Interrozation of ... Otto SALMAN [L{, /E?’ .;
:

W ... It.(j.g.) John B. Martin l

5 \\ on ... 2 November 1945 (AM and PM)

Salman was aouestioned at length with regard to hig cereer as
Commander of U-Boat 52. He held this command frem LE November 1929 to
May 1941 during which period he mede eight overstiivngl trips and sank o
total of 98000 tons of Allied shipping, princiselly British ships, as o
result of which he was awarded the high=et decOration ever given a gub=
marine commender. He gtates that in the early stsges of hie operations -
it was customary to give whatever heln wee poguitle {0 the gurvivors from
sghing sunk, even going go far asg U2 tow Lifeboats into sight of shore.,
Subsequently, however, the aStscrs Uy airnlanes on U-Eczis made this im-
nosaible ond Selman states that the U-Boat Commanders were orally inatructec
by Admiral Doenitz not to take sny stepe with rezard to the rescue of oers
gonnel from torpedoed ships which would endanger their craft. He agays thegt
this was not a written order dut was communicated directly bv Admiral Doeni’
himgelf to a groap of U-Boat commanders of whom he wa s one st a conferenge
with Doenitz. He says further, that the policy of einking shipa without w
warning was in effect at the time he first took U-52 to sges. This accords
with a document (C-12) exiasting on the sudject which indicates that the
policy wes developed and orders given during December 1923 and Jenusry 1240.

The first actusl trip of U~52 took place 2t about the end of
January 1940, U-Boat commanders were given detailed operation orders for
esch trip specifying the area in which they were to attack and in gome ~
casee spercifying the ships. Certain Blockede ZOnes wers established in
which commanders were directed to sink 2ll ships without warning. Salman
states that henever encountered s neutrsl ship but that he followed seru~
palously khhe policy of sinking at sight with regzard to those ships tor-
pedoed by U-52 which included merchant men and warships, both in convoy
and out of convoy. He states that an effort was made t0 det-rmine whether
thege ships were armed dbut this was solely for the surpoge of advieing the:
Admiralty sa to the character of arms carried on such ships snd not for
the purpoge of determining whether an =ttack wee beinz mede on an unarmed
ghip. His irders when operating in guch Blockade Zoneg werr explicit and
clear to the effect that it was not nercegeary to determine whether a ghip
waa armed before sinking, snd it was not necrssary to zive sny ~warning
to much shipe, providrd they were in the Zone in gqueation, He gtates,
however, that it was not permitted to fire 2nd torpedo an unsecn ghip, whos
location alone wee known by means of liateninz devices, The reagon for
this, according to Salman, was that such ehipe might be hospital ships or o
other German submerines. The onlv exception to this general rule wee that
ships once observed might be subgequently torpedoed dredite the fact that t
could not be observed at the time of the shot because of smoke sereecns
and bad weather. In no case was the sulmarine expected to surface, al-
though Selman states that occasionally shots mizht havebeen fired from
gubmarines which had surfaced during the night and were lying on the water
in wait for enemy shipping. In such cases the surfacing of: the susmarine
had nothing to do with the guestsion of warning the ship to be sunk.

Selman has no knowkedge of the order for shooting of Commandos
which he refr»red to se a matter for the Army rather than the Navy.

’ He was not able to glve any information with regard to departurees

from the ordinary Rules of Pea Werfare necrgsitated by the development of
RADAR.

Subgrouent to May 1941 Salman wass in charge of U-Boat treining,
but the trsining surervised br him did not concern iteelf with inatructione
on the Ruleg of Seg Werfare.



