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SECRET

CRILINAL RESPONSIBILITIES IN CONNECTION WITH
TIIE PURGE QOF 1934

THE UATURE OFF THE PURGE. During the period from June 30
to July 2, 1934, a numbér of people were put to death without
resort to normal forms of crininal procedure, by order of the
National Soclalist government. The number of dead officially
announced in Hitlerts Relchstag speech of July 13, 1954 was
set et 76, but there 1s evidence for the death of many more.

HISTORICAL DBACKGROUND., The purge was dlrected against
thwee main groups: (1) SA-leadsrs, (2) Conservative and
Catholic leaders, (%) lliscellanecus enenies of the Nazi Party,
or of particular Nazl leaders. The historical background of the
action nmust therefore be consldered under three main headings,

A, SA-LEADERS. The purge of 1934 was due primarily to
a crlsis 1n the relations between the SA and the Relchsw
wehr, The 8A, on which Hitler had relied for the con-
quest of power, had by this time grown into & body of
sone 2,500,000 men, whose leaders, as part of the spolils
of victory, were denanding that the SA be Incorporated
without loss of rank, into the forces of the Reichswehr,
This denand was strenuously reslsted by the Relchiswehr,
vho doubted the military value of any outside orgsniza-
tion, and feared that the activities of so large an armed
militia, by attracting unfavorable attention abroad, would
conpromise thelir own more discreet rearmament efforts.
Hitler saw that national rearmament could not be
accomplished without the cooperation of technically com=
petent Reichswehr and industrialist circles. He there-
fore decided to appease them by ordering (June 7) that
the entire SA should take a nmonth's vacation, beglinning
July 1, during which time no uniforms (with a few unin-
portant exceptions) should be worn. Although Rohm, the
3A Chief of Staff, accepted tils decision, he nade it
clear, both in private conversatlions with Hitler and in
a public statement (June @) that he would stand firm
against any permament reoduction of the numbers or statug
of the SA. "This led Hitler to tho conclusion that the
pest way of resolving the confllct with the Relchiswelir
would be to liculdate the top leadership of the SA,

B, CONSERVATIVE A!D CATHOLIC LEADERS. The same period
was also marked by increasing tension between the Nazi
Party and the conservative non-Party forces which still
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remained in existence. This was partly due To the conw
flict bebtween the conservative Relchswehr and the radlical
SA. It was also due in part to the growlnpg discontent

of Christian circles with the religlous policies of the
regine., On June 17 Vice Chancellor von Popen tried to
mobiligze these conservative forces by giving a speech at
Marburg, which repudiated the nore extreme theses of
Netional Soclaliam, and called for increased religlous
freedom. Although Papen was disappointed in his hope
that conservative and church leadera, including the
Catholic bishops then assenbled at Mulda, would openly
rally to his leadership, the eplsode caused considerable
excltement in Germany. This led Hitler to the concluslion
that the stabllization of his reglme could best be in-
sured by liquidating a number of conservative leaders,
particularly those associated with the iL.arburg episode,
y{ thus discouraging the survivors from undertakiag any

sort of independent political initlative.
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C. NISCELLAXEQUS LNTMIES OF THE REGINE. In the course
of the Party's rise to power nany leading fipurss of the
Nazi regime had iiade a number of enemles, both within and
outside the Party, whom they feared either as potentlal
rivals or as repositories of daaging infornation, or
against whom they desired vengeancse, The purge provided
a convenient occasion for settiling many such scores.

EVENTS OF THFE PURGE. On the nmoring of June 30 a mesting
of SA-leaders was scheduled to take place at the headquarters
of the SA-Chief of Staff at V'iessee, with the purpose of dis-
cussing the future of the SA. Thils meeting was apparently
called by authorlty and at the sugiestion of litler, wao was
a(~\'expacted to arrive about noon. (Strasser, p. 97) Around mid-

night, June 29 Hitler, then in Godeésbery, sicned sn orvder do-
posing R8hm as SA~Chief of Staff and naming Lutze as his suc-
cessor. (Jean Prangois, p. 137) He then telephoned Wagner in
liunich and Gdring in Derlin, ordering the action to begin.
(Hitler. Reichstay Speech of July 13)

The next norning SA-~leaders throushout Germany were rounded
up by select police and 8S formations, and placed under arrest.
The operation was so well prepared and executed that nowhere,
wilith the possible exception of Breslau, were the SA able to put
up any sort of resistance. Large numbers of them were then shot,
sometimes with and sonetines wlthout the formaelity of summary
trial by an improvised court martiasl. The principal places of
execution were Lichterfelde in Berlin and Stadelheim in lunich,
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At the same time other Party and non-Party figures were visited
by SS and police zsquads, and variously dealt with,

The restoration of publle order was officlally announced
on July 1, but there is some reason to belleve that arrests and
executlons took place after that date. On July 3 there was
issued s Gesetz Hber ilassnehmen der Staatsnotwehr, purporting
to justify all messures taken on June 30, July L, and July 2
{RCBL., T. p. 529)., An official account and justification of
thé purge was given by Hitlcr in a speech before the Reichstag
on July 13. .

OFI"ICIAL JUSTIFICATION IPOR TIIE PURGE. In all official
statements, compliclty in a common plot fer the forcible over=~
throw of the Nazi state was gliven as justifilcation for the purge.
THe legal basgis for action differed, however, as between Party and
non=-Party victims, ‘

A. PARTY ITIBERS. The killing of SA-leaders and other
Party members was a summary act of criminsl jJustice, based
on the Fllhrer's right, not only as head of the state but
alao ag head of the Party, to act as supreme judiclar
(oberster Cerichtsherr) of offenses cormitted by Party
riennbers, whose breacn of totalitarian party discipline
constituted a particularly fundanental tlhireat to the
existence of a totalitarian regine. (See Carl Schmitt,
"Der Fllhrer schutzt das Recht,” Deutsche Juristen-Zeitung
August L, 1934 (. 945-50) and Gottiried Neesse, Das
Gesetz zur Sicherung der Einhelt von Partei und Staat,
Dresden, 1954) "7

B. NON~PARTY I'EI:BERS., The death of these people was a
result either of sulcide or of forcible reslstance to
lepgitimate arrest on suspielon of treason. (Evidence:

In Hitler's Reichstag speecli, the finsl authoritative

Nazi version of the affalr, all non-Party victims were

pla ced in one or gsnother of these two categories.) In
theory it may have been felt that the Plhrer had a right

to act as supreme Justiclar with regard to all Germans,

and not merely Party members. (This is thc position of
Sehmitt, op. cit. But see contra Neesse, gg. cit.,

p. 83. "General Schleicher, der nicht der Fartel oder .
SA-Gerichtsbarkelt unterstand, wlhre wohl erst nach ordnungs-
mbssigem Prozesse zum Tode verurteilt worden, wenn er ‘
nicht cdurch seinen Unterfall aul die 1hn verhaftende
Polizelbeamten seinen Lebsn zuvor eln linde pesetzt hatte,")
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But at no time was 1t officially clained ti.at this
right had in fact been exercised in the case of any
non-Party victim of the purge.

TIE PROBLEII OF ASSIGNING CRIITIAL RESPONSIBILITY [FOR
ACTS TAKEN IN CONUTLCTION WITH THW PURGE. Because of the
different lepal vposition taken with regard to Party and non-
Party victims, this problem rust be considered under two headlings.

A. RESPONSIBILITY IN CONNECTION YWITH THE DEATH OF

PARTY ITRBERS. The problem of assigning criminal
responsibility in these cases is priuarily legul. The
fact that a nunber of SA-lsaders and other Party members
were execubted without ordinary trial was officially
admitted in repeated statements by Hitler and others.
Since all Party victims were arrested befors they had

a chance to offer organized resistance (the only reported
exception to thls statement, namely the organized re-
sistance of SA elements in Breslau, i1s officlally denled
by & DNB report of July 3) it is clear that these executions
were not a legitinate exerclise of emergency powers.
("Hitler war zu jJjeder Stunde so vollkormen Illerr der Lage,
dass der Staat gar nichy in eine Notlage geraten konnbe.”
Neesse, op. ¢lt., p. 83) The only Justification for
these adiitticd asts 1s that they were an exercise of

the Fuhrert's powers of sumiery jurlsdiction, subse-
quently ratifled "als Staatsnotwehr rechtens" by the law
of July 3¢ Thus the question of criminal responsibility
in comnection with the deatih of Party nembers depends
entirely on the legal question whether or not the powers
claimed by the Fﬂhrar, as subsequently ratified, were
gufficlent to Justify the actions ad.ittedly taken.

~

B. RESPOISIBILITY IN CONNECTION VIYH THE DEATH OF NON-
PARTY }BIIPERS. The problem of assigning criminsl
responslbility in these cases is primarily a matter of
factual proof. It is true that the Law of July 3
purported to ratify all "measures" taken on tiie preceding
days, whlch uight raise all the legal issues nentioned
above, In the officlal report to the Reichstag on ths
measures actually taken (Hitler's speech of July 13)
there was no mention, however, of any non~Party victins
having dled otherwise than by sulcide or by resistance

to arrest. In spite of the Law of July 3 it was also
admitted thiat punishable "excesses"ﬁminht have taken place
In the course of the purge. (See foring!'s speech before
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the Conersl- und Oberstastssnwilten Preussens,

12 July 1934: "Soweit allerdings Ausschreitungen
orgekommen sein sollten, sind sie elg Vorbrechen .
ohne Ansehen der Ferson zu shnden.m) Thus if 1t can
bs shown that non-Party nembers in fact died otherwlse
than by sulcide or by resistance to arrest, it might
be posslible to establish criminsl responsibility
without challenging the validity of the Law of July 3.
Cases which would bsest repay lnvestigation in this
connection are listed in Appendix A. {p 8-14)

THE ASSIGUIENT OF SPECIFIC RESPONSIBILITY IN CONNECTION
WITH THE PUNGE. As & nmajJor step In the consolidation of the
National Soclallst reginme, the purge 1s a part of the rosponsi
bility of ell those who participated in the Nazi scheme of
world conguest. In the case ¢f certain individuals and groups,
however, 1t 1s possible to establish a more direct and immedlate

for specific crimlnal eplsodes in connection with the purge nsy
be proved for certain individuals and groups with reference to
the cases presented in Appendix A. Responsibility for tho purge
ag a whole may also boe established with regard to the following
individualsy and organizations. v

A. ORGANIZATIONS BEARINC RESPOMSIBILITY TOR TIIE PURGE AS
A VMIOLE. The following orgonizgations were so intimately
agsociated with the purge in all its pheses that they
nay be sald to bear a general responsibility for the
whole affair.

I. THE 88. In all phases of the action, the S8
were rellied upon as the favorite executants of

- government policy. On 28 June all 38 formations
in Germany were alerted (placed in Alarnmsustand),
In preparation for the coming action. (See the
lianehester Guardian in a sseries of articles
published at the end of August, 1934, as quoted
in the Velssbuch, p. 77). In the early hours of
June 30, they were mobilized, and sent to occupy
key positions in Berlin, lfunich, and other cltles
(ibid, p. 78). The occupation of ths headquerters
of tlle SA-Gruppe Berlin-Brandenburg, Tiergartenw
strasege, Berlin was effected by a force including
n special SS~Standarte brought from Unterfranken
a few days eurllier especlally for that purpose
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(Weissbuch, p. 71). All reports agree thet

the £iring squads which executed the SA-leaders
were coupossd of S8 men. Reporte on the death

of non~Party figures (e,g. von Bose, Dr. Ilausener,
Forstery indicate that the 38 was also active in
this phase of the purge.,

IT. THE POLICE. The police were also f{reely
; uged throughogt the action. Tre peculiar in-
portance of Goring and of Wapgner lay in the fact
that they were in control of the police of Prussia
and of Bavaria respectively. In Berlin thc forcs
mainly rejlled upon was the Lancespolizelgruppe
General Goring whose barracks at the former
Kadettenanstalt in Lichterfelds was the chief
execution place in that reglon. A police general
is sald to have been one of the judges participating
in the surmary court set up in that placs (llew
York Tines, July 3, 1934). On July 7 G8ring
issued an order particularly congratulating all
renks of ths Prussian bandespolizel for their
perfect cooperation in the purge crisis (Frankfurter
Zel tu Juliy &, 1934). The ashies of victims, both
Party and non—Party, were returned to thelr famnillies
In urns bearing the nsrie of the Czhieime 3taatge
polizel., ({3trasser, p. 46). Feports on the deat
of non-Party firnres (e.g. Schleicher, Jung) indicate
that the Gestapo at lcast were active in this phase
of the purge, ‘
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ITI. THE REICHS\VEHR. Althougrh the Relchswehr

3 played a less active role than tha S8 or the nolice,

(T\ 1t stood in the background as e force constantly
et the disposal of the Nazi authorities, On June 205
(three days earlier then the ©8) all Reichswehr
units in Germany were alerted (Alarmzustand) in
preparation for the comling action (llanchester
Guardien, as quoted in fthe Veissbhucll, p. 77},
This Alarnzustand was of{icIally teruinated on
July 1 (Frankfurter Zeltung July 2). "hile remaining
generally in reserve durling the days cf the purge,
the Relchswehr also took some part in the proceedinpgs.
At 11 A.M. the 85 guard before the Iraun Haus, Munich
was relnforced with 40 Reichseswehr scoldicsrs
(llanchester Guardian, as cited in Velssbuchjpp. 77-8).
A Relchswenr general is reported to have been one of
the Judges participating in the summary court at

, Lichterfelde (New York Times, July 3, 1934).
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There is no indication that members of the
Relchswehr took any direct part in neasures
against non-Party victims of the purge. They
stood behind the government throughout the action,
nowever, and must therefore bear a share of the
general resgponsibllity.

B. INDIVIDUALS BEARING RESPONSIBILITY FOR THE PURGE

AS A "VHOLB. Certain individuals were so intimately
assoclated with the planning and execution of the purge
that they mey be said to bear a general responsibility
for the whole affair, Indlviduals whose sctivities would
best repay investigation in tihis connectlon are listed

in Appendix B. (pp. 15-21)

RECOVITMDATIONS. Because of the special protection afforded
by the law of July 3, 1t may be more difficult to establish
criminal responsibllity in connection with the purge of

1934 than in connection with many other excesses of the Nazl
regine., It ie therefore recommended that the prosecution of
war criminals be based, if possible, on other, less contro-
vorsial issues. Reasons have been suggested above for naine
taining, howevur, that the law of July 3 does not protect
excesses cormmitted in the course of the purge against non=Party
victims. It 1is therefore recommended that, if the prosectuion
of war criminels iIs to be baged on the everits of June 30~

July 2, evlidence of erininal responsibllity should be sought
in connection with the death of non~Party victims, as listed
in Appendix A,rether than in connection with the death of SA
and other party victims of the purge.
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APPENDIX A
CASES UHICH MICHT BE USED TO ESTABLISH CRIIINAT RESPONSIBILITY
© IN CONNECTION Y ITH T PURGE

I. TUHE DEATH OF CATHOLIC LEADERS., The death of Cathollc
leaders provlides the best occasion for establishing criminal
responsibility in connection with the purge. In comparison with
most other victims of the purge, these people were relatively
little compronised by previous associatlon with the Nazl regime
and were less lilkely to have been engaged in treasonable actlivi-
tles. Thelr offense consisted in thelr attempt to defend reli-
glous liberties, in which they had been confirmed by the
Nazl regime itself in the Concordat of 1933, against illegal
Infringencnts. Their vindication would be a popular move both
inslde and outside of Cemsany. The most promising cases for
investigation are given below, in the approximate order of their
pronise. ’

AT T S S BT L it e e ST T o o e St A
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l. MINISTERIALDIREKTOR DR, ERICTI KLAUSENER.

PROBADLE TFACTS. On the morning of June 30, 1934,
Dr. Klauscner was seated at his desk in the Reichs-
verkehrsministerium. Two SS men entered, said "You
are under arrest."” Dr. Klausener arranged the papers
on his desk, said "Just a minute" and turned to the
wardrobe to get his hat. A8 he did so he was shot and
seriously wounded. He survived the attack by one hour,
during which time the SS prevented anyone from entering
the room to ¢ive him medical or spiritual aid. The
l.inister, Freiherr Eltz von Rllbenach, was in the building
~at the time, but dld not intervene. Klausener's body
was not returned to his family until after crematlon,
a serious matter in the case of practicing Catholics.

g’ (Source: Jean Frangois, pp. 174-5; Strasser,pp. 124-5)
éi - PROBABLE IiOTIVE. As a prominent Catholic layman,

and leader of the German Catholic Action, he had been
closely associated with Catholic resistance to Nazl
interference in religlous affairs. On June 24 he had
presided at a public meeting near Berlin 1n belialf of
religious freedom. As head of the Prussian police under
the Severing ministry he may also have incurred specieal
Nazil enmity.

THE PROBLEI OI" PROOF., In thls case the official ex-
planation of death is particularly week. Suicide is
unlikely in the case of so devout a Cathollc, and even
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if he did attempt suiclde or reaslstance, the subse-
quent deniel of medical ald clearly lies beyond the
scope of legltimate arrest. Since that death took
place in a public bullding, over a considerable period
of time, 1t should be relatlively easy to establish the
facts through the evidence of surviving ministry emw
ployees and others, On July 2 the (Osservatore Romeno
published a semil-official Vatican statement that the
Holy See had absolute proof that Klausener did not .
commit suicide, but was killed. These Catholic sources
also night provide evidence for the prosecution,

2. DR. FRITZ BECK

PROBAPBLE FACTS. On the morning of June 30, 1934,
Dr. Beck was called by telephone and asked to nake an
appolntment for that evening at his home in Munich, to
cive splritual advice to an unnamed person. At 10 P.,M.
two SS meén eppeared and took him off in an auto., His
corpse, recognizable only by a Papal decoration he had
been wearing, was found the following londay in a wood
near Pasing. (Source: Heiden, p. 454; Weissbuch,
o 126-7)

FROBABLE lIOTIVE. As a leading menber of the

. Katholischen Aktion, and as the founder and director
of the lunich Studentenhaus, which had given aid to

many poor students, including Jews, Beck was parti-

cularly obnoxlous to the Nazi authorities.

THE PROBLII! OF PROOF, The facts of Beck's death
were announced by the Vatican, which might be able to
provide leads for the c¢ollection of evidence.

3. ADALBERT PHOBST LEADER OF RHEINLAND GAT”OLIC
JUGENDBEWEGUNIG

PROBATILE FACTS. On June 29 Probst was surmoned from
Dusseldorf to Berlin to take part in discussions wlth refer-
ence to the Concordat, and dlsappesred. \lhen Pfarrer Wolker,
head of the Catholic Jugend inquired at the Gestapc Head-
quartérs in Berlin, he was informed that frobst had been .
arrested and shot in the interests of the state. Later ;
his wife received official word thet he had been "auf '
der Flucht erschossen.” His ashes were returned to her
by the police. (Source: Veissbuch, p. 127)
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PROBAD™E LIOTIVE. The Cathollc youth movement,
supposedly protected by the teriis of the Concordat, had
become & principal center of Catholic resistance to
Nazl pressure, and Prcbst had become known .as one of 1ts
rmosh vigorous lsaders,

THE PROBLIL OFF PIOOF. No special leads avallable,

II. THE DEATH OF LEATERS ASSOCIATED VITH VON PAPEN. As
associates of & member of the Hitler cabinet, thiese people were
more serlously compronlised than the preceding group with the
guilt of the Nuazi regime. The suspilclen that they may actually
have beern engaged in treasonable intrigues is also scmewhatb
grouater, The Nazl government never saw fit, however, to accuse
vor. Papen .aimgelf of any inproper behavior durlng thls period
and there is every indication that his associates were actually

~mrlered bevause of their attemnpt, in connection with the larburg

+peech, to mobilize conservative and Catholic oppositlon to the
¢xcosses of tuwe Nazi regime. 'Their death may therefore be
Freperly considered as r crine, The principal cases to be in-
vertlpated in tindls conrection are the following.

1. OBERRECIERTNGSRAT VON BOSE, BUROCHEF DES VIZERANZLERS

PROBARBLE FACTS. While von Bose was interviewing two
unnamned inductrialists at his office in the Vizekanzlei,
Ecks '"ilhelmplatz-Vossstrasse, three SS men pushed In
unannounced &a:d called him fnto the next room, where
they shot him dead. (Source; ileiden, p.453)

PROBABLE NOTIVES. As one of Papen's nost trusted
- assistants and advisers, he lhad mush to do with persusding
hin to give the Marburg speech (Jean Frangois, p. 103).
His death was 1 necessary part of the Nezi plan to isolate
von Papen, _

THE PROIMEII O PROOF. Since von Bose's death, like
that of Dr. Klausener, took place in a public building
during offlce hours. the chence of finding witnesses among
surviving employees of the Vizskanzlei would seen particue
larly good. If the industrialist being interviewed at

ithe time could be ldentifled, this also might provids a
userul lead. Von Papen might also be useful.

€. DR. EDCAR JUNG

PROBABLE FACTS., On the night of June 27, before the
purge 1tself had begun, Jung was seized at his hore, leaving
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behind him the word "Gestapo™ written in pencil on the wall
of his dbathroom. During the succeeding days he 1s supposed
to have been questioned regarding the supposed plot. His
disappearance was reported to von Papen by Jung's house-
keeper. The precise circumstances of his death are not
known. (Source: Jean Francois, p, 126)

PROBABLE LOTIVES. Jung was the reputed author of the
Marburg speech, and ohe of Papen's principal advisers in
the affair., Hls death was a necessary part of the Nazl
plan to isolate and neutralize von Papen,

TIE PROBLEI! OP PROOF. No speclal leads available,
unless through von Papen, ,

III. T DEAT'T ¢ MISCRLILANECUS ENEMIES OF TII' REGIVE.
Althoush many of these people were compromised by previous asso-
ciation with the Nazi regime, and were in some cases ninor memnbers
of the Party itself, the fact that they were killed as an obvious
act of Party or private revenge, rather than as incidents in the
liquidation o the SA, may make these cases interesting as a
basis for criminal prosecution. The principal cases to be in-
vestlgated in thls connection are the following:

1. GENERAL VCON SCHLEICHER, TORITNR CYANCELLOR OF THE REICH

PROBABLE PFACTS. At 9 A.lM., 30 June 1934, a carrilage
from Berlin stopped at the Schlelcher villa at New-Babels~
berg, near Potsdan. 8Six plainclothes members of the Prussian
state police pushed their way into the dining room, where
the Ceneral, his wife and his wifet's 14 year old deughter
were breakfasting. They asked, "Are you General von
Schleicher?" 'hen he said yes, all six simultaneously
fired, killing hin instantly. His wife, vho sprang to his
defense, was also killed, The men then left, after threat-
ening the daughter not to reveal what had happened.
(Source: Jean Frangois, p. 174; Strasser,pp. 119-20)

PROBARLE [IOTIVE. As Hitlor's predecessor in the
Chancellorship, Schleicher had long resisted Nazl aspira-
tions, and was still feared as an able intriguer with useful
connections. It is also said that, in the days of his
Chancellorship, he had aroused the personal enmity of'GBring
by informing hin to his face that ring would never be
considered fit for a ministerial post. (See Strasser,

m 118~8) Albhough the official story at the time ol the
purge was that he was involved in a plot both wlth Nazi

d ssidents and with foreign powers (Hitlerts Reichstag
speech of July 13), this position seens later to have been
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gbandoned. In subsequent attacks on Schleicher published
in the Volkische Beobachter he was denounced for his efforts
to keep Hitler out of power in January 1933, but no refer-
ence was made to his role in 1934, At a mesting of high
Reichawehr and party leaders, held at the Llnden=Oper,
Berlin, 3 January 1935, 1t 1ls sald that Schleicher sand
Bredow, as a result of Reichswehr pressure led by von
Frisch and supported by von Blowmberg, were offlcially
though not publicly vindicated (London Star, & January 1935,
as quoted in the New York Times), Lt 48 also said that on
February 28 of that year, at & meeting in honor of the
anniversary of the birth of von Schlieffen, Fleld Marshal
Auvgust von Mackensen, on authority of the Defense liinister
von Blomberg, read a list of Reichswehr deaths during the
year, including Schleicher and Bredow, and announced that
these last "died in honor" as victims of "accidents in

the course of the National Socialist Revolution" (New

York Times, March 10, 1935). -

THE PROBLEM OF FROOF, Surviving servants and other
members of Schlesicher's household might be able to testify
88 to the circumstances of hils death, 8Since the case
aroused so much Indignant attention in Reichswehr circles,
inquiry in that direction might also be profitable-

2. GEWERAL VON BREDOW.

PROBABLE FACTS. At 5 P.M,, June 30, von Bredow, then
in the tea room of the Adlon Hotel, was informed of
Schleicher's death and advised to flee., After leaving the
Adlon he was never seen alive again. Responsiblility for
hls death was officially admitted in Hitler's Relichstag
speech and elsewhere. He was probably shot on July 2.
(Source; Jean Frangols, pp. 179-80)

'PROBABLE MOTIVE. Bredow was known &s Schleicher's
right hand man. See above.

THE PROBLEM OF PROCF. No speciasl leads.
S GREGOR STRASSER.

PROBABLE FACTS. At 1:30 P.M., June 30, five plain-
clothes members of the Gestapo entered Strasser's private
~ dwelling, where he was eating dinner with his family, and

took him to his office at the Werke Schsering-Kahlbaum,
ostensibly for a search of the premises. At the door of
his office he was handed over to a walting SS squad, which
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drove him Lo the Grunswall and there Weat him to death.
tn July 7 his fsmily veceived an urn beering his sshes,
zigned by the Ceheime Star topolizei, Berlin. (Source:
Shprassoy, G4-46)

PROBABIE MOTIVE., Strasssr hnd once been the second
most influential man in the MNational Soclaliast Party. '
Bocause of hie negotistiore %o enter the Schleicher
parbty in December 192%, ho had recently occupnied no
party or public office, aithough apperently remralining
& membor oI the Party its¢lf. He was feared by the Nazi
leaders, particularly GOring, as an sble and potentially
dangerous rival, with use:ul conservative and other

connections .

THE PROBILEM OF P2OOF. His brother Otto Strasaer
has devotsd much éneryy to solving tho problem of hils
death. Hs might be able ‘o suppiy useful leads.

4, GUSTAY, VON KABR, FOR!'ER MINISTEEFRASIDENT OF BAVARIA

PROBARIE FACTS. At the time of the purge, Xahr wae
dregged from hie bed snd }i1lled on a modr near Dachau.
(Bource: Strasser, p. 13¢ )

PROBABLE MOTIVE. A% the time of his death, Xahr was
73 years old, and long had besn politically ilnactlive. His
doath was clearly an uct ¢f reovenge for his pare, as
Minlsterprdsident of favaiie, in sShwerting the Beer Hall
utsch of 1623,

THE FPROBLEM OF PROOF. ©No apecinl leads.
5, DR, V0SS, FUHRER DER YSJURISTEN

FPROBABLE FACTS. On <une 30, a sqguad of GBring'e
Folice appeared at Dr. Voss's law office and demanded
thet hs turn over the papeérs which he, as Grogor 3tprasser's
atitorney, had iu his ;ossession. Upon refusel ne was
shot down and the documents taken. (Source: Strasser, p. 41)
. PROBARLE MOTIVE. Decire to prevent the publication
of facts dameglng to the ragine.

THE PROBLEM OF PROOF. No aspscial loads.

3EC RET
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6o DR. ALEXANDER GILASER, RECHTSANWALY

PROBABLE FACTS. On tle evening of Juns 40,

Lr. Gleaer was shol Dy throe 38 men &t the door of
his home in Amalienatrasse, Munlch, G&everely wounded,
he died at the Schwabilnge: Krankenhauvs, and was buried
by his family. Soms time letsr an urn purporiting %o
contain hig ashes was deliverad by the pollce. Jource :
Heiden, .p. 459)

PROBABLE MOTIVE. Dr. CGlaseyr had representod Josef
Huber of Dlessen am Anmersee in & copyright suih ageinst

‘Amann. Glaser had eavrlier besn tried, but fresd on the

intervention of Frick. H!s death would therefere sesn

to be & case of party revenge. It 1sg also saild that in
1933 he served, as Syndikis of the Wlinchen-Augsburger
laschinenfabrlk, as the gt-between through whom money
went from heavy industriel interests to Hitler {Welssbuch,
pP. 124). A desire to prevent the publication cf dameging
information mey thus =1lso havs hed a pert in the affsir.

THE PROBLEM OF PROCF. fThe circumstances ¢f
Dr. Gleser's death were rclatively putlic, and thsrefore
might be comperatively eacy to establish,

7o WALTER F%RSTER, SECBUSANNALT IN RIRSCHEERC

PROBABIE FACTS. On ¢une 30, tegether with & number
of other Jewish cltissons, FOrster wess taken Dy automobils
gome four kllometers irom Hirschberg, and there shot
"while attempting to esceps." (Stresser,pp. 128-3)

PROBABLE MOTIVE., Aprarently an inatance of ctherwlse

ummotivated sction taken sgalinst Jews undsy covar of the
Purges o

THE PROBLEM OF PROOF. The {scts of Fdrater's death,
catensibly as related by in eye=witness, were fully et
forth in Np, 21 (Septembe:r 30) issue of Deutachen
Revolution, cited in Stra:sser. Through Strasser it
might De possiblse to trect that witness.

AnTalronly
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APPENDIE B

INDIVIDUALS BEARING HESPONSIBILIPY FOR THE PURGE AS
A HECOLE. The following individuels wers so intim:tely asso-
siated wisth the planning and exocution of the purge that thew
may ks eald to bsar a goneral responsiblility for the whole
ernicode.

1o BERCHTILD, JG3EF, One of Wagner's principasl

asgsociates In the Munich purge (Heliden, p. 438),

o further detaills availadle.+

2, BLOMBERG, WLRRER von, At the time of the purge,
Blomberg was Relnosa@nrulmister, and principal spokes-
man fo" ths Relehswelhr in ites conflict with the SA,

n June €9 he i3 sald tc have had an interview with
Hitler 2t Weudeclk which »layed 2 major rols in
persuading Hitler to proceed against the SA,

(Jean Branﬂoig;pbo 1L7-111). n June 292 h? publisghed
a aigned afticle in the Volkischen Beobachter pro-
claiming the absolute devotion ©f the Helchswshr to
Hi%ler., In his corder to the Reichswelir on July 1,
in which the end of the Alarmzustand was pvoclaimed
he thanked the Filhrer on Dehell 01 The sarmy for the
¥solds tischer Bn%achlegsenhelt und vorbildiichem Mut"
w?th which he had wired out the traltors (Irankfurter

aoltung, July 2), Tcgetier with other leailing mwembers
of The Reinhsweh‘ of the period, he cghares responsibllity
for 811 sctiona a%@v by the Tei hswehr during the
purge (ses above).

Be BR%CKNLR FRAEDRICH WILHEIM. At the time of the
purge, Brilckner was serving &3 Hitler's adluiant. He
wes with Hitler at Gcdesberg on June 29, and assisted
him In making final rrepurauﬂonq for the purge

(dean Frengols, pr., 128=43)}. He also accompanied Hitler
on his trip to and from Wiessee on the morning of

June 30 (Goebbels radio address, July 1), during whica
it 4s officially admitted Roehm and ofher SA leaders
wero uff@SbGd and ore mamber &t least of RBhm's 3
sntourage was "Killed (Hitlep's Reichstag speoch).

3A Gruppenfiilhrer; wmember of the Reichstag,

o Was Commander-in-Chisf of German Army and Minlster

of Wer; dlasmizsec in 1938; no offlcial position since.
Hitler's adjutant.
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4, BUCH, WALTER. At the time of the purge, Hajor Buch
was Vorsitzende dos Uﬂ sersuchungs- und Schlichtungs-
ausschusses, highagt tritunsel of the Nezl Party. In the
early hours “of June 50 he was swamoned by Wagner tc the
Bavarisn Innenministerium to take a leeding part in

ths suppression of tho purge. (Jean Frangols, p. 142

He accompanied Hitler on his trip to and from Wiesseo

on the morning of June 30, and is seild to have been

ths man who parscnally execuhed Hitler's order to

shoot one member of Rimm's entourage (Helden, p. 448-

Ths eplaods 18 referrod to in HLS sler ‘s Relchetag spssun,
but without elther tho nsme of wilctim or of executlcnoer,.
He was Iin charge of thie execution of SA leaders iIn tho
court of Stadelheim prison (Heidsn, p. 440)0 Althougn
hia direct activlities were in conneution with the
exacution of SA-losaders, his position may have Leen
sufficiently impertant to give him ggneral responsibiiity
for the Bavarian phaso of the purge.

5. DALUEGL, KURT., Ao the time of the purgs, DPaluegs
wad a b%aquppenfnhr » rnd General der Lancaapolizel.

He was mainly responsibls for drawing up, v.ader eBring te
direction, a dossier on the supposed RBhm plet, which
was pr@dentwd to Hitler in tho middle of June, and did
much to persuvade him ,o underteks the purge (Jean Fran;>gsg
Po 85)., At 10 P.M., June 30 he wes one of the leadsrs
who met Hltler on hls arrival a% the Tempelhef airfisid
(DNB June &0, Frankfurter Zeitung July 2). On July 2

he was commissionua‘bv GirIng to take chargs of the
reorganilzation of the SA»Grunven Barlin=Brandeonburg,
Ponmern, Os¢tmark and Sichleslen (Frankfurter Zeitung

July )0 Clearly he was a leading 1igurs in the pianring
and execution of the Derlin phaﬁo, end in the plunnLq
o' the general phase oi the puvgu\'

6. DIETRICH, JOSEF, A%t the timo of the purge Districh
was SS<Plhrer der leibstandarte Hitlers. FEe 4s said o
have been, after GBring end Himmler, the leading figure
of the Berlin pur&e group (Heiden, no 438). On nmeeting
Hitler at his arrival in Berlin on June 30, he was
berated for the excesszes of his sctlon, parLACJlarlv

in conne%fimn with the death of Schleicher (Beiden,

P 460) .

1. Director of Supreme Nazil Couri.
2, Q@eneral der Lzndespollzei.
S. S8 Obergruppenfuerrer; (Frussilan State Councillor).
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Y. DIERTRICH, OTI0., 1t the time of the purge, Dletrich
wes Relichspressechef{ des NSDAP, He was with Hitler
at Godesberg on Juns 29, at the time when final

proparations for the purze were baing made (Jean Frengods,

De 133). Ee alsc sccompanied Hitler on his trip to

and from Wiessee on %he morning of June 30 (Goebbels:
redio address, July 1), during which 1t is officially
acmitted that RBim and other SA-leaders were arrested,
and ons member at least of R%hm’s entourage killed
{Hitlsr's Reichstag speech).

8. BS3ER, HERMANN., At the time of the purge, SS
Ecser was one of the four or Ifive old Party fighters
callind by Wagner to 2ssist him Iin the Munich phase of
the purge. He weas prasent at, sand perhaps gullty of
the death of SA=Chergruppenfiihrer Schneidhuber

(FJean Frengols, p. 1l¢2). He also accompanled Hitler
on. hls trip to and from Wlessee on the morning of

June 30 . (Jesn Frangois, ». 147), during which it 1is

of ficlally admitted that at least one member of RBam's
entourage was killed (Hitler's Relchstag speech).
Alghovgh hea may have Desn responsible only in connesctlon
with the action sgalinst the SA, his close association
with Wagner during tbe early phases of the action may
indicsts o more geoneral responsibllity for the-whole
Bowvarian phase of the purge.?

9. FRICK, WILHEIX, A% the time of the purge, Frick
wes Relceh #inister of thy Interier. On July 1 he stood
#ith Hitler and General - Litsmann at e window of the
Reoichakanzlel to recelve the acclaim of the Berlin
crowda (Frankfurter Zeitung, July 2). He signed the
lew of July &, wbi§h‘pur§orted to legnlize the purge
(RGB1l. I, 1934, p. 589). :

10, GOEBEELS, DR. PAUL. At the time of the purge,
Goebbels was Relch Minlsiter of Propaganda. He Jolined
Hitler st CGodesberg, and remeined with him throughout
the follewing day (Goebbels radio apesch, July 1).
Before proceeding to Wiessee, he helped Wagner to drew
up a llst of purge victlms in Bavaria (Jean Frangols,
p- 146). In aubsequent days he was officinl apologis?i .
for the government in masters relaeting to *he purge.t

T, Undsrsicratary in Propagands Ministry (Party State
Councillor).
Undsersacretary in Fropagands Minlstry. '
o Protecior of Pohemir and Moravia, Reich Miniaster
of the Interior 1333-1943.
4o Reic% dinlster for Propsganda and Enlighterment.
Doad
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1lo G%RING, HERMALN. A% the time of the purge.

GBring was Ministerprfsident of Frussis, end as suech
rggponsible for the (irectiorn and discipline of the
police and party {ornetions which carried out the

purge in that area. ALl accounis sgree in ascribing

to hirm & ma jor share of the respensibility of porsuading
Hitler to embark upor ths purge. When Hitler went

in person to take chergse of the purge in the south,

he gave GOlring @ commission to take similar measwres

in Berlin znd Prussie (Hitler's Reichstag apeech).

. GBring not only cerried out thi: ccumissicn to the

satisfaction of hiis chief, but proceeded on his own
responsibiliivy to exiend 1t in the direction of
incressed severity agsginst non=Perty figurces (Gbring's
interview with the piess on & July 1934, as reported

in the Frenkfurter Zcitungs “ich habe meine Aufgabe
erweitert."). Thus, except insofar as they may have
been epecifically direvowed and punished, all actione
‘taken in connection vwith the purge of 1934, particulerly
in Berlin end Prussic, are glearly within the zcope

of GBring's responsibiility.

12. GURTMER, FRANZ. A% %the time of the purge, Glprtr sr
was Relchsjustizninister. He signed the law of July 3
(RGBL. I, po 529) which purpcrted to legaliszs the
purge, and at the tire of its publication ndded a
supperting personal & toboment (Frevkfurter 7zitung,
July 4). He called end presidec over & mecving ol
public progecutors held on July 1%, et which G&ring
ave e speech Juetifying the legelity cf the parge
Frankfurter Zeitung, July 14).< '

© 13. HESS, RUDOLF. [t ths time of ths purge, Hoss wea

a Relchsminister and Hitler's deputy. He wet Hitlser
on his retuwrn to Berlin from Neudeck (June £23) and
shared in his decisicn at thaet time Lo preocesd to

the elimination of the right and left sxtromists
(Jean Frangols, p. 1I5). On Jure 25 he prapared the
actlon by giving a sycech at Cologre emphasizing the
absolute authority of the Flhrer. On the worning of
June %0 he Jolned VWagner and Lutze at Munlch, and
proceeded to take cherge of the Braun Heus and of the
SA-leaders thers deteined. (Jean Frangois, p. 147).9

1. Reich ¥arshalil ard Minicter for Avietion.
2-; Daadc
S. Relch Minlster without Pertiolio.



4. HIMMLLR, HEINRICI., At the time of thae purgs,
Himmler was Relchsfllhrer der 35 and Leiter der Gsheimsn
Steatspolizslamtes. As such he was in direct charge

of the police and parity orgens which, under GBring's
directlion, played the leading role in carrying out

the pm:'g 6o

15.  HITLER, ADOLF, As oberster Gerichtsherr, Hitler
assumad foll rasponsibilit¥ for all events of the purpge
(Hitler's NReichsiag smoech).® :

lé. LITZMANN, EARL., On the svening of July 1,

General Litgmenn publicly aymbolized the adhorence of

the Reichswahr to Hitlor in the purge, by appearing with
Hitler in a window of the Relchskanzlel to ackmowledgs
the applauss of the crowd (Frankfurter Zeitung, July 2),.9

17. LUTZE, VIETOR, At the time of the purge, SA-
Oteorgruppenilihrer Iuitze was suwmmoned to Hitler's
presence in Godesberg and meds Chief of Staff in
successlon to RBhm. o accompanled Hitler to Munich,
and there remalined with Heas and ﬂagner to take chargo
of the Munich phase of the purge.

8. MATRICE, EMIT., A% the time of the purge, 8S8-
Standartenthrer was one of the four or five old Party
fighters called by Wazner to assiat him in the Munich
phege of the purga. I8 is sald to have been the man
who killed SA-Gruppentihrer Schmidt (Jean Frangols, _
Po 142), He accoumpanied Hitler on the trip to Wiesseo,
where ns is saild %o have been the man who killed SA-
Obergruppenflhrer Heinss (Heiden, p., 443). Although

he mey have been resprnaeible only in connection with
the achlon agalinet SA leadera, hls close azsoclation
with Wagner during tha early phasss of the action may
indicaze a more gansral responsibility for the whole
Bavarlan phase oi' the jurge.

Lo Daad,

2. Doad?
30 D@Eldo
4., Doad.

5, 88 Fihrer.,
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19, MUTSCHMANN, MARTIN. AL tho time of the purge,
Mutschmann was Stetthalter of Saxony. He ils sald to
have Leen one of the most actlvo leaders of thse purg
outside of Berlin and Muni%h (Hostden, po 438). No
further detalls avellable.:

20. SCHAUB, JULIUS

1. SCHRECK., These two 88 Flhrer were with Hitler

on the trip to end fyom Wisssse. (Gosbboels -ad‘
apesech, July 1) They mey also have baen with Hitler

in Godaaberg (Heiden, p. 757)., There is no indicas
tion whether they sssvmed any g:nera) respons;bﬁ;xh¢<s
through their assocjlation ﬂ&lh Hitler during this esaily
stage of the puz@eoéné

22, WAGNER, ADOLF. At the timec of the puirge, Vagner
wees Bavarian Innonminiatsro Foilowing a seriesg cf
tolephcne calls from Hitler st (odeqberg, he initisted
the action in Munich, procseding "aus eigenen Entschliuss”
to meke & number of Arreats (Gocbbels radio spasech,
June 30). Together with Hoss he thersafter asavumed
the primary respwgsibility for the directicn of the
purge in Bavaris.

2%, WEBER, CHRISTIAN. A% the time of the purge, 35
Flihrer end Stadtrat Wsber wes one of the four or Live
cld Party fighters called by Wagner to assist him in

the Munlch phase of the purge. Hs accompauled Eltler

on the trip to W*ess&», and 13 sald to have been
responsible, along with Maurice, lor the death of Si-
Obergruppenf&hre Heines (Helden, p., 443). Although

he may have bsen asscclated only with the action eszeinast
3L =leaders, his comnectlon with Wegner dwing the
eeriier phaaea of the acitlon may Indicate 2 wmore gone :al
responsibility for the whole Bavarian phsss ol the
pUurge.? .

24, WECKE, WALTER. At zhe tims of the purgs, Folizei-
otorst Wecke was couwmandor of tre Lsndespsll,@ﬁw ruOPE
General G8ring, stationed at Lichterfelde. As such &3
tecok a leading part 1n the suppraa#ion of tha $A in

the Berlin aras (Heiden, p. 447) and may have had
wider responsibhwjtieaoﬁ

T "Relch Governor and Gaulelter of Saxony.
20 Personal aide do camp to ditler.

Oo Daﬂdo
40 m&ld ©
5. Prasident of Krailstag.

6, Chisf of Landespoiizai in Prussia,




s 21 _— 3 §§QRET

a5, Ton OYRSCIH, UDD., At the time of the purgs,
Woyrsch ez Pollce President of Brezlau took clarge of
the situatlion end becane responsiblas for the ouvrge in
~that c¢lty, including the death of his personal enemy
sh-Brigadefvhrer von Vechmar-Lelgnitz (Jean Frangois
pp. 185«6j). Thether the asction in Breslau involved
neestres against non-Parity was well as agalinst Party
figures is not clear.l

L. Cereral of Pollco.
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Weissouch ubar dile Srsohlisasungen des H0, Juni

(Paric, Lo3B)

Jean Frangols, LIAff{dire Robm-Hitler (Paris, 1339)

0tto QyPQSSQr, Die deubsch Ba*tholonavdaachn {Zurich,

Konrad Heidan,‘ﬁitler, (Zﬁfﬂch, Qa )
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