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in the :i n t e r r o ga t i on on 25 ,oc t . r. , ::',' ...~:.
Hi t Ler , Kei't'e1, Jod1, von Ribbeatrop, , .
von Br-a u ch d t s ch, Raeder, Doen itz .

, \

Aggressive warfare
p r i me s a g~inst Military per sonnel
Crimes a gainst Civilians

C-63; C-~5, 'C-115, 0-119, 0-174
498 PS, 503 PS, 508 PS, 526 PS, 527 Pf
826 PS , 869 PS, 870 PS, ;871 PS, 9 57 PS
1006 PS, 1809 PS.
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r:\'l ~ ;~ EVALUATI ON OF TEE: TIMONY .. General. \
. j ,. ...

• ~ h " ~ ~.' , ~
' ;Il" tl ''' Von Falkenhorst gave a straightforward, cle ar and detai led

" ',,),' narra t ~ve of. the Norwegi an campai gn, making s e ve r-a I' adm t s sdcn e ,
'. ' , , ~rio"ted below. not previously made by K.oi te l or Jod1, when intbrr-

, ', ~ ogated on the - same ' subject. He c la imsto ha ve di sappro ved of
• ,t/Na zi .ex ce s ee s in Nor-way tnn d was h i ghly critical of Kei t.o l , agai n s t '

, ' ""'i,,,w~om he made, specific charg es. Wh e n confronted wit h Kei t el,
" " f.~ ' ho we ve r , he Bought to mod i f y his ea r l ier t e s timony s lightl y , but , I

~' •'.:,'+, not s e riously.
, )'

• , 1, :~ 2::"'AGGRESSI VE WA'RFARE:
" '

" \ " , I ' / , " ,

",: /l '., p L Q.UI SLI NG. , Fa l k en ho r s t gave a cl car- El~d coherent
. '" .ra c c oun t of thc prcpara tions for the Norwegian c an pa Lgn , sti ck i ng
.,, \ "," c1 0s e l y to the military a spe c ps wi t h one importont excep ti on .

:' His te,stlmony supports the suggestion wh Lc h apps ar s in the ..
, .::" pertinent documents. that Quisling had b e en promi s ed by Hi t 10r

. ,~. _.t h e Premi-ership of Norway. Fa1k enhorst s txi t.o a tha t when h e
.::-' ,; ','a r r i ved in Norway, the German Mi n is ter had suc ceeded in wi nn ing
. L :ove r jt he King, as was .do ri e in Denmark, . on e vor y po i nt excep t tha t I'

, 1 . ,: of'· Q,uisling's appointment. The Mi n i s ter , with the a ppr oval
" .. :'I'I',o f Fnlkenhorst, communicated wi t h Berlin a nd r ecommended t ha t tho

" .f . ~ F" Qu i s,ling poin t b e dropped , Ber lin r epli ed by Lmme.d La tely
. "' r emo 'vi n g the Mi n i s te r an d rushing Torboven to Osl o where h e for cod

, i~ ~ '':;t h e appointment of Quisling a nd precipitD.t od t he op en resistance
of the Norwegi ans.
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.' f) MI LI TJ..RY STRA TEGY. Fo.lkenhor stcorroboruted soma i toms ', '
' i n Jodl ' s di o.ry ( 1809 PS), and commcn t ed ' briofly on- Hi tlo'r I s : "J:,~ t

~' d ir o c ti vo o f 1 Ivl:J.r ch 1940 (C-174). ~-r.e ldentifi od as his own.. ':,. ,,;
;-'or d e r tho Sp oci 0. 1 Ins truc tion s do.t ed 13 ' Mar c h 1940 wh i ch " . ':
',p r o vi ded an oLabor c t o briofing for h is officers and troops .

. ; C9 ~ 1 19) • He d i s c lo. i me d any kno wlodge of 't h e N8. vaL ins truc ttons;.~~: .
, (C-115) f or t h e c amp u Lgn , a: s s e r t i n g the Na vy was super- s ecrot \ v9' : ;'~~ '
.~.o}),.i t s op ora t Lo ns . . ,<.,'\\1'

., . 1 l : ' r1;' I • I :, , '.)? ~ : I

1,'1--'13 .~, ATROC ITIES /.Gf.I NST MI LI TARY PERSONNEL; '. } .. \ ,
• <\ ' \.1{. , _ •

".' ' a ) RESPONSIBILITY OF' KEITEL . . -
.' :: I F Olkenhorst claimod to h ave b e en ' '\~I ': ' J'

r " mor~1 1y distres s od bY ,Hitlor' s Order .to oxc c u t .o c ommu ndo s , .. \r\
, dat ed 18 Octob er 1942 (498 PS). This distrol:\s b ecame more . :, I" ,~ .

, oc u t e wh on h e f ound himself obliged to turn ' ~ group of Bri,tis~" ',,1' " ~~
.,: ' I -2- . ~ 'I t ~. 'y'

~~;:"'..w _L~ • " ' .. _.~'':'¥..i' ';'" .
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1fder:l OPS'i } · c o.p ture~· .i n" un; ..orm , over "to ·t hO SD for cxecutd'ci- -.:.
~ :Soef.:B08;..PS"and , 527{PSh i:,:> ~n: ,an ~ , of(qrt,'-to exculpate himself t ' ;, i;,.
Falkenhorst'testified that ;inOctobor ho had celled Keitel '

'''a t:t dr ho hi:ld .rocotvod tho order o.n·d,:had tri ed to protest it, ,
IW~~f~ ·(.~;but Keitel cut him short. In Novemb er , ho agQi n call ed Koitel,

. ' . ' after, the British soldiers were caught but befor e they wo r-e c •

. .:..- ·.'''fexe cut ed , and tried to find if th ore was some way he could
.. avoid having to execute them in compli unce' wi th t he o r-d or ,
':'1 • His recollection' of th e convorsation 1s not pr oci se. The

J' , documents (508 PS) made him believe that ho had a t temp ted to
'." ~ ' have the :a~diurs held by the. Abwehr for int errogat ion Lin d
~ ! thus avoid sonding thom immod~at Gly to t he SD to b e kill ed.
~.: '. " At any r ate, Keitel told him, wi t h D: sho w of indignc.tion, thut
i'" . '. the men wero to be killed in a ccor dan co wi th the Hi tl er order;
," ;" , Fa l k enhor st so dirac t ad, and the men were killed . Fa l k enhcr s t
~ "\ spoke harshly of Koitel u s a weak l i ng and a tool of Hitler.
£' .,' He protosted that the Ar my h a d no l ead orship to pro t ect i t from
<!~ " the suva gor-y of tho Nc. zi s , e t c . e tc . When oonfr onted wi th.",ri Kei t el on 25 Oc tob or 19 45, Falk enhorst visibly shrank and

' , <; ' modifi ed his previous s t a t omon t a but did not u l timate ly r e trnc t
them. Koitel did not deny the convers Qt ion, but quibbl ed
about it .

b) RES? ONEIBILI TY 'OF RAEDER P.ND DOENITZ.
Falk enhorst and Keite l both agreed

the German Navy, .undor Ra eder, was o quo l.l.y bound by tho Hitler
order of 18 October 1942 ( 498 P8). TI10Y bo th ul so stated
that the Navy (under Do enitz) was insti t ut ional ly r e spon si ble

'f or tho execution of t en Norweg ian se ilor s i n un i form, cnptured
and shot in Mar ch , 1943. ( ~ o e 526 PS). The documen t ( 526 PS)
was verifi ed a s au t hent i c by Keitel.

c) MISTREATMENT OF PWs in NORWAY.
Falkenhorst r e ed n r eport on

' condi t i on s in Norwuy mnde in Apr i l 1945 by u mu mb er of JodI' s
staff , on tho busis of a short trip (826 PS). Hi s only commen t
was on the PWs who hed been plac ed under con trol of the SE ,
while Folkenhorst wus still W. B. N. ( Wohrmucht Sup reme Command or
in Norwey)~ He said tho reason for the transfor hud be en t hct
tho t r my had fe i led to oct wi t h suffici ent brutal i ty ag ains t
tho PWs • .

'4 . llTROCI TIES l.Gll.INST CIVILIt.NS ~

c. ) OSLO SHIPYARD TROUBLE - 1940.
Felk onhorst a ttempted t o

disengage himself from any r espons i b i lity f o r the t roubl e
in the Oslo shipyurds and tho r epressive mea sur e s then tckon .
(S ee 869 PS; 870 PS; 871 PS). He s cid it w~ s the joint
responsibility of tho Navy and of Tor bo von .
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b) TERBOVEN , Folkonhorst vigorously denouncod
Terbovon, who , ho sClid, was a ' ll l i t t l e Hitlor lt

, who insisted
on killing people without trial, and hod only one solution
for civili on unrest - shootings em mono shootings •
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