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All told, the total manpower of Einsatzgruppe A did not even reach, .
thousan‘d at the end of 1941. Under Sandberger in Tallinn there we] .
only a few dozen, at most a hundred men.*” In the killing of Jews a r:i
others, however, the Einsatzkommandos had no rivals. In his rep(;r;](:
the operations of Einsatzgruppe A, dated October 15, 1941, or a shorlz
time after meeting Anthoni in Helsinki, SS-Brigadefiihrer Waltey
Stahlec’lfer stated: “The Jewish Question will be settled by all availab]e
means.”*® The report for February 1942 stated that Ein:?at:grup e A
had so far executed exactly 229,052 Jews.*® i

Martin Sandberger had thus referred to these orders, which in the fal]
of 1941 were still based on improvised decisions and on account Ofwhi;h
‘s‘n_mll-size execution squads had carried out summary executions. The

final destruction” of Jewry according to plan had not yet begun. and
Sandberger’s status did not qualify him for inclusion a'mong the’Nazi
elect who would be let in on the grand plan.

Sandberger was also asked whether Anthoni had known anything
about the massacre of Estonian Jews carried out by the Gestapo. He
asserted that Anthoni could not have obtained the intelligence fr0n.1 the
Germans, who were pledged to secrecy; but he did not think it impossi-
ble that Anthoni might have got wind of the matter from other sourcés
Sandberger knew quite well that the liquidation of Estonian Jews hai(j
been an open secret. But the details of the liquidation and the particular
orders from higher up in the SS hierarchy had, of course, been scrupu-
lously kept from leaking out. In the fall of 1941, it was impossible for any
Finnish police officer or even top-level Valpo official to grasp the full
extent of the destructive measures aimed against the Jews and the ulti-
mate objectives of Nazi racial policy, for at that time — and even far into
:he next year — not even the SS leaders had a clear picture of the situa-
ion.

The fourth question addressed to Sandberger indicates how hazy
were the grounds on which it had been argued that the Valpo and the
Einsatzkommando 1a had been in touch on matters relating to the
destruction of Jewry. That question contains a categorical assumption
that Anthoni and his associates had visited the site of a mass burial of
murdered Jews.

47. Buchei é i > Baltic si i

i l;;-;;m etal., op. cit., p. 361. On the Baltic situation, see also Myllyniemi, op.
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The lawyers’ committee of the Finnish section of the World Jewish
Congress failed to obtain the truth about this matter — though such
opportunities had opened up — until it petitioned the international tri-
bunal of Niirnberg to be allowed to interrogate the former chief of the
Gestapo in Estonia.

However, Finnish sources of information can throw light on this
issue. The story about a visit to the burial site can be traced to Santeri
Jacobsson, who had misinterpreted certain utterances of Minister Viind
Voionmaa, a fellow Social Democrat. According to Jacobsson, Professor
Voionmaa had said during a conversation with him about the Estonian
Jews that his son, Jouko Voionmaa, who had served in Tallinn as a liaison
officer for the Finnish Naval Headquarters, had mentioned having
visited a Jewish common grave.

Jacobsson’s version runs as follows: “On official business in Tallinn, he
[Jouko Voionmaa] had fallen into the company of men from the Gestapo,
who had been joined by Judge Anthoni.* Under the influence of liquor,
in which they had freely imbibed, the Germans had openly related how
they had murdered Jews living in Estonia and at the same time men-
tioned where they were buried. Around midnight, the German hosts
offered to show them the grave, upon which Judge Anthoni jumped at
the chance. Thereupon, the whole assemblage had gone to an open
space at the edge of town, where four miserable birch trees grew. It was
on this spot that the Germans announced the grave was located, saying
that here the Jewish dogs were resting, at which Anthoni had promised
to send more Jews from Finland as filling for this grave.”

Jouko Voionmaa’s own version of the incident was completely differ-
ent. It is noteworthy that Jacobsson and Voionmaa were interrogated on
the same day, October 20, 1947, but that the letter from the lawyers’
committee to the international tribunal in Niirnberg was not sent until
July 14, 1948. Prior to that, to be sure, the said committee had turned to
the Finnish Ministry of Justice and requested that it contact “the author-

ities concerned at Niirnberg toward having Martin Sandberger interro-
gated in the foregoing matter.” But this letter was not dated until July

* Varatuomari = “Vice-Judge,” a title awarded lawyers in Finland who have passed

required examinations.
50. Supplementary Record of Inquiry 1. Hearing of Social Welfare Inspector Santeri
Jacobsson (original version), 20 X 1947. Sotavankileirien tutkimuskeskus. Ilm. pvk.

1388.11, pp. 1-4. Military Archives.
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14, 1948, either.?! There would thus have been time to check certain
facts with Jouko Voionmaa himself.

The report on Voionmaa’s interrogation has the following to say about
the happenings in Tallinn:

- - . In the officers’ restaurant located at Toompea, a dinner had been
arranged, as he recalled, on account of Anthoni’s arrival in Tallinn. The
interrogatee had also been invited to this dinner, at which Sandberker
[sic] had acted as host. Present on this occasion, in addition to the afore-
mentioned Anthoni and the interrogatee, had been some person serving
as Sandberker’s adjutant, whose name the interrogatee no longer remem-
bers, as well as possibly Frigate Captain Cellarius. A few other persons
had been present besides, whose identities the interrogatee cannot accu-
rately recollect, the size of the company numbering at least 6-8, all told.

The meal was enjoyed informally, and the interrogatee cannot recall any-
body’s making speeches, and no toasts were drunk separately for any rea-
son. Intoxicating liquors were drunk abundantly, excepting the interroga-
tee, who has never taken alcohol. In the middle of the room there had
been a table about 5-6 meters long, around which all present had sat.
Anthoni and Sandberker had been seated in the middle, while the inter-
rogatee had sat at one end of the table. . . .

.. . A couple of hours after the party had started, Sandberker had left
the table in a heavy state of intoxication, and as recollected by the interro-
gatee he had not returned. The rest of the company had remained seated
for some time, after which everybody, as the interrogatee recalls, left the
room simultaneously; after that, the interrogatee had either gone to his
own quarters or stayed in the restaurant for some time longer in some side
room. Where Anthoni and the rest of the company present at the dinner
had gone at this juncture, the interrogatee had no idea. The interrogatee
firmly denies having left the restaurant together with the Gestapo men
and Anthoni and then having gone to a grave possibly located close to
town. Whether such a grave near Tallinn even exists, the interrogatee
denies knowing, but he does admit, to be sure, to having heard it rumored
that at a place named Raasiku there had been some grave, in which people
killed by the Germans were buried, and that the number of dead should
have been great. The nationality of the people buried is not known to the

interrogatee.
The interrogatee admits to having told his father, Professor Voionmaa,
in strict confidence, about rumors [H.R. s italics] he had heard in Estonia,

51. Communication to the Ministry of Justice from the Helsinki Jewish Congregation’s

Committee dealing with questions relating to anti-Semitism, 14 IV 1948. Archives of the
Helsinki Jewish Congregation.
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and to having possibly mentioned the case of Raa.ls'iku; but he vig(.)r'()lusl)tr
denies having spoken to his father about any ‘vmt to a gruv'ehm d).olu
Anthoni’s having on that occasion promised to fill the grave w1't’ ]e}ws 1te
would send from Finland. If his father had told an):thm'g.;', 'lll;t‘.t n: )2
Inspector Jacopason [sic], he would have h‘fld to obtain 131215 informatic
from some ofher source, and not from the interrogatee.

Testimony on the same matter was ;illso given b};]'Prf;l{eslzz(;
Voionmaa’s widow, Mrs. Ilma V()ionrn:ia.. She aﬂlrmed. ; at s iion !
never heard her husband and her son discuss the.]e“:ls’th(.)ue; ) ha.d
She explained that her husband had ;}lyel}'s told her Lv;ryd 111\/2‘;3r men_
Jearned about matters relating to politics, etc., bu't l.1ed§ neve e
tioned anything to the effect that their son had‘ visite 5zome grave
Tallinn together with Judge Anthoni and the Gestapo. o

In his interrogations, Sandberger stated that the repo'rt u)ncer\xtl.mg :
Raatsiko burial ground was “absolutely L‘mtru.e. e In th?slciotnl:ec 101:{.‘a
am hearing the name Raatsiko for the first time. Heusalc he nevtvh(ere
certain Jewish burial site near Har‘ku but tljat he had “never gtione' here
either alone or in the company of others. Sandbe.rger' w.e1<1 io; o
recall, T was with Anthoni only once outside the’ mty limits ;)1 dIl\I:/I;;
Our trip had as its destination an estate named Kostivere, w lgr‘e e
stationed at the time. This trip served the purpose that we c;:u ﬁpexl‘
few hours together over a meal without being (llstlvll'bed. ?c(o;( mi
to Sandberger’s testimony, Anthoni visited Estonia four or five time

i > years 1941-1943. : .
du:sfh(t)l:i }:/i(mselfsaid that during those years he had m‘ade four trlplz tz
Tallinn on official business. The visit about which ql'lejtl()ns were&;}; 1
in his interrogation took place, according to Anth()r}l, in 194'12 orb ’ ha.d
During this trip, Anthoni had “not met m/embers of the (,eﬁfal?o Cl)
been a guest of Frigate Captain Cellarius (ofAbwehr\s inte 1gz;nc‘t’ ; .).h.‘
On three of his trips, the interrogatee had met men from the. (é(;p(
Estonia, where he had been their guest. During every visit, a dinner

52. Supplementary Record of Inquiry 1. Indendant Jouko Lauri \'oi()mgags ;1;1‘1‘:::5\
20 X'1947p.pSomvank'ileirien tutkimuskeskus. Ilm. pvk. 1388. 11, pp. 4-6. 3
A : L . ~ . 7. P . 22 x

rCS}?BW(;upplcn’lcnlur\’ Record of Inquiry 1. llearmglof Mrs. ”md;g“):{“']l(i‘{:r\\‘,“g:g;ives.
1947.' Sotavankileirien tutkimuskeskus. Ilm. pvk.A 1388. 11, ppl.‘ S [:, haky Smhices,

54. Regarding this incident, Anthoni was mterrogutf(‘ »dhs(d;r.']-(,~5“mdbemer’s
SOt‘dv;mkileirien tutkimuskeskus. Ilm. pvk. 1388. II, pp. 17-22. See als §
interrogation, 29 XII 1948.
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had been arranged at which alcoholic beverages had been served, but
the interrogatee does not remember a single time that Sandberger had
departed from the dinner table before the others. Whether the subject
of Jews had been brought up during these dinners, the interrogatee
does not remember. "%

In some places in the testimony given by Anthoni and Jouko
Voionmaa — such as the matter of Sandberger’s having left the premises
— discrepancies occur. But these discrepancies are of no significance in
the present connection. The essential fact is that nothing indicates that
Anthoni and other Finns had been taken to a grave where large numbers
of Jews had been buried or that the Germans might have otherwise dis-
closed to Finnish visitors details on the killing of Jews and the
operational procedures of the Einsatzkommando. Nor did anything
along these lines appear in Viherluoto’s report on his visit to Estonia.

The Agreement between Anthoni and Miiller

The Jews of Finland were also mentioned in the Grosser Wannsee pro-
tocol of January 20, 1942. Listed in the protocol were the Jews of every
European country, but the figures were not exact. The Jewish popula-
tion of Finland was estimated at 2,300; only Albania and N orway had less
Jews. Ascertaining the size of the Jewish population of Finland was, of
course, no difficult task. The information could be copied right out of the
official statistics available in Helsinki. As amatter of fact, relevant statis-
tical data for Finland had been passed on at a fairly early stage to experts
in Jewish matters. The figure for 1936, for instance, had been 2,000,

which no doubt was close to the truth. Registering all the Jews residing

in Finland was somewhat complicated, however, because, as one

informant explained, they had “melted” into the rest of the population

and now identified themselves as “Swedes. 57

In August 1941, the German F oreign Office was confronted with an
awkward problem — how to deal with foreign Jews residing within the
boundaries of the Third Reich? The question involved particularly the
Jews of friendly countries, allies and neutrals. This group also included
the Jews of Finland, few in number but politically significant and

55. Arno Anthoni’s hearing, 28 X 1948.
56. Minutes of the Grosser Wannsee meeting, 20 I 1942.

57. Minutes of meeting 151 1936 of “anti-Semitic League” led by Colonel Fleischauer.
MA 554. Juden IV. 2935076.
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requiring delicacy in their treatment. At the .end of Au.glllls; 19;11;
§S-Sturmbannfithrer Adolf Eichmann took the. issue up w'1t oreig
Office bureaucrats, informing them conﬁ(.i.entlally' that hl; super¥0r:
Heydrich, had received an order from the F uhrer' t(.) ext.en(ll-l t ;: r'e<}]lu1ret
ment of wearing the Star of David to all Jews residing in the Reich, no
ing aliens.
ex%‘:: ;r;%uj:ilriiges Amt bureaucrats protested on the grounds that suih
an action would provoke the United States, arr?ong other.s, tg resgrt. o
reprisals. Therefore all Jews of foreign citizenflup should, i]n the opml(:;
of the bureaucrats, be exempted. The Au.swarttges [.\mt, owe?\;ir, v;' -
to prepare a compromise for Foreign Mimst('er von I.’ubben.tro% N e (:OIg]-
ulations governing Jews were to take effect 1.mmed1ately ina h cle >
quered areas, including, for instance, Belgium and the Net. l(ir“an 's,
but otherwise a “mutual understanding” should be reached w1tf Famla-
bly disposed European governments and the. Governmer.lt 0 ranl():eez
[Vichy].” Only after that could the regz?at;;)ns governing Jews
ied in full to Jews of foreign citizenship.

apgllizd]:\:: of FinJland were not included in tbis Plan, but \./vhezzAltrEo
Anthoni made his first trip to Berlin, at the begmmng of Aprll '19 f e
situation had changed. Anthoni had receiYed his 1r1v1taftlgn rom
$S-Obergruppenfithrer Reinhard Heydrich h¥m§elf, chief odt e secu;
rity police and the SD. The invitation was c;iﬁmal in n'ature ?]n v}:a? dsirils
through the German legation in Helsinki.” Anthoni had t enl E e
post for more than a year. Before that, toward t.he. end of 194 , he Z
met top-level Swedish police officials on a similar official visit. ;
explained by Anthoni: “The purpose was to keep up the form}iar goot
collaboration between the police authorities of Sweden an.d the tah e
Police of Finland.” He also “hoped in particular to 'obtam from t e
Swedes information about espionage activity against leand.and p(;lssp
bly information about persons ir; Fi(rlllfﬁx(l)d known by the Swedish author-
iti working against Finland. .

‘t“;i troetlr)jspect, Aithini’s trip to Berlin had a touch of drama by its tak-

; III des Auswirtiges Amtes) Aufzeich-
. F Franz Rademacher’s (Judenreferat : ‘
nur?Z to ;:;T; Sercretary Luther, 21 VIII 194. AA. KélO%:AO. Cpﬁy in documents covering
f Eicl s trial. Police d’Israel. 682-197. IfZG. Munich. -
Adgg E/;Lr}rllgl?r?tlslor?i?s hearing, 4 VI 1945. Sotavankileirien tutkimuskeskus. Ilm. pvk.
. ilitary Archives. B '
138(;86 Iiip'ﬁg}&l::lglt;;};hol;\ci'sl hearing, 6 V 1947. Sotavankil?lrlen .tuthmuskesl;us. 1171121
pvk. 1388gII p. 88. Military Archives. See also Arno Anthoni s hearing, 25X 1945, p. ;




