Z‘.A In nw op:Lnion a few,minutes befox:a 11;00.

193¢
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A I then ordered Diefenthal to clean out the town vith
his Grenadier Troops.,
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Did you pes Poatschke there at that time?
o,
Do you mow where he was at that time?

A I remnined there to that point spproximetely 45 minutes
according to my estimate, It was vary unpleasant there because we
couldn't move from the epot where we were _beca\mé burning ammunition
was exploding all around us, In the meantime some men who were burn-
ing had been saved by us and I aleo bandaged thc Adjutant of the 1lst
Battalion, Lieutenant Fischer, who had suffered 8evers burns on the
face und hands. After about 45 ninutes had elapeed Poetschke arrived
at that place on foot.

Q - Did he tell you where he had been?

A No. He merely reprimended hig Adjutant because he was
vu}mded, beccuse hs had no bueiness out front. At the same tize
Diefenthal who came up to me and reported to me that the vehicle was
completely under his control. I was also informed that a high echelon
American (P had been located in the hotel here which according to the
testimony of the innkeeper of the restaurant already had been disturbed
at their dinner. A strong tank column was also supposed to be immed-
iately toward our front.

Q Did you see any prisoners of war in Engeladorf?

& Yes, I saw several and I think that they remeined behind
with our wounded.

Q Did you see any American prisoners of war shot in Irgelsdorf?

A No.

Q Were there any other SS Troope besides your spearhead in
Engelsdorf at that time?

No.
N h'hnt aia you do naxﬂ
'At. thn.t time a ehuge in ths ordcr of .march nf the upeuh-ad

resulted ancl the 1st Panzer Oompany which had bsan mthor tamds thn ¢
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reer until then tool over the spearhead and we continued on in the
general direction of Stavelot.

Q VWhen did you reach Stavelot?

A In my estimate we reached Stavelot about twenty or twenty-
one hundred hours.

Q What happened then?

A I had at once attempted to take the town in one rapid

attack. That, h , pPoved 1 ible all our Infantry

Troop which were available were not strong enough and becauce the
tenke had no chance to come into action along the street. The terrain
was extra ordinarily unfevorable, slopped down very much towards the
left, and a hair pin curve was right outside of town so that everybody
passing by this curve was knocked out by several American tanks and
'ca.nk d«;atroyara ‘which were located behind road blocks at the edge of
town. My own attacking Infantry remained at that edge of town and
suffered severe casualtles and had to dig in.

Q  Vhat officers of the spearhead were with you at that time?

A At that time the following were with me Poetschke, Captein
Diefenthal, Captain Rueske, Captain Gruhle end an officer from the
group of Skorczeny met me there too.

Q Did you enter the town of Stavelot?

A Yes, we took Stavelot in the morning of the next day, the
18th thot 4=,

Q That 4s.18 December 19447

A Yes.

Q Did you u-aa any civiliane in Stavelot?

A When ve penetrated Stavelot too many civilians shot at us

from the windows and cpenings in the roofs. The only goul that I was

e
B

16oking for vas the bridge near Trois Ponts. I thorefore had mo time

to Sp!.!;ll arn‘,,thnsa:‘e‘i,vvg.liaﬁs and I continued'driving on although I knew

‘that the reliatanau in this town had not been decisively, brokens
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Did you have any wounded with you?
I had quite a number wounded in Stavelot.

Vhat did you do with them?

I had an aid station for wounded established in Stavelot

and had it marked.

Q Did you have any officers wounded?

A 1lst Lt, Eremeer, CO of the lst Company and lst Lt Tomhardt,
the Oommander of the 11th Panzer Gr. Co. were left behind there
wounded,

Q Did you converse with anybody about what later happened
to Tomhardt and Eremser?

A Yes.

Q YWhat was suid. and by whom?

A I raceived already reports from Eremser and from Tomhardt
and from other means whose names I cannot give at the moment. There
is one more whose name I can give, that is Tech. Sgt. Hendel.

i Q What did they report to you?

A Shortly after we left town some Belgian civilians came and
geverely mistreated our wounded, poured hot water over uwen in many
casos and shot into the wall with pi’atols over the heed of the
wounded constantly. Lst Lt Kremser was wounded a second tine because
of this, Further 1st Lt Kremser received one wound from a knife from
a civilian, iut Lt Tomhardt and several others were able to escape
from town secretly and gain liberation., In the meantime violent
resistance had been recponsd in town consisting of newly arrived
American soldiers and civilians, With the hilp of a few tanks of
mine which followed behind some Infantry we succeeded in the counter
atback to get our wounded nut.

R Ihen vhera did you go?
' A "Wa d.rovo on towards El‘rau Ponte from Sta.ve].et at a gmae

speed. X e
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Q Did you see a bridge at Trois Ponts?

A Yes, there is a reilroad bridge there and a bridge across
the Salm,

Q Wlere there any prissnors of war shot at Stavelot that you
know of?

A No.

Did you see any prisoners of war in Trois Ponts?

What happened?

Q
A Yes,
Q
A

We were standing below the railroad bridge and received
rather severe Infantry fire from the bridge across the river further
down, At that time seven, ten or possidly twelve prisoners of war
were brought over to me. Ono of them told me that he belonged tv an
American Engineer Bn. and that they were ordered te. stop our advance
by demolition. I, myself, sent 6hem on back without guards particular-
1y for the reason that a connected convoy was driving behimd me,

Q Did you see von W_uterbagan at that time?

A Yes, shortly after we continued on owr way after leaving
Trois Ponts von Wealterhagsn arrived.

Q Did you have any conversation with him?

A Yes.
Q ¥Yhat was said?
A I asked him what the situation in his battalion was and
about his casuslties, Among other things he told me in this confer-
ence that a mix-up had happened at Ligneuville and that a rather large
number of prisoners had teen shot there., He did not know any details
nor who had given the order to do that.

Q What unit does he command? ;

A He was_the nm?m'_dj.ar, of my 2nd Panzer Bn., the heavy Tiger
Def.(ixchmsn{; 6501. e .

Q’ VWas this the first time that you ht;vs heerd of the incident

he spoke atout?
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A Yos.

Q Did he tell you that he had his information on reports
from some people? :

A No, he said he had passed by there.

Q  Had ho talked to anybody about it?

A Our conversation about $his matter was not as comprehensive
ae all that because the importanceof technical problems would not
permit that. He did not speak about any details either,

Q Were there any attacks of the 501 Heavy Group through Trois
Ponts later on?

A Yes,

Q Was there any artillery there?

A Yes, about two batteries of the battalion assigned to me
drove through Trois Ponts.

Q VWas there any anti-aircraft there?

A Yes, a whole Triple A Bn,

Q You spoke of a blown up bridge., Did that impede your
progress in any way?

A Yes, my road of adtance from Trois Ponts on west could not

be maintained and I had to find ther crossing shere.

Q What did you do then?

A 1 decided to take the route by way of La Gleize to croes
the Ambleve southwest of La Gleize in urder to get back on to the
main road in the southwest.

Q On what date was that?

That was on the 18th,

Did you move to La Gleize?

Yes. :

Were there any x?merican .forq;a _t_heta'l
4m>, fak Gleize ;nsn“t taken.’ b

Did you pass through the. town?
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Yes.

Did you see any Belgian civilians.there at that time?

Fo; they were all hiding in the cellars.

Did you see any Belgien civilians in any part of the city?

I don't remember any,

Then did you come to another bridge?

Yes, we left La Gleize in the southwest dirsc.tion and came
to the Lridge across tho Ambleve, which I have mentioned.

Q What heppened there?

A Wle saw come persons rushing around the bridge, and since
we had to expect that this bridge too would be blown right in front
of our noses, the point stopped and opened fire,

Q Who geve the order to fire?

A liobody gave the order. That was the natural reaction.

Q Do you know why they fired?

A I have already said that 1t had to be expected that this
bridge would be blown.

Q How far away from the bridge was the tank that fired?l

A About 400 metere.

Q How far away were you when this tank fired?
A About 450 meters.

Q Could the people at the bridge, or the persons at the
bridgs be recognized?

A If one had had time to do that,cortainly. But in this
instance it wae a reaction whichtook seconds only.

What was the vieibility?

e R RS s S

It was satiofactory.

By what means of transportation did you arrive at the ‘bridge?

NEEST

&

On a bioyole. 4 /

Where did you'next 561 A

§ ; o L= oed |
On the other side of the bridge my e¢olumn was attacked by a
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heavy Auwerican air raid.

Q  And then what happened?

A The street on the other side takes a sharp curve and goes
up to Cheneux and the tank at the point was blown to pleces by a
direct hit from a bowb right there, It was therefore nct possible to
pass by this tank for a while. We made desperate attempts to pull
it back towards the rear but nevertheless lost at least two and a half
hours, I then ordered Diefenthal to proceed at once in the seme
direction at a great speed to reach the main road and to prevent by
all means the blowing of the next bridge which was near Veucy.

Q While you were in La Gleize did you see any prisonors of

war?
A Ho.
Q You say you proceeded to Ohuneu.x. About what date was that?
A That was about 1600 hours.
Q On what date?
A On the 18 December 1944,
Q Did you pass through Cheneux?
A Yes.
Q Wera there any American forces thers?
A No, there was no enemy in Cheneux,
Q Upon what vehiole were you riding at that time?
A At the bridge near Cheneux I was reached for the first time

by my command group and I mounted a radio vehicle of this group and
I received a report of all radio meesages that had come in from my
communioations officer which, of course, had not reached me before
then,

Q Have you heard Goedivke's testimony in this case by way of

a written statement, Proaeduﬁcn's exhibit P-93, page 1222 of the

3 rouord to tha effuot‘mtpp gava his troops the ordar to shoot prison~
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1 Have you heard Richter say by a written statement, Prog-
ecution's exhibit 93, page 1227 of the record, that on the afternoon
of 18 December some ten or fifteen prisoners of war were killed in
front of a church in La Gleize?

A Yes,

Q Have you heard Gebauer give evidence by wey of a written
statement, Prosecution's exhibit 94, page 1233 of the record, that
they shot prisoners of war betweon seven and eight o'clock p.m. on
18 Dacember before they enterod Oheneux?

A Yes.

Q Did that happen?

A I consider it impossidle.

Q Why is it impossible?

A Because there weren't any American soldiers at all at
that time in those villages.

Q What heppencd next--I withdraw the question,

IT COL DWINELL: This will be a good place to stop.
LAY MEMBER: That's fine.

PRESIDENT: There will be a recess until 1530 hours.

(iﬂaareupon at 1600 hours the Oourt took a recese.)
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(Whereupon Gourt reconvened at 1530 hours.)

FRESIDENT: Take seats. Court will come to

PROSECUTION: If the Court please, let the record
show that all the members of the Court, all the members of
the Prosecution, with the exception of Lieutenant Colonel
Crawford,and Captain Shumacker, who are absent on business
of the Prosecution, and Captain Byrne, who has been excused
by verbal orders of the Commanding General, all the members
of the Defense, all the defendants and the reporter are
present, ¥

DEFENSE COUNSEL: Defense recalls the accused
former Colonel Joachim Peiper.

JOACHIN PEIPER, one of the accused, resumed the stand
and testified further through an interpreter as follows:

(Vmereupon the questions, answers and other proceedings
were interpreted to the German counsel and the uccusec{.)

DIREGT EXAMINATION (Continued)
QUESTIONS BY DEFENSE COUNSEL (LT. COL. DNINELL):

Q You have testified that you have passed through
the village of Cheneux. Vhat happened next?

A After darkness fell we again reached the main
road which we had planned to continue on from Trois Ponts
and just outside of Vauc& another bridge was blomn before
our noses,

Q Vhat did you then do?

A I then ordered Captain Diefenthal to start two

‘combat, bridge _x{ecunnaviii_uanc.e patrols, ‘namely, " one north, of

* " the main road; the other ori¢ south. The patrol scuth of the /

road found only one small bridge and got into Berbomont. The
reconnaissance patrol on the north side of the road commanded

1944
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by 1lst Lieutenant Preuss was trapped in ambush by Amsrican
troops on the other side of the river and only the leader
of the patrol himself came back in his car. The capacity
of the bridge which he had used was not high enough for our
heavy vehicles. I therefore had to decide to turn the whole
column around in order to proceed west on the road located
further north near LaGleize and Stoumont, my plans being to
re-cross the Ambleve Bridge west of Stoumont and thus finally
being able to reach my main road again. I arrived in LaGleize
for the second time about midnight_. .

Q Vhat date was that?

A That was midnight between the 18th or 19th of
December 'Lk,

Q Vihat did you do then?

A I immediately pr ded to r iter St te

The results of the rcconnaissance were that ‘heayyenemy con~
centrations were in Stoumont. Upon that I planned and prepared
an attack on the town of Stoumont the early morning hours of
the 19th.

Did you attack Stoumont?

Yes.

Did you take the village?

Yes. ;

Did you see any American prisoners there?

Yes,

l.kbout how many?

Contrary to my first plan I was not able to attack
*Stoumont at dawn becasuse there was'a ‘heavy fog.' The attack

began 'a‘t,n:Lna olclock. The terrain was \;ex'y unfavorable, I

(Peiper-Direct) . =
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was hardly able to make use of my tanks. The enemy had
dominating positions, a large number of anti-tank guns and
tanks also, The attack itself was studded with severe

crises and in one of these crises the tanks of the Battalion
Poetschke attacking on the right flank proceeded to my back

so I gave Poetschke the order to take a hand in there at once.
Poetschke himself left his tank, took ahold of a rocket launcher,
went over to every tank and threatened every commander to shoot
him dom at once if he would go back one more meter. In that
manner the backward movement on this flank was stopped, while
at the same time I myself organized everything that was lying
in the ditch, including the Company Rumpf, f or an attack on
the town which mgde the decision. About thirty prisoners of
war were brought back from the main enemy line of defense
which continued around the edge of tom. Upon that I gave the
order to send them on to LaGleize at once.

Q You heard the s tatement given in evidence by
Uotzheim, written statement Prosecution Exhibit P-67 read in
evidence on page 884 of the Record?

A Yas.

I will read from the statement: (Reading)
On the morning of December 19, 194k, a few

hundred meters before Stoumont, after my vehicle *

had been knocked out, I was stopped by Obersturm-

bannfuehrer PEIPER who was standing with Hauptsturm-

fuehrer DIEFENTHAL near an SPV. Hauptscharfuehrer

THIELE was also with his SFWW in the immediate

vicinity. Obersturmbannfuechrer PEIPER questioned me

about the outcome of the attack. During this time a

group of 50 to 80 American prisoners of war passed by

and the German guard asked Obersturmbannfuehrer PEIPER

.what should be done with the prisoners, Obersturm-

bannfuehrer PEIPER ariswered, 'First of .all, take them

to LA GLEIZE, then we'll see: further.! e

S 'y s

Did all that ‘happen? i it
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In the main all that happened, yes.

Q What part of that did not happen?’

A I ordered Motzheim, who had been knocked out there,
to immediately proceed to attack as infantry since all that
happened at a moment which I have previously described as a
crisis, The number of prisoners I myself do not estimate as
being higha

Q I will read further from the statement of L!otzimim.
(Reading )z

"ihen I told Obersturmbannfuehrer FEIPER that I had
been knocked out, he gave me the order to fight with my
crew as Infantry. However, a little later on the same
morning I received the order to drive to LA GLEIZE with
three K.W.K.'s which needed repair, I arrived in LA
GLEIZE between 10 and 11 ofclock of the same morning,
when I met PEIPER, who was.standing with Sturmbann-
fuehrer KNITTEL, Kommandeur of the A.A. (Translator's
note: CO of Reconnnissance Battalion) and Sturmbannfuehrer -
POETSCHKE, Kommandeur of the 1st Panzer Abteilung (Trans-
lator!s notat The First Tank Bpttalion). FPEIPER called me
over and asked what I was doing in LA GLEIZE, since I had
received the order from him to fight as infantry. Just as
I was standing there, Sturmbannfuehrer POETSCHKE said to
Obersturmbannfuehrer PEIPER:

tObersturmbannfushrer, here are two more prisoners
of war,!

PEIFER answered in an indifferent and disdainful manner:

1As usual.*
Did that happen?
A Noe
Q Vhat did happen?
A It is rather unusual for a high ranking officer
to' personally bother with prisoners of war and it is even more
unusual for a major to come up to me with two prisoners of war

and nsk me what is to be done with tham. The words quoted. here

. are unlmmm ;o,me. mthermura, tha timaa ‘do not :]ibe. I was

Cydes
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in LaGleize at about 12:30 with Poetschke and Knittel since
at the time mentioned here I was definitely still occupied
with the attack on Stoumont.

Q I will read the next paragraph of the same state-
ment. (Reading):

"From Obersturmbannfuehrer PEIPER's answer, I
concluded that both prisoners of war would be bumped

off, The reason I thought so at that time was because

my company commander had told me that we would not take

any prisoners of war, I myself had shot an Aperican, and

I had seen a great number of dead Aperican soldiers lying

in the field before ENGELSDORF. As I was standing at

this spot, I overheard Obersturmbannfuchrer PEIPER and

Sturmbannfuehrer KNITTEL discussing an assignment of a

mission which KNITIEL had received from PEIPER, but I did

not understand the exact details of the mission."
Did that happen?

A As far as the conclusion of Sergeant Motzheim con-
cerning the treatment of prisoners of war is concerned I cannot
state anything. As to the conference with Knittel, that happened
at LaGlelze at about 12:30.

Q Vihat was that conference about?

A Knittel reported at this time that only about two-
thirds of the battalion had arrived in LaGleize and that the
rest of it was lost somowhere towards the rear because the
enemy had completely taken Stavelot again and that his vehicle
situation would not continue in a westerly direction any longer.
I then ordered him to turn around at once, to clean up Stavelot
and to ascertain whether our main route of supply which went
through Stavelot would be secure. Knittel asked me to make
some tanks available to him for this underteking but I could

not do that and I had to send him away rather annoyedly at

. the time bacauae thnt vras not a. vex-y n;Lca mission for hime

At that tima thie e, camander of the an Battalj_on ‘of, tha Panger

(Peiper-Direct)
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Tk #230-SR Grenadier Regiment reported to me. Captain Schnelle, who had
St Just passed through Stavelot made reports about the situation
there to me and put his i?atf.alion under me.

Q Did you take the town of Stoumont?

A Yes.

Q About what time?

A Stoumont was taken at 11 o'clock on the 19th of
December.

Q Have you heard the statement of Werner in evidence

' in this case, written statement Prosecution Exhibit 103 which
was read in evidence on page 13487

A Yes.

Q Vherein he says that on the morning of the 19th at
seven AJM, his tank entered Stoumont and that prisoners of war
were shot at that time? Did that happen?

A No.

Q Vhat did happen?

A At that time it was barely dawn at seven ofclock,
I already described that after dam a heavy fog prevented me
from attacking and that I did not start to jump off on the
attack before nine o'clock and it is therefore anossible.that
our o troops shot American prisoners of war in Stoumont at
seven o'clock.

Q Did you pass through the main road of the Villape
of Stoumont?

A Yes.

Q Have you heard the statement in evidence of Sazyperski

in this case Prosecution Exhibit i ‘on page 1339 of the Record — .
A Yes. Bl
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Tk #230-SR Q — wherein he says that his tank entered
Szt Stoumont between 7 and 8 A.. on the 19th of Dacember
and that prisoners of war were shot at that time, Did that
happen?

A For the reasons previously stated it couldn't
happen cither,

Q You have heard the vritten statement of
Uikolaschek, written statement Prosecution Exhibit P-100
and on page 1311 of the Record -=

A Yes.

Q — vherein he says that his tank entered Sgoumont
between 7 and 8 AJM. on the 19th of Dycember and that
prisoners of war were shot at that time? Did that happen?

A That too could not have happened for the reasons
given previouslys

Q You have heard the stalement of Ritzer, written
statement Prosecution Eyhibit P-99 on page 1305 of the Record —-

A Yes.

Q —- wherein he testified to the same things that
have Just been said by Szyperski and Mikolaschelk?

A Yes. b i

Did that happen?

The same thing applies to this testimony.

You have heard t.ha witness Landfried testify in
this case?

A Yes.

Q  Did you hear him testify that on the 19th of

December you were in Stmmt around noon, that he saw you

. near a house and that the adcused’ H111ig stood in front of
o
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you, apparently in conversation with you, and that Hillig
thereafter took a prisoner of war in the field and shot
him? That testimony is on page 136h of the Rgcord. You
heard that testimony?

A Yes.




Q Have you heard the testimony of the witness Ebeling to
the same effect? It!s on page 1367 of the record.
A Yes,

Q Have you heard the d Hillig's stat t read in

evidence in this case -- Prosecutionts Exhibit 105, on page 1375
of the record -- wherein he said that he received orders from you
in Stoumont, as testified to by Landfried and Ebeling, and that
Hillig shot a prisoner of war? Did that happen?

A No.

Q Exactly what did happen?

A After the first prisoner.s were brought back from the enemy
line of resistance -~ as I have mentioned -- and my attacking
infantry had disappeared in the town, I, myself, drove into town

£ promptly with a jeep. Since violent firing was still going on, on
that front, I stoppsd at the first house on the lefthand side. 4An
American anti-tank gun was standing next to that house, as was a
knocked out and burning panther, so I assumed that the clearing of
the town would take awhile yet. I planned to establish a message
center in this house at first, Some of the officers of my staff,

as well as Poetschke, Westerhagen and Neuske arrived at my place,
as did my communications officer. At that time I saw an American
medic standing at the house, leaning against .the door. Since
there were some American wounded and dead still lying around the
area, and since the vicinity did not appear to be very secure, I
motioned the medic to come over and asked him a few questions,
the subject of which was whether there were any more Americans in
the house or in the houses in the vicinity. That was not an
interrogation but a measure of security. A rather large number
of civilians flooded out of the houses at the.sama tims. They
were gesturing wildly and approaching me’. . I gathered from the
confusion of volces that they wanted to. go back into the town in ;

«
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order to milk their cows, I chased them back and made myself
understood to them that that certainly was somewhat too early now.
And I ordered my adjutant to see to it that after the combat situa-
tion had ebbed dovn somevhat that all civilians would be taken to
the church, At the same time I ordered that the medic would be
taken to the aid station, since we could use him, and I then went
to an American anti-aircraft position which was quite near the
house in order 'to determine whether these weapons were still of use.
A severs artillery barrage started, vhen I returned, which forced me
to take cover. In that case that meant that I jumped into the house,
from the rear, but since the hits were very close I got out again,
lay by the window on the other side. I mst my adjutant and some
men there who were taking cover there, and I ordered my adjutant to
establish a C.P. at a distance from that point, since the artillery
was gero'd in too well at that point. Then, together with Major
Postachke I got into his jeep and drove through Stoumont, met Capt.
Diefenthal on the western edge of tovn and ordered him to follow
the escaping enemy at once and to see to it that all the velicles
vould not stop under any conditions but rather increase their speed.
Q The accused Sprenger gave evidence in this case by way of
a written statement. Did you hear that statement read in evidence?

A Yes.

Q That statement is Prosscution Exhibit No. 44, on page 681

of the record, wherein he says that Siegers - the accused Sievers -
killed the prisoners of var at Soumont. Do you know anything about
that?

A No, I don't kmow anything about that.

Q Yhat did you next do?

A TI'then followed the attacking point with Poetschke, and
met them again at about the railroad station of Stoumont. The
Stoumont railroad station ;.a located several kilomsters ;vgét of the
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tovn proper. There I got out of the vehicle and walked to the
first tank. That tank was standing right behind a sharp right-'
hand turn vhich was under severe American anti-tank fire. On the
right, that is, on the North end of the woods, more enemy infantry
was located and a lot of firing was done. There I met Diefenthal
and 1st Lt. Christ, the Commander of the 2nd Panzer Company, in
the ditch and vwe had a short conference about the situation,with
a map. By that time it had hecﬁm quite definite that due to our
fuel situation we would no longer be able to attack further. I
therefore had to abandon my intention to capture the next bridge,
and therefore ordered to hold the position which we had achieved
until further notice.

Q Did you return to Stoumcnt?

A Yes, I then returned with Postschke and stayed in my
C.P. for a very short time.

Q About what time was that?

A That was about 12:00 olciock. The C.P. had in the mean-
time been established by my adjutant in the big castle located
betwsen Stoumont and LaGleize.

Q Was that on the 19th of December?

A Yes. v

Q At any time on the 19th of December were prisoners of
war shot in Stoumont?

A : I never heard anything of it, and in Stoumont itself I

saw hardly one dead Americen.

Q You say you went to your Command Post located between

Stoumont and LaGlesize? What did you do next?

A I ordered the C.P. to be taken out of the castle and to
bo removed to a small house located directly on th.e road Stoumont
-to lLaGleize, since wounded were alx;ea'dy, lying in the castle and -

o °
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since I had no intention to establish my C.P. under the flag of the
Red Cross. Then I continued to drive on to LaGleize with Major
Poetachke, after ascertaining whether any radio message had come in,

Q At that time did you meet the Commanding Officer of the
2nd Battalion in the 2nd Regiment?

A Yes.

Q Is that the Capt. Schnelle you referred to before?

A Yes. i

Q Then what happened?

A I returned to my C.P. and worked out some plans of defense
of Stoumont, LaGleize and Cheneux. In course of that, I put Major
Postschke in charge of Stoumont, Lt, Col. Westerhagen in charge of
LaGleize, and temporarily Major Wolff of the anti-aircraft battalion
in Cheneux.

Q What was the situation in Stavelot at that time?

A I had not received any message that made sense i:rcm Stavelot
at that t:ime, but was of the opinion that troops which were following
us should not have any trouble to break that resistance, particularly
since a panther of the lst Battalion arrived in the course of the
afternoon, vwhich vas manried cnly by a driver, because the whole crevi
had becoms casualties. This man also reported about the conditions
in Stavelot to me, He said that he had gotten out several times, had
fough\": his way through with a machine pistol, but otherwise it was
sti11 possible to get through.

Q Now, what happened on the next 4dny, the 20th of December?

A On the 20th, the conditions becams much mors strained; I

was out of communications with the Division, the supply line had not
been clearsd either. Reconnzisance patrols which were sent out in
the direction of Sfcavelot returned without performing their task.
Furthermore, reconnaisance patrols of mine could notice enomy
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concentrations North of LaGleize. In the afternoon, heavy attacks
from the west were made in Stoumont, Cheneux was attacked from the
soubhwust,' and about 45 enemy tanks passed by us going east towards
Stavelot. Through Intelligence and questions of prisoners of war
I could ascertain that I was surrounded by the 36th Infantry

. Division, the 3rd Army Division and the 82nd Airborme Division.
The conditions in Stoumont were particularly difficult, because it
was no longer possible to fight back the enemy vhich had broken
through, and the enemy was in control of the western part of the
town from then on.

Q Did you give up the town of Stoumont?

A In the night from the 20th to the 21st, I made a counter-
attack in Stoumont, when I regained us the positions we had lost,
In the couse of this, two officers and I believe thirty-five men
were captured in a castle-like building in the western part of
Stoumont. Combat in this house was particularly severs. Fights
took place for every individual room, and the tanks on the outsids
had to shoot dovn the individual rooms which were pointed out to
them by the Infantry inside. :

Q Did you see Capt. Sievers there at that time?

Yos.

A
Q  Vhat was he doing?
A

I forgot to mantiovn that in the afternoon of the 20th
I v.ra's ir the C.P. of Sievers, in Stoumont, one more time with
Poetschke,  His C.P. was that building which I just mentioned,
and in the cellar of that house I visited a large number of
civilians —- there were several nuns and over a hundred children
there -- and I calmed them domn. I gave Sievers soms -particular
inatx:nutiona concerning the defense.

Q ix&d'wu go to LaGleize after tﬁaé? %
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A Do you mean me, personally, or my troops?

Q Both you and your troops.

A I, myself, as I said previously, had my C.P. about half
way between Stoumont and LaGleize, and since the position had become
much more serious on the 21st, I considered giving up Stoumont. In
the early afternoon of the 2lst, an American major was brought to my
C.P. Simultaneously, the road about one hindred yards away had béen
cut by American troops, Trees had been demolished there -- there were
mines hidden in between them —- and the danger of Stoumont being cut
off became obvious. I saw clearly that the enemy had now perceived
my undefended northern flank, which had been represented by the big
forest between LaGleize and sho;xmont, and I had to expect that
stronger American forces would follow through these troops which had
cut the road. This place, where the place was cut, was eliminated
again with all available messengers, liaison officers and later part
of Prouss! Company. At the same tims I made plans for evacuation of
my main aid station, which was located in the castle. All slightly
wounded persons were taken to LaGleize, and about fifty more severely
wounded, who wers no longer able to be transported,as well as soms 15
A mericans and some medics were left behind there. Since I was faced
with the possibility of being surrounded simulteneously in Stoumont,
laGleize and Ch;noux, I decided to withdraw to LaGleize with all my
troops, while, however, still attempting to keep control of the
bridge southwest of LaGleize, since I had not yet given up hopes of
troops following us from behind. At dusk of the 21st of December
1944, the units withdrew from Stoumont to LaGleize. A severs crisis
which had developed in Cheneux too was cleared up by the perscnal
action of Capt. Diefenthal., At that occasion a Belgian civilian

had beaten in the head of one of my men vith an axe, thereby yelling:

nyive la France's
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Q You spoke about an American Major brought to you. Do
you know what his name was?

A Major McGown.

Q Is that the same Lt. Col. McGown who testified here in
court yesterday?

A Yes.

Q Did you make him your prisoner?

Not I, personally.
Did your unit make him a prisoner?
Yes, he was captured by members of Diefenthalts Battalion,

Q Vihen he was first brought to you, did you interrogate him?

A I pub one or two questions to him, since I was pretty much
in a hurry because there vas severs firing about one hundred msters
away from me on that road block and I had to count on Americans
looking into my apartment any minute. I therefore ordered McGown
to be taken to LaGleize at once, and then participated in the counter-
attack on the road block,

Q Where did you put McGown, Lt. Col. McGown in LaGleize?

A I personally had nothing to do in thls matter at rirst-l,
but rather had him called over to me the first time when I had some
time at my disposal. I had issued an order that he, together with
the other officers were to be separated from the men and be put in
a separate cell. ;

Q Did you have any conversations with him at LaGleize at
that time concerning prisoners of war?

A Yes, 7 l

Q What was said?

LA McGowmn was vex;y much interested inthe question.how we
vould treat PW!s. I could reassure him on that and I told him that
I was no"Genghis Khan", and that furthermore that.went without say-
ing v;ith us.

e
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Q What else was sald?
A I talked with McGovn for a very long tims about different

subjects, and both of us were very glad to find out that front-

line soldiers always spoke the same language.
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Q How many conversations on the subject of prisoners of war
did you have with him?

A I can't say this for sure, but I think that the subject
was mentioned two or three timss.

Q Did you make any arrangements with Col. MoCown concerning
exchange of prisonors of war and wounded?

A Yos.

Q Vhat was that arrangement?

A I might porhaps be permitted to ask something here which
belongs here. Our position in LaGleize had become very difficults
The town itself consists of a few houses only. It is surrounded
by mowntains md offers very excellent artillery observation points
to the enemy. Furthermors, to ths north and west the forest is
very olose to the town and therefore offers very good lines of approach to
infantry. In view of the great ememy artillery superiority, it was
only a matter of days thit tho whnln’ tovn would be shot to rubble.
It wan hardly possible to move in the streets. All squaeres of the
atreets of the town vere under direct machine gun and tank destroyer
fire. Conneoted with that was a very great increase in our own
oasualty rate. The town hardly had any cellars. The few cellars

which were available were used for the prisoners and wounded ex-

to me
olusively, and the priscmers represented a terrific burdeg/at that

time, but it happened oonstantly that the guards who were standing
o;ﬂ:uida the cellars in which the prisoners vere kept, ran away dur=-
ing tho artillery fire. In the evening of the 21st, while inspect-
ing tho lines of combat I saw a number of Americans--I think there
about eight--lying on tho edge of tom, shot., I waen'ty able to

mako any investigatim since it vas dark and firing was going on

very livelys I oontinued on my way to the C.P. of Major Poetschke
and I asked him whether he lmew anything about ﬁ.:oao Am;riaan ‘soldiers

I had soen out there. <And he said, Yu,'they had been shot in oourse

3
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of an enemy attempt to escape during the afternmoon, in ths afternocon
of the 22nde In thos afternoon, in the noon of the 22nd, the enemy
had attn;od with very strong infantry--very strong tank concentra-
tions from ths west--from the east--and Infantry concentrations from
the west. They had penetrated ths outermost houses. The whole tonn
vas filled with fog and the impression cne had was that the infantry
mn were in t‘x"eﬂt of our doors. I myself jumped out of my cellar
with a machine pistol while my adjutant began burning thoe secret mat-
tor«| At that c;eoaniun I saw the whole town full of brown figures

but could not decide whother those were the attackers or the escap-
ing prisoners. In connection with this attack Ppetsohke related the
inoident just mentioned. Until t;mt time I had the intention of
defending the town until the lust msn, sven if no aid would comes
About noon of the 23d I received a mangled radio message from divis-
ion from which I gathered that the combat group which had been sent to
my relisf was not moving forward any more and that, furthermore,highér
headquarters had the wish that I return. I thereupon made the prepar-
ations for a treak. I oalled MoCown over in order.to talk over ths
matter of priscners and casualtiss. And made a writton agreement
with him on those subjects.

Q ¥hat were the provisions of the agreement?

A I established there that I would leave all American pris-
oners behind with the exception of lgjor McCown. He was to acoom-
pany me during the break and the following days I would approach ths
Amsricen lines again with him and at that time tho Americans were
to hand over my wounded men,whom I was leaving behind, to ma. At
ths end of this actimn MoCown was to be sent back to his ovm wnits
again. A captain of an anti-tank oompany who had also been cap-
tured was to give this written a'p'aamant to the Americaen troops womld
had.besen arriving the next day. He vas also put in charge of the

prisonsrs who were remaining behind. ‘I, myself, im: & dootor be~

hing with the wounded.
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Q ¥hat was his name?

A That vas the 2nd Lte Dr. Dittmann.

Q In aocordance with the agreement you have just mentioned,
did you releass the Americen prisoners of war?

A Yes.

Q Khen?

A We broke out of LaGleize at about 1300 a. me the 24th
Dgoember 1946--1 944--and on that occasion we left the vounded as
well as the prisonors behind. And the Ameriosn captain was appoint-
od town commander by me.

Q Did you go to Wanne?

A Yes, I got to Wamme later on.

Q About what time erd what day?

A I got to Vemne at about three o'oclock :ln.ths morning, on
the 25th.

Q What vas your physical condition at that time?

A I myself was slightly voundeds I had a violent heart at-
tack and‘was taken down thers wnconscious.

Q Then and where vere you wounded?

A Thile breaking through the Amricnn main line of resist-
ence which was preoisely west of the Salm.

Q During all these days previously menticned, had you been
without sleep?

A I did not slesp for nine days during the offensives

Q Do you remember anything that took place in Wanne?

A In Wenne I met--I found an aid station of my rogimont
which had been e stablished by my regimental surgeon, )Dr. Sickel.

I was bandaged. there and slept for a short while.
Q VWhat did you do‘ncxﬂ
A The next morning, that is the morning of the 26th of Dg-

cemlg;r. I was ordered to my d;viu_ion GRS
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Q Yhat happened there?

A I had t;.n report the--report what had happened in the oper-
ation which had been concluded, to my dividion commander in presence
of the commanding general, General Priess.

Q Vhere was tho Diviasion Command Post Av'b tht tim?

A The Divisional Command Post was in a little castle about
ten kilometers wist of Wanne--east of Wamne.

Q How long were you at the Division Command Post?

Until noon.

A
Q And after you received your'orders there, what happened?
A

I drove to Blanchs Fontaine from there and established a

command post in the chateau Petit Thier.

Q On what date!

A On December 26.

Q While you were in the chateau Petit Thier on the 25th of
Docember, was an American prisoner brougnt to you at that time?

A Not on the 26th of Dgoemver, but later.

Q On what date%

A I can't say with certainty, but it might have been early in
January; the fourth or fifth of January.

Q Do you remember what his physical condition was when he
was brought to yout

A Yes.

Q What was that condition?

A The msn was half dead. He had severe third degree--was
frozen severely, third degree. Vas completely exhaustsd and starved.

Q  Did you interrogate him?

A Yes.
Q What happened?
A The ‘man yas brought' in to’r'm, this being"done by two men «
» who v;x:s'uuppo:‘ving him.to h;.n loft an’d righte In my q‘piniroz'x, 'bhsra;'
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' was a third man in the room. I thon had a chair put under him
sinoe he could not stand up and asked him a fow questions.

Q ¢ Then what happened?

A Then I offeredhim a éignretta and a oup of coffes, but
the man was in no condition to either smoke or drink. I heard--I
estabiished from him that he had been hiding in tho woods near
here for two weeks and that he had there been a first gun on a machine
gwme I asked him where the machine gwn was, but the man was barely
able to talk, it was more like barking than like talking what oams
out of him. I then asked my regimental surgeon who was present what
wo would do with the poor fellow, whether we should put him in the
hospital, which was located in the same houss. My rogimntal sur-
geon, by a--cast a brief glance at his hands which were wounded--
full of wounds, end shook his head and said,"There is not much senss
in that any more; there is not much purpose in thati eny more.”

Q Then what happened?

A Ioan't quote the words with certainty any more but I
think that it was like this, that my surgeon determinod that tho man
would not be able to stend being moved to the hospitel. That, how-
ever, would have been necessary, since amputation was apparently
necessary. Therefore he said he would put him in the aid station
at first. I thereupon ordered him to take the man out and to see
to tne rest of it. Afterwards I still talked to:my officers who were
present, which were my adjutant and Major Poetsohke, about the extra-
ordinary effort and energy of that manjand the atmosphore pervading
t‘ns whole room was one of pitye

Q Vias the accused Gruhle present at that +ime?

Yase
Did youhave any oaversation with him avout the prisoner?

‘Not ‘0 my knowledge.

Vas the acoused Wichmann thore?
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I didn't ses him and I don't remember him.
Did you order that priscner of war shot?
No.

Q Have you heard ths testimony in this oase ooncerning the
acoused Kuehn at Lutre Bois on the 31lst of Decembert

A Yes/

Q At tne time of the incident tastified about, was Kuelm an
of'ficer, or was ne an enlistsd man?

A I removed Lt. Kuehn from his official position on about
the 218t of December for cowardice before ths enomy, since he had
loft his platoon in a position of orisis in Stoumont.

Q On the 3lst of December what rank did he hold?

A He personally had his own rank yet, since I was not in the
position to demote him, but he wn’ serving as an enlisted man in his
unite

Q Do you remamber the written statemnt received in evidence
of the acoused Hennecke, Prosecution's Exhibit P-78, on page 1004
of the record?

A Yeose

Q Do you remember that in that statement he referred to the
fact that you ordored a shooting detail or an execution detailt Do
you Imow anything about that?

A Yes. :

Q Vhat do you know about that?

A On the 22nd of December a m:’uber of the 9th Panzer Grena-
disr company took an 88 ins ignia off during a momsnt of severs orisis
and there was a suspiolon of his desorting. I thsrsupon ordered
that this man bo shot summarily. I also ordered an execution detail--

a shooting detail to be organized--I don't Jmow whethor I gave tnis

' order to Rumpf or Hemnecke. Ths shooting was to ocour at noon. It

‘ was delayed ‘by the Americen attack end the man n‘a shot in the even-

ing in la G}aiu by a summary court. Through a summary courte
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(¥hereupon a conference bstwesn Prosocution,

Dafense Cownael and the Court was had outside the hearing of the
- roporter.)

DEFENSE CUUNSEL (Lt. Cole Dwinnel): No furthor questionse

PROSECUTION: If the Court ploase, I would like to inquire,
inasmuch as the accused has branded the statoments of many of ::}ﬂé}:o-
cused false, if any of the other defense ocounsel will examine this
acoused?

DEFENSE COUNSEL: May it please the Court, the redirect
examination--there will be no oross examination on benhalf of the
other defense counsel, and the redirect examination, it is antici-
patad that Dr. Leer will conduct thate

PROSECUTION: If the court plsa’as the acoused testified
from some notes this morning. I intend to use those in my cross-
examination and I would like to roquest Chief Defense Counsel to get
these notes and hold them so that he will have them in the morning.

DSFENSE COUNSEL: Ve have no objections

LAW MEMBER: Just so you guarantes the notss will be here
in the morning.

DSFENSE COUNSEL: Do you have the notes?

WITNESS: Yes.

DIFENSE COWNSEL: They will be delivered.
PRESIDENT: Anything else?

FROSECUTION: Nothing else.

PRESIDENT: THe court will adjourn wuntil 083U tomorrow

(Yhereupon ths Court at 1500 hours adjouwrned.)




CAMP DACHAU, GERMANY
22 JUNE 1946

LORNING SESSION

(Vmereupon the court reconvened at 0830 hours.)

PRESIDENT: Court will come to order.

PROSEDUTION: Let the record show that all members of
the court, all members of the prosecution with the exception of
Lt. Col. Cravford and Captain Shumacker, who arc absent on business
for the prosecution, and Captain Byrne,who has been excused on verbal
orders of the Commanding General, all of the defensec, with the
exception of Dr. Leiling, who is absent on business for the defense,
all of the defendants and the reporter are present,

DEFENSE COUNSEL: The defense recalls the accused,
former Colonel Joachim Peiper. You may cross-examine.

JOACHIM PEIPER, one of the accused, resumed the stand
and testified further through an interpreter as follows:

CROSS=-EXAMINATION
QUESTIONS BY PROSECUTION:
Q Peiper, you speak and understand English, don't you?

Yes,

You read and undsrstand English, don't you?

Yes.

You believe in the sanctity of an oath, don't you?

Yes.

Q Isn't it a fact that you didn't surrender to the

Anericans on the capitulation and that you tried to go home Qnd
was, apprehended within 20 kilometers of your home?

A Yes.

Q That you had several comrades with you when you were
apprehanded,‘ isn't that true?

A | Yes,

(Peipox; ~ Cross)



http:Americo.ns
http:surrenc!.or
http:interpret.er
http:reoum.ed

Q And that you had been carrying a weapon previous to
your apprehension but that you disposed of it when you saw you
were going to be captured?

A Yes.

Q You went into the Headquarters of the Reichsfeuhrer
in August 1938 as an Aide to the Adjutant, didn't you?

A Yes.

Q Then in 1940 you became Adjutant of the Headquarters
of the Reichsfeuhrer?

A One of the Adjutants.

Q And in that capacity you became quite well acquainted
with Himmler?

Yes,

A
Q In other words, you were his Adjutant, isn't that true?
A

One of his Adjutants,

Q Now, on direct testlmony you stated that you were a
Military Adjutant; as a matter of fact, you were more than just a
Military Adjutant, weren't you?

A Yes, I already stated that I was an Adjutant of the
Waffen SS and, furthermore, I was -- I belonged to a party, a
personal party who accompanied him.

Q It's a fact, isn't it, that you accompanied Himmler
on inspections that were of a character other than military?

A Yes.

Q And, as ;matter of fact, didn't you accompany Himmler
on an inspection vhere the first gassing axpor:l.menta.on living
objects were conducted?

A Yes.,

: Q And isn't it also the truth that you made a rather

lengthy x-upoi-t when'you were confined at Ober Ursel about these  «,

gassing experiments?

(Peipér - Croas)
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A

Q
about the

A

Q

Not a long report, only a very short one.

You have listened to the testimony here in the court
famous Ghingis Khan?

Yes.

Isn't it a fact that you have told Lt. Perl that it was a

gort of a hobby of Himmler's to inculcate to the SS the idea of

fighting like Ghingis Khan?

A
Q

substance:

No.
Didn't you also tell Lt. Perl that Himmler has said in

upyramids of skulls have to impress the enemy and create

panic amongst them."?

A

Q
fighting?

A

Q

you were put into one of the cells that your comrades called the

No.

Do you deny that Himmler advocated such measures of

Yes, absolutely.

Now, you said when you came to Schwaebisch Hall, I believe;—

death cell", is that correct?

Yes.
How long did you stay there?
Six days.

And isn't it a fact that you were moved prior to the 10th

of December and put into a hospital cell?

A

(Pe}.per -

Yes.

And how long did you stay in that hospital cell?

For about three months. |

And then where were you moved to?

Then I came in one of the ordinary cells of the jail.
Viere you alone when you were in this ordinary cell?
‘At.'-l‘i_:tl'st, yes.. Later on I got company.

Tho was the company you had?’

1969
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Q

The former Adjutant of the First Battalion, Lt. Fischer.

And now I presume you remember what was in that hospital

cell, don't you, when you were in it?

A

you?
A

lay I ask you whether you are talking about the furniture?
I am.

Yes.

What was in there?

There was a bed, a night table, a chair, and a toilet.

You had a typewriter for some time in there too, didn't

Yes, I had a typewriter at my disposal in order to reduce

my defense statement to writing,

Q

How many statements have you made since you have been in

American custody?

A

o > O = O O P O P O

=

I believe it vas under oath.

Q

A
Q
A

I can't tell you vith certainty -- about éight.
Well, vhere did you make the first one?

In Freising.

When ’did you make 1t?

In the beginning of September, 1944,

And vho interrogated you there?

_ There were three officers whose names I did not lmow.

Did you ever see them again?

One of them I saw again twice.

Ythere did you see him?

Once in Ober Ursel, once in Schwaebisch Hall.

Was this statement sworn to that you made in Freising?
That was not a statement; that was an interrogation report.
Were you sworn before you wvere questioned?

I believe so. ,

Did you tell the tiuth?-

Saite

Yes.

(Peiper - Cross)
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A

How were you treated when you were in Freising?

Well, that's another story. I was not treated as a

Colonel prisoner of war but I was not treated as a War Criminal

either.
Q
A

A
Q
A

Did you make any more statements at Freising?
Yes. ;

Was that statement under oath?

Yes.

Vho did you make that statement to?

I can't tell you for sure. The gentleman who took the

statenent at that time was introduced as Lt. Perl; later on I found

out that his name was Lt. Guth; what his name in reality is, I

don't know.

Q

Was this statement .dated before or after the statement

that these three officers took?

It was before the statement with the three officers.

Did you tell Lt. Guth the truth?

Yes.

Did you give any more statements at Freising?

As far as I can remember, no.

Well, where did you make your next statement?

Orally or in writing?

Orally or in writing, where did you make the next state-

In Ober Ursel. 5

Did you tell the truth there?

Yes,

Well, did you make & written statement in Ober Ursel?
No. i g

When;wag ‘the next time you gave a stabemeﬁt;? i

In“ Schwaebisch Hall, S :

(Peiper - Cross)
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Q Were you interrogated previous to going to Schwaebisch
Hall?

A I was not interrogated; it was only a conversation I had
with Zuffenhausen.

Q Did you tell the truth there?

A We did not talk about the truth.

Q Now, how many statements did you make in Schwaebisch Hall
that were reduced tc writing?

A The three statements which are introduced here in evidence
and, in addition to that, two more I believe.

Q Well, were those statements the truth?

A As I already stated yesterday -- no.

Q Well, which ones weren't true.

A Out of the three statements vhich were introduced in
evidence here, the ones from the 2lst of larch and from the 26th

of March. As to the other statements I cannot tell you at the

moment because I am not sure vhat their contents are.

Q Were you sworn when you signed these other statements?

A Yes.

Q Well, you wouldn't have signed them if they weren't true,
would you?

A I already stated, I already explained yesterday why I
signed them which was the situation when I signed them,

Q Well, you told me I thought here earlarthis morning you
believed in the sanctity of an oath?

A Yes.

Q Do you mean to tell me now that you don't believe in the
sanctity of an oath?

A I believe in the sanctity of an oath if its taken under

fair conditions, but not if 'an oath is taken under false c.dndition:?

.and under pretext-of false facts énd under pressure., . ¢

(Pueiper « Cross)
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Q

Now, you said you made two other statements that weren't

introduced Here; vhen were those statements given?

A
April.

Q
A
Q
A

Q

I gave them towards the end of March and the beginning of

Well, now, did you ever make a statement here in Dachau?
Ho.

You're prett.y sure about that?

I only gave interrogation reports to the defense.

You're sure you didn't sign a statement for the prosecution

here in Dachau?

A
Q
A

Yes.
You signed a statement here in Dachau for the prosecution?

No.

(Peiper - Cross)
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Q As a matter of fact, if I handed you a statement
that bore a Dachau date the 25th of April, would that change
your answer any?

A No.

Is that your handwriting? Is that your signature?
Yes.

What date is that signed and where?

25th of April 1946

Whereabouts?

Dachau.

Is that statement true?

Yay I read through 1t?

It is sworn to, is it not?

, Yes.

You belisve in the sanctity of an oath, do you not?

;Yeﬂ.

Q
A
Q
A
Q
A
Q
A
Q.
A
Q
A
Q

Was this signed under any pressure?

S

I tell you first I must have an opportunity to
get acquainted with the contents.

Q 5 If the contents are not damaging it is true and
if the contents are damaging then it is not true, is that
correct?

A I never was afraid of any damage.

Q Do'you usually read statements before you sign

A Yes. lay I say something with reference to this
statement?
: PROSECUTION:. 'I will bring it out on questioning.

If it is not fully brought out thaq you can go ahead and let
. B

(Peiper-Cross)
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your Defense Counsel clear it up on redirect. I think that
is satisfactory to the Court, is it not?

LAW MIMBER: So he has an opportunity to say
whatever he wants to say.

PROSECUTICN: Let him say it now., Let us give
him full opportunity.

THE WITNESS: This statement was not signed by
me here but counsel of the Prosecution thought it was im-
portant that I was put under oath afterwards. Therefore, I
only was sworn here in Dachau after the statement was already
given. That was already signed before that.
QUESTIONS BY PROSECUTION:

Q You knew the contents of the statement, did you

Yes,
Do you remember now whether it is true or not?
I must repeat I should have an opportunity to re-
read it first.
Q Yesterday, I think you testified on direct
examination t‘hat Hardick made some s tatement that they
would kill prisoners of war because they would be granted
no pardon if they were captured. In substance I believe
that is true, is it not?
A Would you re-read this question, please?

PROSECUTION: Will you read the question, please,

Uiss Reporter?

(Whereupon the question was read by the reporter.)
THE WITNESS: I stated yesterday Hardick made

an expression towards me wherein he explained to me thut

(Peiper-Cross)
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they would not give any pardon because they would be shot in
the same manner if they would happen to fall in enemy's hands
and that they were put into operation under the same conditions
as the British Commando undertakings.

QUESTIONS BY PROSECUTION:

Q I will read this paragraph in the statement of
yours which is dated 25 April, wherein you were referring to
your conversation with Hardick.

A 21st or 25th?

Q 25th of April, (Reading):

"To my question of what he would do with prisoners,
he answered, 'We do not give pardon. If we get caught
we will also be bumped off,!"

Is that true?

A Yes.

Q I will read the last paragraph of this statement
of the 25th of April: (Reading)

"Hardick fell on the first day of the offensive,
His combat group was not under me but directly under
the -Panzer Brigade 13 (Mssion Greif), which to my
knowledge again was placed directly under the lst
S5 Panzer Corps. The commander on Mjssion Greif was
Sturmbannfuehrer Skorzeny,"

Is that paragraph true?

A This paragraph is true. However, I must say that
I cannot make a certain statement as to whose co;mnander
Skorzeny actually was, if under the command of the Corps or
the Army or the Fuehrer directly.

Q Was the Fuehrer a commanding officer in this

(Peiper-Cross)
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a 1oﬁg statem.tan)t‘ detracts ‘i‘yrom its authenticity?

campaign?

A The Fuehrer was the chief of the German Wehrmicht.

Q Was Hardick responsible to you at any time dux.'ing
the campaign?

A No.

Q Who was he responsible to?

A Later on I found out that Hardick was assigned
by the Fuehrer directly — correction —- I am talking about
Skorzeny,

Q Hardick was operating with you, was he not?

A In a larger sense, yes, but he was not under
my command and he had only the mission to attach his unit to
my column as far as the marching technique was concernad
during the first part of the offensive.

Q You outranked him, did you not?

A Yes.

Q Is it customary in the German Army for the senior
officer to have command when there is more than one element
together -- more than two units together?

A That does not apply to this case.

Q : If you saw Hardick kill an American prisoner of:
war you could have stopped him, could you not?

A I could not have prevented it after he was already
dead.

Q If you saw him lining a prisoner of war up to get
ready to shoot him, you could have stopped him, could you not?

A Certainly.

Q I forgot to ask you'a question. Do you think -ithat'.

<

ALV A If you write it yourself, no.

(Paiper—crgss) 1917
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Q Do you think a long statement that was given
in question and answer form would detract from its
authenticity?

A That might be the case if after I dictated for
several hours the strength of both the partners is exhausted,
then the recollections mist suffer.

Q Do you suppose if a long statement was taken over
a period of two days would meke it untrue?

A No.

Q Do you think a statement that was 67 pages long
and taken over a period of two days would be untrue or lack
authenticity?

A That depends on the circumstances under which it
was taken. If three officers swap during the interrogation
and interrogate an individual man for six or eight hours
without any interruption, there i1s an unequal distribution
of strength.

Q Do you mean to imply by that that the statement
that you gave at Freising, which yousaid is true is now
untrue?

A With the exception of soms details which in
the meantime have been changed according to a better recol-
lection, no.

Q Vhat details would you say have been changed by
a better recollection?

A That was a very long interrogation report and
furthermore, the first one which got me into connection with
the lMalmedy i‘ncident. At i‘:‘irst.\I would have to read it very.
exactly :i.n o'rd-gr,to find’ q}untradici:ionaA which could have

occurred at thai time and which datﬂa to my better Imowledge

(Peiper-Cross )
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of the situation could te changed.

Q In other words, anything that would bte damaging
would be untrue and anything that was not damaging would be
true, is that the situation?

A I already said before that I personally do not
care at all what could do me any harm or what was not damaging
to me.

Q Yesterday you testified from these notes and I
believe you said you prepared them right after you had talked
to Iieutenant Perl in Zuffenhausen?

A Yes., Turthermore, in Freising, where I wrote the
conversation with Mr, Paul which I did not mention yesterday.
I do not think you are interested in my reading the s tory
with Lieutenant Perl.

Q If you think it will do you any good I have no
objection to your reading it.

A In substance it is the same which I was told by
First Lieutenant Perl.

Q Did you make the notes about’ your interrogation by
Nr, Paul right after he interrogated you?

A Yes, I thought they were very noticegble and took
.the notes down right immediately after that.

Q In gherursal you took the notes down right after
you were interrogated?

A I did not take any notes down in Oberursal,

Q Does it not say, "It was alleged that McCown was
in my presence mistreated and threatened by me with a pistol"

- is that not in your, _r}éﬁes?- .

‘A ' Thatis in my notes, yeé.

Q Vhen did you write that?

(Peiper- Cross)
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Q That appears before the notes on Zuffenhausen,
How did that get in there ahead of Zuffenhausen if you wrote
it here in Dachau?

A At that time in Freising, as well as in Zuffen-
hausen I took dovm notes about the conversation with lst
Lieutenant Perl and Mr, Paul, Those notes were on little
slips of paper which I carried on me and all those notes I
rewrote here in Dachau on these two sheets of paper and in
addition, set down some other notes which I took from my
memory and which I wanted to use for mydefense since in addition
to my defense statements which are in the pqssussiun of Mr.
Progecutor, I thoug;hh it was advisable to take dovn some
notes to my defense on my own.

Q In other words, you did not write that at
Zuffenhausen, that plece of paper that you hold in your hand,
did you?

A No, I did not write this piece of paper in
Zuffenhausen,

Q Where did you keep these little pieces of paper

* that you had all these notes on?

A I always kept them in a book or in my sleeve,'’
The guards wanted to take them away from me but when I
directed their attention to the fact that they were very

important for the Prosecution they left them with me.

Q Did you not testify yesterday that it was so
dark in that cell in Zuffenhausen you could not see?

A . It was not that dark that I'couldn't see at all

== no, it was not that darik. Furthermore, there was a hole

(Peiper-Cross)
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| T #234-SR-6/22-8 in the door through which light from the outside could enter
| the room and I would write in front of this hole or play
chess.

Q Is' it not true that as a matter of fact these
notes that you have prepared, or the substance of these
notes about what Lieutenant Perl told you in Zuffenhausen,
wherein you state that there the sons of two influential
persons, one economist and one senator, .who were killed,
that since you have been right here in Dachau and prior to
the 16th of May you have attributed that statement to Lisutenant
Guth and it was made to you at Freising? :

A I do not understand the question.

PROSECUTION: Will you read the question, Miss
Reporter?
(Whereupon the question was read by the reporter.)
THE WLTNESS: I cannot understand the question,
PROSECUTION: I will withdraw that question.
DR. LEER: MNay I ask the Chief Prosecutor to put
the question in such’a manner that it is understandable?
PROSECUTION: I will withdraw and we will start
over again.
QUESHbNS BY PROSECUTION:

Q As a matter of fact, didn't the statement that you
say. Lieutenant Perl made to you at Zuffenhausen, namely, that
the sons of two influential persons, one a senator's and one

an economist's son, were killed in Malmedy and that you have

previously stated.in Dachau‘prior to the ‘16th of Uay 1946 that
_this statement was"made. o you by Lieutenant Guth in Freising?
A ° No. I might remind you, Lieutenant Colonel, ‘of -

oie
(Paiper-Cross)
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the fact that on the 7th or Bth of December, 1945, when you
visited me in my cell in Schwaebisch Hall, I told you the
contents of the conversation I had with lst Iieutenant Perl
and that you told me at that time you would be very sorry
and that Ijeutenant Perl did not have any authority to make
such utterances and that I should not pay any attention to
them.

Do you have anything else you want to remind me

A At this moment no.

Q I believe you testified yesterday that you did not
have a chance to read your statement dated 21 March 1946,
Prosecution Exhibit P-11. Is that true? I hand you Prosecution
Exhibit P-11 and ask you whose handwriting it is?

A My om handwriting.,

Q Did you sign it?

A Yes.

Q Vhose initials appear by the corrections that are in
this statement?

A My initials.

Q You knew the contents of that statement when you
signed it, did you not?

A In outlines, yes.

Q And you knew the contents‘when you made those
changes that you have initialed, did you not?.

A Hot in detail and for that reason I immediately
asked to be allowed to rg—read- it.

Q Do yow mean 0 'say when you write something domn |

you do not know what it "is?

. nt

(Peiper-Cross)
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Tk #23L4-SR-622-10 - A If I write something dovm voluntarily I usually
know what I am writing.
Q Did you know in this instance?
A I already described yesterday how this statement
was made.
Q I asked you if you knew what iluu viere writing dovn?
A Yes.
Q You imply that you were defrauded into the making
a.nd the signing of this statement Prosecution Exhibit P-11
but you went ahead and signed two more statements after that,
did you not?
End tk #23L A Yes.

Sylvia H
follows
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Q Now, why did you sign those two statements? If you wero
defrauded into signing the first one, why didn't you demand that you
get the first one back?

A I elready Btu.bed yesterday that I repeatedly asked to be
allowed to read the statemont of the 21st of March. And as to the
other two statements, I stated that the statoment of the 28th is
true and that tho statement of the 26th of March was made under cir-
cumstances under which I had to beliove through pretext or false
facts that my owm comrades betrayed me, and that I was very disgusted
and it did not matter, and it did not make my differonce to me, and
that I told Lt. Perl he could dictate everything, I would sign every-
thinge

Q How does it happen that it makes a difference to you now
when you were disgusted then? :

A The reason for this‘ is that todgy I was able to find out
that thecomradeship, which at that time I believed to have dis-
appeared, 15 not an empty illusion, and that my opinion which I had
at that time could only be oroat:tad that all of us were played against
each other, and that my comrades had been forced to testify against
me. This knowledge which I had here in Dachau made it my duty to
testify clear and distinctly, and to tell how conditions were in
reality so that the German people would learn who we were in reelity

and thot we fought for our Fatherland for six years desperately and

' fanatically.

Q I hend you your stdement dated the 26th of March, which
is Prosecution Exhibit No. 125, and ask you whose hendwriting that
is in?

A In my own handwritinge

Q Did you sign it?

A- Yes.

(Feiper - Cross)
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Did you meke those corrections that appear therein?
Yes.,
Are those your initials thot appear by those corrections?
Yes.
Q Did you make those corrsctions without knowing the contents
of that stetement?
A Yes. .
Q In other words, you made the corrections without reading the
statement?
A i{o.
Q Well, what do you mean then. I thought that is what you
said,
INTERPRETER: That was a misteke. That was a misteke in
the interpretation.
A I said it was my handwriting, it was there wi.th my correc-
tions, and I knew what I wrote down and what I signed.
Q Now, you testified yesterdsy on direct examination ebout
Lt Kremm - who was e witness in this case for the Prosecution - end
in reply to this quaatio‘m "Did you hear him tostify thet he was
present at the Regimental meeting referred to?", you replied, "Yes",
I hend you the record of Kramm's testimony und“ ask you to find where
he 8o testified.
A It doesn't sey anything about that on this pages
Q Well, you can look'nt the record es much &8s you want; you
ere not restricted to one page.
A That will teke a pretty long time, to read the whole record,
Q Well, if you went to, wo will give it to your Defense
counsel and see if they con find it for you. i

A Yee,

(i{hgre;upgxxi‘_ti?é'?rbueoutiun hended the document o the Defunsﬁ.)

(Peiper - cr-oss) .
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Q Now, yesterday, on direct exemination, with reference to
the order of the day of Dietrich's, I believe you said that the
words "humen inhibitions" was in Dietrich's statemont, end that
wies the first time you had ever seon it. AS o matter of fact,
didn't you use that expression yourself without either seeing it
in Dietrich's statement or in Lt. Porl suggesting it to you?

A No. »

Q Hf:-n, you testified yesterday nbout being confronted with
Gruhle and other accused in this case. You remembor also, don't
yoy, thet when you confronted Knittel in the presence of lir. Thon
you told Knittel that he should confess as you haed told everything?
Did you defreud Knittel when you told him thet? '

A That did not occur in this menner. :

Q ¥ell, how did it occur?

A I repeetedly told Mr. Ti’lﬂﬂ that I thought thet I considered
it far beneath the dignity of tho German Major to lock him up in such
a punishment cell, and I asked him - Thon - repeatedly vhether lajor
Knittel could not got out of this cell, but since at thet time he
had not miade any statemonts, this request was not grented. One day
Mr. Thon said to me, "Don't you went to sey hello to your old com=
rade, Knittel?", end I said, "Of course, with pleasure". The door
of Knittelts 0’511 was opened, I greeted Knittel end he nsked me what!s
going on around here, Thereupon Mr. Thon said to Knittel, "Go shoad,
ask Pelper - we know everything". Thereupon Knittel esked me, "Did
you testify", and I said, "Yes". And he asked me, "What do they
know?", end I said, MVell, they know more than we". Thereupon the

door was closed agein.

Q Isn't 11': trus that you told Enittel to confess?

A I would not teke such a responsibility upon me.
.

Q You also remembar, don.'t you, that when you end Lt. Perl:

(Peiper - Cms€)




wiere discusning’ Frouss! cese, that you told Lt. Porl if you were
left elone with Preuss you could breek him, didn't you?

A No, that's not true at all,

Q And didn't Lt. Perl then tell you that he would have to
get my consent before he could put you together with Preuss alono?

A Thet is correct, yes. §

Q And isn't it also true that Lt. Perl ceme beck to you end
told you that I would not consent to you end Preuss being left alone
togother?

A Yes, but there was another reason.

Q It couldn't heve b’een the reason, because of the Ritterkreuz,
could it?

A That was only the resson, about the Knight's Cross.

Q And isn't it also true that after Lt. Perl came back to you
and told you what I hed said, thet you then confronted Preuss in the
prosence of Lt. Perl, end you told Preuss that: "They know all about
theld1ling of the flier", and that Preuss then confessed the killing
and also the teking of the flier's ring -- isn't that true?

A Yes, that ls correct,. ‘

Q Now isn't this also true, that in your oral interrogation
you said substentially the following with respect to prisoners of war
at LeGleize, that if you had released several hundred prisoners of war,
"the next day they would be fighting egainst us: What would my Commender
say sbout this, if I had done it", end that this wasn't put into your
statement because you protested egainst it. Isn't that true?

A I cenuot remember anything about the protest, ond Il said the
followings I had decided to keep LnGleize until the last men, up to
the 23rd at noon, end I told my Commanders, if all of us should perish
here, our prisoners-are not-going to survive .us, since I thought it was

inpossible that 21l of us wa;xld ‘die here and on the next day a h\m‘c.lrad

.
. and fifty Americens would got new weapons end fight ageins% the German

(Peiper - Cross) X
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Army. I could not take the responsibility for that towards my
Commanders

Q How do you account for the fact that all of your Company
Commanders and many of your Platoon leaders held meetings before
this offensive began, and told their troops to' Id11 prisoners of
war and allied civilians if it hadn't been ordered by somsone?

A I heard the testimony of the Company Commanders here‘ and
I also heard the testimony of the enlisted men, and furthermore I
had collected large experience in Schwasbisch Hall, and once Lt.
Perl told me that: "The chain is always as strong as the weakest
link", and so it was clear to'me that our chain had been rolled up
from the end. And furthermore, it was clear to me that evegone
was looking for some protection and for some straw, and aince. the
men were constantly told, "You couldn't have done it on your own,
you must have had an order", it is very understandable that drown-
ing young men seize this —- grasp this straw and allow that such
an order was suggested to him.

Q Now, were all your men so undisciplined that they killed
prisoners of war without orders?

A During combat scmtms there are situations about which
one cannot talk on the green table.

Q Now, Peiper, I asked you if your men wsre so undisciplined

" that theypilled prisoners of war without orders. Can you answer
. that question without talking about green tables?

A That dossn't have anything to do with d.iacipl:l.ne.

Q Viell, I'1l ask the question again. Were your men so
undisciplined that they would kill prisoners of war without orders?
Can you answer that "yes" or '"no'? ) {

A No, this question dgban'£ have anything to do with discipline,
and for this reason I cannot Ahswe.r'it with "yes!" or '"no%. :

Q Yell, were your men so ill trained in the rules of the

(Peiper - Qross)
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Geneva Convention that they killed prisoners of war without orders?

A In the answer on that question, it is the same as on the ;
questions before. During combat there are desperate situations, .
the answer to which is given out very fast to main reactions and
which do not have anything to do with education and training.

Q Well, is there anything desperate about a situation where

you line a hundred or a hundred and fifty men, prisoners up, in the

pasture vr'ithout arms, and there is no enemy in the vicinity and
you are still advancing without opposition, and these prisoners are
shot? Is there anything desperate about that?

DEFENSE (LT. COL. DWINELL: Just a minute, pleass, before
you answer that question. I realize counsel, in cross examining
the accused, has a great deal of latitude, but I believe that the
questions propounded now goes to the proof. Counsel is assuming a
state of facts in asking this question, which state of tacts are
the very issues in this case, therefore, I object to the question.

PROSECUTICN: If the Court please, this accused has testi-
fied to desperate situations. I am just trying to find out what he
considers a desperate situation.

DEFENSE (LT. COL. DWINELL): But in asking the witness to
describe what he means by a desperate situation, counsel is not
merely putting a hypothetical question but is asking questions con-
cerning the very facts that are at issue in this case.

LAV MEMBER: The Court will reserve the decision on the
objection until after the recess.

PRESIIENT: The Court will recess until ten-thirty.

(Whereupon at 1000 hours the Court recsssed.)

(Peipers: Cross) . -
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(VWhereupon the Court reconvened at 1030 hours.)

 PRESIDENT: Take seats. The Court will coms to orders
PROSECUTION: If the Court pluae,l let the record show
+that all membors of the Court, all mombers of the Proseoution with
the exception of Lt. Cols Crawford end Mpe Elowitz, who are abaent
on business of the Prosecution, and Capt. Byrne, who has been ex-~
oused by order of ths Commanding General, all members of the Defense
‘\\;ﬂch the exception of Capte. Narvid and Dr. Hertzkorn, who are absent
on business of the Defense, all of tho Defendants, and the Reporter
are present.
DEFENSE COUNSEL: The Defense recalls the accused, former
Colonel Joachim Peiper.
(Whereupon Joachim Peiper, one of ths accused, resumsd
the stand and testified further through an interproter, as follows: )
TAW MEMBER: Is there any further argument on the question?
DIFENSE COWNSEL: Nothing further at this times
LAW ¥EM¥BIR: The Court desires to know whather or not the
question was propounded as a hypothetical i;ueation'l
PROSECUTION: It was propounded as a hypothetical qusstion,
but if the Court prefers that ve use some othor oxample, ve are guite
readily agreeable to doing so.

LAV MEMBER: The Court would profer a hypothetical question.

CROSS  EXAMINATION
QUESTIONS BY PROSECUTION: ;
Q Peiper, is there enything desperate about a situation
where wnarmsd prisoners of war aro wnder guard and lined up and
shot, where there is no enemy ruiai.;umw present?

A No.

Q  You stated ‘on direct examination ysutsxjda.y. that ost of your

Panzer troops wore black leather uniforms, didn't you?

A I said most of tho orow of ‘the combat vehicles.

(P;iper - oross¥. ' I 1330




Q Woll, those that were not wearing black wniforms, wat did
they wear?

(Dofense Cownsel Capt. Narvid entered and took his seats)

A The members of my regiment all had black combat uniforms
and the members of the ocombat vehiocles almost exclusively wore black
leather wniforms, the exceptions to that were mombers of the 9th
Pioneer Company, who were wearing grey wniforms.

Q That is not quite what I was trying to get at. You said
most all of these Panzer troops wore black leathor uniforms. Those
that didn't wear black leathsr wniforms, what did they wear?

A Mgmbers of my regiment, with tho exception of thes 9th
Fangzor Pioneer Company, all wore black uniforms end all the orows of
the combat vehicles vore a black leather wmiform on top of thate

Q Diefenthal's 3rd Battalion and the 2nd Gronadier Regiment,
that was attached to you during the campaign, wasn't it?

A Yes.

What did they woar?

Q
A They were wearing gray wniforms.
Q

Now you rode with Disfenthal quite & "lot during this offen-

sive, didn'g you?

A Yos.

Q Did he wear a yellow ocolored jacket at tho orossroads on
the 17th of Dgcombor, 1944?

A Yos.

Q On direct examination yesterday what time did you testify
that it was when you entered Honafeld on the 17th of Dacember, 19441

A I think I said seven o'olocke

Q Wll, is that wna;: you say now?
A Yes.
Q  You testified ypnterd:ay thé't_ you were %old about soms subse-

- quent fighting in ﬁnuu\sld.“ Ymo told you ;bout ;1:1
Q = .

b

(Peiper - oross}
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A I heard about this from Lt. Col. von Vesternhagen, or from
my adjutant, or from Capt.Nuska. Later, I also think from my divis-
ional commander.

Q Did they tell you about any prisoners of war being killed
in Honsfeld?

A No.

Q Do you remember the buildings and the terrain around Hons=-
fold and in Honsfeld?

A No. I only drove throughe

Q Vigll, when you left Honsfeld, do you remember the graveyard
on the right hand side of the road?

A No.

Q Did you kill the prisoners of war that wore lying opposite
the graveyard in that pasture, where the statements in this case
have placed Hammerer and Goldscnmidt®

A I now nothing of thate

Were you present vwhen they were killed?
No.

Do you Jmow who killed them?

No.

Q I belisve you said yestsrday that you saw oivilians firing

from the windows in Buéllingen; is that trus?

A Yeos.

Q How did you lmow they were oivilians and not American sol-
dlers?

A I have had some rich a;rpsrisnoa in this field and a sharpened
eyssight.

Q How olose were you to these people that wero firing from
the windows?

A I was driving right past thsse houses undernsath the win-

“dows « "I had o get my hsad down several ﬂmo[n and I saw f.habu psvpfs .

(Peiper - oross)
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shoot. Also saw and heard the bullets hit my vehiole.

Q How were they dressed?

A These wore people which one could see only for an instant.
They ,usually wore civilian head gear end a civilian jacket, but I
can't give any details.

Q Did you see eny BU year old women firing at you from the
windows there in Buellingen? L

A ; In thoso short moments I had no oocoasion to determine the
age of the persons firing.

Q Did you see any one-year old baby firing at you from the
windows in Buellingen?

A' No, not even in Rusasia did I ses any one-year old babies
firing.

Q Now you testified about seeing somo prisoners of war as you
were approaching Busllingen; is that true?

A Yes.

Q Could they ba the sams ones that Jaeckel in his statement
says that he fired ont

A I don't remember the testimony of Jasokel so well in my
mONOry.

Q Now I beliove you tastified yssterday about a Major Tau-

" bert and his parachute battalion. How far did he acoompany you'

A The majority of the battalion remained in Homsfeld. I
talked to Taubert parsonally and some of his men about one kilometer
vost of Honsfsld end about one company which had forgotten to dis-
mwnt from our tanks drove with us through Stoumont and LaGleize.
and remained with m until the next day whan we returnsd to our own
line.

Q You are pretty sure this company followed you on into
Stoumont and LaGleize?

- A ‘ Yes.

You never made a statemsnt under oath bi; they remainod bohind
in Honafeld, did you! %

(Peiper - oross)s 1993
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A I testified that the parachuts battalions remained behind
in'Honsfeld.

I believe you testified yesterday that you entered Buellingen

" arownd 0800 to 0930-hoursy is that correot?

A Yes.

Couldn't have bsen eight o'clook, oould it?

Q
A I cennot give those things with any certainty any more.
Q

Tell, you testified yesterday under oath that it was be-
tveen nine and nine-thirty, though; didn't you?

A Idid not testify under oath yesterday.

PROSECUTION: Oh, I beg your pardom. That is right, you
are not under oath.

Q Now, Péiper, I hand you a statement which says: "Invosti-
gation, Hlln;edy oase, W.CeB., File No. 624, Examination of Joachim
Poiper,prisondr of war, 25, 26 August, 1946, in Froising, Germany."
And I-ask you to take a look at page 36 and toll m whose signature
appears therson?

A That is my signature.

Was that statemsnt sworn to?

Yes.

And on what datet '

January 4, 1946.

Is there a certificate of the intsrpretor on that page?

Yes. : :

Now will you taks & look at page 67 and tell ;na whose signa-
appears therson?

That is also my signatwre.

4And was that sworn to?

Yase

,Al{d does the certificats of the int._erxl:rebsr appeer thereon?

YoBe i

Now will you take a look at Exhibit"A" atteched tmreto and
(Peiper - orossy. ik
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s8e on wnat date it is dated?

August 25, 1945.

A
Q Is that your signature bslow the date?
A

Yes, sir.

Q Now vwill you take a look at page 2 and t8ll me wnether you
were sworn before you gave that testimony?

A Yeos.

Q In othar words, is it true or not that this statement was
made on the 25th and 26th of August, 1945, and it vas not signed
by you until ths fourth of January, 19467

A Yes.

Q Did you make any corrootions in this statomsnt before it vas

A If I remember correctly I had several corrections made.

Q Did you initial the corrections that were made?

A Yes. ;

Q I will read from page 1l of this Statemnt, and ask you if
you answered as follows to this question: "Question! Continue with
the routs of march. Answer: Vhen I arrivod my tanks were lined
up in the colums I had ordered them to form; on both sides in very
olosed,tight formations, were those paratroopers. I got very angry
and called for the commander of the parachute wnit but nobody came.

Then I got on my recon md went ahead. We went on a road which is not
shown here on the map. It runs approximately from Lanzeroth and on
a'direct:northwest routs, beocause I knew ths railroad station in
990985 was still being held by the enemy. I had no contmot with
the enemy in this woods. In the vicinity of the rallroad station
wo received individual artillery rounds. At approximately six o'olook
in the morning we then entered FONSFELD at top speed and surprissd a
reconna issancs battalion tﬁarq-"

(whereupon tha l‘oregoing ‘vas read in the Germm lunguage-

for the benefit of the German Cownsel and the accused, by the inter-

proter.)

(Peipsr - qrou) 199§
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Q Is that statement correct?

A This statemnt is correoct, only in the manner of time I
made an error. At that time it was completely dark yet at six
o'clooks .

Q Now I will read from page 13, qusstion and answer: "Ques-
tion: Continue with your routs of march. Answer: I ordered hin to
immydiately mount all his paratroops on my vehiclss, to advance with
me at top spsed to take BUSLLINGEN. He oreated all kinds of diffi-

oulties by saying he had no orders to advance that far and that he

- had to wait for an order from his division, and I screamed at him

and told him he ocould go to the devil, to dig himself in at HONS-
FELD, and I would advance myself."

(Vhereupon the foregoing was read in the German languago
for the benefit of the German Counsel and tho aooused, by tho in-
terpreter.)

Q Is that answer oorrect?

A. Yos.

Q I will now read the following questions and ansvers, page
13. "Question: Did he follow your advice? Answer: Yes, he stayed
in HONSFELD. Question: Vith his wnit? A1l elements of his unit?
Answer: Yes."

(Whereupt-m tho foregoing was read in the German language for
the benefit of ths German Counssl and the accused, by ths inter-
prehr.)

Q Are those answers ocorrect, to those two questions?

A A1l of them did not stay there. I forgot to mention that

at the time. I found out that I had a company of parachutists with

me for the first tims in La Gleize while attaoking Stoumont.
Q Veoll, you made this statoment in Freising in August of

1945, didn't you? You Jmew about it then, didn't you? 5

A No. In my life I was driving in more than 100 attacks and

(Peiper - oross)s
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it is obvious that it takes a long time to remsmber all the details
of an incident vhich happened a year and a half ago. There were many
things vhich did not becoms clear to me until I heard them in court
here.

Q I wili read two more questions and answers, from page 131
"How many men vere in tmat wnit? Anewer: That I don't know, all I
saw was on the left of the road, behind a row of hedges, ten or 12
airplenes. Ve turnod our turrets and destroyed the airplanes. At
this moment we were taken umder fire b‘y eithor the psople who be-
longed to ths airport or from the outer sector of BIELLINGEN. Ques-
tion: Vinat time of day was this? Answsr: It could have beon about
oight o'olook.”

(Whereupon the foregoing was read in the Gorman language
for the benefit of the German counsel and the acoused, by tho in-
terpreter.)

Q Are those answers correct?

A The answers.are correct. Tho statement concerning ths time
as relatod to ths six o'olock in Homefeld.

Q Vb1l, did you entsr Buellingen at eight o'clock or at nine
o'clock?

A Iom't say that with certainty any mora.

Q ¥hat tims wes it that you got to the oross roads south of
Malmedy? :

A According to my estimate of today, approximately 1330. It
'm:lght have been somewhat sarlisr.

Q Now do you remsmber who had the lead vehicle there at tha
oross roads in Mal medy?

A I think 1lst L‘t. 8tarnebeck.

Q That m;kea you belisve that?

A Sternebeck conducted ths oclum--ﬂls point, all the t:hm-
And I alsa still sawhim in Enguladorﬁ he vas among those tanks who

arrived at Engelsdorf before me. I did not see him at Lirst be-

oause ho'was standing in cover behind tha houuu--b-'t;ind some

1937
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houses, and I also think that he had had soms combat with an Ameri-
oan Sherman with the Ameriocmn Sherman which I mentioned yesterday.
Q If I recall it vasin regard to ths testimony of former Lt.

Lary, where he said th.at tha leading tanks sprayed his men as
they wers trying to surrender. Vould that change your ansver any
about who had the third tanik?

No.

That time did you get to Lignuevillet

In my egtimate, a short while bsfore 1400.

Couldn't have been 12 o'clook, could it?

According to the ohronologiocal sequence as I see it today,

Q That position in the colum was ths vehicle you were rid-

ing when you got to Lingueville.

A At that time I was under the impression that I was the

second or third wehicle. I testified yuterflly that I stopped south
of the oross roads. I was wnder the impression that there was no
vehicle in front of me and I .then motioned three half-tracks and one
Panzer in front of me. To pass me by, rathsr. 8o that these wers
sure to be in front of me when I arrived in Epgelsdorf. Also, at
that time the following were in Engelsdorf for sure: Sternebsok,
and perhaps one or two more tanks under his command.

Q Did you say Sternebeck was in a Mark IV or a PanzerY

A 8ternebeck was in a Nark IV. »

Q Now I believe you testified yesterday that a Sherman tank
was giving you trouble in Lignuevills and that one of your tanks
Inocked it out? .

A There were several Shormans there, but at first I only saw
one of tham, and it was lnooked oute

(Peiper - oross).
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QUESTIONS BY THE PROSECUTION (cont'd.):

Q Did one of your tanks knock it out?

A It must have becn one of my tanks — all I know is
that I looked out of the window and ordered it knocked out
with a rocket-launcher: it blew up in ’the air about that time.

Q I thought you told me in Blankenheim, last fall,
that you personally knocked it out?

A No, I said that I attempted to lmock it out.

Q Well, did the crew from your "recon" knock it out --
did they kmock out this tank?

A I don't understand the question.

Q Well, did either you, or anybody from the crew of
your “recon' knook out this tank?

A I don't think so. Furthermore, I don't think it was
a tank but a halftrack with a cannon mounted on it that knocked
it out.

Q Now, what time was it, when you left Lignueville?

A It is hard to state the time. I testified ﬁatexﬁny
that I spent about 45 minutes among the turning ammnition
there in the house and this was a situation that was so extreme-
1y unpleasant that one could easily make mistakes in time. My
vhole stay in Engelsdorf might have amounted to an hour and a
half — &

W - Q Well, are you trying to tell us now that everything

» (Peiper - Cross)
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you told us yesterday is innacurate, or a figment of your imag-
ination and that'you don't really remember anything about this
campaign?

[ I gave yesterday as clear a description of the cam-
paign as I am able to give today. After a year and a half I
am no longer able to present a schedule which is precisely up
to the minute to the court.

Q Well, you were in a better position last August to
present a schedule than you are today, weren't you?

A No.

Q In other words, a dif_ference of six months doesn't
make any differesnce to your memory, is that right?

A Yes, it makes a great deal of difference, I have a
pretty clear picture today, but in spite of this I am not able
to set dovn the times with uninpeachable accuracy. I have
some times which I can use as standards for others, because at
those moments I sent some radio messages.

Q , DNow, I vill read to you two questions and asnwers
from the statement that you gave in Freising, on the 25th and
26th of August, 19L5:

"nQ What did you do with these prisoners?

A I did nothing with the F\W's, because they
didn't interest me whatscever — my interest was Ligneuville
and they interested me even leass because I saw them coming
with their hands raised in surrender. We then entered Lipneu-
ville at top spsed, receivod machine gun fire and got to approx-
imately the center of the vﬂiage."

Now, at what time was this?

It was at twelve o'clock noon.

Now, are those answers correct?

IS
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A These answers are correct, with the exceptions of
the timas stated. Furthermore, in this connection, the testi-
mony which I gave is missing to the effect that at the cross—
roads the persons concerned were not only P¥'s but they were
also men who were attempting to escape.

DEFENSE (Mr. Strong): Correction: ", ..and that we
fired on them,..".
INTZRPRETER: That's correct.

Q Is there soms part of this statement that I am read-
ing from, regarding which I haven't glven you an opportunity
to say whether it is correct?

A I don't understand that question?

Q Well, I understood you to say that there was some
pertinent part of this testimony that was left out, is that
correct?

A I did not mean "left out", I am merely certain that

in some connection this ia mentioned in here.

Q Vell, do you want me to read anything from this state-

ment that hasn't been read? I hand you this statement and ask
Yyou to read it over apd see if there is any pertinent portion
of it — the part that you'ré referring to.
(Vhereupon the Prosecution handed the vr%tness the
statement in question for the former'a perusal.)
A It is not in here.
Q Now, I will read you another question and answer
from this statement: 2 :
"Q How did you know what time it vias?
"y Idon't know, I am Just figuring that it was
twelve o'clock, In the center of the village that tank which

was in front of me was knocked out by a Sherman coming from the

TS ’ 36
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right. I myself saw the Sherman standing fifty meters right
of me; he was standing in a blind corner, so that I could not
reach him with my weapon. I then jumped out of my car, my re-
con, with my crew and ran with close combat weapons into a
house to knock out this tank from the rear of the house through
a window with a panzerfaust, In this moment, as I ran to the
house, my recon car was also knocked out. Thereupon we destroy-
ed the Sherman and went out of the house the same way that we
came into the house and it was almost impossible to stay there,
because the ammnition from my recon car was exploding at this
time. I then put the fire out on the three or four of my men
who were rolling themselves around on the ground, with the aid
of two others of my crew, and bandaged the Adjutant of my 1lst
Battalion, who had been wounded as the first tank was knocked
out.”

Now, is that answer correct?

A Yes,

Q Now, I will read to you, from page 19 of this state-
ment, a question and an answer:

" What time did you leave Ligneuville?
WA It could have been 1330 or 1400 hours."

Now, is that answer correct?

A This statement of time is based on the time of twelve
o'clock for our arrival, I stated today that, according to my
opinion now, it must have been ]ntar..

Q Then that statement isn't correct?

No. i
Now,, when did you reach Stavelot?

In my opinion, at about 2000 or 2100 hours.

And was that on the seventeenth?

€
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Yes.

: Now, did you go into Stavelot at this time?
No.
What happened?

A It was impossible to take the town. The whole town
vas full of American vehicles and a very large number of col-
ums were passing the town from north to northwest. With the
weapons at our disposal, we fired into the town and attempted
at least to disturb the traffic of these columns. Then an Amer-
ican column attacked the road, but I can't say with certainty
whether this was in the evening, or the early morning hours.
This attack was conducted by American infantry to our left flank,
I have already described yesterday how the terrain was much
higher on our left. We were in a closed formation on the road
at the time of this attack and we defended against the a&tack
by directing the fire from the weapons on our vehicles to our
left -- the direction of the attack.

Q Now, at what time did this attack start?

I can't say for certain.

A
Q Well, was it dark?
A

Yes, it was dark: it was either at night or in the
ear]:y morning hours. It is possible that it was getting light
already. t

Q Well, at what time did you attack Stavelot on the
18th? ;

A It was at about eight o'clock, according to my esti-
mate today.

Q Viell, at what time did you estimate in Freising that
you attacked Stavelot? ?

A I don't know that any more.

(f’eipér - Cross)




Q Vihere did you spend the night before you
Stavelot?

A I spent the night before Stavelot in Diefenthal's
vehicle and I went up to a house next to the x:iver in the
mcming; where I had a conference with my commanding officers
and it was there that I ordered the attack for the next morn—
ing. I also ordered that the 7th Conpany was to move towards
the south and try to get behind the enemy and take Trois Ponts.

Q How far southeast of Stavelot was this place that
you are referring to, where you spent the night?

A I didn't spend the night in a house, I said that I
spent the night in Dierenth.nl's vehicle.

Q Well,- this house that you entered, how far southeast
of Stavelot was thai?

A In my estimate, about eight hundred or a thousand
meters.

Q Well, at what time did you leavo there on the 18th?

A At the beginning of 'the attack.

Q And at what time do you estimate now that that was?

A I have already said that, in my estimate, we attack-
ed at about eight o'clock.

Q Well, did you order the killing of the eleven American

's and the three civilians that were found dead by that house
on the 18th?

A an n;ither ordered that, nor did I hear about it.

Now, at what time on the 18th did you reach La Gleiza?
At about twelve o'clock noon.

At about -- well, do you mean me personally?

Q

A

Q And at what time on the 18th did yon leave La Gleize?
A

Q

Well, you or your column?

(Peiper - Cross)




R-237-8

A I just rode through, which might have taken about
three minutes. The middle part and the end of my column
didn't go through La Gleize at all, since I had already turn-
ed around at the time when they reached La Gleize and I or-
dered that that part of the column following would be stopped.

Well, did any vehicle follow you through La Gleize?

Yes.

Q
A
Q At what time did you reach Cheneux?
A

I had an air attack outside of Cheneux; this was
about twelve-thirty, in my estimate. This air attack delayed
us for about two to two and a half hours, as I have mentioned.
In other words, that means that we arrived at Cheneux at about
1530 or 1600 hours?

Q Are you pretty certain of that time?

A Yes.,

Q Now, reading from page 20 of your statement, you
have been talking about your position before Stavelot on the
17th, and here is the question and the anawer:

" What time did the American counter-attack
take place?

"A I figure approximately 1900 hours, it had
Just begun to get dark.

" This was on the 17th of December?

"A Yes, because my own infantry strength was too
weak and I decided not to attack until it got lipght the next
day. I also tried to reconnoiter a new road by-passing Stavelot.!

Now, are those answers correct?

A No, I made a mistake here,

Q A1l right, I will read further from the questions and
answers on page 20 of your statement:

—
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" VWhat time did you start out on the morning
of the 18th?

"y I would like to say the following first: dur-
ing the night I comnitted an amrmored group — that is to say a
weakened panzer company, which had the mission of reaching Trois
Ponts (6698) by way of Wanneranval (7197) and Aisomont (6997).
During the night, I only received one message from this company
vhich notified me that they were running into severe terrain
difficulties. On the 18th at 0600 hours I started the attack
on Stavelot. At this time much demolition could be seen in
Stavelot, especially three large gas dumps. ﬁ\e infantry ad-
vanced to the outskirts of the city, but they were stopped
there because of a heavy trap that had been erected in the out-
skirts of this city, behind vhich Sherman tanks and anti-tank
Weapons were standing, Besides this, we wene drawing artillery
and anti-tank fire from the northern flank. Because we had to
take the bridge in Stavelot at any cost, beforo it was destroy-
ed, I now had to advance at all costs. I gave the order to
three Panthers to take a running start and at top speed crash
down on to the tank trap.

Now, is that an.:mer correct?

A In the main, that answer is correct.

(Peiper - Cross)
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Q Yesterday on direct examination you testified
that the attack on Stoumont began on the 19th of Dgcember
about 900 hours and that you captured some 30 prisoners of
var and that Stoumont was taken at 1100 hours on the 19th.
That is ‘Bll correct, is it not?

A That is correct with the exception of the fact
that I did not say we made only 30 prisoners of war. I said
that at first I saw approximately 30 who were brought dowm.

: Q I will read from the Record. (Reading):
"Q Vhat date was that?"
The answer Jjust before that:
"A I arrived in LaGleize for the second time
about midnight,
1Q What date was that?
“"A That was nddnight between the 18th or 19th
of Dgcember 'k,
"Q Vhat did you do then?
YA I immediately proceeded to reconnoiter Stoumont.

The results of the reconnaissance were that heavy enemy

concentrations were in Stoumont. Upon that I planned

and prepared an attack on the tomm of Stoumont the
early morning hours of the 19th,

"Q Did you attack Stoumont?

Yes.

"Q Did you take the village?

"A Yes.

"Q Did you see any American prisoners there?

"A Yes,

& "Q About how many?

(F;iper-Cross)
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Are those not the true facts?

"A Contrary to my first plan I was not able
to attack Stoumont at davn because there was a heavy
fog. The attack began at nine o'clock. The terrain
was very unfavorable. I was hardly able to make use
of my tanks. The enemy had dominating positions, a
- large numter of anti-tank guns and tanks also. The
attack itself was studded with severe crises and in
one of these crises the tanks of the Rattalion
Poetschke attacking on the right flank proceeded to
my back so I gave Poetschke the order to take a hand
in there at once. Poetschke himself left his tank,
took ‘ahold of a rocket launcher, went over to every tank
and threatened every commander to'shoot him dovm ai once
if he would go back one more meter. In that manner the
backward movement on this flank was stopped, while at
the same time I myself organized everything that was lying
in the ditch, including the Company Rumpf, for an attack
on the tom which made the decision. About thirty
prisoners of war were brought back from the main enemy
line of defense which continued around the edge of town.
Upon that I gave the order to send them on to LaGleize
at once."
Is that testimony correct?
A Yes.
Q As a matter of fact, didn't the attack on Stoumont
begin at 600 hours on the 19th and that Stoumont was captured

oy 800 hours and you actually took 200 prisoners of war,

S NN g 1T

o
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Tk #238 Q A1l right. I will read 1l‘rom page 23 of this
6/22-SR-3 .
statement that you gave at Freising. This question and
answer. (Feading):

"Q Continue.

WA After my reconnaissance had given me a clear
picture of the enemy situation in Stoumont, I assembled
for the attack on Stoumont at approximately 0600 hours
on the morning of the 19th. The {troops that I had
with me at that time was a grand conglomeration and
mixture of all the units that I had with me at that
time. I had tanks from my own regiment, panzer
grenadiers from the 2d Regiment, an AA unit of the
air corps, an artillery battalion of our own division
artillery, and at least one reinforced company of para-
troopers, which were mounted on my tanks during the whole
advance. I had at the most 6 tanks from the 2d Tank
Pattalion, that is the Koehigstiger Pattalion, and
because the speed with which we were advancing was too
great for this unit after Stavelot, they were unable to
keep up with us, The attack on Stoumont was a difficult
one because I couldn't attack with an extended armored
front and the point vehicles could only fight from the
road. Enemy resistance was great and was being
constantly fed by troops coming in from the north and the
west. This was the first time that I was able to realize
that strengtheried American opposition was in the making.
After about 2 hours of combat Stoumont was taken by my
tanks, We v}';‘tur‘ed appraximately 200 'Amer;.caq_ sol.diers.

The beaten enemy was,i‘ollmred for 'approximately 5

(Peiper-Cross)
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Idlometers and then we had to stop because we didn't

have a drop of gasoline left. At this time I tried
\

to take up communication with my division by radio

to ask them what steps had been taken as far as

Stavelot was concerned and when I could figure on

supplies coming up to me."
Is that answer correct?

A No.

Q Yesterday you testified that on the 19th at 1230
hours you had a conference with Knittel in LaGleize, that
Knittel reported Stavelot had completely been retaken by the
enemy and that you ordered him to turn around at once and to
clean up Stavelot. Is that correct?

A No.

Q You did not testify to that yesterday?

A I did not say yesterday Stavelot was completely
taken Ly the enemy again. But I said that there was serlous
difficulty again in Stavelot. I think that was an error in
the translation yesterday.

Q I will read this from the transcript of the Rgcord
yesterday. (Reading):

"Q I will read the next peragraph of the same
statement. (Reading):

1From Obersturmbannfuehrer FEIPER's anowor,
I concluded that both prisoners of war would be
bumped off. Tha reason I thought so at that time
was had told me that
we would not take any prisoners of war, I myself
had shot an American, and I had seen a great number
of dead American soldiers lying in the field before
ENGELSDORF, As I was standing at this spot, I
overheard Obersturmbannfuehrer PEIPER and Sturm-
bannfuehrer KNITTEL discussing an assignment of a '
mission which KNITTEL had received from PEIFER but

I d1d not understund the exact details of the
mission,! o

(Peiper+Cross )
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Tk #238 "Did that happen?!

6/22-SR-5

And you answered:
A As far as the conclusion of. Sergeant Motzheim
concerning the treatment of prisoners of war is
concerned I cannot state anything. As to th}a
conference with Knittel, that happened at LaGleize
at about 12:30.
" What was that concerence about?
"A Knittel reported at this time that only about
two-thirds of the tattalion had arrived in LaCleize
and that the rest of it was lost somewhere towards
the rear because the enemy had completely taken
Stavelot again and that his vehicle situation would
not continue in a westerly direction any longer. I
then ordered him to turn around at once, to clean up
Stavelot and to ascertain whether our main route of ,
supply which went through Stavelot would be secure.
Knittel asked me to make some tanks available to him for
this undertaking but I could not do that and I had tosend
him away rather annoyedly at the time because that was not
a very nice mission for him. At that time the commander
of the 2nd Battalion of the Panzer Grenadier Rggiment
reported to me. Captain Schnelle, who had just passed

through Stavelot made reports about the situation there
to me and put his battalion under me."
Was that testimony correct?

A | I have already stated that I di'd»not testify that

Stavelot was complately taken by the enemy, & large number of

s * (Peiper-Crosg) .
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errors in translations were made here. I did not take any
action as to that as I assumed that would be done on the
part of tl.xe Prosecution or Dgfense,
Q VWhat part of this do you want to change now?
A I have already said Stavelot was not completely
tdcen by the enemy but we had serious difficulties with
the enemy at Stavelots
Q Is that the only thing you want to change?
A Yes.
Q I will read the next question after this long
one that I read on page 23. MWNot to break continuity I'wi'll
read the last sentence of your previous answer. (Reading):
"eiseAt this time I tried to take up communication
with my division by radio to ask them what steps had
been taken as far as Stavelot was concerned and when I
could figure on supplies coming up to me,
"Q At what time was this and what date?
"A It was about 1000 hours on the 19th, I forgot to
say something in regard to this. On the previous

evening our reconnaissance battalion caught up with

me, the der of the issance battalion told me
that Stavelot was heavily occupied by the enemy and he
was Just' able to get through and that our infantry was
pinned dowvn east of Stavelot. I ordered him to im-
mediately turn around, return to Stavelot, attack it

from the west, relieve pressure from the infantry on the

east and retake Stavelot,"

"Q  Vho was this der of your r ssance

battalion?

(P;ilpsr-cross)
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"A  Sturmbannfuehrer Knittel."
Are those two answers correct?

A I gave those answers according to my best re~
collection at the time. I‘ have already explained that
that was my first interrogation and that was the picture.
which I put together then.

Q The fact that this time would make a difference
as to the culpability of yourself and some of your former
comrades did not make any difference about you changing your
statement, did it?.

A Yy answers are given in such a manner that they
will serve the truth. I am today giving them according to the
best of my recollection, which, however, still leaves the
possibility of errors in them.

J Q You still can be wrong in your answers tgoday?.
A, That is humanly absolutely possible.
Q How about your answers yesterday on direct examin-
ation?v Is there any possibility that you were wrong there?

A I have already stated that according to the best
of my ability to remember, the picture is such as I painted it
Yyesterday.

Q Do you now say that Werner's statement, Prosecution
Exhibit 103, wherein he says his tanks entered Stoumont on the
morning of the 19th of Dgcember at 0700 hours and that prisoners
of war were shot at that time is untrue?

A Yes, I say that with absolute certainty,

Q Do you now say that Szyperski's statement, Prosecution

Exhibit 102, wherein He says that 'his tank entered Stoumont -

(Peiper-Cross)
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between 0700 and 0800 hours and that prisoners of war were
shot at that time is still untrue?

A e

Q Do you now say that Mikolaschek!s statement,
Prosecution Exhibit 100, wherein he says his tank entered
Stoumont between 7 and 8 A.M. on the 19th of December and
that prisoners of war were shot at that time is untrue?

A Yes,

Q Do you now say that the statement of Ritzer,
Prosecution Exhibit 99, wherein he says the same as Szyperski
and Mikolaschek is untrue?

A Yes.

: PROSECUTION: If the Court please, I would like
to request that Hans Hillig, Number 2k, stand.

PRESIDENT: Number 2li, stand up.
QUESTIONS BY PROSECUTION:

[+) Will you take a look at number 2l, Hans Hillig,
and tell me whether on the 19th of December he was under your
command? .

A Yes.

Q Do you deny that you ordered this accused Hans
Hillig to ki1l an American P on the 19th of December 194} in
Stoumont?

A Yes.

Q  You stated yesterday that Sprenger told an untruth
when he said in his statement that Amsrican Pif's were killed
in Stoumont on the 19th of Dgcember 194k .

A Yes. s |

Q- Do you deny ‘that Sievers shot any Pi's in

(Peiper-Cross)
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Stoumont on the 19th of December 1944?
A Completely.
Q Do you deny that he ever fired at their feet in
Stoumont on the 19th o.l.‘ December 19447
A YNy feet?
The feet of the prisoners of war.
I know nothing of that.
You testified that on the 21lst of December you
captured an American Major.
A Yes.
Q Did you ever in a sworn statement say that he was
captured on the 20th of December 19447
A . I think so.
Q “You were in error when you did, -is that correct?
A Yes.
Q You are certain he was captured on the 21st of
December?
A Yes.
Q Did you keep him with you continuously after the
time he was captured?
Yes.
I mean, was he in your presence all the time?
No.
Q : I will read from page 29 of your statement, this
question and answer. (Reading):
"Q What happened to this American Major?
A I took him along to my OP and there in

thoae moments when I pnruonally had ‘some tima I dis-

cussad Uﬂ.ngs with him and ho stayed \'rit,h me to the end. u

(Peiper-m'oss )‘
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Is that correct?

A That is right.

Q How many PW's did you have when you evacuated
Stoumont on the 21st?

A I already testified yesterday, according to my
general estimate, 150,

Q There did you keep these prisoners when they were
in LaGleize?

A I personally did not quarter them. T ordered
Lieutenant Colonel Westerhagen, who was in charge of Stoumont,
that they be placed in cellars in order to be protected from
artillery fire. I had never visited a prisoner of war in a
cellar and never saw them,

Q Were they kept in more than one cellar?

A I cannot state that with certainty.but I assume

Q I will read these two questions and answers on
rage 30 of your statement made at Freising. (Reading):

"Q Do these messengers furnish you communications
while you are on the march in column formation?

"A No, not these.

" Do you have others that do?

A If I designate them as such, yes, TFrom
LaGleize then in a counter-attack T eradicated the road
block which had been arez?ted by the Americans, that is
the one between LaGleize and Stoumont and led the

withdrawal of my troops from Stoumont "

Are those answers correct?

A Yés. .

°

(Peiper—Cross) ‘
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That date are you referring to there?
The 21st of December.
I will read a couple more questions. (Reading):
" How many prisoners of war did you have
with you at this time?
" I can't say exactly. Apout 200 or 250
"Q that z‘ﬂ.d you do with them?
ng They were locked up in the basements in
La Gleize."
Are these two answers correct?

A No; at one time, in fact, I even stated we had 300
prisoners. I myself did not work on the number of mrisoners o
war and the prisoners of.\mr viho were being taken. I had other
things to worry about. I did not have a clear view any more at
the time I madé the statement. I remember that at the conclusion
of tho operation when reporting our success, we had mentioned 300
prisoners of war. 5

Q Your memory is not clarified by the fact that you
cannot account for 100 or 150 prisoners of war, is it?

A -I can explain that completely.

PROSECUTION: I-notice it is now twelve o!clock.
At 0900 hours this morning some undisclosed information was
brought to my attention, which makes it necessary to recall
Lieutenant Colonel McCovn for further cross examination and
also this accused for cross examination. We request permission
to recall Colonel McCovm when he arrives for further cross

examination and also to recall this witness for further cross

. examination,

e LAY MFEMBER: I believe when this accused took

(Pe;_per-Cross) j
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the stand the Defense announced that he would be recalled.
Is that correct?
DEFENSE COUNSEL: That is correct.
LAV MEMBER: He, of course, is available.
PROSECUTION: Will we be permitted to continue
our cross examination? -
LAW MEMBER: Is that agreeable to you?
DEFENSE COUNSEL: Yes, sir,
LAW LEMBER: \hen is Colonel McCown going to return?
FROSECUTION: Ve have wired for him. They are trying
to stop him. I do not know what success they are having.
PRESIDENT: Court will adjourn to 0830 hours londay
morning, 2l June 1946.
(Whereupon Court adjourned to 0830 hours Londay Jnorning,
2l June 1946.)
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Attached hereto is a true copy of Annex 1 to Part C of Intelligence Notes
No. 43, dated 6 Jan 1945, a SHAEF weekly publication.

It has been determined that the American Battalion Commander who wrote this
account was Major Hal D. McCown whose whereabouts is now unknown, A cable has
been dispatched to AG War Dept thru AG USFET requesting immediate action as to
the present assignment and address of Major Hal D. McCown.

This reproduced Document was obtained from the German Operations Historical
Section, Historical Division, USFET, which is located at Hochst, Germany, tele-

phone number 549,

C. P. BIKEL
Colonel, GSC
A. C. of 8., G=2

1 Incl:
Incl 1 - As stated above.
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Historical Division

SUBJECT: Reproduced Document.

70 t A C/S G-2 Third U.8. Army.

1. Belew is repreduced "Amnex I to Part C of Intelligence
Notes No. 43 dated 6 Jan 1945%, a SHAEF weekly publicatien:

CORFIDENTIAL

ANNEXE I %o PART C of INTELLIGENCE
NOTES No: 43 dated 6 JANUARY 1945.

BEHIND the GERMAN LINES

Literally thousands of PWs have given their version ef what goes em
within German units. Imevitably this is coleured by a large variety of
facterss PWs who give the most infermatien are frequently those whe are
brewned off with their unit, their efficers, and the war, amd their ac-
counts reflect this feeling, eften mere subtly than is apparent. Others
fall in the familiar categery ef "anxieus te please", and they tend te
give what we want te hear. Fimally, PWs attempt te evaluate the whele
cempany, the battaliem, the regimemt, even the divisiern with an actual
Imewledge of little more than their ewn plateem. As a result, a really
ebjective repert is an unusual eccurrences

The followimg account, written by an American battalion commander,
who was cap and later d, is such a case and, with one or two
minor deletions, is reproduced in its entirety.

"On the afternoon of 21 Dec about 1600, I, my radio operator, and
orderly were captured by a German patrol. I was taken back to the main
headquarters at LA GLEIZE, passing through several areas where fire fights
were going on between my men and the surrounded Germanse In LA GIBIZE I
was talen to the cellar containing the commander of the German troops
whose name I later found out was Lt Col Peiper, 1 Tank Regiment 1 S8 Pan-
ger Division Adolf Hitler. An interpreter who had spent 16 years in Chi-
cago, USA, served as interpreter. I later found out that the majority
of German officers spoke English fairly well. The Colonel spent a few
minutes trying to get tactical information from me but seeing the attempt
was worthless, sent meé away again, and I was then taken to a cellar cone
taining a 2nd Lt and several high-ranking NCOs; they were dressed
very faultlessly in their black Panzer nnifornr' each with ssveral
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decorations. I mentally noted at the time that this would probably
turn out to be one of their 'bluff' attempts to get information. All
of the effects were there - I was placed in a chair, apart from the
other occupants of the cellar, where the light of a small electric
buld would fall mainly upon my face leaving the rest of the room in
semi-darkness. One of the NCOs drew his Luger, examined his clip,
reloaded the weapon and laid it on the table in front of him. It was
with difficulty that I managed to suppress a smile at these obviously
studied and rehearsed preperations in a place so identical with what
intelligence officers bacik in the States teach our troops to expect
when in the hands of the enemy. The only distracting feature to an
otherwise perfect setting, as far as they wercconcerned, was the fre-
quent crashing of an American artillery concentration sometimes quite
uncomfortably closes The next thirty minutes was spent in an attempt
to extract from me the information I had refused to give the commander
earlier that afternoon. I was surprised to see that as my failure to
respond to their threatenings contimued they grew no angrier but instead
seened to lose interest in the procedure. Finally, I was taken to
another cellar where a warrant officer searched me thoroughly, taking
my flashlight and nife but leaving me my wrist watch, ring, a little
food I was carrying, and my personal papers. I was conducted to a very
small cellar which contained four other American officers, all Lieu-
tenants of my own regiment. We exchanged information about our present
situation.

During the entire time I was in this town I gathered all the infore
mation I could from other captives as well as German officers and men
(who talked to a surprising degree) about the strength, disposition and
condition of the Germans in that areas The Germans in the LA GLEIZE
pocket were part of 1 S8 Panzer Division Adolf Hitler. Lt Col Peiper
normally a regimental commander « commanded this column, which consisted
of more than his regular command. I learned later that the LA GLEIZE
pocket consisted of only a portion of his column, a considerable portion
being near STAVELOT, the remainder near TROIS PONTS and further back
on the route of the breakthroughe

The initial order to Col Peiper contained the information that he
could not expect supplies from the rear during the attack, that he wowld
capture both gas and food for subsistence., Extra ammunition was carried,
and strict orders against wastage of ammwnition were emphacised.

I did my best to determine the objectives of this unit and gained
from several sources among the German officers and men that this division
would be the first element in LIEGE and MAASTRICHT, Col Peiper ques-
tioned me fruitlessly several times about road and bridge conditions in
the MAASTRICHT areas

An amazing fact to me was the youth of the mémbers of this organi s
tion = the bulk of the enlisted men were either 18 or 19, recently re=
cruited, but from my observations thorowghly traineds There was a good
sprinkling of both privates and NCOs from the years of Russian fighting.
The officers for the most part were veterans but were also very younge
Col Peiper was 29 years old, his tank battalion commander was 30; his

w8
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captains and lieutenants ran from 19 years to 27 years of age. The
morale was high throughout the entire periovd Iwas with them despite
the extremely trying conditions. The discipline was very good. The
noise discipline on the night movements - which I will mention later =
was 80 perfect that I could hardly believe that they could accomplish
ite The physical condition of all personnel was good, except for a
lack of proper food, which was apparent more strongly just before I
escaped from the unit. The equipment was good and complete with the
exception of some reconditioned half-tracks among the motorised equip-
ment. All men wore practically new boots and had adequate clothing.
Some men wore parts of American uniforms, mainly the knit cap, gloves,
sweaters, overshoes, and one or two overcoats. I saw no one, however,
in American uniforms or in civilian clothes. The relationship between
the officers and men, particularly the commanding of ficer, Col Peiper,
wae closer and more friendly than I would have expecteds On several
occasions 'Col Peiper visited his wounded, and many times, as we were
climbing the steep hills I saw him speak a couple of cheering words
and give a slap of encouragement on the back of heavily loaded mene

Later on during the night of 21 December at approximately 2300 I
was again taken to the cellar headquarters of Col Peiper. I found
him in a very much different mood from his former cold impersonal atti=-
tude, He and I talked together from 2300 until 0500 the next morning,-
our subject being mainly his defence of Naziism and why Germany was
fighting. I have met few men who impressed me in as short a space of
time as did this German officer. He was approximately 5 ft 8 inches
in height, 140 1bs in weight, long dark hair combed straight back,
straight well-shaped features, with remarkable facial resemblance to
the actor, Ray Milland. He is the holder of the Iron Cross with oak
leaves and had fought in Russia for a long period of time and briefly
at MORTAIN and CAEN.

He was completely confident of Germany's ability to whip the Alliess
He spoke of Himmler's new reserve army quite at length saying that it
contained 8o many new divisions, both armoured and otherwise, that our
G-28 would wonder where they all came from; He did his best to find
out from me the success V-1 and V-2 were having and told me that more
secret weapons like those would be unloosed. He sald a new subnarine
canpaign is also opening up and they had been told that there had been
considerable tonnage sunk in the English Channel just recently by the
new underwater attack. The German Air Force, he said, would now come
forth with many new types and which - although inferior in nmumber to
the Allies - would be superior in quality and would suffice their needs
%o cover their breakthrough in BELGIUM and HOLLAND and later to the
French coaste

Concerning treatment of prisoners by the 58, I can state that at no
time were the prisoners of this organisation mistreated. Food was
scarce, but it was nearly as good as that used by the Germans thenselves,
The American prisoners were always given cellar space to protect them
from the exceedingly heavy American artillery barrages. I was taken
for a brief period to the main prisoner inclosure which was a large twow
room, well constructed cellar quite superior to any I saw in LA GLEIZR.

- Biw




The men were cc!tdenbly overcrowded and were -,‘ﬂmnng the guards

to bully them a little. I organised the entire group of some 130 into
sections, appointed a First Sergeant and laid down a few rules concerne
ing rotation sleeping, urinating, equality and distribution of food and
got the German warrant officer in charge of the prisoners settled upon
a fairer method of giving water to prisoners and providing ventilation.

I was taken back the morning of 22 December and again placed in the
small cellar with the four other American officers. All that day Amerie
can artillery pounded the town incessantly, even the guard detachment =
consisting of 5 Germans - came down into our cellar, heavily overcrowding
the tiny rooms In the afternoon a 105 shell made a direct hit on the
wall of our cellar, throwing the German sitting beside me half-way across
the rooms A hole approximately 24 ft in diameter was kmocked in the
walle Lt Henley and Lt Youmans of my Regiment helped pull the German
out from under the rubble and got him on the floor of the undamaged part
of the cellar. Within a few mimutes another shell landed a few feet
outside the hole in the cellar wall and shrapnel and stone flew through
the roome Lt Henlay was killed instantly and three Germans were wounded.
One of the Germans died within about thirty minutes. We administered
first aid as well as we coulds For several hours, while the shelling
continued without appreciable let-up, the dead and wounded, together with
those who were unhurt, were cramped close together in the unharmed half
of the small cellar.

Late in the afternoon parties of American enlisted men came to the
cellar and removed the dead and wounded; the litter bearers told me that
German casualties had been heavy throughout the town.

late in the afternoon of 23 December I was called once more to Col
Peiper's headquarters. He told me that he had received orders from the
commanding general to give up hie position and withdraw to the East to
the nearest German troop: He sald that he knew it to be impossible to
save any of his vehicles, - that it would have to be a foot withdrawale
His imnediate concern was what to do with the American prisoners, of
which he had nearly 150, as well as his own wounded. He dictated to me
a plan of exchange whereby he would leave all American prisoners under
the conmand of the senior PW, a Captain, to be turned over to the Amerie
can commander as the Americans entered the town the next day. He sald
that his wounded would also be left in the cellars of LA GLEIZE and that
he would leave a German medical officer in charge of them. He had pre=
viously left a considerable number of wounded in the chateau at STOUMONY
which had already been captured by Americans. In exchange for the Amerie
can prisoners, all German wounded would be turned over to the 1 SS Pan-
ger Division wherever they might be when the wounded were assembled. I
would then be released back to the American lines as I would be the only
prisoner retained during the foot movement of the Germans East from LA
GLEIZR. I told Col Peiper that I could not give him any assurance that
the exchange would be carried out as it was a matter for higher head-
quarters. He said that he fully understood, and all of the plan con-
cerning the American prisoners was carried out as already stated.

All during the night of 23-24 December plans were laid for the

-4 -
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evacuation of Lz}LEXZE. At 0300 24 December th?fnot column began to
move. Col Peiper and I moved immediately behind the point, the remainder
of his depleted regiment following in single file. Col Peiper told me
that he had 800 men to evacuate. I later watched the column pass three
separate times, and this number was correct according to my own estimate,

We crossed the L'AMBLEVE river near LA GLEIZE on a small highway
bridge immediately underneath the railroad bridge and moved generally
south climbing higher and higher on the ridge line. At 0500 we heard
the first tank blow up, and inside of thirty minutes the entire area
formerly occupied by Col Peiper's command was a sea of fiercely burning
vehicles, the work of the small detachment he had left behind to complete
destruction of all of his equipment. He told me later that there were
& few vehicles he had not destroyed. I could not ascertain the exact
reason whye

The foot column was closed into a thickly wooded slope on a very
high hill. Col Peiper, his staff and myself with my two guards spent
all day of the 24th reconnoitering for a route to rejoin other German
forces. No food was available at any time after we left LA GLEIZE; the
only subsistence I received was four small pieces of dried biscuit and
two swallows of cognac which one of the junior officers gave me. The
German regimental surgeon latergave me one piece of Charms candy, the
sugar of which did me lots of good during the later long march. At
1700, Jjust before dark, the column started moving again on the selected
route; we pushed down into a valley in single column with a heavily
armed point out aheade The noise made by the entire 800-man group was
80 little that I believe we could have passed within 200 yards of an
outpost without detection. As the point neared the base of the hill I
could hear quite clearly an American voice call out "Haltl Wo is
there?!" The challenge was repeated threo times, then the American
sentry fired three shotss A moment later the order came along the cole
umn to turn around and move back up the hill. The entire column was
half-way back up the hillside in a very few minutes. A German passed
by me limping. He was undoubtedly leading the point, as he had just
received a bullet through the leg. The colonel spoke briefly to him
but would not permit the médicos to put on a dressing; he fell in the
colunn and continued moving on without first aid. The point moved
along the side of the hill for a distance of a half mile, then again
turned down into the valley, this time passing undetected through the
valley and the paved road which ran along the bases Several American
vehicles "chopped" the column but at no time was its presence detecteds
The entire 800 men were closed into the trees on the other side of the
valley in an amazingly short period of time.

I could tell then that Col Peiper was basing his direction of move-
ment on the explosion of American artillery fire as the probabls loca=
tion of his friendly forces., His informtion as to the present front
1ines of both sides was as meagre as my own as he had no radio and no
other outside contact. He contimyously consulted his map, indicating
that he was quite thoroughly lost. We contimued moving from that time
on continuously up and down the rugged hills, crossing small streams,
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pushing through thick undergrowth and staying off and away from roads
and villages. At around 2200 Col Peiper, his Executive, and his 5-3
disappeared from the forward command groupe I and my two guards were
placed in charge of the regimental surgeon whose familiar Red Cross
bundle on his back made 1t easy for me to walk behind. I tried in
vain to find out where Col Peiper went; one friendly enlisted man of
Col Peiper's headquarters told me that Col Peiper was very tired, and
I believe that he and a few selscted members of his staff must have
holed up in some isolated house for food and rest, ~ to be sent for
from the main body aftery they had located friendly forcess

The change of command of the unit also wrought a change in method
of handling the men. A young captain in charge of the leading company
operated very close to me and my knowledge of Latin as well as the
German I had picked up enabled me to understand to some degree practice
ally every order he issueds I heard him tell my gwm rds to shoot me if
I showed the slightest intention of escaping, particularly when we
neared Americans. Whereas Col Peiper had given a rest "break" every
hour or so, there were no "breaks" given under the new command from that
time until I escaped. The country we were now passing through was the
most rugged we had yet ancountered, All of the officers were contimi=
ously exhorting the men to greater effort and to laugh at weakness., I
was not carrying anything except my canteen, which was empty, tut I
know from my own physical reaction how tired the men with heavy weapons
load must have been.

I heard repeated again and again the warning that if any man fell
behind the tail of the column he would be shot. I saw some men crawling
on hands and knees. I saw others who were wounded but who were heing
supported by comrades up the steep slopes; there were fully two doszen
wounded in the column, the majority of whom were going along quite well
by themselves. There was one captain who was rather severely wounded,
the colonel had told me, who moved along supported by another officer
and a medical NCO and was still with the unit the last I saw of hime

We approached very close to where artillery fire was landing and
the point pushed into American lines three times and turned back. I
believe the Germans had several killed in these attempts. Finally the
commander decided to swing over the ridge and come down in the next
valley and try to reach their lines. I was firmly convinced by this
time that they did not know where they wers on the map as there were
continuous arguments from among the junior officers as they held their
conferences. At around midnight the condition of the men was such that
a halt would have to be given and warmth and food providede I heard
the captain say that he would attempt to locate a small village where
the unit could hole up for the rest of the night. At approximately
0100 I believe I heard word come back that a small town was to the fromt
which would suffices At this time I was not forward near the point, -
my guards held me back near the position which was occupied by the
covering force batween the village and the west, - that is to say,
towards the American rears

The outpost had already moved into position before firing broke out
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not very far from where I was standing. My guards and I hit the ground,
tracer bullets flashed all around us, and we could hear the machine gun
bullets cutting the trees very close over us. The American unit, which
I later found out was a company, drove forward again to clear what it
obviously thought was a stray patrol, this time using mortar fire as
welle The mortar fire fell all around on the German position. I do

not know if my guards were injured or not - shrapnel cut the trees all
around us. The American machine gun and rifle fire was very superior
to that of the covering force. I could hear commands being shouted in
toth German and English with the latter predominating. There was cone-
siderable movement around me in the darkness. I lay still for some time
walting for one of my guards to give me a command., After some time I
arose cautiously and began to move at right angles from the direction of
the American attack watching carefully to my rear to see if anyone was
covering me or following me. After moving approximately 100 yards I
turned and moved directly toward the direction from which the American
attack had come. I can remember that I whistled some American tuncbut

I have forgotten which one it wase I had not gone over 200 yards before
1 was challenged by an American outpost of the 82nd Airborne Division."

Ce W. PENCE,
Colonel, Inf.,
Deputy Chief of Division
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