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Intorrogation of HtNS FRP~~
By: Lt.Col. Hinkel, 13 Septumbor 1945, p.m., Nuremberg.

nWLI.C!.TEDJ nm SUBJECTS

1. HA.NS FRANK
a. Administration of C~vornmQnt Gcn0ral (p.ll).

(1) Suppression educe.tional institutions (p.lL.-15).
b. Persecution of racial groups in ?ol<:tn~. (p .30) •

(1) Restriction of individual ~~;di r~g~ts (p.26-29).
c. Concentration camps, .~aidanek (p.2), Auschwitz (p.3, 4, 9), Belsen

(1'.5), CraCOVi (p. 5), Lublin (p. 6) •
d. Deportation of slave labor in Po12nd (ry.31-32).
e. Plund(;r of public anc. private art objects in Poland (1).16-18, ,20, 21,

24-25);

Employment of l~nn as agent (p.16-17, ·20-21).(1)

GOERING
a. Plun~cr of public and private ~rt objects in Pol~nd (D.16-17, 20-21,

24-25) •

SS (p.9)
Concontration camps (p.9).a.

2.

3.

Denies info!iU2.tion o~·.cept what 1:10 learned through foreign press and through
the admission of Koppe in a letter imich stated that there had been sevoral
executions (p.2).

AUSCIfHTZ

Simply ImG'ti that it 0xistcd, 'beC2.use he passed it on the train; novc:r
visited it (p.3). TO such camps in Govornment GonGral of Poland (p.4). The
refugee camps there.. not concentration camps (p.4).

BELSBN

Knew abeut Bolst;n, visikd it once- in 19L.O, but claims he did not know
thore Has B. concentrC'.t ion carrq:> thero (p. 5) •

QJHEfi CPNCE~TTRf.TICJ~nTS I.P cDTr.R!.J}r~TT GENER1\L or POL~ID

Says ther0 was one nOQr Cracov (u.5). Admits visiting Lublin sev~ral
times, tile le st time in 1943. Evades t\;;11ing whcrt othE;r camps were (p. 6) •

SS ST' TF'f!S

There VlE;re five: in Cre.coiT, '·;~rsD.w, IJublin, Radow, ;md Lembbrg. Claims
h~ docs not know which had concentration c~mps connGct~d 'ith them (p.9).
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AUSCHWITZ

Says Kruger (SS polic0 IG8.der) told h:iJn in 1939-40 that the comp6tent
concentration camp. for the Gonaral Govornmcnt plus Silcsia v~s ~uschwitz.

TOLls of getting officials out of camp through the polic0 lc~d6r; was told
that thoy had been arrGstcd bGc~use of rosistanc0 (p.9) .

.~ZE OF GOVERN11ENT GENERf.L

He tends to contradict impress ion givon bJr his fonner stat0m(;nts as to
.size of Government Gcnoral of Poland - h0 now Sf.ys there; ,;ero somE; 140,000
square kilometers, a rather siz8able t~rritory.

OFFICIAI"S TTQ.RI\HTG FOR Hn~

~bout 3,000 in Cracov; about 5,000 in all Poland (p.ll). They made reports,
one once a month on tho avorago. Intorrogator find~ it strange that th~y did
not remark about Lublin, but Frank says thE.t if hG !m0'lf the: SS bGttor he would
understand (p.l).

Universities in Cracov ond Lemberg closod by order of Hitler through letter
to Frank, tho latt~r prote:sting in a confl::rGnce with HitLr and a l8tter to the

r!inistor of Education. Secondary schools closed by crdur of Hitlor through
Hll,~(;r; Frame had private teaching given in them (p.14-l5) •

.~.RT GALURIES AND PROPERTIES

Says that art galluri~s not under his jurisdiction, but un00r MuhlmannJ
who was undor Goaring. Some pictures 10ft in Cracov art gallery, these reg­
istered. Claims he trh.. d to preserve What w[',s left (p.16-l7)" Says he does-
p't know wh8..t happened beforo , th:.:l.t the SS, Luftwaffe or 1~ehrmacht might have
takon art proportics (p.17). Tho most important paintings in the Cracovart
gallery put in art storagos. Denies having taken any for himself (p.18).
About 10 or 20 safeguarded art objects held by him whon captured. Had them
pont by a separate transport away so as not to be caJtured by Bolsheviks (p.20).
~dmits th['.t Muhlmann wanted tho most famous painting, aX1 int0rnationally known
:j:..conardi da Vinci, for G09ring, and that he he.d. to guard it carofully, that it
had alrca.dy bean taken once: to BGrlin, but thc.t he had gottGn it back on ground
it was state property (p.20-2l). Arunits thi~t an altar, a very valuab10 art
obj.oct, had bce:n taken by tho Burgormeistcr of Nuremberg on Hitler I s ordor.
Statos that he heard th;:·.t Muhlmann got a lot of art obJ.::cts for Goering, and that
Ros8nbcrg took some: Jevrish books f~r library in Frankfurt. Says that because of
Muhlmann I s activities he got tho art objGcts of value togGthor in Cracov, '.~arsaw

and v\Tilowka (p.24-25).

,DIFFER2NCES nET'·1E..~N LEG!,L RIGHTS OF POLES.! JE'7S l LND GERHANS

(k;rmans had their own laws c:md courts, the: Poles th~.:irs·; the Jaws werE:;
treated as Poles. Evasive on question whother G~rmans had more legal pro­

tection and rights than Poles (p.26-27). Vaguely admits differ0nces, owing to
war (p.28). Says that there w~s no attempt to ~Gcl~re Polish citizen~ Germans;
vvasive on cancellation of citizenship (p.2g-29).
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Furnished Funk about 800,000 - all "voluntary". Labor question difficult
but ch2~ged by grunting favors such as giving,thom priests and letting them
write homo 2~d go homo on furloughs (p.3l-32)~

This done in a fe" thousand c;: sc-s of general stato interest, such as high
treason or heavy punishment C~S8S (p.30). These courts under his jurisdiction.
Few execution C2.Sos. Decisions bp.Sl:d on GGrman law (p.30).

I T GERMAN COURTSTRIAL OF POLrS IN


