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-FIRSONS AND ORG-I'IZ:TIONS T.PLIC TED, /ND SUBJCTS

1. KEITEL :
a. Discussion of Documcnt R-94, concerning branding of Russion wor
prisoncrs (p,l1)
b. Written staterents conccrning affrirs Giraud and Weysand (pp.l-2)
c. Position in OKH and OX (pp:ll-12) )
d. Discussion of Docurient I-19, conccrning naval warfarc(pp.4=6)
¢. Keitcl identifies discussion of Docurient 1-39, conccrning removal
of 211 restrictions arounc the coast of England . (pp.6-7)
f. Discussion of Document 795~-PS, regarding Italy's entry into the
war (pp.7-11) ‘
g. Discussion of Documcnt 1-211, "arfore as a Problen of Organization™
(pp.11-15) '
h. Discussion of Documcnt R-99, conccrning transfer of political power
in occupicc Russia to SS Fuchrer (pp.15-17)
i, Discussion of Docunicnt 502-PS, conccrning cduties of Commandos in
Russian PW Cores (pp.17-20) -
j. Discussion of Document L-158, conccrning measures agoinst escaped
officers. (pp.20-23)

2. JODL
a. Relation to Giroud and Weypand affairs.(pp.1-2)
B. Certification on Document 1-19 (pp.4~6)
¢. Sirnature on Document 1-39 (pp.6-7)
d. Author of Document I-~211 (pp.I11~15)

3, RCINECKE
a. Relation to order in Document R~9L (pp.1-2)

;. JUNGE
a. Sirnnture on Docunent 1-39 (pp.6~7)

5. {STHOFF
a. Responsibility for Documcnt 1-158 (pp.20-23)

6, BRALUCHI TSCH
. Position in OKH (pp.11-12)

n, S5 .
a. Political power in occupicd Russia (pp,15-17)

b. Police Commandos in PW Comps (ppll¥-20)
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"ilheln Keitel, 1,0ctober 1945 a.n.Nurcmbers.

BR..NDING OF RUSSI.AN PRISONERS OF LR

Keitel refors to Document B~O concerning bronding of Russian wor

“prisoncrs and statcd his belicf that no order wes issucd against his will,

and that he still thinks that no such order at all was-issucd, He asked
for interrogation of Gen.Rcinccke repnrding this order, who was his deputy
in Berlin.(p.l)

GIR.,.UD .1ID VEYG..ND

In the CGiraud and Weypand affair Keitcl preparcd a written stotement
with four questions, which he thinks Gen.Jodl can answer.(pp.l—Z)

\

NAVLL VORFRE,

Keitcl identifies docunent I-19 and ecknowledpges his signoature and note
on the cdocumcnt. The Fuchrer countcrsirned it before it was issued and Jod
certificd the document., Keitel expleins the intent of paragroph 1 as an order
not to atteck Jmerican werships or merchant ships within a ccrtoin arca.

This order applicd to U-boats and the air forcc (pp.2-4). Parogreph 2 of the
docuricnt deals with nnaval worfarce in the cocstal zone of any country,
especially neutral countrics. The order regerded oll ncutral vesscls as

cneny vesscls when encountcred in this arce, which was protected by intoer-
notional law, The last scntenec of paragreph 2 contains regulations regarding
confiscotion of articlcs which coulcd scrve a notion in the prosccution of
wor (pp.4=6).

Keitcl icdentifics document I-39, but docs not-remember its contents.,
He identifies the signaturc. of navel officcr Junge, the Jddmiralty Bronch
and of Jodl, They all belonged to the leadership staff of the armed forccs.
The document provides for the rcmoval of all rostrictions around the
English coast (pp.6-7).

IT LY AND THE LTT.CK O POL..ND

Keitel was then interrogoted on docunent 795-PS, represcnting an
unsigned ricmorandum of a conversation betwecn Xeiten and ancther person.
Keitcl bolieves that the author of the memorandum wes édmiral Cenaris,
from the handwriting and subject matter of the documcnt, The conversation
was mainly about Mussolini's rcfusal to join before the attack on Poland.,
Keitcl agrecd that this memorandum, as o wholc, rcflects his vicws but
that it is a subjoctivc account of the writdr (pp.7-11).

V.RF/RE .\S 4 PROBLEL! OF ORG\NIZATION

Keitcl wes questioned about the Gencral Staff, Jodl was Chief of the
General Staff of the Wehrmacht. The Wehrmacht leadership was a department
o? the OKT, Keitel was in charpge of the stoff department work of the OKY
wince 4 Februory 1938 and until the ond of the war. In this position Keitcl
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wes responsible for the nilitary staff of the Fuchrer. Brouchitsch wos suprome |
cormancer of the army until abont 15 Decerber 1941, Keitel identifics document
1-211 os an authentic copy of an official. document prepared by Jodl under
Keitcl's dircction. The document is cntitled "Warfare as a Problenm of Organi- g
zotion", and dated April, 1938, It rcfcrs to 2 controversy between OKH and
OK7 (pp.11-15).

Tilheln Keitel, 1,0ctober 1945 a.m., Nurcrbors.

SS-FUCHRER IN OCCUPIED RUSSI.. '/

Keitel icentifics cdocumcnt R-99 ond acknowlediics his signaturc on it. g
Refcrring to peragraph 2 (b) of the docuncnt, Keitel stotes thot this was
the end of a controversy betwecen OKH and OK! against the Reichsfuchrer SS¢
Hitler had deeided that the Rcichsfuehrer SS should have the power to hondle
natters in occupicd Russia. The SS Fuchrcr was independent in all political
questions, This situation remnined until The Reichs Commandos were placed in
office (pp.15-17).

CAILNDOS IN RUSSI.N P\l C..GES

Keitel claims that he did not sign the order in document 502-PS and
docs not know its contents. The order concerned the cutics of cormandos
in Russian PW cares. He thinks that the order came from Himmler, sincc
he does not remember ever having admitted police cormandos into PUW cages.
The agrecment of 16 July 1941, on which this order was bascd, was between
the Prisoncr of War Department of the OKI7 and RSH., Kéitcl concedes that
he probably gove his consent to the agreement, but he relied -in ‘this motter
on his fencrals to do the right thing. The’agrecment of 16 July 1941 was',
based on the order of 13 March 1941 2R-99), which was discussed todagy.' .
Keitcl agreed that the accord had unfortunate results (pp.17-20).

ME..SURES /4G..INST I:SC..PED OFFICERS

Keitel failed to identify document 1-158, with refcrence to measures
ageinst escaped officers and non-commissioned officers, with the exception
of Amcrican and British. Hc thinks the document should be cxamined by the
pcople of the Prisoner of Wiar Dcpartment in the OKWV, who are responsible
for this orcer. 4t that time the head of this department wos Westhoff
(succcssor of Gravenitz). He concedes that he might have called Westhoff
about it, or his (Keitel's) adjutent might have riven Westhaff the.po-chead,
(pp.20-23) g g ‘ b, ‘




