OFFICE OF U.S, CHIEF OF COUNSEL
FOR THE PROSECUTION OF AXIS CRIMINALITY

INTERRCGATION DIVISION

3 ”interrogaiibn of Von Papen, Franz ,
© By: Lr. Thomas Dodd 19 September 1945, A.lMs Nuremberg

PERSONS 4ND ORGANILATIONS 1i:PLICATED AND SUBJECTS:

- 1, Von Papen

& a. His relations with Hindenburg and Schleicher. (pp 2,4,13-155,18-19, .
25-511 32-38 )o ! ' .

be First discussion with Hitler regarding Hitler government,(15-17)

c. His position as Vice Chancellor (p 3)

de Persecution of Jews and churches. (p 3-4)

e, His position as ambassador of Austria. (pp 9-13, 39-40)
(1) Relations with Seyss-Incuart. (pp «0-42)

f4 Volksgericht (p 13)

Ze Relation with Nazi Party (pp 12, 20-22, 32,35,38,39) .

he Relation to German and Prussian government (pre Hitler) (pp 21-24)

- 2, Hitler
a. Edgar Jung (pp 5-6)

. 3, Himmler & Gestapo
ae. Purze of June 30, 1934 (pp 5-8)
b. Flan to kill PAPEN (p 10)

" 4+ Schacht
: a. In favor to build a Nazi Government (p 20)

5« Hugenberg
a, Financing of Nazi kiovement (pp 18-19)

INITIATION OF NAZI GOVERNMENT

Von Papen, referring to earlier interrogation, maintains he did not
persuade Hindenburg to accept Hitler prior to the time when Hindenburg
- separated himself from Schleicher. Claims he had nothing against Schleicher,
" did nothing to remove hinm from his post nor Bruening from his post (pR).

POSITION IN Hazl GOVERNMENT

_ Says his political creed was manifest, since he made hundreds of sveeches;
he had hoped to do good work as vice chancellor but Hitler was never sbsent,
“there was no demuty work to do; he had no department as vice chancellor,(3)
Herr von Blomberg, the wWar lMinister, according to Fapen was, t"already so much
“enveloped into the arms of Hitler that he ovpesed me (Papen)n,.



_Says hs was opposed to the non-fulfillment of the Concordat, which
tler treated as scrap of paper; he was ppposed also to the persscution
of the churches and of the Jews, Gave his rosignation te Hitler for the
first time after the incident of his speech at Marburg, the publication of
hich Gee bbols had prohibited (p.3,4). Hindenburg at that time was not in
erlin, had gone to Hast Prussia. Hindenburg was at that time kept closaly
¢ guarded, one could nct approach him (p.4). VonPapen tells about iggar Jung,
‘young and clever journalist, who prepared his spoeches and who was killed
"'n the purge of June 30,1934, Denics having talkod to anycne about Jung
Jhav1ng written his marburg speech. Holds Himuler and the Gestapo chiefly
esponsible for the killing of Jung and of von Bose, Papen’s secratary..
ays he was unable to do anything about it besdause of his own arrest carly
orning Juns 30 (po 5 = 6),

ANNBXATION OF AUSTRIA

3 EDescrlbes}vleoer;n prevented his being killed in the June 30 blocd
rge (p.6 - 8) but believes there was no connection between that protective
stedy and his subsequent appaintment as ambassador to austria; that Hitler
uld not have foreseen the assassination of Dellfuss which occurred six
“weeks later and that he, Papen, might bscome useful in justria (p.9).
Rolieves it was Himmler and his people wno meant to kill him (p.10). Doos
not think that Schuschnigg’s reluctance to accept him as ambassador was
fbecause of his past. Claims he - Papen - wanted to save the sustrian situa
l(p.ll) Says he wont to austria as minister, not as ambassador; was mado
. ambassador later, for the treaty of July 11, 1936, After the occupation of
ustria he received the Party Golden Cross (P.12).

Denies he had anything to do with tho instituting of special courts
Volksgerlchte (p.13 descrlbes agaln his meotlng with Hitler in von

'p.lS’ Says he informoed Schlelcher by letter immediately after the meating.
Thinks importance of the meecting was oxaggerated later. Said he did not mean
o harm Schleicher (p.13 - 1&). Describes another meeting with Hitler and,
‘bﬁperhaas, Goering, in von Ribbentrop’s housc in Dahlem, wherc they dlscus°aa
© possibility of a govormmont with Hitler (p.18 - 17). Denies that any party
fficors ever gave him credit for bringing Hitler to powar.

Thinks he talked to Hugenberg aftor being told by Hindenburg to form
“new government; supposos that Hugenberg aided Hitler financially; all
,#e romembers of this discussion is whethor new clections wsere to be held
or not (p.18 - 19). Says that Schacht visited him in July or .ugust 1932,
and in the presonce of Mrs. von Papen, said to him, "give your place to
itlor. Ho alone can save Germany." (p.20).

RuLATION TU GuRuia AND PRUSSIAN GOVeRumgnT BuFORw HITLed

Admits having commuted death sentonces against some Nazi Si men in
Upper Silesia, in October 1932, in agreemont with Schleicher, in order to



N I s TR AP
- 3 (B

% vbn'Papen, 19 Septembe

prevent situation from bccoming more acute; admits other steps to get the
Nazi party at his side (p.20 = 21), One of these steps was the romoval of theu
‘Prussian govsrnment, a Socialist government (Braun-Severing) and appoint-
ing Bracht as deputy Prussian prime minister (p.21%. Denies he depcsed thosc
people becausc of their oppesition to Wazis; says it was because Schleicher
t0ld him of soecret information that the Social Democrats were making a deal
with the Communists fp.22). This material was shown to Hindenburg, and in
consequence, Bracht, a Center party man, was named Reich Commissar, on July
20, 1932 approximately (p.23)., Admits that Supreme Court in Leipzig subsequur
ly held this was an illegal act, but says it was legal because Hindenburg hcd
right to sign emergency decrse (p.23)..Maintains this step was not directed
against the democratic forces but was caused by fact that the Reich had

" nothing to say in interior administration of Prussia, that f. i. Chancellory

of Reich, Papen’s home was guardad by Prussian police who might have placed
him under arrest, if the Socialists together with the Communists had decidcd
to act on this manner (F.24).

Givos circumstances of his rcesignation as Chancellor, Movember 1937;
both the Centor party and the Nazis were dissatisfied with Papen, his
government could not form a majority, thorefoic Schleichor suggested Papon
should better resigne Describes Schleicher’s move in sending his intimate
friend, Blank, Secretary of Chantellory to Paris to prepare Schle icher’s own
chancellorship, Claims he was unaware of this, when Schleicher and he went
to see Hindenburg for that purpose on December 2, 1932, (p.25 - 29). Admits
that from that date on he had ®rouble with Schleicher (p.29 - 30). Benies he
undermined Schlesicher’s positiony or that he considered Schlcicher guilty
of boing agrarian Beolshevist, of doing anything to overthrow social order
in Germany (p.30 - 31). Admits having decided to go along with Nazis ".at that
time because Schlcicher failed to accomdplish split-up of Nazi party. Says
he never knew Nr, Strasser, knew only the threo or four top men (p.32).
Suggests that Meissner may have had a hand in undermining Schleicher with
Hindonburg (p.32 - 33). admits that Mcissner and Oskar von Hindemburg, the
president’s son, wanted a rapprochement with the Nazis, but Papen donies

~having tried to influence cither Meissner or Oscar Hindenburg \p.34).

Suggcsts that Oscar von Hindenburg should be questioned abwut it, Reiteratos
he was convinced the Nazi party should be taken into the government (p.35).
Discussion of Hindenburg’s loss ofconfidence in Schleicher; Papen denies ho
passed on rumor about plannsd putsch to Hindenburg. Suggest that von Blomborg.
appointed war minister by Hindenburg, might have told Hindenburg about the
rumor and Schleicher (p.36 - 37). Repeats that Hindenburg’s confidence in
Schleicher must first havo beoen shakon on Docember 3, 1932, when Schleicher
told him about pessible ecivil war (p.37). Explains that Schlcicher charged
him, Papen, with betrayal but that he had felt innocent (p.37 - 32).

He claims ho never accepted the fundamental principles of the Nazis
(p.38) including Fuchrer principle and Nuremberg laws, Refoers to his .specciiss
in which he fought Hitler’s Lebcnsraum policy, oven at the time when hs was
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Admits knowledge of the Tav incident in fustria. Refers to his so-callcd
zreoment with Hitlor, his conditions for accepting tho post in dustria; is
jagive about enswering what he did on learning that ho, the German abmassader
8. t0 bo killod to provide a pretext for Austria’s occupation (p.39 - 40).

?apen originally sponsored Seyss-Inquart but later was dis appeinted in
, Claims ho cut Suyss-Inquart after scoing what he did in occupation of
Stria (P- 40 - 42)-




