
“Lischka-Trial”: They knew what they were doing … Evidence on the Nazi-genocide* 

 

It is important to understand that in the Lischka trial, four different aspects were considered to provide 

evidence of the knowledge of the accused. 

 

First, in the trial before the jury court in Munich in 1967 against Nazi functionaries responsible for the 

deportations from the Netherlands, former commander of the Security Police and Security Service in 

the Netherlands Wilhelm Harster had confessed that he had known about the annihilation practices in 

the Nazi camps.24 As the chief judge in the Lischka trial, Heinz Fassbender, emphasized, this should 

also have been true for the German SS functionaries in France who had been in even closer contact 

with RSHA than Harster’s staff officers in Amsterdam had been.25  

 

Second, in the historical expert report that historian Wolfgang Scheffler prepared for the Cologne trial, 

the role of the RSHA and the bureaucratic organization in the deportations from France to the gas 

chambers were analyzed as part of the core elements of Nazi genocide. As Brunner notes, the 

commands on the “cleanup” operations against Jews that had been circulated at a conference of the 

officials in charge for Jewish matters in Paris at the end of June 1942 underlay the main argument 

against the “careless ignorance” (Ahnungslosigkeit) of the Nazi functionaries.26  

 

Third, when German officials hastily fled Paris during the liberation in 1944, they left behind many of 

their documents, including administrative orders for the seizure raids and deportations, signed by the 

accused. These documents had come into the possession of the Resistance and were later stored in the 

Contemporary Jewish Documentation Center in Paris.27 In the Lischka trial in Cologne, they served as 

decisive pieces of evidence.  

 

Fourth, the obvious contradictions between historical facts and the denials of the accused could not be 

ignored. The defendants could not argue convincingly, for instance, that they were unaware that the 

aim of the deportation of small children and elderly people had nothing to do with providing 

forced labor in “the East.”28 
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