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Frick, 3 october 1945.P.M.

~rick says after 1933 cabinet had power to pass laws by majority
vote. All laws passed by cabinet after 1933, however were unamt~­

ously passed. Frick did nqt always agree with the laws cabinet
passed but signed it anyway. Accepts full responsibility for all
Laws passed by cabinet trom 1933 without exception. (pp.l-ll)

After 1938 a dec~ee of the Fuehrer prescribet that the laws were
to be signed by the Fuehrer only ~nd countersigned by Lammers.
(p.5,'7).

Frick says he was close to Bit18~j.n 1933 but by fall of 1934
real ised that lit t.le.r W€. f:- \ ..d';tr g "l1::.1: fo:.:.' 2. tool to do ill egal act s
but he did not reslgn 10-:- 1"':)2'.'.[ ::1' ':·c·L.'lS se[lt to a concentration
camp. (PP. 9-10 ,1c-<..j:

'fhe fi r st dev i8."':·:' O~J. :;: ::-c'U· ":·'~l ':. P:::i": s{~ 'J J.~~ C 1. .i '..Jt!,ai. i ~:.? if wi:. i ch Fr i ck
advocated - wa~J tt.'3 ~:8·~6~... :LlJ.2,; .::..:C th~ HoofJel rlJtsc~ (P. 9).

Frick probosed, supported, sig~cd an1 aGministered law of
July 14, 1933 out-lawing all parties. but not dSDAP. Admits law
passed to wipe out all party opposition and gain rigid internal
control of Qovernment. Furthermore this law gave the right of

confiscation of all property (Communist or not) used for purposos
subservient to the state. ~o payment. Frick decided statics.
Frick states law did not cover taking property mere1y because
Jewish owned. (pp.12-16 ,26-29).

No parties could be founded according to the law of July 14 ,l'~,";~

Founding of a party other than ~SDAP was subject to pumishment
by penitentiary and confiscation of property (PP. 28-30)

Law of December 1,1933 joining Party and State was passed with
his support aS'a companion measure to law of July 14, 1933.
'ro wit~ to accomplish complete dictatorship and dim~.1.ate repre­
sentation on part of all minPrity groups. (pp.2o-Z1)

·rhere were two strong men close to the Fuehrer who would not
only support his measures but would even oxcogoratod them to
please him. fhey were Bormam1 and Rimmler, who were just two
criminals. (p.19)

Frick proposed signed and administered law of May 26,1933 per
confiscation of COIamunist Property. rlothing paid for property.
Frick decided whether COlllIDunist property or not. rio sight of
appeal. Frick favored taking Communist party pr0perty but funf
damentally opposed to taking property of individual Co~nunist

(pp • 21- G5 ) •
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Frick, 3. October

Frick attempts to pass the rAsponsibtlity of administeTtn!~,J.aw

of May 26, 1 g33 on the pel ice of "':,!l(} 'i,-1.7:101lS states, L,1 "t.;':,ussia
at t..hF.\.:t t.ime Goertng (p,G2)

The laus discussed durin~ ~h~ inte~:oSQtio~ v101atad Weima~
Constitution but ~t h~d be~n s~s~~rula6 ~~ FTiGk's 3ugg&stion.
(p.23-24)
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