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Karl Hermann Frank, interrogated by DLr. B.Ecer, deposed :
The events prior to the .ov1nb in ol the uenuan troops on

1 October 1958.

W ——— e . e o e —

The claims of the "Sudetendeutsche Partei" /Party of Sudet

Germans,/ aimed at first, i.e. in early 19,8, at an autonomy withi
the frame of the Republic. The party demanded troia the Govern-
ment a national statutic for the Judet Germans. Conferences with
the Prime Minister Hodza.tobk nlacc and a colimission was appointed
by the Party in, I think, liay 1958. The couiiission consisted as
far as I remember of the iembers of Parliament nundt, Peters,
Rosche, Dr. Scbekowsky and Dr. Schic stanz., The task of the
commission was 1/ working out of the draft of laws coacernin the
autohomy, and 2/ negotiutions with the Government. ilyself I
atood somewhat apart from these necgotiations with the Government
because I was deputy to Konrad ilenlein as party lcecader. The
current ne_otiations with ﬁhe Government were carried on by the
commission. I have nyself spoken with llodza onrnly two or ihree
times. The result of ny ne o 1ab*0ﬂs was unsatisfactory rom

the point or view of the 8dP /Party o.' Dudet Germans/. The
negotiations dragged on Tor iizny monihs. We made our provosi-

tions, the Govermment answered with counte.s-Hropocitionc. I

[0

re

think there were for such countver-. eno.itions which w

designeted b, the Parcy s unsatisfactory.
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In late liay an English observer, Sutton-Fratt, I believe,
came to Czechoslovakia. He camne twice to see me in Frague,
it was in June 1¢38, but I carnot statie this exactly. I informed
him of the standpoint of the Party and about the _eneral situation
of the Gemunans iun the Sudet-Geuman teérrito ry. He aslied only for
information. I did not put forward any decriands to hin, as iamy
ovinion he was not entitled to accert such demands and his niission
was only that of an observer,

In late July 1958, as I believe, Lord Zuncirian with ,shton-
Quatkin and other nglish gentlcricn care to Prague. “'e were in-
formed of the arrival of this mission by the British Lc¢gation and
we _reeted them at the station. There f'ollowed very numerous
hegotiations between the inglish mission ana the above-mentioned
commission. Myself I had two conferences with Runciman and
A hton-Quatkin in Prague and one in the Castle Rothenhuus owned
by the Prince Hohenlohe. I nad also confercnees with two other
gentlenen of the mission, whose names I cannot recall anymore.l
I informed Lord Runciman and J.chton- u&atiin and told them that the
Party demands an autonomy,and that the negotiations between the
Party and the Government remcined without re;alts. ‘T add here
that durin;; the stay oi the nilssion the nerotiations with the
Goverrment were continued but withou: result. During the nego-
tiation. with 2unciman’s mission and with the uovernﬂent, the

Party insisted at ih .t tiiie unon a true autonory, which was to be

cyarited imgieuicielr co thit a =ecceifiaction of the Sucet-uverman
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territory be attained.

The Czechoslovakian Government was not prenare.’ to accert
our claims as fornmulated by us; for instan:e, as I »reviously . entio-
ned, they iiade counter-proposais. ic had the imoression that the
Goveinment was dragging the negotiations in oraer to gain tii.e.
I remember that Dr. Hodza was the man who made the grecstest

AT & ) i - g i
advances to us. About twice Dr. Hacha also participateu as an

expert in the negotiation. between ke the Government and the

Party, ana hcs egually made us eat a.vances, as I havce been in-
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formed. To 1.y knowledge Kundt andl Scbekowsiy sno.e on the

- s = - - Y . . ’ . . "
President, Dr. Bencs. The president 8 noint of view was nsgatlve

to our claims. Kundt and Peters had uno.ficial negotiations with
certain Czech members of Parlimment. ilso Rosche had such
conferences. From the Agriculture Perty it was Beran, Zil..a,
suchy, Stoubel uand perhaps others. The parliamentarians and
political personalities oi the Agriculture Party showed under-
standing for our claims. The above-named Sucet-Uermans parliament-
arians had, to my knowledge, 2lso coni'erences with the pdrlia—
mentarians of the Czech Social-Democratic Party ehdet—he—Loeah
Bociai—Demoo#ﬂtia-ﬁaaty and of the Czech People s Party. The atti-
tude of these two groups of Czech parliamentarions was negative

to our claims. But I want to emphasize thgt also the pariamen-
turiang of the Agriculture Party maintasined the point of view

of the Czechoslovakian Republic and considered a soluiion of the

Lo

Sudet-Germanfuestion only possible with the Republic.



The commission of our Party had besides also conferences
with the Slovakian Peoplc's Party, with Ilungarian parliamentarians

and, as far us I can remember, with a revresentative of the Poles
] ’ -

and ‘'a rcirresenvative of the Harputho-Ruthenians. . On behakf of
the Zlovauas YTiso, Sidor and soncbody else led the negotiations.

a
I

The names of the representatives of the other nationsl groups

are not .nown to we anyuore. In approximately July 1538 I had
myself a conrervence with Tiso. ¥ut already before that, as I be-
lieve in Febiruery 1¢38, I had an interview with Hlinka in Ruzom-
berok. I renark that Sidor was present at the conference with
Tiso. All the sbove-named 3lovaxs with whom I spo.ce were autono-
.8, accerted our cleims and we accepted theirs, so that the
final result of our negotiations was that we would assist each
other and would vote jointly in Parliament .or ouP motions for
laws concernin. the Slovakian and the Sudet-JGerman autonomy.

The negotiations with the Government during the stay of
the Runciman-ilission did not leud to a satisfactory result. Konrad
Henlein was swianoned to Adolf litler to Berchies aden in about
late August 1958. Upon his return he revorted during a session
of the party leaders, at which I was present, that A.olT ilitler
had promised him the support of ou. claims ior aatonomy with Lhe
means ol the Reich. Shortly thereafter, presumably on ¢ Scptember,
I went tu Nuremberg to the party nceting of the KSDAP /Tational
Socialistic Gemuan Workers Party/. At this party neeting Ilitler

delivered a speech,I believe, on 12 or 13 Sentember, which repre-
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sents a decisive turning=point in th.e Sudet-German question. .
I emphasize that at the’ time of the speech our party still held
the standpoint of the autonomy within the frame of the Republic,
and had not yet put forward the demand of incorporation of the
Sudet-German territory in the.c‘;:h_mlan Reich. IHitler's speech
aroused such an enthusiasm amonést the Sudet- German population
that on the same evening after the speech, in all towns of the
Sudet-German territory, processions were organized, the "Ho;'at
Wessel" song and "Deutschland Ueber Alles" /"Germany Over All"/
were sung, and the motto "Ein Volk, Ein Reich, Ein Fuehrer"
/"One l'ation, One Empire, One Leader"/ was impetuously proclaimed.
According to my estimate at least ninety perc/ent of the Sudet-
German population bacxed this new motto. I add here tha'f' already
the results of the community elections on May 21, 1958 brought an
overwhelming m;ajority-'of the Sudet-German Party, I thinlk 92)..
This majority of Sudet-Germans bac..ed the party's claims. Persona-
lly I was surprised , by Hitler's speech, in as much as Hitler
. supported the claims of the Sudet-Germans to such a far going -
extent. The reply of the Government was the dispatch of troops
into Sudet-German territory. Under the impfession of the marching
in of‘ the Czech troops, I telephoned personally to the Prime
Minister Dr. HHodza by order of Konrad Henlein, I think it was on
1, September “958,‘ I made followin;: short-teimed d mand: With-
’drawal of the troops and the State police from the Sudci-German
territory and transfer of the care for order to the Sudct-German

ZZ
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Party and their representative. I did not utter any threat

‘during this conversation by telcphone. Dre Hodza promised to

give a replj soon, but the reply was never given us. OShortly
thereafter Ashton-Quatkin came to see me in Eger and asked for an

1nterview vith Konrad Hénlein. We both drove to Henlein in Asch.

i

It was, I thigk, the 15th of Septcmebr 1938. Konrad Henlein ddé.

clared before me and Quatkin in the name of the party that hhfﬂg'
muet insist on the right of.self-determinatiﬁn of the Sudet-Gégmans
and that the cormission for negotiations was already dissol?ﬁ&.'

On 15 or 16 September 1938 it came in Eger to heavy shooting.

At that time there existed no concentrated party leadership -
Heniein with his personal staff was in Asch, I was in Eger with

a part of the party officials and a part of the main laadefship was
in Prague. 1llo confercnce of all party leaders took place. In

the meantime, warrants for arrest were issued against myself

and Henlein, and I first drove to Asch and then walked to Selb

in Bavaria to evade arrest. Henlcin also crossed the border and
later stayed in a castle in Bavaria. From therec Henlein proclaimed

L

the demand for selfdetermination of the Sudet-~Germman in the name
of the “iAnschluss" /incorporation/ into the German Reich. He
called upon the forming oi a volunteer corps of German refugees
from Czechoslovakia. The voluntecr corps was then formed and
placed aslong the Czechoslovakian border. His proclemztion of the

right for self-dermination and his appeal for the formation of

a volunteer corps were broadcastied by the "Reichssender" /the

- 1
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Reich broadcusting station/. I asrced with Ilenlein and baciied
personally the cemand he proclaimed and his a sesl rtor the
formation of a .volunteer corps. I had several conferencss wilh
Eenlein in Zavaria and we saw clearly that the solution of tie

Sudet-German .question i5 not to be obtained anymore by nejotiations

with the Czechoslovaiiian government, that through Adolfl ifitler’s
intervention this iuestion had alreadiy beconme Kuropcan and had
g to be cleared wifh the leaders of luropean powers. e also -1'
saw clearly that Adolf Hitler'himself had taizen the Sud-t-German
guestion into his hands ¢nd was determined to =etlle the'guestion
in any case, either by negotiations or by military action, "bie-

gen oder brechen" /to bend or to break/. Ourselves, i.e. the leaders

~of the Judet-German Party, were not consulted anymore. On 1 Octloher

1958, after the conclusion of the treaty of lunich, the Geiman
troops marched into the territory yiclded to the German Reich by
the treaty of Munich. The demarcation of the border of the yielded
{m;territory in its details was left to n commission in Berlin -

;; ) étbe gsocalled "ur@nzzlehunqummnission" /boundary demarcation com-

. misslon/ Peraonally I returned to Eger on 3 October 1958, over
;?' ﬁsch. . | | '
T ; " Dy. Ecer quotés to the examiﬁec, Karl llermann Fr.nk, the

155 'contents of an interview of Adolf Hitler with uh American journalist
% on 16 January 1,J5, during which he explained to the journalist that

S Auatria mudt be00me part of the Gemman Reich and that Czechoslo-

o

%» vakia was an annatural creation of the treaty of Versailles, a

o | 24
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dangerous springboard and aircrarft carrier for the Soviets.

According to the report of the American  journalist, iitler used

th@n for the first time the word "Protectorate" when speaking of the

relation between Gemrany and Czechoslovakia.

Question :

Answver :

Do you know anything about this interview and its
contents ¢ |

30.‘$ only remember that Iiitler mentioned Czechoslovakia
in one of his speeches only a#mer the incorporation of
Austria. I add that on the occasion of the Volkssport-
prozess /nconle’ s svort trial/ he alluded in a speech

to Czechoslovekia., I remark further that the utterance

Fal

of "“Czechoslovaiiia being the aircraft carrier against

Germany" was used répeatedly by Sudet-Gerian parliesmentarians in

question:

Answer:

Question:

Enswer :

Question:

the possiblitiy.

speeches in the Czechoslovaizian Parliament. It is
pos.’;ilriu that I have mysell .used this expression in
the parlianchtarian committee for foreign politics.
Do you know anything about the murder or Professor

Lessing ?

4=
1To, only that what i read in the newspapers. -rj

Diad SudekGemmana participate in the mnurder of Professor

Lessing ?
To my knowledge they did not. But I cannot exclude
Do you know anything about the murder of engineer

Formis 9 X

20




Answer: I have heard rwiours that Formis was murdered by a
"Soﬁd~ﬁtommando" /special commando/, which came from the
Réich, because ol a secret broadcasting station against
the Ger an Goverment,

uestion: . Do you know that the Genan radio admitted(on 25
Novenber 1939 the murder of rFormeis by two 5S-men by
order of the Reich authorities.

Answer: I do not know anythin. o such a statuﬁent by the
German rodio.

Question: Did Sudc.-Geruan participote in the murder of the

engineer rornis ?

Answer; ot to my knowledge. I consider it impossible.
Question: Do you know that in the period poior to the iL.arching

in of German troops into the Judect territory, i.e.

prior to 1 October 1958 political murders of Czech

cltizens, ofricials or soldiers were coumittca ?

Answer: "I only know that in the last days of Se_tamber 19,8

during some shooting in the locality iiaberspirk,
near ral.cena , omor wors Cucch -eniuzin:s wer shot.

liore I do not .NOWe.

Dr. Eéer reproduces to the examinee ti:e contents ol a speech

by Hitler on 30 January 1939 in the leichstu ‘dern:an Purliament/,

i

Question : Is this speech and its contents known to you 2
e I know the speech, I wus alieudy u lenber ¢f the
Answer: I s
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Reichstag. I was present at the session on January 30,
1939, and heard the speech.
When in his speech Hitler spoke of inadinissable orovocations
on the part of the Czechoslovakian Government or of authorities as
an instrument of intensive supnresion of the Sudet-German population,
D can only confirm, out of my own experience, that during the criti-
cal time, which began on 21 May 1958 with the partial mobilisation of
the Czechoslovakian Amiy, nw erous conflicts occurred in the
Sudet territory bctween the population and the Gendarmerie or
police of the troops. I remember among others the shooting of two
peasants in #ger, to whose fun@ral AdolfT Hitler sent two wréaths and
Lo which I altended together with t-o military-att&ches of the
German legation in Prague. Also the murdcer of a Sudet-German in
the Boehmer ald" /Bohermiszn orcst/, either by social-dumocrats or
cormunists, bud I do not xnow it exactly no.. In my opinion they
were leftist German elements.
Qu stion : Do you .now that the acts to which Iitler referred in
\
his s_.ecech were either from one or the other side and were even
ordered by the Party in the Sudet térritory or in the German Reich,
or by the Ruich authorities - in order to Justify later iilitary
actions azzainst Czechoslovaizia ?
Answer It is nossible that in this or that case these acts were
provoked on both sides. But I camot confirm that these

acts wverc ordered either by ny Party or by the Hational

Socialist Party in Gemn.any or ty the Rcich a.thorities

2¢
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to justify the later milit=ry interventions,
L}
Question :Did you personally know anythin_ wboun tlhwe nilitawry
nreparations which litler Jdisclosed in his chove-mentioned

speech ?

Answer: I d4id not .mow anything. It was ulso inpossible ior

cr

m: or other varly ‘eube.s to learn sowething about it,

us Adol?f fiitler ientl nis decisions and preoaraiions of this
kind stricily scerct., Thic sccer.cy wus actuulry u
sygteln.

Question :Did the pezrpetrators vwh:o participated in the shooting of

’ Czech 5en&ah;cu -nllabespliric posscss arus?

Answer: Yes. I presume that they rovided thenselves with arms
by disaming the "sezirispendam.ecickonmando" /alsirict
gendarmerie comnand/.

Question: Do you know that armms werc snug . led into Sudet territory
{rom Germany ?

Answers: ITot before the formatlon of the volunteer corps
was completed, But after the ior .ation of the voluntcer
corps - yeo. .

I add that durins the summer of 1938, it was repeatedly mpublished
by the newspaper that a slrong deience line was being bﬁilt in the

West., 7These fortificistions let discussions loosc whether it

was not in connection with an armed conflict in @entral Europe.

Hothing more is known to me about Lhis,

I estimate the number cf those Czechs whose settlement arca was

21
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incorporated ihto the Xeich territory by the occupation on October
1958 to be 200,000 to 300,000. I believe that in several localities,
schools were reieined. They /tianslator s note : the Czechs/

had no legal right of their own lan;uage, i.e. to deal in their
mother tongue with authoritics and.law courts, but within the conmu-
nity they could use their mother tonguc. They were not granted
political rights, but I can remember that an endeavour was made to
rermit an orgenisation of loyal Czechs und to grant them the right
to publishb a newspaper in Czech language. That was in the territo-
ry of Tro.nau-iohenstadt., Bow this attempt ended, I do not know.

As fer ¢s I know, it did not come to a legal settlement of the

Czech minority question. -

Question : Was safeguarding of life and property guaranteed to these |

Czechs vy the German authorities and was their life and

their property de facto orotected against aggression ?

-

Answer:; That I do not know.

Question: Did these Czechs rctain their criployment or were they
removed from it ?

Answer: To Ny knowledge a number oi so-called "Wiedergutmachung="

faclle" /reparation cases/ were brought up through which

Czechs lost their position and their land. . 'é
Question: Since when did the Sudet-Yerman Party actively work -
for the incorporation of the Sud:t-German territory 1
in the Reich ?
Answer : Since Hitler’s speech on 12 Scptember at thé Party méetirg

in Nuremberg,
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The majority of. the Sudet-Germans, in my opinion 90 &,
approvea this fight of the Party for incorporation of the Sudet-
German territory into the Reich.

Question:t Did the Sudet-German population also back this fight acti-
vely ? :
Answer: Yes.

The events from 1 October 1938 until 15 March 1939.

— . T s S

When I returned from Germany on 3 October 1938, I was sum- -
moned to Konrad Henlein to Reichenberg., At that time I was still
his deputy in the Party leadership. In November 1938, the 1ISDAP
/National Socialistic German Workers Party/ was founded, the
"Sudetengau" established, Adolf Hitler appointed Henlein "Gauleiter"
/regional leader/ and myself deputy "Gauleitef" . I had no contact
with the German movement under the second Republié, I Qamé to
Prague only once by chance, if at all, it was not a political jour-
ney. The leadership of the Germans und:r the second rRepublic was
undertaken by Kundt. He related me later all he had done to eifect
the recognition of the I'SDAP /Nationa Socialistic German Workers
Party/. From mg expercinces I do not know anything about how

the German population and its political organication behaved in

the second Republic. I also do not know about the representatives

of the Germans in the second Republic coming for conferences to

Berlin. I only know that Kundt was in Berlin once. ithat he did, I
do not know, as a tension of a personal character had developed be-

tween Kundt and myself. Surely the Germans in the Republic g
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~sent reports to Germany, but it is not known to me that in addition ,i

cupation of 15 March. I also had na contects with Czech politicilfiff
during this time. Personally, as previously mentioned, I was '
surprised by the occupation of 15 March, as I had expected that
it would come to an alliance between the Republic and the German
Reich., Out of personal experience I do not know anything about thﬁf_'
.dourney of Dr.Hdcha to Berlin on 1k March 1939, only that what wasg;”;
related to me by several Czech gentlemen, like Beran, Syrovy, Elnn@ﬁff
Hawelka ahd perhaps others. From these narrations, which of co&?ﬂé

in general coincided with each other, I got the impression that

the negotiations proceeded in a friendly menner, and that the - _ }
solution was reached on the basis of mutual understanding; From :
these narrations I also know that Adolf Hitler, in conversations
with Hacha, emphasized that the German Wehrmacht was prepabed for
the occupation of Bohemia and Morévia. I do not know anything about
a threat to bomb Prague. I met Hacha only four weeks after his _‘fﬁ
return from Berlin. From the conference with him I got the impres-g'é
sion that he suffers under burden of his office. He reveatedly |
pointed out : I serve the nation. His dignity as president of the
state was fully respected from the German side. He himself claimed .
this respect for his dignity. |

The period of the so-called Protectorate after March 15, 1939.

T — ————— ——————————— v —————— T — o — T — — — — T ——————— ——————— -

As I have already mentioned, I was appointed Secretary of

F
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right of issuing instructions as concerns these Gestapo chicfs. e?ZL/

- 15 -

State to the Reichs Protector on 17‘March 1959, This occurred in
the Hotel Impu.rial in Vienna. Adolf Hitler informed me of this him-
self and described 1y duty as follows : The Secretary of State 1is
the chief of the‘office of the Recichs Protector in the Protectoratexn,
he is with the Protector in the first place responsible [or the
execution of the political directives issued by Hitler. The office
of the Reichs Protector consisted of several departments. The
* police was, however, not subordinated to this office. To avoid
misunderstanding, I state that .during the year of 1959 I was appointed
Hoehrer 35- und Polizeifuehrer /Higher 5SS and Police Coumander/,
although originally I did not want to accept this position. I
accepted it to.avoid that some other high SS official would make
politica besides mysell. In ny capaciiy of the Higher S3 and

Pélice Corunander i represented only the interests of the Allgcemeline
88 /general SS/, Waffen-SS, Sicherheitspolizel /security police/

and Ordnungspolizei /administrative police/, without having a right
to issue instructions or orders. The Gestapo was a part of the
Sicherheitspolizel /security police/ with two.chicfs independent of
each other, one in Prague - during a certain period Dr. Geschke -
and another in Bruenn /Brno/. Both of them received instrucions and
orders directly from the Reichssicherheitshauptamt /main office
for the security of the‘Reich/ in Berlin. In addition to these

two Gestapo chiefs, therc was a Befechlshaber der Sicherheitspolizel
/executive éomﬁander of the security police/ ih the Protectorate -

for a certain time Dr. Rasche - who, however, also had no couplete

|
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Both Gestapo headquarters in Prague and Bruenn /Brno/ had a large
nunber of branches in Bohemia and Moravia. ' '
Question : Who was responsible for the acts of the German authorities
in the Protectorate ¢
Answver : The RKecichs Protector, and with him myself, were respon-
sible ifor the state poliﬁical and governmental activity
of these authorities. lieither the Reiché Protéctor
nor myself were responsible for the police activity.
The supreme responsibility was in tﬁe hands of Xeinrich
Himmler as chief of the German police. The Gestapo
received instructions directly from Berlin either from
Himmler himself or from the Reichssichevheitshauptémt
/main office for the .security of the Reich.

From 15 March until early May the administration of the Pro-
tectorate was in the hands of the military authorities, at the head
of which was Blaskowitz. After the dissoluiion of the military
administration, the state politica administration of the Protecto-

rate was transtferred to the Reichs Protector‘s office. Orders for:

£ RGN N T SR

imprisonment and deportation to concentration camps were issued by

the Gestapo probably in conjunction with Berlin. Of larger actions '
I was notified subsequently.

The mass arrests in early Scptember 1939. : 3

—— . — T —— Ty —— —— T T ——— ——— T e —

When the war ggainst Poland broke out, the Gestapo in

thd Protectorate received the order from Berlin, as @ learned

83
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later after the action had been accomplished, to arrest and to

send to concentration comps all members of the former MAFFIA-
/translator’s note: Czechoslovak liberation movement during

World War I/ and political suspects. For this action Heinrich
Himnler has the supreme responsibility. I was informed of same only
subseguently. I had no legal right to raise objections against

such and similar actions of the Gestapo. De facto I coulﬁ, however,
point out the political harmfulness or other reactions of this action.
I did not do it, as it would have been useless anyway and would
possibly have landed me myself in a concentration camp . I never
learned the number of the persons who were arrested during this
action, although I tried to. This action was rightfully called in
the Protcctorate "hostace action”". I never received a list of the
arrested pecople, neither a report on this action. I only heard
6ccésionally several names, among them also the name ol the Mayor
of Prague, Dr.Zenkl. Such actions interfered with my work. I
actually took the autonomy of the Czech people seriously and strove
to bring about a dececnt cohubitation of the Czechs and Germans,

especially after war broke out,

General Elias and liinister Ilavélka were arrested in
approximately December 1241 or January 19;2. 7The arrest was made
by order of Heydrich after inquirin; in Berlin either ot ilitler or

Himmler. I received later a report on the crial, I do not runember

; S 4




- 18 -

today whther it was oral or in writing. I only remember that

General Elias was charged with : connection with the Czech movement
abroad, organiéing and financing the illegal groups in the,

Protectorate and direct contact with President Lenes through

R T e ST,

the intemediary of a messenger. It was maintained that’ Elias
received and accepted instructions for the conauct of the

Government of the Protectorate and of Dr.Hacha, and that these inatruc%
tions were transmitted to him by messenger directly from President

Benes. I do not know, however, if these circumstancse were included

A R -
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in the above-mentioned report of the trial, submitted to re, or in

-
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another report. The disclosure of this affair was the result of

the work of many months of the Gestapo /secrct state Police/.

Question : Do you know the names of Czech personalities who helped

g
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the Gestapo in this work %

e
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Answer; No. I remark further that I did no¢ receive a sPecial

=~z
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report of the trial, but a general report concerning

the whole resistance nmovenent in the Protectorate then ;

discovered.
Question: Were you convinced that Elias was gullty ?
Answer: I was convinced that he was in contact with the Czech

movemcnt abroad and President Eenes., This conviction

was confirmed by a revort of the Czech broadcasting %
station in London. In this report it said that a
nesscnger of President Dr.Benes had brought instructions

to the Covermment of the Protectora.c and to Dr.lacha.

35
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Question : Was Dr. llacha himnself interro-ated in this connection ¢

Ansvwier: To my ¥rnowledge :Iacha was not interro ated about

this matter and I preswne thal he was not guestioned by
anybody about it. Considering the highly political
importance ol this aifair, I would have surcly received

knowled; e of such an investijation or i..tecrrogation.

guestion: Why was the executlion of Elias postponed ?
Ansvicrs . In 1y opinion because he was needcd as witnecs for

other trials.

I was aware that the trial and the execution were politically
of the utmmost importance, but I did not under.ake any endeavors
in favor of Elias and his accomplices becausc I was nersonally
convinced that he actually was in contact with foreign sources.
The publication of the death sentence caused a falirly sirong
excitement amon the Czech population.

From Summer to autemn 1941 I received several reports con-
celnigg the growth of the¢ resistance movement in the Protectorate
following the directives of the London broadcasts and following the
directiond of the illegal lecaflets and ncwspapers in the Protecto-

rate itself, as for instance the paper "V Boj" /"Fight/. Sabotage
acts were cormitted in the factories, and what was particularly
important , the deliv:ry of grain and food was delayed. Particulariy
delicate was the disturbance in the delivery of milk. Workers in
factories and peasants coumitted these acts. In particularly

importunt cases I too: some measures personally, at the moment I

: ¥
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cannot ronember what these . .casures were. I only renember that,
Tor instance, 1 demanded the esighlishiient of control co 1 issions.
ror the rest I mad to leave the whole iaittcr to the Sicherheitspo-
lizei /security »nolice/.

Personally I was convirced that the mass of the Czech

w

nd that this nmovenent
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laborers and peusantis had nothin:
s he work of several illegal groups. I remember that some of
those groups were : the Cormunist Party of Czechoslovaikla, the
group around the newspaper "V Dqj", the "Fingerring Grup e" /ring
group/, then a groun called "The Czechoslovak tevolution Committee"

and later the group of the so-colled "Blanik" -knights and the lla-

tional Committees. The name "l'ationalausschuss" /llational COmmittea%

appeared in the leaflets and foreign broadcasts in 1l¢42. Since
then National Committees werc lformed in communities and districts
which were led by a antrul office called "Czech Fational Council®,
These ¢roups were constantly morned up by ‘he State Police, liqui-
dated by arpesis. Inmeciately new prouns were formed, however,

or to express it proverly, new Jrouns arose constantly, partly under
other names. One group was called, [or instancc, "Cesky TLev"

/dzech Lion/. It was only on the 5th or Gtﬁ of llay, 1l<i5, that

I learned the nmneé of the Central Czech lTational Council. I would
like, however, to describe in a separate part of this statement this
last phase of my activity in Prague and of the happenin s in the

Protectorate shortly before the capitulation of dGermany.
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The'organisation which was headed by Professor Krajna.

- —— . S S e S S S S T e e et s S e S S . S e S g T -

"After the assassination of Heydrich, a secret organization
was discovered, headed by the university professor Krajna. This
organizgtion wourked in closest cooperation with parachuted agénts.
Through the arr:st of these parachuted agents and after a long inve-

. 8tlcation by the Uestuapo,it was succeeded by the arrest of Professor
Krajna, and two of his collaborators. In iy belief, Krajna was the
mogt important, best uand nost able leader of the secret resistance mo-

s

veﬁent. Tor this reasou, I undertook gbhersonal investigation of Krajna
in Frague

in the Petschek-Palails ftraﬁslator's note : Gestapo lieadquartors/. ThHe

interview with Krajna impressed ne. He behaved courageously and manly,

and stood up courageously for his id-als.He did not try at all to

save his life by betrayal or information concerning the movenent.

Under the impresabn of his courageous attitude, I promised him that,

t ough he would be impri:oned, he would not be exccuted, although

he was the most dangerous leader of the movement. I do not know

whether this vpromise was lient. I had told to the Gestapo chief

oy

' 1 . Nal A :. i o . * . -
who was v»resent that I pledge For the man and that it is ny desire

that ry nromise be kept. The Gestapo chief was 58 Obersturmibann-—
4 Al b - Es . - ~ 3
fuehrer /translaior s n>te : S8 rani:i ecual to that.of a Lieutenant

Colonel/ Gerke. Ii¢ pro..ised e 2is intervention in Berlin to the
effect tl::at the promise jiven b, me should be :'uliilled. Peisonally

such people in:ressed 1:¢, and not the cowards, I 1.ean, oI course,

in individual cases.
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The studentsi demonstrations in connection with the Czechoslovak
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Natiopal_ Independence Day_on_ 28 October 1932.
Karl Hermann Frank was interrogated on these events by Dr. Fanderlike.

The Government of the Protectorate and in particular the .. |
Minister of Eduéation Kapras were responsible for the academieé'
and univérsities in the Protectorate.

In Autumn 1939, 1 believe on 28 October, because this was
the Czech National Indépendence Day, demonstrations broke out
which in the majority were led by students, but at which also
parts of the population participated. Shooting took place in
the streets of Prague. The State'police and the SS guard
company from the Castle were sent to the town to make order. As
far as I remember, several participanta were shot and hpunded,
also several policemen were killed and injured., Of the
demonstrators, particularly a student was wounded, I think it
was Johann Opletal, who died in the hospital several days later.
At his funeral it came to further demonstrations, which in my
opinion were not so large as.the first ones. During both
demonstrations, processions were organized in the town and the
demonstrators cried "Down with Hitler", "Long live Benes",

"Out with the Germans", and so on., It was the first occurrence

where the population demonstrated publicly and expressed these
‘slogans in public. For this reason the matter was taken
seriously and I have reported myself to Berlin of ail these
events, I remark that I have had myself seen the demonstrations

and had the impression that these were of a dangerous nature.
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In the report which I sent to Berlin.I explicitly
stated that these demonstratiohs were the first and therefore
should be attributed special importance, as these had taken
plaée in the streets., I asked for directives and received
these immediately from the Fuehrer’s Headquarters, These
directives were sent fram Berlin directly to thé Sicherheits-
polizei /security police/ in Prague, and I was notified of the
contents of the same. The whole action was c¢arried out directly
by the police. From the Fuehrer’s Headquarters it was required
that the leaders should be immediately arrested and executed.
Within two days, as far as I can remember, nine s£udents were
"arrested and executed. I cannot remember their names.
Simultaneously, it was ordered fram the Fuehrer's Headquarters
that all seizable students in Prague - I do not know whether
also in Bruenn /Brno/ - should be arrested and sent to concen-
tration camps. The police had occupied the Students’ Homes,
the students were arrested and taken to the concentration camp
Oranienburg. I do not know how many of them there were,
Question: Do you know that several students were killed or
wounded while being arrested and how the police
treated them?

~Answer: I can only remember that I heard subsequently in
broadcasts from London that students were beaten

and girl students raped by SS-men. .

Question: Do you know that several students had fled to the
Yugoslavian S8tudents’ Home, that the police attacked
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the Yugoslavian Home and dragged these students out?

Answer: Nothing is known to me of this incident. I only know

that the Students’ Homes were confiscated as enemy
property by official decree. All Homes were taken over

for German purposes.
Question: Do you know where the execution of the students took
place and whether the arrested students were present?

Answer: I have only heard that it happened in Rusyn, but I know

no detsails, E

Several dayslater, still in November 1939, as I believe,
the Reichs Protector, Freiherr von Neurath, the minister of the
Protectorate to the Reichs Govermment, Dr. Chvalhovsky, and.mwself

were summoned to the Fuehrer in Berlin. The Fuehrer informed us

briefly that the Czech Universities would be closed, to begin with,
for three years as punishment for the demonstrations of the Czech

students hostile to the Reich. A discussion ©of this question

had not preceded this decision and this order was briefly
canmunicated.,  Adolf Hitler also ordered that the bullding and
the Inventory of the universities be taken over for German purposea;
As far as I remember a commissioner was appointed to the Reichs

Protector for administration and distribution of the property of

the universities. I think the curator of the German universities

in Prague whose name I do not recall.
In 1941, Heinrich Himmler was in Prague and on this occasion
the Reichs Protector, Baron von Neurath, requested him to release

the Czech students fram the concentration camps in Oranienburg.
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I was present and backed this intervemtion. Himmier declared he‘
J would see what could be done. However, in the course of time it
- ,was obtained by new interventions of the President of the State,
! Hdcha, and the Government of the Protectorate, which I supported,
s

that gradually the students were released from the concentration

¥
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camps in small groups. After the assassinatlion of Heydrich in
May 1942, I have inquired in Berlin through Minister of the Reich
Lammers, as I think about the prospects for the re-opening of the
universities; whether on expiration of the three yearsf period
the universities could again be opened. I was informed that now,
yafter the assassination, for the time being there existed no
| prospects for thiss On the occasion of naming the Moldau-Quai
after Heydrich, I made a épeech and I‘rémember that I had found

& wording in whiéh I left open the possibility of the re-opening
of the schools.

I 414 not make the remark credited to me by the Londoh

broadcasts concerning the universities, i.e. that these would

remain closed because the Czech people do not need universities,

After the Czech resistance movement increased considerably

in the Summer and Autumn of 1941, as described by me in the part

; of my statement concerning this question, Neurath and myself were
summoned to Adolf Hitler. That was in September 1941. Hitler

made us reproaches, some of which I felt concerned me persocnally.
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He'aaid that the governing of the Protectorate was too slack.

He told us briefly that the growth of the resistance movement
requires a stronger hand and more rigorous and decisive action.
He informed us that for this purpose von Neurath was to go on
sick-leave, and Reinhardt Heydrich was to go to Prague as Acting‘
Reichs Protector, Neurath remained formally Reichs Protector,
but was excluded from all activity and Heydrich was the actual
Reichs Protector of Bohemia and Moravia. He was entrusted with
the affairs of Reichs Protector.

Mobilisation of workers from the Protectorate for_ the requirements

~ of_the_Reich.
I am informed of the workers, mobilisation in the
Protectorate, because. this matter belonged to the sphere of my
office, |
Question: Do you know the following remark of Adolf Hitler: "“The
German people alone will be a people of warriors. The
other nations will be helots, working for the Teuton
warrior caste"?

Answer: I do not know this remark and I also do not know any
8imilar remark of Adolf Hitler. -

The investigating officer quotes to the examinee a speech
by Walter Darre, made in 1940 at a meeting of German officials.
He outlined there the economic plans of the Third Reich with
regard to the occupied territories. He explained among other
things: "Thus a new aristocracy of the German master race will

arise. This aristocracy will have slaves assigned to them who will®
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be their property and consist of landless members of non-German
nations". Darre explained further: "Please do not consider
the word "slave" a parable or a phrase, We mean & modern form of
middle-age slavery which we must and want to establish, because
we need it urgently for the fulfillment of our tasks".
Question: Is this speech of Parre known to you or a similar
| one of his?

Answer: No.
Question: Did you not hear of this speech fram another source?
- Answer: No. -
Question: Did these thoughts not come to you, respectively to

' the office of the Reichs Protector in the form of

instructions?
Answer: Never,

The binding and legally ordered deportation of larger
numbers of Czech workers to the Reich began only with the appoint-
ment of the "Reichsstatthalter" /translator s note: lieutenant-
governor for the highest official in any territory/ and "Gauleiter"
/regional leader/ Fritz Saukel to "Generalbevollmaechtigter fuer
den Arbeitseinsatz im Rahmen des Vier-Jahr-Planes' /delegate
general in charge of labor supply within the frame of the four-
year-plan/. I remember that after his appointment, Saukel came
to Prague and demanded 50,000 - I cannot state this figure exactly
now - from the Reichs Protector and myself for the German
armament industry. Prior to Saukel’s appointment, there were

no deportations of Czech workers to Germany on a ilarger scale,
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. though individuai specialized craftsmen were transferred to the

German armament industry. I cannot say that this was by force,

" but in any case they did not like to go and I admit that probably

" 1dea of a compulsory moblilisation of work power. The carrying

" Moravia., The technical accomplishment of the mobilisation was

- were gathered into contingents, handed over to own transport

had tb be at the station on a certain day at a certain time,

the consequences of a refusal induced them to go. -

The General Deputy for the Four-fear-Plan since 1936 was
Hermann Goering. Saukel issued a number of decrees. I remembef
a fundamental decree of Saukel which appeared about August 1942,
This decree builds up the whole system of labor supply on the

out of this decree in the Protectorate was undertaken by the )
labor supply administration in the office of the Reichs Protector,
which was detached ‘in the Labor Ministry. The office of the

Reichs Protector issued the corresponding orders for Bohemia and

taken over by the Labor Offices which were extended for this
purpose. At the head of each labor officeiwas a German official,
All the other staff, or the majority of the staff, were Czech
employees. The workers sdlected for labor in the Reich received

call-up orders, or'properly expressed, labor mobllisation orders,

i

guldes and directed to the German armament industry. If a worker

did not follow such an order, he was looked up by the police and
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received a warning. If he did not obey after that, he was  §

arrested and deported to an educational work camp which was a

.
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penal camp. The same measures were applied to &orkera who
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desprtéd their plaéea'éf*work in Germany iﬂd werb arréated; but
the latter did not succeed very often. In genebal, howevbr, the
workgrs followed the mobilisation order,'if only with consideration

for «the freatened consequences. The workers began to resist to the

gy

ord?ra on.a larger scale_oniy'when groups of Slovak partiegna
arrived in Bohemia and Moravia, and developed their activities.
?This was after the Slovak revolt in 1944. Also groups of so-called
parachuted agents -partly sqldiers, partly civilians - contribﬁted
by their activity to stiffen the resistance of the Czech workers
against the mobilisatio:: orders, I remark that after the primary.
scepticism the Czech worker found acknowledgment as a diligent.

;workef in the German armament industry. In the course of the years

? inore contingents were continously ‘called for by Suakel. I estimate
 §he total qbntingent of Czech workers which were used in this manner
fin'thé Germdn armament industry to three hundrer thousand. By Saukel
decree also the prisoners of war were mobilised for the German armam
fndustry; I remember the priority ranks by which the workers were
mobilised and which were 'exactly specified in Saukel’s decree. .
In the first place there were. the requirements of the occupation tmwors
il of the civil authorities, then the requirements of the German war
industry, and in the last place the reqniremehte of the population of
thqvarea concérned. I remark that I remembered this priority rank
dgzer the paragraph concerniﬂg the decree was read to me by the
investigating officer. I remember that the minimum working hours

were fifty-four. The "Ostarbeiter" /"east laborers" - translator’s
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‘note: laborers from the territories east of the Government General
/_léolanﬂ/ had to work longer, and later the work-hours in various

parts were variously rékdlated.’ The German Labor Front /DAF/ n'u__

in charge of the care of the foreign laborers. -'!h'o Uzech workers ,. :
were billeted partly in privata houses, partly in camps. They &
complained from the Reich about improper . treatment and part:l.cularlr ]
about wrong nutrit:lon_. They_ wrote letters to their funilies, to the:
Government and also to me. The workers ‘applied to me for the

reason that I was always interested in social matters -~ had under-
standing for the social needs of the workman - and, as I believe, ; 5

had the confidence of a part of the workers, As an example I refer 4

an unannounced visit, in about 1943, to the ¢oal mines of the a{
Maehrisch-Ostrau /Moravska Ostrava/ area and to the iron works . s
Witkowitz /Witkovice/, where I removed on the spot a number of :
social defects. Therupon, I received from many workera letters of A
* thanks. In the .courae of time I received whole piles of such lottorﬁ
of thanks from Czech workers in the campes in the Reich. When b g
learned of the complaints of the Czech workers, I made intervéntib:;;‘
to begin with at the German Labor Front /DAF/ to obtain the |
equalization of the Czech workers with the German workers, respectivdb
with workers of the i;téend.ly nationa. I obtained thgis equalization.
hia was in late 1942 or early 1943. I further succeeded Ffurther

in obtaining that bzec.h confidants of workers, equipped with “g?

authorities, were sent to the camps of Czech laborers. They had ,_i:he-

right to ®orward workers complaints either directly to the Germah%;"
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Labor Front at the place, or to Prague. I erected a special
department in the office of the ﬁeichs Protector for receipt and chee
cking of these complaints. Care was ‘taken for the cultural needs and
the sending of parcels was allowed on & large scale to improve

their pourishmént. This welfare of the Czech laborers was
accomplished in cooperation with the Czech trade-union organisation,

which I had preserved contrary to the will of the German Labor Front

/DAF/, and where Mr. Stoces particularly excelled. I reserve
'*Emwself the right to make a more detailed statement about this
4matter_in the course of the further investigation,

Expropriation of Czech peasants.

an

I know that only in several instances Czech peasants were
iexpropriated as penal measures and their farms were given to German

peasants. Acts of this kind were carried out by the Sicherheits-

polizei /security police/. But I also know that in the district
of Melnik and in the region of Boehmisch-Budweis /Ceske Budejovice/
a number of German peasanis from Bukovina and Bessarabia were settl
on Czech farms. I do not know where the Czechlpeasants went and
whether they received a compensation. As I remember this action
was carrid out by a special settlement staff which came from

éﬁhe Reich, This action was dropped after a short time completely,
;s it aroused very angry feelings. A third categoary was the
evacution of several Czech villages for the purpose of making

gpree troop training grounds. These were Beneschau /Benesov/

Milowitz /Milovice/ and Wischau /Viskov/. These peasants received
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an adequate indemnity in money from the military suthorities.
- Berman peasants were not settled in these villages. For the sake of
the food supvly of the area concerned, farms were kept up at

certain places, though, and managed by German peasante. At the

moment I do not know of Czech property belonging to Craftamen; merch:

ants or industries having been expropriated in favor of Germans, “
should it have-been done now and then as a penal measure. , A
~ Ended and signed, Wiesbaden, 31. May 1945. ‘ } %v
- s - /8/ Karl Hermann Frank

/t/ KARL HERMANN FRANK

/8/ Maj.Fanderlik /8/ Bernard E. Hart
/8/ Dr. Ecer " . /t/ BERNARD E. HART
‘ o : Captain ORD

as witness for the
suthentity of the
signature of Karl ~
Hermann Frank : '




