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10. The decisions of the Court regarding con-
finement are in accordance with the exist-

ing laws of confinement. The United Nations

Minimum Rules do not pertain to this, even

if they give valuable hints and elucidation.™
Decision of the State Supreme Court of Stuttgart

on 30.7.75 in the process against Andreas

Baader, Gudrun Ensslin, Ulrike Meinhof, Jan-Carl

Raspe.

1. INTRODUCTION

The present Documentation is based on the Articles of the
"International Covenant for Civil and Political Rights" as drawn
up by the United Nations and ratified on 3.1.76 - it is a Covenant
of Human Rights to which about half of all UN member states
acceded, amongst them the FRG (but not e.g. the USA, Israel and
South Africa). Under the agreement all member states were duty-
bound to safeguard the right to life., It contains a prohibition
of torture; it demands the right to fair hearing and freedom of

speech.

The UN Human Rights Committee is responsible for ensuring that
member states comply with agreement.

The UN Human Rights Committee was proposed and elected by the 18
member states and consists of "Personalities of high integrity
and recognised competence in the field of Human Rights" and if
possible "Persons with legal exherience 1 from Western states,
socialist states and Third World states. Under Article 40 the
Committee is entitled to ask for reports from member states about
the position of Human Rights in their country. These reports are
debated in public meetings. Committee members put critical
questions and comments to the government representatives. The
FRG submitted its first report on 25.11.79 2). The Committee
debated the report in the presence of representatives of the

Federal Government 3) Members of the Committee put critical

1) Art. 28 para. 2 of the International Covenant for Civil and Political Rights
2) CCPR/C/1/Add. 18
3) CCPR/C/SR 92, 94 and 96

questions to the representatives of the Federal Government con-
cerning the prison conditions of political prisoners. The
Federal Government had not mentioned conditions of isclation in
their report although it had been obliged to do so under
Article 40 II of the Covenant, to report "difficulties" in the
application of the Covenrant's guidelines.

Article 6 of the Covenant: What securities exist against the
arbitrary use of firearms by police or army in cases of revolt,
escape from prison, or arrests?

Article 7: Why 1s solitary confinement used, under what con-
ditions, and for how long?

Article 9: With reference to experience in cases which were sub-
mitted to the European Commission on Human Rights in Strasbourg:
How long is the remand custody? How are persons protected against
inappropriately long periods of remand custody? How often is
unduly long remand custody used?

Article 10: What does the Federal Government understand by
"Special characteristics of the Prison" when justifying significant
restrictions in the conditions of confinement in prison?

Article 14: Do the accused have enough time and opportunity to
prepare their defence? Can they communicate adequately with the
lawyer of their choice? How is the contact ban justified A),
during which all contact between prisoners and defence lawyers
is forbidden? wWhen and why can a judge refuse the calling of
witnesses named by the accused? Can an accused person abuse

his rights to a defence?

The report states that trials can be conducted in the absence of
the accused. How are these decisions arrived at? Can these
decisions be appealed against?

Article 19: How can the freedom of opinion be guaranteed? Words
which are not followed by violence cannot endanger national
security.

4) Compare p. 53 of this Documentation



One gains the impression overall, that the reaction by the
Federal Republic to extremism is extreme in itself and cannot

be justified.

The representatives of the Federal Government have not answered
these questions adequately or answered them incorrectly. They
promised additional information at the end of the discussion S).
Although these were requested several times by the Committee on
Human Rights they have not been submitted by the Federal
Government 6). They should have replied to the guestions at the
latest in their second (comprehensive) report. This was due on
3.8.83, the FRG had therefore 5 years to prepare it. Later the
report was promised for the spring and then the autumn of 1984
The report has still not been submitted to date 73). The Federal
Government did not publish the criticisms raised against it by

the Commission for Human Rights. It therefore disregarded one of
8)

7).

the recommendations of the Committee to its member states.

After the Committee of Human Rights had examined a number of
reports submitted to it by different member states and discussed
conditions of isolation several times, it issued its "General
comment 7/16" of July 1982 and stated the following in connection
with the prohibition of torture (Article 7 of the Covenant), "a
measure like imprisonment in isclation can, in certain circum-

stances ... contravene the Article." 9)

The following Documentation is based on the situation outlined

below:

- There are still prisoners in total isolation, in special cells,
where they have been for years, some in isolation with limited
association with one other prisoner, there are also three groups
of 4 prisoners each detained in high security wings.

5) CCPR/C/SR 96, p.7 para.24

6) Compare e.g. Report of the Human Rights Committee 1979, p.l5 para.é3 as
well as CCPR/C/SR 340 p.2 para.8

7) CCPR/C/SR 540/Add. 1 p.2 para.2

7a)Compare recent press release (e.g. from Suddentschen Zeitung) from 11.9.85,
according to which the Federal Govermment submitted its report to the Human

Rights Committee
8) General Remark 2/13 (Report of the Human Rights Committee, 1981 p.1Q9
9) Report of the Human Rights Committee, 1982 p.84

-~ The prisoners from the RAF ana from anti-imperialist resistance
groups fought against their isolation - by means of several
hungerstrikes, after all legal measures had been exhausted.
They ask for:

International control

The application of the basic guaranteed rights

of the Geneva Convention, in other words, groups
of prisoners large enough to permit human inter-
action (see Appendix 21: Hungerstrike declaration
from February 1981)

The Editors

August 1985
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II LETHAL SHOTS (Art. 6 of the Covenant)

- On May 11, 1952 the 20 year old communist worker PHILLIP MUELLER
was shot in the back by a police bullet. Phillip Mueller took part
in a demonstraction in Essen which was directed against the re-armament
of the ERG. No legal action was taken.

- On June 2, 1967 the student BENNGC OHNESORG was killed by police officer
Kurras who shot him through the back of his head. B8enno Ohnesorg was
standing on the sice, watching a demonstration in West Berlin which
was directed against the visit of the Shah of Iran. Kurras was found
not guilty because of justifiable homicide.

On July 15, 1971 PETRA SCHELM was killed by a shot from a sub-
machine gune which hit her beneath the left eye. She was killed
during the first big hunt for members of the Red Army Faction,
operation "Kora". The police were armed with sub-machine guns,
teargas, walkie-talkies and bullet-proof vests. First aid was
not given to her. The police assumed that they had shot Ulrike
Meinhof. At the end of July 1971 the Public Prosecutor in
Hamburg stopped the preliminary proceedings because the police
of ficer had acted in self defence.

GEORG VON RAUCH, who was born 12.5.1947, was shot on December 4,
1971 during the search named "Trotting Race” in West Berlin by a
police officer in plain cloethes, named Schulz. Ouring a vehicle-
control search Georg von Rauch and 2 of his companions were

asked to stand against the wall of a house with their arms raised
and their faces to the wall. He was unsuccessfully searched for
weapons. When Georg von Rauch looked to the side a bullet hit

him from a distance of 1 meter through the right eye and went
out again through the back of his head. No first aid was given
to him.

On May 26, 1972 the Attorney General Severin, Berlin, dismissed
the case with regard to the charge "against unknown employees of
the state of West Berlin for the murder of Georg von Rauch"
brought by the widow and the parents of Georg von Rauch. Of the
CID officer Schulz it was said: "The behaviour of the officer
was justified under the viewpoint of self defence ( 53 StGB)".

-6 -

THOMAS WEISSBECKER, born in 1949, was killed on March 2, 1972
during an observation and special action in Augsturg. He was

shot through the heart from a distance of 2 meters. First aid
was not given.

On April 21, 1972 the lawyer Eggert Langmann brought an action
"Against persons unknown for being suspected of deliberate
murder" under instructions by Thomas Weissbecker's mother. He
stated amongst other points: "... it has to be investigated
within this context in how far the culprit assumed that it was
not Thomas Weissbecker, but Andreas Baader ... whe should be
shot in any case." (page 13)

On August 28, 1972 the Public Prosecutor in the Court in
Augsburg dismissed the charge - Ref.: 110 Js 143/72. He stated
amongst other points: "I have stopped the preliminary proceed-
ings against the police officer through whose use of a firearm
Thomas Welssbecker was killed on March 2, 1972 according to

170 para 2 StPO. (page 1)

According to the same rule I will also not pursue the charge
brought by lawyer Langmann insofar as he is asking for criminal
proceedings against the named officer. None of the 2 officers
have made themselves punishable. (page 2)

Since February 11, 1972 a flat had been under observation by
officers from the Bavarian Office for the Protection of the
Constitution, the Security Group Bann-Bad Godesberg of the
Federal Criminal Office (BKA) and a Special Commission of the
Bavarian Criminal Office. On March 2, 1972 at 12.30 they
observed that a young man and a young woman entered the flat,
(Page 2) (Now follows the exact description of the observation)

The use of firearms against Thomas Weissbecker by the officer A
was justified as an act of self defence ( 53 para ! StG3) (page 7)

The superior officer is also not guilty of having committed an
offence of accidental homicide by ordering the immediate arrest
of the suspected couple. ( 222 StG8)

For the officer in charge there existed at the time when he gave
the orders, no possibility to plan and prepare in such a way

that the use of firearms could have been avoided by the officers.
After both of them aroused the suspicion of escape by their
sudden separation an immediate arrest was imperative." (page 10)



On May 9, 1975 WERNER SAUBER was shot by police officers during
a vehicle-control in a car park; Karl-Heinz Roth was badly
injured. 1In the criminal proceedings against Karl-Heinz Roth
and Roland Otte for attempted murder of the police offlicers
involved, both were found not guilty. Nothing is known to us
of a sentence against the officers.

On September 6, 1978 WILLY PETER STOLL was shot in a Chinese
restaurant in Dusseldorf. He was hit by 4 bullets from 2
police pistols, one of the bullets killed him.

The Police President and Public Prosecutor tried to justify

the murder as an act of self defence. But they made contradict-
ing statements with regard to the number of shots fired, to the
question whether the officers had tried to disarm Stoll and to
the guestion whether Stoll himself had held a weapon. The way
in which the Public Prosecutor in Dusseldorf explained the
suspension of the proceedings against the police officers is
very typical; to justify the shooting of Stoll they explained
amongst other things that the "generally known danger of
terrorist brutality" justified the use of firearms - an argument
that speaks against a definite act of self defence and for the

general plan to kill people who are being hunted as members of
the RAF.

The Interior Minister of Nordrhein-Westfalen, Hirsch, has
expressed his "appreciation” towards the two police officers
involved and promised promotion. And Nordrhein-Westfalen's
opposition leader Koeppler has also praised the "sensible and
precise way of acting” of the two police officers (Frankfurter
Allgemeine Zeitung, 9.9.78). The chairman of the police union
GOP in Nordrhein-wWestfalen, Guenter Schroeder, thinks that the
shooting of Willy Peter Stoll is suitable "to be adopted as a
model case for the teaching books of the police" (Braunschweiger
Zeitung 8.9.78). Praise for the "success of the search" was
also expressed by the Federal Minister of the Interior, Baum.
(Frankfurter Rundschau 8.9.78).

ELISABETH VAN DYCK was shot on May 4, 1979 at about 10.00 p.m,
whilst entering a flat in Nuernberg. There were 3 police
officers in the flat, Elisabeth Van Dyck was on her own. In

the decision to stop the proceedings the Public Prosecutor at
the Court in Nuernberg-Fuerth states on June 15, 1979

(Ref.: 340 Js 18/79): "The accusations against the police
officers in the death of Mrs. van DOyck on May 4, 1979 will
not be accepted as the officers have acted in self defence

( 32 StGB). Reasons:

- The police headquarters in Mittelfranken issued an order
according to which the police officers involved were given
instructions to arrest those persons who entersd or were
going to enter the flat. In the order it was mentioned that

these people for whom an arrest warrant had been issued D

(Christian Klar, Rolf Heissler, Monika Hellbing, Adelheid

Schulz, Elisabeth van Dyck, Werner Lotze) regularly carried

weapons, possibly also explosives and that an immediate

use of firearms was to be expected.

- In the afterncon of May 4, 1979 the police officers no. 24
and no. 33 and their group leader no. 26 entered the con-
spirative flat which had been rented under the false name of
Friedrichs. It was left to the officers, against whom an

action has been brought and whose names are known to the
PUblic Prosecutor, to discuss and decide upon the details of
a possible action. The head of the police and the officers
at heacquarters did not interfere. It was agreed from the
beginning that every person who opened the flat door would
be greeted with the words "Police, lift up your hands". For
reasons of security every arres: was to be made with weapons

ready to fire. (underlined by us)

It was planned to arrest entering persons in the hall as that

seemed to be the most convenient place... (There follows a
description of the hall) The Police officers decided that
they would post themselves at the doors of the different

rooms in case of danger and to explain to the entering persons
the reasons for the arrest from there,

- At about 9.50 p.m. the officers received information via
their radic that a suspected person, probably a man, had
entered the house. The officer no. 26 then went to the spy-
hole in the door. After a short time he saw a young woman -
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it was Elisabeth van Dyck - who obviously wanted to enter the
flat. The officer therefore withdrew to the bathroom door.
His colleagues no. 24 and 33 who had placed themselves in the
bedsitting room rushed to the door of this room. Mrs. van
Dyck opened the double-locked flat door with a key and entered
the hall. She was carrying a handbag and a shoulderbag as
well as newspapers and letters. Before she could pull out the
key from the door and close it, the call by officer no. 26 was
made in the dark: "Police, lift up your hands". All the
lights in the flat had been turned off.

To this call she reacted, after a short hesitation, by turning
slightly towards the officer no. 26. At the same time she
dropped all her things and her hand went quickly to the belt
of her trousers... (Now follows the exact description of the
pistol which was later found on her but which could hardly

have been recognisable in the dark.)

The attempt by Mrs. van Dyck to draw her pistol despite the
call caused the police officer who was holding his gun in his
right hand, to shoot a bullet from his hip from a distance of
more than 1 meter. The bullet hit Mrs. van Dyck in the front
of her right thigh. The bullet left at the back of the thigh
at a height of 68 cm, without injuring the bone and went into
the wall of the hall on the right side of the door. Straight
after that the officer no. 24 also fired a shot from a distance
of about 60-80 cm. By turning her body after the call, Mrs.
van Dyck was standing with her back and partly her left side
towards the officer no. 24. Mrs. van Dyck was therefore hit

by a bullet in the left side of her back at a height of 109.5 cm
and 11 cm to the left of her spine. The bullet went through
the body and got stuck 108 cm above the sole of the foot and
2.5 cm from the right of the middle of the stomach, right under
the skin., The line of fire therefore went from the left of

the back to the right of the front slightly sloping...

As a result of the shot Mrs. van Dyck collapsed. She fell
backwards near the open door. An ambulance brought her
immediately to the clinic in Nuernberg but she died at 11.15
p.m. as a result of circulatory- and heart failure with
internal haemorrhaging, mainly inner bleeding as a result of
the shot which had torn her inner organs.

- 10 =~

II.

1 The use of firearms by the police officers no. 24 and 256 on
the evening of May 4, 1979 in the flat Stephanstr. 40 was
Justified according to 32 StGB, as the officers were acting
in self defence. This right of self defence belongs %to every

citizen..." (Underlined by us)

On September 25, 1978 MICHAEL KNOLL was shot in Dortmund.

ROLF HEISSLER was apprehended in a house in Frankfurt/Main on

June 9, 1979. The house had been watched by police officers:

the apartments which Heissler wanted to enter were full of police
officers. Wwhen Heissler entered an officer shot him in the head
without prior warning and without Heissler attempting to draw

his weapon. Heissler survived because of an instinctive head
movement; he suffered head and eye injuries.

This is the only case in which the actions of the police are
documented in detail, because the victim survived the police
action. It shows that the question of self defence did not arise
and confirms the theory that it did not arise either in any of
the other cases where lethal shots were fired.

under the pretext of hunting for especially dangerous "terrorists"
civilians have also been shot. Two examples:-

IAN MACLEQD was shot on July 1, 1972 in Stuttgart during a search

action against the RAF, In the early hours of the morning CID
officers stormed the flat of the Scottish businessman. He
opened his bedroom door, undressed, and shut it immediately.
Police officer Koglin at that moment fired his submachine gun
through the closed bedroom door. Macleod was killed on the spot
by a bullet which hit him in the back.

After one year the Public Prosecutor at the Court in Stuttgart
refused to bring a charge against the officer Koglin. After a
search of the flat no weapons had been found but the action had
taken place during a search for terrorist criminals. The officer
was therefore found not guilty because of justifiable homicide.

On May 21, 1974 the cabdriver GUENTER JENDRIAN was shot in his
flat under the same pretext. At 3.00 a.m. in the morning a unit
of the MEK (Mobile Action Unit) stormed his flat on the 2nd floor.
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According to the police this was part of their search for
Roland Otto (see May 9, 1975, Werner Sauber).

The Public Prosecutor conceded that Jendrian had not used a gun
himself. But the preliminary proceedings against ‘the police
officers were still discontinued at the end of May 1974 with
the reason of "self defence".

Documentation exists that between 1971 and 1978 over 146 people
were killed by the police, amongst them children and young
people. The killings took place in connection

- with the so-called terrorist hunt in 16 cases,

- with the chase of - mainly ordinary - crimipals in 52 cases,
- with the chase of traffic offenders in 13 cases,

- or within the current atmosphere of general hysteria. 1
In 1951 the Federal Criminal Office (BKA) had at their disposal
a special commando in the form of the Security Group Bonn,
situated in Godesberg. This commando was formed as "bodyguards"
for West German politicians and as observation-group for the
protection of state receptions.

A few months after the emergency laws were passed, dated 28.6.68,
the Federal Government authorised the BKA to build up the
Security Group into a Central Inquiry Office for the whole of

the FRG. The Minister of the Interior at that time, Herr
Genscher, decreed in November 1970 that the BKA "should start
immediately with the creation of a criminal investigation group
and to complete the training within 2 years". (Bulletin by the
Federal Government 52, page 1608) In 1971 this special commission
was introduced as the "Baader-Meinhof Special Commission" and in
1972 as the "Special Commission to fight anarchistic criminals"
and finally it was named the "Special Unit to fight against
Terrorists".

According to the Vice President of the BKA, Werner Heinel, this
commando consists of: CID officers, technicians, handwriting

experts, psychologists, Federal Border police (BGS). (Bulletin 52)

The Special Commandos of the BKA work closely together with the
Secret Services. The Federal Minister of the Interior asked

1) “Everyone can be next". Documentation of lethal shots by the police since
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the Federal Office for the Protection of the Constitution, to
form a group for the observation of foreigners. Since 1970
special units exist in the different state centres of the BKA,
to fight against "foreign terrorists". (Bulletin 52)

In each of the different states a standby police unit was created
in support of the municipal police. Within the unit, special
sniper units were set up. Next to the standby units, the states
formed already in 1953 in co-operation with the municipal police
and the political departments of the State Criminal Offices, as
well as their local police stations, "Special Commandos" of con-
spiratively disguised civilian officers. The Special Commandos
of the states were introduced to the public as "Anti-Terror
Groups". Their deployment in the normal police activities has
allegedly only exercise-character.

In May 1974 the "Standing Conference of the Ministry of the
Interior" decided in agreement with the Federal Minister of the
Interior, to introduce "information centres" in all state
ministries, as well as an extension of their secret special
commandos according to central guiding principles. The "Standing
Conference of the Ministry of the Interior" holds the view that
"the centralisation of these special commandos ensures a problem
free, mutual and simultaneous response". (Der Kriminalist, 5/74)

In the meantime the special units of the standby police units
and the special commandos are under direct order of the Ministers
of the Interior of the different states.

The state authorities have in all cases tried to justify the
actions of the police officers by claiming that they had acted
in self defence or mistakenly assumed a self defence situation.
(So-called justifiable homicide)

In the face of this it has to be commented on that these were
officers of the police special units, who have received military
training, were armed and were therefore always superior to the
people they killed. In some cases the encounter had been care-
fully prepared (Elisabeth van Dyck, Rolf Heissler) so that the
element of surprise can be excluded. The actions of these
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special commandos lead to the conclusion that it is their aim
not to take prisoners if possible.

"It has been reported that the Israelis as well as the West
Germans have given special orders to their anti-terrorist
commandos not to take prisoners if the conditions are favourable,
especially if no journalists or witnesses are present.”
(Conflict, published by Rand Corporation, vol. 3, No. 2/3, 1981)

The political leadership of the FRG has openly sided with this
intention to kill. The Interior Minister of Hessen, Bielefeld,
said for instance: "Even terrorists are human beings; shooting
them needs practice." (Der Spiegel, 18.9.72). The former
chancellor Helmut Schmidt said in a Government statement on

May 15, 1975 that: "Terrorism" must be "extinguished quickly",

the state could not afford to hesitate "even to kill". The

former head of the BKA, Herold: "It (terrorism) must be eliminated
as quickly as possible." (Frankfurter Rundschau, 3.5.79)

Spisseas &
- 14 - .

MEASURES AGAINST THE PRISONERS OF THE RAF AND OTHER POLITICAL

PRISONERS

I1I. Confinement in Isolation (Art. 7 of the convenant)

Three prisoners from the RAF (Andreas Baader, Gudrun Ensslin,
Jan Carl Raspe) have filed a complaint with the European
Commission of Human Rights against the FRG. In this complaint
they reprove confinement in isolation as a violation of the
prohibition of torture (Art. 3 of the European Commission of
Human Rights). The Commission has rejected the complaint.
(8.7.78) 1)

The federal Government uses the decision by the Commission to
justify the maintenance and intensification of confinement in
isolation. Representatives from the Federal Government have
several times referred to this decision before the Committee

of Human Rights. 2)

The Federal Government has also quoted the decision by the
Commission to the 3rd Committee of the General Assembly of the
United Nations to maintain their assertion that torture does
not exist in the FRG. -’

The decision by the European Commission of Human Rights is,
however, neither factually correct nor legally defensible. As
this decision is of fundamental importance it is admissable

and necessary to criticise it in view of the confinement in
isolation which is being practised in the whole of the FRG

(and is not only restricted to the prison considitons of the
three named complainants, to whom the decision applies directly).

1) European Commission of Human Rights. Decisions and
reports. la. 1979, p.64 ff. s. appendix 2

2) CCPR/SR. 92, para. 4a. 7; 96, para. 19

3) A/33/196/Add. 1, p. 25, para. 2 (4.10.78)
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Review of the prison conditions of political prisoners in the FRG

Conditions of ispglation have been applied since 1970, since the

existence of RAF prisoners.

a) The prisoners are cut off extensively from human communica-

tion within the prisons and from their contacts to the outside.

The prisoners are kept in single cells. The windows of the

cells are constructed in such a way that contact to other

prisoners is impossible. The participation in communal events,

for instance church service, is prohibited. The prisoners are

not allowed to meet up with other prisoners during prison

functions, or when taking showers. They have to take "exercise

in the yard"” on their own; and this very often does not take

place in the prison yard but in a roofed space within the

prison building. The cells of the prisoners and the objects

contained in them, including personal notes and defence papers,

are often searched, looked into and confiscated. The prisoners

are also strip-searched before and after every visit, even

after those by their defence counsels, and have to change or

remove all their clothes. DOuring the visit they are separated

from their visitors by a glass partition. Political censorship

is being applied to books, magazines and newspapers.

b) Since 1977 so-called high security wings are being built

within the prisons. High security wings are buildings which

are built separately from the other prison buildings and which
consist of a number of isolation cells. All the cells (including

visitors cells, shower rooms) are housed in the wings; the

"exercise period" also takes place within the wings so that the

prisoner never leaves these units.

Such high security wings and isolation units are for instance

in Stuttgart-Stammheim, Celle, Berlin-Tegel, Berlin-Moabit,
Luebeck,

1)

2)Munich-straubig, Frankenthal, Bruchsal.

1) compare confinement decisions from 1975 - appendix 4

1977 - appendix 5
1980 - appendix 23

1) appendix 8

2) appendix 6

In these wings the state authorities have used/perfected the
experiences they gained from confinement in isolation from 1970
until 1977. The high security wings are an intensification of
the already existing conditions of isolation.

A prisoner from the RAF, Karl-heinz Dellwo, has described his

cell in the high security wing in Celle: 3)

"Unlike the usual constructions the cell has been built diagonally to the
corridor and has two doors. And two windows. The cell is about 5.90 m long
and 1.80 m wide. Height 3.50 m. In each cell door there is a square hatch
to pass things through for instance. The two windows and the hatches in the
doors are made from 'Allstop' bullet-proof glass. The windows, very heavy,
cannot be opened by us. Faint air enters through an air conditiorer built
onto the side. The windows are about 1.10 m wide and 1.50 m high, 50% are
made of bullet-proof glass, 50% are taken up by the frame. I think that the
whole construction weighs about 400kg - maybe this will make it comprehensible
for you. This is important, because nothing demonstrates the total isolation
and separation as strongly as these windows. Communication is not even
possible through the air conditiomer. It is constructed in such a way that
no sound enters through it. The cell is painted yellow. Two large neon
lights on the ceiling and a small one, which is installed on top of a sheet
metal plate built into the wall and which is also meant to serve as a mirror,
are turned on from 7.00 a.m. in the morning untill 11.00 p.m. at night. When
looking at the sheet metal plate there always seems to be a slight mist
between us. The other fittings are a sheet metal lavatory, sheet metal sink,
security furniture, concrete floor. There is a radio, a Grundig 'prima boy
700', with only long and medium wave. A radio installation with loudspeaker
or headphone connection, as they are normally in the cells, does not exist

in this wing. ... The cell doors are airtight. The cell is silent. It is
not completely soundproof, but I can only receive very indefinable sounds.
Yesterday, for instance, it was raining., I can see the rain but I can't

hear it. When the door is opened it is announced by a slight sound. Even
though I have tried I cannot understand a single word when the prison officers
are talking in the corridor. The only distinguishing sound is a high loud
banging, when the food trolley is pushed along. Or for instance when the
coffee pot, with which we are getting hot water three times a day, is being
collected one hour after distribution - there is a banging sound, then the
hatch is opened and a prison officer asks for the pot. But otherwise it is
not possible to hear beforehand if anybody is coming. I can't hear for
instance when the door is opened by the other two officers.

To say it differently: This wing is not the kind of isolation unit which we
have experienced so far, where a whole unit has been cut off from the rest -
this is an architectural conglomerate of 10 isolation units which are totally
cut off from each other. If I didn't know that the two people from Berlin
were also in these cells - so far I wouldn't have been aware of them. This
is an assimilation of all the experiences which the state has made in all

the years of detention in isolation. I have been here for 48 hours now -
apart from the bath and the visits in the visiting cell I will not be expect-
ing anything new. There will only be repetitions. No unforeseen occurrences
will happen here. As I said before, the experiences of detention in isolation
in two dozen prisons have been implemented here. I don't think that a
qualitative change. The basic purpose of this building is not security, but
destruction. The whole technology is aimed at securing the isolation - every
situation, in which the isolation is not perfect, must be an exception.”

1) appendix 7
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Confinement in a high security wing is connected with complete
optical and acoustic control. In the single cells there are
two-way communication installations which can be used for
acoustic surveillance without the prisoner being aware of it.
In the corridors and communal rooms there are video cameras
and microphones. The Senator Justice in Berlin at that time,
Herr Meyer, said the following about the high security wing:
"According to instructions the video cameras should only be
used if there is a threat to security. ...The cameras are
always running but recording needs a special permission."®
(Public discussion on 18.1.80 in Berlin).

It is up to the discretion of the prison administration to
determine when "a threat to security" exists. The purpose
of these controls is explained below.

An extreme measure of isolation to be mentioned is the contact

ban. {(page 53)

c) All prisoners from the RAF are kept in conditions of isolation
as are all prisoners who have been imprisoned as "sympathisers"
of the RAF for doing legal political work. Amnesty International
quotes: "In the case of prisoners whose charge is based on non-
violent offences, extreme security measures have also been taken."

Almost all the prisoners charged under para. 12%9a StGB are con-
cerned. Para 129a StGB, which was enforced on 18.8.76, makes the
membership of a "terrorist group" as well as the "support" and
"advertising” of it, a punishable offence. The precursor of para.
129a StGB is the evidence of the existence of a "criminal group"
(para. 129 StGB). The introduction of evidence as a "Terrorist

group" demonstrates clearly politicisation of the penal law:
whilst the concept "criminal"” signifies the use of certain

(illegal) aims (namely: to destroy the present system of the FRG),
which finally means a political point of view. Accordingly the

taw interpretes the notions of "support" and "advertising"

1) Amnesty International: Report about the prison conditions
in the FRG, May 1980, page l6.
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extensively: intended is the allegedly hypothetical, purely
political "support" or "advertising". 1In this way the Law
criminalises two groups of people: defence counsels of RAF
prisoners as well as those people who show solidarity for RAF
prisoners (for instance by supporting hungerstrikes against

conditions of isolation, contacts by letter and visiting). b

Examples are quoted below. (page 137)

1)

1) Prison conditions Irmgard Moeller, appendix 10



d) The prisoners of the RAF have demanded the abolition of isolation

since the beginning (1970). Initially they asked for equal
status with other prisoners. The relevant submissions and legal
actions by their defence counsels were rejected by the judicial
authorities. The highest Court of the FRG, the Federal Court of
Justice and the Federal Constitutional Court have, on the
contrary, declared that isolation conditions are legitimate.

The prisoners have tried to achieve tneir requests through
hungerstrikes.

1. Hungerstrike 17 January 1973 - 12 February 1973

40 political prisoners demanded the abolition of isolation and
especially that Ulrike Meinhof be moved immediately from the
Silent Wing in Cologne-Ossendorf. (In the Silent Wing she was
totally isolated socially since her arrest on 15.6.72 and no
sounds reached her.

The judicial authorities reacted at first by withdrawing the
drinking water for different prisoners. On Friday, 9 February,
Ulrike Meinhof was moved from the Silent Wing into a single cell
in the male wing in Cologne-Ossendorf - on Monday, 12 February
1973, the hungerstrike was stopped.

2. Hungerstrike 8 May 1973 - 29 June 1973 (47 days)

60 prisoners demanded:

"Equal status for political prisoners with all the other
prisoners” and "Free political information for all prisoners -
also from the extra-parliamentary media". (s. Appendix 1l1)

The judicial authorities again tried to break the hungerstrike
by withdrawing drinking water for individual prisoners, a
shopping ban, prohibition of exercise. After the courts had
ordered the lifting of isolation for 2 prisoners, the hunger-
strike was stopped.

3. Hungerstrike 13 September 1974 - 5 February 1975

Over 40 political prisoners declared:
Resistance against
- dehumanisation through social isolation - over years;
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re~education and torture in the brainwash wings to force the
giving of evidence - the isolation of Roland Augustin since

the beginning of May in the Silent Wing in the prison in Hannover;
the new camera silens cells with constant heat, constant sound
and TV surveillance after the model of the Hamburg DRG research
project in Berlin-Tegel; Berlin-Lehrter-Strasse; Bruchsal,
Essen, Cologne, Straubing;

being moved at every attempt to break through the total isolation
by calling to other prisoners in the punishment cells in Berlin-
Moabit, in Bruchsal, punishment cells in Essen, Straubing,
Preungesheim, Fuhlsbuettel, Mannheim; into the soundproof, TV
controlled "Glocke" in the remand prison Hamburg - completely
strapped down for days;

attempted murder through the withdrawal of drinking water during
hungerstrikes in Schwalmstadt, Munich, Hamburg, Cologne;

being handcuffed during exercise in Hamburg and Lubeck;
imprisonment for the past 2% years in special cells in Cologne-
Ossendorf directly next to the 2 main entrances of the prison -
never any peace; the same in Berlin-Moabit;

attempts to declare us mentally deficient and the use and threat
of forced anaesthetics for inquiry purposes;

visiting cells with glass partition for visits by defence counsels
where political communication is impossible; in Hannover,
Stuttgart and Straubing;

periodic confiscation of all materials necessary for the
preparation of the defence - notes and mail - taken by the
Security Group Bonn - State Security Department;

a press campaign against the defence counsels of the political
prisoners co-ordinated with the cell searches by the Security
Group Bonn; attempts to criminalise the defence lawyers of
political prisoners;

confiscation and manipulation of files by the Federal Criminal
Qffice;

slackening of isolation only to build up prisoners as informers
and witnesses for the trials; as in Cologne-Ossendorf, where

Jan Raspe refuses the offered exercise since April, because

the exercise period in which he was allowed to take part was
with prisoners from the transport wings, with different
prisoners every day - a fluctuation in which neither communica-
tion nor orientation is possible. All those prisoners who were
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allowed to make contact with him were, it was established,
organised and controlled by the Security Group 8onn;

- terrorisation of relatives with house searches, surveillance
and abuse during and after visits, in order to pressurise them
into influencing the prisoners to conform to the regime of the
prison staff.

In isolation the hungerstrike is our only possibility to
resist collectively the counterstrategy of imperialism to
destroy imprisoned revolutionaries and prisoners, who have
started in prison to fight back in an organised manner,
psychologically and physically, in other words politically.
(s. Appendix 12).

The authorities reacted by withdrawing water, wider brutal force
feeding procedures, a ban on shopping, prohibition of tobacco,
coffee and tea, a ban on exercise.

On 9.11.74 Holger Meins died for these demands. (see the state-
ment by Federal Attorney General Bubeck to the presiding judge,
appendix 13).

On 17.12.74 the prisoners demanded during the hungerstrike:
"Concentration of all pelitical prisoners in one prison and
abolition of isolation". The demand so far had been "equal
status with all other prisoners”, and here for the first time the
prisoners suggested a compromise, to put all the political
“'prisoners together.

The hungerstrike was stopped on 5 February 1975, after the
prisoners had been asked on 2 February 1975 by their comrades
outside to stop the hungerstrike. (Appendix 14)

4, Hungerstrike 29 March 1977 - 30 April 1977

The prisoners demanded

"that the prisoners from the anti-imperialist resistance groups
who are fighting in the Federal Republic be treated according to
the minimal guarantees of the Geneva Convention from 1949,
especially Art. 3, 4, 13, 17 and 130.
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We demand:

1. the abolition of isolation and of group isolation in the prisons
of the Federal Republic and the abolition of the special isola-
tion wings in which prisoners are brought together so the
authorities can listen to their communication by electronic
means and analyse them...

2. an inguiry into the deaths of Holger Meins, Siegfried Hausner
and Ulrike Meinhof by an International Commission of Inguiry.
(s. Appendix 15)

The investigating judge at the Federal Court orders force feeding
upon the order of the Chief Federal Prosecutor. (s. Appendix 15)

At the end of April nearly 100 prisoners are on hungerstrike,

Gudrun Ensslin is in danger of dying. b

After the doctors refuse to carry out further force feedings in
Stuttgart, promises are made.

The prisoners stop the hungerstrike. (s. Appendix 17)

The promised group was formed in June 1977; Wolfgang Beer,

Helmut Pohl and Werner Hoppe were moved from Hamburg to Stuttgart.
On 8.8.77 the group was broken up again under a pretext. The
prisoners were once again isolated from each other. (see report
about the beating up of prisoners; S.u.s.66) b

5. Hungerstrike from 10 August 1977

Against the break-up of the group is stopped on 2 September
"because the situation has hardened" and "the authorities have
throughout adopted the line to make an example against the
prisoners after the attacks against the Federal Prosecutor's
Office and Ponto. This corresponds to Rebmann's announcement.
As a result the prisoners have stopped their strike on the 26th
day. Thereby also preventing speculations of homicide."
(statement for stopping the hungerstrike. s. Appendix 18)

6. In March/April 1978

The isolated prisoners tried again to put an end to their
isolation by going on hungerstrike.

1) Ingrid Schubert talks about the situation in Stammheim on 26.4.77;
see Appendix 16
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7. Hungerstrike from 20 April 1979 until 26 June 1979

By the middle of May over 47 prisoners took part in the hunger-
strike and by June there were over 70 prisoners. They demand:
"Abolition of the isolation wings";

- a prison status which corresponds to the minimal guarantees
of the Geneva Convention and the International Human Rights
Declaration for prisoners from anti-imperialist groups;

- that these prisoners be put together into groups capable of
social interactien in accordance with the demands of medical
experts;

- release of Gunter Sonnenberg who, as a result of his head
injury, is unfit for imprisonment;

- control of the prison conditions by international humanitarian
groups/organisations."

(s. Appendix 19)

The hungerstrike is temporarily stopped on 26 June 1979 to

awalt "the results of negotiations between the International
Commission, which is acting on our instruction... and negotiations
between Amnesty International and the Federal Ministry of Justice."
(s. Appendix 20)

8. Hungerstrike from 2 February 1981 until 16 April 1581

The demands were
"Application of the minimal guarantee of the Geneva Convention"...
that means
- that the prisoners be put together into groups which make
social interaction possible
- release of Gunter Sonnenberg (s. Appendix 21)

In the night from 15 to 16 April a mediator of the Federal
Republic and a lawyer negotiated a settlement with the assurance:
"No priscner will be kept on his own."

(s. Appendix 22)

As a result the hungerstrike was stopped on 16.4.81, the Thursday
before Easter - for several prisoners were in acute danger of
dying. Around lunchtime Sigurd Debus, who had been on hunger-
strike since 10.2.81 and who had been force fed since 16.3.81,
was declared dead. He had already been unconscious for 9 days.
(see p. 130 below)

- -

9. Hungerstrike from 5 December 1984 to beginning of February 1985

The Federal Government has not kept its promise of 1981, that no
prisoner should remain isolated. 0On 4.12.84 35 prisoners of the
RAF and resistance commenced a hungerstrike. For some prisoners,
detained since the beginning of the '70's, e.g. Irmgard Muller
and Monika Berberich, this was the ninth hungerstrike.

The demands of the prisoners were:

"...we demand prison conditions as laid down by the Geneva

Convention as minimal guarantees for prisoners of war:

- large groups of all prisoners from the resistance and all
militant groups.

- abolition of single and small group isolation and the accoustic
and visual surveillance and control.

- the lifting of the contact ban: visits, letters, books, free
political discussion and information.®

(extract from the declaration in the trial of Gisela Dutzi,

4.12.84 in Frankfurt/Main)

On 27.1.85, when there was an acute danger to the life of 4
priscners, the State Secretary Dr. Kinkel, representative of the
Federal Justice Ministry, made a clear statement. "He said that
the Federal Government and the Federal States are united in

their resolve not to give in to the demands of the prisoners. He
told the SPD that he understood and agreed with the position of
the Government (as quoted)."

(press declaration of the lawyers 31.1.85)

The prisoners continued their strike until the beginning of
February. They maintained their demands.

Even though a broad national and international public opinion

had demanded the abolition of the isolation imprisonment, the

State authorities have not fulfilled this request., On the

contrary:

- they have killed the prisoners Holger Meins and Sigurd Debus
during the hungerstrike; (see below p.76 and p.130)

- they have anticipated that the trials against the RAF, planned
for 1975 (especially the trial against Andreas Baader, Gudrun
Ensslin, Ulrike Meinhof and Jan Carl Raspe in Stuttgart-Stammheim)
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could only be conducted if a special law were passed, accord-
ing to which the trial against prisoners who are not fit to
attend their trial because of the effect of isolation can be
continued in their absence. This law (para. 231la StPO) had
already been composed during the third hungerstrike and came
into force on 1.1.75; (see below p.l44)

- they conceived the plan to exclude defence counsels from the
trials, as they expected that they would attack the conditions
of isclation during the trials and address an international
public on this subject. Laws were therefore drafted during the
hungerstrike for the exclusion of defence counsels and these
laws came into force on 1.1.75. (see below p.l44)

The prisoners had to experience that the W. German State does
not apply the national law in their case. As imprisoned members
of an anti-imperialist guerilla they have had to refer to inter-
natinal law since 1975: they demand treatment according to the
International Human Rights Convention and control of their
prison conditions through international organisations. 1In fact
they demand to be put together into groups able to interact
socially. Their demands are based on the corresponding demands

by medical experts who have established during the above mentioned

trial in Stuttgart-Stammheim, that the prisoners were unfit to
attend their trial because of the effects of isolation. (see p.4o
below)
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B. About isolation conditions in particular; also: criticism
of the decision by the European Commission for Human Rights

1. The methods of isolation

The Commission confirms that the use of techniques such as
sensory deprivation as well as the total isolation has unques-
tionably to be qualified as torture; but that both of these
did not apply in the case of the RAF prisoners; they were only
"relatively socially isolated".

(a) The assertion that the prisoners are not subjected to
sensory deprivation is incorrect.

Ulrike Meinhof was kept 3 times in the Silent Wing of the

prison Cologne-Ossendorf (16.6.72-9.2.73; in December 1973

for 14 days; 5.2.74-28.4.74). She was not only cut off fram
contacts to all other prisoners but also "isolated acoustically”
(quoted from prison Governor Buecker's own words). Apart from

a quiet, monotonous sound-level she couldn't hear anything.

Her cell was completely white; pictures were not allowed. b
Astrid Proll, an RAF prisoner, had to be released from prison
because of danger to her life after she had twice been taken
to this wing (22.11.71-14.1.72; 12.4.72-16.6.72). 2)

The Silent Wing in Cologne-Ossendorf is "one of the severest
isolation units known to exist". 3) 4

The RAF prisoners are generally subjected to sensory deprivation.
This applies especially to the present so-called high security
wings. It can be concluded from the report quoted by Karl-Heinz
Dellwo about the high security wing in Celle, that he is
acoustically isolated there:

"The cell is quiet. It is not completely soundproof, but I
can only hear very indefineable sounds."”

1) The fight against conditions of destruction. 1974, p.168
The death of Ulrike Meinhof. Report by the International Inquiry
Commission, 1979, p.ll; The Technology of political control, 1977, p.238

2) The fight against conditions of destruction, 1974, p.147
Amnesty Internmational's report about prison conditions in the FRG
May 1980, p.26

3) Shallice in: The Technology of Political control, 1977, p.238
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Medical experts have also talked about sensory deprivation.
Dr. Stoewsand (Hamburg) has stated the following with regard
to the RAF prisoner Irmgard Moeller:

"To summarise I can say that the patient shows classic symptoms

with regard to isolation conditions in the sense of sensory
deprivation and social isolation... The justificatlon for the
statement, which describes the isolation conflnement as a
torture method, has to be emphasised." (report from 16.9.75)

Dr. Stoewsand says the following about the prison conditions
of the prisoners Grashof, Grundmann and Juenschke (report
from 11.12.75):

"The isolation measures taken against the prisoners are not
only social isolation, but also sensory deprivation. -Should
the prison conditions not be changed there will certainly be
a danger to the life of the prisoners."

And finmally, we have to point out the length of isclation
periods:

Forms of sensory deprivation, which on first impression may
appear to be less heavy than those techniques used in Northern
Ireland will in the long run, and which here means over years,

have the same destructive effect. b

(b) The Commission states that the prisoners are not subjected
to a total, but to a relative social isolation; especially

that they had various visits by defence counsels and relatives,

moreover that the possibilities of contacts amongst the

prisoners - gained amongst others because of the hungerstrikes -

had been continually increased.

1) Also mentiored in: The death of Ulrike Meinhof. Report by the
International Inquiry Commission. 1979, p.l13: "We have come to the
conclusion that Ulrike Meinhaf has been subjected to the 'unbloody’
torture method, which is called 'social and sensory deprivation'.
We started from the 'case' of Ulrike Meinhof, but have stressed
several times that this has not been an isolated individual case.”

Also: 3. International Russell tribunal. About the situation of
human rights in the FRG. bd. 4, p.177: "Defendants, who have been
suspected of membership in a terrorist organisation, are frequently
over longer periods, subjected to complete isolation and sensory
deprivation."
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(ba) This argumentation can only be described as cynical. Com-
plete social isolation in prisons does not exist; complete
isolation would within a short period lead to a breakdown and
death of a person.

(bb) The possibilities for visits are often reduced to visits
by relatives. This violates No. 37 of the UN Standard Minimum
Rules for the Treatment of Prisoners (ECOSOC Res. 2076 - LXII =
from 13.5.77), which states that visits by friends are also to
be allowed. The possibilities for communication are further
limited insofar as all visitors (relatives, defence counsels,
friends) are being spied upon by the Federal Criminal Office (BKA).
The following extract has been taken from a report by the BKA
to the Internal Committee of the German Parliament (May 1977):

"The special intelligence service 'prisoners surveillance' has
been enforced since March 1, 1975 for the whole Federal Republic.
A central office has been established at the BKA to co-ordinate
this service.... The police has to make use of the fact that

it is possible to gather reliable information in the prisons
about the prisoners and their contacts, as well as the visitors
and defence counsels. This necessitates surveillance measures
and a central information-gathering and evaluation. The aims

of these measures are: to gain a complete picture about the
behaviour of the prisoners, ...their contacts to persons and

to control these persons, ...all prisoners who are suspected
or have been convicted of political (terrorist) motivated crimes
will be included in the prisoners surveillance. ...Every visit,

including visits by the defence lawyers, have to be reported.
...Should the contents of the talks be questionable the talk

has to be stopped or, if necessary, the whole visit discontinued.
(This also applies to visits by the defence counsels.) ...The
information gathered through the surveillance will be stored in
the central office and in the PIOS-system."

They report further that the identification cards of the visitors,
including the defence counsels, are to be copied and that their
cars, their place of residence, their telephone numbers have to

be registered. All visits, except those by the defence counsels
will be supervised by police officers, who will write protocols
about the content of the talks. The officers interrupt or
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break off the talks, if for instance they concern the prison
conditions or political activities outside the prison against
the conditions.

Since April 1983 the Minister of Justice uses the device of an
"illegal information system” to justify measures against prison
visitors (relatives and friends) and against the prisoners
themselves: Searches of flats, cells, confiscation of letters,
interruption of talks between prisoners and their visitors.
The idea of the "illegal information system" exists to suggest
that there is an illegal exchange of information between
illegal members of the RAF (outside) and RAF prisoners. The
following directive from the Federal German Bar (18.3.83)
proves, however, that it is the intention of the judiciary to
prevent a discussion between prisoners and their visitors
about prison conditions and possibilities of changing them.

The directive describes the following subjects as illegal:

1. Discussion of demands for groups "of prisoners of the RAF"

and "prisoners of the anti-imperialist struggle"...

(a) generally

(b) in respect of which groups of people should be put
together

(c) in the way in which the demands can be substantiated

" "politically"

(d) how the demands could or should be supported by actions
either within or outside the prison

(e) as part of the "struggle" or "resistance" or as a means
to create unity or a united front within the resistance.

2. The planning of actions to support the demand for groups of
prisoners, or the continuation of the struggle, particularly
of violent actions against the stationing of medium range
missiles, as for instance the blockade of ammunition trains
or violent action against the Federal army or Nato installations.

3. Reports about actions of the above nature which have already

been carried out.

The named restrictions in the contact between prisoners, their
relations and friends violate the general comment 9/16 of the
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Human Rights Committee in which it states: "Allowing visits, in
particular by family members, is normally also such a measure
which is required for reasons of humanity." (Report of the Human
Rights Committee 1982, p.97)

The few visits - which take place under the described conditions -
cannot counteract the isolation; at best they can only provide
minimal relief.

(bc) When the Commission finally mentions the temporary increase
of contact possibilities as a result of hungerstrikes, then this
shows will all clarity that the demand for the abolition of isola-
tion is justified and can be granted quite easily. (It also has
to be mentioned that the largest group at present in the FRG con-
sists of only 5 prisoners, whereas medical experts had demanded
groups of at least 15 prisoners.) It can only be concluded that
isolation for all prisoners has to be abolished, but not as a
result of hungerstrikes.

(¢) The fact that some prisoners have been put together into
small groups, does not really change anything. These groups are
too small and cannot really soften the damaging effects of isola-
tion or cancel the already existing damage. Medical reports b
have therefore stated that groups of 15-20 prisoners are necessary;
the largest of the presently existing groups consists of only 5
prisoners. And we have to take into account that the small groups
are imprisoned within the high security wings and also that the
prisoners have already suffered irreparable damage to their health

because of preceding isolation over many years.

Amnesty International (in its report about torture, 1976 p.55)
has condemned small group isoclation as a means of torture.

(d) The European Commission for Human Rights states that the
cells of prisoners are stacked "with books and posters".

Apart from the fact that books and posters cannot substitute for
human communication, it has to be mentioned that the priscners
very often did not receive the books, magazines and newspapers as
well as letters, including defence mail which had been sent to
them: these were confiscated because of their political content.
Political censorship is being practised widely. (Vviolation of

art. 19 of the convention) 2)

1) Rasch in: "Monatsschrift fuer Kriminologie und Strafrechtsreform, 1976, p.61l ff
2) Compare chapter VII
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The following documents will illustrate this point.

"... following an order by the Public Prosecutor we object to
the propaganda material of the Republic of China for the remand
prisoner Asdonk according to no. 34, para l, no. 4 UVollzO.

Because of its revolutionary phrases and especially its glorifica-

tion of vielence the material is suited to endanger the order of
the prison. The material is to be added to the belongings of the
defendant.

1 Berlin 21, 28 January 1971

County Court Tiergarten, dept. 352 Ehlitt
Judge L

"Decision in the

preliminary proceedings against

Brigitte Asdonk,

presently in the remand prison in Essen, Krawehlstr. 59

"In view of an application by the Public Prosecutor at the

Court in Berlin from March 14, 1972 the letter of the accused

addressed to Monika Berberich, dated 3.3.72 will not be handed

out according to no. 34 (1) nmo. 3 Uvollz0, because the letter

contains insults. Already in the first sentence there is talk of

the "Murder of Tommi" 2) "conveyor belt executions in Iran" and

"the re-introduction of the death penalty in the FRG". The letter

has been confiscated according to paras 94,98,119 StPO, as it is

of importance as evidence for the attitude and the future behaviour

of the accused.

1 Berlin 21, 23 March 1972
County Court Tiergarten, dept. 349 Ruppender
Judge 3)

"The Judge at the

Federal Court

1 BJs 41/72

Decision

in the preliminary proceedings against

Manfred Grashof ... presently in the remand prison Hamburg ...

1) Kursbuch 32, 1973, p.&3

2) refers to the shooting of Thomas Weissbecker on March 2, 1972 in Augsburg;
see 'shoot to kill', p.4

3) Kursbuch 32, 1973, p.53
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According to an application by the Federal Attorney at the
Federal Court the mail sent to the defendant by Carmen Roll has
been objected to and will not be passed on to the defendant....

The letter by Carmen Roll and the enclosed material contain an
exaggerated criticism of the existing political and economical
situation in the FRG and discuss the crimes of the members of
the Baader-Meinhof group in a manner which tries te justify the
criminal activities of this group. This is aimed at strengthen-
ing the negative view of the defendants towards state and society.
...It gives rise to the apprehension that this will encourage
the defendant to put up resistance and that this could cause dis-
turbance in the prison.
Buddenberqg

Federal Judge b
Court of Inquiry
Stuttgart
Ref.: judicial preliminary inquiries against Andreas Baader a.o.

here: Gudrun Ensslin
Decision
With regard to the application by the Federal Attorney at the
Federal Court objections have been raised regarding the letter
by N.N. addressed to the accused Gudrun Ensslin and the letter
will not be passed on to the accused. The letter is to be added
to the belongings of the accused.
Reasons:
The sender of the letter, N.N., indicates his agreement with the
accused, offers his help and asks for information about the aims
of the accused. A letter of this kind is contrary to the aims
of remand imprisonment (para. 119, 3 StPO).

Maul

Judge 2)
Prison Pforzheim
Rohrstr., 17
Ref.: prisoner Siefried Hausner

Your application, 3.7.74
Dear Herr Or. Croissant,

1) The Fight against destructive imprisonment, 1974, p.70 f
2) The Fight against destructive imprisorment, 1974, p.72
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It is not possible for me at the present time to verify the
assertion by your client that literature has not been handed
out to him. The prisoner's file is at the Ministry of Justice
because of the application, dated 28.6.74.

The handing out of books is regulated according to the AV. by

the Ministry of Justice from June 24, 1969 - 4480a - VI/200 -.
According to this "the possession of books whose contents give
offence to the penal law or the fundamental law and order or

which threaten the aim of imprisonment, especially the rehabilita-

tion" is not allowed. All literature has therefore got to be

kept away from your client which will induce him to commit further

fascist acts, which will lead him further towards the authori-
tarian, anti-liberal and anti-democratic behaviour of the
revolutionary who is driven to inhumanity by his militant hate.

Yours sincerely,
Rosenfeld

Administrative Adviser

Court of Appeal in Celle 11 July 1979
2 ws 118/79 - 20 Gs 229/79 AG Celle
Decision

..

The complaint by the defence counsel for Karl-Heinz Dellwo,
lawyer Rainer Koch from Frankfurt/Main, against the decision

by the judges at the County Court in Celle from May 30, 1979

is hereby rejected with the provision that the contested defence
correspondence will provisionally be kept by the court.

The complainant has on May 23, 1979 sent defence correspondence
with a.o. photocopies of

1. press statements by the lawyers Schmid, Frommann and Waechter
about the start of the hungerstrike by members of the RAF and
other groups, which are suspected of being terrorist groups
according to para. 129 StGB,

and

2. the submission of evidence by the accused Roland Mayer, who
was tried before the court in Stuttgart as well as the corres-
ponding statement by the defendant Siegfried Haag from April 24,
1979. The judge at the County Court Celle has objected to this

1) The fight against destructive imprisorment, 1974, p.74
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part of the defence correspondence on May 30, 1979 because
of suspicion that this material would, if passed on, be suit-
able to encourage the organisational unity of a terrorist group...

But this court is also of the opinion that it is the duty of

the judge who has been appointed with the surveillance accord-
ing to para. 148 StPQ, to only examine whether the defence
correspondence relates to the advancement of a terrorist group
and (or) to planned crimes according to para. 138 StGB, but

that he is not allowed to carry out any further examination

(and objection) (Kleinknecht, 34, aufl., para l48a StPO, Rnr. 2).
He can for example not examine whether a danger of prejudicing
the course of justice is being planned through written communica-
tions, or escape, or any other offence, or whether the co-
defendants want to synchronise their evidence (Duennebier in
Loewe/Rosenberg, 23. edition, para 148a StPO, Rnr. 7).

and that it is the aim of the surveillance to exclude the
furtherance of such groups through letters or other objects
sent by their lawyers.

In this case it is a matter of so-called "press statements"

by the defence lawyers of Angelika Speitel (lawyers Kruse, Oster
and Schmid), Irmgard Moeller (lawyer Frommann) and Knut Folkerts
(lawyers Waechter, Bendler, Gauger and Hessel), in which they
state that their clients are on hungerstrike and that they
demand the formation of groups of at least 15 prisoners, better
prison conditions and other aims. As all statements contain

the same demand, that the prisoners on hungerstrike want to
achieve the formation of groups of political prisoners of at
least 15 people, the suspicion exists that by passing on these
press statements it was not only the aim to give information

to Karl-Heinz Dellwo about the prison conditions of other
prisoners to further the improvement of his own conditions, but
that it was the aim to encourage Karl-Heinz Dellwo to also take
part in the hungerstrike to achieve the formation of groups of
imprisoned comrades to support a terrorist organisation, by

'forming so-called "groups capable of interaction” within the

prison system (compare press statements referring to Angelika
Speitel)."
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Decision by the Court, 17 StVK 415/79

dated 7.8.79 - Refusal to pass on the book "Terrorism" by

the "Bundeszentrale fuer politische Bildung”

“,.. the prisoner Herlitz demonstrates daily his solidarity
with the prisoner Dellwo, who undoubtedly is one of the key
figures of the terrorist scene and who doesn't deny this. It
does therefore seem hardly possible to supply this prisoner
voluntarily with information material which is, amongst others,
suited to analyse and evaluate measures by the police which are
directed against terrorist activities. To tolerate this kind
of information material would run contrary to the aim of
imprisonment, to dissuade the prisoners from their fatal and
suicidal fight against the Federal Republic of Germany."

The Jjudge at the

Federal Court 9 August 1979

1 BFs 130/76-6 - 11 BGs 837/79

Decision

in the preliminary proceedings against Rolf Heissler

The letter of the accused from July 23, 1979 to Max Witzel,
Hoelldobl, has been confiscated. The sender will receive a copy
of the letter.

Reasons:

The letter will be of importance as evidence. The contents
supports the suspicion that the accused is a member of the RAF.
He supports the demand for groups of 10 to 13 prisoners to be
put together, a demand which, as we know, is raised by members
of terrorist groups who try to achieve it through hungerstrike.

Corresponding to this is his wish to spend his recreation and
exercise period with Bernd Roessner and Knut Folkerts. These
two he calls "hostages". And finally we have to consider the
use of the word "war injury" for the head injury he received
during his arrest and which demonstrates his attitude as a
fighter against the state and the social order. The letter
will also serve as comparison material of a very recent date in
the handwriting of the accused for analysis and association of
handwritten notes, which have been secured during the inquiries
and which imply a terrorist background.

Dr. Engelhardt

Judge at the Federal Court
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From an application to reject judges on the grounds of
prejudice, to the presiding judge at the Court in Dusseldorf
- 4 Court -, Dr. Wagner, by the lawyer of Gert Schneider on
29.2.80:

"The fear of prejudice results from the fact that the rejected
judges have been involved in decisions which, within the frame-
work of judicial mail-control, have resulted in a one-sided
censorship of information, especially a complete information-
stop of certain political contents....

As far as it concerns written material, the regulations state
that

1. apart from a certain number of regularly obtained daily
newspapers and weekly or monthly magazines, the prisoner does
not receive other newspapers or information material which the
prisoner wants to receive additionally, or which are sent to
him, neither photocopies or extracts from other materials.

2. that from the newspapers which he receives regularly,
especially from the "Informationsdienst", the "Tageszeitung"

and the "Arbeiterkampf" whole pages are regularly removed and

not given to him, because they contain certain political informa-
tion which the prisoner is not meant to receive, especially such
information which interests him most, namely criticism of state
agencies, reports about incidents in prisons and reports about
the politics of the urban guerilla groups....

The reason given for this is simply that this general prohibition
is absolutely necessary in view of the heightened security risk
to achieve the aim of imprisonment....

A fitting example for such censorship is the decision from 18.9.79
in which several pages from the "Informationsdienst" no. 298 are
not handed over for the following reason: "The paper contains a
contribution about alleged prison conditions which could affect
the prisoner in such a way as to endanger the security and

order of the prison." This argument is contrary to common sense.
How can an article on prison conditions endanger the security

and order in the prison? How can it do this when it only con-
cerns "alleged" prison conditions?...
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There is no basis to assume that Gert Schneider would be
provoked into aggression against prison officers through read-
ing certain information....

If we consider that the judges who make such decisions, really
believe in the possible aggressive reaction of the prisoner,
then this 1s reason enough to accuse them of bias, as they make
this assumption simply on the basis that he is a member of a
group which supports armed struggle. Identical censorship-
decisions have been made at the same time on the same forms for
the prisoners Wackernagel, Schneider, Speitel, Albartus, Schwall
and Roos...."

Even the documentation by the Federal Government for the infor-
mation of the public "about the events and decisions in connec-
tion with the kidnapping of Hanns Martin Schleyer and the
Lufthansa-plane Landshut” by the press and information centre
of the Federal Government will not be passed on.

"I a - 214/78

official document

prisoner Rolf Heissler, prison Straubing;

here; application for ordering and receiving three books from
the bookshop Roter Stern, 355 Marburg

1. Observation

The prisoner Rolf Heissler applied on April 22, 1980 for the
delivery of three books from the bookshop Roter Stern, 355
Marburg. One of the books is the "Documentation about the events
and decisions in connection with the kidnapping of Hanns Martin
Schleyer and the Lufthansa-plane Landshut" by the press and
information centre of the Federal Government. This book is one
of the objects which fall under the regulation of para 70,

1 StvollzG (Books and other objects for further education or
recreation”). The prisoner is not allowed to own such objects
if the possession or the usage of the object would endanger the
aim of imprisonment or the security and order of the prison,
para 70, 12 no. 2 StvollzG. ...

He will use the material to win supporters for anti-constitutional
aims by giving biased and polemic representations of the actual
facts and these supporters are willing to endanger the security
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or order by using threats or force. The compiled statements

of all actions by the terrorists against measures by the Federal
Government are already suited to strengthen a possible supporter
in his determination to undermine the liberal order of the
Federal Republic, if necessary by force. The security and order
of the prison also demands that no "teaching-material" will
reach a terrorist criminal like the prisoner Rolf Heissler.

The prison cannot here give details of the individual points
which can give concern for the security and order of the prison
because this could jeopardise the aim of the measure.

Straubing, June 18, 1980 i.A. signed Wilke
Prison administrator

"Court Dusseldorf

Decision

The magazine "Der Spiegel” no. 16 from April 13, 1981 is to be
handed over to the prisoner apart from the pages 1, 3 and 24 to
37, which will not be handed over to him and will be put to the
possessions of the defendant.

Reasaons:

The magazine contains articles on those pages which concern
actions of resistance in prison.

Such reports are suited to endanger the order in the prison.™

"The Judge at the

Federal Court 5 February 1983

Decision

in the preliminary proceedings

against Christian Klar,

born on 20.5.52, presently on remand in the prison Straubing,
a.o. accused of murder

It has been ordered by the Federal Attorney at the Federal

Court that according to para 119, 3 StPO

1. the leaflet "Proclamation by relatives of political prisoners
in the FRG concerning the trial of Helga Roos" from the mail by
Adelheid Hinrichsen, Auf der Bojewiese 75e, 2000 Hamburg 80,
dated 22.1.83, will not be handed out to the accused and will be
included in his possessions,

2. the rest of the mail (2 letters) will be handed out to the
accused.



Reasons:

To forward this leaflet would prejudice the criminal proceedings
and is suited to endanger the order in the prison (no. 34, para 1,
no. 2 and 3 UVellz0). The authors of the leaflet portray prison
conditions of "political prisoners" in a distorted manner and

call for a "fight in the prisons".

The leaflet is suited and obviously intended by the sender to
strengthen the accused, who is suspected of terrorist crimes,

in his fundamental attitude and to encourage the unity of terrorist
groups even in prison."
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2. The effects of isolation

The European Commission for Human Rights stated the following
about the effects of isolation:

"from the medical reports it is not possible to determine with
certainty the specific effects of this isclation on their
physical and mental condition in relation to other factors, like
length of imprisonment, hungerstrikes, stress caused through the
preparation for the trial."

The representatives of the Federal Government has presented a
similar view before the Committee of Human Rights.

(a) This argument is without support. The Commission thereby
disregards the medical reports of all the experts in proceedings
against the RAF - whereby it has to be noted that they were all
expert witnesses appointed by the court. Prof. Rasch (director
at the Institute for Forensic Psychiatry at the fFree University
Berlin) has stated:

"that the decisive psychiatric treatment method would be a change
of prison conditions with the possibility of larger groups for
social interaction”, and that it is "difficult to imagine how to
cure the effects of isclation from which the prisoners suffer,
without changing the present prison conditions fundamentally".
(report from 7.11.75)

In a second report Prof. Rasch wrote:

"that the diagnosed deterioration of the prisoners' health is a
direct result of the special prison conditions they are subjected
to." (August 1975)

In an essay in the "Monatsschrift fuer Kriminologie und Strafrech-
tareform", 1976, p.61 ff, Prof. Rasch demanded (p.67):

"that the present prison conditions should be abolished or
modified because of their damaging health effect."

Prof. Mende (report from 17.10.75), Dr. Schroeder and Prof.
Mueller (reports from 13.10.75 and 17.9.75) came to the same
conclusions.

1) CCPR/SR, para - 19
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Prof. Mueller and Dr. Schroeder stated the following in their
report:

"The restoration of an adequate general physical condition and
an unimpaired ability to attend their trial would presuppose
that the whole situation of the defendants would have to be
changed, especially from a psychological point of view. ...The
best living conditions which we as doctors feel are best for

the people entrusted to us obviously collide with those security
measures regarded as necessary by the authorities. As far as
those measures allow for an abolition of the social isclation

it should be done; that it would be recommended from the medical
side we have already expressed."

With regard to the RAF prisoner Irmgard Moeller Dr. Naeve
(director of the judicial medical service of the health authority
in Hamburg) has stated:

"The longterm and often total isolation of remand prisoners from
other prisoners, the far-reaching interrupted contact to other
people without doubt led to a substantial encroachment on the
psychic functions and capacity for work. ...To avoid still
further psychic upsets through a continuation of the isolation
we have to request from a medical point of view the complete
abolition of isolation imprisonment." (Report from 16.9.75)

With regard to the effects of the so-called high security wings
we will quote statements by doctors, who have inspected the high
security wing Berlin in 1980 and who described the effects after
only a short visit as follows:

"I have looked at the high security wing this afternoon and
afterwards we had an hour long discussion with Herr Meyer in a
communal room which is meant to be for the group of 7 prisoners.
After one hour I had a very strong headache - even though I have
never so far in my life suffered from headaches. One just sits

there and eight strong neon lights shine directly into your eyes.

One can't prevent it, unless one looks constantly on the floor,
which is barren.

1) Amnesty International, report about the prison conditions in the FRG,
May 1980, p.24
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I would like to know, and this should be clarified by the

Federal Constitutional Court, whether the responsible Senator

for Justice is not obliged to find out beforehand whether the
confinement in such nearly total isolation conditions does not

in the long run cause psychic and also - as is by now known
generally - psychosomatic illnesses caused by the confinement. ..."

"The light in the windowless, 2.30 m high communal room is, as

a result of several neon lights, so bright and strong that it
leads to lasting eye problems and damage to the general condition
like headaches, pressures to the head and aggression. Because

of the smooth walls and the light falling constantly on them
there is no relationship between light and shadow in the room.

The insufficient air ventilation through a narrow air shaft

causes stuffy (strengthened by smoking) and dry air (central
heating), which in turn leads to headaches, difficulty in con-
centration, tiredness, chronic colds and chronic bronchitis.

This will be especially noticeable with high temperatures outside.
The high wall which stands near to the cell windows prevents any
movement of air."

(b) The argumentation by the Commission is finally astonishing
insofar as it contradicts decisions by the two highest German
courts: the Federal Court and the Federal Constitutional Court.
Both courts have decided that the isolation conditions are the
reasons for the inability of the prisoners in the Stammheim
trials (1975-1978) to attend their own trial. The context within
which these decisions were made, was as follows:

"Four prisoners from the RAF, Andreas Baader, Ulrike Meinhof,
Gudrun Ensslin and Jan Carl Raspe, appeared as defendants before
the court in Stuttgart; the trial took place within the area of
the prison Stuttgart-Stammheim. The defendants and their defence
counsels asserted that the defendants were not fit to attend
their trial because of the isolation confinement, that the trial
had to be stopped. The presiding judge maintained instead -
without having heard any medical expers - that they were completely
fit to attend trial, that the consultation of experts was not

1) Group of doctors in Berlin in a letter to the Senator for Justice in
Berlin, 10.1.80
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necessary. When the prisoners and their defence counsels managed
finally to have their fitness to attend trial examined and this
by doctors who had been appointed by the court, they came to the
following conclusion: the prisoners are partially unfit to attend
their trial, the main reason being the isolation imprisonment
(compare p. 37 of the report). The court then acknowledged their
unfitness to attend trial but at the same time disregarded the
reports by stating: not the prison conditions but the hunger-
strikes are the cause. This assertion was intended to make it
possible for the court to continue the trial in the absence of
the defendants - based on the law especially passed for this
trial and enforced on 1.1.75, para 231 StP0, which provides for
the possibility to conduct the trial in the absence of the defen-
dants, if they are themselves deemed responsible for their unfit-
ness to attend the trial."

The Federal Appeal Court came to the same conclusion but stated
different reasons. The reason for the unfitness to attend triatl
is confinement in isolation; but that the prisoners themselves
are responsible for these prison conditions because of their
"danger"; the trial can therefore continue in their absence. b
"The statement that the prison conditions reduced the physical
and psychic condition of the accused and even the statement that
there existed 'isolation conditions' were, in the past, always
regarded as defamation of the law. 1In the decision now submitted
precisely those statements are part of the supporting argument.
Wwritten by Prof. Dr. Gruenewald, University Bonn, 'Juristen-
zeitung' 1976, p. 768

The Federal Constitutional Court has confirmed the decision by
the Federal Court. (21.1.76) 2)

When the European Commission for Human Rights maintains that it

is not clear that the damage to health can be attributed to the
prison conditions it ignores the facts which even the Federal

Court and the Federal Constitutional Court were forced to recognise.

1) compare Cobler "Die Gefahr geht von den Menschen aus" 1976, p.l00 ff
2) BverfGE (Federal Constitutioral Court)

Finally, in this context a study by the Ministry of the Interior
needs to be mentioned, entitled "Activities and behaviour of
imprisoned terrorists." 1983:

"There is no doubt each withdrawal of liberty is a necessary

evil. This applies especially to the imprisonment in the so-called
high security wings. Their negative effects must not be
embellished. It must, however, also be borne in mind that the
public demand for punishment and the protection of the public

from further serious offences cannot be subverted to the

prisoners' interest in their freedom from injury.”

The Federal Ministry of the Interior expresses here that physical
viclations can be attributed to prison conditions. The Federal
Ministry of the Interior does not mention that prisoners have a
fundamental right to freedom from injury, merely that prisoners
have an "interest" in their freedom from injury.
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3. The Goals of Isolation

A. The alleged goals

1. The "European Convention of Human Rights" has declared
isolation to be in accordance with the law for reasons of
"security". By doing so it has accepted the argumentation of
the German Government (Bundesregierung), according to which

the RAF prisoners are "especially dangerous", used firearms in
the course of arrest and took part in actions to free themselves.
These arguments do not hold true.

Imprisonment in isolation has been and still is applied in the
case of all RAF prisoners, whether they used firearms in the

course of their arrest or not. Moreover imprisonment in isolation

is applied to those political prisoners, who are arrested for
"supporting” (Unterstutzung) and "recruiting for" (Werbung)

a "terrorist association" (Terroristische vereinigung) ( 12%a StGB),

that is to say, who are not accused of having used violence.
Accordingly Amnesty International has written in a report:

"Maximum security conditions, including imprisonment in
isolation ... are applied to all prisoners who are arrested
for politically motivated crimes - without any regard for
what particular crime they took part in. In the case of
prisoners who were accused of non-violentlsrimes, extreme
security measures were ordered as well."

For this reason the argument about the use of firearms has to be
regarded as a red herring.

The same applies to the argument, that the prisoners had taken
part in attempts to escape. The prisoners have not only been
isolated when attempts to escape took place (occupation of the
German Embassy on 24.5.75; kidnapping of the president of the
"Federal Association of German Industry", Schleyer, from
September 5 until October 19, 1977): they were and still are
all isolated from the first day of their imprisonment - that is
from autumn 1970.

1) Amnesty International: Arbeit zu den naftbedingungen
) 7 Mai 1980, Page 16

- -

The security argument also has no justification in law.

When the Commission talks about "extraordinary conditions of
imprisonment” and about the "special dangerousness" of the
prisoners and seeks to justify isolation for "security reasons",
it is using phrases which characterise a martial law situation.
Frankly speaking the argument of the Commission is: since the
Federal Republic of Germany is in a state of martial law in its
fight against the RAF and the RAF prisoners, everything, even
imprisonment in isclation, is lawful. This is in contradiction
to the absolute character of the prohibition of torture.

The Commission comes to the conclusion that the priority in the
conditions of imprisonment of the RAF prisoners being “first of
all to the security requirements" was "absolutely imperative".
This also is legally untenable. Civil rights are rights of the
individual in relation to the State.

This creates a conflict between the interests of the State and
the human rights of the priscners so far as the conditions of
imprisonment are concerned. The alignment of these conditions
with State interests results in a one-sided solution of this
conflict to the benefit of State at the expense of the prisoner's
rights. This, too, is a typical argument in martial law; it is
the essence of martial law that the State puts its interests
before those of the individual and annulls human rights generally.

2. As another alleged reason for isolation the Commission claims
that the prisoners rejected the offer of contact with other
prisoners: the State authorities could not be blamed for their
isolation, only they themselves.

First of all it has to be pointed out that this argument con-
tradicts the security argument. If not the State, but the
prisoners themselves are to be blamed for isolation, the security
argument is unnecessary.

But the theory that they themselves are to blame cannot be
maintained. The RAF prisoners - as already (p. 192 said - have
been demanding equality with all other prisonerg_From the
beginning of their imprisonment. They tried to enforce this
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demand by means of hungerstrikes. DOuring the 3rd hungerstrike
Holger Meins died in pursuing this demand. To claim that the
prisoners wanted to be isolated is cynicism in the face of these
facts.

They did in fact reject or stop contact in some cases; this was

for different reasons:

- in some cases they would have come into contact with war
criminals and Neo-Nazis. The prisoners, who consider them-
selves anti-fascists and anti-imperialists rejected contacts
of this kind.

- it appeared that they would be in contact with prisoners who
were especially selected by the prison management and who in
some cases acted as informers and provocateurs, for instance
with questions about weapons. 2)

- in other cases the prison management put pressure on prisoners
who wanted to talk to prisoners from the RAF by threatening them
with isolation themselves if they continued contact with the
RAF prisoners. In such cases the prisoners from the RAF stopped
the contacts themselves so as not to endanger the others. 2)

In any event the offers of contact never meant that the prisoners
from the RAF were really equal to the others - in the sense of
being integrated into the "normal" everyday life of the prison.
Very limited contacts could not actually end isolation.

Brigitte Asdonk, for instance, (imprisoned in 1970) was moved from
the small group in the high security wing in Lubeck to Bielefeld
with the promise of normal prison conditions. This happened in
the spring of 1980. After 4 weeks of integration she was again
completely isolated with the following explanation:

"Confinement measures:

Brigitte Asdonk was found guilty of membership of a criminal

organisation amongst others currently in process is a trial under
129a Penal Code "terrorist group”. No indications exist that
the prisoner has distanced herself from the terrorist scene

understandable reasons exist to keep the prisoner in conditions

1) See Lutz Taufer's letter, appendix 24
2) Timetable 32: Torture in the BRD, 1973 p.115/116
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of increased security on her own in a single cell."™ And
further: "Normal conditions: Confinement under normal conditions
is not possible at present and cannot be considered for reasons
mentioned under 1 above. Furthermore the prisonmer refuses a
psychological examination in this context." (treatment plan for
Brigitte Asdonk 17.12.80)

At the same time the State authorities argued in the mass media
that with these contacts the prisoners were not isolated. 1In
this respect the offer of contact was a propaganda measure with
the aim of refuting public accusations of torture.

After this one cannot talk about the prisoners being responsible
for their own isclation.

B. The Actual Goals

l. The purpose of isolation is to destroy the prisoner's political
identity. They have the choice either to "recant"” - and then to
be integrated into "normal imprisonment" - or to be subjected to
isolation and, through this to physical and psychic destruction.
This is the openly declared aim of political justice. The 3rd

(= political) court (Strafsenat) of the Federal Court of Justice
(Bundesgerichtshof) outlined in its decision of 22.10.75 (cited

on page 42):

"The complainants belong to a numerically, triflingly, minute
group of the population, which in contrast to this population,
holds it indispensable to change the state of society, certainly
needy of improvement in various respects, in the FRG - as,
incidentally, in every society - not by the democratic means of
persuasion of the voters, but by way of force of arms against
their will. Their view of the social conditions and of the real
possibility of changing them, evidently unachievable and remote
from reality as it is, misleads them to a fanatical pursuit of
their goals, even from the prison cell. They see themselves as
captured members of an armed group ("Red Army Faction") which
combats the existing State by every means, does not recognise its
laws as binding and slights its authorities, especially the organs
of Justice.®

1) See Appendix 1
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The Federal Court of Justice quotes as decisive, according to

the above subjective elements: The "aims" of the prisoners, the
"disregard" of the State authorities, the "non-recognition" of

the laws. The Federal Court of Justice has thus defined the RAF
prisoners as public enemies and justified their isolation herewith.

By way of this the Federal Court actually says that isolation will
be removed, when the prisoners give up their "goals", "accept"

the laws and "respect" the institutions of the state. In other
words: the Federal Court of Justice has defined isolation as a
means of breaking the political identity of the prisoners.

Politicians who are responsible for imprisonment in isolation
have made similar statements in public - on 15.5.79 the Senator
of Justice (West Berlin) wrote to the lawyers of political
prisoners imprisoned in Berlin's "high security wing":

"It is planned to imprison normally those prisoners who have
disassociated themselves in a convincing way from their terrorist
environment and from whom obviously no danger is to be

expected - especially as regards attempts to escape - so that,
within the framework of the law they are treated like all other
prisoners."

To Amnesty Internatiocnal he said (6.11.79):

"...I'm willing to make exceptions, if one of those prisoners
has shown by his behaviour that he has distanced himself from
terrorism and that such offences cannot be expected from him
anymore."

The duration of isolation is related to this goal {(see the
question of Tarnopolsky, CCPR/C/SR. 93, para 37 on this point):
isolation is kept going until the prisoner has "recanted"; an
absolute time limitation, for instance in a law, does not exist.

2. Closely combined with this is the aim of extorting confessions.
This, too, is indirectly expressed in the cited decision of the
Federal Court. When it is said there that the prisoners slight
the state authorities, especially the organs of justice, it is
saying that the goal of isolation is to bring about "respect" for
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the state organs in the form of collaboration.

The former Minsiter of Justice for Hessen, Hemfler, expressed
it clearly in 1973 in answer to the question of a Dutch
Journalist, who said: "But cases of isolation from é months up
to 14 years are not fair". He answered:

"That's not fair, but partly it lies with the prisoners them-
selves, who must themselves be blamed as being a consequence of
their obstinate refusal or of their tendency to conceal every-
thing and under no circumstances to tell the truth or to facilitate
the finding out of the truth.n 1)

The security services are supported in their goal of destroying
the identity of prisoners by doctors, and especially by
psychiatrists.

-Since the end of World War II the effects of isolation have
been researched in experiments. In the University clinic of
Hamburg-Eppendorf a team of scientists (leader: Prof. Gross)
has worked since 1971 with a so-called "camera silens", that is

a sound-isoclated room. 2)

These experiments are done with
soldiers of the Federal Army. 1In 1967 Prof. Gross wrote an essay
about the effects of social isolation and sensory deprivation in
prisoners and emphasised the heightened "suggestibility" of the

prisoners.

The prison programmes - worked out in every detail - and the
high security wings, well thought out architecturally and
technically, show that imprisonment in isolation in the FRG
has from the very beginning been planned and worked out with
the aid of scientific research into sensory deprivation - in
the full knowledge and conscious use of the health-destroying
effects of isolation.

-This is also shown by the co-operation of doctors, especially
psychiatrists in prisons.

As already shown, Ulrike Meinhof had been three times in the
silent wing in Koln-Ossendorf. During that time she had been
under the control of a psychiatrist (Dr. Goette). Only at that

1) The fight against the destructive imprisonment, 1974 p.120
The Technology of Political Control, 1974 p.24l

2) The fight against the destructive imprisonment, 1974 p.139 ff
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moment when - according to his opinion - "the limit of her
capacity had been reached", did he vote for a transfer. L
Obviously the function of this psychiatrist was not to concern
himself with the health of the prisoner (in that case he should
have protested about her being kept in the silent wing), but his
task was to keep a check on the effects of isolation and to
inform those who were responsible for the isolation about the
state of health of the prisoner.

A second example is the RAF prisoner Gunther Sonnenberg. He
has been seriously hurt during his arrest by a shot in the head

and is kept in custody inspite of his disability - and in isclation.

During his imprisonment in Bruchsal the prison doctor Or. Pfahler
explained to the prisoner Gunther Sonnenberg that his conditions
of imprisenment would change only when he was "co-operative”.

The third example is putting groups of political prisoners
together - in the so-called high security wings. The intention
of the security services is that the possibility of communication
between the prisoners thereby created should not result in the
easing of isolation, but on the contrary: prevent communication
and aggravate isolation. The security services make use of the
results of group psychology here. Berlin's then ruling Senator
of Justice Meyer explained the following in an interview with

the press (Tageszeitung", 24.8.79):

"With the separation of single groups or even single prisoners
one could foster or reduce tensions within the group at any
time.... In this group imprisonment one had to bring the people
into a situation in which they long to leave the group and in
which they can then be integrated into normal imprisonment as
re-socialisable.”

In order to achieve this goal, psychiatrists and psychologists
are active in the high security wings in order to evaluate the
information gained through the permanent observation of the
prisoners.

The Federal Court of Justice explained its position as regards
the use of psychiatrists insofar as the isolation of prisoners
was justified for the following reason:

1) See: The fight against destructive imprisonment, 1974 p.180
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"Their (RAF) apparently unchangeable and far from real

picture of social conditions and of the real possibilities of
influencing these conditions, causes them to follow their aims
fanatically even in the high security wing."

The term "far from real picture" is a psychological category;
the Federal Court says that persons belonging to the RAF are
psychologically abnormal.

The above shows that in order to justify isolation and destroy
the prisoner's identity, psychological methods (with the aid
of doctors) will be used.

The European Human Rights Commission uses basically the same
argument when speaking of its "regular scrutiny" of prisoner's
conditions. This "scrutiny" takes place not for the benefit
of the prisoner's health but rather so that the information
gained can be used to "influence" the prisoners by varying the
conditions of imprisonment, as the Federal Court says. The
then Chief Attorney martin (Press statement from 22.2.73)
explained:

"The regular medical and psychological care ensures that the
conditions of imprisonment correspond to the individual physical
and psychological situation of each prisoner." 1

3. The use of isolation, as practised by the Federal Government,
is, in the long run, a way of punishing the prisoners, exacting
revenge and letting them feel the full power of the State. This
becomes especially apparent during and after outside RAF activity
which the government answers by tightening the isolation for
those inside. The political prisoners are treated as hostages.
The Federal Court, in the decision already quoted, also mentioned
this aspect. It justified the particular dangerousness of the
prisoners as follows:

"The attack on the embassy in Stockholm, which cost several

lives, was meant to bring about the prisoners' release by terroris-
ing us and the Swedish State. Through the kidnapping of the
politician Lorenz, the compatriots of the accused succeeded in
securing the release of several terrorists who were closely linked
to the accused.”

1) The fight against destructive imprisorment, 1974 p.%4
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The Federal Court, in other words, did not even claim a direct
involvement by the prisoners in these actions, merely that a

purely political involvement existed; they speak only of
vcompatriots" of the prisoners, with whom they are closed "linked".

The most obvious example of Government's intent is the so-called
wKontaktsperre" (to forbid contact completely, even to the lawyer)
(compare the questions of Tarnopolsky, member of Human Rights
Commission CCPR/C/SR : 93 Par. 40; 94 Par. 10). *"Kontaktsperre"
means that prisoners are forbidden all contact among themselves
and with the outside world. In details this means that:

—all visits are forbidden, especially those of lawyers;

-current trials are postponed;

_all letters including those pertaining to the defence are
stopped; books, magazines and newspapers are also banned;

-radios are taken away;

-contact between prisoners through knocking and calling 1is
stopped by separating prisoners far from each other, sealing of
door cracks and sound proofing of cells.

This "Kontaktsperre" has been applied on many occasions:

(i) After the occupation of the German Embassy in Stockholm by

a RAF commando, one of these commando members, Siegfried Hausner,
was taken prisoner and despite serious injuries, kept totally
isolated; medical treatment was withheld and the prisoner's request
for a lawyer was denied. Hausner died in Stuttgart-Stammheim
prison. (more on this case on page 105)

(ii) After the RAF attack on the former Federal Attorney Buback
(7.4.77) the Court authorities in Stuttgart imposed the following
measures on prisoners: no contact between prisoners, radios and
tv confiscated, all visits including those of lawyers banned.

One court declared to a lawyer:

®This decision can be justified in a state of emergency."

These measures lasted from 7th until 10th April, 1977.

(iii) Gunther Sonnenberg, a prisoner who during his arrest (3.5.77)
received serious gunshot wounds to the head, was totally isolated
at the beginning of his confinement. (More on this case on page
58). His lawyer was not allowed to visit him from May 3, until

May 23, 1977.
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(iv) On 5.9.77 Hanns Martin Schleyer, president of the Federation
of German Employers and president of the Federal Board of Industry
was kidnapped by the RAF, an action whose aim was to bring about
the release of RAF prisoners. Instead the "Kontaktsperre" was
imposed on all RAF prisoners according to the federal law 129a
StGB. This happened in two phases: firstly openly illegal, then
based on the (Jjust passed) "Kontaktsperre" law.

a) Soon after Schleyer's kidnapping the "Federal Minister for
Justice, through the Federal Prosecutor ordered all local and
federal authorities to stop all contact, both among prisoners and
with the outside world." (Documentation of the Federal Government
page 239).

On 8th and 9th September 1977 the local Justice authorities began
to forbid contact between prisoners and their defence counsels;

the reason: the RAF prisoners supposedly had contact with Schleyer
kidnappers, and the life of Schleyer had to be saved, they claimed.
The law ( 148 StPO) which guarantees the prisoner's right to con-
sult his lawyer at any time, was declared invalid due to the
"emergency"” situation. Despite this some judges ordered that
defence counsels were allowed to visit prisoners. A judge in
Berlin for example made the following decision:

"Forbidding contact between defence counsel and prisoners can
only be justified according to law, when such visits are liable
to lead to a breach of the law. It has not been proved to this
Court, that evidence suggesting such a breach of the law is
available."

The prison authorities however stopped all visits from defence
counsels:

"Despite the court decision regarding the legality of these
visits, it is not possible to allow such visits. The Justice
Ministry in Baden-Wurttemberg, under whose authority the prison
service is, has ordered all prison governors to stop any visits
by defence counsel." (Decision of the president of the 5th
Criminal Court of the State High Court in Stuttgart 12.9.77)

On application of the Federal Prosecutor the Federal Supreme
Court then declared the "Kontaktsperre" to be legal on 23.9.77.
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There was, as claimed, a "danger that the continued free access
granted to lawyers could lead to an escalation of the danger
facing the kidnap victim." Furthermore: "We don't want these
lawyers themselves to fall under personal suspicion, but in this
situation it has to stand aside... members of the legal profes-
sions are, in general, persons of high integrity."

b) The Federal Government rushed the "Kontaktsperre" law through
the Parliament (23.9.77), the Upper House then voted for it on
30.9.77 and the President signed it making it law that same day,
whereupon it immediately came into effect. It should be noted
that the "Kontaktsperre” has no time limit.

It can be ordered for up to one month and can be repeatedly
re-imposed as often as wished.

The Government's information to the Human Rights Commission that
the "Kontaktsperre" is only allowed within a strict time limit
is false. b
On 4,10.77 the Constitutional Court declared that the new law
conformed to the constitution. 2)

During the "Kontaktsperre" only police officers (apart from
prison warders) had access to the prisoners. These were officers
from the regional and federal Criminal Police concerned with
political activities. They used the absolute isolation of the
prisoners as an opportunity to attack them:

- In a number of cases prisoners were interrogated. A former
defence counsel of RAF prisoners, Armin Newerla, himself
imprisoned, was asked where Schleyer was being kept. When
he answered that he could not say they said to him: "Now
the paper tiger will show his claws.” The officer then beat
him on the back, chest, shoulders and face. B8ecause he still
had nothing to say they then stood him against the wall.

What they then got out of him was that he really did know
nothing about the kidnapping.

- police officers searched cells and confiscated materials

relating amongst other things to the defence. 3)

1) CCPR/C/SR 96, para. 17
2) BverfGE 46, p. 1 ff
3) see appendix 25: report of prisoner about the contact-ban

. (“
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- they carried out body searches on the prisoners. The prisoner
Ingrid Schubert for example:

"Soon after it became known that weapons had been found in
Stammheim prison - as Frau Schubert told her defence counsel -
she was forced to undergo a body search... which did not end,
when she was stripped naked... a gyneacological search was
undertaken against her will. Ouring this two male (!) warders
held her legs. While in this physically painful and degrading
position she tried to defend herself and bit one of the warders
in the hand. The result was that she was not allowed to use
the shop facilities in the prison.”

- Three RAF prisoners: Andreas Baader, Gudrun Ensslin and Jan
Carl Raspe, were killed during the "Kontaktsperre" on 18.10.77
(see page 110 ff).

The supposed aimof "Kontaktsperre" was to stop all contact
between the RAF prisoners and those who had kidnapped Schleyer

in order to save Schleyer's life. The Government's Spokewoman
explained this tp the Human Rights Commission. (CCPR/C/SR 96 para

This argument is only being used as an excuse. The State author-
ities never believed themselves that contact existed between the
kidnappers and the prisoners. The then Justice Minister vogel,
for example, said in an interview with the Italian TV in the
spring of 1978, in answer to the question as to whether the
kidnapping was planned from the prison cells:

"No. We did not believe that then, and there has been no evidence
to the contrary. Of course it was demanded that scomething should
be done to free the prisoners. I cannot rule out the possibility
that during visits small bits of information may have been passed
in order to facilitate such an operation (the freeing of
prisoners), information about appartments, and where weapons and
materials might be. But as regards planning or masterminding

in detail from within the prison, there has been no evidence of
that.» 1)

The aim of the contact ban (Kontaktsperre) in reality was to
punish the prisoners, to get revenge on those who - as opposed

to the kidnappers - were at the mercy of the authorities. This
is exposed by the Government spokeswoman's statement to the Human

1) Documentation: The proceedings against the lawyers Arndt Muller and Armin
Newerla. 1979. o. 163
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Rights Commission that the contact ban was an answer to the
actions of the RAF, The use of the word "answer" is taken in
this case from the political militaristic vocabulary and describes
the State's reaction in a political militaristic struggle. 1In
terms of the prisoners this means that they are seen as hostages;
the contact ban is to be seen as a method of repression.

The State's aim of "destroying the RAF prisaoners is shown especially
with the example of the prisoner Gunter Sonnenberg. After receiv-
ing a serious gunshot wound to the head he was arrested in Singen
(Baden-Wurttemberg) on 3.5.77. Since then he has been suffering
from the after-effects of this injury: imability to concentrate,
loss of memory, speech problems, general weakness.

Although many medical reports have stated that he is medically unfit
for imprisonment, despite this, he has not only not been released,
but instead has been sentenced to life imprisocnment.

On May 18, 1977 while he was still unconscious, the warrant for
his arrest was read out to him and the first of several interroga-
tions was conducted. A defence counsel of his own choice was not
allowed to visit him before May 23, 1977.

Within the first two months after his arrest, he was moved 4 times,
amongst others to Stuttgart-Stammheim where medical care could not
be guaranteed. The severely injured prisoner was guarded in such a
way by the police and the Federal Criminal Office that it reminded
a defence lawyer of a concentration camp, when he visited Gunter
Sonnenberg in the psychiatric hospital Weisenau. From the day of
his arrest until the middle of March 1978 he was kept in total
isclation. 1In March 1978 his trial started in Stuttgart-Stammheim;
at the same time he had the possibility of daily exercise with 2
prisoners from the RAF. This lasted until January 1979. During
this time he managed through discussions, and despite the small
amount of time available - the prisoners could see each other daily
for 90 minutes - to overcome slightly the results of his injury

and to reconstruct himself.

On the strength of that Gunter Sonnenberg was moved from Stammheim’
to Bruchsal in January 1979 into total isolation. The 3 prisoners
carried out an 8 week long hungerstrike to fight for Gunter Sonnen-
berg's transfer back to Stammheim and to be together with them.

More than 30 prisoners joined the hungerstrike. But Gunter

CSannanharn etavard in Rrunheal {ientatod fram hic ~Anmradse
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In May/June 1979 the prisoners from the RAF carried out ancther
hungerstrike with the demand to be put together, in which Gunter
Sonnenberg took part.

In July 1979 a systematic tightening up of his prison conditions
started, at first by not being allowed to write to the 4 people
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with whom he had been in contact for a long period. The censor-
ship of magazines etc. was also increased. From the beginning/-
middle of 1980 he is not allowed any more exercise, he is there-
fore in his cell 24 hours a day. Exercise with prisoners chosen
by the prison administration he refuses.

The medical care of Guenter Sonnenberg has over the years always
been very deficient; every examination and necessary operation
had to be fought for. it was, for instance made impossible for
him to have an eye operation because the authorities would only
allow it under the condition that the doctor would be released
from his duty of silence. (As a result from the injury Guenter
Sennenberg suffers from a 40% decline of his eyesight.)

Medical experts - insofar as they do not place "their obligation
towards their employers" (which means the Federal or Local
Government - a literal statement by an expert appointed by the
court) - found out that Guenter Sonnenberg had to be released

as a result of his injury, or would at least need "an emotional,
positive, outside stimulation". This can only be interpreted
that Guenter Sonnenberg must very urgently be put together with
his comrades.

There is no doubt that the justice administration which has been
isolating Guenter Sonnenberg for years, uses the injury and its
results to make his conditions of imprisonment worse.

Only this can explain the interest of the authorities in each
examination result. The last examination of Guenter Sonnenberg
took place in 1980, under the supervision of Prof. Dr. Krott.
During the examination Prof. Dr. Krott already explained the
results to the officers present from the Mobile Action Commando
(MEK) .

In the summer of 1982 the prison authorities of the prison in
Bruchsal ordered a further examination by this doctor. This
examination is necessary - and Guenter Sonnenberg wants to have
it, but he refuses to be examined by a doctor who passes the
examination results on to the authorities. With the aid of a
computer-tomography, EEGs and EKGs it should be established
whether Guenter Sonnenberg can now stop taking a strong anti-
epilepticum which he has taken for years (it has the effect of
a very strong sedative and damages, if taken over the years,
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inner organs.) It should also establish whether the splinters
left in his brain have possibly moved, which could have highly
dangerous results for his life.

After the justice authorities had at first considered a com-
pulsory examination of Gunter Sonnenberg, they refused to have
a doctor named by the defence counsel who was prepared to do the
examination under preservation of his professional discretion.
The examination still hasn't taken place until this day.

From February 6 until April 16, 1981 Gunter Sonnenberg took
part in a hungerstrike carried out by RAF prisoners with the
demand to be put together in groups, the application of the
minimal guarantees of the Geneva convention, and international
control of their prison conditions.

Amnesty International also intervened during the hungerstrike.
According to a protocol of a talk between the General Secretary
of A.I. in the FRG, Frenz, and a defence lawyer for the prisoners,
Frenz said on April 16, 198l: "Gunter Sonnenberg is really the
problem for the whole group of the hungerstrikers, the problem
prisoner no. 1, the person they all worry about, where they all
ask, what is Gunter Sonnenberg's situation? If he is not moved
into the group of the 4 prisoners they will not stop. Mr.

Eyrich is aware of this and so is Mr. Schmude and he says that

it is alright with Stuttgart."

But after the end of the hungerstrike Gunter Sonnenberg was
only able to meet with one other political prisoner and this
under conditions which excluded mutual work and discussions;
during the 1 hour of daily exercise which took place with other
prisoners.

.After the hungerstrike in 1984/5 Gunter Sonnenberg has started
to exercise again with other prisoners. 0On 22.5.85 he had an
epileptic fit and was prevented from incurring further injuries
by a fellow prisoner who stopped him from falling.

Since his arrest - for more than 8 years - he has not had adequate
medical care. The medical investigations by a doctor of his
choice have always been refused (Press release by Gunter's lawyer
22.5.85).

Gunter Sonnenberg is not fit for imprisonment. He has to be
released. His confinement constitutes wilful arbitrary detention.
(Art. 9 of the covenant). At the very least he should have contact

with nther nalitiral nricnnere.
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CONCLUSION

It follows that confinement in isclation is torture in the
sense of Art. 7 of the covenant (and Art. 3 of the European
Convention of Human Rights). Confinement in isolation has all
the characteristics to qualify as torture; to gquote from the
"Declaration on the Protection of All Persons from being
Subjected to or Punishment of the United Nations" from 9.12.75:

"... torture means any act by which severe pain or suffering,
whether physical or mental, is intentionally inflicted by or
at the instigation of a public official on a person for such
purposes as obtaining from him for an act he has committed or
is suspected of having committed, or intimidating him or other
persons.”

According to this the Committee for Human Rights declared in

its notices 7/15: "Even such a measure as solitary confinement
may, according to the circumstances, ... be contrary to this
article." b The General Secretary of the United Nations

listed under "methods of torture", "psychological methods such

In 1977 in a collection
of materials for the Subcommission on Prevention of Discrimination
and Protection of Minorities.

as long term solitary confinement”

And in Art. 19 of the Oraft Principles on Freedom from Arbitrary
Arrest and Detention from 1970 it says: "The arrested or detained
person may not be held... in solitary confinement." 3)

Finally the same thing has been said in a series of public utter-
ances by those responsible for the confinement in isolation.

The former Hessisch Minister of the Interior, Hemfler, declared,
for instance, in an interview with the Dutch Tv: "It may be

that someone experiences this is torture.” 4)

A high official of the Nordrhein-westfalisch Ministry of Justice,
Prof. Klug, agreed in a TV discussion on 22.7.73: "Without refer-
ence to any specific case I have to concede that we are talking
about effects which are akin to torture.® 5)

1) Report of the Human Rights Committee. GAOR 37th sess. (1982), supp no.40 p.94 f

2) E/CN 4/Sub 2/ 394, p.10 (from 5.7.77)

3) E/CN 4/1044, p.10

4) The fight against Destructive Imprisonment 1974, p.l20
5) High security wings and Human dignity 1980, p.37
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The former Senator of Justice in Berlin, Meyer, commented in a
public discussion in Berlin, 18.1.80, on the high security
wings:

"There may, of course, exist security regions, where the

feelings of human identity are violated, theoretically this is
at any rate correct."

The former Federal Minister of the Interior, Baum, said in an
interview:

"The high security wings for terrorists inside the prisons had
to be created in certain circumstances, but basically they are
inhuman."

1) Frankfurter Rundschau, 18.1.80
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NDERCINN AGAINST PRISONERS. WITH
(paraqrarh 7 of the Pact)

Anv ori1conar zttempting to break the solitary confinement is
sybiected tn special treatments. that will be described in this
chapter.

t. Incarceration Examples:

1972..."Reasans:

The AMTSGERICHT Tiergarten imeoses an the prisoner an
sentence of 5 days® tightened imprisonment, because he
conscinusly violated the rules of the house despite
evhortation by trvinq to speak with other prisoners during
their leisure hour.

At first sight the sentence saems to be relativelv harsh.
But we have to take the aeneral behaviour of the prisaner
into acenunt. He has declared that while being in soltitary
confinement he would be very keen to talk to another
cersan. Thic would remain so as long as he was kept in
isnlatiaogn. Thus the accused expressed that he continuously
would not bhe willing to obey the rules of the house that
has to be respected bv all..."

Sertin 21, 27-7-72

LANDGERICHT. S. FERIENSTRAFKAMMER

(Ar. Endel) (Zimmermann) (Sommerfeld)?

1978 Karl-Heinz Dellwo in Kéln Ossendorf

"“On March 1S, 1978 D. againt refuses to undress. Therefore
he is draaged into the cellar by six prison warders, lead
hv the serurity inspactar Mr. Loth. He is taken awavy the
clothes, laid on a mat. and chained to two iron rings
fastenad in the cement floor. A video camera is aimed 3t
the prisgner. lving naked in the emptvy cell.

In this pasition he is kept for 20 hours. His watch is
taken awnav.

Nn Septemher 23, 1978 he (Karli-Heinz Oellwo) is undressed
bv several warders to his underwear and pulled into the so-
callied carcer.

The cellar has no windows and is overviewed bv 3 video
camer3s. Karl-Heinz Dellwo was forced to lav down on a mat
an the flonr and was put in two iron rings fixed in the
cement floor. While fettering the prisoner. one nof the
warders enioved himselif kneeling on Dellwo’s shoulders and
head.

In this poncition Delluo had to remain till September 25,
1978, 9@ a.m., i1.2. for 49 hours. Although he participated
1n the huynqer 3and thirst strike there was only one visit by
a doctor who rame to check his pulse. During the 49 hours
“e had to urinate thrice. In order tgo avoid lving in his
nn urine for daves he had to turn to the right as much as
oossihlae. After 49 hours the carcer stunk and Karl-Heinz
Delluwn’s head had alreadv turned blue=-red."?

1921 Anaelika Speitel in Kdln Dssendorf:

"In kAaln Nssendorf. the RAF orisoner Anqelika Sceitel uasg
kept under particularly harsh conditions from mid January
nnuards., following an attempt to suicide. Since her
imprisonment in September 1978 she had fought to be
imprisaned tngether with Hanna Krabbe and Gerd Schneider

1

%
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1tho iere kent 1n the same orison.

The mac oyt 1n the 'sadative cell", the sg-rcalled bunker,
1n Ylgsendorf prican.'*
ernd Raflner in Straubina:

"On Movember 12 thev santenced me to seven dave’ close
canfinement after 3 scuffle in the night. In the confine-
ment celtl vaoy 4o not g2t anvthing evcept the bible: nothing
te read., no radio. no tobacco, no coffee., no visitors. no
matl, i1nterdiction to write. [ had the eveptional orivilege
to he 3llon to get letters, but in the seven davs ewactlv
caven lattarcs waere intaerceoted.

1923 Rernd Roflner in Frankenthal:

1974

R =4

Srom the heginninag nf the dirt strike an April [&, 1983
Bernd Roflner is incarcerated in close confinement. The
floor, cei1ling and walls of the call were covered hv wWhite
tiles, the cell was ililuminated bv glaring neon tubes and
comoletelyv emptv. An 3ir rnnditioning that blows hot dry
21r into the cell caused asthmatic breathina oraoblems.

No wvisitors were 3llnued. No letters exept to and from the
Yamver uere alloued.'®

2. Brutal forced feedina durina hunger strikes

Holger Meing was forciblv fead on September 30, 1974, on the
13th dav of his hunger strike. He was the first of the 80
palitical prisnoners who was subjected to this trestment.
Hic¢ Report dated 12.10.1974 (see Apoendix 29).

"Since September 20, i.2. since 12 davs, thev carev gut
farcd feeding once 3 dav.

I nwalk to the room where thev do it an mv own. eccorted bv
S to A orison wuarders, 2 to 3 ambulance men and ! doctor.
The warders pull-drac-force me on the agperation chair.
Actuzllv 1t is an operation table with all luxury
imazinshlaet 1t ran he rotzated and twisted. it can he turned
1inta 2 chair nith armrests etc. Then comes the fettering:
tun mandauffs around the anklec, one leather belt (30 ecm
broad) around the hips. two leather belts around the left
Irm, sa3ame wuith the rigqht arm - helts around elbow and
tergt =, 3nd one helt around the chest. A warder behind me
fives mv head with both hands 3nd oresses my head against
the neeratinn chair.

Faorced feeding:t Thav take 3 read “stamach tube” that is as
thick 3s 3 middle finger. The tube is lubricated but it
c3nnnt he insertad without retching since it is anly
cli1gqhtdv thinner than the gullet. Retching can only he
avolded if ane 1¢ calm and cogperates. If vau are agitated
the insertion of the tube immediatelv causes guiping and
vamiting, then convylsiong in the chest and stomach reqgion
that increase 1n intensity as long 3s the bodv tries to
resict the oracedure. A continuous retching, qulpinag
accomoanied bv regqular large scale convulsions. It is onlyv
hearable 1f vaoy are silent, relaxed. sedated and if vou
breath reaylariv.

I suffered a3 lecion of the qums throuah the insertion
ororedure, the lios are inflamed, the larvnx pains
oermanentlv 3nqd [ have 3 sore thraost.

The npberation takes 3 to S minutes. Following it I have to
"rect' An the chair uith fettars on 3and hesd fixed until [
have "calmed down'.

Tha ohvelcian refucad to tell me hic name..."
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Qn Movember 9, 1974 Holger Meins died of starvation. (see pp.70ff (9TL - Canm Netoker 14 to 1R, 1974 rdyring the hgnasr ctrike af 80
oo'itical oricaners) Ronald Augustin uas cut o¥f all uater
sueoliee 1n the origan 1n _1naan. One dav latap (19=-1N=72)

In Marech and Aoril 1977 the prisoners began anather collective hle heslth had deterinrated so much that he had tn be

hunaer strike demanding an end to the salitarvy confinement that trangfaerred tg the universitv hogoital in Hannover.

most orisoners were subjected to. Phvsiciane 1n this hospital were shocked and enraged whan

Aasin ohvsicians carried out forced feeding in a brutal wavy. Women thev learned that Ronald Auaustin had bheen withdrawn

origoners in Hamburq repart: drinking water.

"20-d-77¢ Meighing and blond test bv farce, since hours the /%guus

orison 1¢ closed, no lavwer., no visitor, no contact with d. Attacvs on Prisoners

other orisoners alloued or possible. o

A causd of policemen precipitates into the cell, Brigitte’s A=%~1977 Stammheim. report bv Ingrid Schubert

al3gces 3re taken auwav. in frant of the z2ell a lot of S1% w3rders attacked llerner who had shouted that thev

policemen in civil clothes. should keep their hands off Ia.: thev beat him up and

21-4-77: forraed feeding for the first time. Ten policemen oushed him and Ia.. and later Le. and . into an emptv

hur) into the cell, they jump on me, hold me by mv hair and cell. Thev saw to it that thev alwavs fell on their heads

oull ma doun the stairs into the cellar. Mv arms are pullad ar the kaclk 3a931nst the table or the hook-shelf. In front

behind mv back until it pains etc. Sanitarv men, of A.’s cell thev were thrashing Jan, I shouted at them byt

phveiciang, Dr. Friedland wuho carries out the forrced Haua ouched ma auav., Next to me I saw 5. on the flgor

feeding and Mr. Sauer overlnoking the illi-treatment. Put knocked daun -~ it seemed to me that their brutality

4auun 9n the plank-bed. Leqs and arms are pulled apart and culminated 1n thair Yreatment af 5. Nne of them had her

fastensd. The head is on the bed. Thev trv to insert 3 tube face in h1s hand and pressed it down., two pulled her legs,

throiah the nose and at the same time force 3 wedae betueen the fourth tuigted her arms an the left side of her bodv

my teeth. From tuwo sides thev press their thumbs against and tried ta kick her in the side. It looked like an

the juaular vein of my throat and the air-tube to force me 3ttemot to murder her. I make an sttemot to reach her, but

open mv mouth.'" (see appendix 23) 2t the came moment six warders seize me. and I can just
recoanize 33. being thrown an the floor for a while hafare
the z3me hapoenc 1o me: I am thrown hack and forth until

fither reonrts about forced feedinas thev Unnck me down. [ fall an the around with mv head. Mhen

I tried to defend mvself against their treads in mv ribs

1978 Report bv Hanna Krabbe dated 6-12-78 (gee appendix 31) and kidneve, Hauyq vith 2all his neiaht kneels on mv head and
or2cces me on the flpor, oulls mv head up and knocks it

19%1 Report bv Karl-Heinz Dellwo dated March 1981 (appendix 32) daun an the floor five or siv timec. After five minutes
thev draaged me 20 metres into the other end of the tract.

1981 Report bv Siqurd Debus dated March 1981. Died during the Thaev threw me into [a.’s ecell in such 3 wav that [ again

hunqer strike. See chapter on Siqurd Oebus op. 130 ff. fell on the hack and the head. I onlv remember waking up
Tvina an the flaer. I do not Ynow how much time [ was ltving
on the #laar. Then there was the nausezs. I was finished.

2. Withdrawal of drinking water
At 2 o.m. thev started the sacond round. One after another.

In arder to force the prisoners to end their hunqer strike the thev oulled us out of the cells, in which thev had locked

orison authorities even withdrew the drinking water. ue up.  The ten men were lead bv Hauq, Grofimann and the
drunkard. Thev tried to oush A. out of the cell, but he

1972 ~ Evcerots of a3 letter from the director of the prison in nffered resistance and therefore thev did not touch him.

Kaln Ossendorf to the prosecutor at the BGH concerning Afterwards thev haul Ig. gut of mv cell and knock him into
MNrike Meinhof (dated 4-7-72: Az:1F) an ampty wall, I c3n hear them beat him up. En passant Haug
threatens me *it will ke vour turn, soon, vou big’." (see
"...The prigsoner refuses to eat since Julv 2, 1972... 3ooendix 3
Furthermore the water has to be turned off in order to
contro) her intake of water exactlv, after thic avent the aroup of eight prisoners whg had baen the
This measure was absolutely necessarv for medical reasons. #1rst to he allowed to remain together was 393in dissnlved.
Besides the prisoner gets a drink enriched with vitamin B12 o
and aluycose gnce 3 dave...” 25=2-7% warl-Hainz Dellun in Kaln-Nssendorf:
"n sundav marning thev pulled me out of my cell, and
qaez. Ricker 2ultled me intg tha rellar whera thev forciblv threw off mv
LEITENDER REGIERUNGSDIREKTOR clnthes. Thev fived me tn the iron rings in the bunker. On
mvoav tg +he cellar thev 4rno and puch me on the argund
“rpauentlv, the ininte are badlv torn, and at everv door

The orison 3uthorities put soap into Uirike Meinhof’'s washing t-at hac to h2 ooened nne onliceman hits mv testicles or mv

water to make it undrinkable. collar=hagne.

In twa hunkar, uhile mv fac2 ic turned to the camant of the
floor a3nd I am still able to move., Grimm lets himself fal)

1973 - Quring the hunqger strike bequn on May 8, 1973, Andreas on mv head that 1g hit bv his knees."” f(Quaotation from 23

Baader was withdraun all water from May 30 onward. For 8 letter of Delluo sent to his lauver H.H.Funk on Seotember
davs hefore this date he had only been supplied with a 3N, 972,

small portion of the 1.5 litres of water required dailv.
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1 11 erD ; . (tha s3ame 3¢ an the DPA ohotograph showing Heidi in front
1=11-A2 Bernd Rofiner 1n Straubing: o# the BGH), had bored his nails under my nails so that I
00 Novamhar 11 1952 3 oulizeratd took olace in his cel
3¢ was done with all political prisoners. Bernd was sticken -2 L EE . thev . ] th h h But
doun by Mr. Wilke, the deputv orison directar. who - bv the taking finger-prints thev called for the photographer. Bu
A0tn BY 1 i1ve. t ible f the int rr;'tioﬁ of letters tthen I tried to avoid beina photographed he (Peter) pulled
:f; :hlspzjth;g:Dg?sbis?tog; U;,é: ;n&':amn onison my head up bv mv hair. No jauver was 3llowed to watch the
marders tuisted his arms and leqs and held his mouth shut. meacures.
and closeq his larvnvy, 50 that he could not shout and ) TSP R in 3t . .
infarm other prisoners. Besides thevy soraved tear gas into 29-3-%3 Bernd Rofiner in Straubina:
:iﬁ ﬁiﬁipg?”jgcg hn?lamed sves. nausea and 3 suollen face "On March 29, 1982 mv defendant Bernd Roflner impriscned in

Frankaenthal wuag att3cked and sticken down by 3 squad of 10

- ; onliremen.
13-11=22 andraas Yoael in Celle: Thav gtranaled him, tuicted his armg hehind the hack, and
) L, . cuyt on wandeuffs that were too narrow. He fell whe his Jegs
When the orisaoners told the visitor that political police A hehind: in cuch mv. heing he 0 and
had nccupied and raided the tract, and that they now tried ans oullad from hehind: in cuch 3 wav. helng b2aten 3

Vicked, he drzased to the close rconfinement cell with his

to orevent the information theregf to be known outside the Sace gm the araind.

ori1san, without warning Mr. Bahms jumped onto his neck from

in the wav Adaun 1 ths ca S ev/R ta 2 ouullted h
hehind and took him bv the throat. With the left hand he Va0 apart and ona 6F them coniineeutly trsad on hie
pulled Andreas’ hair., knocked him down from his chair and tecticlec. The nanders nced the handeuffs around the wrists
kicked him into a corner of the visitor’s room. As the bemind the baCk as carrvipa~sirap. while the 1eds were
prisoner demanded that the visitor called at lawver, fr. Byl Tad and the feat mere tuisted. :

Oahms‘hit his head on the f!oo¢ and shouted (verbatim): The 5rips were aﬁﬁlied 1n 3 consclious and trained wav in
"1f vou do not keep quiet immediatelv. vou'll be arder tn cause 3s much pain to the priscener 2s possible.
auiet for ever" i Wihen thev reached the cellar the warders pulled off all his

and - still strangllng him Fur@her - 1o ciothes. tore them *to pieces and locked him up in the
“one more naise and I°11 finally stranqle vou! confinament cell naked as he was." (Press release by Bernd

’ 1 — -

Althouah the prisoner could not prancunce a ford b$ttqn1v ofiner’s lauver. Mathies datad 31-3-1983).

rattled in the throat, Dahms continued the strandulation. 1 : :

He tried to push the larvynx into the throat. The prisaner 3=z 8Ar§"?ﬁoH§l1§2§ ii ég:?:?g?;?d naked from the prison in Esson

nagrlv fall ynconscious due to this ili-treatment." - -nE =

: "On August 31, 1984, just before 6 a.m. Anne Holling was
19-11-32 Helgea Roos in Stutteart-Stammheim: uokenUS; bv }emale uaigers. She was summoned to qetgreadv
(Bi .

“On Friday (Nov 19) I was summoned to 9o to the room where gg:vf?f é:ﬁ“;?g;:g;olnggkzgggt ?ée;fie;f:up§2§ ;:i”ggf]fo

ve et ?ith lauvers:tﬁhis }? onlv done once a week during Mrs. Hollfnq was naked ;t that momenf ané-stoéd with the

the recular raids in e cells., 2 - 1. ; ohai
‘When I passed bv the bathroom. Mr. Konrad attacked me in TRt thn a ne oF the invaders took 3 chairoand
ihe rear. As the blouw came unexpectedly, I fell with my hut 1as thrown on the bed by other members of the ~ommando.

race on the floor and could‘not prevent anvth1n9. Her arms uwere twisted and pulled. and she was treated in a

After the fall I had a terrible hgad-aghe that is nou w3v to cause p3in. The attackers took her by the throat and

continuing for & davs. The cheek is still hurting. At the keot their hands on her mouth sp that she conld nat

urict 3and an the leas there are several effusions of blood. nreathe, Sha wae oulled upriaht with her arms an the harck

After the fall thev dragged me into an emptv cell and kept ang -~ 31111 beina naked - dragaed alona the corridor, doun

me there for two hours. *he st21re to the callar. In the confinement carcaer her

Te Lere o i etters, her arms ware cuff ehind

11-11-82 Adelheid Schulz raporting about her arrest tggsﬁaéz: ?;ttiz g;iéé: thz rajigsuas tu?ﬁzg ;i Z:dbpl;Ved
; : ; verv loudlv, obviguslv 1n order to qive her the impression

Javing the finger-prints: that no ane 2ould hear her, Neverthelegsc the gther

Thev handcuffed me with hands on mvy back: there fetters orisaners had listensd and noticsd that she had been

were <0 narrow that the hands turned blue. Then thevy took attackad: thav ratced their voices in protest aazinet the

mv by the arms and legs. I do not knou how many men treatment. Naked. fettered and wounded Mre. Holling had tno

°articipated, there were about 15 men. Every limb uas remaln in the carcar for 3 hours. Then she uac oulied ta a

twisted, arms and legs. Mv head was pressed on the table: transoort vehicle accompanied by a sauad of policemen. A

35 3 consequence the head is swollen behind the left hear. numRar 0f brison amploveec formed 3 lane to wateh the

In this position they took my finqer-pr;nts. The thumb uas orn?;=sion. The transport vehicle had been placed close the

bent until it nearly braoke. The other fingers were forced ex1t door of the orisan in arder to prevent anvone from

apart. Then a sort of wire was pulled around the finger and éﬂolno the trangport of the ilf-treated énd naked woman.
under the finqer—nail. They exerted an unbearable pressure When Mrg. Holling was not able to climb the vehicle sinece
on the finger as 1f they were going to squash the top of she stil) remained fettered, she was pushed intg the

the finger. In-between thev released the pressure. and then vehicle and stranaled hrutally in order to eprevent her from

continued again until I could see the stars. shouting. In the transport vehicle she was put in a cell

1ot iai M . and chained to the chair bv her arms. For 3 hours she was
11-11-32 Brisitte Mohnhauot: naked while being driven to Brackwede... When she demanded
“The gfficer of the Federal Criminal Office who was the har clothes she was covered bv an overcoat. Upto har neuw

commander-in-chief of the 2-dav-operation. called Peter cel) she was accompanied bv the commando.
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The wav thig transfar was carried out is 3 striking
‘r10l3t1on of the human riahts of the oriconer. The
transport w3c ourposalvy carried out in 3 wav that ] )
humiliated and insulted the prisoner. Mrs. Holling is right
1n 1nteroreting the behaviour of the orisan autherities a3s
being 3imed 3t ruining the persgpalitv of orisoners throuah
axtremelv gffending treatment.

(Lawver’s denunciation, dated 18-9-84)

S. Yiglent methods of investigation against prisaners

It has become a common practice to use palitical prisoners
forcib'v 35 avidence aqainst themselves or each other. Faor
examole, blood and spittie is taken and hair is cut by force.
“nslitical oriconers 3re forcibly confronted with witnesses. For
such purposes orisoners are subjected to all sorts of treatment to
chanae their evterigr: hair cut., erasure, putting on glasses ete,
A1) thie 1s done 3gainst the explicit will of prisoners who are
¥orced to endure the treatment.

23-10-78: report bv Stefan Wisniewski about a forced confrontation
Mith witnesges,

"...1l nag chained to 3 chair wyith hands behind the back.
Th°n saomeone came and said I had to have mv hair cut.
flesoite handenffes, four policement from the Federal
Criminal Dffice held me., one pushed his knee intn mv
stamach, another pylled the fetters, the fgurth fixed mv
head. The hair was rather pulled out. not really cut. After
the first act thev cut mv beard and hurt the skin... Afger
15 minutes [ and chair on which I was fastened was carried
upstairs to the second flgor for confrontation. It is
cvnical to be carried like in a sedan chair being hand-
cuffed. On the sacond floor there were S “dgubles”, all of
them policemen. 1 was to be the second person shown. I
shouted when I was carried into the hall. They pulled mv
hair in order to show mv face."” (see appendix 34).

22-6-1934 GSvnaecoloqical expinration of Manuels Happe on the dav
of her arrest:

On July 19, 1984 3ttorney Gerd Klusmever filed a case on
behalf of his defendant Manuela Happe. Durine ___________

treated: her arms were twisted behind her back, her head
was pulled up by her hair. This caused a long-lasting head-
ache. Jhen the policemen took her finger-prints they did
nat mind c3using blows all over her body. After this she
was forcibly examined medically. She was forced on a
avniecological rchair by three policemen and tuo oolxcg—
women, while two officers of the Federal Criminal Office
oulled her lagqs apart. As 3 Consequence she suffered
considerable injuries.... )
As cupolementarv information attornev Klysmever declared in
nis letter datad August 10, 1984: His defendant was naked
quring the qvnsecolnqgical investiqation... Arcording to the
1naulirijies djirect fgorce had to be applied in 3ll cases
3931nst Manuela Happe.... Recause as a consequance of her
teh3viour she was suspected to be a terrorist and because
she had refused to ynderqn an examination of her aenitals
bv tuo female officers there was reason to believe that a
onstponement wonld endanger the success of the examination.
Therzfore the directive by EKHK Mr. Ring according to § 8la
Abs. 2 StPD nas correct and jus;ified-“; h blic
(Quotation from the suspension decree o e oubli
orose?utor Stuttgart dated 10-6~-35. 3 Js 30204/35.)

i be
Nebodvy can be forced to charge hlmselF..Therefore nobody can b
forced to he used 3s evidence against himself. All such practices

are 1lleqgal. (Vioglation of Article 9 and 14 of the Pact).
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V.

HOMICIDE OF PRISONERS FROM THE RED ARMY FACTION (Art. 6 of the
Convention)

State agencies in the FRG have murdered several prisoners of the
Red Army Faction.

1. HOLGER MEINS D

Holger Meins took part in the big hungerstrike of the RAF prisoners
(13.9.74 - 4.2.75). The reasons and aims of this hungerstrike

have been explained 2) by the RAF prisoners in their hungerstrike
declaration, dated 13.9.74.

The Federal Prosecutor and the Federal Criminal Office kept them-
selves continuously informed on the state of health of the RAF
prisoners. They, as well as the presiding judge in Stammheim

Or. Prinzing, were informed through numerous urgent applications
by the lawyers that, especially in the prisons in Schwalmstedt
and Wittlich where at that time the prisoners Andreas Baader and
Holger Meins were being held, the medical care by the prison
doctors was not determined by a concern for the physical wellbeing
and the lives of the prisoners on hungerstrike, but was directly
aimed at forcing the prisoners to break off their hungerstrike
through the painful procedures during force feeding and by means
of other measures - especially withdrawal of water. The defence
counsel therefore demanded several times that doctors of the
prisoners' own choice be admitted to examine and treat the
prisoners as well as the immediate transfer of the male prisoners
Baader, Meins and Raspe in Stuttgart-Stammheim where prisoners
were given proper medical care during force feeding. 3)

The demand that doctors of the priscners own choice be admitted
to examine and treat them was made by the defence counsel accord-
ing to para. 91 of the "General basic principles of the United
Nations for the treatment of prisoners" dated 1955/57, which
state:

"Based on a well founded application, a priscner on remand has

to be given permission to be examined and treated by a doctor of
his own choice if it is possible for him to pay the expenses
involved.”

1) Appendix 7.2.1977
2) Appendix 12
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On 6.10.74 the lawyer, Dr. Croissant, filed an application to
allow the medical examination of all defendants in the Stammheim
trial by doctors of their own choice. In the same application
the defence counsel urged once again that the male defendants
should immediately be transferred to Stammheim. The application
has the following wording:

"The doctors employed in the prisons have without disagreement,
tolerated or have actively taken part in the special treatment

of political prisoners, i.e. their systematic confinement in
conditions of isclation over many years. As integrated parts of
the state prison system they neglect their medical duties and
keep silent about isolation, torture and brainwashing which are
practised on the political prisoners to destroy their identity
and blackmail them into making confessions. The prisoners there-
fore refuse to be examined by a prison doctor.

"Because of the extreme urgency we request a decision on the
application according to 33, para. 4 clause 1 StPO, without
a prior hearing in the presence of the Federal Prosecutor.

"The examining magistrate has already - because of the urgency -
ordered the force feeding of all prisoners without a prior hear-
ing in the presence of the defence counsel. A photocopy of the
examining magistrate's decision, dated 27.9.74, is attached.

"After receipt of the indictment, the trial court is responsible
for making a decision on this application. For the examination
of the prisoners, doctors of their own choice are being named."

The court rejected the application on 14.10.74 and gave the
following reasons:

"The defendants are on hungerstrike but refuse to be examined by
the authorised prison doctors. They demand the admission of
‘doctors of their own choice'.

"The defendant Baader is presently a convicted prisoner and
therefore the court is not competent to make decisions in his
case (compare court decree, dated 8.19.76 - 2 ARs 27/74).

"Regarding the other defendants, the application does not prove
that the doctors in the various prisons are neglecting their
duties or are not aware of their responsibilities. For the
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"defendant Meinhof the court has already come to a decision
(compare decree, dated 4.10.74 - a ARs 22/74). For the defen-
dants Ensslin, Meins and Raspe, for whom no new facts have been
presented, the same applies. The court would also like to
point out that it is not in the habit of making decisions on
applications which include defaming accusations."”

signed Dr. Prinzing Or. Foth DOr. Berroth

Because of the brutal force feeding of Holger Meins the counsel
for the defence von Plottnitz brought an action on 15.10.74

‘against the doctor in the prison Wittlich, accusing him of

inflicting bodily injury while on duty. It gave the following
reasons:

"As prison doctor in the Wittlich prison, the accused is respon-
sible for the way in which force feeding is being conducted.

The force feedings are being carried out daily under his personal
instructions and participation. As a doctor it should be the
duty of the accused to conduct the force feeding as a process of
artificial feeding according to the rules of medical ethics - as
caringly as possible for the defendant. This would first of all
mean the use of the kind of tube which is being used in hospital
when feeding patients artificially. Their diameters are con-
structed in such a way that the danger of tearing and of injuries
to the throat and gullet mucous membranes are avoided as far as
possible. The diameter of the tubes used in the medical field

is between 14 and 16 Charrieres and they are as a rule inserted
through the nose.

"Compared to this the accused uses a tube which is only slightly
thinner than the gullet of the defendant and the insertion of
this kind of tube into his throat is aimed at forcing the defen-
dant to break off his hungerstrike by inflicting pain and agony
on him during the daily procedure of force feeding. The accused
is willing to put up with severe risks to the life of the defen-
dant. Because of the convulsions which occur during the force
feeding procedure, and which so far have not led to a discon-
tinuvation or to a changed method in this procedure, a constant
danger of suffocation or a respirative paralysis exists.

"The accused also tolerates the further torment of the defendant
which is inflicted by some of the prison warders present at the
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force feedings. At some of the force feedings leather straps
and handcuffs which are used to strap down the defendant have
been pulled so tightly that the defendant had severe pain and
the blood circulaticon was impaired. One of the prison warders
participating in the force feedings, presses the head of the
defendant so hard against the head rest that he incurs consider-
able pain - without being reprimanded by the accused.

"Neither in the criminal procedure nor in any other legal orders,
is there a judicial basis for the described behaviour of the
accused. The behaviour of the accused is not determined by a
concern for the physical wellbeing of the defendant, but is

quite obviously aimed at forcing the defendant to break off his
hungerstrike.

"Since 16.9.74 over 40 political prisoners are on hungerstrike in
several prisons in the FRG and W. Berlin. As far as force feeding
has been started - and as far as we are informed - force feeding
has only in one further case been conducted in such an agonising
way as in the case of Holger Meins. This concerns the remand
prisoner Ronald Augustin, who is imprisoned in Hannover. In the
case of the remand prisoner Augustin, a paralysis of the respira-
tory muscular system has already occurred once. The lawyer of
this defendant has also brought an action.

"We request to guestion the accused immediately after receipt
of this indictment with regard to the charges according to 133
StPO, because only this will make it possible to prevent the
accused from inflicting further bodily injuries on the prisoner
in the future.

"We request further, to be informed immediately of the reference
number of the preliminary proceedings which will be instituted on
receipt of this charge. As the prisoner intends to appear as co-
plaintiff in the criminal proceedings against the accused, we
also request vou inform us on your own accord about the progress
of the inquiries.

signed: von Plottnitz"

On 15.10.74 a copy of this charge was sent to the presiding judge
Dr. Prinzing with a covering letter by the lawyer von Plottnitz.
In the covering letter it was proposed:
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1. to prohibit the doctor in the Wittlich prison, Dr. med.
Hutter, immediately from carrying out any medical activity
with regard to the defendant Meins,

2. to allow a docter who has the trust of the defengant Meins,
to be present at future force feedings by other doctors
employed by the county Rheinland-Pfalz.

The reason for this application reads as follows:

"In the interest of the physical wellbeing of the defendant a
judicial decision with regard to the above mentioned charges

as well as to our application, dated 7.10.74, is now imperative.
Because of the requested presence of a doctor of his own choice
we refer to the application already made by the co-defender, Dr.
Klaus Croissant.

"We also request to be informed of what kind of nutritious
components the nutriment liguid consists of which has so far
been used for force feeding and how much of this the defendant
has been given at the daily force feedings.

"We attach a written declaration by the defendant in which he
absolves Dr. med. Hutter from his professional duty to observe
medical confidentiality.

signed: von Plottnitz"

All the relevant documents were not only sent to the 2nd Criminal
Court, but were also either passed on by telephone or copies
were sent immediately to the Prosecutor's office.

Even though these facts were known, the presiding judge Dr.
Prinzing did not order the examination of the defendant by a
doctor of his own choice. The examination by trusted doctors of
all defendants had been refused by the 2nd Criminal Court on
14.10.74. Following the application, dated 7.10.74, by the
lawyer von Plottnitz to use only nose tubes with a certain dia-
meter at the force feedings, it was merely decided on 22.10.74
to use a tube at force feedings which could be inserted through
the nose. The other points were rejected.

The reasons for this decision were as follows:

"The defendant is being force fed. According to the prison
doctor a 12mm strong tube is being used which is inserted through
the mouth. A thinner tube could be used but would have to be
inserted through the nose. The prison does not see itself in a
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positinn where the medical and nursing staff are able to do
this. According to the Government Medical Officer Dr. Lang,

who has ordered a tube which is inserted through the nose for
the prison in Stuttgart-Stammheim, this is a common method. A
specialist is not necessary for this. According to the require-
ments of 119 para. 3 StPO the more considerate method should be
chosen, when this is possible. That is the case here. The
provision of the necessary medical staff is left to the prison
administration. Organisational problems do not, as a rule,
stand opposed to a legally advisable gdirective.

"The other points in the application of 7.10.74 are not sub-
stantiated. It is not up to the court to give instructions to
the doctor on the quality of the tube he is using, its strength
and suchlike. DOrinking water is not being denied to the defen-
dant; a directive for this is not necessary. .
signed: Dr. Prinzing Maier Dr. Berroth"

With regard to the further applications by the counsel for the
defence, dated 15.10.74, to prohibit the doctor of the Wittlich
prison from any further medical activity in connection with the
treatment of Holger Meins, to allow a doctor of his own choice
to be present at future force feedings and information about the
exact amount of nutriment given to Holger Meins neither the
presiding judge, Dr. Prinzing, nor his deputy, Or. Foth, made
any decisions, despite the obvious urgency for judicial inter-
vention.

Not until 21.10.74 did the 2nd Criminal Court decide on the
complaint, dated 5.6.74, which the defence through the lawyer
Dr. Croissant had lodged against the decision of the examining
magistrate. In this decision the transfer of the male prisoners
to Stuttgart-Stammheim had been refused. The court had taken 43
months to decide on the complaint although the defence had
pointed out through the lawyer, Dr. Croissant, on 3.7.74 the
extreme urgency of the transfer as follows:

"We assume that the complaint has by now been passed on to the
court for a judgement.
"With regard to the explanations given in the written complaint,
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the orderly preparation of the defence can no longer be drawn

out by the delay in the transfer.

"The impression should therefore be avoided that the Federal
Attorney's Office and its auxiliary agencies, especially the
State Security Department of the Security Group in the Federal
Criminal Office are making the decision about the transfer and

the police exercise involved in this.

"A copy of our complaint is attached, in case that it has not
yet been presented to the examining magistrate.
signed: Croissant"

The court judgement regarding the transfer which was finally
passed, dated 21.10.74, was officially given to the counsel for
the defence only arter the death of Holger Meins. It stated:

"The Defendant Baader is to be moved to the prison Stuttgart-

Stammheim in the week after November 2, 1974 at the latest, the

defendant Raspe and Meins at the latest by November 2, 1974.
signed: Foth Maier Dr. Berroth"

With regard to this transfer decision the Federal Prosecutor

wrote the following to the court on 24.10.74:

"For the completion of a transfer I propose - according to the
usual practice when transferring these defendants - to make the
following arrangements:

In view of the increased danger of escape, the known liberation
plans of members of the criminal group and the behaviour of the
accused so far the defendant should be strapped down during the

transport.

"The transport of the defendant will be carried out by members

of the Federal Criminal Office. |1 request therefore that the
governor of the prison in Wittlich be informed as to the handover
of the defendant Meins to the officials who are responsible for
his transport, and to inform the governor of the Stuttgart prison
to receive him.

"As a prior hearing of the defendant could endanger the objective
of the instrurtion, 1 request to abandon this according to 33

para. 4 StPo.
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"The transport of the defendant will need thorough preparations
and security measures. 1 must therefore point out now that the
transfer dates mentioned above cannot be adhered to. But I will
try to expedite the matter as quickly as possible.

signed: I. A, Zeis”

The statement in the letter by the Federal Attorney General,
dated 24.10.74, that the transfer dates could not be adhered to
because of "thorough preparations and security measures" is an
obvious lie. 1In reality the Federal Criminal Office had all the
material and personnel available to carry out the transport with
no effort within the given time.

This is also demonstrated by the transfer of Gudrun Ensslin and
Ulrike Meinhof who had already been transferred in April 1974 to
the Stuttgart-Stammheim prison, the place of their trial.

After receiving the letter from the Federal Prosecutor, dated
24.10.74, the 2nd Criminal Court of the Court of Appeal in
Stuttgart extended the latest transfer date of the defendants
Meins and Raspe by a further 2 days until 4.11.74, as the assist-
ing judge Dr. Berroth confirmed to the jourrnalist Bauer from the
Reuter agency.

But the date of 4.11.74 was also not met by the Federal Prosecutor
and the Federal Criminal 0ffice, neither Holger Meins nor Jan-Carl
Raspe were transferred to Stuttgart-Stammheim.

On Friday, 8.11.74, Holger Meins phoned the lawyer Laubscher in
Heidelberg during the late afternoon from Wittlich prison and
told him that he was in a very bad state of health. He said, "I
cannot get up any more." According to the impression of lawyer
Laubscher, Holger Meins had considerable difficulties in speaking

clearly and to concentrate.

Because of this phone call by Holger Meins, the lawyer Haag drove
to Wwittlich on Saturday morning, 9.11.74. He arrived there
shortly after 11.00 a.m. After Haag had been recorded in the
visitors' book, a prison security official appeared after a
certain time and explained that Holger Meins "allegedly" could

no longer walk from his cell to the visitor's cell. By using
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the word "allegedly” the security officer obviously wanted

to give the impression that the prisoner Meins was only simulat-
ing his condition. With regard to the information from the
security officer Haag requested he conduct his talk with the
prisoner Meins in his cell. This was refused to him by the
security officer with the explanation that nobody was allowed

to go into the cell of Holger Meins without the permission of

the prison governor and the Ministry of Justice. On the strength
of that Haag stated that he would not leave the prison before
speaking to Holger Meins. The security officer fimally agreed

to contact the prisoner governor. As a result of his inquiry he
then explained to Haag that the prison governor was not allowing
the lawyer to see Holger Meins in his cell "for security reasons".
After trying unsuccessfully to motivate the prison officers
present to inform the Ministry of Justice in Mainz and the
emergency services in Karlsruhe, Haag left the prison and phoned
Dr. Croissant in Stuttgart. A phone call from the prison had

not been permitted for the reason that it was not possible to
settle the costs for the telephone which was available for use

on Saturdays.

At around 12.00 a.m. Haag informed lawyer DOr. Croissant by phone
about the situation. He asked him to contact the judge immediately
and to file the following applications:
1. to order the Wittlich prison that the lawyer's visit can

take place in Holger Meins's cell
2. to order immediately that a doctor of his own choice can

visit Holger Meins in prison.

It was not possible for Or. Croissant to make immediate contact
by phone with Dr. Prinzing. He had requested at the beginning
of the hungerstrike to have Dr. Prinzing's private phone number
for urgent calls but this had been refused by Dr. Prinzing who
told Dr. Croissant that he could get in touch with him via the
County Court 0ffice. Croissant therefore had to ring there first
which meant that much valuable time was lost. At first he got
hold of an official named Ginger. ©Dr. Croissant explained to
him that the life of one of the defendants was in danger, to
ring Dr. Prinzing on this very urgent matter and to arrange for
him to call back. The official replied that he would not take
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orders from Croissant. Only after a long exchange did lawyer
Croissant manage to convince the official that it was his duty
to comply with his request. The official then replied that he
first had to ask his superior, a Mr. Stimpfig. Croissant had
to phone back a second time after 12 to 20 minutes and remind
them once again about the urgency of his getting in touch with
Dr. Prinzing. At about 12.30 p.m. Dr. Prinzing finally rang
Or. Croissant who described the situation to him and drew his
attention especially to the fact that the condition of Holger
Meins was now extremely critical, that he was not able to walk
any more and that lawyer Haag had not been allowed to enter his
cell for alleged security reasons. Dr. Prinzing explained that
he was not able to verify the security considerations mentioned
above. Dr. Prinzing was furthermore annoyed that Croissant had
rung him on a Saturday. He explained that he was fatigued by
the Baader-Meinhof trial which took place five days a week and
that he needed the weekend to relax, to be able to concentrate
himself on the coming week. In future he would make sure that
nobody could get in touch with him at the weekend. Croissant
replied that it was Dr. Prinzing's duty and responsibility to:
1. make sure immediately by phoning the prison that lawyer
Haag could see Holger Meins, that a simple phone call by
him would be sufficient
2. to issue an order that Holger Meins should immediately be
seen by a doctor of his choice.

Or. Prinzing explained that it had already been decided that
doctors of their own choice would not be allowed to see the 5
defendants and that it had to stay like that. Would Dr. Croissant
please advise Meins to stop his hungerstrike and to eat again.
When Croissant pointed out to him that an action had already
been brought against the prison doctor for serious bodily injury
and serious neglect of his medical duties, that Dr. Prinzing had
a copy of this charge and that it was in his power to change the
decision, Or. Prinzing explained that he could not do this on
his own and that only the court was able to do this. But that
it would not be possible to assemble everybody now and Croissant
should try to contact the standby judge. When Croissant once
again pointed out to him that none other than he himself was
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authorised and able to act quickly and effectively, Dr. Prinzing
promised to phone the Wittlich prison to find out if Holger

Meins's situation was critical. After about 10 minutes Dr.
Prinzing informed Croissant by phone that lawyer Haag was

presently visiting the prisoner. No indication that the con-
dition of Holger Meins was deteriorating was given by Dr. Prinzing.

Haag had returned to Wittlich prison after his first phone call
with Croissant. There he was told that the visit could be con-
ducted in such a way that Holger Meins would be brought to the
administration wing on a stretcher and that the visit could take
place there. This procedure had been agreed to by the Ministry
of Justice, the prison governor and Holger Meins. Shortly after
13.00 p.m. Holger Meins was carried into the visiting room on a
stretcher. He was lying on the stretcher with his eyes closed,
his body emaciated to a skeleton. His condition was extremely
critical. DOuring his talk with Holger Meins, Haag's conviction
strengthened that Holger Meins's life was in imminent danger.
Holger Meins showed him his body. The had put toilet paper and
paper handkerchiefs into his trousers to hold them up and to
prevent the belt from cutting into his hip bones. His talk with
Haag was very laborious because most of the time he was only able
to whisper. Haag had to press his ear onto Holger Meins's mouth
to understand anything at all. Holger Meins managed occasionally,
by pulling all his strength together, to manage a slightly louder
sentence. Holger Meins told him not to leave him alone and Haag
stayed at his side. As Holger Meins's condition continued to
deteriorate Haag left him at 15.00 p.m. to try for immediate
medical aid and to get intensive treatment started to save his
life. Between 15.00 and 15.15 p.m. Haag talked to the prison
security officer who informed him that the deputy governor had
left the prison and that the prison doctor was away travelling
and would not return before Monday. Haag pointed out that Holger
Meins was dying and that immediate medical attention was necessary.
The security officer did not respond to this but replied instead
that Holger Meins had been able only yesterday to go to the
telephone and that a doctor had seen him every day. To him it
was quite impossible that anything cuold happen and should a case
of emergency occur, which the medical orderly in the prison hos-
pital would be able to ascertain, then the emergency doctor in
the town would be called.
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When Haag realised that the people in charge of the prison were
not present or not reachable he left the prison and reported to
Croissant by phone of what was happening.

As Croissant was no longer able to reach the judge by phone Haag
dictated a letter by phone addressed to Dr. Prinzing in which he
asked him to act immediately to save the life of Holger Meins.
The letter had the following text:

"1 have today, Saturday 9.11.74, visited the prisoner Holger
Meins in the Wittlich prison.

Since 13.9.74 Holger Meins and 35 other political prisoners have
been on hungerstrike against their isolation confinement and
special treatment, against their destructive imprisonment which
is aimed at destroying their revcluiionary identity. Their
destructive prison conditions are still continuing.

Holger Meins weighs less than 42 kilograms, he can no longer
walk, he can hardly talk. He is dying. At the latest he will
be dead in 2 days. VYou are responsible for his death because
you are determining the conditions of his imprisonment.

Your responsibility stays with you even if you should phone the
prison in Wittlich and should get information about his con-
dition from there.

The fact is that in Holger Meins's case the destructive conditions

of confinement are aimed at his death through slow starvation.

You have known from the beginning of the hungerstrike that it
will end when the isolation and special treatment have been
stopped. VYou are therefore fully aware of your responsibility.

Allow the immediate presence of one of the trusted doctors
mentioned in our letter, dated 6.10.74. As a further doctor I
name Or. Christof Loecherback, 7401 Talheim, Roemerweg 5.

For lawyer Haag:
signed Marieluise Becker"

That letter was taken personally by the lawyers Becker and
Croissant to Or. Prinzing's private flat as it might have taken
more time on a Saturday to send it by telegram. Dr. Prinzing
came to the garden gate to receive the letter after Croissant had
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explained to him via the intercom "I must speak to you at once.
Holger Meins is dying." He was informed verbally about the con-
tent of the letter when he received it. Marieluise Becker as

well as Dr. Croissant pointed out to him that he was able to
prevent the death of the prisoner. they insisted that a doctor

of the prisoner's choice be admitted. They referred to the
application by the counsel for the defence, dated 6.10.74, in
which 6 doctors, amongst them leading authorities whose specialist
knowledge was above all doubt, had been named. It was explicitly
pointed out to Dr. Prinzing that DOr. Juergen Schmidt-Voigt should
be asked to come. This doctor had given a medical report on
Astrid Proll who, as a result of being imprisoned in the empty
wing of the women's psychiatric wing of the Cologne prison where
she had also been subjected to acoustic isolation, had been
tortured to such an extent that she had become unfit for imprison-
ment and had had to be released. The demand by the'defence law-
yers to consult the trusted doctors was denied despite the
extremely critical condition of Holger Meins with the remark

that Astrid Proll had gone underground after her release.

At the time when lawyer Becker and Croissant were talking to
Dr. Prinzing, Holger Meins had already died. The doctor who
had been called at 16.00 p.m. by a prison officer could, at

17.15 p.m. only establish the death of Holger Meins.

Holger Meins was 1,84 m tall and when he died his weight was
down to 39 kg. He died through slow starvation.

Holger Meins had left the following declaration with his defence

counsel Croissant:

"wittlich, 9.3.74

Should I every die in prison then it was murder - no matter
what the pigs will maintain. I will never kill myself, I will
never give them any pretext. I am not a Provo and not an
adventurer. If they say - and there are indications of this -

‘suicide', 'serious illness', 'self defence', 'trying to escape'’
don't believe the lies of the murderers.
Meins"

If Dr. Prinzing had ordered immediately after the phone call
which he had had with Croissant at about 12.30 p.m. on 9.11.74
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that Holger Meins be examined at once - if necessary by an
emergency doctor - Holger Meins could have been taken at once

to the intensive care unit at the University Clinic Mainz and
could have been saved. This has been confirmed by Prof. Dr. frey
at the Anaesthesia unit at the University Clinic Mainz, when
Croissant was visiting the prisoners Grundmann and Juenschke who
had been taken there.

But his life could have been saved with absolute certainty if
Dr. Prinzing had insisted that the Federal Prosecutor adhere to
the designated transfer dates of the prisoners to the prison
Stuttgart-Stammheim. The first date was 2.11.74, later extended
to 4.11.74 at the latest. But Dr. Prinzing submitted to the
orders of the State Security Authorities even though he knew,
since the beginning of October, of the insufficient medical
treatment given to Holger Meins. At the same time, from the
beginning of the hungerstrike to Holger Meins's death, Dr. Prinzing
neglected to inform himself from the prison doctors of the con-
dition of the prisoner.

The Federal Minister of Justice at that time, Vogel, expressed
his opinion on the death of Holger Meins in the magazine "Der
Spiegel" '16.12.74) with the following words:

"Even the fundamental right for life is not absolute.”

At the request of Holger Meins's relatives, lawyer von Plottnitz
brought an action on 19.11.74 against the Federal Prosecutor,
Buback, the head of the State Security Authority of the Federal
Criminal Office (Security Group Bonn), against the presiding
judge in the Stammheim trial, Dr. Theodor Prinzing, against the
governor of Wittlich prison and the prison security officers, as
well as against the prison doctor Or. Hutter "on account of being
suspected of the criminal act of murder", 211 StGB.

Amongst others he stated:

"In view of the information he received at lunchtime on 9.11.74
about the physical condition of the killed Holger Meins the
accused DOr. Prinzing should - certainly under the aspect of his
duty to have regard to the principle of welfare - have felt
obliged to immediately take judicial measures for the medical
care of Holger Meins. There is no doubt at all that measures
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for the preservation of the health and life of a remand prisoner
who is in danger of dying are part of the judicial welfare duty.
It was therefore the legal duty of the accused Or., Prinzing to
act immediately at the time of his phone call at lunchtime on
9.11.74 with lawyer Dr. Croissant. The accused Dr. Prinzing
should either, as suggested by Or. Croissant, have permitted the
presence of one of the trusted doctors earlier named by the
counsel for the defence or he should at least have ordered the
prison to immediately start measures for medical care, if necessary
by transferring the now dead prisoner to the intensive care unit
of a hospital. The accused DOr. Prinzing was authorised to give
judicial instructions of the above mentioned kind according to
125 para. 2 clause 3 StPQ. Contrary to his remarks made to
Dr. Croissant a contact with the other court judges was not
necessary. The remarks by the accused Dr. Prinzing must be seen

as excuses.

The accused should also not have relied upon the prison
authorities or the prison doctor in Wittlich to instigate the
necessary measures for the immediate medical care of the dead
prisoner. Because the accused knew already before 9.11.74 that
the prison authorities and the prison doctor neither seriously
wanted adequate medical care nor were they in a position to
offer this considering the facilities within the prison. On the
strength of an application by the counsel for the defence, dated
7.10.74, Dr. Prinzing's court had to order the prison administra-
tion and the prison doctor through a decree, dated 22.10.74, to
carry out the force feeding with a nose tube according to the
rules of medical ethics. Before that the prison administration
had made a statement to the court that they were not able "with
their medical and nursing staff" to use a nose tube.

Dr. Prinzing has violated his legal duties to act without delay
in a striking and totally unjustifiable manner. At lunchtime on
9.11.74 Dr. Prinzing has - despite knowledge that a danger to
the life of the prisoner could not be excluded because of his
weakened condition - failed as a judge to order that even the
most minimal medical care be provided for the killed prisoner.
Through his neglect he has at the very least consented to the
death of Holger Meins. If Dr. Prinzing had ordered immediate
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medical measures at lunchtime or the afternoon of 9.11.74,
especially drips or similar treatment, the life of Holger Meins
could have been saved. In this context we refer to the obtaining

of the expert witness report in the preliminary proceedings.

The reason for the behaviour of Dr. Prinzing was first of all
his disinclination to exercise further Jjudicial responsibility
on top of his phone call to the Wittlich prison on a Saturday.
This showed itself in his ill-concealed irritation at being
bothered at all on a Saturday with information about the extremely
critical condition of Holger Meins's health by Dr. Croissant.
Considering all circumstances such a motive in the case of the
accused, Or. Prinzing, must legally be regarded as base accord-
ing to 211 StGB. To that extent the extreme disparity between
the behaviour of the accused Dr. Prinzing - his need for a rest-
ful Saturday - and the death of Holger Meins caused through his
neglect has to be emphasised (compare Dreher, note 1Ba 211 StGB).
Especially with regard to his position as a judge the accused,
Or. Prinzing, must know that he has to undertake everything
required of him to save the life of a remand prisoner, irres-
pective of whether the remand prisoner is on hungerstrike or
not. A judicial point of view which values the life of a remand
prisoner less than a personal need for rest on a Saturday is
incompatible with the position and the responsibilities of a
Jjudge in the legal and constitutional system of the FRG and
therefore especially objectionable."

The remand prison rules include the following instruction under
no. 57:

"Should hospital treatment become necessary the remand prisoner
will be admitted to the hospital wing of the prison. The trans-
fer to a public hospital requires the consent of the judge. If
the necessary treatment cannot be given to the sick remand
prisoner within the prison the governor has to request a decision
of the judge."

The Public Prosecutor's Office Trier dismissed the case on 20.8.76
(Reference: Js 1233/74). The decision to dismiss the case is
based on an expert report and not on the questioning of the
accused or witnesses.
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It says:

"With regard to the preliminary proceedings against the prison
doctor of Wittlich prison, leading medical officer Dr. med.
Hutter on account of negligence leading to death as well as your
charge against the presiding judge at the Provincial Court
Stuttgart, Dr. Theodor Prinzing, amongst others on account of

murder.
I have stopped the preliminary proceedings for lack of evidence.

On September 13, 1974 Holger Meins and other prisoners from the
Baader-Meinhof group started another hungerstrike....

The hungerstrike was carried out under the pretext to improve

the =z2ilegedly bad prison conditions....

In reality the hungerstrike was part of a planned fight against
the state with the aim to force the release from legitimate
imprisonment or at least to put in doubt in the public eye the
constitutional legality of the measures taken by the state

agencies....

To gain a general view of the nutrious condition and the degree
of the inevitable emaciation the prison doctor considered it
necessary to examine the urine for aceton content. But the

prisoner also refused to pass on any urine....

Therefore the forced taking of urine by way of a catheter was
being considered but this idea had to be dropped because of the
health risks involved. On September 30, 1974 the judge gave his
consent to start artificial feeding which had to be done by

force in the operating theatre of the prison hospital. The food
was infused daily with a 12 mm diameter tube. It consisted of

a fatty soup which had been mixed with 2 raw eggs and carbohydrate
in form of roasted semolina. Holger Meins put up a strong resis-
tance. At first it sometimes needed 5 to 7 prison warders and

2 nurses to take him to the hospital. Ouring the force feedings
he had to be strapped down onto the operating table. As he

would not open his mouth voluntarily a mouth block had to be put
into his mouth by force. It was also necessary to fasten the

tongue with a metal fingerstall....

Holger Meins as well as you in your position .as counsel for the

defence objected several times to this way of force feeding....
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On October 22, 1974 the 2nd Criminal Court of the Provincial
Court Stuttgart ordered that the artificial feeding should in
future be carried out with a thinner tube inserted through the

nose....

According to the result of the proceedings it has to be con-
sidered as proved that Holger Meins did not die as a result of

his refusal to accept the supply of a sufficient amount of calories
during the time of October 23 until November 9, 1974....

The expert has also examined whether there was at any time any
occasion for the accused to admit the prisoner to a public hos-
pital or to a special clinic. But according to his convincing
statement there were no sufficient reasons for this. The admit-
tance to a hospital or a clinic was also not necessary because
an acute danger to life could not have been assumed as a result
of malnutrition. Such a judgement was - according to the expert -
not justified because the prisoner succeeded in withholding the
gaining of the necessary information for this, his bodyweight
and physical appearance. Prof. Dr. Zoellner further stated that
it was impossible to foresee the moment of consumption. Some-
times patients live on for months and years where an early death
had been expected and were even cured in some cases whereas
other patients who had been thought to be out of danger could
suddenly die. The expert therefore considers the view of
officers in the prison Wittlich and counsel for the defence as
incorrect that the early death could have been foreseen; these
views are incompatible with medical experiences.... (underlined

by us)

Both experts have demonstrated convincingly that it would not

have been possible to save the life of Holger Meins in the last
few days even if he had been admitted to a clinic. As the

energy reserves of his body had been spent the terminal complica-
tions could not even have been controlled in a normal clinic.
Therefore the temporary absence of the accused on November 9, 1974
was not causative for the death of the prisoner.

Holger Meins did not die because the prison doctor or any other
agents of Justice or police have in any way failed. The respon-
sibility for his death rests exclusively with himself and those
who have possibly encouraged him to go on hungerstrike and who
later failed to dissuade him from continuing.
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The decision Lo dismiss Lhe case was announced the same day on
which the Greek defence counsel for the anti-imperialist resis-
tance fighter Rolf Pohle, lawyer Evangelis Giannopulos, showed
the photograph of Holger Meins's corpse at a press conference in
Athens for the protection of his client., Also on the same day
the formation of an International Investigation Commission for
the clarification into the death of Ulrike Meinhof was announced

in Stuttgart at a press conference.

The lawyer Rupert von Plottnitz lodged an appeal against the
decision to stop the proceedings on the instructions of Holger
Meins's father. The appeal was rejected on 8.2.77 by the State
Prosecutor in Koblenz. In the trial against the prisoners from
the Commando Holger Meins before the Provincial Court Dusseldorf,
the lawyer Dr. Crulssant submitted on 7.2.77 an application for
the questioning of 52 witnesses and experts to bring the follow-

ing evidence before the court:

"Holger Meins was executed during the collective hungerstrike
from 13.9.74 - 5.2.75, prisoners from the RAF against the
systematically destructive prison conditions in 8 prisons of

the FRG, under the direction of the federal Prosecutor, Siegfried
Buback, and the head of the State Security Department of the
Federal Criminal Office and their president, Dr. Horst Herold,

by consciously manipulating the point of time which had been
decided for his transfer to the prison in Stuttgart-Stammheim.
Also responsible for his death are the presiding judge, Or.
Theodor Prinzing, and those of the prison staff involved."

The court rejected this complaint with a statement by the Federal
Attorney General at the Federal Court, dated 16.2.77, ref.:
1 StE 1/75. Extract from the statement:

"The allegations made by this lawyer in his application, dated
7.2.77, do not represent one of the numerous verbal blunders,
partly cause by a certain agitation, but an obviously long-planned
defamation, whose shocking enormity must be recalled here by

repeating some especially exemplary passages....

To summarise the following has to be said to the complaint lodged

by the lawyer, DOr. Croissant:
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The complaint has to be rejected as inadmissable as it
contains attacks against the state under the cloak of a
complaint without any substantive relation to the proceedings.

The request to introduce evidence is, as far as it is
intended to produce objective facts, to be rejected as in-
appropriate and without importance for this trial because
of the pursuit of aims which are unconnected with this

trial and aimed at obstructing the trial. ( 244 para 3 StPO)".

~ Q¢ -
2. KATHARINA HAMMERSCHMIDI

On 29.6.72 Katharina Hammerschmidt gave herself up voluntarily
to German justice, accompanied by her lawyer. She came from

Paris. Because of an arrest warrant, which had been issued on
27.11.71, Katharina Hammerschmidt was arrested and kept in con-

ditions of isolatio from 30.6.72 onwards.

She had the following pains and had therefore asked since 26.9.73
to see a doctor: sharp pain in her breast, difficulties in speak-

ing, hoarseness, swelling of her neck.

She was finally examined by the prison doctor and a day later by
the prison specialist Dr. Loeckel. Tive days later an X-ray was
taken of her chest, allegedly without any findings. She was not
medically treated. Instead it was said to her: "There is nothing
wrong with you." In the next few weeks Katharina Hammerschmidt's
condition became worse. She had trouble breathing, the speech
difficulties and breast pains increased, the neck became nearly

as big as her head. She therefore demanded over and over again

to be treated. But the prison administration declared:

"Just look at yourself now. That comes from going on hungerstrike.
For the rest that is a result of your shouting out of the window."

On 16.10.73 she went on hungerstrike. She demanded a medical

examination and treatment.

As the prison doctors refused to treat her the lawyer succeeded
in perswading a doctor from the University Clinic, Dr. Wenzel,

to examine her in prison on 12.11.73. 1In view of the alarming
condition of Katharina Hammerschmidt, he demanded that a series
of examinations be carried out immediately. This was at first
refused by the prison doctors. But 8 days later she was examined
by doctors of the prison under the pretence that Dr. Wenzel would
examine her. Again she was not treated. 7 days later she had
especially strong suffocation attacks. Only 3 days later - after
64 days of not being treated - she was released from prison on
30.11.732 and admitted to the Clinicum Steglitz and treated.
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There it was discovered that she had a tumour the size of a
child's head. According to the doctors this could have been
recognised earlier and could have been cured. Katharina
Hammerschmidt died on 29.6.75.

On her instructions her defence counsel, lawyer Otto Schily,
filed an action with the Public Prosecutor at the court in Berlin
on 9.1.74 "“against the persons responsible for not giving her the
necessary medical treatment during the time of her imprisonment

on remand because of attempted homicide and neglecting to give
D

medical aid.

From the charge:

"At the end of September 1973 Mrs. Hammerschmidt discovered a
strong swelling of her neck. She had considerable neck and breast
pains as well as severe difficulties in breathing and swallowing.
In view of these severe symptoms she requested, on 26.9.73, to

see a prison doctor. In accordance with her request she was seen
by a doctor on 27.9.73. This doctor declared, after having
examined her, that she could not find anything. As a result of
this she was, on the same day, 27.9.73, examined by another
doctor. On the lst or 2nd of October 1973 an X-ray of the thorax
was taken as well as a blood sample. The results of the examina-
tion were at first not given to her. Only at a later date one of
the doctors said to her: 'There is nothing wrong with you.' As
the swellings of her neck, breast and in her face got bigger

every day and the difficulties in breathing and swallowing
increased considerably until they resulted in actual suffocation
attacks, Mrs. Hammerschmidt went once a week to see the prison
doctor on the so-called 'doctor's day' and pointed out to him

the deterioration of her condition. But on the part of the

doctor there was never any attempt to make a precise diagnosis.

A treatment of the illness did not take place. Mrs. Hammerschmidt
was only given sleeping pills for the night and similar drugs.

Her condition was treated as a trifling matter by different
doctors and nurses. One doctor declared: 'Just look at yourself
now. That romes from going on hungerstrike.' At another

occasion it was said to her that this was the-result from 'shouting'
out of the window. The doctors remained completely passive in
manner throughout even though it was possible even for a layman

Y e e T mnd T a2l

- 92 -

to recognise the daily deterioration caused by Mrs. Hammerschmidt's

illness.

After Mrs. Hammerschmidt had informed her defence counsels about
her condition they succeeded in persuading Or. Wenzel from the
Clinicum Steglitz to examine Mrs. Hammerschmidt in the women's
prison. After an approval for this examination had been procured
from the court, Dr. Wenzel visited Mrs. Hammerschmidt on

November 12th, 1973. The examination was only allowed to take
place in the presence of one of the prison doctors.

In a letter to one of the prison doctors treating her, dated
14.11.73, Dr. Wenzel wrote that a szintigraphical examination

had to be carried out urgently. In the letter it was stressed
that a tumour cpi;d mpt be excluded and that an examination had
to take place at once. November 19th or November 20th, 1973 were
suggested as examination dates. After receéeiving this letter by
Dr. Wenzel a prison doctor went to see Mrs. Hammerschmidt and
confirmed that the examination mentioned by Or. Wenzel was
necessary. He said literally: 'We agree with the diagnosis of
our colleague Dr. Wenzel. You will be examined outside. Prepare
yourself for this.' According to a statement by the doctor the
examination should take place on 19 or 20.11.73. Appropriate
preparations were made, amongst others Dr. Wenzel was being
informed that the examination would take place on 20.11.73. He
was therefore in readiness on that day. But the move of Mrs.
Hammerschmidt to the Clinicum was cancelled at short notice;
neither Dr. Wenzel nor the defence counsels were given any
reasons for this. O0Only a rumour reached Dr. Wenzel, that the
court had refused to permit the move to the hospital/

The doctors treating her in prison have obviously not protested
against the refusal to have her examined in the hospital.

Only on November 28th, 1973 Mrs. Hammerschmidt was taken to the
hospital in Moabit under the pretence that Dr. Wenzel would
examine her there. The move to the hospital in Mgabit took
place under a massive show of police strength. In the hospital
each door which led to the examination room was manned by 2
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police officers with sub-machine guns. The hospital was sur-
rounded by police. The examination was carried out by a doctor
working at the hospital. A growth was discovered in her throat.
Mrs. Hammerschmidt was not given any details of the examination
results. After the examination she was taken back to the prison.

During the night of 28 to 29 November, she suffered an especially
heavy suffocation attack. She called for help and one prison
warder stayed with her while the other tried by phone to call a
doctor. She managed to get hold of one of the principal doctors
at the prison. But he refused to go and see Mrs. Hammerschmidt.
His words: 'We have been instructed not to do anything with
Hammerschmidt; it's too late to do anything for her.' The prison
warder then phoned an emergzncy doctor of the prison who also
refused at first to come, and who asked whether she was already
'wheezing'. After the prison warder had answered: 'Yes, she is
wheezing, but not for much longer' the doctor finally came and

gave Mrs. Hammerschmidt several injections.

On November 30th, 1973 the Court in Berlin decided to lift the
arrest warrant against Mrs. Hammerschmidt and to order her release
from prison.

On account of the extensive and careful examinations after her
release by the specialist for Intermal Medicine, Dr. med. Neubauer,
and the doctors at the Clinicum Steglitz, the following diagnosis
was made:

(a) a mediastinal tumour the size of a child's head and pleura-
effusion on the right side. The tumour is the cause of the
pressure in head, neck and upper extremeties and has led to the
formation of a collateral circulation bia the frontal thorax wall.
This kind of mediastinal tumour is a sarkom which alone because

of its size cannot be operated upon.

(b) In addition there exists a decompensated autonomous adenom

of the left thyroid gland.

In view of this grave diagnosis Mrs. Hammerschmidt had to be
admitted to the Clinicum Steglitz for treatment. Radiation
therapy of the tumour was started.
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The disregard for the illness of Mrs. Hammerschmidt, which

since the end of September had deteriorated dramatically every
day -~ and which was recognisable even to a layman 1 and the
total impassivity of the docters treating her, amount to factual
attempted homicide with limited intent. With regard to their
medical knowledge the doctors were obliged to carry out the
necessary examinations for a necessary diagnosis. If the
available equipment in the prison were not sufficient for carry-

ing out the necessary examinations it was the duty of the doctors
to inform the prison administration and the court and to insist
on a transfer of Mrs. Hammerschmidt to a clinic where the neces-

sary appliances were available.

But the doctors responsible for her did nothing. They neither
diagnosed her illness nor did they start a therapy.

Failure to provide the necessary medical treatment amounts to
the fact of failing to give medical aid.

signed Schily"

Dr. med. F. W. Neubauer, specialist in Internal Medicine, who
treated Katharina Hammerschmidt, writes in his report, dated
7.1.74: "The delay between the examination by prison doctors at
the beginning of QOctober, and the consulting of a competent
radiologist from the Clinicum Steglitz on November 12th, 1973,
is incomprehensible from a medical point of view - even more so
as Dr. Wenzel had already quite clearly expressed his suspicion
of a tumour. In my opinion the patient should already at the
beginning of her illness - when she repeatedly tried to draw
attention to her distinct symptoms - have been examined with all
equipment available to modern medicine by competent doctors in
suitable institutes.

It is incomprehensible that & radiologist was consulted only on
the insistence by the defence counsel for Mrs. Hammerschmidt. ..

According to verbal information by the Clinicum Steglitz the
mediastinal tumour is an immature alveolus sarkom which receives

1Y Hada=1dmad ki cim
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radiation treatment because it cannot be operated on. In my
opinion this tumour had already in September, led to the symptoms
which the patient has described. An earlier diagnosis would have
made an earlier therapy and possibly even an operation possible.

Berlin January 7th 1974 signed: Dr. med. F. W. Neubauer"

The doctor treating her at the Clinicum Steglitz, writes in his
report on 25.3.74 to the court in Berlin:

"When the 30 year old woman was admitted to the surgical unit
her breath was in a considerably reduced general state. She had
breathing difficulties while resting."”

The Public Prosecutor at the court in Berlin stopped the proceed-
ings on August 13th, 1974 - Ref.: 1 P Js 24/74 - without hearing
of the accused or witnesses. He questioned 2 medical experts.

On account of their reports he stated:

"Only after Mrs. Hammerschmidt had been released from the women's
prison on 30.11.73, did Dr. Neubauer diagnose for the first time
in December 1973 that she had a mediastinal tumour. uUntil then
the doctors of the prison hospital and also Dr. Wenzel had diag-
nosed the ailments as an illness of the thyroid gland. A medias-
tinal tumour was not considered by any of the doctors, not even
by Dr. Wenzel. As far as Dr. Wenzel was talking about a tumour
he was talking about a growth in the thyroid gland area.

On the X-ray which was taken by Or. Husen on August 2nd, 1973 a
small shadow was recognisable which Dr. Husen obviously had over-
looked. But according to the reports by Professors Or. Krauland
and Dr. Oeser, Dr. Husen cannot be accused of having committed

an error....

The demands on this proceedings would be overstrained should it
be expected of him to comprehend also changes in areas outside
the lungs with sufficient certainty when this had only spread in

a very minimal way....

To remove it in an operation would have been - contrary to the
view of Dr. Neubauer, not possible....

Moreover, according to a letter by the Clinicum Stegliix, dated
6.2.74, the tumour has nearly completely disapprared as a result
of the radiation treatment....
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"The governor of the prison for women had to order on October
12th, 1973 -the removal of your client to the punishment cell
because she became more and more agitated. This cell had been
checked medically several times and no objections had been made.
This has already been confirmed to you by the district judge
Maass in his letter, dated 19.10.73. This measure was approved
by a judge....

Criminal acts have insofar not been proven. I have therefore

dismissed the case.

signed: Filipak
lst Public Prosecutor”

On instruction by Katharina Hammerschmidt the lawyers Heiner
Kraetsch, Harald Reme and Otto Schily filed a complaint against
the decision to dismiss the charge on 19.12.74:

"l1. The Public Prosecutor has not carried out the inquiries

necessary for finding the truth.

(a) The inguiries were left to the accused themselves. According
to the instruction by the Public Prosecutor Heinzelmann,
dated 18.2.74, he did not question the prison governor, Mr.
Maas,  as an accused who in view of the charge was suspected
of co-operation, but has instead involved him in the inquiry
proceedings. In the same instruction the Public Prosecutor
requests the principal of the suspected doctors to write a
report about the progress of the illness. By conducting
the inquiries in this way the Public Prosecution has tried
to obscure the facts of the case which consequently led to a
dismissal of the charges on August 13th, 1974....

(b) Wwithin this context an objective inquiry would have questioned
those prisoners who saw Mrs. Hammerschmidt daily at that time
as well as those persons who were visiting Mrs. Hammerschmidt
at that time according to the visitors files of the prison.
The Public Prosecutor would then have found out that in

October the prison governor, Mr. Maas, was informed emphatically

several times by Mrs., Hammerschmidt's brother, who had medical
training, of the severity of her illness. The same applies
to the junior barrister Haeusler, who already in the first
half of October had informed the people responsible,
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(e)
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especially Mr. Scheddohn, that there was a suspicion of

cancer.

A further principle of inquiry proceedings is to secure all
documents which are considered necessary for the purpose of
evidence especially in a case of such serious charges, to
prevent subsequent changes by the accused. MWith regard to
this the Public Prosecutor has also not conducted any
inquiries.

The inquiries by the Public Prosecutor amounted to the
obtaining of expert reports.

....They preferred instead to consult Prof. Krauland who,
as court medical expert, works very closely with the courts
as well as the prison administration.

After the doctors, especially Dr. Krell and Dr. Loeckel,
discovered on 27.9.73, thét the circumference of Mrs.
Hammerschmidt's neck had increased within a few days from

30 cm to 36.5 cm, that the appearance of Mrs. Hammerschmidt,
especially her face and the top part of her body, had changed
considerably, both doctors found it necessary to carry out
an examination, especially a new X-ray and a blood examina-
tion as well as an examination of the colesterin level.

All of these measures were recognised as ineffectual on
October 2nd, 1973 because the focus of the changes could

not be discovered through these measures. In this context
the doctors have to be reproached for not consulting the
X-ray pictures taken in August 1973 as part of their examina-
tion. The X-ray pictures were in the treatment file of Mrs.
Hammerschmidt and were available to the examining doctors at
every treatment. After the X-ray from October 2ng, 1973,
which had shown no results, they should have looked at the
X-ray which was taken a short time before, and should have
recognised the changes in the lung area. ...Especially
remarkable within this context is the notice by Dr. Loeckel,
dated October 16th, 1973:

"Please measure circumference of her neck in 3 months time!
If further increased, new examination. signed Loeckel"

This notice makes it quite clear that the treatment of the
severe illness of Mrs. Hammerschmidt had been terminated on

(g)
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16.10.73 by the prison doctors and further treatment was not
being considered. The constant claim that Mrs. Hammerschmidt
had refused to be treated must in view of this notice be

refuted as an impudent cover statement....

In the decision to dismiss the case it has also been
neglected to mention that the hungerstrike after October 1léth,
1973 was mainly carried out by Mrs. Hammerschmidt because

she had been told that there was nothing wrong with her,

that she was healthy, that her ailments were imaginary and
that a further examination would not take place, which means
that all medical help was refused to her. With her hunger-
strike Mrs. Hammerschmidt was trying, in her already very

weak condition caused by her illness, to force medical treat-

ment....

In view of the serious development in October 1973 and in
view of the inactivity of the doctors and the prison
administration, the junior barrister Mr. Haeusler described
the condition of Mrs. Hammerschmidt in exact details to the
responsible judges and public prosecutors. In an application
by the defence counsel on behalf of Mrs. Hammerschmidt,

dated 12.10.73, to the supreme court to have Mrs. Hammerschmidt
examined in a special clinic for an illness of the thyroid
gland, it says:

'On Tuesday, September 25th 1973, Mrs. Hammerschmidt dis-
covered a strong swelling of her neck. At the same time

she felt strong pressure on her neck which especially affected
her windpipe and made breathing difficult for her. A few

days before Mrs. Hammerschmidt had measured the circumference
of her neck. She had then discovered that her neck measured
30 cm. In view of the swelling she again measured her neck.
She now measured a neck circumference of 36 cm. In view of
medical knowledge it is clear that there existed the danger

of a severe irreparable illness.'

The behaviour of the doctors as well as the other accused
with regard to the examination and treatment of Mrs.
Hammerschmidt can also in no way be justified, even if the
examining external doctor Or. Wenzel also talked at first
about a suspicion of an illness of the thyroid glands....
As the court's decision to dismiss was primarily based on
the fact that no inquiries were made, this decision mist be



3. SIEGFRIED HAUSNER

Siegfried Hausner had taken part In an action by the RAF for the
liberation of prisoners - the occupation of the German embassy in
Stockholm by the "Commando Holger Meins". After the storming of
the embassy by a German special unit of the police he was badly
injured by police officers who beat him with the butts of their
guns: he suffered several fractures of the skull. The Federal
Government ordered, on 29.4.75, his move from a hospital in
Stockholm to the FRG, even though Swedish doctors had declared
that Hausner was not fit to be moveda and had called the decision
by the Federal Government a "death sentence". In the FRG Hausner
was not admitted to a special clinic, but was instead taken to
the intensive care unit at Stuttgart-Stammheim. This unit was
not equipped to deal with skull injuries. Despite his persistent
demands he was not allowed to see a lawyer, Siegfried Hausner
died on 4.5.75. Siegfried Hausner's defence counsel, lawyer
Croissant, received a letter from the Federal Prosecutor which
sald that Hausner wanted to talk to him, one day after he had
died. T?%s letter was dated 30.4.75 but had only been posted on
5.5.75.

Lawyer Croissant's action, which he brought on 18.6.75 and which
he made public at a press conference, led without objective
inguiries to a dismissal of the case on 2.10.75. Croissant ana
another lawyer who had also been present at the press conference,
were arrested 5 days later.

From the action, dated 18.6.75, by Croissant:

"To the principal at the Public Prosecutor's Office

at the Court in Bonn

Reference: Siegfried Hausner, who died on Sunday, 4.5.75 in the
prison Stuttgart-Stammheim

here: Suspicion of an offence of deliberate homicide by
those responsible at the State Security Office with
place of residence and/or work in the district of the
Public Prosecutor's office Bonn

1) compare Appendix 36



- 100 =

Siegfried Hausner had been injured by the explosion but he was

not in danger of dying. He was fully conscious after the
explosion. His behaviour was clear and thoughtful in every phase.
The burns were, according to the observations by the surviving
prisoners, relatively small. (page 2) ...

Immediately after his arrest Siegfried Hausner received such
heavy blows with the butts of submachine guns that he had to be
admitted to the Karolinska ‘hospital. Because of those blows he
received several fractures of the skull, When he was admitted
Hausner was deeply unconscious. (page 3) ...

When Siegfried Hausner regained consciousness on 28.4.75 he was
immediately subjected to an "extradition interrogation" by the
Swedish authorities.

After that Hausner, who was connected to a drip and who could only
breath through a tube in his windpipe, was transported on the same
day from Stockholm to Cologne by special plane. He was at first
taken to the University Clinic. (page 4)

The condition of Siegfried Hausner before his removal and at his
arrival in Cologne, was such that only the admittance to the
intensive care unit at a hospital, where treatment by specialistcs
would have been possible, could have saved his life. Depending
on the degree and size of this burns a treatment in a special
clinic for burns would also have been necessary.

The move from Stockholm was already for Siegfried Hausner, accord-
ing to the statement by a Swedish Doctor, "a clear death sentence".
This doctor based his statement on the findings of severe burns
and he explained therefore that Siegfried Hausner should have
been treated in Sweder in one of the world's leading special
clinics for burns. (page 5)

Fact is that Siegfried Hausner was not given the urgently needed
special treatment, especially of his skull injuries. Instead he
was, contrary to clear medical necessities and at the instigation
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of the State Security Department at the Federal Criminal Office
(BKA) with the consent of the Federal Prosecutor, moved to the
prison Stuttgart-Stammheim under the strictest secrecy even
though neither intensive treatment for skull injuries nor for
burns could be carried out there. The existing intensive care
unit had been installed only for "treatment of the prisoners
during the last hungerstrike by RAF prisoners.

The responsibility for the medical treatment of Siegfried Hausner
lay with the prison doctor, Government medical officer Or. Henck.
He is a specialist in psychiatry and has therefore no special
knowledge in the area of neuro-surgery and burns.,

Dr. Henck established that Siegfried Hausner had burns as well
as severe skull injuries, especlally several fractures to his
skull. According to a press statement by the Federal Prcsecutor
and the Ministry of Justice Baden-Wurttemberg, which is based on
the statement by Dr. Henck and possibly other specialists con-
sulted from outside the prison, Siegfried Hausner died on 4.5.75
in the intensive care unit of the prison Stuttgart-Stammheim
because of his burns and several skull fractures. (page 6)

The death of Siegfried Hausner is - after the death of Holger
Meins - a further example that the right to be unfit for
imprisonment does not exist for certain prisoners. Nobecdy can
have any doubts that a badly injured prisoner who is fighting

for his life should never be moved into a prison with necessarily
insufficient medical equipment and with incomplete medical pos-
sibilities for treatment. A prisoner who is in such a critical
situation must be moved to a hospital which has all material

and personal means avallable to save his life.

The State Security Authorities of the FRG have deliberately acted
contrary to this obvious duty. (page 7) ...

signed: Croissant
Lawyer

The Public Prosecutor Karlsruhe refused to start preliminary
proceedings - Ref.: 5 Js 296/75:



- 102 =

"We refuse to institute preliminary proceedings. The charge
by the lawyers Dr. Croissant and Koll, dated 18.6.75, which
the Public Prcsecutor in Bonn has passed on to us, contains
no sufficlent factual criteria for a punishable offence.

signed: Klee
1st Public Prosecutor
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THE DEATH OF ULRIKE MEINHOF

Ulrike Meinhof was found dead on Sunday, 9 May 1975, when her
cell was opened at 7.45 a.m,

"At 7.40 I established that total rigor mortis existed in both
arms", Government medical director Dr. med. Henck stated to the
State Police Authgrity Stuttgart on 9.5.76 according to the
protocol, dated 9.5.76 - AZ K1/101 48/76. *)

in the medical post mortem examination by the Public Health
Department Stuttgart on 9.5.76 at 9.25 a.m. - AZ 10 AR 50/76 -
it says: "The corpse of Ulrike Meinhof hangs on the left of the
two cell windows. ...Underneath the corpse stands a chair with
the seat towards the window. (p.l) ...The heel of the left foot
rests on the edge of the chair on the right side. The rigor
mortis is fully distinct in all joints, alsoc in the finger and
toe joints." (p.2)

Neither at 8,15 a.m., when the cell was opened nor later at the
post mortem examination and cell search on 10.5.76 were the
other prisoners, a lawyer, the sister of Ulrike Meinhof or other
independent witnesses allowed to be present. Appropriate
applications had been made., At 9.38 a.m. dpa repcrted:

"Ulrike Meinhof has hanged herself." 2)

After the experiences of the families Meins and Hammerschmidt,
Ulrike Meinhof's sister considered it meaningless to bring an
actlion against persons unknow. She presented the inquiry file
to the International Commission into the death of Ulrike Meinhof.
The Commission came to the following conclusion:

"The assertion by the state authorities that Ulrike Meinhof had
killed herself through hanging is not proven and the results of
the examinations by the Commission suggest that Ulrike Meinhof
could not have hanged herself. The results of the examinations
rather suggest to us, that Ulrike Meinhof was dead when her body

1) Dr. Henck did not receive permission to testify to the International
Inquiry Commission from his employer. s. Appendix ... p.78

2) for the public statement of the alleged suicide s. appendix
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was hung up and that there is disturbing evidence which points
to an intervention by a third party in connection with this decth.

The Commission cannot make positive statements about the circum-
stances of the death of Ulrike Meinhof., Despite this every
suspicion iIs justified in view of the fact, that the Secret
Services - in addition to the prison staff - were able to enter
the cells on the 7th floor through a separate and secret entrance.
(appendix p.6)

(see page 6 of the "International Investigation Commission -
the death of Ulrike Meinhof, Tubingen 1979)

The political function of the alleged suicide in May 1976 is
further documented particularly in the IUK Documentation

V. The Logic of the Liquidation p.64 particularly

2. The Background: The Attempt to define Ulrike
Meinhof's actions as individualistic and
pathological p.é5

3, "Suicide" within the context of the trlal at the
time p. 69 1)

4. Psychological warfare after the "Suicide" p.70

1) Compare Evidence in the Stammheim Trial on 4.5.76, particularly application
to "Methods by which the BRD supported the illegal war of the US against
vietnam. The applications were refused by court in Stammheim on 22.6.76
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4. THE DEATH OF ANDREAS BAABER, GUDRUN ENSSLIN, JAN CARL RASPL;
SEVERE INJURIES TO IRMGARD MOELLER IN THE PRISON STUTTGART-
STAMMHEIM IN THE NIGHT OF 17/18 OCTOBER 1977

"Within the context of all the measures during the last six weeks,
and remarks by the prison officers, the conclusion can be drawn
that the administration or the State Security, who - as mentioned
by a prison officer - are now permanently on the 7th floor - are
trying to provoke one or several suicides, or at least make them

seem feasible,

To this I state: None of us - that was clear when we were able to
exchange a few words, two weeks ago at the door and from the dis-
cussions we have had over the years - has the intention to kill
him/herself. Should we - as mentioned by an officer - be found
dead, then we have been killed in the old tradition of the
judicial and political measures of this trial.

This, the defendant Baader stated in the Appendix contalined in
a letter of complaint to the Provincial Court Stuttgart on
October 10th, 1977.v 1)

The prisoners were found dead and Irmgard Mgeller badly injured
~in their cells on 18.10.77 between 7.40 and 8.103 a.m. At 8.58
a.m. the Justice Minister Bender, Baden-Wuerttemberg, announced
via the dpa (press agency) that the prisoners had committed
suicide.

On 19.12.77 the defence counsels for Irmgard Moeller filed a
"charge against persons unknown because of suspicion of attempted
murder™,

"Frau Moeller was found in her cell seriously injured on 18.10.77

by prison officers in the prison Stuttgart-Stammheim. She had
suffered considerable stab wounds. There were - as was establishad
later - four stab wounds in the left side of her breast. One or
several of these wounds led to an injury of the pericardium. The
heart muscle had also been injured but didn't have to be stitched..."

1) Source: Preliminary report by the Government, dated 26.10.77
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Frau Moeller has stated the following to the events: "I do not
know who has inflicted these injuries on me. I have not
inflicted these injuries myself - contrary to the statement made
by the official side. I have neither at the time before 18.10.77
ever had the intention to commit suicide nor did I try to commit
suicide on 18.10.77.

There has also at no time been an agreement between Gudrun Ensslin,
Jan Carl Raspe, Andreas Baader and me to commit collective suicide.

On the contrary, it was quite clear for all of us that this would
never be a possibility...

There were neither pistols, transistor radios nor explosives in
the wing. I am convinced that the same people who have injured
me, have also killed Baader, Raspe and Ensslin..."

Frau Moeller will repeat above mentioned statement in a judicial
inquiry in the presence of a lawyer.

signed lawyers"
A trial did not take place.

The Public Prosecution Stuttgart suspended "1. the preliminary
proceedings with regard to the death of Andreas Baader, Gudrun
Ensslin and Jan Carl Raspe on 18.4.78 - ref.: 9 Js 3627/77,

2. drops the charge of the suspi¢ion of attempted murder of
Irmgard Moeller ... according to para 170, 2 StPO, because the
prisoners Baader, Ensslin and Raspe have killed themselves, the
prisener Moeller has injured herself and a participation of a

third party does not exist." )

Irmgard Moeller had not been heard. It continues on page 9:
"The prisoner was meant to be heard as witness to the events in
the night of 18 October 1977. At the inquiry arranged by the
Public Prosecutor on 21 October 1977 2)
Tubingen, she refused to make a statement. The intended judicial

in the University Clinic

1) compare appendix, p 1 and 16

2) Irmgard Moeller's lawyer was only allowed to talk to her on 22.10.77 at
9.00 p.m. for 10 minutes - allegedly because of danger of infection.
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questioning, planned for 10 January 1978 in the prison Stuttgart,
by the judge of the County Court Stuttgart did not take place.

0On the one hand the prisoner refused to make a statement without
the presence of a lawyer. On the other hand the lawyer Or.
Heldmann - defence counsel for Irmgard Moeller - was not prepared
to accept the usual bodysearch, and he could therefore not enter

the prison."

The preliminary proceedings were - and are still today - incomplete.

In another trial - on 26.4.79 - lawyer Or. Heldmann and defence

counsel for Andreas Baader, proposed

"to include the files of the Public Prosecution Stuttgart, ref.:
9 Js 3627/77 - preliminary proceedings into the death of Andreas
Baader, Gudrun Ensslin, Jan carl Raspe - and that they be given

to the defence for examination. The knowledge of these files is

necessary for the defence in this trial.

The files will show particularly, that the reports of the
officially appointed experts have only been partly presented to
the Public Prosecution Stuttgart at the time of their decision

to stop the proceedings;

that with:'their decision to stop the proceedings, further reports
have not been taken into account;

that altogether the decision from 18.4.78 does not comply with
the condition of the files.

signed Or. Heldmann, lawyer"

The reasoning was as follows:

"The whole inquiry into the deaths by the Public Prosecution
Stuttgart has from the beginning suffered from the fact that its
highest principal, Justice Minister Bender, had already early on
18.10.77 at 8.58 a.m. announced through a dpa-statement that the
prisoners had killed themselves. At 2.00 p.m. on the same day
Government spokesman Boelling stated the same for the Government,
in the evening at 8 p.m. the Federal President repeated the same
once again to the German tv public. The fact of suicide had
therefore - it can be said through every channel - been fully
established and after that the Public Prosecution Stuttgart,
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whose principal had already given his view sufficiently, was

meant to examine the questions. And then the inquiry followed
accordingly. Exactly against this method of the suicide theory
Prof. Holczabek has on 18/19th during the post mortem examinations,
which lasted until 5.00 p.m., and during the viewing of the cells
consistently put up resistance. And when he realised - I will
give an example for this later - how totally fruitless his objec-
tions and appeals to his colleagues were, he refused his further
participation in these proceedings.

Point one: Time of death

We can say today, that the time of death for the assumption, that
homicide has to be excluded, is meaningless. The stipulation of
their time of death has become an especially certain point in these
inquiries, because the investigating authorities had forbidden the
examination of supravital reactions in the dead bodies. Supravital
reactions - to explain that in a few words: we find for example in
the best known teaching book on forensic medicine, Ponsold, that
the description of these supravital reactions serves to determine
more precisely the time of death. It concerns for example the
bloodclotting conditions, muscle agitation in the dead bodies and
pupil reactions. And these examinations which could have led to

a more precise determination of the time of death, the inquiring
authorities have forbidden the experts to carry out. As a result
there are two versions: the two Germans who say at the earliest
00.15 a.m.; the two foreigners, Hartmann/Zurich and Andre/Brussels,
who say from midnight onwards. But we know that the first news of
the successful Mogadischu-action were reported at 00.40 a.m. And
if - according to the experts - it has to be assumed that the time
of death was already before 00.40 a.m., possibly midnight, then
the motive, which the Prosecution Stuttgart gives for the suicides,

becomes obsolete.

Point two: Position of the Death Weapon

One of the puzzles - but swallowed by the Prosecution Stuttgart -
is the position of the weapon after the killing of Baader.

There are on the one hand the statements by the court doctors, who
agree that be must have held the pistol upside down with both
hands. On the other hand - they assume this from alleged smoke
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traces, from alleged blood splashes on the right hand - there

are incompatible inquiry results of trace evaluation by the police.
According to them Baader must have held the weapon with the handle
downwards and fired with the right hand because only this could
explain the smoke on his right hand. And only this could explain
the position of the cartridge case.

The Prosecution Stuttgart does not bother itself with the contra-
dictions. Prosecutor Christ has noticed the incompatibility of
both inquiry results but wants to consider both possibilities,

as he writes, and he can therefore keep open one ot the other
possibility. But this is not a valid result in a most important
question.

Point three: “trace 6"

That is the so-called trace 6. Once again there is a contradiction
between the assumptions by the court doctors and the results of

the trace evaluation by the criminal police, with regard to the
death weapon.

The doctors say that the bullet went through the head, then
against the. opposite wall and then it rebounded from there to its
position on the right side of the corpse. The police say: The
bullet only left the brain with weak residual force and came to
rest right next to the corpse. But then it is questionable what
the point of entrance is doing on the opposite wall if the police
are right.

And it has not been mentioned ever again, what had happened to
this trace 6 which has been described in the report: tissue
particles or blood from the cell wall, given to the Forensic
Institute of Medicine Stuttgart for examination. There Prof.
Rauschke received the instruction to make a histological and
serclogical report. These reports have not been seen even today.
(Rauschke stated on 19.1.81 (!) that he had never received trace
6 and never examined it, even though the responsible criminal
officer stated to the Prosecution, that he had given the race to
Rauschke on 18.10.77 for examination. The Prosecutor Christ,
who was responsible for the investigation, wrote to the lawyer
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of J. C. Raspe on 25.2.81:

"Oear lawyer Weidenhammer ... with regard to the disappearance

of the tissue particle of trace 6, I have not started inquiry
proceedings against Herr. Prof. Rauschke as there is no sufficient
factual basis for the existence of a punishable offence. Yours
faithfully Christ, Prosecutor".)

Point four: The Gunpowder Smoke

The court's forensic medical advisors, even if they speak with
degrees of difference concerning the quantity, the strength,

the colour (blue or grey) nevertheless agree on recognisable
gunpowder smoke on Baader's right hand. But - says the criminal
police - with pistols the smoke in principle leaves from the

front, one has to do comparison shootings and it depends especially
on the ammunition being used, as there exists ammunition which
hardly smokes, which doesn't smoke at all or which smokes strongly.
Such an examination has not taken place. There has been no
examination of the pistol to see which part apart from the muzzle
releases gunpowder smoke. But even if that had been established
the ammunition used would have to be examined, that has also not
happened. Should such a comparison shooting with this weapon and
the ammunition used show that - with the assumed shooting position -
a smoke trace could not have arisen, we don't need a lot of
imagination to suspect, that a smoke trace on Baader's right hand
has been produced artificially.

The Federal Criminal Office states in its report from 15 June 1978
that even a microscopic examination did not show any smoke traces,
which includes the discolouring on Baader's thumb as well as the
cut out main part of this right thumb and forefinger. Both did
not - I quote: "...show any smoke traces".

The same applies to the examination of the corpse of Raspe. Here
also a report by the Federal Criminal Office (BKA) exists from

20 June 1978, two months after the proceedings were stopped, that
no traces of gunpowder have been found.

Point five: Situation of J. C. Raspe's pistol

The situation of J. C. Raspe's pistol - here we have one of those
chapters, in which the decision to stop proceedings by the
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Prosecution does not do justice at all to the inquiries. Because
we have several witness statements and these from witnesses who
were especially qualified for their evidence, because they were
the first to enter the cell. Or as in the case of the witness
Gotz who took the weapon, who all stated that the pistol was
lying in Raspe's right hand. This was stated by the witnesses
Listner, Jost, Munzing and the witness Gotz, who had taken the

weapaon.

It is mentioned in every teaching book on forensic medicine and
also widely known: when somebody is interested in making a murder
by gunshot appear as suicide, you put the weapon into the hand of
the victim after the shooting. This is taught as a golden rule

in the teaching books to criminalists and pathologists. But here,
in the case of Raspe, it was a 9 mm weapon with an unbelievable
recoil speed and shock effect. A skull shot with such a weapon
leads immediately to the weapon falling away. It must seem impos-
sible that the weapon stayed in his hand.

But the prosecution igrfores these very clear witness statements
and declares instead: the weapon was at this hand.

Point six: The Chair in G. Ensslin's cell

There was a highly interesting expert quarrel about the chair on
which Gudrun Ensslin is meant to have stood before her hanging.

The witnesses at the time of the discovery of her death all do

not talk about a chair. Only the prison doctors, who entered Frau
Ensslin's cell in the afterncon between 4.00 and 5.00 p.m. talk

about the chair. Which means, the chair appears only in the
afternoon. There are statements by the officers Munzing, Misterfeld,
Buchert, Sukopp, by Dr. Majerowicz, the prison doctor at that

time, who all do not know anything about a chair; in the afternoon

it exists. Had there, and this is now certain, been no chair in

the hanging situation, then this hanging has to be excluded as

suicide.

Then: the experts quarrel in the afternoon. It took place between
Mr. Rauschke and his Austrian colleague Holzabek. I now guote
from the protocol of the inguiry committee:
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"In the case of Ensslin a chair was discovered in the area of
the corpse. Prof. Holzabek wanted the chair to stay where it
was. I was of the opinion that the chair should be removed and
covered up, because there were traces on the seat, plaster, hair, !
fibres, etc., and I was afraid that these traces could be
destroyed. I also argued that in case of somebody else having
been involved he might have left fingerprints on the chair. We

therefore had different opinions and I said finally that I am
the court doctor, that only one of us can have a say, that we
cannot all decide. 1 think that the chair has to be removed and
that the chair be replaced by an identical prison chair and be
put in exactly the same position. And that is what happened."

This shows amaongst others the quality of the experts co-operation.
But it is remarkable that this examination of the traces, for
which Herr Rauschke had the chair removed against the wish of

his vienna colleague, never took place.

Point seven: The Hanging Implement used by G. Ensslin

The hanging implement used by Frau Ensslin will have to be
examined again, because it is questionable whether an electric
cable is suitable for a hanging by somebody's own hand.

The court doctors give two main burden points for this electric i
-cable. At the moment when fFrau Ensslin jumped from the chair, [
she therefore fell into the cable sling; and the second special

burden phase when she allegedly contorted wildly during the death
struggle. But it says in the traces evaluation report, which of

course is not included in the decision to stop the proceedings:

" ... at the attempt to remove the corpse from its original

position the cables tore at that spot at which they were slung

around the bars of the cell window."

This incident alone puts into question whether Frau Ensslin

was able to hang herself with such an implement, which was not

a match to its load. It was also omitted during the traces

evaluation to compare the cable ends with those fragments of

the cable from which the hanging implement is supposed to have

been cut. A highly noticeable omission. There was neither a

material examination nor microscopic examinations of the breaking ;
or cutting points. :
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Point eight: Injuries of G. Ensslin

Frau Ensslin suffered a number of injuries, for which no explana-
tion has been offered. Neither by the people doing the post
mortem examinations nor especially in the decision to stop pro-
ceedings by the Prosecution Stuttgart.

There are injuries on top of the nose which cannot be as a
result of knocking against something during the death struggle,
an injury underneath the right side of the mouth, an injury
behind the hairline - all remained unsolved: on the left side of
the breast, injuries underneath the two wrists, injuries above
the left and right kneecap, blood effusion in the area of the
left middle finger, injuries in the area of ihe thighs, injuries
in the inguinal region and a further iijury to the neck. To
this the post mortem examination report states merely: All the
discovered blood effusions, blue spots etc. were at parts which
were knocked against something, should there be cramp like move-
ments of the limbs. This unbelievable abridgement of the
examination report has been adopted by the Prosecution Stuttgart.
It has to be asked where the eight other injuries come from,
since they can have nothing to do with the act of hanging.

Point nine: Omitted examinations

Further examinations have been omitted or traces have remained
unprotected - for example with Frau Ensslin: the histamin test
which makes it possible to discover whether a strangulation mark
was formed vital or postmortal, the micro-traces print from the
hanging ridge of the neck of the corpse has not been examined
and neither the micro-traces print of the left and right hand.
There was no proof of the blood group, the saliva trace.

The source of the probable saliva has therefore not been examined

as well as many other traces.

Point ten: The Toxicological Examinations

The Public Prosecution also raises the question, but then denies
it at the same time, whether the act of hanging could have taken
place in the condition of a preceding narcosis. They immediately
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deny this as no basis for this had been discovered. They simply
ignore the toxicological report, signed by Prof. Mallach. It
says there amongst others: "...With the methods employed here
the following substance groups are not being discovered: (There
are therefore toxicological examinations for discovering whether
a narcosis had first taken place.) other organic compounds,
animal and vegetable viruses, most of the plant preservatives
and insecticide as well as many other non-organic compounds used

in pharmaka."

Prof. Hartmann says in his verbal report in front of the inquiry ;
committee: "...there are so many poisons that if one doesn't look |
for a specific poison, one can possibly overlook one, especially

the crmplicated organic poisons. We can take Digitalis or Insulin.
if one doesn't look specifically for these one will not find them."

There is no reference to any of this in the decision to stop
proceedings. Instead it tries to give the impressionbthat the
toxicological reports had shown with sufficient certainty that
toxic influences had to be excluded.

Point eleven: Striking Changes of the Prisoners' Brains

I want to take the opportunity at this point of a small reminder

of those troubled times: the "Stern" No. 49 from 24.11.77 reported -
and this has not been contradicted - that executive organs of the
FRG have in planning exercises been considering the killing of

those prisoners named for an exchange. And in this connection

the statement by the neuropathologist Prof. Pfeiffer from

Bubingen is very exciting, who in all three corpses discovered -

and I quote: "certain changes in the brains" and I quote again:

"In all probability it is a question of accompanying symptoms of

an infection, possibly already fading away. These changes do not
reach a degree, which would justify the diagnosis of an encephalitis.”

This statement is identical for each of the three prisoners. And

it is noticeable that the same medical statement had already been
made in the case of Ulrike Meinhof. And with regard to this we
may remember, as we know from the CIA reports which have been
discovered in the USA, that it is possible to completely stop the
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intake of vitamin B8 through the body, which results in brain
damage and which shows symptoms similar to the manifestation of
an encephalitis. And if the Prosecution Stuttgart states: Our
inquiries do not lead to a suspicion of toxic or other influences
on the prisoners - then this seems very risky to me.

Point twelve: Sand on A. Baader's shoes

It was Prof. Holzabek who discovered this conspicuous sand on
Baader's shoe soles. It wasn't possible to explain the origin
of this sand and it has never been explained.

There is not a single word about this in the decision to stop

proceedings.

But Prof. Holzabek has ordered that at least the shoes with the
attached sand have been documented as trace. But nothing more

happened with it.

I would regard it as most interesting to examine how this sand

came into Baader's concrete cell.

Point thirteen: "A point blank shot" - from a distance of 30 cm?

There is a further report - and here I have to add: After the
decision to stop proceedings, dated 18.4.78, six further inquiry
reports have been added to the files which have of course all
been ignored. Further reports - for which I have given several
examples - which already existed on 18.4.78, have been totally

ignored.

One report, which could not have been consulted, as it was also
only added to the files in July 1978, is a report by the Federal
Criminal Office (BKA) which concludes, that the fatal shot was
fired from a distance of 30-40 cm.

This does totally exclude the construction of a pistol suicide,
because even an acrobat can't hold a 17 cm long weapon from a
distance of 30-40 cm behind himself and then shoot himself clean
through the neck. That is absolutely impossible.

Smoke traces have been found on the spot where the bullet entered,
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similar to a shot from point blank range. But not in such
intensity as would be caused by a shot from point blank range.
There are also no scorch marks on the hair. But they should be
there from a shot which has been fired point blank above the
hairline. Both are missing. And here we could, if we read for
example the teaching book of forensic medicine, published by
Muller, and especially the contribution by Prof. Sellier from
Bonn about shooting injuries, look more closely at the following
hypothesis. I quote: "By putting a silencer on the muzzle of the
weapon the smoke is considerably reduced, which means the smoke
impression looks as if the shooting had taken place from a dis-
tance further away." Page 594 of the above mentioned book of
judicial medicine. ”

And that is the description which could explain those point of
entrance traces which were found on Baader's dead body. There
is also the examination result by the BKA which shows that even
when examined microscopically there were no scorch traces on his
hair at the point of entrance of the shot.

I have already said that at the time when the inquiry was stopped,
blood group reports were missing as well as serological and
histological reports. Until now (February 1983) there have been
no concluding statements by the two responsible court doctors,
Rauschke and Mallach, even though these have been announced
repeatedly.

The following has not been considered:
- that there was a separate entrance to the 7th floor;

The parliamentary inquiry committee of Baden-Wuerttemberg dis-
covered on the 7th floor "a door leading to a fire escape with
doors to each floor, but which could not be opened from the
inside and from the outside only with a special key. Should
this door be opened an alarm goes off." (Frankfurter Rundschau
4.11.77).

- "... that the acoustic alarm which was joined to a camera was
also not working on the night of 17th to 18th October. Unwanted
visitors could have been present on the floor of the terrorist
wing without producing the signal, a whistling sound, in the
room of the prison officer on duty." (Der Spiegel, no. 6,
6.2.78).
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- that "members of the Federal Army, the Federal Border Guards
and the American Military Police as well as other individuals
with special identification, who enter the prison regularly and
whose reliability has been checked, have been exempt from being

searched." b

From the statement by Irmgard Moeller to the parliamentary inquiry

committee Baden-Wuerttemberg on 16.1.78:

M: At first I want to ask why the subject has been so confined.
The case has its history.

Sch.: We have to fulfill an order by the Baden-Wuerttemberg
Parliament. Included is the question of involvement by a
third party. You can make a statement with regard to this

subject.

M: In the night from 16th to 17th October I didn't.sleep. I
waited for news. In my cell was the prison radio which was
turned of f. We had asked to have it turned off in the
summer as it was possible that we were being listened to
via this circuit. The circuit was disconnected by the
house electrician. On 13th September I was moved into
another cell. In the morning I heard the news. The first
impression I got: the prison officer put a piece of bread
in my cell. Since the 15th we only received prison food.
Between 7.00 and 8.00 a.m. the soundproofing was removed
from the cells. These constructions had been mounted on
13th/l4th September. Outside my cell door there were two
civilians: I discovered that these were two priests, an
evangelicél and a catholic one. I explained to them the
measures which had been taken against us, how the contact
ban was being used to suffocate us. I told them that if
they thought - and as I assume - that their institution
(church) had not been taken over completely by the state,
that they should then make our situation public. I then
wanted to go to the cell of Ingrid Schubert to get books.
The priests then talked to Gudrun and Jan. At about 12.00

1) Preliminary report by the Govermment Baden-Wuerttemberg, p.1l also “Von
all dem haven wir nichts gewusst", p.l4; report by the International Inquiry
Commission: The death of Ulrike Meinhof, chapter III, 2-8
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a.m. lunch arrived. Andreas only woke up at this time and

1 was worried that he woke up that late. It was clear

which one of the meals he would get. The prison authorities
had total control over who got what kind of food. That was
clear. Nobody went on the roof that afternoon. I hesitated
whether i should have a bath. At about 20 minutes after

2 p.m. prison officers were at Andreas's door. The door

was opened, there was murmuring. I thought that he was
going for a bath. At 3.30 p.m. I began wondering where he
was. But then he came back and went to Gudrun's door:
somebody had been there from the Federal Chancellor's Office;
not Schuler, but a man who claimed to be in daily contact
with Schuler. Andreas gave some details of the talk. On

29 September Andreas had taken the initiative to ask some-
body from the Chancellor's office to come. On the same day
Andreas told Jan that he had started that contact. The BKA
wasn't able to grasp the dimension of the whole thing. It
was not clear whether ‘the Federal Government was clear about
the political implications of a release. A condition for
seeing anybody from the Chancellor's 0ffice was that the
Government was prepared to exchange us. On Monday afternoon
a man from the Chancellor's Office came (Ministerialdirigent
Dr. Hegelau). He asked Andreas if he knew the people from
the Commando personally. Andreas told him that he didn't.
It became clear that he had only come to find out if we knew
the Commando to create the prerequisite for the GSG-9 action.
Andreas had further discussed the role of the SPD in the
Vietnam war and the role of the fFederal Government. He
talked about the strategy of the RAF and this revealed that
the man from the Chancellor's Office had the same conscious-
ness about the dilemma that the SPD was in as we did, but
that he had no idea about our way of thinking. The
Government had understood our statement "It is to be assumed
that we will not return to the FRG" in such a way that we
were now contemplating "International Terrorism". Terrorism
is never the aim of the RAF - never. Our aims are strategic
actions which move the class struggle forward. Andreas

then explained the details for an exchange and that we
didn't insist on an international press conference. He
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has explained everything as far as possible. Klaus from
the BKA was also present. Andreas explained that the only
possibility to stop the escalation was the exchange of the
prisoners. Should this not happen then this would lead to
an escalation of the war. Andreas said that we were con-
sidering the possibility of being killed or to die during

a hungerstrike. The SPD would then be forced to act openly
as a war party instead of doing it covertly. The present
SPD strategy would become impossible once they are a war
party. The man understood this.

At about 4.00 p.m. I thought I heard Gudrun's voice - but

I wasn't sure. My soundproofing hadn't been fixed to the
door yet. I had expected that my door would be open once
more. Both Jan and I called loudly to Gudrun. We heard
Andreas ringing the bell. At 4.45 p.m. Gudrun returned;
then the soundproofing was attached. I read and didn't
hear anything until 11.00 p.m. At 11.00 p.m. the light

was turned off. 1 heard that Andreas's hatch was opened.

I heard voices, not very clear. I heard: "Herr Baader,
just wait a second" etc. Then they went to Jan: here
everything was completely silent. Then I didn't hear any-
thing anymgre. Until 10.00 p.m. I listened to the news,
heard the Schmidt-Bahr talk. Then I continued reading.

I listened to music through earphones. Then I had to
repair the cable of the earphones because they had fallen
into the candle. The candle burned down. Then I tried to
build myself a lamp after the principle of a paraffin lamp.
I tried to remove the bottom from a glass by heating it and
then subjecting it to sudden cold - as flame protection.
But it didn't work. The candle burned until 4.30/5.00 am.
I was undecided. I wanted to hear the news at 7.00 a.m.,
but I was also very tired. I laid down at the crack in the
door (at the bottom there was a crack in the soundproofing)
and called out: "Jan - are you still awake?" I called two,
three times then Jan answered: "Yes". He was wide awake.
Jan slept very little and he fell asleep early in the
morning. I asked: "wWhat are you doing?". He answered: "I
am still reading". 1 went to bed with my clothes on and
turned on the alarm clock. Shortly after 5 a.m. I heard
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two bangs very quietly - subdued - I believe now that those
were pistol shots - and a quiet squeaking sound. 1 lifted
up my head, but stayed in bed. I didn't follow it up, but
went to sleep again.

The last thing that I can remember: I felt a very strong
roaring in my head, right inside my head. 1 don't know
what it was - that was my last experience. I didn't see
anything. I awoke when somebody pulled up my eyelids. I
think it was in the corridor (in front of the cells) under
the neon light of the wing. 1 was lying on a stretcher -
I was terribly cold and in pain. A man said, Baader and
Ensslin are already cold. I closed my eyes again.

‘The «folilowing hbs to.-be said:to the "suicide plot":

Af;er the killing of Ulrike Meinhof we discussed suicide

and that it is a CIA method of presenting murders as suicide.
None of us were going to commit suicide, that is in conflict
with our politics. The last time we talked about suicide,
was on 26 September, the beginning of the hungerstrike.

We started the hungerstrike, even though we knew that it
wouldn't become public very quickly. We wanted to give a
signal to the crisis staff: we are determined to fight. We
also wanted a change in the prison conditions., Since

15 September measures had been taken which were aimed at
provoking us to suicide or to give a motivation for a faked
suicide. It was clear for us, suicide is not our thing.

We are determined to fight. Nobody threatened suicide.
Everything that is being insinuated now is clearly a fal-
sification, the quotes etc. We had no communication amongst
each other between the cells. We always assumed that we
were being listened to. There was a double structure in

the wing: BND - and prison officers, or BKA - without one

of the structures knowing about the other. Because of the

interception in the cells we didn't want to create connections

anyway. But we also didn't have the possibilities to do
this. The BKA assertions are wrong. This should be known
to them through the interception protocols, we had no con-
nection amongst each other. We had no explosives, no
weapons, no radio. With regard to the searches and the
statements by Rebmann: I know from myself, how I have been
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searched, how the lawyers have been searched before and
after visits. We were led separately intoc a room (bathroom
or similar) and had to put everything down. I myself was
never in the court building (only once from Hamburg as
witness)., On trial days I was locked up with Ingrid Schubert
at lunchtime in Andreas's cell. The others used to come
back at 1.30 p.m. They were brought back separately, Gudrun
and the man. We then had to leave Andreas's cell. I was
then able to see how they were being searched. And even if
there wasn't a regular search, we always had to expect it.
My experience is: we had to put everything down, files,
tobacco. We had neither the possibility to receive any-
thing or to pass anything on. We had neither radio nor.
explosives nor weapons. The work in the wing itself hasn't
been concluded yet, the wing is still open for the BKA to
plant machine guns etc. Rebmann is under pressure. At the
time he had announced that he would deliver an explanation
in 3 months time. I was meant to give evidence under
exclusion of the public on 5 December. Now, aware of his
power, he uses the possibility in front of the inquiry com-
mittee: to multiply his theories. He has now put his pot
on the fire, from which he and the State Security intend

to eat for a long time. The timing is very striking.
Rebmann has brought forward his statement in a special
meeting on Thursday. On the same day the BKA announces

in French newspapers that the RAF has killed comrades;

that is then repeated in the FRG. On the same day there

is the discussion about the postponement of the new anti-
terrorism laws. The aim is clear: everything. that has

been used so far as destructive measures against us and

the lawyers, even murder, has to be legitimised. And above
all, the neutralisation of the anti-fascist resistance
abroad. And to deny the continuity of the RAF politics

by claiming that everything has been led from Stammheim -
the old CIA strategy to destroy the leaders, as then
according to them the struggle is finished. Nothing sug-
gests that somebody, who has worked in the Croissant Office,
said anything like that, as Rebmann claims. The more
detailed something like that is stated-the more credible

it is meant to appear. ‘Should a prisoner nevertheless have
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become a megaphone of the State Security then this would
make the aim of the contact ban evident: the military
function of blackmail. The short term torture for a
limited time aimed at blackmail to gain news - opposite

to the long term torture so far, according to the develop-
ment of the war guerilla state.

The European Human Rights Commission in Strassburg bases their
decision of 8 July 1978 only on the statement by the Federal
Government and the decision to stop proceedings by the Public
Prosecution, which excluded later reports. (Compare the
application by lawyer Dr. Heldmann.) Irmgard Moeller wasn't
heard.

The defence counsels laywer Arndt Muller (Gudrun Ensslin) and
lawyer Armin Newerla (Ingrid Schubert) were suspected of having
smuggled the weapons to the prisoners. In a detailed statement
during the trial against them (April 1979 until February 1980)
they defended themselves against these charges. They uncovered
a number of facts to show that the authorities had planned the
liquidation of the prisoners deliberately as a Secret Service !
action, which was meant to give the appearance that they had

committed suicide in their desperation. The court refused their
evidence. Lawyer Arndt Muller was sentenced to &4 years and 8

months and lawyer Armin Newerla to 3 years and 6 months in prison.
After their release both are not allowed to work as lawyers.

whoever calls the death of Andreas Baader, Gudrun Ensslin and

Jan Carl Raspe murder, is accused, for instance Kai Hermann Ehlers
was accused "to have discredited the Federal Republic of Germany
or its constitutional order by distributing written material,
because he wrote in the newspaper 'Arbeiterkampf' No.117, dated
15.11.77, in the article 'Enough of suicide' (p. 1/72): ... ‘There
is just no reason to believe in a suicide of the prisoners.'
punishable according to para. 90a, abs. 1, no. 1, 11 abs. 3,

53 stGB."

After the above mentiocned application by Dr. Heldmann the
Prosecution proposed the suspension of the proceedings according

- 12% -

to para. 154 StPQ - 'Unimportant offences'. The court stopped
proceedings. Against such an application according to para. 154
StP0O by the Prosecution there is no legal measure the defence
counsel can take. In a judgement by the Court in Hamburg from

16 June 1981 - ref.: (60) 99/80 NS - 141 Js B06/78 - 147-134/79 -
"pecause of discrediting the state" the court stated: "The Public
Prosecution has not stated at any time, that the suicides were

an established fact. ...This view is shared by the court with
the statement that an interference by a third party is not
provable." (Judgement p. 13/14) The defendants had given out
leaflets on 18.10.78 in which it said: "We do not believe in the
suicide theory which has been declared by the state. We believe
that the three prisoners have beeh murdered by State Security."
They were sentenced to a iine.

Propaganda preparation of the public for the killings

12.9.77 Walter Becker, CSU (in: Spiegel)
"Should the terror escalate any further then we should
make short work of the prisoners in Stammheim.”

13.9.77 Heinz Kuhn, SPD, Prime Minister of Nordrhein-Westfalen:
"The terrorists must know that the killing of Hanns-
Martin Schleyer will have heavy repercussions for the
imprisoned terrorists, whom they wanﬁed to free with
their brutal action."

19.9.77 Dr. Alfred Seidel, CSU (in: ARD-Panorama)
", .. that it is my personal opinion that we should
abolish article 102 of the constitutional law. In
article 102 it says: 'The death sentence has been
abolished.'"”

17.10.77 Prof. Golo Mann (in: ARD-Pancgrama)
"The moment can come when those terrorists, who have
been sentenced for murder and who are securely imprisoned,
will have to be held as hostages by removing the laws
of peace and by putting them under martial law. Whether
this moment has already come after the Cologne crime
1 do not want to decide. I am only a private person
and have nothing to decide. This has to be decided by

the executive."
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18.10.77 Ffrankfurter Allgemeine Zeitung, leading article by
Reissmuller:
"The state has to question and re-examine its legal
and moral relationship to the terrorists; it must open
itself up to new objections, must have new thoughts.
The taboo has to be removed, which prevents - responsibly
led - discussions from mentioning it, the taboo, by
which many politicians from all parties have let them-
selves be forced to a double book-keeping: to say one
thing but to think another, never to mention it, only
give hints to the best friend ...
Isn't it time to think about an emergency law against
terrorists?"

24.10.77 Report in "Spiegel", No. 44
"A small group of high officials had indeed discussed
all kinds of possibilities, without regard to foreign
policy and other complications, without regard even to
the constitutional law. They exercised the plan to
kidnap the prisoners when they arrived at their destina-
tion, even against the will of the respective government,
or even to execute them. They designed plans to build
a dummy of the airport named by the terrorists in a
friendly African country."

Helmut Kohl on 22 February 1979 - at that time he was the chairman
of the CDU - in the ZDF television programme "Citizens question -
Politicians answer". Dutch studio guests asked; Helmut Kohl did
not contradict the murder accusation. He compared it with his
dead friends in the GDR. (in: Frankfurter Rundschau, 3 March 1979,
page l4).

Question: The Goebbels propaganda was "Freedom instead of
bolschevism". You now talk about freedom and the parole is
"Freedom instead of socialism". I ask myself, what is the dif-
ference? The fact is now that since 1974 in the FRG seven
pelitical prisoners have been murdered, that many prisoners are
still kept under inhuman prison conditions, that partition glass
makes normal human contacts impossible for ever, that lawyers are
being excluded or even imprisoned if they have the trust of
political prisoners and that crown witnesses are being created
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to put suspicion on lawyers or to give the legend of the suicides
in Stammheim the appearance of truth. And now my question:
Should the CDU/CSU come to power in 1980, will this change? Will
you really fulfill your freedom programme?

Kohl: 1 am chairman of the CDU in Germany and my party was formed
after the Second World War from the experience against Hitler,
from the history of the German resistance movement. I say this
once again in all seriousness, because of remarks made earlier
which are intolerable. The first chairman of the CDU in the
Soviet occupied territory and also the first chairman of the CDU
in Berlin, Andreas Hermes, was a member of Parliament before 1933
and was sentenced to death in September 1944 by Rbland Freisler
after 20 July. DOue to lucky circumstances he survived and then
became in 1945 the first chairman of the CDU. Many of my friends,
oclder friends, emerged from the prisons and concentration camps
of the Third Reich. We know what injustice means. We know what
terror means. And we know what fascism and communism mean,
because I also have to tell you this: in the period from 1945
until 1950 nearly 900 members of my party in the area of the
Soviet occupied territories at that time, which is now the GDR,
have died in prisons and concentration camps, because they have
represented the ideas and ideals of our political conviction.

We know very well, what freedom is and the price we have paid for
it. We are against violence as a means of politics. The group
you have talked about, where you talked about the number seven,
those are the prisoners in Stammheim, if I understood you correctly,
those were brutal criminals. Those were people who were not
interested in our constitutional law. They didn't put up can-
didates in elections, they didn't make propaganda for their
political convictions, the way everybody does in our country.

The Federal Republic is in the history of Germany the most liberal
country which we have ever had. Those were brutal criminals who
invaded our country with murder and manslaughter, who within a
short period attempted over 100 nurders and killed 30

people, innocent people. I can only say that there is no
mutuality with such criminals.

And now I want to ask you, what you have done in Holland with the
supporters of these criminals, and quite rightly? And that is
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the point which I deplore, that we are in many ways not as effec-
tive in our laws as the Dutch. I give an example. In the autumn
of 1977 you arrested some of those criminals. Outch officers

were killed during the arrest. They were arrested in October and
were sentenced in December. The trials in our country, for
instance for the kidnapping of Peter Lorenz, are now in their
fourth year. 1 believe that the law is not in its right, where
the accused has to wait 4 years for his trial and the trial then
lasts 4 years. I like your system much more, where it is possible
to sentence such a criminal within 3 months.
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THE DEATH OF INGRID SCHUBERT ON 12.11.77 IN THE PRISON
MUNICH-STADELHEIM

Ingrid Schubert was arrested in October 1970. Her initial
prison sentence of 6 years was increased to 13 years after a
new trial on the ground of further charges. She spent her 7
years of imprisonment under different prison conditions, from
total isolation to small group isolation, except for a short
time (4 weeks) when she was integrated into normal prison con-

ditions. (appendix ) b

On 18.8.77 she was moved during the hungerstrike by helicopter
from Stuttgart-Stammheim to the men's prison Munich-Stadelheirn.
According to her own statement she became unconscious during
this flight.

From 6.9.77 until 20.10.77 the contact ban was imposed on her.
During the contact ban a forcible gyneacological examination was

carried out against her will.

On Sunday, 12.11.77, at 4.00 p.m. in the afternoon she was moved
from the cell in the hospital wing into the cell 402 in the
admission wing without medical examination.

"The ante room to the cell no. 402 was accessible through 2 doors.
On the one hand it was accessible from the other cells - except
the 2 cells next to hers - through a door in the hall, on the
other hand through a direct entrance to the ante room. It has
therefore to be determined, how the observation was carried out.”
(Letter‘by lawyer Bendler from 17.4.74 to the Public Prosecutor

at the court in Munich, p 7/8)

According to a decision by the prison directorate and the respon-
sible doctor, senior medical officer Frau Or. Lange:

"an- observation was ordered in irregular intervals of 30-60
minutes." (letter by frau DOr. Lange from 15.11.77 to the prison
directorate, p 2, p 112 of the file on the causes of the death)

1) Ingrid Schubert wrote the report about the attack from 8.8.77 in Stammheim
s. p.68 and appendix 33
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On 12.11.77 the last control took place at 6.00 p.m., the next
only at 7.10 p.m, Ingrid Schubert was dead.

The lawyers, who were allowed to be present at the post mortem
examination at 11.00 p.m., reported:

"Around the neck of the dead Ingrid Schubert there was still a
rope, which was knotted together in plaits (underlined by us)
from individual, white, linen strips." (report from 13.11.77)

In the letter from 17.4.78 to the Public Prosecutor Munich they
continue:

"Origin and point of time for the manufacture of the strangulation
instrument in the cell AOZrhaVe until now not been sufficiently
explained after the iiquiries.

...No fragments of cotton threads have been discovered on the
clothes worn by fFrau Schubert at the time of her death. The
report (by the Bavarian Criminal Office from 15.11.77) states

that such thread fragments are inevitably produced when material
such as sheets are being ripped up. ...No small thread agglomera-
tions from white cotton were found. (p.8)

It is further established that the two other strips were not
directly torn from each other, ...it has not been established
whether the two other strips which do not show exact matching

to the presented sheet, originate from one and the same sheet..."
(p.9)

without further investigations into these questions the Public
Prosecutor stopped the inquiries into the cause of death on
14,2.78. The lawyers received the file on 6.4.78.

It is reported universally that Ingrid Schubert had no intention
of killing herself.

"III. Lawyer Bendler had last visited Frau Schubert on 10.11.77.
At the visit they discussed that he would apply for a transfer to
the prison fFrankfurt-Preungesheim. An appropriate application
was submitted on 11.11.77. The application reasoned amongst
others, that the prison Stadelheim was only meant to be a tran-
sition prison. (p.3)
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“Neither the lawyer, however, nor the prison administration
had the impression that there was any sign for any intention
to commit suicide. On the contrary, Ingrid Schubert has
explicitly denied such intentions." (p.4)

(From the report by the defence counsel from 13.11.77)

Frau Dr. Lange, senior medical officer at the prison hospital
Munich stated on 15.11.77 to the prison directorate:

"with this modus (of control) Frau Schubert also was more
satisfied, but she stressed repeatedly that all this was un-
necessary as she had no suicide intentions. As she had also
become more communicative and engaged in longer talks this was

‘believable. On 11.11.77 she explained to the doctors and nurses

that an application for her transfer to Preungesheim was on its
way and that she hoped to be moved there.

As a summary it can be said, that on the part of the doctors no

suicide intentions were recognisable."

"Her behaviour in particular did not show signs of any suicide
intentions.” (letter by the Public Prosecutor to the lawyers on
1.8.78 - AZ 120 n Is 1009/77)

The authorities immediately presented her death to the public as
suicide in the news at 9.00 p.m.

Even though no notes were found in the cell on the day of her
death, a few days later a letter was presented as 'evidence’,
which Ingrid had written a few days before her death, but had

not sent off. There are other letters which Ingrid wrote shortly
before her death in which she expresses a keen interest in
philosophy. (appendix only in German!) She ordered numerous
books and developed plans for the future.

These letters, which the prisoner had posted, are not acknowledged
either by the authorities or by Amnesty International who
attribute the death to the prison conditions.
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5. SIGURD DEBUS

Sigurd Debus died on 16.4.81 in Hamburg. He had taken part in
a hungerstrike by prisoners from the RAF and of other political
prisoners since 11.2.81 to achieve the abolition of isolation

and to be put together in groups.

Report about the hungerstrike and the death of Sigurd Debus

Sigurd Debus was born on 7.5.42 in Freudenthel. He was arrested
on 28.2.74 and sentenced on 30.5.75 by the court in Hamburg to

12 years imprisonment for his participation in bank ;obberies,

for bomb attacks on the Office for the Protection of the
Constitution in Hamburg, against the "Haus <er Industrie" and

for forming a criminal group (nowadays 129 a StGB). Sigurd

Debus saw these offences as part of his anti-imperialist struggle,
which he was fighting with the urban guerilla that existed at

that time. But he had no direct connection with the RAF.

Until the beginning of 1980 Sigurd Debus was kept in isolation,
of this he spent over five years in total isolation mainly in the
prison in Celle.

In February 1980 he was moved to the prison in Hamburg-Fuhlsbuettel
under normal conditions. Even though he was now imprisoned under
normal conditions - which he had been given without his request -
Sigurd Debus maintained his earlier demand to be put together

into groups able to interact. (compare appendix 1)

On 11.2.81 Sigurd Debus joined the hungerstrike of imprisoned
RAF comrades in the prison Fuhlsbuettel. (compare appendix 2,
statements dated 11.2 and 25.2.81)

On 20.2.81 he was moved to the remand prison Hamburg. On 19.3.81
force feeding was started in the hospital of that prison.

The order by senior medical officer Dr. Goerlach to start force

feeding was preceded by his statement that Sigurd Debus was now

in danger of dying. (compare appendix 4)

It is still not clear what prompted this statement. On that day

Sigurd Debus's weight was still 62.6 kg, signs of deterioration
were not evident. No preceding examination of Sigurd Debus had
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taken palce. There is no clear indication in his medical file,
for the existence of a dangerous deterioration in his condition.

From the fact that the prisoner Gruschke, who had also gone on
hungerstrike on 11.2.81 and who was also, like Sigurd Debus,
subjected to force feeding at the same time without preceding
examination and this despite their different individual conditions,
it has to be concluded that force feeding at that point in time,
was not carried out to save lives, but to break the hungerstrike.

Force feeding was carried out by compulsory infusion of aminofusin,
carbohydrate compound solution and from 2.4.81 lipofundin was
added.

According to his declaration Sigurd Debus has from the beginning
fought actively against'this force feeding. He was daily taken
from his cell by 8 warders and in the prison hospital was sub-
jected for up to 1l hours to the torture of compulsory infusion
while completely strapped down. (compare reports by Sigurd Debus,
19.3, 23.3 and 26.3.81, appendix 5-7)

The undersigned could not discover any considerable deterioration
of Sigurd Debus's general condition during his regular visits

in the remand prison up until 3.4.81. It was possible to have
visits of between 30 minutes to 1 hour.

On 5.4.81 his body weight was still 63 kg.

The last talk between the undersigned and Sigurd Debus took place
on Friday evening, 3.4.81, in the visiting room of the remand

prison.

0n Monday, 6.4.81, the planned visit to Sigurd Debus by the
undersigned, was prohibited by the prison adminsitration. They
said that the physical condition of the prisoner would not allow
him to have a visit.

Only after intervention by Justice Senator Mrs. teithaeuser did
the undersigned receive permission to visit his client the next
day. But on Tuesday, 7.4.81, the undersigned was again prohibited
at first from seeing his client. At lunchtime the prison
administration informed him that Sigurd Debus was no longer in

the remand prison. The information as to where Sigurd Debus had
been moved, what the reason was for the move and who was now his
doctor, was not given to him. Only after renewed consultation
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with Justice Senator Leithaeuser was the undersigned informed
of the whereabouts of his client. Sigurd Debus had been moved
at lunchtime on 7.4.81 to the General Hospital Barmbeck.

Despite a recommendation by the doctors treating him there, the
prison administration only allowed his mother and Sigurd Debus's
lawyer, after several applications, to see him in the evening.

This visit then led to the discovery of the extremely serious

condition of Sigurd Debus.

Sigurd Debus did not recognise his mother or his lawyer. His
hearing and visual faculties were very badly affected, he was
disorientated in time and space. The doctor in the hospital

had not recognised these symptoms until then. According to his
statement, he had assumed that the prisoner, because of the
resistance which he had put up for 20 days against the force
feeding and which he had been told of, would not want to communi-
cate with him. The medical data given to him had not shown that

the situation was this serious.

Neurologists were immediately consulted and they diagnosed on
the evening of 7.4.81 that Sigurd Debus was in all probability
suffering from brain damage.

Sigurd Debus did not regain consciousness despite all efforts
possible in the intensive care unit of the Barmbeck Hospital.
On 16.4.81 Dr. med. Prinz confirmed his death.

From the post mortem report it follows that Sigurd Debus was
already clinically dead on 15.4.81. This substantiates the
suspicion that the delayed confirmation and announcement of his
death to the public, followed the order of the state authorities
with the aim of bringing about the discontinuation of the hunger-
strike by the RAF prisoners, as a consequence of the death of
Sigurd Debus and not the realisation of their demands.

Atcording to the post mortem results and expert reports available
so far, the death of Sigurd Debus was caused by a 'withering' of
brain tissue with haemorrhage bleeding and strongly increased
pressure on the brain. The cause of these conditions has as yet
not been ascertained by experts. The final report is still out-
standing as supplementary anaesthetists and internal expert
reports are still being prepared.
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All signs point to the fact that the force feedings in the
hospital of the remand prison caused the death of Sigurd Debus.

It is clear that Sigurd Debus did not die of starvation and that
at no time was his life endangered by his physical condition
because of his refusal to take food. It is also clear that from
the time of his transfer to the General Hospital Barmbeck on
6.4.81, Sigurd Debus had no chance of surviving as the deteriora-
tion of his health, which was decisive in his death, had already
occurred during his force feeding in the remand prison Hamburg.

For the decisive period from 4.4.81 to 5.4.81, there are no
medical notes. The medical file and the reports which exist

so far show several omissions and inconsistencies with regard
to the treatment of Sigurd Debus on the part of the responsible
prison doctors which until now have not been cleared up,
especially with regard to their effects on the further progress
of his illness.

Criminal proceedings by the Public Prosecutor at the court in
Hamburg have therefore not been concluded.
signed Michael Nitschke, lawyer"

On 17.4.81 the Public Prosecutor at the court in Hamburg,
department 13, opened preliminary proceedings to determine the
cause of death. Ref.: 134 Js 1063/81. On 4.5.81 they gave
instructions for the preparation of expert reports. It is
certain that at the time of death there was no connection between
his physical condition and the hungerstrike.

The inquiries by the Public Prosecutor have not been concluded
at the time of this documentation - 16.4.83 - two years later.

Extracts from the appendices mentioned in the report by the

lawyer: Appendix 1: letter by Sigurd Debus, dated 12.1.80:

"Prison administration/Court Hamburg

In addition to the information by Mr., Ludwig and Mr. Quast,

dated 10.1, I want to add

1. that the taking up of prison work after a change in the
prison cbnditions (prison II) is for a long time psycholo-
gically and physically impossible after 6 years of isclation
(apart from 7 months in Celle). I am now unfit to work.
Whether I can take up prison work later will be determined
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2. for the rest, the demands of the discontinued hungerstrike,
from the summer of 1979, apply.
signed Sigurd Debus"

Appendix 2: statements from 11.2 and 25.2.81:

"I have today gone on hungerstrike for an unlimited period to

achieve the destruction of isolation and isclation wings.

I demand:

-that the prisconers from the guerilla will be put together in
groups of at least 15 prisoners

~-the application of the Geneva Convention for the prisoners
from the guerilla.

Control of prison conditions by the International Commission
for the Protection of the Prisoners and against Conditions of
isolation.

-the release of Gunter Sonnenberg.’

Hamburg, 11.2.81

signed Sigurd Debus"

"Sigurd Debus 25.2.81
Te the Court in Hamburg
In connection with the hungerstrike declaration I want to point
out explicitly, that I refuse a move into so-called normal
prison conditions. There will only be a collective solution
according to the hungerstrike demands.

signed Sigurd Debus"

Appendix 3: from the letter to the lawyer during the hungerstrike,
19.3.81:

"The cells, in which we are kept now, are already so-called
‘observation cells', which means that there are 2 lights, both

of them built into the wall behind wire. One lamp is 25W strong
and is the 'night light', the other is a normal 75W bulb.

The 25W lamp they have left on continuously since the night of
Wednesday to Thursday. The flap in the door they have exchanged
for bars through which they can look - before that it was

covered up with a steel sheet. They can now at any time, without
fiddling around with the flap, look into the cell."
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Appendix 4: The original of the quoted letter from the prison
hospital (also from 19.3.81) is in the appendage

Appendix 5: report by Sigurd Debus
*Sigurd Debus 19.3.81
remand prison Hamburg

Report about the force feeding (infusion of 1 litre of ‘'salviamin
1500* into the left arm) on the 37th day of the hungerstrike.

On 19.3.81 at 10.45 a.m. the head of the prison hospital,
Goerlach, and the prison governor, Koepcke, come into the cell
and give me a letter of the same date:

'Ref.: hungerstrike by FS Debus, Sigurd, born 7.5.42

The above named refuses, since 11.2.81, consistently to take
food of any kind. There now exists a danger to his life. This
danger can only be prevented through medical examinations and
treatment, as well as nourishment. The prisoner has been
informed in the presence of prison governor 111, Mr. van Koepcke,
about the necessity of medical measures and the possibility of
compulsory treatment as well as of the consequences for his
health if he is not treated.

These measures are ordered to be taken herewith - if necessary
by force. ( 101 StvollzG, vv to 101 StvollzG)
Dr. Goerlach, Senior Medical Officer!'

I repeated that I would actively resist any attempt at force

feeding. They went out.

At 11.05 a.m. 8 men (medical orderlies) stormed into the cell,
grabbed me by my arms, legs and hip, pulled me to a stretcher
which was standing outside the cell, threw me onto it face down,
twisted my arms and sat on my legs, pressing my head down onto
the stretcher. This is how I was taken to the prison hospital.
There they put me down on a bed. They strapped me down with
leather straps: my legs, above the feet and at my thighs. Across
my stomach and chest with leather belts. Both arms were strapped
down onto the bed. Goerlach was there.

After about 5 minutes Goerlach pushed the needled into my left,
strapped down arm. Infusion of 1 litre (see above. The force
feeding lasted from 11.15 a.m. until 16.20 p.m. My body was
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totally immobile, strapped down on that bed, I could only move
my head and neck.

After this torture my limbs were completely stiff, I could only
move with pain and then only very slowly.

I don't know exactly whether any blood was taken before the
infusion, or whether pulse and blood pressure were measured,
as 2 pigs held my left arm and bent it. I had no proper feelings
in my arm, just pain.

signed Sigurd Debus"

Appendix 6: report by Sigurd Debus, 23.3.81

"21.3.

forced infusion in the prison hospital from 8.20 a.m. until
4.50 p.m.

1l litre aminofusion L 600

1l litre carbohydrate compound solution

Again taken to the prison hospital by 8 medical orderlies. This
time I am not strapped down completely, I could move my thighs
and the lower part of my body. Straps: round the thighs, fore-
arm, across the chest and the shoulders. In the evening I am
still strapped down on the bed for about 20 minutes after the
needle has been removed because the killers had not announced
our return to the remand prison area in time. They crawl around
me all day long, observe me all the time from the next room which
has been furnished as a waiting and treatment room. That room
and the treatment cell into which I am taken, are equipped with
windows in the partition wall.

In the remand prison area everything is always ‘under lock and
key'. But on this evening shortly before the end of the infusion
hardly any of the medical staff were in the room, they were
probably watching the football game, maybe that's why the trans-
port back to the prison cell took so long.

On this evening - after the infusion of carbohydrate - I was not
able to sit longer than 5 minutes. I fell on the bed, covered
myself up with all the available blankets and 2 sweaters.
Shivering fits and perspiration at the same time, for hours. My
heart was racing and I had tearing in the left side of my chest -
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lasting for several minutes at a time. Unable to move quietly.
To lie on my side is unbearable. I lie on my back, head slightly
raised, completely without strength, nausea. Then dizzy spells,
1 have the feeling as if my spine and legs are turning round
faster and faster like a spiral and I lose consciousness tem-
porarily - I don't know for how long, it doesn't occur to me to
look at my watch. Don't notice either when they come to turn off
the main light at 11.00 p.m. At about 12.00 p.m. I regain full
consciousness, completely wet with sweat, movement in my bowel,

I had thought that my bowels would be completely empty by now.

Go to the toilet, about 1 cup full of a black/brown soup comes

out, smells more like medicine than excrement.

After that the describec conditions slow down, I lie down and
for the first time since the constant light I sleep deeply and
without once waking up until 06.45 a.m. (waking-up time) despite
the light being on all night.

22.3

forced infusion in the prison hospital from 8.15 until 14.05 p.m.

1l litre aminofusin

1 litre carbohydrate compound solution

Again fetched by 8 medical orderlies as described, strapped down
like yesterday, slight movement possible.

The situation, which I described yesterday, today starts at about
7.00 p.m., slightly weaker, everything not quite as extreme, but
today no bowel movement, instead I vomit black mucus, a small
amount (1 tablespoon) - but half an hour of wretching. had a
sip of coffee after returning to the cell - but I am not thirsty,
just a feeling of nausea.

Signed Sigurd Debus"

Appendix 7: report by Sigurd Debus, 26.3.81
"Today the forced infusion lasted from 9.45 a.m. until 5.55 p.m.
I litre aminofusin, 3/4 litres carbohydrate compound solution.

Strapped down as before.

In the evening I discovered that blood had been coming out of my
bowel (on the bed in the hospital). Both underpants were soaked.
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At 7.00 p.m. I demand to see a doctor, the doctor came. (I don't
know her.) 1 told her about the blood and also that since the
beginning of the carbohydrate infusion every second day a brown/
black liquid comes out of my bowel and since today blood. I
demanded that tomorrow (Friday) no force feeding should take
place..

I will today, if they should still take me to the force feeding,
immediately ask for a doctor: I want a break for 1 day to give me
time to decide whether I should change the form of resistance for

a short time.

In the evening the blood continued dripping out of my bowel, I
changed the woolcloth atout every hour. Further oozing in the
morning. .

signed Sigurd Debus"

On 16.4.81 the state press department Hamburg published a press
statement. '
"When his health deteriorated Debus was being fed by infusion
from March 19th 1981 onwards.
the doctors treating him that his life was in danger.

It says:

He had been warned urgently by
Debus did
not put up any resistance to the infusion treatment. On April
7th, 1981 he was moved to a general hospital according to the

consent of the doctors involved. This complied with a decision

according to which the point of time for a necessary transfer into:-

a public hospital should be left entirely up to medical. judgement.-

The Justice authorities stress that they have done everything
possible to save the life of Sigurd Debus. But where a person’
consciously makes allowances for his own death medical help. comes_

to its limits."

1) underlined by us

taken beforehand by the Justice authorities and health authorities,‘}g ﬂ,.w?Q'&
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VI, ENCROACHMENTS ON THE RIGHT FOR DEFENCE (ARTICLE 14 OF THE
COVENANT)

1. Over-view of Different Laws and Rules

gifv':f.The>state authorities of the FRG encroach on the right of
o defence in many different ways. They have created a series

of laws which provide the basls for such encroachments.

(i) Control of the relationship between the defendant and
’ ~his/her counsel'

ontrol of written communications

~(a) The correspondence between the counsel for the
'“ce -and 'he prisoner during proceedings is con-

j e\according to Para 129a StGB, Para
;ed 18.8.76. The judge keeps back
he mall if heiis:of the opinlon that it does not

ose of the defence. Since it cannot be
the judge to define the direction and
_etence, this law is incompatible with

vserve the pu
‘the business
xnature of th
: the defence law It contravenes in particular Article
2112 of: the Draft Principles on Freedom from Arbitrary
“Arrest and Detention of, the UN Human Rights Commission.
~(E/CN 4/1oaa) R

"The’ arrested or detained person and his counsel shall
" Zalways be allowed adequate opportunity for consultation.
i They may communicate freely in writing or by telephone
“or by other means and their messages shall not be
-fcensored or “the transmittal thereof delayed by the
;authorities."'“

r cent times officers of ‘the security police and

'_ officers have confiscated mail or retained or
ontrolled it after the ma11 had already been passed
. vby'a controlling judge There is no legal basis for
'-;;such practlce ‘

t (b) The securit “police carry out searches in the cells
\Jof prisoners at irregular intervals. they take notice
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of private correspondence and defence papers and
confiscate them. This practice is used especially
during trials in progress so that the police and the
prosecution obtain knowledge of the nature of the
defence.

(c) The offices of defence lawyers are searched by
security police and the public prosecution and defence
papers are confiscated.

8. Control of verbal communications

(a) Prisoners are searched before and agfter every
visit of a defence lawyer and have -to change their
clothes completely.

(b) The defence lawyer is physically searched before
every visit by police or prison officers. They cannot
prevent notes being taken of their files, in some
cases the defence lawyers have to undress completely
and be searched physically (see 3rd International
Russell Tribunal Vol. 4, p.63)

(c) During the visit of the prisoner accused under
Para. 12%a and his/her lawyer are separated by a glass
partition (Para. 148 II StPO, of 14.4.78), a massive
glass pane similar to a bank counter which distorts
voices and affects audibility. Reading of files
together is impossible.

(d) Talks between prisoners and defence lawyers are
secretly and electronically monitored -~ and tapes of
these talks have been made. on 17.3.77 the Badenwur-
ttemberg Minister for the Interior admitted in public
that in "two exceptional cases" in Stammheim, conver-
sations between RAF prisoners and their defence lawyers
had been secretly taped: see Critical Justice 1977,
p.112 and 3rd International Russell Tribunal, 1979,
vol. 4, p.S6.
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Criminal proceedings brought against persons who lis-
tened into these conversations were unsuccessful: the
state prosecutor in Stuttgart stopped the proceedings
on the grounds that these did not render them liable

to prosecution. From this result we may conclude that
such actions can be repeated at liberty and that
further listening in to such conversations is probable.

The conclusions of the 3rd International Russell
Tribunal Vol. 4, p.117 states: "Recently created laws
and measures under them are a serious threat to human
rights. The jury found that there are in-roads into
the relationship between lawyer and client."”

(ii) Curtailing defence laws in the main proceedings

(a) Police and prison officers undertake physical
searches of the defence lawyers when they enter the
court building. they take note of the defence papers,
see statement of the 3rd International Russell Tribunal
vel. 4, p.176: "Lawyers ... have to undergo humiliating
bodysearches. If they refuse they are threatened with
high court costs."

(b) In a similar way visitors to the proceedings are
also checked: when entering the ‘court building they are
searched physically, have sometimes to open their
clothes (trousers), their identity card is xeroxed and
the visit is recorded in the computer of the BKA
(Federal Criminal Bureau).

{(c) In the main proceedings the right of the prisoners

to make statements is curtailed. This is especially

so for statements in which the prisoners explain the

politital aims and content of the actions they are

accused of

- with the law of 9.12.74 the right of the accused to
make a statement at any time during the main proceed-
ings was repealed (repeal of Para. 27la StPO)
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- prisoners who made a statement are interrupted by
the court chairman who switches off the microphones
so often that their statements were cut into
unintelligible pieces

- the regional ministers of justice decided on
25/26.9.82 to prohibit political statements in the
proceedings by law. "_Long idealogical statements
are to be stopped as delaying the proceedings." The
accused has a right to be tried quickly.

(d) The right of the counsel for the defence to make
statements is curtailed.

Counsels for the defence who themselves criticise the
Justice department are threatened with proceedings for
professional misconduct. For example, a lawyer had to
pay a fine because he stated that"class justice did

not stumble over the legal web of the rules of criminal
procedures” and "in this trial the decorum of a con-

stitutional state trial is being misused for the sup-
pression of terrorisation of political opponents to
the capitalist oligarchy”". See 3rd International
Russell Tribunal Vol. 4, p.24

(e) The right to submit evidence is restricted to a
large extent. This applies to all evidence which
relates to the political meaning of actions which are
attributed to the accused. In no case in proceedings
against the RAF could the accused ever explain the
political character of their actions with the evidence
of witnesses or experts. See below.

Furthermore, by the law of 1.1.79 (Para. 245 II StPO)
the possibility for the accused to call witnesses or
put forward other evidence was restricted.

According to the former law the court was obliged in
most cases to hear witnesses who were invited by the
accused to give evidence.
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(f) The rejection of a judge on the grounds of blas
does no longer lead to an interruption of the trial,
(Para. 29 Il StPO, of 5.10.78)

(i1i1i) Exclusion in criminalisation of counsel for the defence

(a) The counsel for the defence can be excluded from
the proceedings: wherever "strong suspicion" is suf-
ficient that he "took part" in "action", which his
client is accused of, or is a danger, or where he is a
danger to the security of the prison. (Para. 138 StPO
of 1.1.75) This order was especially created for the
proceedings which were to begin half a year later
against 4 RAF prisoners (Andreas Baader, Gudrun
Ensslin, Ulrike Meinhof, Jan Carl Raspe), who were
classified as the ringleaders of the RAF.. In con-
sequence, Andreas Baader was without defence counsel

at the beginning of the trial. The reasons for the
exclusion were that the counsel for the defence had
"supported" a "criminal association" (Para. 129 StGB)
namely the RAF prisoners or those "recruited" for them.
"Support" and "recruiting" referred to, and continues
to refer to, the alleged idealogical support by counsel
for the defence who, for instance, stood up in public
for the abolition of confinement in isolation. In
short, the political and also public defence is declared
as to be acting as an accomplice.

(b) In this context the appointment of a counsel for
the defence by the court means that they are working
against the will of the accused. Conscripted defence
is part of the usual practice of political proceedings.
An essential part of the right of defence is that the
accused chooses a lawyer in whom he can place trust and
work out the line of defence together with him. The
assignment of counsel for the defence against the will
of the accused is an infringement of the rights of the
defence., With this practice the justice system pursues
the objective to exclude lawyers who have the confidence
of the accused under Para. 138a StPO. Thus it assigns
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counsel to the defence so that it retains the appear-
ance of a constitutional trial after the exclusion of
the lawyer chosen by the accused.

(c) According to Para 146 StPO of 1.1.75 the joint
defence of several accused persons by one lawyer is

prohibited, If one considers that politically accused

persons are always accused of an organisation offence

(Crown Association Para. 129 StGB or Terrorist Association

Para. 129a StGB), it is evident that they have to be

able to defend themselves also as a group. Subsequently

the courts have interpreted the order extensively:

- they have widened the prohibition of joint defence

to trials which take place in parallel or in succes-

sion and even to trials in which the offence is in
some way related to the RAF.

Since 1984 the political justice department extended
the application of Para. 146 StPO considerably:

- lawyers are not admitted if instead of defending
other RAF prisoners up to the end of the trial they
take on the continuing instructions of clients who
are now sentenced prisoners (Haftmandat)

- further, the concept of a "terrorist organisation"
within the prison to which all RAF prisoners are
said to belong serves the function.to exclude all
those lawyers who already have another RAF prisoner

as their client. It is no longer necessary to prove
that both clients did, at one time, live illegally
underground, it is now sufficient to state that both
are members of a terrorist organisation and imprisoned
at the same time. This results in many newly remanded
prisoners remaining without defence lawyers for a

long time because the lawyers who want to represent
them already have other RAF clients even if those are
convicted prisoners.

(d) According to Para. 137 I 2 StPO the number of the
counsel allowed for the defence of one client is
limited to 3 at most (introduced 1.1.75).

i
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(e) Counsel for the defence are subject to penal
procedures: on the grounds of "support" or "recruiting”
for a "criminal association" or a "terrorist association".
The offence of a "terrorist assocliation” was created

by the law of 18.8.76. The then amended 112 StPO says
that on suspicion of an offence under Para. 129a StGB

an arrest is possible, i.e. the danger of escape or
interfering with evidence. Such an arrest is political
detention. It contravenes Article 3 and 5 of the Oraft
Principles on Freedom from Arbitrary Arrest and
Detention of the UN Human Rights Commission. With

this instrument the political justice system has
arrested 4 counsel for the defence of the RAF prisoners.
See below for further details.

(f) Unfitness to stand trial: in the proceedings
against RAF prisoners, this principle is practically

eliminated.

i) Para. 23la StPQ valid with effect from 1.1.75 pro-
vides that the proceedings can take place in the
absence of the accused, if he is unfit to take part
and if this order can be demonstrated by the example
of the proceedings in Stuttgart-Stammheim against
Andreas Baader, Gudrun Ensslin, Ulrike Meinhof and

Jan Carl Raspe.

From the beginning of the proceedings the prisoners
and their lawyers explained that the prisoners were

unfit to take part because of their isolation,

which by then had lasted for years. First the court
claimed that this was not the case. Finally the
prisoners and the lawyers managed to persuade the
court to appoint medical experts. Those experts
came to the conclusion that the prisoners were
partically unfit to take part and that the one

reason for this was their isolation.

After this the court reached the following decision:
it acknowledged the unfitness but claimed that the
reason for it was the hungerstrike»so that the
prisoners were themselves responsible for the unfit-
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ness and the proceedings should go on in their
absence. The next higher Court, the Federal Court

of Justice, came to the same conclusion but for

other reasons: the conditions of confinement were
actually the reasons for their unfitness - but
because of their "special dangerousness" the prisoners
were responsible for the isolation themselves, so
that the proceedings had to take place without them.
Because of this decision the OLG, Stuttgart (Regional
Supreme Court) at times proceeded in the absence of
the accused.

In this interpretation Para. 23la StPO has the func-
tion of helping the justice system out of the self-
created dilemma: it orders isolation confinement,
causes thereby unfitness to take part in the proceed-
ings, and thus makes the main proceedings impossible.
But then it does not draw the conclusion to end
isolation, but declares the unfitness as self-imposed
and thus creates the grounds for proceeding in the
absence of the accused.

ii) Although Gunter Sonnenberg was unfit to take

part in the proceedings because of his head wound

(see the special reports about him), the OLG Stuttgart
proceeded against him. They thereby disregarded
medical opinion. Prof. Dr. Rasch wrote: "Sonnenberg
is only able to explain himself ana to understand

what others say in a restricted manner. He can

follow the word sense of a given explanation, but

he cannot understand the complexities of the contents
even if this is relatively simple. It is to be
expected that Sonnenberg throughout the procedure

will forget explanations given by him and others to

a degree which is far from normal. According to
medical opinion the fact of 'unfitness to stand

trial' is established." (Der Spiegel 27.2.78, p.l04 f).
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The court has reduced the essential requirement of
taking part in a trial to the prisoner's purely
physical ability to be present at the trial. (See
above, p.l02).

The Federal Prosecutor (Chief Prosecutor Lampe)
declared in the trial that Sonnenberg certainly
may have lost some brain matter, but that it was
sufficient if he had enough brain matter left to
take part in the trial. At the end of his trial
Sonnenberg was sentenced to life imprisonment.

(i) Orz object for the defence (especially of the lock-outs

of counsel for the defence and their criminalisation and
arrest) is to increase the isolation of the political
prisoners. They are robbed of one of their remaining
possibilities to communicate. The former president of
the BKA, Herold, stated in an interview: the "mere fact
of the visits of the defence counsel and their number
were very important matters for the police" (Frankfurter
Rundschau 4.6.78). The "mere fact" and a number of
visits can only be "a very important matter for the
police" if the police - énd the BKA - as the institution
responsible for the isolation confinement, has an interest
in increasing isolation and considers visits by lawyers
as potentially disruptive. )

Following the same line the Federal Government stated in
their comment on the complaint to the European Rights
Commission that the allegation of total isolation was
unjustified since the complainants were permitted to
receive an unlimited number of visits from the defence
counsel. When the Federal Government says those visits
were "permitted", this means that the Government holds
the opinion that lawyers' visits are not a matter of right
of each prisoner, but permitted concessions, which can be
withdrawn if necessary. The contact ban provides further
proof, conferences with defence counsel are only possible
through a separating glass pane. The underlying idea is
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that as long as the defence counsel can still visit,
isolation should still be maintained by means of the
separating glass pane.

(ii) A further objective to hinder political defence in the

main trial is the avoidance of publicity for the state
measures which are taken against the prisoners, i.e.
the prison conditions as well as publicity for the
political aims of the prisoners.

This is particularly so in the court's practice to reject
particular petitions. 1In the trial in Stammheim against
Baader, Ensslin, Meinhof and Raspe the main thing, for
instance, was the attacks of the RAF during the vietnam
War on the US headquarters in Heidelberg (25.5.72) and

on the headquarters of the 5th Army Corps of the US forces
in the FRG and West Berlin, in Frankfurt/Main on 11.5.72.
The prisoners and their counsel introduced the subject

of the American war in vietnam and its support by the
Federal Government in a series of submissions. They had
applied to invite as witnesses or experts American military
personnel, politicians, former intelligence agents,
doctors, journalists, and specialists in international
law, to prove that the American methods of warfare contra-
vened international law and to prove that the prisoners'
actions were legitimate according to the rights of resis-
tance and international law. The court‘rejected all
petitions as not being relevant to the subject matter:

See Critical Justice 1977. The same objective is the
above-mentioned restriction on the prisoners' rights to
issue declarations.

(iii) The main object of the limitation is the prevention of

publicity of the state measures against the prisoners.
Counsel for the defence are a preferred object of attack
by the state since they are eye witnesses of the isolation
and have authentic information about the situation of the
prisoners. In the decisions about lock-out of lawyers
from the trial or about the arrests of lawyers the court
stated openly that these were their reasons. The OLG
Stuttgart, for instance, locked out Dr. Croissant from

the trial anslnect Bandnaw Crnrrlinm MAalAla€® amd Pamma wlbhk
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the argument that he had stood up for the appeals of

the prisoners to end isolation during a church informa-
tion evening, and that he had organised an interview
between his clients and the magazine "Der Spiegel” during
the 3rd hungerstrike (1974/75). 1In the same decision the
OLG Stuttgart looked already at the use of certain phrases
as proof of "support" or "recruiting": '"He spoke about
‘eliminating machinery', 'isolation torture', 'elimination
confinement' and 'elimination interest of the state
prosecution and state security office'. Both of these
statements have adopted in form and content the expres-
sions of the members of the criminal association. 1In a
similar way the same court justify the later arrest of
Croissant; see L'Affaire Croissant, 1977, p. 99 f.
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VII. CRIMINALISATION OF THE STRUGGLE AGAINST SOLITARY CONFINEMENT

(ARTICLE 9 AND 19 OF THE COVENANT)

The prosecution of the lawyers is closely linked to the

criminalisation and arrest of other persons who publicly

support prisoners for being imprisoned together. The legal

basis hereto is Para. 129a of the StGB. Only few examples

are mentioned:

(a) On 6.2.81 the OLG Stuttgart convicted three persons
under Para. 129a StGB because of the following events:

- at an election meeting of the then Minister for the
fhterior, Herr Baum, they held up a poster demanding
that the prisoners from the RAF be imprisoned in
groups. The OLG Stuttgart interpreted this as
“recruiting” and "support". Also see the statement
of Amnesty International in their Annual Report of
1982, p.338.

(b) In 1981 the same court sentenced two persons because

of the following: .

- during the hungerstrike in spring 1981 they had dis-
tributed pamphlets in the University of Karlsruhe
which called for ‘the support of the hungerstrike.
Shortly afterwards both of them were taken into remand
custody and were later sentenced to 14 years of con-
finement. Amnesty International criticised this
practice in their Annual Report of.1981 and 1982 as
"Gesinnungsjustiz". This practice is Arbitrary
Confinement (Article 9 of the Covenant) and contra-
venes the right of free speech (Article 19 of the
Covenant). The above mentioned people are kept in
isolation confinement.

In recent times the Justice Department has widened the use
of Para. 129a to include what is called the "legal RAF" and
to include persons who live legally but participate in actions
of the RAF. This concerns people who declare their solidarity
with the RAF prisoners (support the demands for joint imprison-

ment, write letters to prisoners, etc.).
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The example to mention here is the proceedings against
Helga Roos who has been held in custody since 16.10.81.
The charge against her is that she had supported an attack
by the RAF against NATO-General Kroesen. The proof of the
allegation of "support" was replaced by the Federal
Prosecutor with: "the wish of the accused to support the
terrorist association of the RAF with actions which in
themselves are not punishable, e.g. watching out for cross-
roads supervised by a camera, the buying of a tent and of
food, but is a consequence of her identification with the
aims of the association.”

The prosecutor names as proof for this "identification" a
reader's letter published in the left daily paper, the guoted
discussion during a visit to a prisoner from the RAF, letter
contact to a prisoner. The conclusion of the Federal
Prosecutor was: "the accused has been embedded in the
surroundings of the RAF for years". The proof of the factual
evidence has been replaced by the prosecution of political
thoughts.

Helga Roos was sentenced to 4 years and 9 months because of
"membership". The claim of the "legal RAF" includes thus the
possibility of sentencing unwanted persons, not only for
"support" or "recruiting" for RAF but also for "membership"”
with sentences up to 5 years and in the cases of ringleaders

up to 10 years.

The politicised justice system has initiated a series of
proceedings under Para. 129a against RAF prisoners and their
relatives, friends and lawyers. All in all there are at least
43 proceedings, 32 against priscners (1981). During these
proceedings the Justice Department searched the cells of
prisoners, as well as lawyers' offices, and houses and has
confiscated letters, private notes, reports about the prison
conditions of prisoners, and theoretical writings. 1In
essence, the (confiscated) papers dealt with isolation con-
finement, the demands for joint custody and thoughts about
how these demands could be formulated and put into action.
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It needs to be stated that all of these papers had passed
the censorship of the control judges. The arguments for

these measures were: "the arrested members of the association

do not want to be in joint custody with other prisoners from

the 'anti-imperialist resistance' to obtain better prison
conditions, but to establish better conditions for the pursuit
of their terrorist aims even in prison ... the discussion

about how the demands could be formulated, how they can be
politically justified and what campaigns and actions would

have to support them, all constitute for RAF members, factual
evidence of their membership of this association ... for

persons who are not members of the RAF, participation in the
above-mentioned actions in therfuil knowledge of the real

aims of the RAF means ite< support of the terrorist association”.
(Decision of the investigating judge of the BGH, 22.8.83)

This form of reasoning is factually and legally incorrect.
It's factually untenable since it excludes the existance of
the isolation condition, its physical and psychological con-
sequence and the objective which is to be achieved through
isolation, i.e. to break the identity of the prisoners.

It is legally incorrect, since it postulates indirectly a
duty of the prisoner to submit to the destructive process
of confinement in isolation without resistance. The argument
of the BGH states verbally: "a prisoner who does not accept
confinement in isolation has terrorist aims, a group of

persons who fight against isolation is a terrorist association.
Relatives, friends and lawyers have a duty fo accept confine-
ment in isclation, if they do not do that they make themselves

punishable of the offence of "support" or "recruiting".

The above-mentioned measures contravene the right of the
accused to free information and expression of opinion under
Article 19 of the Covenant. It must be emphasised that the
criminalisation can begin earlier than in the above described
cases: the participation alone in non-public discussions and
private exchange of information can lead to being criminalised.
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VIII. CONCLUSION

The measures taken by the state against the RAF and against
political prisoners amount to a special law whose legal
basis is the Para 129 and 129a of the stGB.» It leads to the
loss of rights of the prisoners in question. The state
operates a form of covert martial law against these persons.
Another characteristic fact is that the separation of power
between the legal and executive departments and between the
Federal Government and the Regional Government (the Federal
Principle) is not applied to the prisoners. The examples of
the conditions of confinement show this clearly.
tigafing judges are formally responsible for the custody
conditions of remand prisoners and prison directors - at

least the Minister of Justice of the regional countries -

are responsible for other prisoners. In reality however it

is the Federal Government of the BKA, Department TE (Terrorism)

The inves-

- in the BKA there exists a committee for the conditions of
custody of political prisoners (see Amnesty International
conditions of confinement in the Federal Republic Germany,
May 1980, p.l15)

- whether a high security wing is used or not is not decided
by the judge but the prison administration

- in all prisons where political prisoners are held so-called
security inspectors exist who are responsible for the
control of the prisoners. Those officers are in direct
contact with the BKA and with the political departments
of the Regional Criminal Offices

- the visits of the prisoners are supervised by police
officers, discussions are noted down. The BKA collects
information about the visits, including lawyers visits,
which are stored in a computer "Datei Haftlingskontrolle"
(control of prisoners); see Koch, Peter; Oltmanns, Reimar:

S0S. Freedom in Germany. 1978, p.9%1.

In this context it is important to mention plans for the
introduction of martial law in "extraordinary situations".
These plans are explicity based on the thought that the
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and political prisoners
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It confirms the theory that the above-
Heads of State combine military and civil methods

and that it {s only necessary to draw the consequence from
th the aim to destroy enemies of the stat

so far practically constitute conditions of martial law
(particularly developed in the practice of suppressing

measures and laws agalinst the RAF

this situation.

in Wwestern states, especially in the USA and in Great Britain -
wi

These measures are the expression of a political concept

for instance in Northern Ireland, Italy, and also in the

uprisings in the colonies and situations of inner crisis,
FRG).

mentioned measures have a character of martial law.
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tification with the state can be achieved

takes as its premise the non-identification with the state

a distance from it and also the lack of trust in state power.
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b)

Appendix 1

Decision by the Federal Supreme Court, 27.10.75
Karlsruhe A2 1 STE/74 STB 60-63/75

The complainants live under other conditions of imprisonment,.
The have to comply with restrictions which, according to the
expert report by Professor Rasch, are not compensated for by
"privileges" granted to them. They (the prisoners) are,
however, themselves responsible for the circumstances which
contribute to their unfitness to attend trial.

The complainants belong to a miniscule group of the cupulation
who, contrary to the majority, considers it necessary to change
society against its will by ruthless armed violence and not by
the usual means of a democratic process - whereby it is doubt-
lessly true that the society in the FRG, like all societies,
could, to some extent, be improved.

The (complainants) unrealistic view of social conditions and
their real chance of affecting those has led to a fanatical
pursuit of their aims which they pursue even whilst in prison
as remand prisoners. They consider themselves as imprisoned
members of an armed group (R.A.F.) who fights against the state
with all the means available to it, who does not recognise the
laws of the state or its agencies, particularly agencies of law
enforcement and justice. They have not only succeeded in keep-
ing in contact with each other through the help of their lawyers
who circulate information between the (prison) cells, but they
also manage to issue orders for further (violent) actions to
their fellow terrorists who were still at large.

They do not only keep to their right to remain silent when faced
with charges and to the preparation for trial, they also plan
for their liberation by mecans of force. O0One of them, Andreas
Baader, has been freed once already and an innocent bystander
was gravely wounded in the process. The attack on the German
Embassy in Stockholm, which claimed several lives, also served

as a plan for their liberation by exerting pressurrs an

-459 —

representative agencies of the German and Swedish states. The
abduction of the Berlin politician torenz succeeded in forcing
the liberation of several terrorists close to the accused.
Furthermore the accused undertake to disrupt the order of the
penal institutions at their most sensitive points. As can be
deduced from the evidence submitted in connection with the
contested order, their (the accused) aim is to agitate the other
prisoners and to instigate "revolution in prison". In the
present proceedings which do not require witness evidence
(Freibeweisverfahren) and other documents mentioned in the court
order and presented by the Court of Appeal in support of the
different complainants, are not important (to the decision) so
that there is no need to discuss these further., In the event
that the documents will be of importance for the allegation

it is not necessary at this point of the proceedings to request
a subpoena of witnesses (Strengbeweis). (Ref, to Loewe,
Rosenberg, StPO 22 Aufl. SS 244/2, 2) It is sufficient that the
documents reflect the strategy of the RAF as seen by the com-
plainants, and that each of them is totally committed to the
aims of this criminal organisation which are largely self-
determined. The arguments given by the defence and cited in
the above-mentioned texts against the conclusion of the High
Court miss the contents (of the text). They (the arguments)
also leave out the context in which these occur in the texts.

The dangerousness of the complainants which became evident in
the above-mentioned context, left no choice to those who were
responsible for the planning of remand custody other than to
increase the severity of the prison conditions. The accused

and their lawyers have, for a long time, claimed that this

particular form of detention is inhumane and destructive isolation

torture. This allegation can only be understood as inflammatory
defamation particularly as the conditions of confinement, the
extent of their severity and duration, is forced upon the
authority by the behaviour of the accused. It was evident

that they are aware of the negative effect of these prison
conditions. There are no serious doubts that in view of their
above average intelligence they have long been aware of the
effects of the isolation upon their fitness to stand trial.
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ror officials connected with the custody and trial of the
accused these effects have long been masked by their extra-
ordinary activity., 1If, however, they persist in the behaviour
which forces the agencies of the state to apply such conditions
of confinement, the accused have reckoned with the occurrence
of their condition of unfitness to stand trial. This is
sufficient proof for "intended behaviour" according to para.
231a Sectlon 1 StPO (Kleinknecht, aal, Ann, 2)

More important even is the fact that the complainants exposed
their already endangered condition of their unfitness to stand
trial to further stress through hungerstrikes. They cannot
refer to their claim that the hungerstrikes are directed against
illegal treatment. The correctness of the conditions of confine-
ment have been confirmed by the appropriate courts and were
examined by the constitutional court and have passed judgement
by the European Commission of Human Rights. Like everyone else
the complainants have to content with final decisions like
everyone who is subject to the law. The fact that they refuse
to comply is attributable to their principal disregard of legal
decisions and the state rule whose peaceful function is recog-
nised by citizens of the state who follow the law. The argument
of the defence who deny this correlation amounts to a demand
either for the prisoners to be detained under conditions which
would ease the continuation of their activities as a criminal
organisation including preparation for their liberation , or is
aimed at a cessation of the trial against them,

Everyone can see that the hungerstrikes would, or at least could,
lead to a reduction in fitness to stand trial and the accused
cannot have been unaware of it. This is clear from the secret
message on 4 February 1974, by A. Baader, quoted on page 10 of
the contested decision, which says that the hungerstrike should
not stop this time so that "someone should die". So in this

case too the accused have acted at least to a limited extent,
with intent.

The assumption, that the accused have never in the past paid
heed to their state of health and have ignored the danger to
their fitness to stand trial, is continued by the circumstances
described on page 15 of the contested decision. The quotation
which is attributed to the complainant Baader is on the other

- - - 164 -

hand of no importance to the decision, the High Court was not
able in this context to find any additional reproachable

behaviour by the accused.




465~

Ten3ow JOo eJey XT®] °JeasAOq ‘30UUED 8Up *peydjijsss Liea o3
eTdoed 2eg3c [ITA #3293T02 oV pvQ Leqy 3y} juwen uoetid egy jo

“(g1y e¥el cyy ooy ¢fuvmien Jo dy1qndey Twlepe; egy 3suTedy
#300ae TEUTMEROD €G3 BOJJ BOTDTOXe JTeQl ‘WOTIRIOS] jo sexlep

€L 9(09 *og 157vidwod Tweosied FUuyuiescos WOTETIEP €99)° TUTIY
Gjw3aed ¥ 03 3oefquLs ‘pUWY JeFI0 Q3 WO ‘elea sjuUNUTVIdsOD egq]

Su73TwAw 8] pestcau] Iepun wosded egy Ueya T ei0Q¥ ‘eIqEIyIEp
“epjeuT} 033 o Peiei0d 6J6A 8JI0CP-T[®> #Q3 UY eejoq

-un 8] j0eneT; ;s0> KIWITTOS PepPUeIXe IRY; SETI FTYI v jusmE0H
~&ds egy jJo 3s08 puUW ETYe> Q) U] SRIENWD TOYSTAe[e] 3FFAIJI]O . o3 epwa Toier(eecd eyl (0L ¥ *y( ‘ovey ,snbdel’ eiTvijy
pesoT> ©U ‘28asa0y ‘elsa eieql ‘usdo Poois #300p TYeD eQ; ewji3

ewe{¥neg, C. EVYY ‘ON ‘g5 elFwd
Q27qa Jutanp - JegjeSoy eiweswd egy uy juveds Legy 3wg; eanoy :

*YY ey ‘Luwmien jo oylqndey
Ywieases Jujiop pepiwnd Lyuedo

Yviepey Qs #CIWSY (L g{09 'ON tye( ®¥wd Y wuy ‘sopPury pe3
*peepul ‘elen Leyl *ToIIvaISEqO -3up eQ3 30CTEIE 99 67L2 'Ok fi6 eFwd ‘4 coey ‘mopluyy pejtup
T9BGTIU03 Jo 301288 03 pe3defqns 300 s1ea syuwuivideocd eyl
*Jool eg3 uo A
¥elv TV U] JTw® Yeel) #Qy Ul Lvp Lieav ee]OI0Xe 07 POAOITV eIea _
Leqy ~sefwiy-piodel v pus Gojejsels) v LTjuenbesqar puw s !
-ods1p 27eq3 3v OTpwl w LyEnonuj3005 jeowlw peg sjuvujerdecd N
oYl *#e>10s PESTEI [3ITA JeQi0UV 800 03 xwede o3 eJweswd eyj jo !
sapjis e3790ddo uo e(e> ul eydoed oay JoJ eyqiseod swa 37 puUw
ST{®> eU3 jJO epIeInc ey3 UO J0U sPIeU] eQ3 JeQ3JeUu o Fujjooad
~pENOS BWA eleql “STTPA TYe> 843 Bo Te

eyy 38ueEr | 900§ ok fy e¥wd sy dey Luwrre) jo ayrqndey
telepe o4 6538 ER 29 25¢( "ON :93UTe[deod Twuosied FUpAoTTOJ
eg3 207UJedTc: ETOTPTO6p eaF) JUCESTIINOS JO PEERD QIS Jo 2eq
~EnT UIBP32I8D> ¥ T3T1A Jreearl pejdnoso Lpewesyw ewy TOTsNIEROD eq]
*TCI3BOD JO #6508 PRTJYETeIU] YITA Jeyje¥oi L3junemos wosyad

ey} 3037 Ssiivdedes Jo ssjadmod (e370n ejwiedes Tiess Liease

! T} GOTIPAOTTY ‘UCTIWIO0@EY JO [B40OSES ‘3DeBeT}jUcY LIvitloe)

PO3VEUY AOTI®) #3: 8027 Jewosidd sg3 30e303d o3 Uese pus ‘L3yuns
8q 03 sie3s0d puv sxooq
R30Q )0 3equnu pood » eJea eleqQ] ‘epleuy ey3 moJJ peuedo eq

-800 GOBTJE #3537 JOo #DTRIINIETP 20 suivIe uolsesidiv ‘eduoes
Jo JeRuwp ey;: 16cTelv Voy300304d epiacad 03 IETXE QOTYA ‘esine
PYRO? ROIHA BAODPUTA hn ITT T10A slon o[[e> eg3 3I¥Qy qYsTIQeyee ~908 epeq] °“TCTUATOD BT
©3 TQV eJea BOTESTEEOD o4} Jo se3vBeTep eqy ‘(141 49G039)

q; 0% PUv auo— eq3 @o uojiIdedeuy U @cI; *sisyy uojywajadep Lios
-uss 03 pejde(qne elea Leg3 393 39elIne o3 Juiqion o] edeyy
*eq3vep Jyeq3 YI3IUR eJeqi peujweess fegy fJYvq ® pi'v Jwsl ®
Begy eJom JoJ woe1ad wyegsmw3yg-329333n3S eqy UT meeq pig edevy

PUS uwiTesug ‘Jdepeeg °juyerdecd ajeny JUTIT) Jo ewyy ey 3y °g

JO #93®}e-20QUss SNOJEENT U] 3P
5J0U0633d enole¥TWP J0J suolsneaesd L37Indes PETJTEUEIV] °3TeN
-390l UVERYE; ;o puyxy Lue jueeeldel Jyesiy Ul 30U seop Uoetad
: #q3 JO #JT] L:i1BnE=o> eG; €0l) Jevoetdd ¥ Jo DOIEE[ X eyl
Aw i *Z3140008 308N 03 AGIA 8W3 UIIA SDTEITes
#53 #3I0Jue 03 es¥d SIY3 L] evosved JuryTedsos alea sieq] 3wy
POOUTATOD Fua DOTEFTEEOCD oL (99 a¥wd Z Y 30 g €L 99/9 ‘e
(6L ®¥9d moyuydg twop . Juyeydacd [¥sosied 07 WoTsTIeP ey eIwdEOd) STOTIOV eseyy o)
-9aTy peiyun *a PUVTI] (L O1SS "o 10(vIdwos Tvuosied 33odes

Fe3nQjIjuod eesjsvmey; PG LeQ3 Q3 SBUOTIPITPUT JUNPODGY alsa

[ 3 {12{]11F] e3ey; (#3UFUTRIS800 #Q3 Fuisel) Jo WOTIVEIB] eQ3 YITA TOJIeRIy
J0pTU JUVLNINEIY TYENQU] 40 eIR3J03 JO TOI3IIQTRold egy tL3janves Lz1y pey e%:

Jo sejjetmbes eq3 £q perjyien{ eq 30QTUND 3wy} JUeE3WeI] UwWmng

ses) (vooatnbeun sy WoTueaBOd BY3 JO [ S[D[IJ®

-U} Jo mioJ w

J

¢ s3eques Ly DOTIOW U 368 eiea s3desiyv peass

-9X0 8y IC;

| GORTy [v3ea®r :suiv e2J0; A3 pesea] mesq Lysnojsesd pwy Jepwsy
ejuesesdes 7 eny; f£37Tvaosled ey; JO BOIIORIY . tpe3sedav Fus STIQA suv-eJT] peen peq £eqq Isnoleduvp edea
~88p D3 SPYSY VOTIVIOS] [PIO08 [w303 YiJA peujqeod uoyjvatyadep . s3uvayerdecd 18ACTTO) 8v seinewes L3TINDOOE [ONS JO GO3IDI
£ioscer 3wg3 3QNOP 0T €Q TEY eJey] °peUIedU0d wosted eQy Qo
e358)Je Q) *3eve] 300 *puw pwodind pepuequyl egqy

‘goYyeinp 3%
*3ueegetund ey3 jo L37Ueass eQ3 ‘sedUwjemndIO Twioesds egj3 o3
UeATF 6q 30D DOTIVIGPTILOI

Soved egy peuls(dIe juesulescd uwkien ey ey

-Scya Aypindes v T] pejuposcsov Juyteq JTegy pus L3 yunassd wosiad

oQ3 BOJJ WOTEnIOX® 27043 UY amedwddw s 6Ty (juUeSEUJROD JoO
§TOTITPUOD T¥T:3idedxe 03 32s(qns pPeepUT J0A s3UVSIVIdNOD ey *¢

*8073804U0D 8Q3 JO ( €TIJ3J4® Jepun
£3039o77dv ] eansves ¥ QoNe geQI0GA ‘Ieasacy ‘elpnf o+ eIqw® 8q Ol

CONSEIL DE L'EUROPE

[\9] @
~ o,
. 2
~
~ <
. c .
o~ e h - N ° .
- o T e ~ i
= v m m Us .
> [
= w 9 £ o W o
3 = \Oo T o o u~
|z 28 S 5 2%
o ~ 0 o
a4 2 5% N EX: E me
- @ <L O LR %S » o
.. MNU o g T o Ly 3 -
- e~ %0 _- O wada
Q n o 0 o el o
3] Pt LD ®@E ey “w o6 © e
a 192) TR - v g eo
U2 o] o~ Lh A
— O T4 r.m i [
14 M SEx D. PO o Ln
e w ) w £ 0o o oo
\0
e = a © = v oo o 0P
= =) ] nz o o o o £9 N
L] t~
Q O @ Qo @~ a5 s 845
N ! = A% € R € 0 w =
w pa > 22y © -~ A EO0 W @
Nl - @ =0 €8 B8 O ~n
a 3 - © Ny wy af, U+ @ o
8 & N &2 ean w v
3 Ll
z = 8E g ee BT B . . 8% |
z ! < ~53 o OoHO <O , o fa) o x o i
Z - o K] = 3 EpEESHKE tRW=zm o N
& 30 c0 ZEE5E8Em nacEaaxy © v
« 8 5 593 o OOz M D2 S 9§
= al = 2 o, 5 - o PR wOrEY -
= uw. v NMW. o t .ERMIS%VNSMMH@ £ mm
= ZeDnab. = ot I
= of & 0 QW “we hEhfaxocCrRexx o ®
Tt - Q [ . o et
= = @ 2 Bf  wUENTRTIOONNNY S %
w o« Y - o= - -
z g O S A 0 SO OEEZRAMES OO0 -3
= ol IR €5 oL (&) .
= =S veco cy ¢ -
i = [T A oo = s S
Y, w -3 s = .t "~
= nw S Lo ° a
= v 0 - o
= o Qo a .
= o v ey
= w0 » o LN
- e o o
o o wo



4

-A6S —

solitary confinement. Apart from brief intervals, they re- : Apnondiv 3
celved numerous visits from their defence counsel and wmesbers i
of thelr families. As a result of their hunger-strike and on ‘
the advice of the prison doctor and the speciallst empowered
by the court, the possibilities of contact with another vere
conatantly increased even to the inclusion of other members of
the Red Arsy Brigade. They were even alloved to make cootact
vith other prisoners during the time spent in the prison yard
and other forms of participation were alloved. Since the time ; -the feeling as if the brain was shrinking, like dried fruit for
of their being admitted to Stamoheinm, contact had been forbid-
den with one another only five times - in two of these instan-
ces this included contact with the outside.vorld. Theee restric-
tions varied in durstion from five days to two months.

9. Fron the modial evidence to be found in the files it cannot .
be established that a connexion exists between the effects of

LETTER BY A PRISONER FROM THE SILENT WING

"Ouring the period 16.6.72 - 9.2.73:

-the feeling that the head is exploding (the feeling that the

scalp will tear apart, explode)
-the feeling as if the spinal chord was pressed into the brain

example
-the feeling as if one was continuously and imperceptibly being
subjected to electrical currentrs, like being remote-caontrallerd
-the feeling that all associations are heing chopped away

“the feeling that one was picsing one' < canl onl, e it ane

wasn't able to hold water

thie confinement on their mental and physical condition and ( -the feeling that the cell moves, one awaken, opens one's eyen,

that resulting from other factors such as duration of sentence, the cell moves; in the afternoon when the sun shines, the cell

hungerstrike or stress brought about by preparation for the suddenly stands <till. 11 ool poacibbe o stop the teeling of
moving

trial. It has been established from several general reports,
that "normal® imprisonment over a period of four to six years
results in such charateritice that vere noted among the com-
plainants. These were: emotional disorders, iwpairmeat of
judgeuwent and ineight, and changes in behaviour which manifest
themselves in a return to infantilism and a cbange in attitude
and behaviour towards the community (Europeyn Counmcil - Euro-
peyn Commitee for Penal Law Problems - general report on the
treatment of long-term prisonmers).

10.It would be true to say that a certain widening of the possi- : ‘
bilities of making social contacts was granted in relation to
the hungerstrike. In considering the circumetances of the case,
in particular the constant control over prison conditions by
the authorities of the Federal Republic and the behaviour of
the prisoners themsedvea. who turned down some of these possi-
bilities of the contact, it cannot in amy way be pmaintained
that the complainante underwent physical or pental treatment
which was intended either to punish, to, destroy the peraonal-
ity or to break resiatance (see European Court of Human Rights
Ireland v. United Kingdom. Ruling frow 18 Jan. 1978 para 167)
See also the deposition over the protection against torture

-one can't establish whether the trembling comes from a tempera-
ture or because it is cold

-one can't establish why one is trembling - why one feels so
cold

-to speak with a normal voice is very exhausting, like talking
with a loud voice, nearly shouting

-the feeling that one is going dumb

-it is no longer possible to identify words, one can only guess

-the use of hissing sounds - s, ss, tz, 7, sch - is absalutely
unbearable

-prison officers, visitors, exercise seem made out of celluloid -
headaches - flashes

-construction of sentences, grammar, syntax - no longer possible

-while writing: two lines - at the end of the second line one
can no longer remember the beginning of the first

-the feeling to burn out inside

-the feeling that if one would describe to somebody what is
happening, if one would release it, it would be like throwing
boiling water over that person's face, like boiling tank water,
which would scald him for life, disfigure him

contained in the resolution 3452 (xxx) of the General Assembly ~raging aggression for which there is no cutlet. That is the
of the United Natlions. The special sentence, tmposed on the . worst. A clear consciousness that there ic no change to survive
this; complete failure to explain this to athers; ’

complainantas, could not , accordingly, be regarded &s inhuman

e as



-visils Jeave no traces. MHalf an hour later it is only possible
to construct mechanically whether the visit was today or last
woek

-to have a bath once a week means: to thaw for a moment, to
recover - this feeling stays for a few hours

-the feeling that time and space are one and the same

-the feeling of being in a distorted mirror - staggering around.

~Afterwards: terrible euphoria that one can hear something -
about the acoustic difference between day and night

-the feeling that the time now moves, that the brain is expanding
again, that the spinal chord is moving downwards again - over
weeks

-the feeling as if the skin has been removed.

The second time (21.12.73 - 3.1.74):

-a roaring sound in the ears, waking up as if somebody was beating
me up

-the feeling like moving in slow mation

-the feeling of being in a vacuum, like being enclosed in lead
-Afterwards: shock. As if an iron plate had fallen on one's
head.

~comparisons, conceptions that one thinks of in there:
(psycho) tearing wolf -

simulation drum (centrifuge) for space travel where the

man's skin is pressed down through the speed -

Kiatka's penal colony - the man on Lthe board of nails -
constant riding on the merry-go-round
-the radio: it creates a minimal relaxation, like coming down
from speed 240 to 190

That all this is taking place in a cell which from the outside
looks like any other cell - radio, furniture, newspapers, books -
makes matters worse: it contributes to make an understanding
between the prisoner and people, who do not know what acoustic
isolation means, impossible. It also disorientates the prisoner.

£ Xtipuaduya-ndoqg

(That these cells are white only strengthens the terror, but
only because of the silence. When one has understood this one
paints the walls.) It is clear that one would rather be dead in
that cell.

- /67~

Peter Milberg, who was kept in such a cell in Frankfurt-
Preunqgesheim (empty hospital wing), had afterwards accused
his judge, that he had 'tried' to kill him. This is simply
true, that an 'execution' is taking place in there. Which
means: an inner decaying process takes place - like the way
that substances dissolve in acid, which can he slowed down by
concentrating on resisting it, but it cannolt be stopped.

Part of the malice is the total de-personalisation. Nobody

else, apart from oneself, is in this totally exceptional situation.

As a means/method it can be clearly compared to the way they
treat the Tupamaros for example: to inject them to produce an
agitated condition and death agony and just before the point of
death inject them with Pentotal - which creates a sudden relaxa-
tion and euphorié. The prisoner, they think, will now lose his
self-control and he will talk."
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Appendix 4 8. Exercise period at irregular times.

9. Outside of her cell the prisoner will always be accompanied

. . fi .
The Prison Governor by at least 2 prison officers

of the Prison Essen 13.6.75 ? 10. The handing over of food, exchange of linen, clothing and

: prison books, the emptying of the wastepaper basket will only
To the ' be handled by prison officers, never by prisoners.
Judge at the Federal Court
75 Karlsruhe 1 Zu BJs 50/75 . 11. Bodysearch of the prisoner and her clothing before and after
Postfach 16 61 I1 8Gs 101773 every visit - including visits by her defence counsel. She

‘ has to undress completely.

Ref: remand prisoner Hanna Krabbe, born 24.10.45; i 12. Bodysearch of all visitors - including defence counsel - with
here: directive for specizi security measures i ( a metal detector and thorough search of the clothing and any
Ref: decision by the Federal Court from 5.6.75 - objects brought along. We will insure that the content of
I BJs 50/75 - II BGs 101/75 the material brought by the defence counsels will not be
Na. 67 0F yvallszo looked into by the scarching officers.

13. The ordering of, for example, newspapers, magazines and other

According to the above named decision the remand prisoner Krabbe : printed matter will only take place under supervision by the

will shortly be transferred to the prison in Essen. 1 have con- prison administration.

sidered the following special security measures:
I request consent according to no. 62, para 2 UvollzO.

) . . . f thi
1. Strict solitary confinement. The Federal Prosecutor's Office has received a copy of this

: letter.
2. Confinement of the prisoner in a cell with a specially }
secured window i ‘
(a) with additional steel bars to stop escape attempts i Eickmeyer
(b) with a special securing of the tipping window to prevent '
prohibited contact with other prisoners. g certified Voss

Administration employee
3. Securing of the cell with an additional padlock.

4. The cell of the prisoner will only be opened and entered in

the presence of at least 2 prison officers.

5. The cells to the right and left of the prisoner's cell will

.Y![)Uc)dCy-HJDI/

not be occupied.

~
v

6. Daily search of the prisoner, her belongings and her cell.

7. Repeated observation of the prisoner at irregular intervals,
but at least every 15 minutes day and night.



Appendix 5

The Judge at the Karlsruhe, 11 May 1977

Federal Court

1 8BJs 26/77
11 BGs 482/77

Decision
in the preliminary proceedings
against
verena Becker, born on 31 July 1952 in Berlin, accused of
offences according to para. 129 a StGB

The following has been ordered in view of an application by the
Federal Prosecutor at the Federal Court according to para 122
StvollzG, paras 119, 149 StPO:

The prison conditions of the accused will be regulated as
follows:

1. It is inadmissable to confine the accused together with other

remand or sentenced prisoners in the same cell.

2. The cell door of the accused will be equipped with an additional

padlock.

3. The cell window will be equipped with a safety device Lo avoid
uncontrolled contact wherehy it has to bhe ensored that there
is still sufficient visibility, sufficient light and sufficient

ventilation.

4. The light in the cell of the accused will only be turned on
at the times that it applies for other prisoners.
The use of other light sources such as standard lamps, torches
or candles are prohibited.

5. The prisaoner will not be allowed to attend prison events and
church services. The accused has always to be kept apart
from other prisoners. This also applies to other events
within the prison, for example while presenting herself to

6.

10.

12.

.—,{7L¢_.

the administration, to the doctor, when taking a bath, etc.

She will receive her food individually from two prison
officers without the presence of other prisoners.

She will have exercise on her own. The exercise period will
be stopped immediately if the accused misuses it by causing
disturbances, especially if she doesn't follow orders, if
she insults prison officers, commits damage to property or
physical attacks, or tries to establish contact with other
prisoners.

The accused is not allowed to wear her own clothes. Should
it be necessary for medical reasons to wear other than prison
clothing (shoes for instance), the prison administration will
decide in this case after consultation with the Federal
Prosecutor's Office.

The accused, her cell (including window, bars, doors and
padlocks) will be searched and examined daily. It is pro-
hibited to take notice of the defence material.

The accused is to be observed repeatedly. The observation

is to take place at irregular intervals. The cell lights may
be switched on for a short time at night if the inspecting
prison officers cannot convince themselves otherwise about
the presence of the accused.

there will be a separate decision about the use of her own
radio. The use of a record player, sound recorder, cassette

recorder and television set is prohibited.

The accused may rececive visitors, after cach visil has been
individually approved. Visits beyond the usual times and

on Saturdays, Sundays and on special holidays are not per-
mitted. This also applies to visits by defence counsels.
Several visitors at once will only be allowed under exceptiocnal
circumstances. The generally valid visiting time of 30

Xtpuoddyinoo]

>

minutes can only be extended by permission for each individual
visit. The visit will be stopped immediately if it is being
misused by the visitors or the accused (for example by not



13,

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

following the instructions of the observing officers, passing
on things, passing on coded messages). The visits have to be
observed. The observation will be regulated in accordance
with the Federal Prosecutor's Office.

The visitors are not allowed to pass on food supplies to the
accused as well as other objects, with exception of those
articles which are usually passed on during visits and used
up immedlately (like cigarettes). As far as visitors want
to give other food supplies to the accused they can do this
by paying money into the prison account of the accused.

Visitors of the accused will be searched before ecach visit,
their clothes and any objects they might carry will be
investigated. The use of a metal detector is admissable.

Male visitors have to take off their jacket. Coats will
always have to be taken off. Female visitors will be searched

by a female prison officer.

The accused will before and after each visit take off all her
clothes and change into a new set of clothes.

Defence counsels will have their clothes and bags searched
with the aid of a metal detector, except their defence docu-
ments. No., 14 applies accordingly.

Defence counsels are not allowed to take dictation machines,
sound recorders, folders or similar, including accessories,
into the visiting room. Folders belonging to the prison will
be given to the defence counsels for the duration of the
visit to keep their papers in if they so wish.

Documents or other objects of the defence counsels have to be
submitted to the responsible judge before being passed on to
the accused. Should the person in gquesiton refuse to submit
the papers to the judge first, then they will not be passed

on to the accused. This also applies to so-called defence
mail from and to the accused, even if it is meant to be passed
on directly from the accused to the defence counsel.

Should there be an acute danger to the health or life of the
accused the prison governor can decide about a transfer of
the accused without judicial consent. The use of handcuffs
is permitted. The prison governor will decide about the

-4 - —-/17{3 -

requirement of accompanying officers.

19. The officers of the Federal Criminal Offjce (BKA) - Dept. 1€ -
are allowed to see the accused at any time and to take her out
of prison for inquiry purposes. When taking her out the
inquiring officers are responsible for her.

20. In- and outgoing mail is - as far as it is subject to obser-

vatinn - to be sent to the judge for examination.

21, As far as any rules have been missed out in above named order
the rules of the 'Strafvollstreckungaqgesetz' apply. Should
concessions be granted and should there be any doubt that this
could prejudice the object of the remand imprisonment, then a
preceding consultation with the judge is necessary.

Reasons:

The accused is presently serving a sentence. But an arrest warrant
has also been issued against her because of strong suspicion of
murder, attempted murder, membership in a criminal group and other

of fences.

With persons, who are strongly suspected of being members of a
criminal group and who are charged with the most severe crimes,

we have to be constantly prepared - in view of the considerable
hostility towards the law as a result of their group relationship -
for escape attempts and their preparations as well as for attempts
to influence those co-criminals still at liberty, their supporters
and sympathisers. In this case it has to be added that the accused
has evaded the execution of a legally pronounced sentence under
exploitation of a severe crime committed by a third party.

Within the framework of the execution of the arrest warrant the
above named measures have to be taken. They are necessary to
ensure the object of remand imprisonment. Association with other
prisoners cannot be considered at the present level of inguiry.
Association has to be excluded especially with those prisoners

who have been supported or were going to be supported by the group
working with the former lawyer Haag as well as with other members
of this group. Even for reasons of health it cannot be permitted-



Appendix O

The prison complex consists of two wings; the old building and
the low building which was built later. The old building is

an empty wing which joins onto the Silent Wing in an L shape.

we are in the Silent Wing. The wing area is shut off from the
adjacent administrative building by a locked steel door with non-
transparent glass.

In front of the steel door which is outside the wing, is the
entrance to the glass partitioned cell for lawyers and all

other visitors. Inside, there are two more steelgrated doors,

one to the old wing and one to the new. In between is the door
through which we get into the glass partitioned cell. In contrast
to 1978 the visitor now doesn't see anything of the wing.

Formerly the visit was in a cell in the wing itself. Nobody can
enter this wing and we can't get out.

The glass partition consists of a three layered thermophen glass
window fixed into a wide metal frame which is perforated on the
left and right side.

Every kind of contact with our relatives and friends is therefore
eliminated whether it is embracing, seeing or hearing. VYou are
sitting opposite each other as if on a monitor, so that we have
to ask ourselves if we still want thesec kinds of visits.

As we have been told 'an exception is perhaps possible from case
to case, on application' by visits from relatives.

Underneath the old wing the basement has been improved. There
are now our belongings and the showers; other prisoners don't
get there, which means administratively: the distribution of
clothing, the storage of the 'belongings' etc., runs completely
separately.

Formerly we were able to leave the wing once a week, to take a
bath, 30 minutes. This has now been stopped, which means the
wing complex is absoclutely tight.

to endanger further investigations by allowing prisoners Lo be
together or to facilitate preparations for an escape attempt.
The injury to her health as a result of the shooting injury
incurred by the accused herself is very minimal; it is merely

4 fleshwound caused by a gunshot which penetrated right through.
The mental damage feared by the defence counsels cannot occur at
such an early stage of imprisonment according to the understanding

so far, but only - if at all - after an imprisonment of several

years. It has to be added that the candition of the accused has

so far been very robust....

(den Best des Satzes kann ich nicht ubersetzen,
weil da was fahlt, Seite 165/166)

To order an easing of prison conditions is not a matter for the
responsible judge in this case. According to para 122 StvollzG
only restrictions on the liberties of the prisoner can be ordered
but not special facilitétions. In this case only the responsible
prison administration and, if necessary, the executing court can
decide. We refer to no. 21 of the regulations.

signed Kuhn
Judge at the Federal Court



It is so organised that nobody apart from us and the pigs come
into the wing; for example the pigs do the cleaning which is
normally done by prisoners, themselves.

The control over the prisoners is complete.

The visual and acoustic surveillance on the outside and inside

has heen perfected.

In the corridor of the old wing is a new camera, in the Silent
Wing the camera has been installed in a box at waist height. In
the yard, who nobody except us enters, there are seven cameras
which cover the whole area: one between the wing and the inside
wall that separates the wing from the other prisen, 4 cameras
along the outside wall, 2 on the old wing which film the Silent
Wing and can watch us when we stand at the window.

The monitors are in the control room, and in the guard room
which is situated at an angle between the two wings.

On the outside wall of the Silent Wing on top of the windows
there is a double loudspeaker like the one on police cars. It
secures the communication between control room and pigs, gives
the command for the end of the exercise period and probably
records what we are saying at the window.

In front of the cells there are 4 boxes, each built into the wall
so that the electricity and light can be switched off from the
outside and all other installations, electronic, water, etc.

In contrast to the electronic installations the 'bell' in the
cell has not been changed. This is a stick with a red metal
flag that has to be pushed into the wall. What is new is if you
push the stick a green light appears, when the door is opened a
yellow light shines, when the lights are turned on at night this
releases a whistle sound etc.

Every sound by us is monitored electronically. The opening of
the doors by the pigs is monitored in a control room outside the

9 XIpusudy-ndog
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wing. According to Justice Senator Meyer, the signal lights
indicate that the microphones are switched on. The camera

covers the corridor at the same time,

The cell door is always opened by 4 female screws, or 2 female

and 1 male screw.

During exercise periods we are quarded by ?2-3 female screws and
1 male guard, who are carrying walkie-talkies and are posted in
a half circle with a fairly wide gap between them. They hardly
talk to each other but observe us - sometimes they move closer
together withnut us having behaved differently.

The connection with the canirol room through the walkie-talkies
controls every contact with us, from the distribution of food

to having showers.

At night two pigs with MPs patrol in the yard. The whole control
system has been fully systematised. Instead of the often crazy,
unco-ordinated alarm system which formerly would make shrill
sounds at any‘kind of movement in the wing, everything now

moves much more noiselessly.

The cells:

Altogether there are - apart from the visitors cell and 2 big
cells (tv and workroom) - 15 cells, 5 of these are in the old

wing, these are bigger.

In the Silent Wing there arc 10 cells. On the vault doors which
have always been secured by 2 bolts, another safety lock has
been added; every opening of the door turns into a big operation.

After the hungerstrike in April '78 the 'enlargement of the cells
and an alteration to the windows’'had been announced as positive
changes (from a note of a phone call between Donandt Justice
Ministry ([Strafveollzugsamt] Hamburg and tLunau, Kiel).

The 'considerable structural changes' turn out - apart from the
window - as a thorough securing of the wings. The cells are
still small.




The backqround to this: after the strike in April '78 Or. friedland,
leading medical director in the Hamburg Justice Ministry
(Strafvollzugsamt) visited the wing and wrote 'a small report'.
He said: Even if one considered our report as exaggerated, sub-
jective, impressionable, etc., he was shocked about the small
cells and the lack of air. Thereupon Dr. Armbruster (same
functiOn as Friedland in Kiel) also supported a change. A few
days ago Schmelzer, Deputy Director of Lubeck, had been to see
him, shown him some photographs and had said now everything had
changed and was very colourful (Friedland in a conversation on

1.6.79).

The result is that the old windows, through which not.enough air
was penetrating, have been replaced by normal windows with the
usual prison bars. The changes that have been made to the win-
dows are openly in contradiction with the UND guidelines. At the
same time two massive hooks for wiremesh have been installed

outside on the left and right side of the windows.

The heds are no longer screwed down but because of their length
and height, are constructed in such a way that it's not possible
to move them around. You can only slide them up and down along
one wall, but this is forbidden. When we put the bedframes up
Lo have more space in the cell, they threatened us that they
would screw the beds down again. An application, to take the
bedframe out was rejected. Instead we were ‘offered' a second
exercise period so tas Lo Lake steps againsl the limitation of

movement'. The exercise period is regulated in such a way by the

pigs that it is not possible to plan the period of association,
we either can’'t qo into the yard, or we constantly have to split '

up the 4 hours of association.

The cells correspond to the security guidelines, which have

been laid down after the Stammheim investigation:

3 white concrete walls, 1 pastel coloured wall, grey steel door,
concrete floor with special coating (pvc sprayed), no skirting
boards. New washbasin and lavatory, moulded in once piece
respectively. Apart from one nail - for the mirror - all the
walls are smooth. Bookshelf and drawing pin board are screwed

into the wall.

-./177,-

In the steel door is a new bullet-proof glass about the sjze
of a brick which can't be opened (allstop glass), in front of
it is a movable wooden board (movable from outside) and on top
of it a wide angle spyhole.

Over the bed is a blue control light, for use at night, like an
eye. This is also the reason for the prohibition to move the
bed. On the cell ceiling is a neon tube.

The wing and yard are surrounded by a wall about 5 metres high,
which is whitewashed all the way round. On top is NATQO-wire and
floodlights.

When Anne and Brigitte were brought into the wing from Berlin

in August '76 the trees behind the wall were chopped down, during
the 'contact ban' in September '77 the wall was whitewashed and
the cameras installed. Behind the wall is the back of the

police buildings. From the roof windows the pigs can look
straight into our cells. Hardly any sound comes across from
there. What you can hear registers itself as something special:
you can count the number of times it happens on five fingers.
Otherwise we hear nothing except ourselves and the sounds af the

surveillance system.

We are cut off from any kind of normal daily rhythm and sounds
connected with it. And just as we cannot «ee g hear ol
prisoners the other prisoners don't know whether we are in Lhe

wing. There is no rhythm/movement one can pursue.

The orjentation of time worke aver fhe day=niahl ity ence and
the timetable worked out by the pigs. In contrast to the other
prisons, the time-rhythm constantly changes. We doen't know yot
if there is method behind it. There certainly is with our yard
exercise.

They have strictly refused to remove even one of the restrictiong
on the work materials or to change them:

10 newspapers or magazines, 25 books, 10 files. Ralteriers for
example are stored in the guard room,

We are not getting our radios back because they have shortwave
which is forbidden in Lubeck. All the ather nricanere ~onn
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For our association period the old instruction from '78 applies:

4 haure a day which can be split once. B8etween 11.00 a.m. and
15.00 and after 17.00 no assocliation. 1It's practically impossible
to organise the association period because the exercise periods

are irreqular and certain periods are excluded.

1V is three times a week, from 7.00 p.m. till 11.00 p.m. We can
leave earlier or go later; they watch to see thal we really are
looking at the set. In *78 they threatened to stop Tv if we

talked to cach other instead of watching.

Two days ago they demanded that we fix the days for the week in
advance without knowing the programme topics.

Whether the same is happening as in '78 with confiscations,
applications, etc.,

- that we arc not informed of confiscations or hardly get anything
- that applications disappear or lie around for 4 weeks,

we don't know yet. We also so far can't say anything with regard

to raids, body searches or changes of cells.

With regard to the exclusion of visitors and mail it is the same
as it used to be: during the 2 weeks we have been here now, 2
people have been excluded from receiving mail and visits,

Medical care:

In a decree, dated May '79 in Hamburg, the effects of isolation
imprisonment were confirmed; because of our 'reduced physical
condition' we were declared ‘unfit for work in the cell' (prison
work), the distribution of basic food (fruit, food with a lot of
protein, etc.) was ordered and shopping of 30 DM per month was
allowed (this is the lowest amount, 50 DM is possible).

Therefore a visit by Or. Paeschke, prison doctor, was announced
for 21.8.79. 0On Auygust 17th, it was said to Inga, that he would
want to ask her which drugs were necessary for her and the he

‘wanted to speak to her especially' because he 'didn't yet know

her',

- A&7 -

On August 2lst, he just had a quick look into each cell. When
it was mentioned to him that the f{solatlon 'medically cannat he
justified' he talked to Christa and Inga who had association,
about his intention of having them examined by a neurologist
and a psychiatrist with the aim of establishing if, as a result
of the last three hungerstrikes, brain damage has occurred,

When asked who the psychiatrist was he answered, Dr. Wittig
from Neustadt. In Neustadt is the psychiatric prison for the

whole of Schleswig-Holstein,

With regard to this prison doctor one needs Lo know that he
prescribes his medical instructions according to the directives
of the Justice Ministry Kiel. Before his ‘'visit' he already
said that he would come 'when I know from Kiel, what will be
granted!. ’

Lubeck is an army - and fFederal Border police - garrison.

Co-operation between prison and military:

~ 1974, when Christa and Margrit were brought here NATO-wire
was rolled out on the wall by BGS (Federal Border Police)

- 1976, when Anne and Brigitte were transferred here the trees
behind the wall were chopped down by the BGS.

- 1977, when Brigitte was integrated for l4 days into the normal
prison system prisoners were working in a yard on a camouflage
net for the Federal Army. A male prisoner reported that weapon
parts were fitted together in the men's prison.

- a female prisoner reported that in 1976 the holiday replacement
for the prison doctor was-a military doctor.

- when we asked for raincoats we were given army parkas which are
also worn by the pigs here.

- successor to the retired prison pastor became, in 1978, a
former military pastor.

The general prison structure is similar to a military structure
which goes as far as the language. Greif, prison director says
to prisoners: "dismiss".
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They have refined the methods which cover up the violent level

of the wing: where NATO-wire used to lie in the yard there is

now a park bench for example. This also corresponds to - like
everything else according to directives from the justice ministry -
the “climate”, as Donandt calls it, out of concern not to
immediately have a hungerstrike on their hands. Shallice calls
this 'coolly professional' - or at least it is an attempt.

‘Climate’ here means also: that at night the MP patrol who are
right outside our windows with their finger on the trigger, call

us by name and say 'good evening' in a friendly way.

And of course Kiel has also learned: the whole cosmetics -
schnick-schnack, which is meant to make the machinery, its clear
murderousness unrecognisable and apparently harmless, so as to
arm themselves against opposition to the high security and Silent
Wings.

In the wing - and this is the main thing we are fighting against
here - there is no movement. If we look out of the window we
see, for example, a whitewashed wall in surroundings which don't
change - where, therefore, never any other prisoners have
exercise, where theymove, talk, etc.

Everyone of us who came out of the sensory vacuum of the wing
(through a transfer to Hamburg) has had the experience that it
is like having a haod pulled off your head - even though we wore
kept there in a security wing inside the prison under exactly
the same isolation from other prisoners (and still are). So we
can only see and hear them from far away; but they are there,
unlike the Silent Wing where there is nothing. Therefore the
points of orientation which distinguish ‘yesterday' from the
‘day before yesterday' don't exist here.

Therefore, what Karl-Heinz says about Celle: ‘that all experiences
are assimilated which the apparatus has so far made isolation
imprisonment' - and these experiences include Lubeck since '74
when some of us had been taken here for the first time.

.—,ﬁjﬁg -
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It is not possible to describe the monotony in the social and
sensory vacuum which crushes any spontaneity, we can only confirm

and count on what is not. (was nicht is.)

'Changing of prison conditions' can here only mean: out of the
Silent Wing and association for us in groups of 15.

Lubeck, women from the RAF

Today, 31.8.79 Christine was brought here, we will write about
that.

In the meantime we have further established:

that at the end of the corridor, between the wing area and
the administrative building a further steel door with frosted
glass has been installed;

when the cell.doors are opened for exercise a screw always
stands behind the locked steel bar door, he guards us going
out - besides the camera with which everything can be seen;
Brigitte remembered from the time in the other building that
the normal wing had no cameras;

the handling of applications happens in the same way as we
already experienced in '78 - no answer for up to 3 weceks.
For example, no parcel stamps for weeks which means that we
can't order any books; all applications that are not purely
technical are refused, some newspapers generally confiscated
or only some pages get to us;

el moudjahid (Algerian government newspaper) for Brigitte is
always confiscated: 'foreign newspapers are only allowed
through normal newspaper trade, el moudjahid is not known either
there or in the prison'.

postcards and photographs are taken out of letters.
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Generally a hardening is taking place here since the beginning Appendix 7

of September: .
Karl Heinz Dellwp after a few days in Celle ~ November 1078

- the MP patrol at night, we haven't seen for some time. It was

obviously a security measure because of Christine's transfer. . After 47 days of hunger and thirst strike against total isolation in the security
h £ t of th 1i ¢ i wing of K8ln Ossendorf, Dellwo receifed a promise from the prison governmor that
- behind the wall the last tree in front of the police houses in the next 4 to $ weccks he would be moved momewhere elsc to continuc hie senctence
right opposite has been chopped off to have a completely free ! where he would be completely integrated with tho other prisoners, Ao a result
¢ into th 11 d the d of this Dellwop ¢nded hic strike on the 7. 11, 1978. On the next duy he was .'lown
view into € cells an yard. to Celle (Niederzachncen) by helicopter. Dellwod Report from on of ficrwany's top
- another thing regarding medical care: since the beginning of : security prisons*follows below; (* Frankfurter Rundschau 13.,12,78)
September a Dr. von Marzahn has been coming as “replacement™. The buflding in which ve are s an open reotangle. That is to say, a long eenetral
That he, like Dr. Peschke, starts from the effects of the wing, . blook with wings going off to the left and right, Opposite the central block there
. is a building which could be the administrative seotion . In between i{s & yard,
becomes clear through the drugs which they bring on their own The buildings ave 4 storied in the old stylo.
[ i -
accord or they 'want to provide .... against lack of concen This eection is on the first floor and extends in a right angle from the central bl«

tration ... drugs that stimulate the brain cells ... for young out into the ris‘ht wing. In the angle itself ctands a control roam pootected by L
security Glass,” In the wing are six celle, one shower, one toilet and another room,’

people .... without side effects ...". When making a diagrusis ! which coqld be tho lawyors room and is certainly not a viaiting cell, That is

(by looking at us) he talks about 'special living conditions' to say that t{e other 4 oells mentioned in the Newspaper belong to the main block
. e e . . . AN part of this section, Opposite is a row of * rooms, which, I think, conslat

but he immediately wants to relativate it by maintaining that of two cells, the bath, the toilet and the lawyers rooz, At the end ia the

the cause for our condition is hungerstrike. exit to our 'exercise ya.rd' The term is a euphemism.

At the end of our wing there sticks our a 4 storied addition, about 3.5ptrs wide,
. . s from here right up to the end of the cell windows = 25 mtrs ~ runs a 3 wtr high
The net of surveillance is altogether so complex and complicated, concrete wall, This section of the yard is then sealed off by antoher wa'l at
that we can register details only after some time. : angle, tiis is about another 3.5, mtre.The top of the wall ia curved invards and
crowned by the familiar Nato barbed wire, towards the inside Also from the top of
: the wall is a wire not that stretches to abvove the cell windows (preswnably to stop
After a few visits have taken place with 'partition glass'. We anything that might be thrown down from the other 3 storfec.) The yard is waiched
s . : . by two television camerak. The end of the yard: by two guarde. If you cubfact the
can say that visits like that are turned into reprisals, are room .they take up and subtract the area taken up by the a{xepa leadinc to sur cclls
purely meant as an objective for providing information for the you are left with exaotly,.L
. h ide the extreme. 20 paces along a 4 storey wall, then 3-4 paoes to the
pigs and to take the isolation from the outside to X opposite onncrete wall, whore you return 20 paces under an overhanelng barbed ’
wire fénce, It {is obvious that the area you walk on is8 covered by concrete.,.-\ -

That we are no 1 esn't change the fact that the win
X w, " 5 people, do t N . i J The variety in our perceptual field therefore consists of differing dnta.nces
is a direct physical threat - through the combination of sensory from which we cen look onto concrete walls, The possibilib{ to sec anything has

vacuum, total control and the attempts of the pigs to take any been reduced to a maddening degree.
space away from us by programming the daily rhythm. The cell

This is at right anglea to the corridor and has two doors, Also two windwps. It is |
about 5.90 mtres long and 1,80 mtre wide, Height 3.50 mtr. ’
Each cell door has a square hole for pasgsing through thinzas. Both windows as well
as the hodea in the door consist of 'Allstop{ re-enforced glasas, The windows, which
are encwtmously masaive, cannot be opened, The slightst breath of air penetrates
through the airconditioning apparatus beside the window,

The windows are about 1.10 mtrs wide and 1,5 metrs high, 50 §. of the area con..lato
of re-enforced glass, 50% of frame. This is important. lcothing radiatey the
feeling of toatal isolation and separation as blatantly s these windows, There fs
no contaot to the outside, not even through the ventflation. This is constructed
in suoh a way jtha.t no sound penetrates either from outside to fnaide or vicy versa,

The coll is painted yellow, there are two large neon lights on the coiling, on a
wall another tiny tiny tiny light over a piece of tin inserted into the wall vhich
is my mirror. You recognise yourself in there ao 11‘ behind a curtain of !‘ov.

Tin toilet. tin banin. senuritr Avntd. - -
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is also a Crundig Primn Boy 700 but without fm and kw (ahortwave and VIfF ?)
There is no central radio syatem hore ns exists in other prizona, *

The food is brought in by a warden ard obviously does not come from the general
kitchen, the 'big pott'!., We have special rations and our fruit, for {netance,

is not glven with mcals as uoual but arrives in plastic bags and han to last for

a certein period,

The doors of the ¢ell are airticht, The cell is silent. Put it is not totally
pilent anm one can hear indefinably noices, Yesterday, for instance, it raired,

I oould see that but I could not hear it, When the door {s opened this i{s announoce
by a emall noice. Although I have triod strenously to hesr the wardens on the
corridor I have no far not been able to understand a single word. You only hear

a kind of mumbling. The only identifiable noise is the food trolley., When they
bring hot water in a tin jug which happens three times a day. They bring it and
take away again after an hour, Your hear a bit of soratching and then the napd,a

d

!

in the doorsis opcned. You do not hear any approaching steps. 1 do not, for insanu

hear when the doors of the other cells are opened.
To express it differently: This is not an isolation wing in the usual,
now familiar manner where a whole wing is sealed olf from the rest,
Thie is the compilation of ten islated cells, units, totally sealed off
from each other. This represents everything that has been gathered in
previous expcriences during eisht years of differing isolation,

I have been here for 48 hours, Apart from the bath and ‘the visits in the visitors
cell 1 have nothing new to look forward to. Thexre is only repetition of what has
gone on before. The element of chance is precluded. The experience of two

dozen institutions practicing isolation haas been evaluated here, Therc {s no
qualitative improvement possible, only a quantitav e one, like the camera silens,

The pain idei@iggia structure is not security Lut anihilatjon,

Technically it aims at sealing off the isolation, Every other
situation where jfaolation is bot complete must appear as exceptional.

Take the plate glass‘ windows, They take inot account that fgolation could bring
you to a point where you want to smash them, as they are alwyas closed, as

they represent a barrier which separates you on the inside from thc eccial life
of a prison and from ite subculture which always exists. Behind the glass is a

iron grille,
The jale glaas window is not against )
of prison Lut against attempts to break out of isolation.

attempts to break out )

Or the oxercise yard (lines left out) )
This represcnts the mots optimal level on which the diffcrence between
cell and yard can be cancelled, Where one might as woll remain in
the cell as there is only continuity, no change,

. I

Summary of the next paragraph:

It {8 no longer necessary to Justify this type of imprisonment by stating that
such pecurity mcasures are nceded for they type of primoncre for whom they are
intended - excuses like these are even no longer atterpted, and the atrategy

wvhich aims at deatruction is no longer denied, There in no defence for such
measures, not even the excuso that these are exceptional times or fypes of
prisoners, It mcrely demonstrates that what was introduced unter the mantle of

4

emergenoy has become institutionalkged, The public think that cuch treatment for

a minority onmponition is normal and acceptable,
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Appenaix Y

Length ot solitary confinement oOf tne pPrisoners Of the Kar

tor example { stanu 18,10,1985 )

Monika October 1970 - March 1972 soiltary confinenent
solitary confinement with anothar

Berberich Merch 1972~ January 1974
prisoner (recreation only for twdq
Jnnuary 1974 November 1974 normal prison requlations
November 1974- March 1975 solitary confinement with a
second and a third prisoner
: March 1975 - March 1976 normal prison regulations
; March 1976 - October 1978 snlitary confinement in threes
' October 1978 - April 1979 <olitary confinement in fourth
April 1979 - April 1980 solitary confinement in fifth,
N since January 1980 in a high
security of the jatl
April 1980 - April 1981 solitary confinement in fifth in
the high security wing

cage de Celle

La

April 1981 - Deccmber 1982 group of five
December 1982 - today group of four
4 Siegfried December 1976 - July 1977 solitary confinement
- — — i — Haag July 1977 - August 1977 solitary confinement with another
£ ETE o uid . oged 4b s : T, prisoner
= S¢3 558 & TEG 2oy nSE oy - | August 1977 - March 1978 solitary confinement
i% 552 53398230 ggﬁajg - : o March 1978 - January 1979 solitary confinement in threes
cs ¢2s SmUL3ATES R e R I Januar 1979 - April 1981 solitary confinement with another
g9 Es®_ f.d3svESe Eo.087% Hcfd o prisoner
ane Less 525235585 Selobs e q April 1981 -~ today solitary confinement
5§ RdEEsifafa  fEE.E Ji3d £
i23 ~ T AzErgEdz a3zl 5s8% is .
&3¢ - 3 -~ - i E gernd March 1975 - May 1976 solitary confinement
R b WI; ;T\ ! w Roessner May 1976 - August 1277 solitary confinement with ancther
ﬁ N ( \ prisoner
August 1977 - March 1978 solitary confinement in fourth
{ during his trial)

N B SR,
CANRCIC A
LA AL S o,
~le e 2
.,

March 1978 - Juni 1978 “normal prison regulaticns™
June 1978 - today solitary confinement

since 18.4.1983 staging a dirty protest, Oemand: The transf
to Celle. Bunker confinement, compare appendix 28

t
>3
~—
-
o
K a) solitary confinement: 24 hours a day on his own; 1 hour exercises on
L / his own
RN -3 !
b g
- b) solitary confinement in small groups (groups of two, three, four, etc.
I N T ° o , o prisoners: daily exercises for two prisoners in changing combinations
ERNR LI - T for 1 hour a day as well as the .'.., . Cheea for several
R j?éégggsczj :s - hours & day respectively per week'or the the unlocking of the cells
EECENET- S ry-3- s for several hours s day respectively per week., ( Since the second
Y i
525”555?55:5 8533? helf of the seventies joint yard exercises etc. with all members
Zapiasyis Ez,,‘ ; of a small group have been accomplished).
Sy e e iowd 5 Xeas :
STeETIRL a2 " geve '
o= TCee LT v’ -
::\ CT¥YIONICEAnqgIn o-“;’o“sg |
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APPENDIX 11

SECOND HUNGERSTRIKE OF THE POLITICAL PRISONERS

HUNGERSTRIKE DECLARATION OF THE POLITICAL PRISONERS - MAY 1973

Our hungerstrike in January/February was without success. The
promises of the federal Prosccutor's O0fffce regarding the
lifting of our solitary confinement were shit. we are again
on hungerstrike., We demand:

EQUAL STATUS OF THE POLITICAL PRISONERS WITH

ALL OTHER PRISONERS!

and

FREE POLITICAL INFORMATION FOR ALL PRISONERS -

ALSO FROM THE UNOFFICIAL MEDIA!
No more - no less. Now.
The dirty trick: keep cool - the time is on your side, won't
work here,
Sink or swim! That's the law of the system. Those are rules
for making profit; each child, each woman, each male is
threatened, jntimidated, paralysed, neutralised; every alter-
native inside the system ends in filth: either you work under
the conditions of the capitalist system -

the conveyor belt destroys the people and spits

out profit -

the offices destroy people and create power -

the school system destroys people and creafés

the goods of labourers -

the universities destroy people and create

machines -
Or you starve, sink in poverty, "suicide".
Cveryone who docsn't {ake up this alternative and daesn't
intensify it, who after 10 or 15 or 20 years of socialisation
a8s an adaptable human into accepting the process of how
capital is used, has Humbug in his Head, Protest in his mouth,
Resistance in his muscles -
who cannot bear the hellish speed of work -
who goes crazy -
who becomes i1l -

o ~A473 -

who beats his Wife and Children instead of his boss -

rather becomes a thief or a robber than gets suffocated by

the law of the robbers and murderers - (honestly, Man! Springer
makes a profit of 100 million every year!)

or even develops ideas of working class power -

Organises -

and makes revolutionary policy -: he will be gobbled up, will
be criminalised or just declared mad. Since the days of our
great grandfathers, since the beginning of the Bourgeois Society:
Workhouses, Houses for the Poor, Jails, Reformatories, Lunatic
Asylums, Judges, Police, Doctors, Psychiatrists, Priests.

Those who don't recognise the rules of the game in a covert

war - Bourgeoise against the People - as a natural inevitable
law are forced between the millstones of open coercion, into
the Concentration Camps of the System.

Once inside, the same agaln: 'you are still capable of being
re-socialised, which means:

a weak backbone adapted for the use of Capital - those who are
of no use will be finished.

In between there are the prisoners who function as an alibi

for system: the economic criminals and the few prosecuted SS-Pigs.

The stronger the revolt of the People, the moral of the system,
its concept of property is in pieces and the crisis is acute,
and the arming of the People is no longer a dream but reality,
the more important are the Prisons to the State System whose
justification for existence depends always and still, on the
terrorisation and destruction of the people - in extreme:
Treblinka, Maidanek, Sobibor - to break the Resistance to
exploitation by the majority of the people - Jails and Concen-
tration Camps as first and second threats against every sort of
Resistance - based on experience, organised and as always in
complete awareness.

The pigs have the jails fully under their control. The more
Reforms, the tighter is the System inside the jails.

They have all the means: force, Isolation, Transfer, Bribery,
Privileges, the half-open and open Prison Conditions, Regulations,
Remission, Informers, Torture, Clemency - )

and the total control Apparatus: Justice/Police/Prison Regula-
tions/Psychiatry and the Media (Newspapers, Television, Radio):



for more Efficiency: their talk about misery, W.C.'s; - agatinst
breakdowns in the Prison System: Murder/"Suicide"; - for less
overt force: Beatings/Water and Bread/Handcuffing/Bunker Cells;
- for more cheerful Arainwashing: Psychiatry/Police Therapléts/
valium; - for the more slippery, gentle, structural force: the
removal of the prisoners from the ground floors (e.g. recreation
in the newly built prison in Frankfurt-Preungesheim on the 5th
and 7th floors) - where the beatings of prisoners can take place
without their repulsive screams being heard.

The humanity of the pigs in one word: Hy g i e n e,

The Reformist programme of the Social Democrats in one sentence:
the nip the budding revolt by means of D i1 f ferentiati

The Pol i tical Prisoner, whc sees his role in a
political way and who is treated accordingly - who knows about
the inhumanity of his situation as an inhumanity of the system -
who feels hate and rebellion -

in the all out war and plays his part against the pigs, the
screws, the social workers, the prison medical system, the green
fascists -

who acts in solidarity and to act in solidarity m e a n s: he
will be isolated: socially destroyed.

Contrary to that none of the arms of the Judiciary gives a shit
about Human Rights and the Common Law - because he is not to be
manipulated, not to be killed without being shot.

Socialisation means Manipulation plus Training.
You force the Chosen people Lo aceept the Watla, The Copay the
Directions, the Promises, Threats, Fears, Hopes and Deprivation
as long as they are able to make this filthiness their own and
so that they are unable to live any other life but behind bars.
That is the Training.

Naturally the assistance of the prisoner is desirable - it
shortens the Process and makes it irreversible. Because during
this time the prisoner loses one characteristic completely and
that is what is wanted:

Self respect.

That is the manipulation.

._//qs-

The more liberal(ly) this is done -

not obtrusive - loose - pleasant -

malicious - slippery - mean -

in a word: the more it is donepsychologically,
the more effective and deeper is the destruction of the
prisoner's personality.

The deadly enemy of the cop as psychlatrist {s the polftical
prisoner - because the psychiatrists are dependent on prisoners
who don't know what is happening - througﬁ the doctors - who
hide behind their masks as poor little fellows, pigs, criminals,
they in the end have the prisoner in their control.

The final point about the modern prison system is:

either to regard the jails as a- ool i tical i ssue
or to accept themas Psychiatric Institutions
our solitary confinement n o w and the Concentration camps in
the future - whether under the administration of green or white
terror troops - will end in: a reformed Treblinka - a reformed
Buchenwald - and will end in the "Final Solution".

That's how it is.

We demand f r e e political information
for all prisoners, because that is way to reach political
awareness, political consciousness. Today we demand nothing of
what is of pressing importance in the jails - agreed Wages,
Education/Training, Protection of the Family, Autonomy etc. -
because without the self-organisation of the prisoners every-
thing else is secondary in terms of Reform, otherwise the inteq-
ration of the Reformist promises and their mobilisation would
dissipate political energy or it would be integrated into the
dictatorship of the screws and the result would be: "power
through joy". What we need is: the Solidarity of the political
prisoners - not only as an idea but in reality.

OQur Hungerstrike is nothing more than our last chance for joint
Resistance in Isolation confinement. Without the power, the
Strength of the Streets, without the Mobilisation of the anti-
fascist people who will stand up for Human Rights and against
Torture and on whose loyalty the pigs depend - our Hungerstrike

will not solve our powerlessness.




THEREFORE WE APPLY TO YOU WITH OUR DEMANDS, COMRADES.

Last not least it will suit the pigs if one of us dies. We
demand from you that you support our demands, that you fulfill
them - now - when it is still possible for you before you will
become prisoners yourself. Only to talk about Torture, Comrades,
instead of fighting it, can't be in our/your interests - it
would mean: to strengthen the deterrent effect of this shit.
Your actions in January/february - Demonstrations in Karlsruhe,
the beating of Jessel, Go-ins into the Radio Station in Northern
Germany and into the homes of judges, some stones into their
private homes - good. No teach-in, no Go-in to the Pen-Club,
nothing to the Writers Trades Union, nothing at the Address of
Churches, who in the meanwhile react to issues like Torture and
Human Rights, no Demonstrations in Hamburg, Munich, Berlin,
Frankfurt, Heidelberg, not io speak of military operations -
that's bad.

Let us confront the pigs with their own laws.

Let us throw the contradictions in their faces Between what

they say: Saving lives - and what they do: Destroy.

Every minute its a fight for life or death - us or them - they
for themselvq; and we for us.

On 22.2.73 the Federal Prosecutor Martin declared that they
were not able to solve this contradiction, that the'only solution
would be to kill us.

“"The prison conditions are adjusted to the respective physical
and psychological situation of the prisoners!" - that's right.
The supply of oxygen is regulated automatically - meals are
“served" three times a day - and if you see it absolute coldly,
the statistics of relatives visits naturally throw dust in your

eyes.

The edict from the highest position in the capitalist clique:

destruction.

That explains it. The programmes goes on.

Put the pigs under pressure, you from the outside and we from
the inside.
Solidarity is the trial of strength.

ALL POWER T0O THE
ALL POWER OF THE
CONSISTS OF

80 Prolitical Prisoners

..4@7_ -
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PEQPLE.
PEOPLE AGAINST THE SYSTEM THAT

Profit/Power/Farce
Family/School/Factories/Offices
Jails/Youth Institutions/Lunatic Asylums

on Hungerstrike 8th May 1972




Appendix 12

Hungerstrike declaration

THOSE WHO HAVE RECOGNISED THEIR SITUATION -
HOW SHOULD THEY BE STOPPED?

This is our third hungerstrike AGAINST SPECIAL TREATMENT, AGAINST
IMPRISONMENT with the intention of destroying political prisoners
who are being kept in jails in the federal Republic of Germany

and in Berlin West; AGAINST THE PROGRAMMES OF COUNTER-INSURGENCY
of the imperialist prison system, programmes of the federal
prosecutor, of the special security police in Bonn - the so-called
section of the political police of the BKA (Federal Criminal
Agency) to destroy imprisoned political revolutionaries and other
prisoners who have started to organise themselves and to fight

inside the prisons.

Wwe can only be oppressed if we stop to think and if we stop the
fight. People who are not willing to stop the fight can't be
crushed - either they will win or they will die instead of being

defeated and to be dead.

RCSISTANCE AGAINST THIS DEADLY TREATMENT, AGAINST THE SPECIAL

TREATMENT AND THE COUNTER-INSURGENCY PROGRAMMES MEANS RESISTANCE

AGNINST :

- inhumanity by social isolation - for many years;

- torture by brainwashing and blackmail in special centres -
since the beginning of May, Ronald Augustin is being kept in
solitary confinement in the prison of Hannover;

- the new '‘camera silence cells' which are kept under a constant
heat, constant noises together with a total TV control which
was worked out by a research project of the DFG (German research
society) in the prisons of Berlin-Tegel, Berlin-Lertherstr.,
8ruchsal, Essen, Cologne and Straubing;

- the removal into special cells for any attempt to break the
isolation when one prisoner tries to communicate with another
prisoner, into the bunkers of Berlin Moabit, of Bruchsal, Essen,

_//q?,

Straubing, Frankfurt/Preungesheim, Hamburg/fFuhlsbuttel,
Mannheim, into the bunker ftor prisocners on remand in Hamburg
which is TV controlled and where the prisoners are being
strapped all day;

the attempts of murder during hungerstrikes by refusing any
water in Schwalmstadt, Munich, Hamburg and Cologne;
concentration camps for political prisoners in tubeck, Stuttgart,
Berlin;

the handcuffing during the recreation time in Hamburg and
Lubeck;

the imprisonment for two and a half years in special cells in
Cologne-Ossendorf, directly beside two main entrances of the
prison - never peace; the same in Berlin-Moabit;

the attemris to break the will of priseners by psychological
means and also the use of threats and with forced anaesthetis-
ing fo; the purpose of investigations;

visitor's rooms divided by glass walls during the visits of
lawyers whereby political communication is impossible; in
Hannover, Stuttgart and Straubing;

repeated confiscations by the special police section-Bonn of
all material of the prisoners which is needed for their
defence - notes and letters;

at the cwame time, during the raidae of the priconer s cells by
the police, the harrassing campaigns against lawyers continued
in the newspapers; the criminalisation of the lawyers of the
political prisoners;

the suppression and Lhe manipulalion of files by the BKA
(Federal Investigation Office);

sometimes an inticement of the solitary confinement, but only
so as to prepare prisoners who are in the custody of the police
as agents and witnesses for trails; this happened in Cologne-
Ossendorf, where Jan Raspe refuses the recreation time which
had been offered to him. This was because it was a recreation
together with prisoners who were on transfer and therefore
different and changeable people - a fluctuation where neither
a communication nor an orientation is possible. During all
contacts with other prisoners which had been allowed as excep-

[ xtpuaddy-noog

tions, we found out that these contacts were controlled and

[

organised by the police;




- the treatment which the relatives of the prisoners have to
bear by means of strip searches, observations and insults
before and after their visits, to put them under pressure
and, according to the police instructions, to influence the

prisoners.

The hungerstrike is our only possibility, in this isolation,
for a collective resistance against the counter-insurgency of
imperialism which tries to destroy us psychologically and
physically, i.e. imprisoned revolutionaries and political
prisoners who have started to resist in an organised way in the
prisons. Disarmed, imprisoned in solitary confinement, it is
the only possibility of uniting our physical and psychological
strength, our identity as human beings, to take up the stone
which the government of the ruling class has picked up against

us and to throw it back.
FIGHT MEANS TO DEVELOP STRENGTH QUT OF WEAKNESS.

Solitary confinement is the weapon of the system against all
prisoners who are determined not to let themselves be destroyed
during their imprisonment and who fight against the experiment
on human beingsf against the brainwashing and against the
imperialist system. They are being kept in solitary confinement
to liquidate political education and resistance in the prisons
generally. This happens to suppress all the other prisoners,
who don't have the political understanding yet, more and more.
Although they endure the same as we do, and although they are
people of no property as we are, they have nothing else to lose
than their chains.

We call on 38ll priscners who are kept in solitary confinement
to fight against this, together with us.

The abolition of solitary confinement is the condition which

we have to fight for if revolutionary politics, if the struggle
for liberation in the prisons will become a possibility and

which will be a possibility for realistic proletarian power -
under the conditions of the class struggle here, in the framework

- 204 -

of the struggles for liberation of the peoples in the 'Third’
and the 'fourth' worlds, and in the framework of proletarian
internationalism and of anti-imperialistic liberation - and in
a united front inside the jails and concentration camps in the
parts of the world which are ruled by imperjalism.

ALL POWER TO THE PEOPLE THROUGH THE CONQUEST OF POWER!

FREEDOM BY MEANS OF ARMED ANTI-IMPERIALIST STRUGGLE!

The prisoners of the RAF September 1974




Appendix 13

¢+ s8s bah karlsruhe no 257 1612 1521 -

The Federal Prosecutom
at the Federal High Court

1 ste 1/74 16. December 1974

To the

President of the 2. Scnate

ot the High Court in Stuttgart
Mr. President of the High Court
Dr. PRINZING

Concern: Criminal proceedure against Andreas Baader and others
for murder, offence according to § 129 penal code and

others,

Reference: Letter of the lawyer Cr. Croissant from the 6. Dec. 74
1 ask,
to redect the motions which are named in the letter

went idued above

i adms ol the accused are Lo continue their crimipal activity
and to force their releasce cven though they are prisoners on re-
matid. To gain this there should be reached a situation of riots
4nd revolts inside of the jails by means of this motions. Would
the Federal Prosceutor Gffice close their cyes it would become
the handyman of (he tervorist s,

The contention is not true that the hungerstrike takes place
only to reach cendurable prison conditions. Better prison condi-
tions have been granted alrecady to the accused, more than usually
can be allowed under considerations of the aim of the detention
pending investigqation and the high sccurity risc.

Ommission boecause of bad copy .

-« brison walks. They also can play table-tennis. But up to now
they didn” ¢ make any use of thesc possibilities. The accused Baa-
Jerand Raspe also got similar conflnément conditions in the
swedantisme, Therefore only malicious people can maintain that the

Itisoners are living under solitary confinement. When the accused,

- Z20% -
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in view of these confinement conditions, call for new demands,
which must be seen cven by them and their solicitors as not to
fulfill - so confirms this aqgain that the hungerstrike, which
has been organised by them, has the only aim to blackmail the
constitutional state.

Furthermore the accuscd have to be kept away from common entor-
tainments with other prisoners. They will usc any new contact
to go ahead with their plans to escape and to stir up the other
prisoners. The paper which was found a few days ago in Stutt-
gart-Stammheim called "cell-paper no. roem 1" specaks for itself.
This danger which arrises form the accuses would even exist, if
it would be allowed that they spend their different recreation
times with chosen prisoners. In other repects I refer to the
comment of the prison authorities of Stuttgart-Stammheim. also
of following facts has to be reminded:

The accgsed have weakened themselves by the hungerstrike, that
they are in an extraordinary way endangered by infections. By
safe medical knowledge an infection could create  a situation
where the life of the accuscd would be in danger. Therefore they
have to be kept away from other prisoners at this time.

The prison regulations, which are existing for the female pri-
soners in West-Berlin can’t be applicd on the acoused who are
imprisoned in Stuttgart-Stammheim. The women who arve imprisones
in West-Berlin have recognized willingly to the prisor regula-
tions. Furthermorc they are not as dangerous as the ring-lceaders
who are kept in Stuttgart-Stammheim.

An abolishion of the special prison tracts for male and f{emale
prisoners is out of any question. The same goos for the motions
which have been made in this context. Besides, this Court iws
not competent for these motions.

Every basis for a meeting to discuss a changing of the pricon
conditions doesn’t exist. Neither the criminal proccedurc nor
the requlations for prisoners on remand are providing such
"negotiations” about single issues of prison regqulations.

Karlsruhe, 16. Septcmber 1974

AT RUAGHF-ND0,]

[




Appendix l4

Oemand to the prisoners to end the huyngerstrike page 2

FR (Frankfurter Rundschau) Thursday, February 5th, 1975

The full <tatement

"That's an order"

According to their lawyer, Klaus Croissant, the prisoners of the
Baader-Meinhot gang' Unssling, Baader and Raspe have ended Lheln

hunger- and thirststrike after a demand by the 'Red Army Faction'.

To the prisoners of the RAF

We ask you to end the fast now, although, for objective reasons -
the strength of the reactionary mobilisation here, the class
struggle of the capitalist class - and for subjective reasons -
the underdeveloped class struggle, the corruption of the organisa-~
tions of the proletariat and because of a weak revolutionary left
- the demand for the ;bolition of solitary confinement couldn't

be achieved.
That is an order.

The fact is that the possibilities for the left - to organise
solidarity as a weapon from their defensive role and their help-
lessness against the new fascism - are not sufficiently developed
in accordance with the structure of the guerilla and the policy
of the RAF. The strike has shown them their limits: the power-
lessness of political strategies which don't answer the question
of the initiative and the capability of action out of the
illegality, the necessity of armed struggle as the realisation
of proletarian internationalism here. You can see it in their
defeat in 1968 when we developed a great mobilisation: The
disunion, the sects, the corruption while BEING ON THE DEFENSIVE
will last.

-2 - "-206"’;

We say:
What could be achieve by the strike, as the last weapon of our
prisoners policy, has been achieved. Nothing further could be

gained by an escalation.

To concede that you go on - against the calculation of the state
propaganda: by the exemplary execution of imprisoned guerillas
BUCAUSE THEY FIGHT, ALWAYS FIGHT, AND FIGHT IN SPITE OF £VERY DHING
letting the resistance be seen as hopeless - means to sacrifice

you.
We take away Lhis weapon from you because the struggle of the
prisoners - out of the strength of power which has materialised -

can only be our case now, will be decided by our weapons.

We will win.

RAF 2 February 1975

XTouoeddw-nyqo)
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Appendix 15

Hungerstrike Declaration 29 March 1977

Gudrun Ensslin only wanted to pass on the demands today, not
the whole declaration during the trial. This has been prevented
in order to show that no connection exists between this trial
and the prison conditions.
‘He who has recognised his situation,
how should he be stopped?’

Recognising the fact that the state is leading a fight which
takes place under permanent emergency laws without any legal
backing

and

that 6 years of political justice have shown that the human and

fundamental rights during the strip searches, during the trials

against us, and inside the jails mean only lip-service.

Therefore we demand:

for the prisoners from anti-imperialist resistant groups, who

are struggling in the Federal Republic of Germany be treated in

accordance with the Minidum Guarantees of the fieneva Canvention

from 1949, especially art. 3 and 4, art. 17 and 130.

Especially we demand:

1. The abolition of isolation confinement and the isolation in
wmall qroups in the jail«a of the 1RO ad alao the gbolition
of the high security tracts, where prisoners are kept under
electronic surveillance in order that their discussions can

be interpreted.

At least for the political prisoners in Mamburg, Kaiserslautern,
Koln, Essen, Berlin, Straubing, Aichach and Stuttgart-Stammheim
this would mean that they could be together in groups of at
least 15 prisoners as it has been demanded by all doctors,

who have been heard and ordered by the courts, in all trials
against the RAF.

2. The investigation by an international commission into the
deaths of Holger Meins, Siegfried Hausner and Ulrike Meinhof

Also, that the work of this commission will be supported
and that the results of their findings will be published
in the FRG.

3. That ;he Government will make it public that the reports

—-the RAF had planned to place three bombs in the inner city
of Stuttgart (June 1972)

-the RAF had planned to make rocket attacks on crowded
football grounds during the soccer world championship in
summer 1974

-the RAF had planned to poison the drinking water of a big
city

-the RAF had stolen mustard gas and that they had planned
to use it (summer 1975)

-that the commando Holger Meins had blown up the building of
the embassy in Stockholm themselves (April 1975)

-the hAF had planned to contaminate the Bodensee with radio-
active waste

-the RAF had planned to attack nuclear power stations and that
they had planned to use nuclear, chemical and bacteriological
weapons -(since January 1976)

_the RAF had planned to attack a playground for children and
to take children as hostages (March 1977)

are products of a psychological war and that they have been
circulated to legitimise the rapidly growing apparatus of the
police and the security system. Also to stop the solidarity
of the reslstance groups, to isolate and Lo deslroy them;

that all these suggestions are false and that the inquiries
of the police, the secret service and of the justice agencies,

have never found any proof which could have founded theare,

The hungerstrike is the expression of our solidarity

- with the hungerstrike of the Palestinian resistance movement
to be recognised as prisoners of war
- with the hungerstrike of the IRA prisoners, who are imprisoncd

in Irish and British jails, to reach political status, which
had been abolished after the FRG had initiated the so-called

A !,')Uocuiy'-ngo,’

tantj-terrorism laws' on a European level

st




- with the demands for an amnesty in Spain for the prisoners of
the ETA and other anti-fascist groups

- with all those who have been captured in their struggle for
social revolution and national freedom

and

with all who have started to struggle against the violation of

human rights. Against the misery and the brutal expropriation

in the prisons of the FRG.

Arm the resistance

Organise the resistance

Fight the anti-imperialist struggle in an offensive way

Stammheim, 29 March 1977

for the prisoners from the RAF

.—20? —_



Appendix 16

PROTOCOL OF A VISIT AND AN INVESTIGATION BY PROF. SCHRODER
ON 26.4.77

The occasion was:

Yesterday at 4 o'clock the tract suddenly filled with a group
of at least 15 people, amongst them the prison governors Nusser
and Schreitmuller, prison doctor Henck, medics and two officers
from the Ministry of Justice.

The decision was to force feed Gudrun (Ensslin) immediately
since her life was in 'acute danger' and force feeding could be
applied even against her will. Asked what their statement of
‘acute danger to life' was based on and where there was a single
shred of evidence, Henck and Nusser answered: by appearance.

Henck, who three weeks ago had still refused to use force feed-
ing, sweated now, was in panic, twisted, saying that the law
demanded it - subsequently he had to admit that there was no
single premise for the use of this law nor could he verify his
statement since he had not examined Gudrun, and since she will
not let him examine her. The situation is deadlock: either an
investigation or immediate force feeding with the use of force.
The proposal by Prof. Schroder - one of the experts called by
the court - to set up an investigation, (is debated) a phone call
is made and he says that he will come the following morning. We
clarify for Nusser etc. that Gudrun and us will protest since
the present measures prove that they have decided rather to
murder prisoners than to fulfill the minimal demands made by the
experts; and that the order to break resistance with force
results in exactly a situation in which they produce the acute
danger to life, or rather make it possible - a conscious action/
measure since conditions after 4 weeks of hungerstrike are such
that every use of force constitutes an acute danger to life.

It is Nusser's job to clarify these facts for the Ministry of
Justice and to let them know that they will be rid of the hunger-
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strike immediately if they give an assurance to enlarge the
group within a certain time-span and to enlarge the tract.

After about an hour's negotiation, the talks ended with the
assurance by Nusser and Schreitmuller to submit our proposals
to the Ministry of Justice.

26.4 At 8 o'clock in the morning Schroder comes to Gudrun.

She tells him what happened yesterday and explains the situation:
an order of force feeding with the use of force would immediately
lead to an acute danger to life, and would make it possible at
that point in time when force was used in the process of feeding.
She declared that force feeding was certain as we were going to
defend ourselves against it and that the consequences would be
fatal as long as the prison conditions did not change (see the
information as given by Friedland to Henck).

He (Schroder) leaves with the assurance to her (Gudrun):

- that he will say that force feeding against the will of
the prisoners will change potential danger to life to
acute danger to life

- that there can be no doubt about a free process of decision
making (by the prisoners)

- that he recommends that they (the Ministry of Justice)
consider again the hungerstrike demands and the opinions

of the experts.

Afterwards T Lalk with him in order to clarify the medical side,
what is Gudrun's constitution generally, and now after four weeks
of hungerstrike -

and that force feeding with the use of force means that not only
is it useless, but that the process during which the inevitable
reaction of doctors, medics and warders, the brutality engendered
by fear and panic - as shown by the reports from Hamburg - produce
immediately, acute danger to life, even the first time. What
usually happens is that severe injuries to prisoﬁers are described
as 'medical measures' just as - to recall to mind - the withdrawal
of water from Andreas in the summer of '73 in Schwalmstadt, had
been ordered as a 'medical measure' under the supervisinn nf




Appendix 17

We give the follawing Declaration of prisoners from the RAF
in Stammheim 30.4.77:

Ouring the last few days, all attempts to break the hungerstrike,
of over 100 prisoners at the last count, by means of force feed-
ing and extreme brutality - in Hamburg-Holstenglacis (prison) -
have failed. After the prison doctors in Stammheim and the
anaesthetists who were called in, refused yesterday, to administer
tranquilisers or anaesthetics to the prisoners, the prison

doctor told us today, 30.4.77, at 12.00 of the 'binding declara-
tion of the Justice Ministry' that ‘with regard to the demands i
of medical experts, an immediate concentration of political
prisoners - i.e. prisoners under para. 129, also from other
Federal States - would be effected in Stammheim, as well as an
enlargement of the present prison tract‘.

This decision is based on a decision by the cabinet.
It fulfills the central demand of the hungerstrike, the prisoners

of the RAF end their strike.

‘He who is not afraid to be quartered, pulls the emperor from
his horse.!

Gudrun Ensslin

for the prisoners from the RAF

i

- 243 -

Hempfler and Dagenhardt, for the purpose of breaking the hunger-
strike.

This means therefore, that the measures taken by the Ministry of
Justice contributed to an escalation of the situation for which
they are responsible: it is they who create an acute danger to
life. His (Schroder‘'s) opinion, which is expected to be in the
affirmative or the negative, cannot comment on force feeding

but has to focus precisely on this decisive point which will
force a decision: either they want dead prisoners or they comply
with the demands of the experts, including him as well.

Both these possibilities come i:nder the single and sole respon-
sibility of the Ministry of Justice. It is a question of days.
For, according to his opinion and judgement: Gudrun can die
within.a few days. To which I have to say that force feeding

is precisely the means to accelerate her death. It is his job,
his function, as an officially appointed expert, to clarify this
fact in all its poignancy to those who are responsible.

We did not further discuss other information which he had: the
hungerstrike, or force feeding can or is being used to enforce
psychiatric treatment by means of psychopharmacutical drugs, in
other words, a psychiatric labelling of prisoners who are
evidently not ‘*psychiatrically ill' or in any way restricted
from 'exercising their free will in decision making‘. Another

way of getting rid of them eventually.

At 11.00 a.m. Henck comes into the tract. No force feeding.
He reproduces his discussion with Schroder and states that
Schroder had said there was no acute danger to life. In the
evening news, this appears as 'force feeding not necessary',
and: he had 'pressurised Schroder at gunpoint' to intervene
immediately at the highest level. Nothing below that - where
he is right. So Schroder immediately asked for an appointment
with Bender (State Justice Minister) and obtained it.

Then: he telephoned friedland (prison doctor) in Hamburg who
told him that he had ccased force feeding yesterday, that no-one



resulted in broken teeth (Werner Hoppe), injurlies, bruising,
tubes piercing the lung. He couldn't continue and all the
others (prison doctors) had refused. This meant for him, Henck,
that he would also refuse to carry out force feeding under
resistance from Gudrun or from us. It had become clear to him
since he'd heard it from Friedland. 1he fact that Friedland had
had to stop force feeding because of the resistance of the
prisoners constitutes an admission that force feeding with the
use of force maximises the danger to life to an incalculable
degree - and that at least 5 prisoners had been gravely injured
as a result of orders of the Ministry of Justice - 'medical
measures' - and in response to demands which concern exclusively,
conditions of imprisonment and which are incontestable, in other
words based on scientific investigations by experts appointed by
the courts.

(See: reports by prisoners in Hamburg on the force feedings.)

The reason for calling Schroder is simply this, simply to let

him know the facts - the increased danger to life as a result of
the instructions of the Ministry of Justice - and that it becomes
clear at all levels, that nothing other than an agreement to the
demands of the experts can prevent the death of prisoners and

end the hungerstrike.

P.5. This is the news that was published in all daily papers,
compared with the actual events: at 16.30 hours it was
known in Stammheim that Gudrun would not be force fed, at
19.00 hours the ZDF says in its news: that Gudrun is being
force fed.

Only at 21.00 hours is it said that there is no force feed-
ing yet ‘'as Gudrun surprisingly had agreed to an examination'.

Such timing in the spreading of false news launched by the
Federal Prosecutor's Office (previously) 'that Ulrike had

committed suicide by hanging'. The news was broadcast at

07.38 a.m., 4 minutes after she had been found in her cell
by a warder and before a doctor had been called.

I. Schubert, 26.4.77
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Appendix 18

DECLARATION OF THE PRISONERS FROM THE RAF

In the course of the week we heard from a member of Amnesty
International that the attempt at mediation undertaken by the
International Uxecutive Committee in order to demand humane
privon conditions corresponding to the demands of the doctors
and to end the hungerstrike, have been broken off. The reason
is that "the situation has hardened totally"

and

"that the authorities throughout are taking the line to make

an cxample of the prisoners following the attacks on the office
of the Public Prosecutor and Ponto".

This.according to announcements of Rebmann (Federal Prosecutor).

The prisoners have consequently interrupted their strike after
the 26th day. So as not to facilitate the planning of murder.
They (the prisoners) have taken this decision after they have
openly been declared hostages of the state security system -

and after a deliberation of the efforts undertaken by the govern-
ment to prevent evidence being made available to substantiate

the complaint to the Human Rights Commission in Strasburg about
the violation of human rights in the Federal Republic by means

of arrests, searches and confiscations at the borders.

Stammheim, 2.9.77
Jan Carl Raspe
for the prisoners from the RAF
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Appendix 19

Rungerstrike declaration 20 April 1979

Our hungerstrike is against the permanent and total solitary
confinement which has to be seen as part of the state's strateqgy
of destroying the prisoners of the armed fighting anti-imperialist
qroups. - The mast evident expression of thia strateqgy now, i-
the project of the Federal Prosecutor's Office (BAW), Federal
Bureau of Investigation (BKA) and the different Ministries of
Justice of the Federal States, to isolate us in special cells in
which the experiences of eight years solitary confinement have
been worked out and have been put into practice: concrete bunkers
free from any noises with windows of bulletproof glass which
can't be opened; doors which don't allow a circulation of air
and an air condition which creates different variations of
pressure; all day glaring artificial light; the sink, W.C., the
mirror out of iron; security furniture, the floor is just con-
crete. Many of such solitary confinement cells are placed in

a high security unit which is hermetically sealed from the rest
of the prison. There is no possibility of contact between the
prisoners in their isolated cells. The recreation time outside
takes place in a cage of concrete which is covered by wire mesh,
which shows no significant differences to the cells. 1In Celle,
Straubing and Stammheim the prisoners are already living in such
bunkers of solitary confinement; in Berlin, Lubeck, Ossendorf
and in other jails similar units have been built or tested.

The establishing of such machines of destruction is the consequence
of the state, out of the realisation that the prisoners couldn't
be broken by the hitherto existing methods of solitary confine-
ment and that the murders of Ulrike, Andreas, Gudrun, Jan,
Ingrid which have been disguised as suicide and the attempted
murder of Irmgard, are for the political aims of the Federal

Government.

The realisation of the concept of the 'model Germany', of the
Social Democratic Party in Western Europe and beyond, to secure
"the inner peace" - a political concept to be legitimised through .
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direct elections Lo the European Parliament by the west European
people - has been counter-productive and that's still the case,

as ¢.qg. Kohl's appearance on the television in the Netherlands

has shown. (That certainly doesn't exclude that the Federal
Government would liquidate prisoners if there was an escalation

of the situalion as a result of military actlons by the guerilla.)

The prisoners who refuse to end the fight and who don't agree to
the deal of the so-called 'resocialisation', when they abjure or
collaborate, will be crushed physically and psychologically in
the newly built isolation bunkers in such a way that when they

do emerge they will in no way be able to form a resistance - that
their condition will make it appear as near impossible that they
will in future be able again to play an active role within the
anti-imperialist struggle. This is according to the Hamburg
Senator of Justice Dahrendorf, who cynically formulated the aim

of the counter-strategy.

We demand:

- abolition of the high security wings

- regulations of imprisonment for the prisoners of the anti-
imperialist groups which is in accordance with the minimum
guarantees of the Geneva Convention

- a merging of these prisoners into groups which comply with
the demands of the medical examiners

- the release of Gunter Sonnenberg, who as a result of his
head injuries is unfit for imprisonment

- supervision of the prison conditions by international humanit-

arian boards/organisations.

In Ireland, Spain, Italy, Austria, Switzerland, France and Israel
prisoners are fighting against prison conditions by which their
political identity should be broken and that they should be
physically neutralised - prison conditions whose introduction

has been established in most of the cases, by the FRG.

Our hungerstrike is part of this struggle and the expression of

our solidarity with all prisoners who have started to carry out

resistance in the prisons.

The prisoners of the RAF in Qerlin
20 April 1979

al XIpuaudy-ndo

Appendix 1

We, the prisoners of the Red Army Faction, again take up the
collective hungerstrike.

Wwe will never cease to fight against the torture, the open and
hidden destruction, against the whole institutionalised strategy
applied to crush our identity.

The aim of the state: to force the disintegration of our collec-
tive structures énd the political unity of our group by planned
and systematically selective programmes of imprisonment, that is
total isolation, lsolation in small groups within the highly
perfected 'high security' isolation wings, and so-called
'integration'. This aim of the state will not be achieved, and
it will also not be possible for the state to ignore the protest
of a national and international public, of the International
Commission and Amnesty International.

The state cannot reach its goal because the very real experience
that this state is willing to perform every kind of inhumnaity
was part of the reality that made us stand up and take up arms.

In a situation where we have for years been isolated from each
other, cut off from all political movements and developments and
from the outside world - in this situation we are determined to
make this separation come to an end by using the one effective
means that we have: to fight for the conditions necessary for a

collective process of learning and working.

We demand:
The minimal guarantees of the Geneva Convention 1 be applied to
the prisoners of the RAF and other anti-imperialist resistance
groups, that is to say:
- that those prisoners be able to associate under conditions

that make interaction possible; this means the abolition of the

1) Article 75 of the Geneva Convention of 1949 lays down the fundamental guaran-
tees to be accorded to 'persons who are in the power of a party to the conflict®

- that is to say prisoner of war status. The 1949 Convention relates to prisoners
who are captured as a result of an international conflict. The additional )
protocols of 1977 cover armed conflicts which are not of an international charac-
ter, this means that combatants of the anti-imperialist resistance movements of
national liberation struggles and urban auerilla warfare heinn waned in tha Third
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control of all communications electronically, acoustically and
optically which takes place within units of isolation that are
sound/light/alir conditioned. 2)
- that conditions of imprisonment are independently controlled
by the International Commission for the Protection of Prisoners
and against conditions of isolation.
- that Gunter Sonnenberg be released as his physical recovery
from braln damage cannot take place under conditions of

isolation imprisonment. 3)

There is nothing mysterious about the measures that are taken
against us: we are prisoners of war with the status of hostages.

Each time the confrontation escalated, a cadre of the RAF was
executed: Holger, Siegfried, Ulrike. At the time of 1977 the
political and military offensive of the RAF demonstrated that the
enormous efforts of repression used to extinguish the RAF had not
been effective., It was then that the 'Special Co-Ordinating
Committee' of the US National Security Council decided on a
'final solution*': the executidon of Andreas, Gudrun, Jan, Nina

and of our brothers and sisters of the group Martyr Halimeh.

By killing those comrades the state attempted to extinguish all
traces of their fight. Their example, their continuity, it was
an attempt to put out the flame before the whole forest caught
fire; an attempt to take away from the people in the metropolis
all hope for liberation,

Torture and the murder of political prisoners as well as executions
on the street are now not only matters of police tactics within
a state that is the direct inheritor of fascism: its aims and

2) The West German state applies special programmes of imprisonment only
against those prisoners who come from militant anti-imperialist resistance
groups. These prisoners are subjected to isolation, torture in the silent cellg
of the new 'high security wings' - many for over 4 years, with no association
periods at all, some with absolutely no exercise period either. The isolation
cells are air-conditioned, soundproofed, white-walled and constantly lit. Sur-
veillance of the prisoners is total, cameras and microphones are stationed in
each cell, on each wing and around exercise yards. If prisoners do have associq
tion it is behind a partition window of bullet-proof glass. Visits are for 1
hour per month in similar conditions if permitted at all. Strip searches take
place for prisoners & visitors before & after. any visit or association. The
state has acknowledged the political content of their struggle by the methods
it employs to try to crush it.

3) Gunter Sonnenberg was arrested 1n 1977 & during the arrest was shot 1n the
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methods have remained constantly the same. But now German
imperialism starts on its third run (for world power) not as the
oppanent but the ally of US$ capital, nat alone but functioning
within US foreign policy, and it is of the utmost jmportance for
the state to destroy the militant prisoners and the entire move-
ment of resistance. West Germany has since 1945 been the main
base for the aggressive policy of the US - militari{ly, politically
and economically - and it is of the utmost Importance for the West
German state to destroy all resistance which directly attacks the

state and raises the question of power.

The Nato High Command directs the torture and murder of political
prisoners as well as the assassination squads in Turkey, Ireland,
Italy and Spain, and through the West German Federal Criminal
Bureau (BKA) 4) and the Secret Service they attempt to enforce
these methods of repression to be used in all Western European
countries. It was this same Nato High Command which recently sent
a directive to governments stating that they should disregard an
international survey which presented evidence of torture being
applied to political prisoners, and gave orders that the demand
for political status for militant prisoners should not be granted.
Finally, that all directives concerning a co-ordinated strategy

to criminalise revolutionary resistance should be paid immediate

attention.

Against the human face of resistance - from the naive humanitarianism
of the Movement for Disarmament and then the Anti-Nuclear Power
Movement to the Youth Revolt, the Anti-vietnam War Opposition up

to the Guerilla Resistance.

Against these movements of resistance the state has one sclution:

a programme of total violence, brutality, poverty and genocide.

A programme which is disturbed by this humanity of resistance and
against which they have nothing to offer but the face of murderers.

The state projects onto the Guerilla the crimes which the state
itself is perpetrating against the people: the poisoning of
mynicipal water supplies, nuclear fall-out, germ warfare. They
project their crimes away from themselves in order that the fears

4) BKA - Bundeskriminalant



they produce in people are deflected away from realising the

true cause. To stifle the resistance that might arise from the
people grasping the real reasons for their fears. The escalation
of propaganda against the RAF is carried out to make sure that
militant politics - disarmament, against the militarisation of

all areas of }life, against the army being on the streets as it

was 35 years ago - will not develop solidarity with the guerilla,
to prevent them making the experience we make, that the exercise

of illegal resistance is the one liberated zone for the resistance
in Wwest Germany. That illegal resistance creates the possibilities

for action.

The state exposes its weaknesses by its reactions, shows its
points of vulnerability and gives us our opportunity to accelerate
the process of disintegration by sustained action and push the
state to a point of crisis. It is not we who bring about the
transformation of the state to facism where the state of emergency
becomes legal. This process is implicit within the capitalist
system and has its own inevitability.

The Capital is creating for itself the ways and means for its
worldwide aggressive reconstruction and we - all of us that want
liberation, responsibility and that want to act and live as
people - we in the countries from whence the expansion of capital
is planned and carried out have to be prepared to halt this
offensive, at this point we must form ourselves into a political
barrier that can prevent the US from launching its offensive and
which can finally bring about the overthrow of US imperialism.

If the militant left can grasp this lesson from imperialism's
defeats - namely that its power disappears when its viclence is
not feared any more - if the militant left can learn this, it
will have solved the whole mystery of imperialist omnipotence.

One thing is certain: solidarity cannot be forced, nor can it be
closed down like a bank account. Solidarity is the practical
expression of the consciousness of every individual with the
understanding that individual and collective liberation are not
contradictory as the apologists for the fulfillment of individua-
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listic needs would have us believe. Their relation is dialectic
Jjust as the liberation of people here cannot be separated from
the liberation of the Third world.

Solidarity becomes real and powerful as proletarian internation-
alism, That means that we attack our common enemy US i{mperialism
wherever we confront it in its strategic positions. Solidarity
is the basis on which all levels of anti-imperialist struggle

become united.

Our hungerstrike is the expression of our solidarity:

- with the prisoners of the IRA and INLA and their determined
and sustained struggle and in their hungerstrike for political
status

- with the prisoners of the Red Brigades; with their battle
against the strategy of annihilation in which they took over
the political initiative

- with the struggle of the Palestinian prisoners for P.0.W. status

- with all prisoners who have begun resistance within the prisons
and who are fighting for self-determination.

MAKE ARMCD RESISTANCE ORGANTSLC ILLEGALITY
FOR A STRONG ANTI-IMPERIALIST MOVEMENT IN WESTERN EURQOPE

6.2.81 PRISONERS OF THE RAF
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TAPE RECORDS OF TELEPHONE CONVERSATION ON 15TH/16TH APRIL 1981
BETWEEN A REPRESENTATIVE OF THE RAF PRISONERS AND THE MEDIATOR.

in the course of the conversation A=Mediator B=Representative of

the prisoners
PART 1

A (hchmudu)l) was personally engaged, has said, so, people gave
me guarantees, it's not possible for reasons of state. The
first step has to come from the opposite side, so that the
public cannot say we are open to blackmail.

Now Schmude said, I act as guarantor, dear Justice Minister
and colleagues, you tell me, and I take you by your word. I
now transfer the whole matter to Mr. (mediator), with the
authority to speak in my name, and I could use that.

A: This means now, that in contrast to former negotiations when
concessions were made by Regional Ministers and a hungerstrike
was stopped and the promises were not kept; e.g. Sonnenberg.
And there are other examples. In this case Schmude and I are
in between, which is different from before.

A: It isn't simple, a majority of Federal State Governments who
say we want 3 genuine solution. these states are on the same

side as Schmude.

A: The Ministry of Justice has said that the Federal Prosecution
will do everything to remove the obstacles.

PART 11
B: Now we are coming to the whole offer,.

A: Yes. Let us begin geographically in the north.

1) Schmude - Government spokesman

S —LLS -

In Lubeck (Lauerholz) there are at the moment four women -
after Fray Eckes has been released we heard from Kiel that
Angelika Speitel should be moved from Cologne to there.

Three weeks ago there was a concession that Verena Becker
could also be moved there, but this was suddenly met with
resistance for which we never received a genuine explanation.
1 interpreted as such because we have no idea. The case of
Verena Becker thereby remains open, at the moment she s in

Kassel.

fFrau Becker should probably then, come to Frankfurt- Preunqesheim
with frau Hofmann and f rau Barabau, who have both been given

this undertaking.

Then Frau Becker - first we have to try to bring her to Kiel,
i.e. .Lubeck - should this nol succeed, we will try to bring

her to Berlin, to the group that is in Berlin, and where due

to the special relations that exist - let's directly use names -
Schmude, Vogel and Meyer, most can be expected. Herr Schmude
has told me, I do not see any difficulties.

Then there is Celle, niedersachsen (administration) told Herr
Schmude this afternoon, very clearly, that we have the same
objective. We have accepted the same policy of forming small
groups of 4-6 prisoners who can associate daily for at least
four hours, joint exercise, joint sports facilities. etc.
Within the quota for niedersachsen they are prepared to take

on even more.

In Berlin, one could say, no difficulties exist, as the offers
have existed before women were there, have joint association
etc. Berlin is a positive solution which we have and then
there is the flexibility, according to Herr Schmude, to move

one or other prisoners to Berlin.

Nordrhein-Westfalen has indicated clearly, even in writing,
that after the cessation of the hungerstrike they will examine
a positive change. As concerns the applications, we know from
the promise of Herr Schmude, what is mcant by them and that
we will do it. Which means Wackernagel and Ali Jansen from

werl, Rolf Heissler from Straubing.



A: Schneider (Gert?) and Gunter Schneider will be part of a

group of four in Cologne-Ossendorf with conditions similar to
those in Berlin, There is a problem in Nordrhein-Westfalen,
this {s Herr Wisniewski. This has not been solved yet and
cannot be so, quickly. Wisniewski, who is now accused in the
Schleyer proceedings, cannot be locked up together with Rolf i
Heissler, because Heissler is also involved In the proceedings i
and has already been promised a transfer to Cologne-Ossendorf.

The judge from the OLG (Regional Supreme Court) Dusseldorf,

Mr. Wagner, is responsible. He clearly stated that he can't

agree to an association with Heissler. This is formal argu-

ment, which we cannot refute, 1 think.

it is important that Herr Wagner, the judge, clearly said to
the lawyer: I confess that basically Herr Wisniewski is the
one with the worst remand conditions and that we have to find :
a solution. But in this context 1 got the certain promise |
from Herr Schmude that he takes it for granted that the
solution which is being sought, will leave no prisoner in

single isolation. This is the premise, and probably the most
important sentence I will say to you - this is the premise
from which Schmude and I negotiate.

That means: there is therefore a green light in Nordrhein-
Westfalen, a pulling together of the Federal Minister of
Justice, who does not have the legal but the moral and political
authority and the authority of Justice in Nordrhein-Westfalen.
And this jo also impartant <ince Lhe Judgements against
Wackernagel and Schneider are now legally enforceable and

Judge Wagner is no longer the responsible executive, decisions
have to be taken by the Justice authorities.

Now Frankfurt: Frau Hofmann and Frau Barabas should be
integrated - 1 don't know who invented the expression - in
tandem, into normal prison conditions.

50 "tandem" would mean that they can associate together and
exercise together, but under normal prison conditions.
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So that it is no small group isolation. Minute group isolation.
That is the solution which is being considered positively and
which is the condition under which this solution shall be
operated. They still ponder and debate, whether this solution
is not good all the same, and they are trying to convince

Kiel to bring them to Lauerhof near Lubeck, because there is
actually space there.

That's the perversion - that meanwhile our side argues with

the high security tracts, isn't it, that is really bad.

Baden-Wurttemberg is prepared to build a group of four, meaning
Knut Folkerts, Siegfried Haag, Roland Meyer and Gunter
Sonnenberg. In Stammheim.

Do you have, I mean, that was one of the original demands,
Sonnenberg is & special case. The thing is probably known
to me} the question of unfitness for confinement, yes, and
the demand, the demand was: for a release, because it had to
be assumed that the injuries that occurred as a consequence
of the shot in the head can only be healed by normal con-
ditions, which became evident in the example of Dutschke -

only thus was recovery possible.

No. The question of ability or disability for confinement

of Mr. Sonnenberg was not discussed in this context.

That Mr, Sonnenberg actually is the problem for the whole
group of the hungerstrikers, the problem prisoner no. 1, whom
cverybody asks about: what about CGuntoer Lonoeoberg? 1 he
isn't integrated into the group of four, nothing happens.

Mr. Eyrich knows this and also Mr. Schmude - and Mr. Schmude

said this will happen in Stuttgart.

Mr. Rossner in Straubing, he stopped, because he was in
mortal fear, and heard about the current negotiations, and
said: That he wanted to have to experience them, the
negotiations. The special problem is that no transfer
application for Mr. Rossner has been made, because his
lawyer Mr. P. is in Italy, has fallen ill there, and Rossner
actually has no defence for the moment. I spoke with Mr.



Schmude about this, Mr, Schmude said: | stand by my word
that when we have finished no-one will remain in isolation,
and that nobody will punish him now for

(a) he has stopped the hungerstrike and

(b) he has no defence.

Part 111

: From Bonn I talk with Mr. (representative of the prisoners)

at this moment, Thursday, 16 April at 3.40 p.m., and announce
to Mr. (representative of the prisoners) that after the
cessation of the hungerstrike, Mr. Schmude will personally
represent those cascs, where judicial arguments still prevent
a coming together in larger groups, he will make a commitment
as he has always said before, that none of the prisoners who
have broken off their hungerstrike will remain in isolation.

So far these were the words of Mr. Schmude.
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Appendix 25

After the terminatifon of the hunger- and thirst-strike on
September 2nd, here in Hamburg, on the morning of the next day,
the common association/joint yard hour/bathing were permitted,

in the same form as had been practised up to our transfer to
Stammheim in July and, as it had been promised by Senator Meyer
during the strike. We spoke extensively with Or. Garlach on
Saturday/Sunda about the necessary medical treatment for our
recovery after the strike; he was responsible for these measures.
on September 3rd we were also moved from the observation cells
to the old ones - four normal cells adjoining each other.

Monday, September 5th between 6.30 and 7 p.m. I learned from

the radio that Schleyer had possibly been kidnapped, which was
confirmed in the following news announcements. Around 11.00 p.m,
the Inspector appeared on duty, accompanied by six uniformed
jailers, and he explained that my radio would be taken away on
the order of the Prison Director. There were no other measures
during that night. On the morning of September 6th, 1 wanted

to make contact with Wolfgang Beer: "Kontaktsperre" (contact ban)
was the scanty answer from the station officer. VYard hour also
only alane. I had not been in the yard for long (I had just
spoken to a doctor about the nourishment), when around 9}15 a.m.
a fairly large crowd of prison warders stormed into the cell,
around them a confusion of diverse heads of departments, higher
ranks of the prison administration and civil officials whose
identity and function were not disclosed.

I was ordered to go with them, with that I was nearly dragged
out of the cell, without the possibility of even putting on my
shoes. Then brought into the cell no. 5 in the security station,
which is just near the central office. Two prison officers and
one of the civil officials came with me into the cell - the
officers then ordered me to strip. The civil official didn't

say one word during the whole procedure - he neither answered

my demand to show his card, nor my question whether he was from




the BKA: he just stared at me - as if he wanted to frighten me.
After the procedure the three of them went... from the corridor
I could hear the noise of their activity - the searching of our

old cells.

After more than 2 hours and repeated demands to explain how long
1 was going to stand in the empty, dirty hole without shoes,
wearing only pants and a shirt, reduced by the hunger- and
thirst-strike - 1 was finally informed at 11.30 a.m. that I would
stay there. Shortly after I got my things - my papers, only
partly - one report of mine about the forced feeding was taken
away because of so-called 'untruth'. The cell I had been locked
in is permanently supervised from the nearby central office.

The cells to the right and the left were empty. Pcneath and
beyond also no-one except warders. The part of the yard beneath
the window had been locked fo the others - to prevent contacts,
Actually there was no possible contact left to me. I couldn't
speak to anybody: except prison staff. Ouring the same night

the terror began which a certain number of the warders of the
night duty had chosen as their task: bangs and kicks against the
door, loud talking about what should be done with us - variations
about kinds of death, to shoot us or to hang us were the mostly
repeated ones - in such a way that I could not fail to hear it,
or direct threats through the door: "you pig, soon we come and

give you the k.o." and so on.

The prison management was fanatically trying to prevent any
contact, to cut me off from any information: when during the
yard hour a prisoner appeared at the window, the tower warder at
once called to the station to take him away; newspapers lying in
the central office awaiting distribulion were removed when I was
led into the yard, radios were turned down even if they could
barely be heard in the corridor. The director of this section
threatened me with the cutting off of the yard hour altogether
when I had stopped once only briefly in the yard. The person I
had wanted to talk to was not allowed to come again after the
two talks we'd had at the end of September.

The total isolation since 6.9.77 is directed at producing a
stress which will destroy - and you have to see that after the
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cutting off of all contacts to the outside world, no radio, no
newspapers, that after this the separation from the other guerilla

prisoners is only an added bestiality. This is my experience in
these weeks - and clear that this aim of destroying me would be
achieved, if you didn't fight against it. In view of the possible
exchange it {s the police tactic to attempt to destroy all the
prisoners: without the consequences which would follow an open

execution in this situation.

That it wasn't even worse than threats and insults from certain
warders in these weeks of contact ban, lay only in the threat
that this would have consequences for Schleyer.

The sharpening of the stress was continued with irregular observa-
tion through the cell spyhole - sometimes only every hour, some-
times every ten minutes - and with switching on the cell light '
at night. And then on October 2nd the medical treatment after

the strike, medicine and extra food, were abruptly stopped.

From thereon there was only the usual diet - much too little,

even though malnutrition could clearly be seen (only after 2

weeks could I manage to get extra soup) - and the medicine we

got without examination before through the prison doctor, vitamins
and so on - we now only got after examination. I rejected this
because it is only information for the State Security.

Shopping is forbidden.

The only information I got officially during the time from
September 6th until October 18th 1977 were:

On September 13th through an officer from the BKA during a
questioning of the prisoners: that I belonged to the 1l prisoners
whose release was demanded

and in the afternoon of October 18th, through the prison doctor -
after being locked in a control cell: that after the 'liberation

of the hostages®' Andreas, Jan and Gudrun had 'committed suicide',
and that Irmgard had attempted it, and that the supervision now
should prevent new 'suicides'. The comparison with Brigitte Schulz
in the Israeli prison is evident: the only information she got

in the one year was: Ulrike (Meinhof) had committed suicide.



In the night to October 16th | had heard that an ultimatum had
expired - the threat against my life increased. Ouring the
action | had been expecting my execution all the time - not by
flipped out warders, but by the Secret Services, in case the
Government would reject the appeals; but in this night T took it
as possible that one of the warders who again and again had
shouted that 1 had to be hung, would flip out. The night of
October 18th on the other hand was calmer then. wWhat had
happened during that night T heard in pieces from the prisoner:
in the yard next morning. In the night to October 18th from

7 p.m. on I was watched much more intensively than in the time
before - sometimes not more than a minute went by until the
spyhole wad opened and closed again, and in difference Lo the
usual insults no word was spoken. WHO was watching me I don't
know. In the central office, where usually some warders are,
whose talks 1 can hear, it was unusually silent this night.

Because of these occurrences in the darkness and since I knew
that a decision for or against the commando's demand had to
happen soon, I prepared myself for an attack in this night: the
situation, the atmosphere was clearly recognisable as dangerous
for me.

The most often heard sentence in these weeks was: "So hang
yourself finally" and mostly adding: "Alone he won't do it, one
has to... help him" or similar suggestions.

The whole arrangement - the total supervision on one side - and
the declaration of Justice Ministers and high functionaires on
the other - unworthy of a human being - continuing supervision
couldn't hinder someon decisive from committing suicide - that
means for me that more executions camouflaged as suicides are
possible... Part of this arrangement is that I found in the tool
pocket of a boiler suit which I had just got from the prison
authorities - the broken blade of a knife about 10 cm long
sharpened to a point - this was in the end of October, 2 or 3
days after the trousers had been given to me by one of the
officers. I can't say whether the blade had already been there
or whether it had been put there afterwards, when I wasn't in
my cell and wasn't wearing the suit - anyway I do exclude that

it was there by mere 'accident': because everything I get is
checked through very thoroughly. (I threw it out of the window,
since I had no contact to a lawyer or to a prisoner whom I

could have told atout it before making a report to the prison

warders)...

In the night from October 21lst to 22nd at about 12 o'clock I
heard a low sound at the door of which I took little notice.
Shortly after, 1 dooked at the door and saw a noose hanging
outside: tied in such a way as ropes are as used for hanging.
I don't know who had hung it there. About two hours later it

was qone - also then 1 couldn't see who did {t.

TS —
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Apeendix 25b

r .
Cuenter uoE..nu.voq together with Yerena Bec. ¢, shot down snd

sfresve [y nges he 3rd of April 1977. Since that time .
Cuenter has been in isolatiom.

Several tires Guentor Ras goce om hunger-otrike, because its
sbaolutely vital for him to have buzan contact, to recover from .
his bead irjury. -

dsy after his bungerstrike oa the 24.1.79 in Stamrheim Guenter
m" «ﬂwnuhn:‘na to nmm hospital of the prison Bruchsel. This meant
total isolation for him. Fhea }) other prisoners also went on
kurgerstrike in solidarity with Guenter, Justice Finister Dr.
Eyrich from the Justice ministry 3Saden-Juertitemberg promised
norzal prison conditions for Guenter, once he had recovered from
the hurgersatrike, . .- . -

After te stopped his hungerstrike on the 9.)., Guenter was trans-

ferred to the prison hospitsl Hohenasperg. He stayed thére until -

,«uoum.u.aovaauuao-nnmﬂ:nwuuw.znwo.nﬂnvonn cuzuun.-v.nn.u
on his proaised "corzal® prison conditions. . A

thomse Pischer, lawyer 28.3.1980

FRESS STATEVERT o N

»-nw-n-nuun.u»l«n-.onn:!..n.nmogoagnan :nbn. «ouivonnaro
followirg: . -

On the 19.3.80 zy clieant was transferred fros Hohenasperg into

the prison in Bruchsal.

Alresdy on the 9.3.79 tbe Justice ministry Baden-Wuerttemberg

verbally gzve the followirg assurgace for the future prison con- .
ditions of &y client: :

sCuscter Somnenterg receives the normal prison conditions wo—- .
risccers, especially: -, "
v- te ::m rot be put 1nto & speciel wing, but in‘s umudhu wing_ -
- porcal exercise and cozzon lelsure-activities -. . - e hE

No specisl selection of vn»uunnnu. in ‘F»u group. .

‘The only restrictions opposed to tbe ordinary conditions are:

4 buildirg-sise secured cell (no skirting board ete.) Lo
- cortrsll after contacts with other prisocers, but only through
search ty hand (?), (no urdressirg or changing of clothes) .

At Pirst ro psrticipation in football gaces, 83 far as this was

dangerous dow-cuo of, the hLead injury (this epplied only for the

period before the braa-operstion of sy client, which xzsxelready
Lappered 6 zoDths 8go)". -

Thfs agzurances were already not cozplied with in Hohenasperd. -
Appropriate applications by the deferce, association for exs2ple,
were arsvered with the reszson, that Foberasperg was s prison hospital
s0 association didn't exist there anywey.

1n several press reports in January and Fedbruary of this year the .
prison situition of zy cliect in Hoherasperg was presented as quite
$1d3ll1c. Also the rnews a3 beirg spread that Guenter Sonnenberg
would soon be trar$ferred to 3ruchsal and there would be put into
porcel conditions.

But tre reality lnoka totally different.

‘= n 0 possibilities for work, o:..m«. n.o:«mn.« work

-2 -

..Z:«\I 7 vv
The ealready soci.. 1solation in Hohenasperg was now/tigchtened up in
Bruchsal trat we <&n only talk about a nearly total isolatiom of
Guerter Sonnepbe:g. . - .
For exazples "
~ No exercise in the yard with the prisoners fros his wing, but with
five to ten selec:ed priscners who are not allowed to talk to oy .
cliect. . o .

- Bno association with other prisoners

- no leisure-ectivities with other rrisoners, only church on Surdays,
poasidbly sozetizes a film-show, but here also po possibility to talk
to other prisoners.

in the cell was offer
- prison-internal shopping not with other prisoners .
~ the cells pext %> 3y client ere not occupied.

o"w.2:onswnu:u»gu-N-unan.t.ucnpu.mﬁorn&—w-:»n
eolitary confizezent. . . P . . . ;

< daily cell raids, oo<o~..-,u. tizes & day.:

.. All thie points certioned ou._uw apply to my client and are in oprositic

‘to the rrison cordizions of all the other prisoners in Bruchsal.

" Fducational- and leisure sctivities offered in Bruchsals

lang:age courses, Tusic groups, discussion groups, theatre grouos,
chess, sport, fil:ss, television. . .

It's nothing new that prison conditions af this kind will physically

destroy the prisorer, The results of deprivetion research have been
_subzitted. - s g .t :

Alrealy for quite soze tice different cedical statezents have sxisted,
which as mrerequisite for the recovery from the physical results

of Guenter Scncentergs head injury regard & "for stizulation rich
livicg atzosphere® and many huzan contacts as nscessery. In as only
relative socigl ‘1aclation & continuing worsening of his paychiiec — -
effiency has to be reckoned with. The effects of his conditions in

Bruchsal are alrealy noticeable now through bresk-down io coacentra-
tion when he is reaiing or writing. ' T

the *“for stimulaticz rich livirg atmosphere® for my client zeans
that ke, apart frc= the exercise period where he is not alloved to

talk to the other ;risoners, exept for one, is locked in on his own
for 2) hours a day. ” . .

_Apart froa the faé:, that any foram of im -.»-o:ko:.n. without even speci
conditions, is ~ according to the czedical stetezents - bealth-darsging
for =y client, the ;riscn conditions of G. Sonnenderg in Bruchsal
zean, that the prison suthorities will or cennot create such condition
that the rehadilitation of zy client from his head $njury is not rade
impossitle. The cnrcecuence is that fAusntor Soncenberg trust be release
fros grison because he is not fit to stay inside.

Msy 1983: Guenter wnum.om-.: is st11l held in Bruchsal

)

without sssocistion.



Appendix 27

Hannfried Matthies

lawyer

Lessingstrasse 78

7500 Karlsruhe 1

Karlsruhe, 31lst March 1983

Press Release

00 29.%.85% my client Bernd ROSSNFR, prisoner from the RAC, n
the prison frankenthal was beaten up by a squad of 10 prison
officers.

They took him brutally by the neck, choking him, tore his arms
behind his back and applied handcuffs which were pulled tight
to hit the bone. His legs were torn backwards and he was
dragged face down, under kicks and punches, to the punishment
cells.

On the way several officers pulled his legs apart and one of
them kicked him hard and purposefuylly in his balls. The hand-
cuffs which had been applied to his hands behind his back, were
used to ‘carry' him, whilst his legs (which were also used to
carry him) were torn apart and his feet turned outward. In
this way the practised and purposely used manjpulation caused
extremely severe pain.

Once down below, the officers tore all articles of clothing off
his back, partially tearing them, and then dragged him naked
into the cell. One of the officers incited the others by shout-
ing:

“get his legs apart and get his trousers down, and we

can better hit him in the balls".
Then again, kicks into the genitals to cause maximum pain.

As a result of these brutal mepaciuree the nricnnar hans conme- PP

all over his body: but particularly on his hands and feet,
swellings and contusions, a swollen nose, contusions and red
marks on the bridge of his nose, contusions on the genitals.

Terrible headaches.

The insignificance of the alleged 'cause' of this
assault leads to the conclusion that it was prepared
and planned: Bernd Rossner is alleged not to have
had a pullover or shirt over his vest at 06.00 hours,
at the time when hreakfast was handed out, which was
an offence against the rules af the prison. He was
Fetuned hreakfast o His protest aguinst that was, the

signal for the summoning of the squad.

The mistreatemnt is part of the physircal assaults an

political privoncrs which have incieased during the

last few months:

- Christian Klar, Brigitte Mohnhaupt and my client
Adelheid Schulz have been maltreated several times
following their capture, for the purposes of
nobtaining information” and for "identity parades".

- During the cell searches, which immediately followed
the capture of Brigitte Mohnhaupt and Adelheid
Schulz, of all political prisoners throughout the
Federal Republic, Andreas vogel and my client
Bernd Rossner were beaten up, furthermore Bernd
Rossner has CS-Gas sprayed into his face from

close range.

Since his capture in 1975, Bernd Rossner has been isolated
almost without interruption. He fought for joint imprisonment
for prisoners from the RAF by means of several hunger and
thirst strikes. Bernd Rossner is the first prisoner who is now
applying to be moved into a group of political prisoners within
the framework of a new initiative for the joint imprisonment of
prisoners from the RAF and the anti-imperialist resistance.
(Bernd Rossner wants to go to Celle in order to be with the

group that exists there.)

~2%37 -
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The first reaction by the Ministry of Justice of Rheinland-
palatinate was to offer him yard exercise with three other
prisoners from a special wing. It was known that Bernd Rossner
would refuse 'this offer‘ because he wants to be with his com-
rades in Celle. The purpose was to then deny him yard exercise
altogether which is what happened.

The second reaction (to his application) was obviously the
assault on Tuesday, with which the State attempted to break
Bernd Rossner's will and determination to fight to be with his
comrades.

! H. Matthies

__ch] -



- Appendix 28
Hannfried Matthies
lawyer

Lessingstrasse 78
7500 Karlsruhe 1

Karlsruhe, 22.4.83

PIress Release

Since 18.4.83, my client Bernd Rossner, prisoner from the RAF,
has fought for his transfer to one of the existing groups of
RAF prisoners in Celle by means of a dirty protest.

Extracts from the Dirty Protest Declaration by my client:

"...my Dirty Protest means that I:

- shall no longer use the toilet for my daily needs,
but the floor of my cell;

- shall refuse to shower twice a week;

- 38s of now shall refuse all mixed food and all
beverages from the boiler on the food trolley in
order to avoid the possibility of imbibing mani-
pulative medication;

- shall smash the glass of the cell windows if the
security lock on the windows is fastened so that
fresh air can no longer reach me..."

Bernd Rossner has been isolated for the last eight years.

Bernd Rossner is the first prisoner who, within the framework
of the new initjative for the joint imprisonment of prisoners
from the RAF and from the anti-imperialist resistance, applied
for his transfer, on 8.2.83, to the Ministry of Justice of the
Rheinland-palatinate.

241~

On 8.4.83, the Federal Criminal Bureau initiated the searching
of the cells of more than 30 political prisoners when letters
demanding joint imprisonment were confiscated. It was the aim
of these cell searches to prevent initiatives which might lead
to 3 change in the conditions of isolation and to criminalise

the debate concerning such initiatives.

By 21.2.83 Bernd Rossner had already had his yard exercise
stopped. Since then he has been isolated for 24 hours daily
in his cell without the possibility of exercise and without

adequate fresh air.

0n 29.3.83 he was overpowered by a squad of 10 prison officers,
handcuffed and badly maltreated with a series of systematic
blows, as already stated in the Press Release of 31.3.83. The
excuse for this occurence was that he had defied the order of

the prison in Frankenthal.

The responsible authorities had not managed to achieve their
aim:

Bernd Rossner continued to show his determination to fight for
his transfer to Celle.

In a discussion with Bernd Rossner's lawyers on 15.4.83, a
representative of the Ministry of Justice of the Rheinland-
palatinate announced the transfer of Bernd Rossner back to the
prison in Straubing (Bavaria). Within the next few weeks, as
soon as Christian Klar would have been moved from Straubing.
Apparently this had been so planned from the beginning. Bernd
Rossner had been isolated in Straubing for the past five years
of his eight years of imprisonment, up to his transfer to the
prison in Frankenthal in December 82.

Ouring these five years he fought by means of several hunger
and hunger and thirst strikes for his transfer away from Straubing
into a group of his comrades.

All applications in respect of this were rejected by the
Bavarian Ministry of Justice.
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Since the beginning of his Dirty Protest, Bernd Rossner has been
locked in the punishment cell. This cell, which is tiled white,
1it with harsh neon lights and completely empty is heated by
means of hot air ducts producing very dry air which comes through
several air vents in the wall and which causes difficulty in
breathing. visits are not allowed. Apart from letters from his
defence lawyer, no other letters can be sent or received.

Bernd Rossner has declared that he will continue his Dirty
Protest under all circumstances and against all attempts to break

his struggle, and in every place until he is transferred to Celle.

H. Matthies
(lawyer)

-29% -



Appendix 29

Holger Meins: Report about Force Feeding Oct 1974

Since September 30th (12 days now) force feeding is once a day.

It takes place in the infirmary (a single storey addition to the
‘B' wing, like a worm, I am in 'A' wing, middle of floor 1). I

go up to the treatment room with them voluntarily. An escort

of 5-6 greens, 2-3 ambulance men, 1 doctor. The greens bundle-
drag me onto an operating chair. It is actually an operating
table with all its tricks, e.g. it can be turned, lipped, etc.

and can be converted into a chair with head and arm rests.
Bdckling: two handcuffs around the ankles, about a 30 cm broad
belt around the hips, left arm with two broad leatherpieces and
four straps from wrist to elbow, right arm two - wrist and elbow -
one around my chest. From behind, a green or medic, who is firmly
pressing my head against the head part of the chair with both
hands around my forehead. (With active head resistance still
another one on the right and on the left side. Into the hair,
beard, around the neck - thus the whole body is strapped down,

if necessary another one holds knees or shoulders. Movement is
possible only of my muscles and "within" the body. This week

they fastened the belts/straps very tightly. So that the blood
supply to the hands stopped, so that they turned blue....)

Mouth: from the right the doctor with a little "jemmy", about

20 cm long, one side peaked, the other side pan-like, wrapped up
with leukoplast. With it he goes between the lips, which are
pulled apart with the fingers at the same time, and then between
the teeth and levers them apart, either by screwing or with the
pan under the palate, easily leading to injuries on teeth and
gums.

Against the strength of the jaws they have three grabs: to press
apart with the fingers beneath the lips and at the same time
tearing of the beard; strong pressure beneath the ear and against
the jaw joint, which hurts very much; with peaky fingers take
the muscle from behind, which is leading from the front up to
behind the ear. Doing this they press'and knead the carotid

— 245
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artery, another artery and the vagus nerve against the muscle,
which doesn't only hurt most at the time, but also continued

most of the following day.

As soon as the jaws are far enough apart, the medic pinches-
pushes-presses the lockjaw between the teeth. That is a scissor-
like thing, two fingers thick, with gum and with a screw at the
joint, with which the jaws are pressed apart. The tongue is
pulled forward and pressed down with flat tongue pliers or the
doctor does it with his finger, over which he wears a steel
finger stall except for the finger top.

Force feeding: they use an ordinary red stomach TUBE (not the
special tube) which is about as thick as a middle finger. It is
oily, but actually never slips inside without automatic retching,
since it's only 1/2/3 millimetres thinner than the aesophagus;

you can only avoid it, when you co-swallow and altogether are

very calm. With the slightest agitation the insertion of the

tube leads immediately to retching and nausea, then to a tighten-
ing of the muscles of chest and stomach, to convulsions which go
in chain reactions and with growing intensity and strength through
your whole body, which is rearing against the insertion of the
tube. The stronger and the longer - the worse. One single
retching and vomitting, accompanied with waves of cramps. You

can only avoid it or make it easier, if you are very relaxed,
loose and calm yourself, if you can breathe long and regularly.
Under these conditions and with resistance it is completely
impossible - and in all respects it's only possible with calm
concentration and with self control. Under the condition of
direct force it always means: self suppression and self discipline
- but even then the buckling is the CONDITION of this kind of
force feeding, since the body reacts "naturally".

when the tube is inside the stomach, a broad funnel is affixed

to the top, and then out of a normal size cup (about 1/4 litre)
slowly the broth is funnelled in. It is a kind of meat broth,
muddy, slimy, greasy (anyway with vitamins, dextrose, egg? little
things) and with a thick brown semolina type residue. The feeding
lasts about 2 or 3 minutes. All the contents of the cup are
always administered. Even when the retching became extremely

6¢ xrpuoddy-noog
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strong and the body totally seized in a cramp - without con-
sideration, which once lasted at least 5-6 minutes.

The feeding is only possible if one is relatively "calm", since
with strongwretching the broth spurts out of the funnel again,
but it also ascends outside the tube into the throat, which can
lead to suffocation attacks: that happened twice.

The retching itself and the spasms as well as the swallowing are
naturally painful, especially in the larynx, which with each of
these movements is pressed against the tube.

The levering with the iron tongs has lead to an injury of the
gum, the undérlip is injured on the inside as if "bitten" - and
slightly inflamed, the throat is "roughed-up". The larynx is
hurting all the time and I'm hoarse. )

Until the tube is pulled out it lasts 3-5 minutes, this depends.
Afterwards I remain strapped down for at least 10 minutes (some-
times it was longer) and my head remains pressed down, to "calm

me down".

Up to now the doctor refused to tell me his name (it is Freitag).

A green cop (named Vollmann) - 1.90 metre tall - mostly does the
head pressing - he always pressed my head against the leatherpart
with all his power, until his hands began to tremble with exhaus-
tion: a sadist. Another one pulls the straps as tight as possible,
which has lead to cuts in the ankles, blue marks on legs, arms

and so on. This always went strictly according to procedure,
including the 10 minutes afterwards.

—29‘;—



APPENDIX 33

Account of Ingrid Schubert about the attack of 8.8.77

The overt brutality of the attach this morning is the signal
that the Security Service, the Ministry of Justice - Baden-
Wurttemberg and Bender, are set on the "Endlosung" - Final
Solution - in Stammheim within the next few days. The direct
physical attack (on Gudrun, Andreas and Jan in the sixth year
of their confinement) is certainly not the culmination of the
offensive - systematically escalating in Stammheim during the
last week: simultaneously with an escalation on all levels:
- the campaign against the lawyers' office here in Stuttgart
- the falsifications
- the attempts to connect Croissant (the lawyer) with the
death of Ponto
- the fascist image of us as enemies, as "terror-spooks" -
all this is intended not only to escalate the manhunt ocutside,
but also to prepare the public for the planned liquidation of
the prisoners,
It is the pattern of psycholoqgical warfare, i.e. of o dedian
that uses military, psychological and economic means to liquidate

an opposition movement.

The background sltory which Jend: argency to the mad ter ia the
high probability that the KSZE conference in Belgrade - follow-
ing the rejection of the revision - the Commission for Human
Rights in Strasbourg and the UN will be concerned with the
dircction of the "show-trial” in Stommbeim, for which Rcebmann,
in the meantime the most senior prosecutor in the FRG - was
responsible in his capacity as the chief ministerial director
in the Justice Ministry, Baden-Wurttemberg - this is not to
mention the bugs in the defendants' cells and the deaths of
Ulrike and Siegfried in Stammheim.

It is clear, that this rogue, who in the most literal sense
has furthered his career "walking over corpses" - i.e. the
corpses of prisoners and that of his predecessor now wants to
rid himself of the trouble caused him, by a combination of

Sz - - %9 -

witchhunts and murder. Now after Ponto's demise he is making
the fact evident, in a new dimension - that we are hostages of
the Federal Prosecutor's Office though this was already clear
after Buback's death.

The individual phases of the escalation:

After the "binding promise” from Rebmann - still as the person
responsible in the Justice Ministry - we broke off the hunger-
strike. But for seven weeks nothing happened at all,

They are constructing here a perfect machine, which can register
and control our every move - an architecture, which is a bastard
crossbreed between a bulletproof bank-counter window, behind
which the screws can observe us every single minute, and a
carnivor house in which we are sitting, subposedly oomposing

our 12,000th secret message - and brooding on new sensational
crimes - the lawyers and politicians never lie. The place is
crammed with electronic surveillance and alarm systems in such

a way that the screws themselves often can't find a way through,
they press the wrong buttons and set off the alarm bells. At
night 2 Tv cameras observe with an electronic sophistication
that reacts to every fly or fluttering bit of paper and sets

off alarm bells.

The construction work has now extended for seven weeks. After
this 3 prisoners will be moved here from Mamburg and we will
then be 8 instead of the six previously. Ratte (Verena Recker),
deapite o ix-week hungerstrike and Nusscr's recorded promise,
is not coming onto our wing. Gunther Is being transferred from
Stammheim into the total isolation wing in the mental institute
Weissenau and from there fnto the infamous prison puychiatric
unit, the Hohenasperg.

Nusser and Schreitmuller have made it quite clear, that the

Ministry of Justice in co-ordinastion with-the Federal Prosecutor's

Office is pursuing a delaying tactic. The Federal States
suddenly no longer know anything about agreements and they
refuse to transfer prisoners., Since the middle of July it

becomes ever clearer that their promises aren't going to be kept.

The Federal Prosecutor's Office formulates an absurd allegation
of attempted murder against Newerla and Muller (lawyers)
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In the 15C-Report from NATO, this method of giving an outlet hecause they are unable to stop Verena (Becker) and Sabine's
(Schmitz) hungerstrike - and in order to eliminate the last
two lawyers who still visit the prisoners here - for Heldmann

j and Schily have long since crawled away into the woodwork, and

to the old megaphones of the protest movement in order to turn
them around and to use them for their own ends, is called co-

optation - i.e. 'drowning the revolution in its mother's milk'.
Aut further, the shamelessness with which this is going on here :
shows what we have always sald: that with the first armed action é
the phase of protest i{s over - that we are no longer revolu-

tionaries but we have become enemies of the system - that the
harmonjous relationship of man with imperialism as Andreas has

thus to eliminate every outside control.

; As a matter of course, outside now, the idealogical whirlwind
5 is being whipped up. The child stars of the student movement
i grown fat and false and the old hands from the time of the easter
already said - is war. march now meet at the "anti-terror" front of the SPD., Here

~ they have suddenly, a genuine class hatred against the have-
! nots, illegals, the prisoners, of a kind which would not have
f occurred to them to develop against the power of the state -
which weans nothing other than the power of property. After
Carter intervened, for Cohn-Bendit, with the state department,
Cohn-Bendit is now being used for Carter: he launches the idiotic

It is not our hatred that contorts the face because our hatred
is human, but it is rather ignorance, contemptuousness and
cretinism in which the enmity of the system between those who

are excluded must reproduce itself, as long as they come to

terms with the ghetto instead of fighting in the dialectic.
State Security propaganda campaign by Kleinz in Der Spiegel,

and draws up a list for the authorities of the last frankfurt
militants as though these weren't already completely known.
Gollwitzer, who found no receptiveness in Stammheim for his
sccial democracy which he had championed broadly and without
'shame, is now taking lessons in establishment journalism. At
the same time he publishes the multiple rags of the left: ‘'ed',
tid', 'links', a dirtily contrived pamphlet against the RAF in

Scarcely one day had he been on Buback's throne before Rebmann
began a propaganda offensive against the prisoners and their
lawyers, in particular against the Stuttgart lawyers' office.

At the end of July Der Spiegel magazine published an article

by the State Security Department (TE) - which represents a new
type of state security journalism and was a fabrication from the
first to the last word as it included almost all the lies the

Constitution Protection Agency had contrived against the which he attacks the self-reproduction of opposition elements

possibly because they, more plebian than he even in his better
times, could make themselves independent of church rates, and
the state budget. Last but not least Albertz appeared on TV
with the particular variety of humanity which caused him to
resign in 1968. They have the job of neutralising the reflexes

lawyers from the last nine months of the year.

At the end of July - two days before the Dresdener Bank
suffered the loss of the "fellow-worker" who had made it into
the most aggressive monopoly bank in Western Europe - Rebmann
declares openly that he, as Federal Prosecutor General will not
keep the promise that he gave as 'ministerial advisor' to the
Ministry of Justice Baden-Wurttemberg end that the group (in

of the left wherever they may still exist, to the planned

murders of the prisoners.

Nobody knows whether that will work, but it reflects the way

in which they are being used in the 'intellectual confrontation' -
which is not only the totally centrally structured and viciously
executed censorship of our arguments, but also of all facts

! which explain us - this forms a new dimension in psychological

Stammheim) will not be enlarged.

Finally one hour after the assassination the most massive

propaganda campaign yet escalates and is increasingly directed

during the course of the week against Gudrun and Andreas. warfare.
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On Sunday it is the turn of the Stuttgart lawyers' office.
Zeiss, who adopts the role of the Skorzeny of the Federal
Prosecutor's Office, undertook a raid on the Stuttgart lawyers’
office, armed to the teeth. He has subsequently advanced the
infamous lie that during the search of the offices, the original
of the declaration of the Commando Ulrike Meinhof had been
found, and that Gudrun had been identified as the author. In
the lists of the articles found in the raid one can read,

*1 envelope with a letter claiming responsibility' and naturally
this is the thing that sent the Commando in all directions.

As usual the matter reached a head in Stammheim. As always,
when they are preparing something, the officers on duty were
changed. Grossman, the bastard who had opened Ulrike's cell on
the morning of her death, is there again despite his leave.

The greens {screws) become provocatively aggressive, there is

a prevailing atmosphere on all levels, which indicates that we
have got to reckon with some sort of attack.

Friday evening, whilst Gudrun is still with her lawyer, Andreas
went into Gudrun's cell to fetch something, whilst the food was
being distributed. A procedure that is followed a couple of
times every day,  Practically all the greens must have scen
this. Shortly afterwards Gudrun returns to her cell and some
time later Gabi (Moller) arrives and enters the cell having
been in the cell where the fruit is - and - the unthinkable must
be imagined here - Andreas fs in a cell wilh two 'ice-cool,
calculating, sharply drilled murderesses' (as they were des-
cribed by leaderwriter Zehm). The screws who saw what happened
abruptly lock the door in front of me. Compared with the usual
fuss they create when two of us are out of sight, we found that
rather funny. I was standing directly in front of the doof and
it was completely obvious that they knew where Andreas was. It
occurred to me that they were all nervous and were whispering
together in front of the glass box. The three in the cell were
obviously surprised as well, because immediately afterwards the
alarm system lights flashed and the cell door was opened. Gabi
came out, went into her cell to fetch something. Munzing, the
senior administrator, who has only been.posted here since last
week, went past me into the cell, walked across to the windows

and knocked at the hars nf hath windawe than tirnnd araund and
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walked out again, past Andreas who had obviously been searching
through the folders in the bookshelf, was eating an apple and
watching him, thus he wasn't hiding at all. He passed me again
as he left the cell. 1 was discussing briefly with Gabi, that
I would go R (verena Becker) for the night. She is isolated
from us in another part of the floor/wing, but we can see her
at lunchtime and at night. Then I went out to the table in the
middle of the corridor, and Munzing immediately, and without
saying anything, closed the door behind me. Whilst this
"comedy of manners" was unfolding, at least five scCrews were
standing about in the tract. Later we established that at

this point none of us knew that the whole thing had a purpose.
I am not in the mood to explain, why, after 6 years of isolation,
we still feel the need to be togetier - this even under the
power of violence which is intended to make very feeling, every
thought and every movement unreal or turn it into the real kind
of paih we call torture. Because it is planned, because it is

done consciously, scientifically and on purpose.

Wwe were amazed, but also found it gquite funny, because it is
not our business to carry out this dirty spying designed to
persecute us and register every movement we make .

In actual fact: in the 134 years we have heen together here the
system is such that the warder who has to watch us continuously
and who is relieved every 20 minutes - at first there were 3
warders sitting next to each ather on stools staring at us -

it 7 of un, oot of the same nex can't be seen, even tar a
second, the warder makes a noise to attract the 3 other warders
who sit on standby behind the curtain. They come into the

wing immediately to intervene. Besides this they all have a
checklist on which they make notes - if even one person can't
be seen and which of the two open cells he may be in. It is an
infamous and perfect system of total control, which leaves no

chance for any unobserved expression of being alive.

The meaning of the actions became clear to the others an hour
later when they fetched Andreas out of the cell, and, then
further on the following morning, Saturday. The provecations
and aggression shown by them since Ponto's death, are now accom-

panied by a grisly humour, and they are now exacerbating the



situation further. They announce that "on Monday the others
are coming". Both the cell doors, which up to now had been
open, remained closed - what I mean is that the greens stand
there, on the wing, until they are closed with the result that
during the whole of the weekend (rec-time there are 3 and
sometimes 4 officers threateningly standing around during the
tiﬁc that the cell doors are open). That Is apart from him
sitting in his bulletproof cockpit. When asked why they wanted
to cause trouble and why they had created the situation on
friday, they react with aggressive threats "we'll soon see",
"something's going to change here", as Emil said.

It becomes clear that they believe they can afford to persecute
us with their obscenities and deceit riding on the wave of
chauvinism which the psychological warfare has unleashed. They
brag, not only about it being within their rights to behave
like bastards, but most particularly because they are males.
Although it must be quite clear even to the densest warder,
during the 14 years that they have been watching us, that the
intimacy in the relationships within the group (and certainly
in prison), function on a level where sexuality, apart from
tenderness or perhaps sensuousness, has practically no role

at all. The three who found themselves in one cell on Friday
evening, certainly had other problems - and that became com-
pletely clear in the situation at around 4 and 5 o'clock when
Andreas was taken out of the cell.

Since then they only talk - if they talk at all - about fucking.
Grossman eventually said - word for word - "I never thought it

of you, that you got up to that - fucking"”, in such a way that
Andreas's blood boiled, and he said to him "If you don't stop
that, then I'll shut you up". This was the only threat that

was uttered at all and it is quite clear from the wording that
the rubbish spoken by Grossman is pure invention and recognisable

as such by its style.

Monday morning, everything is destined for a total confrontation:
from 9.30 a.m. onwards the greens are standing on the wing
watching every movement. During the ¢ hour long confrontation

'“;?f;lr -
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when we requested they leave, Nusser, Schreitmuller, Haug,
Bubeck etc., stood behind the curtain listening, amongst them
was the little one with the pock-marked face and weasel
features who had often boasted openly in the canteen, that
he'd go up and finish Andreas off in his cell.

Around 10.00 a.m., in stormed the riot squad. I reckon there
were between 40-50 screws in all, at the head the trumpeting
Nusser, and just behind him Schreitmuller fat and grinning,
and of course Haug as broad as he is tall, he is the most

hated screws in the whole prison. Just the ‘'commanders' of
this army alone must have welghed 00 pounds.  Most of them

we had never seen before. The screws who normally work here
like Meisterfeld for example, are not there - as is _sual when
they are planning something. The whole troop came at us from
the rear and approached the open doors, and Nusser, without
even Iistening to our attempts to reason, ordered "Shut the
doors. No discussion". Andreas answered quite calmly saying
that he is creating this overt escalation. We positioned our-
selves in the doorway of Andreas's cell whereupon Haug
immediately attacked Eagle (Wolfgang Beer). Jan screamed at
Haug that he should let Eagle go and first explain what they
want. A fat screw stinking of beer, who was standing just
behind Nusser, started to hit Leo (Helmut Pohl) with his fists.
Andreas, who until then had stood there with a coffee cup in
his hand, threw it against the bars. Schreitmuller later
reported that it had been "aimed at his head" (you only have

to remember that as early as 1974 he falsified some proclama-
tions by the prisoners in Stammheim in an attempt to smear the
RAF - the fraud was revealed because the real authors contacted
the press after he had published his falsifications). The cup
smashed 1 to 1{ metres away from one of the greens and Andreas
was only 2 metres away. Schreitmuller himself a former Public
Prosecutor before he wormed his way into the penal service, was
the responsible prison officer when Ulrike (Meinhof) and
Siegfried (Hausner) died here - is blatantly lying and of course
he is doing it with the certainty that his contribution to
internal state security - the incitement of 50 brutalised
bastards against the prisoners - will win the support and the
understanding of all institutions of the law.



Then {t began:

6 screws grabbed hold of Werner (Hoppe), who had only shouted
that they should let go of Eagle and started beating him., At
the same time 6 screws jumped on Andreas and both were thrown
indiscriminately into a cell. Then it was Leo and Eagle's

turn andg in such a way that their heads and backs were banged
against tables and shelves. They started to beat Jan up right
in front of Andreas's cell. 1 screamed at them and Haug pushed
me away. Next to me, by the radiator, I saw Gudrun lying on
the flopr - and I got the impression that the whole beastiality
culminated on her. One of the bastards had her whole face in
his hands pressing down on it, two were pulling at her arms
behind her back, on the left side of her body, and was pulling
them together, at the same time trying to knee her violently in
the side with all his strength. The whole thing had the
appearance of murder. I tried to get to her, but at that
moment I was grabbed by 6 screws. I can still just see Gabi,
who had been thrown onto the floor, then I was thrown this way
and that for a while then to the floor so that I banged my
head. When I tried to defend myself against the kicks into my
sides and kidneys, Haug, with all his weight and strength
dropped hics knees down onto my head presaing it hard into the
floor, then he litted my head and banged it 5 or 6 times on

the floor. I lasted some time, a good five minutes, until
they dragged me the 30 metres to the other end of the wing
where they then threw me, on all fours, into Lagle's cell so
that I aqain banged the back of my head and my back. I can
unly remember waking up - still lying on the floor - I don't
know if T was out for seconds or minutes. Then T vomitted and

1 felt completely exhausted.

Around 2 o'clock came the second wave. They fetched us out of
the cells into which they had kicked us in order to put us into
other cells. 10 screws, led by Haug, Grossman and the drunk.
After the failed attempt to fetch Andreas out, who they
couldn't get hold of, they fetched Eagle out of my cell and
pushed him into an empty hole - I can still hear the sound of
the punches. Passing by in front of my cell, Haug threatens
me, "You'll bave your turn scon, you bitch".
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When they finally opened the door and came in, I immediately
rushed out into the corridor and called for Jan and Andreas

and hadn't even tried to go to Andreas's cell, when the drunken
screw grabbed me from behind by my hair and twisted it by the
scalp pulling out handfuls of hair. The other screws grab hold
of me as well and starting hitting me from behind, precisely
and sadistically in the nape of my neck and in my back and
sides swearing at me, "You're getting what you deserve now you
dirty bitch", "We'll show you". They dragged me away from my
cell and then Haug kicked me brutally in the small of my back
which sent me flying right through the cell against the exterior
wall. Then he roared, "Disappear you bitch".

Apart from bruises over my whole body, kidneys pains and pulled
tendons, above all I have a painful swelling on the right side
of my head behind my ear as well as a swollen ear. About 2
hours 1éter severe headaches develop, pressure on my eyes,
shivering, sickness, circulatory weakness. The whole thing
happened 48 hours ago now, and 1 still have the severe headaches
despite the strongest analgesics they have here.

Since the beating we've been completely isolated, we can't see
ar apeak Lo cach other, oor free hooar has bheen Stapped and
every step on the corridor takes place only in the presence of
3 screws. We have communicated by shouting Lo cach other
through the slits in the doors. We have begun a hungerstrike
and have declared that we will begin a thirststrike as well,
unless within a few hours the old regime isn't reinstated

without one single restriction.

I am certain that the brutalities and humiliations of the type
practised here and for which in the meantime Stammheim has
become internationally renowned, must either stop - or they
will carry us out of here dead, one after another.

"We can only be surpressed if we stop
thinking and stop fighting. People who
refuse to stop the fight cannot be sur-
pressed - thuy either win and die instead
of losing and dying, so said Ulrike"

9.8.77 INGRID SCHUBERT



Appondix 14
JVA Frankenthal
23.,10.78

STEFAN WISNIEWSK]

0On a confrontation with wit-

nesses under restraint, with
a sample taken of blood,

saliva and hair

or how the BKA fabricates its 'proof'.

At around 13.00 hrs, the prison guards entered by cell to take
me before the BKA. 1 received no answer when | asked why. 1

therefore refused to go, not understanding the reason for going.
they left, then returned 5 minutes later to summon me, on the

grounds of an official ruling. I asked to see it and was refused
without any further information. Meanwhile a commando of 6-8
people had appeared, without succeeding however in changing my
mind, that was because the previous motives were no longer put

forward.

1 continued reading my book until the guards took the opportunity
They put handcuffs on my hands and feet and, what
In this condition I was taken

to jump on me.
is more they gagged me tightly.
to the bunker in the cellar.

From that moment the BKA took charge. There were more or less 12
BKA cops. [ was tied hand and foot to a chair, hands behind my
back, then someone appeared with an electric razor and a pair of
scissors saying that they had orders to cut my hair. I was held
down by 4 BKA cops (even though I was still tied to the chair):
two of them kneed me in the stomach, another tightemed my gag and
a fourth pulled my head back by my hair. Clumps of my halr were
quite simply pulled out instead of being cut. After that they
ran the razor over my beard, resulting in a row of scratches on

each cheek.

In this position I could only defend myself by turning my head.
So they pulled my head back so far that 1 thought my neck would
break at any moment. The "hairdresser" decided 1 was not quiet
enough for him to be able to shave me, he stopped for a moment
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during which they stuffed a towel into my mouth so that I could
only breathe through my nose, whilst another dug his knee into
my chest. This stopped me from breathing and I began to lose

consciousness.

That is when they took the chance to more or less shave off my
Then they removed the towel, so that I could breathe
Laughing at me he said: “He could still do this

beard.
more deeply.
differently"; so I answered him by spitting in his face. That
is when he put the towel under my chin to "soften" the blows he
was about to give me. Then aone of the BKA cops sat opposite me
to read the Kuhn ruling to me, so that I would know what was
going on. The order was dated 13.9.78 and allowed the confron-
tation with witnesses in order to lead to the identification of
the accused, suspected of participating in the Schleyer kidnap-
ping (also with the aim: taking samples of blood, saliva and '

hair).

ODuring this whole proceduyre they tried to photograph me - and
also during the confrontation.

Then they waited for the doctor who did not come. After 15
minutes I was once again tied to my chair and that is how I was
carried to the second floor for the confrontation.

There, 5 "look-alikes" were already waiting; I learned later
Two of them were in the same state as
One of them

that they were BKA cops.
me, but closely shaven and hair properly combed.
was even given a sweater, because I was the only one wearing

one.

For the confrontation they used the sports building
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The passage: the other 5 were similarly tied hand and foot, but
without handcuffs, which did not go against me., Each in turn,
the 6 of us were carried in, his chair in front of the witnesses.
Or more exactly, the so-called witnesses. What must have been
noticed by the so-called witnesses was of course the handcuffs,
the blood on my cheeks after my enforced shave; they could also
see that my clothes were still covered with hair. [ went second.
They took me, yelling, into the sports room. 1 closed my eyes
but I still took notice that there were 16 to 20 witnesses; they
pulled my hair back to expose my face. 3 minutes later, 5 BKA
cops took me out (after taking more photos).

3 or S metres from the exit was the last witness, and the BKA
cop spoke to me loudly: "Wisniewski, that was pretty quick after
all". Then the other 4 arrived, as the first look-alike had not
made any noise, the following 4 'had to struggle and shout. Over
this, with a lot of noise the BKA cop {(surely the one in charge
of the whole business, and also the same one who transported me
illegally with the BKA from Paris to here; he has mousey hair,

a moustache 1 metre 75/80) said: "Don't do it as loudly as

Wisniewski™.

With a grcat laugh they let themselves be carried through the
open door to play their part in the sports room. As all this
went on so as to be very audible, you could have velieved you
were at a cabaret performance (if it had not heen so despicable).

The last of the 5 look-alikes did not shout like the previous
ones, on the contrary he just laughed. Since in the meantime I
had already injuries, due to my blood circulation being stopped
by the handcufts which were closed too tightly around my hands
and fee, I wanted to get myself into a more "comfortable"
position in my seat. As soon as I moved there was no hesitation,
the BKA cop was on top of me and he punched me full on the nose.
As he had forgotten the towel this time, I ended up with a large
bruise and an open wound of 1 ¢cm in diameter. Blood ran from

the wound, but inspite of this new disfiguration the second

procession in front of the witnesses still, cynically, took place.

A BKA cop thought me too loosely bound and they fixed another
pair of handcuffs to tie me even tighter to the chair.

fZ£4...

Il Procession: this time I was third. The two look-glikes in
front of me were bound, but not to their chairs. As for me,

it was the same performance as before: eyes closed, tongue stuck
out, struggling - if it is possible to struggle in such a
situation,

The ath and 5th look-alikes also had handcuffs to bind them

to their chalrs (not the last) but considering that I had two
pairs of handcuffs it did not make much sense since I was easily
identifiable (Not to mention everything else).

Both times I defended myself (shouting loudly) and I was able
to establish (everything was audible) that the 5 look-alikes
laughed each time they were carried in or out of the room, they
swopped roles in front of the so-called witnesses. One would
shout loudly, one would not.

After that, it was over and 1 was taken back to the bunker.

No longer chained to the chair, but still handcuffed; the doctor
had arrived in the meantime. In the bunker 1 was leant against
the wall, body and head bent, and legs apart. My body was hang-
ing over resting on my hips. This meant a lot of weight on my
shoulders; luckily 1 did a lot of sport otherwise something

would have gone.

They took o blood <ample Crom my arm which had swollen conslider.
ably having been tied behind my back. After, I was allowed to
stand up and turn my head, and saw therefore the young doctor

(a stranger to the prisons) smiling cynically behind my back.
the doctor said to the BKA cop: "Just call me and 111 take
another blood sample®. Meanwhile I had salivated so much that I
spat in the doctors face - his spectacles were covered - which
provoked another blow to my kidneys.

The doctor went away complaining, then I was once more tied to
my chair (according to the ruling the doctor should have stayed).
He wanted to take more saliva from me. This was the most
difficult because I wouldn't open my mouth and to be even more
difficult, I kept my teeth clenched. A BKA cop pressed like



-5 -

mad against the jawbone behind my ear, but did not succeed
because by then 1 had learnt, from the experience of the towel
they tried to push into my mouth, how to keep my mouth closed.

After that they pulled my head back by the hair (I was gagged

completely as well), one cop held the handcuffs around my ankles,

the other hit me repeatedly on the chin and then pushed my head
back, but I would not unclench my teeth.

After a short pause, the BKA cop tried to explain to me that
others of my friends had not tried to defend themselves in this
way. At that moment I triumphed for the first time because I
knew they could not unclench my teeth. They started the same
thing again, one of the BKA said: "well, we'll have to stop him
from breathing". First they pinched my nostrils, but that
achieved nothing much because I still had an openings for air -

a gap in my teeth.

Instead of pressing against my chest, this time they put the
towel around my neck and cut off all my air intake.

Each time 1 thought: now it's over, my head is bursting - and
then they would release the towel. This operation was repeated
3 or 4 times, I clenched my teeth instinctively and it worked,
but in my head 1 was so confused I could feel neither the hand-
cuffs nor the gag.

Once they had had enough of this and given up, I got my breath
back - I was "safe" because they said that the saliva from my
mouth would do. Then they pulled out 6 tufts of hair (they
claimed that they needed the roots). Then they took me back to
my cell, still tied up. It was 15.10 hours. There, I could see
myself for the first time in the mirror. My nose and my chin
were swollen and bleeding and my right big toe was damaged, my
beard cut about in all directions (like a hedgehog).

1 have strangulation marks on my neck (when I think of the BKA
cop.I still want to spit in his face) - an attempt to take my
saliva, yes, but in the face of the BKA.

~263 -

- 6 -
The official result of this production has not been communicated
to me yet, but those jokers did not get black and white results.
Although the ruling had been made 5 weeks earlier, it does not

surprise me that neither my lawyer nor I had been informed of

it earlier.

Stefan Wisniewski

P.S. As 1 was barefoct throughout the BKA made the most of this

and brutally trampled on my left foot.

The: cop who I first spat on is the same one that is there

behind the glass during visiting.




Appendix 35

Last Letter of Holger Meins, 31.10.74

The only thing that counts is the struggle - now, today,
tomorrow, whether you eat or not. What is of interest is what
you make out of it: a jump forward. Getting better. Learning
out of experience. Exactly that, you have to make out of it.
Everything else is shit. The struggle goes on. Each new fight,
each action, each combat brings about new experiences and that's
the development of the battle. It develops only that way. The
subjective side of the dialectics of revolution and counter-
revolution: "The decisive factor is that you know how to learn."”
Through the struggle, for the struggle. Out of victories, but
still more out of mistakes, out of flips, out of defeats. That
is a law of Marxism. To struggle, to succumb, to struggle again,
to succumb again, to struggle again and so forth until the final
victory - that's the logic of the people. Says the old man.

Certainly: "matter": man is nothing but matter like everything.
The whole man. Body and Consciousness is material matter, and
whit substitutes man, what he is, his freedom - means Lhaot
consciousness rules matter - onself, and the nature outside and,
foremost: one's own being. The one side of Engels:crystal clear.
The querilla however realises himself in the strugqle, in the
revaolutionary acbtion, and that means: without end: struggle

until death and of course: collectively.

This is not a question of matter, but one of politics. OfF

practice. As you say. The question now as well as before.
Today, tomorrow and so forth. Yesterday is gone. What is - now - :
lies first of all with you. The hungerstrike is not going to
stop for a long time.

And the struggle never ends.
But

of course there is one point: when you know that with each pig
victory their real aim of murder becomes more real - and you
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don't take part any longer, save yourself, give the pigs a
victory, which means surrender for us, then you are the pig,
which splits and encircles to survive yourself, and then shut
up about it. "As said, the practice. Long live the RAF, Death
to the pig system.” Then - I mean, when you don't hunger with
us any longer - you better say, more honestly (if you still
know what it i{s: honour): "As said: I live. Down with the RAf,
victory to the pig system."

Either pig or human being.

Either survival at any cost or struggle until death.

Either problem or solution.

In between there's nothing.

Victory or death -~ they say it everywhere and that is the
language of the guerilla - even in the minute dimension here:
with life it's the same as with dying: "Human beings (i.e. us)

‘who refuse to finish the battle - either they win or they die

instead of losing and dying."

Rather sad, that I have to write this to you again. Of course

I also don't know how it is - when you die or when they kill

you. How should I know? In one moment of truth one morning all
this shot through my head in one go: <o that' the way it 15 (and
I didn* U know until then) and then (facing the barrel, aimed at
the spot between my eyes): all the same, that was it. On the
right side anyway.

You should know something about that as well. All the same.
Certainly everybody has to die. Question is only how, and how

you've lived, and it's quite clear: strugglina against the pigs

as o a human being for the Tiberation of man: 1evolutionary in
the battle - with all love for life: despising death. That's -
for me: to serve the people - RAF. A
5
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Appendix 358

Or.
Lawyer

Klaus Croissant

Stuttgart, 7 February 1977

To the Court
Iv 15/75
4000 Dusseldorf

Submission for evidence

In the sroceedings against the prisoners from the Commando

Holger Meins I, as defence counsel of Karl-Heins Dellwo, sub-

mit the application,

.to summon and question the following persons in the main

trial:

1
1
1
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.1,
.2.
.3.

.11
.12
.13
.14
.15
.16
.17
.18

1.19
1.20

Government Inspector Auster, prison Wittlich

Andreas Baader, presently in prison in Stuttgart-Stammheim
Mr. Bauer from the press agency Reuter, Moeglingen bei
Ludwigsburg

Lawyer Marie-Luise Becker, Heidelberg, Merzgasse 7

. br. Berroth, judge at the court in Stuttgart

Federal Prosecutor Siegfried Buback, Karlsruhe

Lawyer Dr. Klaus Croissant, Stuttgart

Or. med. Degenhardt at the prison in Kassel

Dr. med. Demers, specialist for throat, nose and ear
illnesses, Wittlich,

Government Director Essmayer at the prison in Wittlich
Prof. Or. med. Rudolf Frey at the University Clinic Mainz
Government Director Greus, prison Zweibrucken

Wolfgang Grundmann, Frankfurt/Main

Lawyer Kurt Groenewold, Hamburg

Siegfried Haag, prison Frankenthal/Rheinland-Pfalz

Dr. med. Jacques Hassoun, Paris

Rolf Georg Hecker, Koblenz

Justice Minsiter A.D., Dr. Karl Hemfler, Wiesbaden

Mr. Hennig, prison warder, prisqn Wittlich

Or. Horst Herold, president of the Federal Criminal
Office (BKA) in Wiesbaden.

1.21
1.22
1.23

1.25

1.26
1.27
1.28
1.29
1.30

1,31

1.32
1.33
1.34

1.36
1.37

1.38
1.39

1.40
1.41
1.42
1.43

l.44
1.45
l.46
1.47
1.48
1.49
1.50
1.51
1.52
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Richard Hohwer, prison officer, prison Wittlich

Dr. med. Hutter from the Wittlich prison

Klaus Juenschke, prison Zwelbrucken

Government inspector Koepper, prison Wittlich

Or. med. Helmut Kreiter, principal doctor at the medical
Clinic at the General Hospital Kaiserslautern

Lawyer Juergen Laubscher, Heidelberg

Federal judge Albrecht mayor, Federal Court in Karlsruhe
Prof. Dr. Werner Mende, Munich

Prof. Dr. W. A. Mueller, Stuttgart

University lecturer Dr. med. Werner Naeve, Head of the
Medical Court Office of the Health Authority in Hamburg
Mr. Gunter Nollau, president of the Federal Office for
the Protection of the Constitution A.D., Federal Ministry
of the Interior

Lawyer Rupert von Plottnitz, fFrankfurt

Justice Minister Dr. Dieter Posser, Ousseldorf

Prof. Dr. Ulrich Prouss, legal department at the University
Bremen,

Dr. Theodor Prinzing, presiding judge at the court in
Stuttgart

Prof. Dr. med. Wilfried Rasch, Berlin

Government director Ringel at the Justice Ministry of
Rheinland-Pfalz

Lawyer Otto Schily, Berlin

Prof. Dr. J. Schroeder, medical superintendent at the
medical clinic of the Buergerhospital, Stuttgart

Federal judge A.D. Scharpenseel, Federal Court in Karlsruhe
Mr. Karl Schutz, Federal Criminal Office in Wiesbaden
Dr. Tim Shallice, London University College

Dr. Stiefenhoefer, presiding judge at the court in
Kaiserslautern

Dr. Folker Stoewsand, Hamburg

Lawyer Hans-Christian Stroebele, Berlin

Prof. Dr. med. Sjef Teuns, Blaricum/Holland

The Justice Minister of Rheinland-Pfalz, Dr. Theisen
Federal Justice Minister Dr. Jochen Vvogel, Bonn
Covernment director Dr. Wachter, prison in Schwalmstadt
Federal lawyer Peter Zeiss, Karlsruhe

Dr. med. Zwecker, prison in Schwalmstadt

Government director Georg Bucker, governor of the prison



to include a double volume of files of the pending trial ot
the second Provincial Court in Stuttgart against the prisoners
from the RAF.

The questioning of the above-mentioned witnesses will prove:

Holger Meins was, during the collective hungerstrike which the
prisoners from the RAF carried out against the systematically
destructive prison conditions in 8 prisons in the fRG from
1.9.74 to 5.2.75, systematically executed under the direction
of the Federal Prosecutor Siegfried Buback and the head of the
State Security Department of the Federal Criminal Office and
its president Dr. Horst Herold, through consclious manipulation
of the latest date for his transfer to the prison Stuttgart-
Stammheim under the shared risponsibility of the presiding
judge Dr. Theodor Prinzing and authorative prison officers.

The proposed hearing of witnesses will also show:

that the guerilla commando in Stockholm named itself after
Holger Meins to make the meaning and the aim of its action
clear to everybody: to save 26 political prisoners from further
conditions of destruction and the total destruction of their

political identity.

The facts to be proven reveal themselves in the following facts

of the case:

From 13.9.74 until his death on 9.11.74 Holger Meins took

part in a collective and unlimited hunger«trike hy the prisoncrs
from the RAf. 1he State Security Autharities have fought against
this hungerstrike as an allegedly illegal attack on state
security, as a kind of coup attempt, with a great propagandistic
display with the co-operation of the wans media,  This propagan-
distic display was not employed for the preservation of state
security because the power structure of a country cannot be
threatened through a hungerstrike, a peaceful and legitimate
form of resistance. The reason for the huge propaganda display
by the State Security authorities was exclusively to stop the
enlightenment of the population through the hungerstrike, which
made the missing legitimacy basis for the isolation of the
prisoners from the RAF, the permanent violation of general human
rights visible. Faithful to this aim the State Security
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authorities have made special efforts to falsify the hunger-
strike demands of the RAF prisoners and to mislead the popula-
tion regarding the name of the hungerstrike by spreading the
lie thet the prisoners, through their hungerstrike, were
attempting to thwart the realisation of the main trial and to
force their release from remand imprisonment.

The truth is: With the hungerstrike the RAF prisoners fought
with the only and least means available to them for the
restoration of human prison conditions, for the lifting of
their isolation in prison which had lasted months and years,
for the removal of any form of special treatment, for their
equal status with all other prisoners. With the hungerstrike
the RAF prisoners fought against their destruction through
long term isolation after all legal means, with which their
defence counsels had tried to push through the legitimate
demands of the prisoners, had failed.

It is proposed,
to hear Siegfried Haag, who had last visited Holger Meins in
the prison in Wittlich, as witness to give evidence to these
facts as well as the lawyers: Dr. Klaus Croissant

Kurt Gronewold

Prof. Or. Ulrich Preuss

Otto Schily

Hans Christian Strobele.

The isolation of prisoners - practised over months ang years -
the construction of a second prison (within the.prisons)
around the prisoners, the construction of an artifical werld
of silence and withoul social contact with other prisoncers is
torture, which causes the destruction of psychological and
physical functions and has therefore to be called torture and
inhuman treatment.

It is proposed,

to question the specialists: Jacques Hassoun
Tim Shallice
Sjef Teuns

with regard to this.



The health destroying results of long term isolation have

by now been established by all the medical experts which the

State Security Courts in Stuttgart, Hamburg and Kaiserslautern i
have asked to make medical reports on the ability of the
prisoners to attend their trials, a result which was to be
expected with regard to the known examinations of isolation

research.

It is proposed,

to question the experts: Prof. Or. J. Schroeder
Prof. Dr. W. A. Muller
Prof. Or. Wilfried Rasch
Prof. DOr. Mende
Head physician Or. Krcitzer
Prof. Dr. Rudolf Frey
Or. med. Folker Stoewsand
University lecturer Dr. Naeve

with regard to this.

The use of such torture methods is connected with the expec-
tation of being able to present the isolated prisoners in
later trials to the public, as disorientated and politically
weak-minded showpieces against revolutionary politics. The
lifting of isolation was therefore a question of survival for
the RAF prisoners. the continuously repeated assertion that
with the hungerstrike's further reaching demands than the
lifting of isolation and the equalisation with other prisoners
were aimed at, has been refuted by the defence counsels in a
number of press conferences with the clear statement: that

the hungerstrike would be stopped immediately if the justified
demands for the lifting of isolation were complied with.

It is proposed, ]
to ask the above mentioned lawyers to appear as witnesses to
this.

The people responsible for the continuous isolation confine-
ment knew about the scientific examinations and the medical
results which show what deep striking psycholegical and
physical damage can be caused through long term isolation.
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It is proposed,

to question with regard to this:

Federal Attorney General Siegfried Buback

The President of the Federal Criminal Office, Or. Horst Herold

The Federal Judges - Knoblich, Mayer and Scharpenseel

The Presiding Judges - Dr. Prinzing, Stuttgart and Siefenhofer,

Kaiserslautern

The Minister of Justice Dr. Dieter Posser, Dusseldorf

The Minister of Justice A.D. for Hessen, Dr. Karl Hemfler,
wWiesbaden

and The Federal Justice Minister Or. vogel, Bonn.

The Federal Prosecution and the Federal Criminal Office were
informed continuously during the hungerstrike about the con-
ditions of health of the RAF prisoners. They, as well as the
presiding judge at the Stammheim court, Dr. Prinzing, were
informed through numerous urgent applications by the defence
counsels that especially in the prisons Schwalmstadt and
Wittlich, where at that time the prisoners Andreas Baader and
Holger Meins were still held, the medical care by the prison
doctors was not designed for the physical wellbeing and the
life of the prisoners on hungerstrike, but was only determined
to force the prisoners to break up their hungerstrike through
painful procedures at the force feedings and through other
measures - especially withdrawal of water. The defence counsels
therefore demanded, several times, the admission of trusted
doctors for the examination and treatment of the prisoners,

as well as the immediate move of the male prisoners Baader,
Meins and Raspe to Stuttgart-Stammheim as the force feeding
there was carried out according to the rules of medical ethics.

It is proposed,

to question the witnesses Siegfried Buback and Peter Zeiss,
Or. Horst Herold and Karl Schutz as well as Dr. Theodor
Prinzing with regard to this.

The defence counsel demanded especially the admission of
doctors of the prisoner's own choice to examine and treat the
prisoners according to no. 91 of the "uniform minimal principles



of the UNO for the treatment of prisoners from 1955/57"
which has the following wording:

vgased on a well founded application a prisoner on remand
has to be given permission to be examined and treated by a
doctor of his own choice if it is possible for him to pay

the expenses involved."

On 6.10.74 the lawyer Dr. Croissant filed an application to
allow the medical examination of all defendants in the Stammheim
trial by doctors of their own choice. In the same application
the defence counsel urged once again that the male defendants
should immediately be moved to Stammheim. The application has
the following wording:

“The doctors working in the prisons have without disagreement,
tolerated or have actively taken part in the special treatment
of political prisoners and their systematic isolation over

many years. As integral parts of the state prison system,

they neglect their medical duties and keep silent about isolation
torture and brain-washing which are practised on the political
prisoners to destroy their identity and blackmail them into
making confessions. The prisoners therefore refuse to be

examined by a prison doctor.

"The medical examination is necessary to prevent the increasing
danger to the body and lives of the prisoners.

vBecause of the extreme urgency we request a decision on the
application according to 33, Para. 4, Clause 1 StPO without
a preceding hearing in the presence of the State Prosecutor.

"The examining judge has already - on account of special
urgency - ordered the force feeding of all prisoners without
a preceding hearing in the presence of the defence counsel.

A photocopy of the examining judge's decision, dated 27.9.74,
is attached. After receipt of the indictment the trial court
is responsible for making a decision on this application.

For the examination of the prisoners doctors of their own
choice are being named:

1. Dr. med. Jacobeit, specialist for internal medicine,

Medical University Clinic, Heidelberg
2. Dr. Med. Ernst Pickardt, specialist for internal medicine,

Cologne
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"3, Dr. Med. Juergen Schmidt-voigt, specialist for internal
medicine, Bad Soden

4. Prof. Dr. med. Lange, specialist for urology at the
University Clinic in Marburg
Dr. med. Burger Lichtenstein, Tubingen-Derondingen

6. Or. med. Helmut Beilharz at the hospital in Boblinger

“for the prisoner Raspe, it has to be pointed out that the
prison doctor, Or. Bechtel, at the prison in Cologne as well
as his predecessor, Dr. Gotte, did not protest against the
brain-washing wing into which Ulrike Meinhof was moved 3 times
(the first time for the length of 8 months), but he has
instead given it the air of legality through his medical work
in the psychiatric wing of the prison in Cologne.

"With regard to the prisoner Baader, I refer for further
reasons for the application to the attached photocopy under
Appendix 2: the application by lawyer Strobele from 23.9.74,
to the report in Kursbuch no. 32 (compare page 94-95,
appendix 3) as well as to the press statement from 18.9.74 -
photocopy Appendix 4.

“While the prisoners Gudrun Ensslin and Holger Meins have
been forcefed daily since 30.9.74 and the prisoner Jan Carl
Raspe since 2.10.74, the defendant Baader was on friday,
4.10.74 examined forcibly by the prison doctor DOr. Schaefer
(prison Kassel) under threat of physical violence.

"“Physical resistance against this examimation, which would
have included a forcible use of a catheter, was totally
impossible for the defendant: 3 medical staff (warders) were
present to help the prison doctor to strap the emaciated
prisoner down by force on 3 special table which was equipped
with 2 straps for the chest, 4 straps for each arm, 2 straps
for each foot and one wide strap for the head.

"The forcible medical examination was not covered by the
decision of the examining judge from 27.9.74: this decision
only declares the force feeding as admissable, insofar as the
prison doctor regards it as necessary. If the prison doctor
was not able to decide whether force feeding was necessary
without preceding medical examinations (measvuring of blood
pressure, taking of urine, taking of blood amongst others),
then he was not allowed to undertake unauthorised medical




"examinations under threat of force In case of resistance.

"Because of this breach of the law we have brought a charge
agalnst the prison doctor Dr. Schaefer on account of coercion

(copy appendix 5).

"The prevention of further breaches of the law {s connected
with considerable practical difficulties for the defence
counsels and the court because the different prisons are far
apart from each other. The transfer of the prisoners to
Stuttgart is therefore an unavoidable necessity of welfare
duty which is the task of the court for all prisoners.

"As long as the hungerstrike continues, and it wlll continue
as long as the justified demand for abolition of special
treatment has not been fulfilled, the dangers to body and

life can only be reduced through a move to the prison
Stuttgart-Stammheim, where their trial is taking place - apart
from the admission of the doctors of their own choice.

"It is therefore proposed,

to request a decision without any further delay and further
waiting for eventual statements by the Federal Prosecutor
and the prisons on the complaint from 5.6.74 against the
negative decision by the examining judge, which has been
passed onto the court.

"It must be noticed that this decision has still not been
made after 4 months now, and this despite the obvious urgency
which exists according to the presented reasons. This shows
that it is in reality the Federal Prosecutor and his auxiliary
organs, the officials of the State Security department at the
Federal Criminal Office who, through the pretence of alleged
security considerations, are determining the date of transfer
best suited to them, This date is obviously meant to be as
near as possible to the starting date of the main trial, so
that a most effective defence and the achievement of a common
defence strategy can be prevented as far as possible.

"We request once again,
to stand up now, to this penetrating attempt by the Federal
Prosecutor through an unmistakeable judicial decision.

signed Croissant"
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It is proposed,
to establish the existence of this document {n the files of
the Stammheim trial and to hear lawyer Croissant and Or.

Prinzing as witnesses.

With the application by lawyer Dr. Crolissant from 6.10.74

the defence application by lawyer Strobele from 23.9.74 was
pul befare Dr. Prinzing, which included the application to
allow the medical examination and - if necessary - the medical
treatment of the prisoner Baader by the specialist for
uroloqy, Prof. Dr. Lange, at the Unjversity Clinic in Marburg.

The reasons for this application were as follows:

"At the beginniny of June 1973 the accused suffered a kidney
disease after 5 weeks on hungerstrike in the prison Schwalmstadt,
as a result of having been refused drinking water for 10 days.

"The doctor, Dr. Seibold, diagnosed during a medical examina-
tion on 1.6.73 pressure and tapping pains in the area of both
kidneys and in the lumbosacral area. On 12.6.73 a clear
microhaematury was identified and on 15.6.73 masses of
enythocyten were discovered in the urine. An appropriate

treatment was started immediately.

"In the middle of September 1974 the accused again suffered

considerable pain in the kidney area.

"The accused has been on hungerstrike since 10.9.74 to achieve
for himself and other political prisoners the abolition of
special treatment after more than 2 years of isolation.

"The examination by a specialist is urgent and must be carried
out as quickly as possible. Every delay can result in the
most severe damage to his health, in view of his illness in
the summer of 1973. The proposed admission of the external
doctor, whom the accused does not trust, is justified and

necessary.

"After his experiences in the spring and especially in the
summer of 1973 the accused quite rightly has no trust in those
doctors chosen by the prison authorities to treat him. This
matters especjally as he is again on hungerstrike. Or.
Degenhardt from Kassel, who had been asked by the prison to



"attend to Baader, had on 22.5.73 carried out the force feed-
ing in a way which was very painful for the accused even
though the accused had consented to drink the nourishment
fluid.

“The accused has therefore brought a charge against the
doctor. The lawsult, which was instituted as a result, was
dismissed but only because there was allegedly no evidence
against the doctor to show that he had heard this statement
by the accused, (dismissal decision by the Public Prosecutor
at the Court in Marburg, 4.12.73, ref.: 4 Js 475/73).

"This Or. Degenhardt from Kassel, who had been consulted by
the prison, had also recommended and ordered that the accused
should not be given any drinking water to 'bring to his con-
sciousness the stupidity of his behaviour'.

"With this he has consented to, and ordered, an interference
in his health which was not meant to sooth pain and to cure
but to inflict pain on the accused, to torture him with the
aim of breaking his will.

“The lawsuit brought against this doctor because of his

behaviour has in the meantime also been discontinued.

"After this the accused refuses on principle to be examined

and treated by a doctor consulted by the prison.

"The doctor Prof. Dr. Lange has expressed his readiness to
examine the accused.

"] request to make an immediate decision because of the
health risks. The prison governor has received a copy of
this application with the same mail.

signed Strobele"

It is proposed,

to establish the entry of this document into the files of the
Stammheim trial and to hear lawyer Strobele and Dr. Prinzing
as witnesses with regard to this matter.

With the application of 6.10.74, the presiding judge at the
2nd criminal court in Stuttgart received a report about the
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withdrawal of drinking water, written by several lawyers,
which was published in Kursbuch no. 32 on torture in the FRG.

With the application, dated 6.10.74, the presiding judge Or.
Prinzing also received the press statement by the defence
counsels from 18.9.74 which states amongst others:

“The State Security Department at the Federal Criminal 0ffice
and the Federal Prosecutor know also that numerous prison
doctors firmly reject the deprivation of drinking water. One
of these is the. senior doctor at the prison Stuttgart-Stammheim
principal medical officer Dr. Henck. The transfer of Andreas
Baader, Holger Meins and Jan Carl Raspe to Stuttgart-Stammheinm,
which had been planned for a long time, has been delayed until
now because security consideratiuns would not allow this tran-
sfer. In reality these considerations are just a pretext:

All se;urity problems had been solved since Gudrun Ensslin

and Ulrike Meinhof were moved to Stuttgart-Stammheim at the

end of April 1974. The real reason is that by not moving the
prisoners - apart from the practical obstacles put in the way
of the defence counsel - the possibility can be created of
breaking up the feared third hungerstrike in a prison which

is prepared to accept the death of the prisoners as a result

of dying of thirst. The prison in Schwalmstadt is predisposed
after the concrete experiences of the last hungerstrike to
practise the withdrawal of water despite the threatening

death of Andreas Baader.

"The fascist agitation by the Springer press tries with all
means to secure such attempted murder with propagandistic
methods: they once again refer to write 'Baader gang', the
‘cowardly and cunning Baader' or about Andreas Baader and
Gudrun Ensslin who were formerly 'drifting through the FRG
burning and killing'. (8ild am Sonntag on 1.9.74)

"The same press statement had already been in the possession
of the Federal Prosecutor and the Federal Criminal Office,
as all press statements ty the defence counsels in the
Stammheim trial were systematically collected by the State
Security Authorities via their freelance assistants.
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"It is proposed, 'On the other hand it has to be stated that the only

to question the president of the federal Criminal Office, legally permissible objective for force feeding can be
Or. Horst Herold and the former president of the Federal to save the accused from death through starvation. Ffor
Office for the Protection of the Constitution, Gunter Nollau, this reason alone it should be the duty of those prison

doctors responsible for carrying out force feedings, that
they do it with the medically most considerate means.

as witnesses with regard to this.

"On 7.10.74 the defence counsels through lawyer von Plottnitz This includes first of all the use of tubes which are

submitted ¢ i :

ubmitted an application for Holger Meins: common in the medical field for artificial feedings and

1) to prohibit the prison doctors at the prison in Wittlich where the danger of injuries or traumatisation of mucous
who are responsible far the force feedings from using membranes can be kept to an absolute minimum. In the
tubes with a bigger diameter than 16 Charrieres at the area of medical care, tubes with a diameter of l4a-16
force feedings i > cee . .
urce feedings (unit of measure for flexible tubes or Charrieres are being used for artificial feedings which
catt ? :

stheters), can also be inserted through the nose.
2) *o prohibit the prison doctors, or the administration of

'The quite obvious attempt to force the accused throuyn
the practised method and manner of force feeding, to
break off his hungerstrike finds no legal basis in the
"The application contained - in part - the following reasons: criminal code. The legal viewpoint of "arder in the
'Since 30.9.74 the accused has been forcefed daily in prisons", 119 Para. 3 StP0O, also cannot justify the use
the prison Wittlich. The force feeding takes place in of any kind of force through which a prisoner is meant
such a way that he is at first strapped down on a table to be forced to break off a hungerstrike. Because as
with several leather straps. Then a tube, about the : prison rules in the sense of 119 Para. 3 StPD, only the
size of a thumb, is inserted through his throat and ; outer limits of the prison can be defined as necessary
gullet into his stomach, through which finally the mash for the execution of the remand imprisonment of a remand
is pumped through. Because of the thickness of the prisoner. Through the hungerstrike of the accused this
tube, during the force feeding, the mucous membrane of : outer limit is not being touched in any way.
his throat and his gullet are constantly traumatised
which leads to cramps so that parts of the food are ' {
being pumped back. This often causes a blockage of the g
windpipe which results in agonising suffocation attacks
and carries the real threat of death through suffocation.

the prison, from withdrawing water from Holger Meins {

during his hungerstrike.

'A judicial decision according to the 2nd submitted
application is necessary insofar, because the measure of
withdrawal of water is suspected in view of earlier
experiences. Because of their legal inadmissability the
above mentioned explanations can be referred to. The

vThé above stated method and manner of the force feeding dangers to the life or the physical entirety of the
which had already been practised on the accused during accused connected with the measure of the threatened with-
the last year when he was also on hungerstrike, shows drawal of water, need no discussion, especially in view
quite clearly that the aim is to force the accused through of a kidney failure.

a torturous procedure during force feeding to break off
his hungerstrike. It is not the worry about the health
and physical well-being of the accused they are concerned
with, but the endeavour of hindering the accused from
carrying out the only resistance possible for him against

‘Because of the obvious urgency of the above mentioned
judicial orders we regquest also a decision on the applica-
tions according to 33 Para. 4, p.l StPO without precedina

hearing of the Federal Prosecutor.

unbearable prison conditions. signed von Plottnitz
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It is proposed,

to establish the entry of this document into the files of
the Stammheim trial and to question lawyer von Plottnitz

and DOr. Prinzing as witnesses with regard to this matter.

The application by the defence counsels from 6.10.74 to
agree to an examination by doctors of the prisoners own
choice and to move the male defendants to the prison
Stuttgart-Stammheim, were rejected by the presiding judge ]

w Dr. Prinzing and the assessors Dr. Foth and Dr. Berroth on
14.10.74 or - as far as the transfer of the male prisoners
to the prison Stuttgart-Stammehim had been applied for, no
decision was made at all.

The decision from 14.10.74 gave the following reasons for
rejection:

“The defendants are on hungerstrike, but refuse to be examined
by the authorised prison doctors. They demand the admission
of 'doctors of their own choice'.

The defendant Baader is presently a convicted prisoner and
therefore the court is not competent to make decisions in his
case (compare court decree, dated 8.10.74 - 2 ARs 27/74).

"In view of the other defendants the application does not
prove that the doctors in the various prisons are neglecting
their dutics or are not aware of their responsibilities. Ffor
the defendant Meinhof the court has already come to a decision
(compare decree, dated 4.10.74 - a ARs 22/74). For the
.- defendants Ensslin, Meins and Raspe, for whom no new facts

have been presented, the same applies.

"The court would also like to puint oul that it is not in
the habit to make decisions on applications which include
defaming formulations.

signed Dr. Prinzing Dr. Foth Or. Berroth"

The defence counsels through lawyer von Plottnitz brought an
action on 15.10.74 against the doctor in the prison Wittlich,
accusing him of inflicting bodily injury while on duty. It
gave the following reasons:

Ji)
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"As prison doctor in the Wittlich prison the accused is
responsible for the way in which force feeding is being
conducted. The force feedings are being carried out
daily under his personal instructions and participation.
As a doctor it should be the duty of the accused to con-
duct the force feeding as an artificial feeding according
to the rules of medical ethics - as caring as possible
for the defendant. This would first of all mean the use
of the kind of tube which is being used in hospitals
when feeding patients artificially. Their dismeters are
constructed in such a way that the danger of tearing and
of injuries of the throat and gullet mucous membranes are
avoided as far as possible. The diameter of the tubes used
in the medical field is between 14 and 16 Charrieres and
they are as a sule inserted through the .nose.

“Compared toc this the accused uses a tube which is only
slightly thinner than the gullet of the defendant and the
insertion of this kind of tube into his throat is aimed at
forcing the defendant to break off his hungerstrike by
inflicting pain and agony on him during the daily procedure
of force feeding. The accused is willing to put up with
severe risks to the life of the defendant. Because of the
convulsions which occur during the force feeding procedure
and which so far have not led to a discontinuation or to a
changed method of this procedure, the constant danger of

suffocation or respirative paralysis exists.

“The accused also tolerates further torment of the defendant
which is inflicted by some of the prison warders present at
the force feedings. At some of the force fecdings the
leather straps and handcuffs which are used to strap down
the defendant, have been pulled so tightly that the defen-
dant had severe pain and the blood circulation was impaired.
One of the prison warders present at the force feedings
presses the head of the defendant so hard against the head
rest that he incurs considerable pain - without being

reprimanded by the accused.

“Neither in the criminal code nor in any other legal orders
is there a judicial basis for the described behaviour of



- 17 -

"the accused. The behaviour of the accused is not determined
by a concern for the physical well-being of the defendant
but Is quite obviously aimed at forcing the defendant to
break off his hungerstrike.

"Since 16.9.74 over 40 political prisoners are on hungerstrike
in several prisons in the FRGC and W. Herlin. As far as

force feeding has been started - and as far as we are
informed - force feeding has only In ane further case been
conducted in such an agonising way as in the case of Holger
Meins. This concerns the remand prisoner Ronald Augustin,
who is imprisoned in Hannover. In the case of the remand
prisoner Augustin a paralysis of the respiratory muscular
system has already occurred once. The lawyer of this defen-
dant has also brought an action.

"We suggest to.question the accused immediately after receipt
of this indictment with regard to the charges according to

133 StPO because only this will make it possible to prevent
the accused from inflicting further bodily injuries on the

prisoner in the future.

"We request further you inform us immediately of the reference
number of the preliminary proceedings which will be instituted
on account of this charge. As the prisoner intends to appear
as co-plaintiff in the criminal proceedings against the
accused we also request you inform us on your own accord

about the progress of the inquiries.
signed von Plottnitz"

On 15.10.74 a copy of this charge was sent to the presiding
judge Or. Prinzing with a covering letter, by the lawyer von
Plottnitz. 1In the covering letter it was proposed:

1) to prohibit the doctor in the Wittlich prison, Dr. med.
Hutter, immediately from carrying out any medical activity
with regard to the defendant Meins,

2) to allow a doctor who has the trust of the defendant Meins,
to be present at future force feedings by other doctors
employed by the state Rheinland-Pfalz.

-283 -

The reason for this application reads as follows:

“In the interest of the physical well-being of the defendant
a judicial decision with regard to the above mentioned
charges, as well as to our application, dated 7.10.74, is
now imperative. Because of the requested presence of a
doctor of his own choice we refer to the application already
made by the co-defender, Dr. Klaus Crolssant.

"We also request to be informed of what kind of nutritious
components the nutriment liquid consists of which has so far
been used for force feeding and how much of this the defen-

danl thas been given at the daily force feedings.

"we attach a written declaration by the defendant in which
he absolves Dr. med. Hutter from his medical professional

discretion towards us.
signed von Plottnitz"

All the relevant documents were not only sent to the 2nd
criminal court in Stuttgart, but were also either passed on
by telephone or copies were sent immediately to the Federal

Prosecutor.

It is proposed,

to hear the witnesses Siegfried Buback, Peter Zeiss and Dr.
Prinzing with regard to this matter as well as establishing
the existence of the significant documents in the files of
the Stammheim trial.

Even though these facts were known the presiding judge Dr.
Prinzing did not order the examination of the defendant by a
doctor of his own choice. The examination by trusted doctors
for all defendants had been refused by the 2nd Criminal Court

on 14.10.74. Following the application, dated 7.10.74, by

the lawyer von Plottnitz, to use only nose tubes with a certain
diameter at the force feedings it was merely decided on 22.10.74
to use a tube at force feedings which could be inserted through
the nose. The other points were rejected.
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The reasaons for this decision were as follows:

"The defendant is being force fed. According to the prison
doctor a 12 mm strong tube is being used which is inserted
through the mouth. A thinner tube could be used but would
have to be inserted through the nose., The prison does not
see itself in a position where the medical and nursing
staff are able to do this. According to the Government
medical officer Dr. tLang, who has ordered a tube which is
inserted through the nose for the prison in Stuttgart-
Stammheim, this is a common method. A specialist is not
necessary for this. According to the requirements of

119 Para. 3 StPO the more considerate method should be
chosen, when this is possible. That is the case here. The
provision of the necessary medical staff is left to the
prison administration. Organisational problems do not, as
a rule, stand opposed to a legally advisable directive.

"The other points in the application from 7.10.74 are not
substantiated. It is not up to the court to give instruc-
tions to the doctor on the quality of the tube he is using,
its strength and such like. Drinking water is not being
denied to the defendant; a directive for this is not
necessary.

signed Or. Prinzing Maier Or. Berroth"

With regard to the further application by the defence
counsel, dated 15.10.74, to prohibit the doctor at the
Wittlich prison from any further medical activity in connec-
tion with the treatment of Holger Meins, to allow a doctor

of his own choice to he present al fulure force feedings aad
information about the exact amount of nutriment given to
Holger Meins neither the presiding judge Or. Prinzing nor his
deputy Dr. Foth made any decisions, despite the obvious
urgency for judicial intervention.

It is proposed,
to question Dr. Theodor Prinzing as witness with regard to
this matter.
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Not until 21.10.74 did the 2nd Criminal Court decide on the
complaint, dated 5.6.74, which the defence through the lawyer
Dr. Croissant had lodged against the decision of the examining
judge. In this decision the transfer of the male prisoners

to Stuttgart-Stammheim had been refused. To decide on the
complaint the court had taken 4% months, although the defence
counsels through lawyer Dr. Croissant had pointed out on
3.7.74 the extreme urgency of the transfer as follows:

"We assume that the complaint has by now been passed on to

the court for a decision.

"With regard to the explanations in the written complaint the
transfer for an orderly preparation of the defence cannot

ionger be drawn out.

"The impression should therefore be avoided that the Federal
Prosecutor's Office and its auxiliary agencies, especially
the étate Security Department of the Security Group in the
Federal Criminal Office are making the decision about the
transfer and the police exercise involved in this.

"A copy of our complaint is attached, in case that it has not

yet been passed on to the examining judge.
signed Croissant”

The court decision aboul the transfer, finally passed on

21.10.74, was officially given to the defence counsels only

atler the death of Holger Meins. It stated:

"1he defendant Baader is to be moved to the prison Stuttgart-
Stammheim in the week after 2 November 1974 at the latest,
the detendants Raspe and Meins at the latest up until

2 November 1974.

signed Foth Maier Or. Berroth"

With regard to this transfer decision the Federal Prosecutor
wrote the following to the court on 24.10.74:

"Ffor the accomplishment of an orderly transfer I propose -
according to the usual practice when moving these defendants -
to make the following arrangements:




"In view of the heightened danger of escape, the known
liberation plans of members of the criminal groups and the
behaviour of the accused so far, the defendants should be
strapped down during the transfer.

"The transport of the defendant will be carried out by members
of the Federal Criminal Office. I request therefore to inform
the governor of the prison in Wittlich to hand over the
defendant Meins to the officials who are responsible for his
transport, and to inform the governor of the Stuttgart prison
to receive him,

"As a preceding hearing of the defendant could endanger the
ohjective of the instruction I request to abandon this

according Lo 33 para. 4 StLPO.

“The transport of the defendant will need thorough preparations
and security measures. I must therefore point out now that
the transfer dates mentioned above cannot be adhered to.

But I will try to expedite the matter as quickly as possible.

signed I.A, Zeiss"

It is proposed,
to question Federal Prosecutor Siegfried Buback, Federal
Attorney Peter Zeiss as well as Dr. Theodor Prinzing as wit-

nesses with regard to this matter.

The statement in the letter by the Federal Prosecutor, dated
24.10.74, that the transfer dated could not be adhered to
because of " thorough preparations and security measures" is
an obvious lie. In reality the Federal Criminal Office had
all material and personnel means available to carry out the
transport with no effort, within the given time.

It is proposed,
to question Siegfried Buback, Peter Zeiss, Dr. Horst Herold
and Karl Schutz as witnesses with regard to this matter.

This is also demonstrated by the transfer of Gudrun Ensslin
and Ulrike Meinhof who were already moved in April 1974 to
the Stuttgart-Stammheim prison, the place of their trial.
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After recejving the letter from the Federal Prosecutor, dated
24.10.74, the 2nd Criminal Court in Stuttgart extended the
latest transfer date for the defendants Melns and Raspe for a
further 2 days until 4.11.74, as the assisting judge Or. Berroth
confirmed to the journalist Bauer from the Reuter agency.

It is proposed,
to question the judge Dr. Berroth and the journalist Bauer from

the Reater agency with reqgard ta this matter.

But the date of 4.11.74 was also not kept by the Federal
Prosecutor and the Federal Criminal Office, neither Holger

Meins nor Jdan Carl Raspe were Cransterred to Stutbgart-Stammheim,

On 4.11.74 the force feeding of Andreas Baader was stopped.
The defence counsels therefore submitted the following applica-

tion through lawyer Or. Croissant on 7.11.74:

"]. to instruct the Federal Prosecutor or the State Security
department at the Federal Criminal Office, to carry out
immediately the transfer of the prisoners Baader, Meins
and Raspe, which had already been ordered several weeks
ago by the court, to the prison Stuttgart-stamhheim,

2. to order the examination of the prisoner Baader by at least
one doctor of his own choice - as named in the application,

dated 6.10.74."

The application contained the following reasons:

"Andreas Baader has been a remand priscner since 1.11.74. The
court is therefore without any doubt qualified to make the

proposed decision also on his behalf.

“The proposed decision is necessary to prevent the death of
the prisoner. Government director Wachter from the prison in
Schwalmstadt has ordered the suspension of the force feeding
of the prisoner on the same day on which Jean Paul Sartre had
submitted his request for a visit to Andreas Baader. The
defence counsel does not regard this noticeable timely coin-
cidence as an accident.

"Already during the last hungerstrike in May/June 1973 the
prison administration in Schwalmstadt and the doctor Dr.
Degenhardt, senior doctor at the prison hospital in Kassel,
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"have withdrawn Andreas Baader's drinking water. Through this
calculated attempt of murder, the kidneys of the prisoner
have been severely damaged: they are only functioning at a

quarter of their capacity.

"The force feeding during the hungerstrike now taking place
was only carried out irregularly every 2 days. This resulted
in the prisoner constantly losing welight.

"Government director Wachter has justified his order to stop
the force feeding with the remark by the prison doctor Or.
Zwecker, that further force feedings would not prevent chronic
malnutrition. Government director Wachter remarked to Andreas
Baader that if he was lying in a coma he would review the
situation.

"In view of this situation the proposed admission of a doctor
of his own choice is unavoidable, its extraordinary urgency

obvious.
signed Croissant"

On the same day, shartly after receipt of the application and
after Dr. Croissant had issued an appropriate press statement,
Andreas Baader was moved by the State Security Department of

the BKA, even though he should have been moved as the last person
according to the court decision from 21.10.74. With regard to
the defence application from 7.11.74, lawyer Dr. Croissant
received the following letter from the presiding judge Or.
Prinzing on 8.11.74:

"l peply to your telter from 7.11.74, 1 inform you thal Lhe
accused Baader has now been moved to the prison Stuttgart-
Stammheim. Meins and Raspe will also be moved within a
reasonable space of Uime.  As the conditions of medical care
are different in the prison Stammheim then in Schwalmstadt,
the court assumes that your application from 7.11.74 is now
out of date.

"The court will spare itself the trouble of discussing the
suspicions expressed in your letter with regard to the visit-
ing application by Mr. Sartre.

signed Or. Prinzing"
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It is proposed,

to summon Horst Herold, Siegfried 8uback, Karl Schutz,
Government director Wachter, Dr. med. Zwecker, Dr. med.
Degenhardt and Dr. Prinzing as witnesses with regard to this

matter.

The aim of the suspension of the force feeding of Andreas

Baader was to cause either the death of this prisoner or the
destruction of his political identity. If he was the first

to be moved to Stammheim - contrary to the judicial decision -
then it was only for the reason that the plan for his liquidation
had become public on 7.11.74 through the press statement which
had been passed on by telephone to the press agencies by Or.
Croissant several hours before his transfer.

It is ‘proposed,
to summon lawyer Dr. Croissant, Siegfried Buback, Dr. Horst
Herold and Karl Schutz as witnesses with regard to this matter.

The interest of the State Security Authorities in the death of
such prisoners, which they regard as "leaders"; Federal

Prosecutor Buback has expressed in an interview which was pub-

lished in February 1976 in the news magazine "Der Spiegel". He
stated:
"ffur some 5 defendants in Stuttlygart were alteady too many",

It is proposed,
to question Federal Prosecutor Bouback ac witneas with reqund

to this.

On Friday, 8.11.74 Holger Meins phoned the lawyer Laubscher in
Heidelberqg, on the late afternoon From Wiltlich prican, and
told him that he was in a very bad state of health. He said:
"I cannot get up any more". According to the impression of
lawyer Laubscher, Holger Meins had considerable difficulties
in speaking clearly and to concentrate himself.

It is proposed,
to question lawyer taubscher, Maerzgasse 7, 6900 Heidelberg,
as witness with regard to this matter.
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lecause of this phone call by Holger Meins the lawyer Haag

drove to Wittlich on Saturday morning, 9.11.74 He arrived
there shortly after 11.00 a.m. After Haag had been recorded
into the visitors book a prison security official appeared after
a certain time and explained that Holger Meins "allegedly" could
no longer walk from his cell to the visitor's cell. By using
the word "allegedly", the security official obviously wanted to
qgive the impression that the prisoner Meins was only faking.
With regard to the information by the security officer Haag
requested he conduct his talk with the prisoner Meins in his
cell. This was refused him by the security officer with the
coplanation that nobody was allowed Lo qo into the cell of
Holger Meins without permission by the prison governor and the
Ministry of Justice. On the strength of that Haag stated that
he would not leave the prison before speaking to Holger Meins.
The security official finally agreed to contact the prison
governor. As a result of this ingquiry he then explained to Haag
that the prison governor was not allowing the lawyer to see
Holger Meins in his cell, for "“security reasons". After trying
unsuccessfully to motivate the prison officers present to

inform the Ministry of Justice in Mainz and the emergency
services in Karlsruhe, Haag left the prison and phoned Dr.
Croissant in Stuttgart. A phone call from the prison had not
been allowed with the reason that it was not possible to settle
the costs for the phone available on Saturdays.

It is proposed,
to question Government Director E£ssmayer and the Security
Inspector Auster with regard to this matter.

At around 12.00 a.m. Haag informed lawyer Dr. Croissant, by

phone, about the situation. He asked him to contact the judge

immediately and to submit the following application:

1. to order the Wittlich prison that the lawyer's visit can
take place in Holger Meins's cell,

2. to order immediately that a doctor of his own choice can

visit Holger Meins in prison.

It is proposed, )
to question Siegfried Haag, prison Frankenthal as well as lawyer
Dr. Klaus Croissant, Lange Strasse 3, 7000 Stuttgart 1, as wit-

nesses with rernard tn thic matter
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It was not possible for Or. Croissant to make immediate contact
by phone with Or. Prinzing. He had requested at the beginning

of the hungerstrike to have Dr. Prinzing's private phone number
for urgent calls, but this had been refused by Or. Prinzing who
told him that he could get in touch with him via the court office.
Croissant therefore had to ring there first which meant that

much valuable time was lost. At first he got hold of an official
named Ginger. Dr. Croissant explained to him that he must ring
ODr. Prinzing on a very urgent matter as the life of one of the
defendants was in danger, and ta arrange for him to call back,
The official replied that he would not take orders from Croissant.
Only after a long conversation did lawyer Croisnant manage Lo
convince the official that it was his duty to comply with his
request. The official then replied that bhe first had to ask

his superior, a Mr. Stimpfig. Croissant had to phone back a
second time after 15 to 20 minutes and remind them once again
about the urgency of his getting in touch with Dr. Prinzing.

At about 12.30 p.m. Or. Prinzing finally rang DOr. Croissant who
described the situation to him and drew his attention especially
to the fact that the condition of Holger Meins was now extremely
critical and that he was not able to walk any more, but that
lawyer Haag had not been allowed to enter his cell for allegedly
security reasons. DOr. Prinzing explained that he was not able

to verify the mentioned security considerations. DOr. Prinzing
was furthermore annoyed that Croissant rang him on a Saturday.

He explained that he was fatigued by the Baader-Meinhof trial
which took place five days a week and that he needed the weekend
to relax, to be able to concentrate himself on the coming week.
In future he would make sure that nobody could get in touch with
him at the weekend. <Croissant replied that it was Dr. Prinzing's
duty and responsibility to

1. make sure immediately by phoning the prison that lawyer Haagq
could see Holger Meins, that a simple phone call by him would
be sufficient

2. order in this situation that Holger Meins should immediately
be seen by a doctor of his own choice.

To this Dr. Prinzing explained that it had already been decided
that doctors of the prisoners choice would not be allowed to
see the 5 defendants and that it had to stay like that. Would
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Dr. Croissant please advise Meins to stop his hungerstrike and
to eat again. When Croissant pointed out to him that an action
had already been brought against the prison doctor for serious
bodily injury and serious neglect of his medical duties, that
Dr. Prinzing had a copy of this charge and that it was in his
power to change the decision, Dr: Prinzing explained that he
could not do this on his own, that only the court was able to
do this. But that it would not be possible to assemble every-
body now and Croissant should try to contact the standby judge.
When Crolssant once again pointed out to him that none other
than he himself was authorised and able to act quickly and
effectively, Dr. Prinzing promised to phone the Wittlich prison
if Holger Meins's situation was critical. After about 10
minutes Dr. Prinzing informed Croissant by phone that lawyer
Haag was presently visiting the prisoner. An indication that
the condition of Holger Meins was getting worse was not given
by Or. Prinzing.

It is proposed,
to question lawyer Dr. Klaus Creissant and Dr. Prinzing as wit-
nesses with regard to this matter.

Haag had returned to Wittlich prison after his first phone call
with Croissant. There he was told that the visit could be con-
ducted in such a way that Holger Meins would be brought to the
administration wing on a stretcher and that the visit could take
place there. This procedure had been agreed to by the Ministry
ofljustice, the prison governor and Holger Meins. Shortly after
13.00 p.m. Holger Meins was carried into the visiting room on

a stretcher. He was lying on a stretcher with his eyes closed,
his body emaciated to a skeleton. His condition was extremely
critical. During his talk with Holger Meins, Haag's conviction
strengthened that Holger Meins's life was in imminent danger.
Holger Meins showed him his body. He had put toilet paper and
paper handkerchiefs into his trousers to hold up his trousers
add to prevent the belt from cutting into his hip bones. His
talk with Haag was very laborious because most of the time he
was only able to whisper. Haag had to press his ear onto Holger
Meins's mouth to understand anything at all. Holger Meins
managdd only sometimes, by pulling all his strength together,
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to manage a slightly louder sentence. Holger Meins asked him
urgently not to leave him alone and Haag stayed at his side.
After Holger Meins's condition deteriorated continuously Haag
left him at 15.00 p.m. to try for immediate medical aid, to get
intensive treatment started for saving his life. Between 15.00
and 15.15 p.m. Haag talked to the prison security officer who
informed him that the deputy governor had left the prison and
that the_prison doctor was away travelling and would not return
before Monday. Haag pointed out that Holger Meins was dying

and that immediate aid was necessary. The security officer did
not respond to this but replied instead that Holger Meins had
been able only yesterday to go to the telephone and that a
doctor saw him every day. It was quite impossible that anything
could happen, and should a case of emergency occur, which the
medical orderly in the prison hospital would be sble to ascertain,
then the emergency doctor in the town would be called.

it is proposed,
to call Siegfried Haag as well as the witness Auster with regard
to this matter.

When Haag realised that the people in charge of the prison were
not present or not reachable he left the prison and reported
to Croissant by phone of what was happening.

As Croissant was no longer able to reach the judge by phone,
Haag dictated a letter by phone, addressed to Dr. Prinzing, in
which he was asked to act immediately to save the life of Holger
Meins. The letter had the following text:

"I have today, Saturday 9.11.74, visited the prisoner Holger
iMeins in the Wittlich prison.

"Since 13.9.%4 Holger Meins and 35 other political prisoners
have been on hungerstrike against isolation and special treat-
ment, against their destructive imprisonment which is aimed at
destroying their revolutionary identity. Their destructive
prison conditions are still continuing.

"Holger Meins weighs less than 42 kilograms, he can no longer
walk, he can hardly talk., He is dying. At the latest he will
be dead in 2 days. VYou are responsible for his death because
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"you are determining the conditions of his imprisonment.

"Your responsibility stays with you even if you should phone
the prison in Wittlich and should get information about his
condition from there.

“The fact js that in Holger Meins's case the destructive con-
ditions of confinement are aimed at his death through slow

starvation.

"You have known from the beginning of the hungerstrike that it
will be ended when the isolation and special treatment have
been stopped. You are therefore fully aware of your respon-
sibility.

"Allow the immediate presence of one of the trusted doctors
mentioned in our letter, dated 6.10.74, As a further doctor
I name Or. Christof Locherback, 7401 Talheim, Romerweg 5.

For lawyer Haag
signed Marieluise Becker"

That letter was taken personally by the lawyers Becker and
Croissant to Dr. Prinzing's private flat as it might have
taken more time on a Saturday to send it by telegram. Or.
Prinzing came to the garden gate to receive the letter after
Croissant had explained to him via his intercom "I must speak
to you at once. Holger Meins is dying." e was informed
verbally about the content of the letter when he received it.
Marieluise Becker as well as DOr. Croissant pointed out to him
that he was able to prevent Uhe death of the prisoner., They
insisted thal a doctor trusted by the prisoner be admilted.
They referred to the application by the defence counsel, dated
6.10.74, in which 6 doctors, amongst them leading authorities,

whose spcecialist knowledqge was above all doubt, had been named.

It was explicitly pointed out to Dr. Prinzing that Or. Jurgen

Schmidt-voigt should Le asked to come. This doctor had given a

medical report on Astrid Proll, who as a result of being
imprisoned in the empty wing of the women's psychiatry in Lhe

prison in Cologne where she had also been subjected to acoustic

isolation, had been tortured to such an extent that she had
become unfit for imprisonment and had had to be relcased. The

demand by the defence lawyers to consult the trusted doctor was
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denied despite the extremely critical condition of Holger Meins
with the remark that Astrid Proll had gone underground after her

release.

It is proposed,
to gquestion the lawyers Marieluise Becker and Klaus Crofssant
as well as Or. Prinzing as witnesses with regard to this matter.

At the time when the lawyers Becker and Croissant were talking
to Or. Prinzing, Holger Meins had already dled. The doctor
who had been called at 4.00 p.m. by a prison officer could, at
17.15 p.m, only establish the death of Holger Meins.

Holger Meins was 1,84 m tall and when he died his weight was |
down to 39 kg. He dled through slow starvation.

Holger Meins had left the following declaration with his defence

counsel Croissant:

"Wwittlich, 9.3.74
Should I ever die in prison then it was murder - no matter what
the pigs will maintain. I will never kill myself, I will never
give them any pretext. I am not a Provo and not an adventurer.
If they say - and there are indications for this - 'suicide',
'serious illness', 'self defence', 'trying to escape' don't
believe the lies of the murderers.

Meins"

It is proposed,
to question lawyer Klaus Croissant as witness with regard to this

matter.

If Or. Prinzing had ordered immediately after the phone call which
he had with Croissant on 9.11.74 at about }12.30 p.m., that

Holger Meins be cxamined at once - if necessary by an emergency
doctor - Holger Meins could have been taken at once to the inten-
sive care unit at the University Clinic Mainz and could have bhecen
saved., This has been confirmed by Prof. Or. Frey at the
Anaesthesia unit at the University Clinic Mainz, to Croissant
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when he was visiting the prisoners Grundmann and Junschke who

the defence, or he should at least have ordered the prison to
had been taken there,

immediately start measures for medical care, if necessary by

transferring the murdered prisoner to the intensive care unit
It is proposed, i

of a hospital. The accused Dr. Prinzing was authorised to give
to question Prof. Or. Rudolf Frey from the University Clinic . .

judicial instructions of the above mentioned kind according to
Mainz as well as lawyer Or. Croissant with regard to this
matter 125 para. 2 clause 3 StPO. Contrary to his remarks made to

Dr. Croissant, a contact with the other court judges was not

necessary. The remarks by the accused DOr. Prinzing must be seen
But his life could have been saved with absolute certainty if

Dr. Prinzing had insisted the Federal Prosecutor adhere to the
given transfer dates to the prison Stuttgart-Stammheim, which

at first was 2.11.74 and which had then been extended to 4.11.74

at the latest. But Or. Prinzing submitted himself to the orders ‘ necessary measures for the immediate medical care of the

of the State Security Authorities even though he was informeu ! ( murdered prisoner. Because the accused knew already before
9.11.74 that the prison authorities and the prison doctor neither

since the beginning of October about the insufficient conditions

of medical treatment given to Holger Meins. At the same time : seriously wanted to provide adequate medical care, nor were they

Or. Prinzing neglected to inform himself during the hungerstrike, ? in a position to do this considering the possibilities within

until the death of Holger Meins, of the prisoner by the prison the prison. 0n the strength of an application by the defence
counsel, dated 7.10.74, Dr. Prinzing's court had to order the

doctors.

! prison administration and the prison doctor through a decree,
dated‘22.10.7a, to carry out the force feeding with a nose tube
according to the rules of medical ethics. Before that the prison
administration had made a statement to the court that they were
not able 'with their existing medical and nursing staff' to use

3as excuses.

The accused should also not have relied upon the prison
avthorities or the prison doctor in Wittlich to instigate the

It is proposed, '
to question Dr. Prinzing as witness with regard to this matter.

In the indictment by lawyer von Plottnitz from 19.11.74 the

behaviour of Dr. Prinzing is described as follows: a nose tube.

Dr. Prinzing has in a striking and totally unjustifiable manner

f violated his legal duties. At lunchtime on 9.11.74, Dr. Prinzing
has - despite knowing that a danger to the life of the murdered
prisoner because of his weakened condition could not be excluded -
failed as a judge to order that even the most minimal medical
care was provided for the murdered prisoner. In view of his
neglect he has at least consented to the death of Holger Meins.
Had Dr. Prinzing ordered immediate medical measures at lunchtime
or on the afternoon of 9.11.74, especially drips or similar
measures, the life of Holger Meins could have been saved. To
that extent we refer to the obtaining of an expert report in

"In view of the information he received at lunchtime on 9.11.74
about the physical condition of the murdered Holger Meins, the
accused Or. Prinzing should - certainly under the aspect of
his judicial welfare duty - have felt obliged to immediately
take judicial measures for the medical care of Holger Meins.
There is no doubt at all that measures for the preservation of
the health and life of a remand prisoner who is in danger of
dying are part of the judicial welfare duty. It was therefore

"the legal duty of the accused Dr. Prinzing to act immediately
at the time of his phone call at lunchtime on 9.11.74 with
lawyer Dr. Croissant. The accused Or. Prinzing should either,
3s suggested by Dr. Croissant, have permitted the presence of
one of the trusted doctors, earlier named by the counsel for The reason for the behaviour of Dr. Prinzing was first of all

his disinclination to take up further judicial responsibilities
on top of his phone call to the Wittlich prison on a Saturday.
This showed itself in his unconcealed irritation at being

the preliminary proceedings.
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*hothered at all on a Saturday with Information about the
extremely critical condition of Holger Meins's health by Or.
Croissant. Considering all circumstances such a motive in
the case of the accused Dr. Prinzing must legally be regarded
as base according to 211 StGB. To that extent the extreme
disparity between the behaviour of the accused Dr. Prinzing -
his need for a restful Saturday - and the death of Holger Meins
caused through his neglect has to be emphasised (compare Oreher,
note 1 B a 211 StGB). Especially with regard to his position
as a judge, the accused Dr. Prinzing must know that he has to
undertake everything required of him to save the life of a
remand prisoner, irrespective of whether the remand prisoner
is on hungerstrike or not. A judicial point of view which
values the life of a remand prisoner less than a personal need
for rest on a Saturday is incompatible with the position and
the responsibility of a judge in the legal and constitutional
system of the FRG and therefore especially objectionable."

The remand prison rules include the following instruction under
no. 57:

"Should hospital treatment become necessary the remand prisonaer
will be admitted to the hospital wing of the prison. The trans-
fer to a public hospital requires the consent of the judge. If
the necessary treatment cannot be given to the sick remand
prisoner within the prison the governor has to request a
decision of the judge."

The death of Holger Meins is the common deed of Lhe State

Security Department at the Federal Criminal Office and the Federal
Prosecutor. It is the intention of this State Security Department
that especially those persons, who are directly in a position to
give help, should not order those urgently needed measures for
saving the lives of prisoners from the RAF. This is shown by

a house announcement in the prison Cologne-Ossendorf from 2.8.73
which also applied for the prison Wittlich:

in the mentioned house annguncement it says under the column
"Moving a prisoner®:

"Moving a prisoner - even in extreme emergency situvations (for
example danger to life) can only be done when the Security Group
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gonn (telephone §2221/353001) has given appropriate instructions.”

It is proposed,

to hear Justice Minister Theisen, Government Director Ringel,
Ffederal Prosecutor Siegfried Buback, Karl Schutz, Dr. Horst
Herold as well as Government Director Bucker, the governor of
the prison Cologne-Ossendorf as witnesses with regard to this

matter.

This document demonstrates who can make the last decision over
1ife and death of a prisoner from the RAF: the State Security
Department at the Federal Criminal Office. This order shows at
the same time that the security interests for the political
prisoners have a much higher priority than their lives.

Corresponding orders with regard to the confinement of the RAF
prisoners also exist in other prisons. When the prison doctor
Dr. med. Hassas from the prison Zweibrucken said to the prison
governor Greus that the prisoners Junschke and Grundmann had to
be urgently treated in a hospital, the prison governor declared
thal he should keep quiet, otherwise he would not be naturalised,
the Security Group Bonn had stated by phone that a transfer to a

hospital would be out of the question.

It is proposed,
to question the prison governor Greus, Karl Schutz, Dr. Horst
Herold as well as Wolfgang Grundmann and the prisoner Klaus

Junachke as witnesses with regard to this matter.

The prison doctor Dr. Hutter, who was responsible for Holger
Meins, had already at the beginning of the first hungerstrike
by the RAF prisoners in February 1973 demonstrated his deter-
mination to break the hungerstrike with medically irresponsible
and life endangering measures in a letter to the prison governor.
in this letter by the prison doctor to the governor of the prison
in wittlich, he writes already one day after the start of the
hungerstrike:

“Tn make the health damaging hungerstrike more difficult for

the remand prisaner Melns, I consider the withdrawal of drinkling



“water as well as the addition of salt to his washing water as

necessary.”

Before the death of Holger Meins the prison doctor said in front
of witnesses:

"He will die anyway."

It §Is proposed,

to question the former prisoner Rolf Georg Hecker as well as
Government Director Essmayer (to give evidence for the suggested
withdrawal of water and salt in the washing water at the first
hungerstrike) as witnesses with regard to this matter.

Only as a result of the decision by the court in Stuttgart from
22.10.74 could the prison doctor Dr. Hutter be forced to stop
wsing aeaitable Instruments during the force fecding which had
been agonising for the prisoner. The prison doctor was personally
instructed by a specialist for throat, nose and ear illnesses on
23.10.74 on how to use a stomach tube. He was then also informed
by the specialist that 9 tablespoons of the nutriment mixture
“Stardit" were sufficient for artificial feeding, according to

the printed instructions.

It is proposed,

to question the specialist for throat, nose and ear illnesses,
Dr. med. Demers in Wittlich, &s witness with regard to this
matter.

Contrary to the information given to him and to his knowledge on
the grounds of the instructions given for the nutriment mixture,
the prison doctor gave Holger Meins from 24.10.74 onwards only

3 tablespoons of "Stardit", which corresponds to a daily calorie
amount of 400. This {s shown in the records on the consumption
of this nutriment mixture which is contained in the files of the

Public Prosecutor in Trier.

It is proposed,

.to produce the files from the Public Prosecutor Trier - 7 Js 1235/74 -
and to read out the document contained in it as well as to

question Dr. Hutter as witness.
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The prison doctor knew perfectly well that he was gradually
starving Holger Meins by giving him such fnsufficient nourishment,
About this fact and the apparent worsening of his physical con-
dition, which in the week before the death of Holger Meins led

to rapid malnutrition, Dr. Hutter has informed the prison
governor Essmayer as well as the Ministry of Justice, the fFederal
Attorney General and the prison doctor Oegenhardt in Kassel, who,
as prison dactor had the special trust of the Federal Prosecutor
and the Security Croup/State Security Department at the BKA for
his withdrawal of drinking water from Andreas Baader. This brief-
ing followed as a result of a qgeneral instruction "to infarm the
Ministry of Justice and the federal Prosecutor about any special
particulars®”. All sperial occurances in connection with Holger
Meins were discussed "by justice officials" with the responsible

officials at the Federal Prosecutor's Office.

It is proposed,

to question Siegfried Buback, Horst Herold, Karl Schutz,
Government Director E£ssmayer and Or. Hutter as witnesses as well
as Government Director Ringel, Justice Minister Theisen and
Federal Justice Minister Vogel in Bonn with regard to this matter.

Even though the Federal Prosecutor and the Federal Criminal

O0ffice knew about the extremely dangerous health situation of
Holger Meins, even though the two State Security Departments

were also informed on the day that Holger Meins died, that the
prisoner was no longer able to walk and that he had to be carried
into the visiting room on a stretcher, the two people most respon-
sible, the witnesses Buback and Herold, have given no instruc-
tions for admission to a hospital - the only possibility to save

his life.

It is proposed,

to question the security inspectors at the prison Wittlich,
Auster and Kopper, Government Director Essmayer as well as
Siegfried Buback and Horst Herold with regard to this matter.

Even though the physical situation of Holger Meins had become so
severe on 7.11.74 that there was an acute danger to life, even
though Holger Meins had demanded the admission to a public
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hospital on 8.11.74, even though the force feeding had to take
place in his cell on B8.11.74 because the emaciated prisoner was
not able to walk any more, and despite the fact that Holger Meins
hagd to be carried on a stretcher on 9.11.74 to talk to lawyer
Haag, despite all these facts none of the responsible officials
had taken any kind of measure to save his life. Even the official
at the Minjstry of Justice, Government Director Ringel only
suggested in a phone call with the witness Auster on 9.11.74 to
bring Holger Meins to the visiting room on a stretcher, even
though he knew about the acutely dangerous situation and about
his legal duty to act as well as the other officials of the state
machine.

It is proposed,

to question the witnesses Ringel, Essmayer, the medical prison
warder Hennig, the security inspectors Auster and Kopper and Or.
Hutter, Or. Degenhardt, Herold, Schutz and Buback with regard to
this matter.

The presiding judge Dr. Prinzing received at about 1.30 p.m. the
information from prison officer Richard Hohwer that Holger Meins
had been carried to the visiting room on a stretcher. 1In view

of this information Or. Prinzing declared, after he had expressed
to the witness Hohwer, his anger about the disruption of his
Saturday rest by lawyer Croissant: "that he then regarded the

matter as settled.”

It is proposed,
to question Or. Prinzing and Richard Hohwer as witnesses with
regard to this matter.

On 8.11.74, the day before the death of Holger Meins, the prison
doctor Or. Hutter phoned the doctor at the Federal Prosecutor's
Office, Dr. Degenhardt in Kassel, in full knowledge of the
critical condition of the prisoner, to inquire whether he could
take a holiday until 10.11.74 despite the critical condition of
the prisoner and whether he could therefare discontinue the force
feeding for one day, 9.11.74. Or. Degenhardt explained to him
that he could leave the prisoner alonre.
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It is proposed,
to question Dr. Degenhardt, Or. Hutter and the Justice Minister
for Rheinland-Pfalz, Dr. Theisen, as witnesses with regard to

this matter.

The death of Holger Meins is - as well as the death of Siegfried
Hausner - a model example of the liquidation of an imprisoned
guerilla fighter as part of the destructi{on strategy by the

state under exploitation of favourable conditions: slow starvation
through infusion .of insufficient nutriment amounts in the case of
Holger Meins, the manipulation of the date for his transfer to
prevent a medically faultless force feeding and the deprivation

of any kind of medical help shortly before the beginning of the
acutely dangerous phase.

The homicide of Holger Meins under the direction of the State
Securit} Authorities shows that the FRG continmues its war of
destruction against the guerilla also against the prisoners.

The discussion of the offered evidence is also important within
the framework of the proposed dismissal applications submitted
by the defence counsels at the beginning of the trial. In the
reasoning of this application it was shown through the presented
facts, that the facts which have to be judged in this trial can
only be understood under the international law of war, so that
there is no room for the application of state internal criminal

law.



Appendix 35C

Federal Prosecutor
at the Federal Court
1 stB8 1/75 16.2.1977

The Federal Prosecutor makes the following statement with
regard to the application, dated 7.2.77, by the lawyer Or.
Croissant, which he has read out in court and termed as
"evidence" for the defendant Dellwo and which the other defen-

dants have agreed with,

The defence counsel for the defendant Dellwo, lawyer Dr.

Croissant, has on the 71lst day of the trial, in his capacity as :
an independant organ of the administration of justice, read out :
a statement which surpasses everything that has been presented

so far in this trial by that lawyer.

The deliberations of this lawyer in his application of February
7th, 1977 are not the kind of usual blunder which might have been
made partly from a certain excitement, but are obviously
deliberately planned defamations whose monstrosity will be shown
here by some especially exemplary passages.

Lawyer Dr. Croissant maintains amongst others:

that Holger Meins has been executed systematically under the
direction of the Federal Prosecutor Siegfried Buback, and
the head of the State Security Authorities of the Federal
Criminal Office (BKA) and its president Dr. Horst Herold

(page 4),

that the suspension of the force feeding of Andreas Baader
was aimed at the death of this prisoner (page 26)

the plan for Baader's liquidation had become public through

a press statement (page 26)

the death of Holger Meins is the common deed of the State
Security Authorities of the Federal Criminal Office (BKA)
and the Federal Prosecutor (page 37)
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the death of Holger Meins is - like the death of Siegfried
Hausner - a model example of the liquidation of an imprisoned
guerilla fighter as part of the state's destruction strategy
under exploitation of favourable conditions (page 42)

the homicide of Holger Meins under the direction of the State
Security Authorities shows that the FRG is continuing their
war of destruction against the querilla, even against the

prisoners (page 42)

And finally to crown it all:
!
Lhe tederal Prosecutor has expressed the interest of the

State Security Authorities in the death of such prisoners
in an interview by stating:
"For some, 5 defendanls in Stuttgart were already too many”.

(page 26)

Lawyer Croissant has consciously falsified the quote in Der
Spiegel interview by taking a sentence out of its context:

Der Spiegel had put the question to the Federal Prosecutor
whether it would not have been possible for the avoidance
of unnecessary expenditure of tax money, in the region of a
million Marks, to combine the proceedings at the Court in
Stuttgart and at the Assize Court in Kaiserslautern whose
trial subject was very similar. To this the Federal
Prosecutor had replied:

"For some 5 defendants in Stuttgart were already too many.
We had long discussions whether we shouldn't form groups of
2 defendants or even charge the people individually."

Whoever, like this lawyer, does not only bring a falsified quote
but also has the impudence to apply for the appearance as witness
of the person whose quote he has falsified, this lawyer shows
that he is not interested in finding the truth through his
applications, but that he really wants to mislead the court and
public opinion. At the same time he demonstrates that he has
fully accepted the rule that the RAF is expecting of him as a
lawyer.
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Part of the lawyer's responsibility is, according to a cell
circular which was found in July 1973 in the cells of the
prisoners Ensslin, Baader, Moller, Meinhof, Muller and Braun:

"Fact is that the lawyers are an important part of the
popular front strategy, and as the base is still weak their
function is the creation of a democratic public, a public
opinion, which is of course one of the prerequisites for a
proletarian front.* (documentation by the Federal Ministry
of the Interior about activities of anarchistic criminals
in the FRG, p.110)

How seriously lawyer Croissant is taking this duty and how much
knowledge he has about the activities of the "guerilla" is shown
in his interview with the ZDF which was shown on 25 May 1976:

"It is possible to kill a revolutiohary but not the
revolution. The continuity of the guerilla is unbroken.
Quite the opposite, it has become stronger because through
their struggle, the worldwide struggle, the contradiction
between the state and liberation from the control of the
existing production and property relations has become
visible.

Z0F: So this means the struggle will continue?

Croissant: Yes."

Part of this struggle is the continuous defamation of justice
according to the example of successful demagogs: one only has to
hint at the untruth often enough - something will stick in the
public mind!

And what is easier to make use of emotionally after the experiences
of the Third Reich, with its mass murders ordered and planned by
the state, than the assertion that the state organs are once

again engaged in liquidating political opponents.

In the already quoted cell circular, dated July 1973, it says:

“Through the lawyers, the judges and public prosecutors
will be seen as what they really are: under their appearance
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they will be seen as politiclians, as the darkest reac-
tionaries, servants of capital, imperialist pigs, communist
haters, desk criminals, murderers."”

(documentation by the Federal Ministry of the Interior, p.110)

The culprits had therefore already been determined, long before
the first death through hungerstrike occurred. It was therefore
only logical that the potential victims had already decided who
the culprits were and according to their wishes certified to the
lawyers as Holger Meins did:

“In the case that I should die in prison it was murder - no
matter what the pigs will maintain."”

dut the truth looks different, The truth is that all the par-
ticipants in the hungerstrike like Holger Meins had quite realis-
tically judged the risk to life and health and had, despite this
knowledge, used the hungerstrike as a means in their fight against
society.

In one of the RAF papers found in February 74 in a conspiratory
flat in Frankfurt/Main it says about hungerstrike:

"It is certain that nobody will give any evidence - the
breakdown only means that the people will be finished as
fighters - because it will be much heavier in connection

with actions outside then the last time."

(documentation by the Federal Ministry of the Interior, p.1l01})

A Sudgement which was also shared by Holger Meins. On 31st
October 1974 he wrote a letter to the gang member Grashof, in
which he very heavily criticised him for breaking off his hunger-
strike. This letter, which was later confiscated from Or.
Croissant's, starts with the following words:

"You stupid idiot.

You will start again immediately and continue - if you haven't
done that yet. This and nothing else. No matter what day it
is today.

It is of course the last straw, what you have done there, you
know, really filthy. You are a real pig. wWell alright.

You freaked out - which isn't the first time it happened, as

1 remember along with a few other things as well. This
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happens with every action, somebody always freaks out and
the daily shit, the anger - just wait, you arsehole.

As it happened this stayed within the family, and it should
really have been clear to you what that means for the pigs
and against us (by now in any case) -

in the middle of the action, if you have eaten at that point
with full consciousness - as a way out - then you are out.
Then I wish you a good appetite (does it taste good?). Then
we are finished. If it was a freak-out, a break, totally
stupid. But that can happen - despite everything that has
been said. We all know about that. But then you will have
started again already, or what? If not, then start
IMMEDIATELY."

This passage from the letter by Holger Meins to Grashof is miss-
ing in the so-called “letter by Holger Meins of 3lst October:1974
to a prisoner who has discontinued his hungerstrike" and which
was given by Dr. Croissant to Der Spiegel for publication.

The letter by Holger Meins published in Der Spiegel also contains
significant statements by the writer on the hungerstrike. He
writes for example:

"The guerilla materialises himself in the struggle - in
the revolutionary action and of course: without end -
precisely: fight until death and of course: collectively."

and

"0f course everybody will die one day. The question is just
how and how you have lived., And the thing is quite clear:
while fighting against the pigs for the liberation of the
people: revolutionary, during the struggle - despite all
love for life: despising death. For me the only thing that
counts is: to serve the people - RAF."

The truth is therefore: Holger Meins has in full knowledge of all
consequences consciously sacrificed his life for the aims of the
RAF. This was also known to lawyer Dr. Croissant. It was also
known to him that the Public Prosecutor had already dismissed

-6 - — £3k7€% -

the charges of accidental homicide against the prison doctor,
and others, on 20 August 1976.

In the meantime the Prosecutor in Koblenz has rejected the com-
plaint against the dismissal of the charge. In his decision of

8 February 1977 he says, amongst others:

"I can also not object to the fact that the Public Prosecutor
in Trier has not dealt more strongly with your complaint that
the persons denounced by you, especially the presiding judge
DOr. Prinzing, were guilty of murder. These accusations are
without support. VYour complaint does therefore not include

any new points.

"More important than the debate of an apparent or alleged
misconduct by the agencies of justice and the police, would
be an investigation of the question, which is not raised by
you either in your first charge from 19 November 1974, nor

in your complaint from 7 January 1977, whether those people
are to blame for the death of Holger Meins. Those who have
induced him to carry out the hungerstrike and who have later
urged him to continue despite the possible and foreseeable
fatal consequences. The Public Prosecutor in Trier has taken
the view in a separate decision, given to other complainants,
that it would not be possible to refute the statements by

the accused, that they believed that the prisoner would be
kept alive through artificial feeding. Within the framework
of the preliminary proceedings under consideration,-a judge-
ment about their moral complicity cannot be made.™

Even though lawyer Or. Croissant has termed his application as an
"evidence application", it is not considered as such according
to 244 StPO. Whether it is a formal "evidence application" is
not determined by its wording, but by its significance (BGH NJW
51, 368). The obvious attempt to mislead the court through his
application of 7 February 1977 is really aimed at making public

propaganda for the RAF.

Wwith regard to such propaganda actions, the Federal Court has
stated in its judgement, dated 12 October 1965 - 3 STR 15/65 -
against the South Tirol bombthrower Norbert Burger:
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“According to the penal code, the court only has to establish
those crimes committed by the accused and to sentence him
fairly according to his personal guilt., Radical circles, be
they from the left or the right, have always tried to make
propaganda for their political views in the court room. The
courts have always emphatically rejected this (BGH st 2, 284;
17, 28; 17, 337, 343; RGSt 45, 138; 65, 58; 66, 1l4). They
have rejected all such applications as inadmissable."

To this the Federal Prosecutor has nothing to add to the applica-
tion by lawyer Dr. Croissant from 7 February 15977.

II.

Even in a case where the application could be regarded as a sub-
mission of evidence the proposed inquiries would have to be
rejected according to 244 Para. 3 S5tPO:

A.

Wwith the assertion that Holger Meins had been systematically
executed by officers of justice and the police, the aim is
to draw out the trial, as well as the pursuance of aims
unconnected with this trial. tawyer Or. Croissant has
already stated at the beginning of this trial, that he would
do everything possible in this trial to clarify the death

of Siegfried Hausner and Holger Meins.

As the defendants have not been charged with their deaths
and as it is of no importance for this trial it can only be
an application - as is clear from the choice of the named
witnesses - with which the publicityy that this trial is
receiving, is being used and that the trial will be drawn
out with irrelevant discussions.

As far as the application is meant to show

“that the guerilla commando in Stockholm had named itself
after Holger Meins to make the meaning and aim of this action
clear to everybody"

the application is also to be rejected ( 244 para. 3 StPO).
The fact of the nam;ng has already been established. The

. : - 344

reason for the chosen name after Holger Meins is legally
without any significance for the decision.

The 52 named witnesses, and the other mentioned evidence,

are all completely unsuitable because the establishment of
objective facts would not result in any conclusion on the

subjective ideas of the defendants.

Even after conducted evidence hearings, nothing would have
been proved in connectjon with the subjective offences on top
of what the defendants have so far stated in this trial.

The Federal Prosecutor is of the opinion that the statements
and the behaviour of the defendants in the trial su far have
made the aims of their offences sufficiently clear. But
these are, as already pointed out, for 8 decision for legal
reasons without any relevance because the defendants can for
their offences neither call on reasons of justification nor

reasons of guilt exemption:

That an objectively illegal attack by the state on the 26
comrades of the defendants who have been arrested or sentenced
according to legal principles has not taken place, does not
need any further explanation. The conditions of imprisonment
have been described by the highest courts as being in accor-
dance with constitutional principles. The European Commission
for Human Rights has refused the complaint no. 6166/73 by
Baader, Meins, Meinhof and Grundmann against the FRG, because
of their prison conditions as inadmissable and obviously

;unfounded.

In a further complaint no. 5521/74 by Heinrich Jansen against
the FRG the Commission has stated:

"The complainant was not totally isolated, but he was merely
separated from the other remand prisoners to ensure the
security of his imprisonment and to therefore uphold the

order of the prison. 0On the other hand he is allowed to have
visits. In reality he is subjected more to an imprisonment
of separation then solitary confinement (see decision of the
Commission about the admissability of the complaint no.
6038/73, X. against the FRG, decision collection 44, p. 115).




The commission comes to the conclusion that the examination
of this complaint does not show any violation of the rights
and liberties mentioned in article 3."

Justification reasons like "help-in-need" or a "right to
resistance” are therefore excluded in any case.

It could possibly be considered whether the evidence asser-
tions could be of legal significance within the framework of
a prohibition error according to 17 StGB. The following
has to be noted in the case of an eventual prohibition error:

According to their statements in the trial the defendants
knew fully well that their offences are illegal according to
the law ~7 the country to which they belong. They chose to
consciously commit acts of murder with the objective of the
coercion of the Federal Government, because they reject the
penal code insofar as it means a restriction on their
political actions.

But if the culprit is aware of the illegality of his action
and if he rejects the penal code for political reasons by
denying the application of its norms for himself, he cannot
refer to a prohibition error. (BGHSt 4, 3)

Whoever is living in a community must accept the law, which

is valid, for himself. The assertion by the defendants that
they are in a state of war with the FRG and do not feel bound
to its penal code, therefore contradicts the assumption of a

prohibition error.

This is even more relevant as martial law prohibits the

killing of hostages.

But even if the defendants had been of the opinion that the
26 prisoners were threatened with the same fate as Holger
Meins, a mistake about presumed “"help-in-need" or "resistance
right" would not exist according to 33.34 StGB.

Because in front of a court of a constitutional state nobody
can on principle be heard on the grounds that he had to carry
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through the rights of third parties with violence against
uninvolved people (compare BGH judgements, 12 October 1965 -
3 STR 15/65 - and 7 November 1965 - 6 STR 137/55).

Self defence and help-in-need would have a legal meaning for
the subjective offence only then, as is also the case with

the general right of resistance against state despotism, if

it had been directed against legal possessions of the aqqressor
(BGHSt 5, 345/248). But from the staff at the Cerman Embassy
in Stockholm no danger was forthcoming for the 26 prisoners.

With regard to the facts of the case according to 105 and
239b StGB, there is no reasonable doubt that the defendants
have consciously acted in opposition to the penal code. The
attack was from the beginning, directed against totally
uninvolved embassy officials. The defendants knew - this is
showﬁ in their statements to the effect - that only through
an attack on the physical entirety and the life of the
embassy staff could their aim, the coercion of the Federal
Government to release the 26 prisoners, be achieved.

Whoever knows that the murder of a person is illegal cannot
object, with regard to hostage taking as well as to the
killing itself, perpetuating the coercion of the Federal
Government, that the consciousness for committing further
offences had been missed by him.

As the defendants had the intention of committing crimes by
hostage taking and the killing of 2 hostages, they also knew
that the pressure on the Federal Government through the
hostage taking and the killing of 2 hostages could not have
been legal.

The application is therefore also not appropriate to demon-
strate an alleged prohibition error.

The proposed submission of evidence can therefore be of no
significance under any factual or legal basis in view of the
decision which has to be made. It is therefore refused
according to 244, para. 3 StPO.
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D. As far as the application once again mentions the question
of the application of prisoner-of-war rights, 1 refer to my
refusal statement of 20 October 1976.

I1I.

As a summary the following has to be stated with regard to the
application by lawyer Dr. Croissant:

1. The read-out application has to be rejected as inadmissable
because, dressed up as a submission for evidence, it only
includes attacks against state agencies without any concrete
relevance to the trial.

2. The proposed evidence is, insofar as it is aimed at objective
statements, to be refused because of its pursuance of aims
which are irrelevant to this trial and because of delaying
the trial, as far as statements on the offences of the
defendants are to be made. It is without-any significance
for the decision and unsuitable,

Signature

345~ |



Appendix 37
Adinutes of interrogation of lrmoard Yéller before the Investicative
State Parliament on 16,1,1976 '

Conmittee of Laden-Wurtteomberre

Ten 4.P's took part in the session presided over hy ir, Kudolf
Schieler.,
At 16,30 Irmzard “6ller is brought forward in handcuffs, She is

accompanied by lLeldmann and Jutila Lahr Jendges,

Six officials sit facing the spectators,
This record was written by Kkainer Fromann, but it is not word for
word, There are some omissions. r.T.0,

4611mr1 At first I want to ask why the subjeat has been so confined, The case has its '

hie ”ql

Swréler: Vo have to fulfil an order by the Dsden-Vusrttemberg Parliament. Inoluded is

the question of involvenent by a third party. You can make a statement with
regard to this subdject, e

K.t In the night from the 1€, to the 17.lo. I didn't sleep. I waited for nevs,

In ay cell vas the prison redio which was turmed off, We had asked to have

it tirned off {n the sumner as it was poesible that we were being listened to

via this circuit, The circuit was disconnected Yty the house-electrician,

[&1 the 13, Septenbter I was moved into another ooll]!n the sorning I heard

*  the nevs, The first {apreseion I got: the prison officer put a piece of

bread {n my cell.[Since the 15, we only received priscn food.] Detween

7.00 and 8,00 a.u, the sound-;roofing wes remsoved from the oells, These oon-
structions had been mounted on the 13./14. Sopbe'lber;umhido ny cell-door

there vere two oivilians: I discovered that these vere two priests, en )
evangelical and s catholic one, I explained to them the measures vhich had i
been taken against us, hov the ocntact-ban wvas being used to suffocats us, I ‘
Told them that if they thyought - amd as I assume = that their institution :
{church) had not been taken over completely by the state, that they should

then make our situation pudblic, I then vanted to go to the cell of Ingrid

1) Preliminary report by the Governmeat Maden-Wuerttemberg, p. 1l.

aleo 'Yon all dem baven vir nichts gewusst', p. 14; report by the International
Inquiry Coaxxissions The death of Ulrike Meinhof, chapter III, 2 - 6.

Scoubert to got books. Tué priects tuen talked to Cudrun and Jen. At wbout 12,00 am.

* . luach arrived, indreas only woke up Gt this time und I was worried that he woke

W tat late, It vas clear waich one of the meals he would get. The prison autho-
rities had total coatrol over who got what kind of food. That was clear. Nobody
went ou the roof tiat afternoon, I hesiftated vhether I should have a bath. At
about 20 ainutes after 2 p.a, prison officers were at Andreas's door. Tue door vas
opeasd, there wes murmuring., I thought that he was golug for a bath, At 3.30 p.s.
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I begar. wvondering vhere he vas. But thea be dume buck and weat to Oudrun's doors
soaebody had besn there from the Pederul Chancellor's Office; not Schueler, but

a man vho claimed to be in daily contaot wvith Schusler. Andreas gave soms details
of the talk,[Oo the 29.9. Andross bud taken the initiative to ask somebody fros
the Chancellor's Office to oono:_] On the same day Andreas told Jan that he bad
started thit contact. The XA wasn't able to gresp the dimensfon of the whole
thing, It was not clear whether the Jederal Governsent vas olear about the politi~
oal implications of & release. 4 oondition for seeing anybody from the Chancellor's
Office wag, that the Government wvas prepared to exchange mEh Konday afternoon
a man from the Chancellor's Office came (Ministerialdirigent Dr, lophu)] He
asked Andreas Lf he knev the people fioa the Commando peresonally. dndreas told
bhin that he didn't, It became clear that he had oaly ococae to find out if we knew
the Coxxzando to sreate the prerequisite for the GSG-9 a ction. Andreas Lad further
discuss ed the role of the SFD in the Vietnaz-war a nd the role of the Federsl
Government. He talked acout the strategy ef the RAF and this revesaled that the-
man {rom the Chancellor's Office had the sa me consciousnsss atout the probleaatic
of tue SPD as we did, btut tnat he had no i{dea alout our wvay of thinking, The
Governwent had understodd our sentence *It can be assused. that we will not retum
to the FBG" in such a wvay that wve wvere nowv contexplating "International Terrorisa".
Terrorisa is never the aim of the RAF « never., Our aims are strategioc actions
vhich nove the clase-struggle forward, Andreas then explained the details for an
exchange and that ve didn't insist on an international press-oonference. He has
explaine! everything as far as pouibh._g_i.u from the XA wvas also present,
Andreas explained that the only possibility to stop the es tion vag the ex-
change of the prisoners. &iould this not Lappen then this/lead t¢ an esoulation
of the war, Andreas said ttat ve were oconsidering the poasibility to get «xilled
or to die during a hungerstrike, The SPD wonld then be forced to agitate openly
as & var-party instead of doing it hidden. As 4 wvar-party the SPD-strategy so far
would Ve inpossidle. The man understood this.

At about 4,00 p.m. I heard Oudrun's voice = but I wasn't sure. My sound proofing
hadn't been fixed to the door yet. I had expeoted that my door would be open onee

" more. Both jan and I called loudly to Sugrun. Ve heard Andreas ringing the bell.

At 4.45 p.m. Qudrun returned; then the sound-proofing vas attached. I resd and
didn't hear anything until 11,00 p.a. At.11,00 p.a. the light vas turned off, I
beard that Andress's batch vas opened. I heard voices, not very clear. I heard:
“Herr ludcr. Just vait a second® eto, Then they vent to Jant here everything
vas ocompletely silent. Then I didn't hear anything anymore.[Uatil 10,00 p.a.

I 1istendnd ¢o the nevs, heard the Schaidt-Dehr mx]m.u I continued reading.
I listened to music through ear-phones, Then I bad to repair the cable of the

ZE Xlpuoudy-ndog
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sar-phones beceuse they bad fallen {nto the candd, The eandle burmed down. Then
I tried to build myself a laspf after the principle of & paraffin-lamp. I tried
to remove the bottom from & glas by heating it and then subjecting {t to sudden
00ld « a3 flame protection., But 1t didn't work. The eandle burned until 4.30/
5.00 a.un, I vas undecided. I vanted to hear the nevs at 7.00 a.n., but I was
6100 very tired. I Raid down st the creck in the door (at the bottom there was a
erack in the sound proofing) and called outs “Jan — are you still awake?® I
called two, three times, then Jan ansvered: "Yes." Be was vide avake. Jan slept
wery little and be fell asleep early in the morning., I asked: "What are you
doing?" He ansvereds "I am etill reading.® I vent to bed vith my clothes on and
turned on the alarm-block. Shortly after 5 a.m. I heard 2 bangs very quidtly -
subdued = I believe nov that those vere pistol-shots - and a qubet squeaking
sound, I lifted up my head, hut stayed in bed. I didn't follow {t up, tut went
to slee) again,

The last thing that I ecan remeabers I felt a very strong roaring in ay bnd, right
ingide my head, I don't know what it was = that vas ay last experience, I didn't
see¢ anything. I awoke when somebody pulled up my eye-1ide, I think it was in the
meeting-room (in froant of the cells) under the nefon-light of the ving. I wvas
1ying on & stretoher - I was terribly oold and had pain, A man said, Meader and
Ansslin are already cold. I closed my eyes again. .

The folloving has to be said to the "suicide-plot®s

After the killing of Ulrike Meinbof we discussed suicide and that it is a CIA-
mthod to present murders as suicide. None of us were going to comait suicide, that
is in oonflict with our politiocs. The last time we talked about suicide, vas on the
26.9., the beginning of the hungerstrike, Ve started the bungerstrike, even though
ve knev that it wouldn't becone public very quickly, We wanted to give a signal

to the orisie-staffs we are deternined to fight. Ve also vanted s change in the
prison conditions. Sinoe the 15.9. measures had been taken vhich were aimed at

provoking us to suicide or to give a motivation for a ggigned muiside. It was
- elear for us, suicide is not our thing. Ve are determined to fight. Bobody

threstensd with suicide. Everything that is being insinuated nov is olearly

a falsification, the quotes etc. We had no ocomsunication amongst esch other
betwveen the cells. Ve alvays assumed that we vere being listensd to, There vas
& double-struoture in the wings MD - and priscn officers, or XA - without one
of the struotures knowving about the other. Mecause of the interveption in the
oells wveo 44dndt vant 10 oreate connexiocns anyvay., But wve also didn't bave the
possibilities to do this. The XA asserticns sre vrong, This should e known
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to them through the interveption-pretocols, we had no connexion amongst eash
other, Ve had no explosives, no weapons, no redio, Vith regard to the searches
and the sta tements Uty Mebmannt I knov from myself, how I have been searched,
bov the lawyers have been searched before and after. We were led seperately
into & room (bathroom or eimilar) and bad $o put everything down, I myself v as
never {n the ocourt-tuilding (only once from Naaburg as vitness). On trial-days
I vas locked wp with Ingrid Schubert at lunchtime in Andrees's oell, The
others used to coms back at 1.30 p.s. They vere brought back seperately, OGudrun
a nd the men, We then had t0 leave Andreas's oell, I wvas then able to see bov
they were being searched. And even if there wasa't & regular search, vo alvays
had to sxpect L{t. Ky experisnce 1is: ve had to put everything down, files,
totesoo. We had neither the possibility to reoeive anything or to pass anything
ou, Ve had neither redio nor explosives nor wveapons, The work {a the wving iteslf
hasn't been concluded yet, the ving is still open for the JXA to plant machine-
gung eto, Betmann {3 under pressure., At the time he hed announced that he would
deliver an explanation in 3 moaths time. I vas meant to give evidence wnder
exclusion of the publis on the 5. Decesber, Now, sware of his pover, he uses
the possibility in froet of the inquiry committee: to multiply his theories. Be
has now put his pot on the fire, from which he and the State Seourity intend to
eat for a long time, The timing is very striking, Rebmann has Wought forvard his
statenent in a special meeting on Thureday. On the sane day the XA anncunces
in French nevspapers that the RAP has killed oomrades; that is then repeated in
the FRG. On the sane day is the discussicn about the postponement of the nev
anti-terrotsa~lavs, The ais is olsar: everything, that has been used oo far as
destructive measures sgaingt us and the lawysrs, even murder, has to be legiti-
nised, And above alle neutralisation of the snti-fascist resistanoce atwrvad.

And to deny the oontinuity of the RAF-politice by claiming that everything has
been led from Stammbeim = the old ClA-etrategy to destroy the lsaders, sas then
aocording to thes the etruggle i{s finished, Nothing suggests that ecasbody, who
has worked {n the Croissant-Office, said anything like that, as Felmann claims,

The more detailed something like that is stated the more oredible it is meant to
appear. Should a prisoner nevertheless have become a megaphone of the State
Security then this would meke the aim of the ooutact ban evident: the military
function of blackmail, The short-tera torture for a linited time aimed at
blackeatl o gain nevs - opposite to the long-term torture s far, acoording to
the developaent of the war guerilla~state,
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. ‘d now like to ask a question. You said that you . .
SCHIELER: I now 11 ‘ q Y a - Yy . SCHIELER: Why only from time to time? They were important
had had no contact with each other. How was it then .
; things you had to tell.

possible that the conversation of 17th October

between Albrecht Klaus, Hegelau and Baader had been MOLLER: The important thing was that the contact we had

should last as protection. On 15th, after the

communicated?
: Government ‘s announcement by Schmidt in whi he
MOLLER: Because of the Contact-Ban all our senses were : R . ‘y . ch
; outlined the police's tactical solution and stated
heightened, we were very attentive, we were very .
. . . that there will be no threat of murder, but that
tensed-up. We always jumped to the door immediately ’ . -
the Government would remain prudent etc., then 1
we heard something outside. Andreas had gone to the i ] . ]
) . called out at night. The immediate consequence was
door of Gudrun's cell, he was telling her about the . R
Ny Loudly. that 3 3 1£, could ! the putting-up of the foam rubber baffles. Then
eetin 80 u we an an se i .
. m 'g' °d Y. :'ttl' ) t:Y ’ (pilit ' you would have had to shout like crazy. By day
r it, we i e use o is possibili e .. . . .
hea made very P Y ) shouting was possible but it had no point.

of communication, we ourselves were our last line of
SCHIELER: Did you know that affairs in Mogadishu were reaching

defence after the exclusion of our lawyers. We q (
accepted that in any case we had to mutually defend a decision, (
ourselves. We did not want to provoke an even greater MOLLER: I had no knowledge of this. 1 laid awake but the
separation, * prison radio was turned off after 10.00 or 11.00.
SCHIELER: Is it correct that you heard the news on 17th October? The last time I listened was at around 10.00.
MOLLER: I1°'d hidden my earphones. I didn‘t want to remind the SCHIELER: During this night did you have any contact with Jan
guards of the connection in my celi. On S5th September by shouting?
everything had been taken from the cells by the BKA,. MOLLER: I know that Jan didn't have a radio.
TV, Radio, Record Player etc. On Tuesday the 6th Sept- o
R SCHIELER: On 17th October there was a visit by the two priests.
ember we got everything back. On Wednesday the 7th you hadn 't ted visit. Wh cud .
. . ou hadn't requested a visit. en was Gudrun
September the others had everything taken away again. h e?u Ensslin
. . . locked up again?
Andreas complained of damage to his possessions when :
they were given back. Tuesday afternoon - it was at ( MOLLER: Around 17.00 hours.
that time that I got back my earphones. I didn‘'t want i SCHIELER: Did you hear that came hack at around 17.00 hours? (
to remind them that in my cell there was the radio MOLLER And Ked after h 1 deduced it f th
. . s ‘Andreas asked after her, [ deduced 1 rom t.
connection, although it had been cut-off. I used that, ' ?
Subsequently I deduced that she was at that time

I knew how to, the electrician had cut through two
wires, I had installed a connector and could use it
as previously. 1 regularly listened to the radio from
13th September up to 17th October,

with the priests.

SCHIELER: 18,00 hours. Officials were with Andreas Baader.
For his medicene?

SCHIELER: Did you keep up to date on the Schleyer affair and MOLLER: Yes. Andreas received medicene every evening.
inform your fellow prisoners? SCHIELER: (Requests a description of the shot)

OLLER 1 called out from time to time. MOLLER: That is difficult to describe. A stifled crack,
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SCHIFELER:
MOLLER:

SCHIELER:

MOLLER:

MOLLER:

MOLLER:

on 17th October did you still hope to be exchanged?

Yes. Klaus was there on Saturday and because I was
listening to the radio and knew that the Kommando
had rigged up explosives on the plane, I presumed
that the Government wouldn‘t risk the deaths of
eighty people. So I imagined that we would be ex-
changed. For me both were possible - exchange and
the storming of the plane as indeed subsequently
happened.

Did you only regain consciousness after leaving
the cell? Have you no knowledge of how you received
the wounds?

No. But I didn't inflict them myself, I don't know
how that happened. I have only a vague memory of
being transported. In Tubingen the State Prosecutor
(Rainer Christ) came to my bed. I don‘'t know how
the doctors came into my cell. I also don‘'t know
how I was on the stretcher and how I was taken out
of the cell,

THE PRESIDENT OF THE COMMITTEE, DR SCHIELER WANTS
TO CONTINUE THE QUESTIONING BUT IRMGARD MOLLER
INTERRUPTS -

For six months I have been in total isolation, cut
off from all prisoners. I request now a pause of
a quarter of an hour. -

THIS ENSUES.
Knife and Fork, Scissors, Razor Blades, everything

was there. Razor Blades, e.g. to cut things out or
as a further example, to patch up the cable to put

an end to the isolation. I still feel the consequencies

of the wounding., When I run quickly I feel it in my
heart. I'm no medical expert, you're better informed
about my wounds than I am. It was the pericardium

MOLLER

SCHIELER:

MOLLER:

SCHIELER:

MOLLER:
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(CONT*'D) twice, one shortly after the other. 1 didn't
make the association with a shot, 1 had no idea that it
was a weapon, And a further point. Shortly before the
hunger strike 1 had a swollen neck. 1 said to the prison
doctor, Henck, that I had this complaint. He passed this
on to Schroder and suggested that he examine me, Andreas
spoko of terrible headaches. When 1 told him that Schroder
was coming the following day, he asked me to see to it
that he saw him as well. Strikingly, three or four days
after the start of our hungerstrike the pains stopped.

All the measures put into practice since the 5th Sept-
ember ( i.e Nusser's orders that there should no common
shopping, no common washing, no touching of common
objects, a ban on the buying of Iruit, a ban on additional
allowances). All these measures introduced since the Sth
meant that we were tied directly to the institute's food.
ﬁe had‘our faces pushed into the prison food. It was then
that we made the association with poisoning. I1°'d been
receiving the food since the 13th but I hadn't eaten any
of it and I suspect that the others had also done this.

(Asks about the consideration of suicide)
You know comments have been made, people who have spoken
to you have commented that they saw such a danger.

If we are talking of dead prisoners, but only ever as a
consequence of the hungerstrike. It is absurd to maintain
that we threatened suicide.

But you can kill yourself by means of a hungerstrike.

That's a provocation. There was no agreement on this.
After Holger‘'s death that was clear. In August we broke
off the hungerstrike, i.e. interrupted it when we learnt
from Amnesty that the State Security Agencies and the
Government had our deaths in view. OQutside of the perse-
cution since Ponto the escalation since for longer than
half a year i.,e., since we had been treated as hostages
after Buback's death, we knew that the repressive
measures would be intensified. In October we still didn‘'t

have any idea of when this would all come about.
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MOLLER: (CONT'D) and the heart muscle has now healed.
QUESTIONER: Given the hypothesis that death follows ' MOLLER: (CONT'D) came back. We hadn‘'t agreed to commit

suicide, this was a technical impossibility.

hunger, would you then say that was suicide?
But above all we didn't want it.

MOLLER: No. That's murder. As happened in the case of
Holger Meins, Manipylation of the deadline for
hospitalisation by the Federal Prosecutor's
Office.

QUESTIONER But nonetheless you were able to carry on a
conversation for over ten minutes and without
the foam rubber baffles you could have shouted

. . : . s
UESTIONER: 1f a prisoher were to shoot himself after : to each other. Why then wasn‘t this possible’

years of isolation would you then speak of : MOLLER: Somebody would have come immediately to stop it.
\./ suicide? - ' ‘ I1f we could have made arrangements then that would
i . . : s
MOLLER: This is a provocative question and a hypothetical ’ have had unavoidable consequencies. I didn't know
cnie. The aim of the question here is quite clear ) that on B8th October Klaus was with Andreas. On
( 9th October Gudrun wanted to speak to Klaus. I )

I have made it quite clear what constitute‘'s
murder. Jan didn‘'t have a radio and as we all
had none - I knew what radios we had - I knew
every single one and they were all taken from
us on 5th September.

heard the warders say " But he was only here
yesterday". I had no knovwledge of the conversation
! ' of 8th October between Klaus and Andreas.

QUESTIONER: - What do you then say to Baader's comment " If
’ the Federal Government doesn't act quickly, then

QUESTIONER: You have given us a detailed exposition of the . .
‘ it's going to have to move quickly * ?

conversation between Klaus and Baader. How was

that possible? MOLLER: Everything I got to read was censored. I don't
MOLLER: Andreas was reporting to Gudrun, standing at her even have a copy of the official verflon of the
Federal Government. You are confronting me here

door, and we could all hear. The conversation at
the door lasted for ten minutes at the most. .

with things that 1 don't know about. Your reason
Guards were there and they were listening. It was for this is obvious. I only regained conscipusness
the usual practice that all the prisoners were ( on the morning of 18th October. I've no recollection
immediately returned té.their cells but as far as of the time before thaﬁ: I only remember neon light.

w it was possible and necessary we seized the opp- Not on the interior of the cell but in the corridor.
ortunity to talk with each other outside the cell
doors. Andreas had to defend himself of course,

QUESTIONER: Witnesses have given evidence to the committee that
you were found moaning and conscious in your cell.

The guards were shouting out nonsense all the . MOLLER: I can only say what I remember. I can't remember
time " Come over here etc.." They were also - the cell at all. During the trials of the others
interested to learn what ve were saying and thus I was always with Ingrid Schubert locked up in

. it all went off without great difficulty. You only Andreas®' cell. Since January 1977 1 have been in
had to fight for some room. I only know vhen Gudrun Stammheim. We were always locked up in Andreas® cell.

Yes. Without further ado it was opened and shut

when he wasn't there. 1 saw how Andreas was searched
when he came back. Gudrun was taken into another
cell to be searched. Before Andreas came through
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MOLLER: (CONT'D) the barred-door into the seventh floor

QUESTIONER:

MOLLER:

part of the prison he was searched from head to
toe. Body searched and all his things as well.

I can't say how often, I didn't keep a check list,
but it happened in most cases and when it didn°'t
happen you couldn‘t be sure that it wouldn‘'t.

Witnesses have given evidence to the committee
that there were no body searches of prisoners
when they returned to the seventh floor.

I have seen it myself on more than one' occasion.

1 had a record player, speakers and earphones, ‘

I listened to music at night perhaps to two o'clock.
Since the 6th October wit! batteries. Since from
the 4th the current nad been shut-off at night,

The prison knife was made of chrome. (This knife

is shown to Irmgard Moller - the knife with which
her wounds were supposedly inflicted. She says

that she did have such a knife in her cell. After
she is shown a photograph of the razor blades which
vere found in her cell. She says " I never such '
razor blades.'l had only half ones, these weren't
my razor blades. The scissors which I had in my
cell were pointed at the ends. I was wearing a
NICKI-PULLOVER, green and Corduroy jeans, grey.

The news that I had heard I had only passed on

in the most seldom of instances. 1 passed on the
most important things, yes. But the most important
thing was our mutual protection and the will not

to provoke further separation and in consequence

ve spoke much to little. I never received any
reference from the other prisoners on what was
happenong outside Stammheim, never. My last memory
is of an intoxication in my head. I hadn't smoked
anything etc., I never noticed anything outside

my cell door.

AS THE PRESIDENT GOES TO WIWE UP THE SESSION
IRMGARD MOLLER SAYS " ] want add something*”.
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(CONT'D) 1f this torture, these conditions of
imprisonment ghy the same, If the isolation
continues then I will, and I am sure that all
others of the R.A.F. and from other Social
Revolutionary Groups will join in this, I will
at the earliest opportunity go on hungerstrike
in order to achieve that we are housed together
as groups of fifteen people. Important also is
the application of the Geneva Convention, It
must be achieved that this power over life and
death that the State Security Forces have over
prisoners is put an end to.

Each day counts,

,32}7_
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Appendix 38

(regarding the separating glass pane)

“...slnce 1st June the visits are taking place behind a separat-
ing glass pane... furthermore the Justice Minister has ordered
with immediate effect, that all supervised visits also have to
take place iIn the rooms with separaling glass panes - not so the
relatives' visits., I'm saying this very coolly; earlier I had
tried to imagine what this thing with a cubic metre of bullet-
proof glas«e would be Hke. Oul when T oreally wan behind it ae
1 really experienced it with my senses, I knew that it was far
beyond my power of imagination. You have to experience it.

Concretely you cdn describe it the following way: a separating
wall between two cells, fitted into a thick steel frame, per-
forated with thousands of little holes, carrying the double pane
of glass of about 5 cm thickness. The glass doesn't allow the
voice to pass through, because the holes absorb it. The voice
comes from somewhere, is very distorted and to understand one
another you have to shout. Even when it's completely silent,
you have to talk loudly. A talk between two deaf people.

You are in front of each other as in an aquarium without water -
the last realised impression is distorted, cut off - you bow
forward, you try to speak through the holes. Automatically you
look at the place in the window, where you speak to, and when

the other one answers, you can't really look at him while you are
bending your ear towards him and while he is speaking and looking
through the pane.

But that's enough now,
You can't really describe how it works in reality.

Only when the talk is over you suddenly realise its dimension:
when you stand up and are not able to go to the visitor, and

when your hand hits the glass instead of touching another hand.
Not another word on this theme - because this separating glass
is only ONE part of the whole concept,'much more important are

- 329

the consequences of the conditions of imprisonment - something
you surely know, since they are more or less the same everywhere.

Stammheim, 1.7.78

"
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Apnendix 40

" Barrister-at-law Michael Oberwinder , lawyer of Ulrike Melnhof

Document of evidence for the criminal case Baader, Ensslin,

Meinhof and Raspe, 4, may 1976

1.

5.

-
.

The former head of the Central Intelligence Agency (CIA)

of the United States of America Mr. William E. Colby, to
sunmon over State Department of the US, Washington;

the former head and agent of the Central Intelligence Agen-
cy in the Federal Republic of Germamy, Mr, Richard Helma to
sunmon over State Department of the US, Washington;

the journalist and former employee of the Central Intelli-
gence Agency of the U. S. of America, Mr. Barton Oshorne,
Bureau 403, 2000 P-Street, NW Washington DC 20036; USA;

the journaliat and former employee of the National Security
Agency (NSA) of the United States of America, Mr. Winslow
Peck, same adress as above under 3.

the writer and forwmer employee of the Central Intelligence
Agency of the United States of America, Mr. Philip Agee,

1 Hale Avenue, Cambridge, Great Britain;

the writer and former employee of the Central Intelligence
Agency of the United States of America, Mr, Victor Marchetti,
same adress as above under 3.

the journalist and former employee of the Central Intelligence
Agency of the United States of America, Mr, Gary Thomas, sane
adress as above under 3,

to summon and to interrogate as competent witnesses for the
proof

that the territory of the Federal Republic of Germany, since
its foundation has been a strategic basis for the expansion
policy of the US which is againat international law and aggres-
slve towards third world states, against constitutional go-
vernments of third world states and dgainat liberation move-
ments 1n third world regions which are anti-colonial, national
and anti-imperialistic, in so far as all relevant open and
covered nmilitary and intelligence service actions of the U.S,
against countries of the Warsaw Pact, ag(inst parlamentary
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legitimized changes of governments in Weat-European states,
against anti-imperialistic liberation movements in the Near
Middle East, in Africa and South-East Asia from U.,S, secret
service bases have been planned, organized, accompanied,
supported respectively controlled on the territory of the
Federal Republic of Germany

especially

2,

that the IG-Farben Haus in Frankfurt, Mainm has functioned

as a head-quarter for the entire length of the U,S. aggression
in Indochina, which was contrary to international law,

that the ULS., head-quarters in the IG~Farben Haus in Frank-
furt, Main, had military-strategic functions in planning,
administration, coordination and control not only in opera-
tional but also in logistic fields for the U.S. military
quota supply in Indochina and for the realization of secret
operation of the U.S. intelligence servi~: in Indochina;

that the constitution of the Federal Republic of Germany
as a state after 1945 was realized and developped by the
U.S. as a project of her expansive world power strategy:;

especially -

that the CIA which was established after the second World
War as an illegal part of the American roreign policy
financially supported resectively through civil Lions
resp. through organisations for economy, trade- +4e culture
and student purposes during the period of the Cold War ahd
afterwards parties and trade unions in the Federal Republic
of Germany as also the training, financial support and pro-
motion of politicians and officisls of all relevant political
economical and cultural institutions in the Federal Republic
of Germany.

that because of open and covered, direct and indirect means
of pressure through interference in the internal affaires of
the Federal Republic of Germany, comtrary to international

law, through the complete ecomomical, military and ploitical
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propose the summons and interrogation of the

I .furthermore
to proof as mentioned above/

following assessors to the topics

David Horrowitz, Washington DC, USA

1. the scientist
ce Research

2. the sclentific agsistant of the Institute of Pea

SIPRI, Stockholm, Sweden, Mr. Galtung.
3. the scientific assiatant of the Institute of Peace Research

in Frankfurt/Main, Mr. Senghaas.

- 3 =
U.S. hegemony over the Federal Republic of Germany the govern-
pents of Kiesinger/Brandt and Brandt/Scheel were fnvolved in
the open and covered aggression and mass-murder strategies

against the liberation movements and countries of the third

world, especially in Indochina;

a. through pélitical, economical and propaganda support of the
aggression resp, the possible usage of military U.S. aroy
bases from the territory of the Federal Revublic of Germany,

b. because of her development of policy of interference, which
contravened international law, in the inoper affairs of the
third world, especially Indochina and the European periphery
as a subcentre of the Americsn imperialisa through her own
intelligence services, her export of police and military.
weapons, training, technology and logistical support through
the financial support of parties, politicians etc. and through

economic pressure.

4. that the Federal Repiblic of Germany

a. through requirements of her establishment as a product of
the allied military government's dictatorship under the
leadership of the U.S.

b. through the condition and injunctions on the basis of which
the rights of the allied powers under the leadership of the
U.S. were handed over to German authorities.

c. through the proviaso clause of German treaty of 1956 and its
later wodifications,

especially
U.S. dependancy controlled by the CIA through the (CIA control-

led dependancy) of the State of the Federal Republic of Ger-
,many - without being her coiony according to international

law~
the Federal Republic of Germany;has no national sovereignity

in relation to the U.S.A.

5: that she therefore is and will be forced to accept the mili-
tary doctrin of &n occupying pover (the U.S. army) which im-
plies as its strategic premise the total extermination of
her. population and the nuclear destruction of her territory
by the nuclear weapons situated on the bases of the occupying

U.S. army
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The submitted evidence -vill prove in particular the following:

1.

3.

5.

6.

7.

connected with a chain of espionage agencies throughout the Federal

A.
The IG~Farben Haus in Frankfurt/Main is the nerve center for
US activities in the Near and liddle East during the Indochina

war also partly for the Far East.

The operations pentaining to the so-called provocative action
program were directed and controlled from the IG-Farben Haus
in Frafiikfurt/Main , beginning with the U 2-Flights over East
Europe and the USSR in the 1950's, up till the Tonking episode,
with which the USA wanted to justify the bombing of Korth
Vietnam. :

The complete strategic and tactical provisions for LATO and the
world-wide activities of the USA were coordinated in the IG-
Farben Haus in Frankfurt/Main.

The IG-Farben Haus in Frankfurt/Main is the most important cor=-

nerstone for that part of the US-intelligence network whose task

is to supply information by means of highly developped radio-

technology, and also for the radiotechnical direction and control

of world-wide intelligence and military operations of the USA
and the NATO.

The IG-~Farben Haus in Frankfurt/Main was the headquarters of the

National Security Agency (NSA) of the USA during the Indochina

war.

The function of the NSA located in the IG-Farben Haus in Frank-
furt/Main was to control the entire world-wide international

diplomatic, military, commercial and civil radio communications,

in order to provide, decode and compute information.

The headquarters of the HSA in the IG-Farben Haus in Frankfurt
Main maintains stations in eve:y large city in Europe, and is

Republic of Germany, whose main function since the 1950's con-

sists in supervising and sporadic jamming of the entire diplomatic
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military, commercial and civil radio communications in East
Europe and the USSR, as far as the Urals.

8. During the whole Indochina war the NSA's outstanding priority
through the interception and speedy decoding of radio messages
between friendly governments and their diplomatic represen-
tatives, was to discern international reactions to specific
phases of US aggression and theptanning of peace initiatives
by foreign governments in this context, e. g. the Swedish
government, in order to counteract these measures throurh
pressure on the government or by influencing public opinion.

9. The military intelligence agencies of the USA (Army Counter
Intelligence Corps (CIC) and the Navy and Air Force intelligence
agencies) have maintained interrogation centers in the Tederal
Republic of Germany, since the late 1940's under civilian dis-
guise, in which so-called subversive elements, in particular,
from groups of Russian emigrants were subject to solitary con-
finement and other methods of torture and partial elimination.
These secret prisons served as a model for the so-called
provincial ‘interrogation centers which were later set up by
the US intelligence agencies in South Vietnam.

10.The NSA in the IG-Farben Haus in Frankfurt/Main supervised the
communications during the Paris peace negotiations between the
delegates of the Democratic Republic of Vietnam, the National
Liberation Front of South Vietnam and Hanoi. This was done to
enable th US government, through exact knowledge of the inter-
nal discussion and of the military position of the Vietkong, to
prolong the peace negotiations and to gain yet another military

victory.

11.In the Federal Republic of Germany in the late 1940's and 1950's
the above mentioned intelligence agencies financed and super-
vised, under the codename of Ohio, the liquidation campaign of
two Russioan emigrant organisations among their fellow country-
men, and under tbok the removal of the corpses.
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12.This operation, directed at supposed east block sgents smong
the emigrants, was the model for operntion Phoenix, initiated
in 1968 in South Vietnam by the CYA, whose aim it was to cut
off the support by the civilisn population for the Vietkong,
whereby approximately 20,000 Vietnamese were murdered.

B
The submitted evidence will prove further:

1. The real function of the CIA is not to gather secret informa-
tion, rather it is to intervene in the affairs of foreign
states, by means of intelligence operations, in order to
secure the success of the aims of US power politics.

2. Outside of the USA the CIA maintains its largest field of opera-
tions in the Federal Republic of Germany.

3« The powerful presence of the CIA, parallel to the powerful
official presence of US troops in the Federal Republic of Ger-
many, is not a result of strategy of reconnaisance, resistance
and deterrance against the alledged plans of aggression from
Warsaw Pact countries. The appropiate influente of public opi-
nion is aimed exclucively at disguising the enforcement of US
power politics, with th goal of expanding their influence, es-
pecially in the third world, from West German territory.

4. The powerful presence of the CIA in the Federal Republic of
Germany, in reality, serves these two goals: '

a. the guarantee of the retention of present political structures

in the Federal Republic of Germany in order to exclude from the
first any possibility of a change of course in a direction not
in the interests of, in other words antagonistic to the US
politics. This serves the purpose of:

b. securing the strategic use of West Ge:man territory as a base
for open and covered operations by the USA against foreign
states (both Warssw Pact and third world countries).
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5. A fundamental difference exists between the presence of the CIA
in the Federal Republic of Germany and in other states, in order
to carry out their activities in other states, even in those,
which belong to the NATO, the CIA has to penetrate existing,
independent political structures, e. g. political parties,
unions etc. In the GFR , however, the political, economical,

and social structures after 1945 were established as a project

of US imperialism, Even before the end of the war the suthori-
ties behind this policy had drawn up plans for sovereign state,
after the shattening of the German Reich, as a geat of
government for their economic and political interests, on their
conditions, and under their supervision.

Whereas in other states the CIA is an intelligence service
which acquires certain influence through infiltration, by

means of intelligence operations, in the GFR it acts rather

as a kind of controlling secret police in the interests of US

imperiaglism, dominating the crucial institutions

II.

The evidence to be submitted here, leads to the following, relevant

processural conclusions

1. The CIA conducted covered operations against foreign states from

West German territory.

2. The CIA and other US intelligence agencies are providing secu-
rity and suppott for open and covered military operations by
the USA against other states from their bases on West German
territory, and did so during %nev Indochina war.

3. The politically responsible people in the GFR were aware of,
tolerated and supported these activities.

4, In order to secure the activities mentioned in lo . 3, the CIA
supervised, and is still supervising the political, economic
and cultural constitution and further development of the GFR,
as a seat of government for the interests of US imperialism,
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From the above mentioned points it ensues:

1. During the Indochina war the GFR was at no time willing or in
the position, as a result of their historic ally, closely inter-
woven association with the aggressor USA, to intervene in the
use of their territory for permanent logistic activities and

operations.

2. The citizens of the GFR, who recognized the character of US
intervention as being criminal, and as contravening internati-
nal law, were doomed to failure from the beginning in their
attempts to move the political authorities, right up to govern=-
ment level, through the influence of the so-called process of
building-up political awareness, to intervene against the active
aggressor on West German territory.

3. Violence was the final, permissable argument, according to the
standards of international law, against the aggressor operating
from the West German territory.

.
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Appondix 4]
Protocol-extract Stammhein
2. June 1976
The 2. sencte gt the court in Stuttgert refuses the questioning of
witnesaseg nemed by the counsel for the defence in their efiplication,

dated 4. Nzy 76,

L2 Prinzing can not argue against the conclusiveness of the epplicatior

he hes to comtruct the refusal out of fekified quotes from the state-

" ments by the prisoners.

Prinzing: We continue with the session.

The court has come to the following conclusion:

The nuestioning of witnesses to the above mentioned topicé is not
vermissable,

Reesons:
Baader's defence counsel, lawyer Oberwinder, has asked Mr. Winslow
Peck to appear as witness - obviously with the consent of the other

defendants.
The witness has turned up. As topics, on which the witness is meant to

be cuestioned, lawyer Oberwinder has named no. 1A 1, 4 -~ 9 of his
application, dated 4.5.1976 (sound-recording 9438/39).

The defence counsel is of the opinion thet the USA has committed ille-
gal crimes in the Vietnam war and hes used the territory of the
Federel Government for this.

Should they be found guilty of the offences they are accused of then
the defendants had the right of self defence, helpin need and the
right to resistance on their side according to intermational law, whict
would justify their actions according to the internal state rights of
the Federal Republic.

The court has refused this epplication and explained that a right for
resistance, which would justify such attacks, does not exist,

The na2med subjects of evidence are not aimed at finding the truth

with rezard to those offences the defendants are charged with:
multivle accomplished and attempted murder - amongst others in Frank-
furt - dut ere 2imed a2t attacking the pPolitics of the USA in the

world and the participation of the FRG in this under the pretence of
witness-hearings for reasons of agitation.

Thus the defendants have only "formally" followed even this applicatio:
of their defence counsel, but the defendant Raspe has added immediatel:

3¢~
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'But of course we don't see our polities within the categories of inter-
notional law. we don't see them within any kind of category except as

the politics of the RAF,ermed rroletarien politics, etc. -

Imnortan:t is the criteria of revolutionary moreality.

Apzrt from thet the defendants have left no doubt from the beginning the
their 2im in this trial is to continue with their political aims and

to meke srovaganda. According to the numerous statements by the defen-

darts and their lawyers these z2ims are
‘political-militery fights sgainst the imerialist social system of the
FRG', '

the 'wezkening of the imperizlist world system',

the fi~ht against the

'1mne*1a11sm of international capital and its agents',

the 'worldwide entiimperialist liberation strugzle, i.e. the leadershlp

of the struggle',

and the strehgthening of

*the urbzn guerilla'.

A judiciz) judzement of those offences they are charged with the deyifen-
d2nts completely reject:

‘the R:iF, the zuerilla, is not judiciable'.

Alrezdy in a cell-circular from the year 1974‘they say with regard to th

pending trieal:

‘We 2re only 1nterested in this performance if we can turn it ‘eround.’

This coincides with a remark by one of the defendants:

‘The criminological part'

(which meens the hearing of witnesses with regard to the committed
crimes)

‘*doesn't interest us in the least ...
In an apvlication of challenge by the defendants against the presiding
judge et the beginning of the trial it was pointed out by the defendants

that doesn't concern us.'

that the constitutional law of the FRG
'viill be radiczlly negated at its roots'.

As the reason for the challenge against the presiding judge he was
characteristically revroosfed thet he would try

‘to reduce the trial to a debate on criminal facts and prevent the raf
sing of the issue of thé role of the Federal Government of Germeny in
the international relation of carital and the spvecific role of the FR(

Iy XIpusydy-nsog
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in relation to US-imperialism. To sum up: the sudbjects for the
political attacks of the RAF.!
In another osrage ore the of the defendants characterizes es essential
for the RAF
‘the radicanl negation, the rejection of any other power and norm, of
eny other law except that of human power based on & critical con-
sciousness and revolutionary power. ’
The process of insurrection' (the construction of a politicel-milktary
front in the metrovolis) *is the.kind of fair trial which we want.
This is the only kind of irial we ere responsible for and any other

i

doens't interest us.' ,

To the hearing of witnesses ‘with regard to the Vietnam war one of the
defendants remarked that this hearings would establish

'the subject of this triel, precisely what can only be the subject

of judicial deliberations in this case, namely the complete determina-
tion, control 2nd order of this stete internally end externally, the
availability of this state internally and externally to the world
internal politics of hegemony, the US-capital. This means the central
strategical function of the FRG as economical, political and military
sub-centre of American imperialism, here developed in its function

1) for the open aggression against 3. world countries, concrete Viet-
nam and 2) the hidden aggressions against the states of the W.Euro-
vean veriphery.'

These quotes - which can be multiplied arbitarily - are proof of what
was enlerged on above: the defendants are not interested in presenting
evidence and finding the truth in this trial, but instead they are
only interested in political agitation with a clear aim. Thet the
Vietnam war is pushed into the forefront is more by chance. One of
the z2pplications put forward in this trial: to treat the defendants
according to martial law and to move them to 2 prisoner-of-war camp
confirms this additionally. There they talk about the

‘weakening of the imperielist world-system',

28 examplefds for 'international resistance' they name

'Vietnan, Kembodscha, Laos, Guinea-Bissau, MNozambioue, Sao Thomé,
Frincipe*

as allies of the RAF as well as the (Arabic) FIO and the (Irish) IRA.
The seme is demonstreted in the witness-applicetion mentioned at the
beginning, which had been refused by the court. According to this the
witness Feck wgs named to give evidence

L, 393
‘that the territory of the PRG hes since its existence been stretegic
bzse for the illezal esggrescive expansion-folitics of the USA agains:
3. countries',
‘thet the founding of the FRG as a stete efter 1945 wes carried out
end developed by the USA as a project of their expansive worldpower-
strategy'.
All this is not accessible for inguiry vroceedings (compage 3GH St 1%
p. 28,31) end &lso in so far as it is meant to demonstrate that the
US-headguarters in Frankfurt - terget of one of the explosion
attacks - has harboured departments which have pleyed en important
vart for the US-military in this war; in this cese as well an
inguiry would only be 2 starting voint for the mentioned political-
revolutionary agitation.
The court is obliged to ccafine the inquiry proceedings to that
which furthers facts.
The facts are missing in en inquiry subject if "under the appearance
of inguiry proceedings an objective is being pursued which deviates
from the object of the trial"( Supreme Court, criminal ceses Bd. 66,
page 15), if‘they are "only meant to serve the hindrance of procee-
dings" (3GH St Bd. 2, psge 284). Inquiries are a2lso inadmissable
according to § 245 StPO if they are "without relation to the subject
of the trial end do not contribute to the factual evidence" (BGH
StBd. 17, pege 343 and Bd. 17 page 28). This is the case here. It
doemn't change the character of it if it is done for the reason that
the defendants might possibly in a subjective way have acted from the
assumption that everything happens in this world in the way they have
presented it: because such a superficial view and condemnation of
everything that they understand under 'US-imperialsm' and such-like
is unfamiliar to the law - apart from the fact that the witness would
not be able anyway to contribute anything to this. The defendants
know this as they have shown in their statements: it is not the
valid jurisdiction that they feel bound to or to which they want to
justify or defend thezselves. The defendant Baader steted that it
was ‘'really Jjust sturid demegogy to talk in terms of political mo-
tives in the face of these objective dimensions'.
The court can therefore not 2llow the questioning of this witness

with regard to the named topics.





