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Brief of
Interropation of OTTC CHLENDCRF .

by Lt Colonel S, '/, Drookhart.

29 Cetober 1945 (UM & T)e

CHLENDCRF described the prowbh of Amt JII under his lcacership and
how hc built up the SD in spitc of the opposition of many of the high offic-
inls, i.c. Loy, Gocbels, and Domenng  (hlendorf belicves there was a
strong trend by these men away from truc National Socinlism soon after the
Party camc to power ~nc. he considered the SD as the only agency eompctent
to obscrve and combat this trends  He was particulnrly opposed to central-
izc control without consideratiofi of the position of the individuals,

Ohlendorf was strongly opposed to atteripts by Ley to make the labor
front all-powerful, Loy was tryin; to do away with the Farty on? control
21l of Gernan lifec and activitics throusgh the DAFe  Chlendorf belioves that
his opposition was cffective in thwarting Ley's ambitions, Cn thc other
han’, Ley was continuously active in his cfforts to put DAF ahead of cvery-
thing. Several times Ley quoted statements purportedly made by Hitler which
were later proven to be falsc,

Chlendorf felt strongly the nccessity of adherins to 2 true national
socislistic policy ond at 2ll times urged in speeches to his orpganization
thot their mission was to protcet such a policy. He belicves that if the
varicus Reich leaders were cach to write on the subject, there would be a
Jifferent version from cach writcr.  He Llrmes Hitler for the departurc
from b-sic principlcs,

Ohlencorf built up /mt III to climinatc opposition to the larty and
belicves that he mnde it the only organizction in the Reich which could truly
survey and present pertinent questions as to conditions in the country. The
SD was constantly opposec by Dormonn beciruse its intelligcnce service was
nct being handled under the Tarty orgonization. It was Dormann's wish to
hrve all of this ficld donc throuch the Gauleiters, Hirmler was not
squ~rely behind the work of the 8D and often eriticized Chlendorf for beinr
o pessimist and "Intclligence Beost"es At other times he refcrred to hin -
as a "simple minded idealist". This friction between Hirmler and Chlendorf
as to thc objectives and functions of the SD began in 1937 and continucd
thercafters  Himmler often gave orders which weould have made ineffective
the orgonization of /mt IIT if they had been carricd out, Chlondorf was
strong cnough to opposc such orders anc apparently his strongth and position
grew steacdily.

In the afternoon scssion Chlendorf continucd his recital of the
activitics and history of the SDe He referrcd in particular to reports
compiled by him contrary to orders from Himmler. Such reports being made
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to Goering, Lemmers, Gocbbels and Bormann. These reports were often used
or referrced to by members of the Defense Counscl, ancl beenusc they were
often criticnl of somc of the individuel membors of the counscl, they were
lator rcduced in nunber ~nd scope and finally climinated by Bomeonn, A1l
rcports forwarded were signed by Hoydrich and later by Kaltenbrunncr, 1In
the casc of reports going to Goebbels and Bormann, Chlenderf says thet
their representatives scrconcd out unfavorable material and presented only
what they chosce There was o speeial arrangement with various Reich
Ministrics whereby the SD werc to corry out intelligence in the Reich and
the Scrvice Departnents of the various lMinistrics were instructed not to
interfere with 3D representatives and to furnish anything requested, He
cited instances of rcports cealing with work of the various lMinistricse The

first was in the Ministry of Intcrior as carly as 1940¢ Cthers wecre of
later cates.

Chlendorf tricd to ramove the SD from the influcncce of the SS and
to proserve a ncutrel position which would give the SD reports morc strength,
Thce SD men used in /mt III differed from represcntatives of other /mts,
Therc were only about ninety SD men in /mt III of the RSHA, By for the
lrrger number of SD represcentatives in the fiecld were voluntecrs or persons
who had other functisns anc were not on the SD pay-roll, Amt IV had tcn
for onc os many SD men as .mt III.

Another pressure on the SD care from the SS who contended that both
the DSHL and all SS meon belonged t their organiz~tion and owed their first
loyalty to the SS Department .,

- Chlendorf cited as cxamples of the individual work of the SD the
reports on Goering, Loy, and Spcer, dealing with their misdoings and
corruption,

Chlendorf wes show the following documents ns to which he testi-

fied:
Docunient No. Icdentification by Chlendorf,
553=PS No, but rccollccted its contents in an ordoer

issucd by Hinmler

4L98-T'S No. Chlcncorf belicves thet this was o mistaken
rcference to SD and should hove been to the
Statc rolicc,

1276-T'S Noe Identificd the signaturc as that of lucller.
53 1-I'S No« )
532-T's Noo 7
551 ~I'S Nos -
537-T'S No.
5L1=FS Noe

OChlenderf knows of no cascs of Gestapo and 5D partieipating in
lynching of Alli-d fliers, He bclicves they may have been ordered not to
interfere with any assaults by civilians on such flicrs,

&



Docunicnt No.

=110
636-18
TL5«PS
736-Ts
R 117
078-TS

502-Ts)
082-T's)

1~158
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Tdentification by Chlendorf,

Yese

Ycse

No, but order is corrcet as to contents.
Noe

No.

No, but rcmembors CKH order,

Not femilinr, but knows of thec program, Not many
I['’s in arca in which Group D opcrated, Chlendorf
trainced 500 sclected I'’s for usc in the Causasus
to identify feoctorics.

Nos Dclicves Fisrubcr knows rorc on this,.

Ifentificnation of further documents will continuc in anothcr session.



