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Executive Summary

In fall 2023, the Schépflin family and the advisory board of the Schépflin Foundation
commissioned Gesellschaft fir Unternehmensgeschichte (GUG) mbH to conduct a historical
investigation into the role of the Schépflin business family during the “Third Reich.” The aim was
not to conduct a comprehensive study, but rather to clarify specific questions: the political
orientation of the owners, economic profit and involvement in “Aryanization,” and the use of
forced labor. In fall 2025, the results of this short study by historian Dr. Andrea Schneider-
Braunberger was made available to the public.

The study focuses on Wilhelm Schépflin (born 1881) and his wife Wilhelmine Schépflin (born
1884) as well as their two sons Rudolf Schépflin (born 1910) and Hans Schépflin (born 1906).
The Schépflins had been running a general store in Haagen (Lérrach) since 1907 and founded
a mail-order company in Haagen in 1930. The company traded in textiles produced in-house
and by other manufacturers and operated under the name “Textilmanufaktur Haagen GmbH”
from 1931 onwards. The two sons had been involved in the business since the 1920s and became
personally liable partners in the family firm in 1936.

Hans Schopflin (1906-1985), described in this report, should not be confused with his son Hans
W. Schépflin (born 1941), founder of the Panta Rhea Foundation, the Schépflin Foundation, and
the Spore Initiative.

This study is based on archive sources from the Staatsarchiv (Government Archive) in Freiburg,
the Bundesarchiv (German Federal Archive) in Berlin’s Lichterfelde district, the Bundesarchiv’s
Military Archives in Freiburg, the Stadtarchiv (Municipal Archive) in Lérrach, and denazification
files from the Centre des Archives diplomatiques du Ministére des Affaires étrangéres in La
Courneuve, France. The sources have been placed in their historical context. There is no existing
family or company archive for the Schapflins.

The files provided the following key insights:
1. Memberships of the NSDAP (Nazi Party), political links to the Nazis

The members of the entrepreneurial Schépflin family all joined the Nazi Party and additional Nazi
organizations.

1. Rudolf Schépflin joined the Nazi Party as early as 1933. He justified this in the post-war trial
by tribunal by saying he was concerned that the boycotts the Nazis arranged against Jewish
department stores would then expand to include Schépflin. Even if his worries about the future
of the Schépflin mail-order company are plausible, his justification does not explain the further
adaptation to conform with the Nazi regime. The latter did not compel the company to use
Nazi symbols as of 1935, and the same applies to Rudolf's memberships of other Nazi
organizations.

2. Wilhelm Schépflin attempted as of 1933 to join the Nazi Party with the clear intention of doing
business. The Nazi Party district leadership confirmed that he stood firmly on Nazi foundations,
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before he was accepted into the party in 1937. In the post-war period the assumption
continued to be that he had close links to the Nazi regime.

3. Wilhelmine Schépflin was initially a member of the National Socialist Women’s League and
also joined the Nazi Party in 1937. In her case, even after the end of the war, no statements
exists as to why she joined either.

4. Hans Schépflin became a Nazi Party member in1939. What prompted him to do so is not
known, but the events surrounding his wedding — in the presence of the district head of the
Nazi Party, and with the Hitler salute given by the participants from the NSKK
(Nationalsozialistisches Kraftfahrkorps: National Socialist Motor Corps), etc. — cannot be
explained away as the result of pressure or coercion. At best, his joining can be viewed as a
voluntary proximity or adaptation to the Nazi regime. In the case of Hans Schopflin a clear
line can be drawn between him and active perpetration, as during his military service he
refused to shoot at people in the resistance.

All the men and women in the Schépflin family of entrepreneurs were members of the Nazi Party
and other Nazi Party organizations. The family was actively involved in the crimes of the Nazi
regime through “Aryanization.” There were three lawsuits brought against them for taking
advantage of Jews. In these cases, the family members can be classified as “profiteering” from
the Nazi regime, although the company’s activities themselves cannot be deduced as having
financially benefitted by design.

2, Business profit

The company Textilmanufaktur Haagen, as well as Gebr. Grossmann GmbH, which was taken
over in the 1930s, initially profited from the general economic upturn in the mid-1930s. During
World War |l, there was a continuous sharp fall in sales and revenue. A Jewish-owned stored
goods at a warehouse was acquired at below market value, such that on this one occasion the
family “profited from Aryanization” processes.

3. Forced labor

Based on the available sources, it could not be proven that either of the two companies owned
by the Schopflin family deployed forced laborers of either sex. Indeed the declining sales and
closures of parts of the company to accommodate relocation operations would suggest it is
unlikely.

The forced laborers who worked at Gebr. Grossmann and/or Alfred Teves AG (ATE), as the
documents show, were assigned to ATE. They were there because ATE operations had been
relocated to the buildings of Gebr. Grossmann GmbH as a result of the war. Therefore the
deployment of these laborers did not fall within the ambit of Schépflin responsibilities.

© Gesellschaft fir Unternehmensgeschichte mbH



-- GESELLSCHAFT FUR
GUG | SR scrice o GUG UNTERNEHMENSGESCHICHTE MBH

4. Denazification

Directly after the end of World War |l, the Allies arrested and interned the members of the family
(with the exception of Hans, who was with the military), accusing them of having profited as a
well-known Nazi family from the “Third Reich.” Their lawyer appealed the ruling, and all the cases
were re-opened before the courts and the sentences significantly reduced. While they had initially
been judged as “Category Il Offenders,” all members of the family, with the exception of Hans,
were reclassified as “Category IV Followers.” Hans was placed in Category V and was thus
“Exonerated,” as he had refused to use armed force against members of the resistance.

5. Conclusion

Business reasons alone do not suffice to explain the Schépflin family’s motivation for joining the
Nazi Party and other Nazi organizations. Wilhelm Schépflin’s early membership of the Stahlhelm
organization or Wilhelmine’s membership of the National Socialist Women’s League both suggest
closer ties, as does the use of Nazi symbols in the family’s private home. This gave rise to the
public image of a “Nazi business family.” Schépflin did not profit from the use of forced laborers,
and the company in fact suffered from the consequences of the war economy and relocation
measures. However, there were isolated incidences when the family and company took advantage
of the predicament of Jews and showed they were willing to enrich themselves at the expense of
others. Nor does there seem to be any evidence that the Schapflin family distanced itself from, let
alone behaved in any manner amounting to opposition or resistance to the Nazi regime. On the
contrary, the family of entrepreneurs very much sought out and secured for itself a firm place in
the Nazi system.
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Schopflin during the “Third Reich”

1. Introduction

Brief and objectives

In fall 2023, the Schépflin family and the advisory board of the Schépflin Foundation
commissioned Gesellschaft fir Unternehmensgeschichte (GUG) mbH to search for relevant
source material in order to study the role of the Schépflin family of entrepreneurs and the Schapflin
corporation during the “Third Reich.” A 74.9-percent stakes in the Schépflin mail-order company
was sold as early as 1964 to the Schickedanz family with its Quelle mail-order company, and in
1967 the Schopflin family sold the remaining shares to Quelle. The brand name Schépflin was
nevertheless retained until Quelle discontinued Grofiversandhaus Schépflin GmbH in 1999.

In order to determine the relationships the company and also the family had to the Nazi regime,
the following topics are examined closely: how the Schépflins as a family were a part of local
political structures; which persons in the family were members of the Nazi Party and how close
their political links were to the National Socialist ideology; the corporation’s business performance
and business profits during the “Third Reich”; the involvement of the company and the family in
the “Aryanization” of Jewish property/assets; its reliance on forced labor; and finally the
denazification process of Schépflin family members.

Sources

There is no existing Schépflin company archive, meaning that there are no sources on the business
performance or on the corporation’s strategic decisions. Moreover, the Schépflin family did not
possess any company-related materials from the days of the “Third Reich” or subsequent years.
Owing to the corporation’s small size, there are only very fragmentary records to be found in
public and private archives. Individual items found on the corporation and the family stem from
the Bundesarchiv (German Federal Archive) in Berlin’s Lichterfelde district, from the
Bundesarchiv’'s Military Archives in Freiburg im Breisgau, from the Staatsarchiv (Government
Archive) in Freiburg, the Staatsarchiv in Ludwigsburg, the Staatsarchiv in Sigmaringen, the
Generallandesarchiv (General State Archive) in Karlsruhe, the Stadtarchiv (Municipal Archive) in
Lérrach, and the Dreildndermuseum Lérrach. The files on the denazification process for the
relevant family members were consulted at the Centre des Archives diplomatiques du Ministére
des Affaires étrangeres, La Courneuve, France.

Study findings

Given the clear gaps in the historical sources available, which most certainly makes it impossible
to reconstruct the full history of the company in all its facets, the following findings were made:
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2. Local setting. Schopflin in Haagen and Brombach

In 1907, Wilhelm and Wilhelmine Schépflin settled and established a general store in Haagen,
a village very close to the towns of Brombach and Lérrach. Both are located in the administrative
district of Freiburg in the far southwest of Germany close to the Swiss border. In 1924, the
Schopflins entered the textile wholesale business, which was growing rapidly at the time, and in
1930 they founded a mail-order company under the name “Textilmanufaktur Wilhelm Schépflin.”
The history of Haagen, Brombach, and Lérrach under the Nazis has been duly researched,’
revealing that the largest of these municipalities, the town of Lérrach, just across the border from
Basel, had ten Nazi Party members active in 1930, and 200 by 1933. In Brombach, the Nazi
Party won the election in March 1933, claiming 56 percent of the vote. Of the 2,800 inhabitants,
a notable 500 were members of the Party, making Brombach something of a “stronghold” for
the Nazis.? In Haagen, too, the Nazi Party achieved above-average election results even before
1933, although there was at least some local resistance there.?

!!: ‘5'9 s

Wilhelm Schépflin at a parade with various Nazi insignia and making the Hitler salute

' There is no study of Haagen during the Nazi period, whereas for Brombach — where Schépflin expanded in

1937 — there is a study covering the entire history of the town, and for Lérrach there is an accompanying
treatise on an exhibition from which the following accounts are taken. Markus Moehring and Andreas Lauble
(eds.), Lérrach und der Nationalsozialismus. Begleitband zur Ausstellung, in: Lérracher Hefte no. 18, Lérrach,
2013, as well as extensively: Robert Neisen, Lérrach und der Nationalsozialismus. Zwischen Fanatismus und
Distanz, Bétzingen, 2013.

2 (Cf. Gottfried Driesch, Einst eine “Hochburg der Nazis.” Ortschaftsrat: Robert Neisen legt Zwischenbericht zur
Zeit des Nationalsozialismus in Brombach vor, in: Sidwest Media, May 9, 2019.

3 Robert Neisen, Gefeiert und gefirchtet. Die NS-Diktatur in Brombach, Haagen und Hauingen, Bétzingen, 2020.
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The mayor appointed in June 1933, Reinhard Boos, was a Nazi and in fact district head of the
Nazi Party. Throughout the entire German Reich, the Nazis set about ensuring all aspects of
society conformed with its ideology.* In this regard, the story of Lérrach is a typical one: Resistance
among the workers was unsuccessful, and few of the middle-class locals tried to help Jews. The
destruction of the synagogue was just as inevitable as was the violent deportation of the 50 Jews
still living in Lérrach on October 22, 1940, which took many of them to their deaths. The people
of Lérrach proceeded to profiteer, seizing the properties or businesses of the expelled or deported
Jews.® By contrast, in Brombach and Haagen, there were no local Jews and therefore no
pogroms.®

3. Family members in the Nazi Party and their political links to the
“Third Reich”

Before the Nazis seized power, the vast majority of entrepreneurs, aside from a few well-known
supporters such as Fritz Thyssen, took a wait-and-see attitude towards the Nazi movement. It was
the Party’s economic program, in particular, that was a cause of concern. The Nazi leadership
was unable to alleviate all the reservations, but the gradual overcoming of the economic crisis
ushered in the “hour of the opportunists.”” The question at that point was no longer whether, but
only how business-owners found a modus vivendi with the Nazi regime.

During the time of the “Third Reich,” the Schépflins as a business family included parents Wilhelm
and Wilhelmine, their two sons Rudolf and Hans, the latter’s wife Gertrud, and Rudolf’s wife
Annemarie. The following section traces their path into the Nazi Party, examines their reasons for
joining, and assesses their affinity with Nazi ideology.

» Director Eduard Rudolf Schépflin (1910-1978), member of the Nazi Party from May 1,
1933

» Director Wilhelm Schépflin (1881-1952), member of the Nazi Party from May 1, 1937

*  Wilhelmine Schépflin (1884-1975), member of the Nazi Party from May 1, 1937

» Director Hans Schépflin (1906-1985), member of the Nazi Party from May 1, 1937

»  Gertrud Schépflin (1909-2003), member of the Nazi Party from February 3, 1940

* Annemarie Schépflin (1919-2011), member of the Nazi Party from September 1, 1937

Immediately after seizing power in 1933, the Nazi Party set its sights on fighting the country’s
department stores, which also affected the mail-order companies and thus worried the Schopflins.
After the war, Rudolf Schépflin was cited that if he had not joined the Party, the Schopflin stores
would also have been “marked with the Jewish star,” and the family would have been persecuted.®

Moehring and Lauble, Lérrach und der Nationalsozialismus.

lbid.

Cf. Driesch, “Hochburg der Nazis.”

Tim Schanetzky, “Kanonen statt Butter”. Wirtschaft und Konsum im Dritten Reich, Munich, 2015, p. 37.
Minutes kept by the Vorsitzender des Untersuchungsausschusses beim Landkreis Lérrach, March 1948,
Statement by Fritz Meier, p. 4, in: Diplomatisches Archiv, La Courneuve, 1BAD-1052-Schépflin, Wilhelm, 26-
09-1881 [hereafter: DALC, Schopflin, Wilhelm].

0 N o~ 0 A
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What was a cause for concern was the fact that the Nazi district leadership forbade the Schépflins
from continuing to run their grocery store in Haagen and their canteen.® In his role as head of
the mail-order section of the Zweckverband Warenhéuser, the association of department stores,
Wilhelm Schépflin took a stand against the Nazi agenda, t00.° It was Rudolf Schopflin, however,
who was the first family member to respond to the Nazis’” moves against the department stores in
general and that of the Schépflins in particular: He joined the Party as a member on May 1,
1933, “because the business would undoubtedly have been subject to boycott.”'" In reality, the
boycott measures of 1933 were directed exclusively against Jews, but uncertainty about where
the Nazis would stop with the boycott may have strengthened Rudolf Schépflin’s resolve to join
the Party. In the summer of 1933, Rudolf Schépflin also applied to join the SA (Storm Troopers),
which he had been advised to do.'? His application was rejected, however, due to a criminal
complaint against him in November 1933 claiming he had given “brochures of our company to
the newspaper carriers of Der Alemanne [editor’s emphasis] for distribution.”"® Rudolf Schépflin’s
wife, Annemarie Schmidt, who was born on November 27, 1919, in Raitbach in the district of
Loérrach, applied to join the Nazi Party on December 9, 1937.'* The couple married on May 23,
1940.

Wilhelm Schépflin

7 Gewerbliche und berufliche Beschréinkung durch die NSDAP, in: ibid.

10 Letter from Dr. Walther Spieker to Wilhelm Schépflin, dated Sept. 27, 1947, in: ibid.

Attachment to the Fragebogen der Militérregierung Deutschland, in: Diplomatisches Archiv, La Courneuve,

1BAD-1052-Schépflin, Rudolf 19-05-1910 [hereafter: DALC, Schépflin, Rudolf].

Politischer Lebenslauf, in: ibid.

13 |bid.

* She was enrolled retroactively as of Sept. 1, 1937. Cf. Schmidt, Annemarie, R 9361-IX Kartei/ 37941533, in:
Bundesarchiv Berlin-Lichterfelde [hereafter BArch Berlin], NSDAP-Gaukartei.
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Rudolf’s father Wilhelm Schépflin likewise applied to join the Nazi Party in 1933. At that time, a
decree allowed for new party members to join from the Stahlhelm organization, to which Wilhelm
had belonged since 1932."° In the interwar years in Germany, the Stahlhelm was a league of
veterans who opposed the new republican government and advocated anti-democratic, anti-
Semitic, and racist views, engaging in politics jointly with the German National People’s Party
(DNVP) and the Nazi Party and contributing notably to Adolf Hitler’s rise to power in 1933. The
regional administrative division of the Nazi Party later commented on Wilhelm Schépflin’s
application: “He appears a few days later wearing two national insignia, two party insignia, and
the swastika armband (photos available). However, his application was turned down. Later, tries
to bribe district head Boos with RM 2,000, but this likewise fails.”'® The mayor of Lérrach and
district head of the Nazi Party, Reinhard Boos, had accepted a mortgage debt certificate from
Wilhelm Schépflin for 2,000 Reichsmarks. Boos’ brother had assigned the mortgage debt to
Schépflin as compensation for the fact that he had embezzled the proceeds of goods on
commission from the Textilmanufaktur Haagen worth 10,000 Reichsmarks. Wilhelm Schépflin
had then returned the certificate, which — according to statements made after the war — was by
that point worthless, to district head Reinhard Boos, and that act was interpreted as a bribe. '’

In any case, district head Boos confirmed in September 1935 “that Mr. Wilhelm
Schépflin/Haagen, owner of the company Textil-Manufaktur Haagen/Baden, has not engaged
politically against the Nazi Party and that there were no political objections to his person.”'® A
StandartenfGhrer in the Storm Troopers likewise supported Schépflin in his attempt to forge links
with the Party and confirmed that “Comrade Wilhelm Schépflin [...] has been a member of the
SAL [Lérrach Storm Troopers, editor’s note] since its formation in May 1934. He is propaganda
officer in the staff of Sturmbann 11/142 SAL Lérrach and was promoted to the rank of Rottenfihrer
with effect from March 17, 1935. Comrade Schépflin is fully supportive of the national
ideology.”" In his hometown, Wilhelm Schépflin turned to the responsible local group leader,
assuring him “that | will do everything | can to bring my powers to bear as required by the Reich

government and our revered Fihrer.”?

Wilhelm Schépflin was a member of the Storm Troopers from 1932 to 1941 and held the position
of Scharfihrer, the second-lowest rank in the organization.?’ He became a member of the SA

15 Stahlhelmfihrer Seldte joined the Nazi Party in April 1933 and was and remained Reich Minister of Labor under
Adolf Hitler. The Stahlhelm was thereupon absorbed into the Nazi organization and its members transferred to
the Storm Troopers.

Transcript: Kurze Rekapitulation des Lebenslaufes von H. Wilhelm Schépflin aus Haagen Gbersendet von der

NSDAP Gauleitung Baden an Oberstaatsanwalt Dr. Weiss, dated May 12, 1943, in: BArch Berlin, R

3003_30325.

17" Statement by Oberstaatsanwalt a.D. Dr. Eugen Weiss, dated Feb. 13, 1948, in: Diplomatisches Archiv, La
Courneuve, 1BAD-1052-Schépflin, Hans 22-12-1906 [hereafter: DALC, Schépflin, Hans]; Darlegung der
Grinde in Sachen Wilhelm Schépflin, in: DALC, Schopflin, Wilhelm.

18 Certified copy of a Bescheinigung der NSDAP, District Head R. Boos, dated Sept. 7, 1935; Darlegung der
Grinde in Sachen Wilhelm Schépflin, both in: DALC, Schépflin, Wilhelm.

19" Certified copy of a Bescheinigung SA der NSDAP on Aug. 27, 1935, in: ibid.

20 |etter from Wilhelm Schapflin to NSDAP Ortsgruppenleiter, dated Oct. 8, 1935, in: ibid.

21 Cf. Liste ehemaliger NSDAP-Mitglieder, in: Stadtarchiv Lérrach, record group 524, No. IX/89. The Sturmabteilung
(SA) or Storm Troopers section of the Nazi Party was a paramilitary combat organization that had existed as early
as 1920, with membership that had grown to over 400,000 by the beginning of the “Third Reich.” Adolf Hitler
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© Gesellschaft fir Unternehmensgeschichte mbH



-- GESELLSCHAFT FUR
GUG | e gescricTe o GUG UNTERNEHMENSGESCHICHTE MBH

because in 1932 he had joined the Stahlhelm, whose members were automatically transferred to
the SA.?? Wilhelm Schépflin also became a supporting member of the SS (Protection Squadron)
with a contribution of three Reichsmarks. He testified in his denazification proceedings that his
colleague August Vogelbacher, himself an SS member, had “invited” him to do so.?* However,
he had signed up for the membership himself.

! . -
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et | Kammaer |1

S.4. der F.5,D.A.2. Kammer (|
Landesverband Stidwest
Begirksverband S.4.1.

Lgrrach ‘142
und Eyffhiuserbund . .

B.B.Nr.501/%5. Lsrrach, den 27.8,35,

Besochelnigung.

Dem Kameraden Wilheln Schipflin in Faagen 1.Viesental,

i Zextil-¥anufakiur-Geschift, wird bescheinigt, dess er seit
. | hutstellung des S.A.L., in kel 1934, Mitglied desselben ist,
. Er isf Propaganda-Gbmann in Stabe des Sturmbannes II/142 AL,

—

. Xamrad Sohpflin steht restlos auf dem Boden der mationalen
| Veltansohsuung.

gez. R.Greiner

Standartenfilrer
n.d.B.b.
Obertruppfithrer,

(stempel des Hoheitetriigera)

* Lbrrach und mit Wirkung vom 17.3.35 zum Bottenfiver beftrdert.

ldrrach, den T.Septesber 1935,

Beschelinigung.

Ioh bestltige hisrmit, dass

Haxxr¥ilkels Sohbtnflin /eams
Inhaber der Pu.Textil-Nanufaktur Haagen/Defen, wich
politisch nicht gegen dle NGDAP betlitigs hat, wed dass
irgendwelohe politlschen Bedenkea gegen meims Puxson

Beil Eitler! ;
ges. R, Boos. g
Ereisleiter.

; i

Certificates of political membership and of his non-objectionable behavior issued to Wilhelm Schépflin by
the Standartenfihrer and the Nazi Party district head respectively

After Wilhelm Schépflin’s first attempts to join the Party had failed, there were no more

opportunities to do so until 1937, when the general bar on Nazi Party admission was relaxed.

made use of the terror the SA spread, especially after seizing power, in order to intimidate his opponents, until in
the summer of 1934 during the “Night of the Long Knives” as it came to be called, he terminated the power of
these thugs — by which time SA membership had topped four million. A large number of its leaders faced the
firing squad and its members were disarmed. Membership of the Storm Troopers thereupon slumped, and by the

end ran to less than one million.
22

Letter from the Chef des Obersten SA-Strafgerichts an Staatsanwaltschaft Berlin in Strafsache gegen Wilhelm

Schopflin, dated Feb. 5, 1943, in: BArch Berlin, R 9361-111-569378, Wilhelm Schépflin. In the years when

Schépflin was a member, the SA considered itself an association for “Practicing Sports with a Military Element.”
After 1934, the SA ceased to be so radical and its importance did not return until the closing months of World
War Il when the Volkssturm was conscripted to track down forced laborers who were on the run. At this point in

time — 1944 — Wilhelm Schépflin claims to have terminated his membership.
2 Statement by Wilhelm Schépflin, dated May 17, 1947; affidavit by Wilhelm Schépflin, dated Jan. 23, 1947, in:

DALC, Schépflin, Wilhelm.
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Wilhelm Schépflin was then accepted as a Party member on May 1, 1937, a development the
Nazi Party subsequently commented on thus: “Later attempt to gain NSBO [Nazi Factory Cell
Organization, editor’s note] with some greasing of palms, unfortunately successful. Now quite
active relations with business circles in the Nazi Party. Schépflin has established his own
association of mail-order companies in Kassel.”?* To underpin his conformity, Wilhelm Schépflin
turned to the mayor and district head of the Nazi Party, Boos, in 1937: “As the manager of the
largest company, | would like to tell you that | will continue to march with you in the coming year

in the same step and stride in your capacity as Head of the Municipal Council, but also as Local
n25

Group Leader, and that you can always count on my loyalty.

Letter from Wilhelm Schépflin to the local group leader of the Nazi Party, dated October 8, 1935

2 Transcript: Kurze Rekapitulation des Lebenslaufes von H. Wilhelm Schépflin aus Haagen Gbersendet von der
NSDAP Gauleitung Baden an Oberstaatsanwalt Dr. Weiss, dated May 12, 1943, in: BArch Berlin, R
3003 30325.

% Letter from Wilhelm Schépflin, Textil-Manufaktur Haagen to Birgermeister Wilhelm Neef of Dec. 30, 1937, in:
Stadtarchiv Lérrach, record group 2.3.1 (Haagen), No. V/2/42.
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Wilhelmine Schépflin was also accepted into the Naozi Party at the same time. During her
denazification proceedings, she stated: “When the Women’s League was dissolved, | was forced
to join the Nazi Party without having to swear allegiance to the Fihrer.”? Yet the National
Socialist Women’s League? was not dissolved, nor was there an automatic transfer to the Nazi
Party via collected lists of names or without a signature on the membership application.?® The
more than two million members of the National Socialist Women’s League, which was the sole
organization for women in the “Third Reich,” were only very rarely also Nazi Party members; the
proportion of women in the Party was substantially lower than that of men, reaching a peak at
one point of six percent.?’

Photograph from the commemorative wedding book of Hans and Gertrud Schépflin; in the foreground,
members of the NSKK giving the Hitler salute

On the same date — May 1, 1937 — the couple’s son Hans Schopflin also became a member of
the Nazi Party. He justified this after the war by claiming he intended to oppose the radical
elements of the Party in his community,® although these kinds of trivializing justifications are
typical patterns of argumentation in the context of denazification. In his position as head of the

26 Darlegung der Grinde in Sachen Wilhelmine Schépflin, Vorschlag, dated March 10, 1948, in: Diplomatisches

Archiv, La Courneuve, 1BAD 1052 Schépflin. Wilhelmine, 05-03-1884 [hereafter: DALC, Schépflin,
Wilhelmine].

Wilhelmine Schépflin’s entry into the National Socialist Women’s League dates from 1933; moreover, she was
president of the Baden Red Cross.

Cf. www.bundesarchiv.de/das-bundesarchiv/aus-unserer-archivarbeit/informationen-zum-verfahren-der-
aufnahme-in-die-nsdap/#c54351 [last accessed: Dec. 28, 2024].

2 Michael H. Kater, Frauven in der NS-Bewegung, in: Vierteljahrshefte fur Zeitgeschichte 2 (1983), pp. 202-241.
30 Lebenslauf, in: DALC, Schépflin, Hans.
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textile manufacturer’s purchasing, sales, and advertising department, in 1934 Hans Schépflin
had already joined three Nazi organizations: the NSKK (National Socialist Motor Corps), the NSV
(National Socialist People’s Welfare), and the DAF (German Labor Front). On September 5,
1936, he had married Gertrud Moser, daughter of furniture-maker Albert Moser from
Schramberg in the Black Forest. The wedding not only featured a speech by Boos, the district
head of the Nazi Party, but was also attended by an honorary delegation from the NSKK. Gertrud
Schépflin joined the Party on February 3, 1940.%'

Wilhelm Schopflin retired from his company in 1937. He explained this after the war, saying:
“After 1937, the owners no longer had a say, and instead there were other authorities brought in
to manage things, which is why | stepped down in 1937.”7% What exactly he was hinting at here
remains unclear. Likewise in 1937, the same year he got married, Hans Schépflin became a
partner in the family business, and when his father retired, he took over as operations manager.
He had “already signed up to the Nazi Party in 1936” and was apparently admitted in 1937.%

In 1937, Rudolf, Hans, Wilhelm, and Wilhelmine Schépflin were all members of the Party. It was
around this time that Rudolf, who had been a member since 1933, became an “active member
(assistant block leader) of the local Nazi group in Haagen” — albeit only until the beginning of
1938, when he was dismissed again because he “did not carry out the work required of him or
did so poorly.”®* At that time, Hans Schépflin made every effort to avoid becoming the butt of
Nazi Party ire by expressing his regret that he had missed the party meetings and assuring leaders
that he would attend in future.®

The Schépflin family evidently had mixed reasons for joining the Nazi Party. Their motives related
partly to business — above all, concern for the future of the company. But their motivation went
beyond that. The characterization of Adolf Hitler as a “revered leader,” the close relationship with
the local district head of the Nazi Party Rudolf Allgeier (October 1, 1938 — March 1, 1942),%
membership of the SA, SS, and the Stahlhelm, and the adoption of Nazi symbols of power
(uniforms etc.) can be read as voluntary declarations of loyalty to the Nazi regime and point to
the fact that they joined the Party as a matter of political intentions. It is virtually impossible to
seriously answer the question of what the Schépflins actually shared in the Nazi world view, given
the inadequate primary personal sources.

31 Cf. letter from Gendarmerieposten Brombach of Aug. 1, 1946, in: DALC, Schépflin, Hans; NSDAP-Gaukartei,
in: BArch Berlin, R 9361-IX Kartei/ 39221244, Gertrud Schépflin (geb. 16.04.1909), Brombach. A letter from
the gendarmerie attached to Hans Schépflin’s file stated that Gertrud Schépflin had been admitted to the Nazi
Party in 1944. Indeed, Gertrud Schépflin, who was born on Dec. 4, 1926, joined the Maulburg local group of
the Party on January 11, 1944; she was not a member of the Schépflin family being examined here. Cf. letter
from the Gendarmerieposten Brombach, dated Aug. 1, 1946, in: ibid.; and NSDAP-Gaukartei, in: BArch
Berlin, R 9361-IX Kartei/ 39221245, Gertrud Schépflin (geb. 4.12.1926), Maulburg.

Fragebogen der Militérregierung, completed on April 9, 1946, in: DALC, Schépflin, Wilhelm.

Hans Schépflin, Untersuchungsausschuss Lérrach, Il. Kammer, Sitzung, dated March 10, 1948, in: DALC,
Schépflin, Hans.

34 Statement by Arthur Allgeier of Feb. 25, 1948, in: DALC, Schépflin, Rudolf.

35 Letter from Hans W. Schépflin to Ortsgruppenleiter Pg. Wilhelm Neef, dated Nov. 14, 1938, in: Stadtarchiv
Lérrach, record group 2.3.1 (Haagen), No. V/2/42.

Rudolf Allgeier exonerated the family in the denazification process, confirming on March 5, 1948, that the
Schépflins had enemies within the Nazi Party, in: DALC, Schépflin, Wilhelm.

32
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In addition to business and political motivation, the reasons the family cited for joining the Party
when they were before the post-war denazification tribunals relate ultimately to personal special
interests and public pressure from Nazi organizations. Like all companies, the Textiimanufaktur
Hoagen was being watched by the SS Security Service (SD), which compiled political and
economic situation reports throughout the Reich in order to provide the Reich leadership with a
realistic picture of the state of the country. The Schépflin family naturally found themselves
particular targets of this spying activity, which was also carried out by three identified employees
within the company.®” Written attacks in “Der Stirmer” magazine, denunciations, and conflicts
led to growing concerns about the future of the Schépflins” mail-order business, and the pressure
to adapt and conform increased as a result of these various hostilities.

Although the Schépflins were members of the Nazi Party, relations with the Nazi regime were not
without tensions arising from the family’s business practices. Wilhelm Schépflin repeatedly found
himself in legal hot water due to conflicts with the authorities and the Nazi Party.*® Disputes under
criminal law with the German state (be it the German Reich, the Weimar Republic, or the “Third
Reich”) seem to have arisen on multiple occasions after 1911.%” Around the time the Schépflin
family joined the Party in 1937, they had received files from the head of the Chamber of Industry
and Commerce, Otto Blank, revealing that a number of accusations had been made against the
Schépflin family and their company by a certain Stefan Tréndle, head of the DAF district office.
This information confirmed the family’s suspicions that they were being watched by the Nazis.
Then, on February 23, 1938, the expected complaint was filed with the “Reich Office for
Economic Morality,” including Stefan Tréndle’s statement that Schépflin had bribed the mayor in
Lorrach (district head Boos) with the aforementioned mortgage debt certificate.*?

At the end of 1938, SA Obersturmfihrer Ernst Otto Maier (head of the SD branch office in
Lérrach) filed a criminal complaint with the tax office “based on information provided by the
accountant Gottlob Schiller,” who had been dismissed by Schépflin, for tax evasion. This resulted
in a criminal order being issued against Wilhelm Schépflin on August 19, 1941, sentencing him
to a fine of 350,000 Reichsmarks or six months’ imprisonment. It was this ruling that prompted
the Nazi Party to expel Wilhelm Schépflin by means of a temporary injunction.

On October 20, 1939, the district court of Lérrach issued an arrest warrant against Wilhelm
Schépflin in relation to another matter, namely for bribing Lieutenant Colonel (retd.) Schobinger.
Schépflin had tried to have the flak unit removed from the building in which it was housed — a

37 Begrindungen der Berufung, RA Drischel, May 1947, in: ibid.

3 |n 1935, another criminal complaint was filed, this time for unfair competition and fraud. In the years 1934
through 1939, Schépflin was said to have committed tax evasion to the tune of 630,000 Reichsmarks and in
1941 was found guilty, with a fine of 350,000 Reichsmarks imposed. Cf. Ehrengerichtsverfahren gegen
Wilhelm Schépflin, in: Staatsarchiv Freiburg, V 60/1 Deutsche Jagerschaft: Jagdgau Baden-Sid, No. 15.

37 Wilhelm Schépflin was jailed as early as 1911 for fraud and document forgery. In 1918, he was arrested and
punished for profiteering. He was released from prison before serving his full sentence as a result of the
November Revolution of 1918. During the Great Inflation, he was sentenced for tax evasion and unfair
competition, and in 1930 punished again for unfair competition. Cf. Strafprozessakte bezgl. Wilhelm Schépflin,
geboren am 26.09.1881, wegen Verstoles gegen die Verbrauchsregelungsstrafverordnung und Verbrechen
gegen kriegswirtschaftliche Bestimmungen, in: BArch Berlin, R 3003 30325.

40 Statement by Oberstaatsanwalt a.D. Dr. Eugen Weiss, dated Feb. 13, 1948, in: DALC, Schépflin, Hans.
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building he had purchased (Haus Alpenrose) and now wanted to use as a vacation home for his
family and the women working for him. The senior public prosecutor responsible had this arrest
warrant revoked, as he said himself in the denazification proceedings on November 18, 1939,
because he “suspected the Gestapo and the district leadership” to be behind it.*'

Another arrest warrant issued by the Freiburg Special Court led to Wilhelm Schopflin being
remanded in custody in the Freiburg court prison from July 7 to September 22, 1942. The
accusation against him was that between the start of the war and early July 1942, he, as the
responsible co-owner of Wilhelm Schépflin Textiimanufaktur in Haagen, had supplied rationed
textile items (garments, fabric, stockings, bed linen) to at least 37 customers, some of them on
multiple occasions, without taking receipt of the necessary clothing ration cards. In return, from
a large proportion of these customers (at least 33) he had accepted goods such as butter, eggs,
bacon, and other foodstuffs.* As a result of these violations of the regulations covering the war
effort, he was sentenced on September 26, 1943, to four months in prison, which he served
between September 28 and November 18, 1943, and a fine, which he settled in the amount of
10,000 Reichsmarks.*?

His son Rudolf was also implicated in these accusations during the Nazi period.* During World
War I, Rudolf Schépflin served as a senior paymaster in the Wehrmacht, and through him,
members of the Wehrmacht obtained textiles from Wilhelm Schépflin in exchange for ration
coupons.”® The charges against Rudolf Schopflin were dropped, however, as the investigators
were unable to provide any evidence of a criminal offense.

Donations to Nazi Party organizations during the time of the “Third Reich” amounted to a total
of 50,850 Reichsmarks.*® This is not particularly striking, and most importantly there was no
support for the Nazi Party before 1933.

41 |bid.

42 Cf. Strafprozessakte bezgl. Wilhelm Schépflin, geboren am 26.09.1881, wegen Verstofles gegen

Verbrauchsregelungsstrafverordnung und Verbrechen gegen kriegswirtschaftliche Bestimmungen, in: BArch

Berlin, R 3003 _30325. See also documents referring to Wilhelm Schépflin, in: BArch Berlin, R 9361111, BDC

Personenbezogene Unterlagen der SS und SA, No. 569378.

Letter from Oberstaatsanwalt beim Landgericht Freiburg to Oberreichsanwalt beim Reichsgericht in Leipzig,

dated Jan. 11, 1944, in: BArch Berlin, R 3003_30325.

44 Cf. Untersuchungsakte des Gerichts der Wehrmachtskommandantur Berlin, in: Bundesarchiv Militérarchiv-
Freiburg [hereafter BArch Freiburg], PERS 15, No. 1741.

45 Letter to WV on Ag WNV/Z, dated Aug. 27, 1942, in: ibid.

4 Transcript: Protokoll der VII. Sitzung, dated March 9, 1948, in: DALC, Schépflin, Wilhelm.
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4. Business development and economic profit in the time of the
“Third Reich”

Wilhelm Schépflin founded his company in Haagen (Lérrach) in 1907 as a general store. In
1924, he entered the textile wholesale trade, and he went on to take over another firm, Max
Heidenreich, in 1929.%” By 1930, he had already founded a mail-order company, from which
“Textilmanufaktur Haagen GmbH” emerged in 1931. It traded in its own and third-party products.
But Schépflin was not only trading goods but operating production facilities, too. His mail-order
company bypassed the retail trade by delivering the goods directly to customers, who would pay
cash on delivery, and to civil servants, who would pay in installments — and Schépflin thus
established a new business model. Its success depended on advertising, which Schépflin carried
out on a grand scale from 1930 to 1933. By resolution of the partners dated February 20, 1935,
Textilmanufaktur Haagen was dissolved and ceased to exist on September 4, 1936.%® On that
same day, Schépflin’s two sons Rudolf and Hans joined the now renamed “Textilmanufaktur
Haagen Wilhelm Schépflin, Haagen” as personally liable partners.*

At this point in time, Wilhelm Schépflin acquired shares in Spelag (Speditions & Lagerhaus-
gesellschaft AG), which was founded by the Trinler family, from which his wife Wilhelmine
Schépflin descended. She was, incidentally, also significantly involved in the textile manufacturing
business. The reasons for acquiring the shares in the forwarding company in 1936 remain
unclear. Schépflin then relocated Spelag to Brombach, to the production facilities of the former
“AWAG" (the former textile finishing company of Gebrider Grossmann AG). In 1938, the
Schépflin family sold Spelag to the Albert Mutter forwarding company in Lérrach.®

In 1937, “Textiimanufaktur Haagen Wilhelm Schépflin, Haagen” was able to expand further by
taking over the textile finishing company AdW (Ausristung an der Wiese). It also acquired the
business premises of Gebr. Grossmann GmbH®' in Brombach (Lérrach), likewise in 1937, from
the company’s assets under liquidation.”® The partners agreement at Gebr. Grossmann GmbH
was adopted on February 9, 1934, and amended on December 14, 1937 — presumably when
Schopflin got involved.® In doing so, he took over the stake in Gebr. Grossmann GmbH held by
Vereinigte Spinnereien und Webereien im Wiesental A.G. At the same time, he bought the

47 Max Heidenreich, spéter Textilmanufaktur Wilhelm Schépflin, in: Staatsarchiv Freiburg, G 547/1, Amtsgericht
Lérrach, No. 1667. The Max Heidenreich company discontinued operations once and for all in 1938.

48 (Cf. letter from Textiimanufaktur Haagen GmbH to Badisches Amtsgericht, in: Staatsarchiv Freiburg, G 547/1,
Amtsgericht Lérrach, No. 1723. Textiimanufaktur Schépflin, Wilhelm, Haagen, Handelsregisterakte, 1930-
1936.

47 Notice of the Commercial Register entries, dated Sept. 23, 1936, in: ibid.

50 Cf. Kurt Hofmann, Betriebe im Gelédnde der Gebr. Grossmann AG + GmbH, in: Fritz Schilin, Brombach 796—

1972, Beitrdge zur Orts-, Landschafts- und Siedlungsgeschichte, Brombach 1972, p. 878.

Schépflin first moved into this building in 1948, relocating parts of the mail-order business there.

lts predecessor company, Gebr. Grossmann A.G., was a textile finisher and manufactured cotton and artificial

silk fabrics for the lingerie industry. The weaving plant had closed down as early as March 3, 1932, presumably

as a result of the Great Depression, which had driven innumerable German companies into bankruptcy.

Haagen-based Vereinigte Spinnereien und Webereien im Wiesental A.G. leased the premises of the former

Gebr. Grossmann A.G. back then and to that end founded Gebr. Grossmann GmbH.

Cf. Handelsregisterauszug Gebr. Grossmann GmbH, HRB 31, in: Staatsarchiv Freiburg.

51
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remaining plant and equipment from Gebr. Grossmann A.G., which was still in liquidation.>* For
90,000 Reichsmarks Schopflin took over the limited liability company, which had a nominal
capital of 20,000 Reichsmarks, and increased this by 180,000 Reichsmarks to create capital
stock of 200,000 Reichsmarks.>® Hans Schépflin and Karl Huber were appointed managing
directors, while Rudolf Schépflin was granted commercial power of attorney.*® With effect from
January 1, 1939, Gebr. Grossmann GmbH was managed as a subsidiary of Textilmanufaktur
Haagen and therefore no longer reported any profits or losses of its own.>’

The size of the payroll cannot be inferred from the sources. A senior public prosecutor dealing
with Wilhelm Schépflin stated that there were 600 workers at the textile factory, including the
Grossmann subsidiary, but did not specify a time period.”® A list of Gebr. Grossmann employees
living in Haagen is available for 1940 and encompasses 45 women and 35 men.”” For January
1945, the auditor’s report gives figures of 27 workers and five salaried staff for Gebr. Grossmann
GmbH and 23 workers and 67 salaried employees for Textiimanufaktur Haagen.®°

In economic terms, Textiimanufaktur Haagen had developed very well as a company since the
global economic crisis: Even before the Nazi era, successful advertising was leading to rising
sales and profits.®!

Key Financial Figures for Textiimanufaktur Haagen,

1930—1945 (in RM)
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54 Dr. R. Feer, Gebrider Grossmann in Brombach (bis 1937), in: Schilin, Brombach, pp. 795-841, here p. 839.

5 Bericht Gber die Prifung des Jahresabschlusses zum 31. Dezember 1946 der Firma Gebr. Grossmann GmbH,
in: DALC, Schépflin, Wilhelm.

5 According to an entry in the Lérrach Commercial Register, which Hofmann quotes here. Cf. Kurt Hofmann,
Gebrider Grossmann GmbH. 1937-1967. Grofiversandhaus Schépflin Haagen, Werk Brombach bis 1972, in:
Schilin, Brombach, p. 859. The “Dorfbuch Brombach” working group that compiled this document was able to
rely on source materials from the company archive. Here, we have considered that information as it came
straight from the sources.

57 Transcript: Vereinbarung zwischen Fa. Textilmanufaktur Haagen Wilhelm Schépflin und Gebr. Grossmann
GmbH, dated June 22, 1939, in: Staatsarchiv Freiburg, F 202-32, no. 3276.

%8 Statement by Oberstaatsanwalt a.D. Dr. Eugen Weiss, dated Feb. 13, 1948, in: DALC, Schépflin, Hans.

%9 Cft. letter from Textil-Manufaktur Wilhelm Schépflin to Birgermeisteramt, dated March 14, 1940, in: Stadtarchiv
Lérrach, record group 2.3.1 (Haagen), No. V/2/42.

%0 Bericht iber die Prifung des Jahresabschlusses zum 31. Dezember 1946 der Firma Textiimanufaktur Haagen
Wilhelm Schépflin, in: DALC, Schépflin, Wilhelm.

61 Cf. Betr.: Entnazifizierung Wilhelm Schopflin, Kein Nutzniefler, May 19, 1947, in: ibid.
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At Gebr. Grossmann GmbH, too, sales fell during World War II. For 1938, production figures at
Gebr. Grossmann GmbH were given as: 75 percent light cotton fabrics, five percent dobby
fabrics, five percent workwear, and 15 percent technical fabrics.? According to the historian
Schilin, the company produced war-related goods for the year 1944: 60 percent technical fabrics
(insulating and filter cloths), 20 percent Lavabel (a washable, soft crepe fabric) for export, and 20
percent workwear.®® According to the works council, however, production was discontinued
“during the course of the war,” so we can assume that manufacturing came to a standstill in the
1944-5 period.®* Given the company’s business performance, the above-mentioned percentage
figures for war-related production must have encompassed only small, and above all sharply
shrinking volumes.

What we can therefore say is that Textiimanufaktur Haagen did not profit from wartime
production.®® However, not long after the end of World War Il it was already able to achieve sales
at the pre-war level and the resulting profits.®® Despite the war damage — and despite the fact
that the company had been under the trusteeship of August Weil since March 1947 — no losses
needed to be booked.®” On October 28, 1946, the French military government transferred
control of Schépflin’s assets to the Baden State Office for Controlled Assets, Lérrach District
Office. This enforced administration was lifted on April 30, 1948, and the family members
replaced August Weil and went back to managing the company. The owners applied for

suspension of asset control of the business after the denazification tribunal had passed judgment
in April 1949. On April 22, 1949, the State Office formally lifted the control.®

2 Schilin, Brombach, p. 867.

63 |bid.

%4 Aussage Betriebsrat, dated Jan. 27, 1947, in: DALC, Schépflin, Hans.

% After the company’s assets were frozen, they were listed by the Allies at 3,085,857.47 Reichsmarks. Cf. memo,
in: Staatsarchiv Freiburg, F 202-32, No. 3276.

Cf. letter from Finanzamt Lérrach, Betr. Firma Textilmanufaktur Haagen Wilhelm Schépflin, July 5, 1949, in:
ibid.

Post-war annual reports and balance sheets can be found in: Staatsarchiv Freiburg, F 202-32, No. 6938.
Letter from Textil-Manufaktur Haagen to Finanzamt Lérrach, June 30, 1949, in: Staatsarchiv Freiburg, F 202-
32, No. 3276.
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5. Schopflin and the “Aryanization” of Jewish property

The Nazi agenda entailed two points that were to be highly consequential for the three company
locations and for the Schopflin family: Small and medium-sized companies — Germany’s famed
“Mittelstand” — were to be preferred in the fight against “big industry,” and small retailers
protected against department stores. The latter were strongly associated with Jewish ownership,
and the Nazi Party called for a boycott of them on April 1, 1933.%° In Lérrach, it was the Jewish
department store Knopf that was affected. Staff members of the Knopf store, namely commercial
power-of-attorney holder Fritz Richter and the company’s lawyer Walter Roth, proceeded in 1937
to “Aryanize” Kauthaus Knopf.”® The Schépflin family was not involved in these activities.

According to the available documents — the 1946 audit report and various restitution claims —
Textilmanufaktur Haagen Wilhelm Schopflin did not acquire any properties or business shares in
other companies owned by Jews.”' There were, however, restitution proceedings concerning the
acquisition of textile stock from Jewish owners.”? This concerned the stored goods in the
warehouse of the company Joseph Wolf, a manufactured goods wholesaler in Brombach, whose
owner, Max Wolf, sold his stock of goods in order to emigrate to the USA, offering it to Schapflin
for purchase. On the basis of an audit commissioned by Schépflin,”® Textilmanufaktur Hagen
took over the stock by contract on December 7, 1938, for a price of 130,831.40 Reichsmarks.”

Max Wolf initiated restitution proceedings on the grounds that he had sold his inventory at
significantly less than market price — the purchase value of the goods had been 169,246.27
Reichsmarks” — and demanded 2,149 Deutschmarks (21,490.25 Reichsmarks) as
compensation. In the summer of 1950, the lawyers negotiated an out-of-court settlement, after
which Max Wolf withdrew his claim.”®

Another restitution case was brought against Wilhelm Schépflin oHG Textilmanufaktur, Haagen,
the Schapflin family, and other defendants and concerned two farms in Brombach and Hauingen
that had previously been owned by Adolf Mildenberger.”” However, this case was dismissed on
the grounds that it did not constitute “Aryanization.” During the proceedings, it was proven that

%7 Cf. for example, the study by Johannes Béhr and Ingo Kéhler, Verfolgt, “arisiert,” wiedergutgemacht2 Wie aus

dem Warenhauskonzern Hermann Tietz Hertie wurde, Munich, 2023.

In 1939, the two acquired both properties that had been owned by Knopf while Sparkasse Freiburg acquired

one. Cf. https://web.archive.org/web/20161110105619/http:/chilli-freiburg.de/02-freiburg/der-scheue-

gigant [last accessed Jan. 31, 2025].

Bericht Uber die Prifung des Jahresabschlusses zum 31. Dezember 1946 der Firma Textilmanufaktur Haagen

Wilhelm Schépflin, in: DALC, Schépflin, Wilhelm.

2 Cf. Staatsarchiv Freiburg, F 166/3, No. 1913 (Wolf).

3 Transcript: Direktor Erich Falke, Spinnerei Lauffenmiihle KG to IHK, Schopfheim, Feb. 25, 1939, in: ibid.

74 Cf. Textil-Manufaktur Haagen Wilhelm Schépflin, Haagen, to Badisches Landgericht, Oct. 18, 1949, in: ibid.

s Statement of reasons for application by solicitor Willy Hermannn to Landgericht, Restitutionskammer, Aug. 15,

1949, in: ibid.

Letter from solicitor Willy Herrmann to Landgericht, Restitutionskammer, Freiburg, Aug. 8, 1950, in: ibid.

77 Cf. Staatsarchiv Freiburg, F 200/7, No. 3517; F 166/3, No. 1504, No. 1625/01-05, No. 1626
(Mildenberger).
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Schépflin and the other defendants had acquired the properties for 100,000 Reichsmarks as a
result of a foreclosure sale in 1938,7% so in this case, the sale was not motivated by persecution.

Two further proceedings were directed exclusively against the Schépflin family and not against
the company and concerned a wardrobe and living room furniture. Both proceedings involved
the Jewish Fleischmann family and were settled out of court.”” In fall 1938, Wilhelm Schépflin
had purchased living room furnishings, including a grandfather clock and a lamp, for 500
Reichsmarks,® and in 1939 a wardrobe for 600 Reichsmarks.?’ The heiress Nelly Fleischmann
initially demanded 1,500 Deutschmarks in compensation and the return of the wardrobe, and
the parties reached an out-of-court settlement in the 1950s with 500 Deutschmarks for the living
room furniture and another 300 Deutschmarks for the lamp.®

It is not known whether there were Jews among the salaried and wage-earning staff at Schépflin;
according to Driesch, there were no Jews in Haagen and Brombach.®® This would suggest that
no Jews were employed by Schépflin.

6. On the use of forced labor

There is no documentary evidence of the deployment of forced labor at Schépflin.®* Sagging sales
after 1942 would suggest that no forced labor was used, and on the contrary the workforce simply
shrank. A reference in the denazification tribunal files to “deported Alsatians” whom Schépflin
had ostensibly supported can only be substantiated in one case.®® The people in question were
presumably Alsatian citizens who were commandeered to perform work duties; the evidence does
not reveal whether they were employed by Schopflin or not. With the relocation of business
operations as a result of the war, forced laborers were at work in Gebr. Grossmann GmbH
buildings, but they were under the command of Alfred Teves GmbH, not Schépflin.

In the course of World War Il, production conditions for the company within the “Third Reich”
changed significantly. Government regulations, the distribution of scarce resources, and the
allocation of orders were the factors dominating the war economy in the German Reich. The
focus here was on the manufacture of armaments and, in the last two years, on the production
of ammunition. Given the sharp increase in the Allies” aerial attacks, it was above all armaments
production facilities that were relocated in order to protect the plant against damage from bombs.

78 Successful bid in the foreclosure auction of Adolf Mildenberger, architect, and Karl Malleum to Textilmanufaktur

Haagen. On each of the two plots of land there was a three-story residential building, and in Hauingen also
seven two-story residential buildings. Cf. Staatsarchiv Freiburg, F 200/7, No. 1626 (Mildenberger).

77 Cf. Staatsarchiv Freiburg, F 166/3, No. 2395 (Fleischmann).

80 Cf. Staatsarchiv Freiburg, F 200/7, No. 2507.

81 Letter from Gemeindeamt der Stadt Dornbirn to Finanzamt Lérrach, June 5, 1952, and Aug. 26, 1952; in:

Staatsarchiv Freiburg, F 166-3, No. 2395.

Klage der Branche Francaise de la Jewish Trust Corporation gegen Firma Wilhelm Schépflin Haagen, April 26,

1953, in: ibid.

85 Cf. Driesch, “Hochburg der Nazis.”

84 Searches in the Arolsen Archives and in Stadtarchiv Lérrach were fruitless.

85 Cf. letter from Andre Schiess, dated Aug. 16, 1946, in: DALC, Schépflin, Wilhelm. Andre Schiess attested that
Schépflin had employed him after his wife had been deported.
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Plant relocations were decided by the companies relocating together with the Wehrmacht's
commanders in charge of armaments, with the commanders issuing instructions to the companies
whose sites were to be used. The prioritization took place according to the importance of a
production line for the war economy. The factory halls and workforce in places to which a plant
was relocated were used by the company relocating, and it was precisely the production facilities
of textile industry corporations that were more frequently closed to make space for armaments
industry firms. Prominent examples that have already been studied in depth are Gebr. Dassler
GmbH in Herzogenaurach or Seidensticker and Delius & Séhne in Bielefeld.®

Schépflin’s operating facilities were at least partly affected by such plant relocations. Domiciled
in Frankfurt/Main, Alfred Teves GmbH (ATE) was originally active in cooling technology — Teves
manufactured the “people’s refrigerator” — and emerged as an armaments supplier to the navy,
the army, and the Luftwaffe.?” As early as 1943, there were plans floated for ATE to relocate to
Brombach to the “Weberei Grossmann.”®® A lease agreement was concluded on December 14,
1943, after the Wehrmacht High Command (OKH) had ordered the immediate relocation of
Teves to Brombach.?” In the monthly report issued by the Freiburg Armaments Command for April
1944, there is an item on the relocation of brakes production at Alfred Teves KG, Frankfurt, to
Brombach, after production had become impossible in Frankfurt owing to bombing damage.”
The monthly report for July 1944 highlights the relocation of assembly work and the processing
of brake oils by Alfred Teves KG, Frankfurt, to Gebr. Grossmann, Brombach, with 80 workers,
after a communication on relocating Alfred Teves GmbH “to the factory of Gebr. Grossmann”
had previously been drawn up on October 27, 1943.7" In 1944-5, the Alfred Teves KG workforce
on the grounds of Gebr. Grossmann GmbH was made up of 100 workers posted by Teves from
Frankfurt, 200 people conscripted into doing work who were residents of south Germany, 300
Russian POWs, and between 300 and 400 other foreigners moved to Germany and compelled
to perform forced labor (mainly from the Netherlands, Belgium, and France, but later also
ltalians).”?

Until Alfred Teves KG was relocated to Brombach, Schépflin produced textiles in the factory
buildings. According to information provided by Schilin, in 1944 Schépflin was still using a part
of the grounds for production and/or warehousing purposes — in other words, Alfred Teves KG

86 Cf. Christian Kleinschmidt, Jérg Lesczenski, Rainer Karlsch, and Anne Sudrow, Unternehmen Sport. Die

Geschichte von adidas, Munich, 2016; Roman Késter, Seidensticker. Eine Unternehmensgeschichte 1919—
2019, Essen, 2019; Stephanie Tilly, Delius & Séhne. Seit 1772, Darmstadt, 2022; Andrea H. Schneider-
Braunberger, Miele im Nationalsozialismus, Munich, 2023.

87 Cf. Paul Erker, Zulieferer fir Hitlers Krieg. Der Continental-Konzern in der NS-Zeit, Berlin, 2020.

88 Cf. Schilin, Brombach, p. 880.

8 Cf. transcript: Pacht-Vertrag vom 14. Dezember 1943 zwischen Alfred Teves Maschinen- und Armaturenfabrik
KG, Frankfurt am Main und Textilmanufaktur Haagen Wilhelm Schépflin, in: Staatsarchiv Freiburg, F 202-32,
No. 3276. The annual lease price was 145,000 Reichsmarks.

%0 Bericht des Ristungskommandos Freiburg, dated July 27, 1944, p. 3, in: BArch Freiburg, RW 20-5 No. 31.

1 Ibid.; letter on the relocation of Alfred Tewes KG [sic], dated Oct. 27, 1943, in: Stadtarchiv Lérrach, record
group 496, No. IX/61.

72 According to Schilin, Brombach, p. 880.
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only used one part of the building. But there were other relocations, too: The Gebr. Grossmann
GmbH storage facilities were also used in March 1944 by Bayer/IG Farbenwerke.”

EBMr 007 211

“Sa GEBR. GROSSMANN KOMMANDIT-GESELLSCHAFT (@ BROMBACH 55w

Getar, G Kom=ardit-Gosallichaft 7o) Brombad Kr.Lirmach (Baden] Droftonsdirilt: GROKO BROMBACHKRLOERRACH Fermrul: Lirrady 3443, 3444, 3443
I

An das :
Birgeormaisteramt

@ /bt. Tohnungssngolesenheiten
Brembaoh
|

thre Zeichen Imre Hodwrichi vem Unsere Teidion . H'III'EDFWT'“ _T'“I“ e

L] Ekf.=-Ltg.Fa/iT 6T 21342
Das seither in unserem Stammwerk Franlfurt/ilain beschiftipte Gafolg- P
schaftsmitglied, Ingenieur Martin H u h n , wohnhaft seither Frankiurt/H.
Mirfelderlapdatr.142, hat infolge der Ereignisse keine G ;enheit 3
mehr, zu unsersm Stammvérlk zurliekzukehren und wird von unserem hieslgen
Ausweichwark libernommen.

Filr Herrn Huhn haben wir 1 Zimmer in Brombach, Baung
bei Schiichlin gefunden und die Leute sind auch bereit 15 y
Zimmer zur Verfiigung zu stallen, Damit das Zimmer von Harrn Huhn sofort
bézogen werden konn, bitten wir Sfe, Ihre Genohmigung zu ertellen.

. ) Wi Heil Hitler!
42 A AT/ AL o Ciebr. Grosamann

Kommandit-Gesellgcnan

W

FElE - 0T

Letter from the relocated ATE using the Gebr. Grossmann KG letterhead,
sent to the Mayor’s Office on March 31, 1945

In the case of Textilmanufaktur Haagen, its audit report for 1946 lists various rental contracts:
Alongside Alfred Teves KG, Badische Bettfedernfabrik GmbH, Badische Motorenwerk GmbH,
Straba  Apparatebau  GmbH, Sandoz-Pharma AG (Basel, Switzerland), Hochrheinische
Buchdruckerei und Kunstanstalt, Dr. Franz Burda-Buchdruckerei, St. Johannisdruckerei C.
Schweickhardt, and J. Adam Oberschopfheim were all tenants.®*

73 According to ibid. and sheet 329, Ristungskommando Freiburg, Monatsbericht, March 1944, in: BArch
Freiburg, RW 20-5, No. 29.
24 Bericht Ober die Prifung des Jahresabschlusses zum 31. Dezember 1946 der Firma Gebr. Grossmann GmbH,

in: DALC, Schépflin, Wilhelm.
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7. Denazification

In the summer of 1945, the Allies agreed that Germany needed to be “liberated” from the Nazis
and thus National Socialism as an ideology. In addition to the dissolution of the Nazi Party, the
Allies set out to remove Nazis and also militarists from the public administration and other
positions (Law No. 104, March 1946). The process of denazification, which took place on this
basis and differed greatly from one Allied zone of occupation to the next, was handled by civilian
tribunals. The main sanctions were bans on exercising a profession or engaging in political
activities. In this way, official functions in government, society, and the business world were to be
refilled by people who had been exonerated, and financial restitution payments were to be made
(atonement penalties). The accused were divided into five categories: 1.) Major Offenders, 2.)
Offenders (Activists, Militants, and Profiteers), 3.) Lesser Offenders (on probation), 4.) Followers,
and 5.) Persons Exonerated. High-ranking functionaries in the fields of politics, the economy, and
society were automatically arrested and interned in detention camps. There were no detailed
criteria on how they should be detained; arrests were made on the basis of the presumed
closeness of links to the Nazi regime and involvement in crimes. The accusations were examined
by the civilian tribunals and corresponding judgments passed down.

Sl R Y 5 L

¥ ; . R
FiAed AR
A

~ Bromboch
p ' Bessheinigung!
Herrn Hans Sch8pflin, Brombach wird bescheinigt, da8 naeh meinem .
Wissen der ehemalige Geuleiter Robert Wagner naeh 1933 den Ort Ry
Brombach nieht besueht hat. . .

Brombaeh, den 24. 1. 1947 Der Biirgermeisters

Certificate of January 24, 1947, from the Mayor of Brombach
confirming that Gauleiter Wagner did not visit Schépflin
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From August 1, 1945, onwards, the two companies — namely Textilmanufaktur Haagen and
Gebr. Grossmann GmbH — were under provisional management by the Military Administration
as per a “Decree of the Gouvernement Militaire in Lérrach.” August Weil from Lérrach was

> while Wilhelm Schopflin was arrested at the same time as his

appointed the administrator,’
company was seized and then remained in political detention from July 1945 to May 1946.7
The denazification process took place towards the end of 1946, during which time the family
endeavored to have the Military Administration abrogate the block on their assets as per Control

Council Law no. 52 in order to achieve the “company’s release.””’

After the end of World War Il, almost all the members of the Schépflin family were in political
detention; Wilhelm for nine months, and Wilhelmine, Gertrud (the wife of Hans), and Rudolf for
five months each. In line with the ordnances issued by the military authorities during this time,
they were deployed to perform building work as part of the reconstruction effort.”® The reason for
their being detained was their nominal Nazi Party membership and membership in various Nazi
organizations. The fact that all members of the family had been Nazi Party members, their visible
wealth as enfrepreneurs, and their ostensible personal ties to leading members of the Nazi Party,
in particular to Gauleiter Robert Wagner, had given rise to the notion that they were closely
involved in the Nazi movement. Moreover, in all four cases the court found that they had been
“Nazi minions,” meaning that they had profited in business terms from their Nazi Party
membership.”’

At the end of 1946, the Sauberungskommission (State Commission for Political Purges) thus
passed down a harsh sentence on the four family members (Hans'® had, in the meantime,
returned from British incarceration as a POW and had been included in the proceedings). The
atonement penalties were given as: “Definitive prohibition from pursuing an independent
profession or holding a management position. Withdrawal of driving license and prohibition from
owning a car. Confiscation of all assets, [...].” In the case of Wilhelm Schépflin, the sentence
relating fo confiscation of his assets continued: “in particular his participation in the company
Textilmanufaktur Haagen and in the company Firma Gebrider Grossmann GmbH,
Brombach.” '’

7 Ibid.

76 Darlegung der Griinde in Sachen Wilhelm Schépflin, in: ibid.

77 Letter from Mitinhaber der Textilmanufaktur Haagen to Production Industrielle Section Textile, dated Jan. 29,
1947, in: DALC, Schépflin, Hans.

78 Cf. Anordnung of Oct. 24, 1945, in: Stadtarchiv Lérrach, record group 421, No. IX/50.

22 Cf. memo by Hans Schépflin, dated July 9, 1947, in: DALC, Schépflin, Wilhelm.

190 |t was not only Rudolf Schépflin who was conscripted, but also Hans, who was drafted into the Wehrmacht in
January 1942.

101 Aktenanforderung zwecks Revision, Oct. 10, 1947, in: DALC, Schépflin, Wilhelm.
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Wilhelm Schépflin

The State Commission for Political Purges justified the sentence handed to Wilhelm Schépflin by
pointing to his membership of the Nazi Party, of the SS (in a supporting role), and of the SA.
“Wilh. Schopflin is the head of the infamous Nazi Schépflin family from South Baden. He
maintained prime links to pre-eminent members of the Party leadership and during the Nazi
regime was a past master in combining his business methods with political matters. The State
Commission is in possession of sufficient photographic and written documentation showing that
Schépflin and his family lived and acted as 100% Nazis.”'® Image material showing Schépflin in
various uniforms and during Nazi marches was attached to the documentation in the file. The
committee of investigation concurred with the judgment and also justified it by pointing out that
Schépflin made use “at all times of unmoral business methods.”'* This referred to the various
above-mentioned criminal cases brought against him. The State Commission recommended in
November 1946 that he be assigned to the category of “Major Offenders.” A confidential memo
dated July 13, 1946, stated: “By order of the commander, Schépflin is to be formally detained.
He did not belong to any formation and is not otherwise subject to General Regulation No. 1 of
Law 52, but is being detained due to his behavior during the Third Reich (there are photos showing
Sch. in a convivial mood with high-ranking party officials, etc. Sch. is also considered a beneficiary

of the Nazi regime).”'*

On December 21, 1946, the State Commission informed Wilhelm Schépflin that he was
forbidden from stepping into his business premises, was no longer an entrepreneur, could not
hold a managerial position, and was not permitted to own a car; his driving license was likewise
withdrawn. Moreover, all his movable assets and properties (excluding personal furniture) were
confiscated, and this included in particular the Textilmanufaktur Haagen and Gebr. Grossmann

companies.'®

On May 22, 1947, Wilhelm Schépflin filed an appeal against the ruling: “The first instance
sentenced the party concerned as a profiteer and also because he and his family lived and acted
as 100% Nazis.” Since the turnover of Textiimanufaktur Haagen rose from 1.6 million
Reichsmarks in 1930 to 15 million Reichsmarks in 1938, the statement on “profiteering” was now
examined by the court and disproven by the auditors after examination of the figures presented.
The appeal lodged by lawyer Drischel summarized the reasons for his objection: Wilhelm
Schépflin had joined the Nazi Party solely for business reasons, he had been transferred to the
SA by compulsion, he had had a positive attitude toward Jews and had helped “deported
Alsatians” as well as the weaving mill technician Huber, whom he had fetched back from a
concentration camp and hidden from the Gestapo’s view. Moreover, he was very religious and
listened to enemy radio; his relationship to Gauleiter Wagner was invented. In the course of the
appeal, above all the accusation that Gauleiter Robert Wagner had been a regular guest of the

102 Sguberungskommission fir die politische Reinigung von Industrie, Handel und Handwerk des Landes Baden in
Freiburg, (State of Baden Commission for Political Purges) Beschluss, Dec. 21, 1946, in: ibid.

103 Ermittlungsausschuf3, Vorschlag, Nov. 8, 1946, in: ibid.

104 Cf. confidential memo of July 13, 1946, to G.M. Lérrach, in: Staatsarchiv Freiburg, F 202-32, No. 3276.

105 Registered letter to Wilhelm Schépflin, dated Dec. 21, 1946, in: ibid.
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Schépflin family was proven to be wrong. Only one meeting at a hunting trip was shown to have
taken place. Director Otto Biche confirmed that district head Griner had been a guest of the
Schépflins but that the conversation had been solely about business matters.'%

DER BETRIEBSRAT
der Firma

TEXTILMAN UFAKTUR HAAGEN
WILHEIM SCHUPFLIN

Haagen / Baden.

Politische Bescheinigung.

Dem Mitinhaber der Firma Textilmanufaktur Haugen
“ilhelm Sch8pflin, Haagen/Baden Herrn Huns Sch¥pflin,
wird hiermit bescheinigt, dass auf Grund einer Rund-
frage von heute vwon simtliichen Betriebsangehfrigen
durch Unterachrift bezeugt wurde, dass gegen ihn

keln belastendes laterial in irgendeiner ATt und Weise
noch eine Beschwerde politischer Natur vorliegt.

Herr Hans 5Schépflin hat wihrend der Dauer des Nasi-
Systems weder einen Betriebsangehrigen benachteiligt
noch politiach verfolgt.

Das Original mit den Unterschriften liegt bei uns vor
und kann Jederzelt eingesehen werren.

’ Haagen/Baden, den 23. Januar 1947

DE* BETHKIRBSRLKT S

1.Vorsitzender 2.Voreitzender Schriftfihrer

. e -
: :"(f,i Pl grrrd -';':(rS'h!,If}/’(A’ Wﬂ' » %t“% |

- ¥

Certificate of politically unobjectionable behavior issued by the works council
of Textilmanufaktur Haagen for Hans Schépflin, dated January 23, 1947

196 Transcript: Aussage Direktor Otto Biiche, pp. 4ff., in: ibid.
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The appeal application described Wilhelm Schépflin not as a political offender, but instead as a
victim of the Nazi system: “As Lawyer Dr. Bender states in Annex 33, Wilhelm Schépflin must be
considered someone persecuted by the Nazis.” The grounds given for this were his “persecution”
by the SD and Gestapo and the exonerating statements from the members of the works council.
Members of the workforce and the works council alike authored favorable political assessments
of the members of the entrepreneurial family, as did the local vicarage and a number of other
important figures. In all four cases, exonerating statements, later called “Persilscheine,” or
“whitewashing certificates,” were procured; affidavits that were either the same or had partly
identical wording were used by the individual family members in their respective litigation cases
and submitted to the civilian tribunals and the State Commissions.

The Schépflin case was reopened, and the proceedings involved several sittings of the tribunal
taking place in March 1948. In the eighth sitting on March 5, 1948, the matter discussed was
whether Wilhelm Schépflin had made money available to the Nazi Party: “The general conviction
is that Sch. was a profiteer, that he made money available, but that it is impossible to obtain
documents that are substantive evidence of this.” Files from the town hall archive were read out
in the meeting and the conclusion reached: “These files prove the activities of Sch.”'” At the
meeting of March 10, 1948, Wilhelm Schépflin confirmed that he had been a member of the
Nazi Party and the SS, and conceded that he had worn his SA (Storm Trooper) uniform. Above
all, however, he pointed to the attacks on his companies in the Nazi Party propaganda newspaper
“Der Stirmer” and the SS newspaper “Schwarzes Korps.” On the basis of the court negotiations
and the countless exonerating statements, the State Commission proposed that Wilhelm Schapflin
should be classified as a “Minor Offender” and gave justifications after a four-page explanation
of his entanglements: “Through all of what we have heard, even if his motives were business-
related and not political, he participated in the Nazi regime more than just nominally, rather
outwardly and in the impact this had on the broad mass of the people.”'*® He should be given a
three-year suspended sentence and a monetary fine of 60,000 Reichsmarks, it asserted, whereby
the sentence should take into account that he had been in detention as a political prisoner from

July 1945 to May 1946.'%

Lawyer Drischel thereupon immediately lodged an appeal against the sentence with the State
Commissioner for Political Purges: “With its resolution of August 27, 1948, the civilian tribunal
section 7 issued atonement notices that do not stand up to scrutiny for factual and legal reasons.”
Alongside the formal reasons that arose from the erroneous classification of the family members
and the scale of the punishment passed down, Drischel objected in September that civilian
tribunal 7 had not duly and sufficiently considered some exonerating factors. On October 5,
1948, the Baden State Commission for Political Purges instructed that the four cases of the

197 Transcript: Protokoll der VII. Sitzung, March 9, 1948, in: ibid. These original files and other files mentioned in
the sentences passed down were not to be found among those for the denazification tribunal. The files from the
preliminary proceedings were not to be found.

198 Darlegung der Griinde in Sachen Wilhelm Schépflin, in: ibid.

19? Vorschlag zur Entscheidung im politischen Reinigungsverfahren, Untersuchungsausschuf3 Lérrach, March 10,

1948, in: ibid.
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Schépflin family be re-assessed by a different section of the civilian tribunal.''™® As a result, new
proceedings took place on November 6, 1948, and resolved that Wilhelm Schépflin be classified
as a “Follower.”""" New sentences were also passed down for the other family members at the
proceedings that took place on the same day.

| BadisdhesStantskommissariat ,ff"
fiir politische Siuherung e W
At~ Lei 410 U . [ RIE
Sprochkammer | reiherg - e g
Eide. Nee. 33l oo Halt R e
5. Adbteilunng i

ENTSCIIEIDUNG
DECISION
im politischen Sauberungsverfahren / dans la procédure d'épuration politique

Eeren
i Uencontre de

Hrr-Finaabad . * & B G B r 11nm._ %ilbals geh. am 26.9.81 AL HE3nn

M e Mlle, me () ik
slanptherafl. . Baalmame.. .. Wohnort: . Hegge:... o Btratie...... agdmegedn
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Tribunal decision on the classification of Wilhelm Schépflin of November 6, 1948

110 |etter from the Bad. Staatskommissariat fir politische Séuberung to Spruchkammer Freiburg-Kyburg, dated
Oct. 5, 1948, in: ibid.

"5, Spruchkammer-Abteilung des Landes Baden, Nichtéffentliche Sitzung, Nov. 6, 1948, in: ibid.

2
© Gesellschaft fir Unternehmensgeschichte mbH 9



-- GESELLSCHAFT FUR
GUG | e gescricTe o GUG UNTERNEHMENSGESCHICHTE MBH

Wilhelmine Schépflin

The State Commission had sentenced Wilhelmine Schépflin as early as December 1946: She was
henceforth prohibited from exercising an independent and managerial activity, and her private
assets were seized. The sentence read almost exactly like that of her husband: “Wilhelmine
Schoépflin-Sotterlin was, according to her own statements in the questionnaire, a member of the
Nazi Party from 1937 onwards and a member of the National Socialist Women’s League from
1933 onwards. She is a member of the Schépflins, a well-known Nazi family from South Baden
that took every opportunity to make propaganda for the Nazis and maintained superb links to the
Party leadership. The State Commission has in its possession sufficient photographic and written
documentation showing that the Schépflin family lived and acted as 100% Nazis. For this reason,
a special yardstick needs to be applied to the assessment of the entire family in political terms.”
On January 17, 1947, she was likewise officially sent this resolution by the State Commission of
December 21, 1946." The fact that the family, including subsequently Rudolf and Hans,
received sentences that were worded identically not only gave rise to substantive reasons for
review but also cause for a formal appeal: “The party concerned was sentenced in the first
instance as a member of the Schopflin family [...] Any judgment of a single family as a single
entity must be rejected.” The investigating tribunal agreed with this argument and proposed that
Wilhelmine Schépflin be categorized as a “Follower.” Given that she had already spent five
months in prison as a political detainee in “application of the Amnesty Decree,” no further
atonement penalties were proposed.''> On November 6, 1948, the civilian tribunal agreed with
this proposal and classified Wilhelmine Schépflin as a “Follower” with no further punishment.

12 Darlegung der Griinde in Sachen Wilhelmine Schépflin, Vorschlag, March 10, 1948, in: DALC, Schépflin,
Wilhelmine.
113 |bid.
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Tribunal decision on the classification of Wilhelmine Schépflin, November 6, 1948
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Hans Schépflin

At the end of World War II, Hans Schapflin was a British POW. Meanwhile, his wife Gertrud, who
had joined the Nazi Party in 1940, was arrested in Dornbirn in Vorarlberg, Austria, along with
her mother-in-law Wilhelmine, and was in political detention for five months. In September 1946,
Hans Schopflin submitted his documents to the investigating committee for the district of
Lérrach.'™® The Conciliation Committee recommended on November 8, 1946, that Hans
Schépflin be given a five-year suspended sentence. It argued that the State Commission should
decide on issues of personal atonement penalties but itself recommended that he be classified as
a Category B “Offender.” At its meeting of December 21, 1946, the State Commission for
Political Purges “prohibited him permanently from managing the company and from any
managing or self-employed activity. His driving license shall be withdrawn, and he shall be
forbidden to own a car. His entire assets shall be seized.” On May 22, 1947, the family’s lawyer
also appealed the purgation decision on Hans Schépflin, arguing that he had not held any office
or rank in the Nazi Party and “has been sentenced for being part of his family, which was not
‘plausible’.” The accusation of profiteering had already been rebuffed, the lawyer continued, with
a view to the proceedings against Wilhelm Schépflin.

In the case of Hans Schépflin, the photo album commemorating his wedding was incriminating,
as some pictures showed members of the NSKK (Nazi Motor Corps) making the Hitler salute.
Countless witness statements said that it had been a Christian wedding celebration; the works
council sided with him, as did the local vicarage, with written statements that were in part identical
to those provided for his father Wilhelm. The local Social Democratic Party considered Hans
Schépflin to be a “Follower,” and the State Commission therefore declared that “the person in
question was only a Follower.” On March 10, 1948, the tribunal agreed to the proposal that
Hans Schépflin should be ordered to pay a fine of 30,000 Reichsmarks and classified under the
category of “Follower.”

This case was likewise appealed and re-examined in the fall, with a new judgment being passed
on November 6, 1948. Hans Schépflin was reclassified and deemed to be “Exonerated.” Here,
again, the original decision was annulled for formal reasons, which had relied on the particular
Nazi mindset of the family as a whole. The revaluation of the classification was based on new
affidavits from witnesses presented at this last proceeding, which stated that the Nazi Motor Corps
had not been invited to the wedding but had gatecrashed the event and confirmed that Hans
Schépflin had not been an activist or made propaganda for the Nazis. What weighed particularly
advantageously for Hans Schépflin was that, as a soldier on active service in Utrecht, Netherlands,

he had refused to open fire on resistance fighters.'"

114 NSDAP-Gaukartei, in: BArch Berlin, R 9361-IX Kartei/ 39221244, Gertrud Schépflin (geb. 16.04.1909).

115 Cf. letter from Hans Schépflin to Ermittlungsausschuss Landkreis Lérrach, dated Sept. 18, 1946, in: DALC,
Schépflin, Hans.

116 Hans Schopflin, Untersuchungsausschuss Lérrach, Il Kammer, Sitzung, March 10, 1948, in: ibid.
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Photograph from the commemorative wedding book; in the foreground,
members of the NSKK giving the Hitler salute

Rudolf Schépflin

The denazification proceedings for Rudolf Schopflin took a similar course. Like the rest of his
family, on December 21, 1946, he was prohibited by the State Commission from exercising his
profession or driving a car, and it was decreed that his assets should be seized. The Commission
justified his sentence as follows: “Rud. Schépflin was a member of the Nazi Party from May 1933
onwards; he was also a member of the [...] SA as of June 1933. Rud. Schépflin is a member of
the Schopflins, a well-known Nazi family from South Baden that took every opportunity to make
propaganda for the Nazis and maintained superb links to the Party leadership. The State
Commission has in its possession sufficient photographic and written documentation showing that
the Schopflin family lived and acted as 100% Nazis. For this reason, a special yardstick needs to
be applied to the assessment of the entire family in political terms.”""” The investigating committee
had proposed that Rudolf Schépflin be given a suspended sentence of five years and had again
left the State Commission to decide on the atonement penalties to be imposed; the fact that
Rudolf Schépflin had joined the Nazi Party in 1933 sufficed as justification.

Rudolf Schépflin likewise presented various witnesses to exonerate him for the appeal proceedings
in March 1948. The appeal was justified with the claim that the “Swastika Cake” presented to

17 Entscheidung Séuberungskommission, Dec. 21, 1946, in: DALC, Schépflin, Rudolf.
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Rudolf for his birthday in 1935 was designed by the baker, Rudolf’s activity as a “Hilfsblockwart”
(assistant  block leader) had only been performed poorly,'"® and his career as a
“Kriegsverwaltungsinspektor” (war administrative inspector) was essentially typical for a
merchant.'? The decision on the appeal went as follows: “He only negligibly supported the Nazi
rule by violence.” The atonement penalties were left at what was still a relatively high level of
10,000 Reichsmarks because Rudolf Schépflin was also very wealthy and had already spent five
months in political detention.'?® His sentence was again passed on to the tribunal, which on
November 6, 1948, classified him as a “Follower” as “through his agency [...] no one was injured
or persecuted” and because he had been driven by “business reasons.” His personal fine was
now reduced to 3,000 Reichsmarks.'?'

Birthday cake for Rudolf Schépflin, 1935

On balance, the denazification proceedings reflect the truly classical course that political purges

in family-owned companies took. The original sentences passed by the civilian tribunals were

118 Affidavit issued by Arthur Allgeier, dated Feb. 25, 1948, in: ibid.

17 Vorschlag und Begriindung zur Entscheidung im politischen Reinigungsverfahren, March 10, 1948, in: ibid.
120 |hid.

121 Cf. Niederschrift Gber Sitzung sowie Entscheidung, Nov. 6, 1948, in: ibid.
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challenged, “whitewashing certificates” from members of the company payroll or representatives
of the local elite were submitted, claiming that the political attitude of the accused was beyond
objection, and the proceedings thereupon had to be restarted. The vast majority of appeals ended
in sentences that were less severe and in the accused being classified in the category of
“Followers” or even “Exonerated.” By the time the final decision was due in the case of the
Schépflins” involvement in the Nazi regime, original zest among both the Allies and the German
civilian tribunals in identifying incriminated companies had long since ebbed.'? The attempt to
measure individual guilt by means of bureaucratic denazification proceedings proved to be
largely unsuccessful. Moreover, the Cold War, the integration of West Germany into the Western
world, and the post-1949 Amnesty Laws put a brake on political purges and opened the door
into corporate and public offices far wider than before for the functional elites of the “Third Reich.”

8. Conclusion

The documentation that has been found permits a brief conclusion. The Schopflin family’s
companies, namely Textiimanufaktur Haagen and Gebr. Grossmann GmbH, and thus their
owners did not profit from direct transactions with the Nazi government; nor, above all, did they
benefit from production relevant to the war or thus from the reliance on forced labor this usually
involved. The company participated in “Aryanization” when it took over Max Wolf's inventory, and
the Schopflin family had also acquired furnishings belonging to the Jewish Fleischmann family.

All the family members joined the Nazi Party and other Nazi organizations. As was frequently the
case in corporate circles, after the war business reasons were cited as justification for membership,
although this fails to explain why Wilhelm Schépflin joined the Stahlhelm or his supporting
membership of the SS. Nor does it justify Wilhelmine Schépflin’s membership of the National
Socialist Women’s League and later the Nazi Party, or explain why Nazi symbols or Nazi bigwigs
appeared at private parties. These matters can be interpreted as voluntary choices of aligning
with the new regime, since such memberships were not compulsory anyway. The predominant
entrepreneurial and personal alignment with the Nazi regime repeatedly came up against its
limits, however, when individual family members came into conflict with the authorities on account
of their positions (for example in the case of Hans and Rudolf) or when problems arose under
criminal law (as with Wilhelm and Rudolf). Nevertheless, the Schépflins” alignment did lead to the
public perception that it was a “Nazi family,” likewise fueled by the family’s existing wealth, its
networks, and its Nazi memberships, and this perception impacted accordingly on the sentences
which the family members received in the Allies’ process of political purging. In his study, Robert
Neisen states that Brombach and Haagen were Nazi strongholds, and the Schépflin family was
certainly part of this.

122 Cf. Lutz Niethammer, Die Mitlauferfabrik. Die Entnazifizierung am Beispiel Bayerns, Berlin 1982; Ulrich Herbert,
Wer waren die Nationalsozialisteng, Munich 2021.
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Wilhelm Schépflin taking part in a march; photo provided as proof in his denazification file

At the end of the several years of proceedings, the Schépflin family members were mainly
classified as “Followers” and the atonement penalties adjusted accordingly. Only Hans Schépflin
was classified as “Exonerated,” as he had refused to open fire on resistance fighters.
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