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INTERROGATION DIVISION SUMuARY

Intorrogation of Franz von PaPEN
By/ Thomas J. Dodd 8 October 1945 P.M. Nurcmborg
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PuRSONS ORGANIZATIONS IyrLICATED, 4ND SUBJECTS
1. Franz von PaAPEN
a. Relationship with U.S. Consul Mr. Messersmith (p.1 -~ 2)
b. Position in the Balkans (p., 3 - 5)

¢c. Papon’s mission in Austria aond the situations thore (pp. 1 - 2, 6 ¢ 8,
52 - 61)

(1) rolation with Schuschnigg (pp. 9-12, 24 - 27, 31, 35 - 40, 54 - 56)
-(2) Von Runtclen {ps 13 = 15)
(3) Loo Blum (p. 28 =~ 29)
(4) Papon’s decoration for offccting anschluss (41 - 45)
(5) Furtherancc of Nazi activitics and rolease of imprisoned Nazis in
Austria (pp. 16 = 20, 45 =~ 48)

2. Von NEURATH
a. His information about Austria (p. 49)
b. Rolotions with von Papoen (p. 49 - 51)

RuL.TIONSHIP WITH U. S. CunSJL #ikSSwmRSMITH

Von Papcn says ho remomboers the U.S. Consul, Mr. Mcssersmith who used to
be in Berlin, but he doos not recall having paid him o visit, cte., after his
arrival in Vienna. Says he had soveral conversations with him, and it is
possible, or probable that hce had a conversation with him at the timo of
his (Papen’s) arrival in Vicnna. Says hc called on all tho ministers accrodit-
cd therc. Cannot rumember what he said to Messorsmith whon Messorsmith paid
him a return call, 4ll he rumombors is that he told all his collcagucs,
especially the Fronch and English ministers, that his mission in Vioenna was
a particularly friendly onc; that he would straighton out all troubles causod
by Dolifuss’ murder and that he would further the Anschluss in ovolutionary
ways only (p. 1 - 2); that his mission in austria was to improve the Austrian
state of affdirs, espccially by bringing about an oconomic unity with
Germanys

TH_ B.LKANS

Maintains Gormany always hod ocononic relations with Bulgaria, Rumania,
Yugoslavia and Turkoy but rojects the suggestion he had intimated that the
Balkan up to the Turkish border was a natural sphore for German cconomic and
political influence (p.3). Sags hc alwapys disliked the term "Lobonsraum"
but that Gorrony cortainly had logitimote roasons to seck commerce thero, and
that his mission was to ostablish Germany’s cconimic influence .in that rogion,
He doos not bolicve that ho talked of sprsading Gorman influence whon he bogan
his mission though he may havo donc so loter, whon Gormany's rdfetions with
thoss countriocs became incrcasingly friendly (p. 4 = 5).
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von Papen, 8 October 1945 P.M,

RQNdPéﬁﬁNhANDYZﬁu aUSTRILAN QUuSTIUNS

Admits it is always o diplomat’s mission to ostablish better rolations.
In the discussion with Hitler before he was sent to Vienna, Hitler had only ons
purposc in mind: To offcect an anschluss and save his reputation in dustria
which had buconc endangered by recent gvents,

He rojocts thu suggestion that it was part of his mission to weaken Austria’s
influonce, since austria’s influsnce in tho Balken countrics was good alsc for
Gormany; that the .nsd luss did not depend so much on the austrian govornment
but rathor on conditions in sustria which were far stronger that thoe governnent,
Says the dustrian govermmmt at that time was very strong, very sovore agoinst
the remnants of the National Socialists, whom they shut up in concentration
comps (Pe 6 = 7).

He considered his mission as neaning to bring about a kind of federation
between Austria and Germany, give Austria autonomy within tho Reich, similar
to Bavaria’s position; (p. 8). Rocalls o conversation with Schuschnigg, when
Schuschnigg was minister of Jusbice and came to Borlin on o visit. Believes it
rnust have been in the autumn of 1932, whon he, Papen, was still Chancellor,
Doss not reccall thal he told Schuschnigg about the likelihood of Hitler’s
bccoming chanceller, But he remcubers Schuschnigg's book on austria, in which
he spoks about that visit with Papen in very fricndly torms (p. 9 = 10).

Papon claims he cannot remember that in 1934, 1ight aftor July 29, he had
takks with Schuschnigg about sceing Hitler, thinks it #s possible ho made such
o suggostion, Maintains he connot renembor anything about a momorandum drawn
up about Schuschnigg’s visit (p. 11 = 12).

Admits, in his customary evasive manner, after bickering that ho know Dr.
von Rintelen, whon he mot in Vienna., Von Rintelen was very nuch in favor of
the Anschluss; nay have becn National Scocialist but at that time National
Socinlism was rigidly forbidden in asustria. Says he can swear to it that he
did not know whothor Rintoclan was a National Socialist (p. 13 - 14). Deniocs
the truth of Schuschnigg’s statecmont that Papen was closely associated with
Rintelen and uscd him in austria for ysars (p. 15).

Papon continucs to aveid diroect answers with rospect to what he did 1o
furthor National Socialist activities in austria (p, 16 - 20), admits that in
Gormany the goneral caaplaint was that Schuschnigg among many others favored
restoration of the Habsburgs, whish ho, Papon himself, also considered a bad
thing (p. 21). admits vagucly that hoe may have said to Schuschnigg it would
bc all the same to Germany who was at the helnm of Austria, an Awtrian or a
Habsburg, in tho ovont of an anschluss ( p, 22 = 23). .drits that Schusd nigg
oxpresscd to hin wany times he had doubts in Hitler., Says he himsself had his

doubts about Hitlor, but admits that hc urged Schuschnigg to bslieve in Hit-
lor'w roliability (p. 24).

admits that Schuschnigg in 1936, when the agreenmont was drawn up, was not
in fovor of anschluss (p. 25 - 27),
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von Papen, S'October 1945 P.M.

Wdnits having had a conversation about Austrian Anschluss with Leon Bluua
in November 1937, when he visited Paris for the World Exposition. Claius
hot to remember that Schuschnigg asked him about this conversation (p. 28 - 3

Adnits estrangcements with Schuschnigg at soveral times. Did not sce Schusch=.
nigg, the head of the govermment, very often. After much bickering, finally
says that his visit to Paris was no secrot., Denies again truth of Schusch=
nigg’s statoment (p. 31). Mointains that his hegative and uncertain answors.
are duc to tho fact that ho sent his notes and reports to Switzerland, to 3
save thon because he had a very good conscicnce, but that thoso papers later:
wore taken by tho Gestapo (ps 32 =34) aftor his recall in 1938, :

. Papen says ho discovered this fact when he was noarly put on trial for
high traason. Tho German law forbade bringing papers to foreign countries, -
and that he had done it to boe able to justify his activities (p. 34).

Describes Schuschnigg’s roluctance to sce Hitler whom he did not trust
and how he tried to bring theso two nen together, in order to avoid greater
difficultios. Says therc wasno written agreement as to what would bo dis=
cussed at Berchtesgaden, reiterateshis former description of what took place
before and at Berchtosgaden (ps 35 = 38), Adnits he knows that Schuschnigg
rnust have bben put under great pressure by Hitler, but cannot state this
under his oath, as he was not present at thoir conversation (ps 38 - 39).
Adnits, after atalllng, that he nay have apologized to Schuschnigg aftor-
wards for Hitler'’s behavior (p. 40).

Papen reiterates his former statemonts about his having been decorated
for offecting the Anschluss, otc. (p. 41 = 45), Adnits oxistonce of an un-
published agroemunt providing peace, press poace and exchange of cormerce,
the so-called 'gentlemen’s agroement’, After more bickering, admits that
the 1mportant point in this unpublished agreement was the reloase of inprison-
ed)Naz1s in Austria which delighted Hitler so that he promoted Papen (p. 45 =
48

Papon says that von Nourath never took groat intercst in the Austrian
question. But that Neurath must have received copics of all of Papen’s ro=-
ports. They were good acquaintances, on cordial terms; he regards Neurath
a8 an able man in politics (p. 49), Papen states that he thought Neurath
sometimes was not strong cnough to countoract Hitler in foroign politics; in
the case of Germany’s loaving the League of Nations, to which Papen was
greatly opposed, Nourath remained wishy-washy, Further, in the case of i
Bohlc, which Papen calls a typical case, where Bohle prohibitod Reich Germans
in Vienna to attend or give lectures in the ’Kulturbund’, an association
headed by a very fino woman, a Jowess, Papen was placed in an impossible
situations He had invited Professor Sauerbruch to give a lecture there,
morcover he ordered the members of his embassy to attend there. In that
situation he appenled to Neurath, but in vain (p. 50 = 51).



von Popen, 8 Octobor 1945 p.me

Donies responsibility for the Nnzis rrowing stronger in Av.‘ria while
he was there. He did everything to calm them down, Conditions alone were
rosponsible. (p.52) Reiterates his views with regard to the plcbiscite,
stated in previous interrogations. (p.52) Denies knowledge of the fact that
a vote token in some of the ‘ustrinn towms resulted in 75 or 80 percent

of votes against inschluss. (p.53)

Mentions the reéylt of another vote, taken in Salzburg after the first
world war, in 1919, which he calls n peal plebiscite. (p.54) admits, after
more bickering, that he said to Schuschnigg that if he would reach an aecord
with Hitler, hc would do a great servicc to his country and to the church
(p. 54-56). States as his reason for doing this that he, like many Germon
Catholics held the hope that this would strengthen the resistance of the
Catholic church, in spite~of the continuous persecution (p. 56-58). Wants
to prove his good will in méntioning that he brought Cardinal Innitzer and
~~ Hitler together after Hitler had mapched into Vienna (p.59).

, Claims = reiterating former stntements ~ that he held Hitler back
from an armed invasion of Austria for four years, That he mercly fulfilled
his mission to accomplish a penceful, friendly, evolutionary Anschluss,

to nvoid confliect, (p, 60-61)

Says he is réady to clear his recordj told that his is mercly a part
of the rccord of history, he says hc wonts to be helpful to unravel past
oevents, forthe sake of his peoplc, his country, (p..62-63) .




