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Interrogation of ROBERT LEY
By: Major John J. llonigan, 2. October 1945, /lf Nuremberg, Germany.

PE?SONS ILPLICATQD AND SUBJECTS

-

ley, lfende, (2 1+ 12,13,15,19,20, 21)
Gohds (3)'
Sauckel (7,9,11,13,1u,2o,21)

Seyss-Inouart (8)

Frank (9)
Hussert ( 9 )

lationals Liason men under Gohds (3)
DAF-Social work (4-7)

Forcign workers camp administration (4=7)
Labor represcntatives in German occupicd countries (8)
Labor Ministery (Seldte leter Sauckel) (9)
Visits, inspections, tours in labor districts, factpries and camps (14)
Police inside factories (16) (17 top) )
Health Department, D'F- (17)
Ylorkers camp-.iende (18,19)

DAF membership rates (19 20)

“lages (19,20)
Complaints commission D:F (20)
Food problem (20,21)
No obligation to join DIF (22)
"'ritten Material-on DAF and dolf Hitler schools handed in earlier; 60 pages
plus 3 documcnts, (22, 23) X\
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DAF

He was leader from 1939 until the ¢nd, DiF mission (see 6o pages by Ley):
supervision of: work, professional education, housing, food and social problims,

Mende: Supervised camps, settlement of German a@d forcign workers there

( P 2-1#)0

Vr. Cohds worked under liende in charge of 24 liasion men, who represcnted
these nationels ond visited camps to insure carec and order.

Personnel for the admlnlstrﬂtlon of foreign worker's camps was furnished
by factory owvmers or by DAF (p.4)
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Robert ley, 2, Qctober 1945, Al

Loy refers to “work written in lMondorf", containing ,information about
DAF's social-work; break-down in regard to labor orgariizat.on within the
factories (4,5,6), Betriebsfuehrer, Betricbsobmann, Zezlleno,mann, Blockob-
monn, ond confidentisl sdvisors-sub~division for health, housing, recreation and
cntertainment-outside of the other framework called 'forks Groip. (p.6,7)

D.F was responsible for care, trrnsportetion of foreign waorkers within
the limits of the Reich. ( p.7)

Denied to have hod resprescrtative or liaisqn in Sauckcl's office in the

occupied countries except in the Reich. (p.7) -
B {

Statc operators under Sauckel, Party operattrs under Ley within the Acich
(top 8); as Seyss-Inquart had his own subordindte labor represcntative for
Holland, so had each respective man in power in the|occupied countrics his
own subordinate representative of labor. D'F stipplied matcrial, papers etc.,
but Iey claimed he hed no "power of command ovdy thdsc poople’. (p.8)

"It was impossible to interferc in Franced Bclgium, Pyague bcecause of ol
schemes and old workcrs' unions", he claimed. de did not know how Quisling
(p.9) hondled it, Under Frank (p.9) in Polond there es a party similar to btho
fromework "we had in Germany". lussert (9), ir. Holland sct-w)» ~ Dutch mov.:” =
similar * to the onc in Germany, D.F adviscd, %aught them and supplicd advisc. 3
but. ley had no “power of command" over their *ctions, (p.9)

Scuckel's department reported arrival of? forciéb workers to DAF who
took them over at the Reiceh's border, ( p.lo}
i
He mentioned Itelien agreement for volwitecring labor which wes uscd
for other countries too (thc agreement). The Yabor mipistry‘ under Scldte
(p.11) was responsible for wnges, settlementy etc.

"Then Sauckel took over, Ley's task of racking agreemcnts with forcign
countries was finished. Szuckel wns recsponsible on the outside, the State
Labor office and the D'F orr the inside. Later Saucke} (Bottom p.ll) took
also carc of tronsportation working clothes: and settlement. But Ley claimed
that Mendc nows oll deteils and was in chiwge of thgm although he, ley, -
cannot "decline any responsibility". Housimg facilitjes werc discussed. (p.12,13)

ley claimed about Souckel that he {S) was in favor of good treatment of
foreign workers. Hc boasted further that they were fad and clothed better one-
half ycar after their arrival. (p.13,14). /Also that gomplaints, even among

. the Germens were "unavoideblc', A commission to investigete and settle com-

plaints ( p.20) cxisted.
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German and foreign workers were m z & in the workrooms and Ley visited
them to see whether they "fared well" <y felt well in the camps" ( p.1lk)

Woges were determincd by the Sta:z . ob by the DAF.

He explained workers' unions and ¢ aployecs' unions set-up.(p .15,16).
Differences were stroightcned out up throwzh all instances. If agrecment
could not be rcached then the State Lebasr Officc, or next, the Labor Lew
trustce- representative (under Souckel) wnas consulted.

Ley claimed there was no State poier ¢r Police inside the factory.
(p.lé,l?). DAF had heelth deportment thet $upervised factory physicians
(employed by the frctory). Brought disc.asog from 6-8 % down to 13%.

Foreign physicians took carc of feoreigiy wozkers. He claimed he never received
any complaints; (p.17) .

He exploined Mende was in charge of cimp on the Reich's border where
workers were examined, qualified and witedl for allocation. "Mende would know"
by what personncl those camps were run. (p.18,19).

"lages paid were higher for workers: from the 'est because of highew
stendards in comparison to the Fast,

Contributions to the D.F, he s2id, weye in aceprdonce to their wages
but "the cmployers poid a higheyr contributfon than the laborcr"= he believes
everybody had to pay 13%. (Details (19,%0).

The diffcrcnce in feeding Eastern workcrs less than Germans ond “estern -
workers, hc explains, "thot we had not 8novgh food but the food was far
better than these people had at home," Jlafmed "Sauckel turned to liende for
advice" to solve food situation. (20,21)

"Torkers were, he said, at liberty %o Join the PAF or not. They h~d to if
they wanted their intercsts represcnted. (22) lany fho live privately did
not belong to DAF "but thc majority cerliainly was i? it."

He spokec of material he handed to “>he interrogator concerning his
work at the DAF snd Adolf Hitler schools and was promised that he would
hear about it. |
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