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aircraft factory” beginning in December 1940 and the arrival 
of “around 2,200 soldiers from the Defense District (Wehr
kreis) penal company stationed in Grafenwöhr.”4 In fact, the 
penal unit stationed in Grafenwöhr, Sonderabteilung XIII, a 
disciplinary “educational unit,” comprised only about 100–
200 men (outside of the regular staff), who were only tempo-
rarily stationed in Obertraubling. The 2,200 men who arrived 
on December 4, 1940, belonged instead to the military pris-
oners’ unit (Wehrmachtgefangenenabteilung, WGA) Ober-
traubling of WG Torgau-Fort Zinna.5 They were quartered 
at the airport in barracks surrounded by barbed wire.6 It is 
not known when the military prisoners’ unit in Leipheim 
from WG Germersheim arrived. Its strength was at least 
1,000 men. After the arrival of a third military prisoners’ unit 
in the area of Regensburg-Obertraubling, the three units 
were consolidated into the independent WGL Donau in 
mid-1941.

The establishment of WGL Donau (as was the case with 
its predecessor organizations) was closely connected with the 
needs of the German military aircraft industry. There were 
important military airfields in both Leipheim and Ober-
traubling, on which the Messerschmitt company established 
factories in 1940 for the production of military aircraft. 
Messerschmitt had manufactured the Me 108 and Me 109 
fighters in Regensburg since 1938. In the branch factories at 
Obertraubling and Leipheim, which were under the Augs-
burg branch of Messerschmitt, the Me 321 “Gigant” cargo 
glider and the motorized version, the Me 323, were built; 
later, the Me 262 jet fighter was built in Leipheim and the 
rocket-powered Me 163 fighter was built in Obertraubling.7 
The importance of these projects to the OKW is reflected in 
the May 10, 1941, order that military prisoners who had 
served their sentence or who had been granted “front proba-
tion” be retained in the prisoners’ units at Obertraubling and 
Leipheim to continue to work for the arms industry.8 Possi-
bly, military prisoners from the Luftwaffe were preferen-
tially selected. Such selections could explain why some 
sources incorrectly refer to “soldiers from a Luftwaffe penal 
battalion.”9

A total of just under 5,000 prisoners passed through WGL 
Donau. By the end of 1941, there were 4,000 military prison-
ers working alongside 8,000 civilian laborers in the Messer-
schmitt factory in Regensburg, the second-largest aircraft 
factory in Europe. Whether the latter participated in the 
sabotage actions in the Regensburg factory that were investi-
gated by the Gestapo is not known.10

WGL Donau controlled a so-called penal camp unit 
(Straflagerabteilung), as did the eight military prisons. As was 
the case at the military prisons, such as WG Glatz, for exam-
ple, these units were used for “custody” of prisoners who were 
classified as “irredeemable.” Those who were considered 
“pests, criminal types, [and] carriers of hostile spirits” had to 
endure the harshest conditions of confinement.11 They were, 
therefore, considered “protected,” while they would actually 
begin serving their sentences after the war. The penal camp 
unit in WGL Donau held at least 270 men as of March 1, 
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WEHRMACHTGEFANGENENLAGER  
(WGL) DONAU
Alongside the eight German military prisons (Wehrmachtge-
fängnisse, WG), there was also an equivalent institution, 
WGL Donau, which existed from mid-1941 to September or 
October 1942. The camp does not appear to have had the sta-
tus of a reception facility (Auffangstelle); it received its prison-
ers solely through transfers from the military prisons. This 
status explains its absence from the enforcement plan of Sep-
tember 10, 1941.1

The postal address of the Commander of WGL Donau 
was Leipheim 2, Günzburg (Donau), Fliegerhorst (map 4f).2 
One of the three prisoners’ units of the camp was also located 
in Fliegerhorst Leipheim, east of Ulm. The other two units 
were located in Regensburg and in the nearby town of 
Obertraubling.

Before the establishment of WGL Donau, there was al-
ready a military prisoners’ unit from WG Germersheim in 
Leipheim, and a unit from WG Torgau-Fort Zinna was lo-
cated in Obertraubling.3 The literature on Obertraubling 
Airport describes the “conversion of a Luftwaffe base into an 
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WG Anklam. This order was connected to an additional or-
der to report the number of “those prisoners who were to be 
sent to the FStGAs” by May 5.19 Thereafter, such reports 
were created monthly. On the basis of these reports, the re-
spective general at the OKH coordinated the creation of ad-
ditional field penal battalions and the organization of special 
transports for those prisoners.

To move the “emphasis of enforcement” from “the mili-
tary prisons to the field penal battalions and field penal 
camps” and to increase the potential for use of “front proba-
tion,” it was essential to have quick and uninterrupted access 
to the prisoners.20 In order to secure this access, the OKW 
made decisive choices about the use of Wehrmacht prisoners 
in industries unrelated to the Wehrmacht, as had been prac-
ticed up to that time. The resulting measures would lead to 
the dissolution of WGL Donau. It was decided that, begin-
ning on August 15, 1942, Wehrmacht prisoners would “no 
longer be sent to work outside of the Wehrmacht.”21 Of the 
18,000 men who had been sent to work in industrial concerns 
outside the Wehrmacht by that time, 7,350 were withdrawn 
by October 1, 1942: “The 7,350 men should be sent to proba-
tionary units, field penal battalions, and field penal camps.”22 
In the intervening time, the removal of all Wehrmacht pris-
oners working in war-related businesses outside the Wehr
macht was planned; they were to be replaced by foreign forced 
laborers, prisoners of war, and concentration camp inmates.

A temporary reprieve from the October 1, 1942 order to 
send prisoners to probationary and field penal units was 
granted for those working in the “petroleum industry,” which 
was deemed to be particularly important to the war effort. 
Here, “transfers to field penal battalions . . . for the time be-
ing will only be allowed” if “competent replacements can be 
sent from less-important operations.” Departures “through 
criminal proceedings, commutation of sentences to proba-
tion” and “transfers to field penal camps” should be delayed, 
at least “for the time being” “until it is possible to replace 
them with transfers of prisoners from less-important opera-
tions.”23 The Messerschmitt factories in which the prisoners 
from WGL Donau worked were included among these “less-
important operations.”

The departure of military prisoners from Leipheim and 
Regensburg-Obertraubling was so rigorously carried out that 
the production of the Me 323 in Leipheim ceased on Septem-
ber 26, 1942, because the 1,307 concentration camp prisoners 
requested by Messerschmitt had not arrived. In Obertraub-
ling, the transfer of 4,100 Soviet prisoners of war was re-
quested in compensation for the military prisoners. However, 
only between 2,200 and 2,750 men arrived for the planned 
“Russian camp.”24 In view of these negative effects on aircraft 
production, it is also noteworthy that the former inmates of 
WGL Donau were transferred to the field units with some 
delay. Some of them were subsequently sent to perform exca-
vations at the Wildflecken zum Einatz training ground, 
where WG Germersheim had previously had a military pris-
oners’ unit. Others were temporarily employed at the exercise 
ground in Klagenfurt.25

1942.12 Compared with the eight military prisons, this total is 
the second highest. Apparently, the living and working condi-
tions in the camp offered sufficient leeway to realize the de-
mand for the hardest imprisonment.

After the Wehrmacht’s offensive stalled at the gates of 
Moscow, in the winter of 1941, the Nazi leadership saw a “re-
organization of enforcement” as unavoidable; the result was 
the “Führer-Order” of April 2, 1942.13 This “reorganization” 
had especially grave consequences for WGL Donau until its 
dissolution in the early fall of 1942. Hitler’s order reempha-
sized that the “probationary potential of the Eastern Front . . . 
must be utilized more than it has been to this point.”14 As 
early as February 12, 1942, the OKW ordered the military 
prisons, as well as WGL Donau, to “immediately evaluate 
[emphasis in original] once again” whether their prisoners 
could be recommended “for a commutation of their sentence 
to probation in their own units or a unit of the regular Army 
or in the Probationary Units [Bewährungstruppe].”15 The 
Wehrmacht judges who were tasked with making these rec-
ommendations were cautioned that due to the “completely 
changed situation . . . commutation of punishment is only to 
be granted if it is somehow justifiable.”16 The number of pris-
oners from Regensburg, Obertraubling, and Leipheim who 
were sent to front probation in the “normal” combat units or 
in the battalions of Probationary Unit 500 is unknown. Pro-
visions for probation on the “battlefield,” as was the case in 
May 1941 (see above), were barely still in question.

The Führer-Order of April 2, 1942, also included prison-
ers for whom front probation was out of the question: “In the 
future some of the condemned will not be able to be deployed 
(or deployed immediately) to the fighting troops. For those 
unstable elements, it is necessary to remove the incentive for 
them to withdraw themselves from the front line through 
prison sentences by hardening the conditions of imprison-
ment. For this purpose immediate field prisoners’ detach-
ments are to be drawn up, which are to be used in the 
operational area, if possible in the area where the fighting 
troops are deployed, for the hardest labor and under the most 
dangerous circumstances.”17 The implementation of Hitler’s 
order resulted in the large-scale transfer of the military penal 
system to the front in the field penal battalions 
(Feldstrafgefangenen-Abteilungen, FStGA), as they were later 
known, and in the field penal camps (Feldstraflager). The lat-
ter were responsible for those previously held in “custody” in 
the penal camp units.

When the establishment of the first two field penal camps 
was ordered on April 13, 1942, WGL Donau had to transfer 
the 270 men in the penal camp unit to WG Torgau-
Brückenkopf, where Feldstraflager II was to be formed. The 
former penal camp unit prisoners were to be transferred be-
ginning on June 1 via WG Torgau-Fort Zinna, which there-
after had to collect “all remaining penal camp inmates” and 
was given sole responsibility for the field penal camps.18

On April 14, 1942, the order was given for the establish-
ment of the first three FStGAs. WGL Donau was to send 50 
prisoners to FStGA 3, who were to be temporarily kept in 
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WEHRMACHTGEFÄNGNIS  
(WG) ANKLAM
WG Anklam was mentioned in official documentation as 
early as November 1938, albeit with the additional designa-
tion “Zwischenunterkunft Glatz” (today Kłodzko, Poland).1 
The provisional unit in Glatz became necessary because the 
prison in Anklam, which had originally been intended as a 

It is unclear whether executions took place at the sites of 
WGL Donau, as was the case at the eight military prisons. 
Fritz Wüllner writes that executions did take place at Lei-
pheim but does not provide any evidence.26 In the database of 
cards in the former Zentralnachweisstelle of the Bundesar-
chiv, which document death sentences issued by military 
courts, there is a record of one death sentence handed  
down against Kanonier Stephan Schein by the court of the 
465th Division in 1944; however, there is no indication 
whether, and, if so, where and when, this sentence was car-
ried out.27
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