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“Scherben in der Wunde” (“Shards in the Wound”)
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The opposing parties in the lawsuit to be heard in the proceedings at
the State Administrative Court in Schleswig on 22 November are the
Schleswig-Holstein Minister of the Interior Helmut Lemke, known as
von Soltenitz, and Hertha Oberheuser, who carried out concentration
camp experiments and is now practicing as a doctor in Stocksee near
Kiel.

However, the case in Schleswig is not against the doctor with
such a weight on her conscience, but against the unblemished
Lemke.

This reversal of fortunes has arisen as a result of Lemke’s
undertaking, by virtue of his office as her employer, to strike
Oberheuser, who was proven to have forcibly shortened the lives of
both German and foreign concentration camp inmates, off the
doctors’ register.

This measure would have to appear all the more unusual in
the federal state of Schleswig-Holstein, particularly infested with Nazi
doctor scandals, given that, for example, another Christian Democrat
minister, Edo Osterloh, only recently took a completely different
attitude towards a medical practitioner tainted with similar abuses to
Oberheuser: Culture Minister Osterloh had no hesitation in rallying
behind the Kiel Euthanasia-Professor Catel and spoke out in favour of
him remaining in office (SPIEGEL 35/1960).

While Osterloh’s partisanship in favour of a man who
despised what the Nazis considered to be unworthy life has gone
unchallenged, Lemke’s ministerial thunderbolt against a former
concentration camp doctor has exposed him to not inconsiderable
difficulties.

Lemke had to accept that his withdrawal of a license to
practise medicine, made as far back as August 1958, was immediately suspended as a result of an
administrative complaint made by Oberheuser against the Ministry represented by Lemke.
Although for its part, the relevant state administrative court in Schleswig briskly requested Lemke’s
Ministry “to advance a counterstatement within 14 days,” this unusually rapid court action was
clearly not aimed at also settling the matter promptly.

Whereas that same court took only weeks to come to the preliminary decision that Dr
Schlegelberger, who served as Justice Minister in the Third Reich, and Dr Lautz, Hitler’s Chief Reich
Attorney, were legally entitled to pensions, it took two years just to fix a date for a decision in the
Oberheuser matter.
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chen Oberheuser lediglich einen Ent-
scheidungstermin anzuberaumen.

Dabei ist gerade dieser-Fall juristisch
denkbar unproblematisch: Minister
Lemke kann sich auf die nach wie vor
in Kraft befindliche Reichsédrzteordnung
vom Jahre 1935 berufen, deren Para-
graph 5 unter anderem besagt: ,Die Be-
stallung ist zuriickzunehmen . . . wenn
durch eine schwere strafrechtliche oder
sittliche Verfehlung des Arztes erwiesen
ist, dafi ilm die fir die Ausilibung des
drztlichen Berufs erforderliche Eignung
oder Zuverlissigkeit fehlt.«

Dall diese gesetzeskriftige Vorausset-
zung fir den Approbations-Entzug ge-
geben ist, hédtte Minister Lemke auch
dann annehmen durfen, ‘wenn er nicht

rein zuféllig — Verwaltungsrecht-
ler wiére: Dr. Oberheusers #rztliches
Vorleben spricht fiir sich.

Diese Arztin lieB sich 1940 — sie war
damals 29 — auf eine Zeitungsannonce
hin fiir eine medizinische Titigkeit ins
Frauenkonzentrationslager Ravensbriick
engagieren, wo unter der Leitung des
SS-Obergruppenfiihrers -und Professors
Dr. Karl Gebhardt an Hiftlingen soge-
nannte Sulfonamid-, Knochentrans-
plantations- und Phlegmone-Versuche
vorgenommen wurden.

Sulfonamide werden heute zur Be-
kampfung bakterieller Infektionen an-
gewandt: Um die Wirksamkeit dieser
Heilmittel auszuprobieren, wurden in
Ravensbriick weiblichen Hiftlingen die
Schenkel aufgeschlitzt und auBer ent-

~-;'ncchffmh"n Bakterienkulturen auch
Holzteilchen und Glasscherben in die

Wunden gelegt.

Fiir jede Versuchsreihe wurden sechs
bis zehn meist polnische junge Mid-
chen — wie Professor Dr. Eugen Kogon
In seiner SS-Staat-Studie feststellt: ,in
der Regel die schonsten® — ausgesucht:
.Die rein zur Beobachtung des Krank-
heitsfortschrittes nicht weiterbehandel-
ten Opfer starben unter griBlichen
Schmerzen.“

Ahnlich war der Vorgang bei den
Phlegmone-Versuchen: Die Phlegm(mc
— Zellgewebsentziindungen, — wurden
bei Haftlingen ebenfalls kiinstlich her-
vorgerufen, ,um die Folgeerscheinun-
gen von schweren, nicht behandelten
SchuSwunden zu studieren“. AuBerdem
wurden Gasbrandkulturen erzeugt, bei
denen — um Wundverschmutzungen im
Schiitzengraben ,nachzuvollziehen® -—
Erde in die Wunde gestreut wurde.

Bei allen Versuchen hat die Arztin
Oberheuser, wie 1947 vor dem Alliierten
Militdrgerichtshof I in Niirnberg fest-
gestellt wurde, aktiv mitgewirkt. Eine
iiberlebende Zeugin, die Polin Wladis-
lawa Karolewska, sagte nach dem
Kriege aus: ,Wiahrend ich im Kranken-
haus (des Konzentrationslagers Ravens-
briick) lag, behandelte mich Dr. Ober-
heuser auf grausamste Weise.“

Und eine deutsche Zeugin, Frau Anna
Heil aus Frankfurt, die vom gewalt-
samen Tod ihrer Schwester in Ravens-
briick erfahren hatte, berichtete: ,Ich
ging zu Dr. Oberheuser und fragte sie
in der vorge en Habtachtstel-
lung, ob sie, a die letzte war, die

1 sehen hatte, mir nicht
iszurichten hiétte. Die
m einen Wutanfall. Sie
icht und dann in den

: ,Weg ist sie! Weil
3 war, den wir
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And for all that, there are very few legal difficulties with this case:
Minister Lemke can refer to the 1935 Reich Code of Medical
Practice, which is still in force. Paragraph 5 states, among other
things, that: “Licence to practise is to be revoked... if it is proved
by serious criminal or moral misconduct on the part of the doctor
that he is unsuitable or insufficiently reliable to pursue a medical
career.”

Minister Lemke could have assumed that the precondition
set out in law for revoking licence to practise had been met even
had he not — by pure coincidence — happened to be an
administrative lawyer: Dr Oberheuser’s past life as a doctor
speaks for itself.

This doctor was hired in 1940 — then aged 29 — in answer
to a newspaper advertisement for a medical post at the women’s
concentration camp of Ravensbriick, where so-called
sulphonamide, bone transplant and phlegmon experiments were
carried out under the leadership of SS Obergruppenfihrer and
Professor Dr Karl Gebhardt

Sulphonamides are now used to fight bacterial infections.
To test the effectiveness of this remedy, the thighs of female
prisoners in Ravensbriick were slit open and not only pertinent
bacterial cultures but also splinters of wood and shards of glass
inserted into the wounds.

For each series of experiments, six to ten young girls were
sought out, most of whom were Polish — and as Professor Dr
Eugen Kogon stated in his study of the SS state, “generally the
prettiest”. “Some of the victims were given no further treatment,
purely so that the progress of the disease could be studied. These
died in terrible pain.”

The procedure was similar for the phlegmon experiments:
the phlegmons — inflammations of cellular tissue — were artificially
induced, “in order to study the after-effects of severe, untreated
bullet wounds”. They also grew gas gangrene cultures for which
dirt was introduced into the wounds —to “reproduce” the
contamination of wounds in the trenches.

It was determined at Allied Military Court | in Nuremberg
in 1947 that Dr Oberheuser took an active part in all these tests. A
surviving Polish witness, Wladislawa Karolewska, testified after
the war that: “While | lay in the hospital (at Ravensbriick), Dr
Oberheuser treated me in the most appalling way.”

And a German witness, Mrs Anna Heil of Frankfurt, who
had heard of the violent death of her sister at Ravensbriick
reported that “I went to Dr Oberheuser and - standing to
attention as required - asked her whether she, who had after all
been the last person to see my sister, didn’t have anything to tell
me. Oberheuser had a fit of rage. She kicked me in the face and
then the stomach and screamed: ‘She’s gone! Because she was
just a useless mouth to feed, one we didn’t need!”



DEUTSCHLAND

Nicht weniger unmenschlich war Dr,
Oberheusers Rolle bei den Knochen-
regenerations- und -transplantations-
Versuchen, die in den Niirnberger
Protokollen unter anderem wie folgt
beschrieben wurden: ,Auf dem Opera-
tionstisch wurden die (gesunden) Beine
(eines Haftlings) mit dem Hammer
in mehrere Stiicke zerschlagen und
nachher mit Klammern oder ohne Klam-
mern reponiert.”

Hiftlinge, die solche Torturen lebend
uberstanden, bekam die Arztin Ober-
heuser zu einer speziellen Nachbehand-
lung. Einer der fritheren Ravensbriicker
Lagerérzte, ein Dr. Rosenthal, sagte in
Nurnberg aus: ,Ich habe einige Male
gesehen, daB Dr. Oberheuser Haftlin-
gen Benzin-Injektionen gab ... Die Wir-
kung war das Bild eines akuten Herz-
todes, die Patienten bdumten sich auf,
dann brachen sie plétzlich zusammen.
Es dauerte zwischen drei und fiinf
Minuten von der Einfilhrung der Spritze
bis zum Tode. Bis zum letzten Augen-
blick waren die Patienten bei vollem
BewuBtsein.“

Der Militdrgerichtshof verurteilte die
Arztin Oberheuser, die bei den einzel-
nen Versuchen jeweils ,Haupttiterin
oder Mittiéterin“ war, zu zwanzig Jah-
ren Haft, die sie freilich nicht abzu-
sitzen brauchte: Sie wurde bereits 1952

KZ-Arztin Oberheuser (1947): Nachbehandlung mit Benzin

aus der Festung Landsberg, dem zeit-
weiligen Asyl Hitlers, entlassen.

Der Weg in ein neues Leben war fiir
Dr. Hertha Oberheuser leichter, als dies
gemeinhin bei Vorbestraften der Fall
zu sein pflegt. Sie wurde durch ein
Schreiben des Bundesarbeitsministe-
riums als Spéitheimkehrerin anerkannt
und zu bevorzugter beruflicher Forde-
rung eigens empfohlen. Mit einem sol-
chen Papier fand die Oberheuser als
Arztin in der evangelischen Johanniter-
Heilstidtte Plon freundliche Aufnahme
und hiitte hier wahrscheinlich auch heute
noch ein Wirkungsfeld, wenn nicht 1956
der Kieler Oberstaatsanwalt Rosga
wegen des Verdachts strafbarer Hand-

" berg ,verbraucht®,

lungen, die in Niirnberg nich
wurden, ein neues Ermittlyn
ren gegen die Arztin erdffnet

Das Verfahren endete allerdip
daB das Oberlandesgericht in
befand, die Strafklage a
gegen Dr. Oberheuser
sei durch das ,rechts-
kriftig abgeschlossene
Verfahren* in Niirn-

Damit war einer-
seits fiir .Dr. Ober-
heuser der Weg frei,
in dem idyllischen
Stocksee eine drztliche
Privatpraxis zu er-
offnen, und anderer-
seits dem schleswig-
holsteinischen Innen-
ministerium die Mog-
lichkeit gegeben, eben
diese Praxis sofort wieder zu s

Das Innenministerium glaub
némlich, dazu nicht befugt zu e
eigentlich zumindest formal ke
gegen die Oberheuser vorlag
erfindlichen Griinden waren
berger Oberheuser-Akten seine ,
an eine deutsche Justizstelle
worden — eine Eintragung der
len Strafe in ein deutsches 8

Britische
sche Gese;
London)
digen de
len Auski
den Fall
erbat und
wie ,Daily
»Manchester
an“, ,The
.New Yorl
Tribune® si
fentlichen
englischen
gegen das .
arztliche W

Oberheuser

hielt

bot auszusprechen. Bis zu
punkt blieb der Arztin als
Hemmung lediglich die Zulass
den Krankenkassen versa
Praxis florierte trotzdem.

Auch der ministerielle K
fir die Doktorin bis
nachteiligen Folgen. Von
anwilten gut beraten, weif
daB jede Anfechtungsklpgg
Approbations-Entzug aufschiet
kung hat. o

Da die Behandlung d
Instanz (in Schleswig) b
schon zwei Jahre gedauert
sie selbst bei vorldufige

DEUTSC

‘Klage gegen Lemke zumindest
Hie nichste Zukunft nicht besorgt
weil sie ihre Sache noch vor
qir Niedersachsen und Schleswig-
zustdndige — Oberverwaltungs-
Lineburg und vor das Berliner
erwaltungsgericht bringen kann.
dbrigen hat die unerschrockene
gsiererin  das Landesverwaltungs-
7 Schleswig wissen lassen, daB
sogenannten Uberleitungsver-
n ,Vertrag zur Regelurg aus
und Besatzung emstander_\er
vom 26. Mai 1952, ,weder in-
teh noch dem Tenor nach“ aner-
5. Lediglich durch diesen Uber-
evertrag sind deutsche Gerichte ge-
alliierte Urteile anzuerkennen®.
die Klirung der kniffligen Frage,
r Vertrag zwischen der Bundes-
und den fritheren westlichen
ngsmiichten geltendes Recht ist,
erweise wiederum ganze Richter-
en fiir Jahre beschiftigen wird,
Fraulein Oberheuser guter Hoff-
g sein, auch firderhin fur ein so
Sschriebenes Blatt gelten zu diirfen
deutscher Strafregisterauszug.

Source: Article on the case of Dr Herta Oberheuser in the 1950s, in: Der SPIEGEL 46, 9 November 1960.



Dr Oberheuser played a no less inhuman role in the bone regeneration and
transplantation trials, described in the Nuremberg protocols as following: “On the operating
table, the (healthy) legs (of a prisoner) were smashed in several places with a hammer and
then later reset with or without clamps.”

Dr Oberheuser received inmates who survived such torture alive for a special after
treatment. One of the earlier camp doctors at Ravensbriick, a Dr Rosenthal, testified at
Nuremberg: “I saw Dr Oberheuser give prisoners benzene injections on several occasions...
The effect was the image of an acute cardiac death, the patients writhed, then suddenly
collapsed. It took between three and five minutes from the introduction of the syringe until
death. The patients were fully conscious until the last moment.”

The Military Court sentenced Dr Oberheuser, who acted either as “the main
perpetrator or accomplice” in individual experiments, to twenty years’ imprisonment. She
did not have to serve this term in full, however. She was released as early as 1952 from
Landsberg prison, where Hitler was once also incarcerated.

Caption: Camp Doctor Oberheuser (1947): Benzene as an after-treatment.

The path to a new life was easier for Dr Hertha Oberheuser than is generally the case for
ex-convicts. A letter from the Federal Ministry of Employment recognised her as a late
returnee [from a prisoner of war camp] and recommended her for preferential career
advancement. With this paper in hand, Oberheuser found a friendly reception as a doctor at
the Evangelical Johannite Sanitarium in Plon, where she would probably still be active if, in
1956, Kiel Chief Prosecutor Rosga had not opened a new preliminary investigation into the
doctor because there was a suspicion of further criminal offences for which she had not been
sentenced in Nuremberg.



The investigation ended, however, with a finding by the Higher Regional Court in
Schleswig that the criminal proceedings against Dr Oberheuser had been “barred” by the
“legally concluded lawsuit” in Nuremberg.

Thus, on the one hand, the way was now clear for Dr Oberheuser to set up a private
practice in idyllic Stocksee, and, on the other, for the Schleswig-Holstein Ministry of the
Interior to immediately close it again.

This was because the Ministry of the Interior had previously believed it was not
authorised to take such action because there was, in fact, no formal judgement in existence
against Oberheuser. For some inexplicable reason, the files on Oberheuser from Nuremberg
had never been transferred to a German judicial office — thus there was no listing of the
imposed sanction in any German penal record. Now, however, the Higher Regional Court in
Schleswig had spoken of a “legally concluded lawsuit” — Oberheuser’s past could hardly be
ignored, even in Kiel.

When in 1958, the British Medical Association (in London) requested information on the
Oberheuser case from the relevant German authorities and such newspapers as the Daily
Express, Manchester Guardian and New York Herald Tribune picked up on the public protest
of English doctors against Oberheuser continuing to practise as a doctor, Helmut Lemke,
known as von Soltenitz, now considered it quite safe to strike her off. Until this point, the
only barrier impeding the doctor’s career had been a lack of access to medical insurance
companies — her practice was still flourishing.

Even this show of ministerial strength has had no disadvantageous consequences for the
doctor to date. With good advice from two lawyers, she knows that every action to nullify
the revoking of her licence will have a delaying effect.

Given that the initial court case (in Schleswig) has in itself already taken two years, she
has no need to be worried for the immediate future at least, even if her complaint against
Lemke is provisionally dismissed, because she can still bring her case before the Higher
Administrative Court in Lineberg — responsible for Lower Saxony and Schleswig-Holstein -
and the Federal Administrative Court in Berlin.

For the rest, the dauntless litigant has informed the Schleswig State Administrative Court
that she does not recognise the so-called Settlement Convention, the “Convention on the
Settlement of Matters Arising out of the War and the Occupation” of 26 May 1952, “either in
content or in purport”. It is only through that Settlement Convention that German courts are
required to recognise Allied verdicts.*

As clarification of the awkward question of whether this agreement between the Federal
Republic and the earlier western occupying powers is applicable law will in turn quite
possibly occupy entire colleges of judges for years, Miss Oberheuser may have high hopes of
being henceforth considered as much of an unknown quantity as her criminal record.
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