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‘
Interrogation of JODL, Alfred

By: Colonecl imen, 15 Lugust 1945
;

;
Persons and organizations implicated, and subjects

3

1 JODL g

a. Date of birth and last position hcld in the OKW (2)

b. Idcntification of Exhibit "a" (3)

¢. Identification of Pocument marked Exhibit "B" dcaling
with ercation of Special Staff for the Norwegian Opera-
tion (4-5) |

d. Discussions with H#&ler and Keitel concerning thc

Norwegian operation: (5)
ce Quisling's role in}ﬁbrﬂay operation (7)
f. Exhibit "D" (cxccrpis from Rosenberg's diary)(10)
ge Contcmplated operation against the West - Document
marked Exhibit "E" {13)
he Reasons for moving into Norway (14)

INVASION DF NORWAY

Alfred Yodl was born on?lo March 1890, Married for the sccond
time; no children. Last offitial position: Chief of the Leading
Staff in the OKW during the entire war (Page R).

Jodl identifies Raeder's signature on document marked Exhibit
nA", States it is possible that lajor Deyale, his staff officer,
may have attended the mecting discussed in the document, in addition

to the persons mentioned thereins One of the Fuchrer's adjutants
may have also been present (Page 3).

Identifics document marked Exhibit "B'. It refers to the
Fuchrer's order to sct up a special staff for the Norwegian action
which was to be kept absolutely secrete This staff replaced Jodl's
operation scction which did the ground worke. The new special staff
which did not involve the OKW was hecaded by Warlimont., Admiral
Kranke represented the Navy; Coloncl von Lossberg the Amy; and
Captain Speck von Stormberg (the Air Force) (Page 4). This staff
mercly concerncd itsclf with preparations and staff work and did
not furnish lcaders for the actual cxpedition (Page 5)e

Jodl first heard about the Norwegian invasion in Dececmber,
1939, Staves that it was precipitated by increcased English activity
in that country (rcports conccrning British officers in consulates;
large numbers of British ships in Norwegian waters; mines laid in
1940; . sinking of German vessel Altenmark by British destroyer, ctc.
' (Page 5).




= Jodl, 15 August, 1945
Jodl met with the Fuchrer and Keltel every day to discuss plans
for Norwegian operation (Page 5), since Jodl's staff which made pre-
parations, was working under Kecitcl (Page ©)s

QUISQING'S ROLE IN NORWEGIAN OPZRATIONS

Jodl did not speak with Quisling personally. Quisling occasion-
ally tulkbd with members of the Navy and the Fuchrers

Asked about a mectlng at Copcnhagen on 4 April 1940 between
Juisling and a rcpresentative of Keitel, Jodl replies he recalls that
around that time members of Canaris' organization had mectings with
Norwcgianss Dous not know for sure whether Quisling was present
(Page 7)s Asscrtshe never sent his representatives since this matter
concerned intclligence and the politicse "There is no doubt in my
mind, howcver, that we received reports from Norway from Norwegian
representativess Thesce roports were used by our military peoplcs!
All reports he received on:the Norwegian situation came from Quisling's
circless Jodl rclates in this connection one false report received
presumably from this sourcd concerning heavy fortifications of the
Narvik Boy, which were found not to exist.

Never heard of 10,0007 pounds remuncration being given to
Juisling and docs not belicve this is trues Never heard about
?uisllg% s oppointment to Prlno Minister until it became a fact

P&g C .

Is unable to identify document marked BExhibit "Ct. It may have
originated with Coloncl Plckunbruk, who was in charge of the SS at
that time (Pages 9-10).

Asked to recad document marked "Exhibit D' (excerpts from Rosen=
berg's diary), Jodl stotes that the officer concerned must have been
an officer of the 'Defensive Operation Scetion!' (Intclligence) (Page 10).

Jodl states that the Forcign Minister was only told by the
Fuchrer about the landing 2-3 days in advances No operation in this
war was cpt as sccret as this one (Page 10).

Cannot rccall circumstances leading to Quisling's replaccment
by Terboven., "There was a differcence of opinion in Norway betweeon the
Navy and certain unscreencble characters in Norway." The German Navy
favored Quisling. Othcrs werc of the opinion that Quisling would not
find a2 willing car in Norway (Page 11).

Knows nothing abouf Norwegian divisions being furnished to
Germany after the invasions Stresses that Norwegians in the SS were
all voluntecrs (Page 1R).

Believes it was Quisling who made rcports about the strength of
Norwegian troops scattered over strategic points (Page 13).
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Jodl, 15 August, 1945

CONTEMPLATED OPERATION AGAINST THE WEST

Dismisscs contents of document marked BExhibit "EM as "silly talk
of civilianse" "The deeiding /factor in this was our mcans of trans-
port-xtion and also what we ceuld use for the later cxpedition
" against the Woste"” (Page 13).

Norwegians did not pertlcipate in the invasion with the excep- %
tion of a few guides for the landing operation, This had been pro- i3
posed by Canaris' scction (Pa.ge 14).

"o did not want war with Norway. We only wanted to prevent 3
the English being in Norway. ' A very short time later the English
would have been there, and then we would have lost the war at the
beginninge" (PAge 14). Assorts that the determining factor in the
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success of the Norwegian operation was the clement of surprise (P 14).
Quisling camnot be accused of bad intentionss NORWEGIAN ;
operations would have been sucéessful cven without hime 5
E
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