)

i




SICRET
-]l e s bhii ol

Additional Rote on the Purge of 30 June 1934
Additicnal information on the events of 30 Jure is now uwv.ilable
in two manuscripts by Dr. Gisevius, entitled respcctively The Fronzy

of tho Masres and The Thirtieth of June. At the t'me c¢f the purge, the

author was an official in the Reich Minlstry of the Irterior closely
associnted with Daluege, then Chief of the Pruszian Pclice and Chiof

of the Police Departmest of the Reich MinisTer of the Interior. In
that capaoéty he claims to have besn a dirent witness of ceritain events
¢f the pur;e in Berlin, and seens ‘o have basen in & felrly good position
to secure reliable seccond-hand acccunts of those eplacdes in Berlian and
elsewhere vhich did not fall under his irmediate observation. His
rocount serves in general to confirm that preae'nted. on the basis of
other sources, in R & A 3113.1. In the light of tie materisl now
available the following additions and corrections should be made, howaver,
to the lis; of "Individuamls Beari.\g Rosponsibility for the Purpge us a
Thole" givon in Appendix B (pp. 15-21) ol that report.

le. Doluoge, Kurt. Acoording to Gisevius, who claims at

this time to have been In close pereonsl cuntect with
Daluege, the latter had no p&rt in or prioyx kiowladge of

tha purge, and sven went for @& tine in fear of his own life.
Although Daluege was Chief of Pruseian Police, full police
powors for the duration of the crisis were essumed over his
head by Goering and Himmler, who left him entirely uninformed

as o the course of events. If this is trie, Dal uege's
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only responsibility in connection with ths purge would
conaist in his willingness to lend subsequent public support,
and Yo profit by the opportunity to assume new powers (6.2,

tenporary leadership of the “erlin SA.) (See The Thirtieth

of June pp. 23-4 and 56)

2. Goering, Hérmann. Gisevius pressentas additional second-

hend evidence to indicats that Goeringws the p~ime mover in

the killing of Gregor Strasser. (See The Frengy of the Massse,

p. 98). He also presents direct, but probably superfluous,
evidence of Goering's personal participation in the "Committess
of Execution” whioh directed the killing of SA leaders (and
perhaps othsrs, though direct ovidence here is lecking; in

Berlin. (Yhe Thirtieth of June, p. 33)

8. Heydrich, Reinhard. Gisevius presents dirsctevidence

of Heydrich's persinal participation in the "Committee of
Iixecution" which :directad the killing of SA leadere (and
 pernaps others, though direct evidence is lackiag) in

Borlin (The Thirtioth of Jume, p. 33) Heydrich should therefore

be added to the iist ol those beuring particular responsibility
for the Berlin thase of the purgs.

4., Kormer, Pilii. Sems a s Heydrich.

Gigevius also presents in some detail the caes of Paul Schulsg,
. ' -
an assogiate of Gregor Strasser, who was left for dead by the police
after having besn sho "while attempting to flee.” Schalz survived and

ultimetely escaped to Zurich, Switserland (The Thirtietn of June,

pp. 34-9.) He might prove a val ueble witnesa, Gisevius himself should

also be soriously considered as a witness, since hie evidernce is pqore
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direct than that of Otto Strasaer or of enyone else who hae written
sny ;eneral account of the events of 30 June.
On the basis of evidence mﬁly meds avael lable, the following
addition should algo be made to Appsndix A: "Cases Which Mi ht be
Uged to Esteblish Criminal Responsibility in Connection with the Purge.®

The Case of Willi Schmid

Probable Facts. At 7:30 P.M. on 30 June 1934 four a rmed men in

58 uniforms sppeared at the residence of Dr. Willi Schmid, nusic critle

Jor the Muenchener Neuste Nachrichten, at 3 Solmckstraéseg Hunich.

“hey took Dr. Schmid a.my4 in an automobile. Un July 3 inquiries at

the Gestapo headquerters elicited the information that he had been

shot "by accident" at Dachau. H.8 body was delivere‘gi w the fauily

Yy membors cof the Gestapo, who giive strioct orders that the coffin should

not be opened. On 7 July 1934 a Gestapo ‘officia.l. Regierungsrat

Brunner, visited the widow to express hia sorrow for the "regrsttable

accident.” On 31 July 1934 Rudolf Hess came on a similer mission, and

an 24 September he sent jthe widow a Jetter s tating that Sohmid was not
i,? in "snyv a&y" connooted with the Roehm revolt, or otherwise nt fault.

A pension waspaid to the family, at firet by the Farty, later by the

Ministry of the Interilor.

Probeble Motive. Although itwas never officially admitted,

it im generally belleved that Dr. Schnid was nistskenly killed in plsce
of the SA leader Willi: Schmidt. This other Schmidt was also killed in

the course of the purge.

The Problem of Proof. Thofhctsas set forth aboveare supported

by the s worn deposition of an syo-~witness, Dr. Schmid’s v.idow, and by

oerta’n other documents, photostata of which are appended hereto.

Bocause of the circumstences o’ this partioular case, it might be SECFET
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posaible for the defense to claim that the death of Dr. Schmid was

not murder, but simply an unfortunate accident. The fact that so

gross an error could have been committed is in itself eﬁdence , however,
of eriminsl carelessness on the part of those who carried out the
purge. By ¢isregarding the normal requirements of judicial process in
their liguicetion of SA leaders, the Gestapo and the Mezi Party un-

necessarily jeopardized the personsl security not only of SA leaders

but alsc of ordinary citizens. In the case of Dy, Sc'mid the resulting

criminal responsibility can be assigned with unusual clarity.
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