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240; definition of “blood lust,” 57;
rejection of legal status of Nazi
regulations, 220; Staschynskij ruling by,
70–71, 190, 204

Bunkerbuch, Auschwitz, 30
Buruma, Ian, 17, 252
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Düx, Heinz, 81, 175; on Bauer’s importance,

51; as investigating judge, 50–51; visit to
Auschwitz, 50–51, 175

Dylewski, Klaus, 99; conviction of, 235;
criticism by CIC of prosecution against,
290; representation by Steinacker, 94, 212;
testimony against by Gl�owacki, 238;
testimony against by Rögner, 30
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Lübke, Heinrich, 194
Lucas, Franz, 99; awareness of illegality of

actions, 119; conviction of, 235, 247;
conviction of overturned on appeal, 227;
disavowal of responsibility for
Auschwitz service, 132; duties at
Auschwitz, 119, 247; as member of court
delegation to Auschwitz, 179; Nazi
membership of, 134; representation by
Aschenauer, 153; sentencing of, 247, 290;
sympathetic press coverage of, 261, 262,
263

Luff, Karl, 102
Luxemburg, Rosa, 209

Majdanek Trial, 21
malice aforethought. See intention
manslaughter. See homicide; Totschlag
Markowtisch, Erich, 124, 188
Mauz, Gerhard, 130, 155, 180
Meer, Fritz ter, 153
Mengele, Josef, 165, 167
Miquel, Marc von, 20
Mitscherlich, Alexander, 257
Mittag, Der, 265
Mitscherlich, Margarete, 257

Mord (murder): blood lust as criterion for,
32, 56, 57, 58; charges of in Auschwitz
Trial, 113, 120, 194, 200, 201, 202, 203,
206, 234–35; criteria for charge of, 57–58,
60–61, 67–68; general definition of, 54, 56,
120; importance of motivation for charge
of, 57–58, 60, 78, 240, 274; intrinsic
illegality of orders to commit, 203;
punishments for under German law, 71;
verdicts of in Auschwitz Trial, 239–44

Morgen, Konrad, 160
Morgenthau, Henry Jr., 8
Moscow Declaration (1943), 7
motivation, individual: causal relationship

to criminal behavior, 78; and guilt in
German law, 75, 76–78; objective
determination of, 65–67, 68, 69;
problematic application to cases of
genocide, 78–79; role in American legal
treatment of homicide, 55; role in German
legal treatment of Mord, 57–58, 61, 67,
70, 78; state as source of in criminal acts,
70; treatment of by mainstream press,
282–84

Mülhaus, Johannes, 102
Mulka, Robert, 4, 86, 99, 122, 184, 228,

234, 302; age during service at Auschwitz,
205; anti-Semitism of, 267, 268; assistance
to by Rolf Mulka, 265; claim of personal
disapproval of activities at Auschwitz, 137;
conviction of, 235, 242–43; criticism of
sentence by CIC, 290; denial of
participation in crimes at Auschwitz, 134,
237, 267; disavowal of responsibility for
Auschwitz service, 132; duties at
Auschwitz, 114, 115–16, 135, 236–37, 243;
Freikorps membership of, 134; indictment
of, 51, 114, 115, 119; interrogation by
Hofmeyer, 266–67; as lead defendant in
Auschwitz trial, 50; press accounts of, 133,
259, 265, 266–67; public ignorance of,
256; representation by Müller, 117;
representation by Stolting II, 183;
sentencing of, 290, 299; SS service of, 131,
243; testimony against by Kühne, 168;
testimony against by Olszówka, 237–38

Mulka, Rolf, 265
Müller, Herbert Ernst, 117
Müller-Meiningen, Ernst Jr., 20
Münch, Wilhelm, 155, 159
Münchner Merkur, 285
murder. See Mord

© Cambridge University Press www.cambridge.org

Cambridge University Press
0521844061 - The Frankfurt Auschwitz Trial, 1963-1965: Genocide, History, and the
Limits of the Law
Devin O. Pendas
Index
More information

http://www.cambridge.org/0521844061
http://www.cambridge.org
http://www.cambridge.org


Index 337

National Democratic Party of Germany
(NDP), 278

Naumann, Bernd, 4, 259
Nazi trials: historiography of, 3–6, 51,

268–69; role in West German history, 6–7.
See also Nazi trials, Allied; Nazi trials,
German

Nazi trials, Allied, 8–12
Nazi trials, German: as “alibi” for German

population, 268; as forum for dealing with
Nazi past, 21, 52, 106, 225; as forum for
GDR propaganda, 123, 129, 147, 151–53,
188; as impediment to struggle against
communism, 224; challenges to legitimacy
of, 217–19, 224; convictions in, 12, 15;
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