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THE KATYN FOREST MASSACRE

MONDAY, APRIL 21, 1952

HousE OF REPRESENTATIVEs,
THE SELECT COMMITTEE ON THE KATYN FOREST MASSACRE,

- Frankfurt/Main, Germany.

The committee met at 2 p.m., pursuant to call, in the main court
room, resident officer's£ 45 Bockenheimer Anlager, Hon. Ray
J. Madden (chairman) presiding.
Present: Messrs. Madden, flood, Machrowicz, Dondero, and
O'Konski.
Also present: John J. Mitchell, chief counsel to the select committee,
and Roman Pucinski, committee investigator and interpreter.
Present also: Eckhardt von Hahn, interpreter.

]
(The* and testimony were translated into the Germananguage.£n MADDEN. The hearings will come to order.I might state that these hearings at Frankfurt, Germany, of the
special Katyn investigating committee, are one of a number of hearings
already held by this committee. This committee was authorized by
Congress on the 18th of September 1951. -

During October 1951, the committee took testimony in Washington,
D. C. When Congress reconvened in January, after a 3 months’ recess,
we again held a series of hearings in the city of Washington, D.C.
In the middle of March we convened and held a series of hearings

# £9. Ill. Last week we held 4 days of hearings in London,ngland.
The Congress of the United States created this committee for the
purpose of recording testimony, documents, and data pertaining to
the Katyn massacre, which took place at the beginning of World
War II. This committee is creating a precedent in that it is the first
time that testimony and hearings have been conducted regarding an
international crime similar to Katyn.
International crimes and atrocities or mass murders have taken
place before in history, but this is the first atrocity or international
crime where two governments have accused the other of committing
the crime, and up to the creation of this committee, there has never
been a neutral committee created to investigate the facts and circum-
stances of the massacre at Katyn. If a committee of this kind had
not taken the steps that we are taking, future generations, when
they read the history of the mass murders at Katyn, would wonder
why our civilization never took any steps to place the responsibility
for those crimes at Katyn. That is the reason why the Congress
of the United States authorized our committee.
Mr. John J. Mitchell, the counsel of the committee, will you an
nounce the first witness and call him forward?

1229



1230 THE KATYN FOREST MASSACRE

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Chairman, the first witness is Jozef Czapski,
of Paris, France. He is the individual who searched for the missing
Polish officers in Russia during the years 1941 and 1942.
Chairman MADDEN. Is Mr. Czapski in the room?
Mr. Czapski, do you object to being photographed?
Mr. CZAPSKI. No.
Chairman MADDEN. Mr. Mitchell, the counsel, will read a statement
and this statement will be read first in English and then in Polish
and German.
Will the two interpreters stand and be sworn?
Mr. FLOOD. What is your name?
Mr. PUCINSKI. My name is Roman Pucinski. *

Mr. FLOOD. You are the interpreter in what language?
Mr. PUCINSKI. Polish.
Mr. FLOOD. What is your name?
Mr. voN HAHN. Eckhardt von Hahn.
Mr. FLOOD. You are the interpreter in what language?
Mr. voN HAHN. In the German language.
Chairman MADDEN. Do you solemnly swear, by God the Almighty,
that you will, according to the best of your knowledge and ability,
truly interpret the testimony from English into Polish and Polish
into English?
Mr. PUCINSKI. I do.
Chairman MADDEN. Do you solemnly swear, by God the Almighty,
that you will, according to the best of your knowledge and ability,
truly interpret the testimony from English into German and from
German into English?
Mr. VON HAHN. I do.
Chairman MADDEN. The counsel will read a statement to the witness.
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Chairman, I would like to read the whole state
ment through and then have both interpreters repeat it in Polish and
German.
Chairman MADDEN. Proceed.

TESTIMONY OF JOZEF CZAPSKI, PARIS, FRANCE (THROUGH
INTERPRETER ROMAN PUCINSKI)

Mr. MITCHELL. Before you testify, it is our wish to invite your atten
tion to the fact that, under German law, you will not be liable for slan
der or libel, either in criminal or civil proceedings, for anything you
may say in your testimony, so long as you tell the truth. At the same
time, I wish to make it quite clear that neither the Government of the
United States nor the Congress of the United States assumes any re
sponsibility in your behalf with respect to libel or slander proceedings
which may arise as the result of your testimony.
Mr. FLOOD. Let the record show that the witness understands the
admonition.
Chairman MADDEN. The witness will be sworn.
Do you solemnly swear, by God the Almighty, that you will testify
as to your own knowledge and tell the truth, and nothing but the truth,
so help you God?
Mr. CZAPSKI. I do.
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Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Czapski, will you state your full name, please?
Mr. CZAPSKI. Jozef Czapski.
Mr. MITCHELL. Where were you born?
Mr. CZAPSKI. In Prague, Czechoslovakia.
Mr. MITCHELL. What year?
Mr. CZAPSKI. 1896.
Mr. MITCHELL. Where did you have your education?
Mr. CzAPSKI. I studied at Peterburg and in Krakow.
Mr.
Mrouen. What did

you do upon the completion of your
studies?

Mr. CZAPSKI. After the completion of my studies, I moved to Paris,
where I did considerable painting; and up until 1939, I had occupied
myself as an artist, as a painter, and I did considerable writing in
Warsaw after. After 1931 it was in Warsaw.
Mr. MITCHELL. Then your official position or profession was what?
Mr. CzAPSKI. I am an artist, a painter.
Mr. MITCHELL. Where were you on September 1, 1939?
Mr. CZAPSKI. I was in Warsaw, and as a Reserve officer, I was im
mediately called to active duty.
Mr. DoNDERO. In what Army?
Mr. CZAPSKI. Naturally, to the Polish Army.
Chairman MADDEN. Pardon me. -

I might say, on account of the large crowd in the courtroom, it is
going to be necessary for the people to be as quiet as possible, the
people that are assembled here, and also for the witness and interpre
ters to speak as loudly as possible, and slowly.

A
Mr.
Mircuit. What was the exact date that

you joined the Polish
rmy?
Mr. CZAPSKI. I was called to active duty on September 3 in Kra
kow, where my regiment, the Eighth Regiment, was stationed.
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the witness if
he wants to tell what happened to him from that date forward in his
own story.
Chairman MADDEN. Let me say to the witness that any procedure
that makes it easier for him to reveal his knowledge with regard to
the Katyn murders and facts leading up to his knowledge can be
followed by him. -

You can proceed in whatever way you desire.
Mr. CzAPSKI. I would prefer if you asked me the preliminary ques
tions and get me to Starobielsk as quickly as possible, where I can
then begin my testimony as to my direct association and knowledge
of this matter.
I can now tell you how I was taken prisoner by the Russians.
Mr. MITCHELL. Please do.
Mr. CZAPSKI. As an officer of the Second Squadron of my regiment,I was with my regiment during our retreat on the heels of the German
advance. On September 27, our units were surrounded by the armies
of Russia and we were taken prisoner.
Mr. MITCHELL. What year was that?
Mr. CzAPSKI. September of 1939.I was among those officers who were sent to one of the three camps
where officers who had been armed had been taken. These officers
were interned at Starobielsk, Kozielsk, and Otashkov.
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Chairman MADDEN. I will have to admonish the photographers
that these lights are interfering with the proceedings, so they will
have to be turned out.
Mr. MITCHELL. Proceed.
Mr. CZAPSKI. I can describe for you our conditions in Starobielsk.
Mr. MITCHELL. Very briefly, please.
Mr. CzAPSKI. We remained at this camp until April 5, when the
evacuation of the camp began, and the evacuation lasted from April
5 to May 12 of 1940. There were approximately 4,000 of us in this
camp. There were 3,920 during the period of the evacuation.
There were amongst us people of all ranks and all units, starting
with the rank of general, and there were several generals there. There
were several hundred doctors, there were a few professors of the
universities, there were many priests.
Among others evacuated before us was Father Alexandrowicz, the
superintendent of the Protestant Church in Poland, the Reverend
Potocki, and also the rabbi of the Polish Army, Rabbi Steinberg;
several outstanding intellectuals, and a very large number of youths.
Their only crime was that they were defending Poland against the
aggression of Hitler. When the evacuation began, we were removed
from the camp in groups numbering from 60 to 250 at each move.
Mr. MITCHELL. How many were in the group that left with you?
Mr. CZAPSKI. In my group there were only 16, but I will cover
that later.
Mr. MITCHELL. On what date did you leave?
Mr. CZAPSKI. The 12th of May.
Mr. MITCHELL. What year?
Mr. CZAPSKI. 1940.
During this evacuation, a select group of 63 people was evacuated
on the 25th of April. During this evacuation, the commanding officer
of the camp, Berezkov, and another man, Kirszyn, assured us that
we were being sent back to our homeland, to our own country, irrespec
tive of by whom that country was being occupied, the Russians or
the Germans.
At the same time, they were spreading rumors, however, that the
were sending us to France, where we would form a special unit£
would fight against Hitler.
After the 25th of April, when this select group had been evacuated,
only a few more groups were evacuated. Included in those few re
maining groups was my group of 16, which left on the 12th of May.
We were first sent to Pavlishchev Bor, in the province of Smolensk.
There we met the select and special group which had been evacuated
from our camp on the 25th of April. Likewise, we also met there
officers from the camps of Ostashkov and Kozielsk, numbering in all,
approximately 400. -

Mr. MITCHELL. Where was that?
Mr. CzAPSKI. That was in Pavlishchev Bor, in Smolensk.
After a couple of weeks, we were al
l

sent to the camp o
f Griazovec,

near Wologda. We at that time reasoned that all o
f

our officers
had been scattered among various camps in a similar manner. The
uncertainty about the rest o
f

our officers began that summer when
we began receiving letters from relatives inquiring about them, from
Poland.
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Mr. MITCHELL. How long were you at the camp of Griazovec?
Mr. CZAPSKI. I remained at Griazovec until the end of August 1941.
Mr. MITCHELL. You are arrived at Griazovec what date?
Mr. CZAPSKI. Either at the very end of June or the early part of
July 1940.
Mr. MITCHELL. Proceed with the rest of your story.
Mr. CZAPSKI. The alarm over our other fellow-officers grew from
month to month.
Mr. FLOOD. Just a minute.
Before Vou begin to tell us about the search for the officers and the
concern about the missing officers, I would like to know why you
managed to survive, why you think the Russians kept you alive; and
did your brother officers at Griazovec talk about that same question?
Mr. CZAPSKI. I must answer your second question first.
None of us, there wasn’t a single one amongst us who at that time
suspected these men had been murdered. We merely presumed that
these men had been scattered in small groups such as ours in other
camps and assigned probably to hard labor.
Do you now want to ask your first question? -

Mr. FLOOD. I want your opinion today, as far as you are concerned.
Mr. CZAPSKI. In Griazovec there were interned people of al

l

politi-\
cal beliefs, o

f

all classes and not only but also members o
f

minorities.

It is my opinion that the decision to murder my fellow-officers was
made in the Kremlin. This was during a period when there was great
joy because o

f

the close cooperation between Hitler and Stalin. It

was their plan to first exterminate and execute these Polish officers,
because for them it constituted a certain revenge, for these Poles con
stituted the elite o

f my country. But they did want to preserve a

small group so that if a subsequent demand should ever be made, they£ point to this group and say, “Here they are; you do have thesepeople.

After the arrangement reached between Stalin and Sikorski, fol
lowing Germany's invasion o

f Russia, a decision was reached that a

Polish Army would be formed on the Russian territory, which would
fight against the armies o

f

Hitler.

2

Mr. MITCHELL. This committee has already heard testimony about

a place called the “Haven o
f

Bliss.” Do you know anything about -

that? Answer yes, o
r

no.
Mr. CZAPSKI. Yes.
Mr. MITCHELL. Tell the committee very briefly what you know about
it.
Mr. CZAPSKI. I know only that about 20 officers had been taken
# prior to the agreement reached between General Sikorski andtalin.
Mr. MITCHELL. From which camp did those officers come; Pavlish
chev Bor, or Griazovec?
Mr. CZAPSKI. From Griazovec and I think also from Moscow.
Mr. MITCHELL. Proceed and tell us what you know.
Mr. CZAPSKI. I know that the purpose of taking these people there
and organizing this camp was to attempt to convert them to form a

Red Polish Army in Russia.
Mr. FLOOD. Where was this villa?
Mr. CZAPSKI. Near Moscow.
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From this group of approximately 20 officers, only a handful had
agreed to this conversion. Among those who were converted was
Berling, who subsequently became the commanding officer or com
mander in chief of the Red Polish Army in Russia at the time that
General Anders' Polish forces were transferred from Russia.
And here lies one very important detail, which I would like to relate.
The chief of the NKVD, Beria, and his assistant, Merkulow, pro
posed to this particular group of officers, during the late fall of 1940,
to prepare a# for the formulation of a Polish Army in Russiawhich would fight against the armies of Hitler in case of a war against
Hitler Germany.
Mr. MITCHELL. When did you say that was?
Mr. CZAPSKI. That was the late fall of 1940. At that time, Berling,
who was the proposed commanding officer, said, “Very well; but under
the condition that all of the Polish officers will be recruited into this
proposed Army.” To that, Beria replied, “Naturally, all of them;
the leftists and the rightists, all of them.”
To this, Berling replied: “Very well, we have the officers at Kozielsk,
Starobielsk, and Ostashkov, and we have officers there of a

ll units, so

that we can form a complete army.”
At this time, Merkulov told ising: “Oh, no, no, not those at

Kozielsk and Starobielsk. With those w
e

have made a grave mistake.”
Mr. MITCHELL. How do you know that?
Mr. CZAPSKI. I learned of this conversation in Turkestan in 1942.

I heard this from three different people who, at various moments and

a
t different places, had repeated this conversation to me.

Mr. MACHRowicz. Mr. Chairman, I think at this point of the record

it should b
e pointed out that this very same conversation, in those

Very Same words, has been testified to before the committee, under
oath, by other witnesses to whom they were repeated o

n

the very
same day they were uttered b

y

Merkulow.
Chairman MADDEN. Very well.
Mr. MITCHELL. That is about all you know about the Haven of

Bliss?
Mr. CzAPSKI. Yes, that is about all.
Mr. MITCHELL. You started to tell this committee, before I inter
rupted you, about the formation o

f

the Sikorski-Stalin pact. Will
you continue, please?
Mr. CzAPSKI. I began tell you this so that you would understand
that when we were released from this camp as a cadre which was to

form the Polish Army, already at that time, we were very seriously
concerned about the safety o

f

our fellow officers and, at that time,
we already had prepared a list o

f

several thousand o
f

those whose
names we could remember. But, I want to stress here and emphasize
that we had considered the possibility that these men may have frozen

to death, may have been starved to death, but a
t

no time did we
conceive o

f

the possibility that these men may have been massacred.
The second phase that I can testify to is when we began forming
our army in the regions near the Wolga.
Mr. FLOOD. Before you start that second phase, I think you should
know that the records o
f

this hearing, o
r

the hearings o
f

this com
mittee already show that the protocol, a copy o
f

the protocol signed
by the Soviet and the London Polish Government has been entered
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as a document in these hearings, and that, among other things, that
protocol provided that on the part of Soviet Russia all prisoners
military, civil, or otherwise—held by the Russians in Russia, Poles,
would be automatically freed, with the only exception listed being
certain criminals.
Do you understand that in English?
Mr. CZAPSKI. Yes.

-

Mr. FLOOD. And having that in mind, the Poles now began to form
their army, taking for granted the Poles would be released by the
Russians for that purpose. -

Mr. CZAPSKI. That is correct.
Mr. MITCHELL. Will you now proceed with the story of your
assignment? -

Mr. CZAPSKI. Yes; only mine.
Mr. MITCHELL. Then, the committee would like to know how you
were appointed, why you were appointed, to whatever assignment you
were appointed, and what time the appointment was made.
Mr. CzAPSKI. The reason was very clear. At the very beginning,I was assigned as chief of an office of assistance and information for
the first Polish division that was being mobilized near Totsk. All
the soldiers and all the officers that had reported from the various
camps to this division had to first go through my hands.
Mr. MITCHELL. Who appointed you to that job?
Mr. CzAPSKI. General Tokaszewski, who was in charge of forming
and mobilizing this particular division.
Mr. FLOOD. Just a minute.
For the purpose of today's hearing and to show some continuity,
the record should show that at the time the rapproachment developed
between the Soviet and the London Poles, Polish General Anders was
a prisoner of the Russians in the Lubianka Prison in Moscow, and
the Chief of the London Polish Government, General Sikorski, being
unable to locate the Chief of Staff, General Haller, designated General
Anders as the new commander in chief of the Polish Army to be organ
ized in Russia. The Russians then released General Anders who pro
ceeded to form the Polish Army, as indicated so far, and the testimony
of General Anders taken in London indicates that he designated the
witness, Czapski, to head up this unit and that his appointment from
the other general mentioned was merely through the chain of
command.

Mr. CZAPSKI. What I began testifying to before Mr. Flood's re
marks was that at the time that I was describing I was just a very
small, insignificant information officer of only one division, and it is
very important that I be permitted to make my point here.

-

. It was on the basis of the information that I obtained at that par
ticular time that I went to General Anders with my information, and
it was then that he appointed me in charge of the entire search for
these men. When I was ordered by General Anders to organize a
bureau to search for these men, I left Totsk and I proceeded to Buzu
luk and joined the General Staff of the Polish Army.

-

Chairman MADDEN. Tell the witness if he would like to have a 5
minute recess, we can have a recess now.

-

Mr. CZAPSKI. It is immaterial.
Chairman MADDEN. Proceed.
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Mr. CzAPSKI. I transferred to Buzuluk either in October or No
vember-end of October or possibly the beginning of November, and
with a large staff, I prepared a lengthy list of names which, subse
quently, on the 4th of December, General Sikorski presented to Stalin.
But, there is a second reason why I had been named to this par
ticular assignment by General Anders.
Mr. FLOOD. Just a minute.
Could that date of the meeting with Stalin have been December 3?
Mr. CZAPSKI. It is possible. It could have been the 3d or the 4th.
Mr. DONDERO. What year?
Mr. CZAPSKI. 1941.
The second reason was that I spoke Russian fluently. I had studied
in Russia, and as early as 1919, I had made a search for Polish officers
following the Bolshevik revolution.
As a result, I left behind my staff, which continued compiling and
improving the list of the missing officers, and I personally then went
into the terrain of Russia. , I began at Czkalow, because the chief of
the Soviet camps, the chief of the Gulag, was stationed at Czkalow.I went there with a letter from General Anders in which it was stated
that on orders of Stalin all of the Polish prisoners should be released.I was greeted, or received, by General Nasetkin. The General was
sitting in front of a huge map of Russia on which were superimposed
hundreds of stars and other marks indicating prison camps through
out Russia. Nasetkin received me somewhat cordially, because he
was alarmed when I showed him the letter.
Chairman MADDEN. How did you know that these hundreds of stars
on this map represented prison camps throughout Russia?
Mr. CZAPSKI. I knew because while I was the information officer
at Totsk, and from where I came, I had received thousands of people
who came from these very places—from Kolyma, from Kola, and from
Komi which is in Soviet Russia near the Urals.
Mr. MITCHELL. Will you proceed, please?
Mr. CZAPSKI. General Nasetkin had promised to give me the an
swers to my questions on the following day.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Did he say he needed that day's time to make
telephone inquiries about these camps?
Mr. CZAPSKI. Yes; that is correct.
The following day, he received me very badly. It was obvious and
apparent that he had received instructions from Moscow and from£ that he had no permission to talk to me.
Mr. FLOOD. Instead of asking a question, just for the record, the
significance of Kuybishev was the fact that, because of the German
advance, the Russian Government and the diplomatic corps had been
moved to Kuybishev.
Mr. CZAPSKI. That is correct.
At the same time that I was getting this bad reception from Naset
kin, a general of the NKVD had contacted General Anders in Buzuluk
and told him: “Czapski has no right to roam around the country.
His dealings shall be confined to the central headquarters of the
NKVD.”
Following my return to Buzuluk, General Anders immediately dis
atched me to the general headquarters of the NKVD. I went to#. but I did not remain there very long because all traces
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led to Moscow. In Moscow, I attempted to talk either to Beria or to
Merkulow.
Mr. MITCHELL. Whom did you talk to?
Mr. CZAPSKI. I was received neither by Beria nor Merkulow, but I
did succeed in talking to one of Merkulow's most trusted and top
assistants, General Rajchmann.
Mr. MITCHELL. When did you see him, approximately?
Mr. CZAPSKI. It was either at the beginning of F£ary or the
end of January 1942.I beg your pardon. It was the 2d of April 1942.
Mr. MACHRow ITZ. Wasn’t it on February 3, 1942, witness?
Mr. CzAPSKI. No, it was the 2d of February, 1942.
Mr. MITCHELL. What transpired during your conversation with
Rajchmann?
Mr. CZAPSKI. Rajchmann greeted me or received me, as the Russians
always do, with another silent witness there. I handed him a memo
randum which I now hold in my hand. It is the same memorandum.
Mr. MITCHELL. Do you have any objections to permitting the com
mittee to see that, having it photostated, and returned to you?
Chairman MADDEN. Just a minute.
We'll take a recess for a few minutes now if the cameramen that
came late desire to take pictures.
(Whereupon, a recess was taken.)
(After recess.)
Chairman MADDEN. The committee will come to order. Proceed.
Mr. FLOOD. Now, Mr. Czapski, you have handed us what purports
to be a memorandum handed by you to General Rajchmann; is that
correct?
Mr. CzAPSKI. Yes; that is correct, Mr. Flood.

N.' FLOOD. Will you have the stenographer mark this as exhibitO. 1%

(The document referred to was marked as “Exhibit No. 1, Frank
furt” and was returned to the witness at his request.)
Mr. FLOOD. I now show you exhibit No. 1 and ask you whether or
not this is the memorandum to which you have just referred.
Mr. CZAPSKI. Yes, Mr. Flood, this is the original memorandum
that I had handed him.
Mr. FLOOD. Do I understand that you will have a photostatic copy
of this prepared for later submission to the committee?
Mr. CZAPSKI. That is correct.
Mr. FLOOD. We will have the photostatic copy then marked for the
permanent record as exhibit 1-A, at which time the original docu
ment, exhibit 1, can be returned to the witness.
(Exhibit No. 1-A, photostatic copy of exhibit 1, is identical with
exhibit 50—A already appearing in pt. 4, London hearings, p. 944, and
will not be reprinted at this point.)
Mr. FLOOD (continuing). Now, in what language is that document,
exhibit 1, now written?
Mr. CZAPSKI. In Russian.
Mr. FLOOD. Will you also have provided a translation from Rus
sian into English to accompany the photostat of exhibit No. 1?
Mr. CZAPSKI. If you will help me, of course I will.
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Mr. FLOOD. And that translation will be marked as “Exhibit 1–B.”
(Exhibit 1-B, English translation of Exhibit 1, is shown below.

[Translation from Russian of Exhibit 1]

[On the top a pencil mark:] Memorandum submitted in Moscow to the Gen.
Raichmann in Lublianka [seat of N. K. V. D.] on April 2, 1942, by Capt. Czapski.

MEMORANDUM CoNCERNING THE POLISH PRISONERS OF WAR FROM STAROBEL'sK,
KozEL'sK AND OSTASHKov, WHo DID NoT RETURN

The prisoners of war, who from 1939 until April 1940, were in Starobel’sk,
Kozel’sk and Ostashkov (numbering more than 15,000, of whom 8,700 were com
missioned officers) did not return from exile, and the place of their confinement is
unknown to us; an exception are 400–500 men, that is approximately three percent
of the total number of prisoners of war, who were released in 1941, after one year's
imprisonment in Griasovets near Wologda or in other prisons.

Camp in Starobel’sk No. 1
Shipments of prisoners of war used to arrive in Starobel'sk camp from 30 Sep
tember to 1 November 1939 and when the clearing of the inmates of the camp
began, the number of the Polish Prisoners was 3,920 men including generals and
colonels who were kept separately. There were also several scores of civilians,
about 30 cadet-officers (podkhorunzhii) and ensigns (khorunzhii). All others
were commissioned officers, of whom at least 50 percent were of the regular army,
8 generals, more than 100 colonels and lieutenant-colonels, about 250 majors, ap
proximately 2500 first and second lieutenants of all branches of the service and
auxiliary services. Among them there were 380 doctors, several professors of in
stitutions of higher learning, etc.
Kozel’sk No. 1 and Ostashkov were camps for prisoners of war, both formed
and cleared approximately at the same time.

The camp in Kozel’sk
On the day when the clearing of the camp began–On April 3rd, 1940—the
camp had approximately 5,000 prisoners, among them 4,500 commissioned officers
of all ranks and of all branches of the Service.

Camp in Ostashkov
On the day when the clearing began—on April 6, 1940—this camp contained
6,750 men, among them 380 commissioned officers.

The clearing of the Camp in Starobel’sk
On April 5, 1940, the first group, consisting of 195 men, was sent from Starobel’sk
Colonel Berezhkov the Soviet commandant, and commissar Kirshin official assured
the prisoners of war, that they are being sent to the distribution center, from
where they will be sent to the places of their residence, to Poland, both to the
German or the Soviet part. Up to April 26, inclusive, groups consisting of from
65 to 240 men were shipped.
On April 25, after the customary announcement concerning the sending of more
than 100 men, a special list of 63 men was read, to whom the order was given to
Stand separately during the departure to the Station.
After April 26 there was an interruption in the clearing of the camps until May
2, when 200 men were sent. After that the rest of the prisoners were sent with
small groups on the 8th, 11th, and 18th of May. The group, which included me,
among others, was sent to Pavlishchev Bor (Smolensky region), where we met
the whole “special group” of 63 men, who were sent on April 25. Thus we num
bered 79, almost all being commissioned officers from Starobel’sk, who were,
after one year, released from Griazovecky camp. Adding to this number 7
more commissioned officers, who were shipped individually during the winter of
1939–40 from Starobel’sk, the total number of those commissioned officers who
were released will make 86 out of 39.20 men, i. e., slightly more than 2 percent
of the total number of prisoners in Starobel’sk.

* According to the numerous letters received in Poland in the winter of 1940–41, we£a sure that nobody was then sent from Starobel’sk, Kozel’sk, and Ostashkov backO Boland.
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The clearing of the camps of Kozel’sk and Ostashkov
It proceeded in like manner. In Pavlishchev Bor we found about 200 com
missioned officers from Kozel’sk and about 120 men from Ostashkov. The pro
portion between the number of people brought to Pavlishchev Bor from these
camps and the number of people confined there differed slightly from the propor
tion relating to Starobel’sk.

The camp in Griazovets
After a month's stay in Pavlishchev Bor the whole of the camp, approximately
400 people, was shipped to Griazovets near Vologda, where we remained until the
day of [our] release. About 1,250 commissioned officers and enlisted men also
arrived there, they were previously interned in Lithuania, Latvia, and Estonia
and stayed as internees (not as prisoners of war) in Kozel'sk No. 2 from the fall
of 1940 till the summer of 1941.
The camp in Griazovets was known to us as the only PW camp consisting most
ly of commissioned officers of the Polish Army, which existed in the U.S.S.R. from
June 1940 to September 1941, and the population of which, after their release,
almost in full number, joined the Polish Army in the U.S.S.R.
Almost 6 months had passed since the “amnesty” to all Polish PW’s and in
ternees was proclaimed on August 12, 1941. Polish commissioned officers and en
listed men, released from confinement to which they were subjected when trying
to cross the border after September 1939 or those arrested at places of their resi
dence, were arriving, in groups or individually, to join the Polish Army. But
despite the amnesty, in spite of the explicit promise given by the President of the
Sovnarkom (Soviet of People's Commissars) Stalin himself, in November 1941,
to our envoy Kot that PW’s be returned to us, despite of a strict order to locate
and liberate the PW’s from Starobel’sk, Kozel’sk, and Ostashkov given by Stalin
on December 4, 1941, in the presence of the Commanding General of the Polish
Army Sikorski and General Anders, in spite of all this not a single prisoner of
war appeared from Starobel’sk, Kozel’sk and Ostashkov (except the group from
Griazovets mentioned before and a few scores of persons who were separately
interned and liberated as early as in September).
No appeal for help from the PW’s interned in the camps mentioned above has
ever reached us.
In spite of the interrogation of thousands of persons returning from all the
camps and prisons of the U. S. S. R. we shall have not obtained any reliable in
formation on their [the prisoners, in Starobel’sk] whereabouts, except for the
following rumors coming from second-hand sources: that from 6 to 12 thousands
commissioned and noncommissioned Officers were Sent to Kolyma Via Bukhta
Nachodka in 1940; -

That more than 5,000 commissioned officers were collected in the mines of the
Frants Iosif Islands; that there were deportations to Nova ia Zemlia, Kamchatka,
and Chukotka ; that in the summer of 1941, 630 commissioned officers, PW’s from
Kozel’sk, were working 180 kilometers from Pestraia Dresva ; that 150 commis
Sioned officers, clad in their uniforms, were seen north from the river Sos’va
near Gar'; that some Polish commissioned officers, prisoners of war, were trans
ported on huge towed barges (1,700–2,000 men to a barge) to Severnye Ostrova
and that three Such barges sank in Barents sea.
None of this information was confirmed sufficiently, although the information
on Severnye Ostrova and Kolyma seems to be the most probable.
We know that every prisoner of war was registered, and that the “case records”
of all us, with the numerous records on interrogations together with the docu
ments, identified and checked photographs, were kept in special files. We know
how carefully, and exactly this work of the NKVD was conducted, so that none
of us, [former] prisoners of war, can believe for a second that the whereabouts of
15,000 PW’s of which more than 8,000 are commissioned officers, could be un
known to the higher authorities of the NKVD. The solemn promise of the
Pred sovnarkom Stalin himself and his strict order to ascertain the fate of the
former Polish prisoners of war permit us to hope that at least we could know
where our brothers in arms are and, if they have perished, how and when it
happened.

Number of commissioned officers of the Polish Army, former prisoners of war,
who did not return

On April 5, 1940, the day of the beginning of the clearance of the camp of in
mates in Starobel’sk, the total number of commissioned officers, prisoners of War,
93744–52–pt. 5–2
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with the exception of some civilians and approximately 30 ensigns and cadet
officers was 3,920.
The number of prisoners of war in Kozel’sk on April 6, 1940, the day when
clearing of the camp of inmates began, amounted to 5,000, among them commis
sioned officers constituted 4,500.
The number of prisoners of war in Ostashkov on April 6, 1940, the day when the
clearing of the camp of inmates started, was 6,570; the commissioned officers
constituted among them 380. Total 8,800 commissioned officers.
By deducting several scores of civilians from Starobel'sk the number of com
missioned Officers constitutes 8,700.
Some 300 commissioned officers from Griasovets, former prisoners of war from
Starobel’sk, Kozel’sk, and Ostashkov, have returned to the Polish Army and
furthermore several scores were released from prisons, into which they were sent
from the above-mentioned camps, and returned, which makes the total number of
returned commissioned Officers not more than 400.
Consequently the following figure shows the number of commissioned officers
who did not return from Starobel’sk, Kozel’sk, and Ostashkov camps—8,300 men.
All officers of the Polish Army, the number of which as of January 1, 1940,
amounted to approximately 2,300 persons, were formerly confined or interned in
Lithuania, Latvia, and Estonia, but they were not prisoners of war (with the
exception of the above-mentioned 400 persons).
Being unable to define with similar precision the grand total number of all
those who did not return, we give solely the figures of the prisoners of war from
Kozel’sk, Starobel’sk, Ostashkov, the majority of which are officers, because
we were able to determine their number with relative precision.
Because we were now expanding, by virtue of the decision of the Chairman of
the Council of People's Commissars Stalin and of General Sikorski, Our army in
the south of the U. S. S. R., a continuously growing need is felt for these officers
who disappeared; we are losing in them the best military experts, the best com
manding personnel.
No special explanation is required to realize the extent to which the disappear
ance of many a thousand of brothers-in-arms obstructs the work of the creation
in our army of confidence in the Soviet Union, which confidence is so much needed
for a sound development of mutual relations between the two allied armies in
their struggle against the common sworn enemy.

-

Commissioner for the Affairs of
Former Prisoners of War in the USSR
Captain of the Cavalry JozEF CzAPSKI

Moscow, February 2, 1942.

Mr. CZAPSKI. I would like at this time to say, in a few words, what
is in this memorandum.
Mr. FLOOD. You can proceed to testify from the best of your recol
lection as to what the memorandum contains, and refer to it

,
if neces

sary, to refresh your memory.
Mr. CzAPSKI. I began this memorandum with an accurate and de
tailed account of how these officers were transferred to these various
camps, including the numbers. Then I cite all of the promises made
by Stalin in the presence o

f

Molotov that all o
f

these people are
ordered to be released. Then I proceed to explain that Poles are
arriving to us from all over Russia and that among them there isn’t

a single member nor a single name o
f any o
f

these three camps. I

then proceed to name all o
f

the islands and far-away camps where
there are rumors that these officers may be interned. I want to empha
size here that a

t

that particular time I still believed that these men
would be found.
Mr. O'KONSKI. And that they were alive.
Mr. CZAPSKI. Yes; and I believed that they were alive, or I hoped
that they were alive.
And then I further state in my memorandum that I cannot believe
that the Russians do not know the whereabouts o

r

the fate o
f

these
soldiers.
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I further stated that I know very well how carefully the NKVD
records the movements of every prisoner.I then stated in the memorandum that the solemn promises of Stalin
that these men would be released authorizes me to inquire of them to
tell me at least whether or not these men are still alive.
General Rajchmann read my memorandum very calmly. He said
that he knows nothing about this matter, although I have heard from
other sources that he was for a certain time in charge of the entire
Polish section.
Mr. FLOOD. Just a minute. What was the date of that memo
randum?
Mr. CZAPSKI. The 2d of April 1942.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Just a minute; the 2d of April, or the 2d of
February?
Mr. CZAPSKI. I have noted here on my copy of the original that it
is the 2d of April. It is possible that it was the 2d of February.
Mr. MITCHELL. What, exactly, have you got at the top of that
memorandum?
Mr. CZAPSKI. I must make a correction. In the typewritten state
ment, typewritten in Moscow, the date is given as the 2d of February.
My own notation at the top is incorrectly stated, in my own hand
writing.
#vensk. The witness, Mr. Chairman, is indicating in his copy
here on the last page, under the signature, as the typewritten date,
“February 2d,” and a little notation on the face of the memorandum,
written by hand, is the date “April 2d.”
Mr. MACHRowICz. Just one question, and I would like to have your
answer on the record. Do you now wish to correct your statement so
that it will read that this conversation you had with General Rajch
mann and the date of handing him the memorandum is February 2d,
1942—is that correct?
Mr. CZAPSKI. Yes, I want that very much.
Mr. FLOOD. Now that we have established the date, I want to ask
you this. In all of your conversations with any Russians of any
category any place during your search thus far, had anybody told
you that the Polish missing officers must be German prisoners, or
prisoners of the Germans?
Mr. CzAPSKI. Never. Not once had I been told anything of that
sort. And here I would like to add that it was common knowledge
that the Russians had evacuated the prisoners when the Germans were
advancing along all points sooner than they even evacuated the
Russian families. For how these evacuations were conducted I sug
gest that you read a chapter in my book, Inhuman Land, which has
the original stenographic record of this entire procedure of
evacuation.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Mr. Czapski, in that memorandum that you
handed to General Rajchmann, did you specifically mention the fact
that there were about 15,000 prisoners in Kozielsk, Starobielsk, and
Ostashkov, and that none of them had been heard from?
Mr. CzAPSKI. I must reply to this very expressly. There were
15,000 in all. There were officers; there was police; and there were
also soldiers. Of the officers in these three camps, there were 8,700.

l
\
~
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Mr. MACHRowICz. Did General Rajchmann tell you whether he
would furnish you with an answer to the memorandum?
Mr. CZAPSKI. Yes. General Rajchmann assured me that he would
give me a reply.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Did you receive the reply?
Mr. CZAPSKI. I waited several days in Moscow, and suddenly one
evening—that is

,

a
t midnight—I was awakened by the telephone.

That was General Rajchmann calling me personally, who, in a very
sympathetic manner, informed me that he would not see me again and
that he had no knowledge in this matter, and he advised me to return to

Kuybishev to see Wishinsky, since all the records on this matter were
with Vishinsky a

t Kuybishev.
Mr. MACHRow ICz, Just a minute. Was Wishinsky then Commissar

o
f Foreign Affairs?

Mr. CZAPSKI. He was the Vice Minister.

I told Rajchmann in reply that Ambassador Kot had talked to

Wishinsky on eight different occasions in this matter and that Wishin
sky's answer always was that he had no knowledge in this matter.
Mr. FLOOD. Just a minute. The record should show that Ambas
sador Kot is the Ambassador from the London-Polish Government to' Soviet, and at this time was with the Diplomatic Corps at GuybiShe V.

Mr. MACHRow ICz. Did that conversation end your seeking for infor

£n from the Russian authorities on the fate of these Polish offiCerS 9

Mr. CZAPSKI. Actually, yes. There were subsequent conversations.
There was one with Ehrenburg, but the results o

f

this conversation
had contributed nothing new.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. By “Ehrenburg”, you mean Ilya Ehrenburg, is
that correct?
Mr. CZAPSKI. Yes.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. Who was Ilya Ehrenburg?
Mr. CZAPSKI. He was one of two of the most noted Russian writers

a
t

the time, and he had received a special Stalin prize (100,000 rubles)
from Stalin for his book entitled “The Collapse of Paris.”
Mr. MITCHELL. One question. When did you cease to be the head of

this chief investigative unit for the locating o
f

the missing Polish of
ficers in Russia?
Mr. CZAPSKI. After my return to the Polish forces, which was either

in April—it was in April of 1942.
Mr. MITCHELL. Why?
Mr. CZAPSKI. First o

f all, because I ceased believing that these men
were alive. I base this conclusion of mine o

n my discussion and
conversation with Hajchmann. Secondly, I had learned in Turkistan
at this time of the discussions of Merkulow in the Villa of Bliss.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Now, you are referring to the conversation in

which Merkulow said o
r

admitted that the Russians made a great
mistake with these Polish officers?
Mr. CZAPSKI. Yes, that is correct.
Mr. FLOOD. Now, Mr. Czapski, I take for granted that this about
terminated your general search—not that you ended it; I know that
you still continued in a general way from then on.
Mr. PUCINSKI. The witness indicated, Mr. Flood, that he wants to

reply to that.
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Mr. CZAPSKI. Officially my work was finished, and, naturally, I
continued my interest in this search, and I first wrote the report which
was sent to America and translated into English, called “The Death
at Katyn.”
Mr. FLOOD. Now, Mr. Czapski, where were you when the German
announcement of Katyn was made in 1943?

-

Mr. CZAPSKI. I was at that time with the Polish Army in Iraq, as
the Chief of the Propaganda Agency of the Polish Army.
Mr. FLOOD. What was your reaction, and what was the reaction of' #llow Poles, when you heard the German announcement about(atyn? -

Mr. CzAPSKI. Naturally, our reaction was that this was done by the
Russians. I do not remember that there was any one amongst us who
doubted that anyone but the Russians could have done this.
Mr. PUCINSKI. The witness is questioning the German translation
of his original answer and states here:
Mr. CZAPSKI. We were fully aware that this could have been an
act of the Germans because we knew of the German atrocities, but we
knew that in this case this was done by the Russians because we were
in Russia and we saw how the Russians had been evacuating these

|

prisoners, and we knew that the Russians did not leave any prisoners
to fall into the hands of the Germans.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Now, Mr. Czapski, in the course of your many
months of investigation in this matter, did you find any instances
where the families of the officers at these three camps which you men
tioned received letters from these people after April or May 1940?
Mr. CZAPSKI. Never; never. We had heard, from time to time,
rumors that such letters existed, and we had intensely searched for
these letters, and we had found that those letters had never actually
existed.

Mr. MACHRow ICz. Now, in April or May 1940, this territory in
which these camps were located was in whose hands, German or
Russian?

-

Mr. CZAPSKI. The entire territory was in the hands of the Russians
and was separated by hundreds of miles from the German territory,
and it wasn’t until the summer, or a year later, in the Summer of
1941, that the Germans first arrived there.
Mr. DONDERO. Now, Mr. Czapski, have you ever seen or heard of
any of these officers and soldiers since April or May 1940?
M. CZAPSKI. I have neither seen nor heard of these officers since
April of 1940, and I would like to point out here that since my re
lease from Griazovec the search for these men has been an obsession
with me.
Mr. O’KonsKI. Will you state whether you see any similarity in
the run-around which you and other Polish officials got from the
Russians concerning Polish prisoners of war—do you see any simi
larity in the run-around which they got to the run-around which the
United Nations are getting in Korea in dealing on the same subject?
Mr. CZAPSKI. I have not studied very carefully the situation in
Korea, but it seems to me that if a massacre like this could have been
perpetrated in Katyn it could also be repeated elsewhere.
Chairman MADDEN. Mr. Czapski, let me say this on behalf of the
committee. You have testified here today under rather difficult cir
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cumstances by reason of using two interpreters in recording your
testimony. You have reviewed the history of your experiences from
back in 1939 on. Would you, from all these experiences, be in a posi
tion to say who, what government, is responsible for the massacre at
Katyn, in your opinion?
Now briefly, briefly.
Mr. CzAPSKI. First of all, there is no doubt in my mind that these
men were murdered by the Soviets.
Chairman MADDEN. I want to thank you for your testimony.
Mr. CZAPSK. I must state my second point.
Chairman MADDEN. Very well.

| Mr. CzAPSKI. Secondly, we keep forgetting that Russia is the most
centralized country in the world whenever it comes to issuing orders
or directives or policy. Therefore, the full responsibility for this

. crime does not rest with some NKVD
sadist; the full responsibility

rests with Beria and Stalin.
Chairman MADDEN. Have you anything further you would want.
to say before your testimony stops?
Mr. CzAPSKI. I belive not, Mr. Chairman.
Chairman MADDEN. I want to thank you for testifying here today.
Now, on account of the lateness of the hour, we will not have a
recess but we will proceed with the next witness, who will not take
such a long period of time.
Mr. FLOOD. Mr. Chairman, this committee communicated its re
quest for information to both the Soviet and the Warsaw Polish Gov
ernments and, as well, to the Federated Republic of Germany. Since
we are now about to begin with the first German witness, I have
here the invitation and the reply of the Federal Republic of Germany
to the committee in connection with their request for information
and cooperation, and at this time I will insert them into the record.
They have already been released publicly, and there is no particular
reason for taking time to go into them further at this time.
Will you have the stenographer mark the letter of invitation as
exhibit 2?
(The document referred to was marked “Frankfurt, Exhibit 2.”)

House of REPRESENTATIVES,
SELECT CoMMITTEE To INVESTIGATE THE KATYN FOREST MASSACRE,

Washington, D. C., March 18, 1952.

ExHIBIT 2

LETTER OF INVITATION FROM KATYN COMMITTEE

The Honorable CHARGE D’AFFAIRES OF THE FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF GERMANY.
MY DEAR MR. CHARG6 D'AFFAIRES: The House of Representatives of the United
States of America on September 18, 1951, unanimously passed House Resolution
390. A copy of this resolution is attached for your information.
This resolution authorizes and directs a committee of Congress to conduct a
full and complete investigation and study of the facts, evidence, and extenuating
circumstances both before and after the massacre of thousands of Polish officers
buried in a mass grave in the Katyn Forest on the banks of the Dnieper in
the vicinity of Smolensk, U. S. S. R.
This official committee of the United States Congress respectfully invites the
Government of the Federal Republic of Germany to submit any evidence, docu
ments, and witnesses it may desire on or before May 1, 1952, pertaining to the
Katyn Forest Massacre. The committee will be in Europe during the month
of April to hear and consider any testimony which may be available.
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These hearings and the taking of testimony from witnesses are being con
ducted in accordance with the rules and regulations of the House of Repre
sentatives of the United States of America.
Very truly yours,

RAY J. MADDEN,
Chairman, Select Committee To Conduct an Investigation and Study of
the Facts, Evidence, and Circumstances of the Katyn Forest Massacre.

Mr. FLOOD (continuing). Mr. Chairman, I show you exhibit No. 2–B
and ask you whether or not this communication has been in your cus
tody until it was presented to the committee today as the reply from
the German Federal Republic to you.
Chairman MADDEN. It has, and we will put that in evidence as
exhibit 2–B, together with exhibit 2-A, transmittal letter of the De
partment of State.
(Exhibit 2-A and 2–B is shown as follows:)

EXHIBIT 2-A

TRANSMITTAL LETTER OF DEPARTMENT OF STATE CovERING GERMAN DIPLOMATIC
MISSION REPLY TO COMMITTEE

DEPARTMENT OF STATE,
Washington, March 31, 1952.

The Honorable RAY J. MADDEN,
Chairman, Select Committee to Investigate the Katyn Forest Massacre,
House of Representatives.

MY DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: At the request of the Chargé d'Affaires of the Fed
eral Republic of Germany, I am transmitting a letter dated March 31, 1952, ad
dressed to you by the Charge d'Affaires in response to your letter of March 18,
1952.

Sincerely yours,
JACK K. McFALL,
Assistant Secretary

(For the Secretary of State).

EXHIBIT 2–B

REPLY TO COMMITTEE INVITATION BY DIPLOMATIC MISSION OF THE
FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF GERMANY

DIPLOMATIC MISSION OF THE
FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF GERMANY.,
Washington, D.C., March 31st, 1952.

The Honorable RAY J. MADDEN,
Chairman, Select Committee to Conduct an Investigation and Study of the
Facts, Evidence and Circumstances of the Katyn Forest Massacre.

MY DEAR MR. MADDEN : I have the honor to acknowledge receipt of your letter of
March 18, 1952, in which you inform me that the House of Representatives of
the United States of America on September 18, 1951, unanimously passed House
Resolution 390, which authorizes and directs a committee of Congress to conduct
a full and complete investigation and study of the facts, evidence, and extenuat
ing circumstances both before and after the massacre of thousands of Polish
officers buried in a mass grave in the Katyn Forest on the banks of the Dnieper
in the vicinity of Smolensk, U. S. S. R.
I have transmitted to my Government the committee’s invitation to submit any
evidence, documents, and witnesses it may desire on or before May 1, 1952, per
taining to the Katyn Forest Massacre. In reply to that invitation I have been
instructed to inform you that the Government of the Federal Republic of Ger
many will be most Willing to give any support and assistance within its power to
contribute to the committee's investigation. As to the evidence and documents
pertaining to the Katyn Forest Massacre which were collected during the war, I
may point out that they will not be available as they were taken over by occu
pation authorities after the war came to an end.
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I should therefore like to suggest that a meeting be held between a representa
tive of your committee and this mission to discuss the best means and ways for
cooperation in this matter.

Very truly yours,
HEINRICH. L. KREKELER.

Chairman MADDEN. Werner Stephan.
Mr. Stephan, would you give your full name, please?

TESTIMONY OFWERNER STEPHAN (THROUGH THE INTERPRETER,
DR. MARGA MEIER)

Mr. STEPHAN. Werner.
Chairman MADDEN. Would you spell that for the record?
Mr. STEPHAN. W-e-r-n-e-r, Stephan, S-t-e-p-h-a-n.
Chairman MADDEN. I understand you have no objection to being
photographed.
Mr. STEPHAN. No.
Mr. FLOOD. Has the interpreter been sworn ?
Dr. MEIER. No.
Mr. FLOOD. You will be sworn, please.
Chairman MADDEN. Do you solemnly swear that you will interpret
the testimony to be given by the witness correctly from German to
English and from English to German?
Dr. MEIER. I do.
Mr. Flood. What is your name, young lady?
Dr. MEIER. Dr. Marga Meier.
Chairman MADDEN. Now, Mr. Stephan, the counsel will read the
statement before you are sworn.
Mr. MITCHELL. Before you testify it is our wish to invite your
attention to the fact that under German law you will not be liable for
slander or libel either in criminal or in civil proceedings for anything
you may say in your testimony, so long as you tell the truth. At the
same time, I wish to make it quite clear that neither the Government
of the United States nor the Congress of the United States assumes
any responsibility in your behalf with respect to libel or slander
proceedings which may arise as the result of your testimony.
Dr. MEIER. The witness indicated that he understood it.
Mr. FLOOD. Now, will you stand and be sworn, please.
Chairman MADDEN. Raise your right hand.
Do you solemnly swear, in the testimony about to be given, that you
will tell the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help
you God?
Mr. STEPHAN. I swear it, so help me God.
Mr. FLOOD. What is your full name?
Mr. STEPHAN. Werner Stephan.
Mr. FLOOD. Were you in any way identified with the former German
Government in any official capacity?
Mr. STEPHAN. Yes, I was Ministerialrat; that is, Ministerial Coun
cilor in the Ministry o
f Propaganda.

Mr. FLOOD. Who was the chief in the Ministry o
f Propaganda under

whom you served?
Mr. STEPHAN. That was Dr. Goebbels.
Mr. DONDERO. What was that answer?
Mr. STEPHAN. Dr. Goebbels.
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Mr. FLOOD. Mr. Stephan, I direct your attention to the year of 1943
and ask you whether or not you were identified with the former Ger
man Government in that year in the capacity you have just indicated.
Mr. STEPHAN. Yes. At that time I had been working for 14 years
for the President of the Reich Government.
Mr. FLOOD. What was your former business occupation?
Mr. STEPHAN. I was a journalist.
Mr. FLOOD. Now I direct your attention to the matter of the Katyn
massacre and ask you how that matter first was brought to your at
tention in your official capacity.
Mr. STEPHAN. During the first days of April 1943, a journalist
whom I had known for a very long time came to see me. At that time
he was stationed near Smolensk as a soldier, and he came to see me
in order to tell me something of great importance.
Mr. MITCHELL. What was his name?
Mr. STEPHAN. His name was Hans Meyer. -
Mr. FLOOD. What was his rank and what unit was he connected
with in the Germany Army at that time, and where was it located?
Mr. STEPHAN. Meyer had been working for several years as a de
partment chief with the information center and had then been drafted
to a press unit near Smolensk.
Mr. FLOOD. What was his business before he entered the armed
forces, if you know?
Mr. STEPHAN. He was a journalist, and he belonged to the Deutsche
Nachtrichten Bureau, which was the official German news agency.
Mr. FLOOD. All right. Tell us what happened, how you became
acquainted with the Katyn matter, and what was Meyer's connection
with it

,
so far as you were concerned.

Mr. STEPHAN. Meyer told me that he had to come to Berlin because

in the area where h
e

was stationed strange and, a
s it seemed to him, )

important things were happening. There had been rumors in this
area spread b

y

the Russian population that mass graves o
f

Polish
officers were there. Finally higher military commands had gotten
knowledge o

f

these rumors, and exhumations had been started. Now,

it seemed to him that the whole affair was not started correctly and
that the military commands were not aware o

f

the importance o
f

the
whole matter. He was afraid that this was a political matter and
that the military commands were not fully aware o

f

the importance

o
f

this matter, and if there were exhumations carried out at all they
had to be taken very seriously and records had to be taken and tran
Scripts made and, if possible or necessary, international agencies or

bodies would have to be formed. *
Approximately the following: You know yourself, military com
mands grab everything and want to do everything, and they treat
everything a

s
a very secret matter and don’t want to have anyone

interfere; but really and actually, they don’t understand anything
about it
.

That is why Meyer had come to Berlin, because he thought
that the political agencies had to be interested because the military
commands did not begin it correctly.
Mr. FLOOD. What you mean is that Mr. Meyer was afraid o
f

the
Army, that he was afraid o
f

the propaganda value o
f

the discovery;
was he not?
Mr. STEPHAN. Yes. Not exactly the propaganda value, but the
political value.
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Mr. FLOOD. You make a distinction between the two things, do you?
Mr. STEPHAN. Yes. Propaganda may be the utilization which need
not necessarily be correct, whereas political evaluation, I think, is a
different thing.
Mr. FLooD. What agency were you working for?
Mr. STEPHAN. With the press department.
Mr. FLOOD. Why did Meyer come to you?
Mr. STEPHAN. Because I was an old acquaintance of his.
Mr. FLOOD. An old friend?
Mr. STEPHAN. Maybe “friend” is saying too much; but we knew
each other for quite some time.
Mr. FLOOD. What did he ask you to do?
Mr. STEPHAN. He asked me to get him in contact with the high
political agency, and I think that he was thinking in particular of
Dr. Goebbels.
Mr. FLOOD. Did he ask especially about Dr. Goebbels?
Mr. STEPHAN. He did also ask for Dr. Dietrich, who was at that
time press chief of the Reich Government.
Mr. FLOOD. What did you do?
Mr. STEPHAN. Dietrich was at that time in the Füehrer head
quarters and therefore could not be reached. So I went to Goebbels'
office and told them roughly what had happened. I told them in
particular that Meyer asked to be received by Goebbels.
Mr. FLOOD. What arrangements did you make?
Mr. STEPHAN. I was first asked whether this man was really serious,
because what I had told them briefly seemed rather sensational and,
on first sight, not very credible. I told them that Meyer was a serious
and reliable man and a good and well-proved journalist and that there
were no objections to his being received. Thereupon, there was a
reception with Dr. Goebbels.
Mr. FLOOD. Were you present?
Mr. STEPHAN. No; I was not.
Mr. FLOOD. Did Meyer ever report to you after he talked to Dr.
Goebbels?

Mr. STEPHAN. Yes; he did. He came to me immediately after the
reception and told me how the conversation had developed.
Mr. FLOOD. Could you tell us the day and the month and the year
of Meyer's meeting with Goebbels?
Mr. STEPHAN. I should assume that it was the 1st or 2d of April
1943.

Mr. FLOOD. Will you give us the gist of Meyer's report to you after
his meeting with Goebbels on this subject?
Mr. STEPHAN. Of course, I can do that only in very general terms,
because 9 years have passed since then, and at that time I did not think
or assume that I would ever have to testify as to that before an
American commission.
Mr. FLOOD. Do you want to try?
Mr. STEPHAN. Yes.
Mr. FLOOD. Go ahead.
Mr. STEPHAN. Of course, it can only be a general impression.
Meyer said approximately that Dr. Goebbels was extremely surprised.
If I am permitted to say it less seriously, I should like to say he could
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hardly believe the fortune that had occurred to him. He was so very
much surprised that such an important news should just come to him.
Several days passed and, as far as I know, Dr. Goebbels went to
Hitler during these days, as he frequently did, and he reported to
Hitler concerning this matter. And upon his return, he had the satis
faction, which was always felt during the Third Reich, that if

,
in a

struggle o
f

certain contests you were victorious over a rival, and in

this case your rival was the army, the armed forces, and Dr. Goeb
bels had received authority to take over the case and the armed
forces had to transfer the matter to him.
Mr. FLOOD. Where is Meyer today, if you know?
Mr. STEPHAN. As far as I know, he fell in action in Berlin in 1945.
Mr. FLOOD. And that, Mr. Stephan, is your connection with the
official communication?
Mr. STEPHAN. Yes, that is all.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Mr. Stephan, could you tell us whether Meyer
told you when the German Army first learned o

f

the presence o
f

these graves?

Mr. STEPHAN. I think I have to make a distinction between the
rumors and the time when these rumors were taken seriously. The
rumors must have been there for quite some time, but the relationship
between the Russian population and the German soldiers in this area
was not particularly cordial, and the Russians obviously were shy
and did not dare tell the official German agencies o

f

these occurrences.
But when the matter finally became official, I do not think that very
much time elapsed until the time when he came to Berlin.

#
Imay estimate it roughly, I would say it would be about 2 weeks—

14 days.

But I am sure that the German officers who will testify here also
and who were stationed in this area will be in a much better position

to testify as to that. /
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Just one other question.
To the best o

f your knowledge, was Mr. Meyer's information to the
Minister o

f Propaganda the first information that had been received
on the existence o

f

these graves?
Mr. STEPHAN. Yes. I am convinced of that.
Mr. DoNDERO. Mr. Stephan, did you see the graves at Katyn?
Mr. STEPHAN. No. I have never been in that region.
Mr. DONDERO. That is all, Mr. Chairman.
Chairman MADDEN. Are there any further questions?
Mr. Stephan, we want to thank you for coming here this afternoon
and testifying.
That is all.
The next witness is Col. Albert Bedenk.

TESTIMONY OF COL. ALBERT BEDENK, JOHANNISBERG IM RHEIN
GAU, GERMANY (THROUGH INTERPRETER ECKHARDT VON
HAHN)

Chairman MADDEN. Will you just give your name?
Colonel BEDENK. Albert Bedenk.
Chairman MADDEN. Will you give us your address, please?
Colonel BEDENK. Albert Bedenk; 5

5 years old; Johannisberg im
Rheingau.
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Chairman MADDEN. Mr. Bedenk, the counsel will read a statement
to you and then the interpreter will repeat it

.

You can sit down while
the counsel is reading it

.

Mr. MITCHELL. Before you testify, it is our wish to invite your
attention to the fact that, under German law, you will not be liable
for slander or libel, either in criminal or civil proceedings, for any
thing you may say in your testimony, so long as you tell the truth.
At the same time, I wish to make it quite clear that neither the Gov
ernment o

f

the United States nor the Congress o
f

the United States
assumes any responsibility in your behalf with respect to libel o

r

slander proceedings which may arise as the result o
f your testimony.

Colonel BEDENK. I understand.
Mr. FLOOD. Does the witness understand the admonition?
Colonel BEDEN.K. Yes.
Chairman MADDEN. Will you stand and raise your right hand?
Do you solemnly swear that you will testify to the truth, the whole
truth, and nothing but the truth; so help you God?
Colonel BEDENK. I swear, so help me God.
Chairman MADDEN. Congressman Flood, proceed.
Mr. FLOOD. What is your name?
Colonel BEDENK. Albert Bedenk.
Mr. FLOOD. Were you at any time ever identified with the German
armed forces?

Colonel BEDENK. I was a German soldier from 1914 to March 28,
1946.

Mr. FLOOD. Directing your attention to the outbreak o
f
hostilities

between Germany and Soviet Russia, in what rank and capacity were
you serving a

t

that time?
Colonel BEDENK. In October 1940 I took over the Signal Regiment
537, with the rank o

f

lieutenant colonel and was commanding officer

o
f

the regiment to November 21, 1941.
Mr. FLOOD. Directing your attention to the hostilities on the east
ern front, were you ever, in your official capacity, in the armed services,
serving in that area?
Colonel BEDEN.K. Yes; I was. I went to that area as regimental
commander o

f

the Signal Regiment No. 537, and it was my duty to

arrange a
ll

the communications between the various armies belonging

to the central Army group.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you ever serve in the area o

f

Smolensk in that
capacity?
Colonel BEDEN.K. Yes, I did.
Mr. FLOOD. Will you tell us when you first entered the Smolensk
area, from where you came, and when you got there?
Colonel BEDENK. The staff headquarters o

f

the center army group
was located in Borissow from July to approximately September 26,
1941.

Mr. FLOOD. When did you move into Smolensk?
Colonel BEDENK. During a
ll

the fighting around Smolensk, the
army group had been thinking o
f

where they could possibly get billets,
and then they had decided o
n

the area o
f Smolensk, to set u
p

their
headquarters there. Through this I had the opportunity of getting to

Smolensk first because I had to see that all communications would be
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established by the time the army group would move into the area,
so that they would find a

ll

the communications ready and a
t their

disposal, in proper working order.
Mr. FLOOD. How close was your movement behind the lines o

f

the
actual combat forces in that area on the day you got there?
Colonel BEDENK. Smolensk had already been taken some time ago,

and the first-run troops had already gone as far as Vyazma, hundreds

o
f

kilometers east o
f Smolensk, in the direction o
f

Moscow. The first
time I got to that area was on July 28–29, 1941. On that day I had

a conversation. It was with the signal chief of the army, not of the
army group—at that time, still Col. General von Kluge. I had to

supervise the work o
f my construction companies, who were establish

ing al
l

the communications, and went right into the Smolensk area
and surveyed the whole area.
Mr. FLOOD. What was the name o

f
the chief military unit in the

Smolensk area, and who was the commanding general?
Colonel BEDENK. It was the center army group, under the command
of Field Marshal von Bock.
Mr. FLOOD. What was the capacity o

f

General von Kluge at that
time?
Colonel BEDENK. At that time, General von Kluge was commander

in chief o
f

the fourth army, belonging to the center army group.
Mr. FLOOD. How many armies were in that army group under Bock?
Colonel BEDENK. At the time of the advance, we had four armies
within the center army group.
Mr. FLOOD. Where was von Kluge's headquarters set up with rela
tion to the city o

f

Smolensk?
Colonel BEDENK. It was located west of Smolensk to the south of
the River Dneiper.
Mr. FLOOD. Who was the communications chief?
Colonel BEDENK. Major General Gercke.
Mr. Floop. Who was your immediate superior?
Colonel BEDENK. Major General Oberhaeuser.
Mr. FLOOD. Who was chief o

f intelligence in the Smolensk area at

that time, if you know?
Colonel BEDENK. They did not have a direct chief o

f intelligence,
but they had a 1–C, as he was called in the German Army.

-

Mr. FLOOD. Who was that? -

Colonel BEDENK. At that time, still Lieutenant Colonel von Gers
dorff.; later on, major general.

-

Mr. FLOOD. Where did you set up your regimental command head
quarters?
Colonel BEDENK. I put my regimental staff into a building approxi
mately 4 kilometers west o

f

the headquarters o
f

the staff o
f

the Center
Army Group, in a house which was right on the banks o

f

the River
Dnieper.
Mr. FLOOD. Did the building in which your staff was housed have
any particular name in the area?

-

Colonel BEDENK. There was some talk in the region that the build
ing had been sort of a recreation home for the commissars in Smolensk.# FLOOD. What did the people in the area call the place? Did it

have any particular name o
f any kind?
Colonel BEDENK. There was some talk of the G. P. U. house.
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Mr. FLOOD. Did you ever hear of a place called either the “Little
Dnieper Castle” or the “Dnieper Castle,” or the “Red Castle”?
Colonel BEDENK. No.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you ever hear of the forest or the town of Katyn?
Colonel BEDENK. Yes; because we were actually billetted in the
forest of Katyn.

".

Mr. FLOOD. Do you mean this regimental staff headquarters that
you just described was actually in the forest of Katyn? -

Colonel BEDENK. Yes, I do.
Mr. FLOOD. What was the name and number of your regiment at
that time?
Colonel BEDENK. The official designation was Signal Regiment 537
of the Center Army Group.
Mr. FLOOD. And you were the first colonel to take that outfit into
the Katyn Forest, were you not?

-

Colonel BEDENK. Yes, I was.
Mr. FLOOD. When did you get there?
Colonel BEDENK. We transferred from Borrisow with the regimen
tal staff approximately in the middle of August. It may have been
the beginning; approximately the middle.
Mr. FLOOD. When did you turn over the command of that regiment
to your successor?
Colonel BEDENK. Colonel Ahrens came out to the eastern front on
October 20, 1941, and during the period from between October 20 and
November 20, I told my successor, who at that time was still Lieu
tenant Colonel Ahrens, all he ought to know about things there, and
actually prepared him for his new job. -

Mr. FLOOD. On what date did you turn it over to Colonel Ahrens?
Colonel BEDENK. I did not actually hand over on a specific day;
this handling over business stretched over a whole month.
Mr. FLOOD. When did you relinquish the command of the regiment?
Colonel BEDENK. On the 20th'November 1941.
Mr. FLOOD. How many men did you have on your staff when you
were in this headquarters in the Katyn Forest—with particular atten
tion to the number of officers and noncommissioned officers?
Colonel BEDENK. The total strength was approximately 17, of which
5 or 6 were officers and 4 were noncommissioned, and the rest enlisted
Inen.

Mr. FLOOD. About how many enlisted men did you have serving at
the staff headquarters?
Colonel BEDENK. For security reasons, to do guard duty, I had
requested and received two postal constructural units, which actually
belonged to the regiment, and they had been detailed to my staff
headquarters.
Mr. FLOOD. I do not mean that kind of personnel; I mean enlisted
personnel actually on the staff at headquarters.
Colonel BEDENK. I don’t remember the actual numbers; some
drivers and cook and “flunkey.”
Mr. FLOOD. How many? Can you give us an educated guess.
Colonel BEDENK. About 9 or 10 men, including NCO's.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you have any natives of the area, Russian peas
ants, male or female, working in any capacity at the staff head
quarters?
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Colonel BEDENK. I had brought with me from Borrisow three Rus
sian POW's, one a carpenter, the other two, agricultural laborers who
had been working for me, and I took them along to Katyn, to my
staff headquarters.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you employ any natives of the immediate area of
Katyn, of Smolensk?
Colonel BEDEN.K. Yes, I did. First, for kitchen duty, I had taken
on some women from Smolensk, and later on, some women from the
near vicinity, because Smolensk was too far away.
Mr. FLOOD. Will you describe, in as complete detail as you recall
the physical lay-out of this building, which was your regimental staff
headquarters?
Colonel BEDENK: The building was located approximately 1,000 to
1,200 meters away from the highway, right on the banks of the Dnieper
River.
Mr. FLOOD. Between what two big towns nearest did the highway
run?
Colonel BEDENK. The two towns were Orscha and Smolensk.
Mr. FLOOD. Did it appear to be a new highway, or an old highway,
a new road or an old one?
Colonel BEDENK. It was an old road.
Mr. FLOOD. Tell us more about the layout of this building inside and
outside, around the area.
Colonel BEDENK. It was a double-story house. It was surrounded
by continuous balconies right around £e building, on both floors.
There was a main building and some outbuildings. On the lower floor
there were 2 very large rooms measuring approximately 20 by 40 feet
each, and 4 or 5 smaller rooms. The upper floor had only one of
those large rooms, the same mentioned as downstairs, and also 4 or 5
Smaller rooms, which could have been used as guest rooms.
The main outbuilding contained the kitchen and a number of
smaller rooms, 6 to 8 of them, not of equal size, some smaller, others
a bit larger, which could also accommodate several people, up to 4
people, for instance, overnight.
Mr. FLoop. How far was the house from the highway?
Colonel BEDENK. As I said before, between 1,000 and 1,200 meters.
Mr. FLOOD. Do you know of the station or the town of Gniezdowo?
Colonel BEDENK. I don’t remember it.
Mr. FLOOD. How far was the house from the city or the town of
Smolensk?
Colonel BEDENK. Approximately 8 to 9 kilometers—that is five to
six miles.

Mr. FLOOD. How far was the house from the town or the village of
Katyn?
Colonel BEDENK. Between 4 and 5 kilometers, about—about 13 or
14 kilometers.

Mr. FLOOD. Will you describe just briefly the area in the forest
within 500 meters of the house?
Colonel BEDENK. The house, as seen from the highway, was located
in a dense pine forest. Partly it was mixed forest. There were no
clearings, that I noticed. It was a typical Russian forest, not well
kept, just the ordinary Russian forest.
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Mr. FLOOD. The witness shows the committee a small photograph,
which indicates in the front of the photograph a river, with a wooded
shore on an elevation of about 15 degrees, and, on the top, what
appears to be a fairly large-sized wooden building, with a castle-like
tower on the left.
I am not concerned so much with the appearance of the forest be
tween the house and the river; I am concerned now with the appear
ance of the forest within 1,000 meters on the other three sides.
Colonel BEDENK. The house was also surrounded on the other three
sides by a dense mixed forest, pines and also evergreen trees.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you ever take any walks in the forest for recreation
or other purposes during the period you were there?
Colonel BEDEN.K. Yes, I ''
Mr. FLOOD. Alone, or with others?
Colonel BEDENK. I frequently took walks with General Oberhaeuser
whenever we had something to discuss with reference to our duties.
Mr. FLOOD. During the course of those walks in any part of the
Katyn woods in any area of this house, did you ever see any mounds
of any kind or earth piles of any sort that attracted your attention?
Colonel BEDENK. On the occasion of such walks, both I and General
Oberhaeuser did notice some small mounds, which were about 1 to 2
meters long—that is

,
3 to 6 feet long—and about 3 centimeters—that

i.

one foot— high. But altogether, the country was slightly undu
ating.£ FLOOD. How far, if you recall, from the headquarters house were
any o

f

these mounds o
f

earth?
Colonel BEDENK. Between 80 and 150 meters.
Mr. FLOOD. Did they resemble in any way freshly dug graves or

earth piled up over freshly dug graves?
Colonel BEDENK. No. We never had that impression.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you or General Oberhaeuser ever comment to each
other o

r

to anybody else, that you recall, in connection with those
mounds o

r graves?
Colonel BEDENK. No, we did not, either.
Mr. FLOOD. Were there any odors o

f any kind emanating from the
area, that were particularly noxious, if you recall, that you noticed?
Colonel BEDENK. No. If I had noticed anything like that I would
never have set up my staff headquarters there.
Mr. FLOOD. If there had been any you would have noticed it

,

would
you not?
Colonel BEDEN.K. Yes; definitely.
Mr. FLOOD. During the time when you first moved into the Katyn
area, did you see o

r

have any reports o
f

Polish prisoners at that time?
Colonel BEDENK. I never heard anything of that kind.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you see any Polish prisoners in the area yourself?
Colonel BEDENK. No, I did not.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you occupy any Russian prison camps?
Colonel BEDENK. No, I did not. I never saw a prison camp.
Mr. FLOOD. You told me that you had some Russians from the area
who were working in your staff headquarters somehow o
r other, do
mestic workers.
Colonel BEDENK. Yes, that is correct.
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Mr. FLOOD. And you said that you had several Polish POW's
working around there.

-

Colonel BEDENK. Not Polish ones; Russian POW's.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you have any conversations, or did you not hear
from any of the people that worked for you, or any of your soldiers
or anybody, at any time, any stories about Polish prisoners or Poles
being killed, or anything of that kind?
Colonel BEDENK. My Russian prisoners told me that they had
been told by Russian civilians of that area that shooting had taken
place in the Katyn Forest, a lot of shooting, but they never referred
to any Polish prisoners having been shot.

!

Mr. FLOOD. Did you ever receive, from any German superior officer,
or did you ever hear of orders issuing through the German command,
to kill Polish officers or commissars or Russian officers or commissars?
Colonel BEDENK. No, never.

-

Mr. FLOOD. You never heard discussed, at any time from higher
echelons, any discussion or question among your brother officers about
orders from superior German command for that purpose?

-

Colonel BEDENK. No, never.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you ever order any Polish prisoners killed yourself?
Colonel BEDENK. No, I never saw 'y.Mr. FLOOD. Who was Von Eichborn?
Colonel BFDENK. Von Eichborn was communications expert with
the Chief of Communications of the Central Army Group.

|

Mr. FLOOD. Was he ever stationed with you at your regimental
staff headquarters, in residence?
Colonel BEDENK. Von Eichborn did not live at my staff head
quarters. He lived about four kilometers away, but very frequently
came to my staff headquarters because I also had an officer working
on the same thing, also an expert on communications, and these two
had to do quite a bit of work together.
Mr. FLOOD. Who was Lieutenant Hodt?
Colonel BEDENK. First Lieutenant Hodt was sometimes detailed to
my staff from one of the companies as orderly officer attached to me.
r. FLOOD. As an experienced colonel in the army at that time, if

you knew or had heard that there were graves or a grave containing
several thousand bodies in a certain place in a forest, would you have
placed your regimental staff command residence within 50 to 100
kilometers of that spot, had you known?
Colonel BEDENK. No, I would not.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you ever put up or give quarters to any groups of
German soldiers of any other outfits, up to the number of 25 or 30,
during the entire period you were at the staff headquarters?
Colonel BEDENK. No, never. I never had any other troops there.
Mr. FLoop. Were there any Einstazgruppe Kommandos in your
area in Smolensk when you moved in?
Colonel BEDENK. I am unable to say. I don’t know. I didn’t see
any.
Mr. FLOOD. What were the general security orders, if any, that you
gave in the area of your regimental staff headquarters?
Colonel BEDENK. In the daytime, I had a double guard posted on
the highway at the spot where the road to my house branched off.
Mr. Flood. Why?
93744–52–pt. 5–3
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Colonel BEDENK. First of all, for the purpose of catching units of
my regiment, or dispatch riders, or officers looking for me, to put them
on the right road to my house, because the house was so hidden among
the trees that it could not be seen from the highway.
Mr. FLOOD. How many guards in any one day, in any period of time
you were there, would you have posted? -

Colonel BEDENK. In daytime, I had only those two guards posted
at the highway, and, at night, I had a patrol of two men going around
the house all the time.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you ever throw up a cordon of armed guards in the
entire forest area with relation to the highway, the river, 1,000 meters
from the house, your house, at any time you were there?
Colonel BEDENK. No, never.

Ji
Mr. FLOOD. Was the area verboten to everybody, including civi
ians?
Colonel BEDENK. The area was not a verboten area. It was all
open, particularly in view of the fact that near the house there was
a crossing point for the river where the peasants used to cross over
in boats, and there was always some£ traffic passing by.
Mr. FLOOD. Was there much traffic, military or civilian, or both, on
the highway passing in both directions within 1,000 meters of your
house during the time you were there?
Colonel BEDENK. During the first time, in August and September,
traffic was very heavy.
Mr. FLOOD. Day and night?
Colonel BEDENk. Day and night.
Mr. FLoop. Did you have any electric lights or any kind of high
powered lights erected on trees in the area of your headquarters or
within 1,000 meters of your headquarters in the forest in any
direction?

-

Colonel BEDEN.K. No, we had no electric lights at all.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you ever have any staff conferences as high as
division or group level at your headquarters while you were there?
Colonel BEDEN.K. Yes, there was one conference in September when
all of the communications chiefs of the army group were convoked
to my staff headquarters for a conference.
Mr. FLOOD. Was your outfit armed?
Colonel BEDENK. Yes, it was.
Mr. FLOOD. What did they carry?
Colonel BEDENK. Carbines, and the postal construction companys
only carried pistols.
Mr. FLoop. What did the NCO's carry?
Colonel BEDENK. They only had pistols.
Mr. FLOOD. How many NCO's did you have at your staff head
quarters carrying pistols?
Colonel BEDEN.K. Six or eight.
Mr. FLOOD. Who were these postal workers you are talking about?
Colonel BEDENK. They were half civilians and half soldiers.
Mr. FLOOD. What kind of bread is that?
Solonel BEDENK. They were construction groups, civilians em
ployed by the German Reich Post and working on the telephone and
telegraph lines, and were detailed from the postal authorities to the
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army and had been put in uniform and were doing the same work out
there that they were doing at home in ordinary times.
Mr. FLOOD. You mean the post office just turned them over to the
army en masse and the army put uniforms on them, and there they
were?
Colonel BEDEN.K. Not quite as roughly as that. As long as the
German Army was still within the territory of the former Reich, the
postal authorities were still running all these lines and looking after
them, and so they were just attached to whichever regiment or divi
sion was there. -

Mr. FLOOD. You wouldn’t call them very skilled marksmen, would
ou? -

Colonel BEDENK. Probably there must have been a number of old
soldiers among them.

-

Mr. FLOOD. Among the postal workers?
Colonel BEDEN.K. Yes. -

Mr. FLOOD. Now, Colonel, the Soviet report on a commission con
vened by the Soviet to investigate the Katyn massacres, and the in
dictment at Nuremberg of one Goering, which contained the Katyn
matter, and the Soviet prosecution of that indictment at the Nurem
berg trials, charged that these murders were committed by Construc
tion Regiment 537 under the command of a Colonel Ahrens.
Colonel BEDENK. This accusation is wrong in every detail.
Mr. FLoop. When did Colonel Ahrens take over from you, to repeat
for the record?

-

Colonel BEDENK. Colonel Ahrens took over the regiment from me
on November 20, 1941.
Mr. FLOOD. So, Colonel Ahrens was not in command in that area
for several months prior to November, was he?
Colonel BEDENK. That's correct. He took over the regiment on
November 20 although he had already arrived one month prior to
that date, October 20, in order to get ready and to know about things
and what duties he would have, and he had no executive power.
Mr. Flood. According to the Soviet report and the Soviet prosecus
tion at Nurenberg, these murders were committed during a time and
by a regiment of the same number as yours during the period of time
when you were in command in that area.

..
.
"

Colonel BEDENK. I know that the Soviets came out with this
accusation. -

Mr. FLOOD. I ask you two final questions: -

Did you receive or give any orders for the execution o
f any prisoners

o
f war, particularly Polish officers, in the Katyn Forest during the

time you were in command there?
Colonel BEDENK. No.

Mr. FLOOD. If any such executions or murders had taken place,
being done b

y anybody else, especially Germans, day o
r night, in that

area during the period o
f

time you were in command, could it possibly
have been done without your knowing o
r hearing about it?

- .

Colonel BEDENK. If any firing had taken place at all, I would have
known about it immediately because it would have been reported to

me straight away.
-

Mr. FLOOD. Did you see any executions? Did you ever hear o
f

any such executions, o
r

were reports o
f any ever made to you?
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Colonel BEDENK. No. The first I heard about the shooting of these
Polish officers was after the graves had been opened.
Mr. FLOOD. What was the answer to my question—yes or no?
Colonel BEDENK. No. -

Mr. FLOOD. That's all.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Are you now serving in any capacity for the
German Government?
Colonel BEDENK. No. I am war disabled and live on a pension.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Have you, before you were called to this corn
mittee, consulted with anyone regarding your testimony?
Colonel BEDENK. No, I did not.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. Have you been instructed by anyone other than
this committee in any way regarding your testimony today?
Colonel BEDENK. No, by nobody.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. Have you read the official Russian report on the
Katyn Forest?
Colonel BEDENK. I merely read the articles which were published
in the periodical Spiegel and in the Schwabischer Nachtrichter, and
found quite a few details were incorrect in them.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Did you notice in that official Russian report
the statement that the building you described as your headquarters
was used as a place of orgy forÉ' officers?
Colonel BEDENK. No.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Did you read that report?
Colonel BEDENK. No, I never read it.

Mr. MACHRowicz. Do you know Oberleutnant Rekst?
Colonel BEDEN.K. Rekst was my regimental adjutant and he was
also regimental adjutant at the time o

f

Colonel Ahrens.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. Do you know that a Russian official by the name

o
f

Anna Aleksiejewa stated in her affidavit in the Russian report that
Oberleutnant Rekst was the adjutant o

f

Colonel Ahrens? Is that
true?
Colonel BEDENK. Yes.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Do you know Lieutenant Hodt?
Colonel BEDENK. Yes, I do.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Was he under your command?
Colonel BEDENK. Yes, he was in my regiment.

, Mr. MACHRow ICZ. And also a man by the name of Lumert?
Colonel BEDENK. That was the staff corporal sitting in the regi
mental office doing the secretarial work. Later on, he was made an
officer, but not at that time.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. I’ll mention a few other names she noted in her
affidavit and ask you if you remember them.
Rose, who had charge o

f

the electric plant.
Colonel BEDENK. That's possible. We had a pumping station. It

might be this one here on this picture.
Mr. FLOOD. The witness shows the committee a picture of what is

obviously a pumping house o
r power house, with two soldiers stand

ing there, obviously employed in some capacity with that machinery.

r. MACHRowicz. Was Oberleutnant Ahrens in the Katyn area at

the same time you were?
Colonel BEDENK. Yes, he was there for one month together with
me, from October 20 to November 20. I left the area after handing
over the regiment to him o

n

November 21. -
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Mr. MACHRowICz. Did you have a man there whom you used as an
interpreter whose first name was Johann?
Colonel BEDENK. That might have been my flunky, but his first
name was Josef.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. For your information, Aleksiejewa claims that
Johann, at the request of Ahrens, instructed the peasants in the area
not to say anything about the shooting they had been hearing while
you were in charge. Is there any truth in that statement?
Colonel BEDENK. I do not know, but it is possible, in my opinion,
that this Johann or Josef was later on taken into the staff of the
regiment, but that was after I had gone, so I do not know about that.
Mr. MACHRowicz. You have testified previously that you were told
by some of the local people that shootings had taken place in this
forest, is that correct?
Colonel BEDENK. Yes, that's correct.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Did they tell you when those shootings had
been taking place?
Colonel BEDENK. No, they did not give any details.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Didn’t you consider it important to inquire?
Colonel BEDENK. No, for the simple reason that I assumed that all
this shooting was in connection with the fighting that had taken place
around about there—that they meant that.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Didn’t these mounds that you saw in the area
stir any suspicion in your mind?
Colonel BEDENK. No, none.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Did you ever investigate what those mounds
were there for? -

Colonel BEDENK. No, I didn't, because I wasn't interested in that.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Did you find in the area of Katyn within, say,
ten or twelve kilometers, any encampments?
Colonel BEDENK. I didn’t find any encampment in my region, but
it is possible that where the army group was billeted, that being old
army territory, there might have been some encampment, and some
thing was being said about a childrens' recreational institution located
in that area before the war. -

Mr. MACHRowICZ. The Russians claimed that there were three
camps within a close proximity of this Katyn Forest and that the
Polish officers were located in these three camps and were left behind
them when the Germans advanced forward. Now, do you know
anything about the existence of any camps which might answer that
description?

-

Colonel BEDENK. I never saw any such installations which might
have been camps.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. You had charge of communications for how
many miles in that area?
Colonel BEDENK. My communications stretched over hundreds of
kilometers, as far a Vyazma and Orel and north to the Ninth Army
and even to a tank army that was operating hundreds of kilometers
aWay.£ MACHRow ICZ. If there were any camps of that type near the
railroad line wouldn’t you have known about them?
Colonel BEDENK. Along the railroad lines, no, because we never
used the railroad. We had nothing to do with them.
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Mr. MACHRowicz. If they were along the lines of communication,
would you have known?
Colonel BEDENK. But we had only something to do with communi
cations.

Mr. MACHRowicz. Do you know what the first railroad station is
,

west of Smolensk?
Coloned BEDENK. I do not recollect exactly. Something like
Krosny Bor, I believe.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Do you remember what the second station was?
Colonel BEDENK. I do not recollect. I was never on the railroad,
so I do not know.
Mr.Mow". Does the name Gniezdowo bring any recollectionto you
Colonel BEDENK. The village o

f
Gniezdowo was near this highway

and near Katyn.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Did you ever return to the place where the graves
were, after you had left there in November?
Colonel BEDENK. Yes, I returned to this area in August 1943, to

check out with General Oberhaeuser because I had been transferred
at that time.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Was that after the graves were found?
Colonel BEDENK. Yes, after the graves had been found and after
the exhumations had taken place and the whole business was finished.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. Did you see any o

f

the bodies?
Colonel BEDEN.K. No, everything was closed up by the time I got
there. -

Mr. MACHRow ICz. What kind of soil was there in this forest?
Colonel BEDENK. As far as I know and remember, sandy soil.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Was it a light soil or a dark soil?

-

Colonel BEDENK. A light colored soil, and light soil.
Mr. MACHRowICz. I believe you testified also, previously, that it
was a dense forest, is that correct? .

Colonel BEDEN.K. Yes. In parts the forest was very dense, and it

was mostly young trees in those parts.
Mr. MACHRowicz. In the parts which you later learned the graves
were found. was it thick or thin?
Colonel BEDENK. I don’t know where the graves are, because I

never went there.

Mr. MACHRowicz. You were there in August 1941, just a few
months after they were exhumed?
Colonel BEDENk. Only in the area to report to General Oberhaeuser,
who was living 4 kilometers away from that spot. I didn’t go to the
aVeS.£ MACHRow ICz. Well, because of the fact that you had previously
been in that area in 1941, didn’t it interest you to find out where those
ves were found?

-

Colonel BEDENK. No. .We were in a very great hurry because we
were being transferred with the whole staff headquarters o
f

the Army

to the Balkans, and we had to hurry to Smolensk to catch a plane to be

flown down to the Balkans, so we were in a very great hurry.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. Did you ever employ 500 Russian prisoners o
f

war in the work in the Katyn forests?
Colonel BEDENK. No.
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Mr. MACHRowICz. Are you familiar with the fact that in the Rus
sian charge it is claimed that the officer in command hired 500, or
rather, employed, 500 Russian prisoners of war to help dig the graves?
Colonel'' No, I don’t know.
Mr. MACHRowICz. At any rate, during the time that you were there
you claim you never employed 500 Russian prisoners of war or any
figure near that? -

Colonel BEDENK. The most I ever employed were 3 prisoners I al
ways had there, that I brought along from Borisow.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. I think you mentioned before that Rose was one
of the officers in your detachment.
Colonel BEDENK. I don’t know Rose.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. You never heard the name Rose?
Colonel BEDENK. No.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Was there a mechanic employed by you by th
name of Greniewski? . .

Colonel BEDENK. I don’t know, but not at my time; definitely not.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. The reason I ask you that question, witness, is
because in the Russian charge one Michailowa claims that when she
and some others came near the place where the graves were subsequently
found, a noncommissioned officer Rose and a mechanic Greniewski
chased them away and threatened them if they came near that scene.
Colonel BEDENK. I know nothing about that. The name of Rose
is unknown to me, and the name of Greniewski too. That must have
happened after I had gone away from there, if it happened. -

'. MACHRowICz. The name “Greniewski” is spelled G-r-e-n-i-e-ws-k-i. .#

Who was your billeting officer?
-

* *

Colonel BEDENK. At that time it was a Captain of the reserves,
Emil Schaeffer. -

Mr. MACHRow ICz. Who was Irvin Algier?
Colonel BEDENK. I don’t know him.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. That is all.
Chairman MADDEN. Any further questions?
Let me ask you this. I don’t think you have testified to it.

Oh, pardon me; go ahead. -

Mr. O'KoNSKI. As the Germans started their offensive against the
Russians, was it the policy of the Russians to leave behind any amount

o
f

able-bodied men, whether they were Poles, Lithuanians, Latvians,
Estonians, o

r

Russians?
-

-

Colonel BEDENK. I don’t know anything about that, as I was never
with the first fighting troops, o

r

with the first-line troops. -

Mr. O’KONSKI. Do you know any order of any disposition that
might have been made in case they did, for instance, capture 15,000
Polish officers? .

Colonel BEDENK. No.
Mr. O’KONSKI. Just one more question.

If disposition had been made of some 15,000 Polish officers, with the
German economy a
s it was at that time is there any likelihood that

the Germans would have done them the honor o
f burying them with
brand new overcoats and a brand new pair o
f

boots? Or do you think
that those might have been removed?
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Colonel BEDENK. I cannot answer that question. I don’t know
how to answer that question.
Mr. MACHRowICz. In the Russian charge there are also affidavits of
about 4 or 5 local people who testify under oath that in the fall of
1941 they frequently heard much shooting in those forests. Was
there any shooting going on in that forest at that time?
Colonel BEDENK. No, there was no firing going on whatever in the
fall of 1941.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. You were there during all of the fall of ’41,
were you not?
Colonel BEDENK. I spent the whole fall of '41 there.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. And were you in charge?
Colonel BEDENK. Yes, I was in charge.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Up to November of that year?
Colonel BEDENK. Yes.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. The charge also states that some of those shoot
ings took place in the beginning of September of 1941. Do you know
anything about that?
Colonel BEDENK. I cannot understand that; I know nothing about
it.
Mr. MACHRowICz. The witness Aleksiejewa also charged in her affi
davit that she herself saw, in the fall of 1941, while she was on her
way to work, how the German officers sent a great number of Polish
prisoners to the forests and later several shots were heard. Do you
know anything about that incident?
Colonel BEDENK. That is a clear invention. That is impossible.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Did you ever read these affidavits?
Colonel BEDENK. No, never.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. That is all.
Chairman MADDEN. I don’t think you mentioned the size of this
Katyn Forest. How large was this forest area? How large?
Colonel BEDENK. It was about 1200 meters from the high road to
the house. There was dense forest on both sides, but it was generally

£d the Katyn Forest. But how large that forest was, and howaI'-- -

Chairman
MADDEN (interposing). How many meters thick, through

it
Colonel BEDENK. I don’t know, because I never went to the other
end of the forest.
Chairman MADDEN. Are there any further questions?

(No response.)
Chairman MADDEN. Colonel, we are very thankful to you for com
ing here and testifying today.
The Committee will now adjourn until 10 o'clock tomorrow morning.
(Whereupon at 5:50 p.m. Monday, April 21, 1952, a recess was
taken until 10 a.m., Tuesday, April 22, 1952.)
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TUESDAY, APRIL 22, 1952

HoUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
THE SELECT COMMITTEE ON THE KATYN FOREST MASSACRE,

Frankfurt/Main, Germany.
The committee met at 10 a.m., pursuant to call, in the Main Court
room, Resident Officer's Building, 45 Bockenheimer Anlage, Hon. Roy
J. Madden (chairman) presiding.
Present: Messrs. Madden, Flood, Machrowicz, Dondero, and
O’Konski.
Also present: John J. Mitchell, chief counsel to the select committee,
and Eckhardt von Hahn, interpreter.
(The proceedings and testimony were translated into the German
language.)
Chairman MADDEN. The hearings will come to order.
Mr. Mitchell, who is the next witness?
Mr. MITCHELL. General Oberhaeuser.
Chairman MADDEN. Will you give your full name and address to
the reporter?
General OBERHAEUSER. Eugen Oberhaeuser, Memmelsdorf, Ober
franken.

TESTIMONY OF EUGEN OBERHAEUSER

Chairman MADDEN. Counsel will read the statement to the witness.
Mr. MITCHELL. Before your testimony, it is our wish to invite your
attention to the fact that under German law you will not be liable for
slander or libel, either in criminal or in civil proceedings, for anything
you may say in your testimony, so long as you tell the truth. At the
same time, I wish to make it quite clear that neither the Government
of the United States nor the Congress of the United States assumes
any responsibility in your behalf with respect to libel or slander
proceedings which may arise as the result of your testimony.
General OBERHAEUSER. Yes.
Mr. FLOOD. Let the record show that the witness understands the
admonition.
Chairman MADDEN. The witness will be sworn.
Do you solemnly swear, by God the Almighty, that you will testify
as to your own knowledge and tell the truth, the whole truth, and
nothing but the truth, so help you God? -

General OBERHAEUSER. I swear, so help me God.
Mr. FLoop. What is your full name?
General OBERHAEUSER. Eugen Oberhaeuser.
Mr. FLOOD. Were you, at one time, identified with the German
armed forces?

|
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General OBERHAEUSER. Yes, I was an officer of the permanent forces.
Mr. FLOOD. What was your rank and what was the nature of your
command in 1941?
General OBERHAEUSER. I held the rank of lieutenant general and
was the chief of communications of the central army group.
Mr. FLOOD. Could that be referred to and could your status be re
ferred to as nachtrichten commander of the army group?
General OBERHAEUSER. It could be called that. 8. designation
was chief of communications of the army group (Nachtfuehrer.)
Mr. FLOOD. Who was the commanding general or field marshal of
the army group?
General OBERHAEUSER. Up to Christmas, 1941, the commander in
chief of the army group was Field Marshal von Bock. He was suc.
ceeded by Field Marhal von Kluge.
Mr. Fiood. What was von Kluge's command up until December,
1941, when he succeeded von Bock?
General OBERHAEUSER. He was commander in chief of the Fourth
Armv.
- '' FLoop. And I suppose the Fourth Army was one of the armies
in the middle group.
General OBERHAEUSER. That is correct. The army group included
4 or 5 armies and the Fourth Army was part of army group center.
Mr. FLoop. What, in a general way, were your duties as chief of
communications for the army group?
General OBERHAEUSER. As chief of communications, I was respon
sible for all the communiactions, such as telephone, teletype, and wire
less from army group center to the single armies belonging to it

,
and to

fulfill my duties, I had been given signal regiment 537. We were
also partly responsible for communications with the supreme com£ For this purpose, there was a special regiment which was
attached to us.
Mr. FLOOD. What was the name of that outfit?
General OBERHAEUSER. 597.
Mr. FLOOD. 597 what?
General OBERHAEUSER. I do not quite recollect that this regiment
had a special name. It was probably called signal regiment 597.
Mr. FLOOD. Were you in a position, as chief o

f communications, at

any time from July to December of 1941, officially, to intercept or be

in a position to intercept, special orders from the supreme command

to the army group?
General OBERHAEUSER. It was part of my duty to see that commu
nications were in order, that it was always possible to talk freely, butI was never instructed to watch over conversations being held between
the Supreme headquarters and the army group. It was my taskmerely

to see that communications worked properly.
Mr. FLOOD. Well, I am not interested so much in whether you
received instructions to listen. What I want to know is

,

did you,
whether you received instructions o

r

not?
General OBERHAEUSER. I was in a position to listen in to conver
sations and to intercept them in the course o
f my duties so as to make
sure that communications worked properly.

-

Mr. FLOOD. You therefore were in a position to intercept or to be

aware o
f any orders from a supreme command o
r

from the army group
field marshal to any special units o

f any kind in your area?
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General OBERHAEUSER. Yes, I was in a position to do so.
Mr. FLOOD. You were also, therefore, in a position to be aware of or
to intercept communications that might take place between field
marshals commanding various army groups?
General OBERHAEUSER. Yes, I was in a position to do so.
Mr. FLOOD. When did your headquarters, your personal headquar
ters, and the army group headquarters move into the Smolensk area,
and where did they come from?
General OBERHAEUSER. Approximately at the beginning of Septem
ber 1941.
Mr. FLOOD. Where did the army group set up its headquarters with
reference to the city of Smolensk?
General OBERHAEUSER. It was in a forest which contained several
small wooden houses and was located some 10 kilometers west of
Smolensk, on both sides of the highway connecting Smolensk and
Vitebsk.
Mr. FLOOD. Where did you set up your communications headquar
ters with reference to the army group headquarters?
General OBERHAEUSER. My personal small headquarters, comprising
about seven officers altogether, was erected right next to the field
marshal's headquarters. -

K: Floop. How far were those headquarters from the village ofatWn?ë'al OBERHAEUSER. Approximately 3 kilometers.
Mr. FLOOD. Three kilometers from Katyn and about 10 kilometers
from Smolensk?
General OBERHAEUSER. Yes, that is so.

-

Mr. FLOOD. How soon after the combat troops moved forward did
the army group and your headquarters move into the set-up we are
talking about?
General OBERHAEUSER. The combat troops took Smolensk some time
in July, and the army group sent an advance unit into this area very
soon afterwards, the beginning of August, as the army group intended
to put up its headquarters which, up to then, had been in Borisow,
as quickly as possible in the Smolensk area.
Mr. FLOOD. What do you mean by an advance unit?
General OBERHAEUSER. This advance unit consisted of 1 lieutenant
of my staff and 1 lieutenant from the staff of the army group, and
approximately 20 enlisted men, whose duty it was to start immediately
putting up communications, telephone lines, and so forth.
Mr. FLOOD. Then this was an advance communications unit?
General OBERHAEUSER. Yes, it is correct. It was an advance unit of
my communications unit of signal regiment 537.
Mr. FLOOD. It was an advance unit of your command?

£ral OBERHAEUSER. Yes, of the troops directly under my comIma. InOl.

Mr. FLOOD. What were the names of these 2 officers you just men
tioned who were with the advance party?
General OBERUAEUSER. The officer of my own staff was First Lieu
tenant Rucker, and the officer of the signal regiment 537 was Lieu
tenant Hodt.
Mr. FLOOD. This officer Hodt was not an officer of regiment 537, but
was an officer of your personal staff, is that correct?
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General OBERHAEUSER. Of regiment 537.
Mr. FLOOD. Who was the other officer?'" OBERHAEUSER. The other officer, Rucker, was from myStaff.

Mr. FLoop. How do you spell his name?
General OBERHAEUSER. R-u-c-k-e-r, Rucker.
Mr. FLOOD. Was he a communications officer as well?
General OBERHAEUSER. Yes, he was a communications officer and
expert. It was always like this, that every signal or communications
regiment had a high ranking postal officer attached to it

,

with the
rank o

f officer, who had a very good education, usually a university
man, and they were first-class experts on communications, telephones,
and so forth. They were permanently attached to all the regimental
staffs o

f all the communications and signal regiments.
Mr. FLOOD. Of the two officers, which was in command of the ad
vance party?
General OBERHAEUSER. Lieutenant Rucker was in charge o

f

this
advance unit, being the senior in rank, but he acted on orders from me.I had been to this area myself and had worked out the plan how to

arrange all these communications.I also want to point out that the communications system of an army
group is a very elaborate and large scale affair which could be com
pared with the communications system o

f
a medium-sized city.

Mr. FLOOD. What was the jurisdiction in kilometers o
f your com

mand over communications for the Central Army Group?
General OBERHAEUSER. The area under my jurisdiction stretched
from Orel to Vitebsk, over a distance o

f approximately 500 kilo
meters, from north to south and east to west. It comprised the whole
area o

f

the army group center.
Mr. FLOOD. How long did you stay in command in that area?
General OBERHAEUSER. From the beginning o

f

the Russian cam
paign on June 22, 1941, until October 1943.
Mr. FLOOD. You indicated that, in order to have a knowledge o

f

the
area so a

s

to give instructions to your advance party as to how to lay
out communications, you yourself visited the area at the time o

f

o
r

before the advance party, is that correct?
General OBERHAEUSER. It was prior to sending the advance unit into
the area.

-

Mr. FLoop. Do you recall the month, approximately?
General OBERHAEUSER. More o

r

less a
t

the end o
f July 1941, very

Soon after the combat troops had taken Smolensk.
Mr. FLOOD. Can you tell me more specifically what you mean by
“very soon”? How many days after the combat troops moved
forward?
General OBERHAEUSER. To my recollection, I was in the area within

8 days after the combat troops had passed through.I want to explain this in detail. To accommodate such a large com
munications unit and several staff headquarters in a newly conquered
area, a suitable site must b
e found, and it is never early enough for a

communications chief to get to this area so as to locate suitable sites
and make all the necessary preliminary arrangements.
Mr. FLOOD. That being so, I take it for granted that you did con
siderable traveling around the Katyn-Smolensk area, in general,
within a week after the combat troops moved forward?
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General OBERHAEUSER. Yes, that is correct. I did so, and during
my first visit to this area, both Lieutenants Rucker and Hodt accom:
panied me.
Mr. FLood. I suppose that 30 square miles on three sides, except, of
course, forward, would have been a reasonable tour of inspection
to set up such headquarters?
General OBERHAEUSER. Yes, because it was always our tendency to
decentralize and deconcentrate with a view to£ losses through
enemy aircraft.
Mr. FLOOD. Where did Lieutenant Hodt set up his advance head
quarters?
General OBERHAEUSER. I do not recollect where his headquarters
were, but Rucker set up his headquarters at Krasny Bor.
Mr. FLOOD. Krasny Bor, I understand, is a village in the area.
Where is it located with reference to Smolensk and Katyn?
General OBERHAEUSER. Krasny Bor was about 8% to 9 kilometers
from Smolensk.
Mr. FLOOD. If I refresh your memory, would you recall that Lieu
tenant Hodt set up headquarters for his advance party at Katyn?
General OBERHAEUSER. It is quite possible that Lieutenant Hodt
set up quarters in Katyn. Katyn is also a village which is not just
in one spot. It is spread out over the countryside and the actual
center of Katyn is quite a long distance away from the so-called little
Dnieper Castle. We should rather call it the area of Katyn, because
it is so spread out and not just a small spot. It is quite an area.
Mr. FLOOD. Do you know Colonel Bedenk?
General OBERHAEUSER. Yes, I knew him. He was the commanding
officer of Signal Regiment 537.
Mr. FLOOD. Where was Signal Regiment 537 on active duty between
July and December, 1941?
General OBERHAEUSER. The regiment was spread out over the whole
large area of the army group center, over 500 kilometers.#,” Was the regiment one of the regiments in your com
ImanO 8

General OBERHAEUSER. Yes, it was directly under me.
Mr. FLOOD. Do you know where the colonel set up the regimental
staff headquarters?

General OBERHAEUSER. In the so-called little Dnieper Castle lying
on the high bank of the River Dnieper.
Mr. FLOOD. What is the relationship of this Dnieper Castle to the
Katyn Forest? -

f General OBERHAEUSER. It is located
right in the middle of the

Orest.

Mr. FLOOD. How far was it from Bedenk's headquarters to your
headquarters?

General OBERHAEUSER. Approximately 3 kilometers.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you ever visit Colonel Bedenk?
General OBERHAEUSER. Yes, I visited Colonel Bedenk quite fre
quently in his headquarters. On an average of about twice a week.
Sometimes it was once a week and sometimes three times. That de
ended on the volume of matters we had to discuss, but, on an average,
it must have been about twice a week that I went there.
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Mr. FLOOD. Other than official connections, what was the relation
ship between Colonel Bedenk and yourself, personally?&: OBERHAEUSER. We were on very friendly personal terms.
Mr. Flood. Will you describe generally, with some reasonable de
tail, the surroundings of this so-called Dnieper Castle, Bedenk's head
quarters?
Just a moment. What are you looking at?
General OBERHAEU's ER. It is a rough sketch map of the Katyn area
which I prepared already for the Nurnberg hearings. .
Mr. Flood. Will you step up here and le

t

the committee take a look

a
t

that for a minute? (Whereupon, the witness approached the
bench.#" OBERHAEUSER. This is the highway from Smolensk to

Vitebsk [indicating]. -

Mr. FLOOD. The witness indicates, on the right of the map, the city

o
f Smolensk, and, on the left o
f

the map, the city o
f

Vitebsk.
General OBERHAEU's ER. This is the Dnieper River [indicating] and
this is the so-called Dnieper Castle [indicating] o

n

the left side o
f

the
sketch map. There is the Dnieper River [indicating] and on the
north bank, the little Dnieper Castle.
Mr. FLOOD. The witness has so indicated and the river and the
castle appear o

n

the map.

General OBERHAEU's E
R
.

Dnieper Castle was approximately 400 to

500 meters distance from the highway, with a winding secondary
road branching off from the highway and leading up to the building.
Mr. Floop. As I understand it, the main highway then in that area
ran from Smolensk to Vitebsk and it was about 400 meters from that
highway to the Dnieper Castle.
General OBERHAEUSER. That is correct.
Mr. FLOOD. Did that main highway seem to be a new highway, a
new surface. or an old one?
General Öer:a::s: As far as I recollect, the surface of this
highway was asphalt, and it was in a very good condition and was
also# in a good condition by our troops.
Mr. FLOOD. What was the condition o

f

the forest o
r woods, if any,

in the 400 meters between the main highway and the Dnieper Castle?
General OBERHAEUSER. It was a narrow forest road. It was so

narrow that it was actually difficult for two vehicles to pass each other.

It was really only suitable for one-way traffic.
Mr. FLoop. That's the branch road which led of

f

the main highway,
through the forest, in the direction o

f Dnieper Castle?
General OBERHAEUSER. Yes.

I want to state that at the spot where the secondary road branched
off from the highway, there was a signal flag put up. There is a draw
ing o

f

that [indicating].

Mr. Floop. The witness indicates o
n his sketch the drawing o
f
a

signal flag, black and yellow with black numbers on the stripe through
the center.
General OBERHAEUSER. The number was 537.
Mr. FLOOD. What does that indicate?
General OBERHAECSER. Indicating the signal regiment which was
billeted there. That was in order to direct dispatch riders and other
persons looking for the regiment, and I presume that the local civilian
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population thus got to know about the number of the regiment be
cause it was quite easily seen from all sides. -

-- -

Mr. FLOOD. Was that regimental flag on the main highway at thejunction of the side road all the time, as far as you know?
General OBERHAEUSER. In the beginning, in 1941, and, to my recol
lection, for about 1 year, this flag was always there. Later on, when
more and more camouflaging instructions were issued, it might have
been removed, but on this question, Colonel Ahrens will be able to
give more details.

-

Mr. FLOOD. Well then, during 1941, if that flag was up there, there
was apparently no mystery about the kind and type of unit that was
in Dnieper Castle, is that it?
General OBERHAEUSER. I would put it this way: it was evident from
the flag that a unit with the number of 537 was billeted there. It is
not said with that that people would realize it was Signal Regiment
537, but a unit with the number of 537. - -

Mr. FLOOD. What was the condition of the woods between the main
highway and Dnieper Castle in the area?
General OBERHAEUSER. It was a forest with high trees but not very
dense. On the left-hand side, when going to the castle from the high
way, the forest was more dense than on the right-hand side of the
secondary road.
Mr. FLOOD. What are these other markings here on the map to the
general left of the mark for the castle?
General OBERHAEUSER. This spot [indicating] was billets of the
first company of the regiment which was in charge of the telephone
exchange which was located there. -

Mr. FLOOD. Is this billet of that company I am pointing at on the
map in the Katyn Forest?
General OBERHAEUSER. Yes; these billets were still located in the
forest. On one occasion, they had a heavy air raid and suffered con
siderable losses on that occasion. The Russians evidently knew we
were there. -

Mr. FLOOD. How far is that billet of that company in the regiment
from the Dnieper Castle in the forest? -

General OBERHAEUSER. Approximately 1% to 2 kilometers.
Mr. FLOOD. What was the nature of that Russian air attack—fight
ers or fighter bombers or both, if you remember? -

General OBERHAEUSER. Fighter bombers.
Mr. FLOOD. What is this next mark indicated further to the left
of the billet for the company?

-

General OBERHAEUSER. Underneath is my staff headquarters, and
this [indicating] was a small wooden building of Field Marshal
von Kluge.

-

Mr. FLOOD. How far is that from Dnieper Castle?
General OBERHAEUSER, Approximately 3 kilometers.
Mr. FLOOD. What are these next indications to the left of the field
marshal's headquarters? -

-

General OBERHAEUSER. The technical central exchange for telephone
and teletype communications. This exchange was put into a building
which had to be constructed, and, as a matter of fact, it was con
structed by the advance unit to accommodate the exchange.
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Mr. FLOOD. Thank you. Be seated, please. [Whereupon, the wit–
ness resumed his seat.
Mr. FLOOD. The committee would be very grateful if you would
prepare a similar map, with a little more care or attention, in order
that the committee might have it photostated, or if you will prepare: exact copy of what you have just described for the records of thisGalling.

- ('d OBERHAEUSER. Yes, I certainly would take pleasure in
doing so, but I wish to point out that I drew this sketch only from
memory in Nuremberg and I cannot absolutely guarantee that all the
distances will be quite correct, but, on the whole, it is fairly correct.
Mr. FLOOD. Under those circumstances and conditions we would
still be glad to have a copy of that map.
NOTE.—Refer to exhibit 74.

Mr. FLOOD. Did you ever take any walks with your friend Colonel
Bedenk in the woods surrounding Dnieper Castle at any time?
General OBERHAEUSER. Yes. When I want to see Colonel Bedenk
at the castle, we used to go for walks to the forest to get some fresh
air and some exercise.
Mr. FLOOD. In those walks, did you ever see any mounds of earth
that might resemble graves, any place in the area up to 500 or 1,000
meters surrounding the castle?
General OBERHAEUSER. No, I never noticed anything of that kind,
although to the left of this secondary road leading from the highway
to the castle, the forest was not so dense, but I never noticed any
mounds of earth or anything which might have been graves.
Mr. FLOOD. Were you in the Smolensk area in April 1943, when the
Germans announced they had discovered the Katyn graves?
General OBERHAEUSER. Yes, I was.
Mr. FLooD. Did you ever visit the graves after the discovery was
announced?

General OBERHAEUSER. Yes, I went there after the graves had been
opened on about three occasions. Afterward, I did not go there
any more because the sight was so dreadful that, if possible, I kept
away. I only went there then when I absolutely had to.
Mr. FLoop. How far from Dnieper Castle were the graves when
you saw them in April 1943?
General OBERHAEUSER. Approximately 250 meters from the castle.
Mr. FLOOD. Weren’t you surprised that in all your walks in 1941
you hadn’t seen such graves or mounds of earth if they were close to
the castle?

General OBERHAEUSER. Yes, I was very taken aback and shocked
about the discovery.

Mr. FLOOD. That may be. What I want to know is, weren’t you
surprised yourself that you didn't observe o

r

see anything that might
resemble anything like mounds o

f

earth so close to the castle when
you were walking in that area between July and December 1941, with
your friend, Colonel Bedenk?
General OBERHAEUSER. Once something has been published and you
have been to the town hall, then you always know more about things.
We never expected anything. We had no idea that such a thing could
have been, and so, that's why the thought never occurred to us.
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Mr. FLOOD. When did Bedenk leave command of the regiment?
General OBERHAEUSER. November 1941. -
Mr. FLOOD. General, you told us that you went into the Katyn
Smolensk area about a week after the combat troops, which would
be in July 1941, and that you traveled around about 30 square kil
ometers in the area, looking for a communications and army group
headquarters. In your travels, so soon after the fighting, did you see,
first, any Polish prisoners of any kind or, second, any Russian prison
camps? - -£ral OBERHAEUSER. To answer question one, I never saw any
Polish soldier, right through the campaign there, dead or alive. As
to question two, in that area I never saw any POW camps. In the
rear, around about WJasma, we were advancing and we did see Some
former camps which were very dilapidated and half in ruins, with
typical watchtowers on the corners, but these camps were very old
and were absolutely in disrepair, and mostly in ruins. However, they
were further in the rear, hundreds of kilometers in the rear.
Mr. FLOOD. They were, then, twenty-five to a hundred kilometers
to Smolensk? * *

General OBERHAEUSER. These old dilapidated camps could be found
all along the highway from Vyazma to Smolensk and up to Minsk
Borisow and Minsk—and it was assumed that these old camps had
accommodated workers who had been working on the highway. These
old dilapidated camps were actually, later on, reconstructed and used
for the German units and their laborers who kept the highway in
order. .
Mr. FLoop. Did you ever hear, in the area, of a Russian prison camp
named Kozielsk?
General OBERHAEUSER. At that time I never heard the name. Later
on, after the graves had been opened and the Katyn case became
public, I did hear the name of Kozielsk occasionally in that con
nection, that Polish officers had been confined to the camp of Kozielsk
prior to being taken to Katyn.

-

Mr. FLoop. Well now, you told us that you were in a position to
intercept—to see that your operations were working properly—
and that you frequently did intercept communications from the su
preme command and from the army group commander to the Army,
isn’t that so?

General OBERHAEUSER. Technically, yes. Technically that possi
bility existed, but in fact it happened very seldom; only when I re
ceived complaints from the field marshal or some very high-ranking
officer, and when I couldn’t hear well or understand well the man at
the other end, then I went in and switched in and checked on this
report and saw to it that the defects were remedied.
Mr. FLOOD. Well, you yourself are a pretty high-ranking officer,
lieutenant-general, and you were in command of communications for
the army group. That being so, what do you know about a German
command order, if there was one, to kill Russian prisoners?
General OBERHAEUSER. At the time this order was issued—
Mr. FLOOD (interposing). There was such an order?
General OBERHAEUSER. I learned later on that such an order to kill
commissars did exist, but at that time, at the time it was issued, I
did not know about it in view of the fact that as a communications
93744–52–pt. 5–4
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unit we had no connection with the front line and consequently never
got in touch with any captured commissars or other Russian prisoners.
Mr. FLOOD. You indicate that such an order from a supreme com
mand, which I suppose would be unusual, passed through your hands
as commanding officer of communications for the entire army group,
and you didn’t know about it and hadn’t heard about it until later on?
General OBERHAEUSER. An order existed, directly issued by Hitler,
that any such matter which did not directly concern a certain army or
corps or division or unit was not to be transmitted to these units.
Mr. DoNDERO. General Oberhaeuser, did you cause to be erected in
the Katyn forest area any notices that '' persons found without apass in that area would be shot on the spot
General OBERHAEUSER. No; I did not.
Mr. DoNDERO. That is all.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you trust Colonel Bedenk?
General OBERHAEUSER. Absolutely.
Mr. FLOOD. Do you think that Colonel Bedenk would take any orders
from any SS generals or—in view of the faction politics in the Wehr
macht, as in any army—from any other generals, the kind of orders
that would produce the execution of 4,000 Polish officers, without
letting you know about it?
General OBERHAEUSER. That is aboslutely out of the question.
Mr. FLOOD. Under all of the circumstances surrounding your rela
tionship with Bedenk and his regiment and the proximity of your
headquarters to his in the Katyn forest, would it have been possible
at any time between July and November of 1941 for the execution of
4,000 Polish officers to have been carried out, either by Bedenk or any
body else, without your knowing about it?
General OBERHAEUSER. That would have been quite impossible in
every respect, particularly in a technical respect, because the tasks
of these communication troops were so manifold that any such large
action would have upset the whole schedule of duties and it could not
have remained a secret.

Mr. FLOOD. Did you talk to any generals of the Wehrmacht or of
any other categories, SS or otherwise, or any German civil, political,
or propaganda officials of any rank with reference to Poles or the
disposition of Polish prisoners at any time when you were in command
in the Solensk area?
General OBERHAEUSER. Never.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you ever give any orders to Bedenk or to any sub
sequent commanders of the 537th Regiment to execute Polish officer
prisoners?
General OBERHAEUSER. Never.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you ever, yourself, see or participate in the execu
tion of Polish officer prisoners at the Katyn forest between July
and December of 1941?
General OBERHAEUSER. No, never, because such a thing never
happened there.
Mr.
Macinowicz Could

you tell me what your present occupa
tion is?
General OBERHAEUSER. I am retired.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Have you any connection whatsoever with the
German Government?
General OBERHAEUSER. No, none.
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Mr. MACHRowICz. Have you been advised, instructed, or coached
in any way by anyone before you came to this committee as a witness?
General OBERHAEUSER. Nobody told me about it; nobody ever ad
vised me; nobody ever even mentioned to me that I would appear
before this committee.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Were you a witness at the Nuremberg trial?
General OBERHAEUSER. Yes, I was.
Mr. MACHROWICZ. That was in 1946?
General OBERHAEUSER. That is correct; yes.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Before you were called as a witness there, were
you called by anyone and instructed, ordered, or coached as to how
to testify there? -

General OBERHAEUSER. I was in the Allendorf prison camp, and
when they came to fetch me to take me to Nuremberg by jeep I didn’t
even know where I was going.

-

Mr. MACHRow ICZ. And your testimony there was on the very same
matters that you testified here, is that correct?
General OBERHAEUSER. In Nuremberg? Yes, in the same manner.
Mr. MACHRowICz. To the best of your knowledge, was the testi
mony, in substance, the same as that given here?
General OBERHAEUSER. Yes, it was materially the same. If you
wish, Iwill submit the affidavit which I have with me.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Now, in the course of your testimony today, on
one or two occasions, you referred to certain notes which you have
in your pocket. Could you tell the committee what those notes are?
eneral OBERHAEUSER. Those are the affidavits I submitted for the

Nuremberg trial, the notes.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Before whom did you prepare those affidavits?
General OBERHAEUSER. I had to hand them to Dr. Stahmer, and I
do not know what he did with them.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Dr. Stahmer was the defense counsel, is that
correct?
General OBERHAEUSER. Dr. Stahmer was defense counsel for Goer
ing, and the Katyn case formed part of the whole case against Goering,
it was treated or dealt with in connection with the Goering case.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. May I see those notes?
General OBERHAEUSER. Yes.
(Documents submitted to the committee.)
Mr. MACHRow ICz. These notes are dated “Nuremberg, June 26,
1946,” is that correct?
General OBERHAEUSER. Yes; that is correct.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. And they are entitled, “Eidesstattliche Erklae
rung.” What does that mean?
General OBERHAEUSER. That means “statement in lieu of an oath.”
That is the ordinary heading that is generally used in the heading of
all such statements. -

-

Mr. MACHRow ICz: Did anyone give you any information upon
which you base the information contained in this statement?
General OBERHAEUSER. No, because there was nobody to whom I
could have talked and gotten information from, in view of the fact
that the other officers who were at Katyn were free, while I was a
prisoner.
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Mr. MACHRowicz. Is this, then, the correct statement as given by
you to the person who took your oath?
General OBERHAEUSER. I wish to make a statement.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Go ahead.
General OBERHAEUSER. On a Friday, which was prior to the Monday
when I had to appear as a witness, Dr. Stahmer told me that I would
probably not have to take the stand, and he asked me whether I would
write out an affidavit. Among other things, we prisoners learned that.
on this subsequent Monday the matter of Katyn would be brought
forward. To my surprise, at 8 o'clock the next morning I was called
and told that I would have to appear before the court.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Before the tribunal?
General OBERHAEUSER. Yes; before the tribunal. The first ques
tions were put by Dr. Stahmer, and then came the cross-examination
by the Russian, Smirnow. In the course of this cross-examination
totally different questions were put to me than are contained in this
affidavit, but the questions I was asked by Dr. Stahmer are contained
in the affidavit, mostly, more or less.
Chairman MADDEN. You might explain who this Smirnow is

,

the
Russian.
General OBERHAEUSER. To my knowledge h

e was the Russian repre
sentative, o

r delegate who represented the accusation, the Russian
prosecutor. -

Chairman MADDEN. Spell it
,

please.
General OBERHAEUSER. S-m-i-r-n-o-w.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. Now, according to the first statement in this affi
davit o

f yours, you were in command of that area until about October
1943, is that correct?
General OBERHAEUSER. Yes, that is correct. Yes, up to October
1943 I was in command of that area. The area changed subsequently
because the German troops had to fall back, and then o

f

course our
staff headquarters and other staff headquarters had to be moved back,
but up to October 1943 I was chief of communications of the Center
Army group.
Mr. Macinowicz. Was there any break in time in that command
since September 1941?
General OBERHAEUSER. Except for normal leave, furlough, there
was no break whatever, I was always there, and this furlough was due
once a year.

Mr. MACHRow ICz. Did you know Colonel Ahrens?
General OBERHAEUSER. Yes, I do.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Was he under your command?
General OBERHAEUSER. He was directly under my command a

s suc
cessor to Colonel Bedenk, and was the commanding officer o

f Signal
Regiment 537.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Now, the statement which you prepared in Nurn
berg in June 1946 declares that Colonel Ahrens took the command over

in November 1941, is that correct?
-

General OBERHAEUSER. That is correct.

M; MACHRowicz. Do you know where h
e

was before November
1941%

General OBERHAEUSER. Up to that time Colonel Ahrens was in
structor at the training regiment o
f

the Army Communications School

in Halle, Saxony.
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Mr. MACHRowICz. That is approximately how far from Smolensk?
General OBERHAEUSER. 1,200 kilometers, approximately.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Have you read the Russian statement made re
garding the Katyn Forest? .
General OBERHAEUSER. Yes, I read the protocol, and also the state
ments of the three Russian witnesses, but that was only about 2 years
ago.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. The affidavits contained in the Russian statement
include an affidavit that the murders were committed some time
between July and November, 1941, and that at that time Colonel
Ahrens was in command. Is that a true statement of fact?
General OBERHAEUSER. That is quite incorrect, that statement, be
cause I clearly remember in November, when Colonel Ahrens took
over, I had the regiment, or the companies that were available on that
day, march up there, and they were standing in an open square and I
introduced—I thanked the old regimental commander for all he had
done, and welcomed the new regimental commander. That was in
November 1941.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Now, do you have in your possession any written
orders or any documents which would show the whereabouts of
Colonel Ahrens in the period between July 1941 and November 1941?
General OBERHAEUSER. I believe that Colonel Ahrens himself lost all
his documents and papers in Halle when his apartment was destroyed,
but I believe it possible that in the files of the German Army, which
are in the hands of the American Army at present, something might
be found to that effect.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. Now, did you, while you were in the Smolensk
area, know of an order allegedly given by the German command in
about August of 1941 ordering the civilian population to turn over
to the Germans all escaped Polish prisoners?
General OBERHAEUSER. I know nothing about such an order.
k £Macinowicz Who was Commander von Schwetz? Do

you
InOW 3

General OBERHAEUSER. I do not know that officer.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. Is it possible that there would be anyone by a
name similar to “von Schwetz” that might have given such an order?
General OBERHAEUSER. I do not know, but I suggest that General
von Gersdorff might know something.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Now, did you know a Herschfeld, who was
allegedly the Sonderfuehrer of the 7th Division of the German
Command?
General OBERHAEUSER. No, I don’t know him.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Was there anyone in the Smolensk region among
the higher German officers at the time that you were there by the name
of Herschfeld?
General OBERTIAEUSER. I do not recollect any such name, and I
don’t know any such name. -

Mr. MACHRow ICz. I might state for your information, witness, that
it is alleged by the Russians that one Herschfeld, Sonderfuehrer of
the 7th Division of the German Command, was the one who always
gave an order that all Polish prisoners be captured and brought to
the German Command. Does that refresh your recollection?
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General OBERHAEUSER. I never had anything to do with the 7th
Division. I never heard the name of Herschfeld, and I don’t know
anything about the whole matter.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Now, in about May of 1943 was there published
in the Smolensk area by anyone in the German Command a request
to the local population for information regarding the Katyn massacre?
General OBERHAEUSER. I do not know anything about that.
P# Macinowicz. Do you remember Lieutenant Voss of the FieldO11Ce?

General OBERHAEUSER. The name came back to me now in these few
days while I was here. I remember having heard the name at that
time, but I couldn’t even say what the man looks like.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Was he working in connection with Oberleutnant
Braund, who was commander at Katyn?
General OBERHAEUSER. The name of Oberleutnant Braund does not
convey anything to me; I do not know him.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Under the Russian version, I might say Ober
leutnant Braund was a commander at Katyn in May 1943.
General OBERHAEUSER. May 1943?
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Yes.
General OBERHAEUSER. It is possible that in the course of the re
treat such an officer might have been local commander in Katyn, but
at that time I was already in Austria with my unit.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Well, the Russians have furnished a so-called
“appeal to local population” signed May 3, 1943, by Voss, Lieutenant
of the Field Police, who had allegedly been working under the com
mand of Oberleutnant Braund. Does that refresh your recollection?
General OBERHAEUSER. I do not know anything about that, because
that was absolutely beyond my jurisdiction. I was in communica
tions and had nothing to do with intelligence, so I don’t know.
Mr. MACHRow CZ.£ you ever heard of Prison Camp No. 126,
somewhere in the Smolensk area?
General OBERHAEUSER. No.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Was there any road work done between July
and November 1941 on the Smolensk-Vitebsk Highway?
General OBERHAEUSER. Well, repairs were carried on all the time
on the road, chiefly by the Organization Todt, and they were also
using Russian prisoners. But even driving over the highway I did
notice that work was going on, but I never paid attention to it or to
the people doing it

.

M' MACHRowicz. Such work would not be under your jurisdiction,
would it?
General OBERHAEUSER. No; in no way whatever. I had nothing
to do with that.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Are you familiar with the Polish uniform, the
uniform of the Polish officers?
General OBERHAEUSER. I know the Polish officers wear four-cor
nered caps, and besides, I saw Polish uniforms on the bodies exhumed

a
t Katyn. -

Mr. MACHRowICz. Would you be able to distinguish a Polish uni
form from a Russian uniform—a Polish officers' uniform a Russian
officer's uniform 2



THE KATYN FoREST MAssACRE 1277

General OBERHAEUSER. I believe that I could distinguish between
the uniforms of the Polish officers and Russian officers because at the
beginning of each campaign we were shown pictures of the uniforms
and what the opposing soldiers would look like, although I never
saw one alive. In the£ campaign in 1939, of course, I did see
Polish prisoners, but none in Russia later on.

-

Mr. MACHRowICz. Did you, between July and November of 1941,
see any officers in Polish uniforms used by the Germans on road work
in the Katyn area?
General OBERHAEUSER. No, never.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Are you aware of the fact that the Russians
claim that the Germans had been using these Polish officers for road
repair work in the Katyn area, the same ones who later were found
in the Katyn graves?
General OBERHAEUSER. I did hear some very vague rumor to that
effect later on, but nothing definite.

di'* General, you saw the bodies at the Katyn graves,1d you ?
General OBERHAEUSER. Yes; on my two or three visits to the graves
I saw the dead bodies lying in the graves and a few single ones that
had been taken out. An autopsy was being performed on them by
Professor Butz. However, I never stayed long.
Mr. DoNDERO. How were they dressed?
General OBERHAEUSER. As far as I can recollect, to my great aston
ishment the dead bodies were very well clad, in good uniform, all of
them still had either their greatcoats or capes on, and very good boots,
so that it gave me the impression that the killings must have been
done in a hurry, in view of the fact that wallets and all sorts of
valuables were found on the bodies. It is quite unusual, according
to my experience, that the Russians, after executing people, would
bury them with all their good clothes on. That astonished me.
Mr. DoNDERO. Do you mean “overcoat” by “greatcoat”?
General OBERHAEUSER. Yes, overcoats and capes.
Mr. DONDERO. You were in that area from August, at least, until
November of 1941. What kind of weather do they have?
General OBERHAEUSER. In July it was still very hot, but then fall
set in very suddenly, with lots of rain and very much mud, and it was
very cold and early winter in that year. -

Mr. DONDERO. What would it be in the month of August? BecauseI think there is something in the record to the effect that the Russians
claim the Germans shot these men during the month of August.
General OBERHAEUSER. Normal, warm summer weather.
Mr. DONDERO. That is all. -

Mr. MACHRow ICZ. I have a few more questions.
Did you notice any unusually heavy truck movement in the Katyn
forests in the months of August and November 1941?
General OBERHAEUSER. Traffic was not particularly heavy, although
Signal Regiment 537 had a fairly heavy traffic every day with
material, building construction material, being taken away to the
various companies and food and other things being transported all
the time, so the traffic of the regiment itself was fairly lively, but not
unusually heavy.
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Mr. MACHRowICz. The affidavits of some of the Russian witnesses
claim that in August and September and October of 1941 there was
an unusual number of heavy trucks loaded with many prisoners coln
ing into the Katyn area. Did you notice any such movement?
General OBERHAEUSER. No; no such thing ever happened. It is pus
sible that the truck loaded with soldiers of Colonel Ahrens now and
again drove through the forest on duty, but that was all.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Did you yourself hear, or did you hear from
anyone else, about an unusual amount of shooting going on in the
forest during those months that I have mentioned?
General OBERHAEUSER. I never noticed any firing, and besides, firing
was to be prevented at all costs so as not to attract attention of guer
rillas, and so on.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Can you tell us by whom these graves were dis
covered, and under what circumstances, and when?
General OBERHAEUSER. To my knowledge the graves were discovered
some time in March 1943, and as to how the discovery was made, that
knowledge only came to me later. I was told about it later. But some
Polish auxiliary volunteers, who were working for German divisions,
marching toward the front line, and who had spent a day or two in
that area on the march to the front line, had inquired from the local
population whether any Polish prisoners or officers had been killed
and buried in that area. Then, in addition, that wolf story of Colonel
Ahrens also came up.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Then, to the best of your knowledge, the first
information the German command had of these graves was about
March of 1943?
General OBERHAEUSER. To my recollection, in March of 1943 the
first preparations were made to investigate more closely the many
rumors going around about these graves.
Mr. MACHRowICz. When did these rumors about the graves start,
as far as you know?
General OBERHAEUSER. I myself never heard any such rumors; I
only got to know about the whole thing when, in March of 1943, the
first preparations were made to make a thorough search in the forest.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. During the Nuremberg trial you were cross-ex
amined by Smirnow on the alleged knowledge by the Germans of these
graves as far back as November 1942. Do you remember that?
General OBERHAEUSER. I do not exactly recollect having been asked
that question in Nuremberg. At any rate, in 1942 I never had an ink
ling of the graves. I suggest that Colonel Ahrens or Lieutenant Eich
born might be questioned about that.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Now, you testified previously that these graves
were such a horrible sight that you never went to them unless you had
to go. Is that correct?
General OBERHAEUSER. Yes; that is correct.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Well, when and why did you have to go and see
the graves?
General OBERHAEUSER. Well, as I say, in view of the fact that my
regimental staff was billeted right next to the graves and many people
were busy digging there, I couldn’t help passing right through this
thing; and, of course, when I passed through I also looked at these
things and I couldn’t help seeing that.



THE KATYN FOREST MASSACRE 1279

Mr. MACHRowICz. Were you ever ordered to go there and see the
graves and make a report on them?
General OBERHAEUSER. No.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Were there any trees in the immediate vicinity
of where the graves were found?
General OBERHAEUSER. In the spot where the graves were found
there was sort of a clearing with tiny birch trees about 3 feet high
whether they had been planted there or not I do not know—and there
was some heather on the ground, but, on the whole, it was a fairly
clear sandy place, sort of a clearing.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Now, these young saplings, or these young trees
that you are talking about, were they right over the graves?
General OBERHAEUSER. I am not able to say whether these small
birch trees were right on top of the graves because I only saw them
after they had been opened, but the whole spot was covered with these
small birch saplings, or birch trees, more or less.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Did it appear to you then that someone, whoever
it was who dug these graves, after digging these graves, grew young
sapling

£r
birch sapling trees over them? Is that the impression

Ou got?y
&#1 OBERHAEUSER. Afterwards I had the impression that prob
ably these trees had been planted there for camouflage purposes.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. By “camouflage purposes” you mean by someone
who
wanted

to conceal the location of the graves, is that what you
Innean :

General OBERHAEUSER. Yes, exactly.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. And might not that have been the reason why
these gave were not noticed by you or by the others in that vicinity
SOOner a

General OBERHAEUSER. Yes, that is quite correct. That is one of
the reasons why we probably never noticed the spots where the graves
were. And besides, similar fairly clear spots were also in other por
tions of the forest, so this particular spot didn’t distinguish itself
much from the others. -

Mr. MACHROwICZ. That is all.
Mr. DoNDERO. General, was the wood in the vicinity of the graves
thick Or thin 2
General OBERHAEUSER. On the north side of the secondary road lead
ing from the highway to the castle the forest was not very dense. On
the other side of this road it was much denser.
Mr. DoNDERO. Was that near the graves?
General OBERHAEUSER. The graves were on that side where the
forest was not dense.
Mr. DoNDERO. Would they be thick enough or dense enough so that

8. Inan
pould hide and see the

shooting if the men were shot near the
graves?

General OBERHAEUSER. Single trees might have been there which
were thick enough so that a man could have hidden and looked on,
but the majority of the trees were rather thin.
Mr. DoNDERO. Were they tall trees, or were they just a low height?
General OBERHAEUSER. The trees were fairly high, about 40 to 50
years old, pines; the size of trees about 40 to 50 years old, pine trees.I am no forester, I don’t know very much about this.
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Mr. DONDERO. Do you think, General, that a man, or two men,
could have hidden in those pine trees that you have described, and
near enough to the graves so they could have seen what was going on
if the men were shot very close to where they were buried?
General OBERHAEUSER. Yes; in my opinion, it would have been
possible for one or two men to hide, because there were also single
bushes standing about, so it would not have been impossible to hide
there and look on.
Mr. DoNDERO. Well, could they have hidden themselves by climb
ing the trees so they could not have been seen?
General OBERHAEUSER. I do not think that is very likely, because
these pine trees, as usual, are quite bare, without branches.
Mr. DONDERO. That is all.
General OBERHAEUSER. They only have foliage on top.
Chairman MADDEN. Any further questions?
No response.)
hairman MADDEN. General, I just want to ask two questions.
The Russians, in 1943, made an investigation, as you know, and
then presented a written report of their investigation.
General OBERHAEUSER. I know about this report of the Russians,
and a few days ago I read in the East Berlin Communist paper,
Taegliche Rundschau the story which covers, more or less, this Russian
report. -

#irman MADDEN. Yes. Now, General, among the various con
clusions or statements which they made in their report was the fol
lowing: -

The mass shootings of Polish prisoners of war in the Katyn Forests were car
ried out by a German military organization hiding behind the conventional name
of Headquarters of the 537th Engineering Battalion, which was headed by Lieu
tenant Colonel Arnes and assistants, First Lieutenant Rokst and Second Lieu
tenant Hodt.

- '',
what
do you have to say about that conclusion of the Russian

report?
General OBERHAEUSER. It was, in my opinion, quite easy for the
local population to find out about the name of the unit, and Ahrens
is quite impossible because he did not take over the regiment before
November 1941. And the names of those two officers, Rokst and
Hodt, were also fairly easy to be found out by the local population.
because these young officers engaged women from the civilian popula
tion to work in the kitchen of the staff headquarters and to do other
housework and chores, and so naturally the names of these officers
were much in evidence, and they must have become known to the
civilians as well. - - - -

To my recollection the Russians also named this unit engineer bat
talion or construction battalion and I believe that that may come from
the fact that formerly in the Russian Army and, as far as I know,
also in the French Army, engineer and communication troops were
together. . - -

-

The allegations by the Russians, in my opinion, that Colonel Ahrens
and these two lieutenants, Rokst and Hodt, were responsible for the
shootings are absurd, because Ahrens was not even there at that time.
Chairman MADDEN. Now, one more question. . . . . . . . .

The Russian report also concluded—and I will repeat this and the
interpreter can convey it to the witness as I go along:
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. The German occupation authorities, in the spring of 1943, brought in from
other places bodies of Polish war prisoners whom they had shot and put into the
open graves in the Katyn Forest, calculating on covering up the traces of their
own crimes and on increasing the number of victims of Bolshevik atrocities in
the Katyn Forest.

General, what do you have to say about that statement of the
Russians?
General OBERHAEUSER. All I have to say about that is that the Rus
sians seem to have a lot of imagination.
Chairman MADDEN. All right. Now, the Russians, in their report,
after their investigation, also concluded:
“Preparing for their provocation, the German occupation authori
ties started opening the graves in the Katyn Forest in order to take out
documents and material evidence which exposed them.”—that is

,

docu
ments from the bodies, letters, and so on—“using for this work about
500 Russian prisoners o

f

war who were shot by the Germans after this
work was completed.”
General OBERHAEUSER. It is correct that the exhumations were
made by Russian prisoners o

f war, but it is absolutely out o
f

the ques
tion and impossible that these allegedly 500 Russian POW’s should
have been shot by the Germans.I want to point out one fact, that from the letters and documents—
particularly from the letters—found o

n

the dead bodies by the Ger
mans, it emanates quite clearly that all these letters stopped around
about a certain date, May 1940, and not one letter was dated later
after that.
Chairman MADDEN. That is all. Any further questions?
(No response.)
Shairman MADDEN. Now, General, the committee is very thankful
for you coming here today and testifying, and your testimony has
been very helpful.
Chairman MADDEN. The next witness is Lieutenant von Eichborn.

TESTIMONY OF REINHARDT VON EICHBORN, FRANKFURT/MAIN,

GERMANY (THROUGH THEINTERPRETER, ARTHURR. MOSTNI)

Chairman MADDEN. Will you please state your name and address.
for the reporter?
Lieutenant voN EICHBORN. Reinhardt von Eichborn.
Chairman MADDEN. Now, the interpreter will stand up and b

e

SWOrn.
-

What is your name?
Mr. MosTNI. Arthur R

.

Mostni.
-

Chairman MADDEN. Do you solemnly swear, b
y

God the Almighty,
that you will, according to the best o

f your skill and ability, truly
interpret the testimony o

f

the witness from English into German
and from German into English?
Mr. MOSTNI. I do. .

Chairman MADDEN. Now the counsel will read the witness his
Statement. • *

Mr. MITCHELL. Before you testify it is our wish to invite your
attention to the fact that under German law you will not be liable
for slander or libel either in criminal or in civil proceedings for any
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thing you may say in your testimony, so long as you tell the truth.
At the same time, we wish to make it quite clear that neither the
Government of the United States nor the Congress of the United
States assumes any responsibility in your behalf with respect to
libel or slander proceedings which may arise as the result of your
testimony.

Chairman MADDEN. Do you understand that?
Lieutenant voN EICHBoRN. Yes, I do.
Chairman MADDEN. You will be sworn.
Do you solemnly swear by God the Almighty that you will, accord
ing to the best of your knowledge, tell the pure truth, the whole truth,
and nothing but the truth, so help you God?
Lieutenant voN EICHBoRN., I swear, so help me God.
Mr. FLooD. What is your full name?
Lieutenant voN EICHBORN. Reinhardt von Eichborn.
Mr. FLOOD. Were you ever identified with the German armed
forces?
Lieutenant voN EICHBORN. Yes, I was.
Mr. FLOOD. What was your rank and what was your connection
with the German armed forces in 1941?
Lieutenant voN EICHBORN. I was a lieutenant, and I was a case
worker for communications affairs with the central army group.
Mr. FLoop. Were you ever identified at any time with the regiment
537 that we have been talking about here?
Lieutenant voN EICHBORN. From the outset of the war until the
winter of 1940 I was a member of this regiment.
Mr. FLooD. What was your duty or job with the regiment?
Lieutenant voN EICHBORN. I was company commander with the
first company and I was in charge of the communications of this
oup. • *

Mr. FLOOD. When did you go into the Smolensk area?
Lieutenant voN EICHBORN. Approximately in the beginning of Sep
tember, at the same time as the army group did.
Mr. FLOOD. What were you doing with the army group instead of
with your regiment?
Lieutenant voN EICHBORN. Since December of 1940 I had been
transferred to this army group.
Mr. FLOOD. Were you here when General Oberhaeuser testified?
Lieutenant voN EICHBORN. Yes, I was.
Mr. FLOOD. What do you know about an advance party or an ad
vance unit from the group that went into Smolensk before the staff
headquarters did?
Lieutenant voN EICHBORN. Approximately 5 or 6 weeks prior to the
movement of the army group from Borisow to Smolensk, an advance
unit under the command of two officers, Hodt and Reichert, with a
few noncoms and enlisted men, was dispatched to the Smolensk area
in order to prepare communications for staff headquarters of the army
TOuo.g£ FLooD. What was your specialty in communications?
Lieutenant voN EICHBORN. I was in charge of the planning staff
of communications and of maintenance of communications to the
army group.
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Mr. FLOOD. Are you aware of the procedure for the transmission of
operational orders from the supreme command or from the army
group, and from the army group to the armies or down to the regi
ments in the Smolensk area?
Lieutenant voN EICHBORN. No direct orders were communicated
from army headquarters to regimental headquarters, and so forth;
it was always conveyed via division or corps headquarters.
Mr. FLOOD. Were you in a position to intercept or be aware of any
communications by telephone or otherwise between field marshals
commanding arm groups?
Lieutenant voN EICHBORN. I was in charge of seeing to it that such
communications could be effected without any disturbances. There
fore, time and again I had to monitor such messages, and thereforeI have been in a position to intercept or listen to such information.
Mr. FLOOD. Were you in a position to intercept or listen to any com
munications from the supreme command or the army command to any
special groups that might be operating for the Germans in the
Smolensk area in 1941?
Lieutenant voN EICHBORN. If I had intended it. I had a chance to
monitor every conversation held between headquarters and any sub
group or subcommand, and vice versa.
Mr. FLOOD. You heard General Oberhaeuser tell us, I suppose, that
the German high command had issued an order at one time, about this
time, for the killing of Russian prisoners.
Lieutenant voN EICHBORN. Yes, I did.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you, in your capacity as a communications expert at
a highly confidential level, intercept or participate in any communi
cations of any nature between the German supreme command or army
group commanders dealing with the order to kill Russian prisoners?
Lieutenant voN EICHBORN. Six weeks prior to the beginning of the
Russian war I effected communications between Field Marshal von
Bock and Von Kluge, a conversation which lasted for about three
quarters of an hour, and which dealt with the so-called commissar
order.
Mr. FLOOD. How did you become identified with that exchange be
tween those two high-ranking officers?
Lieutenant voN EICHBORN. I was ordered to report to the field mar
shal, and I was asked whether there was any chance—
Mr. FLOOD (interposing). What field marshal?
Lieutenant von EICHBORN. Von Bock—and I was asked whether
there was any chance of effecting such a communication between
Posen and Warsaw and that no monitoring of the conversation would
be possible.

-

Mr. FLooD. Did Von Bock ask you that himself?
Lieutenant voN EICHBORN. Yes. He ordered me to report per
sonally to him. Generally he gave me an order to effect a communi
cation in such a way that neither at Posen nor at Warsaw, nor any
where on the way, could anyone monitor the conversation.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you?
Lieutenant voN EICHBORN. Yes. I did. This conversation was car
ried on via a high-frequency generator and through an inverter device.
Mr. FLOOD. What happened?
Lieutenant voN EICHBORN. That is a scrambling device.
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Mr. FLOOD. Tell us what happened. What did you do? Who was
on the other end? What was the conversation?
Lieutenant voN EICHBORN. In order to do that I proceeded to a
switchboard, to a central switchboard. I took the place normally occu
pied by a switchboard operator, and I saw to it, from the other end,
that an officer also took the place o

f

the operator. The conversation
subsequently took place and it was revealed that it was Field Marshal
von Kluge who had desired it

.

In the course of this conversation the two gentlemen exhaustively
discussed the commissar order which, so far, had been unknown to.
me, and which I believe had been promulgated, I believe, a day before.

It turned out that both gentlemen were unanimous that such an order
was absolutely incompatible with the honor o

f
a Prussian officer.

Mr. FLOOD. Who was that? Won Bock and von Kluge?
Lieutenant voN EICHBORN. Yes, von Bock and von Kluge.
The gentlemen subsequently discussed any chance to have this order
rescinded, and they agreed upon proceeding to Hitler and seeing
Hitler together with the other two field marshals o

n

the Russian
front, von Rundstedt and von List.
Mr. FLOOD. Was that the end of the conversation?
Lieutenant voN EICHBORN. That was the end.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you listen to this conversation yourself?
Lieutenant voN EICHBoRN. Yes, I did. I personally listened to

the conversation, and a
t

the Warsaw end o
f

the line another officer
had been listening in.
Mr. FLOOD. You don’t know whether any meeting with Hitler
took place o

r

what happened, do you?
Lieutenant voN EICHBORN. No, I know nothing about that.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you ever visit the staff o

f

the 537th regiment a
t

Dnieper Castle?
Lieutenant voN EICHBORN. Inasmuch as it was my old regiment,I frequently happened to be there on duty as well as off duty.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you, at the time you were there, from September
on, encounter any Polish prisoners, o

r

did you ever hear o
f any Polish

prisoners being in the area?
Lieutenant voN EICHBORN. No, I neither heard nor saw anything
of it.
Mr. FLOOD. Now, there were all kinds o

f

rumors going around the
Katyn-Smolensk area that Polish prisoners had been there and had
been shot by Russians. Did you ever hear any o

f

that?
Lieutenant voN EICHBORN. I knew nothing at all of such rumors.I definitely would have remembered such rumors if I had heard
them, because a

t

the time o
f

the discovery I was no longer serving
with the unit, and for this reason, if I ever had heard anything about
such rumors, I would not have failed to remember it. -

Mr. FLOOD. Were you in the Smolensk-Katyn area in April 1943.
when the Germans announced the discovery o

f

the bodies?
Lieutenant voN EICHBORN. No, I was not.
Mr. FLOOD. When you visited your former brother officers o
f

the
537th regiment o
f

the Dnieper Castle regimental staff, did you ever
talk about any rumors or what the natives were saying about things
generally in the area?



THE KATYN FOREST MASSACRE 1285

Lieutenant, voN EICBORN. No; I certainly would remember any
such thing if it had happened, because later on I was very much aston
ished about it

. -

Mr. FLOOD. Did you take any walks in the area during all the months
that you were there around the Dnieper Castle and the woods?
Lieutenant voN EICBORN. Yes, I did. -

Mr. FLOOD. Did you ever see any mounds that might have resembled
graves, or£ that nature, in the area o

f

the castle?
Lieutenant voN EICBORN. Naturally, this area had been a combat
area

Mr. MACHRow ICZ. A what?
Lieutenant voN EICBORN. A combat area, and therefore it is quite
natural that war material was littered about the whole area, and there
were also individual graves.
Mr. FLOOD. But#you see anything resembling a large mass grave
that might contain the bodies o

f

thousands o
f

men?
Lieutenant voN EICBORN. No, I did not, because if I had done so I

wouldn’t have failed to discuss the subject. -

Mr. FLOOD. You heard General Oberhaeuser's testimony this morn
ing, for several hours this morning, and h

e went into great detail
describing the Dnieper Castle, the woods, the highways, and the gen
eral surroundings, with a map that he showed the committee? You
heard all of that? -

Lieutenant voN EICBORN. Yes, I did. -

Mr. FLOOD. Is there anything you wish to add to that description,
that you think o

f importance, in detail?
Lieutenant voN EICBORN. No, I don’t believe I would be able to add
anything. -

Mr. FLOOD. Because o
f your relationship and friendship with the

officers and the men o
f

the 537th regiment, because o
f

the fact that you
were quartered with the army group headquarters only a few kilo
meters away, and since you visited with the regiment regularly, would

it have been possible for this regiment or the staff£ thereof at
Dnieper Castle, non-comissioned o

r otherwise, to have perpetrated

o
r participated in the killing of 4,000 Polish prisoners between July

and November o
f

1941 without you knowing o
r hearing about it in

some way.
Lieutenant voN EICBORN. That was entirely impossible, for the fol
lowing reasons: The army group was just preparing the great offensive
against Moscow, which was supposed to terminate the war. For this
reason this army group had under its command five, o

r I believe even as

many as six, armies, and the communications officer in charge o
f

this
army group had to effect communications between the army group
and those armies. The members o

f

communications regiment 537,
this army group, as well as all other communications regiments, were
feverishly engaged in terminating those communications before winter
set in. In order to make sure that all communications would be prop
erly in shape and properly set up prior to the commencement o
f

the
offensive, we had to receive daily reports about the accomplishment

o
f

work done in various work sectors. Even a single day on which
no work would have been effected would have become conspicuous be
cause thus the target would not have been met in due time. Therefore,
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it is utterly impossible that even a single company would not have been
assigned to proper work for even as little as 1 day or more days.-M',

Did you ever see or hear of the execution of any Polish
prisoners by Regiment 537 in that area?
Lieutenant voN EICHBORN. No, I did not. Naturally, I did not.
Mr. FLOOD. Did reports of prisoners taken by the German units in
that area come through your communications headquarters?
Lieutenant voN EICHBORN. Naturally this army group dispatched,
every night, messages to supreme headquarters. These messages were
received and disseminated to the leaders of the various groups.
Mr. FLOOD. Did the communications include lists of prisoners taken
by the Germans?
Lieutenant voN EICHBoRN. Well, it goes without saying that small
numbers of prisoners such as a mere 20 or 30, that was not dissemi
nated. However, when a major batch of prisoners was captured such
as, for instance, in the Vyazma barrel, when thousands of prisoners
were taken, in such an instance notification of the number of prisoners
was given.

Mr. FLooD. Would 4,000 be a big enough number to transmit?
Lieutenant voN EICHBORN. Definitely so.
Mr. FLOOD. Did your communications headquarters ever transmit
to a higher command any report as to the taking of 4,000 Polish officer
prisoners by the Germans anywhere in the Smolensk area?
Lieutenant voN EICHBORN. No.
Mr. FLooD. Or any other Poles of any category?
Lieutenant voN EICHBORN. No. At least, I received notice of no
such thing.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. Who was in command of the 537th regiment in
September of 1941 when you were there?
Lieutenant voN EICHBoRN. Colonel Bedenk.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Do you know Colonel Ahrens?
Lieutenant voN EICHBORN. Yes, I do; he was his successor.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Was Colonel Ahrens in that area in September
or October of 1941?
Lieutenant voN EICHBoRN. Colonel Ahrens took over the command
of that regiment some time in November.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. That is all.
Chairman MADDEN. Any further questions?
Mr. DoNDERO. No questions.

t#" MADDEN. We wish to thank you for coming here todayto testify. - -

The committee will reconvene at 2:30.
(Whereupon at 1 p.m. a recess was taken until 2:30 p.m.)

AFTERNOON SESSION

(The committee reconvened at 2 p.m.)
Chairman MADDEN. We come to order.
Who is the first witness?
Mr. FLOOD. I thought, Mr. Chairman, before we take the first wit
ness, that it might be interesting for the committee to know that
tomorrow's witnesses will be Mr. Paul R. Sweet, who is an American
and Director of the Joint Allied Commission for Analysis and Doc



TEEE KATYN FOREST MASSACRE 1287

umentation of Captured German Files; who will be followed by Dr..
Wilhelm Zietz, former Acting Minister of Public Health and Wel
fare, in the former German Government, who set up and had charge of
the arrangements for the International Commission of Scientists. Dr.
Zietz will be followed by Dr. Florenz Orsos, distinguished Hungarian
athologist and authority on forensic medicine. He will be followed
y Dr. Tramsen, a distinguished Danish pathologist; both members
of the International Commission. They will be followed by Mr. von
Herff, who was the forestry expertin connection with the surroundings
at the Katyn graves.A'" MADDEN. The first witness this afternoon will be Colonelin renS. -

TESTIMONY OF FRIEDERICH AHRENS, ST. GOARSHAUSEN, WEI
NICHERSTRASSE 284, GERMANY (THROUGH INTERPRETER,
MARGA MEIER)

Chairman MADDEN. Will you give your name and address to the
reporter?
Colonel AHRENs. Frederich Ahrens.
Chairman MADDEN. And your complete address?
Colonel AHRENs. St. Goarshausen-on-the-Rhine. -

Chairman MADDEN. Mr. counsel, will you read statement to the
witness? .. . . . ; -

Mr. MITCHELL. Before you testify, it is our wish to invite your at
tention to the fact that, under German law, you will not be liable for
slander or libel, either in criminal or in civil proceedings, for any
thing you may say in your testimony, so long as you tell the truth.
At the same time, we wish to make it quite clear that neither the Gov
ernment of the United States nor the Congress of the United States
assumes any responsibility in your behalf with respect to libel or
slander proceedings which may arise as a result of your testimony.
Chairman MADDEN. Do you understand that?' ' ' ' '
Colonel AHRENs. Yes; I do. -

. . .

Chairman MADDEN. Will you raise your right hand, please, and be
sworn ?

- . . . . . .

Do you solemnly swear, by God the Almighty, that you will, to the
best of your knowledge, not conceal anything and tell the truth, the
whole truth; so help you God?
Colonel AHRENs. I do.
Mr. FLOOD. What is your full name?
Colonel AHRENs. Ahrens, Friedrich.

f
Mr. FLOOD. Were you ever identified with the German armed
orces? "

Colonel AHRENs. Yes.
Mr. FLoop. What was your rank and in what capacity were you
serving on the eastern front in the Smolensk area?
Colonel AHRENs. When I came to Russia, in the area of Smolensk,I had the rank of a lieutenant colonel.
Mr. FLOOD. When did you get to the Smolensk area; what date,
year, and month? .

Colonel AHRENs. During the first days of November 1941.
Mr. FLOOD. Where did you come from?"

-

93744–52–pt. 5—5
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Colonel AHRENs. I was commander of a signal training regiment
in Halle-on-the-Saale.
Mr. FLOOD. Is that in Saxony?
Colonel AHRENs. Yes; Province of Saxony.
Mr. FLoop. What was your job there?
Colonel AHRENs. I was commander of a training regiment, and we
trained there special '' units for use at the battle areas. Furthermore, the regiment provided troop units for special training and train
ing institutions.
Mr. FLOOD. Were you a specialist in communications?
Colonel AHRENs. I think I can say that; yes. -

Mr. FLOOD. What date did you take over your new command in the
Smolensk area?
Colonel AHRENs. I arrived in Smolensk during the first days of
November 1941.
Mr. FLooD. Whom did you succeed?
Colonel AHRENs. I was a successor of Colonel Bedenk.
Mr. FLoop. Who was your immediate superior?
Colonel AHRENs. My immediate superior was General Oberhaeuser.

d M: FLOOD. Were
you at the hearings before the committee yester

aV a

&lond AHRENs. No; I was not.
Mr. FLooD. Were you here this morning?
Colonel AHRENs. Yes; I was.
Mr. FLooD. Did you hear the testimony of General Oberhaeuser this
morning?
Colonel AHRENs. Yes; I did.
Mr. FLOOD. And that was the same General Oberhaeuser who was
your commanding officer?
Colonel AHRENs. Yes.

-

Mr. FLOOD. Do you have any copies of any documents or the docu
ments themselves, or any newspaper articles or banquet menus, or
anything that would indicate that you were at this training school
in Saxony at the time you say you were there?
Colonel AHRENs. I used to live in Halle, and in Halle I lost every
thing I possessed; all that had fallen into Russian hands. But I
believe that I might be able to get such information, such documents,
from Colonel Brinkman, or from some other agency who might still
have such documents or copies of such documents; and it is ible
that I will find some documents at home. I will see to it and try to
find something.
Mr. FLOOD. "who was that colonel you mentioned?
Colonel AHRENs. Colonel Brinkman was personnel officer with the
Army personnel office, and he was personnel officer for the communi
cations troops.
Mr. FLOOD. Where is he now?
Colonel AHRENs. He is living at Hoexter-on-the-Weser.
Mr. Flood. The committee would appreciate it very much if you
would make every reasonable effort to obtain such original documents
and, with the cooperation of the nearest Consul General of the United
States of America or some proper attaché of the Americans at Bonn,
forward such documents, with a certificate attached, to this commit
tee at its Washington address.
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Colonel AHRENs. The officer in charge of transfers to the home
army was Colonel Hassel, and he should be able to give any informa
tion as to these transfers. I had seen him repeatedly during the last
months of the summer and the early fall of 1941 in his Berlin office.
Today he is living in Emden.
My commanding officer with the home army was Mueller, who is
living in southern German today, and his address is known.
This home regiment was a rather strong regiment of about 4,800
persons, and I can name you a sufficient number of officers and non
commissioned officers who could give you information as to my stay
in Halle.
Mr. FLOOD. The committee will cooperate in any way it can to ob
tain for you any certification of these facts, if they are true, from
any
'macht records that the Americans may have, if it is at allOSS1016.p
Colonel AHRENs. Furthermore, I could give you a number of names
of families, civilians, with whom we had social contact. My wife
lived at Halle also, and we had social contact with these people and
they could testify as to that.
Mr. FLOOD. We are interested at this point in documentation of
your statement.
This, as you are aware, has significance because of the fact that
the Soviet report claims that you were the commanding officer of a
German regiment that executed these Poles between July and No
vember of 1941; and, of course, you say you did not get to the Katyn
area until November of 1941.
Colonel AHRENs. I do not only say that, but it is a fact; and this
fact can be seen from the following fact: I met General Oberhaeuser
for the first time in my life in November 1941, and he will be able to
testify as to thatI also met Mr. Eichborn.
Mr. FLOOD. General Obershaeuser testified this morning, and the
record can speak for itself on that.
Where did you set up your staff headquarters after you took over
from Colonel Bedenk at Katyn?
Colonel AHRENs. In the beginning, for about 2 weeks, I was to
gether with Colonel Bedenk on the staff because I wanted to get ac
quainted with this task in Russia, which was new to me. Then
afterwards, the regiment was given to me, and I remained in the
same quarters and accommodations where the headquarters used to
be before.

Mr. FLoop. What regiment?
Colonel AHRENs. This was the army group, Signal Regiment No.
537.

Mr. FLOOD. What were the duties of the regiment?
Colonel AHRENs. The duties of the regiment were to have con
nections and communication, that is, telephone and teletype, between
the headquarters of the staff and the various armies, and, furthermore,
to have contact with the subordinate offices and with the neighbor
ing units.
Mr. FLoop. You say you were here when General Oberhaeuser testi
fied this morning. You heard him, then, go into considerable length
and detail in describing the physical premises of the Dneiper Castle
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and the area surrounding the Dneiper Castle and the distances, in
kilometers, between the Dneiper Castle and the village of Katyn and
the city of Smolensk, and General Oberhaeuser's headquarters, and
the army group center headquarters.
Colonel AHRENs. I did hear that, yes.
Mr. FLOOD. Can you corroborate the testimony given by the general
with reference to those particular facts?
Colonel AHRENs. In general, yes, I can corroborate it

. However,
there was one slight error which General Oberhaeuser made this
morning, that is

,

that the distance between the Dneiper Castle and
the main road is not 400 meters, as he testified to this morning, but
approximately 1 kilometer; which is slightly longer. At least, that

is how I recollect it.
Mr. FLoop. That is the best o

f your recollection, is it?
Colonel AHRENs. Yes.
Mr. FLOOD.. I would like your opinion as to the density of the woods

£ 't as between the main Smolensk highway. and the Dneiperastle. - -

Colonel AHRENs. This forest was a forest of mixed groves. Itmust
have been very dense originally, but due to the fights that took place

in there, it was not very dense afterwards. There were a few clear
ings in that forest, and the road was west and the forest was west o

f

the road, and the road was going from north to south. Now, west
of this road the forest was not as dense as on the other side of the road.
|Mr. FLOOD. By the way, Mr. Madden, the chairman, inquired the
other day o

f

one o
f

the witnesses a
s

to the area o
f

the entire so-called
Katyn Forest. We never had an answer on that. Can you give any
opinion as to the number o

f

acres o
r

the number o
f

kilometers square.
covered by the entire Katyn Forest, so-called?
Colonel AHRENs. I have to go into some detail as to that. If you
left Smolensk in the direction toward Vyazma, then you would meet
the first wood approximately 8 kilometers from Smolensk. This was
the forest o

f

the wood o
f Krasny Bor. As you went on, you passed the

little town o
f

Gniezdowo—I spell it G-n-e-z-d-o-w-a—and then you
have to cross a railway line, and there was a slight slope; and left o

f

that, that is
,

south o
f Smolensk, you had another forest. This forest

extended over several kilometers along the street.
The first part o

f

this forest was the little forest which belonged to

my regimental staff, and this little forest covered about one square
kilometer, and it was fenced in. But the forest extended on for many
Kilometers. South, the forest was limited by the Dneiper, which went
along there, and on the Dneiper, on a very steep slope at the Dneiper,
the Dneiper Castle was situated, where our quarters were.
Mr. FLOOD. Just a minute.
Will you have the stenographer mark this as exhibit 3?

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit 3” for identifica
tion and is shown on p

.

1291.)

Mr. FLOOD. Inow show the witness a document containing a picture,
which is exhibit 3
,

and ask him whether o
r

not he can identify that
picture. -

Colonel AHRENs. I am able to identify this picture. It is a picture

o
f

the regimental staff quarters. There is one thing very interesting
with this picture because very close to the house there are trees. These a
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trees have been planted artificially for purposes of aircraft protection,
protection from aircraft, and if I see correctly, there are small trees on
the roof, which were planted there for the same reason.
Mr. FLOOD. Who planted them?
Colonel AHRENs. This was done on my order, and this was very im
portant, because time and again, I had to see that my forest, as I used
to call this little forest, was cleared by other troop units. Thus, I was
deprived of air protection, and, actually on the 22d of January 1942,
I experienced a successful air attack on our house. Of five bombs that
were dropped, three hit.
There, after the attack, I had the trees planted on the roof, and I also
had patrols going on to prevent further trees from being cut.
Mr. FLOOD. Colonel, you seem to have a flair for detail and descrip
tion. I wish you would, for the record, describe for us your impres
sion of this so-called Dnieper Castle. What did it look like inside?

Wh'did
you think of it? Did it interest you, or were you curious

at all?
Colonel AHRENS. I am glad to do that.
Mr. FLOOD. Are you finished with the picture?
Colonel AHRENs. Yes.
Mr. FLOOD. We want that placed in evidence.
(Exhibit 3 is as follows:)

EXIIIBIT 3

Dnieper Castle, headquarters of Signal Regiment 537

Colonel AHRENs. This house was situated very isolated, and there
was no other building in a distance of about 2 to 3 kilometers. As
I said, it was situated in very beautiful landscape, and, for Russian
conditions, it was an extremely nice and splendorous building, as far
as the outer view was concerned, as well as the inside construction.



1292 THE KATYN FOREST MASSACRE

For instance, there were balconies all around the house, on the ground
floor and the first floor. It contained approximately 20 rooms, that is

,

the main building contained about 20 rooms. There were two bath
rooms and a cinema room, and the apparatus was built in. Two
rooms were sort o

f halls, on the ground floor as well as on the first floor.
There were buildings for functional purposes, containing a very
large kitchen, and there were further rooms for servants. There was
water installation and central heating. Furthermore, there was a big
garage and a workshop in a neighboring building, a steam bath,
stables, and a tennis court and, furthermore, a rifle range.
Mr. FLOOD. A rifle range.
Colonel AHRENs. For pistol shooting.
As I said before, the front of the building was on a slope to the
Dneiper, and the back part was surrounded by the forest. The part
from the road which ''from the Dnieper Castle to the main road had
several roads through the forest, which you could use for taking walks.
The whole building gave the impression o

f
a real castle.

Mr. FLOOD. Did you ever hear, during the time you were there, any
rumors o

r

statements a
s to what this castle was used for during the

Russian occupation days?
Colonel AHRENs. I did not hear any rumors as to that, at least not

a
t first, and I was under the impression that probably during the

times o
f

the Czar, this must have been the summer place o
f

some
prince, and this prince was supposed to have had a farm in Mikolino,
where there were still ruins o

f

another big building.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you ever hear that the Castle had been used during
the Army occupation days, right before the Germans got there, as an
NKVD rest home or convalescent home?
Colonel AHRENs. As I said before, this area, this Dnieper Castle
and the forest o

f

about one square kilometer was fenced in, and there
were rumors that the civilian population, before the beginning o

f

the
war, were not permitted to enter this area, which was guarded by
ards.s' FLOOD. What is the answer to my question? Did you ever hear,
when you were there, that this was used as an NKVD rest home or

convalescent home, the castle? Can you answer yes o
r

no?
Colonel AHRENs. I did not hear for what purposes it was used, but

it was said that commissars had been there.
Mr. FLooD. You said a minute ago that a certain area within sight

o
f

this fenced forest was used, o
r

the Russians o
r somebody said that

it w: “Verboten.” Who told you that? Where did you hear thatstory?
Colonel AHRENs. My soldiers said that the civilian population had
indicated that to them.
Mr. FLOOD. How many men were on your staff at your regimental
command headquarters a

t

the Dnieper Castle?
Colonel AHRENs. When I took over the regiment, there were about
50; later on, half as many, about 25.
Mr. FLooD. How many noncommissioned officers and how many
commisioned officers in your regimental staff were there at the castle?
Colonel AHRENs. In the beginning, there were three officers; later
on, there were only two; and about five to six noncommissioned
officers. At times there may have been seven noncommissioned
officers.
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Mr. FLOOD. How many individuals, noncommissioned and commis
sioned, at your regimental staff headquarters, carried sidearms,
pistols? -

Colonel AHRENs. The noncommissioned officers carried pistols.
Mr. FLOOD. How many?

-

Colonel AHRENs. Each noncommissioned officer, one pistol.
Mr. FLOOD. How many noncommissioned officers were there?
Colonel AHRENs. Five to six.
Mr. FLOOD. Did the officers carry sidearms?
Colonel AHRENs. Also one pistol each.
Mr. FLOOD. How many officers carried pistols?
Colonel AHRENs. Each officer, one pistol. And in the beginning,
we were four officers and later on we were three.
Mr. FLOOD. Were you responsible for your own security measures
as the regimental commanding officer?
Colonel AHRENS. Yes, I was.
Mr. FLOOD. What security measures did you set up after you took
over from Colonel Bedenk?
Colonel AHRENS. I arranged the defense of the regimental staff so
that it could be defended with very few people. I had the firewood
piled up around the house in such a way that it built sort of a wall.
Mr. FLOOD. When you took over from Colonel Bedenk in November
of 1941, was the area cordoned off, “Verboten,” with armed guards
all around the forest and the highway?
Colonel AHRENs. It was not cordoned off, nor was it forbidden to
enter the area.
Mr. FLOOD. Congressman Dondero this morning asked General
Oberhaeuser whether or not Bedenk or you had the area posted with
signs that anybody that trespassed there would be shot. Did you put
up any signs of that sort; or when you got there and took over from
Bedenk, were there any such signs up?
Colonel AHRENs. No.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you have any other duties in the general area,
...', than being commanding officer of the communications regi
ment?

Colonel AHRENs. Yes. I also had the task of defending the west
ern part of Smolensk, from January 1942 on.
r. FLOOD. What was the nature of that task?
Colonel AHRENS. The army group was at that time threatened
by the Russians breaking through at Bjloj.
If I remember correctly, the spelling is B-j-l-o-j.
At that time the troop units stationed in the area west of Smolensk
were taken together into a defense unit, and this defense unit was
technically under my command.
Mr. FLOOD. Under your command for those technical reasons, did
you conduct any maneuvers of any sort in the area? Did you con
duct any practice maneuvers?
Colonel AHRENs. First of all, we built fortifications, and after they
were finished, they were occupied just for the purpose of practic
1ng.

Mr. FLOOD. What I mean is: Did you conduct any practice man
euvers of your defense troops in the Katyn Forest area?
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Colonel AHRENs. No. . I had nothing to do with these practice
maneuvers. These practice maneuvers were carried out by the troop
units themselves, and this was done particularly in the area north
of Smolensk.
Mr. FLOOD. Was there any shooting going on in the practice
maneuvers?
Colonel AHRENs. No.
Mr. FLOOD. During the time that you were in the Smolensk area,
from November of 1940, when you took over, did you see any Polish
prisoners of any category in that area?
Colonel AHRENs. No; I did not.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you ever receive any order from General Ober
haeuser or from the supreme command, or from any SS generals
or anybody else, to kill any prisoners of war, especially Poles?
Colonel AHRENs. No; I did not.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you hear of any shooting of Poles going on in the
Katyn Forest area near your headquarters at any time, before you
got there or while you were there?
Colonel AHRENs. No, I did not. But I certainly would have heard
it if it had happened.
Mr. FLOOD. Would it have been possible for the execution of 4,000
Polish officers to have taken place within a few hundred meters of
your regimental staff headquarters, day or night, during the time
you were in command, that you would not, first, have heard about it
or, secondly, seen it?
Colonel AHRENs. This is completely impossible. This was im
possible also for the reason that our staff headquarters was very close
to the headquarters of the army group, and no one was doing any
shooting there. This was just impossible.
Mr. FLOOD. You had Russians on your regimental staff, did you;
domestic workers?
Colonel AHRENs. Yes; so-called “Hivis.” There were four.
Mr. FLOOD. Men and women?
Colonel AHRENs. The “Hivis” were men. They were former
Russian prisoners of war, and they were very nice and very skilled
in their work and very nice in their attitude towards the staff.
Chairman MADDEN. I might announce at this time that we have a
number of very important witnesses tomorrow, and the sessions to
morrow will start at 9:30.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you ever hear them discuss, or did they tell you
or any of your brother officers, about the shooting of Poles in the
area, or rumors of them?
Colonel AHRENs. No. And they could not do that because they
came from quite another area of Russia.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you ever give any orders to your Russian civilian
workers or POW’s that they were not to leave the Dnieper Castle,
they were not to walk in the area, they were not to enter any of the
rooms of the Dnieper Castle, unless with German escort?
Colonel AHRENs. The answer to your first question is no. In our
Staff Headquarters, we had extremely secret material, in particular,
maps; and therefore the rooms in which this secret material was kept
could not be entered by anyone else except the officers in charge. But,
although, the cleaning of the quarters could not be done except under
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supervision, because in there were several things which they would
not like to be seen except if someone else was around.
Mr. FLOOD. In 1943, during the period of time you were there and
in command, do you know of any convoys of trucks, above normal
transport and above normal traffic, that were bringing in, or said to be
bringing in, thousands of dead bodies from other areas, in 1943?
Colonel AHRENs. No, I do not. That is impossible.
Mr. FLOOD. You were present at Katyn, in the Dnieper Castle, in
April of 1943, when the Germans made their announcement of the
discovery of the bodies, were you not?
Colonel AHRENs. Yes.
Mr. FLOOD. How long had you been in the Dnieper Castle in the
Katyn woods before April of 1943?
Colonel AHRENs. I was in the Dnieper Castle from November 1941
to August 1943. During the last weeks, in August 1943, I was not
permanently in the Dnieper Castle, but partly I stayed in Vyazma,
because the staff of the army group had been transferred back to that
location.

-

Mr. FLOOD. In any event, you had been in the area from November
of 1941 until April 1943, and you had been walking around in the
area and back and forth all that time; had you not?
Colonel AHRENs. In general, I stayed over the week ends in the
staff headquarters in Katyn; whereas, during the week, I used to stay
with my troop units at the front.
Mr. FLOOD. Regardless of that, the fact remains that you know these
graves were found just a few meters from your headquarters, at the
Dnieper Castle; is not that correct?

-

Colonel AHRENs. Yes, of course; 600 meters away from the regi
mental staff headquarters.
Mr. FLOOD. From November of 1941 until April 13, 1943, you had
been living in the Dnieper Castle; you had been living in the head
quarters just a few hundred meters from where these graves were
found, and you had no idea they were there; you never saw them or
heard about them; is that what you want to say?
Colonel AHRENs. I never saw them, and I even could not have seen
them because if you saw how these graves were built, you need not be

£hed that we did not see them. It was just impossible to seethem.

There were many more graves, and some of them were immediately
in front of my house door. There were about 20 or 30 graves. I had
no idea about them and still they were there.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you ever see any birch crosses on any graves in the#y of where the Germans uncovered the Polish bodies, at any
time?

Colonel AHRENs. I saw one birch cross. I only saw one birch cross.
This was among brushes on a little hill. The ground was rather
uneven, and it was covered with birch trees of about four or five years
of age. And there was brush around, and there I saw one birch cross.
r. FLOOD. Did you ever ask anybody about the birch cross? Did

it have enough significance to you for you to ask your people what it
was or how it got there?
Colonel AHRENs. In the vicinity of this area, there had been fighting
going on, and there were quite a number of graves there. There were
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more graves there. Partly they were graves with crosses on them and
helmets, so that you know there were graves.
And then there were also small hills, where you could assume that
these were supposed to be graves, but they were a little apart from
this area.
But it was nothing particular to find a cross in this area; you could
also find it on the road or on the airfield, that some troop unit put a
cross there for some reason.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you have any reports from any of your people in
that area, or from any of your command, about the graves of Polish
officers, or big graves, or bones being found in the area where later
the Katyn graves were discovered? Did you have any such con
versations? Did you do anything about it?
Colonel AHRENs. One has to differentiate to distinguish between
several, rumors. There rumors about these mass shootings which
allegedly were going on around Katyn, and then there were other
rumors about this Kommissar who had been in this area, long, long
ago, about 1920. And the population told about things that had hap
pened, about which they were not sure.
The rumors mentioned first, the rumors as to mass shootings, I
did not hear; but toward the middle of 1942, now and then it was
said and remarks were made that, allegedly, while this Kommissar
had been there long, long ago, and when this whole area was fenced
in, that shootings had been going on. I did not attach too much
significance to these rumors because I had seen the G.P.U. prisons
in Smolensk and I was under the impression that the executions were
carried out there. -

Mr. FLOOD. Had you heard that in the Katyn area the Russians
had made a burial place of the vicinity of your headquarters for ex
ecuted Russian civilians?
Colonel AHRENs. No, I had not.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you ever talk to any Russians at any time, who
lived around the Katyn Forest; any people who lived there?
Colonel AHRENs. Yes; and after the graves had been found.
Mr. FLOOD. What was the nature of that conversation?
Colonel AHRENs. In our area we had a Russian couple who were
beekeepers. They had a number of beehives, and that is why they were
there. And this couple had contact with our staff. And after the
graves had been opened, the husband, who spoke German, told me
that he originally lived between Katyn and Gniezdowo, and they
were living a little off the road, and there they observed that rail
road cars, big cars, were coming, of approximately 50 tons each, and
in each of these cars there were about 200 people.
(NOTE.—Refer to exhibit 78.)

Mr. FLOOD. Just a minute. When was that?
Colonel AHRENs. That was in the end of April 1943; when he told
me that it was the end of April 1943.
Mr. FLOOD. When did these Russian people tell you that the things
they were telling you about happened?
Colonel AHRENs. According to his statement, in March and April
1940. - -

And that these people then were put on trucks, and they were
fettered, and then they disappeared in this area and shots were heard.
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Mr. FLOOD. Do you remember the names of those Russian people?
Colonel AHRENS. I had been seeing a member of my regimental staff
a short while ago. This man’s name is Hoerfle and he is living in
Moorbach, and this man remembers the name of these Russian people.
He told me that a short time ago.
Mr. FLOOD: During the time you were in command there, did you
ever put up in your quarters, groups of up to 25 in number, of any
kind
pf special German troops who did not belong to your own regiment?

Colonel AHRENs. No; never. And that could not be done; it was
impossible.

Mr. FLOOD. General Oberhaeuser told us this morning that he had
great respect for you and for Colonel Bedenk and that he trusted you
both implicitly, and that he was satisfied that if there was any infor
mation around there dealing with graves or these matters we are
talking about and that if either of you two knew about it you would
have told him. You heard him say that.
Colonel AHRENs. Of course, it is correct, because if there were
graves, he did see them himself.
Mr. FLOOD. Of course, you told us of a lot of rumors and a lot of
reports that were being brought to you. Why did you not communi
cate with General Oberhaeuser and tell him of all this information
that was being brought to you about this area?
Colonel AHRENS. There were not many rumors. More or less, they
were just remarks, isolated remarks, by members of my staff, and I
did not consider them anything else but occasional remarks. General
Oberhaeuser and I were in war and we were occupied with our tasks
day and night and were completely occupied with work. So we had
no time to talk about things which were not directly to the point.
And, besides, I considered these rumors or remarks very unimportant.
Nevertheless, when General von Gersdorff visited me one—it was in
the summer of 1942; probably in August 1942, during the afternoon—
during an afternoon we talked about the Dnieper Castle and what
this Dnieper Castle might have been used for before, and we also
were talking about the rumor that a commissar had been there be
fore.
And on this occasion I mentioned to General von Gersdorff—and
I did it quite incidentally—that apparently and according to what
the soldiers told me, some time ago, people must have been shot there.
But this referred to the second kind of rumor I mentioned before,
long, long before the war.
Mr. DONDERO. You had nothing to do with the exhumations and
the proceedings that took place on the part of the Germans after the
bodies had been exhumed in April 'P1943 and the announcement
was made; you were not in command of those exhumations after
that, were you?
Colonel AHRENs. No; I had nothing to do with that. We only
had to suffer from it.
Mr. FLOOD. Would you be able to£ a picture of the railroadstation at Gniezdowo if you saw it
,

do you think?
Colonel AHRENS. I assume so, yes.
Mr. FLOOD. Will you have this picture marked as “Exhibit No. 4”?
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(The picture referred to marked for identification as “Exhibit No.
4” follows:)

ExHIBIT No. 4--

Railroad station at Gniezdowo, Russia
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Mr. FLOOD. I now show the witness exhibit No. 4 and ask him
whether or not he can identify that picture?
Colonel AHRENs. I would not be able to identify it with certainty.
Mr. FLOOD. What do you think it is?
Colonel AHRENs. It might be that this picture was taken at the time,
of the station of Gniezdowo, when I was not there yet, because, as
far as I can see, there are a few trains on the picture which I do not
remember from the time I was there, if these trains were destroyed
trains and not just trains passing through.I would not be able to identify it with certainty.
Mr. FLOOD. Very well. That is all. •

Colonel AHRENs. Judging from the size, it might be the station;
but I do not remember it correctly, although I saw it several times
from the air.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Witness, when did you first hear of the Rus
sian charge in which they named you as the party responsible for
the killing of these Polish officers?
Colonel AHRENs. In February 1946.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. That was before you testified at the Nurem
berg trial?
Colonel AHRENs. Yes, and I heard it over the radio in a report
given by reporter Gustav Ohlmann.

# CHROWICZ. And did you later read the entire Russian re
Ortp
Colonel AHRENs. When, immediately after having heard the report,I went to see Dr. Stahmer at Nurnberg, I learned more details about
this report from Dr. Stahmer, and later on, he also furnished me
with excerpts from this report.
Mr. MACHROWICZ. You know that in this report the Russians
charged you were there in the months of July, August, September,
and October 1941, do you not?
Colonel AHRENs. I do not know that. All I know is that they
charged me with having shot 4,200, respectively 11,000 Polish officers
during the time between the 1st and the 20th of September 1941.
Mr. MACHROWICZ. As you testified here before, you were not there
in those months, were you?
Colonel AHRENs. No.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. What have you done since 1946 to prove con
clusively that you were not there in those months?
Colonel AHRENS. I immediately put myself at the disposal of the
Nuremberg court without being asked, and I even had difficulty in being
heard because we were rejected as witnesses, and it was only due to the
initiative of Mr. von Eichborn that we were heard and interrogated.
Mr. MACHROWICZ. Have you made any efforts in the meantime to find
any documents to show you were not there in those months?
Colonel AHRENs. I did not consider that necessary because there are
hundreds and hundreds of people with whom I was together every day
who could testify I was together with them in Halle. I could bring
hundreds and hundreds of people to testify, but I do not have docu
ments.

-
-

Mr. MACHRowICZ. Did you hire any local Russian women from
that area to help in your kitchen and other similar duties?
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Colonel AHRENs. That had already been done when I came there
and some of them remained and new workers came. There was a con

£ungeover of these workers and I did not bother about that inetail.
Mr. MACHRowicz. You don’t speak Russian, do you?
Colonel AHRENs. No, I do not.
Mr. MACHRowicz. And in speaking to them, you used an interpreter,
did you not?
Colonel AHRENs. I never spoke with them, except for the Hiwis.I never talked to the female workers.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Didn't you have an interpreter whose first name
was Johann who acted for you as an interpreter in talking to these
women who were used in the kitchen?
Colonel AHRENs. No, I never went into the kitchen and talked to
the women. That never happened.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. Now, the Russians charged that you personally
instructed at least three of these women, through your interpreter, that
they should not come to and from work except through certain defi
nitely described roads and only in the company of soldiers. Did you
ever personally issue such instructions?
Colonel AHRENs. No, I never gave such an order. I did not have
an interpreter at all. There were some people who spoke some Rus
sian. It might be possible that some of them told these people that
they should do all this and that they had told them that, but I didn’t
bother about that at all and I certainly didn’t give such an order.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Did you have a German, whose first name was
Gustav, who was a cook there? Do you remember that?
Colonel AHRENs. Yes, he fell in action.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Was Gustav the one that handled the hiring of
these women?
Colonel AHRENs. No, Gustav was their superior. He had them
under him. The hiring was done by a noncommissioned officer by the
name of Rose who was in charge of kitchen supplies.
Mr. MACHRowICz. How did you first find out about the finding of the
graves, and when?
Colonel AHRENs. First of all, I heard it through official channels, as
was pointed out this morning by General Oberhaeuser, but, apart from
that, I had some personal experience and by a mere accident I found
some human bones, or rather, these bones were brought to me. This
was in connection with the story about the wolf which I do not want
to tell here. Now, these human bones were brought to me and I as
sumed that they belonged to some people who had fallen in action, andI informed the officer in charge of war graves that he should look into
that. The finding of such graves was nothing unusual and, therefore,' was not mentioned in particular and no one made any fuss aboutthat.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. When was that?
Colonel AHRENs. This was approximately at the end of January
1943, or at the beginning of February when these graves were dug open
by the wolf. These bones were brought to me approximately 4 weeks
later when the snow had thawed away because these graves were
situated toward the south, on the southern slope of one of these mass
graves. There was a little hole there and the Hiwis found these bones,
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but they were brought to me about 4 weeks later. I should say toward
the middle of March 1943.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Prior to that time, did you have any knowledge
of the existence of those graves?
Colonel AHRENs. No, I did not. -

Mr. MACHRowICz. Did you have a noncommissioned officer working
under you by the name of Rose?
Colonel AHRENs. Yes, this is the one I mentioned before who was in
charge of supplies and who also hired these Russian women.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. Have you ever been instructed by anyone as to
what you should say at this hearing?
Colonel AHRENS. No. -

Mr. MACHRowICz. Of course, you realize the gravity of the charges
made against you by the Russians, do you not?
Colonel AHRENs. Yes, of course, I realize that, but, of course, I
wasn’t there. I did all that in absentia.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Have you been charged as a party defendant of
the Nurnberg trial?
Colonel AHRENs. No, I have not, and after I had given my testi
mony the whole affair was dropped because it had been proved I
arrived in Russia only in November.
Mr. MACHROWICZ. # it ever occurred strange to you that although
the Russians, before the Nurnberg trial, charged you directly as being
the one guilty as the person who committed £ murders, yet you were
never named party defendant in Nurnberg?
Colonel AHRENs. Of course, this did seem strange to me and I did
not know why this was like that, but, of course, they had given my
name as Arnes.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. When they spoke of Oberstleutnant Arnes you
knew there was only one person '. could answer that description—
that was yourself, is that not correct? -

Colonel AHRENs. I have read the charge and all this is supposed
to have happened during the fall of 1941 but, at that time, I was not
in this area and all that was said in the Russian report or charge hap' approximately 1 year later apparently as it was described in theussian report, and the newspaper Taegliche Rundschau also gave
this story again now and everything the Russians write there and
which actually happened in 1942, similar to the way they described it
as having happened in 1941, and they even gave more details in this'' concerning girls, but I do not want to go into that.All this is said to have happened in 1941 when I was not there but
when Colonel Bedenk was there, and, actually, everything happened
approximately one year later.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. There is one other significant matter in the Rus
sian document which has not been commented on, but I want you to
tell me what you have to say about it

.

In this charge they claim that
battalion 537 posed under the pretext that it was a signal battalion, but

it actually wasn’t. Now, what have you to say about that?
Colonel AHRENS. As far as I can recollect, the Russian report calls
this battalion a construction battalion. Furthermore, in front o
f

our
regimental staff headquarters there was a flag and this was a square
flag. Now, regimental flags were square flags, whereas the battalion
flags were triangular flags.
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Mr. MACHRowICz. I’ll read to you paragraph 3 of the general con
clusions of the so-called Russian Special Commission: “The mass
shootings of Polish prisoners of war in the Katyn Forest were carried
out by a German military organization hiding behind the conventional
name of headquarters of the Five Hundred and Thirty-seventh Engi
neering Battalion, which was headed by Lieutenant Colonel Arnes
and his subordinates, Lieutenant Rokst and Second Lieutenant Hodt.”
Colonel AHRENs. It is said there we took as a disguise the name of
an engineering battalion and I want to ask the question here: “For
whom did we have to use it as a disguise?”
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. You will have to ask the Russians that question,
I'm afraid. I can’t answer it.
Colonel AHRENs. I just ask this question because you read the Rus
sian document to me.
In front of our staff headquarters there was our regimental flag and
on this flag there was written: “HNR 537,” Heeresgruppe Nachrichten
Regiment, army group signal regiment 537.
Mr. MACHRowicz. I gather then that you deny that you were hiding
behind any masquerade and that you were actually the kind of bat
talion you say you were?
Colonel AHRENs. May I have the sketch which General Oberhaeuser
put before the committee this morning? There you can see that. May
I ask the General to put it at my disposal at this minute.
(NotE.—Refer to exhibit 74.)

Mr. FLOOD. General Oberhaeuser had left.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. That's all.
Colonel AHRENs. May I say one thing more in addition?
Chairman MADDEN, Yes, go ahead,
Colonel AHRENs. Our regimental flag showed very clearly the name
and the troop unit of our battalion because that is what the flag was
there for so that people who wanted to come to us could find us.
Mr. DONDERO. £ I understand you correctly and did the commit
tee understand you correctly that the first to find these graves were
the wolves and wild animals?
Colonel AHRENs. One wolf had been digging there. That could be
seen from a trace, but, at that time, it was winter and there was snow
and ice there and we did not know yet that they were graves, but, after
the snow had thawed, one could see that they were graves and that
the wolf had been digging for bones.
Chairman MADDEN. You have covered the facts in your testimony
and answered the questions asked and added comments very well and,
of course, the committee realizes that you have been charged with a
serious international crime in this report here and we are glad to give
you an opportunity today to tell your side and to tell the facts in your
testimony. If there is anything else that you would like to say to
the committee, we would be glad to hear it and, if not, you can be
excused.

Colonel AHRENs. I have nothing to add. I just want to thank the
committee that I was given an opportunity to give my testimony here.
Chairman MADDEN. Thank you.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. I want you to know that the committee was will
ing to give the equal opportunity to those charged with the crime
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from the Russian group, but that they apparently did not care to
benefit from that opportunity.
Chairman MADDEN. In other words, this committee has invited the
Russian Government to appear before this committee, but they have
rejected that invitation.
Colonel AHRENs. I really do regret that.
Chairman MADDEN. Thank you.
We'll take a recess for about 3 minutes and then will hear from
General Rudolph von Gersdorff.
(Whereupon, a recess was taken.)
Chairman MADDEN. General von Gersdorff.

TESTIMONY OF RUDOLPH VON GERSDORFF (THROUGH THE
INTERPRETER ECKHARDT VON HAHN)

Chairman MADDEN. The counsel will read a statement to you.
Mr. MITCHELL. Before you testify, it is our wish to invite your
attention to the fact that under German law you will not be liable for
slander or libel, either in criminal or in civil proceedings, for any
thing you may say in your testimony, so long as you tell the truth.
At the same time, I wish to make it quite clear that neither the Gov
ernment of the United States nor the Congress of the United States
assumes any responsibility in your behalf with respect to libel or
slander proceedings which may arise as the result of your testimony.
Do you understand the statement?
General voN GERSDORFF. Yes.
Chairman MADDEN. You will be sworn, General.
Do you solemnly swear, by God the Almighty, that you will testify
to your own knowledge of the facts concerning these hearings and
to the truth, so help you God?
General voN GERSDORFF. I swear, so help me God.
Mr. FLOOD. What is your full name?
General voN GERSDORFF. Rudolph Christof Friehardt von Gersdorff.
Mr. FLOOD. Were you ever identified with the German armed
forces?
General voN GERSDORFF. Yes, I was an officer on active service, a
professional officer.
Mr. FLOOD. What was the highest rank you reached in the armed
services?

General voN GERSDORFF. Major General.
Mr. FLOOD. What was your rank and what was the nature of your
duty in 1941 on the so-called eastern or Russian front?
General von GERSDORFF. From April 1941, to September 1943, I
was third general staff officer of the army group center which cor
responds to the position of G-2 in the United States Army.
Mr. FLOOD. By G-2, you mean intelligence?
General voN GERSDORFF. Yes, my main duties were to collect in
formation about the enemy. Besides, I was in charge of counterintel
ligence, propaganda, and care of the troops.
Mr. FLOOD. You were, in other words, chief of intelligence of the
army group center?
General voN GERSDORFF. Yes.
Mr. FLOOD. What was your rank?
93744–52—pt. 5–6
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General voN GERsDoRFF. At first, I was a major and was then pro
moted to the rank of colonel subsequently.
Mr. FLooD. Then you were the Colonel von Gersdorff who has been
referred to in the Smolensk area as chief of intelligence between July
and December of 1941?
General voN GERsDoRFF. It couldn't possibly be anyone else but
me, but, at that time, I was merely a major on the general staff.
Mr. FLOOD. And you were the Colonel von Gersdorff referred to in
1943 as being chief of intelligence in the Smolensk area?
General voN GERSDORFF. Yes, that is correct.
Mr. FLOOD. When did you move into the Smolensk army group
center command?
General voN GERSDORFF. I moved into the Smolensk area with the
staff of the central army group in the first days of September 1941,
but, on a previous occasion, I had already visited this area once.
Mr. FLoop. When, and why?
General voN GERSDoRFF. '' do not exactly recollect the date, but
it must have been late in July or early in August of the same year,
and it was my practice to enter an area which had just been conquered
as quickly as possible, being chief of intelligence, so as to have an op|'' of interrogating important Russian prisoners that haden brought in.
Mr. FLOOD. How many days were you in the Smolensk area on that
visit after the combat troops moved forward?
General voN GERSDORFF. I do not recollect the exact number of days,
but it was only a few days after the combat troops had gone forward.
Mr. FLOOD. As chief of intelligence and one of your duties being,
as you described, the interrogation of combat troops taken in that area,
on that visit to the Smolensk area did you interrogate any Polish
prisoners of any category?
General voN GERSDORFF. During the whole Russian campaign, I
never saw or interrogated a Polish prisoner.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you ever see any dead ones?
General voN GERSDORFF. After the dead bodies of the Polish officers
in Katyn Forest had been exhumed, I saw Polish dead for the first
time. -

Mr. Frood. That's the only time you saw any live Polish officers,
soldiers, or enlisted personnel, between July 1942, and the time the
bodies were exhumed at Katyn in April 1943?
General voN GERSDORFF. Yes; they were the first and only Poles,
dead ones in this case, that I ever saw during the period mentioned.
Mr. FLOOD. During that period, did you ever hear from any of your
widespread sources of intelligence in the Smolensk area that there
were Polish prisoners, officers or enlisted personnel, hiding in the
woods or hiding in the Russian villages?
General voN GERSDORFF. No, never.
Mr. FLOOD. During the same period of time did you ever, as chief
of intelligence, direct any of your personnel to conduct regular round
ups and searches for Polish prisoners in the area?
General voN GERSDORFF. No.
Mr. FLOOD. Would anybody else have been able to issue such orders
and conduct such intelligence operations without your knowledge or
approval?
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General voN GERSDORFF. The only possibility would have been that
the so-called Einsatzgruppen of the SD who were not under the juris
diction of the Central Army Group could have performed such duties,
but, in view of the fact that the then chief of the police units was an
officer by the name of Nebe who, already since 1938, secretly belonged
to the resistance movement, I am certain that he would never have
engaged in any such action without previously having contacted me
about that.
Mr. FLOOD. What resistance movement?
General voN GERSDORFF. The German resistance movement against
Adolf Hitler and against National Socialism.
Mr. FLOOD. Were you a member of the movement?
General voN GERSDORFF. Yes; I was.
Mr. FLOD. You mentioned something about the Einsatzgruppen.
Were there Einsatzgruppen or Einsatzkommandos in the area of
Smolensk when you moved in?
General voN GERSDORFF. In every area of an army group there were
certain units of the so-called Einsatzgruppen which were under the
direct order of higher SS and police chiefs. This high-ranking SS
or police officer was under the direct command of Heinrich Himmler.
His only instructions consisted in making contact with the staff of
the army group. The army group, however, had the possibility of
demanding that such Einsatzgruppen should be withdrawn in the
case of these Einsatzgruppen hampering the strategical and tactical
movements of the combat trops. We made very wide use of this op
portunity of getting rid of these Einsatzgruppen and, particularly
within the area of the Four Army under Field Marshal von Kluge,
these Einsatzgruppen were practically always far in the rear. Nebe
always supported this action of ours. On the other hand, of course,
he had to see that his Einsatzgruppen were also commissioned with
some tasks so as not to make too bad an impression upon his higher
command.

Mr. FLOOD. Did your outfit get rid of the Einsatzgruppen in your
area at the time we are speaking about?
General voN GERSDORFF. I do not quite clearly recollect whether at
that time the Einsatzgruppen which was attached to the Fourth Army
was in action or not. I believe that at the time when the Fourth Army
took Smolensk, this Einsatzgruppen was not actually fighting in the
front line but I have no clear recollection of that.
Mr. FLOOD. Even if they were, in view of the nature of the com
manding officer and his liaison with the Wehrmacht, would it have
been possible for Himmler to have ordered the commander of that
Einsatzgruppe to have committed a murder at Katyn of 4,000 troops
without your knowing about it?
General voN GERsDoRFF. This is utterly impossible, particularly in
the spot where the murders actually took place and where the graves
were subsequently found in view of the fact that this spot is located
so near the highway leading from Vitebsk to Smolensk that it would
have been absolutely impossible to kill 4,000 people without lots of
people passing along the highway noticing it
.

Mr. FLOOD. It would have been impossible for an order coming from
the supreme command to the army group having to do with the killing
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of Polish prisoners, particularly officers, without you, as chief of in
telligence, having heard about it

,

isn’t that so?
General voN GERsDoRFF. No; because such an order would have been
transmitted to my command immediately and I would have known
about it immediately, too.
Mr. Flood. Was any such order transmitted to your command o

r

from a supreme command to an army group during the period o
f

service you had in the Katyn-Smolensk area?
General voN GERSDORFF. No, never.
Mr. FLOOD. You heard General Oberhaeuser testify this morning,
did you not?
General voN GERSDORFF. Yes, I did.
Mr. FLOOD. And you heard Colonel Ahrens testify this afternoon,
did you not?
General voN GERSDORFF. Yes; I did.
Mr. FLOOD. Now, directing your attention to that part o

f

the testi
mony o

f

those two officers having to do with the description o
f

the
Dnieper Castle and the area surrounding the castle, do you wish to

add anything, any details, to what they said in that description?
General voN GERSDORFF. I fully agree with the statements of Gen
eral Oberhaeuser and Colonel Ahrens about the Dnieper Castle, but I

would like to add the following: In the vicinity of Gniezdowo, there
were prehistoric Russian cairns, old prehistoric tombs in caves. They
were overgrown with shrubs and heavily so. They were actually in

that area, so that was the reason why, when the graves o
f
the Polish

officers were discovered, we did not call it the murders of Gniezdowo,
but to distinguish it from these old prehistoric tombs of Gniezdowo,
we called it the murders of Katyn, so as not to get these two things
mixed up.
Mr. £o. Then these graves were actually closer to Gniezdowo
than they were to the village o

f Katyn?
General voN GERSDORFF. Yes; that is correct.
Mr. FLOOD., Who finally conferred the title of the Katyn Massacre

o
n this thing? Did you . that?

General voN GERSDORFF. This was done by my unit with the chief

o
f

our staff agreeing to it
.

Mr. FLOOD. How did you first hear the story of Katyn?
General voN GERSDORFF. My units contained a small command o

f

military field police o
f

about 8 to 10 men. In charge of this small
police unit was the Field Police Secretary Voss. The duty o

f

this field
police unit consisted o

f security measures so as to guard security o
f

the
field marshal and o

f

the staff headquarters. Therefore, I had in
structed Voss to watch carefully over the surroundings o

f

these staff
headquarters so a

s
to make sure that no strangers, that is
,

people who
did not belong there, should enter the area.
Mr. FLOOD. Who was Voss?
General voN GERSDORFF. Voss was in charge o
f

the small unit o
f

military field police. He was a so-called military field police secre
tary, and his duties corresponded to the rank o
f

lieutenant. Owing to

his duties, Voss was in close contact with the population o
f

the sur
roundings o
f

our staff headquarters. One day Voss came to me and
made the following report.
Mr. FLOOD. Just a moment.
When, if you remember?
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General voN GERSDORFF. I do not recollect the exact date, but it
must have been in February 1943.
Mr. FLOOD. All right, go ahead.
General voN GERsDoRFF. Voss reported to me that Polish auxiliary
volunteers who belonged to several infantry divisions which were
marching up to the front line and who had taken up temporary quar
ters in Gniezdowo and the surroundings, had made inquiries on be
half of Poles in Poland for possible Polish prisoners in that area.
Mr. FLOOD. Will you mark this picture as£ 5?
(The document referred to was marked as “Frankfurt, Exhibit No.
5,” and is as follows:)

-

EXHIBIT 5

-

Military Field Police Secretary Voss (center) talking to two other German officers.

Mr. FLOOD. I now show you exhibit 5 and ask you whether or not
you can identify the German officers on that picture?
General voN GERSDORFF. Yes.
The one in the center is Military Field Police Secretary Voss.
The one on the left is a lieutenant whom I recognize, but I do not
recollect his name. The one on the right resembles Professor Buhtz.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you ever hear of a Lieutenant Slovenczik?
General voN GERSDORFF. I recognize the name now and I presume
that he is the third man on this photograph which was just shown
me. He'' to a£ unit which was under the commandof General Schenkendorff, commanding officer of the rear area.
Mr. FLooD. Who was the immediate superior commander of Slo
venczik at Smolensk?
General voN GERSDORFF. Major Kotts, the commanding officer of this
propaganda unit.
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Mr. FLooD. Will you examine exhibit 5 again, in view of this con
versation, and direct your attention to the officer you have not yet
identified, and tell us whether or not that£ be Slovenczik?
General voN GERSDORFF. I believe that Slovenczik is the officer on
the left side of the photograph.
Mr. FLOOD. Very well. What did Voss have to say to you?
General voN GERSDORFF. Voss reported to me that Russian inhab
itants of Gniezdowo had told the previously mentioned Polish aux
iliary volunteers that in spring, 1940, large transports of Polish
risoners had arrived by full train-loads at Gniezdowo station.
hey clearly recognized them as Poles from their uniforms and also
heard them speaking Polish to each other. Then, these Poles were
taken away in large black prison vans from the station and they
were taken to this forest which was located approximately 1 kilo
meter from the station and disappeared. The forest and the so
called Dnieper Castle were at that time cordoned off by guards and
nobody could approach there.
Mr. FLOOD. I show you exhibit 3 and ask you if you can identify it.

General voN GERsDoRFF. The picture shows the so-called Dnieper
Castle where I was a visitor of Colonel Ahrens on two occasions. It
was located only a few hundred meters away from the graves.: FLOOD. I show you exhibit 4 and ask you if you can identifythat.
General voN GERsDoRFF. Yes; I clearly recognize this picture.

It shows the crossing point of the railroad line at Gniezdowo sta
tion with the highway leading from Vitebsk to Smolensk. The road

a
t that spot has an S-shaped bend.

Mr. FLOOD. We’ll offer exhibit 4.

After you cordoned off Dnieper Castle, after you had this informa
tion from Voss, whom did you report to, if anybody?
General voN GERSDORFF. I passed on this report to the 1—A; that

is
,

the first general staff officer, and also to the chief o
f staff, and

was instructed to investigate this matter further.
Mr. FLOOD. What is the opposite number o

f

the German 1-A on
the table o

f organization?
General voN GERSDORFF. I believe, G-3.
Mr. FLOOD. Go ahead.
General voN GERSDORFF. I thereupon instructed Voss to interrogate
these Russian inhabitants of Gniezdowo under oath. The interro
gations confirmed everything we had heard about these Polish pris
OnerS.

Mr. FLOOD. Did you talk to any Russian peasants yourself?
General voN GERSDORFF. No; I did not talk to any because I do
not know Russian, but, later on, I did speak to some of the Russian
workers, with the help o

f
a
n interpreter who were engaged upon the

exhumation work.
-

Mr. FLOOD. What did you talk to them about?
General voN GERSDORFE. I merely repeated the questions that they
had already been asked during the first interrogations and, in addi
tion, asked them whether they could give me more interesting details
in the matter. -

Mr. FLOOD. What instructions did you get from your superiors, if

any, with reference to the exhumations o
f

these bodies? -
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General voN GERSDORFF. As it became clear from the interrogation
of these Russian civilians that something had happened there, orders
came from above, from higher quarters, to investigate this matter
thoroughly and to dig in the forest. At that time, we had no idea yet
that it was matter of such a dreadfully large number of dead bodies.
Professor Buhtz of Breslau University was put in charge of the ex
humations. He belonged to the chief quartermaster's division and
had to investigate any infringements of the Hague Convention.
Mr. FLOOD. Was he attached to the headquarters at Smolensk?
General voN GERSDORFF. The division of the chief quartermaster
was located or billeted in the city of Smolensk proper.
Mr. FLOOD. Then I gather you were in charge in the Katyn Forest
area of the exhumations in a general way?
General voN GERSDORFF. Yes; that is correct.
Mr. FLOOD. Whom did you designate in charge of security or in
charge of the guard you told us about around the graves—that area?
General voN GERsDoRFF. In the beginning, the previously mentioned
military field police unit took up the security duty. Afterwards, a
company of Polish volunteers took up guard duty and mounted guard
near the graves.
Mr. FLOOD. Do you remember the name of the German officer you
designated in charge?
General voN GERSDORFF. No; I do not recollect the name.
Mr. FLOOD. When did the exhumations, the diggings, start, if you
remember?

General voN GERSDORFF. As far as I recollect, in March 1943.
Mr. FLOOD. Do you recall the Polish Red Cross being connected
in any way with the exhumations?
General voN GERSDORFF. The Polish Red Cross was advised at once
and requested to send delegates to Katyn who would supervise and
arrange the exhumations. In addition, the International Red Cross in
Geneva was also advised, but I presume this was done via the Foreign
Office in Berlin.
Mr. FLOOD. When did the exhumations stop?
General voN GERSDORFF. The exhumations stopped in June or July
at the height of the summer, and this was done on the advice ofmilitary
physicians which we had there, who feared that the terrible stench of
the dead bodies would have some noxious effects on the health of the
men engaged in the task. -

Mr. FLOOD. Did you visit the graves during the course of the exhu
mations between—when did you say they started?
General voN GERSDORFF. In March.
Mr. FLOOD. In March. And in the summer, when they were finished,
did you visit the area?

-

General voN GERSDORFF. I visited the graves three or four times, pos
sibly more often.
Mr. FLOOD. Were visiting delegations received in the area during
the course of the exhumations?
General voN GERsDoRFF. The Ministry of Propaganda in Berlin had
very many, or a large number of commissions come to the graves to
see them. I welcomed a delegation of journalists to the graves, and
also a delegation of experts of judicial medicine. This latter commis
sion consisted of members from all the countries which could be reached
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from Germany at that time. Furthermore, commissions of American,
British, French, and Polish prisoners of war also came to see the
graves. I also saw the Archdeacon of Krakow, Dr. Yazinski.
Mr. FLOOD. Any other delegations of any kind?
General voN GERsDoRFF. There was also a great number of German
delegations, many of them from troop units, but also delegations that
came directly from Germany.
Mr. FLoop. Were any prisoner of war visitors received at the Katyn
grave during the exhumation?
General voN GERsDoRFF. Yes, in the first place, Polish officers, but
they were also British and French officers, and, as far as I recollect,
also several American officers.
Mr. FLOOD. Would you say that during the 4 months during which
the exhumations were going on there were hundreds or thousands of
visitors of all kinds received in the area?
General voN GERsDoRFF. I would say, rather, thousands.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you see the bodies yourself during the exhumation?
General voN GERSDORFF. Yes; I did.
Mr. FLooD. Will you describe for us, briefly, what you saw as the
bodies were exhumed?

General voN GERSDORFF. In the first place, the mass grave was
opened, which was approximately 10 meters long and 20 meters wide,
and very deep. In this grave the dead bodies of the Polish officers were
stacked in 12 layers on top of each other. Then later on a second grave
was opened, which was not quite as large as the first one, but in that
grave all the dead bodies were fettered. They had their hands tied
up. It may be assumed that in that case these Polish prisoners had
perhaps tried to resist at the very last moment.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you see bodies with their hands tied behind their
back yourself?
General voN GERSDORFF. Yes, I did.
Mr. FLOOD. What were they tied with?
General voN GERSDORFF. As far as I recollect, it was either wire or
cord, but they were tied up, fettered, in a typically Russian manner.
Mr. FLOOD. Could it have been wire in some cases and cord in others?
General voN GERSDORFF. That I do not recollect any more.
Mr. FLOOD. Will you demonstrate on the interpreter the manner in
which those hands and arms were tied behind their backs, the backs
of the corpses?
General voN GERSDORFF. Not exactly, but approximately.
Mr. FLOOD. Well, stand up and do the best you can, as you best
recollect.

[The witness indicated.]
Mr. FLOOD. The witness demonstrates on the interpreter the cross
ing of the left arm and the right arm at the wrists at about the small
of the black.
And they were tied in that manner; is that it?
General voN GERSDORFF. Yes.
Mr. FLOOD. In what way were they tied, as you best recollect? Will
you point out?
General voN GERSDORFF. I do not remember the details. Many of
the dead bodies had sacks or tunics pulled over their heads, and these
sacks or tunics were tied fast around the waist.
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Mr. FLOOD. You saw that yourself?
General voN GERSDORFF. Yes; I did.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you observe any of the corpses with sawdust in
the mouths?
General voN GERSDORFF. Yes. I remember now that Professor
Buhtz established this fact in one or a few cases.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you see the International Commission conducting
post mortems or autopsies there at the grave?
General voN GERSDORFF. Yes. I welcomed them personally and
also spoke to them.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you see post mortems or autopsies being performed
upon the bodies of several hundred of these dead officers by German
commissions by Dr. Buhtz and two other Germans?
General voN GERSDORFF. On that occasion I was not present per
sonally, but I saw myself foreign physicians carrying out autopsies.
Mr. FLOOD. Now, the committee has a great deal of detailed evi
dence, scientific and from observation of Scientists and laymen who
visited the graves at Katyn, having to do with the depth of the graves,
the surroundings, when the graves were opened, and the detailed
conditions of the decomposed state of the corpses and the conditions
of the uniforms, but we would like you to add, because of your impor
tant position in the area, your comments briefly on the condition of
the corpses and uniforms or documents found there, if any.
General voN GERSDORFF. The dead bodies were still being held
together by the uniforms, but the state of decay was already very
far advanced, although the soil in which the bodies were buried was
very sandy. All the corpses had at least one or two bullet holes where
the bullets had left the skull, which were either in the forehead or
near the eyes.
Mr. FLooD. Will you demonstrate again on the interpreter the
point of entry and the point of exit of the bullet?
(The witness indicated.)
Mr. FLOOD. The witness indicates with his finger on the interpreter
the point of entry as being at about the base of the skull and the
neck line, and the point of exit as being in the forehead between the
hairline and the eyebrow.
General voN GERSDORFF. Almost every dead body had an amulet,
or these little crosses—what do you call them?
Mr. MITCHELL. Crosses?
Mr. FLOOD. Scapular or crucifix.
General voN GERSDORFE. Scapular; yes. It was under their under£ on their chests. Otherwise no real valuables were found onthem.

Mr. FLOOD. I suppose you are aware that many Poles are Roman
Catholic? -

General voN GERsDoRFF. I would assume that practically all of them
were Roman Catholic.
Mr. FLooD. And one of the practices of Roman Catholics is the
wearing of a scapular or crucifix around the neck?
General voN GERsDoRFF. Yes. These crucifixes and other items had
not been removed from the dead bodies, probably, because they had
been wearing them under their shirts.
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Mr. Flood. And would only be of little value to whoever removed
them?
General voN GERsDoRFF. I beg your pardon?
Mr. Flood. And probably would be of little value to whoever was
removing things from the bodies at the time?
General voN GERspoRFF. Only in the case of the dead bodies of two
nerals, evidently one gold cigarette case and a golden ring were
ound. On the other hand, a large number of documents were found
on all the other bodies. These documents consisted of diaries, note
books, and letters from their next of kin or friends. In addition to
that, there were also many photographs. They also had large amounts
of paper bank notes, Polish zloty, which at that time had been taken
out of circulation.
Mr. FLOOD. I am sure the general is aware that the date of the
burial of these bodies is so material as to be, perhaps, controlling in
determining the guilt of the parties responsible for the murder.
General voN GERSDORFF. Yes; that is quite clear to me.
Mr. FLOOD. In view of that situation, or that possibility, General,
do you have any observations to make with reference to the latest
date found on any documents on these bodies that you are now
describing?
General voN GERsDoRFF. I saw very many of these documents my
self—that is

,

the originals. The most interesting items were diaries
which had been written in great detail. I remember a diary of one
Polish officer who related the events as follows: He relates, at first,
how they were being kept in a Russian POW camp located at Kozielsk.
He further relates how, in March 1940, they were taken away in rail
road cars. -

When they left they had not the slightest idea as to where thev were
going. However, hopes were rising high when they ascertained that
they were traveling in a westward direction. They could also estab
lish that they were passing through the town o

f Roslavl, and that
they continued in the direction o

f

Smolensk. They wrote down in

their diaries that they were now hoping to be returning to their Polish
homeland. Then there were further entries that their transport trains
had certainly stopped at a small station outside Smolensk. Evidently
this was the station of Gniezdowo.
Mr. FLOOD. General, do you remember the name o

f

the first station
after you leave Smolensk in that direction? What is the name o

f

the
first station after you leave Smolensk?
General voN GERSDORFF. I never used the railroad in those days.£ that the first station was Gniezdowo, but I am not certainabout it.
Mr. FLOOD. Now I return to my question and I ask you again, Gen
eral, with particular reference to the dates on the documents, papers,
and so on, what was the latest date that you observed on any o

f

these
papers o

r

documents?
-

. General voN GERSDORFF. All the entries in the diaries ceased at the
end o
f

March or, a
t

the latest, the beginning o
f April 1940. Like

wise, the very numerous letters and postcards which were found on
the dead bodies, and which came from their relatives and friends in

Poland, were all dated from November–December 1939 and January
1940.
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Mr. FLOOD. What was done with the documents by the Germans
after they took them from the bodies?
General voN GERSDORFF. The documents had first to be treated chem
ically, because they were partly soaked in
Mr. FLOOD (interposing). Body fluid?
General voN GERSDORFF. Body fluid, yes. They were then exhib
ited in glass cases on the porch of the building where this military
field police unit was billeted.
Mr. FLOOD. Were records kept of the documents with reference to
each body, if you know?
General voN GERSDORFF. Yes. Every dead body was identified, and
it was entered what had been found on the body.
Mr. FLOOD. Did each body have a number?
General voN GERSDORFF. As far as I can remember; yes.
Mr. FLOOD. Did the envelope containing the documents taken from
that body have a number corresponding to the number of the body
from which they were taken?
General voN GERsDoRFF. I presume that that was so, but I have no
knowledge of these details. I would think, however, that Mr. Pfeiffer
would be able to say more about these details.
Mr. FLOOD. Who is Pfeiffer?
General voN GERSDORFF. He was a member of the military police
unit of Voss.
Mr. FLOOD. What did the Germans do with all the documents they
had
collected

in the late summer of 1943 after they had closed up the
Ta Ve zg
General voN GERSDORFF. As far as I remember, all these items, docu
ments, and other things were packed into chests and put on the way to
Germany, but I do not know much about that.
Mr. FLooD. Do you know a Dr. Naville, a distinguished Swiss pa
thologist and an authority on forensic medicine?
General voN GERSDORFF. Yes; I met Dr. Naville right at the graves
in Katyn, and also sat next to him at a dinner party which was given
for these international groups by the Center Army group.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you have a conversation with Dr. Naville?
General voN GERSDORFF. Yes; I had long discussions with him.
Mr. FLOOD. What language did you talk in?

•

General voN GERSDORFF. We spoke German and French.
Mr. FLOOD. What was the gist of the subject of the conversation?
General voN GERSDORFF. At that time I had the impression that Dr.
Naville was absolutely convinced that only the Russians could have
committed this crime.
Mr. FLOOD. Do you know or remember the date of the dinner given
by the Germans to the visiting Commission?
General voN GERSDORFF. I do not recollect the date of the dinner,
but I remember that it was on an extremely hot day.
Mr. FLOOD. Do you know a Professor Markhov, the Bulgarian mem
ber of the Commission?
General voN GERSDORFF. I remember Dr. Markhov, and I also re
member that he was the Bulgarian member of this Commission.
Mr. FLOOD. Was he at Dnieper?
General voN GERSDORFF. Yes; he was.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you have a conversation with him?
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General voN GERsDoRFF. Yes; I also had a conversation with him.
Mr. FLOOD. In what language?
General voN GERsDoRFF. There were very many representatives of
Slav nations and I do not quite recollect, but I believe that Dr. Markhov
knew some German or French.
Mr. FLOOD. What did Markhov have to say, if anything?
General voN GERSDORFF. I do not recollect the details of our con
versation, but I recollect this much, that Dr. Markhov, too, was firmly
convinced that the Russians were responsible for this crime.
Mr. FLOOD. You will be interested to know that on the 5th of March
in Sofia, Professor Markhov outlined his experiences as a member of
the German International Medical Commission. He says that he had
been forcibly included in the Commission, that he had been completely
isolated from the local population while at Katyn; he recants any
statement he made, and says the Germans did the killing. What do
you have to say about that?
General voN GERSDORFF. How far single members of the Commis
sion had come of their own free will or otherwise I am not in a position
to say, but I could hardly imagine that the Swiss representative would
have come against his will. In Smolensk itself, from the moment of
the arrival of the Commission, I can confirm that the gentlemen of
this Commission had any liberty they could wish for to move and do
what they liked. They were permitted to talk to anyone, Russian or
no Russian, that they wanted to talk to. They could go wherever they
wanted to go, and they could engage in any activity that they felt like
engaging in.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you receive or give any orders which would in any
way have curtailed the activity of the International Commission of
Scientists at Katyn, or any of its individual members?
General voN GERSDORFF. No. On the contrary, I issued special
orders that the free movement and liberty of these gentlemen should
be safeguarded at all costs and that they should be given the oppor
tunity of going where they wanted to go and doing what they wanted
to do without any hindrance, and that they should even be assisted.
As an example, I recollect that some of these international delegates
left the graves and drove back to Smolensk earlier than others. They
were probably tired or something, and went back earlier, while others
still remained longer at the graves and carried on their investigations.
Mr. FLOOD. Professor Markhov, separate and distinct from any
writing that he made or any protocol that he may have signed about
the investigation in addition, at the dinner party, told you, in a social
conversation, that he felt that the crime at Katyn had been committed
by the Russians, is that it?
General von Örnsbor. As far as I recollect, Dr. Markhov was sit
ting at my left side during the dinner, and we did actually discuss this
matter, and Dr. Markhov confirmed to me that in his opinion the Rus
sians had committed the crime.
Mr. FLOOD. I now hand to the stenographer, to be marked as “Ex
hibits 7, 8, 9, and 10,” four photographs.
(Due to incorrect numbering, there is no exhibit 6.)
(The photographs referred to above were marked “Frankfurt Ex
hibits 7, 8, 9, and 10,” and are shown on pp. 1315–1317.)
Mr. FLOOD. I now show the witness exhibit No. 7 and ask him
whether or not he can identify any of the three persons shown thereon
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examining one of the corpses, two in military uniform, and the third
person in civilian clothes.
First, who is the civilian, if you know?
General voN GERSDORFF. I clearly recollect the civilian. That was
a Hungarian, Professor Orsos, who was a member of the International
Delegation.
Mr. FLOOD. How do you spell Orsos? *

General voN GERSDORFF. O-r-s-o-s. As far as I remember, the man
in uniform is the Finnish delegate. The third man in uniform
appears to be a medical corps soldier who is just busy typing out the
report which Professor Orsos, who knew German very well, was
dictating.
Mr. FLOOD. We will offer exhibit No. 7 in evidence.
(Exhibit 7 is as follows:)

EXHIBIT 7,

Professor Orsos of Hungary examining corpse at German exhumation.

Mr. FLOOD. I now show you exhibit No. 8, which depicts a group
of two or three dozen civilians talking to a German officer in uniform.
Who was the officer, if you know, and can you identify the nature of
the group of civilians?

-

General voN GERSDORFE. The officer is the lieutenant of this propa
ganda unit, with a Polish name, and the civilians of the picture, as
far as I remember, are members of a delegation of journalists from
neutral and other countries. .
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Mr. FLOOD. We will offer exhibit No. 8 in evidence.
(Exhibit 8 is as follows:)

ExHIBIT 8

German officer discussing Katyn with delegation of journalists.

I now show the witness exhibit No. 9 and ask him if he can identify
the military uniforms present, what countries they represent, and
the civilian, if he can.
(Exhibit 9 is as follows:)

ExHIBIT 9

American and British prisoners of war talking to a Russian native.
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General voN GERSDORFF. The officers are American and British
prisoners of war. The officer in the center is a British major, who
had declared himself to be the leader of his delegation, or the chief
of the delegation. When he arrived he told us that he alone would
comment on the whole matter, and that the other officers present
did not wish to make any comments. The civilian is a Russian
worker, an inhabitant of Gniezdowo, who was working on the exhuma
tions, and, as far as I recollect, also made statements about the murder
having happened, and upon his statements investigations were started
and the graves were discovered.
Mr. FLooD. Do you know or recall, General, whether or not the
visiting American and British officer POW’s were permitted to talk
to those Russians without German interference?
General voN GORSDORFF. This would have been quite possible, they
could have talked to the Russian civilians because these officers were
absolutely free, there were not even guards with them. But, in any
case, such a conversation with the Russian civilians would have
depended upon the presence of an interpreter, in view of the fact
that the officers did not know Russian.
Mr. FLOOD. General, you may be interested to know that the two
American officers, now colonels, have already testified before this com
mittee and have said they were permitted to talk to the Russians
present without interference from the Germans.I now show the witness exhibit No. 10 and ask him whether or not
he can identify the persons on that picture.
(Exhibit No. 10 is as follows:)

ExHIBIT No. 10

Russian worker with Polish Red Cross Director Skarzynski and others.
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General voN GERsDoRFF. I recognize, on this picture, the Polish
Archdeacon Yazinski in his ecclesiastical garb; and the tall civilian
I do not remember. In the foreground there is one of the Russian
workers, and at the far right of the picture the head of Voss is visible.
Mr. FLOOD. General, do you£ visit by the executive secretary
or director of the Polish Red Cross from Warsaw named Skarzynski?
General voN GERSDORFF. No; I do not recollect this visit, becauseI was away very often on inspection and had to go around a lot.
Chairman MADDEN. Do you have any questions, Mr. Dondero?
Mr. DoNDERO. I have one question.
General, you testified that you noticed that the bodies in one of the
graves had their hands tied behind them, either with wire or with cord.
Was that cord round or flat?
General voN GERsDoRFF. I do not quite recollect that, but I believe
that they were flat.
Mr. DoNDERO. You might be interested to know that the record
already shows that a part of that cord has been presented to this
committee and received in evidence. It was flat.
Chairman MADDEN. Are there any further questions?
General, you read the Russian report, did you not, regarding the
Russian investigation?
General voN GERsDoRFF. I did not read this report very carefully;I just went through it quickly. But I know more or £ what it
contained.

Chairman MADDEN. Were you present in the room this afternoon
when several members of the committee asked the preceding witnesses
regarding certain phases of the Russian report?
General voN GERSDORFF. Yes; I was present.
Chairman MADDEN. What comment would you have to make re
garding some of the conclusions reached in the Russian report? -

General voN GERsDoRFF. It appears to me quite impossible that, as
from the date of the German occupation of that territory or of that
area, a crime of such magnitude could have been committed in the
immediate vicinity of the main supply road of the army group, and
likewise, in the immediate vicinity of the army group proper. This
highway carried an extremely heavy supply traffic day and night.
And even in the case of SS troops or some other unit carrying out :
such an action, it would at all events have come to our knowledge. ,
Apart from the previously stated facts, the documents recovered
from the bodies, the expert advice given by physicians is so con-
vincing that there should not be any doubt as to who committed
the crime.

Chairman MADDEN. General, would you have anything else that
you would like to add to what you have already said?
General voN GERSDORFF. I have no more to sav.
Chairman MADDEN. We wish to thank you for testifying here to
day. -

Mr. Albert Pfeiffer.
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TESTIMONY OF ALBERT PFEIFFER, BEHAMPTSTRASSE, MUNICH,
GERMANY

Chairman MADDEN. Just give the interpreter your name.
Mr. PFEIFFER. Albert Pfeiffer.
Chairman MADDEN. And your address.
Mr. PFEIFFER. Munich; Behamptstrasse.
Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Pfeiffer, I will read a statement to you.
Before you testify, it is our wish to invite your attention to the
fact that, under German law, you will not be liable for slander or
libel, either in criminal or civil proceedings, for anything that you
may say in your testimony, so long as you tell the truth. At the same
time, I wish to make it quite clear that neither the Government of
the United States nor the Congress of the United States assumes an
responsibility in your behalf with respect to libel or slander proceed
ings which may arise as a result of your testimony.
Do you understand that?
Mr. PFEIFFER. I understand.
Chairman MADDEN. Now will you just stand and be sworn?
Do you swear, by God the Almighty, that you will, according to
your best knowledge, tell the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but
the truth; so help you God?
Mr. PFEIFFER. I swear, so help me God.
Mr. FLOOD. Will you state your name?
Mr. PFEIFFER. Albert Pfeiffer.
Mr. FLOOD. Were you ever a member of the German armed forces?
Mr. PFEIFFER. Yes; I was.
Mr. FLOOD. Were you ever serving in that capacity on the eastern
or Russian front?
Mr. PFEIFFER. Yes.
Mr. FLOOD. When did you arrive in the Smolensk area?
Mr. PFEIFFER. At the end of October or at the beginning of Novem
ber 1942. -

Mr. FLOOD. Did you ever hear of Lieutenant Voss?
Mr. PFEIFFER. Yes; I did.
Mr. FLOOD. Were you with his unit?
Mr. PFEIFFER. Yes; for 2 years.
Mr. FLOOD. What were the duties of the unit and what were your
duties in it?
Mr. PFEIFFER. The unit had security duties in the vicinity or the
surroundings of the staff headquarters of the center army group and
to watch over the civilians in that area, and they also had the care of
the civilians who were working in the different German units and
agencies. -

M; FLOOD. What do you mean by “watch over” the civilians in thearea 3

Mr. PFEIFFER. Our activities were confined to patroling the near
vicinity of the staff headquarters and see that no strangers would come
into this area; that those pepole who lived there and who had been
registered were actually there.
Mr. FLOOD. How many men were in Lieutenant Voss' unit?
93744–52–pt. 5-7



1320 THE KATYN FOREST MASSACRE

Mr. PFEIFFER. Our unit had been split up into two halves. The
one to which I belonged was in Gluschtschenki. We numbered five
and the others that went to Gniezdowo numbered from five to seven.
Mr. FLOOD. Do you speak Russian?
Mr. PFEIFFER. Yes. I was employed as an interpreter.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you have any conversations with any of the Russians
in the area of Katvn?
Mr. PFEIFFER. Yes; with the civilians of Gluschtschenki and the
near vicinity of the staff headquarters, but not with those of Katyn
because I only went to Katyn once.
Mr. FLOOD. When did you first hear about Katyn?
Mr. PFEIFFER. The first time I heard anything about Katyn was in
February 1943 when I was confined to the infirmary.
Mr. FLOOD. Where?
Mr. PFEIFFER. The infirmary was with the staff headquarters. My
buddy, Roeske, who was also an interpreter, came to me and told
me that investigations would have to be made after some Poles who had
disappeared.

Mr. FLOOD. Were you identified with the exhumations in any way?
Mr. PFEIFFER. Yes; from the very first day.

-

Mr. FLOOD. What was your assignment, and who assigned you to it?
Mr. PFEIFFER. I had been detailed for this duty by Lieutenant Voss
in the capacity of interpreter, and it was my duty to explain to the
Russian civilian workers, who had been brought to that spot, to ex
plain to them what kind of work they had to do there and that now
they had to go about the exhumation.
Mr. FLOOD. Were you there the first day that the digging started?
Were you present when the first work was begun?
Mr. PFEIFFER. Yes; when the first spade entered the ground I was
present.

Mr. FLOOD. Had you ever been in that immediate vicinity at any
other time before that first day?
Mr. PFEIFFER. Not in the area. .
Mr. FLOOD. Will you describe the appearance of the grave and its
immediate surroundings within a very few feet before the first spade
was put into the ground?
Mr. PFEIFFER. It was a clearing in the forest, and the mound of
earth was up to a height of 3 feet, overgrown with small fi

r

trees and
heather and bushes and scrub.

Mr. FLOOD. Indicate with your hands, from the floor, the height o
f

the trees you saw on this mound o
r grave the first day you appeared

there, when the excavations began.
(The witness indicated a height from the floor.)
Mr. FLOOD. The witness indicates about—what; 3% feet?
Mr. PFEIFFER. The largest were about that size [indicating].
Mr. FLOOD. The witness indicates from the floor a height o

f

31% feet.
Were these small trees all over the mound of earth?
Mr. PFEIFFER. They were scattered. You could clearly see that they
had not been planted according to any plan and they were not nu
InerOuS.

Mr. FLOOD. Were they removed before the digging began?
Mr. PFEIFFER. That was the first job.
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Mr. FLOOD. I now show the witness exhibit No. 5 and ask him if he
can identify the officers on that exhibit?
Mr. PFEIFFER. I know two of them. On the left side is First Lieu
tenant Slovenczik and in the middle is Field Police Secretary Voss,
my superior, my commander.
Mr. FLOOD. Have the stenographer mark this next photograph as
exhibit 11. • •

(The photograph referred to was marked “Exhibit 11” and is shown
on p. 1325.)
Mr. FLOOD. I now show the witness marked for identification Ex
hibit No. 11 and ask him whether or not he can identify the people
on that photograph; I just want him to tell me how many of that
group were on Lieutenant Voss' squad. -

Mr. PFEIFFER. Among this group were some that belonged to the
unit of Lieutenant Voss.
Mr. FLOOD. What are their names?
Mr. PFEIFFER. The one, I do not want to name because I know
that he would object. The second one is Pfc. or Corp. Karl Nikolatz,
our driver, and in front, sitting on the ground, myself.
Mr. FLOOD. Who is the female in the picture?
Mr. PFEIFFER. Mrs. Irina Erhardt.
Mr. FLOOD. What was her duty?
Mr. PFEIFFER. She had to translate the documents and diaries
found on the dead bodies because she knew Polish well.
Mr. FLOOD. I will ask the stenographer to mark for identification
exhibit No. 12, which is another photograph.
(The photograph referred to was marked “Exhibit 12” for identi
fication and is shown on p. 1325.)
Mr. FLOOD. I now show the witness marked for identification Ex
hibit No. 12, a photograph, and ask him whether or not that properly
depicts the grave site and the grave after the trees had been removed
and just as the first digging commenced?
Mr. PFEIFFER. The picture could, of course, have been taken any
where. I do recognize people wearing clothes as they usually wear
them in Russia.
In view of the fact that the picture only shows a very small area,I am not in a position to say that it is actually one of the Katyn
graves; but the character of the place looks very much like the site
of the graves at Katyn.
Mr. FLOOD. How far down, after the digging commenced, did they
go before they struck the first bodies; how many meters?
Mr. PFEIFFER. Two-and-a-half meters.
Mr. FLOOD. How many graves were opened during the period of
time that you were there?
Mr. PFEIFFER. I do not recollect the exact number of graves, but I
do recollect exactly three graves.
Mr. FLOOD. What were your duties after the graves had been
opened and the bodies had been removed?
Mr. PFEIFFER. I had to go through the pockets of the clothes of the
dead bodies and to remove the items found in them and had to
identify the dead bodies from the documents found on them.
Mr. FLOOD. How long did you work at that job?
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Mr. PFEIFFER. Right to the end of the exhumations.
Mr. FLOOD. When was that?
Mr. PFEIFFER. It was approximately in the beginning of June. It
may have been even at the end of May, but, at any rate, it was not
later than the 11th of June.
Mr. FLOOD. Can you give us the exact date, the day and month
and year, when the exhumations began?
Mr. PFEIFFER. Not the day.
Mr. FLOOD. How close can you come?
Mr. PFEIFFER. The second half of March 1943.
Mr. FLOOD. Were any visitors or visiting delegations of personages
received at the Katyn

#ave
area during any period of time that

you were working there? .
Mr. PFEIFFER. Yes. There were commissions; among others, one
of them, officers who were prisoners of war, British, French, and
Polish; then the Commission of International Physicians, either from
neutral countries or countries fighting on the side of the Germans, and
then a very large number of Russian civilians and German soldiers.
Mr. FLOOD. After the first days, where did you do your work on
the documents?

Mr. PFEIFFER. In the hut which was built onto a Russian house,
in the village or in the hamlet of Gluschtschenki, where I was billeted.
It was about 20 meters away from the place where I was actually
billeted.
Mr. FLOOD. Wait a minute. You had better spell that for the
record.
Mr. PFEIFFER. G-l-u-s-c-h-t-s-c-h-e-n-k-i.
Mr. FLOOD. What was the nature of your work with the documents
at this hut?
Mr. PFEIFFER. I took the documents out of their envelopes and
dictated to a mate every item I discovered, and attempted to estab
lish the name of the individual, usually on the strength of the pay
books which I had discovered.
Mr.
Floop. What procedure did you use for preserving the documentS!

Mr. PFEIFFER. No procedure.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you separate them? Did you put them all in
one pile? Did you keep them in relationship to one name? What
did you do?
Mr. PFEIFFER. The documents were put back into their own enve
lopes and numbers put on them, and the identical number that was
on the dead body was put on the envelope, and then, all the envelopes
with the numbers on them were put into a large chest and stored
away, and certain documents and items were picked out and I ex
hibited them outside of this hut.
Mr. FLOOD. Do you know what disposition was made by the Ger
mans at the end of the exhumations in the summer? ere did
the chests of documents go, if you know?
Mr. PFEIFFER. It was said that they would be taken to Krakow
so as to distribute them among the next of kin and the relatives of
the murdered men.
Mr. FLOOD. Howmany chests of documents were there?
Mr. PFEIFFER. I estimate four. I do not know exactly, but I esti
mate four.
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Mr. FLOOD. Did you make a close examination of the documents
of various kinds that came to your hut?
Mr. PFEIFFER. Yes; certainly; I did examine them very carefully.
Mr. FLOOD. Was there anything significant with reference to any
of the documents that came to your attention, especially?
Mr. PFEIFFER. The one significant fact that struck me was that
these documents were comparatively in a very good state of preser
Vation and the most interesting part of the documents found were
the diaries.
Mr. FLOOD. Do you have any comment to make with reference to
the dates on any of the documents?
Mr. PFEIFFER. Yes. The letters and post cards and also some news
papers found on the dead bodies all carried dates and the dates never
went beyond April 1940.
Mr. FLOOD. I now have the reporter mark for identification exhibit
13, a photograph; exhibit 14, a photograph; exhibit 15, a photograph;
and exhibit 16, also a photograph.
(The documents referred to were marked: “Frankfurt Exhibit No.
13,” “Frankfurt Exhibit No. 14,” “Frankfurt Exhibit No. 15,” “Frank
furt Exhibit No. 16.)
Mr. FLOOD. I show you exhibit 13 and ask you if you can identify"'r. PFEIFFER. Those were our billets.
Mr. FLOOD. Where?
Mr. PFEIFFER. Gluschtschenki, opposite the headquarters of the
field marshal.
Mr. FLOOD. Is that near Katyn?
Mr. PFEIFFER. Half-way between Smolensk and Katyn.
Mr. FLOOD. I now show you exhibit 14 and ask you if you can
identify that.
Mr. PFEIFFER. That's the large grave, the mass grave after the end
of the exhumations and after we had reburied the dead bodies and
rearranged the burial place.
Mr. FLOOD. I would like to ask you this: The Soviet statement
indicates that when the Soviet began the exhumations of their com
mission there was only one grave. Will you tell us how many graves
were there, in number, at the time the Germans finished the exhuma
tions and the Polish Red Cross reburied the bodies in the summer of
1943—approximately?

-

Mr. PFEIFFER. I only recollect three graves, but I know that we
were talking about more graves.
Mr. FLOOD. The photograph, exhibit 14, that I now show you shows
how many graves and how many crosses?
Mr. PFEIFFER. I want to apologize. I believe that you are meaning
something different than what I mean; that we are mixing up the old
graves and the new graves.
Mr. FLOOD. Then, let's go back.
What I mean is this: The Polish Red Cross, it was just testified to
by the general, participated in the exhumations and the burials, do
you recall that?
Mr. PFEIFFER. Yes. Two Poles worked with me on the identifica
tion of the bodies all the time, too.
Mr. FLOOD. The Polish Red Cross and the Germans worked to
gether on the exhumations and the reburials?
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Mr. PFEIFFER. Yes.
Mr. FLOOD. And after all the exhumations had been completed and
after all the reburying had been done, how many graves were there
then shown?
Mr. PFEIFFER. After that period, there were the old open graves
left and the new ones, but I do not recollect the number of the new
OneS.

Mr. FLooD. I mean just the new ones. Do you remember the num
ber of the new ones?
Mr. PFEIFFER. No; I cannot.
Mr. FLoop. Well, at least three or four are showing on exhibit 14
that I just showed you.
Mr. PFEIFFER. I was there once more in September, 1943, but, in
spite of that, I am unable to give the exact number of graves.
Mr. FLOOD. You will be interested in knowing that the vice president
of the Polish Red Cross, who was there and did this work, was before
this committee and testified that when the Polish Red Cross finished
the work there were seven graves.
Mr. PFEIFFER. That is quite possible. I recollect that Voss had
been deliberating whether to bury all the dead bodies discovered there
in one huge mass grave or whether to make several smaller graves,
and then it was decided for reasons of piety, to make several graves.
Mr. FLOOD. It is of interest to the committee in view of the fact
that the Soviet report states that when they came to Katyn to open
the mass grave there was only one grave there.I now show you Exhibit 15 and ask if you can identify that.
Mr. PFEIFFER. Yes. This is a photostat of the first page of a Polish
pay book as we found them by the thousands, and I do not recall the
name but there were chaplains, one or several chaplains, among the
dead. It is the typical first page of a Polish pay book and there were
thousands of them.
Mr. FLOOD. I now offer the reporter to be marked “Exhibit 17.”
N" document was marked: “Frankfurt exhibitO. 17.

Mr. FLOOD. Are you aware that the bodies of two Polish general
officers were discovered at Katyn? Did you ever hear of that?
Mr. PFEIFFER. Yes; right in the beginning. -

Mr. FLOOD. Did you ever hear that the Polish Red Cross, when the
reburials were being made, buried the two generals each in a separate
grave marked by a separate smaller cross? ->

Mr. PFEIFFER. Now that you mention it
, I recall that very clearly.

Before, I did not.
Mr. FLOOD. I now show you exhibit 17 and ask you whether or not
this picture shows six white crosses on six newly made graves with
one large grave in the front with a cross and two small crosses on two
separate smaller graves?
Mr. PFEIFFER. I recognize the burying place with the graves and
the two small crosses indicate the new graves o
f

the two Polish
generals.

Mr. FLOOD. We are describing the reburial o
f

the bodies discovered

a
t Katyn—these are the newly reburied graves, is that it?
Mr. PFEIFFER. Exactly.
Mr. FLOOD. I now show you exhibit 16 and ask you if you can iden
tify the people shown on that picture.
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Mr. PFEIFFER. On this picture I only recognize Voss and the ex
hibits which I put out in front of this so-called hut.
Mr. FLOOD. I now offer in evidence exhibits 11 to 17, inclusive.
That's all.
(Exhibits 11 to 17, inclusive, are as follows:)

ExHIBIT 11

Group of German soldiers, members of exhumation and identification squad at Katyn.

ExHIBIT 12

Site of mass graves before exhumations.
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ExHIBIT 13

-- -
Quarters of German soldiers near Katyn.

ExHIBIT 14

&
Dedicated graves of reburied Katyn victims.
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ExHIBIT 15

-

-->-->*St.k.ape lan->-
&

. - * * ** ** *
*** */32 as "w.

*zenia odznaki Korpusu ochrony
Pegraaieza,

rise:£
Page of a Polish officer's pay book.
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ExHIBIT 16

---- - - -

Lieutenant Voss showing possessions of victims.

ExHIBIT 17

Reburial place for Polish murdered.

Mr. DoNDERO. One question: When you reburied these bodies, did
you rebury them right where you found them or did you move them
away?'. PFEIFFER. We reburied the dead bodies in a different spot which
was about 100 meters away from the original place where we found
them, in the direction of the highway that was coming from Katyn.
Mr. DONDERO. That's all.
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Mr. O'KonsKI. Will you tell the committee how many Russian work
ers were used in this exhumation proceedings that you carried on?
Mr. PFEIFFER. I am only in a position to give the exact number of
the first day when we started. That was 30 Russian peasants from the
surroundings.
Mr. O'KONSKI. Will you tell the committee if ever as many as 500
Russians were used for that purpose?
Mr. PFEIFFER. That is absolutely out of the question. Never simul
taneously.
Mr. O’KonsKI. The reason why I state that is that in the Russian
report they state that 500 Russians were used for that purpose and
they were all shot by the Germans after they completed their work.
What comment do you have on that?
Mr. PFEIFFER. It is possible that over the whole period of exhum
ing the bodies 500 workers were used successively, but never at one
time, and that these 500 workers were shot, I do not believe and it is
InOnSenSe.

Mr. O’KonsKI. Will you tell the committee if any bodies of Polish
women soldiers were found in the graves of the bodies you exhumed.
Mr. PFEIFFER. No. Exclusively officers, ranking from lieutenant up
to general.
Mr. O’KONSKI. What was the total number of bodies that was ex
humed from the graves at Katyn?
Mr. PFEIFFER. I ought to be able to give you the exact figure becauseI actually numbered all the exhumed bodies and put the same number
on the documents, but I do not, at this time, recollect the exact number,
but I am certain it was between 4,500 and 5,000.
Mr. O'KONSKI. That is all I have, Mr. Chairman.
Chairman MADDEN. One question: Did you notice in these papers
that you removed from the bodies medical certificates like vaccination
or innoculations for typhus?
Mr. PFEIFFER. Yes; I did find such medical certificates.
Chairman MADDEN. That's all.
Have you anything further you would like to say?
Mr. PFEIFFER. No.
Chairman MADDEN. We wish to thank you for your testimony here
today. You are excused. -

I might say that the hour is getting late, but the committee has a
schedule we have to follow and there is one more witness to proceed
with this evening.
Mr. Paul Vogelpoth.

TESTIMONY OF PAUL VOGELPOTH (THROUGH THE INTERPRETER
ECKHARDT VON HAHN)

Chairman MADDEN. Mr. Vogelpoth, before you testify, it is our
wish to invite your attention to the fact that under German law you
will not be liable for slander or libel, either in criminal or in civil
proceedings, for anything you may say in your testimony, so long
as you tell the truth. At the same time, I wish to make it quite clear
that neither the Government of the United States nor the Congress
of the United States assumes any responsibility in your behalf with
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respect to libel or slander proceedings which may arise as the result
of your testimony.
Mr. VogELPOTH. Yes.
Chairman MADDEN. You will be sworn.
Do you swear by God the Almighty, that you will, according to\' best knowledge, tell the pure truth, the whole truth, and nothingut the truth, so help you God?
Mr. VogELPoTH. I swear, so help me God.
Mr. FLOOD. What is your full name?
Mr. VogELPoTH. Paul Vogelpoth.
Mr. FLoop. What is your present occupation?
Mr. VogELPOTH. Editor.
Mr. FLooD. Of what paper and where?
Mr. VogELPoTH. Mittag, Duesseldorf.
Mr. FLOOD. Were you ever a member of the German armed forces?
Mr. VogELPOTH. Yes.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you ever serve with the German armed forces in
the Smolensk area on the Russian front?
Mr. VogELPOTH. Yes, I did.
# FLooD. Were you there in March and April to the summer of1943

Mr. VogELPOTH. Yes, I was.
Mr. FLOOD. With what unit were you identified?
Mr. VogELPOTH. Propaganda unit W.
Mr. FLOOD. Stationed where?
Mr. VogELPOTH. Smolensk.
Mr. FLOOD. When did you first come to the Smolensk area?
Mr. VogELPOTH. In the middle of February 1942.
Mr. FLOOD. When did the massacres of the Katyn Forest first come
to your attention?
Mr. VogELPOTH. As far as I recollect, in the middle of March 1943.
Mr. FLOOD. In what manner were these first brought to your at
tention?
Mr. VoGELPOTH. Ilearned of it through my fellow officer, First Lieu
tenant Slovenczik, Gregor Slovenczik.
Mr. FLOOD. Were you assigned to any special duties in the area of
the graves at Katyn?
Mr. VogELPOTH. Yes. At the end of March 1943, when the big rush
or influx of people started, many people started coming to the graves.I was detailed to Katyn Forest to put some order into the whole thing.
It was about the 25th of March 1943.
Mr. FLOOD. Would you say that you had charge of the security
arrangements in the area of the graves?
Mr. VoGELPoTH... Yes, I could say that.
Mr. FLOOD. Will you just detail for us the nature of your duties?

W' # you do, whom did you have charge of, and how long didyou do it -

Mr. VogELPOTH. My duty extended from 9 in the morning to 6 at
night in the forest of Katyn every day. I had the task of selecting
groups of 150 to 200 people from the very large numbers of soldiers
and civilians—everyone was coming to the forest to see the graves—
and of taking these groups to the graves.
Mr. FLOOD. During the time that you were there, would you say
that hundreds or rather thousands had visited the graves?



THE KATYN FOREST MASSACRE 1331

Mr. VogELPOTH. I estimate about 200,000 all together, from the end
of March right through April, May, and June, to the end of June.
Mr. FLOOD. Were there any special groups of any significance that
visited the area during the time that you were there?
Mr. VogELPOTH. Yes, all the delegations. The delegations, how
ever, were managed by Slovenczik and Voss. I had nothing to do
with them.
Mr. FLOOD. What kind of delegations?
Mr. VogELPOTH. There were delegations consisting of officers, pris
oners of war, French, American, British, and Poles, and also the
Spaniards of the so-called Blue Division.

•

Mr. FLoop. Any other delegations of any particular kind of work
or effort or business?
Mr. VogELPOTH. Yes, there were other delegations, such as the dele
gation of prominent international medical men, and then a commis
sion of experts of judicial medicine, commissions of authors, of artists,
and there were also commissions sent there by the ministry of
propaganda.
Mr. FLOOD. As a former journalist, do you remember seeing any
delegations of journalists? -

Mr. VogELPOTH. Yes, we had a delegation of journalists there.
Mr. FLOOD. What were your particular duties, witness, with ref
erence to these visitors, delegations, or groups?
Mr. VogELPOTH. Generally speaking, I had nothing to do with all
these delegations, with the exception of the delegation of journalists
and of authors. Those two delegations I took over the graves and
over the areas. -

Mr. FLOOD. Did you volunteer, or was it part of your job to explain
if anybody asked any questions as to what this was all about?
Mr. VogELPOTH. Yes, it was part of my duty to give explanations
to them and to answer any question they put to me.

-

Mr. FLOOD. Then you acted as a sort of guide and informer in the
area during the visits?
Mr. VogELPOTH. Yes, that is correct.
Mr. FLOOD. What was Slovenczik?
Mr. VogELPOTH. He was a first lieutenant in the propaganda detail
W, and he was assigned to this post right at the beginning, just a few
days after Voss£ detailed to the Katyn Forest.
Mr. FLOOD. Why, if you know, witness?
Mr. VogELPOTH. He was an exceptionally good talker, orator, and—
well, he knew his way about very well.

-

Mr. FLOOD. He was a narrator and a good talker. Did he act as a
guide for these groups as well?
Mr. VogELPOTH. Yes, he did, with the delegations, not with the
many visitors coming there on their own, like soldiers and civilians,
but expressly for the delegations and commissions.
Mr. FLOOD. I now show the witness exhibit No. 5 and ask him if
he can identify any of the officers on that exhibit.
Mr. VogELPoTH. On the left is Slovenczik; in the center is Voss; and
on the right-hand side—I don’t know him, I do not believe that it is
Dr. Buhtz.
Mr. FLOOD. I now show the witness exhibit No. 8 and ask him if he
can identify the German officer in uniform and the group of civilians.
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Mr. VogELPOTH. Slovenczik is on the left. In the light overcoat is
the rather well known German author, Luetzkendorf. And one of
the other gentlemen in this picture is sitting among the audience here,
but I don’t know who he is, and he does not want to be mentioned.
Mr. FLOOD. I now show the witness exhibit No. 12 (see p. 1325) and
ask him if he can identify that picture.
Mr. VogELPOTH. That is the beginning of the exhumation in the£ of March. That is the largest grave that was found andopened.

Mr. FLooD. Have the stenographer mark, as exhibit No. 19, this
picture, and exhibit No. 20, the next one.
Due to incorrect numbering, there is no exhibit 18.)
The photographs referred to were marked Frankfurt Exhibits Nos.

19 and 20, and are shown below.)
ExHIBIT 19

German officer, Lieutenant Vogelpoth (witness at German hearings), inspecting growth of
graSS.
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EXHIBIT 20

Delegation inspecting group of corpses.
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Mr. FLOOD. I now show the witness exhibit No. 20 and ask him if
he can identify anybody on that picture.
Mr. VoGELPoTH. On the left, Slovenczik. The man in the black
overcoat was a former Polish minister-president, who was killed in
an air raid in Berlin in 1944, but the name is unknown to me.
Mr. FLOOD. I now show the witness exhibit No. 19 and ask him if
he can identify the person on that picture.
Mr. VogELPoTH. That is myself.
£, FLOOD. What were you doing at the time that picture was
taken?

Mr. VogELPOTH. We were investigating the growth of the grass and
of the trees, not as experts.
Mr. FLOOD. That is all.
Chairman MADDEN. Any further questions.
Mr. O’KONSKI. I would like to ask a question.
Chairman MADDEN. Congressman O’Konski.
Mr. O'KoNSKI. If they exhumed something like 250 bodies, in
round figures, why did the propaganda ministry, or whoever had
charge of propaganda, continue to # that there were 11,000 or12,000 or 15,000 bodies found in Katyn?
Mr. VogELPOTH. We knew from the Poles, who had told us that
between 12,000 and 13,000 Polish officers were missing, and we assumed
that all of them were lying buried in the forest of Katyn. The figure
of 11,000 was mentioned at the time when the reburying was still
carried out. It had not been complete. It is definitely established
that the forest of Katyn contained more dead bodies of Polish officers
than the 4,250 which were actually found, because, right at the begin
ning of June, we discovered a new grave of Polish officers, but we
just only opened it a bit and had to close it again, because it was
getting so hot at that time of the year that we were afraid of epidemics
and we would not take the risk, and this grave has never been opened.
And this new grave, which we just opened in one spot and closed up
again without investigating it

,

was located about 200 meters between
the so-called Korzy Gory—that is

,
it was located between these hills

and the Dnieper Castle. Not near the low part, inside the forest, in

the direction leading toward Dnieper Castle.
Mr. O'KONSKI. In other words, they used the figure in their propa
ganda o

f

11,000 because they felt that if they had an opportunity to

dig up all o
f

the graves they might find 11,000 bodies there, because£ heard a report that there were that many Polish officers missing,is that correct?
Mr. VogELPOTH. The figure o

f

11,000 originated from my unit.
They were asked b

y

Berlin to name a figure or an estimate, and they
actually named 11,000, that is

,

my unit, but later on they found out
that they had erred, it could not be correct. As it is

,

the Katyn
Rorest only holds the bodies o

f

the Polish officers who came from the
camp o

f Kozielsk, but not those o
f

the other two camps. Later on
we learned that apart from the camp o

f

Kozielsk there were another .

two very large camps o
f

Polish officers.

. Mr. FLOOD. May I say that that last statement has some significance

in view o
f

the fact that a
t

the other two camps referred to by the
witness, the one, Starobielsk, and the third, Ostohkov, contained a
s
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prisoners, both military and civilian, unaccounted for to date, in the
neighborhood of 6 to 8 thousand Poles. The 6 to 8 thousand from
the other two camps of Starobielsk and Ostoshkov have not been heard
from to this day and their bodies have never been discovered.

Chairman
MADDEN. Is there anything further you would like to

say :
Mr. VogELPOTH. The previous witness was questioned as to the exact
number of graves. I am in a position to give you the exact number
of graves. -

hairman MADDEN. We will be glad to have it
.

Mr. VogELPOTH. There were four old graves and a fifth one, which
we discovered later in the forest, and new graves. They laid out
four large ones and two smaller, single, ones, six all together.
Chairman MADDEN. We wish to thank you for your testimony here
this afternoon.
The committee will reconvene at 9:30 in the morning.
(Whereupon a

t 7:40 p.m., Tuesday, April 22, 1952, a recess was
taken until 9:30 a.m., Wednesday, April 23, 1952.)

93744–52–pt. 5–8
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WEDNESDAY, APRIL 23, 1952

HousE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
THE SELECT COMMITTEE ON THE KATYN FOREST MASSACRE,

Frankfurt/Main, Germany.
The committee met at 9:30 a.m., pursuant to call, in the main court
room, Resident Officer's Building, 45 Bockenheimer Anlage, Hon. Ray
J. Madden (chairman) presiding. -

Present: Messrs. Madden, Flood, Machrowicz, Dondero, and
O’Konski.
Also present: John J. Mitchell, chief counsel to the select com
mittee, and Eckhardt von Hahn and Arthur R. Mostni, interpreters.
(The proceedings and testimony were translated into the German
language.)
Chairman MADDEN. The committee will come to order.
The first witness is Dr. Sweet.

TESTIMONY OF DR, PAUL SWEET, WHADDON, BUCKS, ENGLAND

Chairman MADDEN. Doctor, will you give the reporter your full
name and address, please?
Dr. SWEET. Paul R. Sweet.
Chairman MADDEN. And your address?
Dr. SMEET. Whaddon, Bucks, England.
Chairman MADDEN. Pardon me, Doctor. Do you mind whether you
are photographed or not?
Dr. SWEET. No.
That is my working address. -

Chairman MADDEN. Before you testify, it is our wish to invite your
attention to the fact that under the German law you will not be liable
for slander or libel either in criminal or in civil proceedings for any
thing you may say in your testimony, so long as you tell the truth.
At the same time, I wish to make it quite clear that neither the Gov
ernment of the United States nor the Congress of the United States
assumes any responsibility in your behalf with respect to libel or
slander proceedings which may arise as a result of your testimony.
Do you understand that?
Dr. SWEET. Yes.
Chairman MADDEN. Now, Doctor, will you stand and be sworn,
please?
Dr. SweET. Yes.
Chairman MADDEN. Do you swear by God the Almighty that you
will, according to the best of your knowledge, tell the truth, the whole
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God?
Dr. SweET. I do.

1337
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Mr. FLOOD. What is your full name?
Dr. SweET. Paul R. Sweet.
Mr. FLOOD. What is your present occupation?
Dr. SweET. I am head of the American team in England of the
German war documents project.

Mr. Flood. Now, you have been requested by the committee to ap:
pear here and to bring with you certain documents in possession of
your organization that have been described as directly connected
with negotiations and communications between certain of the gov
ernments concerned, the International Red Cross, and certain other
pertinent matters. Is that correct?
Dr. SweBT. Yes, sir.
Mr. FLOOD. Do you have those documents now with you?
Dr. SweBT, I have photostats of them.
Mr. FLOOD. Where are the original documents?
Dr. SweET. The original documents are in England in the joint cus
tory of the American and British Governments.
Mr. FLOOD. How was this organization with which you are iden
tified set up, and what are its general purposes?
Dr. SwRET. These documents are among those captured by the Mil
itary Forces under the command of the Supreme Commander, Allied
Expeditionary Forces. '. were turned over to the two Governments for joint custody, and this project is in the process of publishing
a series of documents to establish as objectively as possible the record
of German foreign policy.
Mr. FLOOD. What is your official capacity with this project?
Dr. SweFT. I am head of the American team in England.
Mr. FLOOD. The committee suggested that as you present these doc
uments, you would have prepared at that time a brief description of
each document, as it was placed in the record, about a sentence or so
in length. Do you have that prepared?
Dr. SweFT. I do, sir.
Mr. FLOOD. Now, if you will let me have all of those documents I
will have them marked for identification before you refer to them.
How many are here?
Dr. SwFET. Approximately 20.
(Documents submitted to the committee.)
Fr. FLOOD. I now hand to the stenographer, to be marked for iden
tification, each one of these documents, to be marked with a separate
number beginning with No. 21.
(The documents referred to were marked “Frankfurt Exhibits Nos.
21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39,
40:41, and 42,” and are shown starting on p.1339.)
Mr. FLOOD. I now show you exhibit No. 21, a document marked for
identification, and I ask you to describe what it is and to give your
summary on it

.

Dr. SweFT. The document is dated the 13th o
f April 1943, and it is

a memorandum by the head o
f

the Cultural Policy Department o
f

the
German Foreign Ministry, Dr. Six.
Mr. FLOOD. Very well.
Dr. SweET. This is the summary for exhibit No. 21:
This document records a telephone call from the Propaganda
Ministry. Goebbels asks the Foreign Ministry to invite the Inter
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national Red Cross to send a commission to witness the exhuming of
the bodies of Polish officers found in mass graves in the Smolensk
region. The exhuming has already begun and has been witnessed by
the Polish Red Cross and by delegations of Polish scientists, physi
cians, artists, and industrialists. Hitler has given the order to send
out this story to the world, using all available means.
Mr. FLOOD, No. 21 is in evidence.
(Exhibit 21 is as follows:)

EXHIBIT 21
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ExHIBIT 21—Continued

infor-i-r-, -orden. Reioleminister Goebbels bittet nun
darua, daas saitens des awawartigen astes dae inter
actionale nate traus zur Exhumierung der Leichen der

levate a seceden Massengruber darch Entaendung either

zoemission beigezogen wird, pa die Auegrabangsarbeiten

senr west for eschritten seion and ait Rickaich: auf
.

die foresecurittens Jahreszeit ast eine" serrall der
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reitung der sinuedungen des Internationalen hoten

*reases erforderlich
. son bitte an "eiaane- -

€. 5 i x \\ .

-
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|

.33874

German Foreign Office memorandum of conversation with Goebbels concerning the discovery
of Katyn graves, April 13, 1943.
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[Translation of Exhibit 21]

[50/33673]
Head Cult Pol (Dept.)

TO
Office of Reich Foreign Minister.

Please submit to the Foreign Minister.
Urgent /
Submit at Once 1

On April 13 at 2230 hrs the deputy head of the Foreign Department of the
Reich Propaganda Ministry Counsellor Gregory, and shortly after that, Minister
Director Berndt rang Professor Six of the Cultural Policy Department and
gave him on behalf of Reichminister Goebbels the following information. In
the district of Smolensk a GPU execution ground was discovered. In a number
of mass graves 12,000 Polish officers were found. It concerns all the Polish
officers who fell into Soviet hands at the occupation of East Poland. In that
army there were altogether 12,000 officers and 300,000 men. Of these 300,000
men, 10,000 arrived in Iran but no officers. The men who arrived in Iran know
nothing of their officers' whereabouts. These officers were first held in the
Prisoner of War Camp in Posbelsk. The official Polish authorities were in
contact with them until April 1940, then all contact was Severed. Reports of
interrogations are now to hand on their further whereabouts, from the railway
workers and village inhabitants there [at Katyn], who saw the arrival of the
officers. The officers were, according to their statements, brought daily in large
groups [to that place] and then shot. The exhumations showed that all
Officers remained in possession of their identification marks, medals and papers,
so that it is possible to identify them individually. The Polish Red Cross
and a delegation of Polish scientists, doctors, artists and industrialists were
invited to the exhumations. The Führer has now given the order, that the
affair should be given the widest possible use and publicity, with every means
available. The Press and Film industry have been notified by Doctor Goebbels
for April 14.

[end of 50/33673]

[50/33674]

Reichminister Goebbels now asks that through the German Foreign Office
the International Red Cross should be drawn into participation in the exhuma
tion of the corpses in the last large mass graves by the sending of a commission.
As great progress has been made with the exhumations, and taking into con
sideration the danger of the corpses decomposing because of the advanced time
of the year, a speedy initiation of the invitation to the International Red Cross
is necessary.
Please give instructions.
- (signed) SIx 13/4

HereWith Submitted
to the Secretary of State
for information.

[50/33674]

Mr. FLOOD. I now show the witness a document marked for iden
tification as exhibit No. 22, and I ask you to describe what it is and
give your summary of it

.

Dr. SweET. This is a memorandum dated the 15th o
f April 1943,

:£randum

b
y

the official o
f

the Political Department, Tippel
I'CI1.

This memorandum recommends to the Director of the Political
Department o
f

the German Foreign Office, Woermann, that official
protocols be made about what was found a
t Katyn for propaganda.
This is all the more necessary, since some neutral journalists have de
clined to have their impressions published.
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Mr. FLOOD. No. 22 is in evidence.
(Exhibit 22 is as follows:)

ExHIBIT 22

|
- - - -

* -
Ref-desandter von Tippelekirc

He eracleiat awackage:"F": von an en
grabera urch die G20 erachonzene, polnische, offiziere bei

Saolensk aatliche Protokolle aufortigen zu lessen. Biese

Protokolia sollen zur propečndistischen 'un-ortune de

£elegenheit is suiana lieuen. Biese 'rt der Prqaganda ist
unso anteen diver, alo winzelle moutrala Journalisten, die zur

Begichtigung an Ort und stelle oincaladen waren, die Verofreat-

lichung threr sincricke ablehnen. -

-

* Protokollo sind bein 08. an eford.ort.
serlin, en 1%. A ril 1945

*rait
#arrn test. , oornaun.

wordelegts

gez. von Tippelskirch

*
for 23 (1.2.7. tsachlor)
21:4%tech.cf. v.d.Schulenburg)

352027
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[Translation of Exhibit 22]

[1327/352027]

Referat. (Office) of Minister von Tippelskirch Political Dept. W.
Subject. Suggestions for Propaganda.

[stamp :] Foreign Office
Pol V 417
arrival 16.iv.1943

It would appear to be expedient to prepare official records of the discovery
of the mass graves of Polish officers shot by the GPU near Smolensk. These
records should be of use for propaganda purposes abroad. This kind of propa
ganda is more essential as individual neutral journalists who were invited to
view the site and place [of the discoveries] refused to publish their impressions.
These Protocols are demanded by the Supreme Command of the Armed
Forces (OKW)

Berlin 15 April 1943
HereWith Submitted to
Under Secretary of State Woermann

(signed) WoN TIPPELSKIRCH.
Copy to
Director Pol
Ppt Pol IX (Minister Counsellor von Trützschler)
Pol XIII (Ambassador Count von der Schulenberg)
Mr. FLOOD. I now show you, witness, a document marked for identi
fication as exhibit No. 23 and I ask you to describe what it is and give
your summary of it

.

Dr. SweET. I am sorry, but this sheet of paper here is not an exhibit;

it is just a record of a telegram.
Mr. FLOOD. Exhibit 21 was Goebbel's talk, and No. 22 was that re
port that you thought was necessary because o

f

the neutrals, is that
correct?
Dr. SwFET. Yes.
Mr. FLoop. Very well. Let the record show that the paper marked
as Exhibit No. 23 is—what?
Dr. SwFET. That is just a paper for my own reference, a missing
document, a telegram from the£ Red Cross to the International
Red Cross, which is not in our record and which I noted for my own
information.
Mr. FLOOD. Very well; we will strike out exhibit No. 23 as not
pertinent o

r

material and go on to the next one.
(As noted above there is no exhibit No. 23.)
Mr. FLOOD. I now show you a document marked for identification

a
s exhibit No. 24 and I ask you to describe what it is and give your

summary o
f
it
.

Mr. SweET. This is dated the 15th day o
f April 1943, from the head

o
f

the Cultural Policy Department, Dr. Six, to the German Legation

in Bern. This is a summary o
f

what has been found so far at Katyn.
By April 11, 160 bodies had been taken out and identified. Annexed

to this document are interrogations o
f people who had local knowledge

o
f Katyn.
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Mr. FlooD Exhibit No. 24 is now in evidence.
(Exhibit 24 is as follows:)

ExHIBIT 24

t|
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-

£5%
*lagen
*.

|

| *- ev.
* ** | Darlin in 15 April 1945

eastr? do

ter polnischer of iziere
/

trix: surfinaung *on

-
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-
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Geistiiche auf den ordplatz gebracht. Pic Poien

© itemen angeblich aus dem Gefensemoriagar zonese:
warden per Behn stach Gnaadoria gebracht and won

aort auf fastkraft wagen variacea. -

Żur vergeschicate des Pandes ist zu tenorizons in
Sotatea is a2 horton aimize point:aise arcahörigo des
Wehrmachtsgefonges, dass in die fractiche gasend
Poiga verse: i.epot sorden satea sie grabea ata: eige

he Peast nach, fantau einige batchen, kerneatoline
ten tie Pandatedle auren eta Bolzkreuz, machten
jedean von dem read raisie waiters ::claims, a re.
bruar 1943 her to die dehestae ×ldpolizei* *

**** -

*.*.*.* £424381.



THE KATYN FOREST MASSACRE 1345

EXHIBIT 24—Continued
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EXHIBIT 24–Continued

Pia Gesamtzahl der in dem fraglichen "eld gelande |

verscherr ten Polenleiohen wird auf Grand der Angaben
-

dar Živil bevnikerung über die standigen Ausladungen |

in den ionaten rare and April 1940 auf stus 10 ooo
|
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-
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* -
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ExHIBIT 24–Continued

c.u. coast. ... 19.3

us tentiiche yorigdan coachein: ecr used
# * * * * * * * * *ertoon,
72 geneo art,

-

tertoire, -

won:hart in : one oxic ->.
und or 1:xt eu: Ee:regon zolgences:
feit* ocit 3.36% in £ose:oria, 3 it in a br

io J. neon vario & a senious in ia and gastorium ×
höhere is k. ...-accuse bonutzt. B. a genze : legentinae
war doech ciner. 2 #r Rohan stacher veh: cingo:wnt.
*čata war a ties arch fosten mit towehr gesichert.
£ilatt Zivilipezzoric war ter. Zuzzitt zu tie, its stick
otreng verboxer Ron des to crazen he be ion nieriend ge
*nt cuager tea waknecht, der assieżał tester wer,
*ena Żorica 8 e : « e i e o i t t c is , engobrieh ena
jasma. -

…
* *hjeh, 1948 to ten zirks & - 5 ochan tang

#itch 3 - 4 ×acca beleden mit schen a der
widottick genrecht end dort eacobitch von day i.r.l.* 2: ..

.

w
e

cabic: , so &nda n
i

*:nd schen koente, ties derin war. Rings # gear at a set
aux den Bahnhof £itiesdotta ster, sah ich wic rats & -

* sidershebraegen in die eir baker:en situ. anner wastiegon- * in Richteng kidstück cavor:whzon. # a mit dea*rn gemacht saròa, ketts ich nicht pagea, a sieh
zieaend in die the agen auxete. p a gas: aggen and
genreion von #naesatiremen hete ich bia in metae oarsene

£ch”. R
ø ist achi estaunchison, des: die ener o
f

schoa.
-

*dons in der #cbtag macht man koinon Boat decaus,
data liter soia: čeat, is a p

,

or schöðsea starters.
pic monto car &tacha: son org?”…on, data a

s sich a
n

£izka to 600 zola's gation deit *bon to 13.* den idattic: Caroa cio deutscheit *en ein
gonowen word o
n wer, ging ich in don it, a nich a
u

-
-
- % - *



1348 THE KATYN FOREST MASSACRE

ExHIBIT 24–Continued

- -
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ExHIBIT 24–Continued
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TXIIIPTT 24–Continued -

5.u. den G. April 1943
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5 i a d - or . Alexei, cob-em. ".5. 875
in choroucharia. Rayon hemidov

wrohnhaft

in resony-core flous
Mr./5, and ortlart:

roll wohnto in doin Jahren 1939
- '94" in Novo-

mateki and fuhr joden
Tag mit dem zug mach Smolensk,

wo

ich arbeitete. "...uf dioao leisa
hatte ion cologenheit *

dio borruhrung der Polen nach
Cosij Gory neit oigonen

£ugen zu boobaahton. Im Monat
it rz dot, Jøros. 2940 stan

don cines Tages 4 - 5 tuxus-waggone auf cinem
Hobonglois

dee Bahnhofa Gnesdowo, in dor
Raho der Worladoratapa.

Die

Insaasen durften dio.
Wagen nicht verlasson und zwei

26

sten mit Gowehr standon devor.
Ich ging solbot en den

*egan worbet und sah offiziere und
Zivilipton an "ischen

sitzen. aur dan mischen a tenden
veinricochon and die.

verschiedenston Speisen wie
2-8- urst und schinken

pie insassen waren zum
grossen "cil Zivilisten, auch

ciniga Pratten waren daruntor. 3ic
waxon allo gut genthrt

and warnehm gakleidet and
schon daren cle usländer

zu

orkonnen. Frauen von Batoki
nunston agger zu don

aggons.

bringen, durften jodoch diese scibet
night betroton. Ich

war auch Zeugee als abands cin
Teil der ageninsassen

auf zwei Lastwagon sciaden
wurdone sic hotten allo

schwere offer bei sich
einige trugon cuch "issen unter

deal eme pie terladung wurde
4-5 "ago fortgesetzt, bid

día aggone lear waren. Cber
macht waren demn die

ag

£ons windor verschwanden
und nach etwa 3 Ragon standen

-

sic wieder voll besetzt an dorselben
Stelic biosas Spio.

triederhol to sich untinterbrochen
withrend der one to *r:

und £pril 940. Untor dor
hiosigon Bovčikorung bozoicine

to men diese routo demein
alligencin eit *olnische Gai-

-

***
-

'citore agabon kenn ich nicht
machen,

Ine Russièche tibersetzt,
vorgeleson u, unterachrieben:

Begious igt: Dolmøtschers *
#####e Unterachrift ...:*:::::...
£ze it

s dipo £df. (G.

E424387



THE KATYN FOREST MASSACRE 1351

EXHIBIT 24–Continued

* 2: dung exceae:nt der seaso
i < * * * * * c \, , rven,

et a zo.e. £8 in ove-mate:*st a 3 a. s. 3 #####t.
*:::ce

see:&#93; *

scia at # 942 bein eass 6 -}.

wne £eat regende agebons

:* '940 articitoto ich is porte diliesdowa in .
ae: a chose ecs: eboigast:te gang in der the acr
3 × 3×* ** *:::::::to ich at sea oasten #x2 and-

3 * * ** * Sisoice::::: koča and ait,
* : * ** * ** a tea versit tërtea eastern
£ct: i.e. sia .2×8.23 at cza ate iège reastwaren our

&ce in 3:lio: £nies& boostolit: ; cf:e Schwester
**** * ** ** ois acibet geschen hätte.
*c as to: an est&#3, aggons goinische 3oldston:
#13 c.2: une such claige cei:iche is coach toosane
1:. a serieden ourčea. 33 easin #2tc. men, deas dic
*:::: a naen cuigcríc zum it

.

"...t. cosaheen und die bout
gore cracioecoa** *ch servat hebe sevon mic

£chwester craft to air nichts :
-

:

93744–52—pt. 5–0



1352 THE KATYN FOREST MASSACRE

ExHIBIT 24–Continued

o.u., den 5 grin 943
- -
-
-

surger Dienstatello find
used -- -

* * i v o a * * * a u - Ivan.
cab- or 20-7-12.5 in nowo-dateki.
Modig.
Bizonarcher,

vohnhart in Powo-Batoki. Haus pr. 149,

Boz solensk.
pertainous
acie Juli soazz o.-n-rear
and first cus: - -
- - -

purch 1 *** *** Portuousines, habo on go
. dead a

n
d

coinca von Roai-Cory (Ziegerborg.* **a and ichtstette von der Toohoka cotter won e. -

..
. o.o. Patie und suicitzt von der × 7.0. benuşat warde.* ** * Ronn wen wie deh did *wohner in

ado schen, a
n aort rise end co-rea zu seemein and

in Cost-sory size Coeucht Bei disser- * von den *teran at- die fr *
-

dio you *or 0.6. P. U
.
*

a via ich gener. nebo.
for din it.x.y.z.



TELE KATYN FOREST MASSACRE 1353

ExHIBIT 24–Continued

Gory, haba ich nie gehört.

ina russische timersetzt and vorgetesens

- ** *** - -
seach loosans ** *er *exescłixifts
*hno £3:23:53: * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * :

Cef> and tripo *:::fs. >



1354 THE KATYN FOREST MASSACRE

ExHIBIT 24–Continued

auf Worladungerscheint der ...unde

A n d-r ‘c j e v. Ivan.
Geb, em 22.1-1917 in ovo-Batoki.
deselbat, Haus r. 2 nohnhart,
Schloader.
verneretet.
parteilos

und aecht als zeuge roleuco *en:
Unge shr atte -era big - it to April 1940 itemen in Bahnho

gniesdova taglion 3 - 4 2nge an- 2 - 3 aggons waren enace.
sprochene areast-regen. Diese warden an enrnor abanate int.
Die Insaasen, zum Grosstel golnische soldaten die ich
an der titze erkannte, Sovie auch zivilio on urden sue den
waggons in geochlossame n. * vertaden pie ma's
fuhren damn die stresse wom Bahnhof zur rols behn and bogen

damn links £n Richtung rety in ab. Ice have earn aimize ele
beosecutet, case sia wage:hr 2 1/2 km von ster von der
Roihuahn abbogen end cerea caesar, rearea ea sess ed-

enen, doch mehrtech cehort cass diese

..
.

.o. crochonzen worean sind

rn ich richt actica.



THE KATYN FOREST MASSACRE 1355

EXHIBIT 24–Continued



1354 THE KATYN FOREST MASSACRE

ExHIBIT 24–Continued

*- can 26. Febreer 1943

g erechent der ...usoe

e j e v Ivan -
2.1.2.317 in ovo-Bat ck- -

..
.

*geben,



THE KATYN FOREST MASSACRE 1355

ExHIBIT 24–Continued

*o*C4->*Ø-->t;£,

-----*
---*>-
-

>
: --



1356 THE KATYN FOREST MASSACRE

ExHIBIT 24–Continued

sus welchem Grunde die Brechiesaungen stattrarden istmír nicht bekannt, Mach den Aussagen der Eltern sowie der ×ekannters weren die Erechoseemen entikoroaninistisch..

Das "aldgeianda Rosi-Gory dur:te bis 1951 rean nicht
-

gerade Brechiassungen statefanden, von jedermann betratenwarden. Kinder, welche Jort Pilze suchten, erzehlten immervon frtschen grabhūgein.
Weitore angabert kann ich nicht mechen
£ns assische isoersatz't und vorge lasen.

gesalúcasen pointetscher
ce: , lody ofFaisa, and bipo. Uže

£424393



THE KATYN FOREST MASSACRE 1357

ExHIBIT 24–Continued

-
C.L., & 4. i*: 3.33%

an

Grüppe Ge: Reid polizei 5 to
£ber o ż* * * : ...

Betr.: #e3?indrag & nea acce: bg von der ×p in-
£h:e 1940, exchożeńer rolen a 333eit *ēe
ań &er Rožhn Smolensk - uto:### (*fahrt
von itebsk), nordos:::::ts wo: at: "..

Won einer &uskunftsperson warce : *g abrucz ce
meldet, dasa in aer thagebung von aty: rahrero gracera
Polen vergreben sínd, die in der ×onazo: "prix/ si 1980
durch angehöriga der #...? &ext czachot: gaier.

is ch:orschun ea erg: bert tie 3 chai:eit &er engabea.
in cera idgettinäe nordost, rts dea. Crocs aty be in
den sich aehrere aufgezzoreene Higgi, unter tenen tie
vergrabenen Leichen liegen. 289m des Boden rosted ko, - .

te nur ein stick von 2 mtim quadrat our cinem der Hugel
freigelest wereen. In 2 is 'icze warden schzero fict.

-

beieinent exiiegende Leichen geförden, dic * :casen
*ail beza its in weavesent: bežege::ct: 3:34, cit #ge
der Leichen mugs a

n

enoriten ceden, deas &ase in

mehreren senichten bereinencer liegen. Von der Bekrei
dung cine: Leiche rardo ein nos: entreats au: dea sick
der poinische : i.e.: be:indot. Invieweit *nterachua:
der teiche worliegt, kann ere: Curch Grabongon #scron
*asses featgestel it werden. -
* Einzeiheiter, ou erzehran, warden rebrcze :*

ner der is chberorte hierzu wazno men. 89 seat ein 7
2

jähriger Russe sus, dasa eich in der ###eitride ge:
etna a

o Jehren ein senatorium ?:, hailero rap acciate
befudden hebe. Der Zutritt zu &en mit £cchelaecht um*it und durch Posten bewacht coveserve: *e a

s the
*efugten verooten. :r Bugøe Still it: * :* 1949
£ohrero Joelian violich 3 - 4 verschioscene 3 km. geschen
£eben, aw: done: die spéter 2:...chosgemen von Behnhof
Gaiesdone noch dort trengzortzert seign 2 : schreies,** and ice 3¢hiessen gili or #83 to each &n- -

- *2*

E424594

--



1358 THE KATYN FOREST MASSACRE

ExHIBIT 24–-Continued

- 2 - -

- - -

Tremayorten aus dem betro:endon ld in sciner ent
£ernt liogon.en ohnung gel/brt habon.
1: on then orz: hlungen enderer coll as cich am rand

10,000 || --onen handeln.

Ein enderer an ...uni-dobahnhof -2, t. benchti-tiet
Eovesoner Linwohner auct cus, et aeien in den ionaten
were/April 1940 taciich 9 his 12 cerencemenwagen (Eigen-
bahnwagen) auf dor Bahmatation Gnicadowo cincotrożeń.
Die Innaugon collen poliniccho Soldaton, Ziviliaton und
Geistliche Gowosen sein. ...uch or will boobnchtov lieben,
daea dor Abtransport in geochlossonen ll:w. in Richtung
Katyn or rolete.

& Manliches sagte ein dritter einwohner aug.
-

Augenzeugen über die -- chiedsundon celbat eind
bisher nicht ermitte it worden,
Dio Urachrirt des Vorgonced iat don to/ho dor- Hoorestruppe Lite unter Hinweis our die "ticlichkeit

der propagandistischen Augwortung avecka techcidving-
workelegt worden. . -

von dort ist eine Abschrift an d a Cill neitergoloi-
tet, das uber tie zuavertung ontocheidon soil, cine
riseize "oschrift ist dela heitention Gerichstractisince
Prof.dr.santz bein Hooresgruppenarzt aux Konntrianehme
*geheitet. " - -

£ach zingang weiterar neigung orden dio ..
. ...

gen unter Beteiligung des Prof. Dr. Buntz und der Propa
*a-ibteilung a durchgarthrt.

(Voss)- Feldpolizeisekretær

£424395



THE KATYN FOREST MASSACRE 1359

[Translation of Exhibit 24]

German Foreign Office Berlin 15 April 1943
Kult Pol L VI 6716 Kurfürstenstr. 137
Annexes
Concerning: Discovery of mass graves of murdered Polish Officers.
To the German Embassy—Bern.

In the annex will be found photographs which were sent of murdered Polish
officers discovered in the forest at Katyn and copies of the examinations of local
Russians.
The photographs Show :

1) A view of the site of discovery
2) Position of corpses in the mass graves
3) Single corpses, the hands tied behind backs

4) One corpse with the tunic and hands tied together above the head

All photographs concern the bodies of murdered Polish officers.
From the statements of the Russians it can be deducted :
1) The site was from 1918–1929 an execution ground belonging to GPU
2) In March and April 1940 thousands of Polish officers, a few Polish
civilians, suspected members of the intelligentsia as well as several Polish

..
. clergy, were brought daily in columns to the place o
f

execution. The Poles
allegedly came from the prison camp in Kosielsk, were brought by train to
Gniesdowe and were there loaded onto lorries.
The following comment can be made on the circumstances leading up to the
discovery : In the summer of 1942 Polish members of the Wehrmachtsgefolges
heard that Poles had been deported to the place in question. On their own
initiative they dug, found Several Corpses, marked the place With a Wooden croSS
but made no report in spite of their discovery. In February 1943 the Secret
Security Forces [end of sheet 5827/E424381] heard rumours about an alleged
mass grave, inspected the indicated Spot in March, and began major excavation
at the beginning of April as soon as the Weather allowed.
Until April 6th digging experiments were made in seven different places, and
all these led to the discovery of corpses.

-

Until now only a few of the Polish and Russian graves have been opened.
The largest Polish grave had been opened to a length of twenty-eight meters and
breadth of sixteen meters by April 11th. 250 corpses lie in twelve layers one on
top of the other. In this one grave 2,000–3,000 Polish officers ought to by lying.
Close by is a wider grave in which apparently Polish staff officers were buried.
The corpses lie face downwards and all show shots in the neck, according to

present examinations.

. One section o
f

the officers who were found in another grave again a few meters
away, had their hands tied behind their backs; a few had uniform tunics or

sacks tied over their heads.

' With a few exceptions the officers had no valuables on them, but in nearly every
case identity cards and papers were found.
By April 11th, 160 corpses had been taken out of the graves and identified.
Among these were two Polish generals, Brigadier-General Smorawinsky, Mecy
slaw o

f Lublin Pl, Litwenski 3 and General Bronislaw Bogaterewitsch. Until
Thow all ranks of officers from lieutenant to general have been identified. A

strikingly large section of the officers are wearing the traditional braid of the
Pilsudski Regiments. Of the corpses in the Polish mass graves it is estimated
that 90% are officers. [end of sheet E424382] The total number of buried
Polish corpses in the said woodland is estimated (on the grounds of statements
made by civilian persons about the constant unloading in March and April 1940)
at about 10,000.
The corpses were examined by forensic pathologists of Army Group Mitte and
the report will be made as soon as possible. It will give information about pos
sible mutilations and the exact nature of the shooting. Mutilations on the 160
corpses could not be determined. The position of the corpses indicates that the
officers were forced to climb into the grave and to lie down in it. Only the
corpses in the upper layer were found lying obliquely one on top of the other, from
which fact it can be assumed that they were thrown into the grave after being
shot.
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[Translation of Exhibit 24–Continued]

Only a small section of the Russian graves have been opened so far, but here
also I could see that sacks had been tied over the heads of some corpses; a few
had their mouths stuffed with sawdust.
The exhumations are being continued but probably only until the beginning of
May, as then the graves have to be closed because of fear of epidemic at the entry
Of warmer weather.
It is suggested that you should make as much public use of this as possible.
By order

Six
[End of sheet E424383]

O.U. the 27 February 1943
On verbal invitation, appeared the Russian,
Kieselow, Parfeon,
72 years old,
Farmer
Resident in Kosegorie

and declared, on interrogation, the following,
“Since 1907 I have lived in Kosegorie. Approximately ten years ago, the
castle and the woodland was first used as a sanitorium for senior NKVD offi
cials. The whole wooded area was surrounded by barbed wire to the height of
about two metres. Moreover everything was guarded by armed sentries. No
civilians were allowed entry. I did not know any of the officials, only the
house servant, who was also watchman. His name was Roman Sergejewitsch,
allegedly from Vjasmir.
“In the spring of 1940, daily, for four to five weeks, three to four lorries
loaded with people were brought to the woodland and there presumably shot,
by the NKVD. The lorries were closed, so that no one could see what they con
tained. One day, as I was standing on Gniesdowa station, I saw men dis
mounting from the train and getting into the familiar lorries, which drove away
in the direction of the wood. What happened to the men, I could not say, as
no one dared to go near. The Sounds of shots and men screaming could be
heard in my house. It is to be assumed that the men were shot. In the vicin
ity no bones were made of the fact that Poles had been shot by the NKVD. The
people in the village said that about 10,000 Poles were shot. After the area had
been occupied by German troops, I went into the wood to convince myself. I
was of the opinion that I might find some corpses

[end of 5827/E424384]

but in vain, because I found only a few thrown up mounds. I was convinced
that the dead could only be lying under the mounds. In the summer of 1942,
certain Poles were with a German unit at Gniesdowa. One day ten of them
came to me and asked me to show them where their countrymen, who had been
shot by the NKVD, were buried. I led them to the wooded site and showed
them the new mound. The Poles then asked me to lend them a hoe and a spade,
which I did. After about an hour, they came to me very indignant and abusive
of the NKVD. They explained that in one of the mounds they had found corpses.
They marked the spot with two crosses made of birchwood which are there to
this day.
“I am unable to make any further statement.”
TranSlated into Russian and read aloud.

Sealed xyz signed xyz

Sergt of Hilfspolizei
Interpreter xyz

INCO
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[Translation of Exhibit 24–Continued.]

[5827/E424386]

O. U. the 6 April 1943.
Before the local headquarters appeared the Russian
Schigulow, Michail
Born 10 Jan 1915 in NOVO Bateki
Resident there in House No. 16
Married, one child, no party.
Since 1942, with the Russian OD

and Stated :
“Already as a child I heard that people from Smolensk prison were taken to
the Wood near Kosigorie and were there shot. I often saw open powered trucks on
the highway on which prisoners under guard were transported, coming from
Smolensk and travelling in the direction of Kosigorie.
“One day in 1927 I, together with some other village boys, was looking after
horses. We saw a powered truck coming from the direction of Smolensk and
stopping on the highway near the Kosigorie wood. Eleven people dismounted and
were led off into the woodland. A short time after this we heard shots; again
after some time the guards came back and the truck returned in the direction of
Smolensk. Out of curiosity we boys ran into the wood in order to examine more
closely the spot where people had been shot. I myself lost courage before reach
ing the spot and remained behind. Afterwards the others told me that they had
found the grave. On the edge of it they had seen very fresh bloodstains. And
moreover, the corpses had only been covered with a little earth so that they saw
hands and feet sticking out.
“I should like to comment that at this time the woodland near Kosegorie was
not shut off. The boys with whom I was at Kosegorie at that time were all con
scripted into the Red Army.”

Translated into Russian and read before me.
Signature Signed

N. C. O. and Aua'iliary EICHHOLZ
Policeman N. C. O. and Interpreter.

[5827/E424387]
O. U. 6 April 1943.

On invitation the Russian Sladkow, Alexei, appeared, born 17.3.1875 in
Chorowschawa, County Demodow, resident in Krassny-Bor, House No 75 and
deposed.

“I lived in the years 1939–41 in Novo Bateki and travelled by train to Smolensk
every day where I worked. In this way I had the oportunity to witness the
transfer of the Poles to Kosiel Gorie with my own eyes. One day in March
1940 four or five passenger coaches (Luxus wagons) stood on a railway Siding
of the Gnesdowa station, in the vicinity of the loading platform. The pas
sengers were not allowed to leave the carriages and two armed sentries stood
in front of them. I myself passed the carriage and saw Officers and civilians
sitting at tables on which were bottles of wine and various types of food,
such as sausage and ham. The passengers were mostly civilians with a few
women among them. They were all well-fed and decently dressed and from
this already recognizable as foreigners. Women from Bateki had to carry
water to the carriages but were not allowed to enter them. I was also witness
when in the evening a section of the passengers were loaded onto two trucks.
They all had heavy suitcases with them and a few also carried cushions under
their arms. The unloading was continued for four to five days until the car
riages were empty. The carriages disappeared during the night and after eight
days they were again on the same spot, fully Occupied. This performance was
repeated unceasingly in March and April 1940. At that time the local popula
tion described these people as ‘Polish hostages'.

“I am unable to make any further statement.”
Translated into Russian and read aloud (to me)

Signature.
Witnessed

Interpreter BöSCKE
Special officer NCO and Auxiliary
Signature. Policeman,
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[5827/E424388]
O. U. the 27 Feb 1943

On invitation appeared the Russian,
Griwasorzow Iwan,
Born on 20.6.1916 in NOWO Bateki
resident there House No 119
Turner
Bachelor
Non party
employed since July 1942 with Russian OD

and made the following statement:—
“In the year 1940 I was working in the village Gniesdowa on the collective
farm. As my job was quite near the railway I noticed in March and April 1940
three to four trains consisting of three to four carriages which I recognised
from the barred windows as obvious prison carriages, coming daily from
Smolensk. These prison carriages stopped at Gniesdowa station. My sister
Daria then told me that she herself had seen Polish soldiers, civilians and a few
clergy leaving the carriages and being loaded into closed trucks. Generally
one heard that the lorries had been driven to Kosigorie by the NKVD and that
there the people had been shot. I myself saw nothing of this and my sister
did not go into further details.
“I am unable to give further information.”
Translated into Russian and read before me.

Signature
Sealed Interpreter
Signature Eichholz
NCO and Auviliary Policeman NCO

NOTE. The sister of Griwasorzow, Iwan, at the approach of German troops
to drive cattle from the collective farm was kidnapped by the Bolshevists and her
present Whereabouts are unknown.

Signed
NCO and Aua'iliary Policeman

[5827/E424389]
O.U. the 5 April 1943

The Russian citizen
Kriwoserzew, Ivan,
born 20.7.1915 in Nove Bateki
Bachelor
Ironworker
resident in Novo Bateki House no 119
County Smolensk.
Non party

- Since Juli 1942 and OD man.
appeared at the office and made this statement:—
“From my parents, who are well known in the village, I heard that the woodland
of Kosi-Gory (Goats' Hill) has been used as a place of execution since 1918 first
by the Tscheka, then the GPU, OGPU and later by the NKVD.
“Until 1931 we, the villagers, were allowed to walk in the woodland and to
gather mushrooms and berries. As a boy I picked mushrooms in Kosi-Gory. On
this occasion I was repeatedly shown the new graves by the older people.
“In 1931 the woodland of Kosi-Gory was fenced in and entry prohibited by
notice-boards signed by the OGPU. I heard that in 1934 a large house was built
inside the wooded area which was meant as a sanatorium for the NKVD.
“Executions were carried out in Kosigorie from 1918 to 1929 and from 1940
onwards. In the intervening period no transport lorries were seen to drive into
the area.
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“From 1940 the woodland was additionally guarded by sentries and dogs. In
March and April 1940 many prison transport waggons arrived in Gniesdowa; the
prisoners were cooped up into prison lorries commonly known as ‘black raven’
and the lorries then travelled along the road from Gniesdowa station in the
direction of Katyn. I never heard any Shots

[end of 5827/E424389]

from the Kosi Gory wood.”
Translated into Russian and read before me.

Signature
E424390

Sealed Interpreter
HöHNE

-
EICHHOLZ

Corporal of Auv Police NCO

[5827/ E424391]

O.U. the 28 February 1943
On Invitation appeared the Russian
Andrejew, Ivan
born On 22.1.1917 in Nove Bateki
Resident there House NO. 2.
Locksmith
married
Non party

and made as witness the following statement:—
“Approximately from the middle of March until the middle of April 1940, three
to four trains arrived daily in Gniesdowa. Two to three carriages of each were
decidedly arrest carriages. These stopped at the station. Passengers who were
mostly Polish soldiers whom I recognised from their caps, as well as civilians,
Were taken from the carriages and loaded into closed lorries. The lorries Were
driven along the station road towards the railway and then turned left in the
direction of Katyn. I noticed several times that they turned off the highway two
and a half kilometres from here and were driven in the direction of Kosigory.I never saw it myself but heard several times, that these people were shot in
Kosigory by the NKVD.
“I am unable to make any further statement.”
Translated into Russian and read before me.
Sealed
NCO and Aua Policeman, Interpreter

[5827/E424392]

O. U. the 5 April 1943
On invitation appeared the Russian
Godonow, Kusma
born On 25.10.1877 in NOWO Bateki
Married Five children
Farmer *

Resident Since birth in NOWO Bateki House Without number
Non Party.

and made the following declaration :
“Since 1918 I have been employed as an Ostler on the collective farm at Novo
Bateki. It was known to all the people in the neighbourhood that Kosigorie
was being used as a place of execution by the Tscheka. I still remember that
in 1921 between the end of May and the beginning of June, the two sons of Ivan
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Kurtschanowa from the village of Satylki, County Kaspliansk, were shot in
Kosigori. As I left my house on that day at about three o'clock, to feed the
horses, I was met on the highway by an open truck loaded with ten to fifteen
men all guarded by the Tscheka. As it passed two of the men called to me
‘Goodbye Uncle!' I immediately recognised the two sons of Ivan Kortschanowa.
When I met their parents about two weeks later, my suspicions were confirmed
because they had been informed that their two sons had been shot in Kosigorie.
“Approximately in the middle of July, Feodor Isatschenkow was also arrested
in the village of Sarubinki, County Kasplianski, and sentenced to death by the
“Troika’, in Smolensk. His parents told me that their son Feodor was also shot
at Kosigorie.

[End of 5827/E424392]

“The reasons for the shootings are unknown to me. Judging by the state£ # the parents and acquaintances, the victims were anticommunisticallyclined.
“When executions were not taking place, the Kosigorie woodland was open
to all until 1931. Children who gathered mushrooms there always told of new
gravemounds.
“I am unable to give further information.”
Translated into Russian and read before me

(Signed) KLoDYNoF
424393

Sealed
Sgt of Aua Police

Interpreter
NCO

[5827/E424394.5.]
O.U. 4 March 1943

To: Secret Field Police Group 570 via Aok 4.
Subject: Discovery of a Massgrave of Poles shot in 1940 by the NKVD, in the
wooded area by the road Smolensk Motor road (approach from Vitezsk)
North East of Katyn.

At the beginning of February it was reported by a contact, that in the vicinity
of Katyn several thousand Poles are buried, having been shot by members of
the NKVD in April and May 1940.
Investigations revealed the truth of the statement. In the woodland north
of Katyn there were several thrown-up mounds under which lie the buried corpses.
Because of ground frost only a part two metres square could be uncovered of one
of the mounds. At a depth of two metres numerous corpses were found lying
close together, decomposition having set in for the greater part. Judging by the
position of the bodies it must be assumed that they are lying in several layers,
one above the other. A button bearing the Polish Eagle was removed from the
clothes of one of the corpses. How far the corpse shows mutilation, can only be
determined by excavations carried out on a larger scale.
In order to discover details, several inhabitants of the neighbouring locality
were interrogated. A 72 year old Russian states that a sanitorium for senior
NKVD officials has been situated in the woodland for about ten years. Entrance
to the area, fenced in and guarded by sentries, was prohibited to unauthorised
persons. Daily for several weeks in the spring of 1940 the Russians saw three
to four closed lorries on which the people who were later shot were transported
from Gniesdowa Station to the woodland in question. At times he heard men's
Screams and shooting

[end of 5827/E424394]
coming from the wood in question, in his house which was a considerable dis
tance aWay.
According to the reports of others, about 10,000 people seem to have been
involved.
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[Translation of Exhibit 24–Continued]

Another inhabitant who was at the time employed on the unloading station
states, that in the months of March and April 1940, daily nine to twelve prison
waggons arrived at the Gniesdowa station. Passengers are reported to have
been Polish soldiers, civilians, and a few clergy. He also noticed that they were
taken away in closed lorries in the direction of Katyn.
A third inhabitant of the locality made a similar statement.
Eyewitnesses of the shooting itself have so far not been discovered.
The original of the previous report has been laid before the Ic/AO of
Army Group Mitte, with a reference to the possibility of its use for propaganda
purposes, for his decision.
From there a copy was sent to the Supreme Army Command (OKH) for a
decision on its use: a second copy was passed for information to the senior
forensic pathologist Professor Dr. Buhtz at the Medical Army Group.
After the arrival Of further instructions the exhumations Will be carried Out
with the participation of Professor Dr. Buhtz and Propaganda Section W.

Voss,
Secretary
Field Police

Mr. FLOOD. I now show you exhibit No. 25, a document which has
been marked for identification, and I ask you to describe what it is
and give your summary of it

. -

Dr. SwBET. This is dated the 17th o
f April 1943, and it is a memo

randum by the State Secretary o
f

the German Foreign Ministry,
Weizsaecker, and it records that Hitler has ordered an additional
appeal to the Red Cross in Geneva, this appeal to be signed by the
Duke o

f Coburg, head o
f

the German Red Cross and well-known
abroad. Hitler’s directive was his own idea after he had heard of
the activity o

f

the Polish ex-Government in the same matter. The
Duke o

f Coburg's telegram already should have reached Geneva.
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Mr. FLOOD. Exhibit No. 25 is now in evidence.
(Exhibit 25 isas follows:)

ExHIBIT 25

–

Berlin, den 17. April 1943.

Stasio 242 /

In Verfolg der vorgestern von Deutschen Roten
Kreuz nach Genf gerichteten Aufforderung, das Internatio
zule Rote Kreuz möge sich an der Feststellung der russischen
Grausitaten an polnischen Offizieren beteiligen, hat der
Führer haute Macht eine zusätzliche Aufforderung des Deut
schen Roten Kreuzes nach Genf angeordnet. Diese zusätz

Gd
liche Aufforderung wäre von Herzog von Coburg zu unter
zeichnen, damit dessen international bekannter Name zum
Tragen komme.

Die Weisung des Führers war eine spontane, nach
doa ihm die Meldung der Betätigung der Polnischen Ex-Regie
rung in der gleichen Sache vom Reichspressechef vorgelegt
worden war.

Die Nachricht über die Anordnung des Führers ist
mir heute Nacht von Promi mitgeteilt worden. Das Telegramm

des Esrzogs, das mir dabei vorgelesen wurde, dürfte heute
Reakt-abgegangen - oka- e, / - - -- - - - - ... .

gez: Weizsäcker.
H zielsat an

Herrn Botschafter von Rintellen

Herrn Dr. M. e g 8 r 1 e
- je besonders -

%.
4", --

" . . .“--
z.-

Exer. F. L-3,Ködiger
Zress-Ldteflug

Latexx Pirsk. Six - - -

Israez ,St.-S. Pol-
3387

» ,4 , , “ --
- "
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[Translation of Exhibit 25]

[50/33687]
BERLIN 17 April 1943

St[ate] S[ecretary] No. 243 At once :
In following up the invitation issued by the German Red Cross to Geneva,
that the International Red Cross should take part in the identification of the
Russian atrocities against Polish officers, the Führer tonight has ordered an addi
tional invitation to be dispatched to Geneva by the German Red Cross. This
extra invitation is to be signed by the Duke of Coburg, so that the weight of his
international name should be used.
The Führer's instructions were made on his own initiative after the report of
the activity on similar lines of the Polish ex-government had been submitted to
him by the Reich Press Chief.
The information of the Führer’s order was given to me tonight by the Pro
paganda Ministry. The Duke's telegram which was read out to me at the same
time should by nOW have reached Geneva.

(Signed) WEIZSACKER
Telephone to
Ambassador VOn Rintelen
Dr Megerle

Weizsäcker 17 [April]
Copy to
Legation Counsellor Roediger
Press Department
Professor Six
Political Under Secretary of State.

[50/33687]

Mr. FLOOD. I now show you a document marked for identification
as exhibit No. 26 and I ask you to describe what it is and give your
summary of it

.

Dr. SweFT. This is dated the 17th o
f April 1943, and it is a memo

randum b
y

a
n

official o
f

the legal department, Roediger, for Ribben
trop. The International Red Cross, in reply to the German Red
Cross telegram o

f April 15, say they can only participate in identi
fication proceedings if all interested parties request them to d

o so,

in accordance with the memorandum o
f September 12, 1939.

93744–52–pt. 5–10
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Mr. Flood. Exhibit No.26 is now in evidence.
(Exhibit 26 is as follows:)

ExHIBIT 26
- -
Generalhaaptflihrer if a r * * * * * * *r-ičiu

-
ess peateonen to ten resusee tailts co-be a fernstandiich sits

eas in der trage der ex-ordetea polai-shen offiziere darch

sia bowie true sea soeben ein Antwortfalearana des internatio

naiea raaite- was to ten freas sat daw telegrass des best

eaned to tea greases won 15 April folvender ortlants -ia

|| sagarisen sei: - -
|-

is a statisans inter supers" ar. * *
*ionatee weait-on states -reus ist estaer

-> Couse seats aera barett, jesitehe hasbricaten, versiste

| * *tegelich identitiziart-tilitar personan betraffane,
** *horizer auf raechesteal ess -1 terruleitea. .
stop pages on x^nnte Roaltee tellnahne an identifikatione-

******** durah tors:**** won 8x9-rten nur d-ann er-, -
** *** **a betelligea warteisn assa surgersraert
*rds, wie aise is tiane des se-oranduas was 1:... september

*

1939 liegte *x *r intercroix rouse."* Mitteilang des Marrn art-oria ist das reiss re
* * *prii 13-10 war is seaf sufgegeben wordsa, a tet |

** ********* * *** ***** ** Internationalen
*** *** **** *** *or oder reach it...asis der von *
**ter seasiaatsri Krstiane as der palmieutea".** *rtists easte rosites ert tilt sorden itst
hierał?
*** *** ****** r *r

*** *** * * * * * * * * * * * * * a * * t e r
*******

Periša, as a 17.*.*.** 1943.

X, 33889 sessitaadiser
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[Translation of Exhibit 26]

[50/33689]

General Director Hartmann of the Presidium Of the German Red CrOSS has
just informed me by telephone that in the question of the Polish officers murdered
by the Russians a telegram from the International Committee of the Red Cross in
reply to the telegram of the German Red Cross of the 15 April, with the following
text has been received :
“In acknowledgement of your telegramm No. 466.
The International Committee of the Red Cross is, according to its practice,
willingly prepared to relay as quickly as possible any information concerning
missing and subsequently identified military personnel to their relatives. How
ever the Committee can only consider taking part in identification proceedings
by recommending experts, if it is approached in this sense by all parties involved,
as this is defined in the memorandum of the 12 Sept 1939.

- MAx HUBER, Intercroixrouge.”

According to Mr. Hartmann the telegram was despatched from Geneva on the
16 April at 1910 hrs. It cannot be determined whether the answer of the Inter
national Committee of the Red Cross was issued before or after the reception of
the invitation of the Polish exile Government reported by Globereuter.
HereWith
to the Secretary of State
for submission to Foreign Minister

Berlin the 17 April 1943
(signed) ROEDIGER.

[50/33689]

Mr. FLOOD. I now show you a document marked for identification
as exhibit No. 27 and I ask you to describe what it is and to give your
your summary of it

.

Dr. SweBT. This is dated the 19th o
f April 1943, from an official

on Ribbentrop’s personal staff, Megerle, to the German Legations in

Budapest and Geneva. He wants to know if reputable people among
the Poles in exile can be found who can be sent, expenses paid, to
view the Katyn scene and who can be trusted not to distort their
experiences so a

s

to support another thesis a
t

some later date, people

o
f

known anti-Bolshevist and anti-Semitic views preferred.
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Mr. FLood. Exhibit No. 27 is in evidence.
(Exhibit 27 is as follows:)

ExHIBIT 27

Jerserks---
-

•thater Mr. 792 an
#####".

unter Mr.107 an
Konsugeraa Genf * * 1 e g r a * *
weitergoleitet. ( G - Schreiber )
Berlin, 20.4.1943.

-

*if trierbüro- Fuschl, den 19 April 1945-Ankunft: 19. -

Mr. 421 roals-4. 0 it is sim

l) Diplogerma B u d a p a st

©.
2) Koneugerra G en f
Tāl. i. Ziff. ( Geh. Ch. W. )

Dieseeits wird erwogen, singen marshaften poini
schen Parsoniichkeiten der dartigon Saigra

tion die Möglichkeit zu gebau- sieh Gūzeh
Augenschein von der Richtigkeit der deutschen

angaben aber don Leichenfund is "alde ran
-

Estyn zu überzeugen. As wird get stem, usgahend

zu berichten, ob dio Woraucaetzung fur eins
soiche Aktion dort gegeben und ob geekgeete

Persöniichkeiton is dortigen aatabareich wor
handen sind. Dabel mug sichargestellit sein,

daš diese Personan, demea freies Ge'ext sage

sichert wird, später keinen Misbrauca sit
den Erfahrenen treiben, insbosonders nicht -

gegentellig aussagen, sowie da8 sie night die
Golegenheit benutsen, spliter anders the sen

anzuschneiden. Beecaders signan sich anti -
bolaghanistisch und antissaltisch eingestell.

to Personan oder solobe, die durch dis Bolsche
sistan Worwandte odor Racersian verloren ha
ben odor in Katya vsrauten, "tr die Reise |*... .

33595
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ExHIBIT 27–Continued

&
-

* 2 &

komaan etwa vier Personer in Frage.

Zusats su 1
).

Gleiche infrags argent an Konsulat gent.
Żusatz zu 2). Glaiche infrage ergaht au Gesandtschaft

-

Budapest, togl.se 2) Wann Sie a
s far

sweeks?ig und orfolgtersprechend batten, anheisstellie ver -

t:auliche Fühlungnahae aft Prof. Burckhardt regen Atasunung
and Auswahi.

-

*
Megeria.
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[Translation of Exhibit 27]

[50/33695,6.]

[Telegram]

[Code]
To be treated
as Secret.

Fuschl the 19 April 1943 23,05 Hrs
Arrival the 19 April 1943 24,00 Hrs.
Note.
Relayed to Diplo germa
Budapest as No 792
to Consugerma Geneva
as No 107.
Berlin 20.4.43.
Cipher Office No 491 of 19.4. Most Urgent
1) Diplogerma Budapest
2) Consugerma Geneva

Telegram in Code (Secret Code Procedure)
It is being considered here, whether to give certain individual Polish per
sonalities of the emigration abroad the opportunity to convince themselves with
their own eyes of the correctness of the German reports of the discovery of
corpses in the woods of Katyn. You are requested to report by return post
whether the presuppositions for such an action are to be found in your areas
and whether suitable personalities are available in the area covered by your
office. At the same time you must make certain that these people to whom safe
conduct is to be guaranteed, will not make wrong use later of their experiences,
especially that they will not report the Opposite of what they have seen and do
not use the opportunity to breach other subjects afterwards. Those who most
recommend themselves are persons of anti-bolshevik or anti-semitic convictions
or those who suspect that they have lost relatives or comrades through the
Bolshevists or in Katyn. For this journey

[end of 50/33695]

[50/33696]
about four people are necessary.
PostScript for 1) Same query directed to Consulate at Geneva.
Postscript for 2) Same query directed to Legation Budapest
(Also for No 2) If you consider it expedient and likely to be helpful, it is
left to you to make confidential contact with Professor Burckhardt concerning
names and Selection.

MEGERLE.
St.S. Keppler
U.St.S. Pol
U.St.S,R
Amb Ritter
Director Pers Dpt

Econ Dpt
Cult Dpt
Press
Radio
Inf

Head Protocol1
Director Pol
Working Copy
with Cult Dpt.
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Mr. FLOOD. I now show you a document marked for identification
as exhibit No. 28 and I ask you to describe what it is and to give your
summary of it

.
Dr. SweFT. Exhibit 28 is dated the 29th o

f April 1943, from the
head o

f

the Cultural Policy Department, Six, to the German Lega
tion in Bern. The Reich health leader wants an invitation to be
given to Professor Zanger in Zurich to join a commission o

f inter
national experts to go to Katyn to examine the evidence, and particu
larly to give a scientific report establishing the time when the burials
were made. They should be in Berlin by April 27, ready to fly to

Katyn the next day. In case Zanger declines, the Bern Legation is

to invite some other specialist in forensic medicine, preferably one

o
f greatest international repute, who is
,

a
t

the same time, friendly

to Germany.
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Mr. FLOOD. Exhibit No. 28 is now in evidence.
(Exhibit 28 is as follows:)

ExHIBIT 28--
*-

|| ||
W

* • * * * * * * *-
*ng awe Berlin, sea 20-Aprix 19-4,

Ansarist in Para, Gen 2.0.xprai

entz:... ere: Chierre ferrel-on-
*:::::- (*

Dipiegerra B - r a

ar. 679 ** 20. April 1945,
G. : " i s S 1 \, :---
Genei

}* i-) per Reichsgesundheitsführer bittet ua Uebernittlung
- folgender sinladung an Prof. 2 a n < e r in furion.

Palla dieser verhindert ist, oder eine Absage arteilt,
wird ea dem dortigen armessen anheimgastellt, geeigneten,
taxiglichst international bekannten deutschifreundlichen
Gerichtsmediziner einausaden.

2.) nie Binladung soli in folgender form tibermittelt werdent
Der Reichsgesundheitsfuhrer ladt zur Teilmanza an einer
Kommisson internationaler Sachverständiger zur Besichtigung
von Katyn ein, Zweck der Reise ist Fertigung eines rissez
schaftlichss - dokumentarisohen fundbericatest ia besondaren
gar Feststeilung des zeitpunktes der Singrabung.* 3. * Barah die Herantragung in form einer Einladung dea. Reichs
gesundheitsführers soli der wissenschaftliche Charsktar der
Sachserständigenkomaission beton't und darch diese nicht
*tiickie tiniaiting of tent liche Rtickwirkung eines Refus wer*** ****
*} par abring der Komiseton erfolgt, aa 28-April att Flugweug
at Berlin, Eintreffen der ailmehmer ist bia bienstag

27.4 ral ept**as erforderlich. Pio Pestatigung aer
-

*.*.*.*śniadung ist noon heates diegenaue inruarte
*** * Frostag den 23. Pril erforderliche as wird gebetans
den Heresa set den ausreiseformalitäten jeće unterstützung

* gewöhren-
six . .

E424377
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[Translation of Exhibit 28]

[Noted on face of original:] [Stamped on face of original:]
Urgent German Embassy Bern

Arrival Annexes—None
20 Apr. 1943
File No. 2016

[Telegram]

Dispatch from Berlin the 20 April 1943 19 Hrs Min German Summer Time
Arrival in Bern the 20 April 1943 18 Hrs Min Central European Time

decoded: Code Procedure: S-G-Schr (NE)
Diplogerma Berne

Nr. 879 of: 20 April 1943.

Most Urgent

Secret.

1). The Reich Leader of Health requests that the following invitation be
transmitted to Professor Zanger in Zürich. In case he is prevented from ac
cepting or gives a refusal, it will be left to your discretion to invite a suitable
pro-German forensic pathologist, if possible of international reputation.
2). The invitation is to be conveyed in the following form: The Reich Leader
of Health invites you to take part in a commission of international experts for
the inspection of Katyn. The purpose of the journey is the preparation of a
scientifically documented report of discoveries, in particular the determination
Of the time of burial.
3). In conveying this in the form of an invitation from the Reich Leader of
Health you should emphasize the scientific character of the commission of ex
perts, and by the unofficial character of the invitation avoid the ill-effects of a
public refusal.
4). The departure of the commission will take place by plane from Berlin
on the 28 April. The arrival of participants is recommended before Tuesday
the 27 April at the latest. The acceptance of the invitation must be dispatched
today, and the exact time of arrival by Friday the 23d April. You are asked
to give the gentlemen concerned the utmost support With travel formalities.

SIX*

[5827/E424377]

Mr. FLOOD. I now show you, Witness, a document marked for iden
tification as exhibit No. 29, and I ask you to describe what it is and
give your summary of it

.

Dr. SweBT. This document is dated the 26th o
f April 1943, from

the German consulate in Geneva to the German Foreign Ministry.
This transmits a telegram from the International Red Cross to the
duke o

f Coburg, stating that the duke's telegram is still being studied.
The consulate has been informed that the Red Cross committee is in

a difficult position because delicate negotiations with the Russians on
prisoners o

f

war are in course and they are waiting for an answer from
Molotov on this question. One o

f

the experts o
n

these matters in the
consulate is o

f

the opinion that the Russians will now use delaying
tactics.
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Mr. FLOOD. Exhibit No. 29 is now in evidence.(Exhibit No. 29 is as follows:)

Exhibit 29**

T e i e g r s m m
(Geh. Ch.Werf. )

* :
Genf, den 20. April 1945, 19, 20 UhrAnkunft: 21.April 1945, 4, 15 Uhr

HE-3s-12a-284-43.

*Recht
*it Bexag auf relegraaa *.ics” * it.April
internationalas Rotes Breus bittet as PatterLeitons folgenden Telegraa
feiser £6migliohen Boheit£3:...i. dest Barsos issourg

Re
*

*residenters &as Baatschen Roten grouzes,
| * - -**

I --
a Restatiguna der nepoache Zuerer £3mig

**
lichen liobait und ansarer sorangehendea worläufigen

** *ort in gleicher
Angelegenheit won 17.d.s. an

$ **
Geschaftsfahzer Prasident Grasits beehra ich aich,

*** *****, * das Komitee Ihre Anragung in Hin*#. *ick suf all dis bakanntgegebenon and ga orwägenden**:... ** **śrderlicket prlift. -*:::::", *
tinterschrift*** * * ** -

*z Haber*****£ * -** 8tergabe &ee
worstehendaa foiegrams arklärte*** **** **** **** in sorgiser sitsung*** ***** **** fallen sa wanea, purch*

**- 2
**** * *b*** *rakharits sei technische*** ******* *ber hinaas befinds sich*** * ****** ** de es gerade in dissen ragensit 30,32%ge&# is talsgrafisches

Austausch tiber Pra
** ******on a Russlend stehes Komités misse****, *,* * 4sataahem and poinischem Brau* **#". saw; stregierung

Unterhandlungen** **śreches werde. Bonitsa siehe in *rwäguns,** * * * *glotow geria.htstes relegrass in#iegsgefaagsmeafrags abstasztes, the es durch Ringshensaf 4satsones Arsachsa sonistragiaruas vor den Kopf stoa** ******* für"#" in Konsulst
"of
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EXHIBIT 29–Continued

* 2 -

vortirachte aic seine personiiche Meinung, Sowjet
regièrung werde stcher sach ihrexse its

############:
taktik eitschiaget, and einer dafinitiven antwart
auf safrage Köäätees in Kriegsgefaagepeafrage assissi
chett, Komitee, das in letzter 2eit #fter titar asi
men surückāehanden #influss Kiage gefahrt habe,
hätta #&#iichkeit, durch ########at: 3statschen Wors.
settisg sich etárker in dias Geschehen siastischal tens

Rostk

33700
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[Translation of Exhibit 29]

[50/33699,700]

[Telegram]

[Secret code procedure]

Geneva the 20 April 1943 1920 Hrs
Arrival 21 April 1943 4,15 Hrs
NO 96 of 20.4.43

Your Telegram Nr 104" of 17 April

International Red Cross has requested relay of following telegram —
His Royal Highness
the Duke of Coburg
President of the German Red Cross

In acknowledgement of Your Royal Highness Telegram and in reference
to our previous provisional answer in the same matter of the 17th of this
month to Managing President Grawitz, I have the honour to inform you
that the Committee is examining your suggestion in the light of all the
published circumstances that need consideration

(Signed) MAx HUBER

At the delivery of the above telegram, the Minister Ruegger explained that
the Committee hoped to come to a final decision in its session tomorrow. The
illness of Huber and the absence abroad of Burckhardt had brought about a
technical delay. Beyond that the Committee found itself in a difficult position
in that it is at the same time in telegraphic exchange with the Soviet Government
on the question of the prisoners of war in Russia. The Committee fears that
if it yields too quickly to the German and Polish requests, the Soviet Government
will at Once break off negotiations with the Committee. The Committee must
take into consideration whether it should not first await an answer to its tele
gram to Molotov on the question of prisoners of war, before it gives offence to
the Soviet Government by taking up the German request. The expert on Red
Cross questions in the Consulate

[end of 50/33699]

[50/33700]

expresses as his personal opinion that the Soviet Government for its part will
most certainly institute delaying tactics and refuse a final answer to the ques
tions of the Committee on the subject of the prisoners of war. The Committee,
which in recent times has often made complaints about its diminishing influence,
would have the opportunity to assert itself more strongly in the public eye by
taking up the German suggestion.

NoSTITZ
[50/33700]

Mr. FLOOD. Now I show you exhibit No. 30, a document which has
been marked for identification, and I ask you to describe what it is and
give your summary of it

.

-

Dr. SwRET. This is dated the 26th of April 1943, from the German
consulate in Geneva to the Foreign Ministry. The consulate thinks it

unlikely that prominent Poles among the Geneva emigrants would
participate on the terms proposed. A senior associate of the Entente
Internationale anti-Communists, a Russian-Swiss named Crottet,
could probably b

e secured.

+Legal Dpt.
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Mr. FLOOD. Very well, exhibit No. 30 is now in evidence.
(Exhibit No. 30 is as follows:)

ExHIBIT 30

* * * * * * * * *

(*.*.*.*.)
seat, as a 20. April 1943 - 19, 20 whe
######## 23 April 1943 * 4=#5 th:

#r.95 to: 23, 4,43,

*** **ichen aaf relegraan vos is
. Frio”

#aasui at #### *s für wasahrscheinkich, dasa
tashafts hiesige poinische Baigranten, wie Prinz

Q startialistia Radziwiłż oder Graf inton isatiokoroński,

# Angebot anaehaen stirden, vor alień, wean sie dort

g
e

antien abgeben müssten, Andere kommen im Amtsbe
**śćh nicht in Frage, Bürckhardt zur Zeit auf Atts
*reisen,
#onsul at anregt at 6xwägen, ob Ángebot nicht

hiasiger Entente Internationale Antico"iste ge
#acht werden solite; einer threr Hauptäitärbeiter,
deutsch-freundlicher Rüssland-Schweizer Crottet,
hatte schoti tehrfach ######nach Beritrarsise zweeks
engerer Påhlängnahine mit dortiger Antikomittern &é
it'ssert, #ber Entente and Crottet vergleiche Braht* *f, baricht Konsulats Mr. 51*) vom 4**ārza

- Konsulat ########### gegebenenfalls unt Ermächti
-

####,
gung mit ganannten Polen über Mittelsmann oder mit:* *** stafsanehåen.

######, is: *

#

:* Nostitz* 'J * *
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[Translation of Exhibit 30]

[50/33698]

[Telegram]

[Secret code procedure]

Geneva the 20 April 1943 19, 20 Hrs
Arrival the 21 April 1943 4, 15 Hrs
Nr. 95 of 20.4.43.

Ref Telegram of 19 Nr 107 f

The Consulate considers it unlikely that well-known Polish emigrants here,
such as Prince Stanislaus Radziwill or Count Anton Lanckoronski will accept
the offer especially if they are obliged to give guarantees there. Others in the
area under this office do not come into question. Burckhardt at the moment on
journey abroad.
The Consulate suggests consideration, whether the offer should not be made
to the International Anti-Communist Entente here; One of their chief contribu
tors, the pro-German Russian-Swiss Crottet, has many times expressed the wish
to go to Berlin to develop more intimate contact with the Anticomintern. On
the Entente and Crottet compare Consulate's telegram No. 51ff of the 4th March.
Consulate therefore requests authorisation to contact the above named Poles and
Crottet, the former through a third party.

NoSTITZ
NoTE. Dr Megerle has received copy.

- [50/33698]

Mr. FLOOD. I show you now exhibit No. 31, which has been marked
for identification, and I ask you to describe what it is and give your
summary of it

.

Dr. SwRET. This is dated the 22d o
f April 1943, from the German

consulate in Zurich to the legation in Bern. An invitation to Zanger

is not possible; he is too old and frail and lives in retirement. His
successor, Professor Schwarz, is not an appropriate person because he
has no international reputation and his attitude toward Germany is

unknown.

#without file no.
#twith Inf Dpt.
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Mr. Flood. Exhibit No. 31 is now in evidence.
(Exhibit 31 is as follows:)

EXHIBIT 31

* * * * g : * * *

aws ass: dea 22 April 1943 12uhr 10 win.
*** *** 22. April 39 43 15tar oo sin* Keppler Chittee vertebrent or...".

J% *
-

schriftlich *** get engtes?elegrama des gaswärti.
£its won 29 April.

pipiegeria B e. f a

#8&ng £rofessor Zenggers nicht #######, da
disser seat 1941 emeritiert and seither infö3 gé #633:
alters and Gebrechlichkeit jeae arrentireme 38tätigung
abiehnt. Binagang des Hachrongers Prof. sense: 't*āssig, da dieser keinen international arex sainten
Rut hat and seine Einsteilung za Deutschland ############
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[Translation of Exhibit 31]

[Telegram]

Dispatch from Zürich the 22 April 1943 12 Hrs 10 Min.
Arrival in Bern the 22 April 1943 15 Hrs 00 Min.

Deciphered: Keppler Code Procedure: Gr. V.

Diplogerma Bern
Nr.----. of : 22.4.

Most Urgent

Ref Telegram of German Foreign Office of 20 April which arrived here by post.
Invitation to Professor Zangher not possible, as he retired in 1941 and since
then, because of old age and weakness has refused all public activities. Invita
tion to professor Schwarz, his successor, not suitable, as he has no internation
ally recognised reputation and his attitude to Germany is unknown.

VoIGT

[Marginal comment in blue pencil : ] already settled by telegram No 856 of
22.4.

[5887/E424371]

Mr. FLOOD. I now show you, Witness, a document marked for
identification as “Exhibit No. 32,” and I ask you to describe what it
is and give your summary of it

.

Dr. SweBT. This is dated the 22d o
f April 1943, from the consulate

in Geneva to the Foreign Ministry for the duke of Coburg. This
transmits a telegram from the International Red Cross saying that
they are willing to line up a group o

f

neutral experts£ that,

in accordance with the memorandum o
f September 12, 1939, and in

terested parties agree on the composition o
f

the committee and its
ferms of reference.
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Mr. FLooD. Exhibit No.32 is in evidence.
(Exhibit 32 is as follows:)

ExEITBIT 32

s U - g - a m a
n
,

------- - ---------
(Offen.

S - - -, der 2
3
.

April 1945 - 21., 20 Uhr
Araft - der 23. April 1943 - 03, 1 Uhr

E- so was 22
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ist sie von Reiter Kreuz

hättet zumWeitere trang des nachstehenden

E
s

is
tgratis e
r Präsidiert er darat seiner Roten

-reuzes,

Wortlaut: S
. L.Kgl. Hoheit den Herzog von

Katarg, Präsidenten des deutscher Reiter
Kreuzes. Als er Prüfung der von deutschen
Roter Kreuz in der Telegrammer vom 16. und
17. April er das internationale Komitees
von Roter Kreuz gerichteten Aufforderungs

möchte ich urter Bestätigung einer vor
läufigen Antworten von 16. und 20. April

1945 für das bei dieser Gelegenheit ermie

sens Vertrauen danken. Inzwischen ist auch
die politische Regierung in Lorciert eit ext
sprechenden Anlieger an uns herangetreten,
Das internationale Komitees vom Roten Kreuz

ist gerne bereit, neutral - Experten zu be
stellen oder in vorschlag zu bringen, falls

e
r sprechend der in seinen a
lsmorgensum zehn

12. September 1939 niedergelegten Grund

sätzen samt Lions interessierten Parteien

in gleichen Sinne an das Komitee gelangen

und nachdem sein Einverständnis darsai den
Tee- mit dem Komitee über die Modalitäten des

- - -- allfälligen Mandaten erzielt wird. Das er- - - - - - - - - --- -- - - - - - - nannte Konsoren, welches in der Revue des

- - - - - -- Roten Kreuses von September 1939 verserent-

-*** - *** 1tont uns a
n antiams risseunrang uner-

- - - - - - - - - mit tst wurde, handelt bekanntlich von der
------- -- Miglichkeiten der Mitwirkung das Komitees bei- - treut

33702

"/

93744–52–pt.5–11
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EXHIBIT 32–Continued
*~ *
II.

Untersuchung's: Wir st- 'em
•s dem

deutechen

Roten Kreuz
anheim, ob sie das Einveret.Andnis

der

Sowjetresis runs
zur Untereuchung durch

v. n uns be-

..
!

meiohnete neutrale
Sachveretändige auf dem

Wege tibe

dio Schutzmaaht bezw.
durch direkte

Verhandlungen

oder'auron unsere
Vermittlung einzuholem

winsohen.

Für den Fall, dasa die
vorgenannten Woraussetzungen

erfül it werden, beatreben
wir uns jetzt schon,

gseignete neutrale Perebnlichkeiten
zu finders.

intschen
London

ge z. Max Huber, Frasident.

i

Drabtberieht
folgt,

No e t i t z.

33703
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[Translation of Exhibit 32]

[50/33702]

[Telegram]

[Open]

Geneva the 22 April 1943 21,00 Hrs
Arrival the 23 April 1943 03,10 Hrs
No 100 of 22.4.
The International Committee of the Red Cross requests the relay of the follow
ing telegram to the President of the German Red Cross.
Text: His Royal Highness the Duke of Coburg, President of the German Red
Cross. After examination of the requests directed by the German Red Cross
to the International Committee of the Red Cross in their telegrams of the 16 and
17 April, I would like to express our thanks for the confidence shown in us in
this matter, and confirm our provisional answers of the 16 and 20 April 1943In the meantime the Polish Government in London has approached us with cor
responding requests. The International Committee of the Red Cross is willingly
prepared to appoint or suggest neutral experts provided that, according to the
condition laid down in its memorandum of 12 Sept 1939, all interested parties:
approach the Committee with the same wish, and following that, an agreement
is reached by the Committee with the same people on the nature of the Mandate
in all circumstances. The above mentioned memorandum which was published
in the Review of the Red Cross in September 1939 and brought to the notice of
all belligerents, dealt, as is well known, with the possibility of the Committee's
co-operating in investigations. -

[end of 50/33702]

[50/33703]

We leave it to the German Red Cross whether they wish to Secure the consent
of the Soviet Government to an investigation by neutral Experts appointed by us,
either through the Protecting Power, through direct negotiations, or through our
own mediation. Provided that the conditions mentioned above are fulfilled, we
will endeavour to find suitable neutral personalities.

(Signed) MAX HUBER President
Telegraphic Report follows.

NOSTITZ
[50/33703]

Mr. FLOOD. I now show you exhibit No. 33, witness, which has been
marked for identification, and I ask you to describe what it is and give
your summary of it

.

Dr. SweFT. This is dated the 23d o
f April, 1943, from the head o
f

the legal department in the German foreign office, Albrecht, to the
foreign minister's secretariat. This refers to the preceding telegram,
exhibit No. 32, and is a memorandum explaining the legal basis for the
answer given b

y

the International Red Cross. In the memorandum o
f

September 12, 1939, the International Red Cross had communicated

to the belligerents the principles which would govern it in any investi
gation o

f

violations o
f

international law. The Red Cross would never
initiate such an inquiry unless it had a mandate to do so conferred
upon it by both' in the conflict. In these circumstances the
head o

f

the legal department suggests that the German Red Cross
should ask the International Red Cross to secure Soviet agreement

to a committee. If the Soviets refuse, as they presumably will, ap
pearances will not be in their favor and this situation can be publicly
exploited.
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Mr. FLOOD. Exhibit No. 33 is now in evidence.
(Exhibit No. 33 is as follows:)

ExHIBIT 33
/* " ' ". . .” Az-z, ž.~/ 24: , "2" 27. 4

. . . . . --" . . .
- £2. *4

. . . --~~ -

A zu E 10 °34
* --- z -

..
.
. . . . " . . . . . . .

**

turo Azua

* c r < ... c : r e i be n :

(£ J: " (j--chreiber)

Zu dem Lr:rt bericit der on rulets in enf ... r. 110
wo: 22. ... 'ril 194” ist "ollen'es zu bezerken:

-

In der -cror ndum vo. 12. ~eptember 1359 hit das
Internation le .3mi'ee vo. 40ten & reuz den Krie führen'en
die Grun’s ‘tze fir seine e

t
..
. ige T i. zeit dei der enterestan

von Werletzun o
n des , ] kerrecht: nit, eteilt. L3 h
e t zun chst

oezerkt, "as eine "trartile . . . i. eit nur in someit erfolgen
könne, als ric fie positive numenitore "irzsaw.keit des Romitee
weder hemae noch ersch were and a t in "iesem 2.43 menhang -

derouf fingewiesen, a
s 'e somitee arend des Krieges 1914/1

keine &ntersuchungen üper beh”uptete nechtsverletzungen durch
geführt nabe. Gowt it das admitee hierneci iberhaupt in der
Lage sei, eine . *ti keit bei rr unt&rsuchun, oehrupteter
#51 errechtsverletzun en puszatioea, geschebe dies niem' is taif
eigene -nitiative #2ndern nur dann, wenn dem ...onitfee ein
#aadat für diese "tigkeit ent,eder in vora as "arch ein -

intern tionales okonnen oder aver Purch eine Vereinberun a
d

hoc der bei'en streitenden Kerteien übertra-en werde. in diesel
Falle misse das untersuchun sverfahren alle Jew b

r für vaper
teilichkeit sowie die -: ,]ict,keit icten, da” die beiden
arteien ihre verteidigun-s:ittel geltend macher könnten.

wie o
f jetunion ict z* r *e: arie. Seefangemen-ab

#owmen won 1929 nict t beiget reten, tist aber i: Jahre 1934 inre.
£eitritt zur Jenfer £onvention (abkotagen zur Werbesserung des
Loses der Wer undeton and &ranken der iteere it "elde) won 27.

7
,

1929 erklart. In Jahre 1954 ist das owjetrussische :ote
Kreuz iit, lied der internationelen #, a der Aot-Kreuz-Jesell

sc: aften

.33704
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EXHIBIT 33—Continued

schaften geworder anand entrichtet genisse Zusch,
internationale omitée. & %

Les Intern tionale Komitee zie seiner jetzigen
Antwort an das Deutsche àote reuz aus dieser Cecilage die
formale Folgerang, dag es such is worliegenden Fall eine tinters
suchung nur veraniassen könne, wenn auct die

-

ihr finverstandais erkläre. :

eines derartiger

kënate erogen werden,

Internationalen of

far erforderlich et
daret könnte eine. r
zu erwartenden rassischen ablehnan das schlechte Jewissen der
Sowjets in der ffentlichkeit enzuorangern.

-

zar eiterleitung des nortis aird an eachini u - --
mitees an as weat#e3 inter

run und £ropaganda
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[Translation of Exhibit 33]

[50/33704] -

* zu R 10 094
Copy for the State Secretary
Berlin

sent: 23 April 1943
To be Telegraphed /

To Office of Foreign Minister
J'uschl.

No. 1149

The following comments can be made on the telegram of the Consulate at
Geneva, No. 100 of 22nd April 1943.
In the Memo of 12th Sept, 1939, the International Committee of the Red Cross
communicated to Belligerents the principles for its eventual activity in investiga
tion of infringements of international law. It has now remarked that such
activity can only follow insofar as it neither limits nor renders difficult the
positive humanitarian activity of the Committee, and in this connexion has re
ferred to the fact that during the War of 1914–18 the Committee made no
investigations of alleged breaches of law. So far as the Committee is in the
position to engage in any activity on the investigation of breaches of Inter
national Law, this can never take place on its own initiative but only if the
Committee is granted a Mandate for such activity either in advance through an
international agreement or through an ad hoc agreement of both conflicting
parties. In this case the investigation process must present every guarantee of
impartiality, as well as the opportunity for both parties to make good their
Causes for defence.
The Soviet Union, it is true, did not participate in the Prisoner of War agree
ment of 1929, but in 1934 announced its adhesion to the Geneva Convention of
27/7/29. (Agreement for improvement of lot of wounded and sick of armies in
the field.) In 1934 the Soviet Red Cross became a member of the International
League of Red Cross Fellowships

[end of 50/33704]

[50/33705]

and paid the usual subsidies to the International Committee.
With the facts as they are the International Committee draws in its present
answer to the German Red Cross the formal conclusion that, in the present case
also, it can only undertake an investigation, if the Soviet Government declares
itS consent.
Obviously it is out of the question that an approach from the German side
should be made to the Soviet Government on the granting of such consent; it
might be considered, however, whether the German Red Cross should suggest to
the International Committee that it obtain. On its own initiative the consent
that it holds to be essential. In this way a foundation could be provided through
the Russian refusal that could be expected in which the bad conscience of the
Soviets could be pilloried in public. -

Permission is requested to forward the text of the communication of the
International Red Cross to the German Red Cross and the Reich Ministry for
information and propaganda.

(Signed) ALBRECHT.
[50/33705]

Mr. FLOOD. I show you now, witness, a document marked for identi
fication as “Exhibit No. 34” and I ask you to describe what it is and give
your summary of it

.

Dr. SweET. This is dated the 23d o
f April, 1943, from the consulate

in Geneva to the Legation in Bern. This records a telephone call from
Geneva to Kordt in Bern, in which Geneva told Kordt that it would

b
e difficult to find an appropriate expert in Geneva, and named a
s

possilibilties Professor Remund o
f Zurich, Professor Schoenburg of
Basel, and Professor Dettling.
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Mr. FLOOD. Exhibit No. 34 is in evidence.
(Exhibit No. 34 is as follows:)

EXHIBIT 34

Konstal von Sostitz, Gétif, teiite Botschaftsrat
Kordt gestern aband telephonisch wit, dasa es atch in Gent
*aše actitierig sei, eithe passands ########chkeit # finders
£r nazirite in disaen ########ang Professor 33.3%berg, Basel,
£r. Reard, #rich's der: Chief #es Schweizerisched #####

Kreüges, and einer Professor £ettling. £r fish#8 ster #
dass as seams: saxa weries airies, der getsärinter. Herrêa gar*a* * Aattrages * *raki after,
# glaube, dass wir es bei taeinata #8&###*** ***** ****

**** den 23:4:43

#
#

E124375

[Translation of Exhibit 34]

Consul von Nostitz of Geneva, informed Legation Counsellor KOrdt by telephone
yesterday evening, that it is also very difficult to find a suitable person in Geneva.
In this connection, he named Professor Schönberg of Basle, Dr. Remund of
Zürich, the Chief of the Swiss Red Cross, and a Professor Dettling. He thought
however, that it will be difficult to induce one of the aforesaid gentlemen to
accept the commission. -

I think we shall have to leave the position as it was with my last telegram
in the negative.

(not signed)
BERN. the 23.4./3.

[5827/E424373]

Mr. FLOOD. I now show you a document marked for identification as
“Exhibit No. 35” and I ask you to describe what it is and give your sum
mary of it

.

Dr. SwÉET. This is dated the 24th o
f April 1943, from the minister

in Bern to the foreign ministry. As already communicated by tele
phone, Professor Naville, o

f Geneva, a colonel in the Swiss Army, is

ready to accept an invitation o
f

the Reich health leader to visit Katyn.
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Mr. FLoop. Exhibit No.
35 is now in evidence.

. (Exhibit 35 is as follows:)
- EXHIBIT 35

– 3.3% - ZZ **4ć.
Telegramm - G-schreiben -

Citissime-nachts

auswärtig Berlin.

No. 870/24.4.

in Anschluss an orahtbericht
Nr. 879 v.2.0.4.

#ie bereits telefonisch
mitgeteilt, ist Professor

Francois N a v i l l e ,Genf, - bereit
Einladung Reichsgesund

heitsfuehrers zur
Besichtigung von Katyn anzunehaen.

Professor

Saviike iat Oberat der
Schweizer Armee.

£r reist Montag
26.4pril

Q- ab Basel mit D 9i und trifift
Dienstag 27. "...pril Potadazer

2ahnhof

o8.57 Uhr ein.

Bitte dringend sofort
Schlafwagenabteil. i. Klasse ab Basei

dort sicherstellen und
Nummer von

Schlafwagen und Abteil
späte

stene 3onntag
vormittag hierher durchgeben.

Koecher.

Paraphe des Herrn

|
ristchgehøit.

//
• *, * r *: * * * : £4 st's, ft. "

£3 +
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[Translation of Exhibit 35]

[Telegram]

[Secret script]

Most Urgent Night Dispatch.
Auswärtig Berlin.
No. 870/24.4.
My Telgram Report Nr. 879 of 20.4.
As already reported by telephone, Professor François Naville of Geneva is
prepared to accept the invitation of the Reich Leader of Health to inspect Katyn.
Professor Naville is a colonel of the Swiss army. He will leave Basle on the
26th April by (train) D.91. and will arrive at Potsdam Station on Tuesday 27th
April at 08.57.
Please book immediately first class sleeper from Basle and send number of
sleeper and compartment by Sunday morning at the latest.

KOECHER.

The signature of the iMnister will be supplied.
19.35 NR 234 ERH AUSW Bln FG-H.

[5827/E424368]

Mr. FLOOD. I now show you a document marked for identification
as “Exhibit No. 36” and I ask you to describe what it is and give your
summary of it

.

Dr. SweET. This is dated the 27th o
f April 1943, and it is a memo

randum by an official o
f

the press department, Starke. This gives the
names o

f

the experts in forensic medicine from 1
4 European countries

who have accepted the invitation o
f

the Reich health leader and are
ready to go to Katyn. Professor Orsos is described as the best known
and as having taken over the leadership o

f

the group, but he has made

it known that he is a pronounced enemy of publicity. Professor Piga
was the personal physician o

f

the last King of Spain. His experiences

in connection with opening Bolshevist terror graves during the civil
war will be especially valuable to the committee. Naville, and espe
cially Markoff, make a more reserved impression.
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Mr. FLOOD. Exhibit No. 36 is now in evidence.
(Exhibit 36 is as follows:)

ExHIBIT 36

| -

r
" * Raf. P. v. Berlin, den 27. April 1945

!
G: Starks

t

Auf zinladung des Reichsgesandheitsführers sind durch
Verasittiung des Auswärtigen Amte 14 angesehens Gerichte-Medi

; zinar aus ebersovielen europäischen Landern in Berlin eirage-
treffen, die eich morgen an das Gräberfeld von Katyn tei 320
3exisk basebans wasdort in Zusaminenarbeit eit der teutscher,
Prof. Dr. Butz, Breelau, an ort und Stelle machverständige Er
he bangan text{gliah der Leichenfunde der polnischen Öffiziere
anzúatellen. Woz allen sellen Bie fest stellendass die Leichen
bereits sext data ?rühjahr 1940 in Katyn be graben cind. An die
ser. Erhebungen nehmen folgenda Gerichts-Mediziner teil :

* **aliens Prof. Palaieri
Frankreich: Prof. Costed oit
$panient Prof. Piga
3chweist Prof. Savilla (Gent)
Bulgarian: Prof. Markoff

'*.*...*&# *

Rusanies: Prof. Dr. Birkle /*£%.
tine aras Prof. Qreos * £

% Finnland: Prof. Saxón
× ) f £roatiens Prof. Miloslawicz

-
** * > Balgian Prof, £peleers (Gent) •

%
s
|. ' ' ' Holland Prof. Burist' , , , , slowakei: Prof. Subić -

. A
ft
* • Protektorat Prof. Hayak s

1
. v": *** **, *sers, Erstar assistent des

* & - *gener Professors

f Barišs sea foraissanders der

s Internationalen Gerächts

::::::: der attai sesarič.*::::::::Ho:££ reach Sesiens:
*gebert karū, ster were
syrochsa hate das Yotus as:** ***istenter: su saiase
*igases, sa sasherie

#eben des worersähntea Professor £and (pāramark) sind air be.
kanntestan Autcritisten, die direkt in der Pelegation vertretea
$434, Prof. Graça (#axa), der 48 "thrung der Gruppe su tiber.
*** ***** ***h abez heate iside: *** ausgesprocheme:
*ind its Fesses beksant hat and 46: 72-jährigs spanische Prof.
*** **berst des lets ten Könige una Korrespondisrences

sitelied£ 352028
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ExHIBIT 36—Continued
-

-

*itaried des sadamerikanischen Aretevereins, ein sehr tempe

resent voller atter herr, singeechworener anti-Bolschesist, der
seiner grfahrangen bet der öffnang von belsohesistischen

terrorgesbera in der zeit des spanischen attraerkrieges besonders
*ertso: fær die àrbeit *z, * **egation sain &rfts. Dar *r
treter der Schweiz and vox alies der Vertreter suigariene machen
sizen startickhartenderers &ndrack.

*ie worersarinter europäischen Gerichts-Medizirier hoffers
in drei ragan thre tintersuchangen an ort and stelae mit einers
ersten gezeinsawen Protokołł abschliessen a können. 8tsa
*** *is drei Rochen spèter soiler eie nach noch singeheaderers
Critersachangan von Reichentation in ihrer Beiaat ein seiteres
aafargreicheres medizinisches Gatachten erstatten. xit ihrer
Räckkehr nach Berlin ist as 8onnabend abend oder as Sonntag
wormittag zu rechen, a 3&tintag nachmittag and as Sonntag vor
sittag solien sie sit thren serliner Missionen in Warbindong
treten, far den son tag abend sind Worträge der Professoren bei
dea arts prechender, 2×iechenataatlichen verbänder and nationsien
artseiterdelegationen ihrer tander worsesehen.* Begleiter bei der: Exkarstonen nach Katya sind won** 8e its bester its

Berr Pittser, Kait Pož für das suswärtige ååt
Berr or 5tein and Herr ziets are fertreter des

Reichsgesanaheitsführers
- Herr pr. Bar fur das Propagandaministerius

* wahrend der Fahrt testsichtigon Herr pitteer und Herr
pr. Behr festaustellen, in welchem unafange und in weicher seiss
die Professoren in ihrer Gesamthait offer gesonders far die Pro
paganda in Rundfunk und Presse singuisetzen sind.

**t
- Berra-Gassmatan ot. Scheid:
verge test

*rchdruck * *

and ten Braun v -

Herr"* **- Poż W -
2. 2 *.

352029.
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-
[Translation of Exhibit 36] -

[1327/352028]

BERLIN 27 April 1943
Office. P V
Counsellor Dr Starke
On the invitation of the Reich Leader of Health and through the good Offices
of the German Foreign Office, fourteen well known forensic pathologists from the
corresponding number of European countries have arrived in Berlin; tomorrow
they will travel to the Katyn graves near Smolensk, where they will work in
co-operation with the German Professor Dr Butz of Breslau, in order to make
on-the-spot scientific enquiries into the exhumation of the Polish officers. Pri
marily they are to determine whether the corpses have been buried in Katyn
since Spring 1940. The following forensic pathologists are taking part in these
enquiries.
Italy: Professor Palmieri
France: Professor Costedoit
Spain: Professor Piga
Switzerland: Professor Naville (Geneva)
Bulgaria : Professor Markoff
Rumania: Professor Dr Birkle (of German origin but completely Rouma
nian in personality)
Hungary: Professor Orsos
Finland: Professor Saxen
Croatia : Professor Miloslawicz
Belgium: Professor Speleers (Ghent)
Holland: Professor Burlet
Slovakia : Professor Subić
The Protectorate: Professor Hayek
Denmark: Dr Tramsen, First Assistant to Professor Sand of Copenhagen,
the chairman of the International League of forensic pathologists, who
on grounds of health is unable to go to Smolensk in perSon but promises
to make his aSSistant's vote his OWn.

Besides the above mentioned Professor Sand of Denmark the most well-known
authorities represented on the Delegation are Professor Orsos of Hungary
who seems to be taking on the leadership of the group, but who has un
fortunately made himself known today as an enemy of the press, and the 72-year
old Spanish Professor Piga, physician in ordinary to the last king and corre
sponding member -

[end of 1327/352028]

[1327/352029]

of the South American Medical Union, a very temperamental old man, a sworn
anti-bolshevist, who, thanks to his experiences at the opening of the bolshevist
terror graves at the time of the Spanish Civil War, may be particularly valuable
for the work of the delegation. The Swiss and particularly the Bulgarian rep
resentatives make an more reserved impression.
The European forensic pathologist mentioned above hope to finish their on-the
spot investigations in three days, with a first collective report. Approximately
two or three weeks later after a more thorough examination of parts of the
corpses in their home countries they will make a further extensive medical
Expert Report. Their return to Berlin must be reckoned with on Saturday
evening or Sunday morning. On Sunday morning and afternoon they want to
get into touch with their Berlin missions. On Monday evening, lectures by the
professors are anticipated before the corresponding international societies and
national Labour Delegations of their countries.
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[Translation of Exhibit 36—Continued]

To accompany the journey to Katyn, the following have been appointed by
'Germany :
Mr Dittmer, of the Cult Pol Dpt of German Foreign Office
Dr Stein and Mr. Zietz as representatives of the Reich Leader of Health
Dr Bähr representing the Ministry of Propaganda.
In the course of the journey, Mr Dittmer and Dr Bähr intend to ascertain to
what extent and in which way, the professors can be engaged collectively or
individually for propaganda on the radio and in the press.
HereWith Submitted to
Minister Dr Schmidt.

Copies to
Minister Braun Von Stumm
Minister von Tippelskirch Dpt Pol V

(Initialed) ST (arke) 27/4
[1327/352029]

Mr. FLOOD. I show you now, witness, a document marked for
identification as exhibit No. 37 and I ask you to describe what it is
and give your summary of it

.

Dr. Sw:ET. This is dated April 30, 1943, and it is a photostatic
copy o

f

the protocol signed b
y

the international committee o
f ex

perts. I made n
o summary o
f

this document because the committee,I believe, had it in full translation.
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Mr. FLOOD. Exhibit No. 37 is now in evidence.
(Exhibit 37 is as follows:)

**

2

6*

**

ExHIBIT 37

z.zt.: solemak, den 50...pril 1943

P r o t d x o 1 i. - |

In der 2eit vona .8- biz 3.0.4, 1945 litt eine *ission f{{}irens
der Vertrater der merichtiiohen "rdizin and 'riainalistik

- europäischer £ochschulen and anderer Le:n?ter medizinischer:

& Rochschallehrer die 'assergräber rolniscrer offiziere is wal
de von Yatyn bef graciersk einer eir gehenden wiesenschaftli
ckier Griterauchana writerzo:en

tie razzite ion teetend aus folgenden #3rren,
*e?giers:

3a*garien:

**ark:

*****

#aii#3;

£reatients

#íčáeritandies

auf genominer anlä2 lich der "ntersuchun... von 'assengråbera |
tolnischer offiziere in walje von Katyn bei triolenske dieJurei, eine formission fuhrender vertreter der derichtiiohea
wedizin und Frisin-retik europhischer rochsceulen wra anaerer
r:*::fter medizinischer "cchschallehrer £urchter thrt auries #

t", 5 p * * * e r s , ord...rofessor der &
gspheilkurde an dex finivarsität Geni,
pr. 2 a r *: o v ord. Dozent für garicht
itch: *dizin tand friesinai istik on tax oni
*ersität £cfia,

5r. * : * : * ~ n , : rosektor an Institut
*z gerichtitohs edizin in Kopenhagen,
*r. : a x 3 m . orderstlicher professor dex
rathologische, Anatomie as der Universität
it: Raisinki,

#x. a i : * * r * * ord. Professor der 56
gicatlic:** “edizin und Friainalistik an dež
triversit?t :eape:

te. " + 1 c * * * * * c h , ord 'rofessex
4er ****chtiichen "edizin und Kriminalistik
an dex "niversität ...grass
#, its 3 u + i. e. t , ord, 3rcfstær der åns
sis an des "niversität in Groningen,

• 2 *

E121.51
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ExHIBIT 37–Continued

* 2 *

& roté:#fat*** ** H & 3 a k , ord, refessor der verientisemes
***in and rift:listik in frage -

9. Rosarie's pr. 3 # * * * * * *****tearst des sus' nisaben
Justizatristeriums and erster assistent an in
stitut fü: #eric:####é &dizin at: #########"
st: it, Baktrests

*** **** pre a * * * * * * ords arofessor tier perient
lichen edizin an der riversität #6:

-

*... slowayeit pr. ; a t + x , oras rofessor der £rthologí
ackien Anatowie a

t #2 *iversität in resburge
- ** *** ***a***** ****** *

s $3 ceake:*

12, thigerng pr. q r s & a , ord. Professor der gericht
*śchart stećizža and rairisatistik an der tai
*ersität 5udapests

Bei dari ::$ta, und 3eratungen der £egation were: ferner
anweaends

-

* * ** *erkommanda der ×utsche: efireacht exit der **i.
tung der **agraturgen in *::tyn Beauftragte ord, refessor
der geziehtiiehen recizin und wriminalistix a

n eer univer.
sität 3rasiats, pr. 3 is h t < *

.

2
. Wadsain-inspekteur pr. c e s t e a o a t , der vea chef

der französischen Regierung geauftragt words: war, den
© arbeiten der xoanission teizuwohness

£ie gor :::getta war anntnis, der deutsch:# 38.88%den gekonraens -
Entdeckung von assengråbern polnischer offiziere in alde won
katya bei gaelensk hat den seichsgesundheitsförer ar. cont:
dazu veraniast, die oben generater Fachgelehrten atas verschie
ãener, europäiseñan ilirits:: *ur Besicht:ang der tuidate lie wea
ratyr einzwieden," sur larung dieses einzigertigen Falass bei
gistraterse £:
pie zoomission verbahn perstniich einige russiachs eitheiaisons
zeigen, die usa, test tigten, daş in den "onator "tra und £pr:
1942 fast tagliet gr8 are gisenbahntrantporte wit goinischen
eiziere's auf (* *she bei Raton gélegenen shshof Gniesdowo

* : * *% < *.
E424342

%
|
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ExHIBIT 37–Continued

- - -
ausgeladen, in Gefanzen-atos maeh dem "eld von Eatyn transpor
tiert, später ríe wieder gesel-a warden; sie raham farmer Mennt
nie von der bisherigen Bofunder and restatellunren und b-sich
tigte die aufe-fundanea beweiastickee wiernach sind bis sua 50
4-1945 962 teichen ausgegraben wordea. Devon warden at-e to 4
sofort identifiziert, with rand die Papiere der tubrigen erst nach
sorgfaltiger /orbehandlung sur Identifizieruns werwertet werden
können. Die vor dem Eintreffen der romission ausgegrabenen Lei
chen wind samtlica besientigt, in größerer Zahl auch obduziert
wordens und swar durch rofessor Buhtz and seine *itarbeiter. His
zum heutigen rag-urden 7 Massengrüber eróffnet, deren größtes
schätzungeweise 2500 offiziersleiohen enthalt
Von den Miteliodern dor Kommission warden personiich 9 Leichen

© obduziert und zahlreiche besonders aussewshite Palle winer Lai
cher-schau untereo

Qazigh: Miah.mediziałache.sraebnisse der darchaetuarten assich
t on und Unteraud *
£is rodeotaraacha der shatlich bisher austegrabenen Leichsa warde
*nahas los Kopfschuß festgestellite ta hardelt sich durch-eg us
geniaksehtisse, and swar tiberategend us einfeche Gemiokachusse,
in seitener Psilen un doppelte Genickschüsses in aiman einsigen* * *** ****ohen Genieksebaua- Der -in-chus sits durab*g tier is Genick and "thirt in den Enochen des hinterhapts bein

© wabe as slaterhauerteloch himeins with rend der Aasachus in der
Roger is der Gazand der stirn- Baargrense, in gans seitenen rai* tister kingte Es handelt stoh durchweg was Pistolensentises
*ori etain reisser von water 3 rese

Aus der sprangwas der schädela uni da Bežand von Pulverseharach
as ninterarayaarisohen in der same des sineclasses sexie aus ser
gietohartigen Lokalisiarung der sinschüssesist at schuß mit**** offer atta ansmittelbarster Rahs a schließen,** auch die Richtung des Schaakanals aft weigen geringen
Abesiobungen duraswas gleiehartig ists bio attalienae gleich
artigkeit der versetzunges und der Lokalisation dar simaalvasses

* * *
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ExHIBIT 37—Continued

* * *

in einem gara teachrúrkten zereich dex: arse:tge, and a

auf eine getibte and schiiesens of 2:aireiata: ...t:::sn rear ten
gieichartige sesselsingen der Hande und in siniger failer, such
*strastige 5ajorettatists at leiðung und taut featees tellt
*rdane pie ausführung der Faseelun entapricht der at leichea
*šiacher rviliaten festgaatellton Peasażrgens tie ebenfalls
** **de von Katyn ausgegrabes and schor: viel frther secrater. |
wurden. Es warde fermer testgèaterit, &e each die senickachus
*se bei den leichen von zsvilrusseh himsie: zielčicher abgegeber**** -

* der seatsteriang eities usrschlagers in offe eines durch
Ganickschuß gettite ten goinischen offiziers, der rur die #usere
**entafe: einged:### *attes ist zu scalieśćr, a larch

-

&tasea saachoff erst 3 in anderer offizier gett tet sorden ist, -* & es nach Austritt atts dessor $3rper is die reiche eines
bezeits oxschoosen in der Grube tiegenden einzedrangen ist.
*** fataacha 1:8%; vecratsae dag #rachie&urgen effenbar auch i.
dea gruben statt fandari, wa einen transport zur Grabstätte zu***** -

* *ngräber baffritten siah in aidiichturgens sie sind volls*n geebnet and "it jungen Kiefernbæurche: begfianzt, ach.* eigsaan agenschaft #er outaissions:#33 is der and her was
*$8 dew ais sectivexation digan rugegot gent: Forstaaisters von
# * * * ** * *tch ua weatgutena 5-3al rise, in cohatten
großer situme schischt entwickelta Rieferapfiarzen, die vor 5
satires an diase, Stei is gerfianzt wardena

#

|
-

pse aeseagrauss sind stufenternie in das higekiga gelaide, das
** *** **a bestcht, vergetriebens øie reichen zur rein bis,
****** :

# **n iíages fast assachliesiich in Bouchlage dicht
*** * *eirsoft, as den seiter deutlich geschüchtets
* * *ts asks were geistige pie seize sind fast taaer ge"*** *** offensiolatitch an eine system: tische*** * *nifessor, der auscetrabenan leiohea atten is on
#beratesticeaender ***ing der *ission statisch : *a**
and zinzaises, inshasoaders in zeaus auf £8;fe, tie stransat-*** ***ges, stiafeiteraea, "ischesteater wave die. |
at:4 ut:en zerwiseichen pointscher untfortion. La kandeit ****

* * * F 1243:14 |

93744–52–pt. 5––12
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ExHIBIT 37–Continued

• 5 • -

wn ::nterberi” iduns, ar:1:... findan sic: ;else, reder:acken,
...trfdkrestea, ~ffitterestiefel, typinche poirische . ffiziers
...tzer. 2.- : * 4 &2ns wealize n >eichel, handelt es sic: richt was£ffiziere, 2: eii.e.: 'ali un "iner Geistiichen. *ie : túe dar -
: Hei iung cnte, rechon ion 'astn lar einzelrict #xper. Dio Unter*
kleiduct ist ordnungs-i-ig zuseknèyft, Rosentrüger, startel ord
ru ts& 3** ar:36 bracht. "Maraut, ergibt sich, dt 8 die saic:** in
des von inn.cn bis sw: rode setraxoner niformer verscharxt wur
cert. - - - - -
Bu: &er leichen refix.3an tick: **ine thren and tirees obstal.
Ghren nach (ten aj geneuen Zeitangabon versenenes:ver-chiederer regebucher his in dis letzten rege und stundan's
worhands" gorgeset a sin missan. #23rotalisegenstände warden sur
in vertex gener age lei g;.nz weniger: Teichen entdeckte Legegen
taxiden escia bei wiela, i.eic'...an och Goldz:xine in rebíč, sole
niñere strikinotan warden it

,

t'rödertha \lenger worgefundra, in nicht
*ité::::: Pillen much Zech:eijeld. Terrier fanden sich poinische |zig, retar- und streichheisast-chtein b

e
der "oten, in einiger

w813. , tach *abardoser, urd tigarettanopitzen ait der Gravierung |

• Kostoler (race, des letttan sowietiechen Gafarponenlagers der
*icise £rwardetea) • Lie bei déa Leichen workefundamen Dokumente.fraga's shots, Eziefschafton, Zeitangon) statemen as der #63 t von ;

#ax#3% #959 his #rs whd Agrí $940. Baa 3-state bisher festge
****** *** #et #as einer $4.98480i.en Zeitung vows 32.4.1940s* ****** *resisteds" grade was rerusa der verseswas die
*wei 4s issress des leichsa aaarhais der arabe was sustaan
$er scófact staffe Hebgr; taxiftzieating e

n dør Oberfläche und aa
#2: 23:36:3, der $4.44%tatisse #$ndet sick featohte #&#eration in** ***t34%t £ei'ien &r 14:44:enaasses Bie Verklebung und vers
#4tang &r berashkartaa $41stie, &roh “indedickte Leichers&fts
###ssezdatra die Štúrch die freeswait, bad irgter korrespondis rene
#98 p.4%s:stić wefset &ntsohitàen auf prizāra Legeruns hiri.

*
s

2:

:
i

** *** citat:344 as dam Keisken £asakton und. Itsextenrestes
344 as tax za: aer aftscarrsun. taxawn könnten, litersus •rgi?t ##### 34: 44° ########urt: usi die Ripscharrangel. in cine
sitear irsoft safegiss Jahvassett gesotehsil sein mileaen. -

$#24 &x:#&#4 #3:34 ver, Schädigin wurton auf sińs Verèndtrong wris
t£xswast, 448 sack trfassangst von ; refeczor oraës rux 3estia**t 44; #### 365 fedes wer, croßer wightigkeit ist. Rs handwit***, texts: w
e sins ksixtuff...stige ashstaniahtise taxrustation#3 & 8
3 &effift the #5: 138aart 4: listicganisiextea tohiras |::::::::::::: * * * * *:::::: s*:::::::::::::::::::::
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[Translation of Exhibit 37]

PROTOCOL OF THE INTERNATIONAL MEDICAL COMMISSION

SMOLENSK, 30 April 1943

PROTOCOL,

drawn up on the occasion of the examination of the mass graves of Polish
officers in the Katyn wood near Smolensk, which was carried out by a com
mission composed of leading exponents of Medical Jurisprudence and Crimi
nology at European universities and of other renowned medical professors.
In the period from 28 to 30 April 1943, a commission composed of leading
exponents of Medical Jurisprudence and Criminology from European universities
and of other renowned medical professors subjected the mass graves of Polish
officers in the Katyn wood near Smolensk to a thorough scientific examination.
The Commission consisted of the following men :

1. Belgium : Dr. Speleers, Professor in Ordinary of Ophthalmology at the
University of Ghent

2. Bulgaria: Dr. Markov, lecturer in Medical Jurisprudence and Crimi
nology at the University of Sofia

3. Denmark: Dr. Tramsen, Prosecutor at the Institute of Medical Juris
prudence in Copenhagen

4. Finland: Dr. Saxén, Professor in Ordinary of Pathological Anatomy
at the University of Helsinki

5. Italy: Dr. Palmieri, Professor in Ordinary of Medical Jurisprudence
and Criminology at the University of Naples -

6. Croatia: Dr. Miloslavich, Professor in Ordinary of Medical Jurispru
dence and Criminology at the University of Agram

7. Netherlands: Dr. de Burlet, Professor in Ordinary of Anatomy at the
University of Groningen.

8. Protectorate of Bohemia and Moravia: Dr. Hajek, Professor in Ordi
nary of Medical Jurisprudence and Criminology at Prague

9. Roumania: Dr. Birkle, Medico-legal Adviser to the Roumanian Min
istry of Justice and First Assistant at the Institute of Medical Juris
prudence and Criminology in Bucharest

10. Switzerland: Dr. Naville, Professor in Ordinary of Medical Juris
prudence at the University of Geneva

11. Slovakia: Dr. Subik, Professor in Ordinary of Pathological Anatomy
at the University of Bratislava, Head of the Public Health Depart
ment of Slovakia

12. Hungary: Dr. Orsos, Professor in Ordinary of Medical Jurisprudence
and Criminology at the University of Budapest.

During the work and consultations of the Delegation there were further
present the following:

1. Dr. Buhtz, Professor in Ordinary of Medical Jurisprudence and Crimi
nology at the University of Breslau, delegated by the Supreme Command of
the German Army to direct the exhumations at Katyn,
2. Dr. Costedoat, Medical Inspector, delegated by the Head of the French
Government to attend the work of the Commission.

The discovery of mass graves of Polish officers in the Katyn Wood near
Smolensk, recently come to the notice of the German authorities, has caused
Dr. Conti, Reich Health Leader, to invite the above-named experts from different
European countries to inspect the place of discovery in Katyn, in order to assist
in the clarification of this unique case.
The Commission personally examined some Russian witnesses, inhabitants of
the Katyn district, who stated i. e., that in the months of March and April 1940,
large rail transports of Polish officers were detrained almost daily at the station
at Gniesdowa near Katyn, transported to the Katyn wood in prisoners' trucks,
and were later never seen again; the Commission further took note of the find
ings and discoveries made so far and inspected the evidence which had been
found. According to these, by 30 April 1943 982 corpses were disinterred. Of
these, about 70 per cent were immediately identified, while the papers of the
others can be used for identification purposes only after careful preliminary
treatment. The corpses disinterred before the arrival of the Commission were



THE KATYN FOREST MASSACRE 1403

[Translation of Exhibit 37—Continued]

:all inspected and to a great extent also dissected by Professor Buhtz and his
-collaborators. Up to the present, seven mass graves have been opened, the big
gest of which contains as far as can be judged 2500 officers' corpses.
Nine corpses were dissected by the members of the Commission personally,

..and numerous specially selected cases were subjected to an autopsy.

"MEDICO-LEGAL RESULTS OF THE INSPECTIONS AND EXAMINATIONS CARRIED OUT

In all the corpses so far disinterred, the cause of death has been without ex
•ception established as due to shots in the head. It is a question throughout of
shots in the nape of the neck and indeed predominantly of single shots in the
nape of the neck, in a few cases of two shots in the nape of the neck, and in one
single case of a three shots in the nape of the neck. The entry-hole of the bullet
is Without exception situated low at the nape of the neck and goes into the bone
structure of the occipital bone near the foramen magnum, while the place of
exit of the bullet lies, as a rule, in the region of the frontal hair-line and only in
very rare cases, lower down. Without exception the shots are from pistols of a
calibre of less than eight millimeters.
From the blasting of the skull and the findings of powdermarks at the occipital
bone near the place of entry of the bullet and also from the similarity in the
position of the entry shot, it can be concluded that the shot was fired at point
blank or at very close range especially as the direction of the bullet track is, with
very few deviations always the same. The remarkable similarity of the injuries
and the position of the entry-shot within a very restricted area in the occipital
region, indicate a practised hand. In numerous corpses the tying of the hands
in identical fashion and in a few cases also four-edged bayonet-wounds in
clothing and skin could be established. The method of tying corresponds with
that discovered on the corpses of Russian civilians who were also disinterred in
the Katyn wood and had been buried much earlier. * * *
* * * * * * *

There are different stages and types of decomposition, conditioned by the
arrangement of the corpses inside the pit and with relation to each other. There
is mumification at the surface and the edges of the mass of corpses and, in the
middle of this mass, liquid decomposition. The coagulation and congealing
together of neighbouring corpses by congealed liquid from the corpses, par
ticularly the malformations corresponding to and conditioned by reciprocal
pressure, indicate beyond doubt contemporaneous burial.
* * * * * * *

SUMMARIZED CONCLUSIONS

In the Katyn wood, mass graves of Polish officers were examined by the
‘Commission, seven of which have so far been opened. From these, 982 corpses
1mave so far been recovered, examined, partly dissected, and 70 percent identified.
The corpses show exclusively that death was due to shots in the nape of the
neck. From the statements of witnesses, letters, diaries, newspapers etc.
found on the corpses, it is concluded that the shootings took place in the months
of March and April 1940. The findings at the mass graves and in individual
corpses of the Polish officers, as described in the Protocol, are in complete ac
cordance with this.

(sgd.) DR. SPELEERs DR. HAJEK
DR. SAXEN DR. SUBIK
DR. DE BURLET DR. TRAMSEN
DR. NAVILLE DR. MILOSLAVICH
DR. MARKOV DR. BIRKLE
DR. PALMIERI DR. ORSOS

Mr. FLOOD. I show you a document marked for identification as ex
hibit No. 38 and I ask you to describe what it is and give your
summary of it.

Dr. SweET. This is dated April 30, 1943, from an official on the
personal staff o
f

the foreign minister, Megerle, to German missions in

Stockholm, Ankara, and Bern. In order to make difficulties between
the British and Russians, it is directed that word be sent around that
the British inspired the Polish appeal to the Red Cross.



1404 * KATYN FoREST MAssACRE
Mr. Flood. Exhibit 38 is in evidence.
(Exhibit No. 38 is as follows:)

* * * * g r a m in
(a- sonoreiber)

*s,
*n 1. Mai 1943- 12.55 m.

Ankunft: - * * * - 14.20 *
#r. * 9-h-e a

*heime he
is reiko
2. Biplogarma Stockholm, Ankara, Bern
** **śtelle Brp.
telegramm gen.ch.w. ("Geheimverner. für

8°heise Reichsaachen (M.B. p. 36 II)”

#

|

f

| *...*. Miaohden es settingen ist, dea polnisch#
*jetischen *gensatz zum offenen Ausbruch.*::::::::::::::::- * bringen, 1st as noch *ichtiger, in an£" $22,

water Mr. 670 knöpfang an diese Aktion das Risstrauen *i** * *
955. * England und der Sowjetanion zu ******ontr.4.1, 5.43. * pies könnte dasarch 88schehen, dass*tersteilt wird, dasa die *glische Regie.*6 die Polen zu der bekannten note an dasRote Kreuz aufgestachert habe.* bitte, als **terpropaganda * die.*** *ok folgenden *dankengang * verbrei.*nt in Kreisen der *tigen

Polnischen wer.**ng baw, pointscher *igranten ist man******* deraber, dasa von *glischer seite* Sohaid an aer Zerstrtnis polen *geschobert
** sessetanion *rausgefordert

habe. In*****ankeit * disses worsehen nicht hur
*** *issen, nondern ** aut vertrauliche An
*#### daret, die *glische Regierung beachies.
*** **** pi see hate

*** **** gewusst and* Sebrist *****iigt, as so **uachter aeí** *an *hträglich *adsit and fallen.
|*** *rds,

*her urspruns disser **terpropa-*** *t atch: *rkennbar *** ** ist -

| ".......... **
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EXHIBIT 38—Continued

angústreben, dass dieser Gadankengang #883 ichst bald
in einer dortigea, aber nicht deutschtreat:lichea
2äitäng oder im Ründfunk at######*** *** * *ftxakatiparatin bitte ich
auracksome iden.
*ate für 3 tockheim and *kars;
*r sedankengang ist mogiichst rasch dareb goeigne

#tteisieute an āśa fast- oder Sowjatverträtor heran
*ringen,
*śate atar * Stockhoka:
* katin farmer die Machricht lanciert werden,

£, &ase die Schärte der Molotoanote daait aasaaaaahāngt.** 8talin ston den engiia chea, as as each in Adasa
* entwickelten Piânen, die osteuropäischen Staaten ea

*iner Sicherheitstorie zusatismatizafasseti, erfahran hab".
#3: Habe mit diesex Rote attch gégèritter England ein
#xespel stataieran and and eaten wellen, deas er jede
solche Rombination eit zerschiagon entechiessee seis

*
Megeria
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[Translation of Exhibit 38]

[50/33738]

[Telegram]

(G. Schreiber)
Secret
To be handled as
Secret material

Special Dispatch 1st May 1943 13 hrs. 55
Arrival 1st May 1943 14.20 hrs.
No. 564 of 30.4.43.

Secret /

State Secret
1. Telko
2. Diplogerma Stockholm, Ankara, Bern.
3. V’ Stelle B. F. P.
Telegram Secret Code Procedure (Secret stamp for State secrets (M. B. D. 36
II)
[Remark:]
Repeated to Diplogerma
Stockholm under No. 822
Ankara under No. 670
Bern under No. 953.
Telegram contr. 1.5.43.

After we have succeeded in bringing the Polish-Soviet hostility into open
breach, it is the more important in referring to this action to strengthen the
mistrust between England and the Soviet Union. This could take place by insinu
ating that the English Govt. incited the Poles to send their well-known note to
the Red Cross.
I request you with this end to spread the following line of thought as whisper
propaganda : In circles of the local Polish representation or emigration there
is irritation that the blame for the dissension should be put on the Poles, for
provoking the Soviet Union by their note to the Red Cross. In actuality this
action was taken not only with the knowledge but also at the secret suggestion
of the English Govt. This last knew in advance and approved the step, leaving
the Poles the more shocked that they should afterwards be abandoned and
reproached. -

The Germap origin of this whisper-propaganda must not be recognisable.

[end of sheet 50/33738]

[50/133739]

You should aim at getting this line of thought taken up as soon as possible in a
local, but not pro-German, newspaper or on the radio.
Please report any press or radio discussion resulting from your efforts.

Postscript for Stockholm and Ankara:

This line of thought is to be brought as quickly as possible through Suit
able middlemen to the Tass or Soviet correspondents.

PostScript for Stockholm only:

The information can be advanced further that the acerbity of the Molotov
note is to be connected with the fact that Stalin has learnt of the English
plan developed among other places in Adana, to combine the east-European
states into a security zone. With this note he has intended to give an exam
ple to England and to make clear that he is resolved to break up any such
combination.

MEGERLE.
[50/33739]

Mr. FLOOD. I now show you a document marked for identification
as exhibit No. 39 and I ask you to describe what it is and give your
summary of it

. -
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Dr. Sweet. This is dated the 8th of May 1943, from the legation in
Budapest to the foreign ministry: Orsos has been strongly impressed
by what he saw and is convinced that the executions took place in April
or May 1940. He will deliver a scientific lecture, but declines to
speak on the radio or to write for the newspapers, since this might
undermine the authority of what he says in his capacity as a Scientist.
Mr. FLOOD. Exhibit No. 39 will be in evidence.
(Exhibit 39 is as follows:)

EXHIBIT 39

£ e i = 8 r * * *
{q : #ehreiber}

Budapest, &ea 8, Hai 1943, i5, 40 #hr
Ankarift: * 8, kai 1943, 17,45 #:

**, 3 * •43.

*PRu 241c auf Walter Br.:15” von 5.5.

*****or £rses ist #it den stärksten Eindrücken
von der £nterauchung der Gräber von Katyn mach Buda
pest zurückgekahrt. Er erzählt, dass das Erlebte die
bisherigeri Berichte dartíber weit #berträfe, Auf Grutad
genatie: *iaisenschaftlicher Prüfixrig aei anxiáeriegbar
festigesteilt warden, dass die Ermerdangen in den Mona
ten April cder Rai 1948 erfolgt seien, £8 9:80s sehr
weitverzweigte Begiehunger, unterháit, iat sein (3rteil
#ber Katyń bereits in wei ten hiasigen Kreisen, beson
dera der Politik and #issenschaft, bekannt seworden
tund hat dank seiner wisserischaftlicher, Atatoritist tiber
all einer starket, Eindrack hinteriassen. #r beabsich
tigt, deanăchst einen wissenschaftiichen Wortraš #ber
#8 £rgettiis der £ntersächting in katyń vor einer Sach
verständigen-Zuhärerschaft za halten and einen Atafaatz

t • distribež in der deutschen kriminalistischer Zeitschrift

|
*#+ zu veröffentlichen, per Anregung, den Fall von Katyn

*### sact; in der Pre3se oder in Rundfunk za be

*

f:#". handein, #chte er aber nicht stattgeben#: ** and begründet seine Steilangnahme data.it,

# *. $ * * &# daas er fürchte, durch irgenáeine politisch
###3 . *ais propagand #3%ische Atiśnátzung déa 33 tachteria

* * * **** s?irie àtitori tät asitat zu diskreditiers.n
* *** * *:::: and datait aach das gutschten za antwerten,* **

Manhabe in" in Berlin dafür besonders ge
- *** **** dankt, dass 6s seinen 3etatihangen gelungen
* :- 684, 84t, sehr ernates, wiłrdiges and jeder

*** * * ***** wissenschaft3 kchen kritik standhattendea**,* Gutachter, 2a stande & bringen, $3 me propa
############,******,
**, *.****
* ********

gandist4sche Werwertung seiner Erfahrungen :

"
and Bectachtungen stirée atter seiner Ansicht

$$." tact; 4 en #ert des Gutachtens vertaindern
Baghatt; glaube its Interease der $ache, -
##########8t, sti solist, werkasister35203

W
Y
,

-Z// * :*

: *x,

A a 2 &
: ####
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Deutidies Ronfuiot Genf, den 6.Mai 1945.

* -:r-toe

Inhalt. Beteiligung von Prof. François AWILLE,
Gení

5 Doppel

an

die neutsche Gesandtschaft

ExHIBIT 39–Continued-

• an der aeratekomaission in Katyn

Des Auewartige amt hat hier telegrafisch areer.
ob Prof.N. a v i l l e geneigt sei, aich tiber seine

-

Bindrücke in Katyn im Rundfunk zu and aern. Daraufhin **
dae Konsulat nach Rückeprache mit dem Genannten deat
Auswärtigen amt telegrafisch berichtet, dase Herr Prof.
Naville lediglich beabaichtige, in Kreise seiner each-
genosaen genegentlich einen wortrag tiber seine Brita |

gen in Katyn zu halten and in abrigen in der oettention
keit oder im Rundfunk eioh nur dann zu äueeern, wenn did
Tätigkeit der Kommission and die Ergebnisse der unter-
suchungen in der Geffentlichkeit* dargestellt
włirden.

Berns* 1.
f
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[Translation of Exhibit 39]

[1327/352033]

[Telegram]

[Code dispatch]

Budapest the 8 Mai 1943 16,40 Hrs
Arrival the 8 Mai 1943 17,45 Hrs
Nr. 856 of 8.5.48.

RefMultex No 415 #of 5.5.
Professor Orsos returned to Budapest with the strongest impressions of his
examinations of the graves in Katyn. He related that the experience widely sur
passed the hitherto existing reports. On the grounds of exact scientific proof,
it was irrefutably established that the murders took place in April or May 1940.
As Orsos maintains far-reaching connections here, his judgment on Katyn has
become known extensively in local circles, particularly those of politics and
science, and thanks to his scientific authority has made a strong impression
everywhere. He intends shortly to give a lecture to an expert audience on the
results of the investigations in Katyn, and to publish a paper about them in the
German Criminological Journal. The suggestion that he should discuss the
Katyn case in the press or on the radio is one that he will not allow, and he bases
his position on the fear that he would discredit his own authority through any
exploitation of the Expert Report for purposes of political propaganda and that,
with this, the Expert Report would also lose in value. In Berlin he was espe
cially thanked for succeeding in his endeavour to achieve a very serious and
dignified Expert Report, able to withstand any scientific criticism. Any use of
his experiences and observations for propaganda purposes would in his opinion
however, diminish the value of the Expert Report. For this reason he intends,
in the interests of the matter, to abstain from any such action.

WERKMEISTER.
#Ru 2410.

[1327/352033]
[Stamped on face
of Original : ]
German Legation
Bern
Arrival
8 May 43
A Nr 2295.

GERMAN CONSULATE

K. Nr. 708
GENEVA the 6 Mai 1943

Subject: Participation of Professor François NAVILLE Geneva, in the Medical
Commission at Katyn.

3 Copies

The German Foreign Office has enquired here by telegram, whether Professor
Naville would agree to talk about his impression of Katyn on the radio. There
upon the Consulate, after consultation with Professor Naville reported to the
German Foreign Office by telegram that Professor Naville Only intends to hold
an occasional lecture in the circle of his colleagues On his experience at Katyn,
and only to express his opinion in public or on the radio, if the activity of the
Commission and the results of the investigations should be Wrongly represented
in public.

KRAUEL.
To the German Legation
Bern.

[5827/E. 424334]

Mr. FLOOD. I now show you a document marked for identification
as exhibit No. 40 and I ask you to describe what it is and give your
summary of it

.
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Dr. SwRET. This is dated the 15th of May 1943, from the State secre
tary, Steengracht, to German missions abroad. This is an information
telegram describing the propaganda success achieved by the Germans
in the Katyn affair and the repercussions on the relations between
the Allied Governments of the United States, Great Britain, Russia,
and Poland.
Mr. FLOOD. Exhibit 40 is now in evidence.
(Exhibit 40 is as follows:)

ExHIBIT 40

F.T.E."
17, MA, 1843

Th. **, *

..
. t e ] e g r a mm *:::

: - Z •

| Abgang aus Berlin, den

#
i 1943 lever 4
0 min. Psz

Ankunft in Bern, den , 16.kai 1942, 18Uhr oo min. MEZ

\

.

***
*%#° t ---> - ffre Warfahren?

-

‘10 */?.
*/ *:*pics" p < * * //

Mr. Multex 459 vem: 15.5. - Sonder-G. Schr. - G e h e i m -

fit zur Information und sprechregelung - , * *
E42433}

- 4 Pntdeckung Massengrüber polnischer Offizierre bei
Q- Smolensk erregte in Weltöffentlichkeit und insbesondere bei

# A
. poinischer Emigration aussergewöhnliches Aufsehen. Nachdem

f

A
l Y. * sich sowohl. Deutsches Rotes Kreuz als auch polnische Emigran

- ten-Regierung in London an Internationales Rotes Kreuz mit
Bitte um tufklärung durch Enteendung "elegation gewandt hatten,

benutzte Sowjetregierung, die bereits seit långerer Zeit -

hauptsächlich wegen Frage polnischer Östgrenze in sehr gespann
ter, Beziehungen zur polnischen Emigranten-Regierung stand,

Geiegenheit, eigener Auffassung von Zugehörigkeit Ostpoiens

zur Sowjetunion Geltung zu verschaffen, und sich unbequemer

3ikorski-Regierung zu entiedigen, indern sie am 25.4, 1943
diplomatische Beziehungen zur polnischen Emigranten-Regierung

&

abbrach. Durchschlegendea deutschen Propagandeerfolg hatten
$owjets nichts anderes als #archen von " archäologischen

Gräberfünden " und durch aidtliche Protokolle, ausländische

Journalisten und neutrale Gerichtsmediziner widerlegte Lage
entgegenzusetzen, dass polnische Offiziere von Deutschen er
mordet worden seien. In Erkenntnis unerw-inschter Konsequen

die Abbruch Beziehungen zwischen Sowjetunion und polnischen

£3igrantenregierung nicht nur auf polnisch-sowjetisches,

sonáern attch auf eigeries Verhältnis zur Sowjetunion haben

musste sowie wegen ung instiger #irkung auf andere kleiners
3taaten in Anbetracht Atlantik-Charta setzten britische und

nordsmerikenische Regierung Bofort pit lebhaften Bem'thungen
£itr Bailegung Konfliktse ein, Als Srgebnis abgab Poinische
£aigrantsnregierung Brklärung, die in Form #eatissigt, dem

Inhalt mach jedoch intransigent war, Sis umging Frage #8.
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EXHIBIT 40—Continued

s
Befassung internationalen Roten Kreuzes, unterstrich aber |Integrität und völlige 3ouverånåtåt $83mischer Republik, ver- |
sies auf poinisch-sowjetischa àbia&catange: Yota 38.7.1944 and ****

*...* wiederholte frühere $orderúngen, die in 33% jetúñiga befind ki-
---

aher, 2.31en frei za iáššan sowie #iifaaktion #r sie fortza
: setzens -

-

#.
-
Waitére Vermitt langstätigkeit *rie disãurch ers part:

dess einmal polnische Regierung in eigentiicher Streitfrage,
nătălich dar Östgrenza £cians ohne šich 3e3e3t aufzuge ban,

nicht entge:en kontáen könnte, dasa ferrier englische Regierung

die ostpoinischen Gebiete den 3ow jets bareits zagestander
*tte und scalies slich 3ow jetregierung keinerlei Anlass sah,
aaf ihre Anspräche zu verzichten. Bea thungen bewirkten ledigliah.
zweiéeatige #333.assang 3 talins in 3 care itsea en Tiaas-korrespon

denten and £rkiärung Sikorskis dazu, die art grands#tzlicher |

Steilungnehme der besden Parteien nichts inderten. Aggressive
3rklärung ##schińskis vor Wertrètern britischer und norisaarika:
mischer Presse wait Beachaldigungen geger poinische Regierung

-

wagen £vakuierung poinischer &rmee aus Sowjetunion and Špionage
goinischer Beazater sowie Genehuaigung Gesuch a polnischer Kora-

>

*#2tergruppe zur Aufsteilung einer * Poinischer, Division *
* 3owjetani on komplizierten sogar Lage und riefen in £ngland
and $ordaaerika peinliche Enttaeuschung hervor. -
Poinisch-sow.jetischer £onflikt ist ekistantes Beispiei

f{r zwischer, siliierten #chten bestehende Differenzen. Vorgeher:
3owjetregierung beweist, dass sie ihr Ziel der Boischewisierung
£olens und dartíber hinaus Europss sowie ihren unaittelbaren
###r:rigaera prüch in Öst- und 3%destsuropa anentwegt weiter ver
foigt and dass Hoffnungen polnischer und übrigar Londoner

t #4granteñregierungen auf nirksame Unterst%tzung durch $ngland

itná Vereinigten 3 taatsri vällig illusorisch sind. -
£aptongsbeatätigung, * ,

8teengracht +

E124332
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[Translation of Exhibit 40]

[5827/E424331]

[Stamped on face of copy:]
German Embassy Bern
Arrival -

17 May 43
File No 2440
Annexes None

[Telegram]

Dispatch from Berlin on 16 May 1943 18 Hrs 40 Min German Summer Time

Arrival at Berne on 16 May 1943 18 Hrs 00 Min Central European Time

decoded : ---- Code Procedure: Special Secret Script.

Nr. Multex 459 of 15.5. Special Secret Script. Secret

For information and use in diplomatic conversation.

The discovery of the mass graves of Polish officers near Smolensk aroused an
extraordinary sensation in world public opinion, and particularly among the
Polish emigration. After the German Red Cross, as well as the Polish Emigré
Government in London applied to the International Red Cross with a request
for investigation by the dispatch of a delegation, the Soviet Government, whose
relations with the Polish Emigré Government had been strained for some time,
chiefly over the question of the Polish East Frontier, used the opportunity to
procure recognition for its own view that East Poland formed part of the Soviet
Union, and to free itself from the unwelcome Sikorski Government by breaking
off diplomatic relations with the Polish emigré Government on 25.4.43. Against
the powerful and successful German propaganda the Soviets have opposed
nothing else than a fairy tale of “Archaeological grave-discoveries” and lies,
repeated through official declarations, foreign journalists and neutral forensic
pathologists, that the Polish officers were murdered by the Germans. In recog
nition of the undesirable consequences that the break of relations between the
Polish Emigré Government and the Soviet Union would have, not only on
Polish-Soviet relations, but also on their own relations with the Soviet Union,
as well as the unfavourable effects on other Smaller states in view of the Atlantic
Charter, the British and North American governments have made urgent efforts
to settle the conflict. As a result the Polish Emigré Government published a
statement, that in form was restrained, but in content remained intransigent.
They avoided the question

[end of sheet 5827/E424331]
of the employment of the International Red Cross, but emphasised the integrity
and full sovereignty of the Polish Republic, referred to the Polish-Soviet Agree
ments of the 30.7.41 and the 4.12.41., and repeated their previous demands that
the Poles to be found in the Soviet Union should be released and a relief pro
gramme for them be put into action.
Further mediatory activities were spared them in that, in the first place, the
Polish Government, in the true point at issue, namely the East Frontier of
Poland, could not make any concessions, without destroying itself; further, the
English Government had already conceded the east Polish territories to the
Soviets, and finally, the Soviet Government saw no reason to waive its claims.
Further diplomatic efforts merely brought about Stalin’s ambiguous statement
in his letter to the Times Correspondent, and Sikorski's comment, neither of
which altered the fundamental attitudes of the two parties. Wyschinski’s aggres
sive remarks before representatives of British and North American Press with
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accusations against the Polish Government over the evacuation of the Polish
Army from the Soviet Union and the espionage of a Polish official, as well as the
application by the Polish Communist Group, which was granted, to raise a
“Polish Division” in the Soviet Union even complicated the situation and brought
about painful disappointment in England and North America.
The Polish-Soviet conflict is an outstanding example of the existing differences
between the allied powers. The attitude of the Soviet Government proves that
she is steadfastly moving towards the goal of bolshevising Poland and, beyond
that, Europe as well as her claims to direct Supremacy in East and South East
Europe, and that the hopes of the Polish and other London emigré governments
of active support through England and the United States are completely illusory.
Please acknowledge receipt of Telegram.

STEENGRACHT.

Mr. FLOOD. I show you a document marked for identification as
exhibit No. 41, and I ask you to describe what it is and give your
summary of it

. -

Dr. SwFET. This is dated the 21st o
f May 1943, from the head o
f

the Cultural Policy Department, Six, to the Legation in Bern. This is

a list o
f

the Poles identified at Katyn. There are additional lists,
unfilmed, in the same file.
Mr. FLOOD. Exhibit No. 41 is now in evidence.

(Exhibit 41 was not included in the published record because it contains names
of victims buried in Katyn which already appear in Exhibit 5A, Part 3

, Chicago:* Exhibit 41, however, will remain as part of the committee's permanentfile. -

Mr. FLOOD. I now show you a document marked for identification

a
s exhibit No. 42 and I ask you to describe what it is and give your

summary o
f
it
.

Dr. SweBT. This is dated the 17th of July 1943, from the Foreign
Minister, Ribbentrop, to the Embassy in Madrid: Instructions to

tell Jordana, the Spanish Foreign Minister, and Franco, that the Ger
man Government finds it incomprehensible that the Spanish Govern
ment should have influenced Dr. Piga to say that he could not take
part in the investigation after all because o

f

sickness.
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Mr. FLOOD. Exhibit No. 42 is now in evidence.
(Exhibit 42 is as follows:)

ExHIBIT 42

"..."
verschief suche** * *

* * * * g r a * *
.

(?-Schraiber)

$onder wag, 44 a 17. Julii 1345 it.'” thr
*****:#!. **kara: et * 17, * * 17.15 "
*** *r, *%+C an* pi *getawa Madei&
********leitet. 3RAM 291/5:

£et.*.*.*. 17.7. -

#FA 1923-yo: M.A.'... *iko
Axi Diplogeraa Madrid
*logramm in Žiffern
(Gah.oh.7.)

*r Botschafter personlich.
Toh bitte Sie bei aftehstar Geleganheit *

itzssenataister Graf Jordane and auch bet. Generat
#bacz Grande, bei diese: aur westergabe an *
neraliasimus Franco, das Gespräch darauf zu beingen,
ãass zu waneere: Betawern in der Aretekonaission star
#68 ichtigung der Hassengråber von Katyn, die sieh
aus anarkanntari Kapazitäten verbündeter, befreun
deter and neutralier &taaten aaaaaaangasets* asbes
Spanian nicht vert reten war. * *tts Spanien den
Garichtsmaåizinar Professor Dr. Piga nach Berliz,st.*.*.******* antsandt. Diodar hâté auch ain grosses interesae*fter#ta 2. * Besweh sex Raaesng:#ber bakanāets Rach sines:* , sesach beia spanisohen Botschaftar in Berlin hätte

* - £o a er aber plotzkica erklärt, dasa or aus Gasundheits

. :of 1 °
gründen nach Madrid zurückkehren misse. Wir hätten

* * * - *rts &ass as sich hier ** diplomatiaohe-

c.***** * Frankheit saharasit, und dass " der spanische**** Botschafter is Auftrag tas spanischea Russenai£:# - nisters die Reiss nach Batyń watersagt hate. Bie
**** * * 2 Rückreiss Br. Piga hitts sur Roige gehabt, asse daeAft: %/ tūs befroundéte 8panies an der Konstatierong ser

sersăsău angshausriichen bolschewistischen Metro
čea night batsiligt sowessa ware, was a geneia at
getsilon sai. Pies wire used be daušrisoner, ale aislet# *@*######e #4 ######etes soaders asseh as:
$taston - wie ass, dis Schweis - bekanate krate

04.078
*£
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EXHIBIT 42—Continued

-** **tea.****
takerschrift water das Protokoli gesetst, in as die*hen reuel alt wissenschaftlicher sensa
skeit restseisst worsen seien.

with and and

Henken assegen sahatt habs, einen ihrer Krste naoi.
Katyn su enteenden, oder dass die spanische Regierung

der Autdeckung bolagheristischer grewel habs entgesea
wirken wollen.

*
#*

ther die kaftahat thres 88sprächs bitte ich st:
barichten.# ########p

93744–52–pt. 5–13
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[Translation of Exhibit 42]

[Telegram]

To be handled as
Secret matter

Special dispatch of 17 July 43 16.00 Hrs
Arrival 17 July 43.17.15 Hrs
Comment: . BRAM/291/R. Tel (ephone) Co (ntrol)
Relayed to To Diplogerma Madrid
Diplogerma Madrid Telegram in code.
as No. 3340. - Secret Code Procedure.
Tel (ephone) Control. 17.7. •

Personal for Ambassador.

I request you at the next opportunity to bring to the notice of Foreign Minister
Count Jordana and also General Munoz Grandes, for the attention of General
Franco, our regrets that Spain was not represented in the Medical Commission
composed of representatives of allied, friendly and neutral states, whose author
ity is recognised. It is true that Spain sent the forensic pathologist Professor
Dr. Piga to Berlin. He showed great interest in visting the mass-graves. After
a visit to the Spanish Ambassador in Berlin he suddenly declared that, on
grounds of health, he had to return to Madrid. According to our information
this illness was of a diplomatic character, the Spanish Ambassador on instruction
from the Spanish Foregin Minister, having forbidden him the journey to Katyn.
The return (to Madrid) of Dr Piga had the consequence that friendly Spain did
not take part in the confirmation of the atrocities of Bolshevism, which was the
subject of general comment. This was more to be regretted in that, not only
allied and friendly states, but also neutrals—as for example Switzerland—sent
recognised medical authorities

[end of sheet 88/64078]
[88/64079]

to Katyn. These also set their signatures to the document in which the Bolshevik
atrocities were delineated with scientific accuracy.
I request you, at this conversation to suggest that the Spanish behaviour is
completely unintelligible to us, as we cannot believe that the Spanish Government
is afraid to establish the facts of the Bolshevist atrocities, while the Swiss on the
the other hand have no objection to sending one of their medical authorities to
Katyn, or that the Spanish Government wants to prevent the revelation of Bol
Shevist atrocities.
Please report on the reception of your demarche.

RIBBENTROP.

[sheet 88/64079]

Mr. FLOOD. I might say, doctor, that the committee realizes the
extensive work and the great time and effort that you and your asso
ciates obviously put in

,

o
n

the request o
f

this committee, to select,
from the very vast library of documents that you have, this group that
you have presented here this morning, and we are very grateful.
Dr. SweBT. Thank you very much.
Chairman MADDEN. The committee thanks you for your testimony.

TESTIMONY OF HANS BLESS, STEINHEIM, GERMANY, WESTPHALIA
(THROUGH INTERPRETER VON HAHN)

Chairman MADDEN. Hans Bless.
Will you just give your name and address to the reporter?
Mr. BLEss. Hans Bless; Steinheim.
Chairman MADDEN. Mr. Bless, do you object to being photographed?
Mr. BLESS. I don’t mind.
Chairman MADDEN. Mr. Bless, before you testify, it is our wish to

invite your attention to the fact that, under German law, you will not
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be liable for slander or libel, in either civil or criminal proceedings,
for anything you may say in your testimony, so long as you tell the
truth. At the same time, the Congress of the United States, or the
House of Representatives, will not assume any responsibility for your
behalf with respect to libel or slander proceedings which may arise
as a result of your testimony.
Do you understand that?
Mr. BLESS. Yes, I do.
Chairman MADDEN. All right, will you stand and be sworn?
Do you swear, by God the Almighty, that, to the best of your knowl
edge, you will tell the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the
truth; so help you God?
Mr. BLESS. I do.
Chairman MADDEN. Proceed.
Mr. FLOOD. What is your name?
Mr. BLESS. Hans Bless.
Mr. FLOOD. What is your present occupation?
Mr. BLEss. At present I am a salesman.
Mr. FLOOD. Where?

-

Mr. BLEss. Steinheim, Westphalia.
Mr. FLOOD. Were you..ever identified with the Wehrmacht?
Mr. BLESS. Yes.
Mr. FLOOD. Were you a member of the German armed forces in
1943?

-

Mr. BLEss. Yes, I was.
Mr. FLOOD. Were you on the Russian, or eastern front?
Mr. BLESS. I was also on the eastern front.
Mr. FLOOD. With what unit?
Mr. BLEss. Reconnaissance unit.
Mr. FLOOD. When did you move into the Smolensk area?
Mr. BLESS. Iwill have to elaborate a little bit on that. .

On the 1st of March of 1943, the Rzew bridgehead was abandoned.
At that time, during all that retreat, I was the leader of the covering
rear unit. It was in the vicinity of Dorogubush when the front line
again became consolidated. Inasmuch as during all of that retreat I
was covering the rear, subsequently I was sent to a resting place.
This happened sometime during the middle of March of 1943.
During that retreat, rumors were rife that somewhere at the
Smolensk area, mass graves of Polish prisoners had been discovered.
I no longer accurately recall whether or not I was officially ordered
to proceed to Katyn; however, I still do know that I eventually trav
eled to Katyn in an automobile. However, I do definitely remember
that the division at that time prepared special groups, which sub
sequently had been dispatched to Katyn.

-

Mr. FLOOD. Did you see the location of the graves?
Mr. BLESS. Yes, I did.
Mr. FLOOD. When were you there?
Mr. BLESS. I estimate I was there around the end of March; it.

might perhaps have been around the 20th o
r

25th o
f

March.
Mr. FLOOD. The exhumations were already going on when you got
there, were they?
Mr. BLEss. Yes, they were.
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tially the hands were tied

Mr. FLOOD. Did you talk to any Russian civilians in the area at
any time?
Mr. BLESS. Yes.
Mr. FLOOD. What was the nature of those conversations?
Mr. BLEss. It was during a survey of the graves. There was a
small group of us standing together.
And when I say “us” I am referring to a group of German soldiers
and a serviceman.
I don’t know who said, “Well, there is a Russian civilian standing
out there in front.” It was an old Russian of about—well, in my esti
mation, 70 years of age.
This Russian is also in a position to tell something. It would,
however, be practical to offer him a cigarette right at the outset.
The Russian civilian testified approximately as follows: “Several
years ago—it was in the spring—a transport of prisoners of war ar
rived on a train at the nearest railroad station,” that subsequently,
the entire area where the graves were located had been cordoned off,
as well as—as he expressed himself—a cottage where Kommissars were
urportedly residing; that Polish prisoners of war had subsequently£ taken to that area on trucks. The shooting reportedly took place
every day in the early hours of the morning.
And I believe that is all. -

Mr. FLOOD. Was that the only Russian civilian to whom you spoke?
Mr. BLEss. Yes, that was the only one I spoke to. However, I
happened to see some more Russian civilians around. They were busy,
they were working.
Mr. FLOOD. At what stage was the exhumation when you were there;
what degree of exhumation? -

Mr. BLEss. I was there when the exhumation of the second grave
was just begun.
Mr. FLooD. Did you see the bodies closely enough to observe how
they may have been killed?
Mr. BLESS. Yes.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you pay any attention as to whether or not the
hands were tied?
Mr. BLEss. Yes; I did.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you observe anything with reference to documents£ may be described as the personal effects of any of the deadOdleS 8

Mr. BLEss. Yes. There was a series of—as I should put it—per
sonal property of no practical value at all, such as handkerchiefs,
papers, letters. But on the chest of either a colonel or a lieutenant
colonel, there was a diary lying on his chest. It might perhaps be of
interest to note that the pockets of all of the uniform coats had been
cut by Scissors in order to gain easier access to the pockets of the
uniforms.
With respect to the£ of the hands, I wish to indicate that pary wire. In one instance, I recall he must
have been tied by his own belt. In various other instances, the hands
were tied by pieces of string or rope.
Mr. FLOOD. Were you close enough to actually observe that yourself?
Mr. BLESS. Well, in one instance, for example, of a body that had£#ing on its back, I actually investigated how his hands wereOlli101.
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Mr. FLOOD. You mentioned a diary. Did you have a chance to look
at or see the diary?
Mr. BLEss. Yes, I did. I said, “Well, it is too bad nobody around
here speaks Polish.” Subsequently, however, we found a German
noncommissioned officer who spoke Polish; whose name, however, I
don’t know. -

Then we picked up the diary, which had been lying on the chest of
this colonel or lieutenant colonel, as I indicated before, and the non
commissioned officer subsequently translated practically all of the
diary to us.
Mr. FLoop. Can you give us the gist of what it said, the meat of
what it said?
Mr. BLESS. Yes.
He set forth in writing, first, the circumstances of his capture; that
subsequently all of them were herded into a large camp; later, part of
the inmates of the camp were taken away somewhere, so that eventually
nothing but officers remained in the camp.
Mr. FLoop. Do you happen to remember, or did you notice; and if
you did notice, do you remember the last date of entry on the diary?
Mr. BLEss. Yes. As a matter of fact, I recall it precisely.
Mr. FLOOD. What was it? -

Mr. BLEss. Adolph Hitler's birthday was on the 20th of April.
Mr. FLOOD. What was the date recorded?
Mr. BLESS. The last entry in the diary was the 20th of April, becauseI recall I made a remark. In a jocular mood, I said, “Well, as a
reward from the Russians to Adolph Hitler for having given them a
portion of Poland, the Russians killed those officers.”
Mr. FLooD. What was the date of the diary?

-

Mr. BLEss. The last date was the 20th of April.
Mr. FLOOD. What year?
Mr. BLESS. 1940.
Mr. FLOOD. In your conversations with any Russians, or the Russian
to whom you talked, did that Russian indicate any opinion as to who
did the shootings?
Mr. BLEss. If I remember correctly, this one Russian I spoke to held
it was the Red army who did the shootings.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you happen to hear of any Russians or any rumors
in the area that any Russians blamed the Germans for the shooting?
Mr. BLESS. No, I did not; not at that time, at least. I think the
first time I heard about that was sometime in 1946.
Mr. FLOOD. Where, in 1946, did you ever hear that kind of talk?
Mr. BLEss. It was here in Germany. I read it in the papers. It
was in connection with the Nuremberg Tribunal proceedings.
Mr. FLooD. But you never talked to any Russians who said that or
heard of any Russians who said that in 1943; is that it?
Mr. BLEss. No; at least, I don’t remember.
Mr. FLOOD. That is all.
Mr. DoNDERO. No questions.
Mr. MACHRowICz. No questions.
Chairman MADDEN. We want to thank you for your testimony.I might say to the photographers: I hope you will comply with the£ that we all respect the rights of any witnesses who do not wishto be photographed. In any event, do not take any photographs until
the question is propounded to them. The next witness does not object.
Dr. Tramsen is the next witness.
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TESTIMONY OF DR HELGE TRAMSEN, COPENHAGEN, DENMARK

Chairman MADDEN. Doctor, would you give the reporter your name
and address, please?

Dr. TRAMSEN. Helge Tramsen; Copenhagen.
Chairman MADDEN. Doctor, before you testify, it is our wish to
invite your attention to the fact that, under German law, you will
not be liable for slander or libel, either in criminal or civil proceedings,
for anything you may say in your testimony, so long as you tell the
truth. At the same time, I wish to make it quite clear that neither
the Government of the United States nor the Congress of the United
States assumes any responsibility in your behalf with respect to libel
or slander proceedings which may arise as a result of your testimony.
Do you understand that?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes.
Chairman MADDEN. Now, if you will stand and be sworn.
Do you swear, by God the Almighty, that you will, according to
the best of your knowledge, tell the pure truth, the whole truth, and
nothing but the truth; so help you God?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes, I do.
Mr. FLOOD. What is your name?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Helge Tramsen.
Do you want the full name?
Mr. FLOOD. Yes.
Dr. TRAMSEN. Helge Andreas Boysen Tramsen.
Mr. FLOOD. What is your present occupation?
Dr. TRAMSEN. I am a practitioner in Copenhagen and, at the same
time, a lecturer at the university, teaching at the high school of

§:" training, and a surgeon commander in the Royal Danishavy.

Mr. FLOOD. You practice medicine, I suppose?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes, I do.
Mr. FLOOD. How long have you been engaged in the practice of
medicine?

Dr. TRAMSEN. I did my final examination in 1936 at the Copen
hagen University, and later I had training in hospitals and scientific
institutes in Copenhagen.
Mr. FLOOD. You indicated that you are a reserve surgeon in the
Danish armed forces, did you?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes.
Mr. FLOOD. Where did you get your surgery?
Dr. TRAMSEN. I got my surgery at the university clinic in Copen
hagen, Rigs Hospital, and several other hospitals; and from 1940,
November, I studied and did scientific work at the Institute of Medico
# Medicine. In 1943 I was prosector—you call it—at this instiUte.

Mr. FLOOD. In 1943, what had been your experience in the general
or special field of pathology?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Three years of training in pathology and medico
legal medicine at the University Institute in Copenhagen.
Mr. FLOOD. Had you experience in the performance of post mortems
or autopsies on human bodies?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes, I had.
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Mr. FLOOD. All areas of the human body?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes. -

Mr. FLOOD. What is your experience in the field of forensic or legal
medicine?
Dr. TRAMSEN. In those 3 years I worked—it was altogether 4
years—I worked at the University Institute of Medico-Legal Medi
cine. I did every day post mortems ofmurder cases and sudden death
of unnatural cause.
Mr. FLOOD. I direct your attention to the year of 1943 and ask
you whether or not, in that year, the matter of the Katyn Forest mas
sacres was brought to your attention?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes. I have read about it in the Danish press.
Mr. FLOOD. Did the then German Government subsequently, in any
way, communicate with you with reference to your serving profes
sionally in connection with that incident?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes. On April 22, 1943, I had the offer from the
Danish Foreign Office to be a member of a committee, consisting of
scientists and medico-legal specialists, that should go to Katyn to
investigate the tombs and do post mortems on the dead bodies there.
And the secretary of foreign affairs in Copenhagen told me that this
invitation had come straight from the Reichsgesundheitsfuehrer, Dr.
Conti, in Berlin.
Mr. FLOOD. Then I understand that the invitation from the then
German Government did not come directly to you but was trans
mitted to you by the then Danish Foreign Office. Is that correct?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes.
Mr. FLOOD. And what did you reply?
Dr. TRAMSEN. The first invitation had come to my chief, Professor
Sand, and he was a very old man and didn’t feel like going on this
long journey. So he pointed me out because at that time I was a
military doctor as well, and he thought it would be possibly the best
thing to have a military surgeon as well going on this job.
Mr. FLOOD. Your chief where?

-

Dr. TRAMsFN. At the University Institute for Medico-Legal Medi
Cline. -

Mr. FLOOD. You were so designated, then, as I understand it?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes.
And may I add there that I had an official order from the Danish
Minister of Foreign Affairs, as well as the admiralty, to join the com
mittee.

Mr. FLOOD. So your appearance upon this international medical
commission was not the result of any direct or personal negotiations
between you and the then German Government?
Dr. TRAMSEN. No.
Mr. FLOOD. I presume you then took your place with the com
mission. Will you, in your own words, just tell us what developed
up until the point you reached Katyn?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes. On April 27, 1943, I was taken by a special
plane from Copenhagen to Berlin. -

Mr. FLOOD. May I interrupt? I, of course, take for granted that
you were aware that on April 15, 1943, the Germans had made the
announcement of their discovery at the Katyn Forest; followed 2
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days later, on April 17, by the Russian announcement or the Russian

": to the German charges?r. TRAMSEN. Yes.
Mr. FLooD. Will you proceed?
Dr. TRAMSEN. In Berlin I was presented in the Hotel Adlon to
the other members of this medical scientific committee by Dr. Zietz,
from the Reichsgesundheitsamt. I knew several of these gentlemen
beforehand by name through international scientific circles.
Mr. FLOOD. Do you at this time think you can give us the names of
the men who were on the commission with you?
Dr. TRAMSEN. From Belgium, Professor Speleers.
Mr. FLOOD. When you read that, will you also state the name of the
university, or his identity?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes.
This Professor Speelers was professor in ophthalmology in the Uni
versity of Ghent.
Dr. Markov, lecturer at the Institute of Forensic Medicine and
Criminology, University of Sofia, Bulgaria.
No. 3 was me.
No. 4, Professor Saxen, Professor of Pathologic Anatomy in Hel
sinki, Finland.
Professor Palmieri, professor in medico-legal medicine and crimi
nology in the University of Naples.
Professor Miloslawich, professor of medico-legal medicine and
criminology, University of Agram, Croatia.
Mr. FLOOD. Doctor, you might like to know that Dr. Miloslawich
has already testified before this committee, at its hearings in America,
in the city of Chicago. -

Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes. Professor Burlet, professor of anatomy in
Groningen, Holland. Professor Hajek, professor of medico-legal
medicine and criminology in Prague. Dr. Birkle, forensic specialist
for the Rumanian Minister of Justice and prosecutor at the Institute
of Medico-legal Medicine and Criminology, Bucharest, Rumania.
Professor Naville, professor of medico-legal medicine, University of
Geneva. Professor Subik, professor of pathologic anatomy, Univer
sity of Pressburg, Czechoslovakia.
No. 12, Professor Orsos, professor of forensic medicine and crimi
nology, University of Budapest. This is the total list.
And Professor Orsos was chosen chairman of the committee because
he was, I should say, the most well known specialist and he had the
advantage that he could speak Rusian fluently, having been a Russian
prisoner of war in Russia for 4 years during the First World War.
Mr. FLOOD. Who selected Dr. Orsos as the chairman of the delega
tion?
Dr. TRAMSEN. We did that between us.
Mr. FLOOD. Then Dr. Orsos was elected or selected as chairman by
his fellow scientists who were members of the delegation, as you
have just described?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes.
Mr. FLOOD. Were there any consultants or German delegations or
scientists who cooperated or were with you at the time?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes; several doctors and specialists, of which I don’t
recall all the names, from the University Institute of Forensic Medi
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cine in Berlin. Professor Miller Hess was the chief, and his second
assistant was there, I remember, Dr. Huber.
Mr. FLOOD. Do you recall a Dr. Buhtz?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes. But he was not in Berlin; he was in Smolensk
and we met him out there. He was ordinary professor of forensic
medicine in the University of Breslau.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you see him present at any time at Katyn when you
were there?

Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes. He was actually the leader of the whole expedi
tion and examinations during the days we stayed in Smolensk.
Mr. FLOOD. Representing the German Government?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes; representing the German Government.
Mr. FLOOD. Do you recall any French delegate or any French rep
resentative?

-

Dr. TRAMSEN: Yes. There was a rather elderly professor, Dr.
Costedoat, who did not take much part in the negotiations as he said
he was sent only from the French Government to investigate what
we were doing. He was a specialist in psychology.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you go to Berlin?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes, And early next morning we were taken in
German military airplanes from Tempelhof, landing midway inWar
saw and finishing up in Smolensk at 6 or 7 o'clock in the evening, a
1,600-mile flight.
Mr. FLOOD. When did you get to the graves at the Katyn Forest?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Next morning, about 10 o’clock.
We were collected at the house of the Wehrmacht, where we stayed
for the night, and taken in Germany military buses out to the Katyn
woods about 16 kilometers west of Smolensk.
Mr. FLoop. Will you describe, in your own words, your first im
pression and your obervations of what you saw immediately upon ar
riving at the scene of the graves?
Dr. TRAMSEN. The first thing we saw was a rather sparse wood of
fir trees, and there was a terrible smell of decay. And then we saw,
in a sort of lane, a long line of dead bodies that had already been
extracted from the tombs.
This is the first few I saw (producing photograph).
We were taken immediately to the tombs.
Mr. FLOOD. May I interrupt?
Will the stenographer mark for identification this photograph as
exhibit No. 43?
(The photograph referred to marked for identification “Exhibit
43.” - -

# FLOOD. I now show you a photograph marked for identification
as exhibit No. 43 and ask you, Doctor, to describe what that is

.

Dr. TRAMSEN. In this picture you see about 20 rows of dead bodies
and anything up to 15 dead bodies in each row; all fully dressed in

typical uniform dresses and with their boots in rather good condition.
That was about the first thing I observed.
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Mr. FLOOD. We will offer that in evidence.
(Exhibit 43 is as follows:)

EXHIBIT NO. 43

Rows of exhumed bodies at Katyn.

Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Who took that picture?
Dr. TRAMSEN. The Germans took that.
Mr. MACHRowicz. In your presence?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes.
Mr. FLOOD. Has this been in your possession ever since?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes. .

-

Mr. FLOOD. Until you presented it here this morning?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes. -

Mr. FLOOD. Very well.
Dr. TRAMSEN. Secondly, we were taken to the tombs, of which we
Soon counted seven. They were lying in various heights on a sloping
hill. We went down into some of the tombs, as you see me on this pic
ture standing along by the dead bodies.
Mr. FLOOD. Just a moment. . -

We now ask the stenographer to mark for identification a photo
graph as exhibit No. 44.
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The photograph referred to was marked for identification as
“Exhibit 44” and is as follows:)

EXHIBIT 44

Professor Subik and Dr. Tramsen (on left) standing in mass grave.
-
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Mr. FLOOD. I now show the witness exhibit No. 44, a photograph,
and ask him to identify the photograph and the persons who are on
the photograph.
Dr. TRAMSEN. In this picture, you see the bottom of one of the
tombs, filled up with dead bodies, and by the side of these dead bodies
are two of the members of the committee: Professor Subik and me.
Mr. FLOOD. I take for granted, Doctor, that these two exhibits thus
far introduced and the others—if you have any that will be intro
duced—are photographs, as you say, taken by the Germans, given to
you, and have been in your custody up until you presented them to the
committee this morning?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes.
Mr. FLOOD. Proceed.
Dr. TRAMSEN. We tried to make an impression of how many dead
bodies some of these tombs could hold, and in one of these tombs it
seemed to be quite an easy job because the dead bodies were all lying
in very even sheets, and we could count the dead bodies in the line
and in the sheets because at the site of the tombs the tomb would
deck down to the lowest sheet.
Mr. DoNDERO. Do you mean tiers, Doctor?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes.
Mr. FLOOD. Just a moment.
Will the stenographer mark another photograph as exhibit 45?
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(The photograph referred to was marked for identification as
“Exhibit 45” and is as follows:)

ExHIBIT 45

-
-
Katyn victims buried in tiers.
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Mr. FLood. I now show you a photograph marked as exhibit 45 and
ask you if he can identify that photograph and describe it.

Dr. TRAMSEN. This photograph only shows various layers o
f

the
dead bodies with all the heads lying in the same line.
Mr. FLOOD. Will you let me have the other photographs so that we
will be able to make them as exhibits as we did with the doctor's earlier.
We do this only for the purpose of saving time. We did the same
thing with the documents just presented b

y

the other witnesses.
Will the stenographer mark these photographs for identification a

s# 4
6

and in sequence. They are photographs for the purpose o
f

exhibits.
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(The documents referred to were marked “Frankfurt Exhibits Nos.
46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53, 54, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, and 60,” and are
shown as follows:) -

EXHIBIT 46

Professor Buhtz (on left) in presence o'ommission removing identification papers-
rom body.
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ExHIBIT 47

View of autopsy tables showing members of International Medical Commission at work.

ExHIBIT 48
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ExHIBIT 49

Dr. Tramsen performing autopsy at Katyn.

93744–52–pt. 5––14
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ExHIBIT 50
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ExHIBIT 51

Profssor Miloslavich examining ident": paper of Katyn victim as Dr. TramsenWatches.
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ExHIBIT 53

ands tied with cordshh officer'SPoli
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ExHIBIT 54

s diaryPolish of icer
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ExHIBIT 55

Personal belongings of a Polish general
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EXHIBIT 56

& - -

Laboratory in German institute at Smolensk. Professor Miloslavich holding skull.
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ExHIBIT 57

Final meeting of committee at the inst: Smolensk. Dr. Buhtz, German professor,IlCillig.

- EXHIBIT 58

Professor Orsos and other Medical Commission members discussing German protocol with
members of the Health Ministry.
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Left to right: Dr. Zietz, Professor Naville, Professor Subik, Professor Palmieri, unidentified,
Professor Miloslavich, Professor Hajek, Professor Orsos, unidentified, Dr. Tramsen, Dr.
Conte, Dr. Markhov, Dr. Birkle, Professor Buhtz, Professor de Burlet, Professor Speleers,
Dr. Costedoat, Professor Saxen, and two German secretaries from the ministry of health.
Photo taken in courtyard of Hotel Adlon in Berlin.
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varying number, small numbers, in each of the other tombs. But how
many altogether we did not make any statement at that time, un
fortunately.
The next thing was that, under the leadership of Professor Buhtz,
one of the dead bodies was extracted from a place in one of the tombs
that the committee pointed out itself. This body was put on a wooden
table and the committee collected around it were able, with Professor
Buhtz, to identify the body as you see on the picture, exhibit 46. . It
could be done because we found in the pockets of the uniform jacket
several personal papers and between them some letters, but I do not
recall the name of that special first dead body we examined. This was
what actually happened that morning, and we returned about mid
day to Smolensk. -

The further investigations of the tombs took place the next day
with the post-mortem autopsies. As you already have been told about
the titles of the members of the committee, some of these committee
members were not specialists in forensic medicine, so we had decided
upon that only those with forensic medical specialist training should do
the postmortems, and that was nine of us.
Mr. FLOOD. The decision to have you nine of the entire commission
conduct the postmortems was a decision made by agreement of the
scientists on the commission?
Dr. TRAMSEN. On the whole commission; yes.
Mr. FLOOD. And not by any German decision?
Dr. TRAMSEN. No. -

So, we, next morning, went to the wood at quarter past nine to
proceed with the examinations. As you see, on exhibit 47, six tables for
autopsies were put up in an open space in the wood. The Germans had' us with typists, interpreters, secretaries, and all instruments,rubber gloves, rubber aprons, and everything necessary for postmortem
autopsies. I went down about 10 o'clock in one of the tombs, as you
see on exhibit 48.
Mr. FLOOD. You are using the term “tomb” interchangeably with
“grave”; is that so?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes, that is the same.
In one of the graves, and with me was a German secretary and an
assistant doctor and one of the civilian Russian workers that was
working for the Germans in the place. I chose myself the very place
where I wanted to extract a body and this is what you see on exhibit
48. This dead body was put on a table and I examined it from the
outside. I could see the body was dressed in a Polish uniform.
Mr. FLOOD. How did you know it was a Polish uniform?
Dr. TRAMSEN. I could see the buttons with the Polish eagle and I£ see the badge of the uniform cap which was lying next to theOCIV.

r. FLOOD. You are holding in your hand at this moment what
appears to be a uniform badge.
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes. -

Mr. FLOOD. Is that one of the badges taken from one of the bodies?
Dr. TRAMSEN. That is a badge taken from the cap of that dead bodyI extracted.
Mr. FLOOD. May we see that, please?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes.
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Mr. FLOOD. And this has been in your possession ever since you
ourself took it from the uniform of one of the dead bodies at
atyn under the circumstances you have described; is that correct?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes; that's right.
Mr. FLOOD. And you described this as the Polish eagle insignia taken
from the cap of a Polish officer's body at Katyn?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes.
Mr. FLOOD. Will the stenographer mark the cap insignia as “Exhibit
61” for identification?
(Actual insignia in committee file.)
(The article referred to was marked “Frankfurt Exhibit No. 61,”
and a photograph is shown as follows:)

-

EXHIBIT 61
Cap insignia of Polish victim.

Mr. FLOOD. Doctor, I now show you exhibit 61 marked for identifica
tion and ask you whether or not that is the insignia taken from the
cap of a Polish officer's body at the grave at Katyn?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes.
Mr. FLOOD. That is in evidence. -

Dr. TRAMSEN. My next job was to try and identify this dead body
and it didn’t take me a long time because in the right side of the
uniform jacket, the inside pocket, I found the military pass of this
officer, with a red mark of mobilization, and his name very clearly to be
read, as Ludwig Szyminski, and his address as Krakow-Miasto,
stamped on the front page. On the other side, there was a place for a
photograph but, unfortunately, this had been so spoiled that nothing
could be seen on the photograph. But, underneath, with a special
significance for identification, it has “eyebrows,” “beard,” “height,”
and so forth.
Mr. FLOOD. Will the stenographer put these two described papers,
the mobilization notice and the identification slip, together and mark
them as “Exhibit 62”?
(The documents referred to were marked “Frankfurt Exhibit No.
62,” and placed in the committee files. A photograph is shown as
follows:)

-
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EXHIBIT 62
y

KSIĄŻECZKA
STANU SŁUŻBY OFICERSKIEJ

(n s zw i s k i

Przynależność do P. K. U.
W chwi -
wydania Nazwa P. K. tł.
książeczki

i...k.wi,

3 33:

. Póżniejsze
zmiany

-
wskutek
przesie
dłenia

::::::::::::

Mobilization notice and identification slip of Polish officer.
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ExHIBIT 62–Continued

Mobilization notice and identification slip of Polish officer taken from body.
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Mr. FLOOD. I show you exhibit 62 for identification and ask you
if that is the identification slip and the mobilization order to which
you just referred?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes.
Besides, I found a lot of papers, newspapers, and, as well, a pocket
book. This showed very clearly that the owner must have been a
chemist. It was a Polish pocketbook from Bayer Meister Lucius, a
German medical firm, giving all the details about the doses of this
medical firm. Another little extraordinary detail was that the officer
probably must have been a stamp collector, because he had an envelope
with some Russian and Polish stamps in his pocketbook.
Mr. FLOOD. Will the stenographer mark as “Exhibit 63” for identi
fication this envelope containing the package of stamps the doctor
has just described?
(The envelope referred to was marked “Frankfurt Exhibit No. 63,”
and placed in the committee files. A photograph is shown as follows.)

93744–52–pt. 5–15
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Mr. FLOOD. Doctor, I now show you an envelope, marked for identi
fication as “Exhibit 63,” containing these stamps you have just de
scribed. Take a look at those stamps. Are those the stamps you have
just mentioned?

-

Dr. TRAMSEN: Yes, they are.
Mr. FLOOD. Go ahead. .
Dr. TRAMSEN. In the pocketbook I found several Polish bank
InOteS.

Mr. FLOOD. What is the name of that type of currency?
Dr. TRAMSEN. These are zloty.
That was not extraordinary, because they were found in masses on
pretty well all the bodies extracted from the grave.
Mr. FLOOD. Mark for identification as “Exhibit 64” this envelope
containing the zloty just described by the doctor.
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(The envelope referred to was marked “Frankfurt Exhibit No. 64,”
and is shown as follows.)- --
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ExHIBIT 64–Continued

--------

Polish zloty (currency) found on body of Katyn victim.
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ExHIBIT 64–Continued

Mr. FLOOD. I now show you, doctor, this envelope, marked for
identification as exhibit 64, containing the zloty you just described.
Look at that envelope. Is this the zloty you have described?
Dr. TRAMSEN. They are.
It was remarkable that we didn’t find anything of great value, like
fountain pens or watches. I didn’t find any on this£ either, but
I found two small coins in the waistcoat pocket-5 and 10 groz
Mr. FLOOD. The envelope containing the coins just indicated will'marked as exhibit 65 for identification and placed in the committeeles. - -

(The envelope referred to was marked “Frankfurt Exhibit No. 65,”
and a photograph is shown as follows:)

ExHIBIT 65

Polish coins found on exhumed body.

Mr. FLOOD. Doctor, I show you an envelope marked for identifica
tion as exhibit 65 containing the coins to which you have just referred.
Will you examine the envelope and does it contain those coins?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes; it does.
Chairman MADDEN. We’ll have a 3-minute recess.
(Whereupon, a recess was taken.)
Mr. FLOOD. Doctor, when we recessed, you were in the process of con
tinuing your story. Will you go on from there?
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Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes; I was telling about doing the identification of
this dead body that was removed from one of the graves.
Having cut open the uniforms and clothes, I could remark that
they must have been on the dead body for quite a while, a long time,
because the underclothes were more or less compact with the skin.
But they were all in the proper size and all buttoned up. I could
remark that he was definitely warmly dressed, having two kinds of
underwear and a thick, wooly scarf. The boots were in good condi
tion. I remarked that the hands were tied in the back with a sort of
thick white rope; I should think about a quarter of an inch in diameter,
possibly, and the string was cut right through the skin, nearly to the
bone. That has surely happened after death.
Mr. FLOOD. At that point, you were describing that the hands of the
body you were examining were tied with a rope, the nature of which
you described. During your stay at Katyn, did you have occasion
to observe that any other bodies found there were similarly tied?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes. I should think that the committee altogether,
and I as well, saw some 800 dead bodies, out of which only a few were
not tied with their hands on their back.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you happen to observe whether or not any of the
bodies with the hands tied were tied with any wire?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes, I saw that in at least two cases, and, in some
other cases, they were tied with leather straps—possibly, the soldier's
belt.
Mr. FLOOD. You mentioned that the particular body that you were
working on at the time was warmly dressed—woolen scarf, winter
underwear, etc. During the course of your stay at Katyn and your
observation of the other bodies, did you observe whether or not any
of them wore overcoats?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes, most of them carried overcoats, some of a bit
civilian kind—thick-skinned coats, and even a few fur coats in between.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you observe any of the bodies wearing leather
jackets or knitted pull-over sweaters or that kind of thing?
Dr. TRAMSEN. I cannot remember having seen any leather jackets,
but I have seen lots of woolly pull-overs and woolly knitted jumpers
and things like that under the uniform jackets.
Mr. FLOOD. There is no doubt, at least in your mind, from your ob
servations, that the bodies wore winter clothing?
Dr. TRAMSEN. No. They wore winter clothes.
Mr. FLOOD. Proceed.
Dr. TRAMSEN. The state of the body itself was in an extraordinary
kind of decay. I would call it more or less mummified, and I may say
that this has been caused by the immense pressure of the weight
of hundreds of dead bodies and the tons of heavy sand over them.
Mr. FLOOD. Then you had occasion to observe the nature, the
texture, and the color of the soil?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes.
Mr. FLOOD. Would you describe that?
Dr. TRAMSEN. It was yellowish, more or less dry, very sandy soil,
with a rather deep ground-water stand. We observed water only in
that grave which was lying lowest on the sloping hill. The yellow
sand had some stripes of brownish color which might hold that lime
was in the minerals in the ground, but I don’t know much about that.
Mr. FLOOD. Doctor, you described in some detail the manner in
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which the uniforms were upon the bodies as you observed them.
Would you say from such observation, and from observations you
have made in your medical experience of dead bodies containing
clothing over a period of time, that these bodies had been buried in the
uniforms as you saw the uniforms at the grave?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes, it is beyond doubt that they were buried in the
uniforms in which they were found.
Mr. DoNDERO. I think you mean at the time they were buried and
not the time you found them.
Dr. TRAMSEN. I mean both.
Mr. FLOOD. So do I.
Doctor, you described in some detail the bodies as you saw them
lying in the grave. Could you say from your observation of the
bodies and the manner in which they were lying in the graves, that
it indicated clearly a systematic arrangement of the bodies in the
ave?s' TRAMSEN. Yes. I can specially ' that in some parts of thegraves we found systematic order very clearly, especially along the
sides and ends of the graves, more. Less, I should say, in the center.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you find or did you see any bodies in the graves or
laid
£ut
when you were there that were not the bodies of Polish offi

CerS 6

Dr. TRAMSEN. No, not in those seven tombs that were shown us by
the Germans, but the Germans showed us some bodies that were ex
tracted from other tombs in the same wood, lying a bit apart from
those same tombs.

Mr. FLOOD. Did you find any bodies that from their insigna or dress
or documentation or anything else would indicate that they were
the bodies of clergymen?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes, I did. Yes, I saw at least three at the time I
was there that were clergymen, carrying their black collar and the rose
buds and the cross as Catholic clergymen do.
Mr. FLOOD. Would it be obvious to military people, or people who
had associated with military people, that the markings of the black
collar—the rosebuds and the cross would indicate that the wearer
would be a clergyman or a chaplain of some degree?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes, I well imagine that they were military clergy
men because they wore particularly uniforms and then these insigniaI told you about.
Mr. FLOOD. In the particular graves in question did you see or did
you hear that a female body in military Polish uniform was un
earthed?

Dr. TRAMSEN. No, I have not.
Mr. FLoop. Was it brought to your attention that there were gold
teeth or gold dentures in any of the bodies?
Dr. TRAMSEN. There were very few gold teeth found in those
bodies we saw.
Mr. FLOOD. There were some?
Dr. TRAMSEN. I have seen some, yes.
Mr. FLOOD. In looking at any of the documents or diaries or papers
of any nature that you observed on your body or saw as having been
taken from any others, did you have occasion to observe the dates
with any particularity?
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Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes. I have got two papers extracted from dead
bodies, not the one I just did a post-mortem on, but from two others,
with dates on them.
Mr. FLOOD. May I see those, please?
Dr. TRAMSEN. The one is evidently a Polish poem and apparently
is signed Kozielsk, the 26th of April 1940.
Mr. FLOOD. The stenographer will mark these for identification as
exhibits 66 and 67.
(The documents referred to were marked “Frankfurt Exhibits 66
and 67.”
(NoTE.—Subsequent examination of the two documents showed
they were insufficiently legible for complete translation. Thus they
are not included in this published report. The documents are in the
committee's permanent file.)
Dr. TRAMSEN. You asked me if I had some more documents with
dates on.
Mr. FLOOD. That is correct.
Dr. TRAMSEN. Another officer, a Capt. Ludwig Gajenski, was
found in one of these tombs, and one of the German scientists, Dr.
Huber, who did a post-mortem on this man, found this list in his
pocket. It is a roll call list of officers of a fifth company of some
artillery regiment and signed “Kozielsk, 12 April 1940.” It con
tains a list of some thirty officers with their birthdays and their
military rank, and what is interesting is that some ten or eleven of
the names have been crossed out. Whether this means anything or not,I am not able to say, but possibly a Polish officer will be able to de
cipher the numbers written underneath in various groups.
Mr. FLOOD. Doctor, I take for granted that these documents we
are now discussing were taken by you from bodies at the graves or
else were given to you by others who took them from the bodies at
the graves, and have been in your custody until they have been pre
sented here this morning.
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes, that is so

,

and if not extracted b
y

me, the othersI did not extract, I saw being extracted. -

Mr. FLOOD. You saw them extracted yourself?
Dr. TRAMSEN: Yes, so I can definitely state that they have been
extracted from the bodies.

Mr. FLOOD. The stenographer will mark this envelope for iden
tification as exhibit 68.
(The envelope referred to was marked “Frankfurt exhibit No. 68”
and placed in the committee files. A photograph is shown as follows:)
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ExHIBIT 68

Roll call list of officers with notation “Kozielsk, 12 April 1940.”

-
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EXHIBIT 68—Continued

Mr. FLOOD. Doctor, I show you an envelope marked for identifica
tion as exhibit 68 and ask you to examine it and tell us whether or not
it contains the list of officers taken from the body as you just de
scribed it?
Dr. TRAMSEN. It does.
Chairman MADDEN. I think we should recess now.
Mr. MACIIRowICZ. Before the committee takes a recess, I would
like to make a statement and I would like to have the interpreter take
the statement and translate it into German.
My attention has been called to the fact that the witness that pre
ceded Dr. Tramsen, namely, Hans Bless, before proceeding to testify,
took his oath in a form not in accordance with the rules of this com
mittee, and in such a manner, with gestures, as to raise the question
as to its reliability. I, therefore, call the committee's attention to
this matter and ask for a ruling as to the admissibility of his testimony
and the weight to be given to it

.
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Chairman MADDEN. In answer to Congressman Machrowicz state
ment, the Chair wishes to announce that the witness, Hans Bless, was
not sworn in conformance with the rules of the House of Representa
tives.

The committee further states that, at its first meeting inWashington
and on several occasions since, it has announced at its hearings that
any witness or any government or any organization who possesses
factual and pertinent information relating to the Katyn massacres
is welcome to appear and testify before this committee.
The committee will reserve it

s

decision regarding the testimony o
f

the witness Bless because o
f

his nonconformance with the prescribed
congressional oath.
(The committee will reconvene at 2 o'clock.
(Whereupon, a

t

12:40 p.m., a recess was taken until 2 p.m.)

AFTERNOON SESSION

£ committee reconvened at 2 p.m.)airman MADDEN. The committee will come to order.
All right, Dr. Tramsen.
(Dr. Tramsen resumed the stand.)
(Due to incorrect numbering, there is no exhibit 69.)
Mr. FLOOD. Doctor, I understand that since the recess you have
referred to your files and in addition to the photographs that were
marked as exhibits this morning you have, now, three additional photo
graphs that you have selected from the many others you have in your
possession a

s being especially pertinent.
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes.
Mr. FLOOD. We will ask the stenographer to mark those, now, as

exhibits 70, 71, and 72.
(The photographs referred to were marked “Frankfort Exhibits
Nos. 70, 71, and 72,” as are shown below.)
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ExHIBIT 70

Skull of Polish officer showing entrance hole of bullet.
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- ExHIBIT 71

-|
-

-.
-.
*

Personal effects found on Katyn victims.



THE KATYN FOREST MASSACRE 1463

- ExHIBIT 72

Body of woman found in another mass grave, not with Polish officers.

93744–52—pt. 5–16 * *

:
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Mr. FLOOD. Now, I show the witness these exhibits marked 70, 71,
and 72, photographs, and I ask you, witness, if you will identify them,
lease.D
Just take 70 and tell us what it is

,

and then 71, and so on. Take all
three and tell us what they are.
Dr. TRAMSEN. Number 70 is corresponding to the beginning of the
medical examination of the dead £ 5# it shows the skull of a

Polish officer. The soft tissues from the neck have been removed,
and it is clearly to be seen in the picture that a pistol-shot wound in

the occipital bone has entered the skull this way. You can see that,
because the bones o

f

the skull consist o
f

an outer and an inner layer,
between which you see, in the bone, small parts, and what is called
cells. And a shot that enters the bone like that will make an absolutely
round hole on the outside and a£ hole on the inside of the bone,and we have seen that in practically all o

f

the skulls that were examined
by cutting the bone through. That is all I want to say about this
picture.
Mr. Flood. While we are discussing that picture—I was going to

take the details of the post-mortems £ all at one time, but since
you have a picture, this last exhibit, which indicates the point o

f entry
and the condition o

f

the skull at the time you found it insofar as the
bullet wound is concerned, I am going to ask you now to demonstrate
on the interpreter the point o

f entry and the point o
f

exit o
f

the bullet
on that£ and any others that you examined.
Dr. TRAMSEN. In the soft tissues in this area back of the neck [in
dicating].
Mr. FLOOD. The witness is pointing to the back o

f

the neck a
t

the
base of the skull of the neckline.
Now, Doctor, for the purpose o

f

the record, and since this is a

highly technical and a very scientific piece o
f testimony, I wish that

you would forget that we are laymen, unless you have to translate
later, and, as though you were addressing a collection o

f pathologists,
will you describe, in technical, pathological terms, the analysis o

f

the
point o

f entry and the point o
f

exit?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes. In the soft tissues, in this area we always
found a lot o

f marking o
f

black gunpowder, which has more o
r

less
been pushed into the skin because the shot has been fired with the
muzzle straight touching the skin and pointed forward, upwards,
with the exit o

f

the gunshot near the right or left temple at the fore
of the head [indicating].
Would you like any further demonstration o

f

this?
Mr. FLOOD. I would like you to indicate which is the occipital bone.
Dr. TRAMSEN. The occipital bone is the bone going in this direc
tion [indicating] carrying forward on to the base o

f

the skull sur
rounding the hole for the central nervous system.
Mr. FLOOD. Now, you were indicating the point o

f entry in the
nape o

f

the neck into the bone structure o
f

the occipital bone. Is

there any other technical description you could give to that area which
might be described as the foramen magnum?
Dr. TRAMSEN. No.
The exit o
f

the bullet—would you like to hear anything about the
exit of the bullet?
Mr. FLoop. Yes. Tell us technically the scientific description of

the point o
f

exit and the description o
f

the area in scientific terms,
the physiological examination.
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Dr. TRAMSEN. In practically all of the dead bodies we found
the exit of the bone along the line of the hair border in the left or# temple, and only in one or two we saw the exit line lower, belowthe eVe.£ FLOOD. Were there any skulls upon which there was more than
one point of entry or exit?
Dr. TRAMSEN. We saw one skull with two points of entry and exit.
Mr. FLOOD. But in most cases, as I understand it, there was only
-one point o

f entry and one point o
f

exit.
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes. -
Mr. FLOOD. Did you open any o

f

the skulls in your post-morterms
for the purpose of examining the interior to determine the course
of the bullet or the condition of the interior of the skull with reference
to the course of the bullet?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes; I have done that myself in one case, this Cap
tain Szyminski that I told you about. -

Mr. FLOOD. Will you give us the results of your examination o
f

the interior o
f

the skull in the body you examined?
Dr. TRAMSEN. The direction of the bullet in that skull was such
as it couldn’t possibly have avoided a lesion, a serious lesion, of the
bottom o

f

the brain and the so-called medulla oblongata, the nerve
center o

f respiration, with a
n absolutely deadly effect.

Mr. FLOOD. Doctor, you indicated to us earlier that you had been
shown the remains o

f

bodies in the area from older graves, which
you described as older Russian graves.
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you examine the skulls or see the skulls o

f any o
f

those bodies found in the much older Russian graves in the imme
diate area o

f

the Katyn grave?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes; I did.
Mr. FLOOD. What did you find?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes; I have got a picture; exhibit 72.
Mr. FLOOD. The witness now refers to exhibit No. 72.
Dr. TRAMSEN. That is a picture o

f
a dead body that I saw. The

Germans dug it out of a tomb further into the wood.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Did they dig it out in your presence?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes. It is a body of a dead woman, and the head is

covered with a sort o
f Sacking, and the hands are tied on the back with

a string carrying up around the neck. And the cause o
f

death was
the same, the shot through the neck and out through the temple. From
the state of the dead body it could be concluded that it must have
been lying in the ground pretty much longer than the dead bodies
we saw in the Polish officers’ tomb.
Mr. FLOOD. There are two questions that I want to ask you in con
nection with this exhibit.
First, does the point o

f entry and the point o
f

exit and the course
of the bullet indicated thereby found on the skull of this female body
that you have just described in the exhibit—were they similar to the
points o
f entry and exit and the course o
f

the bullets found in the
skulls in the Katyn graves?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes, they were exactly similar.
Mr. FLOOD. By “the Katyn graves” I mean the Katyn graves of the
Polish officers.
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes, quite right.
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Mr. FLOOD. And secondly, in the graves containing the bodies of
the Polish officers, did you find any bodies where the heads were
covered with sacking or coating and tied with a rope around the neck,
similar to the body you have just described in exhibit No. 72 as having
come from an old Russian grave nearby?
Dr. TRAMSEN. No; I have not seen that.
Mr. FLOOD. You have told us that many of the bodies of the Polish
officers were found with their hands tied behind their backs, and you
described them in a certain way. Were the hands of this female body
that you describe in exhibit '. 72 tied in the same manner that the
bodies of the Polish officers were tied in the graves at Katyn?
Dr. TRAMSEN. No, I have not seen them tied in that way, but, if I
may refer to the picture exhibit 53, I will give you a description of
how the hands, generally, were tied on the Polish officers. .
Mr. FLOOD. Will you demonstrate again upon the interpreter the
manner in which you saw the hands tied on the bodies of the Polish
officers?

Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes. As you see on this picture, the hands were tied
on the back with a tight loop of string on one wrist, carrying the
strings over on the other wrist, around that one [indicating], and a
loop around both hands, tied in a long tie with long loose ends,
evidently giving a lot of rope for each.
Mr. FLOOD. You mentioned that some of the hands were tied with
wire. I suppose the hands were found in about the same position on
the back of the body when tied with a wire?
Dr. TRAMSEN: Yes, pretty well the same way.
Mr. FLOOD. Doctor, in your official and professional capacity as an
expert and an experienced pathologist, did you ever have occasion
to examine bodies where the cause of death had been bullet wounds
or gunshot wounds?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes, plenty. We had a lot of murder cases during
the occupation in Denmark, and I did the post-mortems on pretty well
all those murdered by gunshots or shots.
Mr. FLOOD. From the nature and the condition of the gunshot
wound, the kind of wound and its appearance upon the body, is it
possible for an expert pathologist to determine whether or not that
shot was proximate to the body?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes, that is absolutely possible because you would not
find a complete tattooing of the skin with the gunpowder unless the
muzzle had been put absolutely close to or on the skin itself.
Mr. FLOOD. Doctor, in the body you examined, and in any examina
tion of other bodies that were at Katyn, but with particular reference
to the one upon which you performed the post-mortem, would you be
able to say, from the blasting of the skull, from the finding of the
powder marks as you have described them, and from the course of
the bullet, that this had been fired proximate to the skull?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes, I can; because in many of the cases we observed
a very big blast effect on the skull, in some cases, with long lines of
fractures, and in a few cases with a complete loosening of the top of
the skull, which could not have been done unless gunshot had been
fired straight at the skull itself.
Mr. FLOOD. For the reasons you have just given, in the language
of a layman would you say that the shot fired into the skull of the
body you examined, and of the others that you saw in the graves

at
Katyn, had been fired at a very close or a point-blank range?
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Dr. TRAMSEN. There is no doubt that they have all been fired at
point-blank range; all those I have seen, anyway.
Mr. FLOOD. Now, is it possible for a pathologist of your experience
and training, examining thousands of bodies containing gunshot
wounds, as you have, keeping in mind the nature and the type of the
wound and the similarity in a

ll

cases o
f

the point o
f entry and the

point o
f

exit and the course o
f

the projectile—is it possible for a

pathologist, under those circumstances, to say whether o
r

not those
shots had been fired by a practiced hand o

r

hands?
Dr. TRAMSEN. No, I wouldn’t say that, because you need not have
much practice for doing that sort o

f thing.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you make any examination with calipers or any
other instrument as to the diameter o

f

the wound so that you might
be able to tell the caliber o

f

the projectile?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes; we have, and I have, too. We could say that
the entry wound in the skull is a pretty good picture o

f

the caliber
of the bullet. And, furthermore, we found, in one of the dead bodies,

a bullet in the front part o
f

the skull. This is what I can show you on
the picture, Exhibit 52. I saw this picture being taken in Katyn, and

it shows a bullet clearly lying in the exit wound of the skull, and all
of our examinations prove that they must have been shots fired with
bullets of a caliber 8 millimeter.
Mr. FLOOD. Do you know enough about the science o

f ballistics, or

are you acquainted with pistol ammunition sufficiently well to be able

to say if that would resemble what ammunition people call a 7.65?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Just a moment, please, and I will tell you.
Yes; I think it is quite true that it might have been a caliber 7.65.
Anyway, as we put it in the protocol, below 8 millimeter.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you see the bullet you just described, that was em
bedded in that skull, after it was extracted?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes: I saw it, but I did not measure that myself,
and it looked exactly like an ordinary pistol bullet.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you see, when you were at Katyn, or was there
shown to you in the graves, o

r

described a
s having been taken from

the graves, the shell cases o
f any o
f

the ammunition supposed to have
been used there?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes; I have seen them, but I cannot recall very much
'them. There were

many o
f

them among the dead bodies in the
tOmb.

Mr. FLOOD. Did you ever hear them described, when you were there,

a
s cartridge cases o
f

German-make ammunition?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes; I have. Germans themselves told me they were

o
f

German origin, but, at the same time, they stated that a lot o
f

ammunition for pistols and other hand weapons had been delivered
to Russia before Russia entered the war.
Mr. FLooD. But the fact remains that you were shown, at the Katyn
graves, cartridge shells said to have been taken from the graves; you
were shown these shells by Germans who told you two things, first,
that the cartridge shells found by the graves were ammunition, pistol
ammunition, o
f

German manufacture, but that, frequently, that cali
ber of ammunition had been sold to Russians and others?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes; that is right.
Mr. FLOOD. Now, Doctor, did you notice personally, or were you
advised by any o

f your other brother scientists, whether o
r

not there
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were any other wounds on any of these bodies other than pistol
wounds?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes. We saw several bodies with typical wounds
of bayonets in their backs, of a special square kind.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you examine the point of entry of the bayonet
wound?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes; I did.
Mr. Flood. Would you say it could have been triangular or square?
Dr. TRAMSEN. I saw several that could be doubtful, but I saw, any
way, at least one that definitely was of a square kind.
Mr. FLOOD. Are you in a position to express any opinion as to the

ty: of bayonet used by the Russian armed services about that time?
r. TRAMSEN. No; I did not know at that time, but I had later been

told that the Russians used those of a square type.
Mr. FLOOD. Would that same statement be true, as far as you knew or
have heard since, with reference to the type of bayonet used by the
Russian armed services in 1940?
Dr. TRAMSEN. It is possible; I do not know.
Mr. FLOOD. How many bodies were post mortems performed upon
by your group of scientists, about?
Dr. TRAMSEN. We did nine total post mortems, examining the whole
body and organs and all signs of lesions and diseases.
Mr. FLOod. Now, after all of these bodies, the nine of them, upon
which the dissections were made by you and your colleagues, you told
us that you were permitted to select any£ you wished. Was the
same true of your colleagues; if you know?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes; they were completely free to choose.
Mr. FLOOD. Now, I want to return to the examination of skulls for
a minute and ask you whether or not any matter was brought to your
attention by any of your colleagues, having particular reference to the
internal examination of the skulls.
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes. We examined several of the insides of the
skulls which were brought to Smolensk from the tombs after the post
mortems, and Professor Orsos of Budapest, who is a specialist in do
ing post mortems in regard to deciding the time of death, had in
structed us as to a new manner of examining the inside of a skull which
has been interred for a long time. I had read about this method but
had never practiced it before. -

Mr. FLOOD. Was this method important for the purpose of estab
lishing the time of death of the corpse?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes; to a certain extent.
Mr. FLOOD. Will you just indicate to us what the method was, with
particular reference to the brain pulp or calcium formations?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes. If a skull is left in the ground for a certain
time, at least for 2 years, the pulp of the brain will sort of lay down
in a compact mass at the lowest part of the skull, and if you cut the
skull through, with the lowest part still lying low, then you will cut
through this pulp of the brain lying at the bottom of the skull and
notice certain layers of grayish and yellowish stripes formed by the
various chemical parts of the brain, the liquids and the phosphor acids
and salts of various kinds, laying down in a special layer that you
can notice. But, as Professor Orsos has stated, this will not take
place unless the skull has been lying in the same position for at least
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2 years, and we had noticed that symptom in several of the skulls
that were cut through.
Mr. FLOOD. So that, could any of the substance that you have
described as being present in the brain under those circumstances be
described as a calcium type of formation of some nature?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes, I think so.
Do you mean a calcification in the brain pulp could have developed
in a couple of years?
Mr. FLOOD. That is correct.
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes, it can; and we saw that, too.
Mr. FLOOD. Could you say that the brain pulp remaining in that
part of the skull after such a lengthy burial could be described as
being of a claylike nature or a claylike state?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes. It was like rather heavily compressed clay.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you observe, or were any observations made by
your brother scientists, or others, in your presence, with reference to
the presence of or the lack of insects in the graves?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes. We had particularly been looking out for
insects, eggs, mites, and ants, but we found nothing of that kind.
Mr. FLooD. Could it be reasonably concluded, based upon that find
ing, that the bodies were buried at a time of the year which would be
insect-free or perhaps cold? -

Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes, indeed. And it corresponds very well to the
observation that the lack of original decay was obvious, particularly
when you take into notice the climate of that part of Russia, which is
very hot in summertime and very cold in wintertime.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you examine, did you see, or was it brought to your
attention at the time you were at Katyn, that any of the skulls or
bodies had indications of a ricochet shot thereon?
Dr. TRAMSEN. No; I do not recall that.
Mr. FLOOD. The type of wound that perhaps might indicate that
shot had been fired at such a body, ricocheted therefrom or there
through, and struck another body, which may have been lying nearby?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes; that I remember.
In one case we found a bullet sitting, so far as I remember, in the
shoulder muscles of one of the bodies in the tomb, and this bullet
had penetrated so slowly and so little in the body that it could not
have been fired pointblank, or must have penetrated something else
before, in any case.
Mr. FLOOD. Doctor, it has been indicated to the committee by a
number of witnesses of various kinds that trees of a certain height
had been planted in the area, had been seen in the area, and had
been removed from the grave just immediately prior to the grave
being opened, of these Polish officers at Katyn.
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes; I remember seeing quite a lot of lines of young
fir trees about the height of one-and-a-half foot, and I saw them
stretching out from the graves because they had been removed when
those graves had been opened possibly.
Mr. FLOOD. Were any observations made or comments made by your
colleagues or others there at the time with reference to those trees,
anything of any special significance, that you recall?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes. But I do not understand much of forestry, and
I have no special knowledge about. But the Germans produced a
German specialist, a forester, who showed us these trees in cuts.
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Mr. FLOOD. Do you remember the name of the German forester?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Hafferer, or something like that. I don’t quite re
member the name, I am sorry.
Mr.
£won
If you heard the name, do you think you would recog

nize it?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes; I think so.
Mr. FLOOD. Could it have been Von Herff?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes; that is it

.

Mr. FLOOD. What did von Herff say or do when you were there?
Dr. TRAMSEN. I cannot exactly remember that von Herff demon
strated the trees himself, but I can remember that Professor Buhtz
gave a conclusion that the German forester had put up and stated
on the examination of these trees.
Mr. FLOOD. Do you recall the nature o

f

Dr. Buhtz's observations
about the trees?

Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes. And it was clearly demonstrated under micro
scope that the growth rings o

f

these trees had some sort o
f arrest,

had a special place, which could be assembled from one cut to the
other.

Mr. FLOOD. How many graves, if you know, were opened at the time
you were a

t Katyn, about?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Seven graves, with Polish officers.
Mr. FLOOD. You do not include the other so-called older Russian
graves?
Dr. TRAMSEN. No.
Mr. FLOOD. You gave u

s

some details with reference to certain
types and kinds o

f documents, doctor. Did you observe, for any
reason, any particular date which could b

e called the latest date,
that you know?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes. We saw Russian papers dated as late a

s
the

20th o
f April 1940.

Mr. FLOOD. By Russian “papers” I presume you mean Russian
newspapers.
Dr. TRAMSEN. That is right.
And I remember having been shown a diary from one of the
Polish officers showing a date as late as the 21st o

f April, and that
was the very last date we could find on any o

f

the papers o
r

books

o
r

diaries found in these graves.
Chairman MADDEN. Mr. Machrowicz.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Mr. Chairman, in connection with the state
ment which I made to the committee just before adjournment, I have
since that time been informed that the particular witness in ques
tion, namely, Hans Bless, has prepared a written statement which

h
e

wishes to present to the committee. I understand h
e may not be

available later. I would like to ask the indulgence of the present
witness if we could interrupt for a few minutes to take advantage

o
f

his presence.I would like to ask the chairman that, in all fairness to him and

in order to complete our record, h
e

b
e permitted to present to the

committee the statement which he has prepared.
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FURTHER TESTIMONY OF HANS BLESS, STEINHEIM, WESTPHALIA,
GERMANY (THROUGH INTERPRETER VON HAHN)

Mr. MACHRowICZ. Mr. Bless, do you have a statement you wish to
present to the committee? *

Mr. BLESS. Yes, I have. I have made a declaration in writing, whichI would like to submit to the committee.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Has anyone requested you for that declaration?
Mr. BLEss. No. I left immediately after I had testified; I left this
building and went away on my own. I also had dinner on my own
and went back to the hotel, from where I was taken here by car.
But I have not been put under any pressure or no influence has been
exerted on me in connection with this statement.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Mr. Chairman, I would suggest that the letter
be given to the interpreter and the interpreter can read it in the
German language and translate it into English.
Mr. BLEss. I believe that my handwriting is not too good and I
suggest that I read the German text:
To the congressional committee investigating the Katyn murders,
in Frankfurt:
Subject: Declaration.I regret very much that the committee took exception to the man
ner in which I gave my oath. Furthermore, as viewed from my side,I had not even thought about the manner in which this oath would
have to be delivered. I immediately asked the interpreter what was
going on when a certain unrest started among the audience. I did
not understand why this happened.I expressly wish to state that no political idea or the demonstration
of any kind whatsoever was behind the manner in which I delivered
my oath. It is the same way in which I always give my oath before
German courts in criminal and civil cases, whereby, up to this day, no
political question or controversy needed to be clarified. My attitude
was never taken exception to.
This incident could, however, have been cleared at once if my at
tention had been drawn to it; whereupon, I would have acted in ac
cordance with how I was expected to act.
The credibility of my statements may be substantiated from the fact
that I declare that I was never a Member of the National Socialist
Party, of the Communist Party, or of any of their affiliate associations.
Should the manner in which I gave my oath be regarded as a Hitler
or Nazi salute, I wish to state that I never gave the form of salute
which was customary in the Third Reich with a tightly outstretched
arm but with an arm held at an angle.I put myself fully at your disposal for clearing up this matter andI would be grateful to you if you would make a statement to me.
Chairman MADDEN. I will say, Mr. Bless, that the committee is
glad to receive your letter on this matter and that we will place your
letter into the record. The committee wishes to emphasize that, in
so doing, we do not recognize any political beliefs or countenance
any political ideologies whatsoever that might be indicated by any
overt action on the part of anybody rendering testimony.
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So your letter is in the record and we are glad to have your explana
tion. Thank you very much.
Mr. FLooD. Will you have the stenographer mark this envelope as
“Exhibit No. 73”?
(The envelope referred to was marked for identification as “Ex
hibit 73.”)
Mr. FLOOD. I show the witness exhibit No. 73 and ask him if that is
in his handwriting?
Mr. BLESS. Yes.
Mr. FLOOD. Is that the statement you just read, in the envelope?
Mr. BLEss. Yes, it is

.

Mr. FLOOD. We offer that in evidence. •

Chairman MADDEN. Thank you, Mr. Bless.
(Exhibit 73 is a photograph of the letter which is in the committee
files and is shown as follows:)
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ExXETTBTT 73
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Letter from Mr. Bless to Katyn committee.
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EXHIBIT 73–Continued
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TESTIMONY OF DR, HELGE TRAMSEN-Resumed

Mr. FLOOD. Dr. Tramsen, will you return to the stand, please?
Doctor, did you ever talk to any Russian peasants who lived in the
area of the Katyn graves at any time you were there?
Dr. TRAMSEN. No, I have not done that personally as I don’t speak
Russian. -

-

Mr. FLOOD. Did you see any of your colleagues, or were you with
them at the time any of them, in your presence, spoke to any Russians
in the area?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes. In the afternoon on the very first day, Profes
sor Orsos spoke to three Russian civilians, and the talk was translated
by interpreters into German.

-

Mr. FLOOD. What was the nature or the gist of the conversation, if
you recall?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Professor Orsos asked these Russians whether they
had seen, in 1940, Polish prisoners of war being carried from Gniez
dowo railway station to the Katyn wood, and at the same time, they
told that they had heard a lot of shooting in the early morning hours
in the Katyn wood area, but that the wood had been guarded by Rus
sians for a long time and no civilians had been allowed into that spe
cial area.
And that is what I remember of these talks with the Russians.
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Mr. FLOOD. Doctor, we would just like one more scientific and pro
fessional opinion with reference to the degree of decomposition of any
of the bodies you observed individually or a mass condition of decom
position with reference of one body to another in such a mass, as to
coagulation and congealing.
Dr. TRAMSEN. I am sorry to say I have not got much experience ac
cording to mass graves, but from what I have been told and what I
have read about before, the bodies interred in such graves must have
been left there for a considerable time to be compressed and congealed
in such a manner as they were here.
Mr. FLOOD. Would these circumstances and degrees of decomposition
that you have just mentioned permit the conclusion of a contempo
raneous burial, all at one time?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes. They were all decayed and compressed to such
a degree and in the same manner that one could conclude that they
must have been buried pretty well at the same time.
Mr. FLOOD. Do you remember a member of the International Medi
cal Commission, a colleague of yours, from Bulgaria, one Dr. Markov *
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes.
Mr. FLoop. Do you remember whether or not Dr. Markov expressed
any opinions with reference to who might have been responsible for
these murders; what country, what people?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes. I spoke quite a lot to Dr. Markov in Smolensk
and later in Berlin, and I am of the absolutely complete idea that he
meant the Russians had done these murders. And so far as I remem
ber, he said it directly at several occasions.
Mr. FLOOD. You have no doubt about that, Doctor?
Dr. TRAMSEN. That is quite correct.
Mr. FLOOD. Did Dr. Markov, to you or to anyone in your presence,
then indicate that he was under any kind of duress or compulsion
or threat from the Germans because of his position on this commission
with you?
Dr. TRAMSEN. No; not at all.
Mr. FLOOD. You are aware, are you, that Dr. Markov has subse
quently recanted his signature of this international medical protocol
and
£es that he was forced by the Germans to participate andto sign?£ TRAMSEN. Yes; I have been told that. But at the final meeting

in Smolensk, nevertheless, Dr. Markov signed, as you see his personal
signature here, the protocol that we concluded in stating that the
shooting of the Polish officers must have taken place in the months
of March and April of 1940.
Mr. FLOOD. Doctor, were you placed under any duress, direct or
indirect, at that time by the Germans or by your own Danish Gov
ernment and forced, against your will or with promise of advantage
or gratuity, to participate in this investigation?
Dr. TRAMSEN. No; I did not. I took part in the commission on
my own free will and have never been under any stress during those
days by the Germans, the Danish Government, or any other authority.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you have the full cooperation of the German author
ities during your scientific examinations of these bodies at Katyn?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes. I had the absolutely free allowance to move
about, take pictures with my own camera, and was assisted by the
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Germans in any way during my scientific examinations and autopsies
of the bodies.
Mr. FLOOD. Were you prevented by the Germans at any time from
doing any particular thing you wanted to do?
Dr. TRAMSEN. No; not at all.
Mr. FLOOD. As far as you know, was the same cooperation extended
to your brother scientists on this commission?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes. They were all given the same facilities.
Mr. FLOOD. Have you been placed under any duress, or have you
been the recipient of any promise by your Danish Government today,
or by the West German Government, or by the Government of the
United States, or anybody else, to appear here today?
Dr. TRAMSEN. No., I did that on my own free will.
Mr. FLOOD. From your examination, made as you have described in
this length and detail, of the bodies in the graves at Katyn, is it possi
ble for you to reach a conclusion as to the cause of death?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes. In all the cases I saw, which amounted up to
nearly 800, it was undoubtedly, in every case, a rank murder and
could not have been suicide or any other way of cause of death.
Mr. FLOOD. What was the nature of the instrument used in the
murder, and what was the direct cause of death?
Dr. TRAMSEN. The way of murder was done by shots with pistols,
at pointblank, and the cause of death was mortal lesions of the brain
and the main nerve, consisting of the nerve centers for the respiration
and circulation.
Mr. FLOOD.Is it possible, from the testimony you have given and
from your experiences at Katyn, to approximate the date of death and
the date of burial of the bodies you saw there?
Dr. TRAMSEN. From a medical point of view, that will be very
difficult, but from the examinations of the decaying of the dead bodies,
it can be concluded.
Mr. FLOOD. What is your conclusion? -

Dr. TRAMSEN. First, that the murders and the burial must have taken
place in a cold time of the year, in the winter or early spring, and,
second, that the dead bodies must have been buried in these graves for
at least 2 years, possibly anything up to 5 or 10 years.
Mr. FLOOD. Would it have been possible, for those reasons, under
your conclusions, for those bodies to have been buried in March orApril of 1940?
r. TRAMSEN. Yes; that is possible.
Mr. FLooD. We offer in evidence all exhibits now up to and including
No. 73.
Chairman MADDEN. Mr. Dondero.
Mr. DONDERO. Doctor, I have just one question.
You have told this committee that you examined the cord or rope
with which the hands of these men were bound. Was that cord or rope
flat or round?
Dr. TRAMSEN. I think it was a round woven cord, made of rather
whitish sort of cotton thread.
Mr. DoNDERO. Did you make a personal examination of it
,
o
r just a

casual examination of the cord?
Dr. TRAMSEN. I have examined one of them very closely and brought
one with me back to Denmark, and I have previously, about a year ago,
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put it at the disposal of the committee by Mr. Arthur Bliss Lane, who
took it back with him to the United States.
Mr. DoNDERO. Would it be possible that it was flat, like a shoestring?
Dr. TRAMSEN. I can't remember.
Mr. MITCHELL. I would like to have the record show that Mr. Arthur
Bliss Lane has offered that rope to this committee.
Mr. DONDERO. Arthur Bliss Lane was either at that time or later the
Ambassador from the United States to Poland; is that correct?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes, that is correct; not a year ago but further back,
about 3 years ago I think he was.
Mr. DONDERO. That is all.
Chairman MADDEN. Mr. O’Konski.
Mr. O’KONSKI. Doctor, have you been aware of or have you read
the report of the Russian medical commission that made a report in
January of 1944?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes, I have.
Mr. O'KONSKI. I would like to pick out some of the statements in
that report and would like to have your comment on them, if possible.
One of the statements in their report is as follows: that only 20
out of 925 bodies had their hands tied behind their backs—speaking
of the bodies that they dug up from the graves.
Does that square with the facts that you saw? That is only one
out of every 50 bodies that had their hands tied behind their backs.
Dr. TRAMSEN. No; that is definitely incorrect.
Mr. O’KONSKI. They make much of the fact, in their report, that
only 20, or about one out of every 50 bodies, had their hands tied
behind their backs. That is incorrect, is it

,

according to your obser
Vation?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes. I saw only a few that were not tied.
Mr. O’KONSKI. Another statement that they make much o

f
in their

report is as follows:
In 1943, the Germans made an extremely small number of post-mortem ex
aminationS.

Does that square with the facts?
Dr. TRAMSEN. N.O.
You see, at that time the German commission had already done a lot

o
f

post mortems, and about 800 identifications, and we checked these
identifications and raised the post mortems with another nine, with a

total autopsy o
f

the bodies.
Mr. O’KonsKI. Another part of their report states that although,

in the post mortems, the coats and the shoes were cut for the removal

o
f documents, after they dug up the bodies they still found many

documents on the bodies.

Is that very likely to have happened?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Which dead bodies are those the Russians are speak
ing about; those the Germans had already examined?
Mr. O’KONSKI. The same bodies.
Dr. TRAMSEN. So far as I could see, the examination of the dead
bodies was very thorough, and all papers and identification marks
were removed from the dead bodies and checked in the German reports.
Mr. O'KONSKI. Another part o
f

their report states that in spite

o
f

the search by the Germans for documents, they still left, on some

o
f

the bodies, the same bodies, some documents, including diaries.
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Is there any likelihood that your commission or the Germans would
have buried back any diaries with those bodies?
Dr. TRAMSEN. No. I think that is very unlikely because the Ger
man examination was very thorough and they were particularly
interested in diaries that could give personal reports from the prisoners
of where they had been captured and in which camp they had stayed
and what had happened to them altogether.
Mr. O'KONSKI. When it comes to the cause of death, the shooting,
the Russian report and your report are almost identical; the only
other part where they disagree with your report is the extent of
decay. And this Russian medical commission claims that the deaths
were sometime in the early fall of 1941. Is that possible?
Dr. TRAMSEN. From a medical point of view, I wouldn’t say it
would be impossible. As I tell you, we could reckon that the dead
bodies must have been in there 2 years, for at least 2 years. That
makes exactly 2 years, at the spring of 1941.
Mr. O'KONSKI. They claim it was the fall of 1941.
Dr. TRAMSEN. I should hardly think so, because it is not anywhere
close to what could have been possible.
Mr. O'KONSKI. Doctor, before the war, in your study of pathology,
you had an opportunity to become acquainted or have heard or read
of almost every expert on pathology in Europe, have you not?
Dr. TRAMSEN. £ if I may say so.
Mr. O’KONSKI. These medical men that you attended this exhuma
tion with at Katyn, you had heard most of those names as being
experts before you got over there, did you not?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes. I knew a few of them personally before.
Mr. O'KONSKI. Did you ever hear or become acquainted with in
reading, writing, mail, or personal contact or conversations, or did
you have occasion to meet any Russian experts on pathology?
Dr. TRAMSEN. No.
Mr. O'KONSKI. You never had 2
Dr. TRAMSEN. No; I never had.
Mr. O’KONSKI. You never heard of the name of V. I. Prozorlobsky
as being an expert on pathology?
Dr. TRAMSEN. No. -

Mr. O'KONSKI. Did you ever hear of the name of W. M. Smolyanobov
as being an expert on pathology?
Dr. TRAMSEN. No.
Mr. O'KONSKI. Did you ever hear of the name of D. N. Vyropaybe
as being an expert on pathology?
Dr. TRAMSEN. N.O.
Mr. O'KONSKI. Did you ever hear of the name of P. S. Smemevosky
as being an expert on pathology?
Dr. TRAMSEN. No; I did not.
Mr. O'KONSKI. Or did you ever hear of the name of M. D. Shviakova
as being an expert on pathology?
Dr. TRAMSEN. No; I did not.
Mr. O'KONSKI. In other words, Doctor, those names are all strange
to you, are they not?
Dr. TRAMSEN. They are all strange to me.
Mr. O’KoNSKI. Together with Dr. Markov, do you remember a Dr.
Hajek of Czechoslovakia who was with you on the commission?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes.
93744–52–pt. 5-17
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Mr. O'KoNSKI. In your conferences and meetings with Dr. Hajek
of Czechoslovakia, what was his reaction to the cause of the crime
at Katyn and when it was committed?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Professor Hajek was a professor of legal medicine
in Prague and he did a post mortem himself and took part in the
committee's meetings, £ he was of absolutely the same idea as the
other members and signed the protocol personally with the same im
pression that the murder has been done by the Russians as stated in
the protocol.

r. O'KoNSKI. Have you heard rumors that he has also recanted
the signing of that?
Dr. TRAMs EN. That I know. I was told that last night and I have
heard and read in the papers previously that he has taken back his'" and given a completely other idea about the whole Katyna1Iall".

Mr. O'KoNSKI. Did that news surprise you, after talking to him
as you did at this investigation at Katyn !
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes: it certainly has astonished me.
Mr. O'KoNSKI. It is interesting to note from the signing of that
rotocol, just from the standpoint of chronology, that both Dr. Mar'' and Dr. Hajek signed the protocol before vou did. Therefore, if
they did it under duress, it seems strange because they signed it before
you did. You were among the last to sign the protocol.
Dr. TRAMsFN. I was not quite aware of that because I think we
signed it all pretty well at the same time. So far as I remember,
we were produced a copy of the protocol that evening we finished
our meeting in Smolensk and we signed it then and, on our way
back to Berlin and the landing at Bialistok, were produced a copy
each to sign for each other.
Mr. O'KoNSKI. In other words, Doctor, the opinion among the 12
of you medical experts was such that it made no difference who signed
it first? You were all unanimously agreed, willingly, without duress?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes.
Mr. O’KONSKI. That's all.
Mr. DoNDERO. Dr. Tramsen, who prepared the protocol?
Dr. TRAMsFN. We had a meeting in Smolensk, which was led by
Professor Buhtz, the German, and the written way of the conclusions
was suggested by Professor Orsos, and corrected or edited by all of us
giving our statement each. So we had written down, all of us, in our
own writing, the copy of the conclusions and it was later copied by the
Germans so we could see that it was correctly written before the signa
ture was made.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. Doctor, prior to your designation to this com
mittee, were you an active member of any political party or an active
supporter of any political ideology in Denmark or outside Denmark?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Well, Imust confess that I had my own political ideas,
but it was in neither one direction nor the other. It was only anti
German because we had a German occupation, and at the time when
I took part in this committee, I had been a member of the Danish re
sistance movement for about 1 year.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. So then, there was nothing in your past activities
or any political statements which would indicate at the time of your
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appointment any particular sympathies toward the German cause,
is that correct? -

Dr. TRAMSEN. No. I should rather say the opposite.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Before you accepted your appointment on this
committee, did you converse with anyone else in Denmark other than
those people whom you have already testified to?
Dr. "TRAMSEN. Yes; I did. I made contact with two of the best men
in the Danish resistance movement and put the case in front of them
and they suggested that I should go because it would be of general
interest to know what had taken place in Katyn.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Anyone besides those?
Dr. TRAMSEN. No, but I may add that to prove that I did not have
any special German sympathies, I continued my work in the Danish
resistance movement after I came back and was taken prisoner by the
German Gestapo and held for 1 year in a concentration camp—the last
year of the war.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. All right now, you arrived in Berlin, as you testi
fied. Whom did you see in Berlin in connection with your mission?
Dr. TRAMSEN: As I may show you on this photograph, the commis
sion took part in a meeting with the German Reichsgesundheitsamt
Fuehrer Dr. Conte in his office, and here the protocol was handed over
to Dr. Conte by the joint committee and Professor Orsos in person.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Did all the members of the committee participate
in that meeting?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes; all the members took partin that meeting.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Was there anything said or done at that meeting
which you could interpret as an attempt to influence, advise you, or
compel you to do anything against your own wish?
Dr. TRAMSEN. No; not at all. The meeting took place under very
friendly forms and the committee just handed over the protocol to
Dr. Conte who thanked us for the work and nothing else.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Did you see anyone else in Berlin in connection
with your mission?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Only scientific people. We visited the University of
Berlin Forensic Medical Institute and met a lot of German doctors and£". but we did not have any official meeting anywhere else inBerlin.

* -

Mr. MACHRow ICZ. After you arrived in Smolensk, were you then
met by anyone and given any instructions or warnings of any kind
which might be considered by you as any undue pressure upon you?
Dr. TRAMSEN: No; we were met at the airport with quite a lot of
high German officers, General Holm and Professor Buhtz, and a lot
of German military doctors, and at the first meeting they stated we
could move about freely and do all examinations we wanted to do in
the Katyn area freely. They just did advise us not to walk around
very much alone in the town of Smolensk, which we didn’t feel very
much like doing either.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Were those orders ever changed?
Dr. TRAMSEN. No.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Did you receive any compensation or reward of
any kind, monetary or otherwise, for your services in connection
with this matter.
Dr. TRAMSEN. No; I did not.
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Mr. MACHRowICz. Have you read Dr. Hajek’s complete statement of
March 10, 1952, as reported by the Tass Soviet Agency?
Dr. TRAMSEN. No; I have not.
Mr. MACHRowICz. In that statement, he claims that most of the
members of your committee were not well conversant with the
German language and, therefore, could not understand what they
signed. Can you comment on that statement?
Dr. TRAMSEN. I know only one of the so-called members that did
not speak German very well. That was a Frechman and he didn’t
take part in the committee's meetings nor the signature of the protocol.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. He was not a member of the committee, was he?
Dr. TRAMSEN. He was not an actual member. He was only, as the
Germans said, a Voelkischer Beobachter.
Chairman MADDEN. What was he in English?
Dr. TRAMSEN. He was a psychologist.
Chairman MADDEN. No, this remark that they made.
Dr. TRAMSEN. That is a German joke because Voelkischer Beobach
ter is the name of an official Nazi paper and means public observer.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. He states also that he was forced under duress to
accept this assignment and was told that he might be placed in
jail unless he accepted it. Was there anything that he said to you or

to anyone else that indicated that was true?
Dr. TRAMSEN. No; not at all.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. Did you have occasion to have conversations
with Dr. Hajek?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes, I had.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. And were those conversations just the two o

f you

o
r

were there others present?
Dr. TRAMSEN. On several occasions I spoke to him personally, one to
the other, because I was interested to know the conditions in Prague

in the university a
t

that time.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. Did he ever give you that impression as now made
in his statement?
Dr. TRAMSEN. No; certainly not.
Mr. MACHRowICz. He states further that the first thing that struck
him after he arrived a

t

the scene was the fact that it all appeared a
s

a prearranged affair.
Dr. TRAMSEN. It must have been a mighty big arrangement any
way. I never saw anything like that.
Mr. MACHRowICz. He states further that on the basis of his observa
tions “and the work done b

y

me upon several bodies, I immediately,
with all positiveness, confirmed the fact that these bodies could not
have been there 3 years, a

s

the Hitlerites claimed, but only a short
time—not more than 1 year.” Now, did h

e

ever make that state
ment to you?
Dr. TRAMSEN. No. I do not know anything at all about that and

h
e

stated quite another thing when he signed the protocol himself and

h
e took part in the discussion in the committee that last evening in

Smolensk, and he totally agreed with us that the bodies must have been

in these graves for at least 2 years—possibly longer.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Now, he stated further that he found in many
instances the fingers, the nose, the lips, and even the skin, in a good
state o

f preservation which would indicate that the bodies could not
have been there 3 years. What did he say about that?
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Dr. TRAMSEN. I must say that there was a certain decay of the dead
bodies, including skin, noses, and lips, and this decay was particularly
developed in those bodies lying at the outside of the graves, while
those bodies lying in the midst of the heap were very well preserved.
As you could think when there would be no bacteriological decay be
cause of the weight of the dead bodies, the pressure, and the weight
of the tons of sand again, which has worked the whole thing out like
pressed meat, with no air and no opportunity for the bacteria to work
and accomplish the decay on noses, lips, and fingers.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Did he ever indicate to you or to anyone else
in your presence that those factors I have just mentioned were indica
tive of the fact that the bodies were not there as long as claimed in
your report?
Dr. TRAMSEN. No. We were all of the same opinion that the dead
bodies must have remained in the graves for at least 2 years.
Mr. MACHRowICz. He points also in his statement to the fact that
the buttons and other brass items on uniforms did not show sufficient
rust to indicate that the bodies had been in those graves the period
of time your report claims they were. Do you remember that factor?
Dr. TRAMSEN. The buttons and the insignia on the uniform caps
and various other metal parts were, for the greater extent, in a good
condition. They were made of pewter or aluminum, which, as far asI know, do not get '''Mr. MACHRow ICZ. He states further that in some cases he found
tobacco which was still of its natural color and had not lost its odor,
which indicated it could not have been there long. Was your atten
tion called to any such instance?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Well, I have seen several tobacco purses and pipes,
and even purses with cigarette paper and cigarette tobacco, but this
tobacco was mainly in a bad state-brownish and of a very bad smell.I wouldn’t like to smoke it, anyway.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Now, he says further that one o

f

the matters that
struck him immediately was the fact that the bayonet wounds were
not as deep as they would have been if Russian bayonets had been used
because Russian bayonets were sharper and longer. Now, has that£, brought to your attention, or did you notice anything aboutthat
Dr. TRAMSEN. I can only remember one case during the autopsies
where a bayonet wound was really made clear, and that was a rather
longish wound, as I told before, square in the outline and going under
the right shoulder, right '' through the lung. If that is possiblefor a Russian or any other bayonet, I shall not be able to tell the
difference there, but it was, anyway, a rather deep bayonet wound.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. I might say that in his statement he does concede
that the former Russian bayonets were four-cornered and would pro
duce a square opening. Is that the kind of opening you saw?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Now, in all your time with Dr. Hajek, do you
remember him a
t any one single instance calling to your attention o
r

to the attention o
f

the other members o
f

the committee in your pres
ence these facts which I have now outlined and which he includes
in his statement?
Dr. TRAMSEN. No; I have not heard Professor Hajek at Smolensk
give any evidence in that line he has just done lately.
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Mr. MACHRow ICz. That's all.
Mr. O’KoNSKI. Dr. Tramsen, when you got back from this trip
you were delegated to go on to Katyn, were you approached by the
then German Government to enlist with them in some lecture tour
or propaganda tour? Would you care to make any comment on
that, if that happened?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes. I was called to meet the German High Com
missioner in Denmark, Dr. Best, who very strongly put it to me that
it was necessary that I spread the details about these observations
among the Danish population.
Mr. O'KONSKI. Did these officials of the then German Government
offer you any remuneration if you would participate in any such
political activity?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes; they did. Not the official German Govern
ment, but at that time in Copenhagen the Main Institution for Ger
man Culture. They offered me rather a big reward for going about
making lessons and demonstrations about the observations in Katyn.
Mr. O'KoNSKI. Would you care to mention to this committee the
extent of the remuneration that was offered and the other enticement
that was given—roughly?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes. Quite a good offer in money, extending to—
well, I may say, about $50 for each lesson.
Mr. O'KONSKI. Well, in every instance, you refused to participate
in that type of propaganda activity or political activity after you
returned from Katyn?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes. I did not make any public or any other state
ment about my observations although I was very well attacked by a
lot of reporters. This is the first time I give a public statement on
my observations on my Katyn travel for this committee now today.
Mr. O’KonsKI. Doctor, one more question:
Do you think you might have been spared 1 year in a German con
centration camp if you had participated in accepting the offer which
they made to you?
Dr. TRAMSEN. No; but I am sure I had a very easy escape with
that 1 year after what happened to my fellow patriots.
Mr. O'KoNSKI. In other words, Doctor, it is safe to say, is it not,
that your interest in Katyn was purely one of honor in regard to
your profession, which was medicine, and not political in any manner,
shape, or form?
Dr. TRAMSEN. That is so.
Mr. O’KONSKI. In that respect, I want to say that you are a credit
to the medical profession.

-

Chairman MADDEN. Any more questions?
Now, Doctor, if there is any more that you wish to add to what
you have already said, the committee would be glad to hear you.
Dr. TRAMSEN. I don’t think I have anything more to add.
Chairman MADDEN. On behalf of the committee, I want to say that
we appreciate your great sacrifice in coming here today. We fully
realize that your business has been neglected, by reason of taking time
to come down to Frankfurt. Your testimony has been very valuable
in fixing the time of the burial of these bodies at Katyn, and this
committee owes you a debt of gratitude in contributing facts concern
ing this international crime.

-

Thank you very much.
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Dr. TRAMSEN. Thank you very much for having listened to me.
Chairman MADDEN. Dr.Wilhelm Zietz.

TESTIMONY OFDR. WILHELMZIETZ (THROUGH THE INTERPRETER
ARTHUR MOSTNI)

Chairman MADDEN. Do you have any objection to being photo
graphed?
Dr. ZIETz. No; I do not.
Chairman MADDEN. Give the reporter your full name and address.
Dr. ZIETZ. Dr. Wilhelm Zietz, Wesseldueren/Holstein, Suder
strasse 26.

Chairman MADDEN. Doctor, I’ll read a statement.
Before you testify, it is our wish to invite your attention to the
fact that under German law you will not be liable for slander or
libel, either in criminal or in civil proceedings, for anything you may
say in your testimony, so long as you tell the truth. At the same time,I wish to make it quite clear that neither the Government of the
United States nor the Congress of the United States assumes any
responsibility in your behalf with respect to libel or slander proceed
ings which may arise as a result of your testimony.
Do you understand that?
Dr. ZIETZ. Yes.
Chairman MADDEN. You will stand and be sworn, Doctor.
Do you swear by God the Almighty that you will, according to the

£ of your knowledge, tell the truth, the whole truth, so help youOd?

Dr. ZIETz. I do, so help me God.
Mr. FLOOD. What is your name?
Dr. ZIETZ. Wilhelm Zietz.
Mr. FLooD. Were you formerly identified with the former German
Government?
Dr. ZIETz. From 1939 through 1945 I was with the Reich Health
Service and the Reich Chamber of Doctors.
Mr. FLOOD. In 1943, what was your official title with the then Ger
man Government?
Dr. ZIETz. I was Deputy Chief of the Riech Public Health Service
and Reich Physicians' Chamber with the Foreign Office.
Mr. FLOOD. Who was your chief?
Dr. ZIETZ. Dr. Conte.
Mr. FLOOD. What was his title?

S
Dr. ZIETz. Reich Leader of Public Health Service and Secretary of
tate.

Mr. FLOOD. I direct your attention to the year 1943 and ask you
when and under what circumstances was the Katyn matter brought
to your attention in your official capacity?

-

Dr. ZIETz. We of the department first heard a radio address of for
mer Reich Minister Dr. Goebbels who broadcast to the public for the
first time that a massacre beyond imagination had been discovered at
Katyn. To the best of my recollection, it must have happened within
the first 14 days of the month of April. Subsequently, I learned that
it was Professor Buhtz who was in charge of the exhumations at
Katyn. - Professor Buhtz just happened to be a good old friend of
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mine since the days of our common studies. I knew him to be a very
reliable scientist of extremely good character.
Subsequently, I called him at Smolensk and asked him what I
should believe of this report. He told me over the phone that dis
coveries of extreme importance had been made in connection with
gruesome executions of former Polish officers, and that it was his
opinion that the Russians had been those who committed the execu
tions. He told me, however, that the figures indicated by Dr. Goeb
bels did not square with the truth. In fact, those figures were le
and this fact, he told me might perhaps be explained by the fact that
about 11,000 or 12,000 Polish officers were still missing.I asked him whether or not it would be desirable to dispatch a
committee of international scientists to the scene which he answered
in the affirmative.
I subsequently proceeded to Dr. Conte who gave me an absolutely
free hand to act, provided that both of us would agree upon the dis
patch of an international committee being desirable.I subsequently proceeded to the Foreign Office and the cultural
political department which, in fact, was competent for such affairs
and I discussed with the cultural political department the expediency
of such an international committee. The cultural political depart
ment of the Foreign Office right away agreed to it

.
Subsequently, someone spoke over the phone with Foreign Minister
Ribbentrop a

t Fuschel—I don’t know any more who it was—and
received on the next day already his complete agreement.

It was agreed upon that the host would be the Reich health leader

so a
s not to give a political tang to this whole affair, and the Foreign

Office had nothing to do but merely convey the invitations o
f

the Reich
health leader to all people—friendly nations, neutral nations, as well

a
s our allies. In case they were occupied territories, appropriate

German occupation authorities were contacted who, in turn, conveyed
the messages to the proper local agencies. In essence, the Foreign
Office was responsible for the conveyance o

f

most o
f

these invitations

to foreign countries. It all went very fast, and, if I am not mistaken,
during the latter days o

f April 1943, we had collected all the partici
pants in Berlin. Eventually, it is a well known fact, we had 13 coun
tries participating, 12 representatives who felt they had full authority

to act, and a thirteenth, as Dr. Tramsen already testified, the repre
sentative o

f

the French Vichy Government, who felt he was merely
competent a

s

an observer.I no longer possess any written documents which I might refer to,
such a

s Dr. Tramsen possessed in huge quantities, so I have to rely
upon my power o

f

recollection and particularly so a
s I haven’t seen

the white book ever since 1945.
All our guests were quartered at the Adlon Hotel in Berlin and, up

to the time o
f

their leaving for Smolensk, they were taken care o
f by

myself there.
The flight to Smolensk must have taken place on the 27th o
r

28th o
f

April. Dr. Tramsen would be in a better position to know that. I

wouldn’t know any more. I was taking care of the guests by asking
every individual guest as to his wishes and desires, and sometimes also
attending to dinner parties o

r supper parties and also inviting a series

o
f

German physicians to attend, as, for instance, Dr. Mueller-Hesse.
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Mueller-Hesse was Berlin's most prominent doctor of forensic medi
cine and still is today. He, subsequently, too was at Katyn.
Neither the Foreign Office nor Dr. Conte had given us any instruc
tions as to Katyn. I was officially instructed to accompany the com
mittee and to take care of all their desires. There was no discussion
whatever of a protocol or any kind of agreement or stipulation because
none of us knew what we had to anticipate at Katyn. We flew to
Smolensk in a Condor plane. There was a stop-over sometime in
Brest-Litovsk where we had breakfast. There was nobody present
but an observer of the Foreign Office, whose name, however, I don’t
know and who actually did nothing at all but just observe, so that
most likely, the members of the committee did not get to know him at
all. There was also a female doctor from Berlin/Lichtenfelde travel
ing along, whose name I indicated to the committee at Godesburg
some time ago. That was the desire of some ministry. Neither I nor
she knew why she came along. Actually, she was not anxious to go
there to see what there was to see. Then there was a photo reporter in
order to take snapshots. To the best of my knowledge, his name was
Pabl, but I believe he was killed in action. He is no longer alive.
In Smolensk we were greeted by a general surgeon, Dr. Holm.
Recently at Godesburg I said that to the best of my recollection his
name was Reinhardt,£ I could not properly recollect. I want
to correct that statement: his name was Holm, and he is purportedly
still alive.
In addition, there was a number of members of the German Army,
principally doctors.
We were escorted to a so-called hotel at Smolensk. It was a hotel of
which the Russians boasted, which consisted of nothing but a facsimile,
and which was so dreary that you actually couldn’t expect to find
anything else in a destroyed town.
In the evening, as every day, we had supper at the casiono of the
general surgeon. Dr. Holm took very much care of foreign guests,
and during the meeting in the evening he promised every freedom of
movement during inspection or survey, '' placed every support and
every cooperation of the army group central at their disposal. We
did not see Field Marshal General von Kluge. On our way to Smo
lensk we constantly had to pass by his residence. It was called, I
believe, the red castle, or something to that effect.
To the best of my knowledge on the first evening, at the occasion of
a greeting by Holm, there was practically no discussion of Katyn.
It was more or less meant that the individual members got acquainted
with each other. Holm and Buhtz were very much concerned about
these gentlemen getting an absoluetely independent impression. Sub
sequently there were inspections, surveys, post mortems, and the fa
miliarizing of them with the environment of Katyn, always under the
leadership of Buhtz and Holm. I myself always had been present,
even though I was not a medical doctor.
I recall we also visited the so-called museum of the field police,
where all items had been placed on display in glass showcases, which
so far had been discovered by way of diaries, also pocketbooks, tobacco
pouches, and so forth. That is where I believe we got to know Mr.
Voss, who, I take it, was in command of the field police.
The members o

f

the committee were free to take anything out o
f

the showcases they were interested in or which they desired to read.
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There was no document that would not have been accessible to them.
The graves were exhaustively inspected and the entire area of the
woods was surveyed. By the side of the largest of the main graves
and I take it that it was grave No. 5, but I am not positive, I may be
mistaken about that—wooden tables were place for the post mortems
or the autopsies, as well as small tables for the typewriters on which
autopsy reports could be typed up.
Dr. Holm and Dr. Buhtz had thoroughly prepared everything so
that each of these foreign gentlemen who desired to do so could per
form autopsies.
Some of the gentlemen worked all by themselves; others worked in
teams of two. They were assisted by gentlemen from the Institute of
Forensic Medicine, which had moved from Breslau to Smolensk,
medics, noncoms, and Polish and Russian laborers as well, who were
carrying corpses.
The smell of the corpses was impossible to bear, so, for the first time
in my life, I became a chain smoker. Shortly beyond the residence of
von Kluge the smell of the corpses became discernible. It was a very
hot summer. -

I myself am no expert in autopsies. However, I looked at every
thing closely and I was even able to stand it through to the end. It
was my principal duty to see to it that all wishes of our foreign guests
Were met.
Incidentally, I recall there was a broadcasting truck present, where
discs might be made and broadcast right away. I myself had such
a conversation with Professor Saxen, from Helsinki, a professor of
the University of Helsinki, a professor of pathology. I also made
a disc with a female doctor from Berlin, who, however, told me these
corpses were so gruesome, and she asked me to only mention the
corpses in the introduction, so that our conversation over the radio con
sisted more or less only of a discussion of a wide Russian country, the
city walls of Smolensk, the relics of Napoleon, and the Cathedral.I take it I need not discuss the details of Katyn because Dr. Tram
sen did so exhaustively.
On the last day at noon, still at Katyn, certain members of the dele
gation asked me what we now anticipated or expected from them as
a result of it

. They themselves suggested to me that it was most
likely they would b

e o
f
a unanimous oninion in regard to a protocol.

This intimation did not start on the German side. As a matter of
fact, it was made by the foreign, by the alien parties.
We met Professor Buhtz at the Institute of Forensic Medicine in
the afternoon. With one exception, there were n

o

Germans present
but Professor Buhtz and myself. Professor Buhtz was requested to

take charge o
f

the negotiations, that is
,

more o
r

less only o
f

the tech
nical side o

f

the discussion, not o
f

the contents. As to the contents,

it was more or less performed by the spokesman of the committee,
the senior member, Professor Orsos. It was, at any rate, a discus
sion between the foreign participants as to what should be contained

in the protocol. There were no material discrepancies o
f opinion, it

was more as to the form or as to the extent of the statements to be made.

, For instance, I myself did not know this at Katyn, I mean, the ques
tion o
f

the planting o
f

trees. During that session, however, Professor
Orsos requested a microscope. He produced out o
f
a bag one o
f

these
saplings that Dr. Tramsen had mentioned before, and demonstrated,
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by the specimen, that these saplings had been replanted on one pre
vious occasion and that, according to his findings, these saplings had
been standing in one place for 3 years, and prior to that, for another
2 years, in a different place.
It was very interesting to notice, during that discussion as well as
during all of the previous discussions, that all of the participants of
the committee were unanimous as to a recognition of the international
reputation of Dr. Orsos. But even in the course of this issue here
there was a clear political difference between the Hungarian and the
Rumanian. The Rumanian guest was a lecturer of the Institute of
Forensic Medicine at Bucharest, which enjoyed a very good reputa
tion. His name was Dr. Birkle. He emphasized, however, that he
was no German but a full-blooded Rumanian. Dr. Birkle frequently
objected to the findings of Dr. Orsos, and frequently found them to
be too far reaching or of a too dictatorial nature.
All of us frequently smiled at these bickerings, because it was our
opinion that this was clearly manifested in former differences about
Sienburgen and other parts of the country. This was expressed par
ticularly when the question of these fi

r

trees arose. Birkle said, in

essence, a
s follows:

-

“Professor Orsos, you may be a really competent doctor o
f

forensic
medicine, and you might also be a very good artist, but that you,
however, wish to be a very competent botanist, that is going too far.”
Now, Professor Orsos demanded that his theory be adopted. I

mean, the theory about the 3 and 2 years, respectively. Then
one o

f

the participants asked whether o
r

not there was a forestry ex
pert o

f

the army group present. Professor Buhtz replied in the
affirmative, and called up from the very same room that a forestry
expert should report a

t

once. He actually appeared within a few
minutes, and he had no inkling as to what he was supposed to say.
That was Mr. Von Herff.
Now, Mr. von Herff took one look at the microscope, and, I wish

to emphasize, right on the spur o
f

the moment, without having been
told before what the subject o

f

the discussion was, said, “This tree
here has been standing in one place for 3 years, here is a notch, and

it has been standing in another place 2 years prior to that.” That,

a
t least, is what I remember.

After this clear-cut, expert statement o
f

Mr. von Herff, Dr. Birkle
admitted that he had been licked, and h

e furthermore admitted that
Dr. Orsos was also a competent botanist.
Essentially, I can fully concur in what Dr. Tramsen testified to

before in the course o
f

those proceedings. Not a single one o
f

the
foreign participants was forced to make a statement for the protocol

o
r

to sign anything. What could we, the two German participants,
have done if anyone had said, “No, I won’t sign it”? He would merely
have had to say, “I haven’t received such authority from my Gov
ernment; I was merely instructed to go and take a look at the things

a
t Katyn.” That was the attitude taken by the French representa

tive, who has been previously sufficiently characterized by Dr.
Tramsen. He was a good-natured old gentleman who, however, had
no essential private opinion. He stated, however, that he, for his
person, was in full agreement with what he saw and with what the
committee determined. I am referring to the end of the protocol
where, if I remember correctly, he and Professor Buhtz are men
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tioned as the two gentlemen who fully concurred in what had been
said. I, for my part, could not indicate my agreement, due to the
fact that I am not a medical man.
This instrument, when we were back in Berlin, was transmitted by
the foreign participants of the committee to my chief, Dr. Conte, on
the occasion of a formal visit, and it also included a formal speech.
Subsequently, and by his order, I transmitted one copy of it to the
Foreign Office. Then we had photostatic copies made so that the
signatures would also be pictorially visible, and gave one copy to
every member.
Part of the members of this delegation remained in Berlin for an
other week, and we further took care of their wishes. For instance,I made an appointment for a visit to the Institute of Forensic Medi
cine in Berlin; they purchased medical textbooks; they went to look
at this or that. Then they individually left Berlin.
Some time later, it might have been about 10 or 14 days later, a
German medical committee had been flown up there. It was I who
also intimated that such a commission should go. However, I did not
take part in it

.

The most prominent member o
f it
, I believe, was the

formerly-mentioned Mueller-Hesse. That delegation, too, went on
record with a statement.
The Foreign Office was preparing a so-called White Book o

f

the
Katyn incident, and these visits, as well as the determinations set
forth in the protocol, were also mentioned in the White Book. I then
cooperated in the preparation o

f

theWhite Book, and principally saw

to it that a great medical report of Professor Buhtz was contained in

it
,
in which he set forth all o
f

his experiences. I had a series of pic
tures made, which I deemed expedient, and I was also proofreading,
along with others.
When my book had been completed, I submitted one copy to each of
the foreign participants and received friendly letters o

f gratitude
from all o

f

the members a
s I remained in a pleasant exchange of let

ters and thoughts with many o
f

them.
Mr. FLOOD. May I say this, doctor: I am interested in that very
extensive and detailed report. When you invited the foreign and
neutral governments to participate in the commission, did any o

f

them
refuse?

Dr. ZIETz. We don't know who had been invited by the Foreign
Office. In Switzerland, for instance, as also in other countries, invita
tions were conveyed through the Ambassador. For instance, we would
have liked to have Spain and Portugal also represented; however, the
efforts o

f

Dr. Conti in this respect were o
f

no avail. Perhaps there
were too many objections engendered by neutrality.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you ever hear that Portugal refused?
Dr. ZIETZ. No.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you ever hear that the Spanish delegate never
participated?
Dr. ZIETz. No, he did not participate. Spain was not present.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you know that the Swedish delegate was seriously
injured in a motor accident just before h
e left Stockholm for the
Berlin meeting?
Dr. ZIETz. Yes; we deeply regretted it

. I believe he sustained an
injury o

f

his spinal column, vertebrae, or something to that effect, and
for a whole year he lay in a plaster cast. We already had been notified
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of his participation, and we would have liked very much to have had
him, and I have been with him in amicable correspondence for a long
time.
Mr. FLOOD. Were you here this morning when Dr. Sweet, of the
allied institute for the possession of war-captured documents, was
testifying?
Dr. ZIETz. No. Due to a failure of a locomotive, I arrived 2 hours
late.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you know that the Foreign Office, in transmitting
the invitation that you are talking about, has asked certain of its diplo
mats to look for anti-Jewish or pro-Nazi scientists?
Dr. ZIETz. That is unknown to me. These suggestions definitely
were not made by my chief.
Mr. FLOOD. Do you remember the Bulgarian member, Markov, and
the Czech member, Hajek?
Dr. ZIETz. Very well.
Mr. FLOOD. Did either Markov or Hajek, at any time during your
association with the commission, object to any treatment they were
receiving from the Germans, or in any way protest or disagree with
the findings of their colleagues on the commission?
Dr. ZIETz. No; no. In the first place, I wish to deal with Professor
Markov. I, for myself, hold Professor Markov in high esteem as a
man of impeccable character. After Katyn, he repeatedly wrote
friendly letters to me and never expressed any skepticism on his part.I can fully understand he made a different statement at Nuremberg
because he had occasion to see at Katyn how such things are done.
Professor Hajek also wrote me once or twice afterward. He cer
tainly had no easy position in the protectorate. . However, he never
gave any indication that he would not fully go along and agree with
what was signed.
Mr. FLOOD. You are aware, of course, that Markov and Hajek have
both changed their original story and have recanted from their
signatures and opinions of the international protocol?
Dr. ZIETZ. That, in my opinion, is merely a lack of scientific con
viction due to a threat to life and limb.
Chairman MADDEN. Doctor, the committee wishes to thank you for
coming here and testifying today. Your testimony has been very
valuable.
Mr. Von Herff.

TESTIMONY OF FRITZ VON HERFF, MICHELSTADT/ODENWALD,
GERMANY (THROUGH INTERPRETER MOSTNI)

Chairman MADDEN. Mr. von Herff, do you object to being photo
graphed?
Mr. VON HERFF. No. •

Chairman MADDEN. Just give the reporter your name and address,
Mr. Von Herff.
Mr. voN HERFF. Fritz von Herff; Michelstadt/Odenwald; forester.
Chairman MADDEN. Mr. von Herff, I will read a statement for your
consideration.
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Before you testify, it is our wish to invite your attention to the
fact that, under the German law, you will not be liable for slander or
libel, either in criminal or civil proceedings, for anything that you
may say in your testimony, so long as you tell the truth. At the same
time, I wish to make it quite clear that neither the Government of the
United States nor the Congress of the United States assumes any
responsibility in your behalf with respect to libel or slander proceed

in' which may arise as a result of your testimony.ow will you stand and be sworn?
Mr. FLOOD. Does the record indicate that the witness understood
the admonition?
Mr. voN HERFF. Yes, I did.
Chairman Manors. Do you solemnly swear, by God the Almighty,
that you will testify, according to your best knowledge, and tell the
truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth; so help you God?
Mr. VON HERFF. I do.
Mr. FLooD. What is your full name?
Mr. VON HERFF. Fritz von Herff.
Mr. FLOOD. What is your present occupation or business?
Mr. VON HERFF. Forester.
Mr. FLOOD. Were you ever identified with the German Armed
Forces?

-

Mr. von HERFF. Yes, I was.
Mr. FLOOD. I direct your attention to the year of 1943 and ask you
whether or not you were serving with the German armed forces on the
Russian front in the Smolensk area?
Mr. von HERFF. Yes, I did.
Mr. Flood. Were you serving in your capacity as a forester for the
Armed Services in that area?
Mr. voN HERFF. Yes, I was. -

Mr. FLoop. Are you aware of the Katyn Forest and the massacre
of the Polish officers in that area?
Mr. voN HERFF. I am pretty well familiar with the woods sur
rounding Katyn because I was extensively occupied in furnishing wood
to German troops billeted around the area.
Mr. FLoop. When did you first arrive in the Smolensk area?
Mr. voN HERFF. In the end of December 1941, I came to Smolensk.
Mr. FLOOD. When did you leave?
Mr. voN HERFF. On the 1st of August 1943.
Mr. FLooD. In al

l

the time you were in the area, did you have oc
casion to visit the area o

f

the Katyn Forest in the vicinity o
f

the
Dnieper Castle?
Mr. VON HERFF. Yes.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you have occasion, in your professional capacity

a
s
a forester, to observe carefully the nature o
!'

the terrain and the
nature o

f

the trees and growth within a thousand meters o
r

more o
f

the Dnieper Castle?
Mr. voN HERFF. According to my notes, I and my superior, a cap
tain, inspected the Katyn graves on the 14th o
f April.
Mr. FLOOD. When was the first day that the graves were opened
by the Germans in April of 1943, if you know?
Mr. voN HERFF. I don’t know the exact date. It must have been
eight o

r
1
4 days before.
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Mr. FLOOD. During the time that you were in the Katyn Forest
area, in December of 1941, until April 15, 1943, did you ever observe
any extensive growths of small pine, evergreen, or birch trees?
Mr. voN HERFF. The entire region of Krasny Bor is a wooded area,
the woods principally consisting of fir trees of various ages.
Mr. FLOOD. Is it possible for a forester of your experience, by ob
servation, to be able to tell whether or not evergreen trees or birch
trees have been transplanted within 3 years, if there had been any
extensive transplanting in one area?

-

Mr. voN HERFF. That is not easy to say.
Mr. FLOOD. Is it easy to say one way or the other?
Mr. voN HERFF. No. It is impossible to say so definitely.
Mr. FLOOD. Certainly, in the length of time you were in the Katyn
area, you examined the forests or the woods within a thousand meters
of the Dnieper Castle; did you not?
Mr. von HERFF. I was not around the castle much because that
was the residence of the commander in chief and it was not so easy
to gain access to the area.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you gain access and make any inspections or sur
veys for timber or lumber or fuel, or did you examine the woods
and forest in the area?
Mr. von HERFF. I did not survey any timber or lumber or wood of
any kind in the area surrounding the graves. My area of operation
was far away from Katyn, up to 60 kilometers from Katyn.
Mr. FLOOD. When was the matter of the Katyn graves first brought
to your attention in your official capacity as a forester?
Mr. von HERFF. On the 30th of April.
Mr. FLOOD. In what manner?
Mr. voN HERFF. I received a telephone call from the chief quarter
master telling me that I was supposed to proceed forthwith to a hos
pital in the eastern portion of Smolensk. There I was supposed to
render an expert statement. The evening was approaching. I pro
ceeded there, and there I found an international committee, about
a dozen gentlemen. Presiding was General Surgeon Holm. General
Holm presented to me several fi

r saplings—as has been mentioned by

a previous witness—about 3
0 o
r

40 centimeters, one foot and a half

in height. There might have been 2 or 3 pieces.
In the first place, I determined the age. To the best of my recol
lection, it was from about 5 to 7 years. Then I was asked whether
the growing process had been a normal one. To this end, a crosscut

o
f

the sapling was made and I took a look at the crosscut under a

microscope. There you could clearly see the year rings. -

Every wooden plants adds every year one ring o
f wood, which

is clearly discernible. Now, it could b
e easily traced back that one

o
f

these yearly rings, 3 years ago, was o
f
a very small size. This year,

consequently, the growth of the plant must have been stunted.
Being foresters, we know that every plant, after being transplanted,
does not grow normally the first year after the transplanting has been
effected because the roots o
f

the plant have to get accustomed to the
new soil in which the plant grows. Therefore, I expressed my opinion
that 3 years£ is
,
3 years prior to 1943—something must have
happened to the plant.
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Hence, when asked by the chairman whether a transplantation of
a plant might have been done about 3 years ago, I replied in the
affirmative.

The gentlemen of the committee were in full agreement but for a
single party, who asked whether this stunted growth of the plant
perhaps could be ascribed to inclement weather conditions. I right
away admitted such a possibility.
That concluded my expert statement and I was asked no further
questions.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you know where the tree came from that was shown
to you by the scientist that night?
Mr. voN HERFF. No. I had not been told.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you know a Dr. Buhtz?
Mr. voN HERFF. I knew nothing of the gentleman.
Mr. FLOOD. You did not talk to Dr. Buhtz on the phone or in person
at any time prior to your visit to the scientist that night?
Mr. voN HERFF. I did not speak with any one of these gentlemen,
either before or after this issue.
Mr. FLOOD. What was the rank of the officer that talked to you and
gave you your orders to go to Smolensk?
Mr. voN HERFF. Well, I could not say; it was most likely an orderly
officer who merely transmitted an order presumably given by the chief
quartermaster.
Mr. FLOOD. How many rings were on the crosscut of the tree that
you examined that night in Smolensk?
Mr. voN HERFF. As I said before, I don’t remember quite accurately,
but I indicated before, to the best of my recollection, the saplings were
from 5 to 7 years of age.
Mr. FLOOD. If a sapling had seven rings on it

,

how old would it be?
Mr. voN HERFF. Seven years o

f age.
Mr. FLOOD. Does it show a full ring for its first year o

f growth?
Mr. von HERFF. That is merely intimated by a point—a dot.
Mr. FLOOD. Do you count the dot as one full year?
Mr. voN HERFF. One full year.
Mr. FLOOD. And you don’t recall the exact number o

f rings in addi
tion to the dot on the sapling you saw that night?
Mr. voN HERFF. No; I do not.
Mr. FLOOD. But you are positive it was not less than five?
Mr. voN HERFF. I am quite positive of that.
Mr. FLOOD. Was there any indication on the cross-cut sapling you
saw o

f
a darkening o
f

the ring at the third ring?
Mr. voN HERFF. I do not remember any longer.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you ever see the graves at Katyn with trees the size
that y?" are indicating you examined in Smolensk planted on the
Ira VeS 9g

Mr. von HERFF. Inasmuch as I visited the graves prior to having
made this examination o

f

the sapling, I didn’t pay so much attention

to the trees planted there. However, I recall that they were of

approximately the same size as that sapling.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you visit the graves before they were opened?
Mr. voN HERFF. After they had been opened.
Mr. FLooD. After they had been opened?
Mr. VON HERFF. Yes.
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Mr. FLOOD. Did you see any trees lying around the area that you
had been told had been removed from the top of the graves?
Mr. von HERFF. No; I do not recall.
Mr. FLOOD. Had anybody discussed with you the existence of trees
of the type and kind you examined at Smolensk as having been
planted on the graves of the Polish officers?
Mr. voN HERFF. No; I know nothing about that.
Mr. FLOOD. Of course, at the time you went to the meeting of inter
national scientists in Smolensk you had heard about the Katyn graves
and they had been opened?
Mr. VON HERFF. Yes.
Mr. FLOOD. Weren’t you curious or didn’t you think in your mind
what these scientists were doing there that you, as a forester, were
called in to talk to them?
Mr. von HERFF. Well, from the whole proceedings I was given to
understand that I was supposed to help find out from the sapling I
examined when these corpses had been buried.
Mr. FLOOD. The German side in this case takes the position, among
others, in support of their conclusion that the Russians had perpe
trated this massacre and, in order to conceal the graves in which the
bodies were buried, took saplings 2 years of age, transplanted them on
the graves, with the result that when the Germans, in April 1943, un
covered the graves, the saplings would then be 5 years of age. In your
professional opinion as a forester, could the sapling or the two or three
of them showed to you that night in Smolensk, especially the one you
examined the cross-cut of, have been such a sapling as could be 5 years
of age and could have been transplanted 3 years previously to 1943?
Mr. voN HERFF. Definitely so. It might have been such a one,
definitely.
Mr. FLOOD. That’s all.
Chairman MADDEN. Any other questions?
We're very thankful for your testimony here today. Thank you
very much.
The committee will now recess until 10 o’clock tomorrow morning.
(Whereupon, at 6:05 p.m., Wednesday, April 23, 1952, a recess
was taken until 10 a. m. Thursday, April 24, 1952.)
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THURSDAY, APRIL 24, 1952

House oF REPRESENTATIVE,
THE SELECT COMMITTEE ON THE KATYN FOREST MASSACRE,-

Frankfurt/Main, Germany.
The committee met at 10 a.m., pursuant to recess, in the Main Court
room, Resident Officer's Building, 45 Bockenheimer Anlage, Hon. Ray
J. Madden (chairman) presiding.
Present: Messrs. Madden, Flood, Machrowicz, Dondero, and
O’Konski.
Also present: John J. Mitchell, chief counsel to the Select Com
mittee, and Roman Pucinski, investigator and interpreter.
Present also: Arthur R. Mostni and Eckhardt von Hahn, inter
preters.
(The proceedings and testimony were translated into the German

*#)Chairman MADDEN. The committee will come to order.
TESTIMONY OF WLADYSLAW KAWECKI, WUERZBURG, GERMANY
(THROUGH POLISH INTERPRETER, ROMAN PUCINSKI)

Chairman MADDEN. Mr. Kawecki, do you object to being photo
graphed?
Mr. KAwÉCKI. I would rather not.
Chairman MADDEN. Let me say to the photographers that this wit
ness prefers not to be photographed. At the beginning of the hear
ings we announced that the committee would comply with the request
of any witness who desired, during the progress of these hearings, not
to be photographed, either before or after or during his testimony.
That is in line with the rules of the House of Representatives.
Will you just give your name and address?
Mr. KAwECKI. Wladyslaw Kawecki, Wuerzburg, Germany.
Chairman MADDEN. Before you testify, it is our wish to invite your
attention to the fact that, under German law, you will not be liable for
slander or libel, either in civil or criminal proceedings, for anything
you may say in your testimony, so long as you tell the truth. At the
same time, I wish to make it quite clear that neither the Government
of the United States nor the Congress of the United States assumes
any responsibility in your behalf with respect to libel or slander
proceedings which may arise as a result of your testimony.
Do you understand that?
Mr. KAwECKI. Yes, I do.
Chairman MADDEN. Raise your right hand and be sworn.

1497
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Do you swear, by God the Almighty, that you will, according to the
best of your knowledge, tell the truth, the whole truth, and nothing
but the truth; so help you God?

-

Mr. KAWECKI. I do.
Chairman MADDEN. You may proceed, Mr. Machrowicz.
Mr. MACHRowICz. What is your name?
Mr. KAwECKI. Kawecki.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. What is your first name?
Mr. KAwECKI. Wladyslaw.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Where do you live? .
Mr. KAWECKI. In Wuerzburg.
'', MACHRowICZ. During the year 1939, were you in the Polish
armV 2'. KAwECKI. Yes.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. In what rank?
Mr. KAwECKI. Second lieutenant.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. Prior to the war, what was your occupation?
Mr. KAwECKI. I was a journalist.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. In April 1943, were you in Poland?
Mr. KAwECKI. Yes; that is correct.
Mr. MACHRowICz. In what part of Poland?
Mr. KAwFCKI. In Krakow.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Sometime in April, were you called by anyone to
go to Katyn?
Mr. KAwRCKI. That is correct.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Who asked you to go to Katyn?
Mr. KAWECKI. I was summoned to the office of the Press Chief of the
Government General in Krakow on the 9th of April, at noon.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Was that before, or after it was announced that
the graves of Katyn were found?
Mr. KAwECKI. It was from him that I learned of the fact that the
graves were discovered at Katyn.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Witness, for your information, the Germans
announced the finding of the graves on the 15th of April 1943. Do
you remember that date?
Mr. KAwECKI. That may be true, because the first announcement
of the discovery of the graves was made only after the return of the
second Polish group to Katyn.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Then you would say that you left about the 9th of
April, is that right?
Mr. KAwECKI. I left on the 10th of April, in the morning.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Who was with you?
Mr. KAwECKI. The day that I was notified of my departure I did
not know who was going to be with me.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. Who accompanied you on the trip?
Mr. KAWECKI. We had to assemble at 7 in the morning in front of
the propaganda headquarters in Krakow. From there we left for the
airport near Krakow.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Who was with you on this trip?
Mr. KAwECKI. I left with the chief of an organization that provided
for the evacuees from the Poznan area, the Poles who were evacuated
from Poznan, the RGO, whose name was Edmond Sayfred, a Pole;
and a worker in the Zielinski factory, whose name was Jan Prochownik.
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I want to make clear that this was a Polish organization that Say
fred headed.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Were you told what the purpose of your trip was?
Mr. KAwECKI. I was told on the 9th of April when I was summoned
to the press chief's office.
Mr. MACHRowICz. What were you told?
Mr. WAwECKI. I was told that in the region of Smolensk had been
found graves of Polish Army officers.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Were you told what the purpose of your trip was?
Mr. KAwECKI. For the purpose of convincing ourselves whether or
not these were Polish officers.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. After the plane left Krakow, did itmake any stop
before it arrived at Katyn?
Mr. KAWECKI. Yes; it did.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Where?
Mr. KAwECKI. The airplane landed in Warsaw.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Did you take on any additional passengers in
Warsaw %
Mr. KAWECKI. Yes.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Can you tell us the names of any of those who got
on at Warsaw %
Mr. KAwECKI. Yes; I can. All told, eight people boarded the plane
in Warsaw. Among them were Ferdinand Goetel, who was president
or the Polish literary club, and Jan Emil Skiwski. The rest of the
group consisted of officials from the local Warsaw Polish Government.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. For your information, witness, Mr. Goetel, whom
you mentioned, has already testified before this committee during its
proceedings in London regarding this trip.
Mr. KAwECKI. Thank you.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Did you then go to Smolensk?
Mr. KAwECKI. In about 20 minutes. After about a 20-minute delay,
the plane left for Smolensk.
r. MACHRowICz. What happened after you arrived at Smolensk?
Mr. KAwECKI. We arrived at Smolensk approximately at 2 in the
afternoon. There we waited for the arrival of automobiles at the air
port. We waited for a half hour. About two or three cars arrived in
a half hour and they took us to the hotel.
Mr. MACHRowICz. What happened after that?
Mr. KAwFCKI. We arrived at the hotel and were received there
by the officials. Then we were taken to dinner in the Casino. Later
on, a German lieutenant, whose name we later learned was Sloven
czyk, came to us.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Did he later take you to the scene of the graves?
Mr. KAwECKI. Not that evening, but the following day at 9:30
in the morning we left for Katyn.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Will you tell us what you saw and noticed and
did when you arrived at the scene of the Katyn graves?
Mr. KAwÉCKI. After our arrival at the graveyard of Katyn, we
were greeted by a delegation of high-ranking German officers, and
included in that group was the gentleman who was here the other
day, General von Gersdorff. After a brief reception by this group
of higher officers, we were immediately taken to the largest grave,
where we were confronted with a horrible sight.
It did not take us long to establish clearly in our minds that these
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were the Polish officers. We established this by the uniforms that
they wore, the buttons, the insignia, and the characteristic Polish
boots.

Mr. MACHRow ICz. Will you just tell us what part you took person
ally in the examination of these bodies?
Mr. KAwECKI. After viewing this large grave, we were taken to
another spot, where several exhumed bodies were lying. Among these
we noticed the bodies of General Smorawinski and General Bohatero
wicz. Both of these men were readily recognizable because of their
uniform and because of the high distinguished medals which they still
had on them.
General Bohaterowicz had on a fur coat, from which we concluded
that he must have been executed or the period of his death must have
been during the winter months or in the early spring.
Immediately, we were given complete freedom and permission,
with the help of the Russian workers, to select at will the bodies from
the graves and proceed to search these bodies for records or any other
means that we wanted to use to try to determine the method of their
death. After examining some 40 bodies, we concluded that these men
met their death through a bullet shot through the back of the head,
with the bullet leaving through the forehead.
Next, we had an opportunity to mingle with the Russian workers in
the area, and in reply to our questions as to when these murders were
committed, they told us that the period was from March to May of
1940.

I recall particularly the name of one of these Russians that I talked
to. His name was Kisielev. I spoke to him in Russian and I had
an opportunity to see, from my personal conversation with him, in his
own language, whether he was telling me these things willingly. I
felt that if a German translator were present he might be coerced or
embarrassed and might not tell me everything.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Just a moment. Did Kisielev and whomever else
you talked to tell you how they knew that these killings took place
between March and May 1940?
Mr. KAwECKI. Kisielev said that he had been told by his friends in
Gniezdowo how they had seen some unknown soldiers—soldiers that
were not Russian or Soviet—being transferred to trucks at Gniezdowo
and then being taken to the forest of Katyn, from which they were
never Seen to return.

Mr. MACHRowICz. Did they give you any other information upon' they based their belief that the killings took place within thatperiod :
Mr. KAwECKI. Independent of the conversations that I had with
Kisielev, I talked to another Russian. I cannot recall his name, but I
think it was Kriwozercew. He also worked on the farm nearby the
forest and said that he had seen the NKVD vans, known as the “black
ravens.” bringing soldiers into the Katyn woods.

-

Mr. MACHRowICz. Do you want to tell us any further observations
that you made while you were at Katyn during that time?

- • *

Mr. KAwECKI. At the time, I was so unnerved by my whole expe
rience that I did not have the strength to carry on any sort of detailed
investigation. However, the observations that I did make confirmed
the horrible drama which we had witnessed at Katyn.
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# MACHROWICZ. How many days did you remain in Katyn on thattrip?
Mr. KAWECKI. The following day we returned by plane to Poland.
Mr. MACHRow ICz, Did you make another trip to Katyn?
Mr. KAwECKI. Yes, I did.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. When?
Mr. KAwECKI. The middle of May 1943.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Can you tell us how that second trip to Katyn
was brought about?
Mr. KAwFCK1. After my return from my first trip to Katyn, I
brought with me the list of the Polish officers who up to that time had
been identified.
Mr. MACHRowICz. How many were there?
Mr. KAwECKI. The first list that I and those with me compiled in
cluded approximately 50 names.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. Before we leave the first trip, can you tell us
how pany bodies were exhumed at the time you were there the firsttime?

Mr. KAWECKI. During my first visit to Katyn, three graves were
uncovered and there were approximately 70 people exhumed. Among
these were the bodies of General£ and General Bohatero
WICZ. -

Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Now will you proceed to tell us why you were
called the second time to Katyn?
Mr. KAWECKI. After my return, the list which I brought with me
was published in the Polish newspapers, and the families of those
men who were interned in Russia began making voluminous in£ as to more names, because the Germans at that time, theerman propaganda, had indicated that there were between ten
and eleven thousand bodies at Katyn.

-

Mr. KAwECKI. Further, Dr. Adam Szebesta, who was head of the
Polish Red Cross at the time, was making inquiries of me for more
names. Dr. Szebesta not only inquired of me for additional names,
but also sought permission from the Germans to make avaliable to
him the obtaining of additional names because there was a list of
names, or several lists, that were sent through by a Polish Red Cross
commission which had been working at Katyn since the latter part
of April and the list was in such form that it could not be properly
evaluated. The lists being sent to us by the commission in Katyn
were being telephoned in and had to go through Minsk, Wilnow,
Koenigsberg, Danzig, and finally Krakow.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. And, in the process, did the names frequently
end up in a different form than they should be?
Mr. KAwBCKI. Yes, the names were misspelled and incorrect by
the time we received them.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. And, as a result, did Dr. Szebesta ask the Ger
many authorities for permission to send some one to Katyn who would
get the spelling of the names?
Mr. KAWECKI. That is correct. -

Mr. MACHRowICZ. Were you delegated to do that? -

Mr. KAwECKI. Originally, Dr. Moliszewski was assigned to this
mission, but because he had broken a leg prior to his departure, I
was substituted for him. - - - -

Mr. MACHRow ICZ. With whom did you go to Katyn?
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Mr. KAwECKI. I was instructed to leave by train from Krakow to
Waclaw, Breslau, and then I proceeded from there by plane.
Mr. MACHRowicz. When did you arrive at Smolensk and Katyn
the second time?
Mr. KAwECKI. On the plane trip from Breslau to Smolensk I was
accompanied by a group of Allied prisoners of war who were being
taken from Berlin to Smolensk.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. The question that I asked you is what date did
you arrive at Smolensk?
Mr. KAwECKI. I do not recall the exact date, but I do know that it
was in the middle of May.
Mr. MACHROwICZ. Of 1943?
Mr. KAWECKI. Yes; that is correct.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Do you remember the names of any of these
Allied prisoners of war who accompanied you by plane from Breslau
to Smolensk?
Mr. KAwECKI. At Breslau, I was not permitted to mingle or com
municate with the Allied prisoners of war. However, by the time
we concluded the trip to Bialek-Polawski the rules were not as rigidly
adhered to and, at lunch, I was sitting between a British medical
captain and an Australian pilot who had the rank of lieutenant.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Were there any American officers in this group?
Mr. KAwECKI. Yes, there were among these American prisoners and
Irecall that one of them was in the rank ofmajor.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Do you remember his name?
Mr. KAwECKI. I recall it was Major Van Vliet.
# Macinowic. Was there another American officer in thatUlozs' KAwECKI. As far as I recall, yes; there was another American
in this group.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Do you remember his name or rank?
Mr. KAwFCKI. No, I do not.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Would it have been Lieutenant Stewart?
Mr. KAwECKI. It is possible, but I cannot recall the exact name.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. This airport you mentioned as the place where
you landed, was that the airport used for the Smolensk area?
Mr. KAwECKI. Yes, that is correct. That was one of the two air
fields used by the German authorities.

M; MACHRowICZ. How long did you stay in the Katyn area on thistrip?
Mr. KAWECKI. The period of my stay at Katyn was indeterminate.I was supposed to have remained there until I had completed the
entire list. However, toward the end of May, the communications were
very bad with Krakow and the weather became very bad, so, toward
the end of May, I had returned to Krakow via Warsaw.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. And then, those 2 or 3 weeks you spent at Katyn
at that time, were confined to trying to get a correct list of the names
of the officers; am I right? -

Mr. KAWECKI. That is correct.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Now, you mentioned the name of Dr. Adam
Szebesta, the head of the Polish Red Cross. Was he with you on either
the first or the second trip to Katyn?, I am not interested in knowing
the names of the people who were with Dr. Szebesta. All I want to
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know is whether Dr. Szebesta was with you on any of these trips to
Katyn?
Mr. KAWECKI. No.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Was he in Katyn a few days after your first
trip, if you know? -

Mr. KAwECKI. Yes; that is correct.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. And after you returned from the second trip to
Katyn, did you work in close contact with Dr. Adam Szebesta in
publishing the names of these Polish officers found in Katyn?
Mr. KAWECKI. Dr. Szebesta was very much interested, as president
of the Polish Red Cross, in this list of names. As a result, I had fre
quent opportunities to be in his office in Krakow.
Mr. MACHRowICz. As a result of your two trips to Katyn, did you
establish in your own mind a belief as to who was the guilty party for
the murders at Katyn?
Mr. KAwECKI. Yes; I did.
Mr. MACHRowicz. What was your opinion?
Mr. KAwECKI. During my 2 weeks’ stay at Katyn I had an oppor
tunity, without any difficulty, to work in the entire terrain of the
graves. I also had an opportunity to examine the letters and docu
ments. I also found on the bodies newspaper clippings, letters which
had been dated but not mailed, and various other documents.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. As a result of your observations, what was your
opinion at that time as to who was guilty of the Katyn massacre?
Mr. KAwECK1. On the basis of my 2 weeks' stay at Katyn I came
to the conclusion, and a conclusion that cannot be doubted, that the
murderers of these soldiers in Katyn were the Bolsheviks.
Mr. MACHRowicz. By Bolsheviks you mean the Russians?
Mr. KAWECKI. That is correct. -

Mr. MACHRowICz. Now, in the course of your conversations with
Dr. Adam Szebesta, did you communicate to him what your beliefs
were in this respect?
Mr. KAwECKI. Yes; we frequently discussed the subject. I told
him my observations and Dr. Szebesta personally was of the opinion
likewise that the massacre at Katyn was perpetrated by the Soviets.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Were these conversations between you and Dr.
Szebesta done under such conditions and such an atmosphere that it
indicated a free express on his part?
Mr. KAwECKI. In 1942, both Dr. Szebesta and I had been arrested
by the£ and jailed in Krakow for several months. However,at the time of these particular discussions relative to Katyn, the situ
ation was such that we did not feel that we were under any particular
surveillance or that we could not express our free opinions.
Mr. MACHRowICz. So that you are convinced, are you, that in your
number of conversations with Dr. Szebesta he told you what his hon
est opinion was; is that right?
Mr. KAwECKI. Dr. Szebesta was no stranger to me. I knew him
during my army service and before the war, and there was no need on
the basis of our personal acquaintance or friendship for either one of
us to lie to each other.
Mr. MACHRowICz. I have had handed to me by one of the German
correspondents who is present at this hearing a press release issued
by the Polish Military Mission in Eastern Germany, dated March 28,
1952, in which Dr. Szebesta is quoted as now having changed his opin
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ion on the question of guilt for the Katyn massacre. Are you familiar
with that statement /
Mr. KAwECKI. A few days ago I had occasion to see a newspaper
published by the Polish Red Cross, a daily in Frankfurt, in which
there appears the entire text of Dr. Szebesta's renunciation of his orig
inal views.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Are the views and expressions which are con
tained in that statement by Dr. Szebesta in absolute and direct con
trast to the expressions which he freely expressed to you when you were
in Poland?
Mr. KAwECKI. Unfortunately, that is correct.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Now, after 1943, did you leave Poland?
Mr. KAWECKI. Yes; I did.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Were you later in Rome, Italy?
Mr. KAwECKI. Yes.
Mr. MACHRowICz. In what year?
Mr. KAWECKI. 1947 and 1948.
Mr. MACHRowICz. While you were in Rome during the years 1947
and 1948, did anyone approach you with the direct purpose of trying
to get you to change the statements made by you previously in Poland
as to the guilt for the murder of the Polish officers in Katyn?
Mr. KAwECKI. Yes. In May 1947, I was approached in the vil
lage of Recceone. I was approached by an officer in the uniform of
the Second Polish Corps, but, after he began asking me certain ques
tions, it became apparent to me that I was talking to a soldier of the
Warsaw Government in Poland. His name was Alex Dobrowolski,
who at that time, said he was the adjutant to the Polish Military At
taché in Rome whose name was Rosen Zawadzki.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. What did he tell you?
Mr. KAwECKI. Dobrowolski wanted to arouse my Polish sym
pathies. He tried to convince me that my conclusions and the state
ment made in 1943 were under duress by the Germans. He proposed
to me at that time that I sign a separate declaration renunciating
those views, and he showed me two copies of a statement already pre
pared which he had in his possession.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. What happened then?
Mr. KAwECKI. After reading this declaration which contained
therein a complete renunciation of all the views I expressed originally
on this Katyn matter, he asked and requested me to sign it

. I read

it and then refused to sign it.

Mr. MACHRow ICz. Did h
e

make any offers o
r propositions to in

duce you to sign the instrument?
Mr. KAwECKI. Yes. While I was reading the declaration, Do
browolski took out o

f

his pocket a packet o
f

American dollars and laid
them on the table.

Mr. MACHRow ICz. Did he tell you how much they were or did you
know how much they were?
Mr. KAwECKI. No, he did not tell me and I didn’t ask, but from
my observation, I felt that there were about one hundred twenty dol
lar bank notes.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Did you accept it?
Mr. KAWECKI. No.
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Mr. MACHRow ICz. Have you been offered or promised any con
sideration of any kind, monetary or otherwise, in order to testify be
fore this committee today?
Mr. KAWECKI. No.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Is the statement made by you here today, free
and voluntary?
Mr. KAWECKI. That is correct.
Mr. MACHROwICZ. That is all.
Chairman MADDEN. Thank you very much for testifying here to
day.

TESTIMONY OF ERWIN ALLGAYER (THROUGH THE INTERPRETER,
ARTHUR M0STNI)

Chairman MADDEN. Mr. Allgayer, do you mind being photo
graphed?
Mr. ALLGAYER. I would prefer not to be.
Chairman MADDEN. Give your full name to the reporter.
Mr. ALLGAYER. Erwin Allgayer, Bad Kreutznach.
Chairman MADDEN. Before you testify, it is our wish to invite your
attention to the fact that under German law you will not be liable for
slander or libel, either in criminal or in civil proceedings, for any
thing you may say in your testimony, so long as you tell the truth.
At the same time, I wish to make it quite clear that neither the Gov
ernment of the United States nor the Congress of the United States
assumes any responsibility in your behalf with respect to libel or slan
der proceedings which may arise as a result of your testimony.
Do you understand that?
Mr. ALLGAYER. Yes.
Chairman MADDEN. You will be sworn.
Do you solemnly swear by God the Almighty that, according to your
best knowledge, you will tell the truth, the whole truth, and nothing
but the truth, so help you God?
Mr. ALLGAYER. Yes, I do.
Mr. FLOOD. What is your name?
Mr. ALLGAYER. Erwin Allgayer.
Mr. FLOOD. Were you ever identified with the German armed forces
at any time?
Mr. ALLGAYER. Yes, I was.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you ever serve with the German forces on the Rus
sian front in the Smolensk area? -

Mr. ALLGAYER. Yes, I did,
Mr. FLOOD. What was the name and description of your unit and
when did you go to Smolensk?
Mr. ALLGAYER. It was the Fifth Company of the Eighth Railroad
Engineer Regiment.
Mr. FLOOD. After you advanced from Bialistok in the direction of
Smolensk, what were your duties that took you into Smolensk?
Mr. ALLGAYER. I, being a private, first class, belonged to a company
troop of the company.
Mr. FLooD. Were you a billeting officer? -

Mr. ALLGAYER. No, I was not. I was a private, first class. I was not
an officer.
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Mr. FLOOD. I know, but were you engaged in searching for billets
in the Smolensk area for your outfit?
Mr. ALLGAYER. Yes, I did that.
Mr. FLOOD. When did you get into Smolensk first?
Mr. ALLGAYER. It was definitely in the beginning of August 1941. I
am convinced it was either the 1st or 2d of August.
Mr. FLOOD. How soon after the combat or first line troops moved
out did you get into Smolensk? How many days, about?
Mr. ALLGAYER. Judging from what I have been able to learn, at that
time, it must have happened several days later.
Mr. FLOOD. Was the front moving very fast forward about that
time?
Mr. ALLGAYER. Yes, the front line was moving forward at a fast
aCe.p
Mr. FLOOD. Tell us in your own words about your arrival in Smo
lensk, your search around the Smolensk area for billets, and when
you first got to the forest known as Katyn?
Mr. ALLGAYER. At that time, I and several buddies of mine traveled
down to Smolensk, traveling along a highway leading through the
Katyn woods. We traveled along that highway down to Smolensk. I
still clearly remember that there were constantly serious traffic jams
by reason of the fast movement forward of the front line and the
ensuing movement of troops. I found Smolensk was pretty heavily
destroyed. Only a very few buildings were still intact. They were,
however, not fi

t for billeting purposes. Subsequently, we traveled back
from Smolensk, back to the woods. I still have the impression that

it was at a distance of about 10 to 15 kilometers from Smolensk.
That's only an approximation. That is a figure which I still remember.
Then I discovered, on the left-hand side of the road, a fence which was
either painted white o

r light blue, as it is customary in Russia. Well,
there was an entrance in the fence and we, being servicemen, Sur
mised that where there is a fence there will also b

e some building
nearby behind it

. Subsequently, we went through this gate and we
traveled along a path. I remember it was a path or dirt road. It was
not a highway—no proper road. This path was winding through
the woods for quite some distance until, eventually, it ended by a

building.
This building was entirely empty and it struck us as peculiar. It

was o
f
a type that was not common in Russia. It was partly con

structed o
f

timber and partly o
f

bricks. One portion o
f

the build
ing had two stories. If I was facing the building, the left-hand
portion had two stories. The right-hand portion contained garages,
and, if I correctly remember it, the foundations of the garage were
walled in. What particularly attracted my attention was a piano in

the house because that's an object very infrequently found in Russia.
Subsequently, we put up our billets there. However, it occurred to

u
s

that the space would not be sufficient to billet an entire company,
so, subsequently, we used the garages to have sufficient billeting pur
oses. At the time of our arrival, it was in summer and it was very
ot. Therefore, we soldiers found it very fortunate that we had been
billeted on the banks o
f

the River Dnieper. We could very properly
use these facilities for bathing purposes.
Mr. FLOOD. How long did your outfit stay there?
Mr. ALLGAYER. To # best of my recollection, about 3 weeks.
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1: FLOOD. Do you remember about the date you moved out ofthere?
Mr. ALLGAYER. No, I could not accurately indicate that.
Mr. FLOOD. Do you know what part of the month?
Mr. ALLGAYER. I take it it was some time toward the end of the
month.
Mr. FLOOD. Of what month?
Mr. ALLGAYER. August.
Mr. FLooD. Was there any evidence of any German troops having
been in residence in this castle or this building for any length of time
when you got there—Germans? -

Mr. ALLGAYER. Normally, if you move into billets which had previ
ously been occupied by troops, you are apt to discover remains left
behind, such as empty cigarette packages or signs or posters contain
ing instructions. We didn’t find any such indications in that building.
However, I am not in a position to say there had been no German
troops there a few days prior to our arrival in this building.
Mr. FLOOD. This outfit moved into this building right on the heels
of the advancing German troops?
Mr. ALLGAYER. Yes.
Mr. FLOOD. All the time your outfit was there, did you see any
Polish prisoners of any kind in the area?
Mr. ALLGAYER. No, I did not.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you see any Polish officers or Polish prisoners of
any kind working on the highway?
Mr. ALLGAYER. Are you referring to the vicinity of Katyn?
Mr. FLOOD. In the vicinity of your headuarters around the wood?
Mr. ALLGAYER. No, I did not.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you have any conversations with any Russians who
lived in the area—men or women?
Mr. ALLGAYER. Yes, I did. I have a vague and faint recollection
only of a woman calling upon us on one occasion asking whether
she could get authority to exhume her husband.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you ever hear any conversations that took place
between any of your comrades or the Russians or did you have any
conversations with Russians in which they talked about Poles being
shot in the area?
Mr. ALLGAYER. I do not recall anyone having mentioned that those
men had been Polish. However, I do recall a Russian, whose quarters,
sort of a log cabin, was situated close near the highway, having told
us servicemen upon one occasion that some people had been shot there.
Mr. FLOOD. Did he say when or about when?
Mr. ALLGAYER. It is possible he said so. However, I do not re
member it.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you know anything about the graves at Katyn
Forest or did you see any graves at Katyn Forest during the time you
were there?
Mr. ALLGAYER. No; I neither saw the graves nor did I know any
thing about the graves at that time.
Mr. FLOOD. If there had been any shooting by Germans in the area
during the time you were there, wouldn’t you have known about it
since you were right nearby?
Mr. ALLGAYER. Yes, we would have had to know it

.
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Mr. FLOOD. What were the sanitary conditions around your head
quarters, so far as general health and sanitary conditions were con
cerned? Any trouble?
Mr. ALLGAYER. Yes. We had a lot of trouble, such trouble as we
had nowhere and at no time in Russia.
Mr. FLOOD. What kind of trouble?
Mr. ALLGAYER. The majority of the company was taken ill with
dysentery.

Mr. FLOOD. Anything else?
Mr. ALLGAYER. No.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you have any trouble with insects?
Mr. ALLGAYER. Oh, yes. We had an incredible number o

f

insects
which I believe was predicated upon the hot season of the year.
Mr. FLOOD. What did the people around there, that is, your com
rades, think caused this dysentery to such a large extent in your unit?
Mr. ALLGAYER. Well, it was an enigma to us. We were questioning
what might be the reason. First, we believed it might be the water.
Subsequently, we believed our meat rations o

r

the bread might have
been spoiled. However, all our guesswork got us nowhere and even
by the medical investigation o

f

our doctor we got no results.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you have any trouble with flies? -

Mr. ALLGAYER. Yes, we had an awful lot o
f

trouble from flies, and

I believe that was the reason why the company was moved out of this
region so fast.

r. FLOOD. But nobody said anything to you about graves or thou
sands o

f

men being murdered in the Katyn Forest right near you
headquarters?

-

Mr. ALLGAYER. No.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you hear o

f any orders given to your headquarters

to shoot any prisoners in the area?
Mr. ALLGAYER. This would have been something incredible at that
time.

Mr. FLOOD. Did your unit take part in the execution o
f

several
thousand Polish officers in the Katyn woods? -

Mr. ALLGAYER. Our only task was to maintain and repair the rail
road line running through Smolensk and we had no other tasks
whatever.

Mr. FLOOD. Did you take part in any executions or did your unit?
Mr. ALLGAYER. No.
Mr. FLOOD. Could any such executions have taken place within a

thousand meters o
f your headquarters without your knowing about it
,

o
r hearing about it? -

Mr. ALLGAYER. That is utterly impossible.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you make any observations with reference to any
open spaces in the forests or the woods around your headquarters?
Did you notice any?
Mr. ALLGAYER. Yes; I had a vague recollection o

f

one such clearing.

It happened because I and one of my buddies were walking through
the woods and we came to such a clearing, and, actually, we couldn’t

£ any reason why there should be a clearing right in the middle o
f
a

Orest.

Mr. FLoop. Was that a subject o
f

conversation among the troops

in your outfit?
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Mr. ALLGAYER. Well, we soldiers just briefly discussed the mere
fact. However, we did not put any importance on this fact.
Mr. FLOOD. What were the general regulations, as far as you knew
or saw, as far as the Wehrmacht was concerned, in its treatment of
Russian prisoners in the area of Smolensk-Katyn when you were
there?
Mr. ALLGAYER. At that time no Russian POW’s had yet been as
signed as laborers to our maintenance unit, and therefore I know
nothing about the treatment of Russian POW’s.
Mr. FLOOD. That is all.
Chairman MADDEN. We wish to thank you for coming here to testify
today. -

Mr. FLooD. Karl Herrmann.

TESTIMONY OF KARL HERRMANN, KARLSRUHE/BADEN, GERMANY
(THROUGH THE INTERPRETER, ARTURS R. MOSTNI)

Chairman MADDEN. Mr. Herrmann, I might ask you, do you have
any objections to being photographed?
Mr. HERRMANN. I would rather not.
Chairman MADDEN. Very well.
I will read a statement to you,Mr. Herrmann.
Before you testify, it is our wish to invite your attention to the fact
that under German law you will not be liable for slander or libel,
either in criminal or in civil proceedings, for anything you may say
in your testimony; so long as you tell the truth. At the same time,I wish to make it quite clear that neither the Government of the
United States nor the Congress of the United States assumes any
responsibility in your behalf with respect to libel or slander pro
ceedings which may arise as the result of your testimony.
Did you understand that?
Mr. HERRMANN. Yes; I did.
Chairman MADDEN. Raise your right hand and be sworn.
Do you swear by God the Almighty that, according to your best
knowledge, you will tell the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but
the truth, so help you God?
Mr. HERRMANN. Yes; I swear by God.
Chairman MADDEN. Please give your name and address.
Mr. HERRMANN. Karl Herrmann, 35-A Louisenstrasse, Karlsruhe/
Baden.
Mr. FLOOD. What is your name?
Mr. HERRMANN. Karl Herrmann.
Mr. FLOOD. Were you ever identified with the German armed forces?
Mr. HERRMANN. Yes; I was a member of the security police.
Mr. FLOOD. Where were you stationed in 1943 and 1945?
Mr. HERRMANN. In 1943 I was at Lemberg and Krakow.
Mr. FLOOD. As a member of the security forces, what were your
duties?
Mr. HERRMANN. Toward the end I was serving with the adminis
tration of the security forces in Krakow in my capacity as adminis
trator of the material depot.

-

Mr. FLOOD. What year was that?
Mr. HERRMANN. In 1944 and 1945, until the end and the escape.
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Mr. FLOOD. Had you ever heard of the Katyn massacres in any way
by that time?
Mr. HERRMANN. Yes; I had heard about it for the simple reason
that we, in our institute, had documents in our safekeeping.
Mr. FLOOD. What institute?
Mr. HERRMANN. The Institute for Forensic Medicine in Krakow.
Mr. FLOOD. Who was the chief of that institute?
Mr. HERRMANN. Dr. Beck.
Mr. FLOOD. What connection, if any, did you yourself have, in
your capacity as a member of the security forces, with the Polish
documents?
Mr. HERRMANN. I had no proximate connection; all this ensued only
later on, in 1945.
Mr. FLOOD. Tell us what happened in 1945, as far as you recall, with
reference to the transportation of these documents taken from your
institute, that you described, in any way, from Krakow.
Mr. HERRMANN. Well, I will have to elaborate on that a little, to
some extent. As I indicated before these documents had been in safe
keeping with the institute.

-

Mr. FLOOD. Go ahead.
Mr. HERRMANN. After, however, we found out the guerrillas at
tacked the storage place—and I cannot say whether these guerrillas
were Bolshevik guerrillas or belonged to the Polish underground—it
was determined to take these documents to Breslau. On the 18th of
January 1945, we were forced to flee from Krakow, and we were
traveling via Breslau. In Breslau we were taken to emergency billets,
where we were waiting for orders indicating to us where we were
supposed to move subsequently. There I received an order to go and
pick up the documents at the institute of anatomy and to haul the
documents on a postal truck to the loading platform at a railroad
depot. There was a train standing at the depot ready to take the
members of the government somewhere else. It was the last train
scheduled to leave the town, and we were assigned one coach of this
train.
We traveled on that train to Dresden, and that is where the guard
assignment of the boxes began.
Incidentally, I wish to emphasize that I do not know whether there
were all of the documents. There were 16 boxes of documents.
Mr. FLOOD. How big was each box?
Mr. HERRMANN. They were 1 meter in length and from about 30 to
35 centimeters in height.
Mr. FLOOD. What were they made of?
Mr. HERRMANN. Wood.
Mr. FLOOD. How were they labeled, if you remember?
Mr. HERRMANN. They weren’t—there weren’t any labels, practi
cally; there was only a sign on it

,

“Reichssicherheitshauptamt.”
Mr. FLOOD. What does that mean? Translate it.
Mr. HERRMANN. Head Office o
f

the Reich Security Office.
Mr. FLOOD. These boxes were all placed in that coach on that train,
were they?
Mr. HERRMANN. Yes.
Mr. FLOOD. You saw that yourself?
Mr. HERRMANN. Yes. Well, we lent a hand in doing so.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you ride on the train with the boxes?
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Mr. HERRMANN. Yes, in the very same coach.
Mr. FLOOD. To where?
Mr. HERRMANN. To Dresden.
Mr. FLOOD. What happened when you got to Dresden?
Mr. HERRMANN. The boxes were unloaded at a loading platform
at Dresden-Neustadt.
Mr. FLOOD. What happened then, when you took them off at
Dresden? -

Mr. HERRMANN. Gestapo headquarters were notified to send us a
truck. Originally, as far as I heard, the boxes were supposed to pro
ceed straight to Berlin. In the meantime, however, the Russians
had made a forced advance, so it was no longer feasible to take the
boxes, as originally intended, to Berlin. The boxes were laden on
a truck and taken to Radebeul. -

Mr. FLOOD. When and where was the last time you saw these boxes?
Mr. HERRMANN. Well, I cannot indicate an accurate date. It might
have been, however, toward the end of February.
Mr. FLOOD. What year?
Mr. HERRMANN. 1945. -

Mr. FLOOD. Where was the last place you saw them?
Mr. HERRMANN. In Radebeul.
Mr. FLOOD. What town 2
Mr. HERRMANN. That is near Dresden.
Mr. FLOOD. That is all.
Mr. HERRMANN. It is between Dresden and Meissen.
Chairman MADDEN. We wish to thank you for coming here and
testifying today.
Dr. Beck. Dr. Werner Beck.

TESTIMONY OF DR, WERNER BECK, HAMBURG, GERMANY
(THROUGH THE INTERPRETER, ARTHUR R. MOSTNI)

Chairman MADDEN. Doctor, do you have any objections to being
photographed?
Dr. BECK. No; I do not.
Chairman MADDEN. Very well, no objections.
Before you testify, it is our wish to invite your attention to the
fact that under German law you will not be liable for slander or
libel, either in criminal or in civil proceedings, for anything you
may say in your testimony, So long as you tell the truth. At the same
time, I wish to make it quite clear that neither the Government of
the United States nor the Congress of the United States assumes any
responsibility in your behalf with respect to libel or slander pro
ceedings which may arise as a result of your testimony.
Did you understand that?
Dr. BECK. Yes; I did.
Chairman MADDEN. Now, Doctor, stand and be sworn.
Do you swear by God the Almighty that you will, according to
the best of your knowledge, tell the truth, the whole truth, and noth
ing but the truth, so help you God?

-

Dr. BECK. I swear, so help me God.
Mr. FLOOD. What is your name?
Dr. BECK. Beck, Werner.
93744–52—pt. 5–19
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Mr. FLoop. Were you ever, at any time, identified with the former
German Government?
Dr. BECK. Yes; I was serving with the Ministry of the Interior.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you ever, in your official capacity, have occasion to
serve in Poland in any way?
Dr. BECK. Yes; I did.
Mr. FLOOD. Will you give us the title of your position in Poland
and a short description of your duties there? -

Dr. BECK. I was director of the Institute of Forensic Medicine and
of Scientific Criminology.
Mr. FLOOD. Will you give us the German name of that institute,
and your title?
Dr. BECK. Director of the State Institute for Forensic Medicine
in the General Gouvernment.
Mr. FLOOD. And where was that located?
Dr. BECK. At Krakow.
Mr. FLOOD. In 1943, of course, you heard of the Katyn massacre?
Dr. BECK. Yes; I did.
Mr. FLoop. When in 1943 had you heard of the Katyn massacre?
Dr. BECK. In April of 1943.
Mr. FLOOD. Where were you at that time?
Dr. BECK. In Krakow.
Mr. FLOOD. Doing what?
Dr. BECK. In my capacity as director of the Institute of Forensic
Medicine.
Mr. FLOOD. By that time you had heard of the report of the Inter
national Commission of Scientists and their protocol of April 30, 1943,
with reference to their findings at Katyn?
Dr. BECK. Yes; I had, for the simple reason that the leader of the
German Commission, Professor Buhtz, had been my chief at Breslau
University.
Mr. FLoop. That is the Dr. Buhtz who was cooperating with the
International Commission of Scientists at that time; is that correct?
Dr. BECK. Yes.
Mr. FLOOD. Do you know whether or not the Polish Red Cross was
in any way connected with the exhumations at Katyn?
Dr. BECK. Yes; I do.
Mr. FLoop. Did any officials of the Polish Red Cross get in touch
with#" after the

protocol of the international scientists had been
Signed :
Dr. BECK. Yes.
Mr. FLOOD. Who, when, where, and why?
Dr. BECK. To the best of my recollection it was the president of
the Polish Red Cross, Dr. Czinski.
Mr. FLOOD. When was this? -

Dr. BECK. Sometime in the first days of May of 1943.
Mr. FLOOD. Where did it take place, and why did they get in touch
with you?
Dr. BECK. The office of the president of the Polish Red Cross was
located at Warsaw. The president came to Krakow and requested
me to place all these auxiliary personnel at his disposal in order
to perfect the exhumation.
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I wish to indicate that after the German Commission and the In
ternational Commission had terminated their activities, the entire
exhumations were turned over to the Polish Red Cross.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you cooperate with and grant the request of the
president of the Polish Red Cross?
Dr. BECK. Yes, I did, in every way.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you name any of your associates from your insti
tute to assist?
Dr. BECK. Yes, I did.
Mr. FLOOD. Will you name them?
Dr. BECK. Those were the Polish doctors: Dr. Praglowski; then Dr.
Wodzinski, both from Krakow; Lecturer Dr. Felz, as well as Dr.
Manczarski, both from the subsidiary of my institute at Warsaw.
In addition, there were a certain number of assistants for the
dissections.

Mr. FLOOD. Did you instruct all of these people to work under the
supervision of the Polish Red Cross?
Dr. BECK. Yes, I did.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you ever have any complaints from the Polish Red

£that these people refused to cooperate, or would not work withthem?

Dr. BECK. No, I did not.
Mr. FLOOD. After the exhumations were completed, in the summer
of 1943, what happened?
Dr. BECK. All of the material discovered on the dead bodies, such
as notebooks, passports, personal papers, personal property such as
rings, bracelets, watches, wallets containing banknotes of various
currencies and denominations, such as Polish, Russian, and American
currencies—all of that collected material was taken to my institute
at Krakow.
Mr. FLOOD. What was your procedure with reference to these
documents and these personal belongings of the dead Polish officers?
How did you take care of them?
Dr. BECK. First I wish to state that all of these objects were sent
to Krakow by the Polish Red Cross in 14 boxes. The boxes were
locked and I was handed the keys. Subsequently, and upon the
request of the president of the Polish Red Cross at Warsaw, Dr.
Czinski, I turned all of the objects over to the chemical department
of my institute. In charge of the chemical department was Lecturer
Dr. Robel.
Mr. FLOOD. Why were they turned over to the chemical section?
Dr. BECK. We had been requested to take those documents, which
had been spoiled by a formation of decomposition wax, to a chemical
laboratory and to make them again discernible and readable.
Mr. FLOOD. By “decomposition wax” you mean the result of the
decomposition of the bodies found in the graves?
Dr. BECK. Yes; that is correct.
Mr. FLooD. Do you have the names of the persons at your chemical
division of the institute under Dr. Robel who were concerned with
this matter?
Dr. BECK. Yes, I do. -

Mr. FLOOD. Will you place those in the record, please?
Dr. BECK. Yes.
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Mr. FLOOD. Spelling them, please, for the reporter.
Dr. BECK. Dr. Senkowska, a woman; Magistra Cholewinski; Dr.
Szwed; lecturer Dr. Ackermannowna; and Dr. Paszkowska.
Mr. FLOOD. You turned over all of the documents that you had, the
boxes and the keys that were in your possession, to the chemical in
stitute, is that right?
Dr. BECK. Yes, and I handed the keys to the man in charge of my
chemical section, a Polish doctor, Dr. Robel.
Mr. FLOOD. All right. What transpired?
Dr. BECK. During the course of this extensive work, extending over
a series of months, there was a search for identification marks by
which those documents might have been identified. For instance, at
first we had to clean all of the objects, and subsequently we photo
graphed them. Subsequently we applied chemical treatment to all
of the documents, such as notebooks, passports, all written matter,
and particularly as to letters, so as to make the faded writing, either
pencil or ink writing, again legible. These jobs were frequently very
tedious and extensive, and were not successful in all events.
In those instances, however, when we succeeded in making the
writing legible again, we made photostatic copies of the documents,
and subsequently we notified the members of the families of the
killed Polish officers, as far as I had been able to ascertain them from
the letters and the senders indicated on the letters.
Mr. FLOOD. What method did you use for keeping the items, docu
ments, and personal belongings, of each separate body separate from
the others?
Dr. BECK. The appropriate measures had already been taken at the
place of the exhumations. The bodies were taken out of the graves
one at a time, in sequence. Each body was individually searched
for personal property and belongings, and after discovery the be
longings in each instance were placed in a separate pouch, and sub
sequently, when the examinations were made, each pouch was pro
duced individually and the contents of each pouch were treated and
examined individually.
Mr. DoNDERO. By “pouch” do you mean that they were placed in a
large envelope?
Dr. BECK. Yes; I mean an envelope.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you keep in touch with these proceedings all the time
that these matters were going through processing in your institute?
Dr. BECK. In the interests of the Polish Red Cross I daily super
vised that work.
Mr. FLOOD. The term “doctor” is very common around here. What
kind of a doctor are you?
Dr. BECK. A doctor of medicine.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you ever have occasion in your official capacity, in
view of the fact that you were a doctor of medicine, to issue any death
certificates in connection with this matter?
Dr. BECK. Yes; I did.
Mr. FLOOD. Now, Doctor, I direct your attention to the change of the
Eastern Front, insofar as the military campaigns were concerned, in
June and July of 1944, and ask you in what way the change in the
military situation had anything to do with these documents and your
work?
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Dr. BECK. In the year 1944 I received an order by the commander
of the security police to destroy the documents.
Mr. FLOOD. The commander of the security police, where?
Dr. BECK. At Krakow. The commander of security police for the
entire general government.
Mr. FLOOD. That is the German occupation government?
Dr. BECK. Yes.
Mr. FLOOD. All right. What were the instructions?
Dr. BECK. It was a written instruction saying that all of the kept
documents, including documents and personal property, originatin
from Katyn should be destroyed altogether in one lump, lest they fa
into the hands of the Russians.
Mr. FLOOD. What was your reaction and that of your associates, and
what did you do about it?
Dr. BECK. I refused to comply with those orders, on the following
grounds:
It was my position that these documents, and particularly as to the
written instruments, should be kept for the benefit of the Polish Na
tion, and particularly so for reasons in connection with any possible
civil actions or legal actions.
At that time I was approached by Count Ronicker, chief of the Pol
ish welfare organization, which was a sort of liaison organization be
tween the Polish Nation and the German occupation government, as
well as by the director of the Academy of Fine Arts, Dr. Pronaskou,
with a request to do all I could and see to it that these documents would
not be destroved.
To begin with, we negotiated with the man in charge of the chemical
department, Dr. Robel, and we made up our minds to distribute those
documents amongst the reliable Poles and subsequently report to the
security police that the destruction of the documents had been con
cluded. This plan, however, could not be effected because such a stench£" from these documents that they could not be kept in privateOn 16S.

Eventually, after plenty of negotiations with the security police, and
German Government agencies in the general government, I succeeded
in receiving a permit to transfer these documents further west, to wit,
to Breslau. In Breslau those boxes were placed in the Anatomical In
stitute, in view of the stench emanating also from these boxes.
Mr. FLOOD. How many boxes, and how were they marked?
Dr. BECK. There were 14 boxes, and there were larger inscriptions in
black letters on them, “Institute Krakow Library.”
Mr. FLOOD. Of what were the boxes made?
Dr. BECK. Out of stout lumber, with lids. There were no padlocks,
but just normal locks were fitted in the boxes.
Mr. FLOOD. What was the size of the boxes?
Dr. BECK. I would estimate the size of the boxes as 1 meter and
50
£ength. 70 centimeters in height, and about 60 centimeters inwidth.
Mr. FLOOD. What was done with the boxes at the Anatomical Insti
tute at the University at Breslau?
Dr. BECK. The boxes were kept in a large, separate room placed
at our disposal by the then director of the Breslau University.
Mr. FLOOD. And was any work done on them there?
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Dr. BECK. Yes; the identification was continued. It was done by
myself and Dr. Robel, the man in charge of my chemical depart
ment, going to Breslau time and again. We always received the
finished, complete work, and we took out of the boxes new envelopes
on which subsequent work was supposed to be done.
Mr. FLOOD. Now, in January of 1945, when the Germans evacuated
Krakow, what did you do?
Dr. BECK. I was one of the last to leave Krakow, together with the
officers of my administration. To begin with, we traveled to Breslau,
and, once there, the first thing I took care of were the documents,
these original documents, from Katyn. By reason of the furthermove
ment of the front line I had to make up my mind to transfer the
boxes from Breslau.
We brought the boxes to Dresden. While we were standing guard
over them in Dresden I contacted the police agencies in order to ob
tain proper and fitting storage room. However, I did not get any
cooperation from the police agency, with one exception, that I was
given one truck in order to haul the documents away. I then brought
these original Katyn documents to a suburb of Dresden, Radebeul.
Mr. FLOOD. Where did you place them there?

*

Dr. BECK. At first they were placed in a private household, and
subsequently, because the stench was too penetrant, they were placed
in a storage room of the railroad forwarding depot, or the railroad
forwarding department.
Mr. FLoop. All right. Suppose you tell us what disposition you
tried to make of these documents, where you wanted to take them,
and why you couldn’t get them there.
Dr. BECK. I intended to turn this collection of documents over to
some agency of the International Red Cross.
Mr. FLOOD. Where?
Dr. BECK. According to my information, there was a single
agency of the International Red Cross in the vicinity, and that
was in Prague. Prague, at that time, was a hospital city, and that
is why there was an agency of the International Red Cross. No Ger
man agency placed a vehicle at my disposal in order to take the
documents to Prague. Therefore, I at first attempted to travel to
Prague myself in order to have these documents subsequently picked
up by the International Red Cross. This happened in the first days
of May 1945. By reason of the vicissitudes of war I was not in a
position to contact the agencies of the International Red Cross.I then proceeded from Prague to Pilsen, after one specific road had
been opened to traffic. I traveled there with the German Army.
Pilsen had already been occupied by the United States Armed Forces.
I then reported to some commanding officer, whose name I no longer
know, and subsequently, after having told him my story, he gave me a
pass to travel to Dresden.
While on my way to Dresden I learned that Dresden, in the mean
time, had been occupied by the Russians, so I personally had no chance
whatever to get into Dresden.
I then proceeded to the United States zone of occupation in Bavaria.
Mr. FLoop. When did you enter the American zone?
Dr. BECK. In June of 1945. -

Mr. FLoop. What disposition, if any, did you hear subsequently
was made of the boxes that were at the railway station in Dresden?
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Dr. BECK. The boxes had been burned immediately prior to the
Russians moving in.
Mr. FLOOD. By whom?
Dr. BECK. By the railroad forwarding agent.
Mr. FLOOD. Who told you that?
Dr. BECK. I myself had given this order. At that time we had quite
a clear picture of the development of the war. We still anticipated
and hoped that the Americans would occupy Dresden. However, in
order to cover all possibilities, I had given an order that should the
Russians come and occupy Dresden, the boxes should be burned.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you ever receive any information from anybody
in Dresden after the Russian occupation that your orders had been
carried out? -

Dr. BECK. Yes, I did.
Mr. FLOOD. Now, the committee has been advised of the name of
the person who gave you that order, and of the repute and standing of
that informant. We can understand why you may not want to tell

u
s, but, if you wish to, we would be glad to have the name of the person

for the record, although the committee is aware o
f it anyhow. That

is up to you.
Dr. BECK. For security reasons, and in the best interests of persons
residing in the Russian zone who are connected with this business,

I take it that it would be advisable not to mention or to divulge the
name here in an open session.
Mr. FLOOD. This same informant was in touch with you or gave you
information in connection with efforts made b

y

the Russian secret serv
ice in connection with these documents a

t Katyn, and later, when they
thought they were in Dresden?
Dr. BECK. Yes. The Russian secret police, b

y

ways and means un
known to me, had learned o

f

the storage place o
f

these documents, o
r

o
f

these boxes, and had made several searches o
f

the house o
f my

parents, who were residing near Dresden. The Russians also traced
the exact route o

fmy flight up to the border o
f

the Russian zone. The
Russians searched the homes o

f

all persons who sheltered me at that
time, particularly so the houses o

f

friends o
f

mine. They lost track

o
f

me only at the zonal border.
Mr. FLooD. Was anything done to your family?
Dr. BECK. My mother had been incarcerated a

t

Dresden for more
than half a year because the Russians wanted to learn my address.
Mr. FLOOD. How old was she then?
Dr. BECK. Sixty-two years o

f age.
Mr. FLOOD. How long was she in jail, if you know?
Dr. BECK. A bit more than 6 months.
Mr. FLOOD. Whatever happened to the railroad agent that burned
these things a

t

the station, if you have heard?
Dr. BECK. Yes; he has been deported, and the members of his family,
even today, still don’t know where he is

.

Mr. FLooD. Deported where and by whom?
Dr. BECK. By Russian police in those gray uniforms, with green
bands around the caps; Russian secret police.
Mr. FLOOD. Why didn’t you report these matters to the Nuremberg
trials?
Dr. BECK. I did not report it because I had to figure I would be
automatically arrested by virtue o

f my official position, the major
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position I had held with the occupation government in Poland, andI had to figure on being extradited to the Russians right away. At
that time surrender or extradition took place, without proper court
proceedings, by the simple request of one of these commissions, which
went about scouring the camps. -

Mr. FLOOD. Doctor, it has been testified before this commission by
various witnesses upon various occasions that certain of these bodies
of the Polish officers found in the graves at Katyn had their hands tied

£d their backs with either rope or wire. Have you ever heard ofthat?
Dr. BECK. Yes. I obtained current reports from my Polish col
laborators, who had been working on these exhumations, and it had
been reported that numerous of those Polish officers found at Kat
had their hands tied behind their backs with string. I was familiar
with the protocol of this International Commission of Scientists, which
had arrived at the same finding.
Subsequently, I requested my assistants to take the material used
for the tying-up, and bring it to me.I formerly engaged in criminological scientific investigation of
material used for strangulation purposes or for tying purposes, and
that is why I have been surprised that this international commission
of scientists had arrived at the finding that the string used for the
tying of the hands of the Polish officers was made of Russian hemp.
Subsequently I made a thorough examination of that strangulation
imaterial, which I myself developed and published in 1947. My
method has been repeatedly used; for instance, by the supreme court
of Massachusetts, file No. 13 N. E., 206–382. I made a thorough ex
amination of that material brought me, based upon my method, andI was in a position to determine and corroborate that that material
was made of Russian hemp, and I was particularly in a position to
positively determine that this material was not of German industrial
manufacture.
Mr. MACHRowICz. In this institute that you were operating in Kra
kow, the various sections of that institute, with the exception of the
serologic department and the department of identification of arms,
were actually headed by Poles; am I right in that?
Dr. BECK. Yes. -

Mr. MACHRowICZ. And were these Polish doctors given a free hand
to handle those departments?
Dr. BECK. Yes.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. You mentioned in your statement Dr. Marion
Wodzinski. Do you remember him?
Dr. BECK. Yes; I do.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Did he ever ask you to be relieved of his duties
in that department that he headed?
Dr. BECK. No. However, I wish to add that, to the best of my
recollection, Dr. Wodzinski left sometime before Christmas of 1944
and did not return.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Did he leave voluntarily?
Dr. BECK. Voluntarily.
Mr. MACHROWICZ. That is all.
Chairman MADDEN. We wish to thank you for coming here and
testifying today, doctor.
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Mr. FLOOD. Mr. Chairman, I would like to recall General Ober
haeuser. -

Chairman MADDEN. Very well.

FURTHER TESTIMONY OF GEN, EUGEN OBERHAEUSER (THROUGH
INTERPRETER MOSTNI)

Mr. FLOOD. General, will you sit down, please?
You testified the other day to some extent before the committee.
At that time you were requested by the committee to prepare a map,
3.£ of a map, from which you testified at that time. Do
you have such a map with you today?
General OBERHAEUSER. Yes; I do.
Mr. FLOOD. Would you let me have it

,

please?

(The witness produced a document.)
Inow ask the stenographer tomark this as “Exhibit 74”.
(The document referred to was marked for identification a

s “Ex
hibit 74” and follows:)
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Mr. FLOOD. I now show the witness exhibit No. 74 and ask him
whether or not that is the map he has been requested to produce and
has now just brought to the committee?
General OBERHAEUSER. Yes; it is

.

Mr. FLOOD. I offer that map in evidence.
Chairman MADDEN. Thank you, General.

-

The committee will now recess until 2:30, because o
f

the lateness o
f

the hour, instead o
f
2
.

(Whereupon, at 1
:
1
0 p.m., the committee recessed, to reconvene at

2:30 p.m.) -
AFTERNOON SESSION

(The committee reconvened at 2:30 p.m.)
Chairman MADDEN. The committee will come to order, please.
The committee wants to recall Colonel Ahrens for the purpose o

f

identifying certain photographs.

FURTHER TESTIMONY OF COL. FRIEDRICH AHRENS (THROUGH
INTERPRETER MOSTNI)

Chairman MADDEN. Just be seated, Colonel.
Mr. FLOOD. You are the Colonel Ahrens who testified previously
this week in connection with this matter; is that so?
Colonel AHRENs. Yes; it is

.

Mr. FLOOD. At that time, the committee suggested that if you had
any additional photographs in your possession we would appreciate it

if you brought them. -

Colonel AHRENS Yes.
Mr. FLOOD. Or if there were any letters in your possession or the
possession o

f your wife that had been addressed to you at your address

in Germany, in Saxony, before you were transferred to Smolensk.
Colonel AHRENs. Yes.
Mr. FLOOD. Will' let me see those photographs, please?(The witness produced several photographs.)
Mr. FLOOD. Will you show these to the stenographer and have
these photographs marked for identification as exhibits 75, 76, 77, 78,
79, and 80. -

(The photographs referred to were marked for identification a
s

exhibits 7
5 through 80.)

Mr. FLOOD. I now show the witness the exhibits 7
5 through 80, as

indicated, and ask the interpreter to read from the marked exhibit
the number o

f

that exhibit and ask the witness in seriatum, one by one,

to tell us what each picture is and who are the persons on each photo
graph.
8-# MosTNI. Exhibit 75.
(The exhibit referred to, previously marked for identification a

s

“Exhibit 75,” follows:)
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EXHIBIT 75

--- - - - - - -
Arrival of International Commission at Katyn.

Colonel AHRENs. This picture indicates the arrival of the panel of
international experts of forensic medicine in April of 1943. The pic
ture was taken in front of the so-called Dnieper Castle. It depicts
Surgeon General Dr. Holm; his adjutant, Lieutenant Hodt, whose
present address I also indicated, as well as myself. I am just about in
viting this panel to have breakfast with me.
Part of this panel of international experts is not visible on the pic
ture because they are obstructed by one of the guests.
Mr. MOSTNI. Exhibit 76.
(The exhibit referred to, previously marked for identification as
“Exhibit 76,” follows:)
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ExHIBIT 76

Colonel Ahrens greets medical experts.

Colonel AHRENS. This picture also indicates the arrival of this in
ternational panel of experts. I am just greeting the gentlemen.
The picture depicts as follows, from right to left: the female Ger
man doctor who had been mentioned here yesterday, who was also a
member of the committee. I do not know the next person on the pic
ture. The third person, however, is that of Dr. Tramsen, the Danish
doctor who testified here yesterday; then Dr. Zietz, who testified sub
sequently; Surgeon General Dr. Holm, and my self.I cannot identify certain of the gentlemen depicted on this photo
graph who are wearing German uniforms.
Mr. FLooD. Was exhibit 76 taken at the Dnieper Castle, your head
quarters?
Colonel AHRENs. Yes; on the very same place, in front of the
Dnieper Castle, also in April of 1943—as has been noted on the reverse
of the picture.
Mr. MOSTNI. Exhibit 77.
(The exhibit referred to, previously marked for identification as
“Exhibit 77,” was£ withdrawn to protect the identity of
the individual photographed. See below.)
Colonel AHRENs. This picture indicates the Russian keeper of bees,
who has been mentioned in my testimony.
Mr. FLOOD. By the Russian keeper of bees, do you mean the Russian
couple living in the area of the Katyn woods and your headquarters,
who discussed with you certain shootings that took place in that area
some time previously? Is that it?
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Colonel AHRENs. Yes; that is correct. That is the couple in ques
tion. This picture, however, indicates the husband only. Here he
stands between General Oberhaeuser and myself.
Mr. FLOOD. Is that the General Oberhaeuser who testified yesterday
and today?
Colonel AHRENs. That is the same General Oberhaeuser who was my
superior then and there.
Mr. FLOOD. What is the answer to my question?
Colonel AHRENs. It is the same General Oberhaeuser who testified
yesterday. -

The name of the keeper of bees is noted on the reverse of the picture.I would prefer, however, not to read it aloud here.
Mr. FLOOD. All right, withdraw exhibit 77.
Mr. MOSTNI. Exhibit 78.
(The exhibit referred to previously marked for identification as
“Exhibit 78,” follows:)

ExHIBIT 78

Colonel Ahrens talking to Russian bee keeper.

Colonel AHRENs. This picture indicates the very same persons, the
keeper of bees, General Oberhaeuser and myself.
Mr. FLOOD. Then you do not want that one in, either, do you?
Colonel AHRENs. This picture may be included because it does not
contain any name. . . • " -

Mr. FLOOD. Very well.
Mr. MOSTNI. Exhibit 79. -

(The exhibit referred to, previously marked for identification as
“Exhibit 79,” follows:)
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ExHIBIT 79

~ -
Dnieper Castle.

Colonel AHRENS. Exhibit 79 indicates a view of the Dnieper Castle,
seen from the river side.
Mr. MosTNI. Exhibit 80. -

(The exhibit referred to, previously marked for identification as
“Exhibit 80,” follows:)
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ExHIBIT 80

Dnieper Castle, east side view.

Colonel AHRENS. Exhibit 80 is an east side view of the same castle.
The building is camouflaged by small trees and depicts in particular
the economic annexes to the building.I had an opportunity to discover several cards or letters which can
prove and corroborate that I have been living at Haale from July
through November of 1941.
Mr. FLOOD. Will you let me have them, please?
(The witness produced some documents.)
Mr. FLOOD. I would like to have the stenographer mark the envelope
as exhibit 81.
(The document referred to was marked for identification as “Exhibit
81” and follows, together with its contents:)
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EXHIBIT 81

-

Envelope addressed to Colonel Ahrens in Halle, November 15, 1941.

93744–52–pt. 5–20
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|- - - - - . - -

Letter addressed to Colonel Ahrens in Halle, November 11, 1941.
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- - -
Letter–Continued.
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Letter—Continued.
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Letter—Continued
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*~~ |--

Postcard to Colonel Ahrens in Halle, October 23, 1941.
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f

- ~~~~ - -
Message on reverse side of postcard.
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Mr. FLOOD. I now show the witness three documents, an envelope
containing two pieces of a letter, and ask him if they are the envelope
and letter he has described as being evidence of his residence in
Germany between July and November 1941?
Colonel AHRENs. Yes. However, I shall endeavor to present some
more similar evidence.
Mr. FLOOD. We will be glad to have it

.

Chairman MADDEN. Thank you, colonel.

TESTIMONY OF DR, ROBERT KEMPNER, LANSDOWNE, PA.

Chairman MADDEN. Robert Kempner.
Does it make any difference to you whether you are photographed,
or not?
Dr. KEMPNER. I have no objection.
Chairman MADDEN. Give the reporter your name and address Mr.
Kempner. -

Dr. KEMPNER. Robert Kempner; 112 Lansdowne Court, Lansdowne,
Pa.
Chairman MADDEN. Mr. Kempner, before you testify, it is our wish

to invite your attention to the fact that, under German law, you will
not be liable for slander or libel, either in civil or criminal proceedings,
for anything you may say in your testimony, so long as you tell the
truth. At the same time, I wish to make it quite clear that neither
the Government o

f

the United States nor the Congress o
f
the United

States assumes any responsibility in your behalf with respect to libel

o
r

slander proceedings which may arise as a result o
f your testimony.

Do you understand that?
Dr. KEMPNER. I do.
Chairman MADDEN. Now will you raise your right hand and b

e
sworn?
Do you swear, by God theA'. that you will, according toyour best knowledge, tell the truth, the whole truth, and nothing
but the truth, and not conceal anything; so help you God?
Dr. KEMPNER. I swear.
Chairman MADDEN. Proceed, Mr. Dondero.
Mr. DoNDERO. How old a man are you?
Dr. KEMPNER. I am 52.
Mr. DONDERO. What is your business or profession?
Dr. KEMPNER. I am a lawyer and political scientist.
Mr. DONDERO. Where were you born?
Dr. KEMPNER. I am born in Freiburg, Germany.
Mr. DONDERO. When did you graduate in the profession o

f

the law?

1

Dr. KEMPNER. First in 22 and the second admission to the bar in
926.
Mr. DONDERO. Where?
Dr. KEMPNER. In Berlin.
Mr. DONDERO. Was that in 1923?
Dr. KEMPNER. 1927.
Mr. DoNDERO. Did you begin the practice o
f

the law in Berlin,
Germany?
Dr. KEMPNER. That is correct, Your Honor.
Mr. DoNDERO. How long?
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Dr. KEMPNER. I started in 1922 after the first examination, and I
ended in Berlin in 1934–35.
Mr. DoNDERO. After 1935, did you continue to practice law?
Dr. KEMPNER. No.
Mr. DONDERO. What did you do?
Dr. KEMPNER. I taught in Italy and in France.
Mr. DoNDERo Did you lecture on law in the United States?
Dr. KEMPNER. Yes, Your Honor.
Mr. DONDERO. Where?
Dr. KEMPNER. In comparative law and international law and also
in political science, I lectured at the University of Pennsylvania; also
in Michigan, in Ann Arbor. -

Mr. DoNDERO. Was that the University of Michigan?
Dr. KEMPNER. Yes, your Honor.
Mr. Donneno. At Ann Arbor?
Dr. KEMPNER. At Ann Arbor.
Mr. DoNDERO. How long?
Dr. KEMPNER. At West Point and various other schools.
Mr. DoNDERO. On what subjects did you lecture at West Point?
Dr. KEMPNER. Various times on German-Russian relations.
Mr. DoNDERO. Do you understand that West Point is the Military
Academy of the United States? -

Dr. KEMPNER. Yes, Your Honor, that is the Military Academy of
the United States.
Mr. DoNDERO. How long did you lecture in the United States at the
three places you named?
Dr. KEMPNER. I lectured at various schools and places between 1939
and 1951.
Mr. DoNDERO. All in the United States, or here in Europe as well?
Dr. KEMPNER. In the United States; also in Switzerland and also
in Germany.

-

Mr. DoNDERo. Where were you in 1939?
Dr. KEMPNER. In France and in the United States.
Mr. DoNDERO. Where were you during the recent war, or World
War NO. II? -

Dr. KEMPNER. In the United States.
Mr. DONDERO. When did you come back to Europe?
Dr. KEMPNER. The first time I came back after World War II was
in July or the beginning of August 1945.
Mr. DoNDERO. What was the purpose of your return to Europe?
Dr. KEMPNER. I was at that time connected with the War Depart
ment and was on loan to Justice Robert H. Jackson's prosecuting staff.
Mr. DoNDERO. Do you mean to say that you were connected with
the War Department of the United States?
Dr. KEMPNER. Yes, your Honor.
Mr. DONDERO.. Were you connected at one time with the German
Government?
Dr. KEMPNER. Yes, your Honor.
Mr. DoNDERO. How long?
Dr. KEMPNER. Until 1933.
Mr. DoNDERO. And in what capacity?
Dr. KEMPNER. I was senior Government counselor and of kind of
general counsel of the German police system.
Mr. DoNDERO. Was that in the further practice of the law?
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Dr. KEMPNER. The general counsel's job was a legal job with the pre
Hitler German Government.
Mr. DoNDERO. And that would be before 1933, would it?
Dr. KEMPNER. Yes, your Honor.
Mr. DONDERO. Just what date did you become connected with the
War Department of the United States, as far as you can remember?
Dr. KEMPNER. I think I switched from the Department of Justice
in Washington to the Department of War in the beginning of 1945.
Mr. DONDERO. Was that when you came back to Europe?
Dr. KEMPNER. That was before.
Mr. DoNDERO. What is your recollection as to when you came back
to Europe as a representative of the War Department in Washington?
Dr. KEMPNER. It was in July or beginning of August 1945.
Mr. DoNDERO. Who employed you at that time?
Dr. KEMPNER. I was on the payroll of the Judge Advocate General.
Mr. DONDERO. Of the United States?
Dr. KEMPNER. Of the United States.
Mr. DoNDERo Did you take any part in the Nuremberg trials?
Dr. KEMPNER. Yes, Your Honor.
Mr. DoNDERO. With whom were you associated there?
Dr. KEMPNER. I was a member of the American prosecution staff.
Mr. DONDERO. Who was the head of that staff'
Dr. KEMPNER. Justice Robert H. Jackson.
Mr. DONDERO. Then you were one of the assistant prosecutors; is
that correct?
Dr. KEMPNER. I was at that time one of the assistant prosecutors.
Mr. DoNDERO. And from either July or August 1945 you were then
at the Nuremberg trials after that date, were you?
Dr. KEMPNER. That is correct, Your Honor.
Mr. DoNDERO. How long?
Dr. KEMPNER. I came for 30 days and remained until September—
October 1949.
Mr. DoNDERO. How many years and months would that be?
Dr. KEMPNER. About 4 years and 3 or 4 months.
Mr. DoNDERO. And while you were at Nuremberg did the subject
of the Katyn massacre come before the court?
Mr. FLOOD. Before you proceed with the matters of the Nuremberg
trial itself, suppose ' outline, just for the record, so we'll knowwhat we're talking about later, briefly, but reasonably detailed, the
agreements at the London meeting between the powers how the juris
diction of the counts decided upon were distributed among the na
tions; how the Katyn matter became identified as a count or an
indictment; the differences in procedure at the Nuremberg trials as
distinguished from the English common law as practiced in the United
States of America, with particular reference to motions to quash
indictments or motions for nol. pros.; and in what manner were counts,
as we say in the English common law, or charges, presented under
the Nuremberg practice. -

Dr. KEMPNER. I must mention in the beginning that I was not
present in London when the agreement was made, and I am sure my
superior at that time, Justice Robert H. Jackson, can tell this much
better than I; but since I practiced this matter for 4% years, I thinkI can answer the question of the committee.
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After the London Agreement of 1945, which was backed by 20 or
more Allied states, not only by the Big Four powers, but also by the
Danish, by the Dutch, and all the other nations who were at war in
Germany, a dividing line had to be made how to handle that big trial.
The first Nuremberg trial, the so-called big international trial, had
four counts, and these counts were more or less drawn up according
to Anglo-Saxon law. There were certain continental points in it

,

but

I don’t want to go into that now.
The first count was a common plan and conspiracy to commit
crimes against peace, war crimes, and crimes against humanity. The
second count was crimes against peace. The third count was called
war crimes, and if I saw war crimes, I mean war crimes in the old
conservative sense—violation o

f
the Hague Convention, the Geneva

Convention, and similar. The fourth count was crimes against hu
manity. That was something new in the form. We old reactionary
criminal lawyers just called it murder and similar things.
Mr. MACHRowicz. May I just interrupt there for the record so there
will be no misunderstanding? Will you explain what you mean by
reactionary criminal lawyers?

-

Dr. KEMPNER. The people who call murder just murder, but I will
refrain from any antistatements.
Now, the big battle started how should these four counts b

e divided
up among four nations that participated—the United States, the
British, the French, and the Russians, and the division which came
out was as follows, and I saw the very great outline. There were a lot

o
f

details which I think are of no interest to the particular problem
here. Common plan and conspiracy (count I) and crimes against
peace (count II) were handled by the United States and the British.
Chairman MADDEN. I didn’t get that last.
Dr. KEMPNER. Count I, conspiracy, and count II, crimes against
peace, were handled b

y

the United States and b
y

the British. CountIII, war crimes, and count IV, crimes against humanity, were
divided up according to geographical regions o

r

districts. The French
handled £ war crimes and crimes against humanity as far asWestern
Europe was concerned. They were, so to speak, spokesmen, the prose
cuting spokesmen, for the French, for the Dutch, £ the Belgians, and
other German occupied western territories. The Russians were in

charge o
f

war crimes and crimes against humanity which were alleg
edly committed in the eastern areas, and if I say eastern areas I mean
the Soviet Union, Poland, and a

t

the time they handled also Yugo
slavia, and Bulgaria, Czechoslovakia.
Mr. FLOOD. Let me ask you as you best remember, and it is only
your best recollection, was there any actual geographic demarcation
line drawn o

r

was it just a general distinction?
Dr. KEMPNER. If I remember, it was a clear-cut agreement between
the four nations at that time.
Mr. FLOOD. I understand the agreement was clear-cut, but whatI am trying to find out is was there any actual demarcation line actu
ally drawn from point. A to point B geographically to make the dif
ference between the East and the West. as far as jurisdiction was
concerned?
Dr. KEMPNER. I don't think so, Your Honor. I think it was kind

o
f
a general practice. Everybody handled it this way.
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Mr. O’KONSKI. In what was Germany proper before the war—who
had the responsibility there, the Russians or the French?
Dr. KEMPNER. There the question of nationality played a role.
If the victims were, for instance, Russian prisoners of war, the Rus
sians handled it

,

and if they were slave labor camps with French
inmates, the French handled it

.

Mr. O’KONSKI. Suppose the victims were Poles? Who handled
them, the Russians o

r
the French?

Dr. KEMPNER. Mostly the Russians, but since sometimes camps had
French and Polish inmates and even Hungarian inmates; then it was
just up to the prosecutors who said maybe, “No, that's Russian stuff.
Don’t bother me with that.” You know how that is in a trial.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. Specifically then, under the circumstances which
you know o

f
a
s existing then, would the £n Forest incident comeunder the Russians o
r

the French jurisdiction?
Dr. KEMPNER. The Katyn affair was a clear-cut Russian affair and
was handled right from the beginning by the Russians.
May I ask Your Honor very humbly to give me leading words
what the first topic is?
Mr. FLOOD. The first topic is have you, in your opinion, described
for the committee how the different jurisdictions were set up? Are
you satisfied with that?
Dr. KEMPNER. I think I am, if you are.
Mr. FLOOD. You have told us in what jurisdiction the Katyn mat
ter fell and why. Now, we are down finally to the difference in pro
cedure in Nurnberg and the English common-law system.
Dr. KEMPNER. The first topic, the indictment. The Nurnberg indict
ment which was drawn up by all the four nations was pretty similarly
done to an Anglo-Saxon indictment. However, I would say there
were more particulars in the indictment than we would do it nor
mally in the United States. Not to the satisfaction of the defendants
who wanted even more according to continental law. The indictment
had four counts, as I already have said. In the rules and procedures

o
f

the court there was no provision, as we would say, to quash the
indictment. We had no such provisions. However, there were in
stances where German counsel asked for something which might come
pretty near to such a procedure. For instance, the lawyer o

f Goering,
Mr. Stahmer, made a motion or, as he called it

,
a
n application, after

the evidence in the Katyn case was heard, to move that this part
should be stricken.
Mr. FLOOD. You mean stricken from the record?
Dr. KEMPNER. As I remember, a kind of removing from the
indictment.
Mr. MACHRowICz. May I ask at that point, was that before or after
the testimony on that particular point o

f

the indictment was offered?
Dr. KEMPNER. This was after the witnesses on Katyn were heard.
Mr. FLOOD. Now, what about a nol pros?
Dr. KEMPNER. That didn’t exist. It practically never came up;
something like that.
Mr. FLOOD. So that a motion for a nol pros under the English
common law system made either by one o
f

the parties o
r

the prose
cution did not exist under the Nurnberg procedure?
Dr. KEMPNER. During the first trial it never came to my attention.
Later we did it.
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..
. Mr. FLOOD. There's only one more part of that procedural question:

In what manner were the counts presented or the charges brought
before the Court or the Tribunal by each o

f

the member nations?
Dr. KEMPNER. First, certain general questions were handled and
presented to the court, based o

n trial briefs. Each trial brief was
supplemented by a document book, mostly captured original German
documents, and it was presented like in an American or English
court—first, the opening statement o

f

the chief prosecutor for the
Americans, Justice Jackson. The British was Sir David Maxwell
Fyfe, who is now Minister of the Interior, and I think for the Rus
sians it was General Rudinko. For the French, among others, Edgar
Faure, the French Prime Minister, who was French Prime Minister
during the last 2 months or so. Then another way o

f presentation
started. We wrote trial briefs against each individual defendant,
together with document books, a kind o

f catalog lining up each defend
ant with the various things. In fact, I was in charge of the division
which had to write these trial briefs on the individual defendants.
Mr. DoNDERO. Now, Mr. Kempner, coming right down to the Katyn
question, how specific was the count drawn in that case?
Dr. KEMPNER. The Katyn case was mentioned in the indictment
under count III, subsection C

,

that means mistreatment, and so forth,

o
f prisoners of war, Count III, subsection C, and if I remember, it

was drawn up just in three o
r four lines, printed line, in the indictment.

Mr. DoNDERO. Who drew it up?
Dr. KEMPNER. To my best knowledge, the Russians.
Mr. DONDERO. What was the specific charge in that count?
Dr. KEMPNER. The specific charge was and, if I may, I want to

refresh my memory—the specific charge was as printed in the indict
ment in volume I, page 54, of the record of the International Military
Tribunal, page 54, which reads, and I have to correct myself because
these are only two lines and not three o

r four lines as I said.
Now, I am refreshing my memory and see that the indictment says:
In September 1941, 11,000 Polish officers * * *.

Mr. FLOOD (interposing). As a matter o
f fact, you are reading di

rectly from the record, are you not?
Dr. KEMPNER. I am reading now from the record, volume I, page 54:
In September 1941, 11,000 Polish officers were killed in the Katyn Forest near
Smolensk.

Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Have you read the complete charge in the indict
ment, so far as Katyn is concerned?
Dr. KEMPNER. Yes, your Honor, I did so.
Mr. DONDERO. Now, when did this case come before the court, during
the beginning o

f

the Nurnberg trials o
r

toward the end?
Dr. KEMPNER. The first time evidence was submitted o

r alleged
evidence was submitted by the Russian prosecution was in the middle

o
f

the trial. In fact, on February 14, 1946.
Mr. DONDERO. In what form did they submit the evidence?
Dr. KEMPNER. The evidence submitted at that time b
y

the Russian
prosecutor, Colonel Pokrovsky, was a Russian document which had
the document number U
.
S
.
S
.

R
. 54, and this document was a report
written by a Russian state commission, a
s they called it
,

and in this
report there were details about the alleged massacre which I have men
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tioned as part of the indictment, and this is in the record of the Inter
national Military Tribunal, volume VII, pages 425 to 427.
Mr. MITCHELL. Isn’t that volume XVII?
Dr. KEMPNER. Volume VII. -

Mr. DoNDERo Now, that report, Mr. Kempner, is the report of the
Russian Commission appointed by the Russian Government to examine
the question of Katyn?
Dr. KEMPNER. Yes, your Honor.
Dr. DoNDERO. What is the date of that report?
Dr. KEMPNER. I don’t know the date. I have forgotten the exact
date.

Mr. DoNDERO. After the Russians presented their charge in the form
of this report, was there anything done on the part '' Govern
ments of the United States, the British, or the French'
Dr. KEMPNER. Nothing at all.
Mr. DoNDERO. When did it come up again, the question of the Katyn
massacre?

Dr. KEMPNER. This question just came up just about 1 month later,
namely, on March 8, 1946.
Mr. MACHRowICz. One question there; so there will be no misin
terpretation: Nothing was done by the Americans, British, or French
because, under the method you have described here previously, there
was nothing that should have been done or could have been done by the
Americans, British, or French, is that correct?
Dr. KEMPNER. That is correct. We had no right to interfere in
any way.
Mr. DONDERO. When it came up a month later, then what happened?
Dr. KEMPNER. On March 8, 1946, the defense took it up.
Mr. FLOOD. May I interrupt at this time to point out, in fairness to
the witness, that the chief counsel of the German defense was whom?
You may not be able to decide who that was.
Who was the counsel for Goering?
Dr. KEMPNER. I don’t want to answer the first question because of
certain professional
Mr. FLOOD (interposing). All right.
Who was the counsel for Goering?
Dr. KEMPNER. The very distinguished lawyer from Schleswig
Holstein, Mr. Otto Stahmer.

-

Mr. FLOOD. I think you would like to know that Dr. Stahmer is now
in the courtroom at this moment. . .

Dr. KEMPNER. I am glad to see again the fighter from the other
side.

Mr. FLoop. Will you stand up, Dr. Stahmer?
Mr. DONDERo Tell the committee then what happened when the
defense brought it up.
Dr. KEMPNER. On that very day, Mr. Stahmer stood up and made
something, which was translated into English, an application, I would
rather call it a motion, and his mo" on was—I say it shortly: “I do not
believe that my client and the persons mentioned in the Russian docu
ment are guilty or connected with this Katyn case, and I want to
have witnesses,” he said, and he asked at that time for a Colonel
Ahrens, a Lieutenant Rex, and a General Oberhaeuser, and a Lieu
tenant Graf Berg, and he also mentioned that he wanted to have as a
witness for the defense or an expert witness, a Professor Naville, from
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Geneva, and Chief Justice Lawrence, as always, said: “Put it in writ
ing,” and all this happened on March 8, 1946, and I am referring to
volume IX pages 3 and 4, of the blue volumes of the record of the
International Military Tribunal.
Mr. DONDERO. Who was Justice Lawrence?
Dr. KEMPNER. That was the chief justice, who was a Britisher.
Mr. DoNDERO. Tell the committee just what happened?
Dr. KEMPNER. There was another very short discussion because
Mr. Stahmer complained that he had not received copies of the famous
Russian State Commission report.
Mr. MITCHELL. Were you present in court at the time of this dis
cussion? -

Dr. KEMPNER. I remember I was at that time in court.
The answer was that 30 copies were already at the translators'
room. I think that is written down in volume IX, page 28.
Mr. MITCHELL. One question: Did Dr. Stahmer put it in writing
when the judge told him to, to your knowledge?
Dr. KEMPNER. I cannot say. I can only draw the conclusion that
he did so.
Mr. MITCHELL. You don’t know yourself, though?
Dr. KEMPNER. I don’t know myself, and I can draw the conclusion
from the thing which follows right now.
Mr. DoNDERO. In other words, Dr. Stahmer, the attorney, demanded
that witnesses be called?
Dr. KEMPNER. Yes; and he did so very energetically.
Mr. DoNDERO. Tell the committee just what happened in regard to
the arrangements for witnesses.
Dr. KEMPNER. This motion about witnesses was translated into
four languages, which always took some time, and on May 11, 1946,
the Russian, Colonel Pokrovsky, announced the motion in open court,
and he said literally: “The prosecution protests very energet
ically * * *” In fact, he didn’t say “the prosecution,” he said:
“The Soviet Union, the prosecution of the Soviet Union, categorically
protests against witnesses,” and then Chief Justice Lawrence made
one remark, and after that very remark, Colonel Pokrovsky gave in
in some way.
Chairman MADDEN. What remark did Justice Lawrence make there?
Dr. KEMPNER.. I don’t know. I am not able to quote it really, but it
was some remark which is in the record in volume XIII, page 430.
Chairman MADDEN. Have you that volume here?
Mr. DoNDERO. The witness refreshes his memory from the record.
Dr. KEMPNER: I refresh my memory, and with your permission,
I am reading this remark from page 430: “PRESIDENT or THE Court:
Colonel Pokrovsky, we have this matter fully in our mind and we
have already had to consider it

. Therefore, it is not necessary for
you to deal with it in detail, for I understand that these are new wit
nesses who have not before been applied for.”
Chairman MADDEN. Now, what did President Lawrence mean by
that remark?
Dr. KEMPNER. It's rather difficult for a prosecutor or lawyer to

interpret a judge, but, if I understand it well, then h
e meant: “You
better be careful and I think we will do something about it.”
Mr. DoNDERO. Were witnesses agreed upon and the number?
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Dr. KEMPNER. At that time there was a further discussion, and the
Russian, Colonel Pokrovsky, said, more or less to the court: “If the
defense wants 2 witnesses, we, the Russians, want 10 witnesses.”
Mr. MITCHELL. Was it the customary procedure of the court to grant
such requests?
Dr. KEMPNER. Not such wild ones, I would say.
Mr. DoNDERo Did they finally agree upon the number of witnesses
upon each side?
Dr. KEMPNER. The judge, in what at that time I thought was a very
wise way, said: “Each of you three.” That was the ruling which was
later pronounced—each side three. That's all.
Mr. MITCHELL. Three witnesses?
Dr. KEMPNER. Three witnesses.
Mr. DoNDERO. Did each side present three witnesses?
Dr. KEMPNER. Anyhow, he made this ruling: “Three witnesses,
and then something happened, Your Honor, which I do not know,
because the American prosecution had nothing to do with it

,

but I

know that some coming together between the Russian prosecution and
the German defense happened.
Mr. MITCHELL. I would like to ask here a procedural question.
When the defense o

r

the prosecuting lawyers on either side wanted

to have a conference, official conference, to whom did they go to ar
range such a meeting?
Dr. KEMPNER. When we Americans had something, I just went to

the German lawyers and said, “What are you doing, and what shouldI do?” However, when a question with the Russians was involved,
the German lawyers went, as we would say in the United States, to

the clerk o
f

the court, he should arrange a meeting, or, as it was said

o
r
a
s

the official name was in Nuremberg, the secretary general.
Chairman MADDEN. Before Mr. Mitchell asked his question, you
stated something happened then between the Russian prosecution and
the German defense. What did you mean b

y

that?
Dr. KEMPNER. A talking about the ruling of the court, that each
side has a right to have three witnesses, whether they really would
have three o

r maybe two are enough, o
r

whether they might do it in

affidavit form o
r something like that. But I was not present.

Chairman MADDEN. What happened? Was there a decision made?
Dr. KEMPNER. Anyhow, on June 29, 1946, which was 1 month later,
Justice Lawrence asked the Russian colonel, who was a£o' 8,kind o

f judge advocate, “Did you come to an agreement?” He asked
him in open court, “Did you, Russian Prosecutor, make an agreement
with German counsel about the three witnesses?”
Mr. MITCHELL. May I pause a minute there?
You referred to the so-called clerk of court, as called in the American
System, o

r
a
s

h
e

was called at Nuernberg—what was it?
Dr. KEMPNER. Secretary General.
Mr. MITCHELL. Who was that?
Dr. KEMPNER. I think at the time there were certain changes.
There was some clerk o
f

the Supreme Court from Washington first,
but I think at that time, his successor was—I am not a hundred per
cent sure, but I think it was a General Mitchell.
Mr. MITCHELL. An American?
Dr. KEMPNER. An American general.

39
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Mr. DoNDERO. Now, Mr. Kempner, you are in court, the court has
called up the case, he asked you, for the prosecution and the defense,
if you had come to an agreement; and your answer was that you had?
r. KEMPNER. Not my answer but the answer of the Russian at

torney, and I think also of Mr. Stahmer. And the answer was there
was some agreement between prosecution and defense, “And we just
can go ahead.”
Mr. FLOOD. I think the record should be very clear at this point that
whatever discussion you are talking about, or whatever, discussion
there was with the court about agreements as to the number of wit
nesses was a matter between the court, the Russians, and the Germans,
and nobody else; is not that it?
Dr. KEMPNER. That is right. And I testify only on matters which
I saw in court, or heard.
Chairman MADDEN. You were acting in the capacity of an observer
or a spectator, were you?
Dr. KEMPNER. The American prosecution was always represented.
We had our own table and we were present.
Chairman MADDEN. You were participating then?
Dr. KEMPNER. Yes.
Mr. MITCHELL. No.
Mr. FLOOD. One moment.
I want the record to show—I repeat it again for the purpose of
emphasis—that whatever agreements were made in the open court,
that you are talking about and that you saw or heard, were made
between the court, the Russian prosceution, and the German defense;
is not that right?
Dr. KEMPNER. That is absolutely correct, and the records shows so.
Mr. FLOOD. And you were present in the court merely as an attaché
of the American side.
-'. KEMPNER. I was one of the representatives of the AmericanS1Cle.

Mr. FLOOD. Apparently, I have to spell this out three times. You
did not, for the Americans, participate in any of these agreements
that we were talking about, with the Russians and Germans.
Dr. KEMPNER. I did not; and, to my best knowledge, none of my
American or British colleagues did so.
Mr. DONDERO. After this matter came up the second time, that
you have just described, did it come up again before the court?
Dr. KEMPNER. Yes, your Honor. Just 2 days later this defense
presented the three witnesses.
Mr. DONDERO. Did the Russians present any witnesses?
Dr. KEMPNER. Yes; your Honor.
Dr. DONDERO. Who were the German witnesses?
Dr. KEMPNER. The German witnesses—and the record of the Tri
bunal, volume 17, page 274, shows so, that the first German witness
Mr. Stahmer presented was Mr. Friedrich Ahrens.
Mr. DONDERO. I think you have already testified to that. My at
tention has just been called to it
.

Now, that was 2 days after the agreement o
r

discussion about the
witnesses.
Dr. KEMPNER. Yes, your Honor; on July 1.

Mr. DONDERO. What year?
Dr. KEMPNER. 1946.
93744–52—pt. 5—21
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Mr. DONDERO. What happened in regard to the Katyn case in
court after that, if you know?
Dr. KEMPNER. After Mr. Stahmer was through with his three
witnesses and the Russians were through with their three wit
IneSSeS

Mr. DoNDERO. In other words, what did the court do?
Dr. KEMPNER. Mr. Stahmer made, 3 days later, on July 5, his final
plea for Goering.
Mr. DoNDERO. The question is: What did the court do?
Dr. KEMPNER. I made a little mistake. There is something that
happened before. -

The Soviets were not very enthusiastic about the thing and said,
“We brought only these two or three witnesses; this is pretty bad.
We want to have many more witnesses, up to 120 or something like
that.” And Mr. Stahmer stated for the defense, “Okay, if we get equal
numbers.” And Justice Lawrence, if I am right, said, more or less,
“We are through; each side had three witnesses.”
And 3 days later, Mr. Stahmer made already his final statement,
because these were really the last witnesses of the whole trial.
Mr. DONDERO. Do you mean the Nuremberg trial?
Dr. KEMPNER. The Nuremberg trial.
Mr. DONDERO. After that happened, what did the court do, if
anything?
Dr. KEMPNER. I want to say shortly, Mr. Stahmer said, “No proof,”
in his final statement on July 5. And a couple of days later, on
July 29, 1946, the Russian prosecutor made his statement, his final
Statement.

Mr. DoNDERO. What did he say?
Dr. KEMPNER. Volume 19, page 583—and he didn’t mention Katyn
at all
Mr. DoNDERO. The question has been left unanswered. What did
the court do after that, if anything?
Dr. KEMPNER. The court didn’t mention the Katyn case any more,
and so far as I know the judgment, the word “Katyn” had not been
mentioned in the judgment October 2, 1946.
Mr. DONDERO. So that the case of the Katyn massacre was left un
decided?

Dr. KEMPNER. The court made no finding.
Chairman MADDEN. Mr. O’Konski.
Mr. O'KoRSKI. From your observation, when the Katyn matter came
up did the judges sitting at the trial show a sincere interest in estab
lishing guilt one way or the other for those murders or were they more
interested in letting it drop just as fast as possible?
Mr. MACHRow ICz. Mr. Chairman, may I say that I think it was
agreed with counsel that he should express whatever facts he knows of
and whatever observations he made, and I think it would be unfair for
the committee to ask the counsel to express an opinion, unless he wishes
to do so—an opinion particularly of this kind.
Mr. O’Konski. I will drop the question, but I have some more ques
tions. I withdraw the question.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. Do you care to answer?
Dr. KEMPNER. No. It is a little difficult to talk about my own
judges. It might be contempt of court and it might be admiration,
and I don’t want to say anything.
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Mr. O’KonsKI. I will withdraw the question, then.
Dr. KEMPNER. Thank you.
Mr. O’KonsKI. I have some more questions, and these are not ques
tions of opinion; these are questions of fact from your observation.
The United States and Great Britain were given the responsibility
of preferring charges at the trial for a plan .#conspiracy and crimes
against peace; is that not correct?
Dr. KEMPNER. Yes; and a conspiracy to commit such crimes and war
crimes and crimes against humanity.
Mr. O’KonsKI. Did the United States and British delegations at
Nuremberg trials prefer the charges of an act of aggression and a
breaking of nonaggression treaties by Russia against Finland in 1938
and 1939?
Dr. KEMPNER. Not to my knowledge.
Mr. O’KONSKI. Did the# and American delegations bring the
charges, since it was within their category, since they were charged
with plans of conspiracy and crimes against peace, prefer the charge
of Russia's aggression against Latvia and the breaking of the non
aggression pact with Latvia by the Russians?
Dr. KEMPNER. Not to my knowledge.
Mr. O’KONSKI. Did they prefer any charges before the Nuremberg
trials on Russia's aggression and breaking of a nonaggression treaty
with Estonia?
Dr. KEMPNER. Not to my knowledge.
Mr. O'KONSKI. Did they bring any charges of Russia's aggression
and violation of a nonaggression pact with the country of Lithuania?
Dr. KEMPNER. No.
Mr. O’KonsKI. Here is an important one: Did the British and the
American delegations bring the charge before the Nuremberg trials
of Russia's attack on Poland in league with Hitler when he first started
the war and the breaking of the nonaggression pact with Poland?
Dr. KEMPNER. No.
Mr. O’KoNSKI. In other words, at the Nuremberg trials, the only
charges of aggression and treaty violation that the United States and
Great Britain brought before the Nuremberg trials were those which
were committed by the Germans?
Dr. KEMPNER. At that time; yes.
Mr. O’KONSKI. That is all.
Mr. MACHROWICZ. Just one question.
I would like to return to the Katyn case, but I am going to ask just
one question to clear some of the matters.
In view of the fact that this was a four-power tribunal, could the
United States or Great Britain prefer any charges against another
member of that tribunal, Russia?
Dr. KEMPNER. Of course not. It was a time of a warm peace and
not of the cold war.
Mr. O’KONSKI. In that connection, I wish to state that there were
four judges—were there not—one Russian, one Frenchman, one Eng
lishman, and one American, and they could have decided, if it had
not been brought up, that it could be brought up?
Dr. KEMPNER. That is a very difficult type of technical, $64, question
and I really have not the answer, Your Honor, I am sorry. -

Mr. MACHRowICz. Returning to the Katyn case, I am going to ask
just a few questions.
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Am I correct in assuming, from the testimony which you have given
thus far, that you have given this committee the understanding that
the entire responsibility for the presentation of the case, insofar as
Katyn is concerned, was placed upon the Russian representative?
Dr. KEMPNER. Yes, Your Honor. The Russians had the sole re
sponsibility.

. Mr. MACHRow ICZ. And am I correct also in assuming that the Rus
sian representative upon whom this responsibility was placed failed
completely in his final argument to the courts to even mention the
Katyn case. -

Dr. KEMPNER. Yes, Your Honor. After that debacle with the wit
nesses they didn't press it any longer.
Mr. MACHRowicz. And am I correct in understanding that the four£r court failed completely in its judgment to mention the KatynCaSO %

Dr. KEMPNER. To the best of my knowledge and after having read
the judgment—volume 1, again—Katyn is not mentioned.
Mr. MACHRowicz. The Russians had a representative in that four
power court, did they not?
Dr. KEMPNER. Yes, they had, Your Honor.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. Do you remember who he was?
Dr. KEMPNER. I think it was General Nikitchenko.
Mr. MACHROWICZ. Did the Russian member of that tribunal make
any objection or protest against the four-power tribunal having failed
to determine guilt in the Katyn case?
Dr. KEMPNER. Not so far as the official record is concerned.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. And do you know anything to the contrary?
Dr. KEMPNER. I never have heard anything about it.

Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Now, did I understand also that the Russian
prosecutor, who had the sole responsibility o

f

the presentation o
f

the case, had the right, after the judgment was entered, to make a
request that the judgment be amended to include a finding in the
Katyn case?
Dr. KEMPNER. I think every power, every prosecutor, had the right

to ask for some motion o
f

error o
r

some motion to amend the judg
ment.

Mr. MACHRowICZ. Do you not know, as a matter o
f fact, that there

were instances during the Nuremberg trial when the prosecutor did
make such a request whenever he felt that the court failed to make

a ruling on a material matter?
Dr. KEMPNER. I do not know exactly whether we did, but I know
exactly that in two Nuremberg trials later the defense did it

,

with
success, in two cases.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. So that the Russian representative, then, did
have that power, in your opinion?
Dr. KEMPNER. Despite the fact that these judgments were, so to

speak, final, you always could make motions to the same court.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. And isn’t it true also that there were instances

in the Nuremberg trial when one representative o
f

the tribunal, who
felt not in accord with the majority opinion, did express his own
minority opinion? Is that correct?
Dr. KEMPNER. That happened, and, in fact, in the first Nuremberg
trial the Russians filed a£ opinion because they were not
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satisfied with the acquittal of Schacht and von Papen and, I think,
Fritsche. And they were also not satisfied, I think, with the life
sentence for Hess. I think they wanted something else.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. And in this case the failure of the Russian mem
ber of the tribunal to file a dissenting or minority opinion must be
construed as constituting his agreement to the failure of the tribunal
to determine guilt in the Katyn case? Am I correct?
Dr. KEMPNER. I don’t care to interpret the Russian sphinx and Mr.
Nikitchenko, what he thought at that time, why he did or why he did
not, but he just did not, and they filed a dissenting opinion of 11 or
12, or of more than 12, printed pages on other issues.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. But you do state that, despite the fact that the
Russian member of the tribunal could have filed a minority opin
ion in this instance, he filed no dissenting opinion?
Dr. KEMPNER. Yes, Your Honor, I do.
Mr. FLOOD. Now, counselor, I want to ask you a question. It will
call for a combinaiton, perhaps, of fact and of opinion for you to
answer. You don’t have to answer anything if you don’t want to.
When I arrived in Bremerhaven I went to Bremen and I met with
the German press. Later on I met with the German press at Bonn,
and the international press at Bonn, and I told the press as that time
that one of the things that the American Congress was interested in,
and one of the things that this Commission was going to try and in
quire into, was whether or not there was any collusion between any
members of the American staff and the Russians for the purpose of
ignoring or dropping or failing to prosecute the Katyn indictment.
Now, as far as your official connection or capacity permitted, from
your observations and experience, are you aware of any such con
spiracy or attempt to collude between anybody on the American side
and anybody on the Russian side, or anybody else, to ignore, to brush
off, or to quash or to dispose of the Katyn indictment?
Dr. KEMPNER. Not the slightest, and, in fact, we admired Mr.
Stahmer at that time because this was one of the few scores he really
made for Goering, that the Russians more or less dropped the Katyn
matter.
Mr. FLOOD. Was the atmosphere or the attitude among the attachés
of the court such that it could be construed as a victory for Stahmer
insofar as that court was concerned?
Dr. KEMPNER. So far as I am concerned, absolutely, and I think
there were several people of the American prosecution who expressed
this to Mr. Stahmer, and to other people. And, if I remember very
well, I myself said to old Goering—something which I cannot trans
late very well into English.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. May I state for the record that because of an
appointment that the Chairman and I have, to leave for Berlin, we
will have to leave the hearing at this time, and I hope the witness
does not construe our departure as taking away from his testimony at
all, which I considered very informative and very important to hear.
Mr. FLOOD. Now, as one trial lawyer to another, I want you to
express an opinion. You don’t have to if you don’t want to.
Wouldn’t you say that the failure of the Russian prosecution to
argue the Katyn matter in the closing argument, and the failure of
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the Russians to pursue the Katyn matter further, in view of their£ position as a member of the tribunal, is about as clear a conession of guilt of the Katyn matter as it would be possible to imagine?
Dr. KEMPNER. At that time, in 1945, Katyn was no issue for my
point. I was not acquainted with all these things too well. However,
after I have studied it again—and I am writing some history on the
Nurnberg trials—I would say at least it looked mighty funny.
Mr. DONDERO. I want to say that it is to be regretted that the court
did not dispose of this case at the time they had it before them.
Mr. FLOOD. Your name appeared in the German press here in con
nection with these hearings. What is the nature of your appearance
here, voluntary or otherwise?
Dr. KEMPNER. It is absolutely voluntary.
Chairman MADDEN. Congressman O’Konski.
Mr. O’KONSKI. I have a question.
At no time during the Nurnberg trials when the Katyn matter
came up were the Polish people or the Polish Government-in-exile
consulted, were they?
Dr. KEMPNER. I don’t know; I never met them.
Mr. O’KonsKI. There was a Polish white book that was published,
and it was presented to the American delegation at the Nurnberg
trials, the French, and the English. Now, under the rules of pro
cedure, there was no way in which the Americans could have presented
that document because it was a Russian case, was it not?
Mr. KEMPNER. Yes; that is correct.
Mr. O'KONSKI. You didn’t, at any time, see the Polish white book
that was gotten out, establishing what they thought as to who was
guilty for the masacre at Katyn?
Dr. KEMPNER. No; I have never seen any white book.
Mr. DoNDERO. One question more. -

Did you have before you, as assistant prosecutor, a book consistin
of some 400 pages entitled, “Facts and Documents Concerning Polis
Prisoners of War Captured by the USSR in the 1939 Campaign”?
Dr. KEMPNER. I have never seen it.
Mr. FLOOD. Before we recess for 5 minutes, if anybody here is
interested, we may decide to call Dr. Stahmer immediately, instead
of tomorrow morning, if the Doctor will be available, but that is not
certain. We will know in about 5 minutes.
Chairman MADDEN. I wish to make an announcement.
Congressman Machrowicz and myself, on account of a previous com
mitment, will be away from the committee for an interval, and Con
gressman Flood will take over as chairman.
We wish to thank you, Dr. Kempner, for coming here and testifying,
and we appreciate your testimony very much.
Dr. KEMPNER. Thank you.
(Whereupon a recess was taken.)

AFTER RECESS

Mr. FLOOD. The hearing will be in order.
Dr. Stahmer.
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TESTIMONY OFDR. OTTO STAHMER (THROUGH THE INTERPRETER,
MR. VON HAHN)

Mr. FLOOD. Do you object to being photographed?
Dr. STAHMER. No. .
Mr. FLOOD. Please be seated, Doctor, and give the stenographer
your name. -

Dr. STAHMER. Dr. Otto Stahmer, attorney at law with the Ober
landesgericht, Kiel.
Mr. FLOOD. Doctor, we will have read to you a statement which
will then be translated into German.
Mr. MITCHELL. Before you testify it is our wish to invite your
attention to the fact that under German law you will not be liable
for slander or libel, either in criminal or in civil proceedings, for
anything you may say in your testimony, so long as you tell the truth.
At the same time, I wish to make it quite clear that neither the Gov
ernment of the United States nor the Congress of the United States
assumes any responsibility in your behalf with respect to libel or
slander proceedings which may arise as a result of your testimony.
Do you understand?
Dr. STAHMER. Yes, I do.
Mr. FLOOD. Will you stand and be sworn, please?
Do you swear by God Almighty that the testimony you are about
to give will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth,
so help you God?
Dr. STAHMER. I swear, so help me God.
Mr. FLOOD. What is your name?
Dr. STAHMER. Otto Stahmer.
Mr. FLOOD. You are a member of the German bar?
Dr. STAHMER. Yes, I am.
Mr. FLOOD. For how long have you been engaged in the practice
of law in Germany?
Dr. STAHMER. Since March 1907, with the Oberlandesgericht, Kiel.
Mr. FLOOD. Have you ever been identified with a German bar asso
ciation or confederation of lawyers?
Dr. STAHMER. No, immediately after having finished my trainingI became an attorney at law.
Mr. FLOOD. Were you ever an official of the German Bar Associa
tion or an association of German lawyers?
Dr. STAHMER. After 1945 I was appointed by the British Occupa
tion Power to the Bar Association in Schleswig-Holstein. In Oc
tober 1945, I was elected to the chairmanship, and later on became the
president of the Bar Association, and left it again in 1947, owing to
pressure of work.

-

Mr. FLOOD. Now, I direct your attention, doctor, to the Nuremberg
trials and ask you whether or not you were ever identified with those
proceedings?
Dr. STAHMER. I was defense counsel for the former Reichsmarshal
Goering at the war crimes trials at Nuremberg.
Mr. FLOOD. Will you tell us in what way you came to be identified
with the defense of Goering?
Dr. STAHMER. Yes, I can.
The various bar associations called for attorneys who would be
prepared to act as defense counsel in Nuremberg, prior to the opening
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of the trial. The Oberlandesgericht president of Kiel, in Schleswig
Holstein, made a list of the men willing to act as defense counsel.
Five names were suggested, and I was one of them. This list was
forwarded to Nuremberg and, from all the lists collected from the
various districts, an ultimate list, or an accumulated list, was estab
lished. This list was submitted to the accused, and they were author
ized to select defense counsel from this list. Goering selected me from
the list, and he told me later that I had been recommended to him by
the Reichsgerichtent-fuehrer; that was the leader of the Reich legal
men, Frank.
Before that I had no contacts with Goering.
Mr. FLOOD. Now, doctor, we are concerned with that part of the
Goering indictment or the Nuremberg proceedings that have to do only
with the Katyn massacre. I am sure you are entirely capable of
presenting that story to us without my interrupting with questions.
I will try not to, unless there is some particular thing that we happen
to think of.
Therefore, will you take us from the beginning to the end of that
part of the Nuremberg proceedings that had to do with Katyn?
Dr. STAHMER. As Dr. Kempner pointed out, quite correctly, the
charge in Nuremberg contained a short sentence, running as follows:

£ the Katyn forest 11,000 Polish officers were murdered in Septemer 1941.”

Mr. FLOOD. May I interrupt, for the record, and read you the exact
language, so you may begin? I quote from the statement of Dr. Stah
mer on page 274 of the International Military Tribunal Trial of the
Major War Criminals, volume 17: “In September 1941, 11,000 Polish
officers, prisoners of war, were killed in the Katyn woods near
Smolensk.”
Dr. STAHMER. Yes, that is correct. As it was, here, a question of£ of war, it could safely be assumed that the crime could onlyave been perpetrated by German troops. I discussed this matter
with Goering and asked him whether the German Army could pos
sibly have had anything to do with this matter. Goering declared
to me, being his defense counsel, that he could state with a clean con
science that the German Army was not responsible for this crime.I thereupon told him that in that case it was our duty to deal with
this
'tter

in detail for the sake of the honor of the German Wehr
macht.

I suggested that I would take up this matter in connection with his,
Goering's, own case, being defense counsel for Goering, and in view
of the fact that Goering was the highest ranking officer in the German
Army there. Goering agreed, and thus I engaged in this matter.
Mr. FLOOD. Now, may I interrupt for the procedural problem
again?£ I understand it, the Katyn charge brought by the Russians was
not brought against any specific defendant.
Dr. STAHMER. No. That is correct. The accusation did not con
tain any more than the sentence which was read out a few minutes
ago, and I could only get a little further in this matter when, as Dr.
empner correctly pointed out previously, the Russians submitted
the document U.S. S. R. 54 on April 14, 1946.I established the following facts from this document:
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A construction battalion of engineers with the number 537 was
mentioned in this accusation. The document also mentioned that this
battalion was under the command of a certain Colonel Arnes. The
document also mentioned the names of three officers: First Lieutenant
Rex, First Lieutenant Holdt, and Lt. Graf Berg.I got hold of these three names and established and proved that
they could not possibly have perpetrated the crime. The news of this
evidence was published over the radio. It was also heard by Lieuten
ant Arnes, who actually was Colonel Ahrens.
A few days after that Colonel Ahrens came to see me and offered to
testify as a witness, and with his assistance I succeeded in bringing
some more light into the matter. In the meantime, a 1st lieutenant
von Eichborn had also reported to me, and these two gentlemen also
brought me into contact with General Oberhaeuser.
The situation now developed as follows:
Colonel Ahrens stated that he had arrived in the area of Katyn in
November 1941 and had taken command of Signal Regiment 537.
The former designation of Engineer's Construction Battalion was
incorrect; it was actually Signal Regiment No. 537. I learned from
him, too, that immediately upon the occupation of Smolensk, in
July of 1941, a small advance unit had been in that area near Katyn
and at the beginning of August of the same year the regimental sta
headquarters had been established in the Dnieper Castle. The com
mander of the regiment and in that regimental staff at that time was
Colonel Bedenk, who, as I said before, was succeeded by Colonel
Ahrens in November 1941.
That, in brief, was the material which I had at my disposal for prov
ing my case. My aim was to prove to the Nuremberg Tribunal that the
German Wehrmacht was not responsible for this crime. The Rus
sians were not accused, and therefore I had neither the task nor the
duty to clear up the matter.
At first the court allowed me to call the five witnesses which I had
named before. It was then suggested that in view of the fact that the
case was a comparatively simple one, the number of witnesses should
be reduced to three. The selection of the witnesses was left to the de
fense counsel or to the prosecution.
In this connection I should like to mention the following incident.
One day the secretary general of the court telephoned me and asked
whether I was prepared to discuss the Katyn matter with the Russian
prosecution. I said that I was prepared to do so, but requested in
view of the fact that although it did not concern all the defense
counsel it still did concern a large number of them, I requested Pro
fessor Exner, who was a defense counsel for General Jodl, to accom
pany me. The two of us met Colonel Prochownik. Colonel Pro
chownik pointed out that a few days before the chairman, Lord
Lawrence, had requested that the proceedings be made shorter if pos
sible. He was of the opinion that we could shorten the proceedings
by not hearing the witness, or by submitting affidavits instead of hav

# the witnesses testify, with the request that the court should takeofficial knowledge of these affidavits.I refused this suggestion, and Professor Exner did likewise, for the
result of such an action would have been that the documents would
have been submitted without the public getting to know anything about
their contents.
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I gave my response for refusing by pointing out that the Russian
prosecution had accused the German Wehrmacht publicly of having
murdered eleven thousand prisoners of war, and for the sake of the
honor of the German Wehrmacht I thought it imperative that the
public should be informed in the same way, that this accusation was
without foundation.
This suggestion of mine was rejected. Colonel Prochownik said that
such a procedure would again take a much longer time. I had de
clared that, provided the other German defense counsel would agree,I would agree to have affidavits submitted, but* on condition thatthey should be read out during the proceedings. I forgot to mention
that previously. That was for the reason that it would take more time
again, and that the Lord Justice's wishes would not be fulfilled that
way, of shortening the proceedings.
A further suggestion of mine, to limit the proceedings to a certain
time, was also rejected. This was the contents of our discussion, which
was also mentioned by Dr. Kempner, although I do not believe that
Dr. Kempner had knowledge ofwhat was said during those discussions.
The chairman then declared that, in view of the fact that no agree
ment had been reached, the suggestion that both sides should only
call three witnesses each should be adhered to. -

My witnesses were Colonel Ahrens, General Oberhaeuser, and First
Lieutenant von Eichborn.
The Russians proposed the former Buergermeister of Smolensk,
who was Buergermeister while Smolensk was occupied by the Germans.I forget the name at present, but it is in the documents, in the protocol.
Then, a Bulgarian professor, Dr. Markov. Professor Markov had
been a member of the commission which had gone to Smolensk and
Katyn, on the instigation of the Germans, and had given expert evi
dence on the probable time, gathered from the state of the decayed
bodies, or the condition of the dead bodies, when the crime had been
promulgated.
The evidence and the results of this investigation were laid down
in the German official white book. Professor Markov had, by then,
been captured by the Russians, and that was how he got to Nuremberg
as a witness. I cannot say exactly whether he was still a prisoner at
that time.
The third witness produced by the Russians was a professor of
anatomy who had been working there in Smolensk after the Germans
had evacuated. The Russians, after Smolensk and Katyn had been
evacuated by the Germans, had hauled a commission of physicians,
which had to work on the same lines as the previous commissions
under the Germans had been working. This Russian commission
arrived at a different result, to the effect that the murder had been
committed in September 1941, that is

,
a
t

the time when the area was
already under German occupation.
As I established b

y cross-examining during the proceedings, this
Russian commission consisted exclusively o

f

Russian physicians, no
neutrals o
r

members o
f

the Allied nations taking part in it
.

The result
was a
s laid down b
y

me in my arguments. From the testimony

o
f

the witnesses Ahrens, Oberhaeuser, and von Eichborn, I had my
opinion proved clearly that the crime could not possibly have been
perpetrated by the German Wehrmacht.
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It was already stated that the Russians, in their final argument,
which took place after the arguments of the Germans had been given,
did not refer to the Katyn case with a single word.
That was generally how this case was handled in Nuremberg.
Mr. FLOOD. Did the tribunal, in its findings, refer to the Katyn
matter?
Dr. STAHMER. No.
Mr. FLOOD. Do you know of any reason, as a matter of fact, that
they did not?
Dr. STAHMER. No; of course, I do not know them.
We must, however, not forget that a large number of crimes were
put to the debit of the Germans which were also not dealt with in the
finals, even if they were not dealt with in such detail.
Mr. FLOOD. Were you satisfied, as far as you were concerned, that
the tribunal did not mention the Katyn matter one way or the other?
Dr. STAHMER. Yes; it is so.
Mr. FLOOD. As counsel for the defense and defending an indictment,
you were satisfied that the whole matter was dropped, as far as that
detail was concerned; is that right?
Dr. STAHMER. It had been dropped because the Russians had simply
not referred to it any more. But it was not so, either, as it should
have been in accordance with German law, that the accusation had
also been dropped.

•

Mr. FLOOD. This conference that you spoke about, at which the
submission of affidavits was discussed with the Russians, that con
ference, as I understand it, was called at the request of the Russians.
Dr. STAHMER. Yes. General Mitchell had actually asked me whether

I would be prepared to confer with the Russians so as to shorten the
proceedings. I was of the opinion that the Russian prosecution had
approached General Mitchell with a request to arrange such a
conference.
Mr.
£on. The Americans did not take

part in that conference,
did theV 2

Dr. STAHMER. No. The only ones were the Russian, myself, and
Professor Exner.
Mr. FLOOD. And during your entire handling o

f

the Katyn matter
with the Russians, the matter was handled only between you and the
Russians and the court; is that correct?
Dr. STAHMER. Yes, that is so.
Mr. FLOOD. Your three witnesses for the German side were presented

in open court and the testimony was fully developed?
Dr. STAHMER. Yes; that is correct.
Mr. FLOOD. Were you satisfied with the presentation o

f your case
and did you consider that you had an ample opportunity to present
the German side?
Dr. STAHMER. Yes. It was like that, that there was one gap for me.
That was a gap o

f

time between July and November 1941, before
Colonel Ahrens took over the command o
f

the regiment. But the
reason for that was that I did not know the address of First Lieutenant
Hodt and, as far as I recollect, was also unable to contact Colonel
Bedenk.
Mr. FLooD. And the Russians had an opportunity to present the
same number o

f witnesses, that is
,

three, that the German side did?
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Dr. STAHMER. Yes. The court had distributed the witnesses on
an equal basis.
Mr. FLOOD. And the Russians did present their three witnesses?
Dr. STAMHNER. Yes, they did so.
Mr. FLOOD. And the Russians had an opportunity to cross-examine
the German witnesses? . .

Dr. STAHMER. They did have the opportunity, and they availed
themselves of the opportunity.
Mr. FLOOD. And the Germans had the opportunity and availed
themselves of the opportunity of cross-examining the Russian wit
nesses?
Dr. STAHMER. Yes. I did cross-examine the Russian witnesses.
There was a certain restriction imposed on that, because some German
defending counsels wanted to cross-examine the witnesses and were
only allowed to do so in case their witnesses had actually been con
nected with a specific case.
Mr. FLOOD. And the eminent counsel for Goering made an eloquent
and persuasive argument to the tribunal?
Dr. STAHMER. Yes, I did so.
Mr. FLOOD. With reference to the Katyn matter.
Dr. STAHMER. Yes.
Mr. FLOOD. And the Russians, in closing to the tribunal, never
mentioned the Katyn matter?
Dr. STAHMER. That is correct; because they gave their final argu
ment after me. -

Mr. FLOOD. And the result was that you had, insofar as the Katyn
indictment was concerned, a victory as against the Russian charge?
Dr. STAHMER. In my opinion, I had fulfilled my task of proving
that the Germans were not the perpetrators of the crime.

Mr. FLOOD. You were not concerned with
trying to find out who

WaS :

Dr. STAHMER. I believe that the court would have objected to that,
in view of the fact that the Russians were not the accused. We had
this experience on several occasions, when we ventured to point out
that the other side had also occasionally sinned, that it was immedi
ately pointed out to us that the other side was not sitting on the bench
of the accused.
Mr. Floop. And, of course, the doctor knows, as a distinguished trial
lawyer, that when you are trying an indictment, in which A is in
dicted, you cannot convict B who was not indicted?

-

Dr. STAHMER. The Russians had not charged anyone else.
Mr. FLOOD. Doctor, when I arrived in Germany for this committee,I spoke to the German press at Bremen. I subsequently spoke to the
German and international press at Bonn. Among other things, I
stated that this committee felt that it had been charged by the Ameri
can House of Representatives to find out whether or not any of the
Americans participating in the Nurenberg trials, or anybody else, for
that matter, were engaged in any consipracy with the Russians or any
body else to drop or not to prosecute this Katyn indictment.
Dr. STAHMER. I think that impossible.
Mr. FLoop. Will you state, then, whether or not, in your opinion,
any of the Americans, as far as you know, were so engaged?
Dr. STAHMER. No. I could not even imagine how that could have
been done, in view of the fact that I was not at all restricted or ham
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pered in my defense. The only thing I was actually interested in was
to prove that the German Army and the German officers who had been
accused were not guilty.
That I was£ in that respect is proved to me by the fact
that the Russians never again leveled this accusation and left the
officers which they had mentioned in their allegation out of it alto
gether later on. Otherwise, the Russians were very prolific in accusing
everybody and anybody. In' opinion, the Russians would neverhave dropped the case and would have pursued it with all energy if
there had only been a shadow of tagging the thing onto the Germans.
Mr. FLOOD. As a matter of fact, in the early part of your statement,
you told us that the Katyn case had been brought as a charge by the
Russians.
Dr. STAHMER. That is not quite correct. At first, in this document,
the accusation was a general one. A more detailed description and
explanation was added to it later on.

. FLOOD. That's exactly what I want to say and the additional
documentation and additional detail consisted entirely of a docu
ment which was the official report of the Extraordinary State Com
mission which was officially authorized by the Russians to investigate
the Katyn case; isn’t that it?
Dr. STAHMER. Yes; that is correct. The Russians said, as already
inted out by Dr. Kempner, that they had another 120 witnesses,£ they did not produce an eyewitness. -

Mr. FLOOD. As a matter of fact, as a practical trial lawyer, what
really happened was that the Russians were pretty good trial lawyers

£ive in that case, they had pretty good lawyers there, didn’ttheV '£ STAHMER.. I should rather say that they were slightly unlucky
in their choice of witnesses.
Mr. FLOOD. As a matter of fact, as good lawyers, the Russian prose
cution knew they had no case on the Katyn indictment, and that's
why they dropped the whole matter; isn’t it?
Dr. STAHMER. I do not know that.
Mr. FLOOD. Any other questions?
Mr. DONDERO. Congressman Flood has stated on the record what
he understands to be the purpose of this committee. The resolution
passed by the House of£ of the United States Con
gress is the best evidence of our authority here in Europe, and that
resolution authorizes this committee to collect the evidence, make
an investigation of the Katyn massacre, and report back to the Con
gress of the United States. Justice delayed is justice denied, and had' court at Nuremberg disposed of this case, we would not be heretoday.
Mr. FLOOD. Mr. O'Konski.
Mr. O’KoMSKI. Doctor, do I understand that the indictment on
Katyn was part of a general indictment?
Dr. STAHMER. Yes; that is correct.
Mr. O'KONSKI. Could the Russian prosecution, under the proce
dure under which you were operating, have asked that that part of
the indictment regarding Katyn be dismissed?
Dr. STAHMER. No; I do not think so.
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Mr. O’KonsKI. Could the defense have asked that that part of the
indictment pertaining to Katyn be dropped from the general charge?
Dr. STAHMER. No; not that either.
Mr. O’KONSKI. After these three witnesses were called on each
side and you gave your closing argument, did the Russians ask that
the charge be dismissed?
Dr. STAHMER. No; they did not.
Mr. O’KonsKI. Now, when the decision was handed down by the
Tribunal, that is

,

the court a
t Nuremberg, was the decision based on

the entire indictment o
r

did they leave some parts o
f

the indictment
out in their findings?
Dr. STAHMER. The entire indictment.
Mr. O'KONSKI. Is it reasonably safe to assume then that the
Russians assumed that the world would assume that, since it was a

part o
f

the indictment, and since it was not stricken from the indict
ment, and the decision was handed down on the whole indictment,
was it possible for the Russians to assume that the world would think
that that was one o

f

the crimes o
f

which the Germans were guilty?
Dr. STAHMER. I do not know what to reply to that question.
Mr. O’KonsKI. It would seem to me, as an observer, not being
schooled in law, that if the general indictment contained a clause
indicating the crimes at Katyn, and if that part of the indictment was
never dropped, and a decision was handed down on the entire indict
ment, that I, as a layman, would draw the conclusion that the Germans
were guilty and that was one o

f

the crimes for which they were
convicted.
Mr. DONDERO. Well, Dr. Stahmer, no decision was ever reached by
the court.
Dr. STAHMER. No, it was never reached.
Mr. O'KONSKI. That's all.
Mr. FLOOD. Is there anything further you would care to say,
Doctor? - -

Dr. STAHMER. No.
Mr. FLOOD. I can say that the committee appreciates very much the
time and the patience you have taken in coming to us and helping

u
s with your testimony. Thank you very much. . -

You might like to know that for tomorrow morning the witnesses,I am advised, will be a Herr Genshow, president of the Genshow
Ammunition Co., which was the company that manufactured the
ammunition found in the graves at Katyn.
The second witness is a Mr. Christer Jäederlunt, a distinguished
Swedish newspaperman who was a member o

f

the international com
mission o

f journalists that visited Katyn.
The t'. witness is a Mr. Rudi Kramer, who is listed as a staff
director o

f Frankfurt, Germany, and who was identified with one o
f

the£ units at Smolensk. -

We will recess and adjourn until 10 o’clock tomorrow morning.
(Whereupon, a
t

6:10 p.m., a recess was taken until 10 a.m. Friday,
April 25, 1952.)
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FRIDAY, APRIL 25, 1952

HoUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
THE SELECT COMMITTEE ON THE KATYN FOREST MASSACRE,

Frankfurt on Main, Germany.
The committee met at 10 a. m., pursuant to recess, in the main
courtroom, Resident Officer's Building, 45 Brockenheimer Anlage,
Hon. Daniel J. Flood, presiding.
Present: Messrs. Flood, Dondero, and O’Konski.
Also present: John J. Mitchell, chief counsel to the select
committee.

Present also: Eckhardt von Hahn, interpreter.
(The proceedings and testimony were translated into the German
language.)
Mr. FLOOD. The committee will be in order.
The first witness?
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Jaederlunt, please.

TESTIMONY OF CHRISTER JAEDERLUNT (THROUGH GERMAN IN
TERPRETER ECKHART VON HAHN)

Mr. FLOOD. Do you have any objection to be photographed?
Mr. JAEDERLUNT. No.
Mr. FLOOD. You understand English, of course?
Mr. JAEDERLUNT. I would prefer to speak German.
Mr. FLOOD. Give your name and the correct spelling of it

,

your
occupation, and address to the stenographer.
Mr. JAEDERLUNT. Christer Jaederlunt, Hamburg Ochsenwerder 2

,

Norderdeich 178.
Mr. FLooD. Mr. Jaederlunt, we will read you an admonition about
testifying first.
Mr. MITCHELL. Before you testify, it is our wish to invite your
attention to the fact that, under German law, you will not be liable
for slander o

r libel, either in civil or criminal proceedings, for any
thing you may say in your testimony, so long as you tell the truth.
At the same time, I wish to make it quite clear that neither the Gov
ernment of the United States nor the Congress of the United States
assumes any responsibility in your£ respect to libel o

r

slander proceedings which may arise as a result o
f your testimony.

Mr. FLOOD. Do you understand the admonition?
Mr. JAEDERLUNT. Yes.
Mr. FLOOD. Will you stand and be sworn, please?
Do you swear that the testimony you are about to give is the truth,
the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God?
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Mr. JAEDERLUNT. I swear, so help me God.
Mr. FLOOD. What is your full name?
Mrs. JAEDERLUNT. Christer Waldemar Oskar Jaederlunt.
Mr. FLOOD. What is your occupation at the present time?
Mr. JAEDERLUNT. Journalist and representative of the Swedish
newspaper, the Stockholm Tidningen.
Mr. FLOOD. Where were Vou born?
Mr. JAEDERLUNT. Viby, Sweden.
Mr. FLOOD. Are you still a native of Sweden, a Swedish citizen?
Mr. JAEDERLUNT. Yes; I am.
Mr.
Floop. When did you first come to Germany, representing youraper ?p£ JAEDERLUNT. 1928.

Mr. FLOOD. What is the name of the paper?
Mr. JAEDERLUNT. The Stockholm Tidningen.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you represent that paper in April 1943?
Mr. JAEDERLUNT. Yes; I did. -

Mr. FLOOD. The stenographer will mark for identification these
documents as exhibits 82 and 83.
(The documents referred to were marked for identification as
Frankfurt exhibits 82 and 83, and follows:)
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ExHIBIT 82

*: tillrackligt med flygplan,
########################$$.
- ##############
####################################
&#################################
######################################
##################################
###########################

################# $3%
###### *##########•

93744–52–pt. 5–22
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ExHIBIT 83--
- - *** -* ** - - -

| Berlin välkomnar Polens:
| F. s.r. B.× casts: Apertus
* ** * * *** ** ** * * ***** ***-

* * * * *&* * *** **:::****
* * * * ** ** *
* * *** **:: :** ** ** * *
# * * ** * * * *# * * *** ****& **** * ***

* ** * *#& & ##########.--> * ** * * * ***
3. * ** ** * * * ** ***** * ** ** *
- * ** ***** **** ...~~~ * ** *** * **#888 & 2×× 3× .- #*& 2× 3:*::::: *** *

-

sets* ...*** **** ****~ - ---
* * * *

###################

£- . #* *
&#

#*& $
*$

######################** * **# &#* ***# ** * * * *
# 888&

############
…

#########© #3 &## ** $8.3 ×3×
#&###############* *% ****
& ########

**
&

: &
#88&** * -
###### **** *#£f -#&#3 & #

---
Żxxxx& *

#33*** * *** *& #######: 3 : - &##############*** ** ** :& # - ©£- #88 8&#3 & #* * ** ** *# * * *#&#
- &#8& #** ** ** * * *
- N£: ##883&*** ***- - 8%
Article by Mr. Jaederlunt in the Stockholm. Tidningen, April 18, 1943.
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Mr. FLOOD. I now show you documents marked for identification
as exhibits 82 and 83 which are photostat reproductions of articles
from the paper you say you represented in 1943. Are they? Is that
correct?
Mr. JAEDERLUNT. That is correct.
Mr. FLOOD. You wrote the stories that are reproduced in those
papers?
Mr. JAEDERLUNT. Yes; I did.
Mr. FLOOD. What is the date of the paper and the title of the story
dealing with Katyn?
Mr. JAEDERLUNT. The date of the newspaper is Sunday, April 18,
1943, and the article was written on the previous day. “Berlin wel
comes the corps of the Polish Red Cross about the Katyn case.”
Mr. FLOOD. Were you in Berlin on that day?
Mr. JAEDERLUNT. Yes; I was.
Mr. FLOOD. That information came to you as a result of your in
vestigations as a Swedish newspaperman in Berlin on that day?
Mr. JAEDERLUNT. Does the question apply to the heading of the
article or to the contents?
Mr. FLOOD. The whole story.
Mr. JAEDERLUNT. The heading is from official information on whichI received. The contents of the article are based on my personal ex
periences and investigations in Katyn.
Mr. FLOOD. What was the attitude of the then German Government
toward the request of the London Polish Government to the Inter
national Red Cross to intervene in the Katyn matter?
Mr. JAEDERLUNT. The then German Government welcomed this re
quest.

-

Mr. FLOOD. Do you know whether or not the then German Govern£ made a request of a similar nature to the International Red.TOSS

Mr. JAEDERLUNT. Yes; the then German Government also sub
mitted a request to the International Red Cross.
Mr. FLOOD. Do you know whether or not the International Red
Cross replied to the requests of the London Polish Government and
the then German Government? -

Mr. JAEDERLUNT. From articles in the German press and from Ger
man authorities I heard that the International Red Cross was unable
to take part in the investigations because the Russians were not able
to take part in them.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you go to Smolensk?
Mr. JAEDERLUNT. Yes; I did.
Mr. FLOOD. Now, suppose, in your own words, you just take us on
your journey from the moment you left Berlin to Smolensk, describe
to us what you saw at the graves at Katyn, and, in general, give us
the details of the story that appeared under the byline in the Swedish
paper from Berlin on April 17, 1943.
Mr. JAEDERLUNT. May I use some notes to refresh my memory?
Mr. FLOOD. Are those your own notes?
Mr. JAEDERLUNT. Yes; they are written by myself on my own type
writer.
Mr. FLOOD. There is no objection to the witness referring to notes
made by himself for the purpose of refreshing his memory.
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Mr. JAEDERLUNT. I belonged to the first group of journalists which
went to Katyn after the discovery of the mass graves. This happened
approximately in the second week of April 1943. I do not recollect
the exact date, but it could be ascertained, if necessary. In the pre
ceding weeks I had been to the so-called Atlantic defense wall on the
French coast. On the day when I returned to Berlin from France, I
received a telephone call and was asked whether I was prepared to
go to Russia the next morning.
Mr. FLOOD. Telephone call from whom?
Mr. JAEDERLUNT. From the Ministry of Propaganda in Berlin.
Mr. FLOOD. The German Ministry?
Mr. JAEDERLUNT. Yes, the German Ministry of Propaganda.
The reason for the journey to Russia was not disclosed, and the head
of this expedition was, as far as I recollect, a German officer from the
German supreme command. Not before we arrived in Smolensk the
next night did the officer who accompanied us give us the reason for
this journey, to be the effect that mass graves had been found. Where:
upon, we journalists looked at each other with long faces and all
agreed that if we had known that beforehand we would never have
gone there.
Mr. Flood. When you speak of journalists, who do you mean? Do
you recall some of them, their papers, their nationalities?
Mr. JAEDERLUNT. I have been trying to recollect the names of the
others and who they were, but I can only remember one of them, a
journalist from Yugoslavia by the name of Milan Micasinovitch, andI remember him better than the others because he was able to speak
Russian and, thus, he was rather helpful to all of us.
Mr. FLOOD. Were there other journalists from various countries?
Mr. JAEDERLUNT. Yes, they had been selected from neutral coun
tries. •

Mr. FLOOD. About how many?
Mr. JAEDERLUNT. Approximately 5 or 6. I do not recollect the
exact number.

Mr. FLOOD. Very well.
Mr. JAEDERLUNT. The next day we were taken by car to Krasny-Bor
and to the forest and were shown the mass graves. In a large pit, we
saw dead bodies, clad in uniforms, lying in several layers. They were
sticking together like leaves. Certain dead bodies were taken out
of the pit in our presence and examined. They were in a good state of
preservation, probably owing to the nature of the soil—so to speak,
half-mummified.

Professor Buhtz, director of the Criminological Institute and In
stitute for Judicial Medicine in Breslau was in charge of the exhuma
tions. He requested us to select the dead bodies we wished to see
personally and those that we wanted to see ourselves. We did so, andI was able to establish that the dead bodies had not been touched
before or perhaps brought there from some place else.
The young Russians working in the pit had trouble in getting the
dead bodies out because they stuck together so tightly. It happened
at times that they only managed to extract a head alone.
The documents and papers found in the pockets of the clothes of
the dead bodies were also well preserved. Only part of them showed
traces of decay.
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Mr. FLOOD. Do I understand that when these Russian workers were
removing the bodies that in some cases the bodies came apart when
they were trying to pull them out?

-

Mr. JAEDERLUNT. No. I said that now and again a head came off
of the bodies, because they were sticking so closely. Many bodies just
formed big lumps.I read through a great number of letters, documents, pay books,
diaries, and so forth, and I could also make out that many of these
papers carried stamps of a Russian prisoner-of-war camp, and that
no entry in diaries or pocketbooks bore a later date than April 20,
1940. I also established that the dead bodies I saw all came from the
prisoner-of-war camp Kozielsk.
The dead bodies were lying in the grave in tightly packed layers.
Many of them had their hands tied behind their backs and their
mouths were filled with sawdust and they all showed the typical shots
in the neck, and it was quite easy to gather an idea of how these
mass executions had taken place.
Mr. FLOOD. We are interested in this business of sawdust in the
mouths. Did you see any of the skulls or the open mouths of bodies
with sawdust in them yourself? Did you actually see that?
Mr. JAEDERLUNT. Yes; there was a great number of dead bodies
which had been taken out where I saw this sawdust. Some of the dead
bodies had already been taken out the previous day, but we also
selected a large number of dead bodies in the pits and had them
taken out.

Mr. FLOOD. Now, on those bodies that you yourself selected and had
removed from the pit in your presence, did you see unmistakable evi
dence of sawdust in the mouths of any of those bodies?
Mr. JAEDERLUNT. At least in once instance.
Mr. FLooD. Did that body have the hands tied behind the back?
Mr. JAEDERLUNT. I do not recollect whether this particular body
had its hands tied behind its back, but, in several cases, I recollect
bodies which had sawdust in their mouths and the hands tied behind
their backs, as we presumed, for the reason that they had been resist
ing prior to being shot.
Mr. FLOOD. The purpose for our interest is that this committee
heard testimony taken in Washington by an eyewitness to this shoot
ing who claims that he saw officers with their hands tied behind their
backs, and NKVD soldiers or officers forcing open their mouths and
forcing sawdust into the mouths and pushing them into the graves.
Did you notice any bodies with the hands tied behind their backs
that may have been tied with wire?
Mr. JAEDERLUNT. What kind of wire?
Mr. FLOOD. Any kind of wire.
Mr. JAEDERLUNT. Yes; several dead bodies were pointed out to us

- whose hands were tied with wire.
Mr. FLOOD. On the other bodies with their hands tied behind their
backs, what was used to tie the hands in some of the other cases?
Mr. JAEDERLUNT. Ordinary hemp rope.
Mr. FLOOD. Will you demonstrate on the interpreter two things:
First, how the hands were tied behind the back, and, secondly, the
point of entry and the point of exit, as you remember, of any bullet
wounds you saw in the skulls?
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Mr. JAEDERLUNT. It is rather difficult for me because I am a layman
and not a physician.
Mr. FLOOD. All I want you to do is point how, if you remember,
where in the back of the head the bullet went in and, if he remembers,
where it came out.
Just show on the back of the head of the interpreter where you
remember the bullet entered.
Mr. JAEDERLUNT. Here [indicating].
Mr. FLOOD. And where it came out—in the front some place?
Mr. JAEDERLUNT. I do not recollect.
Mr. FLOOD. Will you indicate how the hands were tied behind the
back?

Mr. JAEDERLUNT. I do not quite recollect where they were lower
down or higher up [indicating].
Mr. FLOOD. Where did you see these documents that you described?
Mr. JAEDERLUNT. Part of them was located in a wooden barracks
that had been erected near the graves, where the documents of the
previous day had been collected, and part of the documents came from
the pockets of the clothes of the dead bodies which we had taken out
of the pits.
Mr. FLOOD. You had seen these documents of various kinds removed
from the bodies you selected, and the documents were removed in your
presence?
Mr. JAEDERLUNT. Yes, I did.
Mr. FLOOD. And it was from those documents that you concluded
the latest date was April 1940?
Mr. JAEDERLUNT. Yes; that is corerct.
Mr. FLOOD. That wasn’t from a lot of documents the Germans hand
ed to you from some place else?

-

Mr. JAEDERLUNT. No. We were the first, actually, to see these
documents, immediately after they had been taken out of the pockets
of the bodies. -

Mr. FLOOD. What story did you hear, and from whom did you get

it
,
a
s
to how the Germans first discovered the graves?

Mr. JAEDERLUNT. I was told the story a
s follows: Two Poles had

been walking past this forest o
f Katyn

Mr. FLOOD (interposing). Who told you the story?
Mr. JAEDERLUNT. I do not recollect, but I recollect that we ques
tioned a few Russians later on and they confirmed it to us. We had
the opportunity o

f staying in Smolensk and Katyn for several days
because, a

t

that time, no plane was available to take us back at once.
Mr. FLOOD. Were these Russians you talked to Russians from the
area o

f Katyn and Smolensk?
Mr. JAEDERLUNT. Yes; that is so, and one o

f

them related to us asI shall say now: Two Poles were walking along there in that area and,

a
s

the Poles usually did, asked the local people about other Poles.

h' FLOOD. What were Poles doing wandering around that areathen ?

Mr. JAEDERLUNT. Probably some workers enlisted by the Germans.
So, one o
f

these Poles asked one o
f

the Russian inhabitants o
f

that
region whether he knew anything about Poles having been in this
region, and the Russian said: “Yes, in Krasny-Bor, some Poles are
buried.” And one o

f

the Poles took a spade and went to the spot
that had been indicated to him b

y

this Russian. He began digging
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and discovered some dead bodies wearing Polish uniforms. He then
closed up the hole again, secured two pieces of timber and made a
rough cross over that and, as the Russian said, literally, he cursed and
wept, and then he walked away. After this incident, I was told that
it took quite some time before these rumors started spreading and
getting to the ears of the Germans. Whereupon, the Germans decided
to start digging in the area and to investigate this matter.
Mr. FLOOD. What were the uniforms on the bodies that you saw at
Katyn, if you know?
Mr. JAEDERLUNT. Do you mean any distinct nationality?
Mr. FLOOD. Yes.
Mr. JAEDERLUNT. Polish.
Mr. FLOOD. How do you know?
Mr. JAEDERLUNT. I had been in Poland previously and knew Polish
uniforms.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you see or hear of any female bodies being found
in the graves at Katyn?
Mr. JAEDERLUNT. Personally, I did not see any, but I was told there
that one or two had been dug up.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you hear whether or not one of the female bodies
found at Katyn was in the uniform of a Polish aviatrix, female?
Mr. JAEDERLUNT. No, never.
Mr. FLOOD., Did you see or hear that the bodies of any chaplains or£" of various denominations were found in the graves atatyn?
Mr. JAEDERLUNT. I do not recollect that, but I wish to point out thatI was in Katyn at a very early date when not many bodies had yet
been brought up from the pits.
Mr. FLOOD. About how many had been brought up? .

Mr. JAEDERLUNT. I do not recollect the number. A fair number.
Mr. FLooD. What was the day, if you recall, that you got to Katyn?
Mr. JAEDERLUNT. As far as I recollect, but I am not sure that I am
right, it might have been around about the 10th of April. It is easy
to get the exact date from the authorities, because it was the first
commission of journalists that went there.
Mr. FLOOD. Now, the newspaper story that you printed in the Swed
ish paper was dated, I believe, the 17th of April.
Mr. JAEDERLUNT. The report bears the date of the 17th of April, but
prior to that we had spent several days in Berlin and several days in
Smolensk.

-

Mr. FLOOD. As a matter of fact, the newspaper article dated on the
17th of April 1943 describes your experiences at Smolensk and Katyn.
Mr. JAEDERLUNT. Yes, that is so.
Mr. FLOOD. And, in view of the fact that the official German an
nouncement of the discovery of the graves at Katyn did not occur
until the 15th of April, then you actually were there even before the
official announcement was made?
Mr. JAEDERLUNT. Yes, that is so. That is quite correct, and I have
the impression that the then German Government wanted one of us
neutrals to see and confirm the matter before making it known to the
public at large, but, as I was told by my newspaper a few days ago,
the editors of my paper kept back my articles for some time in order
to wait until the Germans would publish something about the matter
themselves.
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Mr. FLOOD. Did the Germans in any way interfere with your exam
inations or observations at Smolensk or Katyn?
Mr. JAEDERLUNT. No, on the contrary, and I am in a position to give
you some more details about that.
Mr. FLOOD. Please.
Mr. JAEDERLUNT. I walked about the whole Katyn Forest by myself
and without any escort, and owing to the fact that we were unable to
get a plane from Berlin to go back for several days, we spent several
days at Smolensk and went out for walks over the area, either alone
or two or three of us, without any German escort, and the captain of
the propaganda company in that area actually lent me a horse and I
rode about in the whole area without ever being hampered or hindered
by anyone. I came across a good many soldiers standing at guard
duty at crossroads and other points, but whenever I addressed them
and asked them to direct me, they merely answered in Russian: “I do
not understand.” They were Russians doing service in the German
Army. The local
p'

was distinctly friendly and we went into
their houses on various occasions and they were always very friendly
and invited us to share their meals and to share the little they had at
that time, and among ourselves we talked and said: “Well, in view of
the fact that we have this opportunity of moving around for ourselves,
let's do it and find out as much as possible for ourselves.” That was
before we saw the graves and we were skeptical because we thought
it was merely a propaganda story and we wanted to find out as much
as possible for ourselves. The population was fairly open hearted in
talking to us and one day I asked a Russian worker what he thought
their future would be, and the worker said: “Well, what we think, I
and my fellow countrymen here, is that there is practically no differ
ence between the Bolsheviks and the Nazis and we don’t like either of
them.” He also said that it was their hope that the Bolsheviks and
the Nazis would finish each other in this war, and he concluded by say
ing that in the end, after the Bolsheviks and Nazis had been finished,
they hoped that the British would come with lots of money and that the .
social democratic party would then be supreme in Russia.I related this in order to show that the Russian population was
not in any way against foreigners and talking to them, and they were
not exactly afraid of talking to us. That was not my impression, if
you approached them in the right manner.
Mr. FLOOD. In your conversations with any of the Russian natives
of the area did you inquire of them or did they volunteer any informa
tion about any shootings in the Katyn area, cries and disturbances
and, if they did, when did those things take place?
Mr. JAEDERLUNT. Such statements came about the first time when
the Germans called for witnesses on the day we went to the graves.
These witnesses were called in from their houses and one of them,
who lived very close to the forest, stated that he had seen transports
of prisoners of war being brought in about April 1940, and possibly,
as far as I recollect, he might also have mentioned May 1940. He
also stated that the local population at that time had been strictly
forbidden to approach the forest, but he lived so near the forest that
he couldn’t help passing very near the forest occasionally, and he had
actually heard shootings and screams and shouts and he never noticed
any prisoners of war coming out of the forest again, and several of
these local peasants told the same story and they were very eager in
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telling it and did not give any impression of having been coerced or
worked on in any way.
Mr. FLOOD. Did they mention anything about any GPU or any
NIGWD Russians in the area at the time these things took place?
Mr. JAEDERLUNT. Yes, they said the NKVD actually forbade the
local population to go near the forest. They also stated that there
was a house in this forest which was a recreational home of NKVD.
They further stated that if they went to look for dead bodies in that
forest, they would not only find these bodies of that specific time in
1940, but they would also find a number of bodies executed before the
war and in former times.
I might add another incident: The Germans told me when I was
there that only a few days after the exhumations had begun, a Russian
plane appeared over the forest and kept on circling over it for a long
time, evidently eager to see what the Germans were doing in that
forest—an observation plane.
Mr. FLOOD. As a distinguished Swedish neutral newspaperman at
that time, in view of the magnitude of this observation, this matter
at the Katyn Forest, and in view of your personal observations there,
would it have been possible for the Germans to have staged this whole
thing as a propaganda show?
Mr. JAEDERLUNT. We actually went there with this suspicion. We
didn’t all trust Goebbels and thought it would be possible he would
be capable of doing such a thing. So our idea when we went from
Smolensk to Katyn the first time was: “Let’s try and get as much
news as possible about conditions here in Russia and should we find
or see any dead bodies, we shall report that matter just on a back
page, not as an important item, because our Swedish press at home
is sure to say: ‘Leave atrocity stories to Goebbels’.” But when I stood
in front of the mass graves and when I realized what an atrocious
crime had been perpetrated there, all my suspicions vanished and my
own newspaper, at first, was not prepared to publish this report, butI insisted upon the report's being published because I said: “The
world at large must know about this matter.”
Mr. FLOOD. Did you then and now have an opinion as to who com
mitted the murders at Katyn? We would like to have you express

it
,
if you wish to. You don’t have to, but if you wish to and have an

opinion, will you tell us?
Mr. JAEDERLUNT. Then and now I was and I am absolutely con
vinced that the Russians committed it

. I do not wish to say the Rus
sians. I would rather amend it to the NKVD.
Mr. DoNDERO. Did all of the bodies that you saw at Katyn have
their hands tied behind them?
Mr. JAEDERLUNT. No; only single ones.
Mr. DONDERO. Did you see any more than one?
Mr. JAEDERLUNT. Yes; I saw several.
Mr. DoNDERO. Were they tied with rope or wire?
Mr. JAEDERLUNT. Those, as far as I could see, were tied with rope.
Mr. DONDERO. What was the color of it?
Mr. JAEDERLUNT. I don’t recollect.
Mr. DONDERO. Was it flat or round?
Mr. JAEDERLUNT. I must state that I went there as a journalist and
not as a scientist.
Mr. DONDERO. That is all.
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Mr. FLOOD. Mr. O’Konski?
Mr. O'KONSKI. No questions.
Mr. FLOOD. The committee realizes that as a newspaperman and
a Swede there was no particular occasion for you to come here. You
appeared voluntarily, and we appreciate the valuable evidence you
have given us.
Thank you.
We will take a recess of 5 minutes.
(Whereupon a recess was taken.)

AFTER RECESS

Mr. FLOOD. The hearing will be in order.
We will call Mr. Kramer.

TESTIMONY OF RUDIKRAMER, 45 AM LINDENBAUM, FRANKFURT/
MAIN, GERMANY (THROUGH THE INTERPRETER, MR. WON
HAHN)

Mr. FLooD. Do you object to being photographed, Mr. Kramer?
Mr. KRAMER. I would rather not have it.
Mr. FLOOD. Then there will be no photographs of the witness.
Will you give your name and your present address to the stenog
rapher, please?
r. KRAMER. Rudi Kramer, Frankfurt/Main, 45 am Lindenbaum.
Mr. FLOOD. Mr. Kramer, we will have read to you an admonition
as a witness, that will be translated in German.
Mr. MITCHELL. Before you testify it is our wish to invite your
attention to the fact that under German law you will not be liable for
slander or libel, either in criminal or in civil proceedings, for any
thing you may say in your testimony so long as you tell the truth. At
the same time, we wish to make it quite clear that neither the Govern
ment of the United States nor the Congress of the United States
assumes any responsibility in your behalf with respect to libel or
slander proceedings which may arise as the result of your testimony.
Mr. FLOOD. Does the witness understand the admonition?
Mr. KRAMER. Yes; I do.
Mr. FLOOD. Will you rise, then, and be sworn, please?
Do you swear that the testimony you are about to give will be the
truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God?
Mr. KRAMER. I swear, so help me God.
Mr. FLOOD. What is your name?
Mr. KRAMER. Kramer.
Mr. FLOOD. What is your present occupation?
Mr. KRAMER. I am a director of the municipality, retired on pen
S101).

Mr. FLOOD. What municipality?
Mr. KRAMER. I was in charge of the sports department in the town
of Breslau.
Mr. FLOOD. Where are you now residing?
Mr. KRAMER. Here in Frankfurt.
Mr. FLoop. Were you ever identified with the German armed forces?
Mr. KRAMER. Yes; I was.
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Mr. FLOOD. Did you ever have occasion to serve on the Russian or
Smolensk front?
Mr. KRAMER. Yes; I did.
Mr. FLOOD. Were the matters of the Katyn massacre ever brought
to your attention while you were in that area?
Mr. KRAMER. I was present from the beginning to the end.
Mr. FLOOD. What was your rank, and what was the nature of your
unit serving in the Smolensk area at the time of the discovery of the
graves by the Germans?
Mr. KRAMER. I was Sonderfuehrer “Z”—that is the rank of lieu
tenant—with the propaganda detailW in Smolensk.
Mr. FLOOD. Who was the commanding officer of the propaganda
unit at Smolensk when you served there?
Mr. KRAMER. My direct superior was Lieutenant Anschuetz, and
the C.O. was Gans.
Mr. FLOOD. During your service in the Smolensk area did you ever
have occasion to visit the Katyn Woods or the Dnieper Castle in that
area generally before the graves were discovered?
Mr. KRAMER. Yes; I£
Mr. FLOOD. Do you know where the Dnieper Castle was located?
Mr. KRAMER. Yes; I do. -

Mr. FLOOD. Did you walk, at any time, in the woods within, say, a
thousand meters all around the castle?
Mr. KRAMER. I did not get to the forest of Katyn before I had not
heard from the local population of the existence of such graves.
Mr. FLOOD. Will you detail for us, as best you remember, the con
versation you had with any Russian person of the area with reference
to these graves in Katyn?
Mr. KRAMER. Yes, I can.
Mr. FLOOD. In your own words. Please proceed.
Mr. KRAMER. I was detailed to the propaganda detail W at the
beginning of March 1943. Originally I had been detailed to this unit
as a sports officer, with the task of interesting myself in sports activi
ties of the military units, and also in connection with sports of the local
population.
I was instructed by the propaganda unit to work among the Rus
sian population, which was not anti-German at that time, to try and
gain some influence on the Russian population and to foster pro
German feelings among them. We£ a newspaper in the Rus
sian language and also had theatrical groups come out to the area to
present shows for the Russian population, and thus we established close
contacts with the Russian population.
Behind the locality called Krasny Bor there was another place
called Gniezdowo. I had to go to that place frequently on duty and
had many conversations with the local people. On one of those oc
casions an old peasant, who was living right on the railroad line near
the forest, told me that there were mass graves in the forest. He also
said that there were several small crosses erected in the forest, and
that the local population had the habit of going there on holidays and
putting some flowers down near them.
Mr. FLOOD. Did he indicate when these graves had been made?
Mr. KRAMER. Yes, later. Later on I asked him, once, whether he
could recollect when these graves had come into existence, and he said,
“3 years ago.”
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Mr. FLOOD. What was the date of the conversation when he said
that?
Mr. KRAMER. This conversation must have taken place about the
middle or towards the end of March 1943, after we had transmitted
the report of this peasant to the army group and had been instructed
to investigate the matter.

-

Mr. FLOOD. Do you talk or understand Russian?
Mr. KRAMER. No, I always went out with an interpreter.
The peasant related that, 3 years before, large transports had ar
rived at Gniezdowo station and that the men had been taken out of the
boxcars at the station. In his opinion these men in the trains were
not Russians, but Polish soldiers. Some of them were put into trucks
and taken to the forest; other had to march from the station to the
forest.
Later on, some time later, I asked several of those peasants whether
they recollected the approximate number of men who had been taken
to the forest. They did not give any figure, but they said, “Very many,
very many, and they kept on arriving for days and days,” and not one
of those that they had seen taken to the forest had ever returned from
it.
After having reported the matter to higher quarters, and after we
had been instructed to investigate, we went into the forest and found
sort of a clearing in it

,

planted with small trees, and we actually dis
covered two primitive crosses and also some dried flowers lying about.
Mr. FLOOD. What do you mean by “primitive crosses”?
Mr. KRAMER. They were not carved in any way. Probably the
people who had erected them had just cut off some wood and put it

together.

Mr. FLOOD. Do you use the word “primitive” to mean “ancient”, or
do you use it to mean “rude and clumsy”? -

Mr. KRAMER. I meant the second version, that they were made in a
crude manner and that they also had been standing there for some
time or other.
Mr. FLOOD. What were the crosses made out of?
Mr. KRAMER. I believe it was birchwood, but I am not quite certain
about that.
Mr. FLOOD. Proceed, please.
Mr. KRAMER. Some small distance from the graves, approximately
200 o

r

300 meters, there was a house, a building, which was subse
quently used b

y

the Germans, which was called the Dnieper Castle.I reported all that I had discovered to my unit, which, in its turn,
transmitted the report to the army group. The army group then issued
orders to start digging.
Mr. FLOOD. These trees that you referred to as small trees, were they
on o

r

around the grave where the crosses were?
Mr. KRAMER. There were n

o actual graves. The whole soil o
f

the
clearing was flat and uniform, no mounds o

f

earth o
r anything and on

this even clearing small trees were growing all over. -

Mr. FLOOD. Will you indicate with your hand, witness, from the
floor, as you best recollect today, about the height o
f

those trees, the
small trees?
Mr. KRAMER. About so high [indicating].
Mr. FLOOD. The witness indicates in the area o

f

21% to 3 feet.
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Mr. KRAMER. On the very first day when digging started I was not
out there, but I came there on the second or third£ and they were
busy digging in an area of approximately the size of this room. They
were digging down in many spots, and whenever they dug down they
came upon dead bodies. The area might have been considerably
larger than this room. It is not quite easy to estimate the size.
The digging was done, then, in a systematic way. First of all, they
dug down very deep so as to ascertain how far down the dead bodies
reached into the ground, and then they opened up towards the sides.
The dead bodies were lying in the grave, sticking together in one
solid mass. They were sort of mummified and dried out, probably for
the lack of air which had not been able to get to the bodies, and that
had caused a sort of mummification of the dead bodies. They were
fully clad in uniforms, even with leather belts and everything that
belonged to a uniform, and they all wore boots. Some of them had
their hands tied behind their backs, but that was not uniform. We
found some without their hands tied, and then there was one, again,
with his hands tied, so it was diverse.
I wish to state that these statements I made during the last few
minutes came from my observations and investigations over some
longish time. I have just been giving a survey of my observations
covering some longish period.
Mr. FLOOD. Yes.
Mr. KRAMER. In the meantime, Professor Buhtz, from Breslau,
whom I had already known in Breslau because I had business with
him there, had been put in charge of the exhumations, and because
of the fact that I had known him before, I had quite a few good oppor
tunities of seeing things and learning things which, in the ordinary
course of my duties, I would perhaps never have learned.
All ranks were found in the graves among the dead bodies, ranging
from generals down to assistant medical officers and cadets. Physi
cians were also found.
The dead bodies were all lying in layers, very close together, and
it was established by and by that 12 layers of dead bodies were
stacked on each other. We also established that all the men had
been killed by shots in the neck, and we assumed that the execution
took place in such a way that one row of men had to lie down at the
bottom of the pit with their faces down and had then been shot. Then
the next row of men had to lie down on top of the men who had just
been shot, and were killed subsequently, and so on, one layer after
the other. This assumption is based on the fact that we found several
bodies with more than one bullet hole. -

Several actions were coordinated there. First of all, we of the
propaganda unit had been given the task to try and get international
commissions to the graves so that they should investigate the thing.
There were commissions—one international commission of medical
experts; another commission consisted of foreign journalists; then
there was also a commission of writers, authors, and artists, and also
a commission of Western Allied Officer who were prisoners of war in
Germany. I also recollect a large group of Polish clergymen who had
been brought there, and then, subsequently, the relatives and next of
kin of the murdered men started arriving from Poland. They kept
on coming all the time, as soon as the identification of the dead'
had begun.
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Simultaneously, we carried on our investigations among the local
population, so as to find out when these transports of prisoners had
arrived in the area, and it was established from many statements
that this happened in April 1940. This was further confirmed by the
fact that all entries in diaries, pocket-books, etc., which we later found
on the dead bodies, ended between April 16th and April 19th, 1940.
The third proof was established by getting forestry experts to come to
this forest and examine the small trees, and they all established that the
trees had been in that spot for about 3 years.
The commissions that came to the graves were taken there by
German officers. Once on the spot, they had full liberty to investigate
on their own, to go about, to talk to the auxiliary volunteers who did
the digging up, and also to talk to the local population. They were
not hindered in any way; they could just do as they liked. Professor
Buhtz also helped them in every way, and insofar as when these
commissions were especially interested in special dead bodies, and
pointed them out, they were immediately taken out of the pits and
the members of the commission were allowed to designate special
bodies which they wanted to have taken out, and that was always
done at their request.
As the weather became warmer, gradually conditions became very
unpleasant. There was a terrible smell, and millions of flies started
collecting, so that it was imperative to rebury the bodies that had
been taken out of the pits as quickly as possible.
Up to the day when the exhumations ceased because it was becoming
too hot, I estimate that about 3,000 bodies had been taken out of the
pits, of which 800 had, by then, been identified. From the situation
and the measurements of the graves, we made an estimate that there
would probably be between 8,000 and 10,000 bodies in the ground.
The population, in the course of all these investigations, became
more talkative, and also pointed out to us that there were more graves
in the vicinity. Upon investigating those graves it was found that
they merely contained civilians who had probably come to death dur
ing the fighting. At any rate, no more soldiers or any uniformed
persons were found in the surroundings.
On account of the great heat in the summer, the exhumations ceased
approximately in J£ might have been a little earlier—and were
to be restarted some time in September. However, my unit was trans
ferred to Italy from Smolensk early in September, so I am unable to
state whether the exhumations ever began again or not.
Mr. FLOOD. You say you don’t know whether the exhumations began
again or not in September?
Mr. KRAMER. No; I do not know that.
Mr. FLOOD. Well, the military situation on the eastern front
changed about that time, so that it was necessary for the Germans to
withdraw. Do you remember hearing about that?
Mr. KRAMER. Yes; that is correct. We heard in Italy, from some
of our fellow soldiers who had remained in the Smolensk area, that
when the Russians came back into that area they were very eager to
get to the Katyn Forest as quickly as possible.
Mr. FLOOD. That being the case, and since the graves were closed
in the summer before the exhumations were completed, it is entirely
possible that if the graves were opened in September, or subsequently
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reopened, that additional missing Polish bodies might have been
found?
Mr. KRAMER. Yes, that is correct. In my estimation we only suc
ceeded in clearing about one-third of the area. Two-thirds was never
touched by us because we didn’t have time.
Mr. FLOOD. You have heard of the other two prison camps, besides
Kozielsk, of Starobielsk and Ostoskov *
Mr. KRAMER. No, I have not.
Mr. FLoop. Now, according to your theory as to how the execu
tions took place, with the prisoners forced to lie down flat on their
faces over the previously executed prisoners, d' say that that indicated that bullet wounds, several bullet wounds, were found in other
bodies. Well, how would that theory produce that conclusion?
Mr. KRAMER. It was merely on the top layers that we made the
discovery that some of the dead bodies had more than one wound,
because further down it was impossible, you could not expect any hu
man being to actually climb down into the pits, because the stench
was so terrible, the whole thing, that nobody could actually go down
there, they could only be pulled out with hooks, or something like
that. Therefore, we only noticed these several wounds in some bodies
on the top layers.
We noticed in several cases—not in each one, but in quite a few
cases—on the top layers of the dead bodies, that the bullet which had
penetrated the skull of the top body had gone on in the same direc
tion and hit the bodies underneath, not in the same place where the
bullet had hit the first body, but the way of the bullet, or the course
of the bullet, was lying in exactly the same direction, so that it was
unmistakable that the bottom body had been hit by the same bullet.
That was why we established this theory. -

Mr. FLOOD. That is interesting, because there is medical testi
mony that certain bodies, some bodies, were found with more than
one bullet wound, and that is an interesting observation to explain
that. -

Mr. Dondero?
Mr. DoNDERO. Were you at the Katyn graves, Mr. Kramer, during
April of that year?
Mr. KRAMER. Yes, I was.
Mr. DoNDERO. What kind of weather do they have in that area?
Mr. KRAMER. Partly there was still snow and ice in the area.
Mr. DONDERO. Were all of the bodies buried with their faces down?
Mr. KRAMER. I did not see any body that was not buried with its
face down.
Mr. DONDERO. Did you see any bodies with overcoats on?
Mr. KRAMER. Yes, I recollect one general; altogether two generals
were found, and one general was still wearing a fur coat.
Mr. DONDERO. That is all.
Mr. FLOOD. Mr. O’Konski?
Mr. O'KoNSKI. No questions.
Mr. FLOOD. We appreciate very much that you have come here and
volunteered this testimony to the committee. It is important, and we
thank you.
Mr. Skarginsky.
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TESTIMONY OF MATVEY SKARGINSKY (THROUGH THE INTERPRE
TER, MR. VON HAHN)

Mr. FLOOD. Witness, do you object to being photographed?
Mr. SKARGINSKY. No, I do not object.
Mr. FLOOD. Will you please spell your full name?
Mr. SKARGINSKY. M-a-t-v-e-y S-k-a-r-g-i-n-s-k-y.
Mr. FLOOD. We will now have an admonition read to the witness.
Mr. MITCHELL. Before you testify it is our wish to invite your at
tention to the fact that under German law you will not be liable for
slander or libel, either in criminal or in civil proceedings, for any
thing you may say in your testimony, so long as you tell the truth.
At the same time, I wish to make it quite clear that neither the Gov
ernment of the United States nor the Congress of the United Sates
assumes any responsibility in your behalf with respect to libel or
slander proceedings which may arise as the result of your testimony.
Mr. FLOOD. Do you understand the admonition?
Mr. SKARGINSKY. Yes, I do.
Mr. FLOOD. Please rise and be sworn.
Do you swear that the testimony you are about to give will be the
truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God?
Mr. SKARGINSKY. I do, so help me God.
Mr. FLOOD. What is your name?
Mr. SKARGINSKY. Skarginsky, Matvey.
Mr. FLOOD. What is your first name?
Mr. SKARGINSKY. Matvey.
Mr. FLOOD. Where were you born?
Mr. SKARGINSKY. In Elizavetgrad.
Mr. FLOOD. You are a Russian?
Mr. SKARGINSKY. Yes, I am. .
Mr. FLOOD. Were you ever a member of the Russian armed forces?
Mr. SKARGINSKY. At the end of the Czarist Army, and later on a
member of the White Russian Army.
Mr. FLOOD. Were you ever taken prisoner by the Germans?
Mr. SKARGINSKY. No, I was not.
Mr. FLOOD. In what way did you become identified with the German
armed forces?
Mr. SKARGINSKY. I received a mobilization order in Berlin in Octo
ber 1941, a mobilization order extending to non-German citizens.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you ever serve in the Smolensk area?
Mr. SKARGINSKY. Yes; on several occasions during the last war.
Mr. FLOOD. In what capacity did you serve with the Germans on
the Smolensk front?
Mr., SKARGINSKY. At first, when Smolensk was occupied in 1941,
with the motorized heavy artillery detachment No. 808.
Mr. FLOOD. Well, when did you first get to the city of Smolensk?
Mr. SKARGINSKY. I do not quite recollect, but it was at the end
of July—it was at the end of July or at the beginning of August 1941.
Mr. FLOOD. Witness, will you raise your voice a little bit, please?
Mr. SKARGINSKY. Yes.
Mr. FLOOD. Just talk louder.
Mr. SKARGINSKY. Yes.
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Mr. FLOOD. You said you were born in Russia and you were mobil
'ized by the Germans in Berlin. How and under what circumstances
did you get to Berlin?
Mr. SKARGINSKY. I lived in Yugoslavia up to May 1941, and after
the occupation of Yugoslavia by the Germans the Labor Office sent
me to Germany for work, and that is how I got to Berlin.
Mr. O’KONSKI. In other words, you served in the German armed
forces not by choice but you were conscripted for that service, were
you not? -

'Mr. SKARGINSKY. That is correct.
Mr. O’KONSKI. And you were serving against your will?
Mr. SKARGINSKY. I was conscripted. I did not volunteer. I was
conscripted and mobilized.
Mr. O'KoNSKI. Now, will you tell us briefly what you know about
the Katyn massacre?
Mr. SKARGINSKY. Yes.
I was a member of this artillery unit which I mentioned up to
October 1942. In October 1942 I was transferred to the staff head
quarters of the Ninth Army. The staff headquarters of this army
were located in Sitschewka, in the Smolensk area.
Mr. O'KONSKI. Then, as I understand it

,

you were employed by
the German staff as an interpreter because o

f your knowledge o
f

the
Russian language; is that correct?
Mr. SKARGINSKY. That is correct.
Mr. O’KONSKI. Then in your job as interpreter, what assignment
were you given b

y

the German Staff regarding the Katyn massacre?
Mr. SKARGINSKY. When the staff headquarters were transferred

to Smolensk in February 1943, then rumors started spreading that
somewhere in the Smolensk area there were mass graves and that
these mass graves were located near the former NKVD recreation
home in the vicinity o

f Katyn... I thereupon was given orders to
interrogate the local population living in the vicinity o

f Katyn.

I thereupon interrogated some 30 local peasants from three villages
lying in that specific area. The name o

f

the one village is Gniezdowo;
the other two I do not recollect.
And I also interrogated three railroad officials who were already
railroad officials under the Russians and remained railroad officials in
German services after the occupation had taken place. There were£ railroad officials who were employed right at the Gniezdowotation.
The most interesting statement was given by one o

f

those railroad
employees, one o

f

the officials. All #
.

statements tallied in that
respect, that early in the summer o

f

1940, freight trains started arriv
ing a

t

the railroad station, containing Polish prisoners. The trains
used to arrive shortly before midnight on every occasion. The box
cars were locked from the outside. In the small cabins where the
brakemen sit, as is usual in Europe, there were NKVD guards guard
ing the train. The trains arrived at the station without any official
papers, so that it could not be ascertained from where they were
COmln C.
'%'Kossa. Did the railroad station attendants tell you it was
early spring o
f

1940 that these cars arrived?

93744–52–pt. 5-23
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Mr. SKARGINSKY. As far as I recollect, they told me that it was at
the end of the spring or at the beginning of summer 1940.
Mr. O'KoNSKI. Did they mention any specific months?
Mr. SKARGINSKY. I only recollect the year of 1940 and, as I said
before, the end of the spring or beginning of summer.
The prisoners who were in the boxcars were taken out of those
railroad cars and marched off to the forest of Katyn in marching
order; it was four and four. Strict orders had been issued at that time
that nobody was to approach the railroad line and the road leading
from the station to the forest. All the railroad officials were also
forbidden, those who were not right on duty at the station. Nobody
WaS to

*R
roach the line or the road.

Mr. O'KoNSKI. There is one thing I would like to check with you,
You testified a little earlier that you were conscripted in Berlin in
October of 1941; then later you said you reached the Smolensk area
in August 1941. Will you clear up those two dates? Evidently, you
must have been confused.

Mr. SKARGINSKY. Yes, I made a mistake. I meant to say I had
been mobilized in October 1941 and the first time I got to Smolensk
was in November 1941, not in August; not in August but in November
1941.

Mr. O'KONSKI. You said that you interviewed about 30 natives and
3 depot agents. Did they all agree as to the time of the arrival of the
Polish soldiers, and did they also agree that they were disposed of by
the Russians at that time? -

Mr. SKARGINSKY. The statements by all those various people dif
fered only to a very slight extent. It was only a matter of a month
or two. Some of the people stated that the prisoners had arrived in
May; others said they had arrived in June. But all the statements
taken together very much tallied with each other.
Mr. O'KONSKI. There was no native that you interviewed, or official
that you interviewed, that said anything otherwise, to the contrary?
Mr. SKARGINSKY. It was like this: Very detailed statements came
from those railroad officials, because they were actually on the spot
and saw the Polish prisoners being taken out of the boxcars or being
marched away, because they were on duty at the trains, at the station.
The peasants, however, were not allowed to come near the station
or the forest and could only see things going on from afar. So they
only said, “We saw some trains arriving and some people being taken
out of the trains and some people '# marched away.” But theycould not say whether they had been Polish prisoners or whatever
they were because they were too far away and the area was cordoned
off, so they could not get near the spot.
But nobody ever made a statement different to this one.
Mr. O'KONSKI. Did you, in your process of interviewing, ever get
acquainted with a deputy mayor in Smolensk, by the name of Boris
Basilevsky?
Mr. SKARGINSKY. Yes; I did. He was second acting buergermeister
of Smolensk.
Mr. O'KoNSKI. Did you have any conversations with him?
Mr. SKARGINSKY. I only talked to him very little because I hardly
knew him, but I know that shortly before the Germans had to evacuate
Smolensk, he crossed over to the Soviets.



THE KATYN FOREST MASSACRE 1577

Mr. O'KonsKI. You came here of your own accord to testify, did
you not?
Mr. SKARGINSKY: Yes; quite of my own accord.I want to mention that I knew well the first buergermeister of
Smolensk, by the name of Boris Menschagin.
Mr. O’KONSKI. Did he express any opinion as to who committed the
crime at Katyn?
Mr. SKARGINSKY. I knew Menschagin very well; he was actually a
friend of mine. His opinion all the time was that the Polish officers
had been murdered by the Soviets.
Mr. O'KoNSHI. Do you know what has become of Menschagin
since?

Mr. SKARGINSKY. Menschagin I saw in Berlin in 1944 and 1945,
and at the end of May 1945, Menschagin was in Karlsbad—it was just
across the Czech-Slovakian border—which was occupied by the Ameri
cans at that time. But then, all of a sudden, one night the Soviets
occupied Karlsbad, and a few hours afterwards, Menschagin was
taken away by the Soviets and was never seen again. His wife is at
present in the United States, in New York, with the children.
Mr. FLOOD. We appreciate your coming here and we thank you for
your testimony, Mr.£
Mr. SKARGINSKY. Thank you.

TESTIMONY OF KARL GENSCHOW, HACHENBURG, GERMANY
(THROUGH INTERPRETER VON HAHN)

Mr. FLOOD. Mr. Genschow.
Do you object to being photographed?
Mr. GENSCHow: I have no objection to being photographed.
Mr. FLOOD. Will you spell your name?
Mr. GENSCHow. Karl G-e-n-s-c-h-o-w. Hachenburg.
Mr. FLOOD. We are about to read you an admonition that we read
to all witnesses before they testify. It will be read in English and
then translated into German.

Mr. MITCHELL. Before you testify, it is our wish to invite your
attention to the fact that, under German law, you will not be liable
for slander or libel, either in criminal or in civil proceedings, for
anything you may say in your testimony, so long as you tell the truth.
At the same time, I wish to make it quite clear that neither the Gov
ernment of the United States nor the Congress of the United States
assumes any responsibility in your behalf with respect to libel or
slander proceedings which may arise as a result of your testimony.
Do you understand this statement?
Mr. GENSCHow. Yes; I understand.
Mr. FLOOD. Will you rise and be sworn, please?
Do you swear that the testimony you are about to give will be the
truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God?
Mr. GENSCHOw. I do.
Mr. FLOOD. What is your full name?
Mr. GENSCHOw. Karl Genschow.
Mr. FLOOD. What is your business?
Mr. GENSCHow. I was formerly president of the Gustav Genschow
Co., and at present I am trustee of the same firm, which is under
French supervision.
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Mr. FLoop. Will you spell the name of the company?
Mr. GENSCHOw. G-u-s-t-a-v Genschow & Co.
Mr. FLOOD. What is the business of that company?
Mr. GENSCHow. Formerly the firm manufactured ammunition and
weapons and exported these goods.
Mr. FLOOD. Where was the main office of this company?
Mr. GENSCHOw. In Berlin.
Mr. FLOOD. Where is the chief manufacturing plant?
Mr. GENSCHow. The ammunition works were in Durlach, near
Karlsruhe.
Mr. FLOOD. How long has the company been in business?
Mr. GENSCHOw. The factory has been in existence since 1887 and
the ammunition works since 1906.
Mr. FLOOD. During that period of time, did the company ever manu
facture pistol ammunition?
Mr. GENSCHow. Yes.
Mr. FLOOD. Did it ever manufacture pistol ammunition of the
caliber of 7.65?
Mr. GENSCHOw. Yes.
Mr. FLOOD. Is that a very common type of caliber for pistol
ammunition?
Mr. GENSCHow. It is a very common type.
Mr. FLOOD. What was the trade-mark of the pistol ammunition on
that caliber?
Mr. GENSCHow. The trade-mark was changed several times in the
course of the years.
Mr. FLOOD. Will you give us some of the trade-mark names?
Mr. GENSCHOw. Yes. The cartridges of the shells of this pistol
ammunition carried, since the year 1933–34, the word “Geco” on the
bottom of the shell, and underneath the “Geco” was “7.65”.
Mr. FLOOD. Can 7.65 ammunition of the type manufactured by this
firm be used in various kinds and makes of pistols?
Mr. GENSCHow. Yes, it could; because it was a standard type of
cartridge which could be used in very many different makes of pistols.
Mr. FLOOD. Was it used internationally by various nations, police,
or armed forces, in pistols?
Mr. GENSCHow. Yes; certainly.
Mr. FLOOD. Did this firm ever export pistol ammunition of the
caliber 7.65 to Eastern Europe?
Mr. GENSCHow. Yes; that is the case.
Mr. FLOOD. Do you know what caliber of ammunition was used and
what kind of pistol was used by the NKVD or the GPU from the year
.1933 until the end of the war?
Mr. GENSCHow. No; I do not know that also, because since 1928
£ did not export large quantities of pistol ammunition to SovietUSSla.

Mr. FLOOD. Did you export any quantities of 7.65 pistol ammunition
to Soviet Russia?
Mr. GENSCHow. Yes; before 1928, somewhat larger amounts.
But I wish to point out that at that time the stamp on the bottom of
the cartridge was different from the one I stated before, and after
1928 the quantities which were exported were small.
Mr. FLOOD. But there were some quantities shipped to Soviet Russia
after 1928, of 7.65 ammunition bearing the “Geco” trade-mark?
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Mr. GENSCHOw. Yes.
I wish to point out that the trade-mark which was used before
1933–34, when the latest trade-mark was introduced, also had the
word “Geco” in it and “7.65.” There was only the addition of two D's
slightly underneath the right and left end of the word “Geco.”
r. FLOOD. So that the trade-mark “Geco,” regardless of the other

details you are giving us, was on 7.65 ammunition shipped to Soviet
Russia for some time?
Mr. GENSCHow. Yes. Most probably, it may be that some deliveries
took place in former years, before we put the word “Geco” on the
bottom of the cartridges. There may have been some older deliveries
many, many years ago, where it only stated “7.65” with a “D” under
neath. -

Mr. FLOOD. Can you keep 7.65 pistol ammunition for any length
of time if it is properly cared for?
Mr. GENSCHOw. If you store it properly and if the cartridges re
main in their original packings, you can safely store it for 10 to
20 years.

Mr. FLOOD, Did you ship any ammunition to other eastern European
countries, other than Soviet Russia?
Mr. GENSCHow. Yes; in particular, to the three Baltic States.
Mr. FLooD. What do you mean by the three Baltic States?
Mr. GENSCHow. Esthonia, Latvia and Lithuania.
Mr. FLOOD. Did

you ever
ship any 7.65 pistol ammunition to the

three Baltic States? -

Mr. GENSCHow. Yes; I did export quantities which were consider
ably larger than those going to Soviet Russia, although not unduly
large.
# FLOOD. What do you consider a small shipment in the number
of units?

-

Mr. GENSCHOw. We did not export more than two or three thousand
rounds to Soviet Russia after 1928; but to the Baltic States, to my rec

£". we exported approximately 50,000 rounds to each of thethree.

Mr. FLOOD. Did you ever export any pistol ammunition to Poland?
Mr. GENSCHOw. W' did not export any pistol ammunition to Poland
during the time under review, because conditions for such exports
were not advantageous. We did, however, export shells and bullets
separately to that country; which however, were marked differently
so as to distinguish them from our original make which we used to
export.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you ever export any 7.65 pistol ammunition to
Poland from 1933 up to 1940?
Mr. GENSCHOw. I do not recollect. I do not think that we did it.
Mr. FLOOD. What about from 1923 to 1940?
Mr. GENSCHOw. It may be, but I do not recollect that because we
had to stop our exports of ammunition to Poland all of a sudden
owing to new customs regulations having come into force in Poland.
But I do not recollect the year when that happened.
Mr. FLOOD. Of course, you know that “Geco” shells, cartridge shells,
were found in the graves at Katyn, do you not?
Mr. GENSCHOw. Yes. I learned that after the German Wehrmacht
had made its investigations in Katyn.
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Mr. FLOOD. Was this matter ever brought to your attention by the
then German authorities?
Mr. GENSCHow. Not immediately. I only discussed this matter
with the army high command, and the weapons division. They
requested me to submit extracts from our statistics on exports to for
eign countries, which we had carried out. And only in the course
of these negotiations with the high command did I learn that this
type of bullet and shells had been found in the Katyn graves.
Mr. FLOOD. Did they inquire as to whether or not your firm ex
ported 7.65 ammunition to any of the countries in the Baltic or Eastern
Europe?
Mr. GENSCHow. Yes; and we had to give accurate details of the
quantities which had been exported to each single country and in
what year.
Mr. FLOOD. Do you have any questions, Mr. Dondero?
Mr. DONDERO. No questions.
Mr. FLOOD. Mr. O’Konski?
Mr. O'KONSKI. No questions.
Mr. FLOOD. We appreciate your coming here, Herr Director, and
thank you very much for the testimony you have given.
We will now adjourn until 10 o’clock tomorrow morning, at which
time we will hear the scientist, Dr. Orsos, and the Swiss doctor,
Naville. -

(Whereupon, at 12 o'clock noon the committee recessed, to recon
vene at 10 a.m. Saturday, April 26, 1952.)
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SATURDAY, APRIL 26, 1952

HoUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
THE SELECT COMMITTEE To INVESTIGATE THE

Frankfurt on Main, Germany.
The committee met at 10 a.m., pursuant to recess, in the main court
room, Resident Officer's Building, 45 Bockenheimer Anlage, Hon. Ray.
J. Madden (chairman) presiding.
Present: Messrs. Madden, Flood, Machrowicz, Dondero, and
O’Konski.
Also present: John J. Mitchell, chief counsel to the select committee,
and Roman Pucinski, committee investigator and interpreter.
Present also: Eckhardt von Hahn and Hilda Duplitza, interpreters.
(The proceedings and testimony were translated into the German
language.)
hairman MADDEN. Dr. Tramsen.

FURTHER STATEMENT OF DR. HELGE TRAMSEN

Mr. FLOOD. Doctor you were sworn and testified the other day, and
we recall you for the purpose of detailing a little further your identi
fication ''certain exhibits that are already in evidence.I am going to show you exhibits 49 through 59, inclusive, and ask
you to take each one of them—they are marked on the back—and
identify them, one by one. You don't have to identify every per
son in these group pictures, just identify the ones that you think are
the outstanding personalities; and on the pictures that do not contain
persons just give us a short description of the matters depicted thereon.
Will you proceed, please?

[Exhibits shown in Wednesday, April 23, 1952, hearing. See
pp. 1431–1440]

Dr. TRAMSEN. All these pictures were taken by the German press
officers, partly at Katyn, and a few in Berlin.
Exhibit 49 shows a picture of a post-mortem autopsy which took
place in Katyn. The picture shows me in the process of the post
mortem, having opened the chest on the body of the Polish officer Cap
tain Szyminski.
Exhibit 50 is another incident at the external examinations of the
dead bodies in Katyn. Professor Hajek is just about removing one of
the boots of the dead body, being watched by Professor Subek.
Exhibit 51 shows another incident at the examinations of the iden
tification papers extracted from one of these bodies. Professor Milos
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lawitch is just about opening one of these papers, and I am standing by
watching.
Exhibit 52 shows a cranium of one of these Polish officers, with a
clear exit wound in the skull, and, it is clearly to be seen, a pistol bullet
lying in the wound.
Exhibit 53 shows the hands of a Polish officer tied by the cord
mentioned before.

Exhibit 54 shows a picture of one of the diaries of the Polish officers.
Exhibit 55 shows the personal belongings of one of the Polish
generals, with the name Smorawinski. In the left corner is shown a
cigarette case with the initials of Polish names, a bankbook, a personal
identification card with a photograph, and in the right corner you see
a commendation showing that this general was awarded the Polish or
der of VirtutiMilitary.
Exhibit 56 shows one of the laboratories in the German Institute
at Smolensk. Professor Miloslavich is holding a skull, and on the
table in the foreground are another six skulls of Polish officers.
Exhibit 57 shows the final meeting of the Committee at the Institute
in Smolensk. The German professor, Dr. Buhtz, is standing at the
end of the table, and along the side is Professor Orsos, Professor
Naville, Professor Palmieri, and several others of the members of
the committee. * *

Exhibit 58 shows a room in the German ministry of health in Berlin.
In the foreground Professor Orsos is handing the committe's proctocol
to Reichgesundheitsfuehrer Conte. In the background can be seen
most of the members of the committee.
Do you want me to name the names of these members?
Mr. FLOOD. A resonable number; you don’t have to name them all.
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes, Professor Palmieri, Professor Saxen, Profes
sor Speleers, Professor Hajek, Dr. Markhov, Dr. Birkle, and Dr.
deBurlet.
The last exhibit, No. 59, is taken in the courtyard of the Hotel Adlon
in Berlin. After the final meal the committee was collected with
Dr. Conte. The picture shows, from the left toward the right, Dr.
Zietz, Professor Naville, Professor Subek, Professor Palmieri. Pro
fessor Miloslavich, Professor Hajek, Professor Orsos, me, Dr. Conte,
Dr. Markhov, Professor Buhtz, Profesor de Burlet, Profesor Speleers,
Dr. Costedoat, Profesor Saxen, and two German secretaries from
the ministry of health.
That is the total number.
Mr. FLOOD. There are also exhibit 60 and exhibit 66.
Dr. TRAMSEN. Exhibit 60 shows the castle in the woods of Katyn,
and a few members of the committee walking past it in the foreground,
and between them Professor Orsos.
Exhibit 66 is a photograph of a Polish diary in which can be clearly
seen the last written page, and here is the date given, as the 9th of
April.
Mr. DONDERO. What year?
Dr. TRAMSEN. No year.
May I ask a question?
Mr. FLOOD. You may; yes. -

Dr. TRAMSEN. If the protocol signed in person by the various mem
bers of the committee will be of any use for the congressional
committee.
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Mr. FLOOD. Now, do I understand that the document you have there
is a copy of the protocol with the actual signatures of the scientific
members to the commission?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes; that is so.
Mr. FLOOD. Made in your presence?
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes, signed in my presence and by the members
themselves.

Mr. FLOOD. Let the committee see the last page of the signatures for
a moment, please.

(Document submitted to the committee.)
Mr. FLOOD [continuing]. We have the protocol in the record. There
would be no sense in reproducing the protocol itself, but we would like
to see page 7 thereof, which you say contains the signatures of the
members made in your presence.
We appreciate, Doctor, you showing us this extremely interestin
and important exhibit. There is no reason why this should be adde
to the record, but we are grateful for the opportunity of seeing the
original signatures. This original protocol will be placed in the per
manent archives of the committee.
Now I will ask the stenographer to mark for identification some
other photographs, which there will be no need to identify in any
further detail, as exhibits Nos. 84, 85, 86, 87, 88, 89, 90, 91, 92, 93,
94, 95, 96, 97, and 98. And in that last group these photographs are
of significance because they indicate the conversation between the
members of the commission and the Russian native; they indicate the
meeting of Dr. Orsos, with the skull from which he was expounding
his theory of calcification in the brain pulp; Dr. Orsos indicating the
body which he wished removed, and the removal of that body from
the grave; and the Swiss Dr. Naville and the Italian Dr. Palmieri
examining an obviously badly decomposed corpse; and the best aerial
photo that we have observed so far of the Katyn Forest area in the
vicinity of the Dnieper Castle.
(The photographs referred to were marked Frankfurt exhibits Nos.
84, 85, 86, 87, 88, 89,90, 91, 92,93, 94, 95, 96, 97, and 98, and are shown
on pp. 1584–1596.)
Mr. FLOOD., Doctor, I show you photographs marked for identifi
cation as exhibits 84 to 98, inclusive, and I ask you whether or not they
are the photographs of, and generally reflect, as I have indicated, the
incidents at Katyn during your visit with the commission.
Dr. TRAMSEN. Yes; they are.
Mr. FLOOD. We will offer those in evidence.
(Exhibits 84 to 98, inclusive, shown below:)
Mr. FLOOD. Thank you, Doctor, for the second time. That will be
all. .

-

Dr. Orsos.
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EXHIBIT 84

- - - -

Conversation between members of the International Medical Commission and a Russian
- native. --

-

ExHIBIT 85

Dr. Buhtz and Medical Commission members examining one of the exhumed bodies.
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- EXHIBIT 86

- Dr. Palmieri (right) in conversation with unidentified man at Katyn.-
EXHIBIT 87

Professor Hajek holding arm of Katyn victim.
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EXHIBIT 88

Dr. Orsos explains theory of calcification in brain pulp to the members to the Commission.
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EXHIBIT 89

--
Orsos (Hungary) and Professor Saxen (Finland) examin yn corpse.humed Kat1ng exDr. --
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ExHIBIT 90

Dr. Orsos (Hungary) performing autopsy being watched by Professor Saxen (Finland) and
German soldier assisting.
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EXHIBIT 91

Dr. Orsos (Hungary) indicating body to be exhumed and its removal.
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EXHIBIT 92

- - ©

(Right to left) Dr. Naville (Swiss) and Dr. Palmeri (Italian) examining badly decomposed
corpse. --

,
*
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EXHIBIT 93

*

-

: . -
-

: & "
Exhumation of of Katyn victim- +rain at edge of pit is Dr. Orsos (Hungary) and others.- ". *--
93744-52–pt. 5-24
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EXHIBIT 94

&,----. . . . . . . .….``
View of bodies in graves.
-----
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-

.

EXHIBIT 95

View of partial exhumation of bodies at Katyn.
*
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:

:

s

icinity of Dnieper Castle.Aerial view of Katyn forest area in v
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EXHIBIT 97

Exhumed Katyn victim.
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TESTIMONY OF DR. FERENCORSOS, MAINZ, GERMANY (THROUGH
THE INTERPRETER, MR. VON HAHN)

Mr. FLOOD. Doctor, do you have any objections to being photo
graphed?
Dr. ORSOs. Yes, I do object.
Mr. FLOOD. You object? Very well. Doctor, please give your
name, the correct spelling of your name, and your present address, to
the stenographer.
Dr. ORSOs. Ferenc Orsos.
Chairman MADDEN. Doctor, I will make a statement for your con
sideration:
Before you testify it is our wish to invite your attention to the fact
that under German law you will not be liable for slander or libel,
either in criminal or in civil proceedings, for anything you may say
in your testimony, so long as you tell the truth. At the same time
it is our wish to make it quite clear that neither the Government of
the United States nor the Congress of the United States assumes any
responsibility in your behalf with respect to libel or slander proceed
ings which may arise as the result of your testimony.
r. ORSOS. I understand.
Chairman MADDEN. Now stand and be sworn, please.
Dr. ORSOs. What shall I swear? What oath am I to take?
Chairman MADDEN. The customary oath.
Dr. ORSOs. I have been admitted to courts as an expert for judicial
medicine for forty years. I took an oath at the beginning of my
career, and I believe that if I took another oath again, that would
only be detrimental to my reputation.
Mr. FLOOD. Please explain to the doctor that this committee has
no doubt at all about the doctor's integrity and his great reputation
and distinction, but that under the practices of the House of Repre
sentatives the oath is a formality that the House of Representatives
requires in giving testimony. However, if the doctor does not wish
to take a solemn oath, he can merely affirm that the testimony he gives
will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, and in
that case the sworn oath of the nature we generally administer will not
be required; he can merely affirm.
Dr. ORSOs. During my whole career, every time I have had to tes
tify it was pointed out to me that on the occasion of my permanent
appointment for life as an expert for judicial medicine I was reminded
that I had taken the oath on my appointment, and before every pro
ceeding this fact was pointed out to me, and that was regarded as
being sufficient.
So, if the committee would just point out to me and ask me to re
member my first oath, that would tally with my practice.
Mr. FLOOD. We have no objection to taking the testimony under
those circumstances, and at this time we take this occasion to remind
the doctor of his oath taken as a scientist for this purpose, as he has
just described.
Dr. ORSOs. Yes. -

Mr. FLOOD. And, of course, the doctor affirms that the testimony
will be the truth at this conference.
Dr. ORsos. Yes; I do.
Mr. FLOOD. Then I think we are in complete agreement.
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Doctor, what is your name?
Dr. ORsos. Ferenc Orsos.
Mr. FLOOD. Where were you born?
Dr. ORSOs. In Temesvar, Hungary.
Mr. FLOOD. Doctor, will you please tell us from what schools or
universities you graduated, and what were your degrees and courses?

} £orsos.
Only the degrees obtained from universities, or every

thing?
- # FLOOD. In the field of pathology and forensic medicine.
Dr. ORSOs. Yes. In Budapest University. Then I became an
assistant doctor, physician, in Budapest, and from 1906 I was chief
prosektor and expert for judicial medicine in Pecs.
Mr. FLOOD. In your long experience as a pathologist did you ever
have occasion, Doctor, to perform autopsies and post mortems upon
dead bodies and£ corpses?

Dr. ORSOs. In many hundreds of cases.
Mr. FLOOD. Doctor, will you now please direct your attention to the
year 1943 and the matter of the Katyn massacres?
Tr. ORsos. Yes; I will.
Mr. FLOOD. And, Doctor, where were you living and in what prac
tice were you engaged in April of 1943?
Dr. ORsos. I was a professor of judicial medicine and director of
the department for judicial medicine at Budapest University and at
the Institute for Judicial Medicine in Budapest. At the same timeI was expert for judicial medicine for all high courts in the surround
in: of

Budapest.
-

r. FLOOD. How were you invited, and under what circumstances, to
participate in the scientific investigations at Katyn?
Dr. ORSOs. I was called upon by the Hungarian Foreign Office and
the Ministry of Culture to take part in this international commission,
in view of the fact that I was the only professor of forensic medicine
and expert in this field, and there was no other expert like me in all
the five universities in Hungary. I was exclusively engaged in forensic
medicine in Hungary and did not do any other work, whereas my col
leagues from the other universities were only doing this kind of work
occasionally, acting for others, and that was the reason why I was
asked to be a member of this commission.
Mr. FLOOD. Then you were invited by the Foreign Office of your
own Government and not directly and personally by the then German
Government?
Dr. ORSOs. That is correct. I presume that the then German Gov
ernment had previously negotiated with the Hungarian Government
about this matter.
Mr. FLOOD. Do you know a Dr. Conte, a German, a Dr. Buhtz, a
German, and a Dr. Zietz, a German? Do you recall them?
Dr. ORsos. Yes; I do.
Mr. FLoop. Will you tell us who they were and in what way they
were identified with this commission?
Dr. ORsos. Dr. Conte was the so-called Reich health leader, and,
at the same time, president of the Reich medical chamber.
Buhtz, Professor Buhtz, was an expert for forensic medicine at
Breslau, in Silesia.
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Dr. Zietz is a German, and he accompanied us to that area and'' all arrangements for our accommodations, etc., and just caredOI llS. -

Mr. FLOOD. Doctor, in your own words, then—and I am sure you
are capable of doing so very well—would you take us, now, to Katyn
and describe your observations and autopsies performed there?
Dr. ORSOs. Yes. After our return to Berlin from Katyn, and after
we had handed the protocol to Dr. Conte, all of us, that is

,

all the
commission, undertook not to disclose anything about our Katyn in
vestigations, neither b

y
the spoken word nor in writing, unless some

new scientific points would come up and we would find it necessary

to make additions to our original protocol. That is because we were
only asked to act as experts for forensic medicine. We only had to

answer two questions. Everything that we saw a
t Katyn we entered

in our protocol after a very careful and thorough discussion among
ourselves. We were aware of the fact that if we were to talk about
the things that we had seen we would destroy the scientific value o

f

our protocol and would probably b
e
a party to propaganda.

That is all.
Mr. FLOOD. Doctor, did you observe the bodies in the graves?
Dr. ORsos. Yes, I did; certainly I did.
Mr. FLOOD. And did you yourself perform any autopsies or post
mortems on any o

f

the bodies?
Dr. ORSOs. Yes; I did.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you reach any conclusion a

s to the cause o
f

death?
Dr. ORSOs. Yes, I did, and you will find that in the protocol.
Mr. FLOOD. Was the cause o

f

death in any o
f

the bodies, o
r any

body out o
f

the group that you examined, a gunshot wound in the
head?
Dr. ORSOs. That is also stated in detail in the protocol.
Mr. FLOOD. And did you have occasion to observe whether or not
the gunshot wounds—if they were the cause o

f death, as described

in the protocol—were fired proximate to the skull?
Dr. ORSOs. The protocol even states the distance in inches or meas
urements in centimeters.
Mr. FLOOD. And did you observe, Doctor, that the bodies that were
discovered in the graves and that you saw there were dressed in the
uniforms of Polish officers?
Dr. ORSOs. That is also stated in detail in the protocol.
Mr. FLOOD. And did you, Doctor, as indicated by pictures now in

evidence, and as indicated in the protocol, talk to certain Russian
inhabitants of the area? -

Dr. ORSOs. Yes; I did. -

Mr. FLOOD. And did you observe, Doctor, on certain o
f

the bodies,

that the hands were tied behind the back in a certain way?
Dr. ORSOs. This was also laid down in the protocol.
Mr. FLOOD. And as is evidenced by certain photographs taken on
the spot and now in evidence?
Dr. ORSOS. Yes.
Mr. FLOOD. And did you observe, Doctor, that certain o
f

the bodies
were wearing overcoats o
r greatcoats, o
r

what could be described a
s

winter clothing?
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Dr. ORsos. We investigated all these matters in full detail and put
all these details into the protocol.
Mr. FLOOD. And did you observe, Doctor, on the bodies of some of
the corpses taken from the grave and in the area and in certain
exhibits, documents, and personal belongings of the dead officers?
Dr. ORSOs. Yes.
Mr. FLOOD. And did you, Doctor, in the presence of your fellow
scientists, expound to them, using as an exhibit a skull opened by you,
a certain theory of calcification of brain pulp?
Dr. ORsos. Those were no theories; those were experiences of a
period of more than 30 years.
Mr. FLOOD. And you expounded them as a scientific fact?
Dr. ORsos. Yes; that is so.
Mr. FLOOD. Do you care to outline for the benefit of the committee
generally, Doctor, the Orsos theory on the calcification of brain ''in the skull and organic changes brought about by interment, whic
would indicate the time in which the body had been buried?
Dr. Orsos. No; I am not prepared to do it. But I am handing you
the heading o

f

an article which I published in a scientific paper, copies

o
f

which you will find in any scientific library, and all details o
f

this
teaching o

f

mine can be found in this article.
Mr. FLOOD. Will you place in the record and translate into English
the name and the address o

f

this article, dealing with this theory o
f

organic change o
f

the skulls?
Mr. voN HAHN. It is in Hungarian.
Mr. FLood. Then place it in the record a

s it is given you by the
witness.

(The following was contained on the document produced by the
witness and was translated into German by the witness:)
Orvosi Hetilap - (Athenaeum Budapest)
1941, No. 11

A halāl utánicsontmésztelenedés, Szuvasodás és pseudocallus.

Mr. voN HAHN. The English version is approximately:
The post mortal decalcification, callus, and pseudocallus on bones.

That is the title of the article.
Mr. FLooD. Doctor, did you point out to the scientists at Katyn, as

indicated in the protocol and in the photograph, evidences o
f

that
scientific conclusion?
Dr. ORsos. Yes; I did.
Mr. FLOOD. And did you, Doctor, at the conclusion of your autopsies
and analysis, sign such a protocol, as you have referred to it?
Dr. ORsos. Yes; I did.

I would like to add something. We discussed all the matters the
whole afternoon in every detail after we had finished with the post
mortems. I wrote down every remark made by all the members of

the commission. Then I dictated the medical part of the protocol.
We finished up at 3 o'clock in the morning. Then we went to the
mess hall. Some o
fmy colleagues had already gone to bed. And very
early in the morning we left on our return flight in three planes.
The protocol had been read out to us in this mess hall, in this can
teen, the manuscript, the draft, and when we reached the town o

f

Bialystok o
n our return flight, a military plane caught up with u
s

with mimeographed copies o
f

the protocol. There, a
t

that place, we
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had about one and a half hours to read through the protocols and
to sign them, and then we continued our return flight to Berlin.

Mr. FLooD.
Doctor, did you read the protocol and did you sign

it?
Dr. ORsos. Yes, I did. -

Mr. FLOOD. Do you subscribe today to your signature and to the
protocol?
Dr. ORsos. Yes, I do.
Mr. FLOOD. Your distinguished, the Danish scientist Tramsen, has
placed in the hands of the committee a copy of the protocol signed
by the members of the commission, including you, Dr. Orsos. I
show you, Dr. Orsos, Dr. Tramsen's copy and ask you if that is your
signature on page 7?
Dr. ORSOs. Yes. I confirm this to be my signature. Each one of
us was handed such a copy of the protocol.
Mr. FLOOD. Is it not true that the distinguished doctor himself
was chairman of the commission and was elected as such by his fellow
members?

Dr. ORSEs. Apparently, if my colleagues agreed with that, it was
probably because I was the oldest in age and the most experienced
scientist in this field, in view of the fact that I had carried out more
than 80,000 autopsies. So if my colleagues agreed to that, then I was
the chairman of this committee.
Mr. FLOOD. I might state, Doctor, that your distinguished colleagues
Miloslavich, the Croat, and the Dane, Tramsen, have so advised us
and agreed.
Dr. ORSOs. I cannot confirm that I was officially appointed chairman
of the commission, but it was a gentlemen’s agreement.
Mr. FLOOD. There is no doubt in the mind of the committee that
because of the doctor's distinction and vast experience, if he had
not been he should have been so appointed.
Dr. ORSOs. Actually, we were all the same in the commission and,
actually, I was only requested to take the chair during our discussions
and at our meetings. It was on that afternoon which I mentioned
before.

Mr. FLOOD. I show you, Doctor, certain photographs placed in evi
dence by Dr. Tramsen, the Danish scientist and a member of the
commission, upon which the distinguished witness now on the stand
appears at various times, and ask you whether or not you can iden
tify yourself on those photographs?#. ORsos. Yes. I am to be seen on each one of them.
Mr. FLOOD. Doctor, do you have any further statements to make?
Dr. ORSOs. Yes. And, in fact, the one thing which I have much
at heart is that my name should not be published in the papers. I
do not want to be pointed out in the papers because it would prejudice"' position. -

r. FLOOD. I might point out, Doctor, that the committee indicates
that the press is present. We have no control over the action of the
public press, but we merely direct the attention of the press to the re
quest of the witness.
Dr. ORsos. I would like to add, in connection with Katyn, that we,
the members of the commission, were allowed to select single dead
bodies in the pits, so that those were brought up which we had specially
designated.
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I have no more to say.
Mr. FLOOD. I will say to the doctor for the committee that we have
always been impressed by his great distinction. We know how busy
he is in his duties today, and we are very grateful that he would take the
time to come here and help us with these proceedings.
Thank you very much, doctor.

TESTIMONY OF DR. FRANCOIS NAVILLE, GENEVA, SWITZERLAND
(THROUGH FRENCH INTERPRETER, HILDA DUPLITZA)

Mr. FLOOD. In view of the fact that the next witness I am advised,
will testify in French, it will be necessary to have a Franch translator,
and then the French will be translated into German and so on.
Mr. Chairman, will you swear the French interpreter?
What is your name?
Miss DUPLITZA. Hilda Duplitza.
Chairman MADDEN. Do you solemnly swear that you will interpret
the testimony and translate from French into English, and vice versa,
truthfully; so help you God?
Miss DUPLITZA. I do.
Chairman MADDEN. Doctor, do you object to being photographed?
Dr. NAVILLE. No photographs.

-

Chairman MADDEN. Doctor, would you state your name and address
to the reporter, please?
Dr. NAVILLE. Naville, Francois; 68 years old. -

Chairman MADDEN. Before you testify, it is our wish to invite your
attention to the fact that, under the German law, you will not be liable
for slander or libel, either in criminal or in civil proceedings, for
anything you may say in your testimony, so long as you tell the truth.
At the same time, I wish to make it quite clear that neither the Govern
ment of the United States nor the Congress of the United States as
sumes any responsibility in your behalf with respect to libel or slander
proceeding which may arise as a result of your testimony.
Dr. NAVILLE. Yes; I agree.
Chairman MADDEN. Will you be sworn?
Do you swear that you will, according to the best of your knowledge,

£e truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth; so help you
Dr. NAVILLE. I do.
Mr. FLOOD. What is your name?
Dr. NAVILLE. Naville.
Mr. FLOOD. Where were you born?
Dr. NAVILLE. In Switzerland; Neuchatel.
Mr. FLOOD. Are you a Swiss citizen?
Dr. NAVILLE. Yes.
Mr. FLOOD. What is your profession?
Dr. NAVILLE. A professor of forensic medicine in Geneva.
Mr. FLOOD. In what universities did you take your degrees in path
ology and forensic medicine?
Dr. NAVILLE. In Geneva.
Mr. FLOOD. How long have you been engaged in your profession?
Dr. NAVILLE. 40 years.
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Mr. FLOOD. In the practice of your profession, Doctor, have you
ever had occasion to perform post mortems of autopsies upon dead
bodies or upon corpses disinterred?
Dr. NAVILLE. I want to say that at the Forensic Institute in Geneva,: have approximately 150 corpses to examine during the periodor a year.
Mr. FLOOD. I direct your attention to the year of 1943 and ask you
whether or not, at any time in that year, your attention was directed
to the massacres at Katyn?
Dr. NAVILLE. Yes.
Mr. FLOOD. How were you invited, and by whom, to become a mem
ber of the international medical commission at Katyn?
Dr. NAVILLE. Through the Polish Red Cross and the German Red
Cross, the government had been asked to form an international com
mission, and the Russian Government at that time disagreed. And
at that time a private commission was formed, and I was asked to
become a member of this commission.
Mr. FLOOD. Who asked you to become a member?
Dr. NAVILLE. Through the German consulate in Geneva.
Mr. FLOOD. Doctor, do you know a Dr. Conti, a Dr. Buhtz and a
Dr. Zietz?

K: NAVILLE. I made their acquaintance only on the occasion ofatyn.
Mr. FLOOD. Will you tell us who each one is

,

a
s you remember?

Dr. NAVILLE. Dr. Conti was the chief o
f

the Reich Health Ministry.
Dr. Buhtz at that time was in charge in Smolensk, of all forensic
affairs in general, o

r only with Katyn; I am not sure about that.
Dr. Zietz is not a physician, he is a phililogist, and he was in charge
only o

f

the administrative part o
f

these affairs, and he was a member

o
f

the Medical Chamber o
f Germany. He should be asked what he

did exactly a
t

the time because I don’t know.
Mr. FLOOD. Doctor, Dr. Zietz has already testified.
Doctor, will you tell us now what transpired when you arrived at

Katyn with your fellow-scientists on the commission?
Dr. NAVILLE. We spent 2 days or a part o

f
2 days in the wood o
f

Katyn, and we saw about 800 or a thousand corpses; and we made
about 1

0 autopsies, not all myself but among my colleagues.

I want to emphasize the fact that we did not make autopsies on
corpses that were pointed out to us, but we selected the corpse on which
we desired to make an autopsy.
Mr. MACHRowICz. I have one question there, Doctor.
Did you select them from the corpses that were already exhumed, o

r

those that were obviously untouched before you came there?
Dr. NAVILLE. The corpses that were still in the grave.
Mr. FLOOD. Doctor, can you tell us whether or not the Germans
cooperated in any way, o

r

did they interfere with your scientific exper
iments in any way at all?
Dr. NAVILLE. No. We were completely free to do what we wanted
to. We could stay on the left hand side or the right. Then I myself
walked out on the forest, the wood. I was together with a French
doctor by the name o
f Costedoat, who spoke Russian. I went along
with him. And I also interrogated some Russian natives who were
working there.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you have a

n opportunity, Doctor, to talk to any
Russian inhabitants of the area?
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Dr. NAVILLE. Not directly. Those people had been heard by all ourp' together but not by me personally.
r. FLooD. Do you recall the substance of any of the conversation

that was had before the whole group with any of these Russian peas
tants in the neighborhood?
Dr. NAVILLE. Not very clearly. Professor Orsos, who spoke Rus
sian, interrogated these people and I was told that they had said that;
but, naturally, of course, I could not speak any Russian and I don’t.
know what they were talking about:
Mr. FLOOD. Doctor, did you examine any of the corpses, with partic
ular attention to the cause of death?
Dr. NAVILLE. Yes.

-

Mr. FLOOD. What, in your opinion, Doctor, was the cause of death?
Dr. NAVILLE. Shots that were fired in the skull from a very near
distance.
Mr. FLOOD. What were the facts that led you to conclude that the
shots were fired from a very near distance?
Dr. NAVILLE. First of all, because it had been aimed very carefully,
and then because there were some powder burns.
I want to remark here that in the newspapers it was published that
these people had been killed by machine guns; but this is not correct.
Mr. FLOOD. What is your opinion, Doctor, as to how they were
killed?
Dr. NAVILLE. I think that they must have been standing. I don’t
believe that they had been lying. I believe they had been standing
when they were shot.
Mr. Flood. Doctor, had you ever had any experience, before you
went to Katyn, in the examination of bodies where the cause of death
had been gunshot wounds, particularly fired by pistol?
Dr. NAVILLE. Yes.
Mr. FLOOD. Do you have any opinion, Doctor, as to what kind of
weapon was used in the killing?
Dr. NAVILLE. If this has been referred to in the protocol, I don’t re
member the caliber any more. -

Mr. FLOOD. Could it have been a pistol?
Dr. NAVILLE. Yes.
Mr. FLOOD. Is it possible for you to say, Doctor, from the similarity
of the wounds, the shots having been fired close to the skull in all
cases, and from the course of the bullets and the other circumstances;
is it possible for you to say, Doctor, from your long experience in such
matters, that these killings had all been done by pistol and with a
very practiced hand?
Dr. NAVILLE. Naturally, a person with some experience. And from:
these powder marks, you could determine that these shots had been
fired from at least 10 centimeters (about 6 inches).
Mr. FLooD. Doctor, will you demonstrate upon the interpreter, if
you

w
ill be so kind, the point of entry and the point of exit of the

shot
(Dr. Naville indicated on Interpreter von Hahn.)
The doctor indicates the point o
f entry as the base of the skull, at

the hair line o
f

the neck, the general area.
Dr. NAVILLE (indicating o
n Mr. von Hahn). And the exit of the
bullet depended on the occasion. Sometimes itwas here, here, or there.
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It depended on from where the shot was fired, from what direction.
And there were corpses who had received many shots.
Mr. FLOOD. The point of exit was indicated by the doctor on the
subject as being between the hair line and the eyebrows, in the gen
eral area of the forehead.
Dr. NAVILLE. Yes.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you observe, on any of the bodies, wounds made
by any other instrument than a pistol or a gunshot wound?
Dr. NAVILLE. No. I had been shown a piece of clothing showing a
square hole made by a four-edged bayonet, but I am not sure whether
this piece of cloth was from one of the corpses lying in the grave there,
or from any other thing.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you observe, Doctor, that any of the corpses had
their hands tied behind their backs?
Dr. NAVILLE. Yes. We saw a small number. I remember, I am not
quite sure, I know, I had been told that there had been a number of
those corpses who had the hands tied behind their backs. I think I
saw a small number myself, but I am not quite positive. -

Mr. FLOOD. Were you shown any bodies that were described to you
as having been found in the general area of the graves but were said
to be

tl
e bodies of Russian civilians buried some time before the Katyn

bodies?
Dr. NAVILLE. One or two.
Mr. FLOOD. Do you recall, Doctor, whether or not any o

f
those bodies.

were female?
Dr. NAVILLE. No.
Mr. FLooD. Do you remember whether or not those bodies had their.
hands tied behind their backs?
Dr. NAVILLE. Yes, they had.
Mr. FLOOD. Do you recall, doctor, whether or not any o

f

those bodies.
had a cloth thrown over the head, with a rope tied around the cloth at
the neck?
Dr. NAVILLE. Yes. I saw it.
Mr. FLOOD. Do you have any observation to make with reference to

the growth o
f

the trees that were identified with the Katyn graves?
Dr. NAVILLE. In this forest there were big trees and also small trees
about that high [indicating]. And I remember someone had stated
that they had been somewhere else before. Whether they had been
taken away from there I cannot recall.
Mr. FLooD. Do you recall, doctor, whether or not, at a meeting in

Smolensk, after the commission had visited the graves, whether or not a

professional German forester demonstrated anything with reference

to small trees said to have been taken from the grave?
Dr. NAVILLE. Yes. I recall it very well. And I have here a photo
graph showing these exactly, the special examination o

f

these made

b
y

this man.
Mr. FLooD. Will you have the stenographer mark this photograph.

a
s exhibit 99?

-

(The photograph referred to was marked for identification as “Ex
hibit 99” and follows:)
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ExHIBIT 99

German foresters making laboratory tests of trees from Katyn Forest.
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Dr. NAVILLE. I am not an expert on botany, I am not a forester;
so I don’t know anything about it.

Mr. FLOOD. Do you recall, doctor, anything that was said b
y

the
forestry expert at that meeting in Smolensk, with reference to the
small trees said to have been taken from the top o

f

the grave and dis
cussed a

t

the time the picture was taken?
Dr. NAVILLE. Yes. He said that these trees are about 5 years old and
that they had been transplanted about 3 years prior to that time.
But the one that I saw had, in my opinion, more than 5 years. And,
actually, I have seen the cut of these trees, and I have seen some lines
were closer to each other, and they might have been more than 3 years.
Mr. FLOOD. What kind o

f uniform, if you know, was on the bodies at

Katyn?
Dr. NAVILLE. I believe they were all Polish uniforms.I have here some buttons I have brought along.
Mr. FLOOD. Will you let me have one of them
Dr. NAVILLE. The eagle is better on this one [producing button.]
Mr. FLOOD. Do you mean the Polish eagle?
Dr. NAVILLE. I believe so.
Mr. FLOOD. Do you know, Doctor, from what material those buttons
are made? -

Dr. NAVILLE. No, I do not know. They are probably aluminum;I am not sure.
Mr. FLOOD. Aluminum does not generally rust, does it?
Dr. NAVILLE. No.
Mr. FLOOD. Will you have this envelope marked a

s “Exhibit 100”
containing a uniform button taken from a Polish officer's uniform, as
mentioned by the doctor?
(The envelope referred to

,

containing a uniform button, was marked
for identification a

s “Exhibit 100,” and is in the committee files of
which photograph is shown.)
Mr. FLOOD. I now show the witness this envelope marked for identi
fication as “Exhibit 100,” and ask him whether or not it contains the
button he just showed the committee.
Dr. NAVILLE. I am not quite sure. I see the eagle better than before.
Mr. FLOOD. Then, doctor, for the record, will you select from the
envelope that you brought with you, a button from one o

f

the uniforms
and place it in the envelope£ “Exhibit 100”?
Did you observe whether or not any o

f

the bodies had any overcoats,

o
r great coats, o
r

winter uniforms?
Mr. MACHRowICZ. I think the record should show that in answer

to Congressman Flood's question, the doctor has selected a button
and placed it in the envelope marked “Exhibit 100”. (Exhibit 100
shown below.)

ExHIBIT 100

Button taken from Polish officer's uniform.
93744–52–pt. 5 25
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Dr. NAVILLE: Yes, they wore winter clothing.
Mr. FLOOD. Did you observe whether or not there were any docu
ments or personal belongings or objects on any of the bodies, and
did you see any such things?
Dr. NAVILLE. I have here a picture on which I am seen just taking
out of the pocket of one of the bodies a box of matches, and I have
a photograph of this box of matches in my possession. I also found
a cigarette holder which has an inscription Kozielsk on it

,

and, whenI found this cigarette holder, I remember that there was an inscrip
tion on it of 1939–1940, but you can’t see it any more. There is a

pencil copy o
f

the Russian text and also o
f

the French translation
on the photograph.

|

Mr. FLOOD. I now ask the stenographer to mark for identification

a
s exhibits 101, 101A, and 102 this envelope containing the documents

and translations and the photograph o
f

the match box top as just
described by the doctor as having been taken by him from one o

f

the
bodies a

t

the Katyn graves.
(The above described envelope was marked “Frankfurt Exhibit
102,” and follows.)

ExHIBITS 101 AND 101A

Box of matches and documents removed from exhumed body.
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ExHIBIT 102

Document removed from exhumed body.

Mr. FLOOD. Inow show the doctor that exhibit and ask him whether
or not that envelope contains the papers and the photograph of the
match box top he just handed to us?
Dr. NAVILLE. That is correct.
Mr. FLOOD. I now ask the stenographer to mark for identification
this envelope as exhibit 103 containing an obviously handmade wooden
cigarette holder, and still visible thereon the marking of Kozielsk
that the doctor described, as having been taken from one of the bodies
at the graves at Katyn.
(The above described envelope was marked “Frankfurt Exhibit
103,” and is now in committee files; photograph shown below.)

ExHIBIT 103

Handmade wooden cigarette holder taken: body exhumed at Katyn. Kozielsk markedereon.
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Dr. NAVILLE. Yes, sir.
Mr. FLOOD. I ask the stenographer to mark for identification as
exhibit 104 a photograph.
(The described photograph was marked “Frankfurt Exhibit 104,”
and follows:)

EXHIBIT 104

Dr. Naville removing documents and box of matches from Katyn corpse.

Mr. FLOOD. I show you exhibit 104 and ask you to describe who is the
person on that photograph and what he is doing.
Dr. NAVILLE: That is myself, searching the body of this corpse
which had not been searched before, and finding a box of matches.
Mr. FLOOD. From the examination or observation of any or all of
the documents that you saw on the body or in the exhibits at the
Katyn area, did you notice what was the latest date appearing on any
of the written documents? r

Dr. NAVILLE. I have seen many documents and newspapers, and the
last date that was on any of them was the 22d of April 1940.
Mr. FLOOD. Do you have any photographs showing in detail the
degree of decomposition of any of the bodies?
Dr. NAVILLE. Yes, I have two of them.
Mr. FLOOD. May I see those, please?
Dr. NAVILLE. The first photograph shows a corpse at the moment
an autopsy is made on the corpse, made by Dr. Hajek, I think.
The second picture I do not remember and I don’t know whether it
was one of the corpses that we saw there, but, on the reverse side of
this photograph, there is a remark in German that the picture was
taken by the Germans and this represents a corpse from Katyn.
Mr. FLOOD. Will the stenographer mark the first one as exhibit 105
and the second one, as described by the doctor, containing the German
inscription, as 106?
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(The photographs referred to were marked “Frankfurt Exhibits 105
and 106,” and follow:)

EXHIBIT 105

Dr. Hajek performs an autopsy on a Katyn corpse showing the degree of decomposition.

- - - EXHIBIT 106

Exhumed body of Katyn Forest victim showing degree of decomposition.
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Mr. FLooD. Have you any observations to make with reference to
the degree of decomposition of the bodies at Katyn?
Dr. NAVILLE. Naturally, I have seen hundreds of them—those which
were already covered with body wax or body fat.
Mr. FLoop. What was the degree of decomposition with reference
to the body tissue?
Dr. NAVILLE. At some spots the tissue was already removed. In
some spots there was already a process of calcification, but in some
spots you could see a crust on it

.

Mr. FLOOD. Do you recall any statements made by the Scientist
Orsos with reference to a scientific process having to do with the calci
fication o

f

the brain pulp in the skull?
Dr. NAVILLE. Yes, that referred to corpse No. 526.
Mr. FLOOD. Will you tell us in brief what the premise of that
theory was?
Dr. NAVILLE. That was a process of calcification in the inside o

f

the
back part o

f

the skull. I have here a publication by Professor Orsos
concerning this subject that he had observed this process o

f

calcifica
tion on a corpse lying in the ground more than 3 years.
Mr. FLOOD. Wasn’t the importance o

f

the theory o
f

Dr. Orsos im
portant for the purpose o

f establishing the time o
f

death? . .

Dr. NAVILLE. Yes, naturally; but I don’t know what is the value of

a theory which only can be seen once in a thousand cases.
Mr. FLOOD. Do you remember one o

f your colleagues, the Bulgarian,
Markhov'
Dr. NAVILLE. Yes.
Mr. FLOOD. And the Czech, Hajek?
Dr. NAVILLE. Yes, not as well as I remember the first one.
Mr. FLOOD. Did the Bulgarian, Markhov, have any conversation
with you during your stay at Katyn?
Dr. NAVILLE. Yes. I remember that I took walks with him, but I
do not remember that we discussed the interpretation o

f

these cases.
But anyway, he didn’t make any objections or special remarks.
Mr. FLOOD. Did the Czech, Dr. Hajek, make any protests or special
complaints o

r

remarks?
Dr. NAVILLE. I do not have the slightest recollection of that.
Mr. FLooD. Did Markhov or Hajek both object to signing the pro
tocol, o

r

did they sign it?
Dr. NAVILLE. Yes; they signed it in my presence.
Mr. FLOOD. Do you have a photograph of such a signing?
Dr. NAVILLE. It happens by accident that I have a photograph here
where you can see me signing, and, on my right-hand side, isMarkhov.
Mr. FLOOD. May I see that, please? -

The stenographer will mark a
s exhibit 107 this hotograph.

(The photograph described was marked “Frankfurt Exhibit 107,”
and follows:)
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EXHIBIT 107

International Medical Commission signing protocol.

Mr. FLOOD. I show you a photograph marked for identification as
exhibit 107 and ask you if that is the photograph you just described?
Dr. NAVILLE. That's right.
Mr. FLooD. I now show the doctor a copy of the protocol we are
discussing, that was handed to the committee by the distinguished
Danish scientist Tramsen, and ask you whether or not you can recog
nize your signature on page 7 of that document?
Dr. NAVILLE. Yes.

M:Floop. Do you subscribe to your signature and to that protocoltoday?# NAVILLE. Yes.
Mr. FLOOD. That's all.
Mr. Dondero.
Mr. DONDERO. Doctor, did you see any rings, watches, or fountain
pens on any of the bodies you saw at Katyn?
Dr. NAVILLE. No.
Mr. FLOOD. Mr. Machrowicz.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Doctor, was any pressure exerted upon you to
have you accept the assignment on this international commission?
Dr. NAVILLE. No. I was very much surprised, because it is a very
well-known fact among the£ that since World War I, I have
hated the Germans so much.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Did you receive any compensation or reward
for your services on that committee?
Dr. NAVILLE. None whatsoever.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Has any undue pressure been exercised upon
you to testify before this committee?
Dr. NAVILLE. No.
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Mr. MACHRowICZ. Have you been offered any reward or remunera
tion for your services in testifying before this committee?
Dr. NAVILLE. No.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Is your testimony before this committee free and
voluntary?
Dr. NAVILLE. That's right.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Have you ever been approached by anyone with
regard to changing your testimony which you gave at the time you
signed the protocol in April 1943?
Dr. NAVILLE. No.
Mr. MACHROWICZ. That's all.
Dr. NAVILLE. I remember that the German consulate asked me
whether I wished to make a broadcast of my observations in Katyn,
and I refused. I am a scientist, a doctor, a physician. I am not mak
ing any propaganda.
r. MACHROWICZ. That's all.
Mr. FLOOD. Doctor, the committee is very grateful that you would
take the time from your professional work to come here today. We
know that you were forced to rearrange your university schedule to
accommodate the committee, but we felt it necessary that you appear,
if you would be so kind, because of the importance of your distin
guished career, in addition to the fact that, at the time you were
a member of the committee, you were a Swiss citizen and still are,
so that we are especially pleased that you helped us by giving your
testimony today, and we thank you very much.
Chairman MADDEN. I might say that this will bring to a close the
hearings in Europe conducted by the Special Congressional Commit
tee Investigating the Katynmassacre.
The committee has conducted hearings in Washington and Chicago
previous to coming to London and Frankfurt.
The members of the committee who attended the daily meetings
in Frankfurt were Congressman Flood of Pennsylvania, Congress
man Machrowicz of Michigan, Congressman Dondero of Michigan,
and Congressman O’Konski from Wisconsin. Congressman Furcolo
of Massachusetts and Congressman Sheehan of Illinois were unable
to accompany the committee to Europe on account of personal and
family reasons.
On behalf of the committee, I wish to thank the press, radio serv
ices, and other news agencies who have cooperated so well with the
committee in complying with the rules of the House of Representatives"'£n setting up the hearings in London and Frankfurt, it required
a great deal of preliminary work and effort. Congressman Flood and
Counsel John J. Mitchell came to Germany almost a month ago in
order to prepare preliminary work that was essential for carrying
on these hearings in Frankfurt, and Congressman O’Konski and In
vestigator Roman Pucinski went to London at the same time in order
to prepare the preliminary work for those hearings. By reason of this
preliminary work, it enabled the committee to facilitate its hearings
and to complete the London and the Frankfurt hearings in 2 weeks'
time.
The committee owes a debt of thanks to the special efforts and help
extended to the committee by Mr. Ramsey, Mr. Graham, Mr. Sulkin,
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Mr. Parson, Mr. Von Rosbach, Mr. von Hahn, Miss Hieb, Miss Konkel,
Miss Pikul, Miss Daniels, Mrs. Leonard, Miss Healy, and others who
assisted in the reporting and recording of the testimony of this com
mittee. We also want to especially thank the interpreters: Mr. von
Hahn, Mr. Mostni, and Miss Duplitza who did an excellent job
indeed in aiding the work of the committee.
I might say there will be a press conference immediately following
adjournment of the committee, limited to the press and radio only.
If any of the committee has any words to say, I will be glad to hear
from them at this time.
The Frankfurt hearings are now adjourned.
(Whereupon, at 12:35 p.m. Saturday, April 26, 1952, the com
mittee recessed subject to reconvene at call of the Chair.)
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SUNDAY, APRIL 27, 1952

HousE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE SELECT COMMITTEE

oN THE KATYN FOREST MASSACRE,
Maples, Italy.

On April 27, 1952, a subcommittee of the Select Committee on the
Katyn Forest Massacre traveled to Naples, Italy, and took the
testimony of Dr. Vincenzo Mario Palmieri.

This hearing was held in Naples, Italy, on April 27, 1952, by a sub
committee of the special congressional committee authorized by Con
gress for the investigation of the Katyn massacre, The members of
the subcommittee are Congressmen RayMadden'' GeorgeDondero, and Thaddeus Machrowicz. Members Madden and Machro.
wicz were present at this hearing. Also present was Roman Pucinski,
the committee's investigator.
The interpreter at the hearing was William Gargiulo, American con
sulate general, Naples, Italy, special assistant to the consul general.
At this point in the hearing he was sworn by Chairman Madden.
Also present was Dr. Prof. Vincenzo Mario Palmieri, Via Salvator£ 287, Naples, Italy. Dr. Palmieri was sworn by Chairman
3.CIOleIl.

TESTIMONY OF DR. VINCENZO MARIO PALMIERI

Chairman MADDEN. Doctor, very briefly for the record, please state
how long you have been practicing medicine.
Dr. PALMIERI. Since 1922.
Chairman MADDEN. What universities did you attend?
Dr. PALMIERI. The University of Naples.
Chairman MADDEN. Do you specialize or carry on a general practice
of medicine?
Dr. PALMIERI. I specialize in forensic medicine and criminology.
Chairman MADDEN. In the year 1943 were you invited to join a
medical commission to make a medical investigation and examination
of the bodies that were found in a large grave in the Katyn Forest near
Smolensk in Soviet Russia?
Dr. PALMIERI. Yes.
Chairman MADDEN. From whom did you receive the invitation?
Dr. PALMIERI. From the Italian Ministry of Foreign Affairs.
Chairman MADDEN. What was the name of the man issuing this
invitation?
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Dr. PALMIERI. The invitation came from the Ministry on April 23,
telling me to leave on the following day for Rome and go to the Minis
try of Foreign Affairs, and when I arrived at the Ministry I was
informed further what it was all about.
Chairman MADDEN. But what was the name?
Dr. PALMIERI. A functionary told me that this man was D'Astis,
who was Director General within the Ministry.
Chairman MADDEN. Where did you go from there?
Dr. PALMIERI. From the Ministry of Foreign Affairs we went to
the German Embassy to get the visas and other documents. When
we left the German Embassy, we were told to leave the day after for
Berlin by air.
Chairman MADDEN. Whom did you meet?
Dr. PALMIERI. The entire commission was at the Hotel Adlon.
Chairman MADDEN. Whom did you meet?
Dr. PALMIERI. Dr. Naville, Dr. Orsos, Dr. Tramsen, Dr. Costendat,
Dr. Markhov, Dr. Speelers, Dr. Hajek, Dr. Saxen, Dr. De Bulet. [Dr.
Palmieri had forgotten some of these names but easily recalled them
with the help of the subcommittee.] I knew some of these persons and
met the others there. - r

Chairman MADDEN. Then what did you do?
Dr. PALMIERI. There was a second meeting at the hotel in the eve
ning when we met Professor Buhtz a medical specialist, who was
killed by the Germans in the last revolt, but at that time was present.
He was a liaison officer.
Chairman MADDEN. From there did you go to Katyn?
Dr. PALMIERI. Yes, by air, accompanied by all of the members of the
commission and Buhtz.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Do you know why you were selected?
Dr. PALMIERI. No.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. You are unquestionably a specialist in this field
of medicine?

N: PALMIERI. There is proof of this matter at the University ofaples.

Mr. MACHRowICz. Did anyone use any duress or coercion to have
you on this commission?
Dr. PALMIERI. No.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Was this a voluntary act?
Dr. PALMIERI. Yes, I might have said no.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. When you arrived in Berlin did anyone use any
pressure on you?
Dr. PALMIERI. No.
Mr. MACHRowICz. After you arrived in Smolensk in Katyn did any
one use any duress on you?
Dr. PALMIERI. Practically, we did not have any contact with the
Germans, only technically. -

Mr. MACHRowicz. Were you given the authority to go forward in
the inspection of the graves?
Dr. PALMIERI. They showed us the bodies in the graves. Each one
of the committee had as assistants two men and a stenographer.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. Would you tell us exactly what you saw and
what you did at Katyn?
Dr. PALMIERI. That is a long story.
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Mr. MACHRowicz. Only the important details to determine the time
of the alleged killings.
Dr. PALMIERI. When a certain time has passed from the time of
death, the possibility of determining the time of death becomes al
ways more difficult. Therefore one must study the corpse. General
ly, two conclusions may be reached by the magistrate on the time of
death and can be determined in two ways: Firstly, when did the per
son die; secondly, between the two dates which we are giving you
which is the most probable. The first question is far more difficult
to answer if it is a question of establishing dates which are very near
to each other when much time has passed. It is much easier to reach
a conclusion on the second question, and this is what was done. Two
dates are possible—April 1940 or October 1941. Between the two
dates there are 18 months, this allows precise orientation. The an
swer to the question (1940–41) was influenced by two circumstances:
/(1) The state of the corpses, and (2) the plant life which had been
planted over the bodies. In the bodies, or at least in many of the
bodies, Professor Orsos observed the presence of growths (corns)—
in the inside of the cranium pseudo-growths in the internal part of the
skull which are due to manifestations of reduction of the mineraliza
tion of the brain—of the cerebral tissues and of the other substances
contained in the skull. In a special publication of Professor Orsos
in 1934 he had called attention to the fact that these cerebral growths
are noticeable on bodies which have been dead for at least 2 years.
Orsos had been a prisoner of the Russians during the First World War
and had been in Siberia and there had made these special studies which
he published in 1934. Secondly, the question of the plants concerns
the age of these plants. It is a fact that one notes when a tree is
cut that each year a circle is noted for its age. There was this coin
cidence and led to the conclusion from a technical point of view, and
there were others which are not technical arguments, for instance,
material found in the pockets—letters, newspapers, diaries—none
of these had a date later than April 1940. This was not a medical
question.
Mr. MACHROWICZ. From your own experiences and experiments at
Katyn did you come to any conclusion as to the time of death of the
persons found in these graves?
Dr. PALMIERI. I can say no more than when a person is buried
between 18 and 30 months to establish the exact time of burial is dif
ficult.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. What conclusion did you arrive at?
Dr. PALMIERI. I came to a conclusion especially similar to Orsos'
theory on the formation of cerebral growth.
Mr. MACHROWICZ. Was Dr. Orsos' conclusion that the deaths oc
curred not later than April or May 1940?
Dr. PALMIERI. Yes.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Did you agree?
Dr. PALMIERI. Yes, based on the researches that Dr. Orsos had
made.

Mr. MACHROWICZ. Did you sign a report on the results of the in
vestigation?
Dr. PALMIERI. Yes.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Before you signed, did you read and note the
contents?
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Dr. PALMIERI. Yes; we worked until 3 in the morning to find a
formula in which everyone could sign.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Then you agreed to that formula?
Dr. PALMIERI. Yes.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Then your agreement was voluntary, not forced?
Dr. PALMIERI. No; voluntary.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. You met Dr. Markhov there; did you not?
Dr. PALMIERI. I met him there. I did not know him before.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Did you have any conversation with him?
Dr. PALMIERI. Yes.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. In the course of the conversation you had with
Dr. Markhov did he ever tell you that he was compelled or forced to
take part on the committee?
Dr. PALMIERI. We spoke of other matters.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Did he tell you whether or not he agreed with
the conclusions of the report?
Dr. PALMIERI. No; we did not speak of that.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Did you meet Dr. Frantisek Hajek there also?
Dr. PALMIERI. I knew him [Hajek] before. He was an assistant
at the Medical-legal Institute in Prague.
Mr. MACHRowicz. How long before had you known Hajek?
Dr. PALMIERI. Several years.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Did Dr. Hajek ever tell you that he was forced
to become a member of the committee or to sign the report?
Dr. PALMIERI. No.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Did he indicate to you that his action at the
Katyn Forest was free and voluntary?
Dr. PALMIERI. No. Only one person did not sign the results vol
untarily—Professor Costedort—because he was not authorized by the
French Government. He was free not to sign but to be solely an
observer.

Chairman MADDEN. All other members signed willingly?
Dr. PALMIERI. As far as I know and believe the only one was
Costedort—not because he did not agree but because he was not
authorized.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Since signing the report have you changed your
opinion as to the results.
Dr. PALMIERI. No. Also I have been obliged to make examinations
of other corpses, and I have noted the same things found at Katyn;
that is the growths. -

Mr. MACHRowICZ. Are these pseudo-growths calcium deposits?
Dr. PALMIERI. Yes.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Has anyone used force or duress to make you
appear before this committee today?
Dr. PALMIERI. No; I would also like to add that I am sorry that I
could not come to Frankfurt as I was so busy.
Mr. MACHRowICz, Has this been a free and voluntary statement?
Dr. PALMIERI. Yes.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Did your conclusion as to the time of death of
those found in the Katyn graves rest also on the age of the trees upon
the graves and upon the dates of the documents. In other words, was
your decision based on all three factors?
Dr. PALMIERI. Yes.
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Mr. MACHRowICz. Did you have the opportunity to select any docu
ments from the grave?
Dr. PALMIERI. Yes.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. Where did you find the documents?
Dr. PALMIERI. The bodies were pulled out from the ground and the
documents were in the pockets. e went down in the graves and
pointed out which one we wanted to pull out since the heads were
out—the grave was only 3 meters deep. Looked like a wine cellar
with the necks of the bottles showing.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Was it possible for someone to have put docu
ments into the pockets after burial?
Dr. PALMIERI. No; because the bodies were so near to each other that
it would have been impossible to get between. They were packed in
like anchovies in a barrel.

b: MACHRowICz. Did you personally take documents from theodies?
Dr. PALMIERI. Yes. It was the first thing we examined after look
ing at the exterior of the bodies.

# MACHRowICz. Did you find any documents dated after April1940%

Dr. PALMIERI. No. First we examined the documents, then the
clothing, and then followed with the autopsy.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Is it your conclusion today that the persons
were killed in April 1940?
Dr. PALMIERI. It is the same as then; I have not changed.
Mr. MACHRowicz. That is April 1940?
Dr. PALMIERI. Yes; based on the three points.
The CHAIRMAN. Doctor, we are very grateful and wish to thank you
for coming here today to testify.
Dr. PALMIERI. I would also like to add that I was never a Fascist
and that in a certain way I was persecuted for not being a Fascist be
cause in 1933 they withdrew my card as a Fascist. I just had it for
1 year because as a theoretical man I could not agree with the Fascist
doctrine.

X
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THE KATYN FOREST MASSACRE

(CoMMITTEE's NoTE.—Material contained in this part of the Katyn
Forest Massacre Committee's record of hearings consists of facts and
documents compiled by the Polish Government in Exile in London as
its “white paper” on the Katyn massacre. This material was intro
duced as exhibits 32 and 33 during this committee's hearings held in
London. Because of the volumn of material contained in the two
exhibits, they are being published under separate cover. The first
part of exhibit 32 consists of a condensed version of the main Polish
report likewise referred to as exhibit 32. Exhibit 33 consists of
supplemental material compiled by the Polish Government in Exile.
in London since the main report was written.)

ExHIBIT 32

THE MASS MURDER OF POLISH PRISONERS OF WAR IN KATYN

FoREwoRD

The short report below is based on a comprehensive study entitled “Facts and
Documents concerning Polish Prisoners of War captured by the U. S. S. R. in
the , 1939, Campaign.” The comprehensive report immediately follows this
condensed version.

When on the 17th September 1939 Soviet troops entered Poland, they advanced
rapidly and captured numerous prisoners of war. According to the Krasnaya
Zwiezda, published on 17th September 1940, the total figure of the Polish prisoners
of war in the U. S. S. R. was estimated at about 250,000.

-

These prisoners were grouped in some hundred odd camps in Poland's eastern
territories and in the western provinces of the Soviet Union. Three of these
camps, those in Kozielsk, Starobielsk, and Ostashkov, respectively (see map facing
this page) were transformed at the end of October 1939 into special camps for
officers, by the removal from them of all noncommissioned ranks and their re
placement by officers in the camps at Kozielsk and Starobielsk, and by police,
gendarmerie, and Military Frontier Guards in the camp at Ostashkov.
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The population of these camps amounted approximately to—
Kozielsk--------------------------------------------------------- 4

,

500
Starobielsk------------------------------------------------------ 4,000
Ostashkov------------------------------------------------------- 6

,

500

Total approxi-------------------- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 15,000
These camps survived in the form mentioned above until April 1940, when they
were liquidated by the deportation during April and the beginning of May of their
inmates in an unknown direction.
These camps are marked on the enclosed diagram a

s Kozielsk II, Starobielsk II

and Ostashkov II in order to differentiate them from camps which were situated

in the same places both before and after that time.
Out o

f

each o
f

these three camps small groups, totaling some 448 persons, were
transferred to the camp a

t

Pavelishtchev Bor and subsequently to the camp at
Griazovetz near Vologda, which, in August 1941, following the conclusion of the
Polish-Soviet Treaty of 30th July 1941, was taken over by the Command of the
Polish Armed forces in the U. S. S. R.
The remainder o
f

the prisoners o
f war, i. e., approximately 4,500 persons, were
never found. The repeated inquiries made by the Headquarters o
f

the Polish
Armed Forces in the U. S. S. R. elicited from Soviet liaison officers in 1941 the
reply that many Polish prisoners of war had been sent back to Poland in 1940.
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Since, however, after the checking up of this statement by the Polish Under
ground Organisation in Poland it transpired that none of the prisoners of war
deported in April and May 1940 from Kozielsk, Starobielsk, and Ostashkov had
returned to Poland, and, moreover, that since the moment of their deportation from
these camps not one of them had given any sign of life, although, up to April 1940,
they had corresponded with their families, their fate began to give rise to an ever
growing anxiety. For a lorg time Polish authorities concluded that these prisoners
had been deported to the heavy labour camps in the Far North and that the Soviet
authorities were unwilling to release them, or, possibly, that difficultes due to
climatic conditions had retarded their release Diplomatic intervention, there
fore, which aimed at the securing, or possibly, the hastering of their release were
initiated. These interventions which were carried on from October 1941 until
July 1942 yielded no results. Polish-Soviet conversations on the subjects were
interrupted until 13th April 1943, when the German radio broadcast the news of
the discovery of graves in Katyn near Smolensk containing the bodies of thousands
of murdered Polish officers and accused the Soviet authorities of the crime.
On the 15th April 1943 the Soviet Information Bureau published a communiqué
containing a counter-accusation levelled at the German authorities.
On 17th April 1943 there was published the communiqué of the Polish Minister
of National Defense announcing that the Polish Government would approach
the International Red Cross with a request to investigate the matter.
In reply to this communiqué the Soviet radio and press accused “pro-Hitlerite
elements” in the Polish Government in London of collaborating with the Germans
and the Soviet Government of 26th April 1943 broke off diplomatic relations
with the Polish Government.
Owing to the Soviet Government's refusal to give its consent, the International
Red Cross considered that it could not despatch an Investigation Commission,
and the Germans, therefore, published their own report on the matter at the end
of August 1943, entitled “Amtliches Material zum Massenmord von Katyn.”
This was supported by the report drawn up by the “European Medical Com
mission” composed of eminent experts.
In the Autumn of 1943 the German army was driven out of the district of
Smolensk and in January 1944 the “Soviet Special Commission” published its
report under the title: “Truth about Katyn” which ascribed the Katyn crime to
the German authorities; the latter, in the opinion of the Soviet report, had com
mitted it and subsequently staged its “discovery” with a view to accusing the
Soviet authorities of it.
After the defeat of Germany the accusation concerning the Katyn crime was
included in the indictment against the chief war criminals, and in February 1946
it was repeated in the speech made by Rudenko, the Soviet Prosecutor.
We are, therefore, at the moment, witnessing a case unprecedented in the
judicial history of the civilised world, namely, a case of one party, accused of
committing a crime, accusing and judging another party of the same crime,
without having cleared itself from a similar accusation before an impartial tri
bunal.
The study of the Katyn mass murder is not a search for entirely unknown
criminals. The most objective judge or observer is by no means in the position
of a detective who knows nothing and begins by suspecting everyone. Such a
mass murder could only be carried out by a great organisation with all the means
at its disposal, which, in one way or another got several thousand victims into
its power—in one word—a state organisation. For this reason an objective
judge, confronted with the Katyn mass murder, is in a dilemma. There are
only two possibilities in considering this mystery: either the murder was the
work of German authorities, and in that event it is necessary to regard the report
of the Soviet Special Commission as fundamentally true, or it was committed
by Soviet authorities, and in that case the truth—if only partial—is contained
in the German report Amtliches Material.
Let us compare these two documents and the explanations they put forward
respecting the Katyn murder, and in doing so present the whole problem under
several heads, which we shall introduce with a few short comments.

A. INTRODUCTORY COMMENTS

The Katyn murder is a typical example of a case, based on circumstantial
evidence, since not one of the victims of the mass murder has escaped, the per
petrator has not confessed to his crime, and, finally, there are no direct witnesses
of it.
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The only indirect witnesses are those who are quoted in the Soviet report.
With regard to them the following reservations should be made:

1. for the most part they are the same witnesses who had made entirely
contrary depositions before the Germans and before members of the “Euro
pean Medical Commission” as well as before the representatives of the press
of various European countries.
2. all witnesses called by the Soviet Commission were at the disposal of
the Soviet authorities, which, in this affair, were—and still are—both the
prosecutor and the accused party; this gives rise, to say the least, to the
possibility of influencing the statements of the witnesses, especially as no
Outsider of any sort took part in the investigation.
For this very reason, as we have no possibility of interrogating the witnesses
in conditions which exclude the possibility of pressure, we must rely chiefly on
the factual proofs which are at our disposal and on the analysis of the circum
stances in which the crime was carried out.

B. THE FACT OF MURDER-WHO WAS MURDERED?

1. Number of Victims
According to the testimony of the German authorities, which is confirmed by
the testimony of the non-German journalists and the statement of the members
of the Technical Team of the Polish Red Cross—the number of the victims ex
humed in the Katyn graves was not less than 4,143; seventy percent of them were
identified in the lists attached to the A. M. The number of the victims was also
estimated-in a report by Polish Underground Authorities which was despatched
by wireless to London at the end of April 1943 at approximately 4,000. We
may, therefore, accept the figure suggested by the A. M., i.e., 4,143 as the lowest
number of the victims. This lowest limit has not been queried by either of the
parties.
In Chapter XX of the main report it was demonstrated that the seven Katyn
graves, discovered by the Germans, could not have contained a larger number of
bodies and that after their exhumation these graves were completely empty.
This opinion is confirmed by photographs taken by the Germans (see photo
graph facing this page). The fact that the exhumation of 4,143 bodies had
emptied the contents of the 7 graves found in Katyn forced the Germans to pub
lish a communiqué of the 3rd June 1943, announcing the “interruption” of the
exhumation work during the summer heat wave; this was done to save their face,
as German propaganda had previously claimed that the Katyn graves contained
ten, eleven, nay-twelve thousand victims of the “Bolshevik terrorism.”
To the figure of 4,143 bodies exhumed from the seven graves should be added
the bodies lying in the eighth grave which was the last to be discovered. The
dimensions of this grave as given by the A. M. are 5.5 x 2.5 m. The A. M. main
tains at the same time that this grave “stretched further,” though it does not
specify how far. The inconsistency and complete contradiction of both these
Statements are so obvious that one can assume without any doubt that the last
German statement to the effect that the stated dimensions of this grave “stretched
further” was simply a means—so to speak—of backing up German propaganda
in the same way as the communiqué respecting the “interruption” of the ex
humations.
In that event, however, i.e., assuming the dimensions of this grave to be as
submitted by the A. M. and applying the average figures on the basis of which
the contents of the first seven graves were calculated, we may estimate the
probable number of bodies contained in the eighth grave. This figure amounts
to approximately 110 bodies. By adding this figure to the 4,143 total of the other
Seven graves, we obtain the probable total of the victims buried in the eight
Katyn graves—i.e., 4,253.

2. Who were the murdered victims?

On the basis of diaries, correspondence, and small personal possessions such as
Wooden cigarette cases and holders with the inscription “Kozielsk 1940” there
is no doubt that the bodies of the men in the Katyn graves are those of officers,
prisoners of war, who had previously been detained in the camp at Kozielsk and
who were deported thence between 1st April and 11th May 1940.
Of 4,143 bodies exhumed, 2,914 were identified. As it happens about 80% of
these names are found in the list of the “missing” officers, comprising 3,845 names,
which was handed by General Sikorski to Stalin on 3rd December 1941, or in the
later additional lists, drawn up by the Headquarters of the Polish Armed Forces
in the U. S. S. R. during 1941 and 1942.
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From the number of 2,914 identified names, 2,821 in the above-mentioned list
are annotated “Kozielsk”—the remainder, i. e., 93 names are annotated either£" (84 names) or “Ostashkov” (9 names). This is explained by theact that—

1. the lists of the “missing” prisoners of war were drawn up from memory,
hence mistakes were likely to arise as to the presumed placing of a prisoner
in one of the three camps;
2. it is known that early in the spring 1940 there had been cases of the
transfer of individuals or of small groups of prisoners from one camp to
another. _
The fact, therefore, that a name on the lists of the “missing” officers may be
annotated “Starobielsk” or “Ostashkov” does not, in the first place, preclude a
mistake, or in the second place, the possibility that the particular officer who
had at first been detained in Starobielsk, had subsequently, early in 1940, been
transferred to the camp at Kozielsk, eventually to meet the same fate.
As stated above, the camp at Kozielsk numbered at the beginning of 1940,
approximately 4,500 prisoners of war. From the initial number of about 5,000,
several hundred other ranks and cadet officers must be deducted, most of whom
were released. From the figure of 4,500, 245 persons were deported to Pavlishtchev
Bor and subsequently to Griazovetz and approximately 4,250 were deported by
convoys which discharged their load at Gnezdovo. This last figure agrees almost
exactly with the probable total of bodies found in the eight Katyn graves.
Thus, both by comparing the name lists of the bodies identified in Katyn and
the total number of bodies of the murdered with the total of the “missing” inmates
of the Kozielsk camp—we arrive at the conclusion that the murdered buried in
the Katyn graves are completely identical with the “missing” prisoners of war
from Kozielsk.
Attention should here be drawn to one more significant individual case. In
the Kozielsk camp there had at first been six women. When this camp was trans
formed, in November 1939, into an officers’ camp, only one woman, a flight lieu
tenant, was left. It is significant that while the group of journalists visiting
Katyn in April 1943 were informed that the body of one woman had been found
in addition to the officers’ bodies in the excavated graves, the A. M. makes no
mention of it

. Evidently the Germans, who knew nothing about the sojourn in

the Kozielsk camp o
f

the one woman, kept this fact silent in their report, thinking
that the finding of a woman's body would tend to invalidate their case that in

Katyn were buried the murdered inmates of the officers’ camps. From our point

o
f view, however, this fact only strengthens the thesis that it was the Kozielsk

officers’ camp that was liquidated in Katyn.
Finally, one more circumstance should be mentioned here, even though it is
negative in character. On the bodies in Katyn were found many personal ar
ticles o

f

sentimental value, such as wooden cigarette cases with an inscription
“Kozielsk 1940,” a number of diaries and newspapers which are all dated from
Kozielsk. It is known that the prisoners of war in Starobielsk and Ostashkov
also passed their time making personal keepsakes and that there too, many o

f

them kept diaries and newspapers. If, however, prisoners from Starobielsk and
Ostashkov had been buried in the Katyn graves it is impossible, in view of the
fact that the number of victims involved is a matter of several thousand, that
there should not have been found in Katyn at least a few of these sentimental
keepsakes dated from Starobielsk or Ostashkov.
As soon as we have established this thesis, however, the question arises as to
the fate o

f

the prisoners from the Starobielsk and Ostashkov camps. They have
not been found in Katyn, and yet not one of them has returned or given a sign o

f

life. Even if it were assumed that the Germans, who are alleged to have staged a

massacre there, are responsible for the death of 4,250 prisoners of war buried in

Katyn, the question arises as to who is responsible for the disappearance of the
3,900 prisoners o

f

war from Starobielsk and the 6,500 from Ostashkov.
The history of these three camps shows an amazing similarity: they were formed
at the same time, the same regime was introduced in them, their liquidation was
started and completed exactly a
t

the same time, in April and May 1940. Again,
all three camps were liquidated in the same manner. In all three camps the
prisoners were given the same explanation for the liquidation o
f

the camps, the
convoys in each were formed in the same manner and were o
f

the same size, they
were deported in the same way in prison trucks, and they were again detrained at

certain stations, following which all trace o
f

them is suddenly lost. The prisoners
from Kozielsk were detrained at the station of Gnezdovo and were loaded onto
lorries; the prisoners from Starobielsk were detrained a

t

the station o
f Kharkov
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and loaded onto lorries, and the prisoners from Ostashkov were brought by train
to the station of Viazma, after which all trace of them is lost.
If the prisoners from Kozielsk have been found in the Katyn wood, several
kilometres distant from the Gnezdovo station, and if—as we have shown—there
are no bodies of prisoners from Starobielsk and Ostashkov in the Katyn graves,
then, bearing in mind the analogies emphasized above, every thoughtful person
must needs ask the inevitable question whether perhaps the analogies do not go
even further. Whether just as the bodies of the Kozielsk prisoners were found not
far from the Gnezdovo station, the bodies of the prisoners from Starobielsk should
not be looked for in the vicinity of Kharkov, and those from Ostashkov in the
vicinity of Viazma?
The Katyn murderers could not execute on the spot those who were not there.
So that even if we accept the Soviet thesis and if we hold the Germans responsible
for the Katyn victims, the number of these bodies is far too small to allow us to
regard the problem of all the prisoners “missing” from the three large camps as
fully solved.
In spite of the Katyn discovery, prisoners from Starobielsk (under 3,900 per
sons) and from Ostashkov (approx. 6,500 persons) are still missing. The Soviet
authorities have neither returned these people nor supplied any information
about them, nor have they produced their bodies when they exhumed the Katyn
graves in January 1944.

C. METHOD OF MURDER
1. Manner of execution *

Without exception all the victims whose bodies were found in the Katyn graves
were shot in the back of the head. It is generally known that this is the typical
method of carrying out the death penalty universally, almost “officially” accepted
in the Soviet Union. Moreover, as far as the Katyn wood is concerned the bodies
of Russian civilians, murdered during the Russian revolution of 1917 and con
tained in graves discovered not far from the graves of the Polish prisoners of war,
all bear witness to the same method of execution.
As far as the Germans are concerned, it is known that in their mass murders
which killed millions of victims, they never used this method of execution, em
ploying rather gas chambers, or lethal injections or machine-gun shootings.

"2. Tying up the victims
About five percent of the bodies in the Katyn graves had their hands tied behind
their backs with a rope, some had their heads wrapped up in their overcoats.
These were evidently victims who probably shouted or resisted at the moment of
execution. The method of the tying up was described by the German report as
“technically perfect”. An identical method of tying up was discovered on the
bodies of Russian civilians found in the nearby graves. The executioners used
a strong uncoloured rope for the purpose, which had been evidently prepared
beforehand as it was cut in identical lengths.

-

Polish Underground Authorities in Poland appropriated several such cords
which had been secretly taken away from Katyn, together with a few diaries
found on the bodies of the victims. These cords were examined in detail and
experts stated with complete certainty that they were of Russian make. Persons
who are in a position to make formal statements in the matter are at present in
Great Britain.

8. Ammunition
The German report states that for the execution ammunition of German origin,
from the Gustav Genschow and Co. firm Burlach bei Karlsruhe (trade-mark
GECO) was used. In grave No. 2 one unused bullet of this make was found and,
on examination, it was established that this ammunition was dated 1922–1931.
It is well known that ammunition of this make was exported in large quantities
to Poland, the Baltic States, and to Russia. The Soviet report does not use this
point as evidence against the Germans.

4. Other wounds on the bodies of the murdered
In addition to pistol shots in the back of the head, which without any exception
were the cause of the death of all the victims, medical examination and dissection
showed that a few bodies had the jaws smashed by blows or had received bayonet
wounds. Most of these, evidently, were victims who put up a fight or shouted
during the execution. A close examination of the flesh wounds showed that they
had been inflicted by the four-edged bayonets, such as are used by the Soviet
Army exclusively; all other armies use bayonets shaped like flat knives.
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An attempt might be made to explain both the shots in the back of the head and
the use of a cord of Russian make as well as of the Russian bayonet by accepting
the Russian thesis of a German “provocation.” But in that case we come up
against further difficulties:

a. according to the Soviet report, the Germans were held to have murdered
prisoners of war in Katyn in August and September 1941, while the idea of
representing it in a provocative manner as a massacre by the Russians is
supposed to have arisen as late as 1942. In this case it is incomprehensible
that the details of the provocation should have been prepared a whole year
before the idea of it was evolved at all.
b. If the Germans used the Russian bayonet, the Russian cord, and the
Russian method of execution in order to accuse the Russians of the massacre,
why did they not use Russian ammunition, of which they had plenty? None
of these difficulties or contradictions arise, if we assume that the murder was
carried out by the Soviet authorities.

5. The organisation of the Katyn murder
When making an analysis of the Katyn murder it is impossible to limit oneself
to an analysis of the method of execution of single victims. There must have
been a plan and an organisation established in order to carry out the massacre of
more than four thousand prisoners of war. -

Let us compare how this fact is presented in the German and the Soviet reports.
Both reports agree in stating that in April and May 1940 convoys with Polish
prisoners of war arrived at the Gnezdovo station; the agreement between the two
reports, however, ends here.
According to the German report, officers were taken by lorries from the Gnezdovo
station to the Katyn wood. According to the deposition of a witness in the pos
session of Polish authorities, officers were taken by one prison bus, which carried
about 30 prisoners at a time, and after half an hour came back for the next
consignment.
This statement fits in quite well as far as time is concerned, if we consider that
the distance from the Gnezdovo station was about two miles. After arriving in
the wood, the group was murdered at once, while the bus went back to fetch the
next lot of victims. Such a system prevented any possibility of resistance and
rendered the most desperate, spontaneous resistance hopeless, because the number,
of the people at the place of execution never exceeded about 30 persons. This
method at the same time forced the executioners to make considerable haste:
they had to murder one group and lay the bodies in the grave during the short
interval before the arrival of the next group.
According to the Soviet report, the prisoners, after being loaded onto lorries
at the Gnezdovo station, were taken to three special camps. Here at once we
come up against a difficulty. These camps are supposed to have been situated
west of Smolensk at a distance of some 25–40 kilometres. The station of Gnezdovo
lies 13 kilometres west of Smolensk. The route taken by the car was from 12–32
km., i. e., the round trip amounted to 24–64 km., i. e., a distance which the prison
lorry could not cover in half an hour in order to fetch the next group. Moreover,
railway stations along the line on which Gnezdovo lies are spaced at fairly
frequent intervals and it is incomprehensible why prisoners of war should have
been detrained at the Gnezdovo station in order to be conveyed 12–32 km. by
car, when they could have been detrained two or three stations further up the line
and there transferred onto lorries, thus considerably shortening the car route.
Let us, however, drop this point and consider another more striking fact.
After the transfer of the Polish prisoners of war to three special camps, Nos. 1
ON, No. 2 ON, and No. 3 ON.—as they are referred to in the Soviet report—
the Polish officers were alleged to have stayed in them, working on road con
structions, until August and September 1941, i. e

.,

for about 1
6 months. In this

case it appears completely incomprehensible why officers who travelled together

in convoys should be lying next to one another in the Katyn graves."

It is quite unthinkable that men who purely by accident happened to travel
by the same waggons in April 1940 should subsequently have remained together
for sixteen months in spite of the fact that they had been divided into three
camps and in these camps into small groups of 15–20 men, working—according

1 Both from the statement o
f

those prisoners who were transferred from Kozielsk to Griazovetz and from
diaries found in Katyn, the names were known o
f
a number o
f

officers who were deported together in the
various convoys. These officers figure in the lists o
f

the identified bodies appended to the A. M. as lying

in the graves under consecutive or very close file numbers—a fact which goes to prove that their bodies were
placed very close together in the Katyn graves.



THE KATYN FOREST MASSACRE 1631

to the statements of Russian witnesses—on road constructions. Is it possible
that these groups, thrown together in 1940, should have lasted for sixteen months
and survived the chaos which must have reigned in the camps at the time when
the Germans captured them? In the face of this difficulty the Soviet thesis
cannot be accepted by any logical mind. But this problem, too, is immediately
solved if we accept the belief that the murder was committed by the Soviet
authorities. -

D. TIME OF MURDER

We stated at the beginning of this report that in studying the Katyn murder
we are faced not by many but only by two possible solutions.
The same may be said with regard to the question of the time when the murder
was committed. The massacre can only have been carried out on two dates,
i. e., either in April–May 1940, as suggested by the German report, and in that
case the crime was carried out by the Soviet authorities, or in August–September
1941, as suggested by the Soviet report, and in that case it could have been carried
out only by the German authorities.
Let us consider which of these two dates will bear the light of the available
evidence—evidence which can be divided into positive and negative.

1. Positive evidence

a. The so-called “European Medical Commission” invited at the end of April
1943 by the German authorities established that the bodies in the Katyn graves
had been buried for at least three years. This opinion was expressed in the report
of Dr. Buhtz, professor of criminology in Breslau University, who directed the
exhumations in Katyn on behalf of the German authorities. Obviously, the
German authorities cannot be regarded as disinterested or impartial, and both
the statements made by Buhtz and those of the “European Medical Commission,”
organised and selected by the Germans, must be approached in a spirit of scep
ticism. On the other hand, however, it is impossible to pass over both these
statements in silence. The composition of the “European Medical Commisssion”
and its members and possibly Professor Buhtz, who is best acquainted with the
matter, may be summoned again without any difficulty and again interrogated.
Moreover, it should be borne in mind that the opinion of the legal-medical ex
perts is not the only evidence in support of 1940 as the date of the murder. Fin
ally, it should be emphasized that these experts themselves fully realized that it is
impossible to accurately establish the age of a corpse and consequently the date
of the murder, and they, therefore, also took into consideration other data.
-
b. The “European Medical Commission” quotes in its protocol the opinion
of an expert, forester v. Herff, who examined the spruce firs which were planted
on the graves. Microscopic examination has proved beyond all doubt that they
were five years old, transplanted on to the graves three years previously, i. e

.,

in

the spring o
f

1940. It should be mentioned that the graves containing the bodies

o
f

Russian civilians executed during the Russian Revolution of 1917 had been
planted in an identical fashion and the age of the trees corresponds approximately
to the date of burial.

c. Further proof was supplied by Grave No. 5. This grave lay lower than the

A others and nearest to the boggy ground so that after it was excavated underground
water welled up in it

.

As it is impossible that this grave could have been exca
vated in the warm season, when the subcutaneous water is high, it becomes
logically conclusive that it was dug in winter or very early spring at the latest,
when the water was low a

s it is in April. It is known from other sources that
April 1940 was a cold month and the weather wintry at the time.

d
. The opinion that the graves were dug and filled in in a cold season is also

borne out by the fact that no insects or any traces of insects were found on the
bodies, a fact emphasized in the report by the “European Medical Commission.”

e
. A detailed description has been given of the eight Katyn graves and their

contents in our main report. Here we need only recall that the seven Katyn
graves containing 4,143 bodies, were lying close together o

n

one group, while
the eighth grave, containing about 110 bodies, lay separately a

t
a distance o
f

100 metres. •
According to the description contained in the German report the bodies in

graves Nos. 1-7 were dressed in overcoats, fur coats, sweaters, warm under
clothing, and mufflers. This report is also confirmed in White’s “Report on the
Russians,” chapter VII. White says that the foreign correspondents invited
by Soviet authorities to Katyn in January 1944, when the second exhumation
took place, noticed this important fact and expressed their astonishment that
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officers who, in accordance with Soviet statements, were supposed to have been
murdered by the Germans in August, should be dressed in winter clothing. The
questions of the foreign correspondents created great confusion among the Rus
sians present, who after a short consultation, said that in these parts the weather
in August is so variable that people wear winter clothing. This statement is
entirely false and quite fantastic in the opinion of those who know the climate
of these regions. As shown on the enclosed isotherm map, the average August
temperature in the environs of Smolensk is 65 Fahrenheit, i. e., the same as on
the southern shores of the Channel where at that time of year the bathing season
is at its height.
But the weather is quite different in April. The second isotherm map shows
clearly that the average April temperature in the vicinity of Smolensk is 40
degrees Fahrenheit, i.e., it is similar to that of the Faroe Islands. The wearing
of winter clothing in that temperature, especially when traveling, is quite natural.
Moreover, both the statements of prisoners of war from Kozielsk, who were
deported on 26th April, to Pavlishtchev Bor, and the diaries found on bodies
confirm that the weather at that time was wintry and that it was snowing.
There was an interval in the arrival of the convoys from Kozielsk between
29th April and 9th May. It was not till the 10th and 11th May that two con
voys, totalling approximately 100 persons, were again despatched. These
persons were never seen again and all appearances seem to indicate that their
bodies have been buried in the eighth Katyn grave which is separate from the
first seven. This theory is supported not only by the fact that the number of
officers of both May convoys corresponds to the number of the bodies in the
eighth grave, and by the fact that on these bodies newspapers have been found
dated from the first days of May 1940, but also by yet another important cir
cumstance.
In describing the eighth grave the German report records that the bodies in
this grave were dressed differently from those in the remaining graves. They
have neither overcoats nor sweaters nor warm underclothes. The German
report which did not possess the necessary information offers no explanation of
this fact. Yet the matter is very simple. After the convoys left on the 10th
May, approximately 100 officers were left in Kozielsk, of whom 95 were trans
ferred on 12th May to the camp at Pavlishtchev Bor and thence to Griazovetz.
The statements of these officers, several of whom are at present in Great Britain,
have confirmed that in the first days of May there occurred one of those sudden
changes in the weather so characteristic of the continental climate, that it turned
warm and that “the sun was beating down.”

2. Negative Evidence

a. On the Katyn bodies were found large numbers of newspapers and letters
written by the prisoners to their families as well as a certain number of letters
which they had written but had had no chance to dispatch. None of these
documents are dated further back than 11th May, the day on which, as borne
out by the foregoing considerations, the extermination of the Katyn victims was
completed. Moreover, it should also be borne in mind as pointed out above
that while the newspapers and letters found in the seven Katyn graves are dated
April 1940, the newspapers found in the eighth grave are dated 1st and 6th May
1940. It is well known that very strong pro-Soviet propaganda was being launched
in the three prisoner camps at that time and in this connection not only were the
risoners allowed to purchase newspapers, but they were given facilities to do so.£ the prisoners from Kozielsk after detraining at the Gnezdovo station been
taken to the three “special” camps near Smolensk, we may rest assured that they
would have continued to purchase newspapers there. If, therefore, as main
tained by the Soviet report, they had been murdered in August and September
1941, then newspapers, bearing a later date than those found in the Katyn graves,
should have been found on their bodies.
b. The same evidence is provided in an even more striking form by the study
of the diaries and notes found on the bodies in Katyn. Entries in these diaries,
more than a dozen of which were discovered in the Katyn Graves, all suddenly
stop in April 1940. The most characteristic is the diary of Major A. Solski, who
describes the detraining on the station, their transfer to “somewhere into a wood,
something like a country house,” the “special” search and the removal of his watch
and roubles. The entries then suddenly break off. Even if we overlook the fact
that the last sentence of the diary exactly fits the description of the N. K. V. D.
Rest House in Katyn, the question remains why the author who had succeeded
in secreting his diary in spite of a “special” search, had made no entry in it after
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9th April 1940. Why did the others make no entries in their diaries, which all
break off at the description of the £ar: from Kozielsk, or the description ofthe train journey in prison waggons? If they were not murdered by the Ger
mans until August and September 1941, they must have had many interesting
facts to jot down, even were it only the advance of the front and the capture of
the camps by the Germans.
The lack of any documents bearing a later date may only be explained in one
way, i. e

.,

the destruction o
f

such documents by the Germans, this being an ele
ment o

f

the German “provocation” a
s presented by the Soviet report. We shall

discuss this view later on. Here we must only state that the diaries found in

Katyn give the impression of being intact and show no traces of any erasions
or o

f pages having been torn out.
In summing up it must be stated that both the positive and negative evidence
all points to April 1940 as the date of the massacre.

In the light of the arguments set out in paragraphs B
,

C
,

and D, we arrive a
t

the conclusion that all evidence points to the Soviet authorities a
s the perpetrators

o
f

the murder and without prejudice to the final decision it must be recognised
that the Soviet authorities come under serious suspicion regarding the crime.

E. ATTITUDE OF THE SOVIET AUTHORITIES

Let us in turn observe the behaviour of the “suspect” before the discovery of

the murder and what explanation he gave of the murder after its discovery.

1
. Before the Polish-Soviet Treaty of 30th July 1941 no official enquiry was

addressed to the Soviet authorities concerning the fate of the prisoners of war
from the three large camps, but individual questions were asked by their families
and colleagues who had been deported to Griazovetz.
In the first place the families, ignorant of the liquidation of these three camps,
continued to write to the former addresses. This correspondence was returned by
the Soviet Postal Service stamped: “Retour—Parti,” instead of being forwarded
to the new camps, where according to the Soviet report, these prisoners were now
detained. This is the more strange as the prisoners from Kozielsk and Starobielsk
who had been deported to Griazovetz, continued to receive letters sent to their
former addresses, i. e., to Kozielsk and Starobielsk.
Some o

f

the families o
f

the prisoners detained in the three large camps, who had
also been deported to the U. S. S. R., made a direct approach in writing to the
Soviet authorities as to the fate of their husbands or fathers. Two concrete
instances o

f this are known, one from a German and the other from a Polish source.
The wife of 2nd Lt. R

. Urbanski, from Kozielsk, whose body was found in
Katyn and who herself had been deported to Kazakhstan, approached the Soviet
authorities with a request for the address of her husband who had not given her
any sign o

f

life since March 1940. This application is said to have been found by
the Germans in the records o

f

the Smolensk branch o
f

the N. K. V
.

D. together
with the following annotation: “Inform her that he has been transferred to an
unknown camp.” This was an obvious falsehood. Had Lt. Urbanski, as stated
by the Soviet report, been detained in one of the “special” camps some 25–40
kilometres west o

f Smolensk, the Smolensk branch o
f

the N. K. V. D. functionaries
of which received convoys at the Gnezdovo station, could not have been ignorant
of the fact.
The other case concerns the family of one of the prisoners from Ostashkov.
His family had been deported to Kazakhstan and in reply to enquiries he received
the following answer signed by the judge in Ostashkov: “The camp where your
father was detained was liquidated in the spring of 1940. The present where
abouts o

f your father is not known.”
The prisoners deported to Griazovetz received letters from Poland with en
quiries about their colleagues from Kozielsk, Starobielsk, and Ostashkov. When
they questioned the local camp authorities as to the fate o

f

these people, they were
iven obscure o

r

evasive answers. When they addressed their enquiries to the

. K. V. D. delegate who arrived in Griazovetz from Moscow, they were told that
the Griazovetz camp was the only officers' camp and that the rest of the officers
had been released and Sent home.
Against the background of these evasive or simply untrue statements, the reply
stands out clearly a
s made by Beria and Merkulov during their conversation with
Colonel Berling's group during their meeting in Lubianka in the Autumn of 1940.
While they were talking about organizing a “Polish division” with in the framework
of the Red Army, and Colonel Berling pointed out the possibility o

f making use
in this connection of Polish officers from Kozielsk and Starobielsk, he was told
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that with regard to these officers “a great mistake had been made” and that, in
consequence, they could not be counted on for service. This statement is quite
incomprehensible as long as we accept the Soviet thesis which states that at that
time the prisoners of war were said to be working on road construction in the dis
trict of Smolensk. The transfer of prisoners to these camps could under no cir
cumstances have been regarded as a mistake of such importance as to exclude
the possibility of officers being called upon for service. -

After the conclusion in July 1941 of the Polish-Soviet Treaty, the Polish
authorities were able to make official enquiries and extensive use was made of
this opening, especially since in connection with the formation of the Polish
Armed Forces in the U. S. S. R. there arose an acute shortage of officers.
The first enquiries about the “missing prisoners of war” were addressed by
officers of General Anders's Headquarters direct to Soviet Liaison officers. They
were informed that a considerable number of Polish officers had been released in
1940 and sent back to Poland, an untrue assertion. Later, when the Polish au
thorities realised that this was a false explanation, since the Polish Underground
Organisation intimated that not one of the prisoners who had been detained in
the three large camps had been located either in Poland or in any of the German
prisoners’ camps, the matter was taken up in Polish diplomatic and political
circles in a series of conversations and Notes.
These conversations were conducted both by the Polish Ambassador in the
U. S. S. R. with the Soviet Government and by the Polish Foreign Office in Lon–
don with the Soviet Ambassador accredited to the Polish Government in London.
In the conversations conducted in the U. S. S. R. Poland was represented by Am
bassador Kot, by General Sikorski during his Moscow visit, and by General
Anders. The conversations were conducted on behalf of the Soviets by Vice
Commissar Vishinsky, Commissar Molotov, and Stalin, i. e., on the very highest
levels.
The matter of the “missing” officers was first broached in the Kot-Vishinsky
conversation on 6.10.1941 and for the last time before the Katyn revelations again
in the Kot-Wishinsky conversation on 8.7.1942. These conversations covered
therefore a period of nine months.
In all these conversations the representatives of the Soviet authorities, i.e.,
Molotov and Vishinsky, persistently declared that all the Poles, including all
prisoners of war, had been released, but they supplied no details concerning this
alleged release. In his early conversations Wishinsky gave assurances that he
would investigate the matter of the “missing” officers and would supply the
required information as the Soviet authorities possessed “lists of all, dead or
alive” but during the later conversations, and especially during the last one, he
stated that the Soviet authorities possessed no lists of released prisoners.
The same attitude was taken up by the Soviet authorities in their Notes and
Aide-Memoires in which this matter was dealt with. Of basic importance in
this matter is the Soviet Note of the 8th November, 1941, to which the N. K. V. D.
always invariably referred in all subsequent letters. This Note categorically
stated that all prisoners of war had been released. Since this Note was a reply
to the Polish Note of 1.11.1941, requesting the release from camps and prisons of
the “missing prisoners of war,” at a time when the Katyn graves had not yet
been discovered, it could not have been interpreted in any other manner than as
a reply to the enquiries about the prisoners of war from the three large camps.
Even in the light of the Soviet report entitled “The Truth about Katyn” this
declaration must be classified as evasive in its form and not in accordance with
the facts of the case.
Stalin’s replies made to Ambassador Kot, General Sikorski, and General Anders
bore a slightly different character.
In his first conversation with Ambassador Kot, on 14.11.1941 when the latter
broached the matter of the camps in Kozielsk, Starobielsk, and Ostashkov, Stalin
said that he would investigate this matter. He rang up the N. K. V. D. and asked
how the matter of the release of the Poles stood. After a few minutes, he received
an answer on the phone but did not refer to the matter again during his conver
sation.
In his conversation with General Sikorski on 3.12.1941 Stalin also stated that
everybody, including officers, had been released, and when pressed again by
General Sikorski, expressed the supposition that the Polish officers, prisoners of
war had escaped to . . . Manchuria, and he closed his conversation with a
promise to issue special instructions to his executive organs.
Finally, on 18.3.1942 in his conversation with General Anders, when the latter
broached the matter of the prisoners of war from Kozielsk, Starobielsk, and
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Ostashkov, Stalin declared: “I do not know where they are. Why should I
keep them? It may be that they were in camps in territories taken by the Ger
mans and were dispersed,” and forthwith he turned the conversation into other
channels.
Even in the light of the official Soviet report the declarations of the highest
Soviet authority were intrinsically contrary to the truth and, as far as the form
is concerned, evasive.
2. After the German revelations about the Katyn affair the Soviet authorities
who, up to that time had tried to cover up the matter of the “missing” prisoners
of war under the more general question of the release of Poles, and who continually
repeated the same formula to the effect that all Poles had been released now,
after several days’ silence, put forward their own full version concerning the fate
of the prisoners of war from the three camps.
These authorities who had heretofore stubbornly asserted that they knew
nothing whatever of the fate of these prisoners, suddenly stated that they knew
not only what had happened to these prisoners as long as they were in Russian
hands, i.e., up to the time when they were supposedly captured by the Germans,
but they even knew what had happened after the Germans had captured them.
It should be emphasised here that the corresponding statements of the Soviet
authorities contained in the communiqués of the “Soviet Inf. Bureau” of the
15th and 17th April 1943, were issued at a time when the area of Katyn was in
German hands and when it was impossible to interrogate a

ll

those witnesses who,

in January 1944, so clearly revealed in the Soviet report the details and the story
of the “German provocation.”
Already then, as was stated in the communiqué o

f
the 17th April 1943, the

Soviet authorities knew that these prisoners of war had been murdered by the
Germans, that the Gestapo from its archives had supplied papers and documents
which were placed in the Katyn graves. It might be said that these were mere
suppositions, but it is astonishing that they should have proved to be so accurate,
that witnesses in January 1944 should have confirmed them down to the smallest
detail. -

On the 17th April 1943 was issued a Communiqué o
f

the Polish Minister of

National Defence in London announcing the intention to approach the Inter
national Red Cross with a request to investigate the matter. The Soviet reaction
was immediate, because as early a

s the 19th April 1943 there appeared in the
Moscow. Pravda an article entitled “Hitler's Polish Collaborators” which, among
other things, embodied a definite refusal to allow the International Red Cross to
investigate the Katyn murder. The Pravda article was reprinted on 20th April
1943, by the official Izviestia and the official TASS agency in a communiqué o

f

the same date declared that same day that this article fully reflected the attitude
taken up by the Soviet official circles in this matter.
This attitude is absolutely inexplicable if the Soviet thesis that the massacre
was carried out by the Germans is to be accepted. In a massacre on such a scale,
the truth could not, naturally, be hidden, if the investigations were honestly
carried out. The Soviet government could easily have asked for suitable guaran
tees on such matter as the composition o

f

the International Red Cross Commission,
passes for its own representatives or the protection of the International Red Cross
for the witnesses, etc., and have opposed the investigations if these guarantees
had been refused o

r

have interrupted the investigations, had these guarantees not
been honoured. Instead o

f

this the Soviet Government a
t

once rejected, without
any discussion, the proposal to have the affair investigated by an international
institution.
We come, ultimately, to the Soviet report itself, as contrasted with the German
report, which was drawn up with the participation o

f

the “European Medical
Commission,” composed of eminent experts of twelve European nations, the
Soviet report is the product of purely Soviet authorship. The Soviet authorities
did not consider it necessary to invite the participation o

f anyone from outside
the Soviet Union. If in 1943 one might have questioned the impartiality of an
investigation, even were it carried out by the International Red Cross while the
area was occupied by the Germans, in 1944, this reason had ceased to exist. Had
Soviet authorities in 1944 decided to invite some international Commission, the
latter would have been able to carry out the investigation without any pressure
by the Germans who had by then been driven out of these areas. Finally, a last
question to which it is impossible to find an answer, if one is to accept the Soviet
theory that the massacre o
f

the Polish prisoners o
f

war was carried out by the
Germans is to be accepted. If these prisoners were being detained in July 1941

in three “special” camps west o
f

Smolensk and were captured by the Germans,



1636 THE KATYN FOREST MASSACRE

why did Soviet authorities fail to notify Polish representatives, diplomatic or
military, about it at the proper time?
This question is of fundamental importance.
To this must be added one detail which is immensely significant. According to
the Soviet report, the three “special” camps of Polish prisoners of war, situated
at a distance of 25–40 kilometres west of Smolensk, are said to have fallen into
German hands in July 1941, or, to be exact, after the 12th July of that year.
Ambassador Maisky declared in London on 4th July 1941 that the number of
Polish prisoners of war in the U. S. S. R. did not exceed 20,000. This figure
differs little from the number of prisoners of war actually handed over by the
Soviet authorities in August 1941 to General Anders, i.e., 28,000. It is incompre
hensible, however, why Soviet authorities, in informing their ambassador in
London before the 4th July 1941, i. e., at least 8 days before the day when the
Germans were supposed to have captured the three “special” camps did not
include these prisoners in their calculations. After all, these prisoners totalled
approximately 15,000 men—a figure recently confirmed in the Nurnberg trial by
Prosecutor Rudenko, i.e., a figure almost as large as that submitted by Maisky.
It is possible that they had simply not taken them into their calculations, since
already, even before the alleged capture of the camps by the Germans, their
existence was no longer to be taken into consideration when the Polish Army was
being organised in the U. S. S. R., just as they had not been taken into consider
ation as early as the Autumn of 1940, during Colonel Berling's conversation with
Beria and Merkulov.
All the above facts, difficulties, and doubts find no explanation in the Soviet
report and they therefore point to Soviet guilt.

NoTE.—The comprehensive report on the Katyn massacre prepared
by the Polish Government in exile in London follows:

ExHIBIT 32–(Continued)

FACTS AND DOCUMENTS CONCERNING POLISH PRISONERS OF
WAR CAPTURED BY THE U. S. S. R. DURING THE 1939 CAMPAIGN

FoREwoRD.

In the Spring of this year, three years had lapsed since the whole world had
been stirred with the news of the mysterious deaths of thousands of Polish officers
and men captured by the Russians in the 1939 Campaign and who since have been
kept in captivity on Russian soil.
The disputes concerning the responsibility of the crime arose; but to the un
biased observer, the facts that were exposed by these disputes might not have
given a clear picture of the whole situation. Now, however, much new evidence
has been gathered and new facts established. These notes presenting the factual
circumstances of the KATYN AFFAIR, may be helpful for the reader to estab
lish in his mind the right answer to the question.
These facts, as presented on the following pages, are based on material collected
since 1940 when, in the Spring, the sudden interruption of the correspondence
with the Polish prisoners of war of the September, 1939 Campaign who were, up
to that time, in camps at Kozielsk, Starobielsk and Ostashkov in U. S. S. R., gave
rise to great anxiety about their fate, among Poles everywhere. In the Autumn
of the same year communication once again became possible but only with a few
hundred of them. The vast majority, about fifteen thousand, disappeared leaving
absolutely no trace.
The changing circumstances of the war made very difficult the passage to and
fro of people and news. This meant that the first information to be received about
the Polish prisoners of war in the U. S. S. R. was vague and uncertain, full of un
explained gaps and striking contradictions.
The conclusion of the Polish Soviet Pact of July 1941 and the consequent liber
tion of some hundreds of prisoners of war from a camp at Griasovetz and many
hundreds of thousands of other Poles from Soviet prisons and camps, greatly
increased the amount of information available as also the rumours about this
mysterious affair. During many months, the restablished Polish Embassy in
Russia and the Polish Military Command of the Polish troops at that time being
organised there, made every possible effort to elucidate the fate of the missing
prisoners, in a long series of talks with representatives, among them the very
highest, of the Soviet Authorities. These negotiations provided a lot more mate
rial, both positive and negative, but failed to solve the mystery.
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The German Katyn Revelations pulled aside the curtain by a little. Three
years after the prisoners were first missing, in April 1943, the Moscow “Pravda.”
(“Truth”) wrote that at last it had “now become perfectly clear” that they had
been “bestially murdered”. The entirely convincing evidence from the Katvn
Graves left no doubt about the truth of this statement. But, there was still
complete uncertainty as to when the monstrous crime was committed, in what
circumstances and by whom. Two powerful states, Germany of 1943 and U. S.
S. R., who hold in their exclusive possession all the material evidence of the Katyn
crime, hurled accusations at one another and lay their respective evidence before
the world.
This evidence was not always convincing and who knows if it was assembled in
order that the real truth might be revealed and not, on the contrary, more deeply
hidden. Sometimes, it fitted in with and supplemented materials already col
lected about the fate of the Polish prisoners and sometimes it was in flat contradic
tion to it.
Slowly, however, as a result of the immense amount of work put into collecting
information piece by piece, information of diverse kinds from diverse sources and
the unceasing attempt to fi

t

these pieces together, there emerged a picture which,
gloomy a

s was, almost certainly reflected the objective truth. This picture is not,
even yet, complete, many pieces are missing, some o

f

them containing important
details, and only access to the documents in the Archives o

f

the Soviet N
.

K. V. D.
could completely elucidate the fate o

f

the Polish officers. The main outlines,
however, o

f

the picture are now almost clear. These outlines are presented on the
following pages, which consist o

f
a description o
f part o
f

the material collected in

connection with the affair. They comprise three PARTS:
PART ONE, the story of the Polish prisoners of war in the three big camps and
of those o

f

them who were later found, up till July 1941.
PART TWO, the history o

f

the efforts o
f

the Polish authorities from August
1941 up till the time of the Katyn Revelations to find the missing prisoners.
PART THREE, a critical presentation o

f

both the German and the Soviet
version of the story o

f

the Katyn murder.
The picture presented in these notes is not, we repeat, complete. There is still
very much more to be made clear. We can only express the hope that, in the
interests o

f Truth, the future will reveal the facts that can fill the gaps and shed
light on the obscurities.

If however, because of the powerful political interests that are involved in the
affair o

f

the missing prisoners, the number o
f

authentic documents available
concerning the Katyn Affair is not increased but on the contrary, lessened, thereby
making room for apocryphal ones to be put in their place, the documents described

in these notes will at least present the evidence for as much of the true story of the
Polish prisoners of war of 1939 missing in the U. S. S. R

.
a
s it is possible to tell in

the Spring o
f

1946.
INTRODUCTION

1
. The Red Army enters Poland. Allies or enemies?

When the Red Army crossed the Polish-Soviet frontier at all points on September
17th, 1939, the general public, surprised by their arrival, was convinced that
they had come to help fight the Germans. Polish state authorities too, both
civilian and military, in the so-called “Rumanian bridgehead” in the South
Eastern area o

f Poland, were at first unaware of the real character of the Soviet
move.
When, therefore, in the early hours o

f September 17th 1939, the first reports

o
f

the crossing o
f

the Polish frontier by the Red Army began to reach the Polish
central authorities from various places, the civil authorities issued instructions
to all Polish administrative authorities and police in the frontier regions not only

to remain at their posts to maintain peace and order, but to establish contact with
the commanders o

f

the advancing Red Army units, placing themselves at their
disposition a

s allies in the fight against Germany.

A similar attitude was shown by the military authorities, who ordered the com
manders of Polish detachments in the eastern territories of Poland to establish
friendly contact with the Soviet commanders and under no circumstances to allow
any Polish-Soviet incidents.
The situation was clarified during the course of the day.
Simultaneously with the Red Army's move into Poland, the Deputy People's
Commissar for Foreign Affairs, Vladimir Potemkin, attempted to hand to the
Polish Ambassador in Moscow, Waclaw Grzybowski, a note in which the Govern
ment o

f

the U
.

S
. S
.

R
. adopted a very unfriendly attitude towards Poland,

*

93744–52—pt. 6–2
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abandoning its neutrality in the Polish-German war and denouncing all inter
national treaties and agreements concluded with Poland among others the Peace
Treaty of March 18th, 1921, the Kellog Pact of 1928, the Treaty of Non-aggression
of 25th July 1932, binding until 31st December 1945 etc. In justification of
Russia's hostile attitude to Poland, he made the fantastic statement that “the
Polish State and its Government had in fact ceased to exist” and that as the
population had become a defenceless prey to whatever fate might overtake
them, it was necessary for the Soviet Government to take it under its protection.
For technical reasons the contents of this note, with the information as to the true
nature of the Soviet move, only reached the Polish Government at 10 a. m. on
September 17th, that is

,
several hours after the instructions and orders for the

adoption o
f
a friendly attitude to the Soviet Army had been issued.

Despite the tragic situation o
f Poland, attacked from west and east by two

powerful neighbours, the Polish Government, trusting in the treaties concluded
with the Western Democracies, decided not to lay down arms but to transfer the
Centre o

f

Polish resistance against the overwhelming might o
f

both aggressors

to the territory o
f

her western allies.
The intensive bombardment by German planes and the double invasion from
east and west seriously impaired communications and made it difficult for the
instructions of the central authorities to reach their destinations.
The apprehensions of local authorities and individual commanders was con
firmed by the behaviour o

f

the Soviet troops, by radio announcements from Kiev,
Minsk and Moscow, and by leaflets dropped from Soviet planes, calling upon
Polish soldiers to lay down their arms and come over to the Red Army in order to

“build up a happy, prosperous life”.
In accordance with the first instructions issued by the central authorities,
Government and local Government authorities in the provinces bordering on
Soviet Russia approached the Soviet army in a confident and cordial manner and
appealed for similar behaviour on the part of the population. (Proclamations
calling on the people to receive the Red Army a

s friends were issued by the
Mayors of Stanislavov, Tarnopol, Dubno and other towns. But when the
prefects o

f

frontier countries went out to meet the Soviet detachments, in order

to put themselves a
t

their disposal, they were immediately arrested (e.g. Kocuper,
sheriff o

f

Zbaraz) o
r

even shot (e. g
. Jarocki, sheriff of Sarny). Polish policemen

and officers o
f

Polish units who were trying to establish friendly relations with
the Soviet Army were disarmed, ill-treated and arrested. Seeing this, all Polish
units which were still capable of action decided to defend themselves.
Stubborn fighting by organised Polish units lasted for several weeks after
September 17th, proving the falsehood o

f

statements in the Soviet note regarding
the “non-existence” o

f

the Polish state organization, on September 17th. Gen
eral Kleberg's group, comprising several divisions, fought on Polish territory
between Brest Litovsk and Lublin against both aggressors until October 7th,
1939. Smaller units continued to fight considerably longer.

2
.

Soviets question Poland's right to resist aggression

The German aggression on Poland resulted in the outbreak o
f

the Second
World War. During the war, until the conclusion o

f

the peace treaties, all
relations between the belligerent states and their armed forces are regulated by
the appropriate rules o

f

international law. The legal situation created by the
Soviet aggression against Poland was extremely complicated. On the night o

f

17th September, 1939, the U. S. S. R
. clearly renounced her neutrality in the

Polish-German war and commenced armed hostilities against Poland. But she
did not formally declare war and, despite the official treaty o

f friendship con
cluded by her with belligerent Germany on 28th September, 1939, she still main
tained normal peaceful relations with the other members of the anti-German
coalition. The Japanese aggression against China in 1932 had established a

precedent in the law o
f

nations for the existence of a state of armed hostilities
between two nations without a formal declaration of war." But in the case of

1 The official history of the Soviet Communist Party describes the Japanese action on Chinese territory

in Manchuria as follows: “Perceiving that, owing to the economic crisis, the European powers and the
U. S. A. were wholly engrossed in their domestic affairs, the Japanese imperialists decided to seize the
opportunity and bring pressure on poorly defended China, in an attempt to subjugate her and to lord it

over the country. Unscrupulously exploiting “local incidents” they themselves had provoked, the Japa
nese imperialists, like robbers, without declaring war on China, marched their troops into Manchuria
thereby preparing a convenient place d’armes for the conquest o
f North China” . . . (History of the

Soviet Communist Party, London 1943, p
.

276).
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Poland the situation was immensely complicated by Russia's denial of the exist
ence of a Polish state after September 17th, 1939.
The Soviet theory of the “collapse” of the Polish state, which was the alleged
reason for the intervention of the U. S. S. R. was in glaring contradiction to the
facts.
The Soviet Army was at first welcomed in Poland, which fact was immediately
emphasised in an official communique of the Soviet General Staff on 17th Sep
tember, 1939. This was due to a tragic misunderstanding and was in accord
ance with the instructions issued by the Polish central authorities. When the
real nature of Soviet intervention was revealed later, the Polish army—again in
accordance with the instructions of the Polish central authorities—put up a
stubborn resistance to the Red army in which they were supported up by the
civilian population. It is significant that none of the later communiques of the
Soviet General Staff made any reference to the friendly attitude of the local
population towards the invading forces.
The communiques of the General Staff of the U. S. S. R. army, as well as orders
issued by the supreme commanders of that army after the termination of the
Polish campaign, and official declarations of Soviet statesmen, publicly stated
that the Soviet Army in Poland met with serious, organised resistance from the
Polish army, which was difficult to overcome."
In spite of this indisputable evidence of the existence of an effective state organi
sation on Polish territory, with armed forces at its disposal, the Soviet authorities
obstinately maintained that the Soviet armies crossed into Poland “at the moment
of the complete collapse of the Polish state”.”
Also they consequently denied that the operations of the Soviet Armies in
Poland constituted an act of war from the point of view of international law.
Moscow’s official attitude was described as follows in “The Times” corres
pondent’s despatch from Helsinki on 17.9.39: “The Soviet Union today sent troops
across the frontier to stab Poland in the back. The intention apparently is to
conquer White Russia and the Ukraine. The invasion is not regarded in Moscow
as an act of war, because according to the Soviet thesis the Polish State has ceased
to exist”. (“The Times,” Nr. 48413, September 18th, 1939).

3. Prisoners of War or common “Criminals” and “Bandits”?
Denying the existence of a Polish state organisation and of the Polish Armed
Forces, the Soviet army, from the moment of crossing the frontier, did not con
sider itself bound by any of the international laws of warfare in its actions on
Polish territory.
The highest Soviet commanders had not the slightest intention of applying the
rules of international law or of Polish law in the territories occupied by them, but
substituted the laws of “the great Soviet fatherland”. In the first days of occu
pation General Timoshenko, Commander-in-Chief of the Ukrainian Front, spoke
clearly of this “fatherland” in his letter to the Polish citizens in the county of
Czortkov, published in the Moscow “Izviestia” of 30.9.39. A member of the
“Izviestia” staff, Gabrylovitch, agreed entirely with the General's attitude, stating
that the fact of the Red Army’s entry was sufficient to transfer the allegiance of
the population of the occupied territories (from an article entitled “Gorodok”
in “Izviestia” 25.9.39).
Treating the inhabitants of the occupied territories as Soviet citizens, the
authorities of the U. S. S. R. from the very beginning applied to them the Soviet
penal code, threatening them with long term imprisonment or “the extreme
punishment” (the death sentence) for counter-revolutionary activities injurious
to the “interests of the world proletariat”, “to the working class and the revolu

1Marshal Stalin, in a telegram of congratulation on the occasion of the 20th anniversary of the 1st Red
Cavalry Army (“Pravda”, 19.11.39)stated that this army “covered itself with glory in the battles” in Po
land. These battles must have been heavy and Polish resistance organised, for it is not possible to “cover
oneself with glory” when fighting a non-existent opponent.
Marshal Voroshilov, in his orders Nos. 199 of 7.11.39and 209 of 19.11.39stated that “in battles against
Polish troops” Soviet units “showed great courage, heroism and initiative” and that in combatting the well
organised resistance of Polish troops, “unexpected blows, the surrounding and destruction of the enemy by
wide and flexible manoeuvres, inexhaustible initiative skilfully co-ordinated operations of infantry units
with sniper detachments and mechanised units, courage and imperviousness to fear” were necessary.
(“Pravda”, 7.11.39 and 19.11.39).
Molotov, People's Commissar for Foreign Affairs, at the 5th Extraordinary Session of the Supreme Coun
cil of the U. S. S. R. stated that “in fighting their way through these areas (in Poland), our troops sometimes
had serious encounters with Polish units, in which losses were inevitable.”
* Quotation from Molotov’s speech of 31.10.39.

•
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tionary movement” or to “the basic achievements of the proletarian revolu
tion”.1
Only in the light of this “fundamental” attitude of the Soviet authorities is it
possible to understand their action in arresting immediately after the Soviet Army
crossed into Poland, all officials and civil servants of the Polish State and taking
proceedings against them under the articles of the Soviet penal code above-quoted.
From this point of view all members of the Polish armed forces were “crimi
nals”, particularly the officers, for whom there were no “extenuating circum
stances”, as there were in the case of the ranks owing to the existence of com
pulsory military service and the resulting forced conscription to the army in the
“late” (according to Soviet terminology) Polish state. Hence even in those units
which at first greeted the Red Army cordially, all regular officers and N. C. O.s
were immediately arrested by the Soviet authorities.
So, iet propaganda openly called on Polish soldiers to revolt against their
commanders.”
But as this propaganda did not produce good results for the Soviet authorities,
before long the Soviet press began to speak not of the Polish Army but of “armed
bands” of officers and “Polish bandits”. Here is one of many examples. Major
K. Vriedensky, in an article entitled “Podrobnosti boiev za Grodno” (Facts of
the fight for Grodno) published in “Pravda” No. 266 of 25.9.39, wrote “. . . —
About 3,000 Polish officers and military police were concentrated in the town.
By force of arms this band compelled soldiers arriving from East and West to
join the battle. Detachments of officers gathered in strong buildings, churches,
barracks and in the residence of Prince Lubomirski . . . —Avoiding open battle
these bands of officers used treacherous methods of fighting in ambush. There
were cases of officers dressing themselves as soldiers or civilians. Many of them
wore civilian clothes under their uniforms in case of emergency.”
It should be admitted that in view of the Soviet denial, of the existence of a
Polish state organisation, the latter terminology was more logical than that used
earlier, when “Polish units” were referred to.
This dual terminology reflected a certain absence of unanimity of the views
held by the Soviet officials. Some of them clung with the greatest obstinacy to
the “basic theory” of the non-existence of the Polish State and all the logical
consequences of this theory; others regarded more the situation more in the light
of life real state of affairs—actual military operations against the organised armed
forces of the Polish State.
This divergence of views was apparent afterwards in the treatment of Polish
soldiers who fell into the hands of the Soviet authorities in various circumstances
and districts. Polish soldiers were “arrested” by the Soviet authorities regardless.

1 It is characteristic that the Soviet penal code used an extremely vague terminology regarding politica
“crimes”, referring generally to “The socialist state of workers and peasants”, “the Soviet regime”, “the
authorities of the workers and peasants”, “interests of the working people”, “achievements of the prolel
tarian revolution”, “revolutionary agents of the workers’ and peasants’ organisation”, “the working class
and the revolutionary movement”, etc.. thereby allowing of an extremely wide interpretation of these rules.
Here are some quotations from the penal code RFSSR of 1926,on which are modelled the penal codes of all
other Soviet Republics:
“Article 1 (Section): The purpose of the penal law is to protect the socialist state of workers and peasants
and its established legal order from dangerous acts (crimes) by applying to the perpetrators of these acts
the measures for social protection contained in this code.
“Article 6: Associally dangerous is considered any action or omission against the Soviet regime or infringe
ment of the legal order established by the workers' and peasants' authorities for the transitionary period
preceding the setting up of a communist regime.
“Article 58 Para. 1: As counter-revolutionary are regarded all activities aimed at overthrowing, under
mining or weakening the authority of the workers and peasants Soviets . . . or the basic economic, political
and national achievements of the proletarian revolution. In view of the international solidarity of all
workers’ interests, such activities are also considered counter-revolutionary if they are directed against any
other workers state not forming part of the Soviet Union.
“Article 58 #ara. 8: Terrorist acts directed against representatives of the Soviet authorities or revolu
tionary agents of workers’ and peasants’ organisation . . . (shooting or imprisonment for a period not less
than 3 years).
“Article 58 Para. 11: Any kind of organised action aimed at preparing or carrying out the crimes set out
in this chapter, as well as participation in an organisation formed for the purpose of preparing or committing
any of the crimes enumerated in this chapter will be punishable in accordance with the measures for social
protection indicated in the respective articles of this chapter.
“Article 58 Para. 13: Any activities or active combat against the working class and the revolutionary
movement, committed while occupying an official or secret position under the Tsarist regime or in counter
revolutionary governments during the civil war, are punishable under the measures for social protection.#" in Article 58 Para. 2 of this code.” (Shooting or imprisonment for a period of not less than threeyears.
It should be noted that when in early summer, 1945,16 Polish citizens, among them the C. in C. of the
Underground Home Army and 3 ministers of the Underground Government were brought to trial in Mos
cow, they were accused and condemned under the articles 58 Para. 8, 58 Para. 11and 58 Para. 12a of the
Soviet Penal Code quoted above.
* “Soldiers!” ran the proclamation of 21.9.39 issued in relatively good Polish by General Timoshenko,
commander of the Ukrainian front—“Kill your officers and generals. Do not obey the orders of your offi
cers. Drive them from your land. Come confidently to us, to your brothers, to the Red Army.”

-
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of whether they were captured on the battlefield in possession of arms or taken
prisoner after a general capitulation of forces surrounded by the Red Army."
They were also arrested—
a) from units which at first cordially greeted the supposed allies as they crossed
into Poland;
b) from among those officers and N. C. Os. who voluntarily and loyally reported
for the “registration” ordered by the occupation authorities after the occupation
of the country;

-

c) and from among those who did not report for this registration. The Soviet
authorities arrested all officers in uniform (not attached to any unit, or belonging
to the reserve pool of officers evacuated to the east etc.), or people in civilian
clothes or in uniform of the ranks who were suspected of being officers concealing
their rank from the occupation authorities. For a few months after September
1939, the Soviet authorities treated all these categories uniformly. Sometimes
all were treated as prisoners of war (the weaker tendency), sometimes all were
treated as “criminals” who had violated the laws of the “Soviet legal order”
(stronger tendency). In consequence of the second tendency, prisoners of war
in the strictest sense of the word, i. e. soldiers captured on the battlefield in
possession of arms, were not only deprived of the privileges accorded to prisoners
of war, by international convention, but were on the contrary treated as “crimi
nals”, twice, for in addition to the “crime” of belonging to a bourgeois army
hostile to the proletarian state, they were also “bandits” putting up armed
resistance to the Red Army, which was carrying out the orders of the “legal”
authorities of the Soviet state—the international fatherland of the proletariat.
Polish soldiers taken prisoner by the Soviets had absolutely no knowledge of
these “legal interpretations”. Confident that as prisoners of war they would be
accorded the well-known to them international rights and privileges laid down by
the Geneva and Hague conventions, it did not occur to them that these would be
Withheld.”
In order to understand the “legal” position in which Polish soldiers afterwards
found themselves in the “N. K. V. D. prisoner of war camps” at Kozielsk, Staro
bielsk and Ostashkov, it is necessary to realise the consequences of the above
mentioned “legal interpretation” arising with the “irresistible, iron necessity
of logic” from the fundamental thesis of the U. S. S. R. note of 17.9.39 on the
“non-existence of the Polish state”.
That is why we give this theoretical introduction to the story of the Polish
officers who disappeared in the U. S. S. R., an introduction, which may make more
intelligible to the Western mind, the fragmentary story which follows.

PART ONE. POLISH P. O. W. S IN U. S. S. R. BEFORE 1941.

CHAPTER I. POLISH PRISONERS OF WAR IN THE MONTHS IMMEDIATELY FOLLOWING
SEPTEMBER 1939.

4. How many Polish servicemen were taken prisoner by the Soviets?
The following communiqués issued by the General Staff of the Red Army during
the hostilities in Eastern Poland gave the numbers of Polish servicemen taken
prisoner as follows:–
a) the communiqué of 20.9.39 states: “According to incomplete reports, about
60,000 officers and men have been taken prisoner.”

A characteristic example of capitulation is the surrender of the city of Lwow to the Armies of the SovietTJnion, signed on 22.9.39in Winniki by the commander of the 6th Army Corps, Maj. Gen. Langner, and a
representative of the Soviet Forces: -
*In view of the encirclement of the Polish Army in the city of Lwow by formations of the Red Army on
one side and by German formations on the other, the Commander of the Polish Army Corps, Maj. Gen.
W. Langner, sees no practical sense in prolonging further the slaughter of his troops and of the innocent
civilian population of the city. Consequently the Commander of the Corps, Maj. Gen. Langner, is obliged
to take the decision of coming to an agreement with the Commanders of the Red Army regarding the Sur
ender of the city of Lwow and its garrison on the following terms:-. ..

.

Section 8
.

Personal freedom and
mmunity of moveable property is guaranteed to officers of the Polish Army. In the case of travel to the
territory of another state, the matter will be decided by the civil authorities through diplomatic chan
nels . . .”
The above agreement was never in the slightest degree observed by the Soviets, and all officers from
Lwow were sent to the camp of Starobielsk, together with other prisoners of war. According to some o

f

these officers who survived Starobielsk, the above quoted Section 8 of the agreement of 22.939 was included

in the act of capitulation after the Soviet signatories, had promised to make arrangements for all Polish
officers who desired to go through Rumania o
r Hungary to France in order to continue the fight against
Germany.

2 It£ild be pointed out that the U. S.S. R. never signed the Geneva Conventions regarding the treat
ment o

f prisoners. Strictly speaking therefore, the rules of these conventions were not applicable to persons
taken prisoner by the U

.

S.S.R. or to Soviet prisoners in other states. But a considerable part of the Ge
neva Conventions may b

e

considered a
s

the generally accepted international standard o
fall civilised peoples

one therefore as a common law binding also the U. S. S. R.
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b) the communiqué of 23.9.39 stated: “According to additional reports, 8,000
officers and men were taken prisoner during the liquidation of a group of Polish
troops south-east of Kowel on 22.9.39.
c) in the communique of 24.9.39 it was stated: “Units of the Red Army de
stroyed a large detachment of Polish troops South-East of the Brest fortress, dis
arming and taking prisoner over 10,000 officers and men. In the areas South and
North-East of Hrubieszow an infantry reqiment and units of a motorised brigade
were surrounded and taken prisoner”.
d) according to the communiqué of 26.9.39: “in breaking the resistance of the
remains of the Polish army . . . units of the Red Army disarmed and took
prisone, between Brest Litovsk and Wlodawa 25 military transports, numbering
25,000 officers and men”.
e) the communiqué of 28.9.39 stated: “units of the Red Army disarmed and
took prisoner 5 regiments of cavalry with 15 guns in the region of Krupienice and
also liquidated scattered groups of Polish troops”.
The total number of Polish soldiers taken prisoner during the September cam
paign was not disclosed in the communiqués issued by the General Staff of the
Red Army. According to some estimates worked out on the basis of these com
muniqués, about 166,000 officers and men fell into Soviet hands between Septem
ber 17th and September 28th 1939.
On the anniversary of the U. S. R.s attack on Poland, the official organ of the
Red Army, Krasnaia Zviezda (“Red Star”) of 17.9.40 (No. 218/4667) gave the
following figures: “In the course of 12–15 davs the enemy was completely de
feated and destroyed. During the same period one Army Group of the Ukrainian
Front alone surrounded and took prisoner 10 generals, 52 colonels, 72 lieutenant£ 5,131 officers, 4,096 junior officers (?) and 181,223 men of the Polish
rmy”.
In an article by Corps Commissar S. Kozhevnikov entitled “A Historical
March”, further figures are given probably additional to those given in the above
article. The author states that in the legion of Dubno 500 officers and 5,500 men
were taken prisoner, and during the liquidation of General Anders’ group, 2 gen
erals, 3 colonels, over 50 other officers and 1,000 men were also taken. In the
region of Wlodzimierz Wolynski a tank brigade captured 1,500 officers and 12,000
men. Another brigade, commanded by comrade Bogomolov, took 15,000 pris
oners in the same region and 3,000 officers and men in the Lublin area. And,
finally, in the battle of Grodno 38 officers, 28 junior officers (?) and 1,477 men were
Stated to have been taken prisoner.
Adding the figures given in the article “Krasnaia Zviezda”, it appears that in
the period up to the middle of October 1939, 230,670 Polish soldiers, including 12
generals and about 8,000 officers, fell into Soviet hands.
To this number must be added the regular and reserve officers arrested by the
Soviet occupation authorities on Polish territory, who after some considerable
time were counted as prisoners of war, together with the Polish soldiers interned
in Lithuania and Latvia in 1939, who, after the “incorporation” of these states
into the Soviet Union in 1940, also fell into Soviet hands.
On the basis of these figures the total number of Polish “prisoners of war” in
the U.S. S. R. may be estimated as being over 250,000, of which more than 10,000
were officers.

5. Three methods of treating Polish soldiers captured by the Soviets.
The Soviet administrative machinery, unprepared for so large a number of
prisoners, had considerable difficulty in dealing with them, all the more so because
at that time there were three different points of view as to what should be their
treatment and Status:
A. According to the official communiques of the General Staff of the Red Army,
they were “normal” prisoners of war and as such entitled to be treated in accord
ance with the rules of international law.
B. According to the “theoretical conception” of the “nonexistence” of the
Polish State, held by the People's Commissariat for Foreign Affairs (official note
of 17.9.39) and the declared opinion of the Soviet press, (undoubtedly shared by
the N. K. V. D., i. e. Russian Secret Police) these prisoners were “members of
armed bands” resisting the armies of the legal Soviet authorities, thereby causing
the great sufferings to the local population. Their treatment from the point of
the Soviet law should therefore be that of ordinary “criminals”, and “malefactors”.
C. According to the proclamation of the commander of the Ukrainian front,
General Timosjenko, they were Soviet sympathisers who had voluntarily come
over to the side of the Red Army, and should therefore be treated as friends.
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While the first conception applied equally to officers and other ranks and
called for more or less equal treatment for all, the second and third conceptions
drew a sharp distinction between officers, regular N. C. Os and volunteers, fight
ing of their own free will against the Soviet armies on the one hand and on the
other men compulsorily “mobilised” for the Polish Army and “compelled by
force” to resist the Red Army.

6. The Fate of officers and men in Soviet captivity.

While the ranks of the police, Military Frontier Guard and military police
Were treated just as badly as were the officers, in many cases the ranks of the army,
after having been disarmed and made to listen to demagogic speeches about their
“liberation” by the Red Army from “the Polish landlords' yoke” and from the
War started by those landlords, were set free and sent home. There were many
exceptions to this rule. The ranks of the infantry were often kept in camps
Surrounded by barbed wire, exposed to cold and hunger, or deported to the in
terior of Russia, from where some of them (usually the aged, those belonging to
the so-called national minorities or inhabitants of the Eastern territories of
Poland) were freed and sent home. Some were dragged from camp to camp and
finally sent to forced labour in the coal mines of the Donetz Basin or to the extreme
North of Russia to build aerodromes, roads, etc.
It is even more difficult to discover any rules governing the treatment of Polish
N. C. Os by the Russian authorities. In general they occupied a middle position
between that of men and officers. Some, undoubtedly the minority, were sent
home with the men; the majority, together with a minority of the men, shared the
fate of officers and were sent to prisoner-of-war or labour camps.
It is noteworthy that Polish officers and N. C. Os, soon realizing that the attitude
of the Soviet authorities to prisoners of war was definitely influenced by their
military rank, began to take off their insignias and disguise themselves as privates.
There is no known case of men giving away officers hiding among them."
Of the many officers who survived Soviet captivity, most of them owe their
liberation to the fact that during the whole of their detention the Soviet authorities
were never able to discover their real rank. When, therefore, reference is made to
privates, N. C. Os, or officers, only those whose rank was known to the Soviet
authorities are included.

7. Prisoner of war camps.

The privates, N. C. Os and officers in Soviet captivity were kept in about a
hundred prison camps, some of which were situated on Polish territory (almost
exclusively for privates), others in the interior of Russia (containing all officers,
most N. C. Os. and some privates). A number of these camps were only rallying
points and were soon liquidated; others existed until the outbreak of the German
Soviet war. After May, 1940, many of the camps inhabited by Polish N. C. Os.
and privates were transferred to the far North, to the Koma Republic and the
Kola peninsula, between the White Sea and the Arctic Ocean (region of the
Ponoi river). This was the foundation of the widely circulated rumour that
Polish officers were sent to the distant northern territories of Russia.
During the first period after September, 1939 many thousands of people were
herded in these prison camps, in terribly overcrowded and insanitary conditions,
either in half-ruined barracks or in no less ruined buildings, such as churches or
monasteries destroyed by the Revolution. They usually slept on the ground
without mattresses or blankets. Once every 24 hours, at varying times, food was
brought to them, usually consisting of thin lentil soup and a piece of bread.
At first the treatment of officers (and sometimes N. C. Os too) was very bad.
They were not separated from the ranks and in camps in the interior of Russia
were made to perform particularly heavy and unpleasant tasks (carrying water,
peeling potatoes, cleaning latrines etc.). This was done with the object of humil
iating them and was a specific method of propaganda and agitation aimed at
winning the sympathy of the soldiers.
But in this respect the Soviet authorities met with great disappointment. Most
of the Polish soldiers were not impressed by this degradation of their commanders
and did their best to help them in carrying out the tasks which the authorities
had ordered them to perform. On the other hand, from the Soviet point of view
the presence of officers had a bad influence on the morale of the soldiers, keeping
up their spirits and giving them courage. It was therefore not long before steps
were taken to separate commanders from their men.

1 In the camp at Krivoi Rog there were about 50officers among the 6,000Polish prisoners; in the Telenovka.
camp in the Donetz Basin about 25 officers among 4,000 prisoners.
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During the first period of their captivity (September and October, 1939), when
the officers were still with their men, most of the officers were grouped in several
camps, mostly in the regions of Shepietovka, Putyvl, Boloto, the Tiotkino station
near Sumy and in the monasteries of Safranovsk, Griazovietz, Yukhnov (Pav
lishtchev Bor), Talitza etc."
During the end of October and beginning of November 1939, all officers were
removed from these camps and sent to two large camps for officers only at Kozielsk
(province of Smolensk) and Starobielsk (province of Voroshylovgrad) in the
Ukraine. At approximately the same time, as a result of the general segregation
of prisoners being carried out in the camps, officers, N. C. Os and men of the mili
tary police, frontier guard, Military Grontier Guard and civil police (militarised
in 1939), as well as all officers, N. C. Os. and men proved to have been engaged in
intelligence work—all of whom were particularly disliked by the Soviet authori
ties—were sent from various camps to a special camp at Ostashkov (province of
Kalinin). It is with these 3 camps, that we are chiefly concerned in the following
pages.

CHAPTER II. THE KOZIELSK CAMP.
8. Topographical and historical description.

The Kozielsk camp was situated in the grounds of a former Orthodox monastery
5 miles from the Kozielsk railway station on the Smolensk-Briansk line (see the
map at the end of PART ONE).
About 600 yards from the Monastery and separated from it by woods was the
“Skit” hermitage, where the Eremite monks formerly lived. After the liquidation
of monasteries in the post revolutionary period, the main monastery building was
converted into “The Gorki Rest Centre for Workers” and the “Skit” into a
“House for Mothers and Children”. The monastery farm became a “sovkhoz”
(collective farm).
The whole monastery camp was so derelict and gloomy that, judging by the
descriptions on parapets, windows and walls, Soviet workers frequently expressed
their desire to return home from their “rest” spent in darkness, dirt and boredom,
alleviated only by bug-hunts.
In September 1939, both rest houses were earmarked for Polish prisoner of
war camps. Machine gun nests were installed on the four towers and between the
towers stood elevated sentry boxes for the guards. The grounds were surrounded
by barbed wire entanglements, carefully guarded by armed guards of the special
N. K. V. D. (secret police) army.

9. Kozielsk I (September–October 1939)–Polish P. O. W. Camp for non-commis
sioned ranks.

At first captured Polish soldiers were sent to Kozielsk as to other prisoner of war
camps, without any system. By the end of September about 12,000 prisoners,
mostly other ranks, were crowded into the Kozielsk camp. Conditions did not
differ basically from those described above. (See page 18.)
The population of the camp was constantly changing. From time to time
parties of several hundred persons were removed and others arrived in their place.
The destinations of those removed are not definitely known. It is possible that
some were freed and sent “home” and the others thrown into other camps.
After the middle of October, 1939, there was a noticeable tendency to empty
the camp at Kozielsk. Increasingly large parties of privates were taken away and
the camp became more or less deserted. During the same period a few new
parties were brought to Kozielsk, composed mostly of civilians arrested on Polish
territory by the Soviet authorities, among them many priests and 6 women.
In the last days of October and the first weeks of November large groups began
to arrive at Kozielsk, consisting of officers and cadet officers, (who were counted
as officers) brought there from various camps Shepietovki, Putyvl, Griazovietz,
Yukhnov, Talitza etc.)
At the same time, the evacuation of other ranks continued as well as of the
majority of civilians brought there in October. Consequently, after November
1939, Kozielsk became a special camp for Polish officers.

1Among others, the following larger permanent camps should be mentioned: Yelenovka (in the Donetz
Basin), Juza (province of Ivanov-Vozniesiensk), Karakub (near Stalino), Kozielsk (near Smolensk)
Kozielshtchyzna (near Plotava), Krasny Lutch (province of Voroshylov) 'Krivai Rog and Marganietz
(near Dniepropietrovsk), Zviahel (Novogrod Volynski), Ostashkov, Suzdal, Starobielsk, etc. Altogether
Polish prisoners of war were kept in about 51 camps in the territory of the U. S. S. R. and in roughly the
same number of camps on Polish territory.
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10.K: II (November 1939–May 1940). Officers Camp. A. Inmates of theamp. -

In the second period the inmates of the Kozielsk camp numbered about 5,000
persons, the great majority of whom were regular officers and reserve officers
mobilised in 1939. In addition, there were in the camp a few hundred cadet
officers and about 150 soldiers remaining there from the preceding period, who
were made to perform the heavier work of the camp, and approximately 100
civilians. The only remaining woman was Lt. (pilot) Lewandowicz or Lewan
dowska, which name, according to some reports, was a pseudonym for Mrs.
Dowbor-Musnicka.
The transfer of people to and from the camp decreased considerably but did
not cease altogether. For instance in December, 1939, about 100 prisoners were
transferred to Kozielsk from Pavlishtchev Bor, including intelligence officers,
military police and military judges as well as Polish civil judges and public prose
cutors. These prisoners, on whom the Soviets had probably passed long sentences
of hard labour in camps of correction, looked terribly ill-treated and were particu
larly carefully guarded in a separate building, surrounded by barbed wire and
strictly isolated from the rest of the camp. Among them were a retired Colonel
named Widzcki, Mayor of Tarnopol, and Colonel Tadeusz Kornilowicz, son-in-law
of the famous writer Henry Sienkiewicz. Before three weeks had elapsed the
whole of this group was deported from Kozielsk in an unknown direction and all
trace of it was lost.
In addition, smaller groups or single officers came and went, probably in con
nection with the investigations which were in progress in the camp (see below).
A certain number of those individually removed from Kozielsk between December
1939 and May 1940 were afterwards found in Soviet prisons, or in correctional
labour camps. (Colonel Libkind-Lubodziecki, Captain Makarozynski, etc).
The day before Christmas Eve 1939, all army chaplains were removed from
Kozielsk, including the Polish Army Bishop's deputy and Monsignor Czeslaw
Wojtynski. The only exception was a chaplain, Father Jan Zielkowski, who was

ill in the camp hospital and therefore remained in the camp and shared the fate of

the officer prisoners. Among the priests removed from Kozielsk in December
1939, was a professor o

f

the Pinsk£ Father Kantak, who was regarded
as a citizen o

f Danzig.
Reckoning on the basis o

f

their Polish rank, there were in the Kozielsk camp:

4 generals, 1 vice admiral
about 100 Colonels and Lt. Colonels
about 300 Majors
about 1,000 Captains
about 2,500 Lieutenants

a few hundred Cadets.
Among these were approximately 200 airmen and about 50 naval officers.
Approximately 50? were regular officers and the remainder reserve officers called
for active service in September 1939. Among the latter were representatives o

f

various civilian professions—the flower of Polish intelligentsia:

a
)

2
1 professors, lecturers and readers, from Polish universities and colleges

d
)

over 300 military and civilian (mobilised) doctors, among them famous
Polish specialists -

c) several hundred lawyers—judges, public prosecutors, barristers\ d) a few hundred engineers- e) a few hundred elementary and secondary school teachers

f) various writers, journalists, publicists, industrialists, mechants etc.
Annong the prisoners a

t

Kozielsk were also officers disabled in the last war, Some

o
f

whom had lost a leg o
r

an arm. As they were not fi
t

for active service and were
not mobilised in 1939, they were arrested by the Soviet authorities in their homes

in Poland and sent to the prisoner of war camp at Kozielsk. Among them were
two colonels with artificial arms. Capt. Dlugosz, a doctor with an artificial leg and
Captain Horoszkiewicz, with a paralysed arm.

11. Kozielsk II. B
.

The camp authorities.
While in the first period (September-October) the prisoner of war camps were
improvised and o
f
a transitory nature, the officers’ camp at Kozielsk (Kozielsk II)
appeared in many respects to be organised a
s
a permanent camp.

It is important to note that, in spite of the official use of the term “prisoner of

war” in respect of the inmates, this camp was not controlled by the Soviet military
authorities, but by the civil and political authorities of the Commissariat for Home
Affairs (N. K

.

V. D.) and was administered by officers of the N. K
.
V
.

D
.
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The official commandant of the Kozielsk camp was N. K. V. D. Commissar
Koralov. But, in fact, from November, till the middle of March 1940, the camp
authorities were under the command of...an N. K. W. D. general (Kombrig) named
Zarubin who, according to rumours circulating among the prisoners, had at one
time occupied a post in the Soviet Military Attache's office in Warsaw. N. K. V. D
Major Elman, an Estonian, was Gen. Zarubin's deputy. He spoke little, suffered
from ill-health and was generally polite to the prisoners. After Zarubin's departure
in March 1940, Elman succeeded him.
12. Kozielsk II. C. Living conditions.
Although, during the first period of captivity in the provisional camps, the
possession of senior rank was a distinct disadvantage, the situation was quite the
opposite in the Kozielsk camp for officers. Immediately on arrival groups of
officers brought to Kozielsk were sorted out according to rank and privileged
treatment was given to the higher ranks.
Generals and colonels were housed in the best, newly built block (No. 7.) where
they lived under reasonably good conditions.
Lt. Colonels and some of the younger colonels were put into block No. 22,
where the conditions were nearly as good. As a result of overcrowding, some of
the officers had to live in corridors, but each one had a bed and a small amount
of bed linen.
Majors occupied a brick building, block No. 14, situated next to block No. 7.
The remaining junior officers lived in varying conditions in other blocks. Those
in wooden huts with small rooms were on the whole better off. In the large blocks,
containing enormous halls equipped with several tiers of bunks, conditions were
worst, owing to the constant movement, noise, dirt, bad lighting and bad air.
There were also other factors which made life in the camp unpleasant—dampness,
cold, shortage of water, too few and very insanitary latrines. There was a short
age of straw for mattresses, of which there was not a sufficient number to go
round, only about 50% of the junior officers being supplied with them. Every# received pillow cases and blankets, but very few were supplied with sheets.
ifficulty in obtaining soap and water caused lice and bed-bugs.
It is noteworthy that in the monastery itself were housed only prisoners from
territories occupied by the Germans and Lithuanians; all Polish officers coming
from Russian-occupied territories were put into the “Skit”. This separation
caused rumours of the immediate release of prisoners whose homes were in Soviet
occupied territories of Poland; according to these rumours, prisoners coming from
German-occupied territories were to be exchanged for inhabitants of the Eastern
Provinces of Poland, who were prisoners of war in German hands. Such rumours
were constantly circulating in the camp, but nevertheless the inmates of the
“Skit” received exactly the same treatment as those of the monastery itself.
The two groups of prisoners were able to communicate with each other from
time to time, when the inmates of the “Skit” came to have a bath.
In attempting to explain the radical change of attitude adopted by the Soviet
authorities towards the Polish officers in the Kozielsk camp, it is necessary to
remember divergence (see para. 5) of views among the Soviet authorities regard
ing the legal situation of Polish soldiers who had fallen into Soviet hands. It is
probable that in the period between November 1939 and April 1940 there was
an increasing tendency among the responsible authorities to treat them as “nor
mal” prisoners of war with the result that the generally accepted international
codes were to a certain extent recognised.

13. Kozielsk II." D. Camp “Self-Government”.
According to international custom, normal military discipline is enforced in a
risoner of war camp, the lower ranks being subordinated to the higher ranks.
n addition to the official camp authorities of the state whose prisoners the
inmates are, the prisoners also have some kind of authorities of their own, lead
by the senior officer in the camp.
In “normal” Soviet N. K. V. D. forced labor camps a certain type of “camp
self-government” is found N. K. V. D. authorities are in sole control outside the
camp, but inside there are various “authorities” and “functionaries” chosen by
the N. K. V. D. from among the prisoners. Such a method has certain advantages
for the Soviet authorities:

a) it destroys harmony among the prisoners
b) it allows the odium for particularly unpleasant regulations to be trans
ferred to the “self-government” authorities.
c) prisoners wishing to take advantage of the privileges attached to camp
duties are thus persuaded to serve the Soviet authorities.



THE KATYN FOREST MASSACRE 1647

The “authorities” and “functionaries” found in the Kozielsk camp were similar
to those set up in all normal Soviet forced labor camps which contain only “crim
inals” sentenced by the Soviets.
In the Kozielsk camp the highest ranking officer was General Minkiewicz, who
did not, in fact, become the Polish camp commander. But despite this fact—
and even though he felt himself to be at a considerable disadvantage because he
had no uniform (possessing nothing but the worn-out civilian suit in which he
was arrested) and therefore hardly ever left his room—his authority was none the
less universally recognised by Polish prisoners, who complied with all instructions
and orders unofficially issued by him.
The Soviets appointed as Polish Commander of the Kozielsk camp an artillery
Major named Czerniakowski, who enjoyed the general trust of the prisoners.
The Soviet authorities also appointed “seniors” among the inmates of each
block; in the large blocks, the inmates were divided into “companies” with their
own “seniors”. “Seniors” or “commandants” kept detailed records of their groups
and organised the distribution of bread and provisions, tobacco, and clean linen,
the allocation of labor, sending the sick to the doctor, etc.
Some of the P. O. W. doctors were allowed to work in the camp's hospitals.
From among the other inmates men were also detailed for special “functions”
working in the kitchen and washhouses, acting as barbers, etc.
14. Kozielsk II. E. Food and work.
According to the regulations posted in the camp, each man should have received
a daily ration of 800 grammes (about 2 lbs.) of bread (500 grammes of black and
300 grammes of white), 20 grammes (less than an ounce) of sugar and a supply
of soap for washing and laundry. Sugar and soap should have been issued every
10 days. Every month the prisoners were entitled to 5 packets of tobacco, 5
boxes of matches, 5 packets of cigarette paper and a ration of tea. Every day
they should have received a hot meal, containing the prescribed amount of par
ticular ingredients per person. In practice these rules were not adherred to.
The food provided for prisoners in the Kozielsk camp corresponded more or
less to the “normal” prisoners' diet in Soviet labor and correction camps before
the outbreak of war between the U. S. S. R. and Germany. In one respect the
Kozielsk camp differed considerably from “normal camps”—in that, that not
everybody was forced to work.
According to the camp regulations, all officers under 60 years of age should in
principle be used inside the camp for manual tasks connected with the upkeep and
running of it

.

These regulations were not always observed, because parties o
f

officers were sometimes sent outside the camp to dig peat, load barley, wheat, Salt
and cement into trucks, carry coal, etc.
When the officers drew attention to international conventions and to the regula
tions posted up in the camp, the “regulations” were removed. In order to

encourage the prisioners to go willingly to work outside the camp, a special
“reward” was promised them in the form o

f
a third helping of soup daily. On an

average between 100 and 500 out o
f 5,000 prisoners went to work outside the camp

each day. Conditions were particularly hard in winter on account of the lack of

clothing and footwear. Many o
f

the prisoners wore summer uniforms, not even
possessing an overcoat. Only a few o

f

the prisoners were supplied with Soviet
winter suits lined with cotton wool. Others had been able to buy overcoats and
warm clothes from the privates who were released. But this did not increase the
numbers willing to work outside the camp as everyone was anxious to preserve
their clothes, which were quickly ruined by hard manual labour.

15. Kozielsk II. F. Prisoners appreciation of their legal situation and discussions
with the camp authorities.

As mentioned above (see pages 6-12) Polish soldiers did not realise that their
own situation and legal status were affected by the Soviet “legal interpretations”

o
f

the dissolution o
f

the Polish State. Most o
f

them considering themselves to

be ordinary prisoners of war, invoked the conventions and standards of inter
national law.
The comparatively large number of distinguished lawyers in the camp supplied
their fellow prisoners with arguments to be used in discussions with the camp
authorities.
The most far-reaching argument was put forward by the officers of the Pinsk *

flotilla, who had been in September 1939 officially negotiating with the Soviet
military authorities in Kostopol for permission to evacuate Polish soldiers and their

1 The town in Eastern Poland on Pripet river.
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families to neutral countries. They received at that time the assurance of a.
Soviet Colonel that the life and property of the personnel of the Naval Head
quarters of the Pinsk Flotilla and their families would be protected, that officers
willing to work would eventually be given employment and that the remainder
would be set free. This verbal “agreement” shared the fate of the terms of the
Lwow capitulation (see page 10), and 26 officers of the Pinsk Flotilla found them
selves in the Kozielsk camp. Here they reopened “negotiations”, explaining to the
camp authorities that, in the absence of a state of war between Poland and the
Soviet Union, Polish servicemen could not be kept in captivity and treated as
prisoners of war, but should be given their freedom and the right to leave the
U. S. S. R. According to one of the officers, the higher Soviet officials’ reply to
this argument was that, as the Poles were resisting Soviet troops, they would
have to take the consequences; lower officials—said the same officer,-‘‘did not
conceal the fact that they regarded us as enemies of the people, representatives
of a hated caste”. (Witness No. 4.) 1
Polish doctors, not questioning the general right of the Soviet authorities to
retain captured Polish combatants in prisoner of war camps, handed to the
camp authorities a special petition, signed by over 300 of them, calling attention
to the international conventions and regulations regarding medical personnel and
asking to be sent back to Poland in order to help the people there who were
deprived of medical attention. This petition had no effect, nor did the protests
of several doctors against the heavy physical work and cleaning of latrines which
they were forced to carry out in common with the other prisoners. The pro
testing doctors, having appealed to the generally accepted standards of the civilized
world, received from representatives of the camp authorities the laconic reply
that bourgeois rules were not observed in the Soviet state.
Mr. Pohorecki, President of the Supreme Court and Chairman of the Polish
Codification Commission, pointed out, in a conversation with General Zarubin,
that he had no connection with the services or with any military organization
and asked on what legal grounds civilians were detained by the Soviet authorities
in prisoner of war camps. From the usually very polite Soviet General he received
the harsh reply that Mr. Pohorecki must finally understand that, to the Soviet
authorities, the fact that he was President of the Supreme Court of a bourgeois
state was quite sufficient ground for keeping him in prison.

16. Kozielsk II. G. Investigations.
It can be seen from the above examples that, although in some respects the
inmates of the Kozielsk camp were treated as prisoners of war, in reality the Soviet
authorities regarded them rather as political criminals (See pages 6–12). As the
severity of the “punishment” depended on the degree of “guilt” and “social
danger” of each individual, so both of these factors had to be established during
the period of confinement in the Kozielsk camp.
This was in theory the reason for the “interrogation” of Kozielsk prisoners by
numerous members of the N. K. V. D. Investigation Branch over a period of
nearly six months. Officers who survived Kozielsk emphasise that to the great
astonishment of the prisoners—who were never able to understand their “legal
position”—these interrogations were by no means normal interrgoations of
prisoners of war, confined to purely military information, but were rather of a
political and social character, of the kind usually employed in the case of persons
accused of grave political crimes.
Each of the interrogated prisoners were accused of the “crime” of serving in
“bourgeois” Forces and taking part in the “world counter-revolution” against the
Soviet Union. The interrogations were further used to discover which of the
prisoners were “qualified criminals”; these were the people who had taken part in
the Polish-Soviet war of 1920, the officers of the Intelligence Service and Military
Frontier Guard and people engaged in anti-communist activities, particularly
those who, in the opinion of the interrogators, were working for the “separation
of the White Russian and Ukrainian Republics from the Soviet Union”.
The Soviet authorities held that the degree of “social danger” depended on the
social position, standard of living and family conditions of the “criminals”, and
was affected by their political outlook, which party, if any, they were members of,
and their attitude towards, and relations with the communist party and the
Soviet regime. The interrogators were therefore interested in all these questions
and during the “investigations” tried to provoke discussions on general political
and social subjects. In accordance with Soviet policy at that time, the inter
1For the personal security of the witnesses and their families, their names are not given. The names are
known to the author.
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rogators’ attitude was openly pro-German, anti-French and particularly anti
British. They threw blame for the outbreak of war exclusively on Great Britain,
who, they alleged, had made Poland the excuse for attacking Germany. Towards
Poland the interrogators took a very disparaging attitude, constantly affirming
that “there is not and never will be a Poland”, and consistently qualifying all
references to Poland, her Forces, Government etc. with the word “former”.1
In accordance with the established methods of “Soviet investigations”, the
interrogation of prisoners began with a demand for an exact account of the inter
rogated person’s life history. The interrogations usually took place at night
and continued for many hours without pause, often dragging on far into the
next day. As at all Soviet investigations, the interrogations were often repeated
several times and the same questions put in different contexts, with the object
of disclosing any divergence in the answers. Not knowing the methods of
Soviet investigators, the Kozielsk prisoners were amazed at the repeated interro
gations on the same subjects and thought this was due to new orders from Moscow
about the form and method of interrogation.
Beating and other physical means of compulsion were not used during the in
terrogations at Kozielsk to extort “true evidence” from the prisoners. The inter
rogators confined themselves to shouting and threats. If it was considered that
stronger methods would produce the desired results, the persons concerned were
removed from Kozielsk to other more isolated spots, which were more suitable
for the “highest degree” of interrogation.
The official protocols of the interrogations were given to the prisoners to sign
and then put in their “personal dossiers” (a form of records normally kept only
in criminal investigations). Added to them were photographs of the prisoners
(in profile and full face), taken in the Kozielsk camp, as well as their finger prints.

17. Kozielsk II. H. Additional material for investigations—prisoners’ corre
spondence with families and people abroad.

As the purpose of the “investigations” was to produce the most exact “analysis”
from every angle of each individual prisoner, in addition to the official protocol
of their evidence, signed in each case by the prisoner concerned, various other
material collected during the investigations was also attached to their personal
documents, such as:
a) reports of the camp authorities.
b) Soviet officials' records of “private” conversations with prisoners.
c) evidence of fellow prisoners and of “civilian criminals” arrested by the
Soviet authorities in Poland.
d) extracts from Polish documents acquired by the occupation authorities,
as well as articles and works published in Poland by or about the interrogated
person.
e) extracts from biographical data published in Polish or foreign encyclopaedias
and publications of the “Who’s Who” type.
f) letters from and to relations, friends, etc.
In order to obtain this additional material for the investigations, the camp
authorities resorted to special “roundabout methods”, one of which was to permit
and even encourage the Kozielsk prisoners to correspond with their families and
friends in Poland and abroad. The letters to and from the prisoners, which
passed through the camp censorship, undoubtedly could and did supply extremely
valuable material for the cases against them.
At the end of November 1939, the prisoners were informed that once a month
they could send letters through the camp authorities to persons residing in the
Soviet Union or abroad. Prisoners were forbidden to write about themselves, the
fact that they were prisoners of war and in a prison camp, or of what they saw and
heard there; but they were permitted to write about their own health and ask for
news of their families and personal affairs (Witness No. 3). It should be empha
sised that prisoners detained at Kozielsk were not forbidden to mention in letters
to their families the names of fellow-prisoners and friends who were with thern in
the camp.
The prisoners were instructed to give their address as: Kozielsk, Province of
Smolensk, Post Box No. 12. Some of the letters from the camp were stamped
“Gorki Rest House”.

1When one of the Kozielsk prisoners was put under arrest for contributing to the paper published in the
camp and for organising discussions, this fact was announced in the camp orders for the information of all
prisoners in approximately the following words: “The former Lt. Colonel Chalacinski of the former Polish
Army has been sentenced to 10 days arrest for patriotic activity on behalf of the former Poland.”
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In this connection the question arose of payment for stamps. Polish service
men captured by the Soviets naturally had no Soviet money, and the Soviet
authorities did not recognise Polish money, of which some officers had large sums.
Likewise; the foreign currency (dollars, francs, pounds) which a few of the pris
oners possessed could not be exchanged, and if it was found when the prisoners
were searched it was taken away to be “deposited” or simply confiscated. Since,
therefore, none of the prisoners possessed any Soviet currency to pay for stamps,
it was impossible for them to send their letters. As every prisoner was anxious.
to send news of himself to his family and to find out what happened to them, agita
tion and despair reigned in the camp on account of the lack of roubles. Demands
for roubles were made under the international conventions, concerning the pay
ment of P. O. W.s, but these were refused. General Zarubin however informed a.
special delegation of prisoners that roubles for stamps could be obtained by selling
to the Soviet authorities personal possessions of any value which the prisoners had
concealed when they were searched. In a short time, representatives of the Soviet
Jewelry Trust arrived at the camp to buy, at fixed prices, watches, fountain pens,
automatic pencils etc. In this way the prisoners obtained the much desired
roubles and were able to send their letters.
Between November 1939 and April 1940, each prisoner at Kozielsk sent 2–5
letters to his family, thereby facilitating the Soviet authorities’ task in formulat
ing a case against himself. In many cases, when sending news to their families,
prisoners were compelled to reveal their real names and other personal details to
the camp authorities instead of the pseudonyms and false addresses which they had
at first given. The authorities also obtained valuable information concerning
officers’ families, frequently hiding in Soviet-occupied Poland, in order to avoid the
common fate of such families—deportation to the East.
The prisoners’ families, happy to get their first, and, as they thought, good news
of their relations, did not limit themselves in the number of letters they sent to
the camp. They wrote often and, in spite of their caution in the actual wording,
unconsciously supplied the investigating authorities with valuable information
regarding the family and social environment of the prisoners concerned, the moral
of members of the family etc. As all correspondence was strictly censored, many
prisoners were summoned to special “chats” on account of the contents of letters
they had received.
In general the Soviet authorities regarded the maintenance of any relations with
foreign countries with great suspicion, considering it a proof of contact with
foreign intelligence services. Another form of provocation must therefore be
recognized in the granting of permission (as from January 1940) to write letters
abroad. Prisoners were encouraged to do this by vague suggestions, that they
may possibly be allowed to leave the Soviet Union for neutral countries.
In addition to official interrogations and the “discussions” on general political
and social subjects provoked during these interrogations, during the whole period
of their detention in the camp the prisoners were carefully observed by numerous
N. K. V. D. personnel and in particular by the so-called “politruks” (political
officers). Many of them engaged individual prisoners in “friendly conversa
tions”, showed them small marks of favour and assured them of their personal
friendship and sympathy, thereby attempting to win their confidence and estab
lish a certain intimacy. Every unguarded word spoken during such conversa
tions was carefully noted and often had far-reaching consequences.
In order to obtain detailed reports of conversations among the prisoners them
selves, the camp authorities recruited agents from among the inmates. This
recruiting took place either during official interrogations or in connection with
attempts to organise communistic propaganda among the prisoners. The small
success of this propaganda in the first months of captivity was to a certain extent
connected with the fact, that few prisoners were willing to spy upon their com
rades. But, from among five thousand people the Bolsheviks were obviously able.
to recruit several individuals for their secret service.

18. Kozielsk II. I. Communist propaganda and its effects.
Attempts to spread communist propaganda among the Kozielsk prisoners were
closely connected with the cultural life and social activities organised by the camp
authorities.
On arrival at the camp, officers were immediately confronted with a large
lacard on which several articles of the “Stalin Constitution” were written in
olish. These articles guaranteed to Soviet citizens “civic rights and privileges
unknown in bourgeois countries”. Amongst others, Article 124 of the Constitu
tion was quoted, which stated that “freedom of worship and freedom to engage in:
anti-religious propaganda is allowed to every citizen”.
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In the camp there was a special club building, equipped with a film projector
and screen, a library, half-broken piano, a few old billiard tables, chess and
draught boards. But, as the club room was not heated during the hard winter of
1939–40, it was not very much frequented by the prisoners. Only the films
shown there several times a week attracted a large number of people. They were
exclusively Soviet films, spreading communist propaganda, mostly old and worn
out. Once during the showing of an anti-religious film a considerable part of the
audience, whose religious feelings were outraged, left the room as a demonstra
tion. After that the doors were locked during performances. While the prisoners
were at Kozielsk, Soviet entertainers from Smolensk once or twice appeared on
the stage of the club.
The camp library was not well stocked. It consisted exclusively of Russian
books-political propaganda and fiction. The better works of Soviet literature
were few in number, and most of the fiction was didactic propaganda.
Every ten days or so a “travelling bookstall” called at the club. Here, too,
political propaganda pamphlets predominated. Current political news was
heard from loudspeakers installed in the camp which did not always work properly.
A few copies of the Soviet newspapers, “Pravda” and “Izviestia” were available.
From time to time the camp authorities provided a communist newspaper in
Polish entitled “Glos Radziecki” (The Voice of the Soviet), but it was not popular
among the prisoners, if only because of the excruciatingly bad Polish, often
difficult to understand.
From time to time the camp “politruks” (political officers) arranged talks
devoted chiefly to the excellence of the Soviet regime, its achievements in the
cultural and economic field, and to the rottenness and decadence of bourgeois
states, particularly Poland, which was always qualified by the adjective “former”,
as mentioned above. At first these talks were boycotted by the majority of
prisoners, sometimes the audience heckled the speaker and provoked discussions,
but in the end they resigned themselves to listening with the thought that the
“lecturers” were paid for their work and had to say what they were told.

19. Kozielsk II. J. Religious, cultural and social life at Kozielsk.
With a few exceptions, the morale of the prisoners at Kozielsk appeared to be
good. Firmly believing in the ultimate victory of justice and trusting implicitly
in Poland's Western Allies, the prisoners hoped for a quick release from Soviet
captivity and the granting of facilities either to return to Poland or to make their
way through a neutral state to join the forces fighting in the West."
Regarding their captivity as bitter but temporary necessity, the prisoners did
everything in their power to organise their life on the best possible lines, showing
great initiative and ingenuity.
Soon after their arrival at the camp, having seen the quotations from the
“Stalin Constitution” painted on enormous placards (see page 38) the prisoners
began to put crucifixes in the rooms and organised morning and evening prayers.
The camp authorities, amazed at this, explained to the people concerned that
although Article 124 of the constitution allows “freedom of worship” to all citizens.
Article 126 of the Russian penal code forbids “the holding of religious services in
any state or social institution or establishment and the placing of any kind of
religious statues or effigies in such an institution or establishment”.
As in practice the penal code takes precedence over the “Stalin Constitution”,
prisoners in the camp, which was a “state institution”, were denied “freedom
of worship”. Nevertheless the religious life of the prisoners flourished in secret.
While there were a considerable number of priests in the camp (see pages 22–22)
they celebrated Mass in strict secrecy, in the presence of relatively small groups
of trusted prisoners, and were generally very active. “The celebrating of Mass by
our prisoner priests, who also heard the prisoners’ confessions, had to be carried
out in secret, as in the catacombs in Rome” (Witness No. 5). “Father Wojtyniak,
Chancellor of the Polish Council of Bishops, once celebrated Mass with a host
given him by a Soviet citizen, also a Catholic priest” (Witness No. 9). These
activities caused the camp authorities, who had their “eyes and ears” among the
prisoners, to take reprisals against the priests and finally led to the removal of all
priests from Kozielsk. During their detention at Kozielsk, lasting less than
1A rumour circulated in the camp that General Zarubin himself had said to one of the prisoners. “You
have too many protectors, so you cannot go”. The prisoners interpreted this remark as meaning that
Britain and France did not want them to be returned to German-occupied Poland, as they were anxious
to get them to the West. It was even said that Britain had asked the Soviets to send the Poles to the West
and had offered to pay the expenses of their detention in Russia and that the Soviets were bargaining over
the price. Rumours of this kind, which made the prisoners feel that they were an object of concern to the
outside World helped considerably to keep up morale in the camp.
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two months, three priests were sentenced to camp arrest for performing religious
practices.
In spite of the removal of priests from the camp just before Christmas, the
prisoners made every effort to hold the feast in the traditional Polish manner.
Dr. Wroczynski, as the head of a “kitchen” commission, officially approached
General Zarubin with the request that a Christmas Eve supper be arranged for
the prisoners, with courses of fried fish and imitation Christmas cakes in the form
of sweet, white bread. Although according to camp rules prisoners were entitled
to sugar and white bread, the “cake” suggestion was rejected by General Zarubin
on the grounds that sweet bread was too expensive for the camp. But fried fish
was provided for the prisoners on Christmas Eve—for breakfast. They kept it
until evening, and ate it rather gloomily and dejectedly when the first star ap
peared. After supper, Christmas carols were sung in all the living quarters,
frequently interrupted by the arrival of representatives of the camp authorities,
trying to discover the initiators of this breach of the Soviet penal code. For
making a speech in one of the largest residential blocks on the meaning of Christ
mas and the need for endurance, Lt. Colonel Chalacinski was condemned to 14
days close arrest.
A similar punishment was inflicted on the “senior” of hut No. 10, Major
Skoczycki, who, together with the well-known Polish writer Jim Poker, started a
“publication” devoted to camp life and affairs, a literary and informative paper of
a satyrical nature entitled “The Pavilion X Bulletin”. The editors succeeded in
bringing out several handwritten numbers of this paper, which was a great success
among the prisoners, passing from hand to hand until, after special investigations
by the camp authorities, publication ceased with Major Skoczycki's arrest.
It should be emphasized that the Kozielsk prisoners were forced by necessity
to adopt conspiratorial methods. At first they tried to organise their cultural
life with the knowledge and approval of the Soviet camp authorities. During their
first months at Kozielsk they requested permission to organise amongst themselves,
in the camp club, courses in foreign languages and popular lectures and discus
sions. Although there were among the prisoners a considerable number of people
with a good knowledge of Western European languages and even some professional
language teachers, the camp authorities, after a great deal of talk about the diffi
culties of organising well run courses, did not agree to instruction being given
by the prisoners themselves. Instead they promised to arrange for courses to be
organised by Soviet specialists who would be brought to the camp for this purpose.
The final outcome was that no official courses in foreign languages were arranged
at Kozielsk, so the prisoners were forced to arrange for secret instruction in small
groups.
The Soviet authorities attitude to the lectures, which were to have been delivered
in the first instance by professors of Polish universities and colleges interned in the
camp, was different. In principle they did not refuse their consent to these
lectures, but stipulated that the text of every proposed lecture should be pre
viously handed to them in writing, so that they could send it to Moscow and obtain
the approval of the central authorities. As in practice this procedure eliminated
the possiblity of holding lectures officially, negotiations with the camp authorities
were discontinued. Instead, unofficial “chats” were held almost daily in different
huts. To avoid endangering speakers and audiences, the subjects chosen for
discussion were as far as possible non-political.
On the whole the prisoners were optimistic about their future. Not realising
their situation nor treating seriously the investigations conducted by the camp
authorities and the threats uttered during these investigations, they hoped to
leave the camp and the U. S. S. R. before long and go either to the West, to con
tinue the fight against Germany, or home to Poland. Various statements and
incidents seemed to indicate the probability of their departure in the near future.
The camp authorities were said to be drawing up a list of prisoners according to
the provinces in which they lived, so as to sort them out for the journey; the
convoy had apparently arrived; apparently, too, the railway carriages were already
waiting at the station. When, therefore, the final decisions as to the fate of the
prisoners had at last been taken, either on the strength of the particulars collceted
at the investigations or of these data, and the camp authorities started the liquida
tion of the camp, the prisoners were not surprised.

20. Kozielsk II. K. Liquidation of the officers’ camp at Kozielsk.
For some time the numbers in the Kozielsk camp had been slowly diminishing.
At the end of December 1939, a group of priests was taken away (see pages 22–23),
and a few weeks later about twenty Polish officers of Georgian origin were also
removed.
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Then, in March 1940 over a hundred other ranks, who had remained there from
the first period, left, among them about 20–30 cadet officers. At least some of
them were really set free and sent home. Also officers were taken away singly or
in small groups as a result of the facts brought to light during the interrogations
or revealed in letters and conversations.
In talking with prisoners, representatives of the camp authorities emphasised
the necessity of evacuating the camp in view of the overcrowded conditions and
danger of epidemics.
When the official evacuation from Kozielsk was begun at the beginning of
April 1940, all the prisoners were convinced that they were going to Poland. This
theory was semi-officially confirmed by representatives of the camp authorities.
The Commandant’s adjutant for instance, N. K. V. D. Captain Alexandrowitch,
asked by one of the prisoners where they were being taken, answered: “To the
West, nearer home”. To another prisoner (Witness No. 2) the same officer said
that, at a specified point on the “frontier” between Soviet and German “spheres
of interest”, his camera, hitherto deposited with the camp authorities, would be
returned to him.
On the strength of these rumours spread by camp officials, an atmosphere of
joyous excitement reigned among the prisoners. Only a few individuals had dis
quieting premonitions. There was further some apprehension among the pris
oners from Soviet-occupied Poland who were afraid that on leaving the camp and
returning home they would lose the immunity accorded them by international
law as P. O. W.s and that consequently the local Soviet authorities would “deal
with them in their own way”.
The evacuation which began on 3.4.40 was carried out in the following way. In
the morning, an N. K. V. D. official went through all the huts, with a list, from
which he read out the names of all those who were to leave that day, instructing
them to report immediately at the club building, taking with them all their
possessions. In the club another list of departing prisoners was drawn up.
Prisoners gave up all government property issued to them in the camp, and having
been supplied with food for the journey were taken to a special hut, No. 21, for
examination of belongings. After that they were immediately conducted out of
the camp grounds and loaded into lorries, transported to a railway siding near
Kozielsk station and transferred into railway trucks.
The departure of the fourth group, which included 3 Generals (Minkiewicz,
Bohatyrewicz and Smorawinski) and several other senior officers, was marked by
a special celebration. The camp authorities held a farewell reception after which
officers remaining in the camp formed a guard of honour and cheered the depart
ing officers, who left the camp in high spirits, saying that they hoped those remain
ing behind would soon follow them.
Bread and herrings were supplied as provisions for the journey, wrapped in
clean, white paper, which, in itself cause a considerable sensation. The effect
was increased by the fact, that the officials examining their belongings wore clean
white aprons and did not conduct the search very thoroughly. A slightly puzzling
phenomenon was the fact that officers supposedly being transported to “freedom”
were conducted from the camp by a strong escort (armed and accompanied by
dogs); but this was put down to the common tendency to exaggerate everything,
found in the U. S. S. R. and the transport commanders’ fear of their being respon
sible if they “lost” one of their charges, for all whom they had had to sign a
receipt.
Each convoy was composed of persons individually picked by the Soviet
authorities. The prisoners tried in vain to discover the principles governing the
choice of people to be removed from the camp. During the six months spent at
Kozielsk, all possible particulars had been taken many times; rank, profession,
education, knowledge of foreign languages and countries, place of birth, permanent
residence etc. But the selection was not based on any of these. “Ranks were
just as mixed as were occupations and domiciles”, stated Witness 6. The realisa
tion of this fact by the prisoners gave rise to a certain anxiety among them, since
they began to doubt the truth of the theory that they were being taken away from
Kozielsk to be freed, or exchanged for Polish prisoners in German hands. The
camp authorities, when questioned about this, explained that the sorting out of
prisoners according to their permanent domiciles would take place later in Special
transit camps, to which prisoners from Kozielsk would first be taken. The
intervals of several days which sometimes occurred between the departure of
convoys was explained by the temporary over-crowding of these camps.
The prisoners observing that the same N. K. V. D. men frequently escorted
consecutive convoys, came to the conclusion that these “transit camps” could not
be very distant from Kozielsk.

93744–52—pt. 6–3
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Anxious for details of the fate awaiting them, those remaining behind in the
camp asked departing prisoners to leave some indication as to their destination in
the railway trucks for the benefit of the next party.
As the composition of each convoy appeared to be settled at random, some of
the prisoners tried to arrange not to be separated from their friends and relations.
The camp authorities, however, refused to comply with their requests, saying that
they did not influence the composition of the lists, which were drawn up by the
central authorities in Moscow. The prisoners did not believe this, and ironically
remarked that the lists were more likely to have been “drawn up by a parrot.”
Doubts as to whether departure from Kozielsk really meant freedom were
increased by rumours circulating in the camp to the effect that later convoys were
treated in a less “elegant” manner than the fourth and other early convoys, that
escorts were treating the prisoners very severely, even brutally, and that either
during an inspection or whilst being put into a lorry, one of the prisoners had been
bayonetted and so on. In spite of these rumours by the end of April the 200 or
more prisoners whose names had been consistently omitted from the lists became
very dejected: “Those left behind were concentrated in one corner of the camp,
in block No. 10. Silence and boredom reigned in the camp . . . . The only
staff officer left was Admiral Czernicki, who lived in one room with Major Kopec,
a doctor. We were depressed because we were still there. But one of the
Soviet officials whispered to a prisoner: “Do not complain. The later you go the
more thankful you should be.” (Witness 6.) This remark at once spread
throughout the block.
After an interval of nearly two weeks, convoys began to leave again. On
May 10th about fifty prisoners were taken away, probably one truck-load. On
May 11th, Vice-Admiral Czernicki left with a similar batch of officers. On the
evening of the same day, hut No. 10 was separated by barbed wire from the rest
of the camp. About 100 prisoners who remained in this hut, thinking that they
were specially ill-treated by the Soviet authorities, were “extremely depressed.”
(Witness 6.)
On the following day, May 12th, 1940, these remaining prisoners were awakened
at 7. a. m. and ordered to get ready for a journey. All were to leave but nine
prisoners, whose names were read out from a special list. When this convoy had
left, the officers’ camp at Kozielsk (Kozielsk II) was liquidated.
The convoys were removed from Kozielsk in April 1940, in the following order:—

Table of convoys which left Kozielsk in April and May 1940

3rd April----------- 62 (74) "' including among J. Niemczynski, Wojciechowski.
4th “ --- 302 (342)
5th “ - 280 Fryga, Burdzinski, Westerski, Woloszyn
7th “ 92 (110) Gen. J. Minkiewicz, Gen. Smorawinski

Gen. Bohatyrewicz, Col. A. Stefanow
ski, Major A. Solski.

8th “ ----------- 277 W. Kruk, Zalasik.
9th “ ----------- 270
11th “ ----------- 290 W. Wajda, B. Wajs, Boguslawski, Przy

godzinski, Iwanuszko, Prof. Pienkow
ski, O. Ulrichs, S. Skupien.

12th “ 204 Kotecki, Ochocki.
15th “ 150 Col L. Pawlikowski, Bilewski.
16th “ 420 Comdr. L. Moszczenski, Capt. S. Tro

janowski, Znajdowski, Soltan.
17th “ ----------- 294 Lt. J. Roguszozak, Liljental, Majewski.
19th “ ----------- 304 J. Jozwiak, J. Handy, B. Leitgeber,

Rumianka, Domania, Rzazewski.
20th “ 344 L. Kowalewicz, Prausa, Jablonski, Prof.

Morawski, Paciorkowski.
21st “ 240 Dr. J. Jakubowicz, Capt. J. Trepiak.
22nd “ 120 J. Ziecina.
26th “ 150 (All sent to Pavlishtchev Bor and Gria

Zovietz—see below).
27th “ ----------- 200
29th “ ----------- 300 Prof. S. Swianiewicz, Dr. Tucholski, Lt.

M. Zoltowski, Lt. Korowajczyk.

Total approx-- 4,309

In May 1940the last three convoys left Kozielsk.
10th May, approx------------------------------------------------------------------------- 50 men.
11th May, “ -- ** 44

12th May, “ ------------------------------------------------------------------------- 95 *

Total approx------------------------------------------------------------------------- 195
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(The figures are based either on the reports of men who survived (in case the
reports do not agree with each other, the figures are added in brackets) or on
the notes, diaries etc. found on bodies discovered in mass-graves at Katyn. The
figures based on reports, being based mainly on memory of reporting men, should
not be taken as completely accurate).
Out of those convoys totalling 4,504 men only the one which left Kozielsk on
April 26th (150 men), one removed on May 12th, (95 men) and a few people
detached from various convoys en route, have been found at the camps of Pav
lishtchev Bor and Griazovietz (see below p. 113) also a diagram at the end of
PART ONE). The remaining number approximately 4,249 officers and men
have not been accounted for al all.

22. Kozielsk III (July 1940—June 1941). Camp for former Polish internees from
Lithuania, Lativa. A. General description.

At the time of the U. S. S. R.'s move against Poland and the occupation of the
province of Wilno by the Red Army, most of the few Polish troops in that area
and some detachments which had been opposing the Soviet arimes in the neigh
bourhood of Grodno, crossed the Lithuanian frontier and were interned by the
Lithuanians. A very small number of Polish units in the North of Wilno province
retreated into Lativa. During the winter of 1939/40 the remainder of the Polish
troops who had been carrying on for some months a “little war” against the Soviet
occupiers in the areas of Wilno, Grodno and Suwalki, also went to Lithuania.
In the neutral Baltic States Polish soldiers were disarmed and interned in
various camps; where they were treated as combatants of a belligerent State.
The interned Poles escaped en masse either to join the Polish Army in France,
or to return home to Poland. A certain number were officially released from:
internment on grounds of ill-health, or for other reasons. Consequently the num
ber of Poles interned in the Baltic States was greatly reduced, falling from more
than 10,000 in the autumn of 1939 to less than 5,000 at the beginning of 1940.
When in June 1940, the Red Army occupied the Baltic States, the deportation
of interned Poles to the interior of Russia began even before the official “incor
poration” of Lithuania and Latvia into the U. S. S. R. One of the places to
which these deportees were sent was the Kozielsk camp, which had been emptied
of Polish prisoners of war in the middle of May.
On 13.7.40 interned officers from Kalwaria Suwalska were brought to Kozielsk.
Subsequently, at varying intervals up to the end of August, 1940, more convoys
arrived there. They were composed of officers from Latvia, cadet officers,
N. C. Os. a few privates (mostly Military Police) and members of the civil police
force (officers and men) interned in Lithuania and Latvia. A certain number of
civilian Poles interned in Latvia were also brought there.
After the arrival of these “internees” at Kozielsk, the Soviet authorities im
mediately set themselves to discover which of them had been officers in the In
telligence Service, senior police officers and “partisans” operating against the
Red Army since September 1939. These, together with a dozen or more persons
also accused of special “crimes” against the Soviet, were removed from the camp,
presumably to prison.
During the autumn and winter months of 1940 a few Polish officers who had
been up till this time in Soviet prisons, were brought to Kozielsk and the cadet
officers, N. C. Os. and the majority of privates capable of work were taken away.
On October 11th General Przezdziecki and 20 officers, apparently chosen at ran
dom, were removed from the camp. After all these transfers there were in the
camp about 2,500 men, mostly police, about 800 Army officers few hundred
cadet officers and other ranks and some dozen civilians.
When these Polish internees arrived at Kozielsk they found that the previous
inmates had left many inscriptions in Polish on the doors, windows and walls;
in particular the dates of departure of the various groups of prisoners from Ko
zielsk were discovered on the walls of the kitchen. This calendar ended on 10.5.40,
beside which date a sentence, similar to the following was written: “To-day the
last group of 100 officers left. Direction unknown.”
Some of the N. K. V. D. staff from the preceding period were still there and con
tinued to carry out their duties. The most important role in Kozielsk III was
played by 1st Lieutenant Dymidowitch of the N. K. V. D., who was in charge of
the so-called “politruks” (political officers).
In the first weeks after their arrival at Kozielsk the internees were summoned!
1 the camp headquarters where the N. K. V. D. political officers made detailed
notes of their particulars. These particulars were afterwards “supplemented”
in the course of additional interrogations (called in Russian doprosy). In con
trast to the “interrogations” of the officers in the preceding period, these interro
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gations were in the nature of attempts of individual communist propaganda with
the object of recruiting adherents and agents by means of a clever combination of
discussions and threats, rather than proper investigations.
Simultaneously with the individual propaganda which took place during the
“supplementing of evidence”, general communist propaganda was carried out in
the camp through “cultural and educational” activities.
The internees were supplied with a considerable number of communist news
papers published both in Russian and in Polish. In 1941, there appeared in the
camp a large number of copies of “Nowe Widnokregi” (New Horizon), a literary
and social monthly paper, which Wanda Wasilewksa had started to publish in
Lwow 1 as an organ of the Union of Soviet Writers.

23. Kozielsk III. B. Work–Liquidation.
Although the Kozielsk internees were not in general forces to work, only staff
officers were officially exempt. Junior officers had to look after themselves and
keep their living quarters clean and tidy. Internees from the ranks and from the
police force were seldom employed outside the precincts of the camp.
In the spring of 1941 the Soviet authorities decided to make use of the internees
for public work. At the end of April and the beginning of May all privates and
policemen fi

t

for work left Kozielsk in two convoys. .

These convoys went North to the White Sea, from whence the men were shipped

to the Kola peninsula. There the internees were employed on building roads and
aerodromes in the area of the river Ponoi. After the outbreak of the Russian
German war, they were brought back to the Central Russia and put into camps
at Talitza and Yugov and subsequently handed over to the Polish Armed Forces

in the U. S. S. R
.

(see following pages). Reports o
f

these movements o
f former

inmates o
f Kozielsk reached the Polish Embassy in Kuybysheve and gave rise to

the belief, held for a certain time in Polish circles, that prisoners of war from
Kozielsk Starobielsk and Ostashkov had been deported to the far north o

f

Russia.
(See PART TWO.) -

The officers and comparatively small number of other ranks and policemen, con
sidered Soviet authorities a

s unfit for work, remained a
t Kozielsk until 29.6.41

when they were loaded into trucks and transferred in one convoy to the N. K.
D. camp at Griazovietz, near Vologda.

24. Fate o
f prisoners o
f

war deported from Kozielsk II, (namely October 1939-May
1940 Officers' P

.
O
.

W. Camp). A. General observations.
Owing to the disappearance o

f

97% o
f

the Polish officers from Kozielsk II,

# was a long time no real evidence as to their fate after deportation fromOzielsk.
Only the people from two convoys which left Kozielsk on 26.4.40 and 12.5.40
appeared again a

s it was previously told. From the remaining convoys very few
individuals survived, and these can only give information about the fate of the
rest o

f

the people in the convoy up to the moment when they were separated from
them. The rest of their report concerns only their own individual experiences.
As Polish prisoners of war deported from Kozielsk were treated a

s prisoners and
transported in special prison trucks, with compartments carefully isolated from
each other, the information gleaned by anyone individual about his fellow prisoners
was necessarily very fragmentary. They knew only what happened in their own
compartment up to the time o

f

their leaving the convoy. It is difficult for them

to give any information even about what was happening in neighbouring compart
ments. Moreover, trucks could be detached and sent to a different destination or
individuals could be taken out of a compartment without the knowledge of some
one in another truck or compartment.
In the absence of detailed information about the greater part of the convoys, a

full account will be given below of the experiences of those who were in the convoys

o
f

26.4. and 12.5.40, and fragmentary reports o
f

the fate o
f

other convoys.
These reports will also provide an illustration of the treatment generally ac
corded to Polish officers by the Soviet authorities. Although these officers
reappeared after a couple o

f years and managed to leave the U
.
S
. S
.
R
.

there is

every reason for thinking that the treatment and final fate of the other officers
was, if anything, worse.
When, in 1943, the Germans revealed the existence of the ill-famous Katyn
ves, officials o
f

the Polish Red Cross, were permitted to assist a
t

the exhuma
tion of the bodies (See PART THREE). As some of these officials were connected
with the Underground Movement, the Polish Government in London were able to

1 South-Eastern Poland, occupied by U. S. S. R. in 1939.
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acquire some of the documents (original or copies) which were found on the corpses.
Among these were diaries in which the experiences of the prisoners after leaving
Kozielsk had been recorded. The fact that these diaries record detailed descrip
tions of everyday life, at Kozielsk, which are in complete accord with the deserip
tions given by surviving officers is an undeniable proof of their authenticity.

25. B. Experiences of prisoners of war deported from Kozielsk II, before the liquida
tion of the camp was begun.

It has already been mentioned that some officers were deported from Kozielsk,
either singly or in small groups before the liquidation of the camp was begun in
April, 1940. The fate of these individuals after leaving Kozielsk varied in detail
but was fundamentally the same; prisons and “interrogations,” “sentences” and
their execution.
A description will be given of the experiences of those officers who were removed
from Kozielsk on 8.3.40, without reference to the fate of the officers taken away
singly from Kozielsk, or to that of the group of the Army chaplains who left on
23.12.39 or of the group of Polish officers of Georgian origin removed in the middle
of January, 1940.
In the evening of 8.3.40 soldiers of the camp guard began to collect officers from
various huts, whose names were on a short list. After these people had been identi
fied by “seniors”, the N. K. V. D. soldiers ordered them to collect their possessions
immediately and pushed them singly and in a brutal manner to the camp adminis
tration building. Here the prisoners were rather superficially searched and all
state property was taken away from them. In groups of two or three, each group
escorted by two N. K. V. D. men armed with revolvers, they were conducted to
the railway station about 8 miles distant. As the temperature was minus 20
degrees centigrade it was difficult to march, laden, along the dark, rough paths,
covered with frozen and slippery snow, particularly as the guards were constantly
prodding the prisoners on. When an old retired colonel began obviously to lose
his strength, the guards shoved him brutally on, abusing the “officer of the White
Guard,” who “cannot walk now, but was last year able to march with the troops
opposing the Red Army” and jeeringly urged the “old warrior” to regain his feet
and hurry to his “little wife,” whom he would see tomorrow.
On arriving at the station after a very rapid march, the prisoners were locked
into a prison truck in the same groups of two or three, each group in a separate
compartment. One of the prisoners described the prison truck in these words:
“‘The Bolsheviks' official name for such a truck is ‘saka' (abbreviation for “Saklu
chenny," i.e. imprisoned). The truck which is of “Pullman’ type has windows,
covered by an iron grid on the corridor side only. Doors lead from the corridor
to widowless compartments and subcompartments. In addition to the iron bars,
these compartments can also be closed by iron doors, which, when shut, exclude
all light. The corridor is constantly patrolled by armed soldiers of an N. K. V. D.
escort, young men recently conscripted, all members of the “Komsomol (Com
munist Youth Organisation), and political fanatics who often treat the prisoners
ruthlessly and cover them with abuse.
The N. K. V. D. Lieutenant in charge of the convoy was not unpolite to the
prisoners, some of whom were still under the delusion that, they were being
liberated and “sent home” in exchange for prisoners in German hands. But to
the more realistic ones the journey in prison trucks with a strong escort rather
suggested that they were regarded as “important criminals” on their way to jail.
As the loaded truck remained stationary at Kozielsk for the best part of 24
hours, before it was hitched to a goods train, the rapid march to the station was
quite unnecessary. After travelling for three days, during which time the train
was more often standing in stations than moving, the prisoners having travelled
only about 130 miles arrived at Smolensk. Here at some distance from the
station they were unloaded from the truck and formed into ranks. One of the
guards ordered them to march, in formation, without speaking to each other or
to any passer-by, to look straight ahead and not to break ranks, threatening,
that if anyone took even half a step sideways this would be regarded as an attempt
to escape and the guards would open fire immediately. After crossing the railway
yards, the prisoners were halted in front of a closed gate, leading on to a road,
and were ordered to kneel down in the deep, dirty snow. After a few minutes a
black, closed bus arrived and the prisoners were ordered to stand up in turn and
get into the bus.
The bus was specially£ for transporting prisoners. A narrow corridorran up the centre, on both sides of which were many very low and narrow doors.
When a prisoner stepped in to the corridor, he was ordered by an N. K. V. D.
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standing there, to enter, backwards one of the cabins. These compartments
were unlit and so small that the prisoners were forced to adopt a crouching posi
tion. This was the prisoners’ first experience of the “tshornivoron” (black crow),
well-known to Soviet citizens. Some of the prisoners already extremely nervous
on account of having been thus apparently especially picked out from the 5,000
other P. O. W’s and very bewildered by the several days journey in what were
to them hitherto inconceivable conditions and the constant abuse hurled at them
by the guards, were reluctant to enter the dark, narrow holes, assuming that this
was some unknown method of torture or even of execution. The guards however,
pushed them in, and, after shutting the door, called out for the next prisoner.
. As the prisoners were taken singly from their huts at Smolensk, conducted to
the station and loaded into the train in twos and threes, they had no idea who
their fellow-travellers were. They did not see them until their arrival at the
Smolensk station. Just as during the journey every prisoner had tried in vain
to puzzle out the reason for his deportation from Kozielsk by analysing his past
life and particularly the period of imprisonment, so now in the bus each one tried
to guess what the future held in store for him by analysing the composition of the
whole group, in which everyone had one or two acquaintances. The group was;
however, so mixed that there seemed to be no logical grounds for its composition.
There were altogether 14 officers in the group, including a retired Colonel
named Stanislaw Lipkind-Lubodziecki, a public prosecutor of the Supreme Court,
Colonel Starzynski, a cavalry officer and formerly Polish Military Attaché in
Belgium; Captain Radziszewski, an officer formerly attached to the Military
Replacements Office and Lieutenant Graniczny, a naval officer who had played

#
important part in the Polish rising against the Germans in Silesia after the
ast War.
After travelling for less than twenty minutes, the prisoners were unloaded in
a small yard, surrounded by buildings with barred windows. Five prisoners
were separated from the group and conducted to one of the buildings; the rest
were ordered to re-enter the “tshorni voron”. After a few minutes they were
ordered out again and four more were put into the prison. Then the bus drove
off with the remaining five.
Thus in the yard of the Smolensk prison on the afternoon of 13.3.40 the group
of prisoners from Kozielsk was broken up.
Of the whole group only one prisoner has been heard of since, having succeeded
in escaping from the U. S. S. R. This particular prisoner was one of the second
group of four who entered the Smolensk prison."

1His experiences, according to his report were as follows:
After waiting for about half an hour in the yard, the prisoners were taken to the prison office, from where
two were taken to their cells without delay. The remainder had to wait another few hours. When the
night was well advanced the latter were taken to the underground cellars and ordered to undress completely.
They were then subjected to an exceptionally thorough personal search (even to the mouth and anus)
during which articles of value, sharp instruments, papers, braces, belts, string etc. were confiscated. After
another hour of waiting they were conducted to a brightly illuminated cell, containing two beds and two
chairs. During the first night the prisoners were awakened several times by guards looking into the cell
and instructing them how to sleep in prison (it is forbidden to cover hands or face with the blanket, to lie
on the stomach or on the side; the face must be visible through the opening in the door (so-called “judas”).
On the morning of the third day this Kozielsk prisoner was sent with a convoy of Soviet prisoners, but
strictly isolated from them, first in a “tshornivoron” and then in a “zaka” (prison) truck to Kharkov.
Kharkov the prisoners were refused admission, as the prison was already overcrowded, and were sent

to Kiev. At Kiev the Polish prisoner was taken to the “interior prison of the N. K. V. D.” in Korolenko
Street. When handing him over in the prison office the guard stated that he had brought a prisoner-of-war
from camp No. 13. During an examination similar to the one at Smolensk, the guard tore off the metal
hooks from the collar of the Polish uniform, the iron rim and strap from the military cap, from which he also
took the eagle (Polish National Emblem) saying “that bird has flown away from you”. He was about to
tear off all the metal buttons from the tunic, at which the prisoner protested violently afraid of catching
cold in a buttonless uniform. -

The “internal” prison was an investigation prison and the strictest isolation was enforced. When pris
oners were taken through the corridors, the attendant constantly flicked his fingers and Smacked his lips
in order to give notice of his approach to other guards who might be conducting prisoners. In the case of a
meeting, one of the prisoners was pushed into an empty cell, or, if there was none at hand, was made to
stand with his face to the wall, being strictly forbidden to turn round. To prevent suicide attempts, the
staircase# 'rounded by string nets, so that when going up and down stairs the prisoners had to keepclose to the Wall.
The cells were searched every five or six days. In the presence of two guards the prisoner had to strip
completely; his body, his personal possessions, his bedding, the windows, doors, floors and walls were
9xamined and the radiators shaken... All this was carried out to the accompaniament of abuse and of vulgar
jokes and jeers about the Polish uniform, Polish State and Polish Forces.
During the first weeks in prison, the prisoner's fingerprints were taken four times as well as his photo
graphs full face and profile. On the eighth day he was taken out of his cell with his belongings, searched with
extreme thoroughness, ordered to leave his possessions in another cell and conducted through internal
passages to the N. K. V. D. building. , Here the N. K. V. D. “investigator”, Gusiev, informed him in the
presence of two other members of the N. K. V. D. that the Soviet authorities possessed “incomplete, but
concrete and very serious” evidence about himself and his activities, in view of which the only way he
could save himself would be to confess his guilt and tell the whole truth. The investigator asked him when,
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where and by whom he had been recruited for the Japanese Intelligence Service, what tasks had been given
him and how far he had succeeded in carrying them out.
The prisoner, who since his departure from Kozielsk had been racking his brain for the possible cause of
his removal, was amazed and disgusted by this fantastic accusation of spying for Japan. In answering he
showed his disguest and was consequently abused by the “investigator”, who called him “the servant of a
capitalist state which persecutes the workers and peasants, exploiting them and sucking their blood.”
After about twenty minutes “conversation”, during which the prisoner, also adopting a somewhat harsh
tone, categorically denied the accusations of espionage, the “investigator” said that the prisoner himself had
declared in the Kozielsk camp that he went to tea at the Japanese Embassy in Warsaw. As the Japanese
do not give tea for nothing, it was obvious that he must have done them some service. After giving this
“damning proof”, he ordered the prisoner to be taken away, advising him to think the matter over and re
fresh his memory about the whole of his work for Japan, so as to be able to give an account of it next time.
After this “interrogation", of which no official record was kept, the prisoner was taken to another cell,
which was already occupied by another prisoner, a Soviet citizen charged with espionage for a foreign state—
but not Japan. Numerous subsequent interrogations took place at night, but the attitude of the interroga
tors was less harsh and there was no further mention of espionage. On the contrary a very polite manner
was adopted and during one of the interrogations the “investigator” even tried to tempt the prisoner, half
Starved on prison fare, to tea with sugar and rolls with butter and sausage. The “investigator” appealed
to the prisoner “not to obstruct the Soviet authorities in important matters of state”, urging him to give
them a detailed and accurate written account of his life and a description of the structure, organisation and
competence of Polish courts as well as of the Siberian Association of which the prisoner had declared him.
self a member in his life sketch.
The discussion on the Siberian Association took up several long sessions, the “investigator” vainly striving
to induce the prisoner to write that the object of this Association was to obtain information concerning
Siberia for the benefit of the former Polish Government. All the prisoner's explanations that the Siberian
Association was one of the associations of former combatants who were in Siberia during the First World
War had no effect. During the thirteenth interrogation on 23.3.40, the “investigator’s” assistant handed
the prisoner an ‘‘indictment” bearing that day’s date, charging him in accordance with Article 58 para 13,
of the Soviet Penal Code, with serving the former Tsarist judicature and the military and civilian judicature
in Poland. The “indictment” did not mention “espionage”. The prisoner—a qualified and experi
enced lawyer-protested against the contents of the indictment and against the detention of a prisoner of
war in a Soviet prison as if he were a common criminal, and referred to international laws and conventions.
Whereupon, he was told by the Soviet official that the so-called Polish Army was an ordinary “White
Guard Band”, the U. S. S. R. was not interested in “foreign” or “bourgeois” laws and, that he was to
sign a declaration to the effect that he had seen his indictment, adding that the prisoner would be able to
lodge any objections to this indictment with the appropriate authorities.
At the next interrogation by the “investigator”, the prisoner took advantage of the right to appeal against
the indictment. In his appeal, which was prepared without the help of any legal textbooks, the prisoners
pointed out that:
a) from 8.3.40 up to the day of receiving the indictment, i.e., for 1% months, he had been deprived of
liberty without any legal grounds.
b) the indictment of 23.4.40was devoid of any legal foundations, since the fact of Serving in the Tsarist
judicature twenty years ago is not a cause for prosecution, particularly in view of the fact that the
prisoner, as a Tsarist judge, served the cause of the future revolution, giving assistance to the P. P. S.£" Party) fighters, and after the outbreak of the revolution in 1917was elected a memberOf the SOVietS.
c) the Services carried out by a citizen of a foreign state in his own country cannot form the basis for
prosecution by a Soviet court, particularly as they had not brought against him any concrete charges
connected with his service in the Polish judicature.
In conclusion the appeal asked for withdrawal of the accusation, and the sending of the prisoner, either
to his permanent domicile in Poland or to a neutral country, or to a camp for Polish prisoners of war. The
prisoner received no answer either to this appeal or to other similar representations, all of which were referred
to the public prosecutor of the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, the public prosecutor of the U.S. S. R.
etc. After the end of April 1940,he was no longer called for interrogation. -
During the second half of August 1940,after a period of 3% months spent in prison in extremely hard phys
ical and psychological conditions, the prisoner was again summoned for “interrogation”. This time he

# #ght before another investigator, with a very familiar face, who asked him: “have we not metore?”
In fact he was a man named Smarin, who as a “politruk” (political officer) in the Kozielsk camp during
the winter of 1939/40,had been exceptionally “kind” to the prisoner, often entering into “private conversa

#.# him and thereby gleaning information on subjects which had not been touched in official inrrogationS.
In the course of several interrogations Smarin persistently raised the “Japanese” question, but learnt
nothing except what the prisoner had already told him in “private conversations” at Kozielsk about his
invitation to tea at the Japanese Embassy in Warsaw. Smarin beguiled the prisoner about the possibility
of his return to Warsaw and very discretely tried to discover whether the Soviet authorities could count
on him as an agent.
The following conversation arose:
Q. “Let us imagine”, said Smarin, “that the Public Prosecutor annuls your case. Let us suppose that
your request to return to German-occupied Poland is complied with, that the Germans allow you to live
at liberty in Warsaw in your own apartment. What would you do?”
“I would rest after my exhausting experiences.”
“Supposing I turned up at your apartment for one day, would you give me a cup of tea?”
“I do not know if there would be any tea there.”
“And would you put me up for the night?”

th
“You have the large Soviet Legation in Warsaw. You would be better off and more comfortable

ere.”
Q. “But if I did not want the Soviet Legation to know ofmy arrival; if I came incognitom as a spy, would
you take me in and report to the Gestapo that a Soviet agent had arrived?”
A. “I do not know the regulations in Warsaw about reporting. I do not know what has happened to my
apartment. In these circumstances I cannot give you an answer”.
Smarin's task was to finish the investigation which had been dragging on for more than six months# one of the interrogations a formal record was made of the questioning of the prisoner on charges
relating to:

a) serving in the Russian Tsarist judicature.
b) service in the military and civilian judicature in Poland.
c) participation in the “nationalist and anti-Soviet Siberian Association”.

Subsequently the “record of investigation” was shown to him, and it contained besides a few formal state
ment, only evidence and reports written by the prisoner himself. This complete “record” was sent to the

#
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26. Kozielsk II. C. The Convoy of 7.4.40."
According to the diary of Major Adam Solski (file No. 0490),” which was found
at Katyn, the fate of this convoy (numbering 110.120 officers) after it left
Kozielsk on 7.4.40 was as follows:
“Sunday morning, 7.4.40. After yesterday when the people from the “Skit”
(see page 20) were put into one hut where we are today, we have been ordered to
pack up our things by 11.40 a.m. in order to go to the Club for a search. Lunch
in the Club . . . (illegible). After the search at 14.55 we left the walls and
the wires of the Kozielsk camp (the Gorki Rest House). At 16.55 (22.55 p. m.
Polish time), at the Kozielsk railway siding, we were put into prison trucks. It
is said, that in the U. S. S. R. 50% of passenger coaches are prison trucks. With
me are going Joseph Kutyba,” Capt. Paul Szyfter, and some Majors, a Lt.
Colonels and Captains—12 in all. Accommodation for 7 at the most.
“8.4.40. 3.30 a. m. departure from Kozielsk station moving East. 9.30 a. m.
at Jelnia station.
“8.4.40. Since 12 we have been standing in a railway siding at Smolensk.
“9.4.40. In the morning some minutes before 5, reveille in the prison trucks
and preparing to leave. We are to go somewhere by car. What next?
“9.4.40. From dawn the day started in a special way. Departure in prison
coach in cells (terrible). Taken somewhere into a wood, something like a country
house. Here a special search. I was relieved of my watch, pointing to 6.30 a. m.
(8.30 a. m. Polish time), asked about a wedding-ring. Roubles, belt and pocket
knife taken away.” Here the diary breaks off.

27. Kozielsk II. D. Convoy of 8.4.40.
On April 8th a convoy of 277 people left Kozielsk. None of them were heard
of again. At Katyn a diary was found beside the body of an unidentified soldier.
(Body No. 424). In this diary there was amongst other things a drawing of a
man with a beard, bearing the signature “Kruk Waclaw, Kozielsk, 1940”. From
the diary it was possible to decipher the following description of the experience of
this convoy:
“8.4.40. Up to now I have not written anything, as I thought there was
nothing special. Recently, i. e. at the end of March and beginning of April, there
was a feeling of departure in the air. We took it for the usual gossip. But the
gossip turned out to be true. In the first days of April convoys began to leave,
at first small ones. From the “Skit” mostly . . . (illegible) of more than a
dozen persons. In the end on Saturday the 6th the “Skit” was liquidated and
transferred to the main camp. We were temporarily put in the Majors' block.
Yesterday a convoy of senior officers left: three General, 20–25 Colonels and
about the same number of Majors. Because of the way they departed we were
in the best spirits. Today my turn has come. In the morning I had a bath and
washed my socks and handkerchiefs . . . (illegible) “to the Club with your
belongings.” . After we had given back all Goyernment property another search
took place in hut 19, and from there we were conducted through the gates to the
buses, in which we drove to a little station, not Kozielsk (Kozielsk is cut off by
floods). At the station we were loaded into prison trucks under strict guard.
In the prison cell (which I am seeing for the first time) we are thirteen. I do not
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Public Prosecutor and the prisoner was still kept in prison. A few days after the culmination of the “in
vestigation”, the prisoner was taken to the doctor, who ordered him to take off his uniform and shirt, glanced
at his chest and back and without a word sent him back to his cell. In the doctor’s opinion this intellectual
of over 60years of age, having spent a year in camps and prisons, was perfectly fit for heavy work in a “correc
tional” forced labour camp.
On 16.10.40the prisoner was transferred from the “internal” N. K. V. D. prison to a prison at Lukianovka,
where he was to wait for the “verdict”. A few months later he was called into the prison office and informed
that according to the verdict of the “O. S. O.” (Osoboie Sovieshtshanye, a Special N. K. V. D. Council)
he had been described “socially dangerous person” and “condemned to 8 years in a correctional labour
camp, situated in the far North.” In December 1940,he then went to this camp, from which he was freed,
as a result of persistent requests by the Polish Embassy, on 8.3.42,six months and twenty-two days, after the
announcement of the so-called, “amnesty” for Polish citizens, 12.8.41) and four months after Molotov's
declaration that the “amnesty” concerning Polish prisoners of war and other prisoners had been carried
out to the full and that not a single person of this category was still in captivity on Soviet territory. (See
below PART TWO).
1.About the first three convoys to leave Kozielsk on April 3rd, 4th and 5th, 1940we had no information
at all. The fourth, which it will be remembered included. The 3 Generals, and left Kozielsk in very
high spirits, after a farewell celebration organised in the camp—also disappeared.
2The bodies and the objects found with them at Ketyn were each listed and given a number (see PART
THREE). The Germans gave the bodies of General Smorawinski and General Bohatyrewicz found in the
same grave as that of Major Solski, the Nos. 1 and 2. The body of General Minkiewicz who was in civilian
clothes (see above) was not identified at Ketyn.
aFound at Katyn—body No. 481.
4Not identified at Katyn.
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know yet my chance companions in misfortune. Now we are waiting to depart.
As much as I was optimistic before, I’m coming now to the conclusion that this
journey is not good at all. The worst thing is that it is not known whether we
shall be able to find out in which direction we shall go. We have to wait patiently.
We are moving in the direction of Smolensk. It is a sunny day, a lot of snow still
on the ground.
“9.4.40. Tuesday. We spent the night more comfortably than in the former
cattle trucks. There was a little more room and not such a frightful shaking.
Today is a real winter's day. Snow is whirling around, it is cloudy. In the
fields as much snow as in January. It is not possible to find out in which direction
we are going. During the night we moved very little, now we have just passed
the station of Spas-Demianskoie. I have never noticed such a station on the
way to Smolensk on the map. I am afraid we are going to the North or North
East, judging by the weather. During the days it is just like it used to be.
Yesterday morning we were given a portion of bread and some sugar. Cold
boiled water was put into the truck. It is now nearly mid-day, but we have not
been given anything to eat. Our treatment is also . . . brutal. They permit
us nothing. We are allowed to go to the lavatory only when it pleases the guards;
neither asking nor shouting helps.” (There follow a few remeniscences of the
“Skit”, which are omitted here).
“It is 14.30. We are coming to Smolensk. For the time being we are standing
in a goods station. . . . We are really at Smolensk. It is almost evening, we
have passed Smolensk and are now in Gniezdovo station. It looks as if we are
to get out here, for there are a great many soldiers moving about. In any case
we have literally had nothing to eat up to now. From breakfast time yesterday
we have been living on a piece of bread and a small drink of water.” Here the
diary breaks off. -

28. Kozie'sk II. E. Convoy of 26.4.40.
Nearly all the people in the 16th convoy, which left Kozielsk on 26.4.40, unlike
those who were in the first fifteen, afterwards re-appeared quite safe in another
P. O. W.'s camp. (See page 50.) Their reports give us direct evidence of the
treatment received by the prisoners during these journeys and some idea of the
destination of the earlier convoys.
Just as in the case of previous convoys, on the morning of 26.4.40 a soldier of
the N. K. V. D. read out in the living quarters the names of all those who were to
leave that day. There were altogether 160 people on the list. All of them with
the exception of about 40 cadets, were officers. Among these were a great major
ity of those Polish officers of German descent who have previously declared them
selves to the camp authorities to be, Volksdeutsche.”
They were assembled in the club and were conducted to one of the huts close
to the wall which surrounded the camp. In a search they were deprived of all
sharp objects, even spoons. They were however allowed to keep their personal
documents and letters from families and friends. After, they were taken out
of the camp, escorted by a strong N. K. V. D. guard, and loaded into heavy
lorries, very overcrowded, which took them to the railway siding at Kozielsk,
where prison trucks were already waiting.
Fourteen to sixteen persons were pushed into each compartment and the doors
locked. In the corridors were armed guards who escorted prisoners to the
lavatory twice a day at appointed times. Each group was allowed to stay there
three minutes.
After a few hours the train began to move. The prisoners tried to calculate
the direction in which they were going, by the sun. Only a few optimists still
believed they were going “home”, as had been vaguely suggested by the author
ities at Kozielsk. The majority had grown much more pessimistic as a result of
the prison trucks and the strong escort. On the walls of the compartments they
found messages written up by members of previous convoys who had been trans
ported in the same trucks. From these messages it appeared that they had
travelled towards Smolensk, which confirmed the rumours which had been
circulating at Kozielsk of the existence of a specially isolated transit camp there.
The following are quotations from two reports of members of the convoy of
26.4.40;
“Soldiers who had previously left Kozielsk had promised us to leave messages
in the trucks saying where they were going and what was happening to them.
I found one such message, written by someone who had gone before me, saying
that they were standing in the second station after Smolensk, and that the
occupants of the front trucks were being transferred into cars and driven off in
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an unknown direction. I don’t really remember whether that message said the
second station after Smolensk or a station near Smolensk, but in any case, it was
either one or the other.” (Witness 14).
“In my compartment of the prison truck, I found an inscription in Polish:
‘We are leaving at the second station beyond Smolensk. Cars are waiting for
us.” In other compartments were similar messages.” (Witness 13).
“The journey lasted over twenty-four hours. In the afternoon of 27.4.40 the
prisoners disembarked at Babinino station, from whence they were driven in
heavy lorries to a camp at Pavlishtchev Bor.
“During the journey by road from Babinino station to Pavlishtchev Bor, the
guards deliberately tormented the prisoners. The locked lorries were incredibly
overcrowded and shook terribly on the rough roads. Two officers fainted.
Anyone who tried to hold the side of the lorry was hit on the fingers with a
bayonet”. (Witness 4.)

29. Kozielsk II. F. Convoy of 29.4.40.
From this convoy only one person was found, having been separated from the
convoy at the station of Gniezdovaia (Gniezdovo), near Smolensk, with extracts
from it, of the report of the officer concerned.
“. . . The convoy was composed of 5 (perhaps 6) prison trucks. . . . We

• calculated that there were about 300 of us. We were put into separate com
partments. In my compartment were 14 people. . . .”
“We left Kozielsk in the late evening. . . . At sunrise we were at Smolensk.
We stood there for a few minutes only, then the train moved on in a North
Westerly direction. It was a bright, sunny day. From the shadows of the
telegraph poles we realised that we were travelling North-West. This fact was
greeted with joy, as many began to believe they were really taking us to Poland.
After travelling for several kilometres the train halted. The rumour spread that
we were to be unloaded. . . .”
“. . . After about half-an-hour's wait a Colonel of the N. K. V. D. entered
our truck, called out my name, announced that I was to be separated from the
convoy and ordered me to collect my things. He personally conducted me to
an empty prison truck, where I was locked into one of the compartments. A
special guard stood in the corridor before barred doors. Shortly after I heard
some sort of noise in an adjacent truck, the hum of a motor and the cries of the£ Prison trucks are so constructed that the walls of compartments
ave no windows, except for a small square of glass right under the ceiling. By
climbing on the highest shelf (intended for luggage) it is possible to see out.
I therefore pretended that I wanted to sleep and climbed on to it. Soon the
guard was standing with his back to the door o

f my compartment and looking
out o

f

the window (the corridors o
f prison trucks have windows). So I was able

to look out. We were standing outside the station. Before u
s was a big square

partly covered with grass. At right angles to the railway ran a road, skirting the
left side o

f

the square. The horizon was covered with a wood. The square was
surrounded by N. K

.

V. D. guards with bayonets and rifles. The distance between
the guards was about 1

0 feet. In the square stood a passenger bus, its windows
smeared with cement. . . .” -

“. . . The entrance to the bus was at the back; it came right up to the trucks

so that the prisoners were able to enter it directly from the trucks. On both
sides o

f

the entrance to the bus stood N. K. V. D. men. Two of them had bayo
nets on their rifles. About 30 people got into the bus. It drove off in the direc
tion of the wood and after a certain time (about half-an-hour) returned to collect
the next party. The whole thing was supervised by a colonel of the N. K

.

V
. D.,

the same one who took me away from the convoy. . . .”

“After the unloading was completed, I was handed over to a Captain o
f

the
N. K

.

V
. D., who turned out to be the governor of the Smolensk prison. In a

special prison car he took me to the so-called ‘internal’ N. K. V
.

D
. prison, in the

cellars of the Smolensk N. K. W. D. office. . . .”

This officer was subsequently taken to the Lubianka prison in Moscow, where
six months later he was condemned by the administrative authorities to 8 years
hard labour. He was not released until April, 1942.

30. Kozielsk II. G
.

Convoy o
f

12.5.40.

When the convoy left Kozielsk on 12.5.40 the liquidation o
f

the P.O.W. camp
for officers was practically completed. On this occasion a general order to pre
pare to leave was given to all the prisoners, o
f

which there were about a hundred
remaining in the camp. A list was however, read out in the morning on which
were the names o

f
9 people who were ordered to stay in the camp.
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Impatient and exasperated by the prolonged wait for their departure from
Kozielsk, the prisoners hurried over their breakfast and assembled of their own
accord in front of the gates of the camp. Here however, they were unexpectedly
made to wait a long time before the direction of their journey was finally decided
upon, as General Zarubin's deputy Major Elman was discussing the question
With Moscow.
From the report of one of the prisoners it seems that it was at first intended
that the destination of the convoy should be the same as that of earlier ones—£ to Smolensk; but that at the last minute another decision was taken inOSCOW.

“We were kept standing right in front of the gates. We waited quite a long
time. The sun was beating down. ... I entered into conversation with Commissar
Dymidowicz, who was leaning on the gate. He always formed up the convoys.
‘Where are we going?” ... I asked.—‘You are going towards Smolensk,”—“Is
Smolensk a nice town?”—“Yes, a fine city'—he replied. “But, you will not see it.’
‘What are we waiting for?' I asked.—“For Elman, who is telephoning to Mos
cow. . . . . After a time Elman appeared, took Dymidowicz aside and started
to talk to him”. (Witness 6).
When Major Elman came up after the prisoners were superficially searched, led
out of the camp, loaded into heavy lorries and driven, under strong escort, to a

small station near Kozielsk. The prison trucks were already waiting. One of

the prisoners noticed that “Babinino” was freshly written in chalk on the trucks.
Others saw the half obliterated name of “Gniezdovo”.
After travelling for more than 24 hours “in unbelievably bad conditions”, the
train reached Babinino station. During the journey, prisoners in many different
compartment discovered messages left there by members o

f previous convoys.
In several of them the name of “Gniezdovo” station was mentioned.
Two witnesses have given the following reports about this:
“In my compartment was an inscription written by someone in a previous
convoy. “We shall be disembarked a

t

Gniezdovo. We can see the lorries wait
ing.’” (Witness 15). -

“. . . In the railway truck which was carrying u
s to Pawlishtchev Bor, I

found scratched on the ceiling, inscriptions bearing dates which corresponded to

the dates of departure o
f

other convoys: “We are disembarking a
t Gniezdovo,

not far from Smolensk. We are going somewhere in lorries.’” (Witness 16).
After a wait of several hours in Babinino, the prisoners were taken out of the
trucks and put into lorries, which carried them to the camp a

t

Pawlishtchev Bor.
Members o

f

the convoy o
f

12.5.40 give a fairly detailed account of this part of
the journey. “So many prisoners were put into the lorries standing with their
backs to the engine that there was not an inch to spare. Then at a word o

f

command, all the prisoners were ordered to sit down, with the result that each
person was pinned down by the man in front, their legs becoming mixed up. Every
time the prisoners moved in the lorry the Soviet guards prodded them with
bayonet points. By the time they had driven over 40 kilometres (about 25 miles),
many o

f

the prisoners had fainted.” (Witness 17).
“We had to sit all the time and it was forbidden to move. In each lorry were
seated three Soviet soldiers with rifles pointing at us. In addition, a machine
gun was mounted on a special lorry, in which there were also specially trained
police dogs”. (Witness 15).

CHAPTER III. THE CAMP AT STARORIELSK

31. Topographical and historical description o
f

the camp.

Starobielsk is a small town in the province o
f Voroshilovgrad (South-Eastern

Ukraine) (see the map). After the revolution large transit camps were estab
lished there to accommodate the intelligentisa who had been deported from the
large town. There political prisoners were sorted out before being sent to cor
rectional labour camps in the North. During the years 1939–41 one of these
camps was used for Polish prisoners of war, and they were put in in numbers far
exceeding its capacity. The camp was situated on the outskirts of the town on
the site o

f
a former monastery, which was surrounded by a high wall. In an

area o
f
a few hectares stood two orthodox churches and various monastery

buildings. In the autumn of 1939 the larger church was used for storing wheat
which, according to the prisoners, was gradually transported to Germany in com
pliance with the Soviet-German economic agreement. It was finally emptied in

1940, after which it was used for a time a
s prisoners’ living quarters. The
prisoners cleaned it out themselves and built tiers of bunks, from floor to ceiling.
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The smaller church used by the Polish P. O. W.s from the beginning as living
quarters had been fitted with seven tiers of bunks. The space between the bunks.
was so small that the prisoners had the impression of living in “small, smelly
boxes, placed one on top of the other.” Those living at the bottom of this human
ant-heap were in perpetual darkness. The other monastery outhouses, stables,
etc. were no less crowded. There were not enough bunks for all the prisoners
arriving at the camp, so they had to sleep on the ground, in corridors—and in
fact, wherever they could find a little space. Altogether the whole camp was
completely neglected, dilapidated and filthy.
At the main entrance was a guard-room and beside it a very narrow gate,
through which prisoners leaving the camp had to pass in single file. The head
quarters of the Soviet camp administration were situated outside the walls.
In the centre of the camp was the so-called “osoby otdiel” (Special Branch)
composed of a team of N. K. V. D. officials whose task was to compile evidence
and carry out investigations.
While officer prisoners of war were there, the condi ion of the Starobielsk camp
was very much improved. The officers (to a great extent on their own initiative)
repaired existing buildings, built two large huts, kitchens (hitherto there had been
only field kitchens), shower baths, laundries, and latrines. They sank three
artesian wells, drained the ground, put the electric plant in working order and
organized for Smithy, and carpentry, boot repairing, and tailoring workshops.
here was no “Club” at Starobielsk although these are found in most Soviet

camps. Soviet propaganda films were at first shown out in the open and later
in the partially empty large church. At the beginning of 1940 a very small
reading-room was opened in the camp with accommodation for 10 persons at the
moSt.

32. Starobielsk I. (September–October, 1939) Camp for prisoners of war from the
ranks.

In the period immediately following the Soviet aggression against Poland,
Polish prisoners of war were indiscriminately sent to Starobielsk camp. By the
beginning of October the camp already contained 8,000 people, mostly privates,
who were treated more or less the same as those who were at that time at Kozielsk
on account of the overcrowding. The living conditions, quarters and food were
extremely bad and made worse by continuous rain, Snow and mud. It should be
emphasized that barely half the prisoners were housed in the buildings; the rest
lived in roofless sheds and a few tents.
During the second half of October there was at Starobielsk, as at Kozielsk, a
noticeable tendency to turn the camp into an officers' camp. At the end of Octo
ber and the beginning of November, N.C.O.'s and privates, numbering altogether
over 6,000, were taken away and increasingly large numbers of officer prisoners
arrived.1
During November the camp was almost emptied of other ranks and Starobielsk
was converted into a camp for Polish officers.

83. Starobielsk II. (November, 1939-May, 1940). A. Inmates of the Camp.
The officers’ camp at Starobielsk contained about 4,000 prisoners of war in
cluding about 100 cadet officers and a few dozen civilians (judges, public prose
cutors, civil servants and landowners), Senior officers, from Lt. Colonels upwards,
were from the outset separated from the other officers and housed outside the
main camp. In the “Generals’ House,” situated about 550 yards from the camp,
lived 8 Generals and a few senior Colonels; about 100 Colonels and senior Lt.
Colonels lived in the so-called “Colonels' Quarters” about 330 yards from the
camp. When the liquidation of the camp was begun in April 1940, the separate
“Colonels' Quarters” were abolished and the inhabitants transferred to the main
camp.
As at Kozielsk, the movement of prisoners to and from Starobielsk diminished
considerably after its conversion into an officers’ camp, but did not entirely cease.
Throughout the winter small groups continued to come and go. About 100 per
sons in all were removed mostly in connection with interrogations. These were
officers of the Intelligence Service and prisoners suspected of conducting “anti
Soviet” activities among their fellows. Most of those taken away were never
seen again; a few, however, after many months in investigation prisons or cor
rectional labour camps, regained their freedom in 1941 as a result of the “amnesty.”
(See PART TWO).
1 In particular, on 16th November a convoy of approximately 2,000 officers arrived at Starobielsk. Half
of them, including General Stanislaw Haller, remained there, the other half being sent on to Kozielsk.
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The day before Chirstmas Eve, all Army Chaplains of all denominations among
whom were the Chief Rabbi of the Polish Army, Major Steinberg and a Protestant
Superintendent Potocki were removed from Starobielsk, as also from Kozielsk.
According to Czapski (Souvenirs de Starobielsk, Paris (?) 1945), some of them,
after spending several weeks in a Moscow prison, were brought back to Starobielsk
and put in the prison tower, strictly isolated from the other prisoners. Later
they were again deported in an unknown direction, after which all traces of most
of them were lost. A few subsequently went to the camp at Ostashkov (See
below), and shared the lot of its inmates. -

Nearly 50% of the inmates of Starobielsk II were officers taken prisoner by the
Soviets after the capitulation of Lvov, after having been guaranteed “personal
liberty” and the right to travel to neutral countries (see p. 10). Many of the
other officers had been arrested in Poland during the registration of Polish officers
ordered by the Soviets, and after a few months detention in various prisons,

were brought to Starobielsk. . For instance on January 10th 1940, 13 people,including 3 civilian “criminals” arrived at Starobielsk from the Stanislavov
r1SOn.p
In the early spring of 1940 the majority of the cadet officers wele liberated from
Starobielsk. Some of them succeeded in reaching Poland and informed the
prisoners' relations of the conditions in the Starobielsk camp. They suggested
that their release meant that the camp was to be gradually liquidated and the
prisoners sent home, in order of rank, the lower ranks being liberated first. Many
of these cadet officers were subsequently arrested “in the ordinary way” as “civi
lian criminals” and put into “normal” Soviet correctional labour camps. (Wit
ness 22).
Reckoning on the basis of their ranks in the Polish Forces, there were at Staro
bielsk at the time when the liquidation of the camp began:

8 Generals
about 150 Colonels and Lt. Colonels
about 230 Majors
about 1,000 Captains
about 2,450 1st and 2nd Lieutenants
about 30 Cadet officers
52 civilians.

making in all a total of about 3,920 persons.
Among these were a few hundred airforce officers, the whole staff of the Military
Institute of Chemical Warfare, including the distinguished expert, Major Brzo
zowski—and many other well-known military experts.
About 50% of the officers in the camps were officers of the reserve and, as at
Kozielsk, among them all civilian professions were represented. There were:–
a) about twenty professors, lecturers and readers of Polish Universities and
Colleges.
b) about 380 military and civilian doctors.
c) a few hundred lawyers, judges, public prosecutors and barristers
d) a few hundred engineers
e) numerous secondary and elementary school teachers
f) some poets, writers and journalists
g) politicians, including Eiger, Vice-President of the Polish Anti-Hitler League.
As at Kozielsk there were at Starobielsk a few people disabled in the last war
and arrested by the Soviet authorities as officers.

34. Starobielsk II. B. Camp authorities—regulations.
A considerable amount of internal autonomy was allowed from the start of the
Starobielsk officers’ camp. This was perhaps due to the personal character of
the first Polish “senior” of the camp, Major Sobieslaw Zalewski, who was an engi
neer. This officer was extremely capable, with an excellent knowledge of the
Russian language, and a very energetic administrator and organiser. From the
time of his arrival at Starobielsk with the first large party of officers, he worked
day and night planning the building of suitable camp accommodation and per
sistently negotiating with the Soviet authorities.
The result of this was that the Soviet authorities left all matters connected with
the internal life of the camp in the hands of the Polish “Headquarters” or “Ad
ministrative Council”, confining themselves to supervising Polish activities and
to carrying on their “proper” work—i.e. investigations and political work among
the prisoners. -

The Soviet Commandant of the camp was Colonel Berezkov of the N. K. V. D.
He was usually out of the camp and had very little contact with the prisoners.
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In practice four or five young, well-trained N. K. V. D. officers deputised for the
commandant. These officers took it in turn to carry out the 24 hours a day duty
of the camp commandant, having under them several N. C. O’s and messengers.
The camp political commissar, Kirshin, unlike Berezkov, was rather hostile to
the prisoners. He had at his disposal a dozen or more “politruks”, who de facto£d the life of the camp and “looked after” the residential blocks allotedO eIm.

At the head of the “osoby otdiel” (Special Branch) was Major Lediediev of
the N. K. V. D. Assisted by a staff of investigating officers, he organised the
investigations and the collection of evidence.
Soviet administrative and technical officials, as well as doctors, were in practice
concerned only with supervising the work of prisoners with professional qualifi
cations.
It should be emphasized that at Starobielsk, contrary to Kozielsk, prisoners
were not forbidden to write in their letters that they were in a “prisoner of war
camp”. Starobielsk, like all “normal” camps in Russia, was under the jurisdic
tion of the N. K. V. D. instead of under that of the military authorities, as is the
general practice in the case of prisoner of war camps. This fact was confirmed by
the official stamp of the camp, which bore the inscription: “Upravlenie Staro
bielskogo Lagiera N. K. V. D., U. S. S. R. (N. K. V. D. Camp Command, Staro
bielsk, U. S. S. R.)
The camp regulations, announced to the prisoners in the second half of October
1939, by Commissar Kirshin, strictly prohibited all forms of praying or singing,
meetings, lectures, mutual instruction and even reading aloud. Prisoners were
forbidden to enter any huts except their own or stand in large groups outside the
buildings. Walks were to be taken in groups of two or three at the most. The
writing of diaries or notes was prohibited. It was strictly forbidden to turn out
the light in the huts at night, and to leave the huts after dusk. No card games
or games of chance were permitted.

35. Starobielsk II. C. prisoners’ living conditions
The decrease of over 50% in the number of camp inmates after November, 1939,
greatly contributed to the improvement of conditions. The repair of the build
ings and the general organisation of the camp, during November and December,
improved things still more. After the middle of December every inmate was
sheltered from wind and rain. Bedding was gradually supplied. In principle
every prisoner received a blanket, a sheet, a palliasse and a paper pillow-case.
As at Kozielsk, living conditions varied to a certain extent according to military
rank and the particular quarters in which a prisoner lived. -

The living quarters of senior officers were relatively confortable. Generals
had their own orderlies, and some of them adjutants as well.
The repairing of old buildings and the erection of new ones lessened the plague
of bugs in the camp. The instalation of delousing baths and wash-houses and the
energy of the Polish medical personnel did much to reduce the numbers of lice
which had hitherto infested the camp.
The liberation of private soldiers from the camp somewhat improved the officers
clothing situation. The departing men willingly, often without payment, left
for the officers their sweaters, mufflers, shirts, boots etc.—all invaluable in the
Soviet Union. Despite the requests made by the Polish “Headquarters” to the
Soviet authorities for warm clothes and boots for the men engaged in rebuilding
the camp, they only succeeded in obtaining up to the time of liquidation of the
camp a few dozen “tielogreisk” (thick suits).

36. Starobielsk II. D. Camp self-government.
Immediately on arrival at Starobielsk, Major Zalewski, who was appointed
“senior” of the camp, proceeded on his own initiative to adapt the camp buildings
to suit the needs of the inmates. He organized as team of about 200 qualified
men, mostly sappers, who accomplished this task. The Soviet authorities had
promised that members of this team would receive a 25% increase in their rations
and an extra three roubles per day. This promise was only partially kept, as
members of the team were only once given extra pay.
After the completion of the most important work in the camp, Major Zalewski,
who enjoyed the general goodwill and trust of his colleagues, was suddenly called
before the Soviet commandant on the night of December 22nd, 1939. From
that time he was kept in strict isolation until they started to liquidate the camp

in April 1940." -

1“On April 5th, 1940, he appeared once again in the camp, ill and weak looking a
s though he had risen

from the grave. We greeted him warmly. With one of the first parties to leave the camp a
t

the start o
f#'. Major Zalewski passed through the gates for the second time. He never came back to us.”
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Major Zalewski's successor as Polish “senior” was Major K. Niewiarowski,
who in turn was taken away from Starobielsk and was succeeded by Major L.
Chrystowski, an artillery officer. The last man to hold that position at Staro
bielsk.
The administration of the camp was organized in such a way that the Polish
camp “senior” had subordinate to him seniors of individual huts, the inmates
of the larger ones being divided into companies. In principle the camp authori
ties had dealings only with the Polish camp “senior”, who passed on their instruc
tions by calling a conference of huts “seniors”. As the latter generally knew
their people well, this method made for administrative efficiency and reduced
misunderstandings arising from the officers generally inadequate knowledge of
Russian.
Polish camp “Headquarters” also theoretically subordinated to the Soviet
administration enjoyed considerable autonomy in the organizations of special
services such as the distribution of food, blankets, fuel etc., which was performed
by the Polish “Quartermaster”. The keys and control of the camp food stores
remained in Soviet hands.
Medical services and the general hygiene of the camp were in the hands of the
Polish doctors who organized a first aid, a provisional hospital and a dental clinic.
37. Starobielsk II. E. Food and work.
The kitchen was well organized and staffed by the prisoners but the “Polish
administration” could not prevent Soviet officials from removing tins of fats, the
better kinds of fish etc., from the food stores. The food at Starobielsk was
practically the same as that at Kozielsk, with the one difference that, on conse
quence of the comparatively large degree of autonomy enjoyed by the Poles at
Starobielsk, the Soviet authorities had less opportunity for fraud and the prisoners
therefore received better and more tasty meals.
As at Kozielsk, at Starobielsk work was not compulsory for all inmates.
Officers of senior rank, living in separate quarters, were entirely exempt. In the
main camp, in the morning the Soviet authorities handed to the Polish “senior”
a so-called “nariad”, i. e. a demand for 500–700 persons required for labour on
that day. The Polish “senior” in turn called a conference of block commanders,
who, fairly and in rotation, for the most part without regard to rank but taking
into consideration age and state of health, appointed people for work. While
the camp was being rebuilt, groups of officers were employed to unload timber,
planks and coal at the railway station. This was very heavy work, which
meant being away from the camp all day without food. The 100–200 officers
detailed in rotation for this work were conducted under heavy escort along rough,
winding paths to the station, in order to avoid any contact with the local popula
tion. Work outside the camp was practically discontinued after the middle of
January 1940. Within the camp, officers carried out various tasks, such as
maintaining general order, clearing away snow and ice, cleaning stores, and
latrines, unloading food for the camp, permanently working in the bathrooms
and laundries, disinfecting etc.
At Starobielsk prisoners were only used for work connected with the needs
of the camp. Officers did not try to avoid work, finding that it relieved the
monotony of camp life. But one of the great disadvantages of working was that
clothes and footwear, particularly treasured by the prisoners, were worn out very
quickly. The repeated efforts of the Polish “Headquarters” to obtain special
working clothes for the prisoners were unsuccessful.

38. Starobielsk II. F. Currency, sale of valuables, shop.
Despite frequent searches many prisoners managed to hide some money and
personal possessions. The majority however had only Polish zlotys, which had
potentially lost their value, and having no roubles, they were unable to buy any
ithing at the official camp shop or unofficially through Soviet officials and work
men who came to the camp to work. Some of the prisoners had received some
pay in roubles, but the majority remained without any Soviet money. In the
middle of December the Soviet authorities announced that in the interest of the
prisoners they would give them the opportunity of ac uiring roubles by selling
their watches, fountain pens and other articles of value. Shortly afterwards
three Soviet representatives of the State Jewelry Trust arrived at the camp.
The prisoners mutually agreed not to sell their rings, crosses or medalions, but
they were quite willing to part with watches, fountain pens and other articles.
The official prices offered by the Trust struck the prisoners as very curious:
Wrist watches fetched a fairly good price regardless of make and condition, while
the best gold pocket watches were valued at very little. Fountain pens, from
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expensive Parkers to ordinary Woolworth all fetched the same price—20 roubles.
After the sale the prisoners were given up to 50 roubles on the spot, the balance
being paid into their accounts from which they were permitted to draw out 50
roubles every month.
Before this sale, when the prisoners had been without roubles, the travelling
shop, which visited the camp about once a fortnight, had usually been fairly
well stocked with articles the prisoners would have liked to have been able to
buy. After the sale, when there were roubles available in the camp, the number
of articles for sale in the shop was greatly reduced. At each visit, therefore, the
officers pooled their roubles, and having bought up the stock which was avail
able to them, when the Russians had had their pick, they distributed it farily
between huts and individuals regardless of whether they had contributed to the
pool or not.

39. Starobielsk II. G. Prisoners’ conception of their legal status and hopes of
liberation.

As the majority of prisoners at Starobielsk found themselves in captivity with
out having previously taken any part in battles against Soviet troops, they were
unable to understand on what pretext they were detained. The legal position of
Polish soldiers in Soviet hands was discussed at numerous conferences, attended
by eminent Polish lawyers who were among the inmates of the camp. These
conferences invariably reached the conclusion that, in view of the fact that a state
of war didn’t exist between the U. S. S. R. and Poland, there had been absolutely
no legal justification for keeping them in captivity, and referring to them, as
“prisoners of war.” The terms of Lvov capitulation, guaranteeing “personal
freedom” and “right to travel to neutral countries” were continually referred to
at these conferences (see p. 10.)
Ignorant of the general political situation and unaware of Soviet legal interpre
tations (see p. 6–12.), most of the prisoners at Starobielsk gladly listened to all
kinds of rumours which presaged their speedy release. One of these rumours was
to the effect that the United States had consented to represent Polish interests
in the U. S. S. R. and that the American Ambassador was expected to visit the
camp with a delegation of the International Red Cross. This rumour was fully
believed by the prisoners and at a meeting of staff officers the text of a special
petition to the American Ambassador was drawn up, requesting him to arrange
for the immediate release of all Polish prisoners of war so that they could join in
the fighting against Germany. Fearing that the Soviet authorities would prevent
them from approaching the Ambassador, the prisoners translated the petition into
English and hurriedly made several copies, so as to ensure that at least one of them
would come into the Ambassador's hands during his forthcoming visit. Although
this rumour turned out to be entirely false, most of the prisoners still did not lose
hope of being soon liberated. This hope was sustained by various rumours
initiated by the Soviet officials, and by letters from Poland stating that reports of
their imminent return from the U. S. S. R. were widely circulating there.
In consequence of the general anticipation of immediate release, the prisoners at
Starobielsk, as at Kozielsk, greeted the announcement in April of the liquidation
of the camp without surprise and in fact with considerable satisfaction.

40. Starobielsk II. H. Evidence and investigation.
The fact that during the whole of the time spent by the officers, prisoners at
Starobielsk the Soviet authorities had been conducting intensive investigations
and collecting various kind of evidence, counteracted to some extent the hopes at
early liberation. Prisoners were summoned, usually at night, either to the
“osoby otdiel” (Special Branch) or to the Soviet Command outside the camp.
All particulars relating to each prisoner were recorded several times, each
individual being required to fill in on a printed form various details concerning his
family, financial position, living conditions, occupation, with particular references
to the number of workmen employed by him and the vehicles in his possession,
journeys abroad, knowledge of foreign languages etc. Apart from the detailed
questionnaires, interrogations also took place, “doprosy” as they were called by
the prisoners. These lasted for hours on end and took the form of discussions
with the interrogator, who tried to take the prisoners unaware with unexpected
questions on apparently unrelated subjects. The main themes of discussion
were political problems and to a lesser degree military topics. The interrogators
were chiefly interested in the prisoner's party affiliations, his political outlook, his
attitude to the U. S. S. R. etc. Methods of interrogation varied. Sometimes
the prisoner was offered tea and cigarettes, at others the interrogator smoked good
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tobacco right under his nose. Refined politeness often gave way to shouts and
threats, backed up by a revolver on the table. Beating did not take place in the
camp, but the more stubborn prisoners were transferred to prison.
Records were usually not kept of “doprosy” and the prisoners were warned that
the discussions were strictly confidential and not to be repeated to anyone.
Every prisoner without exception was summoned to an interrogation several
times, and there were cases of men being interrogated literally every night for
2–3 weeks on end.
The completed evidence and the records of the “doprosy”, together with
photographs (one full face and two profiles) and finger prints, formed the so-called
dossier of each prisoner. No one ever saw their own dossier, having no means of
access to it.
As at Kozielsk, these dossiers probably contained other material concerning
the individual prisoners, such as the comments of the camp authorities, particu£ of the political agents, information obtained from correspondence with theiramilies etc.

41. Starobielsk II. I. Correspondence.
When they first came to the camp,' were not allowed, to correspondwith Poland. Not until the middle of December 1939, was permission granted to
write once a month, provided no mention was made of conditions in the camp and
no information of any other kind given except personal news. The address for
reply, written in Russian, was given as: “U. S. S. R., Starobielsk Prisoner of War
Camp, Post Box No. 15”.
The chance to correspond with the outside world raised the morale of the prison
ers, who took fresh courage on hearing from their families. The first letters
arrived at the camp before Christmas 1939. From the moment of obtaining the
addresses of their relations, families in Poland wrote often, thus supplying the
Soviet authorities with useful information. In March 1940 at£ each
prisoner was permitted to send one telegram. That was almost the last news that
came from Starobielsk. No letters left the camp after April 10th 1940, but
distribution of incoming mail continued until April 26th. After that all com
munication ceased.
In addition to letters, over 100 parcels were sent to the camp, mostly from
German-occupied Poland or from the province of Wilno. Packets of food and
clothing from Soviet occupied territories never arrived, but some money orders
were received, including one for 500 rubles from notorious Wanda Wasilewska for
her uncle, a disabled Colonel.

42. Starobielsk II. J. Soviet propaganda.
As at Kozielsk, placards bearing Soviet slogans and extracts from the Stalin
Constitution were posted in the Starobielsk camp. In addition political propa
ganda was diffused through the radio (numerous loud-speakers being set up in the
grounds of the camp and in the living quarters), the Soviet press in Russian and
in Polish and also films. The attendance at the films was at the outset consid
erable, but it decreased from day to day, as the films were of a low standard,
always tendentious and often anti-Polish, based on such themses as the Soviet
Polish war of 1920 etc. The Soviet authorities attributed the poor attendance to
weather conditions, and consequently transferred the film displays to the main
church, after it had been emptied of grain. Nevertheless the attendance continued
to fall almost to zero and, after a time the film shows had to be discontinued,
which brought a severe reprimand from Commissar Kirskin.
The most popular paper among the prisoners was the Lvov “Red Standard”
published in Polish, large numbers of which were sent to the camp from time to
time. Verbal propaganda was carried out by political agents in discussions and
lectures as well as in conversations with the prisoners on political themes. The
Polish “Headquarters” endeavoured to keep the prisoners out of such dis
cussions, but often unsuccessfully.
In general, Soviet propaganda at Starobielsk was not much of a success. Only
a score or so of prisoners were in the habit of talking to political agents and using
the library. The great majority were indifferent or disgusted with Soviet
propaganda.
There were also at Starobielsk a few dozen prisoners of German descent who
had declared themselves “Volksdeutsche.” These were rigourously boycotted by
most of the prisoners, but were looked upon with some favour by the Soviet
authorities.

93744–52–pt. 6–4
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43. Starobielsk II. Religious, cultural and social life at Starobielsk.
On the first Sunday after their arrival at Starobielsk, large crowds of prisoners
attended Mass in their respective huts. Subsequently this sort of “demon
stration” was strictly prohibited by the camp authorities. But the army chaplains
in the camp continued to celebrate Mass, hear confessions and give Communion in
secret. After the removal of all the priests, religious life was somewhat restricted,
though clandestine religious services were still held. Besides religious feasts, the
prisoners also observed national festivals. On November 11th, the Soviet authori
ties held a special “roll-call”, keeping the prisoners in closed ranks outside the
camp grounds all day. Nevertheless, in the evening, discussions and speeches
were held in many huts in observance of the anniversay of Polish independence.
Christmas was also celebrated. The huts were decorated with Christmas trees
and lighted candles, and the prisoners sang carols and broke Christmas wafers.
Many of the officers had books in their haversacks when captured. These
books circulated among the prisoners and were much more widely read than books
from the official Soviet library. The prisoners also organised lectures, discussions
and instruction in foreign languages. As this was strictly forbidden by the
Soviet authorities, a few prisoners used to watch and give warning of the approach
of guards or political agents, who were in the habit of creeping up quietly and
trying to catch the prisoners red-handed. A few of the prisoners sought relaxation
and consolation in spiritualistic seances. Card games, though forbidden were also
popular, but political agents systematically confiscated the cards.
After protracted negotiations with the camp authorities, permission was given
for the formation of a camp choir, but the texts of all songs had to be first trans
lated into Russian and censored. In practice, the translations often deviated
considerably from the text, which contained various topical illusions.

44. Starobielsk II. L. Liquidation of the Camp.
At 9 a.m., on April 5th 1940, the Soviet Camp commandant, Colonel Berezkov,
attended by several Soviet officers, arrived at Polish “Headquarters” and an
nounced that the long expected evacuation of the camp was about to begin, and
that about 200 people would leave daily. When questioned by the prisoners as
to their future fate, Berezkov answered evasively that as far as he knew they
were going home, not directly, but by way of dispersal points somewhere in the
neighbourhood of Kharkov, Kiev and Smolensk, from whence large convoys
would be sent home. Asked why prisoners, who had arrived at the camp in
thousands, were to be taken away, in such small groups, the commandant answered
that the war with Finland had caused a shortage of rolling stock. Berezkov also
told the prisoners that the Soviet authorities would look after them properly and
supply them with all the requirements for their homeward journey.
Later, the names were read out of all those included in the first party, numbering
195 persons. They were ordered to collect their things immediately and report
at mid-day in the main church for a search, during the process of which they were
relieved of all metal objects, printed and written matter etc. After the search, the
prisoners left the church in single file and went directly to the exit gate. Those
remaining in the camp gathered on both sides of the path, but Soviet guards
prevented them from making any contact with the departing men.
Subsequent parties left in a similar manner. Nearly every day two Soviet
N. C. O.'s came to the room of the commandant of block 20 with a list of prisoners
to be included in the next party. The size of the parties varied from about 50
to 240 persons. Up to April 26th groups left almost daily. After that date there
was an interval until May 2nd. As the prisoners were all the time convinced
that those removed from the camp were being liberated, the delay in the departure
of convoys gave rise to great agitation among the few hundred people left behind.
After the convoy of May 2nd had left, there followed another interval of several

£2 £roups of a dozen people being subsequently deported on May 8th, 11th3.In th.
As in Kozielsk, the prisoners tried in vain to discover the principles on which the
lists were drawn up. Each list seemed to contain the names of a certain propor
tion of officers of every rank and from each individual hut. Every block gradu
ally emptied from day to day more or less evenly.
A systematic separation of persons of the same name, in many cases relations
was also noticeable. When the prisoners protested against this, the camp
authorities declared as at Kozielsk, that they had no influence on the composition
of the lists, which they said were sent from the central office. The prisoners were
told, that in any case it was immaterial in which group they departed, since they
would “soon all meet again”. As more and more prisoners left the camp, those
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remaining behind grouped in the larger blocks, until on May 2nd all inmates were
quartered in one block. The bearing of Soviet officers and N. C. O.'s towards
the prisoners obviously changed for the worse, causing considerable anxiety
among those remaining, who thought that they were being especially discriminated
against.

45. Staroblielsk II. M. A. Special Group.
During the preparations for departure on April 20th, 1949, after reading the
normal list, comprising about 200 persons, the Soviet N. C. O. announced in a loud
voice that he would now read out a special list of 65 names (normally the number
in a group was not announced), who would also leave on that day but were not
to mix with the ordinary convoy. They were to remain entirely separate while
assembling in the church and when marching out of the camp. He also stated
that this special group would not be searched in the church, but was to be present
when all the departing prisoners were identified. After this announcement he
read out the names on the special list. When he had carefully repeated twice
each surname, christian name and rank, it was discovered that the list included
one officer who was dangerously ill in the local hospital and another who had
already left the camp with a previous convoy. So the special group finally
consisted o

f only 63 people.
As nothing of this kind had ever previously occurred at Starobielsk this event
naturally aroused interest and consternation among the prisoners. They were
convinced that the normal groups were to be liberated, so what did the formation

o
f

this “special group” mean? They tried in vain to find out the reason for this
discrimination. The proportion o

f

ranks and o
f prisoners coming from this or

that region of Poland was more or less the same as in previous groups; there were£ a few more cadet officers, o
f

which there were barely 30 in the camp.
ome o

f

the prisoners noticed that the group included the majority o
f

Starobielsk
“Volksdeutche” and a comparatively large number o

f

those known a
s “Reds” by

their fellow-prisoners. Among them was notorious Colonel Zygmunt Berling.
The special group was separated from the normal convoy immediately after
leaving the camp and arrived a

t

Pavlishtchev Bor a few days later.
In the course of the journey by way of Voroshilovgrad and Kharkov, some of

the prisoners belonging to this group succeeded in exchanging a few words with a

railway worker, who was cleaning the trucks at Kharkov. This worker is said
to have told the prisoners to get ready to disembark, a

s all “your people” were
taken off the train a

t Kharkov and continued their journey in cars. This infor
mation, however, turned out to be wrong in the case o

f

the special group. After
standing in the station for a few hours, the train moved out of Kharkov. It is
noteworthy that in the church of Starobielsk a member of the special group asked

a political agent why, contrary to normal practice, full particulars were being
taken o

f all persons included in that group. The political agent is said to have
answered: “I can only tell you that you are the lucky ones.”
46. Starobielsk II. N. Final liquidation of the Camp.
The last party, consisting of 18 officers, left the camp on the afternoon of May
12th, 1940, after a very thorough search during which several o

f

the officers were
stripped naked. The subsequent fate of the 10 officers who remained in the camp
is unknown.
The last group of 18 officers, after passing through the gates of the camp, was
surrounded by numerous guards, whose behaviour towards the prisoners was
exceedingly brutal. In the yard in front of the Soviet Command building, they
were loaded into lorries and quickly driven to the station, where they were put
into a prison truck. The guards called individual officers by name, pushed them
brutally into the truck and along the corridor into the compartments. When all
were inside, the barred doors and windows were covered with blankets so that
the compartments were completely blacked out. The truck moved off in the
early morning o

f

the following day. While the train was in motion, the blankets
were removed, but were hung up again a

t every halt. During several days of

travelling the prisoners lost all idea of direction, but were still convinced that they
were returning to Poland and wrongly assumed that they were passing through
Smolensk, Minsk, etc. On May 16th the truck halted in a small station. To
the surprise o
f

the prisoners the blankets were not hung up and they were able
to read the name of the station—Babinino. After a long delay they were trans
ferred to waiting lorries. Having travelled for half an hour, during which time
they were subjected to brutal treatment by the guards, they arrived a

t

the camp o
f

Pavlishtchev Bor, where they were well received. On arrival they were sent to

the baths and then conducted into the camp grounds where, to their surprise, they
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found all the members of the special group. As one night during the journey in
the prison truck, two officers from Wilno, had been taken away, only 16 officers
arrived at the camp of Pavlishtchev Bor on May 16th. These, with the 63.
officers of the special group, made up a total of 79 prisoners who thus escaped
the fate of the other prisoners from Starobielsk.

47. Starobielsk III. (June 1940—June 1941). Transit Prison Camp.
After the evacuation of all officers from Starobielsk, the camp was used for a
year as a transit camp for Civil prisoners on their way to labour camps in the
North-East. Among these prisoners were many arrested by the Soviet authorities
in Poland, the majority as a result of attempts to cross the frontier in order to join
the Polish Forces in the West. Many of them were Polish officers. All these
prisoners remained several weeks or months at Starobielsk, after which they were
formed into convoys and deported to labour camps, mostly in the far North
(Kolyma).
The numbers and the population of the camp during this period were con
stantly changing as many convoys were coming from and going to prisons, and to
labour camps. There were on an average 8,000 to 10,000 in the camp. It is
reported that the total number of prisoners who passed through Starobielsk III
in the course of one year amounted to over 100,000, possibly an overestimate.
Among them were many Polish officers.
The reappearance of Polish officers among Soviet prisoners in labour camps in
the far North of Russia after the Polish-Soviet Agreement gave rise to a false
impression among Polish officials that they were on the track of Polish prisoners
of war from Starobielsk II.
The last large convoy to Kolyma via Madagan left Starobielsk in June 1941.
The camp was then emptied and once again entirely changed its character and
purpose.

48. Starobielsk IV. (July 1941—August 1941). Camp for Polish prisoners of war
from the ranks.

Considerable numbers of Polish prisoners of war from the ranks were kept in
various camps situated in Soviet-occupied Poland and the neighbouring territories
of the U. S. S. R. They were employed in building roads for instance the motor
road Kiev-Lvov-Przemysl with its many branches, and airfields. In connection
with this work many camps comprising in some cases hundreds and in others
thousands of prisoners were transferred from one place to another according to
the demand for labour. Some dozen of these camps were in existence until the
outbreak of the Soviet-German war in June 1914, when they were hastily evacu
ated and the prisoners driven Eastwards by forced marches. They often had to
march for several hundred miles before reaching areas in which the railway
services were running. In the course of these marches, which lasted on an
averaged about 3 weeks, many of the columns were machine-gunned and bombed
by German planes. A great many prisoners, unable to keep up with the speed
of the march on the extremely inadequate rations, fell out on the way. These
were usually finished off by the N.K.V.D. escort."
The surviving prisoners were loaded into goods trucks and taken to various
camps, including Starobielsk.
After their arrival at Starobielsk in the middle of July 1941, these prisoners
were grouped in several different camps. After a few weeks rest, they were trans
1The following camps are among those which were thus transferred: the camp accommodating about
1,400 prisoners engaged on building the Sknilov aerodrome near Lvov–prisoners were marched to Zloto
nosha, from where they were sent by train to Starobielsk; the camp at Podvoloczyska, containing about
4,008prisoners, who also marched to Zolotonosha; the camp accommodating about 1,000persons engaged on
building an aerodrome at Teofilov-prisoners marched for 26days until they reached Zolotonosha; the camp
at Brody, in which were about 1,800persons who marched for 24 days to Zolotonosha and at Zborov were
bombed by German planes—about 1,400persons from this camp reached Starobielsk.
The following are the reports of two prisoners of war who were evacuated in this way. “On 29.6.41we
started the march via Voloczyska and Vinnica to Zolotonosha. The route is marked by our graves. Those
who could go no further were just shot. We marched under appalling conditions. The heat was terrific
dust and sweat formed mud on our faces and in our mouths. Anyone who tried to get a little water from
ditches or holes by the roadside was beaten with rifle butts and prodded with bayonets. The inhabitants
of the villages through which we passed were told we were German prisoners . . . We marched 70–80
kilometres per day”. (Witness 24.)
“On 24.6.41, after the outbreak of war, Polish soldier prisoners were taken from Brody to Tarnopol via
Zloczov. We marched for about 24days . . . During the march to Zloczov the soldiers were so exhausted
that many of them were left behind. These were either shot or killed with the bayonet by the Bolshevik
excort . . . We were attacked en route by German planes . . . 40 Polish soldiers were killed and 150
wounded.
£ the middle of

July 1941the surviving prisoners arrived on foot at the town of Zolotonosha”.
Witness 26(# of Soviet prisons in Poland were evacuated by the Soviet authorities in a similar manner. For
instance about 2,000 prisoners from the prison in Vilejka Powiatova went on foot to Borisov in a few days.
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ferred to the Polish Army in the U. S. S. R. which was just beginning to be
organised as a result of the Polish-Soviet agreement of July 30th, 1941.
he head of the Polish recruiting Mission, Lt. Col. Wisniowski, on arrival at

Starobielsk on 24.8.41 was informed that a total of 11,952 Polish prisoners of war
were grouped in three camps.
From this total the recruiting commission took more than 11,000 for the Polish
Armed Forces, among them 14 officers who had hitherto concealed their rank from
the Soviet authorities.
According to Colonel Wisniowski the Soviet authorities stated that there was .
a fourth camp at-Starobielsk for Poles who had voluntarily taken Soviet citizen
ship and were therefore not eligible for conscription to the Polish Army.
As a result of the handing over of prisoners of war from Starobielsk IV to the
Polish recruiting Mission the Polish authorities were at first unaware that the
officer prisoners of war from Starobielsk II were not returned to them after the
conclusion of the Polish-Soviet agreement. This misapprehension was due to
the fact that they were under the impression that among the Polish prisoners who
rejoined the Polish Forces from Starobielsk IV were the original inmates of Staro
bielsk II. In fact, of course, all the officers of Starobielsk II had been removed
from there sixteen months before.

CHAPTER IV. THE CAMP AT OSTASHKOV

49. Description of the Camp

The Ostashkov camp, lying about ten miles from the country town of the same
name in the province of Kalinin (former Tver), was situated on the site of a famous
monastery on one of the islands in the Seliger lake. The dozen or more buildings
on this island were in a very dilapidated state (see the map at the end of PART
ONE). -

50.o: I. (September–October 1939) Camp for prisoners of war from the*Q 7t/CS.

In the first days of October 1939, the Ostashkov camp contained over 12,000
Polish prisoners of war, among which there were only a few hundred officers.
The majority of these prisoners had been arrested in the North-Eastern territories
of Poland. Besides soldiers, there were in the camp large numbers of civilians
old men, women and children. All these people were crowded together in filthy
conditions in the various buildings, which were equipped with many tiers of bunks,
on which a space of about 8 inch. was allowed to each individual. Most of them
were without, warm clothes or, indeed, any possession having been taken off, in
the clothes in which they stood up. The food was so inadequate that they were
half starved. Although the camp was situated on an island in a large lake, the
prisoners had difficulty in obtaining water, for drinking, not to mention for washing
themselves or their clothes. In these conditions the camp was naturally swarming
with bugs and lice.
As at Kozielsk and Starobielsk, the excavation of the Ostashkov camp started
at the end of October or beginning of November. All civilians-old men, women
and children—nearly all the private soldiers and most N. C. O.'s left the camp in
groups. Some were sent home and others thrown into forced labour camps.
During the second half of November a further two convoys of about 600 persons,
mostly civilians and soldiers of the reserve, left Ostashkov for Brest Litovsk,
where they were exchanged for Polish prisoners in German hands who had applied
to return to Soviet-occupied Poland.
51. Ostashkov II (November 1939-May, 1940). Camp for police, Military Frontier
Guards, etc. A. Inmates, conditions, camp authorities, propaganda and investi
gations.

When only about 500 of the former inmates remained at Ostashkov, convoys
began to arrive composed mainly of officers, N. C.O.'s and men of the Intelligence
Service, Military Police, Military Frontier Guard, police, prison guards and
members of ex-servicemen’s settlements in the North-Eastern territories of
Poland. In the middle of November 1939, there were about 6,500 persons in
Ostashkov. This number was more or less maintained until April 1940, with
only slight variations resulting from the arrival and departure of individuals and
small groups."

1Among others, Father Kantak (see above page 23) was brought to Ostashkov during the winter of 1939
and after a few weeks moved to Kozielsk. About the middle of February a group of lawyers, priests and
a few dozen N. C.O.'s and officers of the police arrived at Qstashkov. Among the priests was Protestant
Superintendent Potocki, who was accused of working for the Intelligence Service (see p. 78 above),
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There were about 400 officers at Ostashkov of which about 300 were officers of
the police, militarised in September 1939. There were also a few dozen civilians,
mostly lawyers, landowners and ex-service settlers.
At Ostashkov II, as at Kozielsk II and Starobielsk II, the treatment of prisoners
varied according to their rank. Senior officers lived in a separate building in
better conditions. In the two rooms for staff officers there were even beds with
sheets, cupboards, chairs, etc. The rest of the officers occupied bunks in not too
crowded rooms. The ranks lived in worse conditions in 19 other buildings.
Staff officers were officially exempt from work, which was not absolutely com
pulsory even for junior officers. At the most junior officers were used for clearing
away snow from the precincts of their living quarters, mostly, however, they
supervised the camp workshops, where they were responsible for the discipline
and work of the ranks. Polish Doctors worked in the camp hospital and clinic.
'The bulk of the prisoners, among whom were many qualified craftsmen, worked in
the camp workshops as tailors, shoemakers, bakers, laundry hands, electricians,
carpenters, locksmiths and in sawmills and smithies. Prisoners also repaired
buildings and constructed dykes and bridges connecting the island with the main
land. Police-men were as a rule treated worse than the soldiers and detailed for
heavier work. For work outside the camp only prisoners in uniform were used;
no-one civilians clothes was allowed outside the camp for fear they should escape.
Although the number of prisoners in the camp was 50% less than in October,
1939, the inmates complained of overcrowding and dirt. About New Year some
of the prisoners were issued with palliasses and blankets. The food was the
same as in other camps and the prisoners found it insufficient.
At the time when representatives of the Soviet Jewel Trust came to Ostashkov,
as to Kozielsk and Starobielsk, in order to buy watches and other articles of value
from the prisoners, the camp shop was comparatively well stocked with foodstuffs,
which were sold for very high prices. Very soon all goods were sold out, but the
shop was not restocked.
As at Kozielsk and Starobielsk, propaganda was carried out through film,
which were fairly popular. There was also a radio, Soviet papers and propaganda.
literature. Propaganda talks were held but without much success. Political
agents often visited prisoners in their living quarters, started friendly conversa
tions and discussions, played chess with them and so on. Such scenes of “frater
nisation” between members of the N. K. V. D. and prisoners were sometimes
photographed and even filmed. -

With the consent of the Soviet commandant a choir and orchestra was organised.
But as the musicians were compelled to restrict themselves to Russian songs and
music, these cultural activities ceased after two performances. Although this
camp contained a few intelligentsia, religious and cultural work was carried out
without the knowledge of the camp authorities just as in other camps.
Officers, who were for the most part isolated from the ranks, tried to maintain
contact with them, but met with strong opposition from the Soviet authorities.
The Soviet camp commandant, Borysovietz, was a 1st Lieutenant or Captain
of the N. K. V. D.; he seldom came into contact with the prisoners. The person
most closely concerned with the prisoners was the political director of the camp,
who was also head of the group of Soviet N. K. V.# officials responsible for the
investigations. These investigations were similar in character to those in other
camps. Exact biographical details of each prisoner were required by the authori
ties, who also tried to find out which individuals had been working for the Intel
ligence Service. They were particularly interested in any political activities
carried out by the prisoners and in their party affiliations.
Interrogations, which were repeated several times, lasted whole days or, more
frequently, nights. There some cases of individuals being taken away from the
camp for further interrogation. Many prisoners were sent to camp arrest im
mediately after interrogation, usually for refusing too emphatically to cooperate
with the N. K. V. D. The prisoners complained particularly about the last
interrogation, before the liquidation of the camp, for which several dozen pupils
from the N. K. V. D. school were specially brought to the camp for practice. They
were exceptionally brutal towards the prisoners, abused them excessively and even
beat them.
In addition, innumerable records were made concerning the prisoner's national
ity, social position, the social status of their family, date of capture, knowledge of
languages and foreign countries, relations or friends in Russia, etc. Photographs
and finger prints were taken of every prisoner. All these details were collected in
individual files, containing each prisoner's dossier.
In December 1939, permission was granted for everyone to send one letter or
telegram a month to his family.
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52. Ostashkov II. B. Liquidation of the camp
In the spring of 1940, rumours began to circulate among the prisoners that the
camp was shortly to be liquidated and the inmates freed and “sent home”. These
rumours probably originated with the camp authorities. Yet another “record”
was taken, concerning the prisoners’ former place of employment and the nature of
it and they were asked how and where they wished to settle. Enquiries were also
further made about lost possessions and a special medical commission arrived to
test each individual’s fitness for work. Then in March 1940, Polish decorations
and money, “deposited” at the time of earlier searches, were in part returned to
the prisoners. All this completely convinced the inmates that they were soon to
return home, particularly the police, who did not consider themselves soldiers and
therefore saw no reason why they should be kept in a prisoner of war camp for the
duration of the War.
In the first days of April 1940, the liquidation of the camp began. From 3.4.40
onwards, names of those to leave were read out almost daily, occasionally with a
few days interval. Prior to their departure, prisoners had to go to the cinema with
all their possessions for search.
After they had been searched, the prisoners were immediately taken out of the
camp and either driven in lorries or marched on foot to the nearest railway station.
From the moment of leaving the cinema, all contact was cut between those depart
ing and those remaining in the camp. Hence the latter knew nothing of the
method of search in the cinema or of what happened to the convoys. -

In order to give a more festive air to the departure, the camp authorities organise
a band to play as the convoys left. This produced an excellent effect on the
prisoners. According to rumours originating from Soviet officials, the convoys
travelled the Brest Litovsk in passenger coaches, were well fed and could establish
contact with the local population. One of the prisoners, having heard from a
Soviet official that convoys were escorted by a strong guard with machine guns
and police dogs, suggested to his fellows that those leaving Ostashkov were not
sent home, but were rather taken to labour camps in the North of Russia. He
was decried as a scare-monger. -

The daily convoys were composed of between 60 and 300 people. Prisoners
remaining in the camp tried in vain to discover by what system the lists were
drawn up. In each convoy there was a proponderance of policemen, who were in
the majority at Ostashkov, together with soldiers, Military Frontier Guards, civil
frontier guards and a few officers. -
About twenty of the first convoys disappeared without trace and nothing is
known of the fate of the prisoners. From the convoy of 28.4.40 alone a few dozen
people were found, and it is on their reports that the fragmentary description of
that convoy's fate is based.
This was one of the largest convoys, containing about 300 people. On arrival at
the cinema the prisoners concerned were divided into groups of 60, according to lists,
and were then searched. Articles issued to them in the camp were taken away, as
well as any sharp instruments, notes and papers. After the search, each group
in turn was taken over to the mainland, where they were met by a very strong
guard, consisting of about 30 armed soldiers with two machine guns and a few
specially trained police dogs. At the Ostashkov railway station each group was
loaded separately into a prison truck. When all the groups were on board the
train moved off and after a few days arrived at Viazma station. Here it stood for
several days, during which time some of the trucks were taken off, with the
prisoners still inside, and were sent further in an unknown direction."
The last truck arrived on 4.5.40 at Babinino station, where the prisoners were
disembarked and driven by road to the camp at Pavlishtchev Bor.
In the group transferred to Pavlishtchev Bor were two officers of the Military
Frontier Guard, a few police officers and a dozen or more privates. All the rest
of this group of 60 were policemen. On account of the strict isolation of indi
vidual groups, prisoners taken to Pavlishtchev Bor knew nothing of the composi
tion or subsequent fate of other groups of the convoy of 28.4.40.
Two further groups were transferred from Ostashkov to Pavlishtchev. Bor.
One, which left Ostashkov on 13.5.40, contained about 60 persons including 5
officers. But during the journey some ten or twenty sick people were separated
from this group and taken to hospital under the care of an Army doctor, Captain
Trzeciak. A few days later the last group of 19 prisoners left Ostashkov. . In
one of these groups were, besides soldiers and policemen, a few prisoners who had
been evacuated by the Polish authorities in 1939 from the Holy Cross Prison in
which the worst types of criminals normally were imprisoned.

1According to other reports these trucks went to Bologodo station. (Witness 26.)
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CHAPTER V. THE CAMP AT PAVLISHTCHEV BOR (JUKHNov)

53. Pavlishtchev Bor I. (September–October 1939) Camp for prisoners from the ranks
(see map at the end of PART ONE).

The camp at Pavlishtchev Bor, also known as the Jukhnov camp, was one of
the larger camps several times used for accommodating Polish prisoners of war
in 1939–41. It was situated on the former estate of a Russian landowner. There
at the end of September 1939 about 8,500 prisoners including 400 officers were
held in an area of about 11 acres surrounded by barbed wire.
At that time the Pavlishtchev Bor camp was not at all adapted for accom
modating large numbers of people. The inmates lived in the stables, often sleep
ing on the manure. There were no bunks, pillows or blankets. The food con
sisted of thin soup and 600 grammes of half-baked black bread once a day. There
was not sufficient water even to drink, and certainly not for washing and laundry;
consequently the prisoners were infested with lice. There were so few latrines,
that the whole camp was fouled by excrement, infecting the water cisterns and
the food, which was left lying on the ground.
Fearing an outbreak of epidemics if the prisoners were kept any longer under
these conditions, the Soviet authorities began to evacuate the camp. At the end
of October 1939, officers were transferred to Kozielsk and the ranks deported in
groups with the assurance that they were going home. This, however, was not
entirely true, for at least some of the groups from Pavlishtchev Bor were sent to
the Donetz Basin, where they were compelled to work in the mines.

54. Pavlishtchev Bor II. (April–June 1940). Camp for officers transferred from
Kozielsk, Starobielsk and Ostashkov."

When the first two convoys of officer prisoners from Kozielsk and Starobielsk
arrived at Pavlishtchev Bor at the end of April 1940, the camp was empty. After
the arrival, in the first half of May, of additional groups from the three camps
mentioned above, the inmates of the camp at Pavlishtchev Bor numbered about
450 persons (compared to 8,500 in the preceding period). The pleasant country
surrounding the camp was particularly beautiful in the spring. Prisoners arriving
there for the first time were delighted; those who had known the camp in the
autumn of 1939, could not believe they were in the same place, as the life of the
camp was not organized quite satisfactorily.
Always convinced that they would be liberated and sent either home or to
neutral countries, the prisoners did not expect to stay long at Pavlishtchev Bor.
They firmly believed that they themselves and the prisoners deported from the
main camps in other groups would leave the U. S. S. R. after a certain period of
“psychological quarantine” and feeding up. But a few days after the arrival of
the last party from Kozielsk, most of the political agents from there arrived at
Pavlishtchev Bor and started “interrogations” on similar lines to those at that
former camp. At first the prisoners were told that only a few additional details
were required and that they, like their fellow prisoners in other groups would in
fact be liberated. The political agents attributed their own presence at Pavlisht
chev Bor in such large numbers to the fact that the rest of the prisoners had
already been handed over to the German authorities.
But by the end of May the excitement which had prevailed among the prisoners
of the prospect of their release began to die down with the realisation that they
would have to remain at Pavlishtchev Bor for some time, perhaps even until the
end of the war. Ceasing to believe in the assurances of the political agents that
they would be shortly returning home, they also began to doubt whether their
fellow prisoners had been liberated and inclined rather to the opinion that the
others, like themselves, had been sent to camps similar to Pavlishtchev Bor.
As there were in all only about 450 people in the camp, the group of officers
and men who had previously declared themselves to be, “Volksdeutsche” became
rather noticeable, especially as they ostentatiously spoke in German and did
everything they could to get themselves recalled to Germany.
There were also there some people who in the other camps had listened willingly
to Soviet propaganda among them Colonel Berling. They had been careful not
to reveal their Soviet sympathies while at Kozielsk and Starobielsk, but now
began to let their opinions be known at Pavlishtchev Bor. The great majority of
the prisoners were not in any way influenced by them.
As the “interrogations” continued, new “cases” were brought against some of
the prisoners. During the short time spent at Pavlishtchev Bor, several officers

1See diagram at the end of PART ONE.



THE KATYN FOREST MASSACRE 1677

were taken away, most of them to prisons in Moscow. A few of these, after some
months of special interrogations rejoined their fellow prisoners, who were by that
time at Griazovietz.
In the first days of June 1940, a large quantity of planks arrived at the camp
and the prisoners, who had not hitherto been obliged to work, were ordered to
build tiers of bunks for dormitories. This indicated that the population of the
camp was to be considerably increased in the near future. Some of the prisoners,
skeptical about reports that the rest of the prisoners from Kozielsk, Starobielsk
and Ostashkov had been “sent home” regarded this as a confirmation of their
doubts and expected the arrival of at least some of their former fellow-prisoners.
This expectation, however, was not fulfilled, for on the morning of 13.6.40 the
prisoners were ordered to prepare themselves for departure. They travelled for
several days via Moscow to the camp at Griazovietz, near Vologda (see the map—
also a diagram).

Table of convoys from the main camps to Pavlishtchev Bor

Date of departure From Date£al at Nu':"
Starobielsk-------- 1. 5.40 63
Kozielsk---------- - 26.4. 40 150
Ostashkov-------- 4. 5.40 60.
Kozielsk---------- 14.5.40 95
Starobielsk- - - 17.5.40 16
Ostashkov-- - - 18.5. 40 45
Ostashkov-------- 20.5.40 19

14.6.40—Approximate number of prisoners at Pavlishtchev Bor, 448.

55. Pavlishtchev Bor III (June 1940—June 1941). P. O. W. camp for former
finternees from Lithuania and Latvia.

After the camp at Pavlishtchev Bor had been emptied of all the prisoners a
few convoys of N. C. O.'s and men, who had been interned in Lithuania and
Latvia, were brought there in the second half of June and in July and August
1940. The total number of prisoners at Pavlishtchev Bor at this period was
about 3,500 persons.
As in the camp for internees at Kozielsk (Lozielsk III. see p. 49), detailed
“evidence” was taken regarding all those interned at Pavlishtchev Bor, Commu
nist propaganda was also disseminated, but with very little success.
In spite of their transfer to Soviet territory the official legal status of the
internees remained unaltered. The camp authorities were constantly emphasizing
their strict adherence to the appropriate regulations of international law. In
accordance with these regulations, during the first few months internees were used
exclusively for work inside the camp. It was not until the spring of 1941 that
they were sent to work outside. When this occurred the internees invoked
“international regulations” and a dispute arose, which probably hastened the
decision of the Soviet authorities to deport all internees capable of work, to the
far North of Russia for hard labour, like ordinary criminals.
In May 1941, convoys began to leave Pavlishtchev Bor (and simultaneously
Kozielsk) for Murmansk. By June 1941, the camp at Pavlishtchev Bor was
already quite empty.

CHAPTER VI. THE CAMP AT GRIAZOVIETZ

56. (June 1940–September, 1941.) Officers’ Camp.
The camp at Griazovietz (see the map), was first used to accommodate Polish
prisoners of war, both officers and men, in September 1939, when there were about
3,000 inmates. At the end of 1939 the Poles were taken away and replaced
by the Finnish P. O. W.'s; the camp being used again for Poles in June 1940 (see
the diagram). The camp itself was an ancient castle around which one storied
buildings had been erected after the Revolution. It was situated about 6 miles
from the railway station of Griazovietz, in Vologda province.
Prisoners brought to Griazovietz from Pavlishtchev Bor on 18.6.40 lived on the
whole in worse conditions than in the latter camp, but were much better off than
they had been in the three large camps. Relations with the authorities were
reasonably good until the outbreak of the German-Soviet war, when they con
siderably deteriorated.



1678 THE KATYN FOREST MASSACRE

As it was a “show camp” for Polish prisoners of war in the U. S. S. R., Griazo
vietz enjoyed various privileges and a certain amount of autonomy. Particularly
important from the prisoners’ point of view was the fact that after a certain
time they were allowed to run the camp kitchen themselves and were also per
mitted to grow vegetables in the camp grounds.
The “investigations” begun in the large camps and continued at Pavlishtchev
Bor were still carried out at Griazovietz by the same groups of political agents,
who had been transferred there along with the prisoners. £ the first months at
Griazovietz the political agents, as before assured the prisoners that they were to
be sent home “like your friends”. After a time, however, they ceased to talk in
this way and the prisoners were told that they would remain in the camp until
the end of the War.
Either in connection with the investigations or for some other reason, individual
risoners were from time to time taken from Griazovietz to prison for special
interrogations and a few others who had been removed, at one time or another,
from three large camps were brought in. During the winter a dozen or more of
the 30 declared Volksdeutsche were released at the request of the German
ambassador. The total number of prisoners remained at about the 350–400
throughout this period.
The majority of prisoners stayed at Griazovietz for about one year, themselves
organising the life of the camp; the Soviet authorities giving them a fairly free
hand. A “club” and library were opened in the camp; permission was given for
books to be obtained from outside the camp and for the holding of organised
instruction in various subjects; a special official, a woman was put in charge of
cultural and educational activities by the Soviets.
The prisoners were not forced to work, although in principle work was compulsory
for the ranks and junior officers. Prisoners were employed mostly for tasks
inside the camp, particularly for clearing up the ruins of a church previously
demolished. When attempts were made to use prisoners for work outside the
camp disputes arose. The prisoners, appealing to international conventions and
to the regulations at Kozielsk and other camps, protested against being thus
employed, but the camp authorities replied that “bourgeois” rules and con
ventions were not binding on Soviet officials, and from time to time sent groups of
them to work outside the camp.
The rather better treatment of prisoners at Griazovietz was due to the fact
that it was a “show” camp and that the Soviet authorities’ planned to use the
prisoners for political ends. In the autumn of 1940 the formation of a red Polish
Army in Russia with the help of captive officers was mooted. “Just a year ago”,
said Stalin in a conversation with the Polish ambassador on November 14th
1941, “I remember that it was exactly a year ago, that I spoke to Wanda Wasilew
ska and asked her to try to find Polish officers who would undertake the formation
of a Polish Army in the U. S. S. R., I emphasise that it was a year ago, that is at
the time when the nonaggression pact with the Germans was still in force.
Wasilewska did not find any such officers.”
At the same time as these plans of the highest state authorities of the U. S. S. R.
were having a good influence on the treatment of prisoners at Griazowietz the
political agents in conversation with the prisoners, began to hint delicately that
the latter should not forget that they were soldiers and that they, therefore, ought
to try to keep themselves in training as they might be needed in the future.
Rumours of the formation of a Polish army in the U. S. S. R. were deliberately
circulated in the camp.
Systematic propaganda and political action among the prisoners increased.
The woman in charge of cultural and educational activities as well as numerous
political agents organised frequent discussions and lectures and engaged the
prisoners in “private conversations”, endeavouring to convert them to the Soviet
ideology and to the idea of “Polish-Soviet co-operation”. These activities slowly
began to produce positive results, but on a much smaller scale than the Soviet
authorities had expected. This comparative success of the persistent official
propaganda at Griazovietz, in contrast to its complete failure at Kozielsk, Staro
bielsk and Ostashkov was quite natural. The “pro-Soviet” group, recruited
mainly from officers transferred from Kozielsk and Starobielsk, comprised about
50 persons, representing about 3%% of the population of the large camps (8,500
persons). After the liquidation of the three large camps, all these individuals
came to Griazovietz, where the number of inmates varied from 350 to 400 persons.
Here, therefore the group of 50 persons represented not %% but more than 12%
of the total population. This was a Small minority, but a minority which was no
longer a “quantite negligeable”, particularly in view of the support given to them

- -
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by the camp authorities. This group feeling itself to be in a stronger position at
Griazovietz began to come out into the open.
While the majority of the prisoners assumed a negative attitude towards
communist propaganda and boycotted the meetings and lectures, a certain num
ber of people refused to participate in this boycott and not only ostentatiously
took part in meetings arranged by the camp authorities, but openly maintained
close contact with the political agents and expressed pro-Soviet sentiments in
public. This led to a disturbance among the prisoners which the authorities tried
to represent as anti-semitic activity, attributing it to an “anti-Soviet organisa
tion.” With the object of exposing this “organisation”, the authorities arrested
some of the prisoners and sent a few of them to Moscow for “intensified inves
tigations”.
The pro-Soviet group later formed itself into the so-called “Red Corner” and
started to work on the Soviet political educational pattern, studying the history
of the Communist Party, the Soviet Constitution celebrating the anniversaries of
the Revolution etc.
After the “Corner” had been functioning for a few weeks, the attitude taken
towards it by individual prisoners became more or less apparent. Qn 10.10.40
the authorities withdrew from the camp 7 high ranking officers who, it is believed,
were willing—in the opinion of the Soviets, -to co-operate with them in carrying
out their plans for the formation of a red Polish Army. In mid-November 6 more
officers were taken away, most of whom had taken an active part in the work of
the “Corner”.
These two groups of prisoners travelled by passenger train to Moscow, where
in the Butyrki prison conversations took place which will be recorded in the
following Chapter. During these conversations, some of the prisoners were
“disqualified” on account of their too stubborn attitude, and were transferred to a
special camp at Putyvl. Here they were kept under very good conditions until
June 1941. They were then sent back to Griazovietz where they remained isolated
from the other prisoners until 1.8.41, that is until after the signing of the Polish
Soviet agreement.
The fate of the officers who “qualified” for further discussions will be also
described in the next Chapter. They, and the great majority of the prisoners
realising that they were to stay at Griazoviets for some considerable time,
demanded the return of the right to correspond with their families, which had been
suspended since April 1940, when the evacuation of the three large camps had
begun. After some delay, the authorities finally gave permission for the resump
tion of correspondence in October 1940, but imposed additional restrictions on
the contents of letters to those imposed before in the three large camps. Prisoners
were forbidden to mention the name of Griazovietz and ordered to give their
address as: Moscow, General Post Office, Post Box No. 11/c-12. They were
also forbidden to refer to other persons in the camp or to give any information
concerning their fellow-prisoners. (Witness 5).
This last restriction was all the more embarrassing because, after the long inter
ruption in correspondence with Poland, a shower of letters arrived from people
there enquiring about the fate of fellow-prisoners and friends who had been with
the Griazovietz prisoners in the large camps. It should be mentioned that
from April–May 1940, letters from Poland addressed to the large camps at
Kozielsk, Starobielsk and Ostashkov were returned by the Soviet postal service
stamped “Retour-Parti”. At first the families in Poland did not realise the
meaning of this, attributing it to the probable transfer of the addressees to another
camp. So when after an interval of six months some of them received letters from
their relations bearing a Moscow address, the news immediately spread to others,
who continued to wait vainly for news of their relations. Disturbed by the
prolonged silence, many families in Poland begged their friends to ask the
Griazovietz inmates for any information they could give about the prisoners
from whom no letters had been received. Although it was forbidden by the
camp authorities to give even negative replies, some of the prisoners nevertheless
managed to make their relations understand that the persons concerned were not
with them and that they knew nothing of their fate."
These letters from Poland confirmed the belief among the Griazovietz prisoners
that, in spite of the statements of the political agents, their fellow-prisoners who
had left the large camps with other convoys had not been released. Assuming
that they had been sent to other camps similar to Griazovietz, and desiring to
clarify the matter, they raised the question several times in conversation with

1One of the prisoners was asked in a letter about the fate of “Edzio, Jocio and Marcin”, who had been
with him in one of the large camps. In his next letter he asked the same question of his correspondent in
Poland thereby making it plain that he himself did not know the answer.
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representatives of the camp authorities. The answers given by the N. K. V. D.
men varied. “During the time I spent at Griazovietz”, writes one of the prisoners,
“the inmates often asked about the fate of their comrades from Kozielsk, Staro
bielsk and Ostashkov. They always received confused and evasive answers.
Major Elman was the most honest, simply stating that he could say nothing.
Alexandrovitch betrayed a certain embarrassment, but, it was said, that he
accepted letters addressed to the vanished people. No answers were received
to these letters either in the camp or in Poland”. (Witness 4.) The prisoners
left no stones unturned in their efforts to clear up this question. Another prisoner
writes: “When a special delegate of the N. K. V. D. arrived at the camp from
Moscow, we asked him where our comrades were. He answered that there were:
no officers except us in prisoner of war camps and that ours was the only camp.
containing officers. We asked him what had happened to them, and he answered
that they had gone home.” (Witness 15).
From the autumn of 1940 to the late spring of 1941 the relatively tolerable life.
at Griazovietz continued without any important events or changes occuring.
From June 1941 onwards, and particularly after the outbreak of the Soviet
German war, the conditions in the camp completely changed. First of all the
number of inmates increased four fold.
On July 2nd over a thousand internees arrived from Kozielsk, as this camp had
been evacuated on account of the German advance. This naturâlly affected the
general living conditions for the worse. Political reasons were also to a large extent
responsible for the deterioration.

-

As a result of the general military and political situation, the Soviet authorities
decided to intensity the hitherto more discreet propaganda aimed at gaining the
sympathy of the prisoners to the idea of joining the Red Army and, particularly,
at persuading them to act as diversionary parachutists to be dropped behind the
German lines. Counting on the violently anti-German sentiments prevalent
among the Poles, and hoping that the activities of the specially trained agitators
and of the pro-Soviet nests at Kozielsk had done something to break down the
general unwillingness to co-operate with the Soviet authorities, the latter started
an energetic campaign for the immediate participation of Poles in the fight
against£ But they met with disappointment. With the exception of a
few dozen individuals who, for one reason of another, had already decided to join
the Red Army, the vast majority of Polish prisoners and internees firmly adhered
to the viewpoint, that as Polish soldiers, they were subordinate to the orders of
the Polish Government and Commander-in-Chief, whose commands they would
obey without reserve, and that without orders they could take no decisions.
In vain the political agents tried to argue the illegality of the passing on of the
presidency from Moscicki to Raczkicwicz and the illegal status of the Polish
Government in London, formed by a “self-appointed president”. The attitude
of the prisoners remained unchanged.
This attitude of the overwhelming majority of prisoners and internees at
Griazovietz maintained not only towards the camp authorities but also towards a
special commission which arrived from Moscow, caused the Soviets to decide—
in accordance with their general pattern of thought—that it was the result of the
activities of a secret anti-Soviet organisation in the camp. After reviling all
officers as “fascists” and “Germanophiles”, on 21.7.41 the Soviet authorities ar
rested about ten prisoners on charges of favouring the Germans and conducting
pro-German activities in the camp. Those who remained were subjected to
various repressive measures aimed at breaking their resistance."
One of these measures was a considerable reduction in food rations. Hunger
reigned in the camp and the prisoners started catching crows and sparrows.
Despite this state of affairs they still refused to make any concessions. On the
contrary, their attitude became increasingly intransitory and disputes with the
camp authorities were more frequent. The situation was so tense that the senior
Polish officer in the camp General Wolkowicki, appealed to the camp commandant,
in the name of all the officers, saying that if the former rations were not restored a
hunger strike would be proclaimed and rioting might well follow.
These feverish efforts to induce the prisoners to put themselves at the disposal
of the Soviet authorities, thereby providing the latter with a political trump card,

1Those arrested on 21.7.41 were transferred from the camp to the prison at Vologda, where they were
specially interrogated in connection with the alleged pro-German conspiracy. When the representatives
of the Polish civil and military authorities arrived in the middle of August 1941in Russia and hearing of
these arrests they intervened on behalf of the arrested officers. In consequence, the matter was cleared up
and the groundless accusations, based in false information, had been exposed. On 19.9.41 the officers con
cerned were released from the Vologda prison and sent back to Griazovietz. On 9.10.41they left Griazovietz
to join the Polish Armed Forces then in the process of formation in the U. S. S

.,

R.
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were made at the time when the Sikorski-Maisky conversations had been in
progress in London for about a fortnight. These efforts completely failed. On
30.7.41 the Soviet Government concluded an agreement with the “self-appointed
and illegal” Polish Government in London. That agreement regularised Polish
Soviet relations and announced the formation of Polish Armed Forces in the
U. S. S. R. After its conclusion the former normal rations were restored in the
-camp and the harassing of prisoners ceased. Nevertheless they were confined in
the camp for almost another month, as it was not until 21.8.41 that they were
officially informed of the “amnesty” and the first five people were released, the
Polish ambassador in Moscow having specially asked for them. On 24.8.41
representatives of the Polish Military Authorities—General Anders and General
Bohusz-Szyszko, preceded by Colonel Pstrokonski arrived at Griazovietz and the
recruiting of the prisoners to the “Polish Armed Forces in the U. S. S. R.” began.
They nearly all reported and were accepted, with the exception of the 10–20 re
maining Volksdeutsche and a not much larger number of Red Army enthusiasts.
On 1.9.41 the Soviet guards were withdrawn and for a few days the Griazovietz
-camp became the first camp of the Polish Armed Forces in the U. S. S. R.

CHAPTER VII. “VILLA of DELIGHT”

The tripartite German-Italian-Japanese Pact, concluded on 27.9.40 and the
occupation of Rumania on 7.10.40 must have warned the Soviet Government of
the approaching conflict with Germany; it was then that the highest political
authorities of the U. S. S. R. began to consider the possibility of playing the Polish
card.
The idea occurred to them of forming a “Polish National Army” to co-operate
with the Soviets and of using for this purpose the officers and men of the Polish
Army who were still in the Soviet Union. They immediately set about putting
this plan in action. By order of the central authorities 7 senior officers from among
the approximately 400 prisoners at Griazovietz were sent to Moscow on 10.10.1940
and the next day 21 more Polish officers from among the 2,500 internees at
Kozielsk brought there from the Baltic States in the summer of 1940, were also
Sent there.
In Moscow both groups completely separated from one another were kept in
the Butyrki prison but they were not treated as prisoners, but rather as “guests of
the N. K. V. D.”. It is not possible to establish from the information available
whether the individuals composing the two groups were selected by the central
authorities in Moscow or whether the choice was left to the discretion of the camp
authorities. In any case the results of “interrogations” and “investigations”
were undoubtedly taken into consideration when forming these groups, members
of which were selected on the basis of two criteria: the first-rank, popularity and
general ability and the second—willingness to co-operate with the Soviet authori
ties. These diverse criteria were unknown to the other prisoners, who were under
the impression that the personnel for these groups were chosen at random.
Even the officers taken to Moscow did not realise the purpose of their journey
and were therefore surprised by their reception. “At Butyrki”, writes one of the
members of the Griazovietz group, “we were not searched on arrival, as I ex
pected. . . . The Butyrki commandant, a General of the N. K. V. D., told
us that we were in the Butyrki prison. Another surprise was that we were given
excellent bread, real butter, 6 lumps of sugar each and tea. Afterwards we had a
bath and were taken to our cells. They told us that we were not prisoners.”
(Witness 20).
The same evening the highest officials of the N. K. V. D. had a long conversation
with the prisoners, wishing to ascertain personally to what extent the people sent
to Moscow would answer the purpose for which they were required. According
to the account of some of the officers, they were interviewed on that day by:
the Deputy Chief People's Commissar for Home Affairs (N. K. V. D.), Mierkulov;
General Raykhman, number four in the N. K. V. D. hierarchy, and Colonel
Jegorov.
# officer who was disqualified by the Soviet officials on the grounds of being
unwilling to co-operate gives the following account of the proceedings: “Our hosts
showed a certain courtesy towards us, but immediately began to talk about our
attitude towards the Germans and Soviets. They wanted to find out to what
extent we were prepared to fight the Germans and were interested in our outlook
on the political situation in Europe as a whole-particularly with regard to
Poland. They firmly denied the existence of a Polish Government in London,
attempting to prove the illegality of Raczkiewicz's assumption of the office of
President of Poland, and consequently the illegality of the whole Government,



1682 THE KATYN FOREST MASSACRE

formed by the “self-appointed” president. (Witness 18). Because he questioned
these views, this officer was separated from his fellows and put into a cell by him
self. The remaining six officers were considered eligible for further discussions
and the same day were transferred from Butyrki prison to Lubianka, the internal
rison of the N. K. V. D. Here for a period of nearly three weeks the heads of the
eople's Commissariat for Home Affairs kept them under their personal observa
tion and influence. . .

-

After numerous conversations between the highest officials of the N. K. V. D.
and individual prisoners had taken place, at the end of October several collective
interviews were held, first with Mierkolov and then with Beria.1 himself. In
these last discussions a concrete proposal was put forward for the formulation of
“national” Polish units in the Red Army, which would co-operate with the latter
and receive its help and support.
The representatives of the Soviet authorities emphasised that they were con
cerned with quality rather than quantity and proposed to start with one well
organized and well equipped armoured division, “as strong as an armoured fist” in
the words of Beria, who hoped by this description to inspire his listeners. The
Polish officers present at these conversations agreed in principle to the Soviet
proposal, but doubted whether it would be possible to recruit sufficient officers
for the formation of a division from among their fellow-prisoners at Griazovietz.
Lt. Col. Berling pointed out that at Griazovietz there was only a very small
minority of prisoners-of-war from the three large camps and expressed the hope
that it would be possible to find among the whole mass of other prisoners sufficient
volunteers for the organisation of a division. To this Beria is said to have replied
that the Soviet authorities had made a “great mistake” about the other Polish
officers and that they could not be counted on for the proposed organisation of a
“Polish’’ division.2 -

After their agreement to the Soviet proposals had thus been obtained, the group
of six Polish officers was transferred from the Lubianka prison to a luxurious villa,
later generally known as the “Villa of Delight”, situated about 30 mls. from Mos
cow in the neighbourhood of Malakhovka.
Here the future organisers of the Polish red army were to go through special
ideological and political training. Though still nominally prisoners and guarded
by the N. K. V. D., they enjoyed conditions luxurious by Soviet standards: well
furnished rooms, numerous servants, good food, a well-stocked political and mili
tary library, and a wireless. Their correspondence, though censored, was in
practice unrestricted and they could obtain passes for Moscow. In return for this
they were obliged with the help of two Soviet political officers attached to them
to read what they were given, listen to the wireless and “think”.
After a few days at Malachovka, one of the six officers began to doubt whether
he was doing the right thing and having communicated these doubts to Soviet
officers, he was sent back to the Butyrki prison and put into the cell occupied
by the officer who had previously been disqualified. In the middle of November
there arrived from Griazovietz a further six officers, whom Lt. Col. Berling had
mentioned in previous conversations as suitable persons to be used for the carrying
out of the Soviet plan. Lt. Col. Berling in spite of his low rank, was clearly
assuming the leadership of the whole group, and shortly afterwards the N. K. V. D.
appointed him “president of the Malakhovka community”.
While the group chosen by the Soviet authorities at Griazovietz expanded as a
result of Colonel Berling's initiative and energy, the group of internees from
Kozielsk (III), designated for the same task, diminished considerably during the
combing out process in Moscow. As already mentioned (page 125) from among
the 2,500 internees at Kozielsk only 21 were sent to Moscow. Here like the
Griazovietz prisoners, they were first confined in the Butyrki prison, where they
were kept under close observation and afterwards classified. This went on for
considerably longer than in the case of the Griazovietz group. After several
weeks of “observation” at Butyrki 11 officers were sent to the Lubianka prison,
where further observation and discussions lasted several weeks more. Five
junior officers were finally chosen as “candidates” for the “Villa of Delight” and
the remaining six were sent back to Butyrki.

1 People's Commissar for Home Affairse.
2 During October and November 1940,the Russians tried to draw Polish soldiers into their service. To
this end conversations took place with out officers. During these discussions Lt. Col. Berling suggested
that it would be possible to recruit volunteers from Kozielsk. In the presence of Lt. Col. Berling, Colonel
Gorczynski, Lt. Col. Bukojenski and Lt. Col. Tyszynski. Beria replied “My s nimizdielali bolshuiu
oshibku”. (We have made with them a great mistake). This meant that prisoners from Kozielsk were not
to be considered. At about the same time Mierkulov, discussing the same subject with me, said “unas
wyshlakakaia to oshibka” (with them some mistake has occurred forus) so evidently prisoners from Kozielsk
were out of question.” (Witness 20.)
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This selection having been made, the five “chosen” junior officers were visited
in their cells on Christmas Eve 1940, by Colonel Gorczynski and Colonel Berling.
The former was dressed in the full uniform of a Colonel of the Polish Army, the
latter in civilian clothes. The purpose of their visit was . . . to dine with
their brother officers on a day so depressing for those separated from their families
in Poland. The officers were thunderstruck by this visit. When after dinner
both Colonels began to speak of the formation of a Polish Army in the U. S. S. R.
and of close collaboration with the Soviets, one of the younger ones firmly opposed
them and expressed his indignation at such an attitude being taken by high
ranking officers. He was consequently sent back to Butyrki where he shared a
cell with the two disqualified officers from Griazovietz. The four remaining
officers were transported to Malakhovka. One of them gives the following
decription of his first impression of the “Villa of Delight”: “On alighting (from the
car), we were met by a group of people all speaking in Polish but in various cos
tumes—half military and half civilian. The inhabitants of the villa received us
cordially, assuring us that we would have every convenience at our disposal,
even a car to take us to the cinema in Moscow. After an elaborate evening meal,
served by a good-looking and well-dressed maid, we were immediately invited
to Colonel Berling's room. He informed us that he was head of the group and
that a great task awaited us. When I asked him whether it was possible to leave
the villa he answered that I might do so at any time, but that I should be put
somewhere where I would not be able to see the light of day”. (Witness No. 21).
The arrival of four internees completed the formation of the “collective”,
which for nearly six months intensively studied the communist doctrine. Besides
instruction by means of reading, listening to the radio and discussions with Soviet
political officers, each member of the “collective” was required to deliver a lecture
from time to time in accordance with the programme laid down. In this lecture
he had to demonstrate the progress he had made in mastering the communist
theory. One of the members of the “course” describes the programme and its
execution as follows:
a. Education in the communist spirit of a cadre of future commanders of Polish
red units.
b. Preparation of a specially trained “nest” for future propaganda activities
and political action among the Poles.
c. The basic slogan “Red Poland, the 17th Soviet Republic”.
In accordance with this political programme, lectures were arranged, during
which the pupils read out essays on revolutionary and communist subjects both
political and military. The purpose of these essays was to convert us to the
socialist regime and convince us that the capitalist regime was already on its
last legs. (Witness 21).
After four months a further two “pupils” failed: the writer of the above report
and another (the third) officer from the group of seven from Griazovietz. On
26.3.41 they were sent back to the Butyrki prison, where they shared a cell with
the three previously “disqualified” officers. The remaining thirteen officers
finished the “course” and were considered as an entirely pro-Soviet “collective”.
On 1.5.31 the “pupils”, dressed in civilian clothes, watched the military parade
on the Red Square in Moscow. -
On 25.6.41, after the outbreak of the Soviet-German war, the inhabitants of
the villa were taken to Moscow and quartered in apartment 16, 11/22, Nea
politan Street. Here they were guarded by armed N. K. V. D., units and were
forbidden to leave the apartment even during German air raids. In Moscow
it was suggested to members of the “course” that they should take part in Soviet
diversionary activities in Poland. No-one volunteered but they were not sub
jected to much pressure from the Soviet authorities who still counted on forming
olish units, of which the “pupils” were to form the political cadre. When the
intransigent attitude of the majority of Griazovietz prisoners destroyed all hope
of forming Polish Soviet units (see pp. 118 above) Berling informed the '''in the middle of July 1941, that there would be no Polish army in the U. S. S. R.
and tried to induce them to join the Red Army.
At the same time the “pupils” are said to have received Soviet passports, a
ant of 1000 roubles each and permission to move about freely in Moscow.# the political situation again changed and on 30.7:41, the Polish-Soviet agree
ment was signed. In consequence of this the “pupils” did not go to the Red
Army but reported, as Polish prisoners of war freed by the Soviet authorities,
to the Polish Military Mission which arrived in Moscow on 14.8.41. They were
accepted and, numbering 13 in all, were sent to organisation centres of the Polish
Army in the U. S. S. R.
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*CHAPTER VII-SUMMARY OF PART ONE.-GENERAL OBSERVATIONS ABOUT P. O. W.
CAMPS.

1. Numerical Data.

The above description of the life of Polish prisoners of war in the three large
camps-Kozielsk, Starobielsk and Ostashkov-was devoted mainly to the period
during which those camps were used as officers' camps (Kozielsk II, Starobielsk
II) or as special camps for police, Military Police and Frontier Guards (OstashkovII).
That period extends from November 1939 to May 1940, when all three camps
were evacuated as described above.
The total numbers of inmates who passed through the three camps during that
time were approximately as follows:
Kozielsk---------------------------------------------------------- 4, 500
Starobielsk------------------------------------------------------- 3, 920
Qstashkov-------------------------------------------------------- 6, 500

14, 920
Included in this total were
ficers------------------------------------------------------- 8,820
Other ranks—police Military Police, military Frontier Guard (Ostash
kov II).----------------------------------------------------- 6, 100

- Out of this total less than 400 persons were found alive these having either
arrived at Griazovietz via Pavlishtchev Bor or as in the case of a certain number
having been taken individually to prisons for further “interrogation” before the
liquidation of the camps and subsequently released under the “amnesty” resulting
from the Polish-Soviet agreement of 30.7.41.
The rest, that is about 14,500 persons, including about 8,400 officers, were not
found alive.

Found alive—3%.
Disappeared—97%.

2. Central authorities responsible for Polish prisoners of war.
This description of the life of the prisoners in the camps at Kozielsk, Starobielsk
and Ostashkov is based on reports, diaries and notes of prisoners who subsequently
left the U. S. S. R.
In the nature of things the prisoners in the camps were isolated from the out
side world. They did not know what was happening outside the barbed wire of
the camp, and much that went on inside the camp was concealed from them.
They had no knowledge of the details of the administration and organisation of
the camp, the names and functions of Soviet officials, the aims and purposes of the
orders issued etc. It is therefore impossible to point a clear and accurate picture
of the life of the prisoners and this fact should always be borne in mind.
But there is one striking feature, namely, that in the three camps, situated several
hundred miles apart, the conditions of life were very similar differing only in the
small details.
In all three camps:
in November 1939, officers of the Polish Armed Forces, officers and ranks
of the police, frontier and prison guards were grouped as particularly suspi
cious elements, both socially and politically from the Soviet point of view;
at the same time there was a general change in the attitude taken towards
the officers and a marked favouring of the higher ranks, while labour regula
tions applicable to camp inmates in practice were not strictly enforced;
many and similar questionnaires had to be answered by the prisoners;
interrogations of prisoners were conducted along similar lines. They were
political and social rather than military in character, and were of the type
employed in investigations of criminal cases—a dossier was made up for each
prisoner, containing the notes on his “case”, photographs and fingerprints;
just before Christmas 1939, chaplains of all denominations were removed;
in December 1939, prisoners were given permission to write letters and
encouraged to disclose their contacts with foreign countries;
almost simultaneously the “evacuation” of all three camps was begun, the
prisoners being given the same explanation-namely that they were being
sent home;
the method of “evacuation”, size of parties removed and dates of departure
were the same;
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groups leaving on about 25.4.40 and 12.5.40 went to Pavlishtchev Bor and
later to Griazovietz, a

ll groups being treated in a similar manner during theJourney;
final liquidation of the camps took place at approximately the same time.

All this goes to suggest that the Soviet commandants were subordinated to a

central authority, which regulated by detailed instructions the life of the camps.
At the time o

f

the liquidation of the three camps, Soviet officials openly attributed
their inability to change the composition of particular groups to the fact that their
orders were issued by the central authorities in Moscow (see pp. 47, 94).
The question naturally raises: what was this authority which decided every
detail o

f

the life o
f

the camps, and decided on their liquidation and on the fate of

all the convoys, both those which finally arrived a
t

Griazovietz and those which
disappeared?
All three camps were supervised by officers o

f

the N. K
.

V
.

D. which organised
and administered them. (Starobielsk II even bore the official title: N. K. V. D.
Prisoner o

f War Camp). On the other hand it is known that the department of the
N. K. V. D. which controls all camps in the U. S. S. R

.
is the so-called GULAG—

(Glavnoye Upravlenye Lagerey-Camps Chief Command). But it appears that
the three camps concerned were not controlled by the department, juding by the
assurances given by General Nasiodkin, chief of the “GULAG”, to a plenipoten
tiary sent by General Anders to investigate the case of the missing officers (see
below Chapter XIII). If this declaration of General Nasiedkin is accepted, then

it must be assumed that the three camps concerned were controlled by some other
branch o

f

the central N. K. V
.

D. authorities, one which may well have been
specially created for this purpose. Whether the fate of the camps and their in
mates was decided by some such unknown branch o

f

N. K
.
V
.

D
.

o
r by some other,

higher authority, it has not been possible to ascertain.

PART Two. AFTER THE POLISH-SoviFT TREATY OF 1941. POLISH OFFICERs
MISSING IN THE U. S. S. R.

CHAPTER VIII. THE PoDISH-SoviET AGREEMENT OF 30.7.41 AND THE QUESTION
OF PRISONERS OF WAR

When on 22.6.41 the Germans launched an attack on the U. S. S. R., the Polish
Prime Minister and Commander-in-Chief, General Sikorski, in a broadcast on
23.7.41, expressed the hope that in view o

f

the rupture o
f

Soviet-German rela
tions and the cancellation o

f

the Ribbentrop-Molotov pact, the U. S
.
S
. R
.

would
go back to the position established by the Treaty of Riga, this would lead to the
return o

f

normal Polish-Soviet relations and consequently to the liberation o
f
a

quarter of a million Polish prisoners of war, then rotting through inactivity in

Soviet camps, who could be used to fight in the allied cause.
After this speech, which was understood by world public opinion to be gesture

o
f

reconciliation by Poland towards her recent aggressor, further demarches were
made through the medium o

f

the British Government with the object of restoring
normal Polish-Soviet relations. In the course o

f Anglo-Soviet discussions,
Ambassador Maisky, accepting in principle the idea of the formation o

f

national
armed forces in the U. S. S. R.—Polish, Czechoslovak and Yugoslav—which
would cooperate with the Soviet armies in the fight against the German invaders,
proposed in this connection that respective “National Committees” should be
formed in Moscow. On 4.7.41 he queried the figures relating to Polish prisoners

o
f

war in Russia given by General Sikorski in his broadcast and declared that
there were no more than 20,000, a

t

the most.
After a firm rejection by the Polish Government in London o

f

this proposal

to form a “Polish National Committee” in Moscow, a conversation between
Sikorski and Maisky took place on 5.7.41. During this conversation Maisky
raised the question o

f

the Polish prisoners o
f

war in the U. S. S. R. and asked
what were the Polish Government’s plans in regard to them. General Sikorski
answered that approximately 9,000 officers and 191,000 other ranks in the

U
.
S
.

S
.

R.—these figures having been given by official Soviet statistics published
shortly before—would be formed into an independent Polish Army in the

U
.

S
.

S
. R., but that these men would be used to fight the Germans on other

fronts if the Soviet Government preferred. On this occasion Maisky did not
question the figures quoted by General Sikorski, but started a discussion on the

1 Peace Treaty concluded after Polish-Russian campaign of 1920.

93744–52–pt. 6-5
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legal status of the future Polish Army in the U. S. S. R. and its relations with the
Soviet Supreme Command.
In the course of further discussion, Maisky agreed in principle to the release
of the prisoners, on condition that the Polish Government expressed its willing
ness to form them into an Army in the U. S. S. R. to fight beside the Soviets
against the Germans. General Sikorski stipulated that the term “prisoners”
should include all Poles deported from Poland and kept in captivity in the
U. S. S. R., including those imprisoned for political reasons. After a long dis
cussion, during which Maisky emphasized the complications which this would
introduce, he ultimately agreed to refer the matter to his Government for final
decision.
In a note addressed by the Polish Foreign Minister to Mr. Eden on 8.7.41 the
immediate relase of Polish prisoners of war held in captivity in camps in the
U. S. S. R. was laid down as one of the fundamental conditions of a Polish-Soviet
agreement. And article 4 of the Polish draft of the Polish-Soviet agreement,
dated 12.7.41 stated that “the Government of the U.S. S. R. pledges itself to
release immediately and treat as citizens of a friendly State all persons who were
Polish citizens on 16.9.39 and are at present on Soviet territory, namely . . .
those interned in concentration camps as prisoners of war”.
On 17.7.41 the Soviet Government proposed that “all practical questions con
cerning the release of Polish citizens now held captive on the territory of the
U. S. S. R. shall be solved in a constructive spirit after the resumption of diplo
matic relations between Poland and the U. S. S. R.,” but finally agreed to the
addition of the following Additional Protocol to the Polish-Soviet agreement
signed on 30.7.41:
“1. As soon as diplomatic relations are re-established the Government of the
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics will grant and amesty to all Polish citizens
who are at present deprived of their freedom on the territory of the U. S. S. R.,
either as prisoners of war or on other adequate grounds.
“2. This Protocol becomes effective simultaneously with the agreement of
30th July, 1941.”

-

General Sikorski, broadcasting to Poland on the occasion of the signing of the
Polish-Soviet agreement, pointed out the practical value of the treaty saying:
“it enables us to form Polish military units from prisoners of war now languishing
somewhere in Russia and longing to fight for Poland. . . . it restores freedom to
all Polish citizens, whatever the pretext for their detention on the territory of the
U. S. S. R. may be. . . .”
But a considerable part of Polish public opinion was very critical of the text
of the agreement. In particular, the wording of the Additional Protocol gave
rise to very great objections and many Polish politicians and publicists questioned
the use of the term “amnesty” with regard to prisoners of war. Doubts were
also expressed as to whether, in view of the wording of the Additional Protocol
(“dostatochnye osnowanya—adequate grounds”), all Polish citizens held in the
U. S. S. R., on whatever pretext, would in fact regain their liberty. Dissatis
faction with the text of the July agreement was in fact so wide-spread that some
ministers resigned from the Government.
After the arrival of Mr. Retinger in Moscow on 11.8.41 as Polish Chargé
d’Affaires, the whole Soviet press announced on 12.8.41 that the President of the
Supreme Council of the U. S. S. R. had issued a “ukaz” (decree) granting an
amnesty to Polish citizens in captivity on the territory of the U. S. S. R. But
the text of the decree was not published in the official “Sobranie zakoneny”
(Statute Book). When the Polish Embassy in the U. S. S. R., approached the
N. K. I. D. (Foreign Office) with a request for the authentic text of the decree of
12.8.41., they were presented with a document which read as follows: “To grant
an amnesty to all Polish citizens who are at present deprived of their freedom on
the £ry of the U. S. S. R., either as prisoners of war or on other adequate
rounds.” -
g
“President of the Supreme Council of the U. S. S. R.

(signed) M. KALININ.
“Secretary of the Supreme Council of the U. S. S. R.

(signed) A. GoRKIN.
“Moscow, Kremlin, 12th August, 1941.”
It will be seen that this document repeats word for word the last part of article
1 of the Additional Protocol to the Agreement of 30.7.41., without giving either
definitions of the terms used, or any details of the execution of the general prin
ciple proclaimed in the Additional Protocol and in the Decree. Practical instruc
tions were undoubtedly given to the Soviet authorities in secret orders, but they
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were not made available to the Polish authorities, who were thus deprived of any.
control over the actual interpretation and execution of the general principle
expressed in the Decree.

CHAPTER IX. RELEASE OF POLISH SOLDIERS IN THE U. S. S. R.

The first steps in the formation of a Polish Army in U. S. S. R. which made it
practically possible for the Polish servicemen to be released from P. O. W.'s
camps followed immediately on the conclusion of the Military Agreement made
in Moscow on 14.8.1941 by General Bohusz-Szyszko who had travelled from
London for that purpose.
General Anders who, after being several times wounded, fell into the Russian,
hands in October 1939 and had been held in Soviet prisons in strict isolation since.
that time, was appointed C. in C. of the Polish Armed Forces in U. S. S. R. by
General Sikorski with the approval of the Soviet authorities, at the first meeting
of the joint Polish-Soviet committee for the organisation of the Polish army on
the territory of the U. S. S. R., on 16.8.1941, he demanded to know how many
Polish servicemen in Soviet captivity would be counted on for the formation of
the Polish Army. The Soviet representative, General Panfilov replied that,
according to figures in his possession, servicemen of the former Polish Forces were
concentrated mainly in three centres:

1. in the camp at Griazovietz--about 1,000 officers.
2. in the camps at Juza and Suzdal—about 10,000 other ranks.
3. in the camp at Starobielsk—about 10,000 other ranks,

General Panfilov added that there were a certain number of Polish citizens in
Siberia and in the Urals, and that the exact figures would be announced later.
Although the figures quoted by General Panfilov which corresponded exactly
to those given by M. Maisky on 4.7.41. (see p. 138) were at complete variance with
, those in possession of the Polish authorities and given by General Sikorski in his
conversation with Maisky, the Polish members of the joint commission did not
draw attention to this but merely noted it.
A few days later, representatives of the Polish Headquarters in the U. S. S. R.
visited the camps specified by the Soviet authorities with the object of recruiting
the Polish officers and men held there.
At the Griazovietz officers' camp their reception was particularly ceremonious.
On 25.8.41. General Anders and General Szyszko-Bohusz arrived by air, accom
panied by a Soviet Liaison Officer, N. K. V. D. General Zhukov. After the
generals had been enthusiastically welcomed and speeches had been made, the
recruiting committee began its work on the basis of a nominal list of prisoners
provided by the camp authorities, according to which there were at Griazovietz
about 350 prisoners from the camps at Starobielsk, Kozielsk and Ostashkov and
1,250 internees from Lithuania and Latvia.
On 24–25.8.41 Colonel N. Sulik took over the Polish prisoners in the Suzdal
camp, from where the Polish recruiting commission drew, 1,962 soldiers for the
Polish Armed Forces, including 19 officers who had hitherto concealed their rank
from the Soviet authorities.
On 26.8.41. Colonel Sulik began to take over the prisoners of the camp at
Talitza, where there were about 10,000 of them, among whom a few dozen officers
were also found.
Both these camps were formed by the Soviet authorities in July, 1941, for other
ranks and police who had been transferred from Kozielsk III (see p. 53 above)
to the Far North, some to the Komi Soviet Socialist Republic and some to the
Kola peninsula, from where they were withdrawn after the outbreak of the
Soviet-German war.
Lt. Col. Wisniowski went to Starobielsk, where he found in three different
camps about 12,000 Polish prisoners, withdrawn from numerous labour camps in
South-Eastern Poland after the outbreak of the Soviet-German war (Starobielsk
IV., see pp. 98–99).
On 30.8.41 General Anders, in a broadcast from Moscow, told the world of the
formation of the Polish Armed Forces in the U. S. S. R. On 7.9.41 he sent from
Buzuluk, where the Headquarters of the Polish Armed Forces had been established,
a report to General Sikorski in London informing him that the Polish prisoner of
war camps at Griazovietz, Suzdal, Juza and Starobielsk had been liquidated by
the Soviet authorities and that Polish soldiers from these camps, numbering 1,800
officers, 27,000 other ranks, were already on their way to Polish military camps
in the Volga region. The numbers given in this report were too optimistic as
in fact barely 1,400 officers left those camps and these mostly had been former
internees in the Baltic States in 1939.
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General Anders and his staff hoped to receive a much larger number of officers
from prisoners of war camps, and opened discussions on this subject with General
Panfilov. He was assured that the rest of the Polish officers had long ago been
released from the P. O. W. camps and had returned home, or in some instances
had voluntarily joined the Red Army. -
Later on General Anders and the officers who had arrived from London gradually
learnt from prisoners liberated from Griazovietz, details of the liquidation of the
officers' camps at Kozielsk, Starobielsk and Ostashkov in April and May, 1940.
The Griazovietz prisoners told of the convoys which left the three camps, of the
first report that those convoys were to be sent to Poland and of the later con
jectures that the deported Polish prisoners had not been released, but probably
kept in camps similar to Griazovietz. As the Soviet authorities had on several
occasions used the Starobielsk and Kozielsk camps for accommodating various
categories of Polish prisoners of war and other prisoners, it was at first difficult to
grasp the details of the history of the prisoner of war camps for officers/KozielskII and Starobielsk II/, especially in view of the fact that after the agreement of
1941, the Soviet authorities handed over about 12,000 Polish soldiers from the
liquidated camp at Starobielsk (Starobielsk IV).
Officers at Polish Army Headquarters in the U. S. S. R. soon realised that many
officers who were personally known to them and who, they knew for certain, had
been taken prisoner by the Soviets in September 1939, were still missing. Among
these were nearly all those of General Anders’ 1939 group, including his chief of
staff, Major Soltan; nor was there any sign of Major Fuhran, for many years
General Sikorski's adjutant; many other Generals and Colonels were also missing.
From the very beginning Polish officers drew the attention of the Soviet liaison
officers to these facts. The letter intimated that they were not in a position to
supply any positive information about individuals and reverted to the old theory,
semiofficially put forward in the large camps at Pavlishtchev Bor and Griazovietz,
that a considerable number of Polish prisoners had been released and sent back
to Poland in 1940.1
The Polish authorities let this explanation pass, but they knew from letters
received by the Griazovietz prisoners from their relatives in Poland that the mis
sing officers had not returned home. The Polish authorities therefore instructed
the Polish Underground Movement to find out whether these officers, after being
handed over to the Germans, had not been held in German prisoners of war camps.
Simultaneously a special section was formed at the Polish Headquarters in the
U. S. S. R. with the task of drawing up lists of the names of the missing officers
and collecting all available information about them. With this object all prisoners
from Kozielsk II, Starobielsk II and Ostashkov II, who had passed through
Griazovietz or prisons before being released, were requested to supply all possible
personal details of their fellow-prisoners who had been with them in these camps
and had subsequently disappeared. In this way a list of names of missing officers
from Starobielsk, Kozielsk and Ostashkov was gradually drawn up. Simultane
ously the volunteers who joined the Polish Army after being liberated as a result
of the “amnesty” from prisons and labour camps in the most distant parts of
Russia were being asked if they had any information to give about the missing
prisoners from Kozielsk, Starobielsk and Ostashkov. This resulted in a mis
understanding owing to the fact that the Soviet authorities had used these camps
on several occasions for other categories of Polish prisoners and prisoners of war,
including a large number of officers. Many former prisoners, particularly those
returning from distant northern camps (e. g. at Kolyma and in Iakuta) stated in
good faith that a large number of Poles, including many from Kozielsk and Staro
bielsk, still remained in the extreme North, and even on islands in the Arctic
Ocean. Some gave the names of officers who had, for instance, been at Staro
bielsk and were now in the most distant and hardest labour camps. After
checking this information it was generally found that the officers named in these
reports had actually spent a certain time in one of the big camps (mostly in
Starobielsk III), but not at the period when these were being used as officers’
Camps.
£pite of the disappointments resulting from a more thorough analysis of the
reports concerned, the “optimists” still continued to have hope and at that time
(October–November 1941) emaintained that the destinations to which the missing
convoys had been transported in 1940 were so distant that for technical reasons
it was impossible for the people to return at that time of year. Supporters of this
1“The Soviet authorities have declared to me on more than one occasion that considerable number of the
above (missing) officers were released and sent back to Poland in the autumn of 1940”wrote General Anders
in a letter dated 1.9.41 to the Polish Ambassador in the U. S. S. R.
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theory generally assumed that the missing officers would return in the summer of
1942, when climatic and technical conditions would make it possible to travel.
The divergence between this theory and the statement of representatives of the
Soviet authorities was put down to Soviet unwillingness to admit to their new
allies that they had deported prisoners of war under exceptionally hard conditions
to the extreme North.
This theory was further supported by the fact that it had recently become
known that, in spite of the Soviet authorities' categorial statements to the effect
that all Poles had been released, a very large number of Polish citizens were still
detained in prisons and labour camps. Noting the inaccuracy of Soviet declara
tions regarding ordinary prisoners, Polish circles became increasingly convinced
that the declarations concerning the missing prisoners of war from the three large
camps also deviated from the truth. In consequence, the Polish authorities,
while persistently trying to persuade the Soviet authorities to disclose the where
abouts of the missing prisoners of war, confidently expected them to reappear in
the summer of 1942, when climatic conditions would permit them to cross the
northern seas. -

CHAPTER X. THE AMNESTY FOR POLISH PRISONERS AND DEPORTEES IN THE U. S. S. R.
AND ITS EXECUTION

On the basis of information received from Poland, the Polish Government in
London estimated the total number of Polish citizens deported by the Soviet
authorities in the years 1939–1941 at 1%–2 millions. Owing to the “iron curtain.”
isolating the Soviet state from the rest of the world the Polish Government pos
sessed no detailed information as to the whereabouts of the deportees in particu
lar provinces of the U. S. S. R. nor as to their living conditions and legal status.
After the conclusion of the agreement of 30.7.41 it was assumed that as a result
of the Additional Protocol, these masses of human beings would automatically
regain their freedom and civic rights and would be in great need of help from
Polish diplomatic representatives appointed to the U. S. S. R.
The Polish diplomatic representatives fully realised the technical difficulties of
immediately releasing hundreds of thousands of people dispersed throughout the
immense territory of the U. S. S. R. and of changing their legal status.
The first diplomatic note sent by the Polish Charge d’Affaires in Moscow,
M. J. H. Rettinger, on 22.8.41, requested the “immediate release from prisons
and forced labour camps of all Polish citizens and their despatch to provisional
assembly points, where they could be sorted out according to sex, age and physi
cal and professional qualifications and directed to military camps or to industrial
or agricultural work”. At the same time the note pointed out that the burden
ing of local administrations with countless additional military tasks might in
many-cases obstruct the “efficient and speedy” fulfilment of the obligations con
tracted by the U. S. S. R. In this connection the note put forward various
“proposals” concerning “provisional instructions for the purpose of expediting the
realisation of the clauses of the amnesty” by means of active “cooperation be
tween administrative sections of the Embassy and the Polish citizens in ques
tion”. Finally the note expressed the conviction that “in the present harmoni
ous relations between the Polish and the Soviet Governments it will be easy to
work out the details and bring about the speedy release of Polish citizens, if only
general instructions are issued”. Replying to this note, the N. K. I. D. (Peoples’
Commissariat for Foreign Affairs) in a “Pro Memoria” of 28.841, informed the
Embassy that, in the accordance with the Decree of the Presidium of the Supreme
Council of the U. S. S. R. dated 12.8.41, the release of all Polish citizens from
prisons had already begun. The memorandum also described the procedure gov
erning the release of prisoners. While raising no objection to the “appointment
of trustees of the Polish Embassy in regions inhabited by large numbers of
Polish citizens” or to the “formation of one or several joint commissions, com
posed of Soviet delegates and representatives of the Polish Embassy, for the pur
pose of drawing up a register of Polish citizens, resettling them and providing
them with a means of livelihood”, the memorandum deferred all the other propo
sitions contained in the Polish note for consideration “during subsequent work”.
The procedure mentioned in the memorandum was as follows: released pris
oners were to receive special amnesty certificates (udostovierenya) in which they
were clearly described as Polish citizens. Those certificates would be valid for
three months, after which they were to be exchanged for a passport. In addi
tion, the liberated prisoners were to receive free railway tickets to a place theo
retically chosen by the prisoner but in practice dictated by the authorities-as
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well as a travelling allowance of 15 roubles a day. The memorandum mentioned
no general principles governing release; on the contary, the phrase “the release
has begun” indicated rather that Polish citizens were not automatically set free.
Later it became clear that prisoners were freed under a number of special orders
issued by the Soviet central authorities. It should be pointed out that in the
first period (August–October) the Soviet authorities never questioned the Polish
citizenship of non-Polish persons at the time of release of prisoners. On the con
tary it even seemed that they gave special privileges to some of the so-called
national minorities and, in fact released Jews, while detaining Poles.
On 9.9.41, five days after the arrival of M. Kot as Polish Ambassador in Mos
cow, the first meeting of the Joint Polish-Soviet Commission took place and was
devoted to “the question of further arrangements concerning liberated Polish
citizens”. At the beginning of the meeting, at the request of the Polish dele
gates, the Soviet representatives supplied information as to the total number of
Polish citizens detained in the U. S. '' R. and the progress so far made in releas
ing them. With the reservation that the exact numbers could only be submitted
after checking, the following approximate figures were given: the number of Polish
citizens imprisoned in prisons and camps “can be more or less calculated at 42,000,
of which 35,891 were freed up to 8.9.41. The total number of deported and re
settled Polish citizens may be estimated at 300–350 thousand persons, of whom
up to 8.9.41, 107,933 have been supplied with documents entitling them to move
freely on Soviet territory”."
In the course of discussion the Soviet representatives admitted that not all
Polish citizens had been freed but stated that those detained were “only a few
Poles, who are accused of espionage for Germany”. The Polish request for the
production of material collected during investigations of these cases raised funda
mental objections from the Soviets; the difference in the points of views taken by
both sides became obvious when the Poles asked whether the figures given by the
Soviets included all the Polish citizens living in the territory of the U. S. S. R.
The Soviet delegates immediately raised the question of the citizenship of “former
Polish citizens who inhabited the Western Ukraine and Western White Russia
and who after the incorporation of these territories into the Soviet Union received
Soviet citizenship”. Discussion of this question was postponed since it obviously
did not fall within the competence of the Commission.
On 10.9.41 Ambassador Kot had his first conference with the Deputy Commis
sar for Foreign Affairs, Vyshinsky, in the course of which the Ambassador stated
that many Polish citizens deported to the U. S. S. R., and in whom he was par
ticularly interested, had so far not reappeared, and asked to whom he should refer
this matter. Vyshinsky-replied, “We will deal with that, if you will supply a list
of persons with whom you are concerned; we shall settle that question as favour
ably and as quickly as possible”. The Embassy consequently handed the
N. K. I. D. (U. S. S. R. Foreign Office) a “list of persons to be released in the first
instance” comprising a few hundred names among them those of some prisoners of
war, mostly university professors, who had been at Kozielsk or Starobielsk. In
the course of some months the N. K. I. D. (Foreign Office) informed the Em
bassy of the release of 54 persons whose names had figured on the list, but there
was no-one from Kozielsk or Starobielsk among them.
On 17.9.41 the second and last meeting of the Joint Commission took place,
during which the Soviets gave the number of Polish citizens released from prisons
and camps up to 14.9.41 as 46,195 that is 7,000 more than the total number of
Polish citizens who were imprisoned in the U. S. S. R. according to the figures they
had given at the first meeting.
Having established the fact that many prominent Polish citizens known to have
been in Soviet prisons and camps were not among the liberated prisoners, Ambas
sador Kot again raised this matter on 20.9.41 in a conversation with Vyshinsky,
who promised to investigate the whole question of releases and to produce detailed
information in the immediate future, concerning Polish scholars, artists, publicists,
doctors, lawyers etc. then in the U. S. S. R. A week later as a result of the flood
of complaints reaching the Embassy about Polish citizens still kept in detention, on
27.9.41 the Ambassador handed to the N. K. I. D. Foreign Office the first note
which pointed out that:—
a many Polish citizens were detained, individually and in groups, in forced
labour camps and prisons;
b. they were prevented from establishing contact with the Polish Embassy;

1Extract from the Soviet protocol of the meeting.
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c. many other Polish citizens were denied the right to choose or change
their place of residence;
d. they were compelled to work as prisoners;
e. Certificates of amnesty were refused to them.

During the next conversation with the Polish Ambassador on 6.10.41 Vyshinsky
repeated his promise to look into the whole question of releases and to supply a
list of members of the Polish intelligentsia deported to the U. S. S. R. This
promise, however, was never fulfilled, but in a conversation with the Polish
Ambassador on 14.10.41 he gave the following general figures concerning the
fulfilment of the Additional Protocol granting an amnesty to Polish citizens:—

“the 387,962 former Polish citizens deprived of liberty in the U. S. S. R.
fell under the following categories:—

Cat. I. (condemned or under investigation in prison).-------- 71, 481
Cat. II. (deported to places of compulsory settlement)------ 291, 137
Cat. III. (prisoners ofwar)------------------------------ 25, 314
Of the above categories up to 1.10.41 were released ------- -- 345, 511
Persons still detained----------------------------------- 42, 421”

Although the figures given by Vyshinsky were considerably higher than those
submitted to the Poles at the meetings of the Joint Commission, they were firmly
questioned by Ambassador Kot as being too low. In the course of a heated dis
cussion on this subject, Vyshinsky, admitting that the Soviet authorities had
deported limited groups from Poland “but not the entire population”, stated that
“he could only give the Ambassador the figures “which were in his possession”
and finally asked him to send to the N. K. I. D. Foreign Office in writing, details
of cases where local authorities were neglecting to carry out the amnesty.
The above figures were the last to be supplied by the Soviet authorities concern
ing the deportation from Poland. Poles were convinced that they represented
about 25–30% of the actual numbers. It should be pointed out that—as was
revealed in the course of discussion with Soviet representatives—the figures given
by Vyshinsky did not include so-called former Polish citizens” who allegedly
became “Soviet citizens” on the strength of the Soviet decree of 1.11.39, i. e.
members of Poland's national minorities—Ukrainians, White Russians, Jews etc.
Nor did Vyshinsky’s figures include deportees and prisoners of war who had died
in the meantime, the mortality rate being of course extremely high among people
deported and living under such hard conditions. If these two statements are
taken into consideration it will be seen, that the original Polish estimation, that
the Soviets had deported about 1% million people from Poland was not far from
the truth.

Comparison of Soviet statements concerning numbers of Poles detained in the
U. S. S. R. and freed after the amnesty

Source Date Categories detained and freed after amnesty

in prisons P. O. W.’s and
and camps

deportees internees

of information -

Total Re- Total Re- Total Re
No. leased No. leased No. leased

-

Krasnaia Zwiezda (“Red Star”)- 17.9.40 ||--------|--------|----------|---------- 5,268 officers, --------
4,096 N. C.
O.'s, 181,223
other ranks.

U. S. S. R. Ambassador in Lon- 4.7.41 --------|--------|----------|---------- Approx. 20,000-|--------
don Maisky.
General Panfilov----------------- 16.841 ------------------------------------ 1,000 officers, --------

20,000 other
ranks.

300,000
N. K. T. D. (Foreign Office) || 9.9.41 || 42,000 || 35,891 to 107,933 ------------------------
Novikov. ,000
. K. I. D. (Foreign Office) 17.9.41 ||-------- 46, 195 ||---------- 159,512 ----------------|--------
Novikov.
. K. I. D. Vice Commissar ||14.9.41 || 71,481 ||-------- 291,137 ---------- 25,314-----------------
Vyshinsky.

of these three categories a total of 345,511have been released.
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CHAPTER XI. POLISH DIPLOMATIC INTERVENTIONS CONCERNING THE FULFILMENT
OF THE “ADDITIONAL PROTOCOL” AND IN THE QUESTION OF THE MISSING POLISH
OFFICERS.

The Kot-Vyshinsky conversation of 10.9.41 and the Polish Ambassador's note
of 27.9.41 (see p. 153–4 above) opened a long series of discussions and diplomatic
notes concerning the fulfilment of the clauses of the Additional Protocol to the
Agreement of 30.7.41. The Polish authorities never failed to insist on the strict
application of the clauses of the Protocol and the release of all Polish citizens
without exception. The Soviet replies varied. They either said that all Polish
citizens were being liberated or, after 8.11.41, that they all had been liberated, or,
that a certain number of persons reclaimed by the Poles were detained as criminals
or German spies, or that the amnesty did not apply to those still in captivity as
they were not Polish citizens.
In this connection discussions took place on:—
a. the citizenship of persons of various domiciles and nationalities who
were in the Eastern territories of Poland on 1–2.11.39., i. e

.,

when those
territories were “incorporated” into the Soviet Union by the decisions of the
Supreme Council of the U. S. S. R.;

b
.

the right o
f

the Polish authorities to have access to the evidence on the
basis o

f

which intlividuals were detained a
s

common criminals o
r

German
Sples.

The fact that the Soviet replies admitted the detention of some Polish citizens
confirmed the opinion current in Polish circles that a considerably larger number o

f

Polish citizens than that admitted by the Soviet authorities had not regained their
freedom, despite the clauses o

f

the Additional Protocol.
Still not questioning the good will of the Soviet central authorities, Polish
representatives presumed that the reason for the continued detention of numerous
Polish citizens was either the unscrupulousness of local prison and camp author
ities o

r

the insurmountable technical difficulties o
f transporting them from the

extreme North of Russia.

It will be remembered that both the Polish Army Headquarters in the U.S. S. R.
and the Polish Embassy had for a long time been aware that a considerable num
ber o

f Poles, including prisoners o
f

war from Kozielsk, Starobielsk and Ostashkov
had been demorted to the Far North in the summer of 1940. Recognising the
technical difficulties making their return before the summer o

f

1942 impossible,
the Polish representatives tried to obtain official confirmation from the Soviets

o
f

the detention o
f

Polish prisoners in camps in the Far North. But they re
ceived only negative and often vague replies.
The various stages of the diplomatic negotiations on this subject are given below.

1
. 6.10.41—Kot—Vyshinski conversation.

During this conversation the Polish Ambassador for the first time raised officially
the question o

f

the missing officers. Unfortunately however, the facts he re
sented were not correct and by going into too great detail he missed an important
opportunity to obtain from the Soviet Authorities a direct answer to the dramatic
question—What has happened to 7,500 people? This will be seen from the notes
of the conversation which follows:—
Ambassador: . . . “besides this category o

f persons to be individually released
and the search for well-known scholars and politicians in whom, as individuals,
public opinion takes a great interest, there are other questions in this sphere which
are very distressing for us. These concern whole groups of people and I venture

to give you some facts about them which may not be known to you.”
Vyshinsky: “The lack of information about the prisoners sometimes results
from the fact that when the Germans occupied part of the territory of the
U. S. S. R

.

the prisons and the archives were evacuated separately.”
(Novikov intervenes and gives examples of cases where this has occurred.)

Ambassador: “Apart from the fact that I can’t carry out my orders from Lon
don to sent there some well-known people to complete the membership o

f

the
National Council, I would like to quote to you the following figures. In all there
were 9,500 officers arrested in Poland and deported to the U. S. S. R. and we have
now in the army in U. S. S. R. only 2,000 officers. What has happened to the
other 7,500 people?”
Vyshinsky and Novikov try to maintain that that is not possible, but can
not find any arguments to support their case.
Ambassador: “We have made every effort to find these people. We thought
they were handed over to the Germans, we looked for them in German P. O

.

W.
camps, in occupied Poland, everywhere where they could possibly be. I could
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understand it if it were a matter of a few dozen or even a few hundred people
missing but not thousands.- Vishinsky and Novikov disconcerted, themselves put the question “What
has happened to them?”
Ambassador: “In the Autumn of 1940 a shipload of about 1500 of our officers
was sent from Archangel to the North.”
Vishinsky: “That is surely an inaccurate report. Where does it come from?”
Ambassador: “From Archangel. In the Moscow province there was a P. O. W.
camp at Ostashkov where there was exclusively men from the Military and civil
police. This camp doesn’t exist any longer, however, among many thousands
of people who have joined our ranks there is not one from this camp. And the# where our officers are still kept are on the Sosva, at Kolyma not far from
msk.”
Vishinsky: “Surely they are among the more than 300,000 Polish citizens who
have now been released.”
Ambassador: “From these camps there is no one in the Army and what about
the doctors and university professors?”

-

The Ambassadors assertions about the shipload from Archangel and the Officers
camp on the Soswa etc., were based on reports of prisoners who had been liberated
from Soviet labour camps and joined the Polish Armed Forces. But these reports
were themselves based on a misunderstanding, as was pointed out above (p. 148)
for they concerned the officers from Starobielsk III. Formulated categorically
by the Ambassador, these assertions laid the “burden of proof” on the Polish side
and enabled the Soviets to evade the question “what had happened to 7,500
people” and to limit themselves to a denial of particular Polish statements.

2. 13.10.41. Polish Embassy’s Note to N. K. I. d.
In the note of 13.10.41 the Embassy did not refer expressly to the disappearance
of officer P. O. W’s but treated the matter in general terms.
This note stating that “the Embassy possesses information that in various prisons
and camps there still remain thousands of Polish citizens who either know nothing
of the Agreement concluded on July 30th, 1941, or have been informed that the
clauses of that Agreement and the Decree of the Supreme Council of the U.S. S. R.
of September 12th do not apply to them.” The note went on to hope that the
real situation of Polish citizens in U. S. S. R. would correspond to that proclaimed
by the official communiqués of PAT (official Polish Telegraph Agency) in London
and New York which were giving an assurance, in accordance with the policy of
Soviet-Polish friendship and co-operation, that all Polish citizens in U. S. S. R.
were now released. Emphasising in this way the genuine good will of the Polish
Government in the sphere of propaganda, the note did nevertheless draw the atten
tion of the Soviet Government to these communiques of PAT which in no way cor
responded to the facts as set out in it or to the real situation.
3. 14.10.41. Kot-Vyshinsky conversation
In the course of this conversation the Polish Ambassador, referring to General
Sikorski’s proposed visit to Moscow, stressed the need for bringing the actual
situation of Polish citizens in the U. S. S. R. into line with the Polish Telegraph
Agency’s communiqués. He ended with the words: “At the moment of General
Sikorski’s arrival, not one Polish citizen ought to be in detention.”
Vyshinsky then raised the whole question of the release of Polish citizens and
supplied the figures (quoted at the end of the preceding chapter) and a sharp
exchange of views took place as to the numbers deported from Poland (see p. 155).
The Ambassador referring again to the missing officer prisoners of war, stated
that “according to Soviet data there were 9,600 officers in prisoner of war camps”.
The Ambassador was doubltess thinking of the article in “Krasnaya Zwiezda.”
(“Red Star”) which have the number of prisoners of war as: 5,268 officers and
4,096 N. C. O’s—more than 9,000 in all (see p. 14). Towards the end of the
discussion the tone became more friendly.
Ambassador: “I hope that when General Sikorski arrives he will find all his
officers.”
Vyshinsky: “We shall give up to you all the people we have, but we cannot
give up those who are not with us. The English, for instance, give us the names of
their people who are supposed to be in the U. S. S. R., but who have in fact never
been here.”

4. 15.10.4:1. Personal note from General Sikorski to Ambassador Bogomolov.

The Polish Embassy's difficulties in the U.S. S. R. connected with the fulfilment
by the Soviet authorities of the Additional Protocol had their repercussions in
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London. The Polish Government in London was kept informed by the Embassy
and by the Polish Military Authorities in the U. S. S. R. of the progress made in
releasing Polish citizens from Soviet camps and prisons. The information at
first supplied by Soviet liaison officers, to the effect that prisoners of war from
Kozielsk, Starobielsk and Ostashkov had been freed and sent home in 1940, was
sent via London to Poland to be verified. The Polish Underground Movement
reported that the missing officers were neither in their homes under German occu
pation nor in German prisoner of war camps and that their families had lost all
contact with them since April and May, 1940. Disturbing reports and rumours
also came from the U. S. S. R. to the effect that a considerable number of Polish
citizens had not been released from captivity but had been transferred to the
extreme North of Russia. In consequence, General Sikorski, before his projected
visit to Moscow, wrote a personal note to the Soviet Ambassador accredited to
the Polish Government, requesting him to inform his Government that the Polish
Government “appreciates the good will shown by the Soviet Government in
putting into effect the Polish-Soviet Agreement of July 30th”, and simultaneously
drawing attention to “certain obstacles which had arisen and could not be attribut
ed to difficulties resulting from military operations.”
Emphasising the necessity for the immediate release of Polish citizens in view
of the approaching winter and the need for providing them with a means of
livelihood, the note contained a few additional sentences on the subject of the
missing officers, expressing the supposition that they were detained in the Far
North. “Le sort de quelques milliers des officiers polonais, qui ne sont pas
nentres en Pologne et qui n'ont pas été retrouvé dans les camps militaires
sovićtiques continue a étre incertaine. Ils sont probablement dispersés dans
les régions du nord de l’ U. S. S. R. Leur présence dans les camps de l'Armée
Polonaise est indispensable”.

5. 22.10.41.-Kot-Molotov Conversation
The subject of this conversation was the visit of General Sikorski to the
. S. S. R. The Polish Ambassador again pointed out the necessity for com
pletely putting the “amnesty” clauses into full effect: “First the question of the
amnesty. The instructions of the central authorities clearly did not reach
several regions. They must be carried out 100%, so that General Sikorski can
see that our agreement is a real one.”
At Molotov’s request for a complete account of the whole question, the Am
bassador recalled his conversations with Vyshinsky. “I gave Mr. Vyshinsky
several examples of places where the amnesty has not been carried out and of
which categories of our citizens, such as officers, judges, public prosecutors and
police have not been released. Mr. Vyshinsky promised to give the matter his
attention, but he did not fulfill his promise. I am afraid that the approaching
winter will make impossible their return from distant territories such as Kolyma.”
Molotov replied that in principle all Polish citizens had been set free as a result
of the amnesty but admitted that on account of “great difficulties of transport
and administration . . . in several districts they undoubtedly still remained in
places where up till this time they have been living.”
These general remarks of Molotov, which in reality conveyed nothing, were
understood by the Poles to be a more or less official confirmation by a member
of the Soviet Government of the Polish thesis, that the missing officers were in
the Far North and had for technical reasons no possibility of returning at that
time. Thanking Molotov for his promise to extend “to the Polish Government
all the assistance in our power towards solving this matter”, the Ambassador
asked for a list of the places in which Polish citizens who had been released were
living. “We understand the difficulties of the Soviet Government”, he added,
commenting on his request, “but if we knew something about our citizens we
could wait quietly for the possibility of transport.”
Promising to do everything to enable the Ambassador to acquire this informa
tion, Molotov proposed that Kot should hand him a list of names of “the people
with whom you are particularly concerned” and expressed the hope that after
the issuing of “all instructions on this matter, there will be no difficulty provided
they are in the U. S. S. R. under the same names as they bore in Poland.”
The fact that the Ambassador had in mind all the time the question of the
missing officers from Kozielsk, Starobielsk and Ostashkov—though he did not
speak openly of them—is shown by the further course of the conversation.
Referring to the difficulties of tracing individuals, he mentioned exclusively the
names of the missing officers. The conversation ran thus:
Ambassador: “It would be a very good thing if I could get into close contact
with representatives of the N. K. V. D. concerning various matters which do not
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really come into the sphere of foreign affairs and are an additional burden to you.
Actually they are not difficult to solve, but they are involved. As an example
let me cite the impossibility of finding General Sikorski's adjutant, to whom the
latter is very attached.”
Molotov: “Is he with us?”
Ambassador: “He was in a prisoner of war camp in the U. S. S. R. and was
afterwards deported into the interior of Russia”.
Molotov: “What is his name?”
Ambassador: “Major Jan Fuhrman”.
Molotov: “Everything will be done to find him.”
(Molotov ordered the interpreter to write down Fuhrman’s exact name.)
Ambassador: “If by any chance he is unfortunately dead, we should like to
be informed of this, for there is nothing worse than uncertainty.” "
6. 1.11.41. M. Kot's secret note to Molotov.
With the object of finally persuading the Soviet Government to settle the
question of releases and other matters connected with the organisation of the
Polish Army in the U. S. S. R., this note aimed at making General Sikorski's
announced visit to the U. S. S. R. dependent on the previous “fundamental
agreement” of the Soviet Government to the Polish Government's demands.
“Appreciating the serious importance which personal contact with Premier
Stalin, your Excellency and the Headquarters of the Soviet Army will have in
tightening the bonds of friendship and co-operation between both Governments
and in the conduct of the war against the common enemy, General Sikorski would
wish for the conversations to take place in an atmosphere free from the many
fundamental questions which up till now have remained unsolved and unsettled
and the actual state of which would make the visit of the Prime Minister of the
Polish Government and the C. in C. of the Polish Army particularly embarrassing
where the Polish people in the U. S. S. R. are concerned as also are the problems
the settlement of which is imposed by the force of events.
“As the aims and programme of his journey have been agreed with the Govern
ment of Great Britain and with the Governments of the other Allied States
General Sikorski is of the opinion that, unless a suitable atmosphere for discussion
is created, his visit at the present moment would not give results satisfactory
either to the interests of the two Governments or to the common war effort of
the Countries fighting against Germany. Before finally deciding the date of his
arrival, General Sikorski will therefore wait for the Soviet Government's ex
pression of fundamental agreement of the following questions of primary import
ance to the Polish Government and People.
“1. The acceleration of the complete fulfilment of the clauses of the Additional
Protocol to the Polish-Soviet Agreement of July 30th, 1941 and of the Decree of
the Supreme Council of the U. S. S. R. of August 12th, 1941, concerning an
amnesty for “all Polish citizens who are at present deprived of their freedom on
the territory of the U. S. S. R., either as prisoners of war or on other adequate
grounds, and the guarantee of suitable work or means of livelihood to Polish
citizens not incorporated into the Polish Army . . .”.

7. 2.11.41. Kot-Vyshinski conversations.
The day after the foregoing note had been sent, the Polish Ambassador had
another conversation with Vyshinsky, which was particularly dramatic and
stormy where the question of releases was concerned. In this conversation a
relatively longer time was devoted to the question of the missing officers. When
the Ambassador recalled the promise given him during previous conversations in
Moscow to the effect that the Soviet authorities “would find a way to transport
people from the North even during a hard winter, by using special methods of
transport”, Vyshinsky referred to the changed situation from the course of mili
tary operations. The Ambassador, taking this argument into consideration,
asked that he should at any rate be supplied with details as to “where those people
are and the granting of facilities to establish at least telegraphic communication
with them”. Vyshinsky answered without hestitation “of course, I will do that,”
but in the next, somewhat ambiguous sentence qualified this promise. “Your
Excellency can count on us for every assistance in this matter. As soon as I
have found out where these people are I will inform your Excellency accurately
and conscientiously.”

1Despite Molotov's solemn promises, the Polish authorities never received any official information
concerning the fate of Major Fuhrman.
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When the Ambassador quoted the addresses of camps in various parts of the
Soviet Union where Polish citizens were still held in captivity, Vyshinsky con
tinued to insist that all Poles had already been released. He then raised the
question of the missing officers, hitherto not referred to in the conversations.
Taking advantage of the Ambassador's mistake on 14.10.41 in referring to 9,600
Polish officers who, according to Soviet data, were said to be in the U. S. S. R.
(see page 163 above), Vyshinsky took the offensive. The following is a fragment
of the conversation: -

Vyshinsky: “The alleged number of 9,500 Polish officers in the U. S. S. R. has
not been confirmed anywhere. Such a number has never appeared in the
N. K. V. D. records, and the People's Commissariat for Defence also denied its
accuracy. I am trying, however, to obtain the data which Mr. Ambassador
required”.
Ambassador: “Mr. Commissar promised to look personally into the matter of
lawyers, judges, public prosecutors and police. Many generals, prominent
soldiers, even many of my personal friends are missing”.
Vyshinsky: “Unfortunately the fact of being public prosecutors, judges or
police does not appear in the N. K. W. D. records. We simply are not in posses
sion of these particulars.”
Ambassador: “Such a long time has elapsed since the signing of the agreement,
and so many of our people have not regained the freedom to which they are
legally entitled. We have not even received letters or telegrams from them. We
do not even know their addresses. Despite the fact that during our conversation
on October 14th you promised to supply me on the following day with the infor
mation I required.”
Vyshinsky: “It is true that I said that, but on October 15th Moscow was
evacuated, with the result that contact between the different departments was
interrupted. That is the reason for the delay in obtaining the information . . .
The N. K. V. D. central office states that there never were that number of Polish
Officers in the U. S. S. R.”
Ambassador: “I do not insist on the number 9,500, but over 4,000 officers
were deported from Starobielsk and Kozielsk. Up to now an impenetrable wall
stands between us and those people, separating us from them. Please help us to
get over that wall. The N. #" W. D. central office or the GULAG possess
the necessary details. Please enable me to send delegates, accompanied by
N. K. V. D. officials, to visit the camps where these people are and bring them help
and encouragement, thereby assisting them to survive the winter.”
Vyshinsky: “Mr. Ambassador puts the question as if we wanted to hide some
Polish citizens. Where are they?”
Ambassador: “There is Kolyma, the Bering Straits. It was stated that whole
convoys of our people were sent to those regions. They are even in Franz Josef
Land. I myself spoke to a lad who had returned from Novaya Zemlya.”
Vyshinsky: “From your approach of the problem it would appear that it is
necessary for our authorities to be controlled by delegates from the Embassy.
We have records of everyone, alive or dead. I have promised the details and
I will produce them. . . .”
Ambassador: “If any of the people with whom I am concerned really had been
released, they would have immediately given a sign of life. It is not a question
of nameless people. There are among them hundreds of distinguished men, for
instance Generals Stanislaw Haller, Skierski, Skuratowicz, Lukowski. They are
not children and could not be hidden. If any of them have died, please inform
us. I cannot believe that they are not.”
Vyshinsky: “Please let me have the names and it will be easier to find them.
The name of General Haller, for instance, you have mentioned for the first time.
People are not trees, they must be somewhere, but sometimes they did not *:that they were Generals, perhaps they are registered under other professions.
cannot myself search for them throughout the whole Soviet Union.”
Ambassador: “The data I possess come from the reports and accounts of eye
witnesses. They have seen at this or that time so many of our officers bein
deported in an unknown direction. If I obtained the exact data from you,
would use them. People are not like steam, they cannot evaporate. . . .”
Vyshinsky: “If I had a list of the people with whom Mr. Ambassador is par
ticularly concerned, it would help me in my task.”
Ambassador: “I have given 4 such lists but until now I have not had an answer.
The most important thing for me is to be able to bring help and protection to these
people... I understand that you Mr. Commissar, cannot personally occupy
yourself with such questions as you are concerned with foreign not home affairs.
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But we have had promises of co-operation in this matter from you as well as from
the Soviet Government.”
Vyshinsky: “Some people on the lists given #

Mr. Ambassador have now been
found. We are looking for the others. When I shall have the rest of the namesI shall be able to contact the competent authorities and say to them for example
“Please report to me on the question of General Haller. If anything wrong is
revealed I shall even be able to punish who it is necessary. But you are wrong
Mr. Ambassador in thinking that these things do not concern me. In the Com
missariat of Foreign Affairs we have three Vice Commissars. I am the first of
them and I am concerned with Polish matters.”
8. 3.11.41. Cripps-Vyshinsky conversation. Cripps' Aide-Memoire.
Unable, despite strenous attempts, to bring about the complete fulfilment by
the Soviet authorities of the obligations contracted in the July Agreement and the
release of all captive Polish citizens, the Polish authorities requested the mediation
of the British authorities, whose good services played such an important role in the
conclusion of that agreement. On 3.11.41 the British Ambassador to the Soviet
Union, Sir Stafford Cripps, handed the Soviet Government an aide-memoire and
had a conversation with Vyshinsky. Both the British aide-memoire and the
conversation dealt with the general execution of the “amnesty” and the release
of all captive Poles, particularly those fit for military service. In accordance
with the Polish thesis, the aide-memoire emphasised that thousands of Polish
citizens had not so far been freed but were still in prisons, concentration camps
and correctional labour camps, particularly in the extreme North of the Soviet
Union. The aide-memoire did not expressly refer to the question of the vanished
officers. Neither were they mentioned in the conversation during which the
Ambassador stated that according to British information considerable numbers of
Poles were still detained. Vyshinsky answered that he was not in possession of.
any such information and asked for concrete data—names and whereabouts
When the Ambassador pointed out that the details had already been submitted
to him by the Polish Ambassador, Vyshinsky merely stated that only a negligible
number of Polish citizens were still in detention, but that possibly in the case of
people very far away news of their release had not yet arrived.
9. 8.11.41. Molotov’s note to the Polish Ambassador.
The Polish Ambassador's note to Molotov of 1.11.41 attempting to make
General Sikorski’s visit dependent on the release of all Polish citizens did not
achieve its aim. But it is highly probable that this note and British intervention
on 3.11.41 hastened the Soviet Government's official declaration of the “complete”
execution of the amnesty decree concerning Poles. The Soviet Government was
unfortunately supported by the official communiqués of the Polish Telegraph
Agencv, mentioned in the Polish note of 13.10.41, which had reported the release
of Polish citizens and the consequent development of friendly Polish-Soviet
relations. Those communiqués were published so to speak “on credit”, as a proof
of Polish good will, and were intend d to help the Soviet cause in the field of world
propaganda. But instead of conciliating and winning over the Soviets, they
achieved the opposite res"lts.
The above-mentioned Soviet declaration as contained in Molotov's note of
8.11.41, in answer to the Polish note of 1.11.41. In his note Molotov, cooly left
the question “of fixing the definite date of Mr. Sikorski's arrival in the U. S. S. R.
... . to the decision of Mr. Sikorski himself.” Stating in the name of the Soviet
Government that the latter “is ready to see Mr. Sikorski in the U. S. S. R. as its
guest at any time to suit his wishes”, the Soviet reply nevertheless pointed out
that the Soviet Government “does not see the necessity for making the fixing
of a definite date for Mr. Sikorski’s arrival dependent on the announcement by
the Government of the U. S. S. R. of their basic agreement concerning the ques
tions” laid out in the Polish note. Stating further that the Soviet Government
“considers it necessary to base the discussions of these and other questions in
the sphere of Polish-Soviet relations on the agreement concluded between the
Governments of the U. S. S. R. and Poland”, Molotov simultaneously made the
following declaration£ the question of releases: “In accordance with the
decree of the Presidium of the Supreme Council of the U. S. S. R. of August 13th,
1941, concerning the amnesty, all Polish citizens who were detained as prisoners
of war or on other adequate grounds have been released. To the prescribed
categories of released persons and prisoners of war the Soviet authorities
extended material help (free tickets for travel by rail and waterways, allowances
for food during the journey etc.”).
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In fact this was a completely negative answer to the Polish request for the
hastening on of the full execution of the clauses concerning the release of Polish
citizens. In plain language it meant: not only shall we not accelerate the release
of Polish citizens still remaining in captivity, but we shall not release them at
all—all those whom we intend to release have already been set free.
The note of 8.11.41 created a certain pattern which was followed repeatedly
by all Soviet authorities when replying to any intervention in the question of the
release of Polish citizens detained in camps and prisons. These replies were quite
contrary to the real state of affairs, as it was well-known that, despite Soviet
assurances, Polish citizens still remained in camps and prisons and that some of
them had been released long after 8.11.41. In vain the Polish authorities stress in
further notes and diplomatic conversations the fact that neither the text of the
Additional Protocol nor the text of the amnesty Decree had provided for any
exceptions in the release of Polish citizens; the Soviets remained deaf to all argu
ments and consistently referred to the note of 8.11.41.

10. 14.11.41. M. Bogomolov's Note to Count Raczynski.

The main contents of Molotov's note of 8.11.41 were repeated a few days later
in the note of the Soviet Ambassador to the Polish Government in London,
handed by the ambassador himself to the Polish Foreign Minister on 14.11.41
in answer to General Sikorski's note of 15.10.41 (see p. 164 above). This note,
mentioning nothing of prisoners of war, declared that “all Polish citizens who
were entitled to be released on the basis of the Decree of the Presidium of the
Supreme Council of the U. S. S. R., of August 12th, have been released, and theg£ categories of those released have been afforded material help by the
oviet authorities.” Further, the note merely stated that “all Polish officers on
the territory of the U.S. S. R., have also been released. The supposition expressed

'. the Prime Minister that large numbers of Polish officers are dispersed in theorthern regions of the U.S. S. R. appears to be based on inaccurate information.”

11. 12.11.41.-Kot-Vyshinsky conversation.
Before travelling to Moscow for conversations with Stalin and Molotov in con
nection with General Sikorski’s visit, the Polish Ambassador had yet another
conversation with Vyshinsky on 12.11.41, in the course of which Vyshinsky him
self raised the question of the missing officer prisoners of war in the following way:—
Vyshinsky: “Returning to the question of the officers, concerning £m
General Sikorski consulted Mr. Ambassador, has the N. K. I. D. (Foreign Office)
a list of names in its possession?”
Ambassador: “Two lists of politicians and important people are in the possession
of the N. K. I. D. One I handed to your Excellency personally, the other I had
sent. As to the officers, General Anders handed a list to the N. K. V. D., but
concerning only Starobielsk. The lists from Kozielsk, Ostashkov and other camps
are still being drawn up by the military authorities.”
Vyshinsky: “I ask you again about this matter, because I am convinced that
those people have already been released. It is only a question of confirming their
whereabouts. If any one of them is still not at liberty, he will, of course be freed.
For me that problem does not exist.”
Ambassador: “The question is very simple. The camp commands at Staro
bielsk, Kozielsk, Ostashkov and other camps possessed accurate lists of names of
Polish servicemen detained there. It is only necessary to give instructions that
those servicemen be released according to the lists.”
Vyshinsky: “Certainly, if they were there.”
12. 14.11.41.-Kot-Stalin conversations.
On 14.11.41 Ambassador Kot had a conversation with Premier Stalin, lasting
for more than four hours. As this was the Polish Ambassador's first conversation
with the highest Soviet authority, various subjects were raised. At the end of the
discussion the Ambassador brought up the question of the lost officers from the
three large camps.
The following are relevant extracts from the conversation, according to notes
taken down directly after the discussion:
Ambassador: “I have already taken up a great deal of your time, Mr. Presi
dent, when you have such important matters to attend to. But there is still one
more important question; may I raise it?”
Stalin: (politely): “Certainly, Mr. Ambassador.” -

Ambassador: “You are the author of the amnesty for Polish citizens in the
U. S. S. R. You made that gesture, I would be extremely grateful to you if you
would like to use your influence to have it put into full effect.”
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Stalin: “Are there still some Poles in captivity?”
Ambassador: “From the camp at Starobielsk, which was dissolved in the
spring of 1940, we have not yet regained a single officer.”
Stalin: “I will look into the matter. But after release many things may happen.
What was the name of the commander of the defence of Lwow? Langer, if I
am not mistaken.”
Ambassador: “General Langner, Mr. President.”
Stalin: “Exactly, General Langner. We released him last year. We had him
brought to Moscow and talked with him. Then he escaped abroad, probably to
Rumania.”
(Molotov, who was present at the conversation confirms this.)
Stalin: “There are no exceptions to our amnesty, but with certain servicemen
the same thing may have happened as with General Langner.”
Ambassador: “We have the names and lists. For example, General Stanislaw
Haller has still not be found; officers from Starobielsk, Kozielsk and Ostashkov,
who were removed from those camps in April and May, 1940, are missing.”
Stalin: “We have released everyone, even people who were sent to us by General
Sikorski to blow up bridges and kill Soviet people; we have set free even those
people. Actually it was not General Sikorski who sent them, but his Chief of
Staff, Sosnkowski.” "
Ambassador: “So my request to you, Mr. President, is that you will give in
structions, for the officers, whom we need for the organisation of the army, to be
released. We possess records of when they were removed from the camps.”
Stalin: “Are there any accurate lists?”
Ambassador: “All names are recorded by the Russian camp commanders who
held a roll-call of all prisoners every day. In addition the N. K. V. D. carried
out an investigation of every person. Not one officer of the Staff of General
Anders’ Army, which he commanded in Poland, has been handed over.”
(Stalin, who stood up a few minutes before and was slowly pacing round the
table, smoking a cigarette, but listening carefully and answering questions, walks£ telephone on Molotov's desk and puts himself through to the

Molotov: (also gets up and goes to the telephone)—"It does not connect like
that” (he turns the switch and sits down again at the conference table.)
Stalin: (telephoning) “Stalin here. Have all Poles been released from prison?”
(Silence for a moment while he listens to the reply.) “I have with me here the
Polish Ambassador, who tells me not all.” (He again listens to the reply, then
puts down the receiver and returns to the conference table.) “I also would like
to put a question to Mr. Ambassador. When and where does the Polish Army
want to operate against the Germans. . . .”
After a few minutes discussion on the subject thus introduced by Stalin, the
telephone rang, and he left the conference table and listened for a while, probably
to the answer to the question previously asked concerning the release of Poles.
After replacing the receiver he returned to the table without saying a word.
13. 15.11.41. Kot-Molotov conversation and Polish Embassy's pro-memoria.

Because of the discussion concerning the missing officers and the whole question
of releases in his conversation with Stalin, the Polish Ambassador did not return
to these subjects in his conversation with Molotov on the following day. Instead
he handed him a pre-memoria in which he stated the conviction of the Polish
Government that “all Polish citizens on U. S. S. R. territory who are fit for mili
tary service ought to join the ranks of the Polish Army to fight Hilter, but this
reCIUllreS:' the putting into effect of a full amnesty for Polish citizens by freeing all
those held in prisons and forced labour camps;
“2. the incorporation into the ranks o

f

the Polish army o
f all Polish citizens

fit for military service.”

14. 19.11.41. Pro-memoria o
f

the N. K
.
I. D
.

In answer to point 1 of the pro-memoria of 15.11.41, the N
.

K. I. D
.

(U. S. S. R
.

Foreign Office) sent a pro-memoria on 19.11.41, repeating the thesis o
f Molotov's

note o
f

8.11.41 concerning the “putting into effect . . . in every respect of the
amnesty for Polish citizens.”

1 General Sosnkowski was a minister in General Sikorski's Government from 1939-1941,not Chief of Staff.
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15. Further efforts of the Polish Embassy.

The Polish Embassy’s untiring efforts to bring about the release of Polish
citizens still held in captivity were not affected by Molotov’s note of 8.11.41. The
tremendous numbers of complaints and other information reaching the Embassy
concerning the detention of Polish citizens formed the basis of 55 notes handed
to the N. K. I. D. in the course of 9 months (October 1941—June 1942), giving the
names and particulars of about 6,000 Polish citizens and the addressess of the
places where they were detained. But those notes did not include the names of
the missing officers, since their whereabouts were unknown.

16. 4.11.41. General Anders’ letter to the N. K. V. D. and action of Polish Army
Headquarters in the U. S. S. R.

Besides the efforts of the Embassy, intervention on behalf of the missing officers
was made by General Anders and Polish Army Headquarters in the U. S. S. R.
The Ambassador, as a diplomatic representative, could approach the N. K. I. D.
(Foreign Office) only, but General Anders decided that, not being restricted by
diplomatic protocols, he would go directly to the N. K. V. D., who had all Polish
prisoners and prisoners of war under their control and were responsible for their
fate.
In a letter to the N. K. W. D. dated 4.11.41 “in connection with the release of
Polish prisoners of war and Polish citizens at present in prisons and labour camps
in the # S. S. R.” General Anders gave “certain data concerning the places of
detention of Polish citizens together with a list of names”—stressing simul
taneously that those data were an insignificant part of the information in the
possession of the Polish Army Staff and promising to send the rest of the data later
on. In this letter the number of missing officers was given as 8,772, with the
comment that this number did not include all who were missing. At the conclu
sion of the letter it was stated that: “According to verified information received
from London, not one of the prisoners of war for whom we are looking, and who
were on U. S. S. R. territory in the years 1940–1941, are at present on Polish terri
tory, neither have their families received any news from them. According to
verified information, none of them are in prisoner of war camps in Germany”.
The Polish military authorities received no reply to this letter, but during a
diplomatic conversation a representative of the N. K. I. D. (Foreign Office) drew
the Polish Ambassador's attention to the fact that it was incorrect for General
Anders to approach the Soviet Civil authorities.
All this time, a special department of the Polish General Staff in the U. S. S. R.
worked strenuously on the problem of the missing officers (see p. 147 above),
keeping the Ambassador informed of their progress. When sending the Ambas
sador a copy of certain reports on this question from officers found at Griazovietz,
General Anders wrote: “In the camps at Starobielsk, Kozielsk and Ostashkov
there were at the same time, 8,722 officers, not counting cadet officers, State admin
is tration officials, judges, public prosecutors, Frontier Guards, prison guards,
police, etc. The Soviet authorities have declared several times that a considerable
number of the above officers were released and sent home in the autumn of 1940.
But that does not conform to the truth, since:
“1. there was not a single case of the families of the above mentioned prisoners
knowing anything of their fate.
“2. Searches carried out in German camps for officers gave negative results.
“3, our own Intelligence Service in Poland says that those officers are not on
Polish territory.
“We already possess the most accurate information to the effect that many con

- voys of Polish officers were sent via Magadan to Kolyma. There are among us
officers who were included in those convoys and have returned”. (This last sen
tence was based on a misunderstanding, for the information he mentions refers to
officers from Starobielsk III—(see p. 148 above).
General Anders’ foregoing remarks were sent with the report of one of the
officers, who concluded with the following remarks: “It is already possible to draw
two conclusions from the many hypothesis and enquiries and from the fact of the
hitherto complete silence on that part of more than 8,000 officers and several thou
sand other ranks,—all prisoners of war:—firstly—, the special’ camp at Griazo
vietz was the only camp for Polish prisoners of war after June, 1940, and was
obviously formed so that, should the need arise, it would be possible to prove the
existence of a certain number of officers and other ranks of the Army and police,
doctors, judges, and various civilians, ranging in age from youths of school age to,
old men (forming more or less a cross-section of the Polish community); secondly—,
the fact that up to the present moment the mass of missing prisoners have not
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given a single sign of life, not one S. O. S., confirms irrefutably the conclusion that
they have been systematically condemned to extermination and deported to the
most distant and inaccessible parts of Russia, from where there is no means of
communicating with the rest of the world, from where there is no return.
“The declaration that they were transferred to German occupied territories
. . . bears absolutely no examination. It is sufficient that our relatives in Poland
and abroad, with whom we were able to establish contact for the second time from
October, 1940, to May, 1941, were constantly enquiring about the fate of their
fathers, husbands and brothers, who were with us in the camps of Starobielsk,
Kozielsk and Oshtashkov until May, 1940.
“Assuming the Soviet authorities have no other intention but that of loyally
carrying out the agreement concluded with the Polish Government, it must be
supposed that the continued detention of Polish prisoners of war is caused only
by technical and administrative difficulties If that is so, let the Soviet authorities
help us by disclosing without delay the whereabouts of former Polish prisoners of
war, so that immediate steps can be taken to rescue them with the help of the
Governments and peoples of Great Britain and the United States.”
It can be seen from the document quoted above that the Polish military and
civilian authorities were in complete agreement as to the probable fate of the
missing prisoners of war. They did not believe in the assurances that the prisoners
had been released in 1940; they assumed that they had been condemned to live
under very hard conditions; but the thought did not enter their heads that of
more than 8,000 prisoners of war not one remained alive.

CHAPTER XII. THE QUESTION OF THE MISSING OFFICERS DURING GENERAL SIKORSKI's
VISIT TO THE U. S. S. R.

The difficulties encountered in the U. S. S. R. by Polish diplomatic representa
tives and by the Polish military authorities in their dealings with the Soviet
authorities impelled General Sikorwki to attempt a radical solution of these
problems by personal discussions with the highest Soviet officials.
One of the main purposes of General Sikorski’s visit was to bring about the
complete fulfilment of the Polish-Soviet agreement, concluded some months
previously; in his first conversations with Stalin, General Sikorski therefore
emphasized his opinion that “it depends on the loyal carrying out in full of the
(July) agreement whether we now stand at a turning-point of history” and
expressed his fear that the “slow execution of the agreement” would weaken the
policy of close and friendly co-operation between the two States.
From the Polish point of view, one of the essential advantages of the July
agreement was the freeing of all Polish citizens who had been taken prisoners and
deported to the U. S. S. R. and the formation of a strong Polish Army to fight
the Germans. When General Sikorski mentioned the “slow realisation” of the
agreement he was referring to both these points and by implication to the missing
officers, who were indispensable to the organisation of the Polish Army in the
U. S. S. R. and who, according to the belief of the Polish civil and military authori
ties, were still in Soviet prisons or camps.
For General Sikorski's use in his conversation with Stalin the Embassy prepared
a “Note on the question of interned (?!) soldiers of the Polish Army from the camps
at Starobielsk, Kozielsk and Ostashkov, deported to forced labour camps in the
Far Fast and not releases by 1.12.41,” dated 1.12.41. As the “note” contained all
the information in the possession of the Polish authorities and reflected their
opinions on the whole question at that time, a certain amount of attention must be
devoted to it.
In the introduction to the “Note,” the “irrefutable fact” was stated that “over
95% of all servicemen from the afore-mentioned three camps were removed and
all trace of them was lost”.
The “state of the three camps at the commencement of their liquidation” was
then given:
STAROBIELSK: 3,920 officers (including several dozen judges and public
prosecutors, 30 cadet officers. 50% regular officers, 8 Generals, 100 Colonels
and Lt.-Colonels, 250 Majors, 1,000 Captains, 2,500 1st and 2nd Lieutenants, 380
Doctors, including about 20 mobilised university professors and some famous
doctors). Between 5.4.40 and 12.5.40 the camp was evacuated in small groups
until its final liquidation. 10 officers remained in the hospital The formation of
“Starobielsk II” began in July 1940.
KOSIELSK:–5,000, including 4,500 officers. Final liquidation 12.5.40. New
camp formed under the same name.

93744–52–pt. 6-6
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OSTASHKOV:—about 6,000 persons, including 5,000 policemen, 1,000 military
and civil frontier guards. No Officers (false information-see chapter IV above).
Liquidated May, 1940.
Continuing with short description of the camps at Pavlishtchev Bor and
Griazovietz, the “Note” formulated the following conclusions and postulates:
CONCLUSIONS:
1. The camp at Griazovietz was specially formed from inmates of various camps
and from heterogeneous elements, possibly in an attempt to create a cross-section
of the Polish community.
2. The complete isolation of the rest of the officers, numbering over 8,000, and
several thousand other rank-valuable elements—would appear to testify to a
desire to destroy them according to a fixed plan by sending them to places from
where there is no return.
3. a. Ill-will is proved by the fact of not supplying the Embassy with lists of
prisoners of war in spite of numerous demands and despite Soviet affirmations of
their possession of such lists. On the contrary, they themselves demand lists from
us, in order to ascertain what and how much we know about the prisoners;
b. in notes and verbal statements they obstinately repeated that “all have been
freed,” in spite of 10 notes handed to them by the Ambassador containing about
two thousand names and in many cases exact addresses, even to the numbers of
prison cells;
c. Stalin's general promise of 14.11.41 that “he will look into the matter” was
the only answer to the Polish Ambassador's attempt to traverse the wall separating£y thousands of Poles from the rest of the Polish community in the
OUR POSTULATES:
The Army Staff submitted a list of officers from the camps at Starobielsk,
Kozielsk and Ostashkov, containing nearly 4,000 names. The extracts in
cluded in this note from the reports officers who have returned from camps in the
Far East may indicate the whereabouts of our imprisoned officers. The Soviets
must change their attitude regarding these prisoners by:

a. immediately releasing all our citizens from camps in the Far East, at
Kolyma, in the region of the river Yenisei, at Norylsk, in Franz Josef Land
and Novaya Zemlya;
b. immediately establishing radio contact with them and enabling them to
return as soon as climatic conditions permit.
The additional verbal information supplied to General Sikorski by Ambassador
Kot and General Anders, with whom he arrived in Moscow and who were present
at his conversation with Stalin followed the same lines. During this conversa
tion, which lasted two hours and a half, General Sikorski handed Stalin the list
of missing officers which had been drawn up by the Army General Staff, containing
3,845 names. -

The following account of the conversation at the Kremlin on 3.12.41 concerning
the question of releases, and in particular that of the missing officers, is taken from
Polish notes written directly after the meeting:
Sikorski: (after greeting “one of the real creators of modern history”.—
“I shall begin by saying that I have had nothing to do with and shall never
agree with the policy directed against Soviet Russia for the last twenty years. I
therefore had a moral right to sign the agreement, which may be the crowning of
the theories which I have held for so long . . . I do not want the slow realisation
of the terms of the agreement to weaken the policy of close co-operation between
our two countries. On the loyal fulfilment of the agreement depends whether
we now stand at the cross-roads of history. That depends on yourself whose
decisions are final in this country. Our agreement must be put into effect, so
that our people will cease to be harassed and driven. I am well aware of the
difficulties in which Russia finds herself . . .” (next few sentences are devoted to
the necessity of a second front and the technical difficulties of its execution).
“But I must return to our affairs. I declare to you, Mr. President, that your
announcement of an amnesty has not been fulfilled. Á great many, and indeed
most valuable, of our people are still in labour camps and prisons.”
Stalin: (makes a note)
“That is impossible, for the amnesty applied to everyone and all Poles have
been released” (the last words are directed at Molotov, who nods).
Anders: (at the request of General Sikorski gives details).
“That does not correspond to the real state of affairs; we have absolutely
accurate data showing that first Jews were released from the camps, then Ukrain
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ians and finally the physically weaker Polish labour material. The stronger ones
were detained, or only a small proportion of them having been released, I have
people in the army who were freed only a few weeks ago from such camps and who
affirm that in certain camps there still remain hundreds, even thousands, of our
'compatriots. The Government’s orders are not put into effect there, because the
commandants of the particular camps, having an obligation to carry out the
production plan, do not want to lose their best labour, without which the execu
tion of the plan would sometimes become impossible.”
(Molotov smiles, nods his head.) -

Anders: “Those people completely fail to understand the whole importance of
our common cause, which is thus suffering a severe set-back.”
Stalin: “Those people ought to be brought up for trial.”
Anders: “That is so.”
Sikorski: “It is not our business to provide the Soviet Government with exact
lists of our people, but the camp commandants have complete lists. I have with
me a list of about 4,000 officers, who were forcibly deported and who are at
Present still in prisons and labour camps; but even this list is not complete, con
taining only names supplied from memory. I ordered an investigation to be
made to ascertain whether they are not in our country, with which we are always
in contact. It has turned out that none of them are there, nor in camps for
Polish prisoners of war in Germany. Those people are here; not one of them has
returned.”
Stalin: “That is not possible. They escaped.”
Anders: “Where could they have escaped to.”
Stalin: “Well, to Manchuria.”
Anders: “It is not possible that they could all have escaped, especially since
from the moment of their transfer from prisoner of war camps to labour camps and
Prisons correspondence with their families ceased entirely. I know definitely
from officers who have already returned even from Kolyma that many of our
officers, whose names they mentioned, are still there. I know that there were
even convoys of Poles already prepared for release and departure, who at the last
moment were detained. I am informed that our people are to be found even in
Novaya Zamlya. A great many of the officers named on this list are personally
#nown to me. Among them are my staff officers and commanders. Those
people are perishing and dying there under the most terrible conditions.”
Stalin: “They have certainly been freed, but have not yet arrived.”
Sikorski: “Russia is large and the difficulties are also great. Perhaps the local
authorities have not carried out their orders. Those who have been released and
arrived say that the others are vegetating and working. If anyone had crossed
the frontiers of Russia, he would certainly have reported to me.”
Stalin: “You must know that the Soviet Government has not the least reason
for detaining a single Pole. I have even released Soxnkowski's agents, who
attacked us and murdered our people.”
Anders: “But reports are pouring in about people who are well-known to us,
giving the names of prisons and numbers of cells in which they are confined. . I
know the names of a great many camps, in which a tremendous number of Poles
are detained and must go on working.”
Molotov: “We have only detained people who committed crimes, carried out
diversionary activities, set up radio stations etc, after the outbreak of war. You
are surely not concerned with them . . .”
(The conversation was then turned to the living conditions of Poles in the
U. S. S. R. after their release from captivity. In the course of the discussion
General Sikorski said amongst other things:)
Sikorski: “It is in the interest of the common war effort to make proper use of
our people. You naturally understand, Mr. President, that a specialist in
building tanks who is cutting trees in the forest is not being made full use of, nor
is an eminent chemist, who is doing manual labour in the fields . . .
“Everyone should be immediately freed from the camps, leaving only those who
have settled in tolerable conditions. The unco-ordinated transfer of people here
and there only creates bad morale, for they find themselves in very bad conditions
and so it appears to them that in making an agreement with you. I have done a
bad thing for them. People are dying as a result of the terrible conditions.
Those corpses will be a drag on our future relations . . . . .”
(General Sikorski then raises the question of social welfare for Polish citizens
and of sending delegates of the Embassy to the places concerned.)
Stalin: “I agree to the delegates, and in Vladivostok too.”
Molotov: “I do not think it is possible that your people are still in the camps.”
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Anders: “Nevertheless I state most definitely that they are; I repeat that the
strongest are retained there because workmen are needed. By not freeing our
people they are doing a bad service to the common cause.”
Stalin: “That will be arranged. Special instructions will be issued to the
executive authorities, but it must be remembered that we are waging war.”
General Sikorski’s conversation with Stalin again confirmed the conviction of
the Poles that the missing officers were alive and were detained in labour camps in
the Far North. This belief was strengthened in particular by Stalin's assurance.
that the missing officers “have certainly been freed, but have not yet arrived”,
and by his promise that “special instructions will be issued to the executive
authorities.”
The above quoted conversations of the Polish Prime Minister at the Kremlin,
and similarly all the Ambassador's previous conversations, show how far the
Polish representatives were from the supposition that of several thousand officer
prisoners of war not one remained alive. The thought did not even occur to them
that the Soviet authorities could entirely dis-regard international conventions and
customs accepted by the whole world in respect of prisoners of war, that they
could treat them as “bourgeois prejudices”. Judging their partners, in spite of
everything, according to the standards of the civilised world, the Poles never gave
up hope that the missing officers, though perhaps decimated by the hard conditions
under which they were kept, would nevertheless be returned to the Polish Armed
Forces in the U. S. S. R., which were being organised for the purpose of fighting
the common foe.

CHAPTER XIII. EFFORTS OF THE MILITARY PLENIPOTENTIARY ON BEHALF or
FORMER PRISONERS OF WAR IN THE U. S. S. R.

The fruitless diplomatic negotiations which had been going on for several months
on the subject of the missing officers and the general declarations and promises.
made by the Soviet authorities, but never fulfilled, gave rise to anxiety and con
sternation among the several hundred liberated prisoners of war and among the
missing prisoners' numerous relatives and friends who had been deported to the
U. S. S. R. They all knew from personal experience of the hard conditions of
life in Soviet prisons and camps and were well aware that each additional day of
captivity meant more deaths and more invalids. Like the Polish authorities,
they were convinced that the missing officers were detained in the worst camps
somewhere in the vast areas of the U. S. S. R. and severely criticized the Polish
authorities for failing to intervene effectuallv with the Soviet authorities. The
approaching winter, with its frightful Siberian frosts, caused complete despair.
Many officers offered to search personally for their missing fellow-prisoners and
friends. Although only recently freed from prisons and camps, they were willing
to sacrifice themselves in order to give their fellow-prisoners a word of encourage
ment, in order to assure them that everything possible was being done to help.
and liberate them. They also believed that, if they could discover the where
abouts of the missing officers, the Soviet authorities would no longer be able to:
give evasive answers to Polish representatives and would be compelled to free
the prisoners hitherto detained.
The responsible Polish authorities, realising the impossibility of “private
searches” in Soviet conditions, appealed for calm and patience. But as time
passed and the frosts drew nearer, it became more difficult to be patient.
The announcement of General Sikorski's visit to the U. S. S. R., and his per
sonal intervention with Stalin himself in the case of the missing officers, gave
rise to fresh hopes. The results of this intervention were received optimistically
by the highest Polish authorities, but more pessimistically by public opinion.
December had now passed and none of the missing prisoners had reappeared
nor shown any sign of life. Volunteers constantlv joining Polish units after having
been released from camps and prisons also brought no information as to the where
abouts of the missing officers.
The fact that the position remained unchanged as a result of the “special
instructions”, announced by Stalin at the beginning of December, caused a fresh
wave of despair among the Polish Armed Forces in the U. S. S. R. And when
Griazovietz' officers discovered that the “FULAG” (Camps Chief Command,
see page 136) responsible for all Soviet forced labour camps, had been evacuated
from Moscow to Chkalov (Orenburg), they began to urge that official inter
vention with the Soviet central authorities was not sufficient and that the case of
the missing officers should be taken up with the authorities directly responsible
for their fate.
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General Anders, sharing this opinion and being to a certain extent subject to
the genral feeling prevalent among his officers, agreed to send as a delegate to
Chkalov an officer who, having been a prisoner of war at Starobielsk and possessing
many friends among the missing officers, guaranteed to do everything possible in
the matter. Invested by General Anders with special plenipotentiary powers
and carrying with him a letter in the latter's handwriting recalling the declarations
made by Stalin in his presence concerning the detention of Polish citizens, Captain
Joseph Czapski went to Chkalov at the beginning of January, 1942, as a special
plenipotentiary of the Headquarters of the Polish Armed Forces in the U. S. S. R.,
to investigate the question of former Polish prisoners of war.
After his arrival at Chkalov the plenipotentiary had great difficulty in finding
the “GULAG”, which had been evacuated from Moscow; at first he was assured
that there was no institution of this kind at Chkalov, but when he mentioned
the name of the Commandant of the “GULAG”, General of the N. K. V. D.
Nasiedkin, and showed the letter from General Anders, who had personally dis
cussed “this very question” with Stalin a month previously, he was received on
the same day by General Nasiedkin and by Bzyrov, chief of the N. K. V. D. in
the province of Chkalov.
Nasiedkin received Captain Czapski in his office, on the wall of which hung
an immense map of the U. S. S. R. indicating the offices of the lower “GULAG”
authorities and the camps under their control. Most of these camps were con
centrated on the Kolo peninsula, at Kolyma and in the neighbourhood of Verk
hoyansk in Siberia. Captain Czapski was particularly interested in the last
mentioned place, as no-one had so far arrived from that area to join the Polish
Armed Forces. This seemed to confirm the “optimistic” theory that the missing
officers were hidden in some special camp unknown to the Polish authorities.
When Captain Czapski referred to the three camps and to Stalin's definite
order concerning Polish prisoners of war, issued in the presence of General Anders,
Nasiedkin declared that he knew absolutely nothing about the matter, as at the
time of the evacuation of the said camps—in the spring of 1940-he was not yet
head of the “GULAG”. He added that in any case the “GULAG” controlled
only “correctional labour camps” containing prisoners condemned by the courts,
and had nothing to do with prisoner of war camps. In principle he did not ex
clude the possibility that Polish servicemen might be detained in “correctional
labour camps” and promised to clarify the matter and supply full particulars on
the following day. Commenting on the rumours that the missing officers had been
sent to islands in the Arctic Ocean-Novaya Zemlya and Franz Josef Land
General Nasiedkin assured Captain Czapski that the “GULAG” had no camps
on those islands and had not sent anyone there; that if any prisoner of war
camps existed there, they were not controlled by the “GULAG”. The General’s
words were borne out by the map hanging behind him, on which no camps were
marked on the above-mentioned islands. In the presence of Captain Czapski
the General telephoned orders for the detailed preparation of a report for the
following day concerning the prisoner of war camps at Kozielsk, Starobielsk and
Ostashkov, quoting from General Anders’ letter the words: “on the orders of
Comrade Stalin.” In general the intervention seemed to be progressing satis
factorily and Captain Czapski was full of hope when he took leave of General
Nasiedkin.

-

In the late evening of the same day Captain Czapski was received by Bzyrov.
The conversation was conducted in the presence of two other N. K. V. D. officers.
Treating General Anders' plenipotentiary with great courtesy and assuring him
of his desire to do everything possible to assist him, Bzyrov advised him to refer
the matter only to the highest central authorities, who alone could supply him
with positive and concrete information. During the conversation the names of
Merkulov and Fiedotov, the Deputy People's Commissars for Home Affairs,
were mentioned as being the only people who could throw any light on the prob
lem. Reports to the effect that the missing officers were on islands in the Arctic
Ocean by no means surprised Bzyrov, on the contrary, he himself pointed out on
the map the port of Dudinka, situated at the mouth of the river Yenisei, telling
Captain Czapski that the largest convoys of workers were sent North from there.
Thus without expressly confirming these reports, Bzyrov seemed to support
them to be putting Captain Czapski on that tract.
During Captain Czapski's next visit to Nasiedkin, the conversation followed
exactly the line taken by Bzyrov. The General received him most courteously,
but there was a marked change in his manner. He informed Captain Czapski
that he had communicated with Kuybyshev and could tell him nothing, as only
the central authorities could elucidate this question. Czapski's attempts to dis
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cuss further the theoretical possibility of the prisoners being on the islands of
Novaya Zemlya and Franz Josef Land were dismissed by General Nasiedkin
with a few remarks, showing the fundamental change which had taken place in
his attitude. He said that it was possible that Northern sections of the “GULAG”
had sent a few groups of workers to those islands, but the several thousand people
for whom the Captain was searching were certainly not there. The General
agreed to accept the list of 3,845 names submitted by the plenipotentiary and
to forward it to the central authorities at Kuybyshev, who alone were competent
to deal with the question.
Direct approach to the “GULAG” therefore gave no results. The pleni
potentiary obtained the impression that the Commandant of the “GULAG”
was surprised by his first visit and was subsequently rebuked by his superiors for
speaking to a foreign representative without special authorisation and without
proper instructions. That would explain General Nasiedkin's changed attitude
during the second conversation. This theory was fully confirmed a few days later
by a representative of the N. K. V. D. attached to the Polish Forces in the U. S.
S. R., who remarked that journeys such as that made to Chkalov are not under
taken in Soviet Russia and requested that such a thing should not occur again.
General Anders answered that he would take cognizance of the remark and the
request and would send the same plenipotentiary to the central authorities in
Moscow, as he desired at all costs to solve the problem of the missing officers,
without whom he was unable to build up the Polish Forces in the U. S. S. R.
In the middle of January 1942 the plenipotentiary went to Moscow via Kuy
byshev, taking with him new and no less definite instructions and letters from
General Anders and determined to approach the central N. K. V. D. authorities.
At the head of the Commissariat for Home Affairs was People's Commissar Beria,
with Merkulov and Fiedotov as his deputies; next in the N. K. V. D. hierarchy
came Generals Raykhman and Zhukov, both of whom were taking part in the
organisation of the Polish Forces in the U. S. S. R. General Anders therefore knew
them personally and it was to them that he sent letters through Captain Czapski.
Czapski arrived in Moscow on 29.1.42 and began making attempts to obtain a
pass for the N. K. V. D. offices and to arrange audiences with Generals Rayk
hman and Zhukov. Both turned out to be far from easy. General Zhukov
was apparently not in Moscow, and it was only after trying for several days that
Czapski was received by Raykhman on 3.2.42.
Czapski had prepared a short memorandum setting out the whole question of
the missing officers and an account of previous Polish intervention with the Soviet
authorities. On 3.2.42 this memorandum was taken as the basis for conversation
with General Raykhman. Its most essential points were as follows:

“Note on the question of missing Polish prisoners of war from the camps at Claro
bielsk, Kozielsk and Ostashkov”
“Prisoners of war who were at Starobielsk, Kozielsk and Ostaszkov from 1939 to
April, 1940 (numbering over 15,000 of which 8,700 were officers) have not re
turned from the localities to which they were déported and their places of im
prisonment are unknown to us; only 400–500 people, i. e. about 3% of the
total number of prisoners of war in the camps at Kozielsk, Starobielsk and Os
tashkov, have been released after spending a year at Griazovietz, near Vologda,
or in other prisons.”
The note then gave the exact position in the camp at Starobielsk (3,920 inmates,
including Generals and Colonels in separate quarters), the camp at Kozielsk
(about 5,000 prisoners, including 4,500 officers), and the camp at Ostashkov
(about 6,370 people, including 380 officers) at the time of the commencement of
their liquidation in April, 1940. The note stated further that after the deporta
tion of the first group from Starobielsk on 3.4.40
“the Soviet commandant, Colonel Berezkov, and Commissar Kirshin of
ficially assured the prisoners of war that they were to be taken to a dispersal
point, from where they would be sent to their homes in Poland—whether on
the German or Soviet side.”

but that—
“from letters received in large quantities from Poland in the winter of 1940/41
we know for certain that no-one was sent back to Poland from Starobielsk,
Kozielsk or Ostashkov at that time.”
After giving a short account of the convoys sent from the three large camps to
Pavlishtchev Bor and afterwards to Griazovietz, the note stated that: “the camp
at Griazovietz was known to us as the only camp in the U. S. S. R. for prisoners of
war, mostly officers of the Polish Army, from June 1940 to September, 1941.
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From this camp nearly all£ were liberated and joined the ranks of the
Polish Army in the U. S. S. R. Nearly 6 months have elapsed since the announce
ment of an amnesty for all prisoners of war and other prisoners on 12th August,
1941. Polish officers and soldiers, who were captured when trying to cross the
frontiers after September, 1939, or arrested in the places they were living at the
time, having now been released are arriving singly or in groups to join the Polish
Army. In spite of the amnesty, however, and despite the categorical promises
given to the Polish Ambassador in November, 1941, by Stalin himself, President
of the Council of People's Commissars to the effect that prisoners of war would be
returned to us, in spite of the definite orders regarding the finding and release of
risoners of war from Starobielsk, Kozielsk and Ostashkov issued by Stalin on 4th
ecember, 1941, in the presence of the Commander-in-Chief of the Polish Armed
Forces. General Sikorski and General Anders—except for the above-mentioned
group from Griazovietz and a group of a few dozen people who were transported
singly and released in September, not one prisoner has returned from Starobielsk,
Kozielsk and Ostashkov, not one request for help has reached us from the prisoners
of war who were in the above-mentioned camps . . . We are aware of the
accuracy with which each prisoner was registered; we know that a dossier of each
one of us, containing the record of investigations, was kept in a personal file with
identification F' and photographs; we know how diligently and accuratelythe N. K. V. D. performed that task, so none of us prisoners of war can imagine
for a second that the whereabouts of 15,000 prisoners of war, including more than
8,000 officers, could be unknown to the highest N. K. V. D. authorities. In view
of the solemn promises of the President of the Council of People's Commissars,
Stalin himself, and his categorical orders for the elucidation of the fate of former
Polish prisoners of war, have we not the right to hope that we may at least be
informed as to the whereabouts of our brothers in arms, or that if they have per
ished we may at least know how and where it happened.”
After quoting once again the approximate numerical data, with the comment
that it was impossible for the Polish authorities to state “with absolute accuracy
the total number of prisoners of war who have not returned”, the note put the
number of officers who had not returned from Starobielsk, Kozielsk and Ostashkov
“with relative accuracy at 8,300 and emphasised the noticeable lack of officers
for the organisation of the Polish Forces in the U. S. S. R. The note concluded
with a paragraph on the influence of the case of the missing officers on the morale
of the Polish Forces in the U. S. S. R. and their relations.”
Although, according to Polish information, General Raykhman took part in
all the more important investigations conducted by the N. K. V. D., although the
Polish section of the N. K. V. D. was part of his department, although Captain
Czapski, finally entering the General’s office after a wait of some fifteen minutes,
met his former commandant from the Griazovietz camp, Colonel Khodas of the
N. K. V. D., leaving the same office—in spite of all this Generl Raykhman, after
gravely and attentively reading the memorandum handed to him by Czapski and
underlining certain paragraphs, declared that the whole affair was entirely foreign
and unknown to him, that it did not concern his department and that only out of
politeness to General Anders would he try to collect all possible information, which
would however take some considerable time.
To Czapski's request to be put in direct contact with a representative of the
central N. K. V. D. authorities competent to deal with the case of the missing
officer prisoners of war, General Raykhman replied that Merkulov was un
fortunately not at present in Moscow and that he could not suggest anyone else.
In the course of further conversation General Raykhman expressed the opinion
that the missing officers had simply been sent to German occupied territory and
that they should be searched for there as well. When Captain Czapski pointed
out that careful and thorough searches in German occupied territory and in Ger–
man prisoner of war camps had yielded no results, and that the missing officers’
families in Poland had received no news of them since the spring of 1940, General
Raykhman did not support his casually stated opinion but only repeated his
promise to collect the information and communicate it to Czapski, perhaps on
the following day.
Thus Captain Czapski's further attempts in Moscow produced no results. He
did not succeed in reaching any official N. K. V. D. representatives or any other
departments, although he made every possible effort in this direction.
General Zhukov was also absent from Moscow, with the result that Czapski
was unable even to hand him General Anders’ letter. Neither did he succeed in
obtaining another audience with General Raykhman, who despite his promises
did not produce the required information. Then Czapski's short-dated military
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permit for Moscow expired and the police began to press him to leave. His
attempts to prolong his permit were without result, although he referred to General
Anders' definite order instructing him to await General Raykhman’s promised
reply. As Czapski refused to leave Moscow without the reply, after a week of
waiting he was awakened after midnight on February 10th, 1942, by a telephone
call from General Raykhman himself, who most politely expressed his deep
regret that, as he was suddenly leaving Moscow, he would be unable to see Czapski
again concerning the matter for which Czapski had come there. In any case,
added the General courteously, he could not give Czapski any important informa
tion because as far as he knew all material concerning the case in question had
been sent by the N. K. V. D. to Kuybyshev and was now in the hands of the
N. K. I. D. (Foreign Office) namely of Vyshinsky and Novikov, whom he advised
Czapski to approach. Czapski pointed out that the Polish Ambassador had sev
eral times approached Vyshinsky and that it was only because the N. K. I. D.
had given no definite or concrete replies that General Anders had turned to General
Raykhman, whose friendly attitude to the Polish Army was known, with the
request for assistance and personal intervention in this matter, so vitally concern
ing every Polish soldier. General Raykhman replied with a few polite phrases,
from which however it was perfectly obvious that he would not receive Czapski
agaln.
After the telephone conversation with General Raykhman and the reply re
ceived from him there was no further reason for prolonging his visit to Moscow,
and Captain Czapski returned to Polish Army Headquarters in the middle of£ 1942, where he reported to General Anders on the complete failure of
1S mlSS1On.

CHAPTER XIV. AWAITING THE RETURN OF THE MISSING PRISONE RS

After General Sikorski's visit to Moscow there was a pause in the diplomatic
intervention of the Polish Ambassador in the case of the missing prisoners. Cap
tain Czapski, returning via Kuybyshev, informed the Ambassador of the failure
of his mission to the central N. K. V. D. authorities and of General Raykhman’s
“advice” to approach Vyshinsky and Novikov for information on this question,
since they possessed all the relevant information and therefore the only people
able to give the Poles the explanation they were seeking. But in the light of
previous experience, the Ambassador was not interested in this “advice”. Soviet
diplomats, having given repeated assurances that all Poles deprived of liberty in
the U. S. S. R., together with all prisoners of war, had already been released,
could not--or did not wish to—give the Polish authorities an explanation, which
would have to stand up to detailed investigation as to why despite the alleged
release, not one out of over ten thousand prisoners of war from Kozielsk, Staro
bielsk and Ostashkov had so far established contact either with Polish diplomatic
representatives or with the Polish military authorities in the U. S. S. R. It is
true that Soviet diplomats expressed the opinion that after being released from
the camps all those prisoners had illegally crossed the Soviet frontiers, but they
themselves did not appear to treat this supposition seriously. They almost
seemed to agree with the Polish theory that the missing prisoners, had been
detained by local authorities possibly in defiance of the instructions of the central
authorities, in distant labour camps either as prisoners or as “amnestied” prisoners
lacking the facilities to travel to more civilised places on account of climatic
conditions. But as Soviet diplomats in the course of conversations categorically
denied that the missing prisoners were kept in detention with the knowledge and
approval of the central authorities, renewed requests for information as to the
whereabouts of the missing prisoners were pointless. Under these circumstances
the Ambassador decided that there was no other alternative but to wait patiently
for the summer, when transport conditions would improve, and meanwhile to carry
on the search throughout the U. S. S. R.
After long and exhaustive negotiations the Soviet authorities finally agreed to
the formation of 20 Delegations of the Embassy, who “in close collaboration
with the Soviet authorities” were to take care of Polish citizens and compile a
register of them. As Delegations were to be established in Archangel and Vladivo
stok, the Embassy was very hopeful that they would find some traces of the miss
1ng prlSOnerS.

All the people who took part in these Delegations were arrested in July and
August, 1942, after a few months work. They were accused by the Soviet authori
ties of performing intelligence work hostile to the U. S. S. R. The first Delegates
to be arrested were those in Archangel and Vladivostok.
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At the same time the Polish Government in London again made official re
presentations on this question. In a note dated 28th January, 1942, London,
the head ofthe Polish Foreign Office, Count Raczynski, pointed out to the Russian
Ambassador, Bogomolov, that according to Polish information the release of
Polish citizens from labour camps and "d'autres lieus de détention' in the
U.S. S. R. *n'a pas été executé d'une façon integrale', since *dans un nombre
de cas les autorités locales administratives de L'Union n'appliquent pas, dans
toute leur étendue, les dispositions du Decrét soviétique en date du Août 1941.'
After this general introduction, repeating the basic Polish thesis, the note laid
particular stress on **le fait douloureux' that of the total number of officers and
men *'enrigistrés dans les camps de prisoniers de guerre de Kozielsk, Starobielsk
et Ostashkov'' 12 Generals, 94 Colonels, 263 Majors and about 7,800 officers of
lower rank had so far not been released.
Emphasising that the searches conducted on the instructions of the Polish
Government **on permis d'établir avec certitude que les militaires dont ill s'agit
ne se trouvent actuellement ni en Pologne occupée ni dans des camps de prison
niers deguerre en Allemagne', the note pointed out that according to fragmentary
information reaching London **une partie des prisonniers se trouverait dans les
conditions d'existence trés dures dans les îles François-Joseph, Nouvelle Zemla
et sur le territoire de la République de Iakoutsk sur les bords de la riviére Kolyma.'
After thus repeating once again the Polish theory ofthe detention of the **miss
ing' officers in the extreme North, the note recalled **plusieurs interventions con
secutives de l'Ambassade de Pologne a Kuybyshev' and stated that another list
of names ofmissing prisoners would be handed to the Soviet Government by the
Embassy. Recalling that this same question wasthe subject ofGeneral Sikorski's
conversation with the President of the Council of People's Commissars of the
U.S.S. R. and that during that conversation General Sikorski *'avair été heureux
d'obtenir des assurances que les instructions necessaires seraient.'
The reply of the Soviet Ambassador accredited to the Polish Government,
Bogomolov, dated 13th of March, 1942 (Ref. No. 57) confirmed completely the
righteousness of the views of the Polish Embassy in the U. S. S. R., that further
diplomatic moves in regard to the missing P.O. W.'s are unnecessary andwould
not be successful.
Referring to Molotov's note of 8.11.1941., and to the aide-memoire of the
N. K. I. D. (U.S. S. R. Foreign Office) of 19.11.1941, concerning the strict execu
tion of the **amnesty' in regard to the Polish subjects in the U. S. S. R.,
Bogomolov's reply stated that: **La verification correspondante, faite, par les
organes soviétiques competents apres l'entrétien du 4 Decembre 1941 entre le
Président duConseil des Ministres de la Republique Polonaise General SIKORSKI
et le President de Conseil des Commisaires du Peuple de l'U. S. S. R., Y. V.
STALIN, a completement confirmé le ci-dessus indiqué . . .'
andin addition, notmentioning the names ofKozielsk, Starobielsk andOstashkov:
*Etant donne que les officers et les soldats polonais était mis en liberté aumême
titre que les autres ressortissans polonais en vertu de l'Ukase du 12Aoüt, 194 l,
tout ce qu'il a été dit ci-dessus se rapporte également aux officiers et soldats
olonais.'p
As regards the declarations of the Polish Note that the Polish officers are still
not released and that a number of such officers are on the Franz Josef and Novaya
Zemlya Islands, and along the borders of the River Kolyma,-the Soviet reply
declared that:
*ces declarations sont sans fondement et se basent, évidement, sur l'information
incertaine.'
**données aux autorités soviétique competentes et que tous les prisonniers
seraient remis en liberte'. the note emphasised that the *'exécution éfficace et
rapide' of the clauses of the **Additional Protocol' concerning the release of
Polish citizens *'est fondée sur des motifs imperieux d'humanité et de justice',
concluding with the assurance that the Polish Government attached to such
execution of those clauses **un importance essentielle pour le developement
favorable de nos relations mutuelles tel que le souhaitent des dirigeants de la
politique des deux pays, unis dans la lutte commune contre l'envahisseur".
In the meantime the Polish ArmyStaff in theU. S.S. R.,was carrying out the
tedious task of comploting and checking the lists of names of missing prisoners.
At the beginning of March, 1942, the list contained 4,518 names, representing
309z, of the prisoners deported from the three large camps in April and May,
194õ. The Polish authorities fully realised that this task, involving so much
energy and work, was entirely unnecessary, since, in view of the accuracy of the
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evidence compiled by the N. K. V. D. in the camps, the Soviet authorities un
doubtedly possessed complete and detailed records."
Nevertheless, General Anders handed that list to Stalin himself on March 18th,
1942, repeating once again the essential facts concerning the missing officers.
There were present at that conversation Stalin, with Molotov and a Soviet
stenographist, and General Anders accompanied by his Chief of Staff, Colonel
L. Okolicki.
The following is the relevant part of the conversation:
Anders; “Moreover, many of our people are in prisons and labour camps.
Recently prisoners are reporting all the time. So far not one officer removed
from Kozielsk, Starobielsk or Ostashkov has reappeared. You certainly must
have them. We have collected additional information about them.” (he hands
over the lists of names which is taken by Molotov). “Where can they be? We
have traces of their whereabouts on the Kolyma river.”
Stalin: “I have already given orders that they are to be freed. They say
they are in Franz Josef Land, but there is no one there. I do not know where
they are. Why should we keep them? It may be that they were in camps in
territories which have been taken by the Germans and were dispersed.”
Okolicki: “Impossible—we should have known of it.” -

Stalin: “We have detained only those Poles who are spying for the Germans.”
(The subject of conversation then changes and a discussion follows on Polish
German relations at the time when Beck was Foreign Minister.)
Only the future was to reveal the importance of the sentence which the Soviet
dictator let fall “en passant”.
Among the Polish citizens deported to the U. S. S. R., were a large number of
relations, friends and acquaintances of the “missing” officers. Those friends and
relations, on being released from their prisons, labour camps and places of depor
tation, began to search for the missing prisoners, as a rule applying to the Polish
military authorities and to the Embassy for information. These letters caused
a great deal of trouble, for the anxious families, dissatisfied with the Polish
authorities’ replies, showered them with further letters demanding more detailed
explanations. In consequence of the ever increasing anxiety among Polish
circles with regard to the case of the “missing” prisoners the question of publish
ing, an official communiqué in “Polska”, the official journal of the Embassy,
appearing in Kuybyshev, was mooted.
This communique, couched in exceptionally careful terms, recalled the promises
given by representatives of the Soviet authorities on many occasions in answer to
Polish request and, on the strength of these promises, appealed to people to wait
patiently for the probably imminent return of the prisoners in summer. This
communique was approved by the Ambassador on March 8th, 1942, but never
appeared in “Polska” having failed to pass by the Soviet censorship. Soon
afterwards the censorship prohibited the families of people missing all over the
vast territories of the U. S. S. R. from publishing their names in “Polska”.
As a result of the wide-spread conviction in Polish circles that the missing
prisoners were somewhere in the extreme North, hopes of their return rose as
spring approached. These hopes were sustained by rumours, that traces of the
prisoners had been found in this or that region, that the Soviet authorities were
preparing to receive convoys of Polish prisoners who were expected to arrive
from the Far North. Such rumours noticeably gained strength in and after
March, 1942; people repeating them in many cases quoted more or less official
Soviet representatives as the source of their information. This later gave rise
to the assumption that the rumours were deliberately spread by the Soviets,
probably with the object of calming the increasing impatience of the Polish public,
to prevent further diplomatic intervention and to postpone the disclosure to
the world of the fact about the missing Polish prisoners of war.”

1 It may be recalled that on November 2nd, 1941,Vyshinsky declared to the Polish Ambassador: “We:£of everyone, alive or dead, I have promised the details and I will produce them. . . .” (seep. 172above).
2 In the “History of the 6th Lwow Infantry Division” (Polish Armed Forces in the U. S. S. R.), we find
on page 35 of the manuscript the following paragraph: “at the end of March 1942a rumour suddenly began
to circulate to the effect that some of them (the missing prisoners) were returning to us from the Far North.
That rumour gathered strength in April, May and June. By July no-one believed that they would come.
Then suddenly, at the end of July, Army Headquarters was officially informed that a group of 50 persons
were coming to our Army . . . It turned out that they did in fact come from the North, the majority from
the Kolyma river, others collected from all over the Northern regions (from Archangel to the river Kolyma);
there were a few officers of the reserve, but not one of them had been at Ostashkov, at Kozielsk or at Star
obielsk. Thus ended the tale of the return of some of the officers from these camps. Persistently supported
by someone, that tale was kept alive in our ranks for several months.” *
On 29.3.42Witness 27 produced a written report of his conversation with an officer of the Red Army, who
had apparently returned from an island in the Far North, where his unit was defending a base. Asked how
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As a result of the wave of rumours, many members of the Embassy were of the
opinion that the best thing to do was to wait patiently for the missing prisoners,
who would presumably return in the near future in view of the approach of sum
mer, and that the question should not be taken up again with the Soviet authori
ties. Nevertheless, on 19.5.42 the Embassy handed the N. K. I. D. (Foreign
Office) a Memorandum on the questions relating to the fulfilment of the Addi
tional Protocol to the Polish-Soviet Agreement of 30.7.41. elaborating all matters
connected with the detention of Polish citizens in prisons, labour camps and
forced exile and the way in which the Soviet authorities competent to release
them had handled the situation. The memorandum dealt with the case of the
missing officers in the following paragraph:—
“No less anxiety (than in the case of Polish scholars) is felt by the Polish
Government and by the Headquarters of the Polish Forces in the process of
formation in the U. S. S. R. over the fate of Polish soldiers and officers, taken
prisoner by the Red Army in 1939, detained in the camps of Starobielsk, Kozielsk,
Ostashkov and other prisoner of war camps, and subsequently, in May and June
1940, removed in groups from these camps in an unknown direction. This
question was raised on several occasions in conversation with the highest repre
sentatives of the Soviet Authorities, who seeming to have solved it most loyally,
clearly and definitely, in a satisfactory way for Poland, but nevertheless, in prac
tice neither solved nor even elucidated it

.

The Soviet authorities are in possession of accurate lists of their former prisoners
of war, who, for reasons unknown to the Poles, have up to date been unable to

rejoin their own battle standards. Nevertheless, at the request of the Soviet
authorities and in order to facilitate their search for the missing Polish officers,
comprehensive lists were handed over by the Polish Prime Minister and Com
mander-in-Chief, General Sikorski, on 3.12.41 and by the Commander o

f

the Polish
Forces in the U. S. S. R., General Anders, on 18.3.42.
The above lists were drawn up from memory with great difficulty by a few
former prisoners from Kozielsk, Starobielsk and Ostashkov, who for various
reasons had managed to escpae the fate o

f

the officers deported in groups from
those camps by the Soviet authorities in May and June 1940. The lists are
constantly augmented on the basis o

f

information received from the Polish Gov
ernment in London and o

f complaints and letters from despairing families, who
until about that time corresponded by letter or telegram with their relations in

the afore-mentioned camps, but whose correspondence, sent to the same addresses
which had been until now the correct ones was after June 1940, returned by the
Soviet postal authorities bearing the stamp “retour-parti”.
The above-mentioned lists are still not complete, since of over 15,000 Polish
prisoners o

f war, including 9,000 officers, formerly in the prisoner o
f

war camps
at Kozielsk, Starobielsk and Ostashkov, they contain no more than 4,000 names,
including 12 Generals, 94 Colonels and Lieutenant-Colonels, 263 Majors and
about 3,500 junior officers. None of these commanders, so necessary to the
common cause o

f

the Allied Powers in the present bitter war, have so far returned

to the Forces, nor have they given a sign of life; those of them who remain alive
continue to be deprived o

f liberty, contrary to the obligations contracted by the
Government o

f

the U. S. S. R
.
in the Agreement o
f 30.7.41, contrary to the clauses

o
f

the Decree o
f

the Presidium o
f

the Supreme Council o
f

the U. S. S. R
.
o
f 12.8.41,

it was possible to establish a base under such severe climatic conditions, the Soviet officer answered that
there was no lack o

f workers, since many thousands o
f

condemned prisoners were working on the island,
among them “your” officer prisoners ofwar from 1939, to whom he had spoken personally. They had been
transferred there from camps in the South o

f

Russia. He remarked that if he had known that he would
meet Poles he would have made a note of the prisoners’ names, as he spoke to them on many occasions.
Their living conditions were appalling. They worked in two shifts; they had no warm clothes or boots.

#. #£rtality rate was very high. That officer was withdrawn from coastal defence and transferredaio V.
Witness 28 was released from the hospital o

f

the N. K. V. D. “OMLAG” (Omsk correct Labour camp)

a
t

Omsk on 6.2.42. After his arrival a
t
a recruiting centre o
f

the Polish Forces on 8.442 he stated that the
head o

f

the hospital a
t Aganov, when handing him his certificate of release, said “You see, at the place where

you were working our people are now already building the road along which your officers will return from
Franz Josef Land.” Asked during interrogation for a more detailed description o

f

the place where he was
previously working Witness 28 pointed on the map to the region of the mouth of the river Ob. On his way
from Omsk to the Polish Forces in the South, the same witness met a man who declared that he was a Polish
policeman returning from Franz Josef Land, where the release of policemen had already begun and the re
lease of officers would soon be started.
Witness 29, who was Polish registration officer in Pavlodar from February–March 1942,met there a woman
“plenipotentiary” of the People’s Commissariat o
f Justice, who was responsible for checking the indict
ments o
f Polish citizens detained after the “amnesty”. In her work this Soviet official showed great sym
pathy for the Poles and during a private conversation with Witness 29 she told him that prisoners o
f

war
from Starobielsk, Kozielsk and Ostashkov had been sent to the Far North in normal conditions, but that
now the war had so complicated the situation with regard to transport and supplies that the return of only

a small proportion of them could be hoped for in the summer months of 1942.
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and contrary to the statements that all Polish citizens, who were deprived of
their
freedom as

prisoners of war or on other adequate grounds, had already been
released.”
On 13.6.42, as a result of precise information received by the Embassy, concern
ing the detention by the Soviet authorities in Northern forced labour camps of
two former prisoners of war, deported individually before the liquidation of the
three large camps in April and May, 1940, the Embassy once again raised the
question of the missing prisoners in a note to the N. K. I. D.:
“In various conversations with the highest representatives of the authorities
of the U. S. S. R. the question has been raised of restoring liberty to the service
men of the Polish Army, predominently officers, who were in the prisoner of war
camps at Kozielsk, Starobielsk and Ostashkov. Those camps were liquidated in
1940, and the prisoners were removed in groups in April and May of the same year
in a direction unknown to the Embassy. Since then all trace of them has been
lost. Hitherto the N. K. I. D. has given the Embassy no explanation of this
matter.
The Embassy has pleasure in informing the N. K. I. D. that it has obtained the
following particulars concerning the case of two people, who were formerly in the
prisoner of war camp at Starobielsk, were removed from there during the afore
mentioned period and subsequently found themselves in forced labour camps:
Maximillian Hoffman in the Kargopol camp, Yercevo station, province of Arch
angel; Wlodzimierz Pawlukiewicz in the Ustvinsky camp in the Komi Republic.
The above facts prove the truth of statements made by Polish representatives
in conversations with the highest representatives of the Soviet authorities and with
representatives of the N. K. I. D., asserting that those officers of the Polish Army
and police from the prisoner of war camps at Starobielsk, Kozielsk and Ostashkov
who were deported to forced labour camps are still in those camps, in spite of the
clauses of the agreement of 30.7.41 and of the Decree of the Supreme Council of
the U. S. S. R. of 12.8.41 . . .
The Polish Embassy would be very grateful to the N. K. I. D. for the earliest
possibly reply both in the case of the two Polish citizens mentioned above and on
the general question raised in this note of former prisoners of war from the camps
of Starobielsk, Kozielsk and Ostashkov—particularly in view of the fact that
10 months have already elapsed since the conclusion of the Agreement of 30.6.41
and the issuing of the Decree of the Supreme Council of the U. S. S. R. on 12.8.41.”
The Embassy received no reply to that note, but the Soviet reply to the Memo
randum of 19.1.42 was received on 10.7.42 in the form of an Aide-memoire. In
it the N. K. I. D. stated:
“The People's Commissariat has already on several occasions met with state
ments of the Polish Foreigh Office and Embassy alleging that a considerable propor
tion of Polish prisoners of war have not yet been released. In this connection it
should be recalled that the question of the full execution of the Decree of Amnesty
for Polish citizens, including the question of the officers of the Polish Army, has
already been explained (see M. Vyshinsky’s conferences with M. Kot on 1410.41
and 2.11.41 (pp. 163 and 169) and also the promemoria of M. Bogomolov, Ambas
sador of the Soviet Union to the Polish Government in London.” (p. 210).
“With regard to the lists of Polish officers, referred to in point three of the Em
bassy’s Memorandum—as the Memorandum itself stated, they were compiled on
the basis of doubtful and untrustworthy sources such as the memory of a small
number of prisoners; in the opinion of the People’s Commissariat, it cannot there
fore be concluded, on the basis of such data, that the Decree of 12.8.41 has not
been applied to a considerable proportion of Polish servicemen.

-

“The People's Commissariat rejects as entirely without foundation the Em
bassy’s statement that over ten thousand Polish officers are still in detention,
contrary, to the Amnesty Decree.”
The Aide-memoire further stated that in general all “information received by
the Embassy concerning Polish citizens allegedly in detention, in no way corre
sponds to the truth.”
The final paragraph discussed the Embassy’s view that the absence of news
(“sign of life”) from numerous Polish citizens who were previously in Soviet prisons
and camps was a proof of their continued detention. The Soviet argument on
this point ran as follows:—

-

“It is known that many Polish citizens, who were released before the issuing of
the Amnesty Decree, left the U. S. S. R. for their own country. It should also be
pointed out that many of the Polish citizens who were released on the basis of the
amnesty Decree escaped abroad, some of them to Germany. . . . Finally, as a
result of unorganised migrations from the Northern to the Southern provinces of



THE KATYN FOREST MASSACRE 1713

the U. S. S. R. in the winter of 1941, undertaken in spite of repeated warnings by
the People’s Commissariat, a certain proportion of Polish citizens fell ill on the
way and were left behind a

t

various railway stations. Consequently, a
s the Am

bassador himself stated in his note o
f 16.3.42, some o
f

them died on the way.
All these circumstances may well mean that a certain number of Polish citizens
have not given a sign o

f life, but this is no foundation for the conclusions reached
by the Polish Embassy in the Memorandum o

f

19.5.42.”
The Embassy was by no means convinced by the foregoing “explanations” o

f

the Soviet authorities, suggesting that over 10,000 “missing” prisoners of war,
having been released from captivity, had either “left the U

.
S
.
S
. R
.

for their own
country,” or illegally escaped from the Soviet Union, or died on the way “as a

result o
f unorganised migrations” from the North to the South, so that not one of

them had succeeded in reaching either the Embassy o
r

the Headquarters o
f

the
Polish Forces. However, as a result o

f

the sudden deterioration in Polish-Soviet
relations a

t that time, the Embassy was never able to reply to the Soviet Aide
memoire o

f July 10th, 1942.
The case of the “missing” prisoners o

f

war was raised for the last time—before
the “Katyn revelations” on 8.7.42 when Ambassador Kot accompanied by the
Polish Charge d'Affaires–Sokolnicki paid a farewell visit to Vyshinsky. It was
the latter who brought up the subject:
Vyshinsky: “As to the detention of Poles in prisons or camps and the driving
of them to hard labour, I must assure you, Mr. Ambassador, that I have-looked
into the matter and ascertained that they really are not there. I notice a tendency

to regard our replies as mere formalities, but I thought the situation was actually
different. But your allegation does not correspond to reality. Except for a few
groups detained a

s Hitlerite agents, there are none. There are no officers in the
Far North, nor in the near North, or anywhere else. Perhaps they are outside the
U. S. S. R., perhaps some o

f

them have died. Not long ago, for instance, the Em
bassy itself in one o

f

its notes cancelled a previous request for the release of some
one, on the grounds that they had found the person in Poland. Perhaps the same
thing has happened with the others. All have been freed. Some were released
before our war with Germany, some afterwards.”
Kot: “. . . as for the officers, I must say that it is just from Poland that I

receive the largest number o
f enquiries from their families, who are extremely

worried about their fate because they are not there. Not one of them is there.”
Sokolnicki: “The case cited by Mr. Chairman o

f

the discovery o
f

one o
f

the
people proves the opposite-that we know what is happening in our country and
that if such a large number of missing people were there we should certainly have
heard o

f

them. If our prisoners have been liberated, then please let me have a
list of those freed and the date and place of their release. The Soviet authorities
made several lists o

f prisoners in the camps and the production o
f

the lists cannot
present any difficulties.”
Vyshinsky: “Unfortunately we have no such lists”.
The attitude taken by both sides remained unaltered during this discussion,
just as in the first diplomatic conversation o

n

the question o
f

the missing prisoners

o
n

6.10.41 (see p
.

159 above). The Soviets limited themselves to stubbornly in
sisting that the missing prisioners were not in Soviet camps and prisons, having
been released; but they refused to give any concrete information o

r explanations
regarding the details o

f

their release (date, place, list of released prisoners) or, as

to their subsequent fate. The Polish side rejected the easily refuted Soviet con
tention about the alleged fate o

f

the missing prisoners (escape to Manchuria, dis
persal, death during the “unorganised migrations from North to South, etc.) and
did not believe the Soviet statements concerning their release. Nine months o

f

diplomatic conversations had in no way solved the problem o
f

the missing pris
OnerS.

The question of the prisoners was raised for the last time in diplomatic corre
spondence—before the “Katyn revelations”—in a note o

f

the Polish Ministry of

Foreign Affairs in London, dated 27.8.42, concerning the refusal o
f

the Soviet# to allow further recruiting for the Polish Forces on the territory of the
U. S. S. R.:
“The negative attitude of the Soviet Government towards the further develop
ment o
f

the Polish Army is also confirmed by the fact that over 8,000 Polish
officers, who were, in the spring o
f 1940, in the prisoner o
f

war camps a
t Ostashkov,
Starobielsk and Kozielsk, have still not been found, despite repeated interventions
by the Polish Government and in spite o
f

the fact that incomplete lists o
f

those
officers were handed to the President o

f

the Council o
f People's Commissars by
General Sikorski in December 1941 and by General Anders in March, 1942”.
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It is clear that in this note, too, the Polish Government in London maintained
the viewpoint that the “missing” prisoners had “note been found” on the territory
of the U.S. R. R. in consequence of the “negative attitude” of the Soviet authori
ties towards the development of the Polish Forces.

PART THREE. AFTER THE KATYN REVELATIONS.

CHAPTER XV. ON THE EVE OF THE REVELATIONS.

1. Polish public opinion abroad just before the Katyn discoveries.
Contrary to Polish hopes the year 1942 brought no clarification of the question
of the missing Polish prisoners of war. They did not return after the resumption
of communications with the Polar Regions and no news of them had been received.
Nevertheless, Polish circles still hoped that they were still in the Far North and
that if a conciliatory attitude were taken towards the Soviet Government they
would be released. The Polish Government, therefore, tried to prevent this.
question gaining too much publicity, although Polish public opinion was anxiously
concerned about it.
At the time the Autumn and Winter of 1942, as a result of the evacuation of the
Polish Forces from the U. S. S. R. to the Middle East, the rumours that Polish.
prisoners of war were in the Northern regions of the Soviet Union, (see above)
which had previously reached London from time to time, rapidly increased in
number taking at the same time a far more detailed form. On 19.10.42 the
Polish Minister of National Defence in London, General Kukiel, in a conversation
with the Soviet Ambassador, Gogomolov, raised the question of the missing:
prisoners. Having these rumours in mind, he announced that before long the
Polish Government would perhaps be in a position to supply the Soviet authorities.
with certain facts which would facilitate further search. Bogomolov, who had
so far given evasive and rather negative replies, merely stating that the Polish
officers were not on Soviet territory, suddenly broke off the conversation, “dis–
turbingly helpless”. This behaviour on the part of the Soviet Ambassador
alarmed the Polish Minister of Defence, who wrote in his notes directly after the
conversation: “It seems to me, unfortunately, that the question of the 8,000
officers must be considered hopeless and that Bogomolov knows they have
perished.”
Besides these rumours, others began to reach London, namely of Beria's and
Merkulov's remarks about the “great mistake” made to Berling and his friends in
Lubianka, (see p. 128 above). This information, and the eighteen months of
waiting for the return of the missing prisoners, caused growing pessimism in
Polish circles which was even reflected in the Polish press.
In the weekly “Polska Walczaca”—Zolnierz Polski na Obozyznie” (Fighting
Poland—“The Polish Soldier Abroad”) No. 4 of January 30th, 1943, an article by
S. W. entitled “Visit to the Soviet Union”, appeared. In this article the Polish
war correspondent sharing his impressions of his visit to U. S. S. R. with his
readers, clearly implied that the Soviet authorities had made a “great mistake”
with regard to the missing Polish prisoners, as a result of which “those people are
lost for ever”. The following is an extract from the article: “ . . . Our ele
mentary demands for the rescue of our people are: protection for the large num
ber of Poles still remaining alive. The whereabouts of the 12,000—not yet
recovered—prisoners of war should be disclosed to us. If we receive the reply
that those people are lost for ever, then we shall demand that for that price the
remaining Poles shall be properly cared for and that we shall be given every
possibility of helping them. We have still hundreds of thousands of human
lives to save. Rescue must be rapid—very rapid. From the mouths of several
high Soviet officials the timid confession has now been uttered that a “bolshaya
oshibka” (“great mistake”) was made about our prisoners. A great mistake,
bloody perhaps as well as great? Now we wish that this mistake will not be
repeated, that the Soviet State will make amends for it as far as may be possible—
by saving the rest from extermination.”
So, by the early spring of 1943, Polish official circles as well as Polish public
opinion, still knowing nothing definite about the fate of 12,000 prisoners of war
missing in the U. S. S. R., were convinced that they had met a tragic fate.

2. The Polish “delegation” to Katyn.

At the beginning of April, 1943, the German Propaganda Chief for the Warsaw
district quite unexpectedly invited a number of Poles to a conference without
announcing the subject and without giving the persons concerned a chance for
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discussion beforehand. Those invited were representatives of the town (Mr. M.
Kulski, the Mayor), of the Central Welfare Council (Mr. M. Machnicki, the presi
dent), of the judiciary (Mr. K. Rudnicki), of the clergy (Prelate Trzeciak), of
writers and journalists (Mr. F. Goetel, Mr. Skiwski, and Mr. Teslar), of Polish
womens’ organisations, artisans etc.
The meeting was addressed by a delegate of the Ministry of Propaganda from
Berlin. He began by describing the problems of the war against the Soviets
from the point of view of official German policy, making, however, no special
political allusions to the Polish nation. He then announced that mass graves of
Polish victims of the communist terror had been discovered near Smolensk, and
gave a general invitation to those present to visit the spot. The main emphasis
of the speech was on the “bestiality” of the Bolshevik regime and on the mis
fortunes of the victims of the communist terror. No details were given concerning
the number of victims, their identity etc. Similar conferences were held in
Cracow and possibly in Lublin. As a result, on 10.4.43 a group of Poles flew to
Smolensk, comprising the following people chose by the Germans:
Mr. Edmund Seyfried—representative of the Cracow Central Welfare Council.
Dr. K. Orzechowski, from the Warsaw Town Hospital.
Dr. E. Grodzki of the Polish Welfare Committee, Warsaw.
Mr. F. Goetel—writer.
Mr. J. E. Skiwski—writer.
Mr. K. Prochownik—foreman of the “Zieleniewski” factory in Cracow.
Mr. W. Kawecki—director of the German sponsored “Pol-Press” Agency in
Cracow.
Mr. K. Didur—press-photographer of the “Krakauer Zeitung”.
Mr. Widera-photographer and correspondent of the German sponsored news
paper “Glos Lubelski” (“Voice of Lublin”).
At Smolensk the “Polish delegation” was received with exaggerated courtesy
by the German military authorities and its members were treated as “representa
tives of the Polish people”. According to the explanations given to the “delega
tion” immediately after its arrival, a group of Polish labourers working, at Kozie
Gory by Gniezdovo, heard from the local population in October, 1942, that there
were there mass graves of Polish officers. The German authorities were said not
to have been informed of this until February, 1943, when trial excavations were
carried out in the woods near the N. K. V. D. Rest House. One mass grave,
measuring 26 by 14 metres (31 by 16 yards) and 6 metres (18 ft) in depth was then
opened and a whole cemetery was plotted out nearby. At a distance of 300 and
500 metres (330 and 550 yards) respectively from the officers grave, were graves of
civilians, buried there at least ten years before.
The “delegation” then went from Smolensk to the place in question and con
firmed the existence of two opened pits, from which about 250 corpses had already
been exhumed, including the bodies of General Smorawinski and General Bo
hatyrewicz, wearing Generals' uniforms and all their insignia. The other corpses
were similarly in Polish uniforms, officers boots, military belts and badges. he
papers and notes found on the bodies had already been removed and put into
special show-cases.
After looking closely at the grave, the representative of the Central Welfare
Council, with the official permission of the Germans, made the following speech in
Polish: “I invite you, gentlemen, to honour in silence, with uncovered and bowed
heads, those heroes, who have given their lives that Poland may still live.”
Then the “delegation” was taken to a special building, where they examined
the papers found on the bodies: letters, diaries, scapulars, religious medals, identi
fication papers, visiting cards, etc., by which 47 bodies had already been identified.
In the course of conversation with the Germans, the “delegation” asked why
the Poles had only now been informed of the discovery of the mass graves, when
the Germans had known of their existence for the last few months. The Germans
replied that it was the fault of the military commanders, who during vital front
line operations minimised the value and importance of this frightful discovery.
Although the German authorities at first published no news about the sending
of a Polish “Delegation” to Katyn, the Polish Underground Movement informed
London of their departure as early as 13.4.43, and subsequently reported on the
statements made by the people who had been there. These reports confirmed
that the graves actually contained the bodies of Polish officers, but in considerably
smaller numbers than those suggested by the Germans, who gave the number of
victims as about 12,000.
Attempts made by the Germans to draw from the members of the Katyn
“delegation” political prenouncements for propaganda purposes were practically

-
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fruitless. Only Kawecki, who had for a long time been collaborating with the
German press, and the Cracow workman Prochownik, wrote or spoke in such a
way that their words could be used as German propaganda. The other members
of the “delegation” exercised greater restraint in their descriptions.

3. Part played by the Polish Red Cross in the exhumations.
A few days after the first “delegation”, representing, according to the Germans,
the Polish community, a second “delegation” was sent to Katyn, this time of a
more professional nature. Except for the Canon of Cracow, Father Stanislaw
Jasinski (a trusted friend of Archbishop Sapieha) and a journalist, Marian Martens,
this delegation consisted exclusively of representatives of the Polish Red Cross—
administrative officials and doctors from Warsaw and Cracow.
From Cracow—Dr. A. Szebesta, Dr. T. Susz-Praglowski, Mr. S. Klaport.
From Warsaw—the Secretary-General of the Polish Red Cross, Mr. K. J.
Skarzynski, Mr. L. Rojkiewicz, Mr. J. Wodzinowski, Dr. H. Bartoszewski, Mr.
S. Kolodziejski, Mr. Z. Bohowski, Mr. R. Banach.
Some of the members of this delegation remained at Katyn in order to take part
in the exhumation and identification of the bodies and to be present at the burials.
The Polish doctors and medical personnel, whose number was subsequently
increased to twelve, owing to the tremendous amount of work, also served as
witnesses before the world of the truth of the regularly and widely published re
ports of the numbers and identity of the exhumed bodies of Polish officers. The
Germans, also needed people with a knowledge of Polish social relations and the
Polish language to identify the bodies, read the documents found on them, etc.
From the Polish point of view, the participation of Polish medical personnel in
the work of exhumation had the advantage of ensuring first hand information
about the documents found on the bodies. Copies of a certain number of those
documents were subsequently sent by the Polish Underground Movement to the
Polish Government in London, and helped to throw new light on the fate of the
prisoners of war from the Kozielsk camp.
On 16.4.43 the Secretary General of the Polish Red Cross, Skarzynski, handed
to the Executive Council of the Polish Red Cross a report on his visit to Katyn,
in which he stated that:
A. At Katyn, near Smolensk, there were some partly excavated graves of
Polish officers; -

B. On the basis of post mortems on corpses already recovered, it could be
stated that those officers had been murdered by shooting through the back of the
head, which showed that the killing had undoubtedly been carried out in an expert
manner;
C. The murder had not been connected with looting since the corpses were in
uniform, wearing decorations and boots, and on some of the bodies had been
found a considerable number of Polish coins and bank notes;
D. Judging by papers found on the corpses, the murders had taken place in
March-April, 1940;
E. So far the identity of only a comparatively few of the murdered officers
had been established (about 150).
The Germans requested that the Executive Council of the Polish Red Cross,
now convinced of the authenticity of the Katvn discoveries by the report of its
“delegates”, should send representatives to Oflags in Germany to inform the
Polish officers there. To this the Executive Council sent a written reply on 19.4.43
in very restrained and almost provocative terms. Affirming that the Polish Red
Cross was ready to co-operate with the German authorities within the limits laid
down by international conventions, the letter requested that should the Polish
Red Cross accede to this request, the part of its representatives would be purely
limited to the statement of facts and that in this event the Polish Red Cross,
must be allowed to resume its proper activities, which had been drastically cur
tailed by the occupying power. The letter demanded in particular:

a. That the activities of the Polish Red Cross be permitted by the occuping
power in all territories from which the Polish army was recruited, including
the Western territories officially “incorporated” into the German Reich as
well as the Eastern territories not forming part of the General Government
(This condition was of course not acceptable to the German authorities);
b. that prisoners of war, when released from camps, should be permitted
to return to the territory of the General Government, which had been for
bidden since 1941;

1 Officers’ prisoner of war camps.
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c. that prisoners of war should not be removed from prisoner of war camps
and handed over to the police for crimes supposed to have been committed
by them before the war and that the few officers who were in concentration
camps instead of prisoner of war camps should be immediately released.
Those demands were not complied with and the Polish Red Cross sent no “dele
gates” to the Oflags. Consequently the German authorities were obliged to
organise a “delegation” to Katyn composed of Polish officers from German
prisoner-of-war camps.
As far as is known, delegations were flown to Katyn from two camps, Oflag
II-C (Woldenburg) and II-B (Neubrandenburg). On their return the “dele
gates” imparted their impressions to their fellow-prisoners, who had hitherto
refused to believe the German radio reports, dismissing them as yet another lie of
Goebels propaganda. The only effect of the verification of the facts by the
“delegates” was general depression among the prisoners. According to a report of
a Polish officer, who was at that time in Oflag II-C, the Katyn discoveries in no
way served to diminish the anti-German feeling. In that there were no excep
tions. But it affected the attitude of the prisoners towards Russia. From 1941
a large and ever growing percentage of officers had looked to Russia for help.

#: the return of the “Delegates” that percentage decreased rapidly. (Witness1).
CHAPTER XVL. THE KATYN REVELATIONS

4. German communique on the Katyn “discoveries”.
At first the Katyn “discoveries” were kept strictly secret by the German
authorities, the visit of the Polish “delegation” to Katyn was therefore also not
disclosed. But from 13.4.43 the Berlin radio, followed by all other German-con
trolled radio stations in Europe, began to announce news of the discovery near
Smolensk of the mass graves of “thousands of officers of the former Polish Army,
interned in the U. S. S. R. in 1939 and bestially murdered by the Bolsheviks”.
The contents of the first German communique were briefly as follows:
A few days before, as a result of hints (Hinweise) given by the local population
the German military authorities had discovered the mass graves of murdered
Polish officers. Those graves are situated 20 km. (12 miles) west of Smolensk,
not far from the Smolensk–Vitebsk road, in a clearing in the Katyn wood on the
hill of Kozia Gora (“in Wald von Katyn am Kose-Gory Hugel”), 500 metres (550
yards) from the Rest House for “senior N. K. V. D. officials”.
The communique described in detail only one mass tomb measuring 28 by 16
metres (31 by 18 yards) in which in 9–12 layers, were about 4,000 bodies of
murdered officers. Giving no details, it spoke of a second mass tomb with 5–
6,000 bodies, and of “at least” two more mass graves. The communique esti
mated the number of victims at “over 10,000”, representing that as the minimum
and suggesting that in reality there had been a far greater number of victims
of Jewish-Bolshevik bestiality”.
The communique further stated, on the basis of testimony supplied by local
inhabitants, that the officers arrived at the nearby station of “Gniezdovo” in
the “Spring of 1940”, in another place, however, it mentioned “March-May 1940”.
It tried to establish the date of the murders, saying that spruce trees “now three
years old” (“die jetzt drei jahre alt sind”) were growing on the graves. It stated
that the bodies were mostly bound up and in each case there were indications that
the victims were murdered by a shot in the base of the skull (“durch Genick-.
schuss”).
The communique finally stated that the bodies and the uniforms were well
preserved and that identification had been facilitated by papers, documents,
identification papers and decorations found on the bodies of a great many of the
murdered officers. But it stressed the fact that “Schmuck und Uhren” (jewelry
and watches) were not found on them.
The news given in the German communique surprised and shocked public
opinion, which had hitherto heard nothing of the tragedy of the Polish prisoners
of war in the U. S. S. R. Nevertheless. It was treated on closer analysis with
great reservation as being Goebbel's propaganda. This was inevitable in view
of its familiar crudity of tone, its frequently conflicting statements and its general
vagueness and inaccuracy. The immediate question that arose in everybody’s
mind was why the German authorities had only found the graves in the Spring
of 1943, when Katyn had been in their hands since 1941—this question the
communique made no attempt to answer. -
The communique's obvious exaggeration of the numbers of corpses involved,
also aroused distrust, which was sustained in Polish official circles by information

93744–52–pt. 6-7
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supplied to the Polish Government by the Polish Underground Movement, giving
the number of corpses as being about 4,000.
Attempts to establish the date of the murder by giving the age of spruces
planted on the graves also failed. It was pointed out in the press (see article by
G. W. S. entitled “more about the Katyn graves” in the Swedish “Nu” nr 27) that
spruce trees are not usually planted until they are two years old. Spruces three
years old in 1943 would therefore indicate that the murder took place in April,
1942, and not in the spring of 1940. The Germans themselves found they had
made a mistake, and in later reports from Katyn the information about the age
of the spruce trees growing on the graves was corrected (see below).
The German information about the absence of any articles of value or watches
on the bodies were also only partly true. In general, watches were not found,
and this corresponded with the note in the diary found at Katyn describing the
inspection carried out before leaving Gniezdovo station (see p. 65 above). But
on many bodies money and articles of value were in fact found hidden in clothes
or boots.
Finally, various inaccuracies aroused the suspicion of the Poles in particular.
For instance, on the epaulettes of some of the uniforms were the letters “S. P.”
(Szkola Podchorazych—Cadet Officers’ School); the communique gave the letters
as “J. P.”, explaining that it was the emblem “des Traditions-Regimentes Pil
sudski”.

5. Journalists of neutral and German satellite countries in Katyn.
Simultaneously with the first Polish “delegation”, the German authorities
arranged for accredited foreign journalists from Berlin to visit Katyn. The group
consisted of:

Jaederlund—correspondent of “Stockholms Tidningen”, Sweden,
Schnetzer—correspondent of “Der Bund”, Switzerland,
Sanchez—correspondent of “Informaciones”, Spain,
Myklebust—correspondent of “The Norwegian Telegraph Agency”,
Stoffels—correspondent of “De Telegraaf”, Holland,
van der Maele—correspondent of “Nouveau Journal”, Belgium,
Szabolcz—correspondent of “Esti Ujsag”, Hungary,
Mikasinowitsch—correspondent of “Nowo Vreme”, Serbia,

The expedition was accompanied by a representative of the press department
of the Reich Chancellery name Schippert, and by a secretary of the Foreign Office,
Lassler. At Katyn itself it was conducted by Captain Freudeman.
According to explanations given to the foreign journalists by Colonel von
Gersdorff at Katyn, the attention of the German authorities had been drawn to
the graves by two wooden crosses erected in the Katyn wood by Polish workmen
employed on building roads in the district, who had themselves been informed by
the local population of the execution there of many Poles. The Polish workmen
had started searching on their own and having found the corpses, which they
had recognised as being the bodies of Polish officers, they had buried them again
and had erected two crosses to mark the place. The German military authorities
had at first ignored this information—continued Colonel von Gersdorff—but,
about 10 or 14 days before, superior authorities had ordered excavations to be
carried out, which had revealed the secret of the mass murder of Polish officers.
So far three pits (Gruben) had been opened measuring 28 by 16 metres (31 by
18 yards) and about 5–8 metres (15–24 feet deep, containing 9–12 layers of bodies,
almost exclusively of Polish officers. Among them, the bodies of a few army
chaplains and of one woman had been found.

-

The number of bodies in the graves had been estimated at 10–12 thousand,
which figures had been arrived at by multiplying the number of layers by the
number of bodies in each layer."
When the journalists arrived, 150–200 bodies had already been recovered from
the graves; the speed of the work was said to have been impeded by the inade
quacy of the professional personnel, consisting of Professor Buhtz of Breslau
university (Director of the Institute of forensic medicine and criminology), assisted
by only two soldiers of the Medical Corps and two Russian civilians. The primary
concern of the Professor was to establish the time and causes of death and to
identify the bodies.
It was confirmed that the bodies in the top layer had been killed in April, 1940,
as on many of the dead people were found diaries and notes, as well as letters to
and from Poland, the latest of which were dated March, 1940.

1.According to a dispatch quoted by the “Hamburger Fremdenblatt” of 22.4.43 (No. 112) and published
in the Swiss daily “Basler Togblatt”, the first layer of the opened grave contained 250bodies.
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The stage of decompositon of the bodies, preserved in the sandy soil had also
indicated that they had been buried for three years. The cause of death had in
every case been found to be a shot right through the head from the back of the
forehead or temple “in Stirn order Schläfe”. The hands of a certain number of
officers had been tied behind them; other bodies had had tunics thrown over their
heads and had then been bound and shot. The mouths of some of the officers
had been gagged, most probably to prevent them shouting when being killed.
The bodies had been laid in the graves in full uniform “packed like sardines”;
only caps and flasks seemed to have been scattered at random.

CHAPTER XVII. REACTION OF THE ALLIED NATIONS TO THE KATYN REVELATIONS

6. The Katyn revelations and public opinion of Poles outside Poland.

As was mentioned previously (see p. 225), at the beginning of 1943, Polish
circles became more and more convinced that the return of the missing prisoners
could not be counted on and this conviction was expressed in the article in “Polska
Walczaca” quoted above. But nevertheless the German disclosures made a
tremendous impression. Grief for those who were dead was mingled with fear
for those still alive. Only a small percentage of Poles deported from Poland by
the Soviet authorities in the years 1939–41 succeeded in leaving the U. S. S. R.
with General Anders’ Army. Hundreds of thousands of Polish citizens still re
mained there, among them many families of Polish soldiers fighting in the West
and the fate of all those still in the Soviet Union appeared tragically uncertain
in the light of the Katyn revelations. -

These revelations gave rise to anxiety and dismay particularly in General
Anders' Army, then in the Middle East. That army was composed almost ex
clusively of people who had passed through Soviet prisons and camps, and whose
families for the most part had remained in the U. S. S. R. The mere presence in
that army of several hundred officers who were formerly prisoners in the three
large Soviet camps and had returned via Griazovietz, brought the tragedy of
Katyn very close.
In a wireless message sent at 7 p.m. on 15.4.43 to the Polish Minister of Na
tional Defense in London.
General Anders made the following statement on his attempts to find the
missing prisoners in the U. S. S. R. and on the morale of the troops under his
command after the Katyn revelations:
“From the moment of my release from prison I tried to find our soldiers from
Starobielsk, Kozielsk and Ostashkov. I always received evasive replies from the
Soviet authorities. The Commander-in-Chief, during his visit to Moscow, made
a personal appeal to Stalin, and received the answer that they had probably
escaped. For my part, during the whole time I was in the U. S. S. R., I made
prodigious efforts to discover something about their fate from the Soviet authorities
and from Stalin himself. I sent people in all directions to search for them . . .
In private conversations some of the high Soviet officials mentioned, declared that
a “rokovuya oshibka” (fateful mistake) had been made in this matter. News
reached us that some of our officers had been deliberately drowned in the Arctic
Ocean. But it is quite possible that those moved from Kozielsk were murdered
near Smolensk. A number of the names given by the German radio are in our
card index. It is a fact that not one of the 8,300 officers from the camps at
Kozielsk and Starobielsk, nor of the 4,000 N. C. Os. of the military and civil
police from the Ostashkov camp, have joined the army. In spite of tremendous
efforts on our side we have received absolutely no news of any of them. We have
long held the deep conviction that none of them are alive but that they were
deliberately murdered. Despite this, the announcement of the German dis
coveries made a tremendous impression and caused deep dismay. I consider it
necessary for the Government to intervene in this affair with the object of obtain
ing official explanations from the Soviets, especially as our soldiers are convinced
that the rest of our people in the U. S. S. R. will also be exterminated.”
Almost simultaneously with the German disclosures a message was received
from the Underground Movement in Poland concerning the Polish “delegation”
which was conducted by the Germans to Smolensk (see p. 229 above). This tele
gram left no doubt as to the genuineness of the “discovery”. As the Germans had
decided to “invite” Poles to Katyn, the bodies of the officers were undoubtedly
there.
The piles of bodies at Katyn were also a convincing proof of the truth of state
ments so often repeated by representatives of the Soviet Government that no
Polish prisoners were still in detention on Soviet territory. The contents of notes
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and protocols of Polish-Soviet conversations on the question of missing prisoners# once again in the light of the Katyn revelations became painfully in
telligible.
Statements and facts, hitherto variously interpreted by the Poles, only now
became clear, as for instance:

a) Vyshinsky’s embarrassment when the question of the “missing”
prisoners was taken up with him for the first time during the conversation of
6.10.41 (see p. 159–161 above);
b) his irritation during the conversation of 14.10.41 and his promise to
hand over “all the people we have” emphasising that “we cannot give those
who are not with us”, (see p. 163 above);
c) the fact that the categorical promises made by Vyshinsky in the con
versation of 2.11.41 were not fulfilled: “We have records of everyone, alive
or dead. “I have promised the details and I will produce them.” (see P.
172 above).
d) Stalin's silence after receiving information by telephone concerning: '" prisoners during the conversation of 14.11.41. (see p. 180above);
e) his improbable and very strange statement during the conversation of
3.12.41 that thousands of the “missing” prisoners had escaped to Manchuria
after being released from camps. (see p. 191);
f) the strange experiences of General Anders' plenipotentiary at Chkalov
and in Moscow (see Chapter XIII);
g) Stalin's words during the conversation of 18.3.42: “I do not know
where they are. Why should we keep them? It may be that they were in
camps in territories which have been taken by the Germans and were dis
persed.” (see p. 212);
h) the statement in the Soviet aide-memoire of 10.7.42 that “many,
Polish citizens, who were released before the issuing of the Amnesty Decree
left the U. S. S. R. for their own country.” (see p. 220);
i). Vyshinsky's exceptionally frank declaration during the conversation of
8.7.42 that “. . . I have looked into the matter and ascertained that they
really are not there. I notice a tendency to regard our replies as mere for
malities, but I thought the situation was actually different. There are no
officers either in the Far North, or in the Near North, or anywhere else.
Perhaps they are outside the U. S. S. R. perhaps some of them have died.”
(see p. 221);

7. Reaction of the Allies in the first days after the revelations.
a) First Soviet communiqué.—The first Soviet communiqué, which was broad
cast by the Soviet Information Bureau on 15.4.43, broke a silence that had lasted
for many hours during which Goebbels had been pouring forth a torrent ofP' This communiqué ran as follows:“In the past two or three days Goebbels’ slanderers have been spreading vile
fabrications alleging that Soviet authorities effected a mass shooting of Polish
officers in the spring of 1940 in the Smolensk area. In launching this monstrous
invention the German-Fascist scoundrels did not hesitate at the most unscrupulous
and base lies, in their attempts to cover up crimes which, as has now become
evident, were perpetrated by themselves.
The German-Fascist reports on this subject leave no doubt as to the tragic fate
of the former Polish prisoners of war who in 1941 were engaged in construction
work in areas West of Smolensk region, fell into the hands of the German-Fascist
hangmen in the summer of 1941, after the withdrawal of the Soviet troops from
the Smolensk area.
“Beyond doubt Goebbels’ slanderers are now trying by lies and calumnies to
cover up the bloody crimes of the Hitlerite gangsters. In their clumsily concocted
fabrication about the numerous graves which the Germans allegedly discovered
near Smolensk, the Hitlerite liars mention the village of Gnezdovaya. But, like
the swindelers they are, they are silent about the fact that it was near the village
Gnezdovaya that the archeological excavations of the historic “Gnezdovaya
burial place” were made. Past-masters of such affairs, the Hitlerites stoop to
the clumsiest forgeries and misrepresentation of facts in spreading slanderous
fabrications about some sort of Soviet atrocities allegedly perpetrated in the
spring of 1940, and in this way try to shake off their own responsibility for the
brutal crimes they have committed.
“These arrant German-Fascist murderers, whose hands are stained with the
blood of hundreds of thousands of innocent victims, who methodically exterminate
the population of countries they have occupied without sparing children, women
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or old people, who exterminated many hundreds of thousands of Polish citizens in
Poland itself, will deceive no one by their base lies and slander.
“The Hitlerite murderers will not escape a just and inevitable retribution for
their bloody crimes.” 1
This communiqué, though couched in strong language, had one weak point
which struck everybody, even those who were entirely ignorant of the case of
the “missing” prisoners of war.
If—as the Soviet communiqué stated—“the German-Fascist reports on this
subject leave no doubt as to the tragic fate of the former Polish prisoners of war”,
then their bodies must have been in the Katyn graves allegedly “discovered” by
the Germans. In that case what was the point of mentioning the “archeological
excavations, of the historic Gnezdovaya burial place”. But, if the Katyn graves
advertised by the Germans were in reality merely archeological excavations,
why did the Soviet communiqué speak with such certainty of the tragic fate
which befell the Polish officers at the hands of the “arrant German-Fascist
murderers?”
Moreover, those people who were better informed inevitably asked themselves
if the “former Polish prisoners of war, who in 1941 were engaged in construction
work in areas West of Smolensk . . . fell into the hands of the German-Fascist
hangmen in the summer of 1941”, why did the Soviet authorities withhold this,
as far as they were concerned, quite uncompromising and very relevant informa
tion throughout the 20 months of Polish-Soviet conversations, during the whole# of which they stated, untruthfully, that those prisoners had been released?o that question also the Soviet communique gave no answer.
b) The Polish press in London.—On the same day as the communiqué of the
Soviet Information Bureau, i. e. on 15.4.43 the German revelations were first
mentioned in very restrained terms in the Polish press in Great Britain.
The following is an extract from an article in the London “Dziennik Polski”
(“Polish Daily”) No. 849 of 15.4.43:
“The Germans have published news of the discovery near Smolensk of the
mass graves of several thousand Polish officers, allegedly murdered by the Soviet
authorities in February and March, 1940.
“This terrible accusation may be yet another lie of German propaganda, aimed
at impairing Polish-Soviet relations, mobilising Europe against Russia and
effacing the impression made on world opinion by the disclosure of the latest
German brutalities, inflicted on the population of many Russian towns.”
(The article then gave a summary of the information broadcast by the German
radio, after which it concluded:)
“That is the German information. It contains many incompatibilities ... ..
We need not add that there is not a Pole who does not pray fervently that this
terrible news taken up by German propaganda will turn out—as has so often
been the case in the past—to be ‘lies’”.

8. Referring of the Katyn affair to the International Red Cross.

a) Communiqué of the Polish Minister of National Defence of 17.4.48-The
first step taken by the Polish Government in London in connection with the
Katyn revelations was the issuing of a communiqué by the Minister of National
Defence, General Kukiel, and relayed in the afternoon programme of the Polish
Radio in London on 17.4.43. After giving a summary of the story of the missing
Polish officers in the U. S. S. R. and of the Polish Government's efforts to extract
from the Soviet authorities information concerning their fate, General Kukiel's
communiqué stated that—“neither the Polish Government, nor the Polish
Ambassador in Kuybyshev, has ever received an answer as to the whereabouts
of the missing officers and other prisoners of war moved from . . . the three
camps.”
The communiqué concluded with the following paragraph:
“We have become accustomed to the lies of German propaganda and we under
stand the purpose behind its latest revelations. In view, however, of the abun
dant and detailed German information concerning the discovery of the bodies
of many thousands of Polish officers near Smolensk, and the categorical statement
that they were murdered by the Soviet authorities in the spring of 1940, the
necessity has arisen that the mass graves discovered should be investigated and
the facts alleged verified by a competent international body such as the Inter
national Red Cross.
“The Polish Government has therefore approached this institution with a
view to their sending a delegation to the place where the massacre of the Polish
prisoners of war is said to have taken place.”

1“Soviet War News” No. 541of 17.4.43.
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The announcement of the Polish Government's intention to request the Inter
national Red Cross to investigate the question of the massacre of prisoners of
war was completely legal and fully justified step. “The only institution entitled,
under International Law, to investigate on enemy territory, is the International
Red Cross. It was only natural to approach this institution. A similar investi
gation was requested by Great Britain in regard to Shanghai and Hong-Kong.”
H. W. Henderson—“The . . . Polish Conspiracy.” Glasgow 1944.
. ..

. b
)

Statement o
f

the Polish Cabinet o
f

17.4.43.—At a meeting o
f

the Polish
Cabinet in London on 17.4.43, after the Ministers had “acquainted themselves
with all information concerning the Polish Officers whose bodies have recently
been discovered near Smolensk and with the reports from Poland on this matter” 1

£ after the question had been widely discussed, the following decisions weretaken:

1
) to declare that “there is not one Pole who has not been deeply shocked by

the news now given the widest publicity by the Germans of the discovery of the
bodies o

f

the Polish Officers missing in the U. S. S. R
.

in a common grave near
Smolensk and o

f
a mass execution o
f

which they were victims;”

2
) to accept the decision to approach the International Red Cross with the

request that they “send a delegation to investigate the true state o
f

affairs on the
spot. It is to be desired that the findings of this protective institution, which

is to be entrusted with the task of clarifying the matter and of establishing
responsibility, should be issued without delay.” -

3
) to emphasise the anti-German attitude o
f

the Polish Government and
Nation by issuing a special declaration: “At the same time, however, the Polish
Government, on behalf o

f

the Polish Nation, denies to the Germans any right to

base on a crime, they ascribe to others, arguments in their own defence. The
profoundly hypocritical indignation o

f

German propaganda will not succeed in

concealing from the world the many cruel and reiterated crimes still being per
petrated against the Polish people.
“The Polish Government recalls such facts as:
“the removal of Polish officers from prisoner of war camps in the Reich and
subsequent shooting o

f

them for political offences alleged to have been committed
before the war;
“mass arrests o

f

officers o
f

the reserve subsequently deported to concentration
camps to die a slow death. From Cracow and the neighbouring district alone
6,000 were deported in June, 1942;
“the compulsory enlistment in the Wehrmacht of Polish prisoners o

f

war from
territories illegally incorporated in the Reich;
“the forcible conscription o

f

about 200,000 Poles from the same territories and
the execution o

f

the families o
f

those who managed to escape;
“the massacre of a million and a half people by executions and in concentration
camps;
“the recent imprisonment o

f 80,000 people o
f military age, officers and men and

their torture and murder in the camps o
f Maidanek and Tremblinka.”

“It is not to enable Germans to make impudent claims and pose a
s the defendors

o
f Christianity and European civilisation that Poland is making immense sacri

fices fighting and enduring sufferings. The blood of Polish soldiers and Polish
citizens, wherever it was shed, cries of atonement before the conscience of the free
peoples o

f

the world. The Polish Government condemn all the crimes committed
against Polish citizens and refuse the right of making political capital of such
sacrifices to all who are themselves guilty of such crimes.”

4
) to approach the Soviet Government once again by handing them a special

note requesting detailed information concerning the fate which befell the “miss
ing” prisoners of war after their removal from the three large camps.

c) Polish note of 20.4.43.—This approach was made in a note, addressed to the
Soviet Ambassador by the Polish Government in London, which was for technical
reasons not handed to the Ambassador until Tuesday 20.4.43, although the de
cision to send it was taken on Saturday 17.4.43. In it the Polish Foreign Min
ister, after quoting the report o

f

the German military authorities published by
“a foreign telegraph agency”, concerning the discovery of a mass grave containing
the bodies o
f

Polish officers allegedly killed in 1940, stated that:
“This report, although emanating from enemy sources, has produced profound
anxiety in Polish and world public opinion. In a public statement on 17.4.43,
the Polish Government categorically condemned Germany’s attempt to exploit

1 It should be emphasised that after receiving a report from their Secretary General, Mr. Skarzynski, on
his visit to Katyn, the Polish Red Cross in Poland independently approached the International Red Cross
with a request for intervention. (See p

.

230 above).
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the tragedy of Polish prisoners of war in the U. S. S. R. for her own political ends.
But more than ever the Polish Government unalterably maintains its attitude that
the truth about this case so cynically exploited by Hitlerite propaganda, must be
fully elucidated.”
After recalling the fact that the question of the missing prisoners of war had been
raised many times in conversations and correspondence with the Soviet authori
ties, the Polish Foreign Minister regretted
“The necessity of calling your attention, Mr. Ambassador, to the fact that the
Polish Government in spite of reiterated requests has never received either a list
of prisoners, or definite information as to the whereabouts of the missing officers
and of other prisoners, deported from the three camps mentioned above. Official,
verbal and written statements of the representatives of the U. S. S. R. have been
confined to mere asurances that in accordance with a Decree of the Presidium of
the Supreme Council of the U. S. S. R. dated August 12th, 1941, the Amnesty had
general and universal character as it included both military and civilian prisoners,
and that the Government of the U. S. S. R. had released all the Polish officers from
prisoner of war camps. -

“I should like to emphasize”, continued the Polish note, “that the Polish Gov
ernment, as can be seen from their many representations quoted above, entirely
independently of recent German revelations, has never regarded the question of
the missing officers as closed. If however, as shown by the communiqué of the
Soviet Information Bureau of 15.4.43, the Government of the U. S. S. R. would
seem to be in possession of more ample information on this matter than was com
municated to the representatives of the Polish Government some time ago. I beg
once more to request you, Mr. Ambassador, to communicate to the Polish Gov
ernment detailed and precise information as to the fate of the prisoners of war and
civilians previously detained in the camps at Kozielsk, Starobielsk and Ostashkob.
“Public opinion in Poland and throughout the world has rightly been so deeply
shocked that only irrefutable facts can outweigh the numerous and detailed Ger
man statements concerning the discovery of the bodies of many thousands of
Polish officers murdered near Smolensk in the spring of 1940.”
No reply to this note was received from the Soviets.
d) Attitude of the International Red Cross.—At 4.30 p.m. on 17.4.43, in accord
ance with the instructions of the Polish Government in London, the deputy of the
Polish Red Cross Delegate in Switzerland, M. Radziwill, handed a note from the
Polish Government to M. Rueger, a representative of the International Red
Cross, requesting the International Red Cross to investigate the massacre of
Polish prisoners of war at Katyn by means of a delegation of neutral representa
tives. It turned out that a similar proposal had been submitted by a German
representative less than an hour before. -

r This was not a mere coincidence. The Polish Government in London had
already decided on 15.4.43 in principle to approach the International Red Cross in
connection with the Katyn revelations. This decision was reported by the “Daily
Telegraph” diplomatic correspondent on 16.4.43. The Polish Government's
decision was also clearly stated in the communiqué issued by the Polish Minister
of National Defence, published by Reuter on the evening of 16.4.43 and broadcast
by the Polish radio in London at noon of 17.4.43. Obviously the Germans, on
learning from Reuter and the Polish Radio of the intention of the Polish Govern
ment, decided to take similar action, considering that inspection of the graves and
bodies by a neutral international institution would in no way compromise them.
In view of the fact that similar proposals had been put forward by two parties,
between which a state of war existed—as required by the rules laid down by the
International Red Cross at the beginning of the second World War in respect of
participation in international investigations—the International Red Cross repre
sentative told M. Radziwill that the proposals would most probably be considered
by the Executive Council of the International Red Cross and announced that a
meeting of a special commission of the International Red Cross would be held on
20.4.43 to appoint a neutral delegation.
This meeting, however, did not take place, and the attitude of the International
Red Cross changed as a result of Russian opposition.
On 20.4.43 the International Red Cross sent a written acknowledgement of the
Polish note, enclosing a short memorandum. This stated that:
1) the Polish proposal had been studied with the greatest care and that de
cisions as to the further course of action to be taken would be communicated as
soon as possible;
2) International Red Cross was already prepared to supply families with infor'" concerning the identification of officers as this information became available;
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3), pointing out that the spirit of the memorandum of 12.9.39 did not permit it to
consider sending experts to take part in the technical procedure of identification
except with the agreement of all interested parties.
The whole question was even more clearly set out in a letter of the President
of the International Red Cross. Professor Max Huber, addressed to the Polish
Foreign Minister and handed to M. Radziwill on 22.4.43.
After courteous thanks “for the new proof of esteem accorded us by the Polish
Government in approaching our institution”, the letter stated that the Interna
tional Red Cross was prepared to appoint neutral experts on condition that all
interested parties requested that this should be done and that agreement existed
between the appointed Committee and the parties in respect of the “modalités”
of the proposed mandate.
It was emphasised that “these conditions are in accordance with the principles
governing this question enunciated in the memorandum directed to the belligerent
states on 12.9.39 and published in the ‘Red Cross International Review of Sep
tember, 1939, concerning the possibility of the Committee taking part in an
enquiry.” The letter then made “a request to the Polish Government to inform
us what steps will be taken to obtain the agreement of the Soviet Government or
to make suggestions in this respect.” In conclusion the letter stated that “in
anticipation of the possibility that agreement is reached between the interested
parties, we are already endeavouring to find neutral persons who possess the
necessary qualifications.”
According to private information supplied to M. Radziwill, the International
Red Cross intended to send to Katyn an investigatory commission composed of
Swedish, Portuguese and Swiss experts, under the leadership of a Swiss. But,
as was clear from the foregoing letter, everything depended on the agreement of
Russia. The International Red Cross therefore suggested that the Polish Gov
ernment should approach the U. S. S. R. either directly or through the medium
of the Anglo-Saxon Allies.
A similar letter dated 22.4.43, was sent by the International Red Cross to the
German authorities, suggesting that they endeavour to obtain the consent of the
Soviet Government to an investigatory commission through the medium of the
“puissance protectrice”.
In view of the wide interest aroused throughout the world by the Katyn affair,
the International Red Cross published the following communiqué on 23.4.43:
“The German Red Cross and the Polish Government in London have ap
proached the International Red Cross with a request for its participation in the
identification of bodies which, according to German reports, have been discovered
near Smolensk.
“In both cases the International Red Cross replied that in principle it is pre
pared to afford assistance by selecting neutral experts, on condition that siniilar
appeals are received from all parties interested in this question.This is in accord
ance with the memorandum sent by the International Red Cross in December,
1939, to all belligerent nations, defining the principles on the basis of which the
International Red Cross may participate in this kind of investigation.”

CHAPTER xv.1II. U. S. S. R.'s REACTION TO APPEALS TO THE INTERNATIONAL
RED CROSS.

8. U. S. S. R.’s reaction to the communiqué of the Polish Minister of National
Defence.

-

The first communiqué of the Soviet Information Bureau on 15.4.43 (see p. 247)
was followed by a second published on 17.4.43.
This communiqué transmitted by Reuter stated that the German accusations
were wholly improbable and that the hand of the Gestapo was clearly Lo be seen
In them. The bodies of the murdered people would have had to have been com
pletely mummified in order to be recognizable after several years. Similarly the
documents found of the bodies would have had to have been chemically treated
to be decipherable. But the Germans had mentioned nothing of that. The
whole affair was explained, according to the Soviet communiqué, by the fact that
when the Soviet Army withdrew from the region of Smolensk, a certain number
of former Polish prisoners had fallen into the hands of the Hitlerites. Some of
them had been murdered immediately, the remainder had been kept alive for a
special purpose. The latter had been murdered by the Gestapo quite recently,
which explained why their bodies had not decomposed. The personal documents
allegedly found on the bodies had been taken, according to the Soviet communiqué,
from the Gestapo archives, and that explained why there were so easy to read.
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The Hitlerites, concluded the Soviet communiqué, who had destroyed the whole
of the Polish intelligentsia, were now trying to play the role of defenders of Poland,
and by hurling calumnies at the Soviet Union they intended to make the world
forget the crimes perpetrated by themselves. -

The press devoted relatively little attention to this Soviet communiqué, it was
completely eclipsed by a sensational editorial published in “Pravda” on 19.4.43
entitled “Hitler’s Polish Collaborators.”
The following are extracts from that article, which was the Soviet reply to the
communiqué issued by the Polish Minister of National Defence on 17.4.43:
“Slander spreads rapidly. Before the ink has dried on the pens of the German
Fascist scribblers, the vile inventions of Goebbels and Co. springing from the
alleged mass shooting of Polish officers by the Soviet authorities in 1940, are taken
up not only by faithful Hitlerite lackeys, but, Oh wonder, by General Sikorski's
ministerial circles.”
“One would think that the Polish Ministry was well aware of the vile reputation
enjoyed by German propaganda, which long ago beat all records in prodigious
monstrous, provocative lies.
“Nevertheless, contrary to common sense, the Polish Ministry has found nothing
better to do than to support in its communiqué the vile provocation of the Hitler
ites, and approach the International Red Cross with a request for an ‘investigation’
of something which never happened, or, strictly speaking, of that which has been
done by the Berlin torture specialists and thereafter villainously attributed to the
Soviet authorities. The Polish leaders have in an inexcusable manner fallen
prey to the wily provocations of Goebbels and thus in reality are supporting the
villainous tricks and slanderous inventions of the executioners of the Polish nation.
“After this it is hardly surprising that Hitler also has approached the Interna
tional Red Cross with a proposal for an investigation of the scenery prepared by
the hands of his masters of the science of crime. Thus the ways of the German
provocators and of their Polish assistants met.” -

The article then denied accusations made by the Germans in 1941 that during
the Soviet Army’s withdrawal from Lwow mass butcheries had been carried
out there, stating that Soviet witnesses had testified that the Lwow murders had
not been committed by the withdrawing Soviet army, but by the advancing
Germans. “Pravda” continued:
“The same base Hitlerite provocation has taken place this time too. As had
now become perfectly clear the Germans seized the former Polish prisoners of war
who were in 1941 engaged in construction work in the regions West of Smolensk
and who, together with many Soviet inhabitants of the province of Smolensk, fell
into the hands of the German-Fascist executioners in the summer of 1941 after
the withdrawal of the Soviet armies from the region of Smolensk.
“The Germans bestially killed the former Polish prisoners of war and many
Soviet people. How they wish to obliterate all traces of their crimes and, in the
hope that they will find credulous people to believe them, are attempting to cover
up their monstrous crimes with a new series of vile insinuations. The Hitlerite
sadists, with astonishing knowledge of the affair, describe the details and particu
lars of the murder of Polish officers. But the more of these ‘details’ they give
even to such particulars as visiting cards and identification papers, which they
themselves had the foresight to put into the pockets of the bestially tortured
officers—the more obvious does it become that the Hitlerite executioners, who
graduated in Himmler's school of torture, are describing their own rich ex
periences . . .”
The article conjectured that the aim of “the base devices of the Hitlerite tor
turers” was to “obliterate the traces of their own monstrous crimes, to wipe out
their own bloody murders, for which they will have to take a heavy responsibility.
Their bestial fear of the inevitable atonement for their bloody crimes causes these
licensed torturers of the Slavonic nations, and of other freedom loving nations,
to discover new villainous methods of carrying out further provocations in their
search for salvation. Feeling the tremendous anger of the whole of progressive
mankind against the massacre of peaceful and defenseless populations, particularly
of the Jews, the Hitlerites try with all their strength to incite credulous and naive
people against the Jews.”
“Pravda” went on to state that the “Jewish commissars” named by the Ger
mans as the executioners of Katyn were never in the Smolensk section of the
G. P. U. “they were not, nor never had been in the N. K. V. D. organization” and
that “it is not difficult for experienced masters of provocation to invent a few
names of nonexistent people.
“In the light of these facts”, continued “Pravda”, “the Polish Minister of Na
tional Defense's request to the International Red Cross cannot be considered as
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anything but direct and obvious help to the Hitlerite provocators in their task of
fabricating base falsehoods. In all healthy minded people, particularly in those
who themselves experience the nightmare of the Hitlerite tyranny, falsehood of the
kind can arouse only disgust.”
From this last assumption “Pravda” concluded, in the name of the Polish
nation that: “it (the Polish nation) rejects the Hitlerite slander against its
brother, the Soviet nation, which has shown to the world a miracle of heroism,
courage and nobility. Those Poles who willingly take up and support Hitlerite
falsehood, and are ready to co-operate with the Hitlerite executioners of the
Polish nation, will go down to history as the helpmates of Cannibal Hitler. The
Polish nation turns away from them, as from people who are giving aid to the
sworn enemy of Poland, Hitler.”
This article in “Pravda”, by its form no less than by its contents, caused a
great international sensation which was reflected in the press of the whole world.
The American “New York Times” published a cable from Moscow under the
headlines: “‘Pravda says Poles have been cheated by Hitlerites—Sikorski
regime accused of helping Hitlerite torturers by repeating accusations about
massacre.” The New York Times foresaw from the article in “Pravda” that
“this affair has led us to a critical turn in Polish Soviet relations, whose course
has been so stormy since the beginning of the war.”
On the following day, 20.4.43, the official “Izviestia” reprinted the “Pravda.”
article, as an editorial, while “TASS”, the official Soviet news agency, published
the following communique:
“On the basis of information received, TASS is able to state that the leading
article ‘Hitlers Polish Collaborators’, which appeared in ‘Pravda on 19.4.43 as a
result of the well known provocative communique of the Polish Minister of
National Defence, completely corresponds with the attitude taken in Soviet
leading circles towards this affair. ' declaration issued by M. Sikorski’s
Government on the same subject on 18th April does not improve the matter,
but makes it worse since it is in line with the aforementioned provocative com
munique of the Polish Ministry of National Defence and thereby helps the German
occupiers to cover up their crimes against the Russian and Polish nations. The
fact that the anti-Soviet campaign started simultaneously in the German and
Polish press and follows one and the same plan, that astonishing fact permits the
assumption that this anti-Soviet campaign is carried out on the basis of a previous
understanding between the German occupiers and the pro-Hitler elements in
M. Sikorski’s ministerial circles. The declaration of the Polish Government
proves that the pro-Hitler elements have a strong influence in the Polish Gov
ernment and that they are taking fresh steps to bring about a deterioration in
the relations between Poland and the U. S. '' R.”
When the “Katyn revelations” were made public Anglo-Saxon opinion com
pletely ignorant of the affair of the “missing” Polish prisoners of war, was inclined
to consider them as one more piece of lying Goebbels’ propaganda.
That 10,000 defenceless prisoners of war should have been murdered by a
non-belligerent state seemed too horrible to fall within the bounds of possibility.
The thesis enunciated in “Pravda's” sensational article was no less improbable.
Poland, known throughout the world as a “country without a ‘Quisling’ ”, was
accused of having a Government dominated by pro-Hitler elements which
were in direct contact with Goebbels, coming to agreement with him as to details
“or receiving directions from him” for a joint campaign of propaganda directed
against one of the big Allies.
This thesis was nevertheless fully accepted by the Soviet Government, which
treated it not only as an argument of propaganda for the masses, but as a proved
fact on which to base drastic action.

10. U. S. S. R. severs diplomatic relations with Polish Government.
In the note of 17.9.39 the Soviet Government put forward the thesis that
Poland had ceased to exist as an independent, sovereign state to which the law
of nations applied, and that in consequence all treaties concluded between the
U. S. S. R. and Poland were no longer binding.
That thesis was subsequently repeated in the German-Soviet Agreement signed
by Ribbentrop and Molotov in Moscow on 28.9.39, defining the boundary be
tween the “spheres of interest” of the two aggressor states on Polish territory.# this time this thesis had never been completely abandoned by the SovietIn1011.

Even after Hitler's attack on Russia, at the time of the Anglo-Soviet negotia
tions in London, the representative of the Soviet Government proposed to form
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a Polish “National Committee” in Moscow (see p. 139), hoping thereby to avoid
giving formal recognition to the Polish Government.
The military situation of the Soviet Union in the first stage of the war com
pelled the Soviet Government to abandon, under strong diplomatic pressure from
the West, this idea of a “Committee”, and to conclude a formal agreement with
the Polish Government. But, as soon as the situation changed, the Soviet Gov
ernment reverted more and more openly to its former attitude and to the plans
put forward in London in June, 1941, for the formation of a “Committee.” The
stages of this development, which began with the first Soviet military successes
were as follows:
A) In December, 1941, when the German offensive was held, the Soviet Gov
ernment at the time of General Sikorski's visit to the U. S. S. R., in an official
note, refused from then on to recognise as Polish citizens persons belonging to
the “Polish national minorities”—Jews, White Russians, Ukrainians etc.—and
simultaneously attempted to organise in Saratoff a group of Polish communists
to form the nucleus of a Red Polish Committee.
B) In March, 1942, the Soviet Government curtailed the numbers of the
Polish Army in the U. S. S. R. on the pretext that the Western Allies had not
supplied the agreed quantities of foodstuffs. This necessitated a partial evacua
tion of the Polish Army from the U. S. S. R.
C). In May, 1942, ‘‘New Horizon”, a periodical published in Polish, which
had been suspended since the July 1941 Pact, was revived in Kuybyshev. This
publication, as the organ of the Union of Soviet Writers of the U. # S. R., had
earlier on appealed to “the people of the valorous Polish nation” to take their
place in the ranks of the Red Army and to join “the fight for the integrity of our
(Soviet) frontiers” (No. 5/6, 1941, p. 6–7).
D) In May, 1942, the Soviet Government, in a note dated 14.5.42 prohibited
further recruiting for the Polish Army in the U. S. S. R.
E) At the end of June, 1942, the Soviet Government approached the British
Embassy, with a request for the complete evacuation of the Polish Army from
the U. S. S. R. After this had been carried out, unscrupulous propaganda was
spread to the effect that the Polish Army in the U. S. S. R. did not wish to fight
the Germans.
F), From July, 1942, members of the Polish Embassy were being arrested under
the charge of “espionage activities hostile to the U. S. S. R.” and the whole organi
sation for bringing relief to the Polish community in the U. S. S. R. was liquidated.
Simultaneously all stores of food and equipment as well as all welfare institutions
were placed under Soviet administration.
After the turn of the tide at Stalingrad in the winter of 1942/3 the tempo of
Soviet activities leading to a resumption of the policy of the formation of a Polish
“Red Committee” increased.
G) In January, 1943, the Soviet Government unilaterally proclaimed as Soviet
citizens all persons who on 1–2.11.39 were on territories occupied by the Red
Army, which meant in practice nearly 100% of the total Polish population
deported to the U. S. S. R.
) In February, 1943, the formation of voluntary Polish detachments within

the Red Army was mooted.
I). In March, 1943, the “Union of Polish Patriots” was formed in Moscow under
the leadership of Wanda Wasilewska, a Soviet citizen, member of the Supreme
Council of the U. S. S. R. and wife of a Vice-Commissar for Foreign Affairs. .
The publication of the periodical “Free Poland” was also commenced. The
Union of Polish Patriots was obviously the nucleus of the “Red National Com
mittee' and the basis for the future organisation of the so-called “Lublin Committee”. *

J) In March, 1943, Commissar Molotov openly warned representatives of the
Polish Government in the U. S. S. R. that “no good will come” of their insistance
on the existence of the pre-war Polish state with frontiers as defined by the
Treaty of Riga.
Consequently, 20 months after the conclusion of the Polish-Soviet Agreement
in 1941 nothing of it remained except the formal existence of diplomatic relations.
The decision to sever these relations, announced in Stalin’s letter of 23rd April,
1942, was therefore the direct outcome of the previous course of events. The
Katyn affair, although embarrassing for the Soviets, made a convenient pretext
for taking this step.
On the night of Easter Sunday, 25th April to Monday, 26th April, 1943, at
12.15 a. m., 24 hours after General Sikorski had refused to announce that the
whole Katyn affair was only a trick of German propaganda, the Polish Ambas
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sador in the U. S. S. R. was summoned to the Commissariat for Foreign Affairs,
where Molotov attempted to hand him a note, which he had previously read
aloud. The contents of the note were as follows:

Moscow, April 26. 1943.
“Mr. Ambassador,

“On behalf of the Government of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, I
have the honour to notify the Polish Government of the following:
“The Soviet Government consider the recent behaviour of the Polish Govern
ment with regard to the U. S. S. R. as entirely abnormal, and violating all regu
lations and standards of relations between two Allied States. The slanderous
campaign hostile to the Soviet Union launched by the German Fascists in con
nection with the murder of the Polish officers, which they themselves committed
in the Smolensk area on territory occupied by German troops, was at once taken
up by the Polish Government and is being fanned in every way by the Polish
official press.
“Far from offering a rebuff to the vile Fascist slander of the U. S. S. R., the
Polish Government did not even find it necessary to address to the Soviet Gov
ernment any inquiry or request for an explanation on this subject.
“Having committed a monstrous crime against the Polish officers, the Hitlerite
authorities are now staging a farcical investigation, and for this they have made
use of certain Polish pro-Fascist elements which they themselves selected in
occupied Poland where everything is under Hitler's heel, and where no honest
Pole can openly have his say.
“For the ‘investigation’, both the Polish Government and the Hitlerite Gov
ernment invited the International Red Cross, which is compelled, in conditions
of a terroristic regime, with its gallows and mass extermination of the peaceful
population, to take part in this investigation farce staged by Hitler. Clearly
such an ‘investigation’, conducted behind the back of the Soviet Government,
cannot evoke the confidence of people possessing any degree of honesty.
“The fact that the hostile campaign against the Soviet Union commenced
simultaneously in the German and Polish press, and was conducted along the
same lines, leaves no doubt as to the existence of contact and accord in carrying
out this hostile campaign between the enemy of the Allies—Hitler—and the
Polish Government.
“While the peoples of the Soviet Union, bleeding profusely in a hard struggle
against Hitlerite Germany, are straining every effort for the defeat of the com
mon enemy of the Russian and Polish peoples, and of all freedom-loving demo
cratic countries, the Polish Government, to please Hitler's tyranny, has dealt a
treacherous blow to the Soviet Union.
“The Soviet Government is aware that this hostile campaign against the Soviet
Union is being undertaken by the Polish Government in order to exert pressure
upon the Soviet Government, by making use of the slanderous Hitlerite fake for
the purpose of wresting from it territorial concessions at the expense of the inter
ests of the Soviet Ukraine, Soviet Byelorussia and Soviet Lithuania.
“All these circumstances compel the Soviet Government to recognise that the
present Government of Poland, having slid on the path of accord with Hitler’s
Government, has actually discontinued allied relations with the U. S. S. R., and
has adopted a hostile attitude towards the Soviet Union.
“On the strength of the above, the Soviet Government has decided to sever
relations with the Polish Government. -

Molotov.”

The Ambassador declined to accept the note and “most emphatically refused
to be a party to the motives and conditions set forth” in it, remarking that it at
tributed to the Polish Government “in an inadmissible form . . . conduct “and
intentions entirely inconsistent with the facts.”
Apart from evading the basic question of the murder of Polish officers, the
Soviet note contained the following untrue statements:— -
a) That the “Katyn campaign” was “at once taken up by the Polish Govern
ment and is being fanned in every way by the Polish official press.”
The first mention of the Katyn discovery appeared in the Polish Government
press in London on the same day as the first Soviet communique, namely on

#" and was couched in very cautious and moderate terms. (see above p.49).
b) That the Polish Government “did not even find it necessary to address to
the Soviet Government any inquiry or request for an explanation on this subject”.
PART TWO of these notes is devoted to the history of the Polish Government's
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attempts over ad' of nearly two years to extract replies and explanationsfrom the Soviet Government concerning the missing prisoners. In addition, the
Polish note of 20.4.43, after the “Katyn revelations”, again addressed the same
question to the Soviet Government and again asked for an explanation.
c) That in staging “the farcical investigation” the Hitlerite authorities made
use of Polish “pro-Fascist elements” selected by themselves. It has already been
mentioned that the representatives of the Central Welfare Council, the members
of the Town Council nominated by the occupation authorities and the Polish
Red Cross exercised very great restraint, confining themselves almost exclusively
to informing the Polish community of the facts as seen by them (see p. 226-229).
d) That the Polish Government and the Hitlerite Government involved in the
“investigation” (the word being put in inverted commas in the note) the Inter
national Red Cross “which is compelled, in conditions of a terroristic regime, with
its gallows and mass extermination of the peaceful population, to take part in
this investigation farce staged by Hitler”. The International Red Cross was not
involved in the “investigation” and took no part in the Katyn affair; its repre
sentatives were not compelled to go to territories under the rule of a terroristic
regime. -

e) That the response of the German and Polish press commenced simultane
ously and was conducted along the same lines. The conclusion that “it leaves
no doubt as to the existence of contact and accord . . . between the enemy of
the Allies—Hitler—and the Polish Government” was therefore a calumny.
f) That the Polish Government's persistent efforts over a period of nearly two
years to elucidate the fate of thousands of Polish officers “missing” in the U. S.
S. R. constituted a “treacherous blow to the Soviet Union”, executed in order to
please Hitler's tyranny. This completely unfounded Soviet statement was not
only untrue but also slanderous.
g) That this campaign, allegedly hostile to the U. S. S. R. was undertaken by
the Polish Government “in order to exert pressure upon the Soviet Government,
by making use of the slanderous Hitlerite fake for the purpose of wrestling from
it territorial concessions at the expense of the interests of the Soviet Ukraine,
Soviet Byelorussia and Soviet Lithuania”. The Polish Government had never
conceived the idea of and had absolutely no desire for the smallest territorial con
cessions from its Eastern and Northern neighbours whereas the Soviet Govern
ment had exerted very heavy pressure on the Polish Government in an effort to
extort the cessation to the Soviets of the Eastern half of the Polish state.
h) Finally, that the Polish Government “having slid along the path of accord
with Hitler's Government, has actually discontinued allied relations with the
U. S. S. R. and has adopted a hostile attitude towards the Soviet Union.” The
Polish Government's main desire was to maintain normal allied relations with the
U. S. S. R. and this has been made clear in many official statements.
All these false statements were repeated shortly afterwards in an article en
titled “The U. S. S. R.'s Answer to Hitler's Polish Assistants”, which appeared
in “Izvestia” on 27.4.43. The following are extracts from that article:
“For two weeks the German-Fascist press and radio have been raging, dis
seminating monstrous calumnies against the Soviet Union, striving by all means
and methods to cover up the new crime committed by the Hitlerite against the
Polish nation, attempting to shift from themselves the responsibility for their
crimes. For two weeks the Hitlerite slanderers have exhausted themselves in
raging incitement against the Soviet Union, describing with methodical sadism
the ‘Bolshevik bestiality’ devised by themselves. They have not recoiled before
direct manipulation of facts, before obvious falsity and knavery, relying on over
credulous people and on those who are easily misguided by the vast accumula
tion of cheap lies, calumnies and provocations disseminated by the Hitlerites.”
After this characterisation of the “Katyn campaign” and after recalling the
German brutalities and murders in Poland, “Izvestia” insinuated that the Polish
Government had immediately taken up the Hitlerite slander and had instructed
its official press to support the campaign of provocation. The Polish Govern
ment, continued the article: “declaring hypocritically in its official communiqué
that it is accustomed to the lies of German propaganda and understands the pur
pose of its ‘revelations', in reality follows the line of supporting those revela
tions’ and, as soon as the German-Fascist liars have vomited their shameful lies,
the Polish Government joins the slanderous Fascist campaign. The Polish Gov
ernment . . . has acted behind the back of the Soviet Government. The Polish
Government pushed the Ministry of National Defense on to the scene and on
16.4.43, that is on the third day after the Germans first published their inven
tions about Polish officers, that Ministry published a communiqué conforming in
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the spirit of the information of the Hitlerites. On April 17th the Polish Govern
ment made a similar declaration, thus setting in full motion the slanderous cam
paign hostile to the Soviet Union”.
After recalling that the Hitlerite authorities had involved “Polish pro-Fascists
from occupied Poland” in the “farcical investigation, unexampled in impudence
and falsity”, and that they had attempted to give the “investigation” a more
serious appearance by disguising it under the authority of the International Red
Cross, “Izvestia” stated that: -
“by its concord with the Hitlerite Government in these matters, the Polish
Government has proved the existence of a certain understanding between the
Polish and German Fascists Governments.”
After describing the situation in Poland under the rule of the German occupiers,
“Izvestia” stated further that: “similarly perfidious behaviour of the Polish
Government can be explained. For a long time the official Polish press has been
openly stating the claims of Polish imperialist circles to the territories of the Soviet
Ukraine, Soviet Byelorussia and Soviet Lithuania. The Polish Government’s
aggressive lust has lead it to agreement with the Hitlerite Government, which is
tearing apart the Polish nation.

-

“Here are the roots of the hostile and slanderous campaign against the Soviet
Union which was launched simultaneously by the Polish Government and Hitler.
“The Polish Government took the treacherous path of understanding with
Hitler—foe of the Polish and Russian peoples, foe of all peace loving peoples”.
“Izvestia” went on to express no doubt that the “Polish people fighting for their
freedom and independence will condemn the faith-breaking hehaviour of the Si
korski Government which has struck a treacherous blow to the common cause of
the fight against Hitler, the executioner of peoples”.
In conclusion “Izvestia” seemed to underline rather significantly the strength of
the military power of the Soviet Union which, it maintained, could be sure not
only of the “rightness of its cause but also of the strength of its forces”. It openly
stated that the decision of the Soviet Government signified that the “interests of
the Soviet Union and the immunity of the holy rights of its peoples are under
powerful and vigilant protection”.

CHAPTER XIX. AFTER THE SEVERING OF POLISH-SOVIET RELATIONS.

11. Effects and purpose of the severing of Polish-Soviet relations.
Moscow radio’s communiqué announcing the breaking off of diplomatic relations
with Poland by the Soviets surprised public opinion in the West, where the possi
bility of such drastic action had not been envisaged.
This action on the part of the Soviet Government shifted the Katyn affair from
a moral to a political plane. Up to this time the history of the many thousand
missing officer P.O.W.’s and the finding of their corpses in the Katyn graves had
been one of human tragedy. From this monent it became, an incident in the
development of inter-allied political relations.
The breach which resulted from the Soviet reaction to the Katyn revelations
was the aspect of the affair seized upon by the Anglo-Saxon press which was
chiefly concerned lest this breach should grow and lead to a definite split in the
Allied ranks.
The fear that the U. S. S. R. would conclude a spearate peace with Germany,
never wholly extinguished in the West, was naturally revived." Consequently the
Anglo-Saxon press made great efforts to calm the atmosphere, appealing to both
sides, not to fall into a “Goebbels trap”, and urging upon them restraint and
mutual concessions. As to the merits of the Katyn affair itself, most of the press
refrained from passing judgment with the exception of a few of the more pro
Soviet papers, lead by the “Daily Worker”, which accepted the Soviet thesis with
out reserve and announced the severing of Polish-Soviet relations as having been
the “result of catching the Polish Government in London red-handed in conspiracy
with the Nazis”.
Therefore, while the British press in general took an optimistic line, presuming
the possibility of the renewal in the near future of the temporarily “severed”
Polish-Soviet relations, the “Daily Worker” (notably in the issue of 28.4.43)
derided this attitude as naive and expressed its assurance that there could not be
any resumption of diplomatic relations with the “guilty Polish Government”.
The real political purpose of the Soviet accusation that the Polish Government
was “collaborating with Hitler” was two-fold:

1As one of many examples, Raymond Clapper in a dispatch in “New YorkWorld’s Telegram” expressed
the fear that Russia was making preparations for a separate peace.
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1. if this could be proved the Polish Government's appeal to the Int. Red Cross
would no longer give rise to the widely expressed doubts as to whether the German
accusations were in fact of a wholly “slanderous and fantastic character”, as the
Soviets insisted;
2. this would completely disqualify the “London Government” from being
legally entitled to champion the “Polish cause”, thus leaving the field clear for the
long planned, Soviet sponsored “National Committee” which was after its forma
tion to represent a “New”—pro-Soviet Poland.
This unproveable and fantastic accusation was therefore lodged by the Soviet
Government in deadly earnest, notwithstanding the firmly protesting attitude of
the Anglo-Saxon press."
The thesis that the Polish Govennment was guilty of collaboration with Hitler was
most fully elaborated by papers published in Polish in the Soviet Union under the ae
gis of the “Union of Polish Patriots”, which had been formed in March, 1943, and was
to constitute the nucleus of the future “Polish Committee of National Liberation”
finally created in July, 1944. Their object was, of course, to compromise the
Polish Government in the eyes of several hundred thousand deported Polish
citizens in the Soviet Union from among whom as was announced in an official
Soviet communiqué at the beginning of May, 1943, a “Tadeusz Kossiuszko Polish
Division” would be formed “for the purpose of fighting side by side with the Red
Army against the German invaders.”

12. Official attempts to solve the Polish-Soviet conflict.
In British and American Government circles the decision of the Soviet Govern
ment to break off relations with the Polish Government caused great concern and
considerable efforts were made to solve the conflict.
On April 27th and 28th, 1943, General Sikorski had conferences with Mr.£" and Mr. Eden as well as with the United States Ambassador, Mr. Drexeliddle.
On April 27th a meeting of the Polish Cabinet was also held, at which the Presi
dent of the Polish Republic was present. At this meeting the text of declara
tion which was published on April 28th was decided upon. This declaration
firmly declared that a “policy aiming at a mutual friendly understanding between
Poland and Soviet Russia on the basis of the integrity and full soverignty of the
-Republic of Poland was and continues to be fully supported by the Polish Na
tion . . . Having settled their relations with Soviet Russia by the agreement of
July 30th, 1941 and by the Declaration of December 4th, 1941, the Polish Govern
, ment have strictly discharged their obligations . . . . In the light of facts known
throughout the world, the Polish Nation and the Polish Government have no need
to defend themselves from any charge of contact or understanding with Hitler.
In a public statement of April 17th, 1943, the Polish Government categorically
denied to Germany the right to abuse the tragedy of Polish officers for her own
perfidious aims. They unhesitatingly denounced the effort of Nazi propaganda
to create distrust between the Allies . . . .”
As it was supposed that the appeal to the Int. Red Cross was the chief cause of
the Soviets uncompromising attitude, the Polish authorities willing to make every
reasonable concession to the powerful Ally in the interest of Allied unity as a
whole issued a declaration through Polish Telegraph Agency on April 30th, 1943.
This stated that: “in the declaration published on April 28th the Polish Govern
ment did not refer to its request to the Committee of the International Red Cross
for an investigation of the graves of Polish officers near Smolensk, the discovery
of which is being used by German propaganda. In its reply to the Polish Gov
ernment the Committee of the International Red Cross explained the difficulties
with which it is confronted in fulfilling this request. In view of these circum
stances, the Polish Government considers its request to be withdrawn.”
This co-operative gesture made in general a favourable impression on Anglo
Saxon opinion. Hopes of a speedy solution of the conflict grew especially as the
London evening press of April 29th reported that an exchange of views on the
Polish-Russian question had taken place between London and Washington on
the one hand, and Moscow on the other “on the highest level.”
Furthermore Poland’s National Day on May 3rd gave the British Government
an opportunity of indicating its attitude. Thus in a written message to the
Polish Nation, Mr. Churchill emphasised that “Poles, both in Poland and abroad,
are united in their determination to carry on the fight against the German op

1“No Pole to-day can contemplate deliberate co-operation with Germany and if the charge of such co
operation in M. Molotov's note was seriously intended, the implication will be justly and indignantly
repudiated”. (“The Times”, 28.4.43.)
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pressors of their Fatherland”, and Sir John Anderson, officially representing
H. M. Government at the 3rd May celebration pointed out that “Poland has been
to us a loyal and faithful Ally . . . . and throughout the length and breadth of
Poland not even one Quisling has been found.”
These official statements being in the nature of an indirect answer to the Soviet
accusations, the Soviet Government probably realised that a pro-Polish gesture
was called for in view of Anglo-Saxon opinion. On May 4th, 1943, replying to a
question put to him by the correspondent of the London Times and the New York
Times, Stalin publicly proclaimed that the Government of the U. S. S. R. “un
questionably desired” that after the defeat of Hitlerite Germany “strong and
independent Poland” would arise, with which he would like to be able to establish
post-war relations “upon the fundaments of Solid good neighbourly relations and
mutual respect, or, should the Polish people so desire, upon the fundaments of
alliance providing for mutual assistance against the Germans, the chief enemies
of the Soviet Union and Poland.”
The effect of this declaration was a sudden growth of optimism in Anglo-Saxon
circles which caused the press to cease writing about the Polish-Soviet conflict.
since it was considered to be practically speaking, solved.
But the Soviet Government very soon found it necessary to disillusion the
Western Allies on this point and Vice Commissar Vyshinsky summoned representa
tives of the British and American press in Moscow on May 6th, 1943, in order
to make a long statement on the Polish question.
In this statement Vyshinsky said among other things that “the present Polish
Government, under the influence of pro-Hitlerite elements within it and in the
Polish press, provoked the well-known decision of the Soviet Government to
suspend relations with the Polish Government, while Polish officials, Polish press
and Polish radio continue to circulate numerous false statements concerning
Soviet-Polish relations. In so doing they very often take advantage of the
circumstance that wide public circles are not informed of the real facts bearing on
these relations.”
Dwelling on the Soviet version of Polish-Soviet relations, Vyshinsky accused
General Anders’ army evacuated to the Middle East, of being unwilling to fight
the Germans and the Polish Embassy in the U. S. S. R. of carrying on espionage
activities hostile to the U. S. S. R. instead of promoting the welfare of Polish
citizens. Having evidently forgotten that he himself, on 14.9.41, had given the
number of such citizens released from confinement on Soviet territory as 345,511
(see above p. 157), on this occasion he remarked that this number was “in fact
not great.”

-

In answer to Vyshinsky’s statement, the Polish Minister of Foreign Affairs
issued a short explanation on May 7th. “Fearing that M. Vyshinsky's statement
would not contribute to the establishment of the much desired harmony in
Polish-Soviet relations and in the whole allied camp”, he confined himself to
“denying a few facts”, treating the accusation implied in the declaration concern
ing espionage work for Germany as “an insinuation so fantastic” as not to call for
a denial or an answer.

13. Further German propaganda action.
(a) Reports of “Volksdeutsche” from Kozielsk.—It has already been mentioned
(see p. 116) that a dozen or more Polish citizens of German descent were released
from the Griazovietz camp in November, 1940, as a result of intervention by the
German Ambassador. After the Katyn revelations, they drew up reports of the
conditions of life in the Soviet prisoner of war camps at Kozielsk, Pavlishtchev
Bor, and Griazovietz, which were afterwards widely used as German propaganda.
(b) European medical commission.—The attitude of the International Red Cross
in making its participation in the commission to identify the bodies dependent on
the agreement of “all interested parties” gave rise to great dissatisfaction on the
part of the Germans. German and Italian radio commentators expressed their
indignation that this neutral humanitarian organisation should shirk its proper
duties for purely political reasons.
As the attitude of the International Red Cross, in view of the U. S. S. R.'s
behaviour, constituted a virtual refusal to participate in the Katyn investigations,
the Germans proceeded on their own to organise a “neutral” European com
mission of experts to investigate the Katyn discovery. At the request of Dr.
Conti, Director of the Reich Health Services (Reichsgesundheitsführer), 12 doctors
went to Katyn, mostly professors of Forensic Medicine and Criminology. Their
object, according to the official protocol, was “to examine the scene of the crime

#£ order to contribute to an explanation of this event, which is uniqueof 1 ImCl.
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The following countries were represented on the Commission:
1 neutral country (Switzerland),
4 occupied countries (Belgium, Denmark, Holland, Czechoslovakia),
6 satellite countries (Bulgaria, Finland, Croatia, Rumania, Slovakia and
Hungary), and Italy.

Their names were as follows:
1. Belgium—Dr. Speleers, Professor of Ophthalmology at Ghent University.
2. Bulgaria—Dr. Markov, Lecturer in Forensic Medicine and Criminology at
Sofia University.
3. Denmark—Dr. Tramsen, Prosector at the Institute of Forensic Medicine,
Copenhagen.
4. Finland—Dr. Saxen, Professor of Anatomy and Pathology at Helsinki
University.
5. Italy—Dr. Palmieri, Professor of Forensic Medicine and Criminology,
Naples University.
6. Croatia—Dr. Miloslayich, Professor of Forensic Medicine and Criminology,
Zagreb University.
7. Holland—Dr. de Burlet, Professor of Anatomy, Groningen University.
8. Czechoslovakia—Dr. Hájek, Professor of Forensic Medicine and Criminol
ogy, Prague University.
9. Rumania—Dr. Birkle, Forensic Medicine Doctor to the Rumanian Ministry
of Justice and Senior Assistant at the Institute of Forensic Medicine and Crim
inology, Bucharest.
10. Switzerland–Dr. Naville, Professor of Forensic Medicine at Geneva
University.

-

11. Slovakia—Dr. Sübik, Professor of Anatomy and Pathology at Bratislava
University. Head of the State Health Service in Slovakia.
12. Hungary–Dr. Orsös, Professor of Forensic Medicine and Criminology,
Budapest University.
Also present at the work and the meetings of the Commission were:
1. Dr. Buhtz, Professor of Forensic Medicine and Criminology at Breslau
University, who was put in charge of the exhumations at Katyn by the
Commander in Chief of the German Armed Forces,
2. Medecin-inspecteur Dr. Costedoat, who was instructed by the Head of the
French Government to assist at the work of the commission.
In the course of three days spent at Katyn (28th–30th April, 1943) this Com
mission of experts:
1. interviewed several witnesses from among the local Russian population,
2. acquainted themselves with the work of exhumation and post mortem
examinations which had already been carried out,
3. performed post mortem examinations on several bodies selected as special
cases,

4. members of the Commission personally carried out post mortem examina
tions on 9 untouched bodies,
5. members of the Commission signed a protocol of their visit and gave a
forensic medical opinion.
Below are quoted the title and introduction as well as extracts from the docu
ment, which was signed by the 12 European professors:
“Protokoll, aufgenommen anlässlich der Untersuchung von Massengräbern
polnischer Offiziere im Walde von Katyn bei Smolensk, die durch eine Kommission
führender Vertreter der Gerichtlichen Medizin und Kriminalistik europäischer
Hochschulen und anderer namhafter medizinischer Hochschullehrer durchge
führt wurde. In der Zeit vom 28. bis 30.4.43 hat eine Kommission führender
Vertreter der Gerichtlichen Medizin und Kriminalistik europäischer Hoch
schullen und anderer nahmhafter medizinischer Hochschullehrer die Massen
gräber polnischer Offiziere im Walde von Katyn bei Smolensk einer eingehenden
wissenschaftlichen Untersuchung unterzogen”.
(“Protocol drawn up on the occasion of the examination of mass graves of
Polish officers in the Katyn wood, near Smolensk, which examination was carried
out by a Commission of leading representatives of forensic medicine and crim
inology from European universities and other distinguished university lecturers
of medicine. From 28th—30th April, 1943, a Commission of leading representa
tives of forensic medicine and criminology from European universities and other
distinguished university lecturers of medicine undertook a detailed scientific exami
nation of the mass graves of Polish officers in the Katyn wood, near Smolensk.”)
The Protocol did not mention the names of witnesses examined by the commis
sion and did not quote their evidence, but gave the following summary: the wit

93744–52–pt. 6-8
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nesses “stated that in the months of March and April, 1940, large rail convoys of
Polish officers were unloaded almost daily at Gnezdovo station, near Katyn, were
driven in prison cars to the Katyn wood, and they were never seen again.”
According to the Protocol, seven mass graves had been opened by 30.4.43, and
the number of bodies contained in the largest of these was estimated at 2,500.
982 bodies had been exhumed from the graves and 70% of them had already been
identified. In order to identify the remainder, documents found on them would
first have to be carefully examined. Before the arrival of the commission the
exhumed bodies had already been examined and on most of them post mortems
had been carried out by Professor Buhtz and his assistants.
The Protocol in describing the results of the medical examinations and research
stated that all the bodies so far exhumed showed that individuals had been killed
by a shot in the back of the head, at the base of the skull, which passed through
the occipital bone and emerged, usually, near the edge of the scalp on the forehead,
or in very rare cases lower down. All shots were fired in the opinion of the Com
mission from a pistol of less than 8 mm. calibre; in the majority of cases only one
shot was fired, more rarely two, and in one instance as many as three. -

“From the crushing of the skull and marks of gunpowder on the occipital bone
near the hole made by the entrance of the bullet, as well as from the fact that in
almost every case the bullet entered the head at the same place”, the Commission con
cluded that the shots were fired from pistols pressed to the head or at very close
range. This was also corroborated by the fact that the bullet had in every case,
taken practically the same course with only a few small variations. The fact
that all wounds were absolutely identical and that all the shots had been localised
in a small area of the occipital bone lead the Commission to the conclusion that
the shooting had been done by “experienced hands”. The Commission further
stated that on many of the bodies the arms were tied together in exactly the
same manner and in some cases the clothes and skin showed signs of being pierced
by a four-edged bayonet.
This latter statement which though not directly referring to the perpetrators of
the murders, was of special significance since, unlike all other armies, which used
flat, single-edged bayonets, the Russian army alone used and still uses four
edged bayonets.
Further paragraphs of the Protocol gave additional indirect clues as to the
perpetration of the murders, stating that the officers' arms were in each case bound
in exactly the same way as those of Russian civilians, also dug up in the Katyn
wood but buried at a much earlier date. These had been murdered in exactly
the same manner as had the Polish officers.
On the skull of one of the dead officers the Commission observed traces of
another shot which had not pierced the skull, but only dented the outside of the
bone. From this fact the Commission concluded that, to avoid transporting the
bodies, the murder had been perpetrated right on the edge of the graves or in the
grave itself, presuming that this second shot had killed another victim, emerged
from the skull, hit the head of a body already lying in the pit but, having lost its
velocity had not pierced the bone.
The Protocol then proceeded to a description of the graves. These were
situated in a clearing in the wood which was thoroughly levelled and planted with
young Spruce trees. In the opinion of members of the Commission and of the
expert forester, von Herff, whose opinion was sought, those spruces were at least
five years old and had been planted in that place three years before, but had not
grown well on account of the shade of big trees. The Protocol thus corrected the
statement previously made in the D. N. B. (Deutsches Nachrichten Bureau)
communiqué and in the German press (see p. 236) to the effect that the spruces
planted on the graves were exactly “drei Jahre alt” (three years old)."
The Protocol described the mass graves as lying adjacent to one another on the
sides of small hills, of clean sand. Only part of the graves reached the water just
below the surface of the earth.
The bodies were nearly all lying face downwards, closely wedged side by side
and piled one on top of another, they were neatly arranged near the sides of the
grave, but not so neatly the centre; the legs were in nearly every case straightened
and all the facts led the commission to conclude that they had been systematically
packed in the graves.

1.In an interview with a representative of the Deutsche Zeitung in Croatia, (No. 108 of 11.5.43), Professor
Edward Miloslavich, a member of the Commission, gave further details concerning the age of the spruce
trees, “On closer inspection of cross sections of these spruces it was seen that of their five annual rings the
middle one was undeveloped, while the two last were well-formed. This shows that the trees were trans
planted in the third year of growth, that is in the spring of 1940.”
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The Commission had no doubts that the uniforms on the bodies possessed all
the characteristic features of Polish uniforms: buttons, distinctions, decorations,
shape of boots, marks on linen etc. The clothes were winter ones there being
many furs, leather jerkins, pullovers, scarves and Polish officers’ caps. Only very
few of the dead were not in officers uniforms, and of these one was a priest.”
As the uniforms exactly fitted the bodies, and the underlinen was close up, and
belt buckles were properly fastened, the Commission concluded that the victims

# £en buried in the uniforms which they were wearing at the time of theireath.
The Protocol affirmed that no watches or rings were found on the bodies,
although the victims must have possessed the former up to the last moment,
since exact times were stated in notes found on the bodies (compare Major Solski's
note on the convoy of 7.4.40, see p. 64). Precious metal objects were only found
carefully hidden on a very few bodies. A large number of them, however, had
gold teeth. A considerable number of Polish bank notes and coins were also
found as well as Polish cigarette boxes and matches, and in some cases cigarettes
and holders bearing the inscription “Kozielsk”. Documents found on the bodies
(diaries, correspondence, newspapers etc.) referred to the period from the autumn
of 1939 to March and April, 1940. Up to the end of the commission's visit, the
latest date appearing in these documents was that of a Russian newspaper of
22.4.40 which was found on one of the bodies.
The Protocol went on to state that the bodies were in varying states of decompo
sition, depending on their position in the grave and their relation to other bodies. While
those lying in the upper layers and near the edges of the grave were compara
tively dry, in some cases even mummified, those in the centre formed one humid
mass. In view of the fact that neighbouring bodies were stuck together by thick
cadaveric fluid, and in particular, that they bore marks corresponding to those
on the bodies against which they were pressed, the commission concluded that
the bodies had not been previously touched in the grave and were lying in their
original position.
No insects were found on the bodies, nor any traces of them which lead the
commission to the conclusion that the murder and burial of the bodies must have
taken place in winter, at a time when there are no insects.
The last paragraph of the Protocol referred to examinations of the cerebral
matter performed on a large number of skulls by Professor Orsos method (these
examinations were supposed to establish the time of death and burial), and stated
that the skull of one of the bodies (no. 526) found in an upper layer of a large mass
grave showed “very distinct” signs indicating that death had occurred at least
three years ago.
At the conclusion of the Protocol the verdict of the Commission was given in
the following words:
“The commission investigated in the Katyn wood the mass graves of Polish
officers, seven of which have already been opened. The 982 bodies so far recovered
from these graves have been examined, on some of them post mortems have been
held and 70% have been identified.
In every case the cause of death was shown to be shooting in the back of the
head. From the testimony of witnesses and from diaries, newspapers etc. found
on the bodies it is apparent that the shooting took place during the months of
March and April, 1940. The detailed results described in this protocol of the
examination of mass graves and of autopsies performed on individual bodies of
Polish officers, entirely agree on this point.”
The whole text of the protocol was published in many German newspapers
(e. g. Volkischer Beobachter of 4.5.43) and provided new material for German
propaganda throughout the whole of Europe.# the efforts of the German authorities to give the commission of experts
an international, neutral and unbiased character, independent opinion did not
regard its report as constituting the final word on the question. The most serious
objection to the commission was that however distinguished were the experts that
composed it, too many of them represented countries dominated by Germany and
too few came from neutral states.

* It appeared from the report in the Berliner Bérson Zeitung (No.197 of 29.4.43) and from later German
publications on Katyn that this was the body of an Army chaplain, Major Jan Ziolkowski of Jaroslav, who
was not removed from Kozielsk with the other chaplains on 23.12.39but shared the fate of the rest of the
officers from that camp when it was liquidated in April and May 1940(see p. 23). The bodies of the other
chaplains removed from Kozielsk at Christmas, 1939, were not found at Katyn. It is strange that the
Protocol of the commission does not mention that the body of one woman was found there, as was stated
in the report of the journalists who visited Katyn, (see p. 237) as this would have tallied with the fact that
there was one woman among the officers at Kozielsk. (see p. 22).
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Consequently the protocol of the “European Commission of Experts” was used
only for a comparatively short time as German propaganda. Similarly reports,
articles and lectures by members of the Commission after their return from Katyn
did not have very much effect.
c) Facilities for visiting the Katyn graves.-In order to give the Katyn affair the
widest possibly publicity, the German authorities accorded extensive facilities
to anyone wishing to see for himself the place of the murder and its victims. For
several months, therefore, Smolensk became a specific “tourist” centre for the
whole of Europe. Excursions for journalists,£ writers, doctors, prisoners
of war, etc., were officially organised by the Germans and often even transported
by air to Smolensk, and special arrangements were made for the visit of large
numbers of officers and soldiers of the German and satellite armies to Katyn.
Placards announcing the discovery of the graves and promising pecuniary awards
to anyone able to supply additional information about the murders to the German
authorities were posted up all over Smolensk and a special section of the German
Command in Smolensk was detailed to give every possible assistance to visitors
to Katyn, arranging transport and accommodation, supplying guides, etc. The
German authorities made no objections to visitors establishing contact with the
local population, and they were also encouraged to send letters describing their
impressions of the spot.
The following is an extract from the account of a Polish citizen, written after
his arrival on Swiss territory: -

“In May, 1943, I went with a whole convoy of cars to Smolensk, where the
Katyn sensation was the talk of the day. At every turn enormous placards pro
claimed the Bolshevik crime. A special section of the Smolensk Command had
been formed to explain the details of the Katyn affair and a Polish Red Cross
delegation was already working there. Officers were taken in organised groups
to the scene of death—willingly or unwillingly they had to go. On the second day
after my arrival at Smolensk I reported to the German Command and asked to
be shown Katyn. I was very cordially received and when the commanding officer,
a Major, learnt that I was from Silesia, his friendliness increased 100%. “You
certainly know many Poles in the German Government. Tell them, when you
return, how the Bolsheviks treated Polish officers', were his first words on learning
that I was from Silesia. At 4.30 a. m. we started, and with five German officers
I drove 25 kilometers (about 16 miles) to Katyn.” After describing the appear
ance of the graves and their contents, the report continues:
“While the officers conducted a rather long conversation with the doctor, I
went out of the hut. I still cannot believe that the Bolsheviks were capable of
such a monstrous crime. I was always inclined to be skeptical about the German
communiqués about Katyn. But here one can have no doubts; the naked, ghastly
truth speaks for itself. Even a stranger must realise that the Katyn affair was
not an artificial trick of propaganda, but true. I followed a path leading to the
wood and met an old man of 85 years carrying wood. I entered into conversation
with the old man, who was at first suspicious, but later, when I said I was a Pole,
he told me quite openly the story of Katyn. He told me how for three months
lorries had arrived, from which Polish officers had embarked under G. P. U.
escort; he told of the shots which echoed on the Katyn hills, of how the population
was forbidden to approach the place of death. That man was not lying, that could
be seen at once. £ that was indeed the truth, the ghastly truth . . . .”
And here are extracts from a report based on the accounts of two Frenchmen
who were deported from France to the East in the Todt organisation and em
ployed at Katyn during May and June, 1943:
“One of the boys, who spoke broken Russian, conversed with two peasants,
one old and the other younger, about forty, with a wife. The story of these peas
ants is as follows:-Polish prisoners were unloaded at Smolensk and the proposal
was put to them that they should join the Soviet Army with the promise of promo
tion to one rank higher. The proposal was made to each one in turn, starting
with the lowest rank, and if they refused they were told that they would go back
to Poland, but on foot, and were sent along the road towards Poland. Several
kilometres from Smolensk was the Katyn wood, two or three kilometres from the
village of Katyn. Here they were ordered to dig trenches and were told there
was to be a camp (the second peasant said they had been told a hospital would be
erected there). Then the first group was shot, and so for two weeks shots were
constantly heard . . . According to those same peasants a riot broke out when
the last group were shot, and for that reason the fourth grave looks entirely
different from the others. They were apparently thrown into a deep pit, many
of them lying on their backs, others face downwards, some on their knees, others
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with their legs stretched out in positions as though they had been thrown in from
above. All had many shots in their bodies. . . .”
The boys reported further that very many German generals visited the graves
and that everyone was sent through Katyn on the way to the front. The boys
said also that though they were normally allowed to send only one card a month
to their families, when they wanted to write about Katyn they could write as
much as they wished, were provided with all the paper they needed and their
letters were sent by “Luftpost.”
d) Records of the Smolensk Branch of the N. K. V. D.—From June, 1943, material
from the records of the Smolensk N. K. V. D. Branch was used by the Germans
press for propaganda purposes. According to the Germans these records were
removed to the rear when Smolensk was taken by them in 1941 and were only
remembered on the discovery of the Katyn murders.
From information said to have been found in these records published in the
German press during the first half of June, the following interesting facts emerge.

1. Who was responsible for Polish officers?
The Smolensk N. K. V. D. Branch remained from the Autumn of 1939 in
constant touch with the State Security Central Office in Moscow on all matters
connected with Polish prisoners of war, sending there lists of prisoners: officers,
doctors, army chaplains etc., and detailed reports and acting only on its instructions.
In particular the central office in Moscow instructed Detachment III of the
Smolensk N. K. V. D., commanded by Colonel Kuprianov of the State Security
with 1st Lieutenant feibkind and 2nd Lieutenant Starykovitsch, both State
Security officers, to find Polish prisoners of war who knew good English and French

# a view to their being sent to the West as agents of the Soviet IntelligencerVIce.

2. “Preparation” of prisoners.
Interesting facts were published concerning the “detailed procedure” for ob
taining the consent of individual prisoners to collaborate with the N. K. V. D
But most of the material published in the German press about the activities of
Soviet agents among the Poles and the results of investigations did not refer to
Kozielsk II (the missing prisoners) but to Kozielsk III (internees). The German
press was however entirely unaware of this.

3. “Transferred to an unknown camp.”
On the basis of these records the “Ostdeutscher Beobachter” of 8.6.43 described
the interesting case of a Polish citizen, Alexandra Urbanska, who was deported
with her family from Poland to Rodnikovka, province of Aktyubinsk, Kazakstan.
When she requested the N. K. V. D. to inform her of the whereabouts of her hus
band, Lieutenant Richard Urbanski, who had been at Kozielsk but from who
she had received no news since March, 1940, an official of the Smolensk N. K. V. D.,
Filipovitsh was alleged to have made the following note:
“inform her that he has been transferred to an unknown camp 6.5.40.”
(This date should probably be 1941). The body of Urbanski, added the
Ostdeutscher Beobachter, was found in the Katyn graves.)
It is interesting to note that one of the Polish volunteers who arrived in Great
Britain from Russia in 1942, reported a similar case to his authorities. He said
that his father, a policeman in Zdolbunov (Poland), had been arrested there by the
Soviet authorities and was subsequently sent to the camp for Polish prisoners of
war at Ostashkov, from where he communicated by letter with his family in Poland.
On April 13th, 1940, his family (wife, son and daughter) were deported by the
Soviet authorities from Zdolbunov to Southern Kazakstan, from whence they
still tried to correspond with their father. Not receiving any reply from him, the
deported family approached various local and central Soviet authorities—the
N. K. V. D., public prosecutors etc., even to Stalin himself—with a request for
information about the fate of the prisoner and his whereabouts. After a long
delay, in the spring of 1941 they received the following answer, signed by the public
prosecutor of the Ostashkov district: “The camp in which your father was living
was liquidated in the spring of 1940. The present whereabouts of your father are
unknown.” (Witness 36).
(e) Publication of lists of identified victims.—Besides publishing facts of this
kind as propaganda, the Germans, with the view to sustaining public interest in
Katyn, published over a period of several months new lists of identified victims.
These lists were not completely accurate. The identification of bodies was
certainly not easy. Many of the documents found on the bodies could only be
read with great difficulty and not always accurately. Many names, after being



1738 THE KATYN FOREST MASSACRE

translated several times (from Polish into Russian, Russian into German, and
from German back to Polish) were changed. Consequently, in several instances
families were officially informed by the Germans that bodies of people who were
in reality still alive, or had been arrested during the German occupation, had
been found at Katyn. These cases in particular gave rise to doubts about the truth
of the German revelations. Without excluding the possibility that the Germans
in some instances acted in bad faith and tried “to put into the Katyn graves”
victims of crimes committed by them elsewhere, it must be stated that these were
only isolated cases, while most of the several thousand names published were of
eople who had really been taken prisoner by the Soviets in 1939 deported to the
# S. S. R., and had subsequently vanished.
The publication of lists of identified Katyn victims had special significance in
Poland, where many of the families, friends and acquaintences of the vanished
Polish prisoners of war were still living. These people who up till then had bov
cotted the German-sponsored Polish press and wireless eagerly waited for the
publication of the lists, but all the evidence goes to show that the Katyn propa
ganda in no way diminished their hostility to the Germans.

CHAPTER XX. FINAL GERMAN OFFICIAL VERSION

14. “Amtliches Material zum Massenword von Katyn”.

All who had inspected the Katyn graves emphasized the intolerable stench of
thousands of exhumed bodies. As the weather grew warmer the stench neces
sarily became stronger and working conditions deteriorated. The Germans were,
therefore, able to explain the “temporary” suspension of exhumations on 3.6.43 as
being necessary under sanitary regulations, on account of the “summer heat and
great plague of flies” (Amtliches Material p. 40). For some reason, however, they
did not announce this decision for a whole month, and lists of identified bodies
continued to be published and propaganda put out. It was only on July 3rd that
the “Volkischer£ reported the suspension of work during the summer
heat and gave a general report on the work already completed.
In mid-September, 1943, on the instructions of the German Foreign Office, the
Deutche Informationsstelle (German Information Centre) in Berlin published a
comprehensive volume of 350 pages entitled “Amtliches Material zum Massen
mord von Katyn” (Official Material Concerning the Mass Murder at Katyn).
Since the course of military operations prevented the Germans from resuming
work at Katyn in the following Autumn, as they had allegedly intended, the
“Amtliches Material” is in fact the final summary of the work accomplished by
the Germans and constitute the most complete presentation of the German evi
dence concerning the Katyn murder. his chapter is

,

therefore devoted to

analysis o
f this evidence. -

Apart from an introduction o
f
a few pages, a list of 4,143 exhumed and partly

identified bodies and one section containing numerous illustrations, the Amtliches
Material was made up of a collection o

f documents, some printed in full and
others summarised, divided into three Parts:

I. Factual situation. pp.
II. Appeal to the International Red Cross. pp.
III. The diplomatic handling of this case by the Allies. . pp.
Part I which is the most interesting, is devoted to the German version of the
facts about the Katyn murder. It is divided into 5 chapters and contains the
following documents:
A. Discovery of the mass graves.

1
. Final evidence of the Secretary of the German Secret Field Police (Geheime

#"). Voss, regarding the excavation o
f

bodies o
f

Polish officers, dated
.4.43. -

2%
Report of the Field Police on the commencement of exhumations, dated

.3.43.

B
.

Kose Gory (Goat Hills)—a former place of execution of the Tsheka."

3
. Police record of the examination of witness Kuzma Godunov dated 5.4.43.

4
. Police record o
f

examination o
f

witness Ivan Kryvosertsev dated 4.4.43.

5
. Police record o
f

examination o
f

witness Michael Zigulev, dated 6.4.43.

6
. Extract from report of the Field Police, dated 10.4.43.

C
. Transportation and liquidation o
f

victims in the Spring o
f

1940.

7
. Police records o
f

examinations o
f

local witnesses concerning the arrival of

prisoners:-
"Secret Police in Russia, predecessor o

f present N. K. V. D.
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A. Ivan Krivosertsev on 27.2.43,
B. Matvei Zakharov on 2.4.43,
C. Grigori Silvestrov on 1.4.43,
D. Ivan Andreyev on 28.2.43.
8. Police record of the examination of witness Parfen Kisselev concerning the
discovery of the mass grave by Polish workers in 1942, dated 27.2.43.
9. Police record of the swearing in of witnesses Kisselev, Krivosertsev, Andreyev,
Silvetrsov, Zakharov and Zigulev on 18.4.43.

-

10. Extract from the report of a former prisoner at Kozielsk, a Volksdeutscher
named Glaeser.
11. Extract from Major Solski's diary, found at Katyn (see p. 64).
D. Identification of victims.
12. Extract from report of Field Police dated 10.4.43.
13. Final report of Field Police dated 10.6.43.
14. Report on the visit of the Polish delegation to Katyn, dated 13.4.43.
E. Records and results of post-mortem examinations performed by German
police sergeant, and the international Medical Commission.
15. Report of the chief police surgeon, Professor Gerhard Buhtz (the basic
document comprising 56 pages).

-

16. Records of post mortem performed by German police surgeons.
17. Protocol of the International Medical Commission, dated 30.4.43.
18. Results of post mortems performed by members of the International Med
ical Commission.

15. Story of the Katyn “discovery” and preparatory work.
According to Kisselev's evidence given on 27.2.43, in the Summer of 1942, 10
Poles, working in labour gangs at Gniesdovo, asked him to show them the burial
place of their compatriots who had been shot by the N. K. V. D. Kisselev said
that he had conducted them to the Katyn wood, showed them the artificial mounds
of sand and even supplied them with tools for excavating them, and that the
Poles had later come to him and told him that they had actually found Polish
bodies and had marked the place with two birch crosses.
For reasons and circumstances not explained in the Amtliches Material, the
German Field Police (Group 570—Aussenkommando bei der Herresgruppe
Mitte) apparently did not learn of this discovery until the beginning of February,
1943, when despite the frost they immediately began experimental excavations,
in the course of which they came across bodies in Polish uniforms at a depth of 2
metres (2 yds 8 ins). Only then did the German Field Police make their first
records of the evidence of witnesses, a summary of which is given here.
On 27.2.43 Ivan Krivosertsev of Novo Bateki, aged 28, employed in the German
civil guard, testified that in 1940 he was working at the Gniezdovo kolkhoz, near
the railway, and noticed that during March and April, 3 or 4 trains with 3 or 4# trucks arrived at Gniezdovo station every day from Smolensk. His sister,3ria, who had since been evacuated by the Russians, told him that she had her
self seen Polish soldiers, civilians and a few priests disembarked from these trucks
and loaded into closed lorries. Although he had never seen it himself or heard
it from his sister, yet, it was said everywhere in the district that, the lorries took
these people to the N. K. V. D. at Kose Gory, where they were shot.
On 27.2.43 Parfen Kisselev, aged 72, who had lived in Kose Gory since 1907,
in addition to his evidence about the showing of the graves to the Poles told how
for about 10 years the little castle on the Dnieper has been used as a sanatorium
for N. K. V. D. officials, and consequently the local inhabitants had been forbidden
to enter that part of the wood which was surrounded by wire and guarded by
armed sentries. In the spring of 1940, for a period of 4 or 5 weeks 3 or 4 closed
lorries had arrived there daily, loaded with people, who had apparently been shot
there. Once when he had been at Gniezdovo station he had seen men being trans
ferred from railway trucks to lorries. Although he had never dared to approach
the wood, he had heard from his house the sound of shots and human cries. He
said that it seemed very probable that they had been shot there and that the
local population were of the opinion that about 10,000 Poles had been shot. He
said that after the district had been taken by the Germans, he went to the wood
to see if it was true, but he had been disappointed in not finding the bodies, but
only mounds, which he had subsequently showed to the Polish workmen.
On 28.2.43 Ivan Andreyev, aged 26, a locksmith from Novo Bateki, also stated
that from mid-March to mid-April, 1940, 3 or 4 trains with 2 or 3 prison trucks
had arrived daily at Gniezdovo station. The inmates of those trucks had been
transferred to closed lorries. They had mostly been Polish soldiers, whom he had
recognised by their caps, but there had also been civilians. The lorries had
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driven off in the direction of Katyn and after having gone 2% kilometres (1%
miles) had turned off the Kose Gory, where—he had been told, though he himself
had not seen it—these people had been shot by the N. K. V. D.
After making records of this evidence, the Field Police sent its first report to
the Headquarters of the Central Army Group and on 1.3.43 the report was shown
to the Chief police surgeon, Professor Buhtz, who was attached to the Headquar
ters of the Central Army Group. After visiting the spot to satisfy himself as to
the truth of the police report, Professor Buhtz started the preparatory work of
excavation. During March a large wooden house was brought to the Katyn
wood from the neighbouring village and used for post mortem work. Prepara
tions for excavations, transportation of bodies, post mortem examinations, mark
ing the bodies and preserving the articles found on them etc., were made and the
field laboratory of forensic medicine at Smolensk was also suitably adopted for
the large amount of work awaiting it.
When these preparations had been completed for medico-legal work and the
Field Police had organised a labour gang composed of 35 inhabitants of Katyn
village, and 7 Russian civil guards to act as night watchmen and to protect the
bodies from looters, excavations of the graves already thawed were commenced
on 29.3.43., on the official orders of the Central Army Group Command.
At the same time the intensive examination of witnesses began.
The following witnesses were examined:
On 1.4.43 Grigory Silvestrov, aged 48, a workman living at Novo Bateki, said
in his evidence that he lived near Gniezdovo station and had seen in the evenings
people being transferred from prison trucks to three prison lorries, so-called
“tchorny voron” (black crow—see p. 51) during April and May, 1940. When the
lorries were full and prisoners luggage had been loaded on to a separate lorry, the
convoy left the station and drove in the direction of Katyn. In 20 or 25 minutes
the same lorries returned for the next party. The reloading usually took place
in the evening but sometimes went on during the night. In twenty-four hours
the convoy of lorries made ten journeys to and fro. This went on for about four
weeks. The prisoners were all men, mostly in foreign officers' uniforms, but
there were also people in civilian clothes, some of them old, a few even walking on
crutches. He had not known to which country the uniforms belonged and var
ious rumours had circulated among the local inhabitants some saying they were
Poles, others maintaining they were Finns. There had also been rumours that
they were taken to the resthouse some distance from Gniezdovo station and shot.
Silvestrov said that he thought that was true because the local population, who
had hitherto been permitted to look for mushrooms in that region had been for
bidden to go there during the period when convoys were arriving. His evidence
also referred to the “Jewish type” of N. K. V. D. men escorting the prisoners.
This statement was afterwards widely used by Nazi propaganda.
On 2.4.43 Matvei Zakharov, aged 50, the headman of the village of Novo Bateki,
testified that from 1937–41 he had worked on the railway as a coupler at Smolensk
station where he had seen 5 or 6 Pullman prison trucks arrive together with goods
trains in March 1940. Of these 2 or 3 had remained at Smolensk and the rest had
gone on to Gniezdovo. He had heard from the escort that the prisoners in those
trucks had come from the camp at Kozielsk, which, he thought, was situated some
where on the Riazan-Ural line, because the railway records said that the trains
came to Smolensk on the Riazan-Ural line, travelling via Kozlov, Tambov and
Yelnya (?). He said that in the course of his duties he had had the opportunity
of seeing the interior of the empty trucks and he gave a fairly accurate description
of them in his evidence (see p. 57), stating also that the escort had told him that
18–20 prisoners were crammed into the compartments, which were intended for
6 people. He was also alleged to have had the opportunity of seeing prisoners
disembarking at Smolensk (?) station and being loaded into prison lorries, which
drove off in the direction of Gniezdovo. The prisoners had been according to
him in Polish uniforms, mostly officers, but a certain number of people had worn
civilian clothes; he had also noticed a few priests. These movements were said
to have continued for 28 days, a fact which he had allegedly confirmed by reference
to his duty notes.
On 5.4.43 Kuzma Godunov, aged 67, an agricultural labourer living at Novo
Bateki, testified that he had lived all his life at Novo Bateki, where he had been
employed as a groom from 1918 onwards. In 1921 he had seen 10-15 people
being taken to Kose Gory by the Tsheka (secret police) to be shot. Among them
he had recognised and spoke to two of his cousins. He had also heard from
acquaintances that their son, who had been condemned to death in Smolensk by
the “Troyka” (Secret Police Committee of 3) as an anti-communist, had also
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been shot at Kose Gory in 1921. Thereafter until 1931 the Kose Gory wood had
not been used for executions and had been open to everyone. Children gathering
mushrooms there had often told him that they had come across the graves.
On 5.4.43 Krivosertsev, employed in the German civil guard (see p. 301) was
again interrogated on the question of the former use of Kose Gory as a place of
execution. Amongst other things he said that he had heard from his parents
that after 1918 Kose Gory was used by the Tsheka as a place of execution and
subsequently by the G. P. U., the O. G. P. U. and finally by the N. K. V. D. But
until 1931 the local population had been allowed to gather mushrooms and berries
there; the witness himself had done so in his boyhood.
At that time he had heard from grown-up people that there was fresh graves
there. From 1931 onwards it had been forbidden to enter Kose Gory. In 1934
a large Rest House for N. K. V. D. officials had been built there. From 1940
Kose Gory had been guarded from the outside by sentries and dogs. In March
and April of that year many prison trucks had arrived at Gniezdovo station and
the prisoners had been taken in “tchorny voron” in the direction of Katyn. The
witness himself had heard no shots from the region of Kose Gory.
On 6.4.43 the last witness named in the Amtliches Material, Michael Zigulev,
was interrogated. He was 28 years old, lived at Novo Bateki and from 1942 had
also been employed in the German civil guard. He testified that as a child he had
heard that Smolensk prisoners were shot at Kose Gory and had himself often
seen open lorries driving in that direction full of prisoners, surrounded by armed
guards. In 1927, when grazing horses nearby, he and other children had seen 11£ being unloaded from a lorry which had arrived from the direction ofmolensk and then escorted to Kose Gory. Afterwards he had heard shots.
When the escort had returned and the lorry departed the children had decided to
look at the place of execution. He said that he alone had lost courage at the last
moment and had remained behind but that his friends had reported that they had
found traces of blood beside the graves, which were so shallow that the arms and
legs of the victims were protruding from them.

-

As the evidence taken by the Field Police was not considered from the legal
point of view to have sufficient validity the Central Army Group Command
ordered the witnesses already examined by the police to appear before a Military
Court at the Central Army Group to give evidence again under oath. They
were accordingly sworn in before a judge on 18.4.43. On this occasion attempts
were apparently made to extract from them further details more suitable for propa
ganda purposes but the majority of witnesses confined themselves to confirming
their previous testimony before the court and only a few of them enlarged upon it

.
Among these was the coupler Zakharov, who after he had been sworn in additionally
testified that, although he had not seen all the prison trucks, those which he had
seen had always contained two o

r

three priests, wearing long robes and he had
been told that they were Polish priests.

It should be stressed that, although this additional evidence was in glaring
contradiction to his first testimony, in which he stated that he had seen the inside

o
f empty prison trucks only (see above), this did not deter the German judge,

Dr. Conrad, from stating at the end o
f

the protocol o
f the court proceedings that

all the witnesses had made on him an impression o
f complete reliability and that

he was convinced they had told all they knew.

16. The place o
f

execution and its surroundings. •

From the sketch attached to Amtliches Material (p. 274) it appears that the
graves of the Polish officers were situated near the Smolensk–Vitebsk main road
between Sofievka and Katyn (see map attached.) At a distance o

f

about 8 miles
(13 kilometres) from Smolensk this road crosses the Smolensk-Orsha railway, a

t

the point where it bridges the river Olsha near a place called Sofiovka. Less than

% o
f
a mile East o
f

this bridge is the station o
f

Gniezdovaia (Gniezdovo). Along
the Smolensk-Vitebsk road, about 2 kilometres (1% miles) West o

f

the bridge and
roughly 2% or 3 kilometres (1% to 2 miles) from the Gniezdovaia railway station,

a woody lane branches off the main road Southwards, leading to the “Little Castle
on the Dnieper”—the N. K. V. D. Rest House situated on the Northern bank o

f

the river Dnieper less than % o
f
a mile from the main road. -

About half way along (coming Northwards from the “Little Castle”) this lane
forks, the right branch leading Eastwards towards some farm buildings (probably
Kose Gory, where the witness Kisselev lived). About 100 metres South o
f

the
main road the two branches are connected by another lane so that a rough triangle

is formed, the sides o
f

which are three woody lanes. Within this triangle lay the
mass graves o

f

Russians from the time o
f

the Revolution.
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Approximately half way down the longest side of the triangle—the Western,
crooked side, (formed by the woody lane leading from the main road to the Rest
House,) lay the mass graves of Polish officers a few yards from the lane. They
were situated in a clearing in the wood some hundred yards from the valley of the
Dnieper, which sloped towards a marsh lying to the South-West. Between the#" grave and the marsh the ground dropped 4 feet (see Amtliches Materialp. 62).

-

Kathyn—which is the name of a railway station on the Smolensk-Orsha line
and of a small town lying on the opposite, left bank of the Dnieper lies a few miles
West of the place of execution.
From Smolensk to Katyn the whole valley of the Dnieper and its tributary the
Olsha is woody and was apparently commonly known as the Katyn Forest. Dif
ferent parts of this forest were named Tshorny Bor, (Black Forest), Krasnyj Bor
(Red Forest), Kose Gory (Goat Hill), etc.
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18. State of the excavations at the time when the “discovery” was disclosed.
From the time when the work began on 29.3.43 until 10.4.43 exploratory exca
vations were made all over the woody ground between the main road and the
“Little Castle”. From the report of the Field Police (documents 6 and 12) in
cluded in Amtliches Material, it appears that in the course of these excavations
altogether eleven mass graves were found, of which Nos. 1–7, in the Western part
of the wood, contained the bodies of Polish officers, while Nos. 8–11 in the Eastern
triangle, contained the bodies of Russians buried there at least 10 years before.
Some of the Polish graves had by this time already been more thoroughly ex
amined, others only opened. In particular the grave designated as No. 1 by the
Germans was dug right out at one end, and was found to contain 12 layers of
bodies. It was reckoned that there were 250 bodies in the top layer. The Field
Police report therefore concluded that the grave contained at least 3,000 bodies,
perhaps more. But since, as the report pointed out, the bodies in grave No. 1
were lying “mostly in disorder”, while those in the remaining six graves were
“in places tightly packed against one another”, there seemed to be grounds for
estimating the total number of bodies at “10–12 thousand at least” (see p. 234).
By 10.4.43 100 bodies in all had been recovered from the Polish graves, of which
65 had been identified on the basis of documents found on them. In the case of 39,
the exact rank in the Polish Forces had been established, namely 2 Generals, 2
Colonels, 1 Medical Colonel, 4 Lt. Colonels, 7 Majors, 2 Medical Colonels, 6
Captains, 1 Medical Major, 41st Lieutenants and 102nd Lieutenants. (Amtliches
Material p. 32).
With the exception of documents and personal possessions everything found on
the bodies was burnt by the German police.
It is most probable that some of the bodies were also recovered from the Russian
graves at the same time, as the report of the Field Police speaks of the clothes
found on them and refers to the fact that some of them had their hands tied behind
them and in some cases the heads were covered with coats filled with sawdust.
The report did not attempt to estimate even roughly the number of bodies in the
Russian graves. (Amtliches Material p. 21).
Although the excavation of the Polish graves had progressed according to the
report of the Field Police published in Amtliches Material, thus far at the time
when their existence was disclosed to the world, excursions visiting Katyn were
usually shown only the largest grave, (No. 1), which also chiefly figured in the
descriptions given in the first days after the revelations. The size of this grave
was exaggerated in these descriptions, because although the measurements were
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given as being 26 metres in length and 16 metres in breadth as it was in the form
of an “L” (see below p. 315) its area was in reality only 252 sq. metres and not 416.
The existence of other graves was also mentioned and in exceptional cases others
were shown, particularly the second largest, known as No. 2 (for a detailed descrip
tion of this grave see p. 318 below), but the already established fact that Polish
officers were buried in altogether seven mass graves (five of which were compara
tively small) was still kept secret. The first mention of the discovery of seven£,£atyn was made only in the report of the European Medical Commissionof 30.4.43.

18. Speed and method of exhumation at Katyn.

Just before the arrival at Katyn of the European Medical Commission, the
Secretary of the Katyn Field Police, Voss, was sworn in and interrogated as a
witness. In his testimony of 26.4.43 he told the story of the “discovery” de
scribed above and gave a summary of the evidence of a few witnesses (Amtliches
Material p. 16). Describing the excavated graves, Voss pointed out that in one
of them, which was “found later and now only partly excavated,” all the bodies
were tied up. From grave No. 1, in which Voss estimated there were 3,000 bodies,
only the top layer had been taken out up to 24.4.43, and a total of 600 bodies had
according to him been exhumed by that time. If this last figure is correct, the
speed of exhumation must have already been very great at that time, since the
report of the Medical Commission gives the number exhumed up to 30.4.43, as
982. This may have been connected with the arrival of a technical team of the
Polish Red Cross at Katyn in the second half of April.
In the further course of his testimony of 26.4.43 Woss estimated the number of
bodies in the “weiteren gleichgrossen Gräbern” (other equally large graves)
situated near grave No. 1 as “round about” 5–6 thousand. Apart from the fact
that this description was inaccurate as No. 1 grave was much the largest, Voss,
having given the total estimated number of bodies as being about 2–3,000 less
than the “10–12 thousand” originally mentioned, characteristically pointed out,
that it was doubtful whether all the 8–9,000 bodies could be exhumed in view of
the wetness of the ground in the Western part of the clearing.
There was nothing in the Amtliches Material about the speed of subsequent
exhumations. But in the first period of the excavations when they were still
searching for the graves in the mounds, the actual exhumations were certainly
slower than in the later period, when the position of all Polish graves was already
known and the mounds had been levelled.
According to Amtliches Material the excavation of the Katyn graves was in£ from 29.3.43 to 3.6.43–68 days in all, of which 10 were holidays. Easteraturday, March 24th, was the 27th day of work; Friday, April 30th, the 33rd
day. From the figures of 600 and 82 given above it appears that in four days of
work (omitting the two days holiday at Easter), 382 bodies were recovered, a daily
average of approximately 100 bodies.

-

In the period from 1.5.43 to 3.6.43 (when “excavations were interrupted”)
there were 30 working days and 5 holidays. As, according to Amtliches Material,
the total number of bodies recovered at Katyn was 4,143 bodies, that is 3,061 in
that last period of 30 days (4,143 minus 982), the daily average of about 100
bodies remains the same. This figure tallies with a report sent from Katyn by a
special correspondent of the Telepress Agency and published in “Goniec Kra
kowski” (“Cracow Messenger”) No. 123 of 28.5.43, in which it was stated that
“thanks to their unexemplified self-sacrifice the members of the (Polish Red Cross)
team are in a position to examine and identify about 120 bodies daily.”
According to Professor Buhtz's report, the bodies were lifted from the grave by
Russian civilian workmen under the supervision of professional medical person
nel, at first Germans but later—from the second half of April–Poles, namely the
Polish Red Cross team. That team, under the direction of the senior assistant of
the Institute of Forensic Medicine at Cracow, Dr. Marian Wodzinski, consisted
of three officials of that institute and the Institute of Pathological Anatomy at
Cracow and 5 members of the Polish Red Cross from Warsaw.
The exhumation of the bodies which were lying in orderly layers did not present
much difficulty. But in those graves into which they had been thrown in at
random the limbs of the corpses were often pinned down by other bodies. This,
owing to the considerable degree of decomposition, meant that great care had to be
taken not to damage them during exhumation. Particularly difficult was the
exhumation of corpses in the lower layers and at the centre of the graves, where the
bodies were stuck together in one mass. The water which had flooded some of the
graves was the cause of further difficulties.
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Bodies on which post mortem examinations were to be performed after exhuma
tion, were lifted from the grave with special care, the medical personnel themselves
often assisting.
After being separated from the mass, each body was lifted from the grave on a
stretcher and laid in the clearing. Here each in turn was given an identity num
ber and preliminary identification work, consisting of inspection of clothes, dis
tinctions and any documents found on the body was carried out. The contents
of pockets and any decorations, rings, religious medals etc. were at once removed
from the bodies and after superficial inspection were put into bags marked with
the same number as had been given to the corpse. Afterwards the bodies were
subjected to detailed medical examinations and were transferred into fresh com
munal graves for reburial. Owing to the large number of bodies, post mortems—
partial (the head only) or complete-were performed in special cases only, that
is on bodies bearing several bullet or bayonet wounds or signs of blows from rifle
butts, and on those which were tied up or gagged.
The contents of the pockets and the documents were then submitted to detailed
inspection and where necessary to laboratory treatment. The documents were
frequently illegible owing to having been soaked in and stuck together by cada
veric fluid, and had therefore to be washed in xylol or chloroform, etc. or treated
with ultra red rays etc. (A. M. p. 44).
Amtliches Material does not give very much information concerning the com
munal graves in which the already examined bodies were reburied after examina
tion. It was only stated that two identified Generals—Bohatyrewicz and
Smorawinski-were buried in separate graves and the rest of the bodies, regardless
of rank, in the communal area. Professor Buhtz's report states that these fresh
communal graves lay to the North-West of the old ones (A. M. p. 42). The
report of the Field Police dated 10.6.43 says that the crosses erected on the graves
were marked with the numbers 1–6 and that the burial of exhumed bodies took
place in the presence of members of the Polish Red Cross. (A. M. p. 34). It is
known from information given in “Goniec Krakowski” of 28.5.43 that a member
of the Polish Red Cross from Warsaw, Jerzy Wodzinowski, was in charge of the
fresh graves, which were dug by Soviet prisoners of war and that the bodies placed
in them were marked with consecutive identity numbers with the object of facili
tating identification in the event of the bodies being taken to Poland. There is
no information as to the exact position of these graves, the number of bodies con
tained in each grave etc.

19. Description of the seven Katyn graves.

A comparatively accurate description of the seven Katyn graves is found in the
report of Professor Buhtz, and references to them are also included in other docu
ments contained in Amtliches Material. On the basis of this information a
description of the graves is given below, the German numbering being used. These
numbers appear to have been given purely for convenience and they bore relation
to the order in which the graves were discovered by the Germans nor to the order
in which they were originally dug up.
All seven graves were concentrated in a fairly small clearing in a wood planted
with young. Spruces and sloping towards the South West (see map and sketch
attached to p. 308).
Grave No. 1. was the largest. It was in the form of the letter “L”, the longer
arm being 26 metres in length, and 8 metres in width, the shorter arm being 16
metres in length and 5.5 metres in width. According to Professor Buhtz's
calculations, the total area of the grave was to about 252 sq. metres.
This grave was probably discovered first, and in any case was the first to be
excavated to the bottom. It's depth at the centre part of the longest side was
3.3 metres (about 11 ft.), but it gradually became shallower towards both ends.
According to Professor Buhtz's report, the layer of earth covering the bodies
in the graves was as a rule 1.5 metres (5 feet) thick. As a result the bodies in the
centre part of the “L” grave occupied 3.3 metres minus 1.5 metres=1.8 metres.
(about 6 ft.). As 12 layers of bodies were found there, it follows that each layer
occupied 0.15 metres. This, it should be noted, is a very small space, even if the
flattening and compression of the bodies resulting from partial decomposition and

1All the measurements in the Amtliches Material are based on the metric system. For the sake of ac
curacy the calculations on the following pages are also given likewise.
For the readers' convenience, here is a short table of comparative measurements:
1 metre (m)—3 feet 334 inches.
1 decimetre (10th of a metre)—3.94 inches.
1 kilometre (1000metres)-1093.6 yds.
1 sq. metre-1.2 sq. yd.
1 cubic metre-1.31 cubic yds. or 35 cubic ft. 547cubic ins.
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from the weight of five feet (1.5 metres) of earth is taken into consideration. In
the shallower parts of this grave there were fewer layers of bodies. Thus in the
North-Western part there were only 7–9 layers, whose total depth amounted to
0.7 metres (about 2 ft

.
4 ins); it follows, therefore, that each layer occupied less

than 0.1 metre. (about 4 inches). This shows that the bodies were exceptionally
strongly compressed and flattened. (See photograph opposite).
The fact that there were fewer layers of bodies in the shallower parts o

f

the
“L” grave explained why its contents, at first estimated at 3,000 bodies, fell to

8,500 in the Medical Commission's report o
f

30.4.43.
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The top layer of grave No. 1 was said to contain “about 250 bodies”; as the
area of this grave was about 252 sq. metres, this gives to each body one sq. metre
(1.2 sq. yds.) of the area of the grave. If this number is multiplied by 12 layers,
we get a total of 3,000. But in the shallower parts of the grave the number of
layers was less, descending to 7 and the further question arises, whether all layers
of the grave contained equal numbers of bodies. The first reports from Katyn
stated the bodies were packed in the graves “like sardines” (see p. 238 and 241
above). No such description is given in Amtliches Material; on the contrary
this document definitely mentions that the bodies in the graves were not always
arranged in an orderly way and also that they were more closely packed near the
edges of the graves, less so in the centre.
As regards grave No. 1, Professor Buhtz's report says that in the Northern
part of it the bodies were packed tightly together, even compressed, and that in
the centre the heads in each layer were lying on the legs of the layer below, while
in the South-Western part the number of layers of bodies became less in proportion
to the decrease in the depth of the grave on the falling ground. (See A. M. p. 48).
The description included in the reports of the Field Police differs slightly from
that in Professor Buhtz's report. In the report of 10.4.43 it is said that the bodies
in grave No. 1 “are for the most part lying in disorder” (A. M. p. 32), the report
of 10.6.43 uses the phrase “ . . . in . . . Massengräbern geworfen und verscharrt
(. . . thrown into . . . mass graves and buried) and “. . . die Leichen . . .
wahllos hineingeworfen wurden. Sie lagen völlig ineinandern verfilzt, nur in den
Gräbern I, II and IV waren sie zum Teil nebeinander—und auch über
einandergepackt” (“. . . the bodies . . . were thrown in at random. They
were all mixed up with each other, only in graves I, II, and IV were they in
partly packed together and also on top of each other”). (Amtliches Material p. 35).
It is apparent, therefore, that not all layers of bodies in grave 1 were in such
good order as the top layer; which would reduce still further the total number of
the bodies found in it.
Amtliches Material does not mention how many bodies were recovered from
each grave, and it is comparatively seldom mentioned (mainly in the report of
Professor Buhtz), which bodies were taken from which grave. From an analysis
on the numbers allocated to bodies recovered—according to Amtliches Material—
from grave No. 1, it appears that those given the numbers 2,743–3,939 were taken
from that grave, which gives a total of about 1,200 bodies. Adding to this num
ber the 250 bodies recovered from the top layer during the first period of work
(before 24.4.43), and a few dozen others taken during the same period from the
lower layers in the course of digging to the bottom of the deepest parts of the grave
(see p. 316 above), the number of 1,500 bodies is arrived at. But taking into
consideration that the numbers of the bodies referred to in Amtliches Material
do not necessarily represent all the numbers allocated to bodies recovered from
the “L” grave, and in view of the compression of bodies described in Professor
Buhtz's report, it is possible to put the probable contents at 2,250 bodies.
From other references to grave No. 1 in Amtliches Material it is learnt that
about 5% of the bodies found in it had their arms tied behind them and that the
grave was probably sprinkled with calcium and chloride (Brannt und Chlor
kalk, Amtliches Material p. 52 and 53). - -

Grave No. 2 was the second largest. It lies about 18 yds. to the South-East
of grave No. 1 and measured 20 metres by 5 metres= 100 sq. metres. (120 sq. yds.).
Amtliches Material does not give its depth. Professor Buhtz's report states
that in the North-Western parts of grave No. 2 the bodies were lying in very good
order, face downwards and lengthways, but in the centre crosswise, and that there
were in some places as many as 12 layers. From the structure of this grave
Professor Buhtz concluded that it was dug and filled in three successive phases
“. . . . offenbar dem laufenden Bedtirfnis entsprechend”—“ . . . clearly ac
cording to current needs” (Amtliches Material p. 40).
Taking Professor Buhtz’s already mentioned average of one body to every
1 sq. metre (1.2 sq. yds.) the total contents on an average of 10 layers may be
estimated at about 1,000. But if depth of the grave No. 2 was 2.3 metres, (about
7% ft.) which was given by Professor Buhtz, as average depth of all the graves
(Amtliches Material p. 49), then the average space taken up by the bodies was
barely 0.8 metres (3% ins.) which, even reckoning on 0.1 metres (3.94 ins.) to a
layer, would only allow for 8 layers at the most, giving a maximum of 800 bodies.
From the numbers quoted in Amtliches Material in respect of bodies taken
from grave No. 2, it appears that those bodies were numbered 2,399 to 2,556.
But this does not mean that the 157 bodies with those numbers were the only
ones taken from this grave. Taking into consideration the above calculation
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of the contents of the grave and the probability that a certain number of bodies
recovered from it in the first period of work were given lower numbers, it may be
assumed that grave No. 2 contained a maximum of 900 bodies.
According to Professor Buhtz the number of bodies with hands tied behind
the back in grave No. 2 was negligible.
Grave No. 3 was situated to the South-West of grave No. 2, measuring 6 metres
(about 6 yds. 2 ft.) in length and 3.5 metres (about 3 yds. 3 ft.) in width. Am
tliches Material does not give its depth.
Taking an average depth of 2.3 metres (about 7% ft.) and allowing 1.5 metres
(5 ft.) for the top layer of earth, the cubic area of the grave would be 16.8 cubic
metres (6 by 3.5 by 0.8). An average of one body to 1 sq. metre and 0.1 metre
to each layer of bodies, gives the contents of the grave as 168 bodies.
Amtliches Material does not state how many bodies were recovered from grave
No. 3, nor does it mention a single identity number relating to those bodies. In
all probability the number of bodies found there did not exceed 200. According
to Professor Buhtz's report none of them had hands tied.

-

Grave No. 4 lay on the South-Western side of grave No. 3 and had the same
measurements as the latter. All bodies found in it were bound and were lying
in confusion. (Amtliches Material p. 47). It is therefore probable that the group
buried there strongly resisted the death awaiting them. (See above the report
of French boys. p. 293.)
In view of the fact that the bodies were lying in disorder, the number in grave
No. 4 must have been less than that in grave No. 3 and it therefore probably cons
tained approximately 150–170 bodies.
Grave No. 5 also lay on the South-Western side of grave No. 3, but as the
ground fell in that direction this grave was the lowest and nearest to the marshy
ground. After the grave had been opened therefore, water flowed into it more
quickly, rising to 0.8 metres (3% ins.) from the top. In Professor Buhtz's
opinion, at the time when the grave was filled with bodies the level of subsoil
water must have been lower. It may be concluded, therefore, that grave No. 5
was originally dug at a period when surface water was low (in the early Spring)

£hat the Germans excavated it at Spring, when subsoil water was at a highereVel.
Grave No. 5 was the smallest, measuring 4.5 metres by 3 metres= 13.5 sq.
metres (16.2 sq. yds.). Amtliches Material does not give its depth. Professor
Buhtz states (Amtliches Material p. 47) that this grave contained only three
layers of bodies, considerably less than the other graves. Only a few bodies had
their arms tied. Amtliches Material only mentions the identity number of one
body recovered from grave No. 5, i. e. No. 2338 (p. 73).
If Professor Buhtz's average data and his special remarks about grave No. 5
are accepted, the number of bodies in this grave would have been 14 by 3=42,
(50–60 at the most).
Graves Nos. 6 and 7 lay to the South-East of grave No. 4 and ran with the falling
ground from North-East to South-West.
Grave No. 6 measured 12 metres by 4 metres=48 sq. metres (57.6 sq. yds.).
This was the shallowest of the Katyn graves; Professor Buhtz gave its depth in
the North Eastern part as 2.1 metres and in the South-Western part 1.74 metres.
(Amtliches Material p. 40).

-

In this grave, as in grave No. 4, all bodies had their arms bound. Amtliches
Material mentions the number of only one body from grave No. 6, i. e. No. 2094.
Taking Professor Buhtz's average data (1 body to 1 sq. metre and the depth of
one layer of bodies as 0.1 metre), it could have contained a maximum of 6 layers
of 48 bodies each, that is about 290 bodies.
Grave No. 7 measured 9 metres by 3.5 metres=31.5 sq. metres (37.8 sq. yds.).
(Amtliches Material on p. 39 gives its area as 22.5 sq. metres, which is obviously
a numerical error). Amtliches Material does not give the depth of grave No. 7.
According to Professor Buhtz's report, on the North-Eastern side of grave No.
7 the bodies were “quergeschichtet im Bauchlage gestapelt” (“lying cross-ways
face downwards on top of each other”) while on the South-Western side they
were “plan]es durcheinander geworfen und in diesem Zustand verscharrt “worden
waren”.—“Thrown in at random one after the other and “buried in this state.”
(Amtliches Material p. 48).
Taking again the average depth of the graves (2.3 metres) and other average
data supplied by Professor Buhtz (1 sq. metre to each body, depth of layers 0.1
metre) the maximum number of bodies contained in this grave would be 288.
As Professor Buhtz stated in his report, the bodies in all seven graves were
mostly dressed in Polish uniforms, with winter coats, sheepskins, sweaters and

93744–52–pt. 6-9
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scarves. The majority of letters and newspapers (Russian and Soviet-Polish
were dated before the middle of April, 1940. Belts, suits and underlinen properly
buckled and buttoned, corresponded to the measurement of the bodies and in
many cases were marked with a personal monogram. With a few exceptions
(where wounds had been for instance inflicted by a bayonet point) they did not
show any traces of fighting. Professor Buhtz was convinced that the bodies
had not been moved in the graves and that they were in the clothes they were
wearing at the moment of death. The suggestions put forward “von Feindseite”
(by the enemy) that they had been put into the uniforms of Polish officers be
considered as being technically impossible (Amtliches Material p. 43). In the
further course of his report Professor Buhtz once again stated that the bodies
bore no traces of insects, that watches and rings had been removed (or were found
only in exceptional cases, well hidden—such as, for example, a valuable emerald
ring), but that gold teeth and religious medals were found on the bodies, as well
as golden crosses and sometimes chains, often small sums of Polish and Soviet
money and sometimes foreign currency, purses, cigarette cases and holders bear
ing the inscription “Kozielsk” and dated 1939 or 1940, personal documents,
notes, photographs etc.

-

20. How many bodies were contained in the seven Katyn graves?
The numerical data given in Amtliches Material is quoted here in an attempt
to establish the real number of bodies at Katyn.
A. Estimated figures.—These figures were contained in the testimony submitted
by the Secretary of the Field Police, Voss, on 26.4.43.
At that time only the top layer of grave No. 1, containing 250 bodies, had been
opened and it was stated (probably on the basis of excavations made on one side
of the centre part of the grave), that it contained 12 layers of bodies. Otherwise
it was simply stated that other graves existed, without giving their exact
measurements.
In these circumstances Voss estimated the contents of grave No. 1 at 3,000
and the contents of the other graves very freely at 5,000–6,000 making a total
of 8,000-9,000 victims, instead of the figure originally given by the Germans
10–12,000.
B. Maximum Figures.—The European Medical Commission’s protocol of
30.4.43 (see p. 284 above) may be taken here as a basis for establishing the maxi
mum figures. On the one hand it may be taken for granted that the Commission
did no estimate the contents of the graves too low, since their figures were accepted
by the German authorities, while on the other hand it was more cautious in its
estimate than Voss. For while Voss calculated the number of bodies in grave
No. 1 as 3,000, the protocol of the Medical Commission estimated the number of
bodies in that grave at 2,500. As the area of the grave amounted to 252 sq.
metres, it appears that the Medical Commission accepted the general average of
10 bodies to an area of 1 metre (about 1.2 yds) of grave.
It should be pointed out that this is in fact the highest figure that can be taken
as an average since:
1. grave No. 1. was, at least in some parts, the deepest of all the Katyn graves.
2. in parts of that grave the bodies were particularly tightly compressed and
put in in an orderly way, while in other graves they were often much less tightly
packed and in greater confusion.
If,£ these reservations, the average figures accepted by the EuropeanMedical Commission are applied to all the graves the following table is obtained:

Maximum
No. of grave. £' ": of- -

eS.

252 2,500
100 1,000
21 210
21 210
13.5 135
48 480
31.5 315

487 4,850

4,850 would therefore be the maximum number of bodies which could be con
tained in the seven Katyn graves.
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C. Probable figures.—An attempt will now be made to establish the probable
number of bodies in the seven Katyn graves.
For this purpose the following corrections must be made in respect of the above
StatementS:
1. as the layers of bodies in grave No. 1 amounted to 12 only in the deepest
parts and decreased to 7 in shallower parts, a conservative estimate of the average
number of layers of bodies should be taken as 9, not 10 as was done by the Medical
Commission;
2. a further correction must be made in respect of grave No. 4 where the bodies
were in great disorder, and the number of them accordingly less;
3. for grave No. 5 an average of 9 layers of bodies cannot be accepted, as in
the description of that grave in Professor Buhtz's report it was distinctly stated
that the number of layers of bodies was exceptionally low there-let us therefore
accept for that grave the higher number given below in the detailed description,
namely 60.
4. finally, in calculating the contents of grave No. 6 it must be taken into
consideration that this was the shallowest grave, its depth varying between 2.10
metres and 1.74 metres, which gives an average depth of 1.92 metres, that is
about 1/3 less than the depth of grave No. 1, (3.3 metres). Consequently the
average number of layers of bodies should be decreased by 1/3 for grave No. 6

.,

which gives us 6 layers.
Bearing these corrections in mind, the following table is obtained:

Probable
Area o

f grave in *# number of
sq. metres. - bodiesinbodies.

grave.

No. of grave.

9 2,268

9 900
189

--- -- 160- 60

6 288

9 284

Total--------------------------------------------------- 487 Sq. metres. ------------ 4
.

149

Hence the probable number o
f

bodies in the seven Katyn graves amounted
to 4,149.
The estimated number of bodies in the Katyn graves can also be calculated in

another way still using the data found in the Amtliches Material as a basis.
The total area of the seven Katyn graves amounted to 487 sq. metres.
The average depth of the graves was 2.3 metres, of which 1.5 metres must be
allowed for the layers of earth covering the bodies; the part of the grave filled
with bodies would thus be only 0.8 metres in depth.
The total space filled with bodies in the seven Katyn graves would therefore
be 487 by 0.8=389.6 cubic metres.
The question now arises, how many bodies could be contained in that space?
In the most compressed part of grave No. 1 the thickness of one layer of bodies
was 0.07–0.09 metres, but Amtliches Material (p. 48) emphasises that this is

exceptional. If, therefore, 0.1 metre, is taken a
s the average thickness o
f

one
layer o

f bodies, that would not be excessive average.
As was stated above (see p

.

316) the top layer o
f grave No. 1
,

which was
arranged in a particularly orderly manner, contained about 250 bodies, and as

the area o
f that grave was 252 sq. metres it follows that each body occupied 1

sq. metre.
The average space occupied by one body would therefore equal: 1X0.1
metres=0.1 cubic metres.
Dividing the total area occupied by all the bodies, by the average space occupied
by one body, the probable number o

f

bodies in the seven Katyn graves is arrived
at: 389.6 cubic metres-–0.1 cubic metres=3,896.
This number is comparatively near to 4,149, the figure previously arrived at by
the other method of calculation. -

It should be stressed that both calculations, giving the probable number of
bodies in the Seven graves as about 4,000, were based on data derived from Amt
liches Material. And a
s this same source states that 4,143 bodies had been re



1752 THE KATYN FOREST MASSACRE,

\
\

covered from the graves and partly identified by 3.6.43.1 the implication is that
the work of excavating the seven Katyn graves was not interrupted on June 3rd,
1943, owing to the summer heat and threatening plague of flies, but was already
completed. All seven graves had been entirely emptied of bodies and probably
filled in. The Germans hid this fact from the world because it stood in glarying
contradiction to the widely proclaimed original statement of German propaganda
that the Katyn graves contained at least 10–12 thousand bodies.
The following facts and circumstances confirm this thesis:
1) in the days immediately after their arrival at Katyn, i. e. 10–12th April,
1943, the Polich “delegation” had already gained the impression that the German
statement that there were 12,000 Katyn victims was a gross exaggeration. This
information was immediately communicated by the Polish Underground Move
ment to the Polish Government in London (see p. 229 and 244).
2) The figure originally widely proclaimed by the Germans of “at least 10,000–
12,000 victims” is only found once in Amtliches Material and this in an anony''#" to the documents obviously written with a view to propaganda.. M. p. 10).
3) Testifying on oath on 26.4.43, the Secretary of the Secret Field Police, Voss,
already estimated the contents of the Katyn graves as low as 8,000-9,000, cau
tiously adding that he feared that for technical reasons (the marshes) it would not
be possible to exhume all those bodies (see p. 311 above).
4) “Telepress Agency” correspondent reported in “Gonieo Krakowski” of
28.5.43 that the two first graves, which, it will be remembered, were the largest

# had been by that time completely emptied of bodies and subsequentlylled up.

5) '' the work of exhumation progressed, it became increasingly clear that the
number of bodies exhumed from the Katyn graves would barely exceed 4,000.
The Germans, therefore, fearing that their propaganda would be “compromised”,
had to look for some means of saving themselves. Amonsgt other things they
again searched the Katyn wood in the hope of finding more Polish graves. This
robably explains the sudden £ve' of an eighth grave containing bodies of£ officers on 1.6.43 (see below). Apparently, however, the small number of
bodies in this new grave did not really “save” the situation, with the result that
the Germans decided on a sudden “interruption” of exhumation work on 3.6.43,
having in the discovery of a “new grave” an argument in support of their original
propaganda thesis concerning the number of Katyn victims.
6) It is characteristic that while Professor Buhtz's statement gives 3.6.43 as the
date of the “interruption” of exhumation work (A. M. p. 40) the introduction to
Amtliches Material altered the date of “interruption” of work at Katyn to July:
“Bis im Juli die Sommerhitze eine Unterbrechung der Ausgrabungsarbeiten not
wendig machte, konnten 4,143 Opfer geborgen und bestattet werden”—“Until
July, when the Summer heat necessitated the interruption of exhumation work,
it had been possible to recover and bury 4,143 victims.” (A. M. p. 10).
It was probably realised that to make the heat at the beginning of June the
reason for interrupting work was not very convincing. It should, however, be
pointed out that even in July the “heat” referred to in the Introduction is rather
rare in the region of Smolensk. The Short Soviet Encyclopaedia (published in

#' vol. IX. p. 806) gives the average temperature for July as 17.6° C (about.).

1.From among 4,143 exhumed bodies 67.9% were personally identified reckoning on the basis of the ranks
in the Polish Forces. There were among the Katyn victims:
Major-Generals 2
Colonels 12
Lt. Colonel 50
Majors----- 165
\ Captains---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 440
1st Lieutenants--- 542
2nd Lieutenants 930
Paymasters----- 2
Warrant officers 8
N. C. Os------------------------------------------------------------- 2
Identified only as officers----------------------------------------------------------------------- 101
Identified only as servicemen- 1,440
Doctors------------------ 146
Veterinary surgeons------ 10
riest------------- 1
Civilians---------------------------------------------------------------------------------- --- 221
Identified only by names----------------------------------------------------------------------- 21
Unidentified------------------------------------------------------------------------------------ 50

(From Final Report of Field Police of 10.6.43A. M. page 33–34).
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21. The eighth Katyn grave.

Professor Buhtz wrote rather generally of the discovery of the eighth Katyn
grave, simply stating that experimental excavations had established the existence
of large numbers of Russian graves in the Eastern part of the wood and in the
region of grave No. 8.
On the basis of previous calculations as to the probable numbers of bodies in
the Katyn graves, it may be assumed that when the German authorities realised
that the number of bodies in the seven Polish graves was much less than 10,000–
12,000, the figures originally given by German propaganda, they started to look
for new graves. In the course of this search many Russian graves were found
and finally one more Polish grave was discovered on 1.6.43. "
The eighth Katyn grave was found about 100 yds. South-West of the first seven
graves, on the other side of the marsh. (A. M. p. 40.) It must have been fairly
deep, since it was said that the first body was found at a depth of 2 metres (about
7 ft.) Although for various reasons this grave seemed to be of great interest, the
Germans said that they had confined themselves to opening only part of it (5.5 x
2.5 metres) and stated that trial excavations showed that it stretched further
(the report does not say how far) from North-West to South-East.
Professor Buhtz's report does not even estimate the number of victims contained
in the newly discovered grave. It only mentions that the bodies were lying in
disorder (A. M. p. 48) and that the 13 bodies of Polish officers recovered from it,
partly identified and then reburied in the same grave, were dressed differently to
those in other graves in that they were wearing Summer instead of Winter uni
forms. The bodies of two officers only were in coats and the rest in tunics, with
out warm underclothes, sweaters or scarves. Documents found on the bodies
were also said to relate to a later period than those found in previous graves.
While the latest date of documents found in previous graves was said to be
about the middle of April, 1940, in grave No. 8, were found amongst other things,
issues of the Kiev “Glos Radziecki” (“Voice of the Soviet”), dated 26th and 28th
April, 1940, containing slogans for the 1st May festival and Russian newspapers,

# Smolensk “Rabotchy Put” (“Way of the Workers”) dated 1st and 6th May,40.

It should be stressed that in the paragraph which concerns the eighth grave the
German report does not sound convincing. How can one reconcile the dimen
sions of the grave (5.5 X 2.5 metres) with the statement that the “grave stretches
further”? In our opinion this last statement was made, in the same way as the
communique announcing the “interruption” of the exhumation (see p. 329), in
order to uphold German propaganda which was working on the figure of 11,000
Katyn victims. This supposition is further borne out by the following arguments:
If we accept the dimensions of the 8th grave as given in A. M. and the average
figures on the basis of which we calculated the probable number of bodies in the
seven graves (see pp. 324-6) we can calculate the probable number of bodies in
the 8th grave.

-

If we use the first method (see p. 325–6) we obtain: (5.5 X 2.5) = 13.75 sq.
metres. X 9 = 123.75 i. e. approximately 124 bodies.
In applying the second method (see page 326) we obtain (5.5 metres X 2.5
metres) = 13.75 sq. metres. X 0.8 = 11 cubic metres: 0.1 = 110 bodies.
Therefore we obtain as the probable contents of the grave the figure 124, or,
respectively, 110 bodies.
Since it is emphasized in professor Buhtz's report that in the 8th grave the
bodies were not arranged in an orderly fashion, and, therefore, they occupied
more room, it appears that the latter figure, i.e. 110 bodies is the more likely.
It should be borne in mind that this figure corresponds almost exactly with
the number of officers deported from Kozielsk in two transports, on the 10th and
11th May (see p. 48 and 49)—a fact which leads us to suppose that these two
transports departed from Kozielsk separately, with an interval of ten days, lie
in a separate grave No. 8.
This supposition is confirmed by the fact, mentioned above, that, in this grave
newspapers dated 1st and 6th May were found and also by the fact that the bodies
in this grave were not wearing winter clothing (see p. 330). It is known from
statements of prisoners who left on the 12th of May by the last transport for
Pavlishtchev Bor, that the weather suddenly grew warmer during the first days
of May and that on the 12th May “the sun was scorching”. (See page 72).
Moreover, assuming grave No. 8. to have contained approximately 110 bodies,
we find all the “missing” prisoners from the Kozielsk Camp.
It should be remembered that at the moment when its liquidation was started,
the camp numbered approximately 4,500 prisoners. Out of this number two
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transports totalling 245 people were deported to Pavlishtchev Bor and
subsequently to Griazovitz, where they were found. Approximately 2,250
prisoners were missing. (See diagram, page 136). If to the total of 4,143 bodies
in the seven Katyn graves we add the figure established for grave No. 8. i. e. 110
bodies, we obtain the figure 4,143 + 110 = 4,253 bodies.

22. Other data from Professor Buhtz's report.

The section of Professor Buhtz's report devoted to the medico-legal aspects of
the Katyn murders was a considerable elaboration and enlargement of the report
of the European Medical Commission. Without giving all the medico-legal
deductions, a summary of some of the most interesting facts connected with the
Katyn murders will be given here.
A. How long were the bodies buried? Date of the murder.—Judging by the state of
advance in the formation of adipocere on the Katyn bodies (A. M. p. 48 and foll).
and the results of examination of the cerebral matter by Professor Orsos's method
(see p. 290 above), Professor Buhtz’ came to the conclusion that “. . . pure
scientific deductions “show that the bodies had been lying in the graves -

at least three years”. (A. M. p. 59).
But as examination of the changes which had taken place in the bodies did not
make it possible to establish precisely the date of death, it was necessary to search
for supplementary evidence to fix the time of the murder more accurately. In this
respect the most concrete and convincing data were supplied, in Professor Buhtz's
opinion, by written documents and newspapers found on the bodies, indicating
that the murder took place in the spring of 1940.
Attempts to establish the length of time the bodies had been buried on the
basis of the degree and the manner of corrosion (“aus dem Grad und der Art der
Korrossionen”) of metal objects found on them did not, in Professor Buhtz's
opinion, give very reliable or convincing results. In his report he gave the ex
ample of two alluminium objects (a flash and an identity disk) found on the same
bodies and showing entirely different marks of corrosion, probably due to the
effect of the immediate surroundings. ©
In this respect the spruces planted on the graves, in the opinion of Professor
Buhtz, provided far more reliable supplementary evidence. As microscopic
examination of cross-sections of the trunks of the trees showed equal growth in
the three annual rings, while between these and the heart of the tree (Kern) a dark
border line (dunkle Abgrenzungs Linie), he drew the conclusion that the trees had
been transplanted three years before (i

.

e
. in 1940). As the Russian graves

discovered a
t Katyn were also planted with young trees of the same age as the

raves themselves, in Professor Buhtz's opinion, the method o
f£ the

olish officers’ graves proved the time as well as the perpetrators o
f

the crime (see
reference 1 on p

.

288).

B
.

Circumstances o
f

the murder.—In all cases the cause of death, established by
post mortem examinations o

f

the bodies, was a shot in the back o
f

the head. The
shot was fired—as was described in detail by Professor Buhtz (A. M. p

.

76)-at
very close range o

r

even with the pistol pressed to the head o
f

the victim. In

many cases the shot was fired through the raised collar o
f

the greatcoat o
r through

the tunic or coat tied round the head o
f

the victim. Only in a few cases, owing

to the decomposition o
f

the body after death, the bullet hole was not a
t

first
visible during post mortem examination. Normally it was situated at the base of

occipital bone (A. M. p
.

56). As the hole where the bullet had emerged was
normally in the victims forehead, between the top of the nose and the edge o

f

the
scalp, the bullet must have passed through the most vital part o

f

the brain. (A.
M. p

.

57), causing instantaneous death.
On the basis o

f

a
n analysis o
f

the wounds, the bullets found in a few skulls and

o
f

the cartridge cases lying near the graves, Professor Buhtz stated that as a rule
7.65 calibre and in rare cases 6.35 calibre pistols had been used. (A. M. p

.

73).
The ammunition was of German origin, from the factory o

f

“Gustav Genschov

& Co. in Durlach bei Karlsruhe’’ (Baden), and bore the trade mark “Geco”.
Among the bodies in grave No. 2 was found one undischarged cartridge o

f

the
same make, an examination which made it possible to state that the ammunition
was produced in the years 1922–31. As German “Geco” 7.65 pistol ammunition
was exported in large quantities from Germany to countries including Poland,
the Baltic States and—in very large quantities up to 1928 and thereafter in

smaller quantities—the U
.

S
.

S
. R., Professor Buhtz was not surprised to find

them in the bodies o
f

the Katyn victims. But he left open the question of

whether the ammunition was part of that exported from Germany direct to the

U
.
S
. S
. R
.

o
r

whether it came from stores seized by the Soviet authorities when
they occupied the Eastern territories o

f

Poland (A. M. p
.

75).
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In certain cases there were two bullet holes close to each other in the victim’s
skull; in two cases three (or even four) shots had been fired (the record of post
mortem examination of body No. 833, A. M. p. 94 and foll.); in one case there was a
shot wound on the temple as well as in the back of the head. (A. M. p. 57).
From this it may be concluded that many people took part in the execution
and were standing directly behind the backs of their victims. In certain cases
they fired twice into the same head. The uniform localisation of thousands of
shots in a small area of the occipital bone bore witness to the great skill of the
murderers. (A. M. p. 85).
In the opinion of Professor Buhtz, the execution took place near or at the edge of
the graves. He rejected, after close analysis, the suggestion that the Polish officers
were murdered right inside the pits, either standing or lying on the bodies of
previous groups.
In Professor Buhtz's opinion the shots were fired exclusively from ordinary
pistols—not, as some people thought, from automatic rifles or even machine
uns—into the heads of the victims, who were in a normal standing position
not kneeling for execution) and probably not expecting death, or were held by
both arms at the moment of death. This conclusion obviously relates only to
those whose bodies were not found tied up. -

A certain number of bodies (all in graves Nos. 4 and 6, about 5% in grave No. 1,
and none in graves Nos. 3, 7 and 8) had their hands tied behind them in a most
effective manner with strong, uncoloured cord, 3–4 mm. (1% ins.—1% ins) thick,
which was apparently previously prepared for this purpose and was similar to
that manufactured for curtains. The hands were tied in such a way that any
attempt to free them would have caused the knot to tighten and increased the
pain. The uniform method of binding, in which more or less similar lengths of
string were used (1.75 metres to 1.95 metres. 2 yds.–2 yds. 6 ins.) showed great
roficiency on the part of the executioners. In many instances the victims,£ having their hands bound, also had their heads completely enveloped in
their own tunics or greatcoats, in those cases the tunics or greatcoats were tied
tightly round the neck and over the head of the victims with the same cord as was
used for tying the hands. This cord was connected with the piece tying the arms
in such a way that every strong movement of the hands or head would have
tightened the knots and increased the pain suffered by the victim. In a few cases
the coats bound round the heads were full of sawdust, which had also filled the
mouths of the victims. Apparently those who resisted the death awaiting them,
mostly young and seemingly energetic people, were bound in this way. Prof.
Buhtz concluded that from the medico-legal point of view this method of binding
the victims, which to a great extent hindered their breathing constituted a
particularly refined form of torture before death. (A. M. p. 90).
Professor Buhtz also considered the bayonet wounds inflicted (by four-edged
Russian bayonets) on the victims before death to be a form of torture, and was
of the same opinion with regard to the blows of rifle butts or fists which broke,
in a very expert manner, the lower jaws of victims who seemingly cried out in the
face of death. (A. M. p. 53, 90 and foll).

CHAPTER xxI. THE RUSSIAN VERSION—“THE TRUTH ABOUT KATYN”

23. Moscow Declaration on the punishment of war criminals.
Very soon after the publication of Amtliches Material, the German Army was
driven from the Smolensk region. After unusually heavy fighting the attacks
launched by General Sokolowski's Army on Jartsevo and by General Jeremienko's
Army on Duchovshtchizna on 15.9.43 lead to the capture of Smolensk by the
Soviet armies on 25.9.43. Soon afterwards they also retook the region of the
Katyn graves, with the result that the “resumption” of the exhumations which
the Germans had declared would take place in the Autumn became impossible.
The publication of the A. M. was therefore the “swan song” of German
propaganda about the Katyn affair. For some months the Germans had used it
to shock public opinion in Europe and the world but how they allowed it to fade
out and by October 1943 almost nothing was heard of it

.

Neither was it taken
up by the Soviets who, having now got possession o

f

the material evidence o
f

the world-famous crime, were probably entirely pre-occupied with the more
fundamental problems arising out o
f

the liberation o
f

the vast Soviet territories.

It appears however, that this matter had not been entirely forgotten at that
time. Moreover it is quite possible that diplomatic circles were much pre
occupied with it

.

The fact that the public conscience was deeply impressed by the
Katyn affair is shown by a characteristic incident which in November 1943
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intrigued world public opinion. In the last fortnight of October 1943 the first of
the conferences of the Foreign Ministers of the Allied Powers at this time Cordell
Hull Eden and Molotov—was held in Moscow. A special Declaration giving
full warning to the German war criminals and signed by Roosevelt, Churchill
and Stalin was issued on 1.11.43 together with the communiqué on the results of
the conference which was simultaneously published in Moscow, London and
Washington. When the text of this Declaration was cabled from Moscow, it
was stated that the Allied Powers had proclaimed that all war criminals would
be pursued “to the uttermost ends of the earth” and that they would be delivered
to “their accusers in order that justice may be done”. Among these war criminals
were included “Germans who took part in the mass shooting of Polish officers”.
About 3 weeks afterwards the British Foreign Office announced (on 19.11.43)
that the text published in London contained 2 errors on account of mutilation
in transmission, and thus differed from the correct text issued in Moscow. One
of these errors was the use of the word “Polish” instead of “Italian” in the sentence
referring to the mass shooting of officers (quoted above).
It is quite possible that an official coding or decoding the text of the Declaration,
or the telegraphist who dispatched it

,
was so preoccupied with the mass shooting

o
f

Polish officers a
t Katyn, which had a month before held the attention o
f

the
whole world, that he automatically wrote “Polish” instead of “Italian”—nothing
having been heard o

f

the mass shooting o
f Italian officers. But the possibility

cannot be excluded that it was really in the interests of the U. S. S. R., representa
tives to introduce into the official declaration of heads of the government of the
three Great Powers a sentence establishing in advance, though not explicitly,
the German responsibility for the Katyn murder.
But as the previous Soviet statements on this matter did not contain sufficiently
convincing proofs o

f

German guilt, the final official text o
f

the Declaration on
war criminals referred neither directly nor indirectly to the murder o

f

Polish
officers at Katyn." It stated that war criminals would “be sent back to the
countries in which their abominable deeds were done in order that they may be
judged and punished according to the laws o

f

these liberated countries . . . thus
Germans, who take part in wholesale shootings o

f Italian officers or in the execu
tion of French, Dutch, Belgian or Norwegian hostages, or of Cretan peasants, or

who have shared in the slaughters inflicted on the people o
f

Poland o
r in the

territories o
f

the Soviet Union which are now being swept clear of the enemy
will know that they will be brought back to the scene of their crimes and judged
on the spot by the people whom they have outraged.”
The fact that the communiqué issued after the Moscow conference did not
refer to the Polish problem did not mean that the question was not discussed
there. Since the severing o

f diplomatic relations with the Polish Government
by the Government o

f

the U. S. S. R
.

in April 1943, Anglo-Saxon diplomacy had
made many efforts to settle this problem which was proving extremely embar
rassing for the Allies. In January 1944, when the Soviet Army crossed the
Polish-Soviet frontier established by the Treaty of Riga, the Polish question
flared up once again. Yet another exchange of official declarations of the Polish
and Soviet Governments ended with the declaration by the Soviet TASS Agency
on 17.1.44 that the Soviet Government could not enter into diplomatic negotia
tions with a Government with which it had broken off diplomatic relations
“because o

f

its active participation in the hostile, anti-Soviet, slanderous campaign

o
f

the German invaders in connection with the alleged murders of Katyn.”
At the same time it was announced in Moscow that an official Soviet Com
mission “formed by a decision o

f

the Extraordinary State Commission for
Ascertaining and Investigating Crimes Committed by the Germans” had in
vestigated the circumstances o

f

the shooting o
f

Polish officers in the Katyn
forest and that its findings would be announced shortly. -

As the Katyn affair had been the formal reason for the severing of Polish
Soviet relations, Anglo-Saxon diplomats who were striving to close the breach

in the Allied camp, probably found themselves continually confronted with it.

It is possible, therefore, that the Soviet Government suddenly became aware of

the necessity o
f being able to produce official and formal proofs that the Katyn

murder was perpetrated by the Germans.

A session of the “Special Commission for Ascertaining and Investigating the
Circumstances o
f

the Shooting o
f

Polish Officer Prisoners by the German-Fascist

It is essential to note that many Anglo-Saxon writers when referring to the Moscow Declaration over
looked the official correction o
f

the text and that there exist, therefore, published references to punishment

o
f

“Germans who took part in the mass shooting o
f

Polish “officers.” See, among others, George Creel,
War criminals and Punishment, Hutchinson, New York and London 1944and 1945. p

.

68.
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Invaders in the Katyn Forest” was therefore called in Smolensk and in order that
the necessary medical-legal evidence might be obtained, instructions were issued
for the re-exhumation of the Katyn victims despite the fact that, as it was the
coldest month in the year, the earth was completely frozen and deep in snow."
The Report of this Commission, dated 24.1.44, and entitled “The Truth about
Katyn”2 furnished the necessary proofs. The Soviet version of the Katyn
murder based on this report and on additional material supplied by journalists

&#
were present during the session of the Special Commission is given in this
apter.

24. The Soviet Special Commission and its work.
By a Decree of the Supreme Council of the U. S. S. R. dated 2.11.43, an “Extra
ordinary State Commission for Ascertaining and Investigating the Crimes com
mitted by the German Fascist Invaders and their Associates’ was set up. The
Extraordinary Commission was composed of:
Chairman:
H. M. Shvernik—well-known Trade Union Leader, President of the
Soviet of Nationalities of U. S. S. R., Member of the Polit-bureau of
the Communist Party of the U. S. S. R.

Members:
-

N. N. Burdenko—Academician-Surveyor;
B. R. Wedeneyev-Academician;
W. S. Grysodubova
A. A. Zdanov—III Secretary of the Central Committee and Member of the
Politbureau of the Communist Party of the U. S. S. R.;
Nikolai—Metropolitan of Kiev and Halich;
T. D. Lysienko—Academician–Botanist;
E. W. Tarle—Academician—Historian;
A. N. Tolstoy—Academician—Author;
I. P. Trainin—Academician—Jurist.

Article 3 of this Decree authorised the Extraordinary State Commission “to
entrust the appropriate organisations with the investigation and interrogation
of those who have suffered and with the collection of testimonies and other docu
ments referring to the violations, brutalities, plunder, destruction and other.
criminal deeds perpetrated by the Hitlerite invaders and their accomplices, and to
order the local State organisations to collaborate with the Commission by all
possible means”. (A “Soviet War News”. Pamphlet—Investigation of Nazi
Atrocities, Decree of the Supreme Soviet of the U. S. S. R.)
In accordance with this article, the Extraordinary State Commission, in a
resolution of undisclosed date, set up a “Special Commission for Ascertaining and
Investigating the Circumstances of the Shooting of Polish Officer Prisoners by
the German Fascist Invaders in the Katyn Wood.” (The first mention of this
“Special Commission” was made in Moscow on 17.1.44—See above). K.

f
The composition of this Special Commission, according to its Report, was as
ollows: -

Chairman:
M. N. Burdenko—surgeon and Academician, Member of the Royal Society
and of the American Medical Associations.

Members.
A. N. Tolstoy—Academician—Author;
Nikolai—Metropolitan of Kiev and Halich;
Lt. Gen. Gundurov–President of the All-Slav Committee;
S. Kolesnikov—Chairman of the Executive Committee of the Union of
Red Cross and Red Crescent Societies; -

W. Potemkin—Peoples' Commissar of Education of the Russian S. F. S. R.,
Academician;
Col. Gen. E. Smirnov—Chief of the Central Medical Administration of the
Red Army;
B. Mielnikov–Chairman of the Smolensk Regional Executive Committee.

1That the calling of this session of the Special Commission ot Smolensk was entirely unexpected and
sudden, was borne out by Jerzy Borejsza, the special correspondent, of “Wolna Polska” the official organ
of the Union of Polish Patriots in Moscow. This reporter having been sent to Smolensk in a great hurry
by special car wrote in his article as follows: “Late at night on January 21st, 1944,we received in Moscow
news that on the following day the Special Commission for investigating the circumstances of the murder
of Polish Officers and soldiers in the Katyn wood was to interrogate at Smolensk witnesses of the thousand
fold murders.” Sladami zbrodni (“On the Tracks of the Crime”)—“Wolna Polska” No. 4/45, dated 1.2.44.
2 In the following pages we are referring to the English text of the Report published in London as a “Sup
plement to the Soviet War News Weekly.”
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It appears from the Report of the Special Commission that a member of the
Extraordinary State Commission, N. N. Burdenko, together with his collaborators
and medico-legal experts (none of whom are named in the Report), proceeded to
Smolensk on 26.9.43, that is on the day following the capture of that city by the
Red Army, and for a period of nearly four months “carried out preliminary study
and investigation of the circumstances of all the crimes perpetrated by the Ger
In8.InS.
P. The vast amount of material collected in those four months defined as “study
and investigation” in the Report, was then put at the disposal of the Special
Commission, operating under the Chairmanship of the same Burdenko.
The Special Commission started work on an undisclosed date, and in order to:
accomplish the task assigned ot it summoned, on a date also not disclosed in the
Report, the following medico-legal experts to participate in its work:

Prozorovsky—Chief Medico-Legal Expert of the Peoples’ Commissariat
of Health Protection of the U. S. S. R., Director of the State Scientific
Research Institute of Forensic Medicine under the Peoples’ Commissariat
of Health in the U.S. S. R.;
Dr. of Medicine W. Smolyaninov–Professor of Forensic Medicine at the
Second Moscow Medical Institute; -

Dr. Semenovsky–Senior Staff Scientist at the Thanatology Department of
the State Scientific Research Institute of Forensic Medicine under the
Peoples’ Commissariat of Health Protection of the U. S. S. R.;
Dr. W. Shvaikova–Assistant Professor Senior Staff Scientist of the Chemico
Legal Department of the State Scientific Research Institute of Forensic
Medicine under the Peoples’ Commissariat of Health Protection of the
. S -

P: D. Voropayev–Chief Pathologist of the Front, Major in the MedicalrVlce. -

According to the Special Commissions Report “it verified and ascertained on
the spot that 15 kilometres from Smolensk, along the Vitebsk highway, in the
section of the Katyn Forest named ‘Kose Gory’, 200 metres to the£w' of
the highway in the direction of the Dnieper, there are graves in which Polish
war prisoners shot by the German occupationists were buried. On the order of
thes' Commission, and in the presence of all its members and of the medico
legal experts, the graves were excavated.”
All this took place, according to the “Protocol of the Medico-Legal Experts
investigation” included in the Report of the Special Commission, on Sunday,
16th January, 1944. During the next week, between Sunday, 16th January and
Sunday, 23rd January, 1944, the Commission of Medico-Legal Experts with the
aid of the following medical personnel:
Major Nikolsky, of the Medical Service, Chief Medico-Legal Expert of the
Western Front;
Captain Bussoyedov, of the Medical Service, Medico-Legal Expert of the
X. Army;
Major Subbotin, of the Medical Service, Chief of Pathological Anatomy
Laboratory No. 92;
Major Ogloblin, of the Medical Service;
1st Lieut. Pushkareva, of the Medical Service, carried out the exhumation
and medico-legal examination of 925 bodies from “a communal grave”
measuring, according to the report of the experts, “about 60 X 60 X 3 metres”
and also from “another grave about 7 X 6 X 3% metres.”
From the medico-legal experts' conclusion it appears that these were not original
graves only now discovered, but were the so-called communal graves in which the
bodies of the Katyn victims had been reburied after their exhumation by the
Germans in 1943 as paragraph (c) of the experts conclusion read: “slits in the
pockets, pockets turned inside out, and tears in them discovered during examina
tions of the clothing, show that as a rule all the clothes on each body (greatcoats,
trousers, etc.) bear traces of searches effected of the dead bodies.”
Confirmation of this fact is found in the following paragraphs of the same
conclusion:
1. “After the opening of the graves and exhumation of the bodies and their
exposure to the air, the corpses were subject to the action of warmth and moisture
in# late summer season of 1943. This could have resulted in a vigorous progressof decay.”
2. “The commission of medico-legal experts . . . regards the fact of the dis
covery by the commission of medico-legal experts, in the clothes on the bodies, of
valuables and documents dated 1941, as proof that the German Fascist author
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ities who undertook a search of the bodies in the Spring-Summer season of 1943
did not do it thoroughly . . . .”

-

3. “The Commission of medico-legal experts notes that in 1943 the Germans
had made an extremely small number of post mortem examinations of the bodies
of the shot Polish war prisoners.”
The fact that there is no accurate description of the fresh communal graves in
the German documents (see above) make it impossible to check whether the
measurements of 60 × 60 X 3 metres, given in the “Protocol of the medico-legal
Experts’ investigation” corresponds to the measurements of all six communal
graves dug in the spring of 1943 or only to one of those graves. It may however,
be assumed that these measurements are those of the complete new cemetery
comprising the 6 communal graves in which the Katyn bodies had been reburied
by the Germans—of which only one was re-opened by the Russians.
“Simultaneously with the excavation of the graves and examination of the
bodies”, continued the Report of the Commission, “the Special Commission
examined numerous witnesses among local residents, whose testimony establishes
with precision the time and circumstances of the crime committed by the German
occupationists”.
It appears from an analysis of the report that it is based primarily on the
testimony of witnesses. -
According to Borejsza's report previously quoted from “Wolna Polska”, the
Special Commission began the examination of witnesses on January 22nd or even
23rd 1944, as his report contains the following sentence:
“We now return to the session of the Commission, where Academician Burdenko
is just calling the first witness”. -
Apparently, however, not all of the over 100 witnesses mentioned in the final
general “Conclusions of the Special Commission” were examined during its public
sessions as the final report on its work was already drawn by 24.1.44 and as the
examination of such a large number of witnesses in 2 or 3 days would have been
completely impossible.
Jerzy Borcjsza reported that about 20 foreign journalists and observers were
present at the public sessions of the Special Commission and inspected the
excavated Katyn graves. Among them were:

M:£n, daughter of the United States Ambassador to the
Mr. Al. Worth of London B. B. Co.;
Mr. Cassidy, of the Associated Press Agency;
Mr. Lawrence of the New York Times;
Mr. Duncan-Hooper of Reuters;
Prof. Davies of the Toronto Star;
Correspondents of the United Press, News Chronicle etc.

25. The Katyn wood and Polish prisoners of war in special camps.
The Report of the Special Commission opened with the statement that “the
Katyn forest had for long been the favourite resort of Smolensk people, where they
used to rest on holidays. The population of the neighbourhood grazed cattle and
gathered fuel in the Katyn forest. Access to the Katyn Forest was not banned
or restricted in any way”.
The Special Commission recalled as a proof of this statement the fact that
“even in the summer of 1941 there was a Young Pioneers Camp of the “Industrial
Insurance Board in this forest, and it was not liquidated until July 1941.” But
the Report said nothing of the site of that Pioneers Camp in the Katyn wood and
as it extended over a fairly large area and consisted of different parts, some of them
bearing separate names (see p. 308 above), the mere fact of a Pioneers camp having
existed in one part of the wood and not having been liquidated “until July, 1941”
did not exclude the possibility of other parts having been used for different
purposes. The fact that the various parts of the Katyn wood were called by
different names was confirmed in the last paragraph of Chapter I of the Report
which said that “the part of the Katyn Forest named Kose Gory was guarded
particularly strictly” by the Germans. The Report of the Special Commission
definitely failed to mention how far that Pioneers camp lay from the “Rest House
of thes' Administration of the Peoples’ Commissariat of Internal Affairs.”(N. K. V. D.)
The Report went on to refer to the Polish prisoners who were alleged to have
been in the Smolensk area when it was taken by the Germans in 1941. Except
however for a vague reference in the testimony of one of the witnesses (Savatiexev
—see below) to the fact that those prisoners were brought to the region of Smolensk
in the spring of 1940 and were disembarked at the Gniezdovo station, it confined
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itself to stating that “Polish war prisoners, officers and men, worked in the
Western district of the Region, building and repairing roads” and that they were
“quartered in three special camps named: Camp No. 1. O. N., Camp No. 2.
O. N. and Camp No. 3 O. N. These camps were located 25–45 kilometres
(about 15%–28 miles) West of Smolensk”.
Unfortunately the Report made no mention of such important and essential
oints as:p
1. the general number of Polish prisoners who were supposed to have been in
that region in 1941;
2. the number of prisoners in each of the three camps;
3. the Polish military ranks of the prisoners, which should have presented no
difficulty to the Soviet authorities in view of the detailed records made in the camps;
4. the actual site of each of those camps, which could have been named after
the geographical names of the places in which they were supposed to have been
situated instead of being referred to only by numbers.
The report also did not explain why those particular P. O.W. camps for Polish
officers and soldiers near Smolensk were called “special” camps, nor did it give
any indication of specialized features that might have distinguished them from
other “ordinary” P. O. W. camps.
In general there was no answer to be found in the Report to the many questions
which naturally arose if

,

a
s the Soviets maintained, the Polish P
.

O
.

W.'s from
Kozielsk, Starobielsk and Ostashkov had been moved to “special camps” in the
Smolensk area:

1
. Why, in 1940 and 1941, 97% o
f

Polish officers captured by the Soviets
were detained in the special camps Nos. 1 O

. N., 2 O
. N., and 3 O
. N., and engaged

in “building and repairing roads”, while the remaining 3%, at that time in

the camp a
t

Pavlishtohev Bor and subsequently a
t Griazovietz, were exempt

from all forced labour?

2
. Why—as appears from an article by Warrant Officer Marian Klimczak

entitled “I was a prisoner in the Katyn Forest”, published in No. 7/48 of the Mos
cow “Wolna Polska” o

f

24.2.44—were the prisoners in camp No. 2 O
.

N. (in
which the author o

f

the article is supposed to have passed “a certain time” in

1941 with “a group of 300 persons” (kept on normal rations for Soviet correctional
labour camps which depended on the results o

f

their work, while those in the camps
of Pavlishtschev Bor and Griazovietz were receiving full rations regardless of the
fact that they did no work?

3
. Why did families in Poland receive no news for eighteen months from

Polish prisoners of war in special camps Nos. 1 O
.

N., 2 O
. N., and 3 O
. N., while

they were able to correspond comparatively freely with the prisoners of war at
Griazovietz?

-

4
. Why, in camps Nos. 1 O
. N., 2 O
. N., and 3 O
. N., did Generals and staff

officers have to work a
t “building and repairing roads” while in other camps such

officers were not only exempt from all work but had batmen and even adjutants
assigned to them.

-

5
. Why and for what purpose were even invalids and people with artificial

arms and legs transferred from Kozielsk to these “special” camps? And why
were prisoners sent to these special camps for building roads without regard to

their age or state of health, among them people over 60 years of age, while from
the camp for internees a

t

Kozielsk (Kozielsk III) only those pronounced fit for
work by the medical commission were sent to labour camps. (See pp. 53-54.)

6
. Why, if, in the period from October, 1940, when in the P. O
.

W. camp o
f

Griazovietz and the camp for internees at Kozielsk the Soviet authorities were
taking steps to find perple to organise the already planned “Polish Division”
or Army (see Ch. VII above) were similar steps not taken in “special camps Nos.

1 O.

#
. 2 O
. N., and 3 O. N.” which contained 97% o
f

Polish officer prisoners
of war

7
. Why, finally, were such large numbers (over 10,000) of Polish prisoners o
f

war, particularly officers, concentrated for the work of “building and repairing
roads” in the Western district o

f

the Smolensk region, when—as is stated in the
Short Soviet Encyclopaedia, pub. 1941, vol. IX. p

.

810—the lines o
f communica

tion in the region of Smolensk, were as fully developed as in any place in the
whole Soviet Union.

26. Question o
f

the impossibility o
f evacuating Polish Prisoners o
f

War and their
capture by the Germans.
The Report of the Special Commission went on to explain why Polish prisoners
of war from the three “special” camps in the Western areas of the Smolensk region
had not been evacuated before the German advance. It stated that: “Testi
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mony of witnesses and documentary evidence establish that after the outbreak
of hostilities, in view of the situation that arose, the camps could not be evacuated
in time and all the Polish war prisoners, as well as some members of the guard
and staff of the camps fell prisoner to the Germans.”
The “documentary evidence” mentioned in the foregoing paragraph was
neither quoted in the Report of the Special Commission, nor discussed in any
detail, so that we know nothing about it

.

As far as statements of witnesses in

this matter are concerned, the Report quoted two o
f

the depositions:
“The former Chief of Camp No. 1 O

.

N. Major of State Security Vetoshnikov
interrogated by the Special Commission testified:
“‘I was waiting for the order on the removal of the camp, but communication
with Smolensk was cut. Then I myself with several staff members went to

Smolensk to clarify the situation. In Smolensk I found a tense situation. I

applied to the chief o
f

traffic o
f

the Smolensk section o
f

the Western Railway,
Ivanov, asking him to provide the camp with railway cars for evacuation of the
Polish war prisoners. But Ivanov answered that I could not count on receiving
cars. I also tried to get in touch with Moscow, to obtain permission to set out
on foot, but I failed. By this time Smolensk was already cut off from the camp
by the Germans, and I did not know what happened to the Polish war prisoners
and guards who remained in the camp.”
“Engineer Ivanov, who in July 1941 was acting Chief of Traffic of the Smolensk
Section o

f

the Western Railway, testified before the Special Commission:
“‘The Administration o

f

the Polish War Prisoners’ Camps applied to my office
for cars for evacuation of the Poles, but we had none to spare. esides, we could
not send cars to the Gussino line, where the majority o

f
the Polish war prisoners

were, since that line was already under fire. Therefore, we could not comply
with the request of the Camps Administration. Thus the Polish war prisoners
remained in the Smolensk region.’”
The report did not mention if both these witnesses were interrogated during
the public session o

f

the Special Commission. Jerzy Borejsza, special correspond
ent o

f

the “Wolna Polska” mentioned in his report “On the trail of the crime”
only Ivanov's depositions and he quoted from it extremely important and essen
tial factual details, which were entirely omitted in the report o

f
the Special

Commission.
“The former stationmaster of Gnezdovo” (the Report of the Special Commis
sion referred to Ivanov a

s

the acting Chief of Traffic of the Smolensk Station).
Ivanov, a precise, neat old man, recalled the circumstances of the evacuation o

f
Smolensk. On 12th July 1941 he was asked by the Chief of one of the Polish
war prisoner camps to extend to him facilities to evacuate the war prisoners.
But the German offensive was so rapid that it was impossible even to evacuate
certain factories and some o

f

the workers. “How many waggons were you asked

to provide for the prisoners”—I asked. “I was asked for at least 40 waggons”
replied Ivanov . . .”.
This quotation shows, that the Soviet journalist succeeded in recording a very
important detail from the testimony of the witness Ivanov—a detail completely
ignored in the report o

f

the Special Commission—namely the date on which he
was supposed to have been approached by the chief o

f

the War Prisoner Camp
with the request for waggons.
The synthetic German communiqué o

f

the 7th August 1941 states that “on
11th July we captured Vitebsk.
On the next day flying columns attacked on a far-flung front East of the Orsha
Smolensk road.”
This attack cannot have been very successful and could not have advanced
very rapidly, since it was not until the 15th of July that the German communiqué
stated that “the last fort on the Easternmost point of the Stalin Line in the
Vitebsk region has been captured.” This is also borne out by Soviet communiqué

o
f

the 13th, 14th, and 15th July, which spoke of stubborn fighting “in the direc
tion of” or “in the sector of Vitebsk and the Soviet communiqué o

f

the 16th
July stated that “near Vitebsk enemy attempts to penetrate this region have
failed completely.”
In the light of the communiqués by both combatants the situation on the 15th
July 1941 appeared to have been a
s

follows: stubborn fighting was going on in

the region o
f Vitebsk and Orsha, while pressure of the German forces to the East
was—according to the Soviet communiqué o
f

the 16th July-being successfully
held or, a
t least, delayed.

-

If at the same time we bear in mind the fact that according to the Soviet
version the three “special” Polish war prisoner camps were supposed to have been
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situated at a distance of 15–28 miles West of Smolensk, i. e. 50–62 miles East
of Vitebsk, we cannot but conclude that it would have been possible to evacuate
these camps as late as the 15th July 1941.
The German communiqué of the 17th July speaks of the capture of Smolensk
but the Soviet communiqué of the 23rd July states that “Smolensk continues to
be held, “German formations which had reached it several days previously, have
been rejected.” It may be assumed, therefore, that the German communique of
the 17th July was not quite accurate and that on the 16th July only some light
German units had reached Smolensk and had possibly entered the outskirts of
the city—a fact which supplied the Germans with a foundation for the com
muniqué about the capture of the city. This hypothesis is confirmed by the
historians W. E. D. Allen and P. Muratov, who say that German units were in
the region of Smolensk as early as the 17th July, but remark that “it was not the
end but only the beginning of the battle of Smolensk.”
The battle of Smolensk, during which there were no major moves by either
army, continued for two weeks. As late as the 28th July, the German communiqué
States:
“The Battle of Smolensk is nearing a favourable conclusion” but it was not
until 6th August that the Germans published a special communiqué announcing
the completion of this operation and describing its course.
This short summary of the military operations in the sector of Smolensk sug
gests without any doubt that, not only on the 12th July, but even on the 13th,
14th and probably also on the 15th July the “special” camps might have been
evacuated on foot, without any difficulty. These camps could easily have been
transferred in one day to the city of Smolensk, some 15%–28 miles distant,
after which there would have been two weeks in which to evacuate them further,
no matter how slowly, under cover of the armies fighting in the battle of Smolensk.
During that fortnight they might have easily marched to some railway station
which was still functioning, or even gone on foot to Moscow, which was only
about 187 miles away. In any case such a march would have been much shorter
and less exhausting than the long marches, lasting many weeks and covering
distances of several hundred miles, done by other Polish prisoners-of-war, such as
e.g. the march from Brody to Ztotonosz (see reference on pp. 99-100).
The question arises, therefore, why the commandant of the Special Camp No.
1 O. N., major of the N. K. V. D. Vetoshnikov, who on an unspecified date left
“together with several staff members” the camp entrusted to his care and made
attempts in Smolensk on the 12th July to secure waggons, did not return during
the period of three, four or more days between the 12th July and the capture of
Smolensk by the Germans. The assertions of Vetoshnikov that he had unsuc
cessfully tried to get in touch with Moscow in order to receive from the Central
Authorities “permission to start on foot” are not convincing. In the face of the
enemy and in direct danger one would expect a senior officer to show initiative
and not to wait passively for orders or “permission” from his superiors, especially
in this case since the railway network in the Smolensk region was particularly well
developed.
It is extremely odd that such ill luck should have haunted the three “special”
camps o

f

the Polish officer P.O.W.s. Situated on the most important sector from
an operational point of view, distant only by 200 miles from the chief dispositional
centre, Moscow, and by more than 350 miles from the boundary o

f “Soviet
German interests” in a region which was captured by the enemy at the earliest of

the 24th day o
f

the war—it was still not possible to evacuate them. The senior
authorities, o

f

whom very many were stationed in this important sector, forgot
all about them, and their immediate superiors proved criminally negligent.
Silently, entirely without publicity, all of them apparently fell into German hands
and no trace was ever found o

f

them until the discovery of the bodies in the
Katyn graves.
This particular misfortune becomes even more amazing when we recall the fate

o
f

other Polish Prisoner o
f War camps (see pages 99-100). The Sknilow Camp

near Lwow, 40 miles from the Soviet-German frontier, situated in a region which
the Germans captured a few days after the outbreak o

f

the war, was successfully
evacuated on foot to Zolotonosha on the Dnieper and thence by rail; it was not
forgotten by the superior authorities in spite of the fact that it was some 800
miles distant from Moscow. The Brody Camp, in a region which the Germans
reached on the 2nd o
f July (and distant by 65 miles from the Soviet-German
frontier) also was successfully evacuated to Zolotonosha, although it was situated
right off the beaten track, far from any large town or the G. H. Q. of senior
authorities.
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More such examples, could be given but taking these two alone into con
sideration the fate of the three “special” camps near Smolensk becomes so un
intelligible, that the question whether these camps really existed spontaneously
arises, especially since, up to the time of the publication of the Soviet communique
of the 15th April 1943 no one was aware of the presence of special Officers’ Camps
in these regions.
The Special Commission evidently realized that such a doubt must of necessity
arise in the minds of critical observers, and, therefore, after quoting the statements
of the two witnesses, given above to the effect that it was not possible to evacuate
the Polish P. O. W’s from the Smolensk region in the period around the 12th July
1941—it made a special effort to prove that some Polish prisoners of war had
actually been living in the neighbourhood of Smolensk after it was captured by the
Germans. They interrogated as many as fourteen witnesses on this subject.
“The presence of the Polish war prisoners in the camps in the Smolensk Region
is confirmed by the testimony of numerous witnesses who saw these Poles near
Smolensk in the early months of the occupation up to September 1941 inclusive.”
The Report gave first place to the statement by Maria Sashneva, an elementary
school teacher in the village of Zenkovo, probably regarding her testimony as
the most important since it is supported by a specific “documentary evidence”.
Sashneva told the Commission that in August 1941, she sheltered for one night
a war prisoner whom she immediately identified by his uniform to be a Pole, as
during 1940 and 1941 she used to see groups of Polish prisoners of war working
the road under guard. As Sashneva was a teacher, she took an interest in this
Pole, who told her that he had been an elementary school teacher in Poland.
From a conversation Sashneva learned that he was a Lieutenant of the reserve,
taken prisoner by the Soviet at Brest Litovsk and that “he had spent over a year
in the camp at Smolensk.” Evidently the Pole did not tell her the name of the
locality where his camp was situated, since Sashneva did not mention it. She
heard however, from him many particulars and in particular told the Special Com
mission that “when the Germans arrived they seized the Polish camp and insti
tuted a strict regime in it

.

The Germans did not regard the Poles a
s human

beings. They oppressed and outraged them in every way. On some occasions
Poles were shot without any reason a

t

all. He decided to escape. Speaking o
f

himself, he said that his wife, too, was a teacher and that he had two brothers and
two sisters . . .

After quoting this statement the Report of the Special Commission added that
“On leaving the next day the Pole gave his name” which Sashneva wrote down.
She showed the book where she had noted it to the Special Commission which
quoted in its Report “that in the book entitled “Practical Studies in Natural
History’ by Yagodovsky, there was a note on the last page saying ‘Juzeph and
Sofia Loek, House 25, Ogorodnaya St., town Zamostye’”.
Since among the several thousands o

f

names published by the Germans in A.
M. the name “Jozef Lojek” was also found under the file number 3796, the Special

• Commission, convinced by Sashneva's statement, which now proved to be “Sup
ported by written evidence”, concluded that “thus, from the German report, it

would appear that Juzeph Loek had been shot one year before the witness Sash
neva saw him”.
The next witness quoted in the Report was Danilenkov, a peasant from the
collective farm o

f

the Katyn Rural Soviet. His statement was much shorter it

simply said “In August and September, 1941, when the Germans arrived, I used
to meet Poles working on the roads in groups of 15–20”.
No further statements on the subject of the sojourn o

f

Polish prisoners o
f

war

in these regions after their capture by the Germans were quoted and the Report
merely noted “that similar statements were made before the Commission by twelve
further witnesses whose names were listed, as well as ‘by others’.”

If at this point of the Report of the Special Commission we come to a critical
analysis, we find that the Soviet thesis that the “special” camps with Polish war
prisoners officers and men totalling approximately 10,000-15,000 persons were
captured in July 1941 by the Germans—is far from being satisfactorily proved.
The proofs are limited to the statement made by Sashneva who sheltered one o

f

the prisoners for one night, and to the statement of Danilenkov who “in August
and September 1941 saw groups o
f

Poles o
f

15–20 men working on the roads”,

a fact confirmed by a further twelve witnesses who made “similar statements”.

It is not surprising, therefore, that the Special Commission decided that it would
be useful to strengthen this thesis by the depositions of four further witnesses, to

establish the fact that in the Autumn o
f

1941 (the witness had said “in August

93744-52—pt. 6-10
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September 1941”) the Germans had carried out a round-up of Polish war prisoners
both in the forests and in the villages.
Judging by this part of the Report of the Special Commission, the fate of the
three “special” Polish P. O. W’s camps in July, August and September 1931 seems
to have been as follows:
According to the testimony of Major Vetoshnikov and engineer Ivanov it was
impossible to evacuate these camps by rail, and since permission had not come
from Moscow for their evacuation on foot, they fell into German hands; the
Germans introduced in them “a strict regime” (Cf. witness Sashneva). Probably
at the time of seizing these camps, and in any case after their capture, prisoners
escaped from them (e

.

g
. Juzeph Loek); these escapes must have been fairly

numerous and by no means sporadic, since “in August and September” (witness
Fatkov) the Germans instituted round-ups in the forests and villages for escaping
prisoners o

f

war. These round-ups were wholly successful, all escaped war pris
oners were caught and thus did not avoid re-incarceration and, ultimately, death

a
t

the hands o
f

Hitlerites murderers in Katyn forest. Juzeph Loek was also
killed in spite o

f

Sashneva's help. Notwithstanding the nearness o
f

the Polish
frontier, the knowledge o

f

the local language, and help offered by the local pop
ulation, and in spite o

f

the favourable season-not one of the eight thousand odd
Polish officers, who were supposed to have been transferred to the three “special”
camps from Starobielsk, Kozielsk and Ostaszkow, succeeded in escaping. Nor,
up to the present day, has even one o

f

them been found.

If we consider that this occurred in August–September, 1941, at a distance of

approximately 30 miles from the front, while stubborn fighting was going on in

the neighbourhood o
f Smolensk, which broke out in connection with Marshal

Rokossovsky's counter-offensive in the direction o
f Dukhovshchyzna and that

o
f

General Boldin in the direction o
f Jelnia (Cf. Allen and Muratoff, page 47) it

would be difficult indeed to magnify the unintentional homage paid to the effi
ciency o

f

the Wehrmacht by the report o
f

the Special Commission.

It is on the other hand impossible to disregard the fact that this very large
group o

f

Polish prisoners o
f war-numbering more than 10,000, officers and men,

for the most part, young and healthy, appear to have been in the matter o
f

escaping exceptionally inefficient and indolent.
During the second world war, Poles have achieved a certain measure of renown
for their skill in slipping across frontiers, for moving about in enemy-occupied
territory, and for escaping from prisons and camps. Those abilities o

f

the Poles

in this respect have even been confirmed by Stalin, who in his conversation with
General Sikorski on 3.12.1941 expressed his supposition that several thousand of
the Polish officers searched for in the Northernmost parts o

f

the U. S
.

S
. R
.

had
probably succeeded, after their release from Soviet camps, in escaping to Man
churia without the knowledge o

f

the local authorities (see page 191).
Therefore the fact that out o

f

several thousand Polish prisoners o
f

war not a

single one managed to make his way to Poland, neither during work on road
constructions under Soviet o

r

German supervision, nor in the chaos caused by
the capture o

f

the camps by the Germans, coupled with the fact that those who
escaped did not succeed, in spite o

f

the most favourable conditions, present such
an improbable picture a

s to be wholly unbelievable. Inevitably the critical
inquirer is leaned to doubt whether the three “special” camps from which no
sign o

f

life was given and about the existence o
f

which the world was wholly
unaware until the publication of the Soviet communiqué of the 15th April 1943–
had ever really existed a

t

all.
This very justifiable doubt, however, presupposes that all the witnesses that
were brought before the Siecial Commission gave consistently false evidence but
that in itself would be improbable and in actual fact was almost certainly not the
case. It must be remembered that none of them had admitted to having seen£ than 15–20 Polish prisoners at one time and there had been no mention ofOfficerS. -

If we cast our minds back to the fate that befell the Polish P. O. W.’s of other
ranks in Russian hands (see p

.

99 above), we recollect that very many o
f

them
were sent to build roads and airfields in Soviet Occupied Poland and neighbouring
territories and were organised for this purpose into camps which were moved
about according to where the labour was most needed a
t any one time. On the

face o
f it therefore it is quite probable that some of these camps were situated
at some time in the Smolensk area, and strong evidence exists which points to

the fact that this was the case.
This evidence comes from the testimony o

f
a Polish N. C
.

O
.

(Witness 38)
who after being liberated from a German camp, by the Americans in June 1944
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joined the Polish Army in the West. He was taken prisoner on Sept. 17th; 1939
y the Russians and put in the Transit Camp for P. & W’s. at Kremenchug from
where he was sent on, together with 3,000 other ranks, to work in the “Rosa
Luxembourg” iron-ore mine at Krivoi Rog. In April 1940, some 1,500 Polish
P. O. W’s. working in the mine were sent to the neighbourhood of Smolensk.
He said that “the journey had lasted two to three weeks and I remember that
somewhere about the middle of April we were unloaded from the train in a wood
which I later realised was 5–7 kilometres (3–5 miles) from Smolensk. I know the
distance because we were sent to work in the city”. The camp had been to the
East of Smolensk, far from any habitation and had had no special name. He
thought that it had been previously occupied but he hadn’t known by whom. The
prisoners were taken nearly every day to Smolensk and on the way there passed
through at Kolhoz called Popovka, about 4 Kil. from the camp. “We worked on
road repairs on the outskirts of the city, and sometimes we repaired the streets
of the city itself and also the bridges”. Going to and from work they had met
other Polish prisoners with some of whom he had had a chance to talk and had
learnt that there were in that area two other camps for Polish prisoners, one like
his own guarded by N. K. V. D. and the other containing men who were allowed
more freedom being able to go about unescorted and some even being used to
drive Soviet lorries.
One of these drivers had told him that he, on one occasion had been sent to
transport the belongings of Polish officers from a building in a wood.
In the late Autumn of 1940 this witness together with most of his fellow prison
ers was removed from the Smolensk camp Westwards to Grodek Jagiellonski,"
and put into the camp at Czerlany where they worked on aerodrome construction
until the outbreak of the Soviet-German War. Most of the prisoners had then
been evacuated to the East, but he with some others was taken by the Germans
and worked subsequently in the Todt Organisation on the East Front and after
wards in Cherbourg.
The evidence of this Polish N. C. O. is interestingly confirmed by Warrant
Officer Marjan Klimozak in an article in the Moscow “Wolna Polska” 7 (48)
dated Feb. 24th, 1944, entitled “I was a prisoner in Katyn Forest.” He wrote
that, as a Polish N. C. O. he had been taken prisoner by the Russians in 1939 and
that from February to March 1941. “I was for some time in the camp No. 2 O. M.
near Smolensk in the same Katyn Forest.”
The prisoners had been sawing wood in the forest and repairing roads. In his
group “there were about 300 Polish officers and men. I know that they were not

ill treated. I didn’t see any beating and we heard nothing at all about shooting”,
wrote this soldier from Berling's Army. He emphasised that “none of my fellow
prisoners perished and there were officers among them.” Klimczak did not say
whether these officers had disclosed their rank to the Soviets o

r

whether they had
cautiously concealed them. He gave the names o

f

three o
f

them and said that
up till the time he himself had been removed to Archangel (March 1941) (page 53
above) they had been alive and treated like the others.
From this evidence, both Polish and Russian, which is not found in the Report

o
f

the Special Commission, we may conclude that there were in fact three camps
for Polish prisoners in the Smolensk area, either West or East of the city, but
that they were not “special” camps for officers and the total population o

f

them
was far from being 10–15,000. Most of the prisoners were removed from that
area before the outbreak of the Soviet German War either to the West or to the
Far North. But some of these prisoners are quite likely to have been left in the
neighbourhood o

f

Smolensk and it is therefore highly probable that the Soviet
witness Danilenkov had in fact seen in the first months of the German occupation
“Poles working on the roads in groups o

f

15–20.”

2
. The execution by the Germans o
f

Polish prisoners o
f

war in the autumn o
f

1941.
According to the findings o

f

the Soviet Special Commission, the Polish officers
whose bodies were discovered in the Katyn graves had been shot by the staff of

the “Headquarters o
f

the 537th Engineering Battalion” billeted in the Rest
House o

f

the N. K. V. D. at “Kose Gory”. There were usually about 30 people

a
t

the Headquarters among them Lt. Colonel Arnes, his aide Lt. Rekst, Sub. Lt.
Hott, Sergeant-Major Lumert and N
.

C.O.'s Rose, Isikes, Gronewski and others.
From the Report it appears that the Special Commission reached this conclusion
from the following sets o
f proofs:
A. statements of witnesses Alexeyeva, Mikhailova and Konakhovskaya who
had been employed for a time in the Rest House a

s domestics to the German
Headquarters staff, resident there;

1 West o
f Lwow in Eastern, Russian occupied Poland.
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B. statements made by six witnesses, domiciled in the neighbourhood of Kose
Gory, whose names were mentioned in the Report of the Special Commission;
C. statement of witness B. Bazilevsky, a Professor of Astronomy, who for a
time acted as assistant Burgomaster of Smolensk, under the Germans, and notes
made by the Burgomaster of Smolensk, lawyer B. Menshagin, a traitor who sub
sequently made his escape with the retreating Germans. The following is an
analysis of these proofs:—
(A) The first group of proofs consisted of statements of three witnesses whose
ages
£d
professions were not divulged in the Report which were quoted at great

length.
These witnesses were three young peasant girls from the village of Borok of the
Katyn Rural Soviet, who had been appointed, at the request of the German
Commandant of the Katyn settlement, by the headman of the village of Borok to
do domestic work in the country house where the Germans were quartered. The
Report did not specify the precise nature of their work; it was probably connected
with the kitchen, the latter being frequently mentioned in their statements. The
Report stated that shortly after starting work—Alexeyeva, Mikhailova and
Konakhovskaya began to notice that the Germans were up to “something shady”
in the country house. -
It seems from the Report that they had been particularly surprised by the
fact that, after reporting for work for the first time, the commanding officer Lt.
Colonel Arnes, had wished to see them himself and had given them instructions
as to the way they must behave while working at German Headquarters.
The Report of the Special Commission describes this incident as follows:
“On arrival in ‘Kose Gory’ they were told through an interpreter about a num
ber of restrictions: they were absolutely forbidden to go far from the country
house or to go to the forest, to enter rooms without being called and without
being escorted by German soldiers, to remain in the grounds of the country house
at night. They were allowed to come to work and leave after work only by a
definite route and only escorted by soldiers. This warning was given to Alex
eyeva, Mikhailova, and Konakjovskaya, through an interpreter, personally by
the Chief of the German Institution Oberst Leutnant Arnes, who for this purpose
summoned them one at a time.”
The most comprehensive statement on the “shady work” which went on in the
country house was made by Alexeyeva. After stressing that the interpreter
Johann had warned the Russian domestic servants several times to hold their
tongues and not to chatter in the village about what they saw and heard in the
country house occupied then by the Germans, Alexeyeva emphasised that she
had guessed from “a number of signs” that “the Germans were engaged in some
shady doings”. She said that “at the close of August and during most of Septem
ber 1941 several trucks used to come practically every day to the Kose Gory”
country house and from listening to the engines she had come to the conclusion
that they had stopped in the wood for some 30–60 minutes before driving up to
the country house. “Simultaneously with the noise of the engines ceasing, single
shots would be heard” one after another “at approximately even intervals”. The
shooting would “die down and the trucks would drive up right to the country
house. German N. C. O.'s and soldiers came out of the trucks. Talking noisely
they went to wash in the bath-house after which they engaged in drunken orgies.
On these days fire was always kept burning in the bath-house stove”.
She went on to describe how on the days when the trucks had arrived, more
German soldiers had come to the country house for whom extra beds had been
put up in the soldiers’ canteen and additional meals cooked in the kitchen.
“Shortly before the trucks reached the country house armed soldiers went to the
forest, evidently to the spot where the trucks stopped, because in half an hour
they returned in these trucks, together with the soldiers who lived permanently
in the country house.”
Alexeyeva explained that she would probably not have noticed all these happen
ings had it not been for the fact that whenever many new soldiers arrived at the
country house, the Russian girls had been “driven to the kitchen if we happened
to be in the courtyard near the house; or they would not let us out of the kitchen
if we happened to be in it.”
This fact had made Alexeyeva “pay close attention to what was going on at
the country house”. She had noted these “shady doings”, and had “inferred
that the Germans brought people in the trucks to the country house and shot
them”. She had even “guessed approximately where this took place as, when
coming to and leaving the country house, I noticed freshly thrown-up earth in
several places near the road. The area of this freshly thrown-up earth increased
every day. In the course of time the earth in these spots began to look normal.”
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In answer to a question put by the Special Commission as to what kind of
people had been shot in the forest near the country house, Alexeyeva had replied
that Polish war prisoners had been shot and in confirmation of her words stated
that “there were days when no trucks arrived at the country house, but even so,
soldiers left the house for the forest whence came frequent single shots”. On
returning the soldiers “always took a bath and then drank.”
Alexeyeva said that she had on one occasion stayed behind rather later than
usual; although she had not finished the work for which she had remained behind,
she had been ordered by a German N. C. O. to leave and as usual had been
escorted back to the highway by a German soldier. After she had walked along
the highway some 150–200 metres (165-220 yds.) from the place where the road
branched off to the country house, she had seen a group of about 30 Polish war
prisoners “marching along the highway under heavy German escort”; she ex
plained to the Commission that she had known that they were Poles because
“even before the war and for some time after the Germans came I used to meet
on the highway Polish war prisoners wearing the same uniform with their char
acteristic four-cornered hats.”
The girl went on to describe how she had hidden in the bushes near the road
side and having seen the group turn towards the road leading to the country
house had waited to see what would happen. When some 20–30 minutes later
she had heard the familiar single shots “everything became clear to me and I
hurried home’”.
“I also concluded that evidently the Germans were shooting Poles not only
in the daytime, when we were working at the country house, but also at night,
in our absence. I understood this also from recalling the occasions when all
the officers and men who lived in the country house, with the exception of the
sentries, woke up late, about noon. On several occasions we guessed about
the arrival of the Poles in Kose Gory from the tense atmosphere that descended
on the country house. All the officers left the country house and only a few
sentries remained in it

,

while the Sergeant Major kept checking up on the sentries
over the telephone. . . .”

-

The statement made by Mikhailova, quoted in the report of the Special Com
mission, was identical in its context and although it was shorter, it contained
details not submitted by Alexeyeva. Mikhailova too a

t

first when “in September,
1941, shooting was heard very often in the Kose Gory forest”, had not taken any
notice o

f

the trucks, “closed a
t

the sides and on top and painted green”, which
used to drive up to the country house and which were always escorted by German
N. C. O.'s. Then she had noticed that these trucks never entered the garage
and also that they were never unloaded. “They used to come very often, espe
cially in September, 1941. Among the N. C.O.'s who always sat with the drivers,

I began to notice one tall one with a pale face and red hair. When these trucks
drove up to the country house, all the Germans, as if a

t
a command, went to the

bathhouse and bathed for a very long time after which they drank heavily in the
country house. Once this tall red-headed German got down from the truck,
went to the kitchen and asked for water. When he was drinking the water out

o
f
a glass I noticed blood on the cuff of the right sleeve on his uniform.”

According to the Report on one occasion Mikhailova and Konakhovskaya
witnessed “the shooting of two Polish war prisoners who had evidently escaped
from the Germans and had subsequently been caught”.
The passage from Mikhailova's statement, on which the Special Commission
based this conclusion was as follows:—“Once Konakhovskaya and I were at our
usual work in the kitchen when we heard a noise near the country house. On
coming out we saw two Polish war prisoners surrounded by German soldiers
who were explaining something to N. C

.

O
.

Rose. The Oberst Leutnant Arnes
came over to them and told Rose something. We hid some distance away, as

we were afraid that Rose would beat us up for being inquisitive.”
“We were discovered, however, and at a signal from Rose the mechanic Gren
ewski drove u

s into the kitchen and the Poles away from the country house. A

few minutes later we heard shots. The German soldiers and N. C. O. Rose,
who soon returned, were engaged in animated conversation. Wanting to find
out what the Germans had done to the detained Poles, Konakhovskaya and I

came out again. Arnes’ aide, who came out simultaneously with us from the
main entrance o
f

the country house, asked Rose something in German, to which
the latter answered, also in German: ‘Everything is in order. We understood
those words because the Germans often used them in their conversation. From
all that took place I concluded that these two Poles had been shot.”
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The Report added that Mikhailova's story about the shooting of the two Poles
(which can hardly be described as an eye-witness account) was supported by
similar testimony on Konakhovskaya's part.
As was stressed in the Report, each girl had kept her observations on the
subject of the “shady doings” in August and September in the country house
strictly to herself and had not discussed them with her companions, yet without
previously communicating with each other, all three of them “frightened by the
happenings at the country house decided to quit work on some convenient pre
text.” It evidently took the girls three months to find a suitable excuse for leav
ing their work during which time life at the country house seems to have been
free from “shady doings” as the Report makes no mention of any untoward
happenings during October, November and December. It merely described
how “taking advantage of the reduction of their ‘wages' from nine to three marks
a month at the beginning of January, 1942, on Mikhailova's suggestion they
did not report for work” and how on the evening of the same day “a car came
to fetch them, they were brought to the country house and locked up by way of
punishment”.
Apparently it was not until they were sitting in the cell at night that the girls
had shared their impressions as was proved by Mikhailova's statement made at
the interrogation on 24.12.1943. (At this point the Report recorded for the
first time the actual date when the testimony was given, such dates seldom
vouchsafed in the Report as a whole):
“Here for the first time we talked frankly about the happenings at the country
house. I told all I knew. It turned out that Konakhovskaya and Alexeyeva
also knew these facts but, like myself, had been afraid to discuss them. I learned
from them that it was Polish war prisoners the Germans used to shoot at Kose
Gory. Alexeyeva said that once in the Autumn of 1941, when she was going
home after work, she saw the Germans driving a large group of Polish war prisoners
into Kose Gory Forest and then she heard shooting.” (In making this statement
Mikhailova had evidently forgotten that she had according to the Report “her
self” witnessed the shooting of two Polish war prisoners and had therefore no
need to learn from Alexeyeva that Polish prisoners were shot.)
The Report further stated “that similar testimony was given by Alexeyeva and
Konakhovskaya.”
After comparing notes, Alexeyeva, Mikhailova and Konakhovskaya arrived at
“the firm conviction—that in August and September, 1941, the Germans had#! in mass shooting of Polish war prisoners at the country house in Koseory.”
In confirmation of Alexeyeva's testimony, the Report quoted a statement
made by her father, Mikhail Alexeyev, who said that “as far back as in the
Autumn of 1941, during her work at the country house” she had told him of her
observations complaining “that she was afraid to work at the country house”
and that “she did not know how to get away”. Once she had told him that “in
Kose Gory forest the Germans were shooting Poles” and he had warned her very
strongly “that she should not tell anyone else about it

,

a
s otherwise the Germans

would learn and then the whole family would suffer”.
Accepting, a

s it did, the evidence o
f Alexeyeva Mikhailova, and Konak

hovskaya, the Report failed to explain certain facts that inevitably followed from
it. This evidence pointed to a set of circumstances that did not in themselves
allow o

f

Polish prisoners o
f war having been shot in any very great number. It

would clearly have been impossible for many prisoners to have been taken to the
place o

f

execution if they had had to have been brought there, as the Report main
tained was the case, “practically every day” in “several trucks” sometimes driven
on foot in “large groups” o

f thirty men, for a period of barely one month, namely
“the end of August and most of September”.
Moreover the number o

f

German soldiers who could have been accommodated

in the canteen on the beds specially put up for the purpose could scarcely have
been sufficient to accomplish the shooting o

f

hundreds o
f prisoners daily and the

digging o
f pits for and the burial of the corpses within the “half an hour or whole

hour” during which they were reported a
s having been away in the forest.

It should be remembered, in this connection, that the Report spoke several
times o
f single shots having been heard which rules out the possibility o
f

the
prisoners having been murdered with any weapon more expeditious than a pistol.
(B) The second group of proofs supposedly proving that Polish prisoners of

war were shot in Kose Gory by the Germans in the autumn o
f 1941, consisted o
f

testimonies obtained from inhabitants o
f nearby villages. From these the Report

o
f

the Special Commission did not give any verbatim quotations but listed six
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names (adding “and others”) and stated that these people had said that “Polish
war prisoners used to be brought to Kose Gory in small groups of 20–30 men
escorted by five to seven German soldiers” and that “these witnesses also heard
shots in the forest at Kose Gory”. These general statements made incidentally,
in two cases, by witnesses whose testimonies had already appeared in the German
Amtliches Material (see above), namely, Kisselew and Krivosertsev did not
specify the date on which these small groups of Polish war prisoners had been
brought to Kose Gory, nor from where they had come and in what numbers—
and can hardly be said to have proved that the Germans executed more than 10,000
Polish officers and men in the Autumn of 1941.
(C) The Report ascribed especially “great importance in ascertaining what
took place at Kose Gory country house in the Autumn of 1941’’, to the proofs
of the third group, and in particular to the statement made by B. Bazilevsky,
Professor of Astronomy and Director of the Observatory in Smolensk. As to
Bazilevsky, Jerzy Szapiro, in the article of the Moscow-inspired “Wolna Polska”
(Free Poland) already referred to, wrote that this “former deputy of the Burgo
master Menshagin . . . who was forced by the Germans to accept this position,
subsequently went into hiding in order not to participate in the horrible crime of
the occupiers.”
He referred to him as a “typical representative of the Russian intelligentsia,
who at first believed that he would succeed in saving the innocent victims” and
said that he had exposed the “ideology of the executioners of Kose Gory and
explained in detail in what manner Commandant von Schwetz and his assistants
had committed this crime.”
Here is a summary of the evidence given by him found in the Report:
Early in September 1941 he was said to have addressed to Burgomaster
Menshagin “who enjoyed the special confidence of the German Command and in
particular of the Smolensk Kommandant von Schwetz, a request to solicit the
Kommandant von Schwetz for the liberation of the teacher Zhighlinsky from a
war prisoner camp”. The Report said that in connection with this request,
conversations had taken place between Bazilevsky and Menshagin, during which
the latter “betrayed” to the Astronomer the “secret of Katyn.” This, according
to the Report of the Special Commission, took place in the following way:—
Menshagin had informed Bazilevsky that his intervention had failed because
as Schwetz had told him, “instructions had been received from Berlin prescribing
that the strictest regime be maintained undeviatingly in regard to war prisoners
without any slackening.”
“I involuntarily retorted” Bazilevsky had testified, “‘Can anything be stricter
than the regime existing in the camp?’ Menshagin looked at me in a strange way
and bending to my ear, answered in a low voice: ‘Yes, there can be. The Russians
can at least be left to die off, but as to the Polish war prisoners, the orders say that
they are to be simply exterminated’. ‘How is that? How should it be under
stood?' I explained. ‘This should be understood literally. There is such a directive
from Berlin', answered Menshagin, and asked me for the sake of all that is Holy,
not to tell anyone about this.”
“About a fortnight after this conversation with Menshagin, when I was again
received by him, I could not keep from asking: “What news about the Poles?’
Menshagin hestitated for a little, but then answered: “Everything is over with
them. Von Schwetz told me that they had been shot somewhere near Smolensk.’
Seeing my bewilderment Menshagin warned me again about the necessity of
keeping this affair in the strictest secrecy and then started explaining to me the
German policy in this matter. He told me that the shooting of the Poles was one
link in the general chain of anti-Polish policy pursued by Germany, which became
especially marked in connection with the conclusion of the Russo-Polish Treaty”.
Bazilevsky is supposed to have had a similar conversation (on a date not
specified in the Report of the Special Commission) with the Sonderfuehrer of the
7th Department of the German Kommandantur in Smolensk, a Baltic German
named Hirschfeld. Since Hirschfeld—“spoke good Russian” there is no doubt,
that his “political” arguments had been properly understood by the Russian
Astronomer and accurately put before the Soviet Special Commission. -
“With cynical frankness Hirschfeld told me that the harmfulness and inferiority
of the Poles had been proved by history and therefore reduction of Poland's
population would fertilise the soil and make possible an extension of Germany's
living space. In this connection Hirschfeld boasted that absolutely no intel
lectuals had been left in Poland, as they had been all hanged, shot, or confined in
camps”.
Quite amazed by these revelations concerning the German policy in Poland, the
Professor of Astronomy had immediately communicated them to his colleague,
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I. Yefimov, a Professor of Physics, who—on being examined by the Special
Commission—had confirmed the fact that he had talked with Bazilevsky in the
Autumn of 1941.
Bazilevsky’s statements, which—in the opinion of the Special Commission—
were of particular importance for the elucidation of the Katyn mystery were
additionally confirmed by the documentary evidence of Menshagin's notebook
“containing 17 incomplete pages” found by the Red Army in the files of the Smol
ensk Municipal Board and in which there were various notes in his handwriting.
The authenticity of this handwriting had been confirmed not only by the testimony
of Bazilevsky “who knew Menshagin's hand well, but also by expert graphologists.
The Report of the Special Commission went on to state that “among the various
notes on economic matters (on firewood, electric power, trade, etc.)” had been a
plan for the organisation of a Jewish ghetto in Smolensk and following two entries;
“Page 10, dated 15th August, 1941, contains the following note: “All fugitive£, war prisoners are to be detained and delivered to the Commandant’s
Oiil Ce.
“Page 15 (undated) contains the entry: ‘Are there any rumours among the popu
lation concerning the shooting of Polish war prisoners in Kose Gory (for Umnov).’”
It transpired—in the opinion of the Special Commission—that “from the first
entry finally that on August 15, 1941, Polish war prisoners were still in the Smol
ensk area and secondly, that they were being arrested by the German authorities.
“The second entry was held to prove that the German Command worried by
the possibility of rumours about the crime it had committed circulating among the
civilian population, issued special instructions for the purpose of checking this
surmise”. The Report explained that Umnov, mentioned at the end of the last
entry was “the Chief of the Russian police in Smolensk during the early months of
its occupation”.

28. History of the German provocation in the Spring of 1943.
A. German search for false witnesses.—After proving that the Katyn victims had
been murdered by the Germans in the autumn of 1941, the Report of the Soviet
Special Commission proceeded to a discussion of the “German provocations in the
spring of 1943.”
The report gave the following reasons for this provocation: “In the winter of
1942–43 the general military situation changed sharply to the disadvantage of the
Germans. The military power of the Soviet Union was continually growing
stronger. The unity between the U. S. S. R. and her Allies was growing stronger.
The Germans resolved to launch a provocation, using for this purpose the crimes
they had committed in the Katyn forest, and ascribing them to the organs of the
Soviet authorities. In this way they intended to set the Russians and Poles at
loggerheads and to cover up the traces of their own crimes. A priest, Ogloblin,
of the village of Kuprino in the Smolensk district, stated:
“After the events at Stalingrad, when the Germans began to feel uncertain,
they launched this business. The people started to say that the “Germans are
trying to mend their affairs”.
With regard to the methods of provocation, the Report stated that “having
embarked on the preparation of the Katyn provocation, the Germans first set
about looking for witnesses who would, under the influence of persuasion, bribes
or threats, give the testimony which the Germans needed. The attention of the
Germans was attracted to the peasant Parfen Gavrilovitch Kisselev, born in
1870, who lived in the hamlet nearest to the house in Kose Gory.”
The Report went on to quote a very full statement made by this old man of 74,
who frequently explained that when making his depositions to the Germans (see
above page 302) he had been forced to lie, but that now he was telling the whole
truth. A concise summary of his arguments as given in the Report follows:
In the Autumn of 1941 he was said to have been summoned to report to the
Gestapo at the station of Gnozdovo, where the officer who spoke to him through
an interpreter had insisted on his giving false evidence on the subject of the
shooting of Polish officers in Kose Gory. “I answered”—Kisselev told the
Special Commission—“that I had never heard of the N. K. V. D. shooting people
at Kose Gory . . . since Kose Gory is an absolutely open and much frequented
place and if shootings had gone on there, the entire population of the neighbouring
villages would have known.”
In spite of a promise of a “big reward” and, the officer “having obstinately
insisted” that he should give false evidence, Kisselev is said to have refused the
Germans without, on this occasion incurring any evil consequences.
In February 1943, however, matters had been different. Summoned once
again to appear before the Gestapo to give evidence of the shooting of Polish
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officers by the N. K. V. D. he had refused, whereas the interpreter had picked up a
handwritten document from the table, read it out to him and ordered him to sign it

.

Kisselev said that at first he had refused, but when the interpreter had begun to

force him “by abuse and threats” and had finally shouted “either you sign it at

once o
r

we shall destroy you. Make your choice”—he, very frightened had signed
the document thinking, “that this would be the end of the matter.” "

This had in fact, not been so, because the Gestapo, he said, had forced him
subsequently to give evidence before the various delegations which had arrived

in Katyn, and especially before the “Polish delegation.” -
When brought by the Gestapo interpreter, before the “Polish Delegation” he
was alleged to have forgotten the contents o

f

the protocol he had signed for the
Gestapo, to have got mixed up in his answers and to have finally refused to speak,
saying “I know nothing about the shooting of Polish officers”.
“The German officer got very angry”—Kisselev stated before the Special
Commission-‘‘and the interpreter roughly dragged me away from the ‘delega
tion’ and chased me off.” In consequence, he had been arrested and taken
by car to the Smolensk prison, where, for six weeks he had been “beaten more
than questioned”. He is reported to have said that a

s
a result o
f

this treatment—

“I lost all my strength, my hearing became poor, and I could not move my right
arm”. Nevertheless a

s

he had persisted in refusing to bear false witness in favour

o
f

the Germans, the German officer had summoned him and told him: “You see
the consequences o

f your obstinacy, Kisselev. We have decided to execute you.

In the morning we shall take you to Katyn Forest and hang you.”

The old man a
s
a consequence o
f

this threat and further beatings with rubber
clubs by soldiers broke down and “agreed to appear publicly with a fallacious tale
about shooting o

f

Poles by Bolsheviks.”
He said that on each occasion before being taken to the graves his Gestapo
interpreter “used to come to my house, call me out into the yard, take me aside
to make sure that no one would hear, and for half and hour make me memorise
by heart everything he would have to say about the alleged shooting o

f

the
Polish officers by the N. K. V. D., in 1940.” At the end of his diposition Kisselev
told how on one occasion he had been taken by surprise by an unexpected question,
and forgetting to lie, had given a “true” answer. Finally he begged the Special
Commission to believe him that “all the time I felt pangs of conscience as I knew
that in reality the Polish officers had been shot by the Germans in 1941. I had

1 The document signed by Kisselev in the German Commandant’s Office was worded—according to his
testimony before the Special Commission, a
s

follows: “I, Kisselev, resident of a hamlet in the Kose Gory
area, personally witnessed the shooting o

f

Polish officers by staff members o
f

the N. K. V
.

D. in 1940.” The
text o

f

this deposition however was couched in quite different terms from the one published by the Germans
above his signature. (see p

.

302).
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no other choice, as I was constantly threatened with the repetition of my arrest
and torture.” -

Kisselev's testimony, quoted above, was confirmed before the Special Com
mission by his wife, his son and a tenant and was supported by the protocol of a
medical examination which had established “injury to shoulder and considerable
impairment of hearing.”
After having secured the “testimony” of Kisselev, the Germans in their search
for further “witnesses” had according to the Soviet freport turned their attention
to railway workers at the Gnezdovo station.
The Report of the Special Commission admitted that it was the station at which
Polish war prisoners had arrived in the spring of 1940. The Germans had
evidently wanted to obtain corresponding testimony from the railwaymen. For
this purpose “in spring 1943, the Germans summoned to the Gestapo the ex
stationmaster of Gnezdovo station, Ivanov, the stationmaster on duty, Sav
vateyev and others.”
Ivanov, born in 1882, had told the Soviet authorities that he had been inter
rogated in March 1943 by a German officer in the presence of an interpreter.
When he had pointed out that the shooting by the N. K. V. D. in 1940 of Polish
officers, who had arrived at the Gnezdovo station in the Spring of that year,
could not have taken place, as he had himself come across them, working on road
construction in 1940–41, up to the time of the capture of Smolensk by the Germans,
the German officer at first tried to persuade him to give false evidence promising
“to provide for his material needs” and had then threatened him with torture and
shooting. In view, however, of his steadfast bearing the Germans had given up
the idea of making use of him and had limited themselves to forcing him to sign
a protcol in German which had not, contained any false testimony. When he
had insisted that a Russian translation should be appened to the German original
“the officer finally went beside himself with fury, beat me up with a rubber club
and drove me off the premises.”
Savvateyev, born in 1880, is alleged to have had a similar difference of opinion
with a German officer on the subject of a “short protocol” which he had not under
stood. At first he had refused to sign it

,

but when the interpreter “seized a .

rubber club hanging on the wall and made to strike me”, he had signed the
protocol shoved a

t

him and, on leaving, had been told by the interpreter not to
divulge anything to anyone, a

s otherwise, he would be shot.
The Report of the Special Commission stated further that the search for
“witnesses” had not been limited to the above-mentioned persons. The Germans
had striven “persistently to locate former employees o

f

the N. K. V
.

D. and
extort from them the false testimony which the Germans needed.”
“Having chanced to arrest Ignatyuk, formerly a labourer in the garage of the
Smolesnk Regional Administration o

f

the N. K. V. D. the Germans stubbornly,
by threats and beatings, tried to extort from him testimony that he had been

a car driver and not merely a labourer in the garage, and had himself driven Polish
war prisoners to the shooting site.”

In the statement subsequently made to the Soviet authorities Ignatyuk, born

in 1903, had said that during his first examination “by the Chief of the German
police, Alferchik”, he had refused to testify that he had been employed in the
garage o

f

the N. K. V
.

D. not only a
s

labourer but also as driver: “Alferchik was
greatly irritated . . . and he and his aide, whom he called George, tied up my
head and mouth with some rag, removed my trousers, laid me on a table and
began to beat me with rubber clubs.”
In return for giving false evidence to the effect that he had been present as a

driver during the shooting o
f

Polish officers in 1940, Alferchik had promised
Ignatyuk to liberate him from prison and get him a job with the police where he
would be given good living conditions—threatening otherwise to shoot him. As
the witness again refused, h

e had been beaten up once more and sent to the
Gestapo which had also demanded that he should give false evidence about
the shooting o

f

the Polish officers. The Report of the Special Commission did
not say however how Ignatyuk's encounter with the Gestapo ended.
The search instituted by the Soviet authorities for other witnesses examined
by the Germans in the Katyn affair did not yield any positive results, because
according to the report o
f

the Special Commission—Godunov (alias Godesov)
and Silversov had died in 1943 before the liberation o
f

the Smolensk region by the
Red Army and Andrevev, Zhigulev and Krivosertsey had “left with the Germans

o
r perhaps were forcibly abducted by them”. (The report of the Commission
did not mention the fact that the two last mentioned men were members of the
German Ordnungswacht).
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Only Matvey Zakharov, the coupler at Smolensk station “was located and
examined by the Special Commission.” He related that when at the beginning of
1943 he had been summoned to the Gestapo he had told them that he had not
known the destination of the cars loaded with Polish war pri oners which had passed
through Smolensk and that the officer of the Gestapo had taken “a rubber club
and began to beat me up.” Then the same officer, assisted by the interpreter,
had laid him on a bench and had beaten him until he had fainted.
His testimony continued:—
“When I came to, the officer demanded that I sign a protocol of the examina
tion. I had lost courage as a result of the beating and threats of shooting, so I£ false evidence and signed the protocol”. He had then been released by theStapo.
Several days afterwards he had again been summoned to the Gestapo in order
to confirm his testimony in the presence of a German General. The interpreter
had warned him en route that if he refused to confirm his testimony he would
have a much worse experience than he had had on his first visit to the Gestapo,
so fearing a repetition of the torture, he had, when asked confirmed it

.

Then the
interpreter had ordered him to raise his right hand and told him that he had
“taken an oath and could go home.” (See page 304, German data concerning
Sakharov’s depositions).
At the end of the chapter dealing with the German search for false witnesses
the Report o

f

the Special Commission stated that: “the Germans used persua
sion, threats and torture in trying to obtain the testimony they needed, for ex
ample, from Kaverznev, former deputy chief o

f

the Smolensk prison, and Kovalev,
former staff member o

f

the same prison. Since the search for the required num
ber o

f

witnesses failed to yield any success the Germans posted up in Smolensk
city and the neighbouring villages a handbill summoning the population to come
forward a

s witnesses in the case o
f

the Katyn murders and promising rewards for
any information supplied in the matter.” |

The Report quoted the text of this handbill and attached great importance to

it as a proof that the Germans had paid for false evidence.
B. Removal from the Katyn Graves o

f

material compromising the Germans.—
After thus describing the German methods of securing false witnesses, the Report
of the Special Commission passed on to show just how the Germans succeeded in

removing from the Katyn graves the greater part o
f any material evidence which

might have destroyed their case. The investigations o
f

the Soviet Special Com
mission had established that before the official disclosure in April 1943 of the
existence o

f

the graves o
f

Polish officers in Katyn, the Germans, in March of that
year, had secretly opened these graves and had searched the bodies, removing
from them all documents dated later than April 1940, i. e., “the time when ac
cording to the German provocational version, the Poles were shot by the Bolshe
viks”. In order to carry out in one month this huge task of exhuming some
11,000 bodies (this figure was mentioned en passant once only in the Report),
making a detailed search, re-burying them and restoring the graves to their orig
inal state and appearance—the Special Commission affirmed that the Germans
had employed 500 specially selected Russian prisoners o

f war, who had been shot
after the completion o

f

their task.
Stating that “the Special Commission disposes o

f

numerous depositions o
f wit

nesses in the matter” the report quoted the testimonies o
f

seven persons from
among the medical personnel o

f

the former Smolensk prisoner o
f

war Camp No.
126 and o

f
a certain Alexandra Moskovskaya, who on 5.10.1943 “filed an applica

tion to the Extraordinary Committee for the investigation o
f

Atrocities per
petrated by the German Invaders requesting them to summon her to give im
portant evidence.”
The fragments of statements made by two doctors, Chizhov and Khmurov,
quoted in the Report o

f

the Special Commission, established that “just about the
beginning o

f March 1943 several groups of the physically stronger war prisoners,
totalling about 500, were sent from the Smolensk Camp No. 126, ostensibly for
trench work. None o

f

these prisoners ever returned to the camp.”
Identical evidence was alleged to have been submitted by two nurses and three
other witnesses, whose names are mentioned in the Report, but whose statements
were not quoted.
These despositions concerning the removal o
f

500 Russians P
.

O
.

W.'s would
not o
f

themselves have been o
f any significance in the Katyn affair, were it not
for the additional light thrown upon them by the statement of the witness Mos
kovskaya. Strange though it may seem, it appears from her statements given

in the official Report o
f

the Soviet Special Commission that she had learned in
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some unspecified manner in MARCH 1943 of events which took place in APRIL
of that same year—but nevertheless the Special Commission held that her testi
money “made it clear where the 500 war prisoners from camp 126 were actually
sent.”
Moskovskaya, born in 1922, was said to have been living during the German
occupation “on the outskirts of Smolensk” and to have been working “in the
kitchen of a German military unit.” Having been summoned, as a result of her
own application, “she told the Special Commission that before leaving for work
in March 1943, when she went to fetch firewood from her shed in the yard on the
banks of the Dnieper, she discovered there an unknown person who proved to be
a Russian prisoner of war.”
The following paragraphs are taken verbatim from the Report:—“From con
versation with him I learned that his name was Nikolai Yegorov, a native of
Leningrad. Since the end of 1941 he had been in the German camp no. 126 for
war prisoners in the town of Smolensk. At the beginning of March 1943, he was
sent with a column of several hundred war prisoners from the camp to Katyn
forest. There they, including Yegorov, were compelled to dig up graves con
taining bodies in the uniforms of Polish officers, drag these bodies out of the
graves and take out of their pockets documents, letters, photographs, and all
Other articles.
“The Germans gave the strictest orders that nothing be left in the pockets on
the bodies. Two war prisoners were shot because after they had searched some
of the bodies, a German officer discovered some papers on these bodies.
“Articles, documents and letters extracted from the clothing on the bodies were
examined by the German officers, who then compelled the prisoners to put part
of the papers back into the pockets on the bodies, while the rest was flung on a
heap of articles and documents they had extracted and later burned.
“Besides this, the Germans made the prisoners put into the pockets of the
Polish officers some papers which they took from the cases or suitcases (I don’t
remember exactly) which they had brought along. All the war prisoners lived
in Katyn forest in dreadful conditions under th open sky and were extremely
strongly guarded. At the beginning of April 1943, all the work planned by the
Germans was apparently completed, as for three days not one of the war prisoners
had to do any work . . .”
Moskovskaya went on to say that when suddenly at night all of these prisoners
had been awakened and led somewhere under strengthened guard, Yegorov,
sensing something was wrong, had begun to watch very closely everything that
was happening. His fears had proved well founded. They had been marched
for three or four hours in an unknown direction, stopped in the forest at a pit in a
clearing and the Germans had begun to shoot them. The war prisoners grew
agitated and restless and Yegorov had taken advantage of the confusion and had
run away “into the dark forest, hearing shouts and firing.”
“After hearing this terrible story, which is engraved in my memory for the rest
of my life,” continued Moskovskaya’s testimony—“I became very sorry for
Yegorov, and told him to come to my room, get warm and hide at my place until
he had regained his strength.” Yegorov, however, refused. In spite of the
exhaustion caused by long imprisonment at the camp and the starvation of the
last days, he said that “no matter what happened he was going away that very
night, and intended to try to get through the front line to the Red Army.”
Unable for the time being to carry out his patriotic plan owing to lack of strength,
Yegorov had remained in the shed, until the day when “he is alleged to have been
found and taken away by the German police. In connection with the finding of
an escaped Soviet prisoner of war in her shed, Moskovskaya had been summoned
to the Gestapo but had stoutly denied knowing anything about him. Since,
“prisoner Yegorov evidently had not incriminated Moskovskaya, she was let out
by the Gestapo” and this made it possible for her to make her sensational state
ments before the Soviet Special Commission several months later.
C. The bringing of the bodies to Katyn by the Germans.—Thanks to Moskovskaya's
testimony it became clear why, during the period of the German “Katyn provoca
tion,” no one among the neutral doctors and journalists present at the place of
exhumation or in the professional team of the Polish Red Cross which had obvi
ously been most active in the exhumation work, had succeeded in finding any
traces of a document dated later than the first days of May 1940. The Special

£ion owed it to the same witness that other possible doubts could also beremoved.

As has already been noted (see page 367–73) the way in which murder of the
Polish prisoners of war in the Katyn forest in August and September 1941, as
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established by the Special Commission on the basis of statements made by wit
nesses Alexeyeva, Mikhailova and Konakhovskaya were carried out, gave rise to
serious doubts as to the possibility of the Germans being able to murder such a.
large number of people in so short a time. These doubts were removed by the
Special Commission having established “that at the time of the German provoca
tion” the graves at Katyn contained not only bodies of persons murdered in the
Katyn forest in August and September 1941 but, in addition, other bodies which
had been brought in large numbers to these graves in March 1943.
Proof of this fact was given to the Special Commission in the statement made
by Moskovskaya. The Report of the Special Commission, told how the escaped
prisoner Yegorov, before being re-captured by the German police, had had time
to tell Moskovskaya not only his personal history but also to inform her “that as
well as excavating bodies in Katyn Forest the war prisoners were used to bring
bodies to the Katyn Forest from other places. The bodies so brought were
thrown into pits along with the bodies that had been dug up earlier.
This part of Moskovskaya's statement was confirmed also by the testimony of
engineer mechanic K. S. Sukhachev, born in 1912, who, like Moskovskaya, had
filed a request to be allowed to testify before the Special Commission. It appeared
from his statement that when working in the municipal mill in Smolensk during
the German occupation he had gone into the country one night in the second half
of March 1943 to fetch foodstuffs. On the Smolensk–Vitebsk highway his truck
had collided with another lorry, which, as a result of the collision “had landed in
a ditch.” When Sukhachev, with his own driver, had run to the overturned
truck, they had been met by “heavy stench of putrifying flesh coming evidently
from the truck.”
“On coming nearer”—said Sukhachev—“I saw that the truck was carrying a
load covered with tarpaulin and tied up with ropes. The ropes had snapped with
the impact, and part of the load had fallen out on the slope. This was a horrible
load—human bodies dressed in military uniforms. As far as I can remember there
were some six or seven men near the truck: one German driver, two Germans
armed with tommy-guns—the rest were Russian war prisoners, as they spoke
Russian and were dressed accordingly.”
“The Germans began to abuse my driver and then made some attempts to right
the truck. In about two minutes time two more trucks drove up to the place of
the accident and pulled up. A groups of Germans and Russian war prisoners,
about ten men in all, came up to us from these trucks . . . By joint efforts we
began to raise the truck. Taking advantage of an opportune moment I asked one
of the Russians war prisoners in a low voice: “What is it?” He answered very
quickly: “For many nights already we have been carrying bodies to Katyn Forest.”
“Before the overturned truck had been raised a German N. C. O. came up to me
and my driver and ordered us to proceed immediately. As no serious damage had
been done to our truck, the driver steered it a little to one side and got on to the
highway, and we went on. When we were passing the two covered trucks which
had come up later I again smelled the horrible stench of dead bodies.”
Sukhachev's testimony was confirmed by those of Vladimir Yegorov and Frol
Maximovitch Yakovlev–Sokolov, both of whom had been serving in the police
during the German occupation, the first as a policeman and second as chief of the
Police of Katyn.
According to the statements of Yegorov, which the report of the Special Com
mission summarizes, he had, while guarding a bridge at the crossing of the Moscow
Minsk and Smolensk-Vitebsk highways at the end of March and the beginning of
April 1943, seen on several occasions at night large trucks covered with tarpaulins,
from which rose “a heavy stench of dead flesh.” When he had reported his obser
vations to his chief he had been advised “to hold his tongue” and told: “this does
not concern us. We have no business to be mixing in German affairs.”
* Yakovlev-Sokolov, born in 1896, also said that he had seen early in April 1943
“four tarpaulin-covered trucks passing along the highway to Katyn forest.
Several men armed with tommy guns and rifles rode in them. An acrid stench of
flesh came from these trucks”.
“From the above testimony” said the report of the Special Commission
“it can be concluded with all claritv that the Germans shot Poles in other places
too. In bringing the bodies to the Katyn forest they pursued a triple object:
“1. to destroy the traces of their own crimes; -->

“2. to ascribe their own crimes to the Soviet Government;
“3. to increase the number of ‘victims of Bolshevism’ in the Katyn Forest
graves.” -
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29. The reaction of the local population to the German “Katyn provocation.”
The Report stated that after completing all the preparatory work on the Katyn
graves the German had launched “a wide campaign in the Press and over the radio
in an attempt to ascribe to the Soveit Power atrocities they themselves had com
mitted against Polish war prisoners. As one method of provocational agitation,
the Germans arranged visits to the Katyn graves by residents of Smolensk and its
suburbs as well as ‘delegations from countries occupied by the Germans invaders
of their vassals.”
The Special Commission did not fail to interrogate a number of persons who
had taken part in the “excursions” to the Katyn Graves. All of them had agreed,
allegedly, that the clothing of the bodies, the metal parts of the clothing, the foot
wear, as well as the bodies themselves had been in a good state bf preservation.
The Report of the Special Commission quoted an excerpt from a statement
made by a specially qualified witness, former Medico-Legal Expert in Smolensk,
a pathologist, Zhukov, who confirmed that “the clothing of the bodies, particularly
the greatcoats, boots and belts, were in a good state of preservation. The metal
parts of the clothing-belt buckles, hooks and spikes on shoe soles etc.—were not
heavily rusted, and in some cases the metal still retained its polish. Sections of
the skin of the bodies which could be seen—faces, necks, arms—were chiefly a
dirty green color, and in some cases dirty brown, but there was no complete
disintegration of the tissues, no putrefaction. In some cases bared tendons of
whitish color and parts of muscles could be seen.
“While I was at the excavations people were at work sorting and extracting
bodies at the bottom of a big pit. For this purpose they used spades and other
tools, and also took hold of bodies with their hands and dragged them from place
to place by the arms, the legs, or the clothing. ... I did not see a single case of bodies
falling apart or of any member being torn off.”
Taking into consideration all these direct observations the expert Soviet doctor
visiting the Katyn graves had reached the conclusion that “the mass shooting o

f

the Poles had taken place about a year and a half ago, and could have occurred in

the Autumn of 1941 or in the Spring of 1942. As a result of my visit to the exca
vation site I became firmly convinced that a monstrous crime had been committed
by the Germans.”
While not doubting this expert opinion, one may be allowed to express astonish
ment that he made no mention o

f

those bodies in the Katyn graves which had been
added later, in fact barely a few weeks prior to their “official” discovery, when—
according to the Report o

f

the Soviet Commission, they had been brought by
trucks from other places.
Being present when the graves were opened “in April 1943,” a pathologist and
medico-legal expert could hardly have failed to notice that they contained bodies
which had not been originally buried in them, but had been added a

t
a later date.

Neither could he have passed this observation over in silence when making his
deposition to the Special Commission.
“The excursions’ ”,-said the last chapter of the Report of the Special Com
mission—“organised by the Germans failed to achieve their aim. All who visited
the graves saw for themselves that they were confronted with the crudest and
most obvious German-Fascist frame-up. The Germans authorities accordingly
took steps to make the doubters keep quiet. The Special Commission heard the
testimony o

f
a great number o
f

witnesses who related how the German authorities
persecuted those who doubted o

r

disbelieved the provocation. These doubters
were discharged from work, arrested, threatened with shooting.
“The Commission established that in two cases people were shot for failure

to ‘hold their tongues'. Such reprisals were taken against the former German
policeman Zagainev and against Yegorov, who worked on the excavation o

f the
graves in Katyn Forest.”
After mentioning two names o

f

witnesses who had made statements concerning
the German persecution o

f people who expressed their doubts after visiting the
graves in the Katyn Forest, the Report quoted an excerpt from a statement made
by Yakovlev-Sokolov, former Chief of the Katyn Police during the German occu
pation. This man testified that owing to the reaction of the local population
after visiting the graves “a situation arose which caused serious alarm in the
German Commandant's Office, and the police organs in the periphery were given
urgent instruction to nip in the bud all harmful talk at any price, and arrest all
persons who expressed disbelief in the “Katyn Affair'.”
The witness said that he had himself, as Chief of the police in the execution o

f

these German instructions “ordered the police to detain and bring to the police
station anyone who expressed disbelief o

r

doubted the truth of German reports



THE KATYN FOREST MASSACRE 1779

about the shooting of Polish war prisoners by the Bolsheviks.” Now, however,
Soviet authority, having been restored, he was able to confess sincerely that
“in fulfilling these instructions of the German authorities I clearly acted against
my conscience, as I myself was certain that the “Katyn Affair' was a German
frame-up. I became finally convinced of that when I myself made an “excursion’
to Katyn Forest.”
The Report continued:
“Seeing that the Summer of 1943 ‘excursions of the local population to the
Katyn graves did not achieve their purpose, the German excavation authorities
ordered the graves to be filled in. Before their retreat from Smolensk they began
hastily to cover up the traces of their crimes. The country house occupied by
the ‘H. Q. of the 537th Building Battalion’ was burned to the ground.”
It said that the Germans had searched for other witnesses—who had subse
quently testified to the Soviet Special Commission—but that they had failed to
catch them. “The German-Fascist invaders did not succeed in covering up the
traces of or concealing their crime'—concludes the Report of the Special£
mission. The genuine depositions of witnesses who escaped the Germans, the
medico-legal experts' investigation, the fresh exhumation of the bodies and other
proofs accumulated by the Soviet Special Commission, permitted the Russians
to establish the Soviet “truth about Katyn”. They “proved irrefutably that
the Polish war prisoners were shot by the Germans themselves.”

30. Soviet Medico-Legal Experts' Investigation.

The protocol of the Soviet Medico-Legal Experts' Investigation, attached to
the report of the Special Commission, established that the exhumation and medico
legal examination of the Katyn bodies carried out by the above-mentioned experts
(See page 345–6) took place in the Katyn forest in the period 16th-23rd January,
1944, with the aim of discovering:

a. the identity of the dead,
b. causes of death,
c. time of burial.

On the basis of the results of the medico-legal examination of the bodies the
Commission of medico-legal experts arrived at the following conclusions:
1. that victims were mostly Polish war prisoners; the number of bodies in
civilian clothing, in relation to the total number of bodies examined, was insigni
ficant, in all two out of 925 exhumed bodies;

-

2. that the clothing on the bodies of the war prisoners showed that they were
officers, and included some privates of the Polish Forces. The ratio of officers'
bodies to the bodies of privates was not given;
3. that the fabric of the clothes, especially of greatcoats, uniforms, trousers and
tunics, was in a good state of preservation and could “be torn off with the hands
only with great difficulty”."
4. that the condition of the clothes on the bodies—namely the fact that uni
form jackets, shirts, belts, trousers and underwear were buttoned up, boots or
shoes were on the feet, scarves and ties tied round the necks, suspenders attached,
shirts tucked in, testified that no external examination of the bodies and extremi
ties of the bodies had been effected previously.
5. that although on the whole the clothing on the bodies bore traces of them
having been searched, (slit pockets, turned and torn pockets, etc.) yet “in some
cases whole pockets were found during examination of the clothing, scraps of news
papers, prayer books, pocket books, postage stamps, postcards and letters, receipts,
notes and other documents, as weliss articles of value (a gold nugget, dollars).
Pipes, pocket knives, cigarette papers, handkerchiefs and other articles were
found in these pockets as well as in the turned-out and torn pockets, under the
lining in the belts of the coats, in footwear and socks.”
The Soviet Commission of Experts found that the fact that valuable articles
and documents were found on the bodies proves “that the German-Fascist author
ities who undertook “a search of the bodies in the Spring-Summer season of 1943,
did not do it thoroughly.”
It should be emphasised that the Soviet medico-legal expert did not take into
consideration the fact that according to the Report—the Katyn bodies had been
searched, prior to their exhumation in January 1944, not once, but twice; the
first time in March# and the second time in April and May 1943.
1This statement of the Soviet Experts' Commission is interesting if we remember that, according to the
Russian version, Polish officers were taken to three “special” camps near Smolensk in April 1940where they
were supported to have been working on road construction until September 1941. As a result of heavy man
ual labour, their uniforms must have undergone extensive wear and the fabric would not therefore have been
well preserved. -
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The first search was supposed to have been carried out by Soviet prisoners of
war under the supervision of German officers. We have no data concerning this
search. From the report of the Soviet Special Commission we only learn that it
took about a month, that it was carried out, by 500 specially selected diggers,
who had been given very strict instructions to search thoroughly the bodies.
The second search—as described in German “Amtlichex Material”—was at
first carried out by Russian civilian workers under the supervision of German
authorities, and subsequently under the supervision and with the participation of
the professional team of the Polish Red Cross. It was carried out systematically,
as testified to by the comparatively slow rate of exhumation and inspection of the
seven Katyn graves. The inspection lasted for 68 days with a maximum daily
exhumation and inspection of 100-120 bodies and a daily average of 61 bodies
(see above, page 312).
The articles found during the second search had been carefully listed and placed
in special bags provided with the file numbers of the bodies. The articles found
during the exhumation of the bodies in April–May 1943 were inspected by thous
ands of people and photographs of many of them circulated all over the world.
The German Amtliches Material, which published lists of the bodies found in
Katyn, some 70 per cent of which were identified, appended lists of articles found
on each body.
The exhumation carried out by the Soviet authorities in January 1944, and the
search and medico-legal examinations of the bodies lasted for eight days. 925
bodies were exhumed—i. e. the daily average was 115. Considering that the
Soviet exhumation took place in conditions far less favourable than those of the
German exhumation (frozen ground, much shorter days, wintery weather) it must
be agreed that the daily average achieved by them (115) which equals, or even
exceeds the Germany daily maximum (100-120) was very high indeed. The
speed with which the bodies were inspected must have been much greater than
in April–May 1943. Obviously the technique of exhumation is far from easy and
requires extensive experience and skill. In principle failure to detect small
articles, especially when deeply hidden in the clothing of the bodies was quite pos
sible and even likely, especially during the first stages of exhumation, before the
personnel engaged in this task had acquired experience and practice.
Yet it appears from the official and unofficial data that during the Soviet inspec
tion and examination not only numerous small articles but very many things
including easily detectable articles, such as gold nuggets, gold dollars, penknives,£ prayer books and even—as described by the special correspondent of theoscow-inspired “Wolna Polska”—medals and regimental colours were found on
the bodies."
The failure to detect such articles during two examinations which lasted at least
68 days and (i

f

we count the “unofficial examination” disclosed by the Soviet
Report) possibly three months, would show inexcusable and, with regard to the
professional team o

f

the Polish Red Cross, most improbable carelessness on the
part o

f

the persons carrying out the examination. The material and documentary
value o

f

the articles found during the eight days o
f

the Soviet examination would
prove on the contrary, not only the extraordinary scrupulousness o

f

the persons
carrying out the search, but also their unusual skill in this kind of work—or pos
sibly—their extraordinary luck. It should be emphasized that all the written
documents listed in the appendix to the report o

f

the Soviet Special Commission
which proved “irrefutably” that the Katyn murders took place after June 1941,
were found on the first hundred bodies exhumed by Soviet officials. No. 101 is the
highest file number of the bodies mentioned in this list.
either the Report o

f

the Special Commission nor the Protocol o
f

the Medico
Legal Experts' examination disclosed what method the Soviet authorities had
used in the exhumation and search of the bodies. We do not know, either, whether
and to what extent the bodies were identified. Nor do we know to what the file
numbers o

f

the bodies mentioned above, referred.

. The Soviet authorities did not publish either a list of the exhumed bodies, or a

complete inventory o
f

all documents and articles found on them, during the
Soviet examination, nor indeed the name o

f
a single exhumed and identified body.

The fact that they gave several file numbers of the bodies, on which especially
important documents were found, does not permit us to identify these bodies or

to relate in any way whatever the documents found on them by the Russians to
the articles and written documents which had been removed from them by the
Germans during the search.

1 “One of them, wearing a Colonel’s uniform with Polish medals; on another his regimental stnadard
that of an artillery regiment-was found hidden on his breast.” (See Wolna Polska No. 5/45dated 1.2.1944).
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6. very small proportion of the bodies (20 out of 925) had the hands tied behind
the back with woven cords.
7. that the lack of incisions on the skin of the head, breast or abdomens of
most of the bodies proves that the Germans had carried out no medical-legal
examinations of the “bodies”. Out of 925 exhumed bodies incisions were found
only on three bodies.
8. that detailed examination of the bodies proves the existence of bullet wounds
on the head and neck, combined in four cases with injury to the bones of the
cranium caused by a blunt hard heavy object; the entry orifices of the bullets led
the Commission to conclude that the victims had been shot with fire arms, mostly
of the 7.65 calibre, and to a smaller extent, with 9 mm. calibre; “the shots were
fired from behind with the head bent forwards . . . The injuries inflicted by a
blunt, hard heavy object found on the parietal bones of the cranium were con£ith the bullet wounds of the head, and were not in themselves the causeOf death.
These last three conclusions of the Soviet Expert Commission agreed in general
with the facts as presented in the German Amtliches Material.
9. That a medico-legal examination of the bodies showed that they were not
in a condition of decomposition but in the initial phase of desiccation and of
formation of adipocere. Formation of adipocere was in an advanced phase in
the bodies at the bottom of the graves. The limbs, trunks and internal organs
had preserved their structure and almost normal colour and the brain its charac
teristic structural peculiarities.
10. That the properties of the soil in the place of discovery were of significance
in the preservation of the bodies. As a result of the opening of the graves and the
exposure of the bodies to the action of the warmth and moisture in the late Summer
of 1943 a vigorous progress of decay could have resulted. But the good state of
preservation of the muscles and internal organs as well as of the clothes gave
grounds for affirming that the bodies had not remained in the earth for long.
Since it was believed that many of the bodies had been brought from elsewhere
and put into the graves only nine months before to be subsequently exhumed and
reburied by the Germans, the significance of the properties of the soil in the place
of discovery can not have been so great as at first believed." Moreover themedico
legal experts gave no explanation of why the action on them of warmth and
moisture should have been so unusually mild.
11. That a comparison of the condition of the bodies in the grave on the
territory of “Kose Gory” with the conditions of the bodies in the burial places in
Smolensk and its environs admitted of the conclusion that the bodies of the
Polish war prisoners had been buried at Kose Gory two years before, and that
this was completely corroborated by the documents found in the clothes on the
bodies. “Some of the documents found contain data referring to the period
between November 12th 1940 and June 20th 1941.” These documents which
had not apparently had to be specially treated before becoming decipherable,
proved to the satisfaction of the Commission that the victims had been alive at
the outbreak of the Soviet-German war.
In their summing up of all this evidence the Commission of medico-legal experts
concluded that the Polish war prisoners had been killed by shooting “about two
years ago, i.e. between September and December of 1941.”
It is rather surprising that the medico-legal experts made no mention either
in the Protocol of their investigation or in the conclusion, based on the results of
their expert examination of the bodies, of the total number of bodies found at
“Kose Gory”, especially in view of the fact that the Introduction to the Report
as# indicated, that, the number as “calculated by the medico-legal experts
1S 11,UUU.

31. Documents found on the bodies.
In the Report the signatures of the medico-legal experts were placed at the
end of their Conclusions and after them the Report listed the documents found
by them on the bodies, which it considered were deserving of “special attention”.
Of these there were nine in all, found on six bodies which were not identified
by the Commission but only numbered.
By a strange coincidence although in all 925 bodies had been exhumed, according
to the Report, the body bearing the highest number on which such documents
had been found was No. 101. It may of course have been the case that all the
1These bodies having already been in a sufficiently advanced state of decay to give forth “a heavy stench
of putrifying flesh”, in March. (See above).
93744–52-pt. 6-11
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important documents from the Commissions point of view had been found in the
hundred or so bodies lying in the upper layers of the graves.
These revealing documents were not listed in the Report in any particular
order nor were they given as one might have expected, in the order of the numbers
of the bodies on which they were found. Those body numbers were not listed
in numerical order and, where more than one document had been found on the
same body, it was listed as a separate item and not grouped with the other docu
ments from the body, so that the same body number appeared several times in
the list. This arrangement naturally makes the analysis of the documents
unnecessarily difficult.
The analysis however, of the contents of the documents as given in the Report
is very interesting. They fall into three groups:—

1. Letters.
2. Receipts.
3. An ikon.

1. Three letters were said to have been found:
a. A postcard stamped at Tarnopol on November 12th, 1940, bearing no text
or address (“written text and address are discoloured.”) Found on body No. 4.
b. A letter from Warsaw dated September 12th, 1940, addressed to the Central
War Prisoners Bureau of the Red Cross, Moscow, and written by the wife of
one Tomasz Zigon, enquiring after his whereabouts. This letter bore the stamp
of Central Post Office, Moscow and an anonymous inscription in Russian: “Ascer
tain and forward for delivery, November 15th. 1940.” Found on body No. 92.
c. An unmailed post card addressed to Warsaw by one Stanislaw Kuczinski
and dated June 20th, 1941. Found on body No. 53.
2. Five receipts were found made out to two people and given by the Soviet
Authorities.
a. Three were made out to one Araszkevicz. The first dated 16th December,
1939 for a gold watch, had been issued at Starobielsk camp. On the back it bore
a note dated 25th March, 1941, stating that the watch had been sold to the
Jewellery Trading Trust. It was not said whether this note had been signed.
The second was dated 6th April, 1941, issued at Camp 1, O. M., for an unknown
sum of roubles. (In the Edition of the Report published in Polish the sum is
given as 226 roubles).
The third was dated May 5th, 1941, issued at camp 1, O. M. for 102 roubles.
All three documents said to have been found on the same body, No. 46, were
numbered on the list given in the Report as 4, 6 & 7.
b. Two receipts said to have been found on body No. 101 were made out to one
Lewandowski. The first dated 19th December, 1939, issued at Kozielsk camp,
was for a gold watch and bore a similar inscription on the back about the watch,
having been sold to the Jewellery Trading Trust dated 14th March, 1941.
The second issued at camp, 1 O. N. on 15th May, 1941, was made out for 175
roubles. On the list these documents were numbered 3 and 8.
3. The paper “ikon”.
The paper “ikon”, with the image of Christ was said to have been found on
body No. 71. This body was not identified in the Report, although care was
taken to point out that the picture was found “between pages 144 and 145 of a
Catholic prayer book.” This “ikon” was said to have borne the inscription
“Jadwiga” and the date 4th April, 1941. This date found on the paper “ikon”
unrelated to anything except a womans name and therefore establishing nothing
as to the date of death of the owner, hardly seems to have deserved the “special
attention” accorded to it by the Commission.
In considering the list of documents as a whole, the following reflections sprin
to mind. The Soviet reaction to the Katyn Revelations was much£
from first to last with the documents found on the bodies in the graves. Very
early on they asserted that the documents which the Germans declared had been
found in the graves had, in reality, been taken from the archives of the Gestapo
and placed on the bodies by the Germans themselves.
The same accusation was brought against the Germans in the report of the
Special Commission, namely in the testimony of Moskovskaya when she related
how Yegorev had told her that “the Germans made the prisoners put into the
pockets of the Polish officers some papers which they took from cases and suit
cases (I don’t remember exactly) which they had brought along.”
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By giving so much prominence to the whole question of the documents found
with the bodies, and stressing their belief that they had been planted by the
Germans, the Russians to some extent, laid themselves open to the possibility of
similar accusations being brought against themselves. In this connection it might
well be pointed out that the documents found in the Spring of 1943 and inspected
by the Polish professional team, the “International Commission” and many
journalists and visitors, were mostly personal papers, photographs of which were
published throughout the world. Those described by the Russian medico-legal
experts were in no case personal documents and all but one (the “ikon”) had either
been issued by the Russian authorities themselves or had passed through their
hands. They were moreover only made known to the public by the vague des
-cription of them found in the Report itself.

.32. Final conclusions of Special Soviet Commission.
At the end of the Report of the Special Commission were put the conclusions
which it considered, on the basis of the evidence presented to it

,

emerged “with
irrefutable clarity.” These conclusions were as follows:—

1
. The Polish prisoners of war who were in the three camps West of Smolensk,

and employed on road building before the outbreak of war, remained there after
-the German invaders reached Smolensk, until September 1941, inclusive.

2
. In the Katyn Forest, in the Autumn of 1941, the German occupation authori

ties carried out mass shootings of Polish prisoners of war from the above-named
-camps.

3
. The mass shootings of Polish prisoners of war in the Katyn Forest was

carried out by a German military organisation hiding behind the conventional
name “H. Q. of the 537th Engineering Battalion”, which consisted of Obsrst
Leutnant Arnes, his assistant, Oberst Leutnant Rekst, and Lieutenant Hott.

4
. In connection with the deterioration o
f

the general military and political
situation for Germany a

t

the beginning o
f

the year 1943, the German occupation
authorities, with provocational aims, took a number of steps in order to acribe
their own crimes to the organs of the Soviet Power, calculating on setting Russians
and Poles a

t loggerheads.

5
. With this aim, (a) the German-Fascist invaders, using persuasion, attempts

a
t bribery, threats and barbarous torture, tried to find witnesses among Soviet

citizens, from whom they tried to extort false evidence alleging that the Polish
prisoners o

f

war had been shot by the organs o
f

Soviet Power in the spring o
f 1940;

(b) the German occupation authorities in the Spring of 1943 brought in from other
districts bodies o

f

Polish war prisoners whom they had shot and put them into
the open graves in the Katyn Forest, calculating on covering up the traces of their
own crimes, and on increasing the number o

f “victims of Bolshevik artocities”

in the Katyn Forest; (c) preparing for their provocation, the German occupation
authorities started opening the graves in the Katyn Forest in order to take out
documents and material evidence which exposed them, using for this work about
-500 Russian prisoners o

f

war who were shot by the Germans after the work was
completed.

6
. It has been established beyond doubt from the evidence of the midico

legal experts, that (a) the time of the shooting was the Autumn o
f

1941; (b) in

shooting the Polish war prisoners the German hangmen applied the same method

o
f pistol shots in the back of the head as they applied in the mass execution of£ citizens, in other towns, e. g., Orel, Voronezh, Krasnodar and Smolenskitself.

7
. The conclusions drawn from the evidence given by witnesses, and from the

..
. shooting o
f

Polish war prisoners by the Germans in the Autumn of 1941, are
completely confirmed by the material evidence and documents excavated from
the£ graves.

8
. In shooting the Polish war prisoners in the Katyn Forest, the German

Fascist invaders consistently carried out their policy o
f physical extermination

of the Slav peoples.

CoNCLUSION. WILL THE MYSTERY of KATYN EvER BE SOLVED?

33. Katyn affair used for Russian propaganda.
The conclusions set out in the final chapter of the Report of the Special Com
mission were regarded throughout the length and breadth o
f

Soviet controlled
territory as having cleared up the whole question of the Katyn murders. The
Report of 24.1.44, was considered to have solved all the mysteries and dispelled
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any doubts there may have been as to the fate of the “missing” Polish prisoners
of war. All the Polish P.O.W.’s, both officers and men “missing in the U.S. S. R.”
were held, to have been without doubt, murdered by the Germans in the Autumn
of 1941 and their bodies to be lying in the Katyn graves.
These convenient conclusions went unchallenged by the whole Soviet and pro
Soviet press and were also used for Soviet propaganda to encourage the soldiers# for Russia to fight yet harder against the Germans in order to take their
“Revenge for Katyn”. This propaganda was naturally directed particularly at
the Red Polish Army organised by Berling on the Soviet side (see p. 278).
Side by side with the Report of the Special Commission, “Wolna Polska” the
Moscow organ of the Union of Polish£ published a pathetic article by
Wanda Wasilewska in which this Member of the Supreme Council of the U. S. S. R.
wrote: “For the third time the Katyn graves have been opened. This time to
reveal to all the world a terrible truth. To bear witness to one more German
crime committed against the Polish people. The prisoners, helpless men, were
murdered in cold blood, quietly, systematically shot by a revolver in the back of
the head. Piled into a common grave were regular officers, engineers, doctors,
more than 10,000 Polish intelligentsia who because of war had donned military
uniform. . . .
“But our dead were once more touched by filthy German paws. The Germans
dragged out of their graves the corpses of their victims and uttered throughout
the whole world a base lie. By beating, torturing, and bribing their conjured
up witnesses. . . . The Germans, their servants and accomplices, started to
prey upon the corpses of the Polish officers. Out of one of the greatest tragedies
of Poland they made a dirty, ignominious game; they transformed the blood of
martyrs into a foul stream. . . .
“The blood of Katyn Forest implores us to revenge it

,

inexorably, mercilessly.
Listen to that voice, Soldiers, o

f

our Corps! Not for one moment may you be
allowed to forget the horrible death o

f

our brothers, brother soldiers, who were
murdered a

s by brigands, who were driven helpless into the pits that were to be
their graves, who were shoved into a common ditch who were afterwards dragged
out of the grave in the same way a

s dead bodies are dragged about by jackals
and hyenas and preyed upon the same way as hyenas and jackals prey upon
corpses. When you go to the West, when you strike the enemy in the chest,
don’t forget to add ‘For Katyn.’”
On 30.1.1944, shortlv after the publication o

f

the Report o
f

the Special Com
mission, a religious service and a great parade o

f

the Red Polish troops were held
at the Katyn cemetery. The priest, one Kubsz, who celebarated the Mass de
clared in his sermon that the immediate cause of the murders was the conclusion

in July 1941 of the Polish-Soviet Pact which proclaimed the rebirth of the Polish
Army. He besought the Lord to “fill our hearts with undying hatred o

f

the
enemy, unlimited courage, and daring in the fight for the liberation o

f

our beloved
Fatherland.”
The Commander of Corps, the former Polish Lt. Col. Berling, in his speech a

t

the parade declared: -

“Our inexorable foe—the German,—wishes to destroy our whole nation because
he desires to seize our land. The earth on which we Poles have, for centuries,
lived. That is why the Germans destroy and murder our brothers in Poland. . . .

That is why they murdered here in Katyn forest the Polish officers and men.
The blood of our brothers which was spilled in this forest, cries out for revenge.—
“Now we have arms in our hands, arms given to us by a friendly neighbour
ally, by the Soviet Union. We must use these arms to liberate our oppressed
Fatherland and to revenge the unheard o

f

crime committed here by the Germans.
Remember men and officers, remember the voices o

f

our murdered brothers which
call to us. We must answer this call.”
The Deputy Commander o

f

the Corps, Major A
. Zavadzki, a Soviet citizen

and for many years an officer o
f N. K
.

V
.

D. troops, proclaimed:
“Here in a vast common grave lie 11,000 o

f

our countrymen, officers and men

o
f

the Polish Army. Here was murdered by the Hitlerites the flower o
f

our
nation. They were murdered because they were Poles. . . . We are grateful

to the Soviet Union for investigating this whole affair, for elucidating this truth
about which we were not in doubt but which is now irrefutably proved. With
arms in our hands we will return home and we will return proclaiming the truth
of the awful Hitlerite crime.”
“Let the blood of our murdered brothers kindle in our hearts, hatred o

f

the
enemv, the German. We will be, in the fight, unyielding, fearless and we shall

1 Zavadzki now in Poland is a General and Governor of Silesia.
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not rest until the ashes of the victims of this murder will be taken to their Father
land with full honours. Let the crime committed here enforce once more our wish
and decision to fight a deadly fight with the enemy. To go and be victorious.”
Speeches of this kind were repeated at meetings over and over again during a
campaign which was organised throughout the whole Soviet Union and during the
course of which money was collected for the formation of a column of tanks to
be called “Revenger of Katyn”. This propaganda was not limited to Poles
deported some years before to Russia, but was also directed at Soviet citizens in
general and the Red Army in particular.
According to the Wolna Polska No. 7/48, a large boarding was put up by the
road side of the much frequented Smolensk-Vitebsk road leading to the front,
just at the point where the path to the “tragic forest” branched off, which said,
in Russian:
“Here in Katyn Forest in the Autumn of 1941 the Hitlerite scoundrels have
shot 11,000 Polish prisoners of war, men and officers. Warriors of the Red Army
revenge them.”

34. Attitude of Western public opinion to the conclusions of the Soviet Report.

The conclusions of the Report of the Special Commission which were accepted
as being the whole truth about Katyn in Soviet Russia and the countries in her
sphere of influence, were received with much more reserve by the Western Powers.
The results of the Soviet investigations were published in nearly all the British
and American papers as early as 25.1.44. The papers, however, carrying at the
same time, the news that the Soviets had rejected the American offer of mediation
to bring about the renewal of the Polish-Soviet talks and Mr. Eden’s declaration
that His Majesty's Government would not recognise any territorial changes made
during the course of the war, mostly confined themselves to describing the Report
and its conclusions without accepting or rejecting them.
Apart from the Communist papers which adopted the Soviet attitude towards
the Report, the “News Chronicle” was the only one of the London dailies which, in
an Editorial on 28.1.44 assuring the Polish Government that by accepting the
conclusions of the Report they would make the solution of the Soviet-Polish
conflict more possible can be said to have taken a definite line. This Liberal
paper did not at that time know of the creation by the Communists in Warsaw,
on the night of January 1st, 1944, of the so-called Home National Council which
intended to become a rival political centre to the legal Polish Government, and
therefore took the Tass communiqué of 17.1.44 quite seriously when it said that
only the position taken by the Polish Government over the Katyn affair£the £ption of normal friendly relations by the two governments (See aboveage 341).p
Independent and detached, opinion in Britain found expression in the Spectator
which wrote in the number published on January 28th, 1944, that the conclusions
of the Report of the Soviet Commission could be neither accepted nor rejected
without careful and cool examination of all the proofs on which they were based.
As such careful and impartial examination of the proofs was clearly impossible, the# Press in general forbore to comment on it and maintained a reserved
Slience.
Despite, or perhaps because of the efforts of the Soviet censorship, the few
reports written by the Anglo-Saxon journalists who had visited Katyn did not
make a strong impression. They mostly confined themselves to accounts of the
facts and conclusions set out in the Soviet Report and they betrayed a certain
amount of insincerity in content and clumsiness in construction, unexpected in
articles by journalists of that standing.
The silence that followed the initial reactions to the publication of the Soviet
explanation lasted unbroken until in January 1945, W. L. White published in the
U. S. A. his book “Report on the Russians”. In this book he dared publicly to
raise the question of the murder of the Polish officers and he did this significantly
enough in connection with his remarks about the working of the Soviet censorship.
After stating that—

“Russia has the most rigid political censorship in the civilised world”.
he referred to talks he had had with the foreign correspondents in Moscow, the
same correspondents who had visited Katyn.

He quoted their opinion—

“the most severe political censorship was imposed on their stories of the Katyn
Forest Massacre” and

1H. N. C. was afterwards joined by the Union of Polish Patriots and still exists in place of the Polish Par
liament, the President being Mr. Bierut.
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and emphasizing that these correspondents
“trained observers—believed even before they went (to Katyn) that the Germans
had done the killing” added:
“even so, Moscow censorship struck out all the qualifying phrases”. He gave
the following examples of such censorship:
“If a reporter would write “I am not a medical expert but doctors say the condition
of these bodies prove they were murdered by the Germans', the censorship would
strike out the qualifying phrase . . . leaving only the bare charge.
“Also stricken out were all phases indicating any doubt in the correspondents
minds—such as words in my opinion’ ‘probably or “evidence we were shown would
tend to prove’ with the result that the stories as received in America were as
firmly damning of the Germans as Pravda's editorials.” (Page 134).
Probably White talked over the Katyn Affair at some length with the foreign
correspondents but whether he did so or not, in his opinion the conclusions put
forward in the Soviet Report were not completely convincing. It was nearly a
year after the publication of this Report when he wrote in his book that “the
Katyn Forest Massacre, which . . . subject is one of the most delicate of the
war strung around a plot as exciting as any detective ‘who-done—it’.” (Page 127.)
“Katyn Forest is near Smolensk and it is the grave of some 10,000 Poles, mostly
officers, who were shot in the back of the head. On these facts everyone agrees.
But on whether this slaughter of helpless war prisoners was done by Russians or
Germans there is violent disagreement and some evidence both ways.” (Page 128).

85. Difficulties of solving the Katyn mystery.

Mr. White, it may be said, somewhat under-estimated the situation when he
said that the “violent disagreement” over the Katyn Affair was limited to the
question of “who done it”, Russians or Germans. Undoubtedly the question of
who did it is the most important one but there are other disputable questions
more or less connected with it. These are firstly, the question of the date of the
murder, secondly the question of the method of the murder, thirdly the question
of the object of the murder, fourthly the question of the number of victims in
volved in the murder, etc. On the question of numbers of victims, in spite of
White's assertion to the contrary, there is no common agreement. It is true that
the Soviets after many contradictory declarations and denials in the end accepted
the thesis put forward from the very beginning by the German propaganda that
there were in the Katyn graves more than 10,000 bodies but, as is shown above,
PART THREE, (Pages 322–329), these figures cannot be correct as the graves
themselves could not, in fact, have held such a large number of bodies.
Assuming therefore that in the Katyn Affair only one fact can be taken as
certain, namely, that of the finding in the Katyn Forest, of a number of the bodies
of the Polish officers who were missing in the U. S. S. R., let us now try on the
basis of the material presented in these notes to make our contribution to the
unravelling of the whole Katyn mystery. The question of who was responsible
for the massacre will undoubtedly remain the most fundamental one but, in order
to reach a definite decision on this point, it may be helpful to elucidate some of
the other obscure problems connected with it.
In our attempt to solve the problem of who committed the murders, we must
from the start, realise that it is not possible to identify individual murderers.
There were certainly many of them acting on orders issued to them from above
and originating with the competent state authorities, either Russian or German.
That these orders were issued by one or other of these two state authorities is
indisputable, all the possibilities are excluded.
The possibility that such orders could have been given by the Russian author
ities was accepted at the time of the Katyn Revelations in many quarters. G.
Westin Silverstolpe published in 1943 a series of articles in the Swedish journal
“Nu” in which he adopted a particularly critical attitude to the German thesis
about the discovery of the graves but nevertheless, in replying in one of these
articles to a letter of the distinguished Finnish historian Dr. Hornborg, he did not,
theoretically, exclude the possibility of Russian guilt as he wrote “In my opinion
it (Russian guilt) is quite possible. I have no doubt that the Russians are quite :
capable of murder en masse with the object of exterminating the upper classes of
the nation which they desire to subject and render defenceless.”

-

Further the President of the executive Committee of the British Labour Party,
Professor Harold Laski, did not at that time exclude the possibility of Russian
responsibility for the massacre. He wrote in Reynolds News of 2.5.43.
“The Russians are capable of ghastly blunders as the executions of Alter and
Erhlich show, but I should want better evidence than a Nazi statement before I
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accepted the possibility that they could be guilty of so grim a horror, so certain
to leave ineffaceable memories.”
Leaving aside all irrelevent factors, in particular the fact that the two accused
Powers were fighting on opposite sides, we shall start by assuming that it was
equally possible for the murders to have been committed either by the Germans
or by the Russian authorities. There is however one further preliminary observa
tion to be made, namely, that the material evidence of the crime, -Katyn Forest,
the graves, the corpses of the victims, and the objects and documents found with
them, etc.—have always been and still are in the exclusive possession of the
authorities of the States accused of the crime. . Because of the attitude taken by
the Russians to the proposed investigation of the International Red Cross, the
material evidence was never made accessible to a completely impartial and inde
pendent body with the result that we are dealing only with written descriptions
of the actual evidence which themselves emanate from either one or other of the
accused Powers. These descriptions, if not directly published by the German or
Russian authorities, have come from the reports of neutral observers or Anglo
Saxon journalists and have therefore been submitted to the censorship control or
influence of one of the Great Powers concerned.
This means that in attempting to solve the Katyn mystery we must treat the
evidence with great caution and considerable scepticism. Having based our
enquiry on the supposition that there is an equal probability of the murders
having been committed either by the Germans or by the Russians, it is necessary
to realise that the evidence emanating from either side will be only such as to
exonerate the one and exculpate the other. Moreover as the evidence was used
by both sides for propaganda purposes, the documents concerned were naturally
adapted to this end. Therefore, only a very thorough analysis of them involving
a careful comparison and a critical attention to detail, can reveal the gaps in
evidence and make it possible to fill them, while setting aside the more or less
evident falsehoods incorporated to establish for propaganda purposes the innocence
of the interested party and the guilt of the other.
The evidence produced by both sides will therefore be subject to the same
measure of distrust and consideration will not be given to the fact that the German
censorship was or appears to have been less severe than the Russian, that the
Germans made it possible for a much greater number of people to inspect the graves
and their contents than did the Russians that the Germans organised an investi
gation by at least a quasi neutral “European” Commission etc. etc. Appropos of
this last point, W. L. White remarked that “if the German Commission was a
90% Axis party, the Russian Commission was a 100% Soviet picnic” and in doing
so he probably rather overestimated the German influence over the Commission.
It is furthermore imperative, in attempting to discover the real truth, to work
only on the basis of the material evidence, and to resist the suggestive effects of
the distinguished names, used by both sides, to establish the genuineness of the
evidence presented by them. G. W. Silverstolpe in an article in “Nu” (No. 31)
severely criticising the Protocol of the so called “European Committee of Experts,”
signed by a dozen Professors of Medicine of European universities, wrote: “In
these days the title of Doctor and Professor is a poor guarantee of scientific
objectivity and resistance to influence.” . Accepting this statement as true we
must adopt a similar attitude with regard to academicians, world famous authors,
and bishops. The authority of their names must not be allowed, by itself, to
give authenticity to the facts or support to the arguments set out in documents
bearing their signatures. -

36. Number of Polish officers in Soviet captivity in April 1940.
Up till the time of the commencement of the liquidation by the Soviets of the
three P. O. W. camps at Kozielsk, Starobielsk and Ostashkov in April 1940, we
have comparatively detailed information about the fate of the officers confined
in them. This information comes from letters written to their families, notes and
diaries kept by them and evidence supplied by about 400 of their fellow prisoners
who were not “missing” but “found” in August 1941 in the camp at Griasovietz.
(See Chapter VI.) From this evidence it is apparent that the number of people
afterwards found was barely 3% of the whole population of the three camps, it
therefore follows that more than 97% of the total number of prisoners in the camps.
were “missing.” It was however, very difficult to establish the exact number of
“missing” prisoners, officers and men, and even more difficult to draw up detailed
lists of their names. Despite the fact that detailed records of every prisoner in
each camp were made by the Soviet authorities and that their names were many
times listed for different purposes as is known from the evidence given by all those
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who were later “found,” and in spite also of the repeated requests, made by the
representatives of the Polish Government from May 1941, to April 1943, the Soviet
authorities at no time, either before or after the Katyn Revelations, published a
list of the names of Polish officers in Soviet captivity or divulged the total numbers
or indicated the exact number held in each camp.
Although on 17.9.40 Red Star published two articles from which it appeared
that the total number of Polish officers captured by the Soviets was more than
10,000 (see page 14)—not counting those people afterwards arrested by the
occupying Authorities as being officers, -in August 1941 the Soviet representatives
gave the total number as being about 1,000, (see page 143) without in any way
attempting to explain the great divergence in the totals. During the prolonged
negotiations, described in PART TWO of these notes, they confined themselves
to querying the numbers quoted by the Polish representatives (see pages 170 and
171) but did not themselves give any definite number, nor did they keep the
promises given by them many times to the Polish Authorities of handing over a
list of names of the officers still in captivity. On the contrary they several times
demanded such lists from the Poles. (See pages 172 and 178.)
Lists containing about 5,000 names were in fact, put into Stalin's hands on
3.12.41 and 18.3.42 (See pages 191 and 211), but this action produced no statement
about the numbers involved from the Soviet side. During the final conversation
on the subject of the “missing” prisoners, held on 8.7.42., Vyshinsky categorically
denied that the Soviets had in their possession any list of names of prisoners from
the respective camps in spite of the fact that there is plenty of evidence to prove
that such lists were many times compiled. (See page 222.)
When the Germans issued their first communiqué about the Katyn discoveries
on 13.4.43 they gave the total number of Katyn victims as more than 10,000,
this number being obviously based on the figures published in the articles in Red
Star. The Soviets at first denied the truth of those figures declaring, in accord
ance with Vyshinsky's remarks in his conversion with Kot, that that number of
Polish officers had never been in Soviet captivity. A very characteristic example
of the position taken by Soviet representatives at that time is found in the re
marks made by Major Paul Baraev, Deputy Soviet Military Attaché in Wash
ington on 23.4.43, when he referred en passant to the recent Katyn Revelations
and expressed the opinion that the arguments put forth by German propaganda
that 10,000 officers had been murdered in one month were so improbable that no
intelligent man could believe in statements of that kind. He also said that the
number of 10,000 was probably a gross exaggeration and that in his opinion there
had been no more than 2,000 Polish officers in Soviet captivity and that all those
had been in due course released.
The first Soviet Communiqué of 15.4.43 made no mention of the number of
Polish prisoners of war which it was said had fallen into German hands (see
page 247). The second one, of 18.4.43, referred generally to “some” and “a
certain number” and no figures were given in the Soviet Press at that time. But,
when the Report of the Special Soviet Commission of 24.1.44 mentioned en pas
sant, that “the total number of bodies, as calculated by the medico-legal experts,
ia 11,000,” that number was officially accepted by the Soviet authorities and
used by them in their propaganda as the total number of Polish prisoners of
war both officers and men, without any reference to the relative numbers of
each, who had fallen into German hands and had afterwards been killed by them.
Since the Soviet authorities who alone were in possession of the exact number
and categories of Polish prisoners who were in Kozielsk, Starobielsk and Ostashkov
in the spring of 1940 refrained, for one reason or another from publishing this
information but instead finally accepted the figure of 11,000 as the total number
of Polish P. O. W’s., both officers and men, who were supposed to have been
“missing” since the spring of 1940 somewhere in the territory of the U. S. S. R.,
we can accept as correct the relatively precise figures calculated in the basis of
the evidence given by those prisoners who were afterwards “found”.
In early April, 1940, there were in—
Kozielsk Camp 4,500 P.O.W.'s, of that number 4,225 were “missing”.
Starobielsk Camp–3,920 P. O. W’s of that number 3,841 were “missing”.
Ostashkov Camp–6,500 P. O. W’s of which about 400 were officers, of that
number 6,376 were “missing”.
The total number was therefore 14,920 P. O. W’s (about 8,700 officers) of which
14,472 were “missing”.

1There is no mention in the Protocol or in the Conclusions of the Medico-legal export of the basis or of the
manner in which this calculation was made by them, neither does the actual figure of 11,000appear in these
documents.
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In addition to these total figures a relatively accurate list of names was drawn up
from the evidence given by the “found” prisoners, and the depositions of rela
tives of the prisoners in the camps who were corresponding with them until
April, 1940. This list contains up to the present time more than 8,000 names of
people, mostly officers, who in early April, 1940, had been in these camps and
subsequently “missing”. As this material comes from a source independent of
the influence of either of the Powers accused of the murders, we need not dread it
with the reservation that we spoke of in page 35, above. Further, this material
the evidence of the witnesses and the list of the missing prisoners from each of the
camps compiled from it—may be used to test the authenticity of the other material
originating from more suspect sources.

36. Diaries of the missing prisoners. Table of Convoys.

This test was applied in the first instance to the diaries of the missing prisoners.
The German documents mentioned that such diaries and notes were found on the
bodies and in fact, copies of some of them reached London through the Polish
Underground Movement.
These documents as well as all the others produced by the Germans in connection
with the Katyn Affair, were at first regarded with considerable scepticism as it
was realised that they might very well have been faked for use as political propa
ganda. But close analysis of their contents and a comparison of the facts given
in them with the evidence of living witnesses from Kozielsk camp dispelled all
suspicions as to their genuineness. The entries in the diaries, made mostly day
by day, contained too many descriptions of the small details of everyday life in
the camp for them to have been faked, more especially as events were mentioned
about which no-one who had not been in the camp at the time they took place
could have had any knowledge. As one of many such samples can be given the
entry of 28.11.39, in the diary of a Major Solski (see page 64–65) which said
“In the morning we decided to buy stamps and send a letter for Capt. Dr. Kosinsky
Jerzy Dyonizowicz who had sent to Pniewy a letter to Fraulein Dorota Pyzalok
Pniewy, Deutschland, Posener Provinz, Posener Strasse 7.” The reason for
putting an entry of this kind in his diary is not readily apparent but from the
evidence of Witness No. 39, we learnt that there was among the prisoners at
Kozielsk a Dr. Kosinski who declared himself publicly to be an enthusiastic
believer in Hitler and Germans in general and who was also very amenable to
Russian authority. His behaviour so exasperated his fellow prisoners that he
was made the object of various forms of hostile attention. The reason for Solski
mentioning the letter in his diary only becomes plain when in the light of the
evidence provided bw people who had first hand knowledge of the circumstances
that provoked it. When we are aware of these circumstances the use of the word
“Fraulein” as well as of the German geographical names for Polish places and of
the fathers name in the Russian fashion, become easy to understand.
These written documents, giving in many instances data more precise than
those that living witnesses were able to supply from memory threw more light
on the history of events at Kozielsk camp and in particular made it possible to
draw up a comparatively accurate table of the convovs which left Kozielsk when
it was liquidated with dates of departure, numbers of people in each convoy and
some names of individuals that left in them.
As the Soviet authorities who had in their possession precise details of all these
matters did not, in fact, publish them and as the Report of the Special Commis
sion gave no particulars about when, how and under what circumstances the
Polish prisoners of war who were removed from the three camps found themselves
in the Smolensk area, we are bound to accept as approximately correct the table
of convoys which departed from Kozielsk given above. (see page 49).
Some of the evidence given by witnesses interrogated by the Germans and
published in the Amtliches Materiel indicated that the convoys from Kozielsk
began to arrive at Guezdovo station in March 1940 namelv that of Krivosertsev
(page 301), Andrevev (page 302) and Zakharov (page 304). As this data is in
contradiction to the verbal evidence given by the Polish witnesses and of the
written diaries, we must discard it as being untrue. However it is necessary to
note that in the evidence given bv. Silverstrov (page 303) the correct dates were
given namelv, April and Mav 1940 and that most of the witnesses as quoted in
Amtliches Material, gave evidence that was in general accordance with the table
of convovs in that the period during which the prisoners were said to have arrived
at Gnezdovo lasted for four to five weeks. (Kisselev, p. 302, Silvestrov, p. 304.
Zakharov, p. 305). We must however regard the statements of two of them,
i. e. Krivosertsev—a member of the German Civil Guard (p. 301) and Andreev
(p. 302) about the alleged arrival at Gnezdovo of three or four conveys of Polish
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prisoners of war every day, as being untrue and made in order to give gounds
for the German assertions about the enormous number of Katvn victims. The
absence of similar data with regard to the camps of Starobielsk and Ostashkov
makes it unfortunately impossible to obtain such accurate information about
the departuer of convoys from those two camps.

37. What was the destination of the convoys from the three big camps—Number of
P. O. W.’s taken to Gnezdovo.

The German evidence nowhere referred to the arrival at Gnezdovo of prisoners
from Starbielsk or Ostashkov but mentioned Kozielsk many times. (The first
communique of 13.4.43., evidence of Zakharov pages 304, 289, 295 etc).
The fact that the prisoners who were unloaded at Gnezdovo came from Kozielsk
was also confirmed by the contents of the written documents (see pages 64–67)
and the evidence of witnesses (see pages 69, 70, 71, 73) and it is therefore possible
to accept as an established fact that all the 19 convovs that left Kozielsk with the
exception of the two that left on 26.4.40 and 12.5.40 which were directed to
Pavlishtchov Bor, were sent to Gnezdovo and were unloaded there. There was
absolutely no mention of the convoys from Starobielsk or Ostashkov being di
rected to Gnezdovo, either in statements of witnesses or in anv written document.
The former prisoners from Starobiselsk afterwards found at Griazovietz mentioned,
while giving evidence, that Kharkov had possiblv been the place where the con
voys from that camp were unloaded (page 96). Former prisoners from Ostashkov
gave evidence to the effect that they had lost touch with the rest of their convoy
at Viasma or Bologoye (page 109).
The Soviet documents also contained no definite statements about the direction
taken by any or all of the transports from the three big camps or if some of them
having gone through Smolensk to Gnezdovo station. It is true that the Report
of the Special Commission quoted the evidence of witnesses Ivanov and Savva
teyev to the effect that in the spring of 1940 “several” train loads of Polish
prisoners arrived at Gnezdovo station (see pages 382–383) and that the text of
the Report referred to Gnezdovo as “the station at which Polish prisoners arrived
in spring 1940” but it gave neither the exact date of the arrival of these convoys
nor mentioned the place they had come from nor the numbers involved.
From the fact that the Soviet authorities finally accepted the total of 11,000
of Polish prisoners of war both officers and men as allegedly lying in the Katyn
graves and from the fact that the Report maintained that there existed a similar
number, namely, three, special camps in the Smolensk area it would perhaps be
possible to arrive at the conclusion in a very roundabout way, that all the convoys
from the three big camps, with the exception of those that went direct to Pav
lishtchev Bor, were sent through Smolensk and were actually unloaded at Gnez
dovo. There does not however seem to be sufficient evidence in support of this
conclusion in the material made available by either side.
We are therefore brought to the conclusion on the basis of the evidence so
far made available that:- •

1. All the convoys (except two) that left Kozielsk camp in April and May
were sent to Gnezdovo and there unloaded.
2. The convoys that left the camps at Starobielsk and Ostashkov at the
same time were not sent to Gnezdovo and that no information about their

£ation and the
place where they were unloaded was published by either

S1Cle.

These conclusions settle the question of the numbers of Polish prisoners of
war taken in the spring of 1940 to Gnezdovo station and unloaded there. If
we accept the total number of prisoners in Kozielsk camp as having been 4,500
and exclude the 245 people sent to Pavlishtchev Bor we can be fairly certain that
at various dates during April and May 1940 there were unloaded at Gnezdovo
altogether about 4255 Polish prisoners of war.

38. Methods by which the Prisoners of War were transported after detrained at
Gnezdovo and their destination.

The witnesses Krivosertsev (pp. 301, 306) Andreyev (p. 301) and Silvestrov
(pp. 303-304) whose depositions are quoted in the German Amt. Material de
scribed how the Polish prisoners of war were unloaded from prison trucks at
Gnezdovo and put into lorries of the kind commonly known in the U. S. S. R.
as “Tchorny voron” and were then driven off in the direction of the place called
Kose Gory. This evidence was partially confirmed by one of the former pris
oners from Kozielsk, subsequently found in the U. S. S. R., who himself confined
in a prison truck at Gnezdovo station, saw his fellow prisoners being unloaded
into a “bus with its windows smeared with cement”. This bus held about thirty
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people and drove off, to return after about half an hour for the next batch (see
page 71). We can therefore assume that the place to which the prisoners were
driven was not very far from Gnezdovo station. The place called Kose Gory,£ in Amtliches Material, 1%–2 miles (from Gnezdovo station, (see
page 308).
he Soviet Report says nothing about the method of transport or the destina

tion of the prisoners after leaving Gnezdovo but three special camps are mentioned
in which prisoners of war working on the roads were put which were said to have
been lying 15–25 miles west of Smolensk.
Gnezdovo station is about 8 miles and Kose Gory about 9–10 miles West of
Smolensk so that if we take the facts stated in the Soviet Report as being correct,
the camp nearest to Smolensk would have been about 7% miles from£
and it could not therefore have been at the place called Kose Gory. To transport
a party of prisoners to a place 7% miles from Gnezdovo and return for the next
batch in thirty minutes would not be impossible but it would entail very rapid
driving. It would however have been quite easy to get to Kose Gory and back
in that time.
The German and the Russian material therefore differs as to the destination
of the prisoners who left Gnezdovo and the statement of the Polish witness gives
no definite clue to it

.

The written evidence of Major Solski's diary described
how the prisoners had been taken under very unpleasant conditions in a “prison
coach in cells,” somewhere into a wood, something like a country house. This
very short description o

f

the place to which the prisoners were driven corresponds
topographically to the place called Kose Gory but the absence o

f
a more detailed

description o
f

the place and also o
f any information a
s to the distances driven

and the speed of the bus makes it impossible to determine the destination o
f

the
prisoners exactly. From the entries in Major Solski's diary we only know that
the prisoners were awakened in the prison trucks some minutes before 5 a

.

m.
and that a

t

6:30 a.m., they were already in a wood and relieved of their watches.
We do not know if he was in the first batch of prisoners to leave the station.
There is one further fact that should be taken into consideration, namely,
that two railway lines run West of Smolensk, one to Vitebsk and the other to
Orska (Gussino) along which there are many small stations and the question,
therefore arises o

f why the prisoners destined for special camps 15–25 miles West
of Smolensk were unloaded at Gnezdovo instead of somewhere further down the
line e. g

. Katyn, Kuprino, etc. The Report of the Soviet Commission gives no
answer to this question.

39. What happened to the prisoners when they left the lorries.
From the rather vague and not very convincing evidence o

f

the witnesses
reported in the German Amtliches Material, Andreyev, Krivosertsev, Kisselev
and Silvestrov (see pages 302–304) it would seem that the prisoners were shot
after leaving the lorries in Kose Gory wood.
From the Report o

f

the Special Commission one would infer that the prisoners
had been taken by bus to the “special” camps, a

t places not actually mentioned,

in order that they might be used for work on the roads.
Major Solski's diary tells us that after arrival at the wood they were subjected

to a special search a
t

which their watches, rings, roubles, belts and pocket knives
were removed. It was at that point that the diary broke off.
The German material made a point of the fact that watches and rings were not,

a
s
a rule, found on the bodies but that money, was found. (See pages 235, 239,

289, etc.).

In general, the material published by the Germans does not give much support

to the thesis put forward by them and it is therefore necessary to analyse the£ made by both sides about the fate o
f

the prisoners after they left
neZCHOVO.

40. The Soviet thesis: the three special camps and their fate.
According to the Soviets the Polish prisoners o

f

war were from April–May
1940, in special camps, somewhere West o

f

Smolensk and engaged on building
roads. hen in July 1941, these camps were over-run by the Germans the
Polish prisoners fell into their hands and in August and September 1941 were
murdered by them.
The Report of the Soviet Special Commission while asserting that an undefined
number o
f

Polish prisoners o
f

war worked for about fifteen months building and
repairing roads somewhere in the western districts o
f

the Smolensk region left
unanswered many questions that naturally arise. (See pages 350-352). The
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Report did not definitely establish the fact that the Polish prisoners working on
the roads were themselves the Polish officers, formerly in the camp at Kozielsk,
let alone in those at Starobielsk and Ostashkov. At most it allowed of that con
clusion being drawn indirectly. In this connection it is especially important to
note that it was established by the evidence of a Polish witness (and confirmed
by an article in the Soviet “Wolna Polska” see page 364.) that there were in
fact, in the Smolensk area three camps for Polish prisoners of war working on
the roads, but that they were camps for prisoners of other ranks and not for the
officers removed from the three big camps. (See page 363 and following pages).
The fragmentary, inconsistent and improbable story of the over-running of
these camps by the Germans in July 1941 and of the capture by them of every
single Polish prisoner was told in pages 352–365. This story, as presented in the
Reporv, gives no concrete evidence to prove that all the people taken into the
Smolensk area from the Kozielsk camp fell into German hands and even less
concerning the prisoners from Starobielsk, and Ostashkov, who were taken from
those camps in April and May 1940, and sent in an unknown direction.
Moreover, the evidence of the witnesses Alexeyeva, Mikhailova and Konakhov
skaya about the “shady doings” in the country house at Kose Gory, found in the
Report of the Special Commission (see pages 367-372), apart altogether from the
doubts to which this evidence gives rise from a juridical point of view, made no
mention of the shooting by the Germans of the Polish officer prisoners of war
formerly in the Kozielsk camp nor of those from Staroblelsk and Ostashkov,
There was nothing concerning these officers in the evidence given to the Com
mission by Alexeyev and the other “six witnesses domiciled in the naighbourhood
of Kose Gory” nor in that of Bazilevsky or Yefimov nor in the written evidence
quoted in the Report i. e. the notebook of Menshagin. If therefore, setting aside
all the many doubts to which this evidence gives rise, we presume that all the
evidence was given entirely in accordance with fact, the only conclusion to be
drawn in that in August and September 1941 the Germans shot, at Kose Gory,
some Polish P. O. W.s, the total number of whom was far less than the total
number of prisoners taken to Gnezdovo station from Kozielsk, to say nothing of
those from Starobielsk and Ostashkov about whose transfer to the Smolensk area
there was no mention by any of the witnesses. Nor, in fact, was Kozielsk specifi
cally mentioned, nor was it stated anywhere that the prisoners shot by the Ger
mans were officers.
It is therefore necessary to conclude that the only evidence, which could prove
the Soviet thesis that in August and September 1942 the Germans shot, at Kose
Gory, the Polish officer prisoners of war removed from the three big camps in
April and May 1940 and from that time thought of as “missing” in the U. S. S. R.—
would be the corpses lying in the Katyn graves and identified by the Germans as
being those of the “missing” Polish officers.
The material published by the Soviets gives no additional evidence that the
Germans committed the crime in question.
A point has been reached at which it appears that no direct evidence as to who,
in fact, was responsible for the crime was made available either by the Germans
or by the Russians and it therefore becomes necessary to look closely at the cir
cumstantial evidence available to see if it will reveal what authority was responsible
for the murder.

41. Who is lying in the Katyn graves?'
Just after the publication of the first communiqué about the finding near Katyn
of a grave containing the bodies of “more than 10,000 Polish officers,” the Soviet
Information Bureau issued a communiqué stating that the German revelations,
“left no doubt as to the tragic fate of the former Polish prisoners of war” and in the
same breath referred to the “clumsily concocted fabrication about the numerous
graves . . . allegedly discovered near Smolensk” and recalled the existence in
the Smolensk area of the “historic Gnezdovaya burial place.” (See page 247.)
The communiqué broacast by Moscow Radio on 18.4.43, spoke about the shoot
ing of the Polish prisoners of war by instalments, the placing with the bodies of
“touched-up” documents which came from the “Gestapo archives” and the use
“for this purpose of the archeological excavations of the Gnezdovaya burial
mound” (see page 259. Text published in Keesings Contemporary Archives,
Vol. 4, 1940–1943. Page 5731).
On 19.4.43. “Pravda” wrote that “as had now become perfectly clear” the
Germans “bestially killed the former Polish prisoners of war and many Soviet
people” and afterwards themselves put in their pockets “visiting cards and identi
fication papers” (see page 260-261).
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The Report of the Soviet Special Commission quoted the evidence of the witness
Moskovskaya about her conversation with one Yegorov on the subject of the
alleged search by Russian prisoners in March 1943, of the bodies in the Katyn
graves and the removal from their clothes of some documents and their replace
ment by others (see page 387-388).
The Germans published in Amtliches Material a list of the 4143 corpses ex
humed by them of which they had been able to identify and name 67.9%. This
list included a description of the objects found with each body among which were
many personal papers, and possessions, such as engraved cigarette cases, diaries
etc... Most of these objects found, or said to have been found on the bodies, were
publicly exhibited by the Germans and seen by the many “tourist,” who visited£ Photographs were also taken of some of them and distributed all over
urope.
Despite the fact that from April 1943, the Soviets raised frequent objects until
the publication of the Report of the Special Commission, on the grounds that the
Germans had put faked documents into the graves, they themselves made no
attempt to prove that any particular document published as having been found
on the Katyn bodies, was not, in fact, genuine. Nor did they refer in the Report of
Special Commission to the archeological significance of the Gnezdovo region.
The list of names of identified Katyn bodies published in Amtliches Material
was submitted to the test referred to on page 425, that is

,
it was compared with the

lists in the possession of the Polish authorities of the names of the missing officers
and the particulars about them. The result of this comparison was that of the
2914 bodies listed in Amtliches Material as having been identified by name, 100%
identity of names and personal data the German and the Polish lists was found in

855 cases and a 66% identity in 590 cases.
In considering these comparisons of the two lists, the German and the Polish,
the following points must be borne in mind:

-

1
. The lists drawn up by the Polish authorities were based on the evidence o
f

prisoners afterwards “found”, who were not always sure of the particulars relating

to their fellow prisoners and in some cases were not even certain o
f

the correct
spelling o

f

their names.

2
. The German lists were based on data taken from documents that were not

always easily deciphered, some o
f

which dated from the time when the individuals
concerned were in Soviet captivity and were consequently written in Russian
characters.

3
. Polish spelling makes it in some cases impossible to spell Polish names

correctly if the latin alphabet is used, without the special Polish letters. Thus
the name “Zaleski”, when written in the latin characters only becomes the quite
different name o

f

Zaleski. This difficulty was increased when, as sometimes
happened, the Polish names were written in Russian characters.

4
. The spelling of the Polish names on the German list, had in many cases,

undergone translation from Polish to Russian, Russian to German, and back to

Polish phonetically. This resulted in many of the names becoming completely
altered, as for instance:—
Rzółkowski–Pyakoxkum—Schulkowsky—Szulkowski o

r

Zulkowski. The
complete correlation o

f

50% o
f

the personal date o
f

about 50% o
f

the identified
Katyn victims with those of the missing Polish officers, thus removes all suspicion
that the Germans may have used archaeological diggings at Gnezdovo with
“provocational” intent. There can therefore be no further doubt but that the
bodies were those o

f

the missing officers, particularly in view o
f

the fact that in

the other 50% o
f

the cases many personal data were partly identical or quite
similar in both lists.

It would have been, in point of fact, quite impossible for the German Gestapo

to have in their possession the personal papers o
f

Polish officers who from Septem
ber 1939 were in Soviet captivity so that the theory put forward by the Soviets
that the “visiting cards and identification papers” were taken from the “Gestapo
archives” and put into the pockets of the Katyn victims was baseless.
More than 90% o

f

the cases in which the names and particulars o
f

the missing
officers were the same on both, the Polish and the German lists, were those o

f

individuals who were found to have been prisoners of war in the Kozielsk camp.
Only a few of them were marked on the Polish list as having been at Starobielsk
and a very few a
t

Ostashkov. This can be explained by the fact that the camps
were in existence for more than half a year during which time individuals and
small groups were transferred from one to the other and the possibility o
f

the
Polish lists not having been completely accurate with regard to every individual

in all these camps. Taking all these facts into consideration there can b
e no

93744–52–pt. 6-12
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doubt at all but that the bodies found by the Germans in the Katyn graves, were
those of the missing Polish officer prisoners of war from the camp at Kozielsk,
liquidated in April–May 1940.
This conclusion gains further support from the comparison of the total number
of bodies found in the graves and that of the officers in the Kozielsk camp. The
number of bodies given by Amtliches Material as having been exhumed in the
first period up till June was 4143 which coincides almost exactly with the number
of prisoners removed from Kozielsk in 17 convoys during April 1940. 4309
less 150 in convoy of 26.4.40, sent direct to Pavlishtchev Bor-4159.
Furthermore, the probably number of bodies in the eighth grave, calculated
according to the measurements in Amtliches Material, coincides almost exactly
with the number in the two convoys removed from Kozielsk on 10th and 11th
May, 1940. (See pages 48, 331, 332).
Finally an interesting comparison can be made between the lists of bodies
given in Amtliches Material, about 70% of which were identified on the basis of
rank and the Polish lists made on the same basis. These figures are as follows: 1

Polish Rank German

4-------------------------------------------------------------- Generals------------------ 2
about 100------------------------------------------------------ Colonels & Lt. Cols------- 62
about 300------------------------------------------------------ Majors-------------------- 165
about 1,000---------------------------------------------------- Captains------------------ 440
about 2,500---------------------------------------------------- Lieuts--------------------- 1,472

All these facts lead us to the conclusion that there are lying in the Katyn
graves, the bodies of all the officers who were taken to Gnezdovo station after
their removal from Kozielsk in the spring of 1940 and were afterwards held to
be missing.

42. Who is not lying in the Katyn graves?

The Germans launched the Katyn campaign with the statement made for
propaganda purposes that the graves contained more than 10,000 bodies. For
some time they held to that figure, but as the exhumations progressed and lists
of identified victims were published, they referred less and less to the number of
bodies found. Finally, after 4,143 bodies had been removed from the seven graves,
the exhumations were stopped on account, it was said, of the summer heat. In
the documents of Amtliches Material the number 10,000 is not mentioned at all
nor do they contain any evidence that the Katyn graves held the corpses of officers
removed in Spring 1940 from the Starobielsk and Ostashkov camps.
The first report about the impressions of the first “Polish Delegation” to Katyn,
sent to the Polish Government in London through the Polish Underground
Movement, stated that the number of bodies in the graves was much smaller than
that announced by German propaganda and probably did not much exceed 4,000
(see page 229).
The detailed analysis made in Part III pp. 322-329 of these notes showed that
the 7 graves discovered by the Germans could not, in actual fact, have held mo:e
than 4,850 bodies (see p. 324) and it follows from this that in all probability the
exhumations were not interrupted but came to an end in the beginning of June
1943, all the corpses being transferred to the new communal graves. Therefore,
the list published in Amtliches Material totaling 4,143 bodies gave the whole
contents of the seven graves.
The original statements of German propaganda that the graves contained more
than 10,000 bodies were to all appearances given some support by the cessation
of the exhumations on account of the heat in early June and the discovery of the
eighth grave. From this grave only a few of the bodies were exhumed and these
were replaced without any explanation being given. The measurements of this
eighth grave as given in Amtliches Material showed that it could not have con
tained more than 124 bodies (see p. 331) which number did not very much increase
the total number of bodies exhumed from the graves but brought it almost exactly
to the total of the missing prisoners from Kozielsk.
The Soviet attitude to the question of the numbers of bodies in the Katyn
graves was exactly the opposite to that taken by the Germans. They started by
denying that the bodies were those of Polish officers (cf. their remarks about the

1See pages 23 and 327. Of the Generals, one was in civilian clothes (see page 27), and another was taken
to Pavlishtchev Bor. The Germans included doctors, vets, etc. in Separate groups, whereas in the Polish
lists they are shown mostly as captains.
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archeogloical burial mounds at Gnezdovo) asserting at the same time that there
had never been more than “some thousand” or “two thousand” officers in Soviet
captivity (cf. Vyshinsky and Barayev). - -
From January 1944, however, they accept the original German statement that
the graves contained more than 10,000 bodies saying that there might be 11,000
or even 15,000 bodies of Polish prisoners of war both officers and men. This
number corresponded more or less with the total number of prisoners of war who,
in April 1940, had been in the three big camps and were afterwards missing.
As it was clearly evident from the Report of the Soviet Special Commission and
of that of the medico-legal experts that the exhumations made at the time of the
Russian investigations were carried out on the new cemetery into which the
Germans, with the participation of the representatives of the Polish, Red Cross,
had put the 4,143 bodies taken from the original graves (see pp., 346:347) the
method by which the Soviet experts, after the exhumation of only 925 corpses
from the cemetery, were able to establish the total number of murdered prisoners
lying in the original graves as having been 11,000, is completely incomprehensible.
This analysis of both, the German and the Russian material shows that though
the Katyn graves contained the bodies of a

ll

the missing people, from Kozielsk,
they did not contain those of the people from Starobielsk and Ostashkov who, more
than 10,000 in number, were removed from those camps in the Spring o

f

1940

and were subsequently missing.

43. The order o
f

the bodies in the graves.

The study of the diaries found on the bodies at Katyn brings to light a very
significant fact namely that the bodies o

f prisoners who left the Kozielsk camp
in the same convoys were found lying close to one another in the Katyn graves.
When the camp was being liquidated the authors o

f

the diaries waiting anxiously
for their turn to be, as they thought, released and sent home, particularly noted
the names of those of their friends who had been “happy enough” to leave the
camp in earlier convoys. These entries, therefore, make it possible to include in

the table of convoys the names of a few people who left the camp in each one.
As the Germans exhumed the bodies they numbered them successively and,
what is very significant, the bodies of the prisoners who left Kozielsk in the
same convoys have in many instances been given numbers near together. One
such instance is given on pp. 64–65 above where it was described how Major
Solski's body was given the number 490 while that of one of his twelve companions

in the same compartment in the prison truck, Lt. Col. Kutyba, was 481.1
Several examples o

f

this occurrence follow:
(a) From the notebook o

f

Wais and the dairy o
f Wajda it is known that both

these men left Kozielsk on 11.4.40 with a convoy o
f

about 300 prisoners. Wais
mentioned in his notebook that in this convoy were included also his friends
Ulrichs and Skupien. Capt. Trepiak noted in his diary that there were also in

that convoy BOGUSLAWSKI, PIOTROWSKI, IWANUSZKA and PRZY
GODZINSKI.
The list in Amtliches Material reads as follows:

Number Name
1246--------------------------- Lt. Sebastian SKUPIEN
1453----------------*- - - - - - - - - - - Wlodzimierz WAJDA
1456--------------------------- 2/Lt. Czesław Prus BOGUSLAWSKI
1458--------------------------- Bronislaw WAIS
1476--------------------------- 2/lt. Otto ULRICHS

(b) In the diaries of Capt. Joseph Trepiak and Dr. Dobiesław Jakubowicz we
find entries to the effect that their authors left Kozielsk with the convoy of 21.4.40

in which were about 240 people. The bodies and effects of these two men were
numbered on the German list as–

867 ---------------------------- TREPIAK
836---------------------------- JAKUBOWICZ

(c) Jakubowicz made the following entry in his diary on 16.4.40 “They were
sent off. Capt. Trojanowski Silvester has gone” . . . On the same day
Capt. Trepiak wrote “They were calling from early morning, up till now ZNAJ
DOWSKI and SOLTAN have gone. Altogether about 400 were sent off to-day.”

1 From two diaries, Solski's and anothers and from evidence of“found” prisoners from Kozielsk it isknown
that the fourth convoy which left Kozielsk on 7.4.40 included two Generals and many senior officers. On
the German list o
f

the identified bodies there is a relatively greater incidence of high ranking officers in the
groups o

f

numbers below and above the 480–490group.
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The German list reads:—

2772--------------------------- Capt TROJANOWSKI Silvester
2795--------------------------- ZNAJDOWSKI Wacław
3674--------------------------- 2/Lt. SOLTAN Wladyslaw

(d). In the dairy of Capt. Trepiak under the date of 19.4.40 was the entry “They
took them from 8.0 a.m. until 1.0 p.m., it is said that 303 were sent. Ong

them, WACLAW LEITGEBER, RUMIANEK, DOMANIA, RZACZEWSKi:
•
'The German list reads:—

3553--------------------------- LEITGEBER Bohdan Wachaw
3664--------------------------- RZAZEWSKI A. M.
3666--------------------------- DOMANIA Jan
3746--------------------------- RUMIANEK Stanisław

(e) An officer taken from Kozielsk on 29.4.40 (see p. 70) in a convoy of about
300 people related that there were among others in this group Dr. TUCHOLSKI
and 2/Lt. KOROWAJCZYK from Vilna. -

On the list in Amtliches material there are:—

8864--------------------------- Dr. TUCHOLSKI Tadeusz
8892--------------------------- 2/Lt. KOROWAJCZYK Leonard

The fact that the bodies of men who left Kozielsk on the same day were found
lying in close proximity to one another in the Katyn graves, makes it virtually
impossible to accept the Soviet thesis that these officers were for sixteen months
living in special camps. For, during the time when they were supposed to have
been working on the roads, especially in view of the German advance, supposed
capture of the camps and the resulting confusion the individual officers would
almost inevitably have got separated from their original travelling companions
and, that many of them should come together once again on the eve of their death,
points to a coincidence so highly improbable as to render the Soviet thesis quite
unacceptable.

44. The date of the murder. The length of time the bodies were in the graves.
Both the Powers accused of the crime, during the period when they were in
control of the territory on which the graves were situated, arranged for medico
legal experts to inspect the bodies and to give a decision as to the date of the
murders based on the medico-legal data.
The Germans employed for this purpose, the Professor of Forensic Medicine
and Criminology of Breslau University, Prof. Buhtz, who worked at Katyn from
March to June 1943, and the so called “European Medical Commission” con
sisting of twelve representatives of different countries, mostly professors of
Forensic Medicine, Anatomy, Pathology etc., who worked on the bodies from
28th—30th April 1943. The conclusions of these German and foreign experts
set out in their reports and protocols, which are referred to on pages 282-291 and
332–227 above, were that “pure scientific deductions show that the bodies had
been lying in the graves . . . at least three years”. These conclusions were
based on facts the significance of which can only be appreciated by other experts in
the same field, namely the state of decomposition of the bodies and their various
organs, in particular the cerebral matter subjected to Professor Orsos test, the
degree of formation of adipocere etc.
Affirming that mass murder on such a scale created unprecedented conditions,
the German experts looked for confirmation of their “pure scientific deductions”
to additional evidence such as the degree and type of corrosion of the metal objects
found in the graves, the age of the spruces planted on them, the evidence of
witnesses, dates of the documents found on the bodies etc.
The Soviet experts, mostly Red Army doctors (see page 345) undertook their
investigation, which lasted a week, without the assistance of anyone from outside
the Soviet Union. On the basis of the same data as were used by the German
experts, i.e., degree of decomposition, formation of adipocere etc., (see page 401),
and of additional evidence provided by the comparison of the state of the bodies
from the Katyn graves with those of the other victims of German bestiality, and
the dates of documents hitherto undiscovered in the graves, these experts came
to the conclusion that the Katyn victims were murdered by shooting “about two
years ago i.e., between September and December 1941” (see page 402).
Such a very wide divergence in the opinions given by these learned experts as
to the date of the murder and the lengths of time the bodies had been lying in the
graves, gives the layman rather to wonder and arouses in him no little skepticism
as to the value of medico-legal conclusions. Clearly only another specialist would
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be in a position to evaluate the conclusions of both parties of experts and to
attempt to find a scientific reason for the divergence in their view. -

As the bodies were not examined under the auspices of any neutral and impartial
institution we can only point out the fundamental divergence in the opinions of
the experts called by both interested parties.
It will be remembered in this connection that a request was made to the Inter
national Red Cross by the Polish Government for a neutral Commission to be
sent to Katyn to report on the evidence and that this request which gained the
immediate approval of the Germans was not acceeded to, on account of the
Russians’ categorical refusal from the first instant to contemplate the creation of
such a Commission. The argument expressed in the Soviet note on this subject
that “such an ‘investigation’ conducted behind the back of the Soviet Govern
ment, cannot evoke the confidence of people possessing any degree of honesty”
was made rather prematurely.
It would have been perhaps more politic to have agreed in principle to the idea
of such a Commission, but to have insisted on certain conditions. The Soviet
Government could have asked for suitable guarantees as to the composition of the
Commission and its freedom to work, as also for passes for its own observers etc.
If these guarantees had been refused or in practice not adhered to, it could with
reason, have withheld its consent to the creation of such a Commission or have
interrupted the investigation while in progress.
It is moreover difficult to understand why the Soviet Government, when organ
ising its own investigation in January 1944, did not invite any neutral or Allied
representatives to be present, since “conditions of a terroristic regime, with its
gallows and mass extermination of the peaceful population” no longer existed and
the Commission was able to work under perfectly free conditions. Had the Soviet
Government done so, no objections could have been raised to the findings of such
an investigation.

45. The season of the year at which the murders were committed.
The Germans maintained that the murders took place in the Spring, April
and May of 1940, the Russians, in the Autumn of 1941.
The German experts emphasised that the bodies were free from traces of
insects as a proof of the fact that the murders had been committed in a cool,
insect free season, (see p. 290) and they made a point of the fact the bodies were
dressed in winter clothes (see pp. 283-322). The report of Prof. Buhtz shows
that he was surprised to find that the bodies in the eighth grave were, on the
contrary, dressed as in summer (see p. 330).
From the Katyn diaries, however, we know that when the first convoys left
Kozielsk it was real winter weather. “Snow is whirling around, it is cloudy, in
the fields as much snow as in January”, was written in one of the diaries (see p.
67). As is usual in the continental climate of Russia, the weather had completely
changed by the following month and, as the prisoners from the last convoy that
left Kozielsk on 12.5.40 for Pavlishtchev Bor reported, the weather was at that
time quite summery and “the sun was beating down”. These independent
written descriptions of the weather may perhaps, explain the difference in the
type of clothing worn by the greater number of prisoners removed from Kozielsk
during April and those in the two convoys that left the camp after an interval
of about two weeks on May 10th and 11th (see p. 48).
The descriptions of the graves in Amthliches Material emphasized the fact
that grave No. 5, which lay lowest and nearest to the marshy ground, when it
was opened in 1943, quickly filled with subsoil water. This fact can possibly
be explained on the assumption that this grave was originally dug when the
earth was still frozen as it probably would have been in early spring.
White who, it will be remembered, had many talks with the English speaking
journalists in Moscow who had been present at the re-exhumations in Katyn,
in January 1944, tells in his book of how “. . . an observant reporter noticed
that one Polish body was clad in long, heavy underwear, and mentioned it to the
Soviet doctor in charge. The doctor remarked that most of the bodies wore
either heavy underwear, or overcoats, or both. . . . When this point was raised
with the Soviet conducting officers, there was considerable confusion and the
Russians finally argued that the climate of Poland is uncertain so that fur over
coats and long underwear might be worn in September” (see pp. 133-134).
It should be noted, however, that the official conclusion of the Soviet experts
moved the date of the murders forward to the period September–December 1941,
despite the fact that the Soviet witnesses had declared that the Polish P. O. W.'s

*'' : at the close of August and during most of September of that yearp. 368).
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The attached isotherm maps show that in the Smolensk area the average tem
perature of the air in April is 40° Fahrenheit which is the same temperature
as is found in the Faroe islands at that season; while in August the average
temperature there is about 65° Fahrenheit and this corresponds to the average
temperature found at that time in resorts on the channel coast where, in August,
the bathing season is at its height.
Passing to quite another aspect of the problem, it may be noted that in the
Autumn of 1941 a Russian offensive which was launched on the Smolensk sector
of the Eastern Front met with some success, and it is

,

therefore, doubtful whether
the Germans would have occupied themselves at such a time shooting thousands
of Poles in small batches. -

46. The method by which the murders were committed.
From the time of the Russian Revolution it has been popularly supposed that

a shot in the back o
f

the head is the accepted method o
f

execution in Soviet Russia.
The Report of the Soviet medico-Legal experts stated, however, that the method
used in the Katyn murders was completely identical with that used by the
Germans in the mass shooting o

f

the Soviet population and Soviet prisoners o
f

war in many places among others Smolensk, Kharkov, Krasnodar and Voronezh.
Soviet reports about German bestialities published later, referred to the shot in

the base of the skull as the “typical German method” cf. the conclusions of the
Soviet medico-legal expert Commission's report on the so-called “Valley of Death”

in Janow camp near Lwow, in “Pravda” of 23.12.44 and separate pamphlet.
Nevertheless it is generally known that the typical German methods of mass
murder were the “factory of death”, the gas chamber, machine gun shooting, etc.,
and not the more “primitive” method of individual revolver shots.
All the documents agreed that the prisoners were driven in small batches of

about thirty people to the place of execution so that it would have been quite
possible to have killed them by this “primitive” method and, it seems that 4250
men could have been easily exterminated in this way in the period from the begin
ning o

f April to the middle of May. While it is improbable that 11,000, or more,
could have been killed in this way in the short time embracing “the close o

f

August and during most o
f September” (see p
.

368). It is interesting to note that
the Russian report makes no mention o

f bayonet wounds found on some o
f

the
bodies. It will be remembered that the Germans had reported that these wounds
had been made by four edged bayonets, which are exclusively used by the Russian
Army.£ German material allotted considerable space to the question of the spruces
planted on the original Katyn graves. The age of the trees was supposed to have
proved the date o

f

the murder, the method o
f planting the trees on the fresh

graves was held to be typical of the Soviets, as evidenced by those planted on old
Russian graves in the Katyn area. (see p

.

333). The Soviet documents didn’t
mention the spruces nor did they refer to the origin o

f

the ammunition used by
murderers. As Professor Buhtz report stated, this ammunition was of German
origin (see pp. 334–5). This circumstance, speaking apparently in favour o

f

the
Russian allegations, and against the Germans, was not exploited a

t all by the
Russians, whereas the Germans, openly admitting the fact, had explained it on
the grounds that great quantities o

f this ammunition had been exported to Russia,
Poland and the Baltic States.
Neither side went into the question of the origin of the cord, used to tie up some

o
f

the victims, very carefully. The “European Commission” only pointed out
that the Polish officers were tied up in the same way a

s some o
f

the bodies lying

in the old Russian graves (see p
.

287). Some lengths o
f

this cord found their way

a
s

“souvenirs” to Poland where, it was examined by competent experts and found

to have been o
f

Russian origin.

47. The object o
f

the murder o
f

the Polish officers.

In the last paragraph (no. 8) of the Final Conclusions o
f

the Soviet Special
Commission it was stated that the shooting by Germans of the Polish prisoners

o
f

war in Katyn “consistently carried out their policy of the physical extermination

o
f

the Slav peoples” (see p
.

408).
The German policy of the extermination o
f

the Poles in occupied Poland was
certainly quite well known to all the world and, in view of this, the conclusions

o
f

the Soviet Commission may seem to be, a
t

least apparently, right. It should,
however, be remembered that, in general, the Gremans did not hide the fact o
f

their policy of the “iron fist” in Poland and, on the contrary, tended to emphasize

it
,
in order to terrorise the civil population. They frequently conducted public
mass executions and made information about executions generally known. It is
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therefore, difficult to see why, as was stated in the Report of the Soviet Commis
sion, the Germans should have kept the fact of the murder of the Polish officers
in 1941 secret and displayed so much anxiety lest the event should become gener
ally known. (Evidence of witness Alexeyev p. 343, Bazilevsky p. 376 and 378).
It is also incomprehensible why, the Germans, if they were consistently carrying
out their policy of exterminating the Poles, should have murdered only those
Polish prisoners of war who fell into their hands in 1941 and left alive throughout
the war many more Polish P. O. W’s, among them many officers, who fell into
captivity in 1939 and to whom they, in general, applied the principles of Inter
national Law. In fact, when, as happened, they shot prisoners of war for crimes
supposed to have been committed by them, they made no special secret of it.
The Soviet Report, in paragraph 4 of its final conclusions, maintained that the
Germans murdered the Polish prisoners of war in the Autumn of 1941 with the
object of being able to use the evidence “with provocational aims”—“in connec
tion with the deterioration of the general military and political situation for
Germany at the beginning of 1943” when they calculated “on setting Russians
and Poles at loggerheads” and thereby making trouble in the Allied camp. This
assertion can in no way stand up to serious criticism, since it implies a most
improbable ability to foresee the future on the part of the Germans.
It would, perhaps, also be possible to look for some special aim and purpose in
the murder of Polish officers by the Russians.
Lenin, in his world famous work “State and Revolution” completely accepted
the thesis of Marx and Engels and among them the following:
(a) That the victorious proletariat should completely destroy the , whole
apparatus of the bourgeois state, leaving not one “stone upon another”. (Marx.
18th Brumaire. Louis Napoleon).
(b) That one of the most characteristic features of the state is the existence of
a group of armed men, set aside from the rest of the society, namely regular troops
commanded by officers, police, gendarmerie etc. (Engels. “Origin of the Family,
Private Property and the State”).
If we take into account this doctrinaire basis of Soviet policy, it becomes clear
that, it would, from the Communistic point of view, be quite reasonable to extermi
nate systematically the leaders of the armed forces of the State which it was
intended should be destroyed.

48. Question of the documents bearing dates later than April 1940, and the putting
*n the Katyn graves of bodies from elsewhere.

In the opinion of the Soviet experts, the most decisive and absolute convincing
argument that the Katyn murders were not committed by the Russians, in the
Spring of 1940, was the finding in the graves of documents bearing dates subse
quent to that time. (see p. 402).
As was stated on pp. 402–406, the nine documents described in the Soviet
Report were, as evidence, not convincing. All of them had either been issued
by the Soviet or had passed through their hands and they concerned either com
letely unknown people or individuals who were not known to have been in the# camp (see p. 406).
The Soviets gave the following explanation of the fact that the documents at
a later date than April 1940, had not been found when the graves were officially
opened up by the Germans:
(1) That the Germans had, a month before the official discovery of the Katyn
graves made an unofficial exhumation of the bodies, more than 11,000 in all.
(2) That during that exhumation they had removed from them all the docu
ments bearing dates later than April 1940.
(3) That 500 Russian prisoners of war had been used for this purpose who,
having accomplished this arduous task in one month, were, in their turn killed.
This explanation was itself based, in the first place on the evidence of the
witness Moskovskaya. This witness, however, it will be remembered (p. 387)
was supposed to have been told by one Yegorov, in March, of events which had
supposedly occurred in the following April. The evidence of the Soviet witnesses
on the subject of the putting in the graves of the bodies, said to have been dug
up elsewhere and brought to Katyn in lorries, in March 1943, was equally ques
tionable. The corpses put into the graves in this way, only a month before the
official exhumations were begun, must inevitably have been noticed by neutral
professors and journalists or some one of the many people visiting the graves
during the exhumation period. Even the Soviet witnesses, however, who told
the Special Commission that they had taken part in these excursions and some of
whom would have been especially qualified to observe facts of this kind, as, for
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instance, the pathologist Zhukov, did not tell the Commission about these
extraneous bodies or, if they did, the Commission did not bother to mention the
fact in their Report.

40. The Soviet declarations on the subject of the missing Polish officer prisoners of
todr.

In analysing the circumstantial evidence in the Katyn Affair, it is necessary to
take into account the declarations of the official Soviet Representatives on the
general subject of the Polish prisoners of war.
Before the signing of the Polish Soviet Pact in July 1941, no official enquiry
about these prisoners could be addressed to the Soviet authorities but individual
requests for information were made by relative and fellow prisoners. When
correspondence which had up till April 1940 been arriving safely, began to be
returned to the senders, marked “Retour . . . Parti”, some of the prisoners'
relatives addressed enquiries to the Soviet authorities. They received the reply
that the individuals they were enquiring about had been transferred, on the
liquidation of the big camps, to places unknown to the Soviet authorities (see
pp. 295-6).
A small party of prisoners who were in camps at Pavlishtchev Bor and
Griasovetz, when asking the whereabouts of their former fellow prisoners, were
put off with evasive answers and when special delegate of the N. K. V. D. came
to Griasovetz from Moscow, he assured the officers that Griasovetz was the only
camp in Soviet Russia containing officers, as all the other Polish officers had been
released or had returned home (see p. 121).
In the Autumn of 1940 some Polish officers, thought to be in sympathy with
Soviet ideas, were told by very high N. K. V. D. officials that a “great mistake”
had been made about the Polish officers and that it would not be possible to take

#: into* when planning the organisation of a Red Polish Division.e p. 128).
When the Germans launched their attack on Russia, on July 4th 1941, the
Soviet Ambassador in London, Maisky, informed representatives of the British
Government that there were not more than 20,000 Polish prisoners of war in the
U. S. S. R., at the most (see p. 139). Practically the same figure was given by a
Soviet General when asked about Polish prisoners of war, in the middle of August
1941 (see p. 143).
In fact, about 28,000 Polish prisoners of war were afterwards found in camps
named by this Soviet General. It is incomprehensible, however, why Maisky in
London gave a smaller figure on July 4th, when the three special camps in the
Smolensk area containing about 11–15,000 Polish prisoners of war (among them
about 8,000 officers) had not yet been over-run by the Germans and all those
people should have been at the disposition of the Allied forces. If these camps
Were

..
" fact, in existence could the Soviet authorities really not have known of

them
During the nine months official Polish Soviet negotiations on the subject of the
missing officers, which were conducted with the highest Soviet officials, various
declarations about their fate were made on the Soviet side. It was said that the
Polish officers had been released in 1940 and sent back to Poland (it was known
that that was not so from the fact that the Polish Underground Movement had
been unable to trace a single one), that they had been released after the “amnesty”
and would turn up in due course, that they had, perhaps, escaped to Manchuria
etc., etc. At no point, however, were the “special camps” in the Smolensk area
mentioned. Even when Stalin in his talk with General Anders on 18.3.42., i.e.,
after the negotiations had been going on for seven months, expressed, very vaguely,
the possibility that the missing Polish officers “were in camps in territories which
had been taken by the “Germans and were dispersed” (see p

.

212), he said nothing
about Smolensk. Only after the German revelations about Katyn did it become
“perfectly clear” that the 11,000 or more Polish prisoners of war from these camps
had been engaged in construction work West of Smolensk and had been seized by
the Germans (see p

.

261).
Could it be that these special camps were so secret that they were known
neither to the local Soviet authorities, nor to Maisky in London nor to the Soviet
military authorities, nor, indeed to the highest Soviet officials in Moscow?
Why, moreover, did not Vyshinsky, having assured the Polish ambassador on
2.11.41, that the Soviet authorities had “records of everyone alive or dead, I have
promised the details and I will produce them”, keep his promise?
Until the real answers to these and many other questions that naturally arise in

connection with the Soviet explanations on the subject o
f

the “missing” officers
are given, the Katyn mystery itself will not be completely solved. These answers
are only to be found in the Archives of the N. K. V. D.
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ExHIBIT 33

(NOTE-The following exhibit contains supplemental material un
covered by the Polish Government in exile in London after it had
prepared the foregoing report.)

SUPPLEMENTARY REPORT on FACTS AND DocumENTs CoNCERNING THE KATYN
MASSACRE

INTRODUCTION

In the confidential report—Facts and Documents concerning Polish POW’s
captured by the USSR during the 1939 campaign—dated “February 1946” we
resented, on the basis of the facts at that time available, the history of the missing£ POW's, who disappeared while in Soviet captivity and some of whom were
later found in the Katyn graves.
Although, at that time, we had before us not only the outlines of the picture,
but also many of the details, there were, nonetheless, several gaps in our informa
tion the existence of which we were well aware. Now, however, we are in a
position to present a supplementary report based on new material. It mainly
concerns four points.

1. How the discovery of Katyn was made. .
2. How the exhumations and medico-legal examinations were conducted.
3. The number of bodies the Katyn graves actually held.
4. Information on the executions given by a local inhabitant.

Since the report “Facts and Documents” was written the trial of the Major
War Criminals has taken place and been concluded in Nuremberg with a verdict
of guilt in all but three cases. Among the accusations was that of the responsibility
for the Katyn murder which was included in the Indictment signed on 6th of
October 1945 in Berlin by the prosecutors of Gr. Britain, U. S. A., France and the
Soviet Union. During the trial this particular item in the indictment was sup
ported and argued by the Soviet Prosecutor.
The Nuremberg Tribunal did not, however, enumerate the Katyn murder
among the motives given for the final verdict, which goes to prove that in spite of
every effort made by the Soviet Prosecutor the Tribunal did not accept the Soviet
charge as proved.
The official reports of the Nuremberg trial concerning this part of the indictment
have not yet been published, but nevertheless we will cite here depositions made
in the course of the Nuremberg Trial and published in press reports, since they
are intimately connected with those points mentioned above as being the subject
of the present Supplement.

I. THE DISCOVERY OF THE KATYN GRAVES

1. The first information about the graves.

The account which was given in the first German communique of 13th April
1942 and afterwards confirmed in Amtliches Material/see Facts and Doc. p.
301/according to which the Katyn graves were already, in 1942, discovered by
Polish labourers in the Todt organisation seems to accord with the facts. In
the region of Smolensk as in other localities near the front line many civilian
labourers from the so called Todt organisation were set to work collecting scrap
metal, repairing roads etc. Among them were to be found also Poles. The
workers of the Todt organisation were not isolated from the local inhabitants
and among them were many who could speak Russian more or less fluently.
A man who was living at that time in the region of Katyn and who is now in
the West states: “In the Spring of 1942 Polish workers who were working in
the Todt organisation collecting scrap metal, got news from the local population
that in the Kose Gory forest were to be found graves of executed Polish officers.
I myself heard such a conversation. I know from Kisielew that these workers
went to him and asked him to show them the graves and Kisielew took them to
the
#ye. on which

they placed a small wooden cross. I have seen this cross
myself.
But the relations between the German authorities and the semi-free Polish
workers were not, of course, friendly and it is therefore not surprising that the
Poles did not inform the authorities about their discovery. The same Russian
witness stated further:
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“In January 1943 there appeared in the newspaper “Nowyj Put” published in
Russian by the Germans in Somlensk, an article describing the crimes committed
by the Bolsheviks in the regions they occupied in 1939. The article told of the
arrest and deportation of hundreds of thousands of people to Siberia, a great
many of whom died there, and mentioned at the end that General Sikorski
could not find several thousand Polish officers in Russia when he began to organise
the Polish Army in the Soviet Union.”
This witness himself associated these two facts with one another namely, the
enquiries made by General Sikorski for the missing officers and the discovery of
the graves in the Katyn forest by the Polish workers, when he read the article
and he told his friend, a certain Eugene Siemianenko who became interpreter in
the local Command of the Geheime Feldpolizei when the district of Smolensk
was occupied the Germans, about his suppositions. The attention of the Germans
was thus drawn to the Katyn graves and the interest of the O. C. Local Geheime
Feldpolizei, 2/Lt Voss, was aroused.
The same witness stated that some time after his talk with Siemianenko one
of his relatives “who looked after the horses in the Geheime Feldpolizei” told
him that he had to go the next day somewhere with the N. C. O’s from the
Geheime Feldpolizei. Next day when I reported to the Geheime Feldpolizei,
myself and two local inhabitants went in a cart in the direction of Kose Gory.
Two sergeants from the Geheime Feldpolizei came after us on motorcycles. . . .
When we arrived at the N. K. V. D. house the two N. C. O’s asked me where the
graves of the Polish officers were. I replied that I did not know but that I
would go to Kisielew who was living nearby and who would certainly know
something. Kisielew was at home lying on the stove and when I told him what
I had come about he said that already the year before Polish workers had asked
for the same thing, as I have already said. To this I replied that we intended
to open the graves. Kisielew dressed himself, went out with me and guided us
to the graves.”
“We first broke up the frozen earth with a pick and then we took it in turns
to dig with shovels. When we had dug a fairly deep pit we smelt the odour of
corpses. As my two companions could not bear this smell and thought they would
be sick and as the smell did not affect me so much, I dug to the very end. We
were digging through sand the whole time and at the bottom there was a dark
layer of blackened earth under which a corpse was lying. I saw a military great
coat and the belt as the corpse was lying face downwards. I then tore off the
button from the belt, rubbed it clean and saw that it was a button with an eagle
on it

. I handed over the button to the Germans who had a good look at it. I
then wrapped it in paper, we interrupted the work and we drove back.”
“When we arrived a

t

Gnezdovo Lt. Voss, Secretary o
f

the Geheime Feld
polizei, came there. I showed Voss the button and I told him that we had dug
out a pit, I mentioned that a strong smell of corpses was rising from the pit and
because o

f

this Voss took a bottle o
f

alcohol in case somebody felt sick. Then
the same people a

s before and Voss went back to Kose Gory with a car and a

motorcycle. When we arrived a
t

the spot Voss gave orders to widen the pit,
sever the head from the body and remove it from the pit. Voss examined the
head, ordered u

s to put it back in the pit and to throw some earth over it/editor's
underlining/. Then Voss walked around in the woods, went across to the other
side o

f

the valley beyond the marsh, and after that we returned to Gnezdovo.
That same day an Austrian N. C

.

O
.

Ponka, by means o
f

an interpreter Arholz,
or Eichholz, took a statement from me asking what I knew about the execution

o
f

the Polish officers. Together with me they interrogated also Andrejew Ivan
from Nove Batoki, nicknamed Rumba.”

I should b
e stressed, that the first depositions taken from witnesses in the

Katyn case/Kryvosertsev, Kisselev, Andreyev/and published in Amtliches
Material were dated 27th and 28th February 1943/see Facts and Documents

R
í 301-302/. The first report of the Gehemie Feldpolizei mentioned in Amtliches

aterial was also dated 28th February. Thus the new material of the Katyn
case confirms in principle the German story about the discovery the Polish officers
graves by the German authorities in the Winter of 1943, probably a

t

the end o
f

February. -

Lt. Col. Ahrens O
.

C
.

535 Signals Regiment who was stationed in Dnieper
Castle a
t that time and who was heard by the Nuremberg Tribunal as a witness
for the defence on July 1st 1946 confirmed completely the fact that the discovery

o
f

the Katyn graves in the Winter of 1943 was accidental. He also stated that
already in 1942 there had been rumours among the Germans that, at one time,
mass executions had taken place in the Katyn forest and that he had himself
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seen a cross on a hill there/namely that erected by the Polish workers/. However,
no importance had been attached either to the rumours or to the cross and it
was only in January or February 1943 that he had, by chance, become interested
in the graves. It had so happened that in the Katyn forest near the Dnieper
castle, traces of a wolf had been observed, which it was supposed had dug up
one of the graves and come upon human bones. We know from the deposition
of the Russian witness cited above that after the test exhumation of the graves
by the Geheime Feldpolizei and the discovery of the body, it was only lightly
covered up again with earth, which was probably the reason why it was possible
for the hungry wolf to smell the corpse and dig it up. This could well have
happened before Lt. Col. Ahrens had received information about the existence
of the Katyn graves from 2/Lt Voss.

2. The first German reactions.
From the report of Prof. G. Buhtz Chief Police Surgeon of the Armeekommando
Heeresgruppe Mitte we know that the report by Voss was presented to him
already on March 1st 1943/Zur weiteren Veranlassung/, and that he became
responsible for all further investigation from that day onwards. After having
verified on the spot the fact that the data given in the report corresponded to the
facts, Prof. Buhtz immediately began the preparations necessary for the exhuma
tion of the bodies from the mass graves after the earth had thawed. On p. 38°of
the Amtliches Material we find a description of the preparatory work done during
the month of March. -

The first judicial statements published in Amtliches Material were dated 18th
and 26th A'. 1943 and signed by Chef Richter Dr. Conrad and Heeres JustizAmtmann Bornemann. Up to this time all evidence had been taken by the
Geheime Feldpolizei.
The German propaganda machine was also given the report of the Geheime
Feldpolizei, but there are no data which make it possible for us to say when they
began to work on the Katyn case and which of their organs they used, as the
German Army had a special propaganda service which was quite distinct from the
Ministry of Propaganda. e can, however, safely suppose that 2/Lt. Voss'
report was sent to the propaganda officers attached to the H.Q. of the Heeres
gruppe Mitte at the same time as it was handed to Prof. Buhtz. They therefore
had, like him, roughly six weeks in which to prepare for the public propaganda
drive on the 13th April 1943.
A Paris newspaper “Le Monde” in the issue of 1st December 1945 published
under the title “Un Document Sensationnel”—“Un Officier Autrichien se vante
d’etre l’inventeur de Katyn” a telegram revealing that “dans un chateau des
environs de Vienne” letters from an Austrian Lt. Sloventzik to his wife and mother
in law had been found. The telegram gave a French translation of one of the
letters apparently very inaccurate.
We know from the recently received statements of the Polish witnesses that
Sloventzik, a journalist from Vienna holding the rank of Lt of the reserve, was
attached to the propaganda service of the H.Q. Heeresgruppe Mitte in Smolensk.
He had the Katyn case specially assigned to him and, in fact, played an extremely
important role at Katyn. He spent whole days in the Katyn forest representing,
together with 2/Lt. Voss, the German authorities and acting as guide to various
visiting parties. Despite the fact that he is to be seen in the majority of the
German photographs of Katyn his name was not mentioned in Amtliches Ma
terial and did not appear in our Facts and Documents.
A member of the first Polish “delegation” which went to Katyn on April 10th,
1943 /see Facts and Documents p. 226 and fol./ said, in a statement made in Lon
don, that after their arrival at Smolensk “in the evening in the officers mess three
officers from the propaganda unit of the Smolensk Army, two lieutenants and
one captain were introducet to us.
The Katyn case was explained to us by Lt. Sloventzik, an officer of the reserve,
supposedly a journalist by profession living in Vienna. Of the two others one
introduced himself as a sculptor from Insbruck. A Lt. with the badges of the
Geheime Feldpolizei listened to the conversation from time to time and I suppose
* On the April 9th the German authorities in Warsaw invited certain people, town clerks, representatives
of the clergy and the press, and of the Principal Council for Social Welfare to a meeting and just before it
began the President of the Polish Red Cross. Those invited were informed about the discovery in Katyn
of the mass graves of murdered Polish Officers and German authorities then suggested that a delegation
of the Polish Red Cross should be sent to the spot. The Executive Committee of the Polish Red Cross
refused to agree to the suggestion as they regarded the whole affair as a German propaganda trick. As a
result the German authorities sent to Katyn on April 10th a party of people from Warsaw and Cracow chosen

#. themselves.
This party was afterwards referred to by the German press and radio as the Polish “dele

gatlon”.
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he was the Voss about whom I heard later. Sloventzik gave us more details
about Katyn and showed us photographs of the woods and the bodies as well as
of the documents found on the bodies. He also showed us some of the original
documents already disinfected . . .”
Finally, a Polish witness, who as a member of the technical commission of the
Polish Red Cross spent more than six weeks in Katyn and therefore had the oppor
tunity of getting to know Lt. Sloventzik better gives the following description of
him. “Lt. Sloventzik a journalist from Vienna by profession, who actually lived
in Smolensk, came to the Katyn forest every day both in the morning and in the
afternoon. Lt. Sloventzik devoted himself entirely to exploiting the Katyn case
to the greatest possible extent from the point of view of the German propaganda
• As Lt. Sloventzik was present in Katyn in his capacity as local representa
tive of the German authorities I had to be in contact with him rather often.
There were disputes between us more than once particularly on account of the
fact, that, as the Katyn graves were being emptied in the course of our work the
number of exhumed bodies was still very far from the 12,000 given out by the
German propaganda.”
A member of the first Polish “delegation” to Katyn when giving a detailed
description of his sojourn there gives interesting information about the extent to
which Lt. Sloventzik knew the details about the “loss” of the Polish officers whose
bodies were found in Katyn: “The second point which is much more interesting
than the first one /the story of the discovery of the graves /was that Sloventzik
although always inclined to give the most dramatic presentation of the case /from
the Polish point of view/ had no idea from where the bodies of the murdered
officers could have come. From the depositions of the local inhabitants he only
knew that the convoys had come from Smolensk. As he already had photographs
and even the originals of some of the letters and postcards found on the bodies
he asked us why so many of them were addressed to Kozielsk. I told him briefly
what I knew about Kozielsk and also about Starobielsk and Ostashkov and
watched his reaction closely. This was very strong and gave me a quite definite
impression that Sloventzik had information about Kozielsk only from us. It was
also the only bit of the conversation which he made a note of. A few minutes
later, after we had finished our conversation, I heard that he had passed on the
information about Kozielsk to Olenbusch /of the propaganda department of the
General Government/ and to other Germans.”
While 2/Lt. Voss was organising teams of diggers and providing guards from
the local Russian inhabitants and Prof. Buhtz was making all the preparations
for the commencement of the medico-legal work on the large scale, those respon
sible for propaganda should have, with the aid of the Intelligence service and the
police collected the most detailed possible data on the subject of the origin of
the graves and the bodies therein, as this was essential to the efficient working
of the propaganda drive. The conversation with Lt. Sloventzik on 10th of April,
mentioned above, would seem to indicate that this preparatory work was not in
fact done by the propaganda service. Six weeks after the discovery of the bodies
the “inventor” of Katyn knew nothing about them except that they were the
bodies of Polish officers killed by the Bolsheviks. It is highly probable that Lt.
Sloventzik's superiors were no better informed.
This would explain the form and contents of the first official German com
munique on Katyn. It was published by the Deutsches Nachrichten Büro in an
apparently very careless manner on the 13th of April 1943 and it contained several
drastic contradictions and inaccuracies. Evidently the officials of the Ministry
of Propaganda had no precise knowledge either of the history of the missing
Polish POW’s in the 's' or the details of the Katyn discovery and they tried
to cover up this lack of factual information with glaringly demagofic phraseology.
They did not know the details about the discovery of the graves and on this point
gave to some extent conflicting versions/see the paragraph 1 and 3 of the com
munique/. They appeared to be ignorant of the topography of the locality where
the graves were discovered as they used different geographical names. They did
not even know the exact number of the graves discovered nor the state they were
in; and they made a mistake as to the age of the spruces planted on the graves.
They ignored the real history of the Polish POW’s in the USSR and based their
story on scraps on information obtained from the Geheime Feldpolizei which had
questioned the local inhabitants. Consequently, they gave the number of mur
dered Polish officers as being “over 10.000” and the population of Kozielsk camp
as being “über 60.000 Gefangene Polnische Soldaten” which was completely
wrong and they made no mention of Starobielsk and Ostashkov /see the last
paragraph of the communique/. *



1806 THE KATYN FOREST MASSACRE

II. THE WORK OF EXHUMATION AND THE PART PLAYED IN IT BY THE POLISH RED
CROSS.

1. The decision to send the delegate of the Polish Red Cross

The Germans knew few details about the bodies found in the Katyn graves but
they had no doubt as to the fact that they were the bodies of Polish officers.
Consequently the only preparation made by the German propaganda, prior to the
disclosure of the Katyn discovery, was an attempt to gain the collaboration of
those people who were directly interested, namely the Poles.
The Polish nation was mercilessly exploited and persecuted by the Germans
but it persisted in its indomitable general resistance and the underground struggle
had the support of the whole nation. Nevertheless it could be foreseen that the
news of the murder of thousands of Polish prisoners by the Soviets would be a
serious shock. Meanwhile the cooperation of the Poles being, as they were, the
only competent and trustworthy witnesses to the fact that the Katyn discovery
was a reality and not merely an invention of Dr. Goebbels, was extremely desirable
if not absolutely necessary.
With this end in view the Berlin Ministry of Propaganda sent special emissaries
to the chief towns of the Polish General Government just before the disclosure of
the Katyn discovery. There, in closed conferences which were attended by spe
cially summoned individuals, they communicated the news of the Katyn dis
covery. In this way they hoped to obtain witnesses who would be acceptable to
world opinion, by inviting them to go to Katyn. Both the news and the invita
tions were received with great scepticism. It was felt, however, that the informa
tion should be verified. Several of the people invited asked for a decision of
the Polish underground authorities on this matter and obtained their consent to
go. Among those who also went to Katyn were members of the families of some
of the exhumed victims, a trusted emissary of archbishop Sapieha from Cracow
and members of the Executive Committee of the Polish Red Cross *, as the work
of this organisation included the protection of POW's, keeping in contact with
them and the care of the graves of men killed in action.
The Germans on their assumption that the sovereign Polish State had ceased to
exist, refused to allow the Polish Red Cross to exercise its normal functions and
refused to recognise the rights due to it under international law. On the other
hand they did not decide to liquidate it entirely. Consequently during the
German occupation the existence of the Polish Red Cross was tolerated but its
activities were confined territorially within the boundaries of the General Govern
ment and as far as its work was concerned to the care of the disabled soldiers of
the September campaign. An Office of Information still remained doing what it
could for the protection of POW’s and meeting with great chicanery on the part
of the Germans.
The unfriendly attitude of the Germans to the Polish Red Cross was the reason
why, when organising the first conference on Katyn on April 9th 1943, /see the
footnote on p. 9./ they did not immediately invite representatives from it

. Only
at the last moment the President of the Polish Red Cross Mr. Lachert was sum
moned by telephone to the meeting. When he declared that he would be able to

be present only after one hour he was told that in that case he would be too late.
On the afternoon o

f

the same day he received another telephone call informing
him o

f

the decision to send a delegation to Katyn and pointing out that “a seat
on the plane which is to start for Smolensk on the next day/April 10th/ a

t
8 a. m.

has been reserved for the President of The Polish Red Cross.” /From the con
fidential report on the part played by the Polish Red Cross in the work of exhuma
tion in Katyn near Smolensk for the period April–June 1943 presented by order

o
f

the Polish Red Cross/. -

The Executive Committee of the Polish Red Cross treated the whole affair as a

German propaganda trick and decided not to send anybody and the Polish Red
Cross was, in fact, not represented among the group o

f people who flew to Katyn
on the 10th o

f April.

In face of this negative attitude taken by the President of the Polish Red Cross
the Germans began talks with the representatives o

f

the Polish Red Cross District

in Cracow and after a few days renewed their attempts to gain its cooperation.
The confidential report of the Polish Red Cross reads: “On the morning of April
the 14th Dr. Grunmann from the Propaganda Department o
f

the Warsaw Dis
trict came to the Polish Red Cross office and presented the President with a verbal
summons urging him to send a “delegation” o
f

the Executive Committee o
f

the

* See the footnote on p
.
9
.

&
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Polish Red Cross consisting of three people, that very day at 13 o'clock /1 p.m./
by 'plane to Smolensk. At the same time he mentioned that Mr. Plappert
Plenipotentiary of the Polish Red Cross Executive Committee for the Cracow
District and his deputy Dr. Szebesta were leaving Cracow in the morning by the
same plane together with the representatives of the clergy chosen by the Arch
bishop. The Executive Committee immediately made an attempt to contact
Dr. Szebesta in Cracow by telephone but it appeared that he had alredv left the
Office.”
In these circumstances the Executive Committee after a short discussion due to
lack of time, took the decision which subsequently formed the basis of their policy
with regard to the Katyn case.
According to the confidential report this policy was based on the following
remlSeS.p
1/ The request to send a delegation of the Executive Committee of the Polish
Red Cross should be absolutely opposed as such a delegation would bear a propa
gandist character and it would directly serve the political aims of German propa
ganda in which the Polish Red Cross should not play any part and from which it
must cut itself off completely.
2/ The identification of the bodies in the mass graves was absolutely necessary
both for the Office of Information of the Polish Red Cross and for the thousands
of Polish families directly concerned.
3/ The Polish Red Cross guaranteed that the work of exhumation, identifica
tion and burial of such a great number of bodies would be conducted with due care
and piety.
4/. In view of the above it was considered advisable for the Polish Red Cross to
send to Smolensk a Technical Committee within the frame-work of the organisa
tion of the Office of Information and thus free from any propagandist character.
Its preliminary task would be to enquire, on the spot, if and under what conditions
the Polish Red Cross could undertake the work and responsibility of the exhuma
tion.
5/ The exceptionally difficult task of this initial Committee and the compulsory
presence of two high officials of the Polish Red Cross in Cracow on this expedition
called for complete uniformity in the attitude of the entire Committee to the Ger
man propaganda efforts which could be foreseen and in face of other different
eventualities which could not be predicted. This could be effected by sending
one member of the Executive Committee of the Polish Red Cross in the capacity
of a responsible member of the Committee whose task would be to install the
Technical Committee on the spot and to immediately present a report to the
Executive Committee.
The German Authorities were officially informed:
“The Presidium of the Executive Committee has decided to send to Smolensk 5
people from Warsaw comprising a Technical Committee consisting of 4 people
who, if necessary, will remain on the spot and Mr. Skarzynski member and Secre
tary of the Executive Committee. In view of the fact, however, that the German
Authorities have deprived the Polish Red Cross of all its responsibilities including
the care of the graves, with the exception of those activities undertaken by the
Office of Information Mr. Skarzynski is authorized to act only within the frame
work of the said Office of Information.”
It can be seen form the above official resolution and from its confidential
premises that the attitude of the Executive Committee of the Polish Red Cross to
the Germans was one of the great reserve and caution. Its aim was to do nothing
which could serve the purpose of German propaganda and at the same time
to do such positive work as was appropriate to its statutory tasks.
In accordance with the policy thus framed the representative of the Executive
Committee of the Polish Red Cross declared to Lt. Sloventzik who was represent
ing the German Military Authorities there, on his arrival at Smolensk on April
the 15th 1943 that he had come there “only to investigate the graves and to install
the Technical Committee which in 2 or 3 days will be able to decide on the extent
of the work needed to be done on the graves by the Polish Red Cross. This work
will consist in identification of the bodies, reburying them in new graves, taking
charge of their possessions and handing them over to the families of the murdered
men.”
To this he received the answer that “German Military Authorities will give the
Polish Red Cross every assistance.”
In fact as is stated by a member of the Technical Committee “in the normal
course of work done by us the Germans were in general not obstructive, leaving
leaving considerable freedom to the Technical Committee and limiting them
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selves to the supervision of our heavy and extremely unpleasant work.” The
statement adds: “During our stay we felt the whole time that we were under
secret German observation but no restrictions or restraints were placed upon us.”
After his return to Warsaw the representative of the Executive Committee of
the Polish Red Cross presented a report to the Executive Committee on his stay
in Katyn/discussed in Facts and Documents p. 231/. As a result the Executive
Committee, considering the case to be a very urgent one, sent already on April 19th
1943 three more members to the Technical Committee from Warsaw.
Finally on April the 28th two further members of the Technical Committee went
to Katyn by plane together with an expert in forensic medicine, assistant at the
Jagellonian University and a member of the staff of the Institute for Forensic
Medicine in Cracow Dr. M. Wodzinski accompanied by his three laboratory
assistants.
Thus the total number of people sent to Katyn as members of the Technical
Committee of the Polish Red Cross rose to 12. As, however, two people returned
to Warsaw at the end of April and a third in the middle of May the Technical
Committee of the Polish Red Cross in Katyn during the period of effective work
i. e. during May and the first days of June 1943 consisted of 9–10 people.

2. The work of exhumation before the arrival of the Technical Committee of the Polish
Red Cross
During the period before the arrival of the first members of the Technical Com
mittee of the Polish Red Cross at Katyn on April 15th 1943 the exhumations
there were conducted exclusively by the Germans, using Russian civilian workers
under the general technical supervision of 2/Lt. Voss of the Geheime Feldpolizei.
Voss made 7 reports on the progress of the preparations for the exhumations and
on the exhumations themselves. These were dated February 28th 1943/the first
report on the discovery of the graves/, March 4th, 27th and 31st and April 3rd,
10th and 13th. Only two of these reports those of 27th March and 10th April
were published in Amtliches Material entirely or in part. Of the others we find
only a mention in a deposition made by Voss before the judicial authorities of
the Army on 26th April 1943/Amtliches Material-document Nr.1/.
From the report of March 27th 1943 we know that the preparatory work on the
exhumations had already been completed at that time and that on the March 29th
1943 35 civilian workers brought from neighbouring villages were to start removing
the upper layer of earth from grave Nr. 1. According to this report it was sup
posed that this work would take 5 days /see Amtliches Material p. 16/.
After the removal of about 2 metres of earth and the uncovering of the whole
surface of grave Nr 1/8 x 28 mr—Amtl. Mat. p. 16/ the top-most layer of 250
bodies was exhumed and the bodies were laid out in the clearing between the short
arm of grave Nr 1 and the road through the wood. In order to establish the
actual depth of grave Nr 1 a pit was dug out at the end of the shorter arm of this
grave right to the bottom and 12 layers of bodies were revealed one on top of the
other. This work supplied the basis for the calculation of the number of bodies
contained in this grave. It was given by the Germans as 3.000/250 x 12/—/report
of April 10th 1943/–/Amtl. Mat. p. 32/.
Independently and most probably at the same time as the work was going on
grave Nr 1 work was being conducted also with the view to discovering and
uncovering further graves. We know from the reports of April 10th 1943, pub
lished in Amtliches Material /documents 6 and 12/ that already before the dis
closure of the Katyn revelations the Germans knew of the existence of all 7
Polish graves /and of the 4 Russian graves situated in the triangle formed by the
roads through the woods /see Facts and Documents p. 309/ although not all the
graves were at that time completely uncovered. The report of April 10th 1943
describes them in the following manner:
“Der mit 2 bis 7 bezeichnete Gelandeteil wurde an einigen Stellen aufgegraben
und diese Stellen miteinander verbunden” /Amtliches Material p. 32/.
A member of the first Polish “delegation” of April 10th 1943 gives in his deposi
tions made in London the following account of the stage of the exhumations at
that time:
“The next morning we went by car to Kose Gory. After having turned into
the woods we left the car near a large excavation. This was a long trench most
robably dug out along the whole length of the grave and right to the bottom£ as the limbs and heads of bodies left at the side showed, not for the whole
breadth. The section showed that the bodies were lying in a quite orderly manner
piled one on top of the other in several layers. The upper layers of the grave dug
out in the hilly terrain of Kose Gory were of dry clayey-sandy earth but subsoil



THE KATYN FOREST MASSACRE 1809

water was seeping into the lower part. We were shown the work begun nearby
on the second grave where only the top layers of bodies were uncovered. Local
Russians were working at both graves lifting out the bodies.
“After that we visited the whole area of the graves and we soon learned to
discern the graves not yet uncovered. They were slightly sunk at the edges, the
surface was not level and moreover they were overgrown with young spruces
which were undoubtedly planted intentionally on the top of the graves. These
small trees, all of the same height, stood out quite distinctly from the background
of the forest which was a neglected and wild but not very old spruce grove. The
spruces planted on the graves gave the impressions of being healthy and well

rooted trees and
they must have been growing on the graves for more than one

year.
The first communique of Deutsches Nachrichten Büro stated that “up till now
two great mass graves have been found and further test digging has shown the
existence of at least two more graves.”
An article of Robert Broess of April 12th 1943 published in the Argentine news
paper “El Pampero” also spoke about two grave-trenches only, referring moreover
to conversations with Prof. Buhtz in which 5 more test diggings were mentioned
which points to the existence of further graves /see Facts and Documents p. 239/.
The work of removing the 2 mtr thick covering of earth was not easy and took
much time. The member of the Technical Committee of the Polish Red Cross
who arrived at Katyn on April 29th 1943 states that at that time “the graves
which were subsequently numbered 1, 2, 3 and 4 were already completely un
covered in such a manner that the whole covering of earth was removed and the
upper-most layer of bodies completely exposed. From the graves subsequently
numbered 5, 6, and 7 the covering of earth was just being removed and the graves
themselves were already partly exposed.”
We see from the above that in the first period of exhumation conducted by the
Germans without the participation of the Technical Committee of the Polish
Red Cross, two or even three graves were completely uncovered. The remaining
four or five graves were, it is true discovered and exposed by means of so called
test section but the covering of earth was not yet completely removed from the
graves which gave the members of the Technical Committee the opportunity of
seeing some graves practically untouched by the Germans.
A member of the first Polish “delegation” of April 10th 1943 states that during
his stay in Katyn “the work was only in a preliminary stage. In the clearing
in the woods near the graves about 200 bodies taken out of the grave were lying
awaiting post mortem examination. The bodies were numbered and laid out in
several rows. Near Dr. Buhtz's hut a number of bodies were lying here and there
which had apparently already been examined by Dr. Buhtz. On the trees and
the branches items of uniform taken from the bodies were hanging. The whole
made an impression of work just began and not yet properly organised.”
The representative of the Executive Committee of the Polish Red Cross who
arrived at Katyn on April 16th referred in his report presented to the Executive
Committee to “about 300 bodies having been taken out up till now.” This
number was confirmed in the report of the Polish officers, POW's in Germany who
were brought to Katyn on April 17th 1943.
Finally the exact number of bodies exhumed at Katyn by the Germans without
the assistance of the Technical Committee of the Polish Red Cross was given in
the “list of the order of burial” which was attached to the “report of the Technical
Committee of the Polish Red Cross” on its work in Katyn.
In the chapter entitled “Grave 1” it was reported that in the period 22nd–24th
April in all 310 bodies were reburied in this grave “partly without the assistance
of the Technical Committee of the Polish Red Cross, only by the German military
personnel”, of which 112 had no list numbers and 198 were numbered consecutively
3–200 inclusive /the two first list numbers were allocated to the bodies of Gen.
Smorawinski and Gen. Bohatyrewicz which were buried in separate graves/.
This last document confirms the impression already mentioned that the German
exhumations “were not yet properly organised.” The Germans, known for their
pedantry and love of system, were not able in the few weeks available to organise
properly the work of exhumation with the result that over a hundred bodies had
no list numbers and did not appear in the German official list of exhumed bodies.
For unknown reasons the first numbering of exhumed bodies was stopped at
number 112 and a new numerical series was began starting with number “01”
with the result that 112 numbers were completely omitted.
The fact that the Germans although able to call upon the necessary labour
were yet unable to organise properly the exhumations was the reason all the work
went into Polish hands.

93744–52–pt. 6—13
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3. The organisation of the work undertaken by the Technical Committee of the Polish
Red Cross -

The first three members of the Technical Committee arrived at Katyn on April
16th 1943 and intended to set to work on the very next day organising it in the
following way. One of them was to work at deciphering the documents found
on the bodies in the office of the Feldpolizei at Grushtshenki, the two others were
to search for and preserve the documents on the bodies in the Kaytn forest.
The arrival on that day of the “delegation” of Polish officer-prisoners from
German Oflags and the visits of foreign journalists on the 20th of April 1943 as
well as some technical difficulties which could not be solved before Lt. Sloventzik
had been contacted, resulted in a delay of some days of the work of exhumation
being taken over by the Technical Committee. . Meanwhile on the 20th of April
three more Poles arrived and on the 28th came the Polish expert in forensic medi
cine with two qualified prosecutors and three Polish Red Cross officials. This
increase of the number of the members of the Committee made a better organisa
tion of work possible. Thus approximately from the first of May the work of
exhumation was done in the following consecutive stages:
a/ the digging up and lifting out of the bodies,
b/ the examination by the doctor and in certain cases the performing of the
post mortem on unidentified corpses,

c/ the searching of the bodies and the removal of the documents,
d/ the reburial of the bodies,
e/ the examination of the documents found on the bodies.

•

All this work was performed under Polish management and German supervision,
which was assigned to the N. C. O.'s of the Feldpolizei who confined themselves
to watching the work without interfering with it

.

Many conflicts resulted from the basically different attitude taken to the work

a
t Katyn by the Poles and Germans. The Poles were wholly interested in the

work o
f exhumation, identification and reburial o
f

the bodies being performed
with the greatest possible piety and in a conscientious, orderly and efficient
manner: the Germans were only interested to exploit the situation as far as they
were able for the purpose o

f political propaganda. But over to the technical
side of the exhumation and identification work which lasted for more than one
month the Technical Committee had no serious dispute with the Germans.
The members of the Technical Committee were provided with arms bands o

f

the Red Cross and were given complete freedom to move over the whole terrain

o
f

the Katvn forest and to contact freely the inhabitants and the Todt organisa
tion workers. The ban o

n taking photographs a
t Katyn, promulgated by Voss,

did not a pply to them. This freedom was granted somewhat ostentatiously to
impress the visting parties coming to Katyn.

In principle, the working day of the Committee lasted from 8 a.m. to 6 p.m.
with an hour and a half for lunch. . But the visiting parties coming continually to

Katyn often interfered with this time table and were the subject of several dis
cussions between the Technical Committee and the German Authorities. Eventu
ally, visits to the scene o

f

the crime were confined to certain hours which were not
however always strictly kept. Particularly was the work o

f

the Committee
disorganised when important delegations arrived.
The Germans usually did not directly stop the work but interrupted it by not
supplying workers on some days. Special difficulties were often experienced with
Russian POW's who were employed digging new communal graves and reburying
those bodies already examined by the Technical Committee. The members of

the Committee did not believe in Sloventzik's explanation that he had difficulties

in securing prisoners. They believed that the Germans deliberately retarded
the reburying o

f

the exhumed bodies in order to make a greater impression on the
parties visiting Katyn. The keeping of unburied bodies on the surface for several

de:
made the already heavy work still harder.

e will now proceed to a detailed description o
f

the work o
f

the Technical
Committee.

a
/ Digging up and lifting out of the bodies.-Local civilian workers dug up the

graves under the supervision o
f

members o
f

the Technical Committee. They
worked in teams of two and the average number of teams working a
t

the same
time in the graves was three. The rest of the workers were employed carrying
away the bodies. When lifting the bodies the workers used iron hooks with the
aid o
f

which they were able to detach the individual corpses from the conglom
erated mass. As well as hooks they also used shovels and sometimes even picks
because in certain cases the bodies were so firmly stuck together that they could
not b

e separated in any other way. The Committee would have preferred the
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bodies to have been lifted out by hand in order to avoid damaging them especially
in cases where they were not lying in orderly layers, but they had to agree to tools
being used. The fact that the bodies were so firmly jammed together precluded
any suspicion of the bodies exhumed by the Technical Committee having been
previously disturbed.
After the separation of the individual bodies from the mass they were placed
on wooden stretchers, lifted to the surface, and laid in rows on the ground. Usu
ally 70–150 bodies were lifted out in one day, the average number being about 100.
In principle, The Technical Committee endeavoured to rebury the bodies on the
same day as they were lifted out and in the same order, in new communal graves
which however, for the reasons mentioned above, was not always possible. As
a result there were often several hundred unburied corpses lying about.
b/ Medical examination and post mortems.—At the beginning of his work with
the Technical Committee the Polish expert in forensic medicine examined all
bodies without exception. The following is an excerpt from his deposition made
in London.
“I performed them, /the examinations/ as a rule, with the help of Ferdinand
Plonka. During these examinations, after having shaved off the hair on the back
of the head we found, generally, at about the breadth of two fingers below the
occipital protuberance most often in the middle line of the body an entry wound
in the form of a roundish aperture with the diameter of about 8 mm. After
cutting the skin at the back of the head it could be seen that the bullet channel
usually ran forwards and upwards into the cranial cavity through the base of the
occipital bone. After the entry aperture had been cleaned from soft tissues its
diameter was measured by means of a metal rule and generally not quite 8 mm.
The entry aperture was characterised by even outer edges which expanded crater
like towards the interior of the cranium. After the examination of the entry
wound we looked for the exit wound which was almost always located on the fore
head of the victim, more or less at the edge of the scalp, sometimes in the middle
line of the body and sometimes a little to the right or left. The exit wounds were
characterised by greater dimensions than those made by the bullets entry, their
diameter attaining the breadth of sometimes 15mm, by uneven edges and some
times by the presence of small bonesplinters in them. After the measurement of
the dimensions of the wound the skin was cut open and the edges of the bone
aperture were cleansed from soft tissues and the exit aperture of the frontial bone
was examined . . . By means of a probe the direction of the shot was deter
mined and it was established that it had usually damaged the vital centres in the
medulla causing the instantaneous death of the victim. In some cases the cranial
cavity was opened up and the preagonal reaction established which took the form
of large rust-coloured hemochromogen deposits at the base, on account of the
hemorrhage into the cranial cavity. Often after the skin and the soft tissues
had been cut, bloody stains were found in the vicinity of the entry wounds . . .
Then the length of the body was measured and it was examined for other lesions
in particular for lesions which would testify to a struggle having taken place
before death with an aggressor.”
The Polish doctor in Katyn after having examined 800 bodies in the manner
described above stopped, in the first half of May, further examination of all bodies
without exception and confined himself to a detailed examination of only those
bodies on which no documents had been found and which had been listed as
unidentified. He had been forced to do this because the original plan of the
Polish Red Cross to send at least three forensic medicine experts to Katyn had
not been carried out despite all the insistent endeavours of the Executive Com
mittee of the Polish Red Cross in Warsaw.
With reference to the unidentified bodies the doctor further states. “In these
cases I measured the length of the body and gave the dental particulars, in
particular the number of false teeth, and the age on the basis of the length of the
marrow-cavity within the head of the humerus. I also described the clothes and
paid special attention to monograms and trademarks and I paid attention, in
general, to all the data which could have been of use for identification purposes.
In cases where the length of the body could not be established because of the
great degree of putrid decomposition I measured the length of the two long bones
in order to determine later the approximate length of the body by means of the
formula accepted by forensic medicine. In the more interesting cases which
differed from the norm I took photographs.”
Detailed dissections of bodies were not, as a rule, made as during the examina
tion the cause of death, namely the shot in the back of the head, was established
without doubt. Independently of the Polish doctors examinations individual
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bodies were examined and sometimes also dissected by German doctors, Dr.
Schmidt, Dr. Müller, Dozent Dr. Huber. For several weeks at the end, there
also worked at Katyn, a Dozent of chemistry of one of the German universities
whose name was Specht and who made a detailed chemical research and in par
ticular measured the acidity of samples of earth taken from different layers in the
graves and their vicinity. From this research it was discovered that in the upper
layers of the graves the reactions of the earth showed a slight alkaline content
but the earth gave a decidedly acid reaction the deeper the layer. The attitude
of the above mentioned German doctors to the members of the Polish Technical

£ee was courteous and they communicated to them the results of theirreSearch.

Prof. Buhtz himself, during the period of the work of the Technical Committee
at Katyn, came irregularly from Smolensk, usually when more important parties
and delegations visited the place of the crime. According to the opinion of the
Polish doctor Prof. Buhtz treated the work being done at Katyn exclusively as
a man of science and because of this he even had some disputes with the local
chief of the German propaganda. -

c/ Searching of the bodies.—Independently of the medico-legal examinations all
the bodies removed from the graves were minutely searched and everything which
could be of any importance for identification purposes was taken off them. The
members of the Technical Committee, assisted by two Russian civilian workers,
slit open all the pockets of the clothes taken off the bodies with knives and took
out all the contents passing them to other members of the Technical Committee.
These, after examining them, put them into numbered envelopes. Other objects,
for example Polish pre-war bank notes, were left on the spot as were also the news
papers which were very often found with the bodies. All these newspapers
were dated March and April 1940. They were Soviet newspapers, mostly Głos
Radziecki/Soviet Voice/, which was published in Polish in Kiev.
“Because there was such a large number of these newspapers” states a member
of the Technical Committee “only a few copies were kept and the rest were left
for a long time scattered about in the clearing near the graves. Then, after the
emptying of the original graves, the newspapers and the other rubbish was thrown
back and the graves were filled up again.” -
From the bodies on which no documents were found which could be used for
identification purposes or, at least, as evidence of the military rank, one epaulette
was taken and put into the envelope. At the same time a number corresponding
to that on the envelope was stamped on a metal disc and pinned on to the uniform,
at the breast of the body, by the Russian civilian workers. In cases where the
bodies had decomposed to an exceptional degree the metal numbers were fixed to
the bones of the corpses by means of a wire. Because in some cases razors,
penknives, valuables and documents were found in the legs of the boots these were
generally slit open and examined.
It should be stressed that the members of the Technical Committee did not
conduct their inspection of the documents found nor did they identify the bodies
or list them on the spot, near the graves. The numbered envelopes in which the
objects found on the bodies had been placed were laid on a table in rows and, when
work censed every evening, were collected by a German dispatch rider on a motor
cycle who, often accompanied by a member of the Technical Committee took them
to a house 5-6 kilometres in the direction of Smolensk where the Commission was
located which was drawing up the identification list of the bodies and of the
objects and documents found on them.

-

d/ The reburial of the bodies.—The bodies having been examined and provided
with metal discs were then reburied in new communal graves dug out by Soviet
prisoners brought from Smolensk by the Germans. The original plans made for
burying the exhumed bodies in individual graves had to be abandoned in view of
the technical difficulties and the Technical Committee was forced to agree to new
communal graves. The only exceptions were made in the case of two of the identi
fied generals—Smorawinski and Bohatyrewicz.
The new communal graves were situated in the clearing, between the shorter.
arm of grave Nr 1 and the road through the wood. The ground on both sides of
the communal graves was low and marshy but the graves themselves were made
on higher ground which was dry and sandy. The size and the depth of each grave.
was not the same on account of topographical conditions and technical difficulties
which arose in the course of the work. The bottom of each grave was perfectly
dry and each of them, according to its size and depth, contained several rows of
bodies in each layer. The graves were filled in in such a way that the upper layers.
of bodies were covered with the metres of earth. All the graves were levelled at .
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the same height and had the sides turfed. On every grave was placed a wooden
cross two and a half metres high under which a few wild flowers were planted.
On the surface of each grave was put a large turf cross. The graves were num
bered in the same order as they were made. The bodies were placed with the heads
to the East, one on top of the other, the heads somewhat raised and the arms
crossed. Each layer of bodies was covered with 20-30 centimetres of earth. A
member of the Technical Committee supervised the placing of the bodies in the
graves in their order on the list. As it was planned to take the bodies back to
- Poland, detailed plans of the graves and the place of each numbered corpse in
them were drawn up. The cemetery when finished occupied a square of 60 x 36
metres. The first grave was completed by the Germans without the participation
of the Technical Committee on April 24th, the second on May 5th, the third
on May 12th, the fourth on May 24th, the fifth on June 1st and the sixth on
June 7th. The location and the dimensions of the graves will be found on the
attached plan.
e/ The examination of the documents found on the bodies.—The Germans had
established a temporary laboratory where the Katyn documents could be
deciphered, in a wooden house of several rooms occupied by the Feldpolizei
which was situated in the locality of Grushtshenki, about 5-6 kilometres in the
direction of Smolensk. The members of the Technical Committee worked at the
deciphering of the documents in the laboratory which was situated on a glassed
in veranda, under the supervision of a German NCO of the Geheime Feldpolizei
who was billeted in the same house. He was assisted by another German who
took his place in case of need. There was also a woman Volksdeutsch working on
the veranda well acquainted with the Polish language who translated on the

# the more important documents, especially the diaries of the victims, intoerman.
2/ Lt. Voss lived near the house and also supervised the work in the laboratory.
It was by his orders that all the foreign money and valuables found on the bodies
were retained in the house while the other objects and the documents were nut
into the numbered envelopes which were then placed in serial order in wooden cases.
The work in the laboratory was organised as follows. All the objects from each
envelope brought from Katyn were taken out and listed. Then on the basis of
the personal documents found on the body if any and if not on that of the uniform
epaulette the military rank and if possible other personal data of the victim was
established. The name thus established and the contents of the envelope were
catalogued numerically in German by a German NCO.
At the beginning when the Techical Committee's team was small/before
May 1st 1943/the lists were drawn up only in the German language/nrs 421–794/
afterwards/from nr 795/the lists were made up in Polish just for the use of the
Polish Red Cross, and in German by the German NCO. The identification of
the bodies from Nr 1 to 112 and from Nr 01 to 0420 was made by the Germans
before the arrival of the Technical Committee. If identification proved impossible
a note was made to this effect against the serial number, together with a list of the
documents found on the body. Such documents were subsequently sent by the
German authorities to a special chemical laboratory for a more scientific exami
nation. After the contents of the envelope have been gone through, the documents
and other objects were put into new envelopes which were given the same number
and on which the contents were enumerated. This was done by the Germans. The
envelopes containing the materials were put into the cases which remained in the
exclusive possession of the German authorities. The deciphering of the documents
found on the bodies presented much difficulty in view of the fact that in cases
where the bodies were partly mummified the documents had become desiccated
and the paper, when carelessly handled, disintegrated. Such documents were
moistened with water and with the aid of ivory knives the pages were very
delicately separated one from another and afterwards deciphered. The docu
ments found on the bodies underwent a partial chemical transformation and
were covered with a tiny layer of white wax but after being separated and scraped
with small wooden sticks presented no special difficulty in deciphering if they
were printed or written with a lead pencil. Writing in ink however had faded
completely away and could not be read with the naked eye. Although diaries
and other documents of special interest were treated by the Germans with special
care and immediately passed over to the woman Volksdeutsch to be translated
into German the Polish members of the Technical Committee were able to get a
good look at them and in many cases were even able to take exact copies, of them:
Besides the diaries the Polish members of the Committee read also letters found
on the bodies which had been written by the prisoners but not posted or had been
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received by them at Kozielsk. The dates of all these letters according to the
deposition of a member of the Technical Committee were not later than April 1940.
4. The course and the conclusion of the work done by the Committee.
Up to the middle of May 1943 the bodies were exhumed only from grave Nr 1
and these numbered about 1700. Despite the fact however that the grave Nr 1
was not yet completely emptied the Germans would not permit the removal of
some hundreds of bodies still remaining there since for propaganda purposes they
wished to have this largest grave open and partially full of bodies. In particular
the Germans ordered the preservation of the sap made in the initial stage under
the end of the grave, where 12 layers of bodies one on top of the other could be
seen. This sap was shown to all visitors to Katyn.
The subordination of the work of exhumation to propaganda purposes resulted
in the fact that the further exhumation from the other six graves was carried out
at random as the Germans for some time did not allow them to be completely
emptied. The Technical Committee however tried to work as systematically as
possible and to empty each grave in turn. In general a group of workers having
started the work on one grave worked there for the whole day. But because of
the relatively small dimensions of the graves other than the graves 1 or 2 two
pairs of workers at most could work on the same grave at once. As on an average
three pairs of workers were working every day, bodies were often exhumed from
two neighbouring graves at the same time which made it difficult to establish
which bodies were lifted from which grave.
The member of the Technical Committee in his deposition made in London
says: “Grave 3 was emptied first, followed successively by graves 4, 6, and 7.
Graves Nr 1, 2, and 5 were emptied later; grave Nr 1 because of its dimensions,
grave Nr 2 because of the characteristic arrangement of the bodies and grave
Nr 5 because it was flooded with water.”
His description of the Katyn graves reads as follows:
“As I have already stated the biggest of all the Katyn graves was grave Nr 1
which was shaped like an “L”. Its long arm ran along the slope of the Western
side of the sandy mound. The upper layer of the grave consisted of airy light sand
and below that was layer of sandy clay, and below that again a layer of compact,
wet, black peat of which the walls of the lower part of the grave and its bottom
was formed. The bottom of the short arm was level but the bottom of the long
arm was terraced and there were 5 of these terraces. The depth of the longer
arm thus decreased gradually as is sloped downwards and westwards. On the
terraces the bodies were laid alternatively in a very orderly manner but higher
up they were helter-skelter/like herrings in a barrell. The bodies in the upper
layers were light and fragile and the facial features had distintegrated giving the
appearance of a partial mummification. Proceeding gradually downwards and
coming to the clayey layer of the grave we found here that the bodies were already
well preserved with the facial features distinct and covered over with a whittish
layer of sticky grease which had an unpleasant, sharp, putrid smell. This layer
of grease protected the bodies from external influence, and was a sign of fatty
degeneration. Those bodies within the past layer were relatively the best
preserved. They showed only a marked flattening resulting from the great
pressure upon them of the upper layers of bodies. Likewise the clothes of the
bodies in the upper layers were faded and brittle to the touch becoming progres
sively stronger the lower the layer.
“As to the more interesting details concerning the bodies in grave Nr 1 it should
be stressed that they were dressed in Winter clothes, warm underwear, sweaters
and so forth. The wooden soles so called “apelówki”/parade soles/attached to
the shoes were found in relatively great numbers. A number, not very great, of
bodies had their arms tied behind the back with a cord.”
“Grave Nr 2 had sandy soil only in its upper layers which quickly passed into a
clayey layer. In graves Nr 3, 4, 6, and 7 the sandy layer was perhaps a little
thicker but underneath it there was a clay as in grave Nr. 2.”
“The bodies in grave Nr 2 were carefully laid out with the faces downwards and
the arms crossed behind the back. Each row was laid in such a way that the
faces of one were lying on the thighs of the one below. The bodies in graves Nr 2,
3, 4, 6 and 7 were pretty well preserved and had the appearance of partial fatty
degeneration. Among other characteristic details, apart from the exceptional
packing of the bodies in the grave Nr 2, it should be stressed that all the bodies in
graves Nr 6 and 7 had the arms tied behind the back. In all these graves the
bodies were also dressed in Winter overcoats and warm underwear and in some
cases had wooden ‘apelówki' attached to the shoes.
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“In grave Nr 2 the bodies were laid in an extremely careful manner which was
not met with in other graves and in such a way that all the bodies were lying face
down with the arms crossed behind the back. At first glance this arrangement
of the bodies might give the impression that the victims had been first led into the
grave then pushed over and shot in a prone position. For this reason the Germans
drew the attention of visitors especially to this grave Nr 2 and stressed the excep
tional cruelty of the crime.”
As the graves were being gradually emptied it became, by the second half of
May 1943, more and more obvious that the total number of bodies exhumed at
Katyn would in no case exceed 4.500. As this was in glaring contradiction to the
German propaganda which had put out and continually repeated the figure 12.000
as being the number of Katyn victims, the Germans were faced with the problem
of finding a way out of this difficulty.
We do not know who took the decision on this point nor when. It was un
doubtedly taken, after some indecision, by the central authorities, the Technical
Committee working in Katyn remaining in ignorance of it

.

On the other hand in

Warsaw the Executive Committee o
f

the Polish Red Cross became aware, a
t that

time, that its direct communication with Katyn was completely cut off. The
“Confidential Report” of the Polish Red Cross stresses that the Germans had
promised originally that “the Polish Red Cross will be able to have the use o

f

one
plane a week, and correspondence will be delivered to the spot by field post after
three days.” After, however, the return in the middle o

f May 1943 “to Warsaw

o
f

one o
f

the members o
f

the Technical Committee a period o
f subterfuge began.”

The final complement of the Technical Committee together with its new chief
which had to go to Katyn, waited in vain for a 'plane and “daily telephone con' with Mr. Heinrich gave no other answer than that the plane will goany day.”
The report goes on: “At last at the May 20th Mr. Heinrich said confidentially
that the military authorities had decided to interrupt the work at Katyn before
the end o

f

the month so that the journey thither, o
f

the new chief, would be
unnecessary. Dr. Grundmann, on being questioned by me several days later,
said that he knew nothing at all about it and promised to get into touch immedi
ately with the Smolensk army and find out if such an order had been given.”
Obviously the Germans realised that a sudden and objectively unfounded
“interruption” of the Technical Committee's work of exhumation at Katyn would,

in view o
f

the world publicity that it had received, have a very a bad effect so
they did not wish to take a decision overhastily. On the other hand they deliber
ately rejected the possibility o

f disclosing the true number o
f

bodies in the Katyn
graves and thereby admitting their propaganda to be lying on this point. As a
result, a

s

well as deciding to isolate the Technical Committee a
t Katyn, they must

have taken another “temporary” decision, namely to look for further graves in

the Katyn woods which would increase the total number of Katyn victims. It

must be stressed that in this period, contrary to that before the Katyn revelations,
the Germans were accurately informed about the details o

f

the “loss” o
f

the
Polish officers in the USSR. Through the communique of the Polish Minister o

f

National Defense of the 17th April 1943/see Facts and Doc. p
.

250/and other
Polish publications, both official and unofficial, they knew of the three great camps

o
f

Polish prisoners in the USSR—Kozielsk, Starobielsk and Ostashkov. As, up
till that time, all the bodies exhumed at Katyn had been of victims from Kozielsk

it could have been supposed, on the assumption that Katyn forest was the only
place where Polish officers in the USSR were murdered, that there were other
groups o

f graves, namely, those of the inmates of Starobielsk and Ostashkov:
Thus, in the second half of May 1943 the Technical Committee noticed that
the Germans were beginning an intensive search in the forest for further graves.
For this purpose they principally used the method of sounding the earth in the
suspected spots with iron sticks. In the beginning, this work gave no results
but in the last days of May, when the Technical Committee was already finishing
the emptying o

f graves 1 and 2
,

two small graves containing less than twenty
bodies each, in a condition o

f
a considerable decomposition, were discovered.

There were situated near the small path in the wood in the direction o
f

the
Dnieper about 350 metres from the sandy mound in which were the other Polish
graves, in the middle o
f
a spruce grove 20–30 years old. The surface above the

raves a
t

the time o
f

the discovery was covered with a thick layer of pine needles.

n closer inspection o
f

the bodies it was, however, stated that they were not the
bodies o
f

Polish officers but of Soviet citizens, some of whom were in Soviet
uniforms on which there was green and red braid.
“Among the bodies clad in civilian clothes of Soviet type”—reports the doctor
of the Technical Committee—“were found also the bodies of several women in
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typical Russian high boots with sloping tops and high cuban heels. Judging by
the degree of decomposition of the bodies I fixed the age of those in one grave at
about 10 years and in the other grave at about 5–7 years. All these bodies also
had bullet wounds with the entry appertures in the occipital bone and the exit
appertures somewhere in the frontal bone. No cartridge cases were found
in these graves and on the basis of the dimensions of the entry apertures the
caliber of the bullets should be calculated as being not more than 8 m/m.
At that time, towards the end of May 1943, activity on the Eastern front
increased and the front appeared to be moving westwards so that at Katyn the
sound of guns was growing greater and greater. In the last days of May there
was a night raid of several dozen Soviet 'planes which destroyed German supply
stores between Katyn forest and Gnezdovo station, some bombs falling in the
vicinity of Katyn forest. For that reason the members of the Technical Com
mittee of the Polish Red Cross began to feel more and more uneasy at Katyn
fearing their fate in the event of the Katyn area being occupied in a Soviet
offensive. Their representatives went to Lt. Sloventzik and told him that the
work of the Committee, being practically finished, they intended to terminate it
definitely in the next few days and they would then wish to return home. Lt.
Sloventzik replied to this that the number of exhumed bodies was definitely too
small and that there must be still more graves of Polish officers in the Katyn
forest area and the Committee should therefore wait for the final results of the
search then going on.
During the discussion Lt. Sloventzik asked, among other things, that the
Technical Committee should give, in their final report, the figure of 12.000 as
the probable final total of Katyn bodies. -

“When resisting this suggestion” reports the Polish doctor “I asked on what
basis I could give such an untruthful figure, Lt. Sloventzik stressed that if the
German authorities gave such a figure no one must be allowed to question it,
as if they did, he might have to pay with his head. At that the conversation
was interrupted butf' realized what a dangerous situation I and the
whole Technical Committee was in.”
At the time of the conversation with Lt. Sloventzik all the Katyn graves
except grave 5 were already empty. Grave Nr 5 lying as it did at the lowest
level, just at the edge of the marsh had for some time been 2/3 full of subsoil water.
The high level of the water made the exhumation of the bodies impossible so
that only those few had been taken out which had risen to the surface. Because
of this, already in the middle of May, the Technical Committee had turned to
Lt. Sloventzik and 2/Lt. Voss and asked them to provide a pump with which to
remove the water covering the bodies. They were promised then that a pump
would be provided by the fire station in Smolensk. But although several weeks
elapsed a pump was not supplied. As the exhumation work was drawing to a
close in the remaining graves the Poles insisted more and more vehemently that
the German authorities should provide the promised pump. But on this point a
passive or even obstructionist attitude on the part of both Sloventzik and Voss
could be definitely felt. As a result of some hot days at the end of May the
subsoil water in grave 5 fell considerably but even so the bodies remaining there
still stuck in the mud.
“On the 30th or 31st May” states the Polish doctor quoted above “I noticed
that the Russian civilians working in Katyn started to fill in grave Nr 5 which
had, until then, remained open. Asked why they were doing it they replied that
they had received an order to this effect from the German officers Sloventzik
and Voss. In view of this I immediately went to Lt. Sloventzik to intervene
and ask him to countermand the order given to the Russian workers, because the
Technical Committee wished to exhume all the bodies of Polish officers at Katyn
to bury them in new communal graves and to make a complete list. To this
received the reply that as they had been unsuccessful in getting the awaited pump
and because the smell of the corpses was increasing with the heat he could not
force the Russian workers to do this extremely unpleasant work of exhuming the
bodies from the mud in grave Nr 5. After more discussion Lt. Sloventzik said
that if we cared so much about emptying this grave we could do the work but
only on our own account and by ourselves. During this conversation Lt.
Sloventzik asked me what my estimate of the number of bodies in grave Nr 5 was.
To my answer, that according to my estimation the number would not exceed 50
he shrugged and said that in his opinion there were certainly more than 200
bodies in this grave.”
Eventually the work being done by the Russian workers of filling up grave Nr 5
was stopped and on the 1st of June 1943 the members of the Technical Committee
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threw a bridge across the grave and started themselves to fetch up the bodies
from the mud. This work was very difficult on account of the great degree of
decomposition of the bodies which meant that the limbs or heads often came apart
from the trunk as the bodies were being lifted out, by hand, from the mud.
A typical feature of the bodies exhumed from this grave was the fact of the hands
of all of them being tied behind their backs with a white cord tied in a double
knot. Their greatcoats were tied round their heads. These greatcoats were
tied with the same kind of cord at the neck level and sometimes a second knot
had been made above the head of the victim. At the neck there was a simple
knot and the rest of the cord was passed down the back, wound round the tied
hands and then tied again at the neck. In this way the hands of the victims
were pulled up to the height of the shoulder blades. Victims tied up in this way
were unable to give any resistance because every move of the hands, tightened
the noose round the neck thereby throttling them. They were, besides, unable to
make any sound on account of the greatcoats over their heads. The Polish
medico-legal expert declared that, from the “point of view of forensic medicine
and criminology, such a way of tying up the victims before execution was inflicting
especially refined torture before death.”
“In one case”, he said further on, “a small quantity of saw-dust was found
between the mouth of the victim and the greatcoat. The sawdust was also found
in the mouth of the victim which meant that if he had taken a sharp breath or
cried out the sawdust would have entered the breathing tubes and caused him to
suffocate and strangle. In a few cases/2–3/I saw a gag made of felt stuck into
the mouth of the victim with strings attached at each side which were passed
round the cheeks and tied in a knot at the level of the occiput.”
Between 10 and 11 a. m. on the first of June 1943 while the members of the
Technical Committee were working at grave Nr 5 the news was suddenly brought
of the discovery of a new grave of Polish officers. Because of this news they
interrupted the work on grave Nr 5 and moved over to the newly discovered
grave Nr 8.
“It was located” reports the Polish doctor “at a distance of more or less a hun
dred metres southwest of grave Nr 5 in a direct line with the prolongation of the
long arm of grave Nr 1. It was on a small hilly mound on the other side of the
marsh and behind the path through the wood which branched from the main
path leading to the NKVD house by the Dnieper, which formed an arc running
north-west. After arriving there I saw a sap already dug out by the Russians
workers about 4 metres square in dimension at the bottom of which, at a depth
of not much more than 1 m. could be seen bodies, in Polish officers uniforms.
With regard to the general view of grave Nr. 8 it should be stressed that on the
top of it

,

could be seen a trough like hollow with a diameter o
f

about 40 m” over
which was growing luxuriant broad bladed grass.”
On June the 1st 10 bodies were taken out of this grave and it was immediately
evident that these bodies were dressed differently from those in the other graves, .

namely, they had no greatcoats. Closer examination o
f

these bodies from grave
Nr 8 revealed also that they had no warm underwear nor sweaters, scarves and
“apelówki”. The pockets of their clothes were found to contain Soviet news
papers o

f
a later date than those newspapers found on the bodies in the other

graves, namely o
f

the early days o
f May 1943.

All the documents found on the bodies exhumed from grave Nr 8 were, like
the documents taken out from the other graves, marked Kozielsk. They were,

in the main certificates o
f

inoculation against typhoid fever, which had, generally
speaking, been found on all the bodies at Katyn. Moreover wooden cigarette
holders and cases found on these bodies from grave Nr. 8 bore the inscription
“Kozielsk”.
Close to the edge o

f grave Nr 8 at its south-east end wooden pickets were
knocked into the bottom o

f

the grave and woven with fascine. It was not quite
clear why this fascine fence had been built into the grave and it could only be
conjectured that it was meant as a boundary to the grave. In the part of the
grave close to the edge there were only 4 layers o

f

bodies lying one on top of another.
On June the 2nd test digging was done in order to establish the dimensions o
f

the newly discovered grave. On the basis o
f

these dimensions the medical
member o
f

the Technical Committee estimated the contents o
f grave Nr 8 as not

exceeding 200 bodies.
“When I mentioned this figure to Lt. Sloventzik I noticed that he became
nervous and angry. He told me once more that nevertheless, the total number

o
f

12.000 was not to be questioned.”
“It should be mentioned that during a former conversation with Lt. Sloventzik
about the number o

f Katyn victims this witness had told him that, in his opinion,
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12.000 bodies could definitely not be found at Katyn as, judging by the documents
found on the bodies, all the victims had been brought from Kozielsk where there
had not been such a large number of prisoners. Sloventzik told him that as, after
all, the entire Katyn forest was one big cemetery undoubtedly other groups of
graves of Polish POW’s from other camps would be found, especially of those
from Starobielsk. Therefore, when the new grave Nr 8 was found, located separ
ately from the others, the Germans supposed that they had indeed found the
group of graves of PÖW's from Starobielsk. But the documents found on the
bodies as well as the other objects /cigarette holders/ proved that the victims in
this grave also came from Kozliesk. This fact, as well as the small dimensions
of the grave, shattered the hopes of the Germans and hence their original delight
caused by the discovery of a new grave, quickly changed into “obvious discontent.”
Fecause of this and because of the failure of the German search for new graves
at Katyn the decision was taken to interrupt the work of exhumation. The ini
tiative in this matter was taken by the Polish doctor who suggested it to Slovent
zik. As he was completely cut off from the Executive Committee of the Polish
Red Cross in Warsaw he did not know that the Germans had, for some time, been
considering the possibility of “interrupting” the work as this was the only way
out of the difficulty created by them having published and continually repeated
the figure of 12.000 Katyn victims in their propaganda. The Polish doctor’s
reasons for wishing to interrupt the work were, that the Technical Committee
could no longer carry on with the very heavy and unpleasant work without
assistance and the fear of the approaching Soviet offensive, as well as of the
prospect of “paying with their heads” if they refused to give the false number in
the final report to be made at the end of the exhumations.
This Polish proposal for interrupting the work at Katyn suited the Germans
extremely well as it provided them with the guarantee that no objections would
be raised on the Polish side when an official communique would announce that
the work in Katyn would not be finished, but, after the exhumation of over 4.000
victims, only temporarily “interrupted”. Lt. Sloventzik, however, was not
satisfied and wished to provide the Germans with additional proofs that not all
the bodies had been exhumed at Katyn and declared that the newly discovered
grave Nr 8 would not be uncovered further but would be left until the Autumn,
before its contents were disclosed.
The Polish doctor accepted Lt. Sloventzik's decision although his instructions
from Warsaw from the Executive Committee of the Polish Red Cross, were ex
plicitly to the effect that all important decisions must be left to them. But it
should be stressed that for some weeks, there had been no sign of life from Warsaw
and that he had no possibility of getting in touch with the Polish Red Cross’
authorities. Moreover his agreement was given only after some consideration, a
fact which he emphasized in his depositions made in London in 1947.
“Despite the failure over grave Nr. 8 Lt. Sloventzik told me again that in his
opinion there must be further Polish officers’ graves in the Katyn forest and that
the search for these graves would continue. To this, referring to my previous
conversations, I declared categorically, that the present team which had worked
then, for more than one month in very difficult and unpleasant conditions, was
most decidedly overworked and refused to stay and work longer at Katyn. I
drew his attention also to the increasing heat and the fact of its causing the stench
of the bodies to grow more and more horrible as well as to the danger of epidemics.
I impressed upon him that it was still our wish to exhume all the bodies of Polish
officers at Katyn and to rebury them properly, so that in the case of further
graves being discovered the work interrupted then, could be resumed in the
Autumn and brought to a finish. To this Lt. Sloventzik replied that if that was
the case, the further exhumations from grave Nr 8 would be made in the Autumn
and for the time being the uncovered part of the grave should be filled in again
with earth and the rest remain undisturbed.”
“Wishing, together with the whole of the Technical Committee, to leave Katyn
as soon as possible in view of the approaching personal danger from the Soviet
side/offensive/and from the German side/the tension over the number of Katyn
bodies/I agreed to accept Lt. Sloventzik's decision being additionally influenced
by the following facts.”
“1. As I have already said before, contrary to what I had originally supposed
namely, that more Polish doctors would come to Katyn, I had been, during the
whole period of exhumation work, the only Polish doctor there and in view of
the attitude of the German authorities I had lost all hope of the possibility of
more Polish doctors coming to work there. But nevertheless, I hoped that if the
work of exhumation could be resumed in the Autumn it would be possible for a
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larger number of Polish doctors to come, whose collective opinion as to the condi
tions, circumstances and date of the murder would carry more weight with the
Polish nation. Not believing in the possibility of the Germans finding further
graves of Polish officers in Katyn forest I wished the possibly more numerous
delegation of Polish experts, to be in a position to find untouched material in
grave 8 to work upon.”
“2. Besides, in view of the developments in the war then taking place both on
the Eastern Front as well as in the Weste /the throwing out of the Germans
from North Africa/ I took into account the not excluded possibility of the area
of the Katyn forest being free from German occupation by the Autumn. Then,
I supposed, it might be possible to execute the plan of sending to Katyn an inter
national or an interallied medico-legal commission. I wish to emphasize that
when I started out for Katyn I was convinced that the commission of the Inter
national Red Cross which had been proposed, would come there and when it did
not arrive at Katyn I was deeply disappointed. Thus, the leaving of the greater
part of grave Nr 8 untouched would amount to preserving for such an interna
tional commission very valuable evidence, untouched by the Germans.”.
After this conversation and the agreement as to the details of the “interruption”
of the exhumation work Lt. Sloventzik undoubtedly sent a report on this plan to
the central authorities. These were doubtless well satisfied since the initiative
coming from the Polish doctor supplied them with a suitable pretext for not
-denying their propaganda.
As a result the decision to “interrupt” the work at Katyn was taken with great
rapidity. Already the next day after the conversation quoted above, the Execu
tive Committee of the Polish Red Cross was informed about it by the represen
tative of the Ministry of propaganda at the Central Office of the General Gov
•ernment in Warsaw. *

“Only on the 3rd of June 1943 did Dr. Grundmann inform us by letter that,
on the 5th of June, exhumation work would temporarily cease and that the
members of the Committee would be returning to Warsaw between the 4th and
9th June and at the same time he repeated that the sending of new chief was
already unnecessary.” /From confidential report of the Polish Red Cross/.
On the same day, 3rd of June 1943, four members of the Technical Committee
together with the above mentioned doctor were granted permission by the Ger
mans to leave Katyn. The remaining members of the Technicalôo:
stayed there a few days longer in order to complete the work of fishing out the
bodies from the flooded grave Nr 5 and to rebury all the exhumed Katyn victims
in the new cemetery of communal graves.
In the last communal grave, Nr. VI, which was began on the 3rd of June 1943,
the rest of the exhumed bodies from grave Nr 1 and 2 were reburied together
with 10 bodies taken out from grave Nr 8/list numbers 4075–4048/ and 46 bodies
fished out from grave Nr 5 on the 5th of June 1943 /list numbers 4085–4130/.
After grave VI had been completed on 7th of June 1943 the remaining members
of the Technical Committee left Katyn.

III. THE NUMBER OF BODIES IN KATYN GRAVES IN THE LIGHT OF THE POLISH
REPORTS

The description of the work of exhumation at Katyn given above on the basis
of new Polish materials does not present any exceptional revelation as compared
with the German material analysed in Facts and Documents /ch.XX/. Both
descriptions are in general accordance with one another as can be seen from the
reports of the Polish doctor frequently quoted above. Speaking about the report
of Prof. Buhtz which was the main basis of the relevant chapter in Facts and
Documents he said:
“I must emphasize that I read this report after the publication of the German
book on Katyn and I compared it with my notes but I did not notice any dis
crepancy then.”
In these circumstances we can accept the fact that Prof. Buhtz's report spoke
the truth and did not contain any falsehoods but nevertheless we cannot assert
that the whole truth was given in it. Some doubts as to this arise when we com
pare this report with the Foreword of Amtliches Material.
This Foreword is not signed from which it follows that it is written by the editor
namely Auswartiges Amt and it has a decidedly propagandist character. In it
we find the number of Katyn victims as being probably 10.000–12.000. Now,
nowhere in Prof. Buhtz's report is this number to be found.
This difference may be expressed in the following way: Prof. Buhtz states that
4.143 bodies were taken out from the Katyn graves. The Foreword conjectures
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that there were in the Katyn area 10.000–12.000 bodies and states that up to that:
time /July 1943/4.143 bodies had in fact been exhumed.
This point is of basic importance because it is essentially connected with the
history of the three camps given in Facts and Documents. After careful analysis
we arrived there at the well founded conclusion based on the depositions of wit
nesses that the inmates of the three camps were liquidated in an identical manner
but in different places. Only the inhabitants of Kozielsk were liquidated at
Katyn which held at that time about 4.500 prisoners. The determining of the
number of bodies at Katyn as being four thousand and some hundreds is a strong
argument in support of this interpretation. .
The determination of this number has yet further significance. Namely, if it
is proved that the Katyn graves held four thousand and some hundreds of bodies.
and not 10.000–12.000 the question of the “missing” prisoners from Starobielsk
and Ostashkov remains open, independently of who is responsible for the mass.
murders at Katyn. This explains why the Soviet press and radio accepted so
readily the figures of 10.000–12.000 given out by the£ propaganda and also.
explains the fact of a correction having been made in the Nuremberg indictment.
As is known the relevant item in the Nuremberg indictment presented by the
Soviet Prosecutor originally gave the figure of bodies at Katyn as 925/the number
of bodies exhumed by the Soviet Special Commission during the second ex
humation of January 1944—see Facts and Documents p. 376/. Only later did
the Soviet Prosecutor introduce a correction giving the number of bodies as:
11.000; this correction was attached to every copy in the form of a special errata
slip.
thus we must pay special attention to this question and consequently we must
examine all the German statements concerning the conclusion and or interruption
of the emptying of the graves in June 1943.
We must first establish the date on which the work terminated. The report of
Prof. Buhtz gives this date as June 3rd 1943 /Amtliches Material p. 40/ and the
final report /Schlussbericht/ of 2/Lt. Voss gives the date as June 7th /Amtliches.
Material

#
33/. This divergence can be very easily explained. The date given

by Prof. Buhtz is the date when the work of emptying grave Nr 8, the last to be
discovered, was interrupted which means that it is the date of the interruption
of the work done on removing new and as yet uncovered bodies. Independently
of this work of reburying the bodies already exhumed in new graves continued as
also the work of fishing out the bodies from grave Nr 5 which was flooded with
water. All this work was finished on the 7th of June and hence this date is found

# £Vos' report. So these two dates though divergent can easily be madeO BCCOrd.

On the other hand the date given in the Foreword to the Amtliches Material
/p. 10/cannot be made to fi

t
in with the dates given above. It is given generally

a
s being “July” and the corresponding phrase runs: “ . . . bis im Juli die Som

merhitze eine Unterbrechung des Ausgrabungsarbeiten notwendig machte.”
Now we have already emphasized that the Foreword, being the work of the editor

o
f

the book, has a definitely propagandist character. Thus in analysing the above
quoted phrase we cannot help but be persuaded that the date “Juli” was put in in

order to make the reason given for the interruption o
f

the work namely “Sommer
hitze” appear more plausible and the whole presentation o

f

the case more con
vincing. This conviction is supported by two facts namely:

1
/ No reasons are given for this date,

2
/ Its divergence from both dates given in the reports of Prof. Buhtz and

2/Lt. Voss.
We can therefore accept without hesitation the date of the suspension o

f

the
work at Katyn as being 7th of June 1943.
Further we must ask ourselves in what sense we can speak about the exhumation
work in Katyn being either interrupted o

r

concluded. For the complete elucida
tion of this problem we must consider separately the following questions:

1
/

the question o
f

the first seven Polish graves,

2
/

the question o
f grave Nr. 8
,

3
/

the question o
f possible further graves.

Ad 1/. Dealing with this point in Facts and Documents/p. 322–327/ we showed
that the expression “interruption o
f work” could not be used about the first seven

graves because all o
f

them were, by the first days of June 1943 completely emptied.
We based this assertion not only on an article published in the Goniec Krakowski
/Cracow Messenger/ which spoke o
f

the emptying and refilling of the two largest
graves, and on German photographs which showed the bottoms o
f

the graves
practically emptied, but principally on reasoning. Basing our calculation on the
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-dimensions of the graves given by the Germans we worked out the maximum
capacity of the graves by two methods. . /Facts and Documents p. 322–327/.
Since this time these calculations and therefore the thesis concerning the complete
emptying of the seven graves has been confirmed by further evidence.
The official report of the Technical Committee on its work in Katyn states
explicitly:
“During the work of the Technical Committee of the Polish Red Cross in
Katyn forest which began on 15th of April 1943 in all 4.243 bodies were exhumed
of which 4.233 were removed from the 7 seven graves which were situated close
to one another and uncovered in March 1943 by German military authorities.
From these 7 graves all the bodies were removed. The very careful sounding
over the whole territory made by the Germans who were anxious that the figures
10–12 thousands bodies given out by their propaganda should not prove to be
remote from the truth allows us to presume that no more graves will be discovered.
The number of bodies in the eighth grave judging by its calculated dimensions
should not be more than a few hundred.”
Thus, as far as 7 graves are concerned, we can conclude with complete certainty
that the phrase the “interruption of work” is not applicable because the work on
the 7 graves was finished by the 7th of June when all the bodies had been taken
out and reburied in new graves.
Ad 2/. The problem of the eighth grave is different. This was refilled on the
3rd June after 10 bodies had been taken out. Test digging and sounding was
done in order to establish its measurements and capacity which were calculated
by the Polish doctor there as being of a maximum of 200 bodies. This calculation
provoked strong opposition from Lt. Sloventzik /see the foregoing chapter p. 49/.
Thus the assertion that the work was interrupted is, with regard to this grave
correct. But the Polish doctor's calculation of the total capacity of the grave
being 200 bodies should be borne in mind. Since this fact was omitted by the
German authorities from their communique or the interruption of work at Katyn
or rather we should say, since it was done deliberately that it was concealed.
Ad 3/. The expression “interruption” of work at Katyn could be used in
connection not only with the eight graves but also perhaps with further possible
graves for which the Germans were searching. In this case it would indicate the
interruption of the search for new graves. But here the reason given for the
interruption namely, the heat of the Summer and the plague of flies, is without
sense. Even if the Summer heat and the plague of flies made the work of exhuma
tion impossible it could not have interfered with the search for more graves
which only involved sounding the ground with metal sticks and making test
diggings. As we read in the report quoted above the Germans took very careful
soundings over the whole forest area but without results. Moreover from the point
of view of our theory, that only the inmates of Kozielsk were liquidated at Katyn,
this search was doomed to failure beforehand, as the number of bodies in fact
removed from the graves together with the probable number of bodies in grave
Nr. 8 exactly equalled the number of men taken from Kozielsk. However, the
local German authorities obstinately stuck to the number given in the German
propaganda although the reasoning of the Polish medical expert /see above p. 49/
should have put them on the right track. The searches were interrupted only
when all hope of finding further grades was lost and when at the same time the
interruption of work on grave Nr. 8 which could be accounted for by the heat
would provide a suitable pretext. Thus we can state that the work of searching
for further graves was not interrupted but given up and that, not because of “the
Summer heat and the plague of flies” but because it gave no further results.
In sum our reasoning is:
1/ With regard to 7 graves, the work on them was not interrupted but finished
because all the bodies had been removed and reburied in new graves.
2/ With regard to the search for new graves, this work was not interrupted
but given up because it gave no results.
3/ With regard to grave Nr 8 the work was in fact interrupted, but deliberately,
because its dimensions obviously dashed the hopes of the German propagandists.
The Germans were thus able by issuing a deliberately inaccurate communique
to bolster up their propaganda.
We ourselves, in view of the foregoing considerations, have no doubt that the
number of bodies at Katyn was four thousand and some hundreds since it was
exactly the number of men taken from Kozielsk. Therefore the discoveries at
Katyn offer no solution to the problem of Starobielsk and Ostashkov.
Having now solved the problem of the number of bodies at Katyn in a general
way /four thousand and some hundreds and not 10.000–12.000/ we must try to
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determine as far as possible the exact number of bodies there with the aid of our
new material. This material consists of both a detailed description of the new
cemetery and the protocols signed by the member of the Technical Committee
giving the exact number and the order of bodies placed in every new grave. By
means of these documents we can fix precisely the number of bodies exhumed at
Katyn. They show that the number 4.143 given in Amtliches Material and con
sequently quoted in Facts and Documents was not exact. It did not include the
bodies exhumed by the Germans during the first period of exhumation before the
arrival at Katyn of the representatives of the Polish Red Cross and not placed
on the official list of Katyn victims.
The report of the Technical Committee says that from the number 17 4.243.
bodies which were exhumed and subsequently reburied in the new communal
graves, 4.233 were taken from graves 1-7.
The protocols mentioned above on the contents of the new communal graves.
give their numbers as follows:

Grave Nr I-------------------------------------------------------- 310,
Individual graves of generals----------------------------------------- 2.
Grave Nr II------------------------------------------------------- 980,
Grave Nr III------------------------------------------------------ 700.
Grave Nr IV------------------------------------------------------- 1220,
Grave Nr V-------------------------------------------------------- 700,

Grave Nr VI------------------------------------------------------- 331

Total.------------------------------------------------------- 4243.
The difference between this number and the number given in Amtliches Mate
rial and consequently in our Facts and Documents, namely 4143, is very small
/2,35% of the total number of bodies/ and cannot affect the thesis that only the
prisoners from Kozielsk are laying in the Katyn graves. However this divergence
does call for an explanation.
The difference is exactly a hundred and its general explanation is quite simple.
The list of the order of burial attached to the report of the Technical Committee
of the Polish Red Cross states that in the new Nr I grave 310 bodies were reburied
of which “112 had no list numbers.” These were the first bodies lifted out by the
Germans before the arrival of the Technical Committee when the work on the
Katyn graves had not yet been systematically organised. As a result the official
German numbering was began later and omitted the first 112 bodies. In this case
however the official German total should be 112 a not 100 less than the total
of the Technical Committee, that is, it should come to 4.131 and not 4.143. Now
this number is in fact to be found in Amtliches Material, as the list of bodies printed
there at the end contains 4.131 places. The last but one place on it has the number
4.130 and the following and last, the number 4.143. So the total given in Amtliches.
Material calculated, as it should be, by the number of places equals 4.131 which
gives a difference of 112 between the German total and the total of the Technical
Committee’s report, which is correct. The divergence is thus satisfactorily
explained.
The question however, arises as to why the last number was made 4.143 instead
of 4.131. Is it just a mistake or has it some significance? On this point we can
only make our suppositions but there is a strong probability that these are correct.
We have already mentioned that on June the first ten bodies were taken out of
grave Nr. 8 which were subsequently reburied in the New Nr VI grave. These
were obviously not the only bodies to be taken from grave Nr 8 because we find
in Prof. Buhtz's report the following phrase: “Die zuletzt aus dem Grab 8 zur
Untersuchung entnommenen 13 Leichen polnischer Militarpersonen wurden
nach Uberprüfung, Sektion and Sicherstellung des notwendigen Beweismaterials
vorlaufig wieder im usprünglichen Grab beigesetzt.” /Amtliches Material p. 42/.
It is not known when this “final” exhumation was made but we presume that
it occurred after the departure of the Technical Committee who do not mentioned

it
.

The Polish medical expert of the Technical Committee said in his deposition
made in London: “During my stay in Katyn I did not see Prof. Buhtz examining
bodies from Nr 8

,

it was done however by other German doctors in particular by
Dr. Müller. I do not know if Prof. Buhtz came to Katyn forest after my de
parture from there o
r

whether and what bodies he examined.” If, however, we
accept Prof. Buhtz's assertion a
s true then our last difficulty is hypothetically re
moved. We may assume that having stated the existence o
f
a further 13 bodies in

grave Nr. 8
,

the German clerks wished to increase the total o
f

bodies by this
number by altering the number o

f

the last place which was 4.131. Having how
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ever erased this figure they made a mistake at the last moment and added the
figure “13” not to the last erased figure but to the last figure still remaining which
was 4.130, thus obtaining the figure 4.143. This hypothetical solution of the prob
lem has nowever no essential significance.

IV. INFORMATION ON THE KATYN EXECUTIONS OBTAINED FROM A LOCAL INHABITANT

The Russian witness quoted in previous chapters and now living in the West
spoke not only of the circumstances of the discovery of the Katyn graves but also
about the bringing of the Polish officers to Gnezdovo and subsequently to Katyn
Forest. Here are excerpts from his depositions.
“At the beginning of March 1940 there were rumours that the NKVD would
construct some buildings in the woods at Kose Gory, as pits for the foundations
were being dug out. These pits were dug out by civilian prisoners who were being
brought in 3 or 4 lorries under NKVD guard from the prisón in Smolensk. I
myself saw how these prisoners were being brought. The work was began at the
beginning of March. I supposed that the prisoners came from Smolensk as the
lorries came from that direction. When the work was finished convoys of officers
began to arrive Gnezdovo station. I remember that these convoys started to arrive
when the peace with Finland was concluded and so people began to say that the
NKVD was bringing Finnish officers. But already On the second day some of the
local inhabits recognised Polish uniforms so that was known that they were con
voys of Polish officer POW’s.”
These convoys were brought by special trains made up of an engine and 3–4
“Stolypinka”. Sometimes these were smaller two-axle trucks and sometimes
bigger ones with four axles. The whole train was put into a siding near the store
house where there was a small square. There a “Tshorni Voron” ** was placed
with its back to the truck and the officers were loaded into it. There were two
“Tshorni Voron” as well as a lorry on which the baggage of the Polish officers
was being loaded and a car. By the car went the commanding officer, an NKVD
officer. I did not see the badges very distinctly but I think he had one “dia
mond” xxx. After the Officers were loaded into the “Tshorni Voron” the whole
convoy of four cars went off in the direction of Kose Gory and then kept coming
back for the other remaining groups.
The inhabitants of the nearby villages said that these officers were being
brought by the NKVD to Kose Gory to be shot there. It is true that nobody
saw the executions but it was known that there was no camp in Kose Gory forest
and besides that, this place had been known as a place of execution for several
ea.I'S.y
The guard was composed of NKVD men from Smolensk and I personally
knew one of the drivers of the “Tshorni Voron”. His name was Yakiv Rozu
vayev nicknamed Kim. Besides it was known that the driver Pietka whose name
I do not remember and who drove the lorry on which the luggage of the officers
was taken to the forest of Kose Gory and who was fired by the NKVD and worked
in Soiuz Trans in Smolensk, used to say, even before the Germans came, that the
NKVD had shot these officers.
One of my relatives told me that, when the railway carriages with the officers
in were being brought to the siding, he saw an acquaintance of his, an NKVD
man, acting as a guard. He began a conversation with him and asked if they
were bringing these men to a camp and the man replied: “Well where have you
here any camps? Why do you talk such nonsense? Don’t you know where such
people are being taken to?”
“After the war of 1939 there were no camps of Polish POW’s either at Gne
zdovo and the Katyn region or further to the West. Also no road work was
done in this area other than the normal repairing by the local road repairers.”

* Stolypinka—Russian prison truck. *
xxTshorni Voron—“Black Crow” Russian prison car /Black Maria/.
xxxDiamond–Before the reintroduction in the Red Army of the old badges of rank similar to the Tsarist
ones, one, two, three or four diamonds were used by the officers of general's rank.
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THE KATYN FOREST MASSACRE

TUESDAY, JUNE 3, 1952

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
THE SELECT COMMITTEE ON THE KATYN FOREST MASSACRE,

Washington, D. C.
The select committee met at 10 a.m., pursuant to call, in room 336,
House Office Building, Hon. Ray J. Madden (chairman)£Present: Messrs. Madden, Flood, Furcolo, Machrowicz, Dondero,
O’Konski, and Sheehan.
Also present: John J. Mitchell, chief counsel to the select committee.
Chairman MADDEN. The select committee will come to order.
I might say for the record that this meeting of the Select Committee
on the Katyn Forest Massacre is the sixth in a series of hearings which
the committee has held. The committee returned a few weeks ago
from hearings in England, where it heard the testimony of 32 wit
nesses, and also from Germany, where it heard the testimony of 28
witnesses.

As far as the testimony is concerned, the£ of the com
mittee to determine the responsibility as to who committed the Katyn
massacre are practically concluded. The testimony today will lead
up to the committee's desire to try and determine what happened to
certain reports that were submitted to the Government departments
regarding the Katyn massacre.
The record may also show that all members of the committee are
present.'" may now proceed. Have you a statement that you wish toIna Ke 3

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, sir.
You will recall that sometime ago you requested the Army Depart
ment Counselor, Mr. Francis Shackelford, to obtain a statement from
General of the Army J. Lawton Collins, the Chief of Staff, relative
to his interview with Col. John H. Van Vliet, Jr. Yesterday after
noon, at approximately 5:15 p.m., I received that statement, which is
addressed to you, and I herewith hand it to you.
Chairman MADDEN. This is a letter dated June 2, 1952, addressed
to the chairman of this committee and signed by J. Lawton Collins,
Chief of Staff of the United States Army.
Will the counsel please read the letter for the record?
Mr. MITCHELL. The letter is headed “United States Army, the Chief
of Staff.” The letter is dated June 2, 1952. [Reading:]
DEAR MR. MADDEN: Referring to your conversation with Mr. F. Shackelford,
Department Counselor, Department of the Army, I am submitting herewith my
recollection of the facts concerning Lt. Col. John H. Van Vliet's passing visit to
my headquarters early in May 1945. At that time I was the commanding general
of the Seventh Corps, with headquarters at Leipzig, Germany. My corps was still
in action and in contact with the enemy along the Elbe River.

1825
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Colonel Van Vliet had been released or had escaped from a German prison
camp and happened to reach our lines on the front of one of my divisions. I had
known him when he was a boy at Fort Benning. When he heard that I was in
command of the Seventh Corps, he asked to see me.
Colonel Van Vliet showed me his pictures of Katyn and told me in a broad
way the conclusions he had come to as a result of his visit to the graves of Polish
officers at Katyn. As I recall it, he told me he was anxious to get home and report
to the War Department. I suggested that he proceed at once to Headquarters,
First Army, so that he could make appropriate reports. Accordingly, I made the
necessary arrangements to send Colonel Van Vliet back to First Army Head
quarters, which was then at Weimar, Germany.
Colonel Van Vliet at no time made any written or formal statement to me,
and I have no personal knowledge of any report he made in Washington.

Sincerely yours,
J. LAWTON COLLINS.

The letter is addressed “Hon. Ray J. Madden, House of Repre
sentatives.”

Chairman MADDEN. Hand it to the reporter and have it marked
“Exhibit 1.”
(The document referred to above was marked “Exhibit 1” and made
a part of the record. Exhibit 1 is as follows:)

EXHIBIT 1

UNITED STATES ARMY,
THE CHIEF OF STAFF,

June 2, 1952.
Hon. RAY J. MADDEN,
House of Representatives.

DEAR MR. MADDEN: Referring to your conversation with Mr. F. Shackelford,
Department Counselor, Department of the Army, I am submitting herewith my
recollection of the facts concerning Lt. Col. John H. Van Vliet's passing visit to
my headquarters early in May 1945. At that time I was the commanding general
of the Seventh Corps, with headquarters at Leipzig, Germany. My corps was
still in action and in contact with the enemy along the Elbe River.
Colonel Van Vliet had been released or had escaped from a German prison
camp and happened to reach our lines on the front of one of my divisions. I
had known him when he was a boy at Fort Benning. When he heard that I
was in command of the Seventh Corps, he asked to see me.
Colonel Van Vliet showed me his pictures of Katyn and told me in a broad
way the conclusions he had come to as a result of his Visit to the graves of
Polish officers at Katyn. As I recall it, he told me he was anxious to get home
and report to the War Department. I suggested that he proceed at once to
Headquarters, First Army, so that he could make appropriate reports. Accord
ingly, I made the necessary arrangements to send Colonel Van Vliet back to First
Army Headquarters, which was then at Weimar, Germany.
Colonel Van Vliet at no time made any written or formal statement to me, and
I have no personal knowledge of any report he made in Washington.

Sincerely yours, -
- J. LAWTON COLLINS.

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Chairman, the first witness this morning is
Hon. William C. Lantaff, a Representative in Congress from the
Fourth District of Florida.
Chairman MADDEN. Congressman, do you solemnly swear the testi
mony you will give here in the hearing now being conducted will
be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you
God? - -

Congressman LANTAFF. I do.
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STATEMENT OF HON, WILLIAM C. LANTAFF, A REPRESENTATIVE
IN CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF FLORIDA

Mr. MITCHELL. Congressman, will you state your full name for the
record, please?
Congressman LANTAFF. William C. Lantaff.
Mr. MITCHELL. And your present address?
Congressman LANTAFF. House Office Building, Washington, D. C.
Mr. MITCHELL. Will you tell the committee what your official posi
tion was in the Office of the Assistant Chief of Staff, G-2, during the
years 1944 and 1945, to the best of your knowledge?
Congressman LANTAFF. I was assigned as Chief of the G-2 Secre
tariat in the Office of the Assistant Chief of Staff, G-2, War Depart
ment, General Staff. I was on duty as Chief of the Secretariat in
May of 1945.
My duties there in that office were essentially administrative in
nature, to administer the administrative Office of the Assistant Chief
of Staff, G-2, and to comply with certain other missions which had
been assigned to me in that office. As such, I was on duty when
Colonel Van Vliet reported to the office of the Assistant Chief of Staff,
G–2, in May of 1945. -

Of course, it is rather difficult at this time, some 7 years later, to
recall everything that transpired; but, as I recall it, and to the best

o
f my recollection, Colonel Van Vliet wanted to report to General

Bissell, and upon inquiry a
s

to the nature o
f

his visit and why h
e

wanted to see General Bissell
Mr. MITCHELL. Congressman Lantaff, may I interrupt you for a
moment?
Congressman LANTAFF. Yes.
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Chairman, in part 2 o

f

the hearings held in

Washngton, D.C. on February 4
,
5
, 6
,

and 7
, I refer you to page 48.

Mr. Lantaff, I would like to read something here for the record
now. Mr. Flood is asking the question. [Reading:]
Mr. FLOOD. Were you directed by anybody overseas to report to the office of
G–2 £

, did you from your Army experience decide that was where you should
report?£e VAN VLIET. That is where I decided to go. I went to the Office of G-2
and told enough of my story to convince—
Mr. O'KONSKI. To Whom ?

Colonel VAN VLIET. Sir, I don’t remember. It was in one of the Outer offices

##2.

I don’t know whom I spoke to. It was one or two down from the
Mr. O'KONSKI. What was his rank, a colonel?
Colonel WAN VLIET. I believe it was a lieutenant colonel, sir; but I am unable
to Say Who or what. They Said I should see General Bissell
Mr. O'KONSKI. You mean to tell me when you came in there he did not
introduce himself to you o

r

tell who he was? He did not tell you what his
position was, nor did you inquire?
Colonel WAN VLIET. His position was known to me at the time, sir; but that
has been 7 years ago, and it wasn’t at the time important to me to remember
whom Italked to in that office. I am sorry I don’t remember.
Mr. O'KoNSKI. Isn't it customary in military—
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Congressman, I would like to ask you at this time: Were you that
lieutenant colonel?
Congressman LANTAFF. I believe I was; yes.I'Macna. Could you proceed with your statement from there,please :
Congressman LANTAFF. As well as I recall it, Colonel Van Vliet
told me enough o

f
the incident that he had observed while a prisoner

o
f

war that I determined that he should see General Bissell and, ac
cordingly, took him in to see General Bissell. I don’t recall whether
General Bissell was in the office at that time; but, as well as I recall it,

it was the same day that he reported that I took him in there.
After some time—exactly how long I don’t recall—General Bissell
told me to arrange for a stenographer to take down the testimony of
Colonel Van Vliet and to arrange for quarters for him to do it in.
Accordingly, I arranged for stenographic assistance and for a space
for him to dictate his statement about the Katyn Massacre.
After that was completed, the report was taken by the secretary
to General Bissell.
As I recall, Colonel Van Vliet and General Bissell had a further
conference on that report, and that is about all I remember about
the incident about which Colonel Van Vliet has testified.
Mr. MITCHELL. Do you recall the name of the stenographer?
Congressman LANTAFF. I do now. It was Mrs. Meeres.
Mr. MITCHELL. Do you recall if Colonel Van Vliet showed you any
photographs that he had o

f Katyn?
Congressman LANTAFF. I recall seeing one or two photographs, to

the best o
f my memory.

Mr.
MITCHELL. Do you know if they were attached to his report or

not %

Congressman LANTAFF. I do not recall for a certainty, but I believe
they were.

-

Mr. MITCHELL. Did you personally see such a report and read it?
Congressman LANTAFF. I personally saw the report.
Mr. MITCHELL. Did you read it?
Congressman LANTAFF. As well as I recall, I read the report or I

had seen it
,

because I think the notes were returned to me for safe
keeping prior to the time Colonel Van Vliet had planned such a

report.' MITCHELL. Then there was such a report?
Congressman LANTAFF. I recall the report.
Mr. MITCHELL. At the time that the secretary returned the report,
did she return it to you or did she return it to Colonel Van Vliet and
you and General Bissell? Do you recall the details?
Congressman LANTAFF. I don’t recall specifically. To the best of

my recollection, when the report was finished, Colonel Van Vliet re
viewed it

.

Whether he did it in my office or the office that I had made
available for him, I don’t recall; but, to the best of my memory, after
the report was transcribed, h
e took it in to General Bissell.
Mr. MITCHELL. He personally delivered it to General Bissell?
Congressman LANTAFF. As well as I recall. I think that he was to

review the report and, as I recall, sign it.

Mr. MITCHELL. Do you recall who was in the immediate office of

General Bissell at that time?
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Congressman LANTAFF. I know who was assigned in the immediate
office. -

Mr. MITCHELL. Will you give the committee the names of those in
dividuals.
Congressman LANTAFF. Yes. There was a Lt. Col. Jack Earman.
Mr. MITCHELL. How do you spell it?
Congressman LANTAFF. E-a-r-m-a-n.
There was General Bissell's secretary, Mrs. Doris Jepson. There
was a warrant officer, Carulli. Then there were several other per
sonnel assigned to the office but who were not in the immediate office
next to the general, and the other personnel would have no knowledge
of this incident.
Mr. MITCHELL. Do you recall if General Bissell had a safe in his
Office?

Congressman LANTAFF. Yes. There was a safe just outside of
General Bissell’s office, alongside of Mrs. Jepson's desk. Then, of
course, there were numerous combination file cabinets, with combina
tion locks. .
Mr. MITCHELL. Then Mrs. Jepson was not located in the office with
General Bissell, nor was the safe?
Congressman LANTAFF. No.
I say “safe.” I don't recall. I think it was one of these combination
lock safes, three combination safes, which were prescribed for the
storage of “Top secret” papers.
Mr. MITCHELL. Was this document or report of Colonel Van Vliet's
labeled “Top secret,” to your knowledge?
Congressman LANTAFF. As well as I recall it, it was. I could not
swear to that, though.
Mr. MITCHELL. Is there any other individual who was connected
with the Office o

f

the Assistant Chief o
f Staff, G-2, at that time, from

whom a statement should be taken by this committee?
Congressman LANTAFE. I think those are the only people in the
office who would have had any knowledge o

f

this incident.
Mr. MITCHELL. To your personal knowledge, do you know if any
body had access to this safe o

r

combination safe which was the prop
erty o

f

General Bissell, other than his secretary and himself?
Congressman LANTAFF. Everyone in the immediate office did.
Mr. MITCHELL. The individuals you have named?
Congressman LANTAFF. That is correct.
Mr. MITCHELL. Earman, Jepson and Carulli?
Congressman LANTAFF. That is correct, and myself.
Mr. MITCHELL. Did you see this report at any time after Colonel
Van Vliet had signed it?
Congressman LANTAFF. I don’t recall that.
Mr. MITCHELL. Was it customary for General Bissell’s office to keep

a log o
f

all documents that were sent out o
f

that office?
Congressman LANTAFF. All documents that came in through the
mailroom o

r

cable section, which were retained in the office, were
signed for by either Colonel Earman or myself, including Joint Chiefs

o
f

Staff papers and Combined Chiefs o
f

Staff papers. All those
papers were logged in and recorded; and, o
f course, if they left the
office, were logged out?
Mr. MITCHELL. Who did the logging out?
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Congressman LANTAFF. That was done by various personnel
assigned to the office under a captain.
Mr. MITCHELL. Do you recall the captain's name?
Congressman LANTAFF. I don’t recall his name.
Mr. MITCHELL. Do you recall ever having logged out the Van Vliet
report to any other division of G-2 or to any other governmental
agency or department?
Congressman LANTAFF. No. It was not logged in because, actually,
the report originated in the office of Assistant Chief of Staff, G-2,
and I don’t recall ever having logged it out.
Mr. MITCHELL. But the report, even though it originated in General
Bissell's office, if it had left the office, the standard procedure was for
it to be logged out?
Congressman LANTAFF. Not necessarily; no. General Bissell could
have originated a “Top secret” paper and could have taken that paper
to another office or to an authorized recipient, and have left that paper
with that particular individual.
Mr. MITCHELL. Do you recall whether there was one copy, or just
the original, or several copies of this Van Vliet report? “

Congressman LANTAFF. I only recall an original.
Mr.£ That is all, Mr. Chairman.
Chairman MADDEN. Did I understand you to say that this original
report was placed in this safe in Bissell’s office?
Congressman LANTAFF. As well as I recall it. I don’t recall having
seen this particular report after Colonel Van Vliet reported in to

General Bissell with the report to review it with him and to sign it
.

But it could very well have£ placed in that particular safe.
Chairman MADDEN. Did the other employees in the office, including
those that wou named in

your
testimony, have access to the safe where

the secret files were kept?
Congressman LANTAFF. Those four people had access to all docu
ments in the office o

f

the Assistant Chief o
f Staff, G-2, because it was

our function, o
f course, to work there whenever General Bissell was

there; and General Bissell would be there from early in the morning
until late at night. Many times there would be only one o

f
u
s

there

in the office with him. So, the people that were assigned to his imme
diate office had the combinations of all the safes.
Chairman MADDEN. Are there any questions?
Mr. DONDERO. Can you fix the time, Congressman, when Van Vliet
came into the office to dictate that report?
Congressman LANTAFF. I think it was in the morning, but that is

as well as I remember.
Mr. DONDERO. Imean, the day, the month, and year.
Congressman LANTAFF. No, I cannot.
Mr. DONDERO. Was it in 1945?
Congressman LANTAFF. May o

f

1945, a
s well as I recall it.

Mr. SHEEHAN. Congressman, did I understand you correctly to say
that you did review Van Vliet's report before he signed it
. •

Congressman LANTAFF. No. Colonel Van Vliet came into the office
and wanted to see General Bissell. Before I would let him see the
general I wanted to know what he wanted to see him about.
Mr.#". After he dictated it to Mrs. Meeres, did you see thereport
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Congressman LANTAFF. I don’t recall. I believe that I did, but I
don’t remember.
Mr. SHEEHAN. There was something said about his turning over
some notes to you.
Congressman LANTAFF. As I recall, I had Mrs. Meeres bring back
her stenographic notes and the portion she transcribed, to me, to put
in the G-2 safe that night.
Mr. SHEEHAN. But were they put in separate from the original
report, or were they put in with the general's report? .
Congressman LANTAFF. That was before the original report was
completed. It is a security measure. I had Mrs. Meeres bring them
back and kept them under our control.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Congressman, I have another thought. You men
tioned before they had a system of logging out reports in the office,
and you said it could be possible for General Bissell to take the top
secret report out of the office, to your knowledge, over to some other
department or some other Government agency. . -
Congressman LANTAFE. It would be very possible. I did not say
other Government agencies.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Or some other department of the Army, say. Well,
let us say that he could take it out of the office, as you understood.
Congressman LANTAFF. Yes.

-

Mr. SHEEHAN. Was there anything in the Army regulations that
required him to get a receipt under such a procedure, or could he just
take it out under his own free will?
Congressman LANTAFF. Under the ARCs, the file receipts were,
of course, to be taken for top-secret documents.
Mr. SHEEHAN. That is what I mean. In other words, if General
Bissell had taken out the report and turned it over to someone else,
he should have a receipt, under Army regulations?
Congressman LANTAFF. I think you will find considerable dispute
about that even today in the Department of the Army, as to what
is required with reference to the handling of top-secret documents.
Mr. O'KoNSKI. Congressman, when this report came into your di
vision and General Bissell’s, there was pretty good evidence that
here was a case that involved the murder of almost 15,000 Allied
soldiers. Could you give us any hint as to what discussion or what
impression that created? Was there any discussion about that
ghastly crime after the report was made, or was it just passed off
as another report?
Congressman LANTAFF. I don’t know. If there would have been
such, it was beyond the scope of my duties in that office to evaluate it
or to discuss it.
Mr. O'KONSKI. I understand.
Mr. MITCHELL. Congressman, you were not in any way connected
with the evaluation of intelligence reports or responsible for the
evaluation of intelligence reports in that assignment that you had,
were you?
Congressman LANTAFF. No. I would say that my assignment there
£ comparable to that of an administrative assistant in one of ourOIIICeS.

Mr. MITCHELL. Congressman, were you, there during the entire

#" of General Bissell’s regime as Assistant Chief of Staff for–2?
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Congressman LANTAFF. No, I was not. I was ordered to duty
there after he had been designated as ACofs, G-2, and I was dis
charged from the service prior to the time that he was succeeded,
Mr. MITCHELL. In other words, you left before he was relieved
of the responsibility of the G-2 assignment? *

Congressman LANTAFF. That is correct.
Mr. MITCHELL. Thank you, sir. I have no further questions.
Chairman MADDEN. Mr. Furcolo.
Mr. FURCOLO. Where was the report physically, the last time you
ever saw it

,
if you remember who had it and where it was?

Congressman LANTAFE. Congressman Furcolo, it is hard for me to

say for a certainty. As I recall—I am trying to remember what hap
ened 7 years ago—the last time I saw the report was when it went

in with Colonel Van Vliet to General Bissell’s office. If there was
some way I could refresh my memory, it could very well have been
that that report was in the safe there in General Bissell’s office. ButI am not certain about it.
Mr. FURCOLO. In your best recollection, have you ever seen the report
itself since that time?
Congressman LANTAFF. No. Since May o

f
1945 I have not seen it.

Mr. FURCOLO. In other words, your best recollection would be that
the last time you saw that report physically was in the hands of
Colonel Van Vliet walking into the office o

f

General Bissell?
Congressman LANTAFF. As well as I can recall—the reason why I

have some reservation is that I know that I saw the report and read
the report, and I don’t recall whether I did it before he took it in, or

afterward. w

Mr. FURCOLO. Would it be safe to say that the last time you physi
cally saw that report, itwas in the G-2 offices there?
Congressman LANTAFF. That is correct.
Mr. FURCOLO. With reference to the notes, the shorthand notes,
where were they the last time that you saw them, if you did see them?
Congressman LANTAFF. I don’t recall that. With reference to the
notes, Mrs. Meeres can testify better than I can, but I would presume
that they were destroyed.
Mr. FURCOLO. And from that time on, your best recollection is that
you have not physically seen the report o

r

the notes?
Congressman LANTAFF. No. There were many documents which
were in possession o

f

the G-2, which were kept in his personal pos
SeSS1On.

Mr. FURCOLO. At any time, did you ever discuss the report with
General Bissell in any way, o

r

with any superior o
f yours there?

Congressman LANTAFF. No.
Mr. FURCOLO. That is all I have.
Chairman MADDEN. Congressman Lantaff, on behalf o

f

the com
mittee, we wish to thank you for coming here this morning to testify.
Congressman LANTAFF. Is that all?
Chairman MADDEN. That is all.
Mrs. Mildred Meeres.
Mrs. Meeres, will you just stand and be sworn, please?
Do you solemnly swear that in the hearing now being held you will

£ the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help youOd?

Mrs. MEEREs. Yes, I do.
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TESTIMONY OF MILDRED MEERES, WASHINGTON, D. C
.,

ACC0M
PANIED BY F. SHACKELFORD, COUNSEL0R, DEPARTMENT OF
THE ARMY

Chairman MADDEN. Just state your name to the reporter.
Mrs. MEEREs. Mrs. Mildred Meeres.
Chairman MADDEN. And your address?
Mrs. MEEREs. 2012 O Street NW, Washington.
Mr. MITCHELL. Mrs. Meeres, how long were you assigned in G-2

o
f

the Army? When did the period begin, and how long were you
connected with G-2 of the Army?
Mrs. MEEREs. From 1941 to 1948.
Mr. MITCHELL. Will you tell the committee what your position was

in the Army during 1944 and 1945 in the G-2 division?
Mrs. MEEREs. I worked for Captured Personnel and Material. I

was secretary to Col. J. Edward Johnston, who was Chief of the X

section in that division.
-

Mr. MITCHELL. Could you describe to the committee what the X

section's duties were?
Mrs. MEEREs. The X section was a secret committee, and I did
secretarial work along with the secret work that I did for Colonel
Johnston.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Mr. Chairman, if it was a secret committee, I

think she probably should be excused from any further answers to

that question.
Mr. MITCHELL. Will you tell the committee what connection you
had with the report given b

y

Lt. Col. John H. Van Vliet, Jr., in May
1945?
Mrs. MEEREs. Colonel Van Vliet dictated the report to me.
Mr. MITCHELL. Will you describe in detail to the committee how
you were selected, where your office was physically located, as con
nected with General Bissell’s office?
Mrs. MEEREs. We were about two corridors down the hall from
General Bissell’s office, and it was Captured Personnel and Material,
which has to do with prisoners o

f

war. So General Bissell's office
called to have a girl come ' to take a statement from a returning
prisoner o

f war, and I was asked to go up and take the statement.
Mr. MITCHELL. Who did you first see when you went to General
Bissell’s Office?
Mrs. MEEREs. I saw Colonel Lantaff.
Mr. MITCHELL. What did Colonel Lantaff say to you?
Mrs. MEEREs. He briefed me on security and told me I was to take a

top-secret report.

r. MITCHELL. Will you tell the committee what happened after
you were briefed.
Mrs. MEEREs. Then he took me into General Bissell's office and intro
duced me to Colonel Van Vliet, and then Colonel Van Vliet and Colonel
Lantaff and I went across the hall, and Colonel Lantaff left us there
alone and locked the door and Colonel Van Vliet dictated the state
ment to me. Then I took the report back to my own office and typed

it up. And then—my memory is a little hazy on it—I believe I took
the report back, and I believe that both General Bissell and Colonel
Van Vliet dictated to me further, in General Bissell's office. But I

-
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specifically remember taking the report and a letter up to General
Bissell’s office.
But, apparently, I hadn’t completed the job, because I remember
locking the papers up, or giving them to Colonel Lantaff to lock in
his safe at night, and got them again the next morning. So I can’t
remember exactly whether I finished the report that night, that after
noon, or the next morning.
Mr. MITCHELL. Does the committee desire to ask any questions at
this point?
Chairman MADDEN. Mr. Dondero.
Mr. DoNDERO. Did you make any copies?
Mrs. MEEREs. I have been trying to remember. I don’t recall mak
ing any copies, and I don’t think I did, because I did it in draft and it
#:
top secret, and usually a top secret is only one copy, until its final

Orm.
Chairman MADDEN. Until what?
Mrs. MEEREs. Until it is typed in its final form.
Mr. DoNDERO. What did you do with your stenographic notes?
Mrs. MEEREs. I put them in double envelopes, and all my mistakes
and everything, the paper that had to be destroyed, and returned
everything to Colonel Lantaff when I was finished with the job, the
notes and everything.
Mr. DONDERO. To whom did you hand the report after it was
written?
Mrs. MEEREs. I think I handed it to Colonel Lantaff, but I am not
exactly sure, sir, whether I took it into General Bissell’s office, or not.
Mr. DoNDERO. Did you see it after that?
Mrs. MEEREs. The report?
Mr. DONDERO. Did you see it?
Mrs. MEEREs. No; I never saw the report after that.
Mr. DoNDERO. You were not present when it was signed?
Mrs. MEEREs. I don’t remember that.
Mr. MITCHELL. Did you take any other dictation from either Colonel
Van Vliet or General Bissell, or Colonel Lantaff?
Mrs. MEEREs. From General Bissell, I believe, and Colonel Van
Vliet.
Mr. MITCHELL. I show you an exhibit on page 51 of the part 2
hearings of the committee of February 4. There is a letter of the
War Department General Staff, Military Intelligence Division, G-2,
Washington. Could you identify this letter for the committee, please?
Mrs. MEEREs. Yes, sir. I believe I typed that memorandum. It
was dictated to me by General Bissell in his office.
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Chairman, I would like to point out that this
letter is the letter that Colonel Van Vliet specifically requested from
General Bissell relative to his keeping silent in connection with the
report he had rendered to G-2. The witness this morning has said
that General Bissell dictated this letter. And also the part 2 of the
hearings held on February 4 will reveal that Colonel Van Vliet him
self specifically requested such a letter.
That is to clarify the record.
Chairman MADDEN. On what page of part 2 is that?
Mr. MITCHELL. Page 51.
Mr. FURCOLO. What did the witness say that General Bissell
dictated?
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Mr. MITCHELL. Mrs. Meeres just stated that General Bissell dic
tated this letter to her.
Mr. O’KONSKI. Mrs. Meeres, you typed other top-secret reports, did
you not?
Mrs. MEEREs. Yes, sir.
Mr. O’KONSKI. Was there anything unusual about this particular
report? Was there more furore or was there more of a tendency to
create an impression on you, as to this particular report, that it must be
top secret? Was it handled with a little more flush and flurry than
any other top-secret report that was made?
Mrs. MEEREs. Yes, sir.
Mr. O'KONSKI. In other words, it sort of struck you that here was
a report that had great significance because it was impressed upon
you more than any other top-secret report that you typed that this
was something unusual, something different, that really must be top
secret; was that the impression that you got?
Mrs. MEEREs. Yes, sir.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Mrs. Meeres, you stated before that in a top-secret
document, you only typed one copy, and you said something about

'until jt is typed for final form.” What did you mean by “finalform”?
Mrs. MEEREs. Well, this was a statement that I took verbatim from
Colonel Van Vliet, and usually a statement of that type is corrected
and written in final form after it is corrected.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Do you mean that usually your procedure was that
it was corrected, to do it over?

-

Mrs. MEEREs. Yes, sir.
Mr. SHEEHAN. And in this particular instance you never got it back
to do it over?
Mrs. MEEREs. That is right.
Mr. SHEEHAN. And in previous documents that you had typed and
returned to you with corrections, what was the procedure on the
number of copies that you would make?£ MEEREs. It would depend on the report and how many wereneedeCl.

Mr. SHEEHAN. Did you ever before make a single copy and never
any more?
Mrs. MEEREs. Oh, yes, sir.
Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Chairman.
Chairman MADDEN. Mr. Dondero.
Mr. DoNDERO. Whatever became of your stenographic notes? What
was the procedure in the office?
Mrs. MEEREs. On this particular job, I returned my stenographic
notes to Colonel Lantaff. But when I was working in my own office,
we had our own security there, where it was burned by our own security
officer.

Mr. MITCHELL. Will you explain to the committee what the secu
rity procedure was in your office relative to stenographic notes?
Mrs. MEEREs. Well, after our notes were finished, we saved them in
the top-secret safe for a little while in case we would have to refer to
them, and then they were burned. We had a regular procedure for
that. The security officers took care of it
.

Chairman MADDEN. Are there any further questions?
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Mr. FURCOLO. Mrs. Meeres, you said, as I understood you, that after
Colonel Van Vliet had dictated to you, you took the report and a letter
up to General Bissell's office. Did I understand that correctly?
Mrs. MEEREs. Yes, sir.

-
•

Mr. FURCOLO. Then I understood you to say that you did not know
if it was finished or not. Is that right?
Mrs. MEEREs. That is right, sir.
Mr. FURCOLO. Ordinarily, if any person dictated something to you,
would you, after it had been completed, not show it to that person,

On"

would the ordinary procedure be to take it to General Bissell?
Mrs. MEEREs. Well, I never did a job just like this before. This was
out of my regular routine. So I took it back to General Bissell’s office.
Mr. FURCOLO. Was Colonel Van Vliet in the office at that time?
Mr. MEEREs. Well, that is what I can’t remember.
Mr. FURCOLO. You brought the report physically, the typed report,
to the best of your knowledge, the only copy; is that right.
Mrs. MEEREs. Yes, sir; to the best of my knowledge.

"' FURCOLO. You brought that sole report to General Bissell’sOffice?

Mrs. MEEREs. I don't know whether I gave it to Colonel Lantaff and
he brought it in, or whether I brought it in.
Mr. FURCOLO. Your best recollection is that the last you saw of that
report, where was it?

-

Mrs. MEEREs. I can't recall where it was, because I am not sure
whether I gave it to Colonel Lantaff or
Mr. FURCOLO. Would your best recollection be that the last you saw
of that report, it was either in the hands of Colonel Lantaff or in the
hands of General Bissell? *

You see, what we are trying to do is trace this report down as best
We Can.

-

Mrs. MEEREs. Yes, I know.
Mr. FURCOLO. And we do not want any more than your best recol
lection.
Mrs. MEEREs. Yes, sir.
I am positive it was in that office. I am positive I left it up there.
Mr. FURCOLO. Where, and with whom?
Mrs. MEEREs. I gave it to either Colonel Lantaff or Colonel Van
Vliet, or General Bissell.
Mr. FURCOLO. In other words, you are reasonably certain that the
last you saw of that report, you left it with one of those three men,
Colonel Lantaff, Colonel Van Vliet, or General Bissell?
Mrs. MEEREs. Yes, sir; that is right.
Mr. FURCOLO. Did you ever, at any time from that day to this, see
that report again?
Mrs. MEEREs. No, sir.
Mr. FURCOLO. With reference to your notes, I understood you to
say that your best recollection is that you left those with Colonel
Lantaff or someone there; is that right?
Mrs. MEEREs. That is right.
Mr. FURCOLO. At the present time are you employed by any de
partment or agency of the United States Government?
Mrs. MEEREs. Yes, sir; I am; the Interior Department.
Mr. FURCOLO. I just want to ask you one more question.
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I gather from your testimony that apparently, this was the first
time you had been called in for a job or some work for General Bis
sell, or that office.
Mrs. MEEREs. Yes, sir.
Mr. FURcolo. Was there any reason for that, that you know of ?
Mrs. MEEREs. The only reason was that we were the prisoner of
war branch, and it had to do with our branch. We handled all the
work in connection with prisoners of war.
Mr. FURCOLO. In other words, do I understand that Colonel Van
Vliet was returning as a former prisoner of war?
Mrs. MEEREs. That is what I understood at the time.
Mr. FURCOLO. Let me ask you this question: Assuming that Colonel
Van Vliet did return as a prisoner of war, would there be anything
unusual about your department's handling it rather than some other
department?
Mrs. MEEREs. I believe that usually our department would have
handled it

,

except that he went to General Bissell instead.
Mr. FURCOLO. I think you partially answered this in answer to a

question o
f Congressman O’Konski, but I would be interested in get

ting your general opinion a
s to whether there was anything at all

about this case, right from the very begining, that impressed itself
upon your mind as being handled any differently than the ordinary
top-secret case would be handled?
Mrs. MEEREs. No, sir. I don’t think it was handled any differ
ently, except that I was the one to do it. I wouldn't ordinarily do

a job for General Bissell.
Mr. FURCOLO. This committee is extremely interested and we in
tend to track down, o

f course, any evidence that there may b
e indicat

ing that there was some sort of a cover-up or a hushing up of any facts

in connection with this entire case. Are you aware, in any way at all,

o
f any acts or statements o
n

the part o
f anyone to try and cover up

o
r

hush up something in connection with this?
Mrs. MEEREs. No, sir. . In fact, ever since the investigation, I have
been told to tell everything I can remember about the report. The
only thing that was top secret was the content o

f

the report, at the
time. -

Mr. FURCOLO. That is all. -

Chairman MADDEN. Do you have any questions, Mr. Machrowicz?
Mr. MACHRowicz. Yes, sir.

I believe you said you had been working for the G-2 since 1941?
Mrs. MEEREs. Yes, sir.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. And you were working in a secret section of

that G-2?
Mrs. MEEREs. Yes, sir.
Mr. MACHowicz. Had you taken quite a number o

f

secret reports
prior to this one?
Mrs. MEERES. I took several.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Were you briefed before you went upon your
duties, a

s to the security precautions?
Mrs. MEEREs. Well, in that particular division, they are very
security-conscious. We were constantly being told and briefed, but
not for a particular job like that, because
Mr. MACHRowicz. Not for the particular job?

93744–52–pt. 7–2



1838 THE KATYN FOREST MASSACRE

Were you always briefed particularly before every secret report
that you took?
Mrs. MEEREs. No, sir.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. You were not?
Mrs. MEEREs. No.
Mr. MACHRowICz. In this case, I believe you testified that you were
briefed specially?
Mrs. MEEREs. Yes, sir. • t

Mr. MACHRow ICz. Did that impress upon you the particular im
portance given to these reports, as compared to the others in which you
were never briefed separately?
Mrs. MEEREs. No, sir. I didn’t think much of that.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Were there any special security precautions given
to you on this report that were not given to you in the others?
Mrs. MEEREs. No. It was just the same as the others.
Mr. MACHRowICz. But this is the only report that you know of,
from the time you were in the G-2, where you were given special,
particular security precautions?
Mrs. MEEREs. For a particular job.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. This is the only particular job in the course of
your experience at G-2 where you were given the special, particular
precautions?
Mrs. MEEREs. No.
May I take that back, sir, because I told you I worked with the X
section, and I did some jobs there also that I was specially briefed on.
I just forgot. You just recalled it to my mind.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Can you recall any special precautions that were
given to you in this case that were not given in other cases?
Mrs. MEEREs. No, sir; I can’t.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. That is all.
Mr. DONDERO. When you returned your stenographic notes, were
they in the form of the ordinary stenographer's notebook?
Mrs. MEEREs. Yes, sir. "
Mr. DONDERO. And you simply handed the book over?
Mrs. MEEREs. I believe I tore my notes out of the book.
Mr. DONDERO. And then they were put into an envelope?
Mrs. MEEREs. I put them in a double envelope.
Mr. DONDERO. They were put in an envelope?
Mrs. MEEREs. That is right.
Mr. DoNDERO. Did you ever see those notes again?
Mrs. MEEREs. No, sir.
Mr. DONDERO. Do you know what was done with them?
Mrs. MEERES. I assume that they were burned; but I don’t know.
Mr. DoNDERo Was that the procedure?
Mrs. MEEREs. Yes, sir.
Mr. DONDERO. To burn the notes?
Mrs. MEEREs. Yes, sir.
Chairman MADDEN Are there any further questions? Mrs. Meeres,
on behalf of the committee, I thank you for coming here to testify.
Mrs. MEEREs. Thank you.
Chairman MADDEN. Major General Bissell.



TELE KATYN FOREST MASSACRE 1839

General Bissell, do you solemnly swear that in the hearing now
being held you will tell the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but
the truth, so help you God?
General BISSELL. I do.
TESTIMONY OF CLAYTON L. BISSELL, MAJOR GENERAL, USAF
(RETIRED), ACCOMPANIED BY F. SHACKELFORD, COUNSELOR,
DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY

Chairman MADDEN. Just state your full name to the reporter,
General.

-

General BIssELL. Maj. Gen. Clayton L. Bissell, Air Force, United
States, retired.
Chairman MADDEN. And your present address?
General BIssELL. Signal Mountain, Tenn.; 102 River Point Road.
Chairman MADDEN. Will counsel proceed?
General BISSELL. With your permission, I would like to hand you
two letters at this time. I am handing the counsel two letters at
this time because I think I should do it at this moment. You judge
whether you want them, or not.
Chairman MADDEN. Yes.

. I have here a letter dated May 21, 1952, written by Clayton L.
Bissell, major general, USAF, retired, to the Chief of Staff, United
States Air Force.
Will you have the reporter mark it “Exhibit 2”?
(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit 2” and made a
part of the record as follows:)

ExHIBIT 2

SIGNAL MOUNTAIN, TENN., May 21, 1952.
Memorandum to the Secretary of Defense.
Through: Chief of Staff, United States Air Force.
Subject: Testimony for Select Committee of the House Investigating Katyn
MaSSacre.

The United Press about May 16, 1952, stated that Chairman Roy J. Madden
of the select committee of the House currently investigating the Katyn massacre
announced that I would be the first witness before the committee On June 3,
1952, at a public hearing in Washington. -
I will be very glad to cooperate fully with the committee. Published reports
of the committee hearings indicate that not only the Katyn matter itself but
matters directly or indirectly related to Katyn may become the subject of ques
tioning. There are many aspects of the matter that, as of the date of my retire
ment, were still classified. Since my Separation from the service, I have had no
means of knowing which, if any, of these matters have been declassified.
Written instructions are requested as to what matters I may and may not
testify about in connection with the Katyn affair, and what action it is desired
I should take in answering questions relating to State or Defense Department
material the classification of which I am no longer aware.
If called, and the committee follows its usual procedure, it is expected they
will ask me if I have received any instructions from National Defense or other
sources as to what I should or should not testify. If such a question is asked,
and there is no objection, I should like to lay before the committee a copy of this
letter and its reply. If no instructions are received, I will have no alternative
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but to lay this letter before the committee and so state, thereafter, answering
any questions asked without regard to security classification of material of
which I naturally cannot now be aware.-

f CLAYTON L. BISSELL,
Major General, USAF (Retired).

A certified true copy:
FREDERIC H. MILLER, Jr.,

Colonel, USAF.
Chairman MADDEN. I have here a letter headed “Memorandum for "
Clayton L. Bissell, major general, USAF (retired)” written by Roger
Kent, general counsel for Charles A. Coolidge, in the Office of the
Secretary of Defense. This letter is dated June 2, 1952, and is in
answer to the letter set out as exhibit 2.
Will you have the reporter mark this “Exhibit 3”?
(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit 3” and made a
part of the record as follows:)

ExHIBIT 3

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE,
Washington, D. C., June 2, 1952.

Memorandum for Clayton L. Bissell, major general, USAF (retired).
Subject: Testimony for Select Committee of the House Investigating Katyn
Massacre.

In answer to your memorandum of May 21, 1952, to the Secretary of Defense,
I can advise you, after consultation with the Department of State, that neither
the Department of State nor the Department of Defense knows of any matters
connected with the Katyn massacre which now need to remain classified. These
Departments, therefore, know of no reason why you should not testify freely as
to all matters connected with the Katyn affair. In doing so, you should not
disclose sources of intelligence which from your general experience you will
realize would thereby be jeopardized.
Testimony concerning official matters not connected with the Katyn massacre,
the current security classification of which you may not be aware, will be with
held pending determination of its current classification status.

ROGER KENT,
General Counsel for Charles A. Coolidge.

Chairman MADDEN. Proceed, Mr. Mitchell.
Mr. MITCHELL. General, where were you born?
General BISSELL. In Kane, Pa.
Mr. MITCHELL. When were you born?
General BIssELL. July 29, 1896.
Mr. MITCHELL. Will you tell the committee your educational back
ground, please?
General BissELL. Regular grammar school, high school, law school.
Mr. MITCHELL. Where did you go to grammar school and high
School?

General BISSELL. Grammar school in Kane, Pa., and high school in
Kane, Pa., and Olean, N. Y.
Mr. MITCHELL. Where did you go to law school?
General BISSELL. Valparaiso University, Indiana.
Mr. MITCHELL. Did you attend the United States Military Academy?
General BISSELL. I never attended Military Academy.
Mr. MITCHELL. What did you do after law school?
General BISSELL. I left law school prior to graduation, a few months
before graduation, to enter the first officers training camp.
Mr. MITCHELL. When was this?
General BISSELL. 1917, very early.
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Mr. MITCHELL. Were you later admitted to the bar of Indiana?
General BISSELL. I was.
I was criticized for leaving the school without finishing the course
so close to the end, but my grades were good and they asked me to
come back and receive my diploma in uniform.
Mr. MITCHELL. Did you receive your diploma?
General BISSELL. I did, sir.
Mr. MITCHELL. When 2
General BIssELL. At the graduation of the class in 1917.
Mr. MITCHELL. Were you admitted to the bar of Indiana?
General BIssELL. That is right, sir.
Mr. MITCHELL. When?
General BISSELL. I couldn’t give you the date because I was back
in training camp, but it went through the usual procedure. It would
have occurred sometime during the next few months after that, the
papers being completed and my admission certified. .

Mr. MITCHELL. Were you discharged from the Army after your
service in World War I?
General BIssELL. I stayed on until the 1920 Reorganization Act
went into effect, and at that time left the service for a brief period
and went to work for the Galludet Aircraft Corp., then located in
Connecticut.
Mr. MITCHELL. What date was that approximately?
General BISSELL. Sometime in the summer of 1920, probably the
date that the law became effective, which was sometime in June, as I
recall, 1920; probably June 30 at the end of the fiscal year, would
have been the most normal period.
Mr. MITCHELL. When did you return to Army service?
General BISSELL. Sometime late that fall. I had met General
Mitchell by coincidence in New York, and he asked me to come back
and do a specific job.
Mr. MITCHELL. Were you an aviator in World War I?
General BISSELL. I was an aviator in World War I on the British
front, as a fighter pilot, for about 5% months.
Mr. MITCHELL. You stated to the committee that you returned to
military service approximately the fall of 1920; is that right?
General BISSELL. I was out just a few months, and I think it was
either the fall of 1920 or just after the first of the new year. I thinkI met General Mitchell at the Armistice Day dinner in New York,
and he wanted me to come back and do a certain job, and I did go back.
Mr. MITCHELL. On this next question you may refer to notes if
you would like to.
Could you tell the committee the various assignments you have had
from
#0 until September 1, 1939? What was your rank in the fallOf 1920%

General BISSELL. I was a captain at the time I left the service. I
had been recommended for a majority, but the promotions were
frozen at a certain period when the winning of the war was certain.
There was no use commissioning additional officers. Under the re
organization, not being a West Pointer, I would have had to accept
a first lieutenancy. I did not want to do that because I did not see
that it was in the national interest at that time. I didn’t think I knew
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£of the military. I knew enough of the civilian side to go intothat.
After I came back in the service, the job that I was brought in for
was to assist in the setting up of a school that became known as the
Air Service Field Officers' School, subsequently the Air Corps Field
Officers’ School, now the Air War College.
. No such thing had ever existed. I had recommended it prior to my
separation from the service; and General Mitchell, following through,
wanted me to come back and assist in getting it going. The purpose
of it was to give those considerable number of Regular officers who
did not get overseas because of their training—they were kept over
here; that is

,

training others, the West Pointers—they had missed
the combat side of the war and it seemed to me that a school was the
only opportunity to pass it on to them while the information was fresh.I went to Langley Field for that purpose.
Mr. MITCHELL. How long were you there?
General BIssELL. I was connected with that school, with short
breaks, a good deal o

f

time. I started in, I think, in 1920 or early
1921. I was with it through the formation period of the school.

I was then selected by General Mitchell as an aide to go to Europe
and visit all European countries, testing and examining aircraft. We
visited most o

f

the countries o
f Europe that had any air forces. Our

relationship became very close during that period; and when I got
back—shortly after that—I was ordered away from the school and
made his aide and was his aide for the following 4 years, and also

a
s
a direct assistant as Assistant Chief, Army Air Service, as it was

called in those days.
Mr. MITCHELL. When was your first assignment in the Army in con
nection with Military Intelligence?
General BIssELL. When I returned from World War II, after 2
years in India with Stilwell.
Mr. MITCHELL. Did you have any Military Intelligence background

a
t any period o
f

time from 1917 until your return from Stilwell’s
theater?
General BISSELL. Yes; a rather considerable amount.
Mr. MITCHELL. Could you tell the committee about it?
General BIssELL. Before setting up this school, it was necessary to

determine what the courses should be; and, naturally, there had to be

Intelligence in it
. My specialty was operations. I didn’t deal much

with Intelligence, but I knew the relationship of Intelligence to Oper
ations, and learned more as the years passed.
When I left the Air Corps school, I attended Leavenworth, where
there was a 2-year course. There was a considerable amount o

f

em
phasis on Intelligence. And I believe Colonel Van Vliet's father
taught the class out there. I am not sure of that.
Mr. MITCHELL. But you yourself never had a specific assignment

in the capacity as Military Intelligence officer until your assignment
after that with General Stilwell?
General BISSELL. Yes; I did. I had one in Air Force immediately
after my return, with the idea o
f expanding and reorganizing the
Air Corps Intelligence. It was the Air Corps Intelligence a
t that
time.

Mr. MITCHELL. When you say “Air Corps Intelligence,” at that
time—
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General BISSELL. It is Air Force Intelligence now. -

Mr. MITCHELL (continuing). It was then part of the Department
of the Army?
General BIssELL. That is correct, part of the Department of the
Army.''MITCHELL. When was that assignment?
General BIssELL. I left India on the 1st day of September, with
instructions to visit various fronts.
Mr. MITCHELL. What year?
General BISSELL. 1943.
And after visiting various fronts and England, I arrived back here,
and probably within 30 days took over the duties as A—2, it was called,
or Air-2 section of the staff, under General Arnold.
Now, you understand, I had Intelligence officers working under me,
numerous ones, in India, where I commanded the Tenth Air Force
and all American aviation for a considerable period, as well as initiat
ing the first work on crossing the Hump. I had been with the Chinese
theater in charge at Stilwell's headquarters during the time he was
cut off in Burma, and I knew much of intelligence from the practical
user's end, and I had a little of the school or academic background on
the Intelligence side.
Mr. MITCHELL. What was the exact date on which you took over
the position to which you have referred, in A–2?
General BISSELL. I would have to refer to orders. But I would
say within 30 to 45 days after my departure from India, which was
on the 1st of September 1943.
Mr. MITCHELL. You say “30 or 45 days.” That would make it
approximately October 15, 1943; would it?
General BISSELL. Yes.
Mr. MITCHELL. When did you become Assistant Chief of Staff for
G–2, or was there any assignment in between this A-2 assignment
and your assignment as Assistant Chief of Staff.”
General BISSELL. No. It was effective, I think, by order on 5 or
4 January 1944. The thing that led up to it was that I had worked
under General Strong, my G-2 predecessor. When he was head of
the Army War Plans Division, I handled the Air Force plans in
that office at that time.
Mr. MITCHELL. Who is General Strong? -

General BISSELL. Gen. G. W. Strong, deceased, my predecessor in
G–2 and a former head of the War Plans Division, the War Depart
ment General Staff.
Mr. MITCHELL. Then you are telling the committee that you as
sumed the duties and responsibilities of the Assistant Chief of Staff
ofG-2 on the 4th of January 1944; is that correct?
General BISSELL. Yes; I think that is correct. I would have to
verify it if I have gone wrong, but I don’t think I have. I left India
in 1943 in September, and the following January the order came out.I would like to make that clear, because I think you want some
#—and
I know what it is—but I would like to cover the whole

eIC1.

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have the record show
that I have never talked to General Bissell, and I don’t believe any
member of the committee has talked to him before.
General BISSELL. That is correct.



1844 THE KATYN FOREST MASSACRE

Mr. MITCHELL. I have never asked him a question before this par
ticular time.
Chairman MADDEN. Proceed. -

General BIssELL. The reason for my interrpution—and I want to
apologize—is not any implication whatever, except that I am trying
to give you everything, and we are moving rapidly over a lot of
territory. - -

General Strong was ill. I was in the A–2 receiving a considerable
amount of Intelligence through G-2.
Chairman MADDEN. What time are you referring to now?
General BISSELL. Between the period I returned from India, in
1943, and the time I took over as head of G-2, in January 1944.
In that period I was convinced we would never get, during the war,
an effective Intelligence organization in Air Forces. It started too
late; it did not have sufficient experienced personnel in Intelligence,
and it wasn’t going to work too well, and it was going to be very costly
and we would get a good set-up, but the war would be over by the
time we got it

.

So I told General Arnold exactly how I felt about

it and told him I thought a better working arrangement could be made
with G-2 whereby we would send Air Force officers down there in some
numbers and they would specialize o

n

the Air Force end of it and we
wouldn’t have to.
He took that thought to General Marshall. General Marshall had
some contacts with General Strong. I think I made the suggestion
on a Saturday morning. I think that afternoon I was informed thatI would be the next G-2 and go see General Strong. I think physi
cally I took over G–2 the next Monday morning because of General
Strong's condition and that he promptly went to the hospital a

t

Walter Reed.
-

That was not what I had originally intended a
t all. I had no

thought o
f any such thing and expected to go back to operations, which

was my specialty.

The order confirming me in G-2, I think, is dated January, but I
think I actually went to work there nearly a month earlier, because

I don’t think General Strong was relieved until they had given him

a thorough check a
t

Walter Reed and determined it was not expedient

to send him back to G–2. His physical condition would not stand it
.

Mr. MITCHELL. What was your rank at that time, General?
General BISSELL. Major general.
Mr. MITCHELL. You stated that from the time you left the China
Burma-India theater you made several visits to other stations. Could
you briefly sketch for the committee some o

f

those visits, because it

covered the period
Mr. MACHROWICZ. Just a minute, if you will pardon me.
Mr. Chairman, I understand some of the committee have unavoid
able appointments this afternoon. We probably have other matters to

discuss. I think we should leave Burma to some other investigation.
Let us get to the Katyn matter. I do not think it is particularly
important to us what his other assignments were.

-

r: MITCHELL. Katyn happened in April 1943, it was disclosed, and
he evidently came from the Near East area.
Chairman MADDEN. Does this have some connection with Katyn?
Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, sir; my line o

f questions has:

I will make the questions more direct if the committee so desires.
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In April 1943, the Katyn affair was disclosed to the world by the
Germans. The general left the China-Burma-India theater. I be
lieve, on September 1, 1943. The Katyn affair had become known to
the world then. I do not know how the general returned to the
States, but he did state here this morning that he came through certain
areas. I would like to have him now tell the committee if he had
heard about the Katyn affair, at what stations. Colonel Szymanski
was military attaché in Cairo, Egypt, at the time.
Chairman MADDEN. Proceed.
General BISSELL. I flew from India, departing from Karachi, in an
airplane which was furnished to me to proceed as far as Casablanca.I was directed to proceed by the usual transport route to Cairo, with
some diversions authorized to see strategic points en route. I landed
at Cairo and had a few days there.I knew something of Katyn while on duty in India and loaned
Polish-speaking personnel in my command for use of the British in
India. There they had families, I think, of some of the Polish
Army housed somewhere outside of Karachi under pretty terrible con
ditions. It was nobody's fault; just there they were. Food was
scarce in India; Englishmen were scarce, and English, Indian, or
American people who spoke any Polish were still more scarce. So,
we were very glad to help. It was a tricky thing to do. It was not
my job to take care of Polish refugees but to fight the Japanese. ButI felt that the small number of Polish people we had who could be
of assistance wouldn’t hurt us and could be of great assistance. So
that was done.
I knew where they were camped and saw it from the air. While I
don’t recall it too much in detail, I remember talking to one or two
of my people who were there, and they painted a picture of distress
and privation and poverty and suffering and broken families and
lives and lack of homes and everything that was pathetic. They
didn’t know where they were going. They were worn out, and the
British couldn’t move them any farther because they couldn’t then
stand more travel. -

Yes; I knew something of Katyn, but not the detail probably that
was available in America, because our messages were pretty short.I had heard of it.
When I got to Egypt, I was much more concerned with the Poleski
operation, which had just been finished. It was one of the brilliant
Air Force operations of the war. I was very much concerned with
lend-lease and supply arrangements because we in India were sup
posed to get certain supplies to that theater, I wanted to help Stilwell
every way I could.
Mr. MITCHELL. Did you see Colonel Szymanski while you were in
Cairo?
General BISSELL. I saw a lot of people in Cairo. I could have seen
him. I have no recollection of him. While I have heard his name,
I have never met the man to remember who he was. I may have met
him in Cairo. He would be the best judge of that. He would remem
ber me much better than I would remember him, because there were
not many Air Force people passing through there who had been much
interested in Intelligence, and I was.
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Mr. MITCHELL. You are now telling the committee that you had no
specific discussions in Cairo with anyone in direct connection with
the Katyn affair? -

General BISSELL. Only that I knew from discussions at headquar
ters there that there were Poles in that area and that formation of a
Polish Army was progressing—not too rapidly, but progressing—and
that problems of every nature were involved.
Mr. MITCHELL. The problems of the forming of the Polish Army
had no connection with the Katyn affair.
General BISSELL. No.
Mr. MITCHELL. What I would like to know is this: You had no
discussions at all with anyone at the headquarters at Cairo relative
to Katyn; is that correct?
General BISSELL. Not specifically.
Mr. MITCHELL. You do not recall anyone?
General BIssELL. No, sir; not to my recollection. It could have
happened, but I don’t think so.
Mr. MITCHELL. You have just stated to the committee that you
assumed the position of Assistant Chief of Staff as a major general
for G–2 on or about the 4th of January 1944. Will you now relate
to the committee what happened when a Lt. Col. John H. Van Vliet,
Jr., was brought to your office in May 1945?
General BISSELL. Yes.
I was told, probably on Monday, the 21st of May, that Colonel
Van Vliet wished to see me but that, for some reason, probably be
cause of my schedule that day, he was not set up for that day. I had
a hearing up here, I think, in this House, with some committee, at
about that time, and I was preparing for that, and there were many
urgent things. I had been away from the 16th, the day before
Colonel Van Vliet arrived in Washington, and was away on official
business until the Sunday, which would have been the 20th, as I re
call, when I returned dead-tired from a very long, hard trip.I used Monday on very urgent things that had piled up during my
absence, and on Tuesday I saw Colonel Van Vliet. I cannot tell you
who brought him into my office. I heard Colonel Lantaff's state.
ment. He could well have done it

. It would have been normal.

I have prepared some notes which will give in a little more chrono
logical order what happened after Colonel Van Vliet came in. I will
talk from them, if you wish, or I will talk in answer to your questions

a
s you present them. -

Chairman MADDEN. If you care to refer to your notes, that is sat
isfactory.
General BIssELL. I think it will be quicker.
Chairman MADDEN. That is all right.
General BISSELL. If I digress or comment on things that you are not
interested in, please stop me, because I don’t want to take the com
mittee's time unnecessarily.
Mr. FURCOLO. Before you start: When did you prepare those notes?
General BISSELL. I have been working o
n

them since I heard I was

to come up here, to get the things down so I would get the chronology

o
f

the thing and arranged the details that way.
Mr. FURcoLo. In other words, these are not notes that you pre
pared then?
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General BISSELL. No; only penciled notes being revised from day
to day and as I recall things.
Mr. FURCOLO. They are not notes made at that time?
General BIssELL. No, sir.
Mr. FURCOLO. They are notes you made in the last 2 or 3 weeks?
General BISSELL. Some of them were made a little earlier than
that. All were prepared since your committee was formed. There
was no part prepared prior to that time that is in those notes at all.
You are interested in 1945. I have it right here. I think it will
be quicker to read it

.

Colonel Van Vliet, who had been liberated from a German prisoner
of-war camp south of Berlin when it was overrun b

y

the Russians,
reached the American lines about May 5

,

1945. He reported to me
in Washington o

n May 22, 1945. In my office, with only Colonel
Van Vliet and myself present, he told me the story of the POW
wisit—that is

,

prisoner-of-war visit—to Katyn. Although he showed
the effects o

f

his years o
f imprisonment less than many officers, he

was tired, tense, and thin. Nevertheless, h
e told the story o
f

the
assembly o

f

the American-British prisoner-of-war group and o
f

the
visit to Kaytan in such a calm, direct, and conservative manner that
there was no doubt in my mind that he was telling the truth about
these events exactly as he remembered what had occurred 2 years
earlier.
As was to be expected in such a case, a few of his oral statements
conveyed a somewhat different meaning after a few questions were
asked than as originally made. This is not the slightest implica
tion he was not completely honest and straightforward. It was prob
ably because h

e had lived with the story and his reaction to the
unpleasant experiences so long that he assumed more background
detail was known to me than actually was the case.

. As I recall, this interview lasted about half an hour. Very early

in his interview I realized Colonel Van Vliet must be given an oppor
tunity to put his report in writing in a way that would be easiest for
him and that he should be afforded a

n opportunity to make such cor
rections, additions, o

r

deletions a
s h
e

considered essential for com
plete accuracy. I so informed him near the end of our first conference.
With Colonel Van Vliet's complete agreement, I arranged at once
for a Mrs. Mildred Meeres, a competent, experienced and trustworthy
secretary, to take his dictation and type his report. I also arranged
for a private security room where they could work undisturbed, to

b
e a
t

Colonel Van Vliet's disposal. Either with Colonel Van Vliet
present o

r promptly after my first conference with Colonel Van Vliet,I insured that Mrs. Meeres knew the security classification of her
work, would b

e available exclusively to Colonel Van Vliet, and would
receive no instructions from anyone that would conflict with these
arrangements.

-

Thereafter, the preparation o
f

the report was handled entirely by

£nel Van Vliet without suggestion o
r

influence b
y

me o
r by anyone

91S6.

I then have a reference here in my notes which I think will not fit

here. I talked to someone in State at that point.
Do you want it as it came?
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Do you mean you talked to someone in the State
Department?
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General BIssELL. Yes. On May 23 I talked to Mr. Fred Lyon,
of the State Department, about another matter in the State Depart
ment's interest. G–2 works in very close cooperation with the State
Deparment on all matters of joint interest.
General Holmes and Mr. Lyon were my closest State Department
contact at this particular time. I am not positive, but it is my
impression that on May 23, 1945, I told Mr. Lyon of Colonel Van
Vliet's arrival, that the Colonel Van Vliet report was being pre
pared, and that I requested Mr. Lyon to inform General Holmes,
and assured General Holmes he would receive the report promptly.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Pardon me, but could you tell the committee who
General Holmes was, what his position was?
General BIssELL. General Holmes, you will have him identified
very accurately on the letter that I wrote him, which describes his
position by its exact name. But he went over there to head the
Intelligence of the State Department, and then they gave him other
jobs, and he became an Assistant Secretary. I think he probably
was one at that moment, but I am not sure just when his appointment
came through.
Mr. MACHRowICz. What is his first name?
General BISSELL. Julius.
He had been a general with General Eisenhower. When I went over
to England, I met him there.I may have passed the information direct to General Holmes on
the 24th of May 1945, when I had one or two conversations with
General Holmes. But 7 years have passed since the occurrence of
these events, and I cannot say with certainty which procedure I used
#
inform General Holmes. I feel certain I took the steps to inform
III].

I understand General Holmes has denied any recollection of the
Van Vliet report. It would be quite understandable. The volume .
and pressure of work in General Holmes’ State Department office had
greatly increased by the ending of the German war a very short time
before that and no man in his position could be expected to remember
everything that passed through his office. It is possible that the
matter slipped Mr. Lyon's mind and that General Holmes was not
informed. Mr. Lyon was also pushed to the limit in those days.I have known both General Holmes and Mr. Lyon over a period of
years and am confident they are both loyal, honest, and able Americans.
In my opinion, any implication that either of them would knowingly
take any action inimical to the United States interests to assist com
munism or Russia is absurd.
The Alger Hiss-Chambers incident makes it appear that classified
papers considered of interest to the Communists could and did leave
the State Department without authority, record, or knowledge of
responsible State Department authorities. Disappearance of the
Colonel Van Vliet report would have been of interest to the Russians
whether or not they were responsible for the Katyn killings. As far
as I know, the State Department has made no statement that Colonel
Van Vliet's report was ever received, but only that G-2 had no receipt
from the State Department for it

.

I am not fully informed on State Department actions in this respect
because there is lots going on that I don’t know anything about.
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When Colonel Van Vliet's report was completed, he again came to
my office. He assured me that he had read over his report carefully
and that he was satisfied that it represented, to the best of his recol
lection, what he knew of the Katyn matter and his connection with it

.

With Colonel Van Vliet seated in a comfortable chair in my office,I read Colonel Van Vliet's completed report. It was a good report,
which I thought presented the picture more clearly than his previous
oral report. Colonel Van Vliet's typed report did not differ in any
fundamental, however, from the previous story told to me.I directed the report be classified top secret. Colonel Van Vliet
signed it

,

and it was authenticated b
y

him so that n
o substitution o
f

pages would b
e possible.

Mr. FURCoLo. By “authenticate,” do you mean he initialed it?
General BIssELL. Initialed every page with his own initials. There

is nothing unusual about that. That is prescribed in the regulations
some place. It is routine.
But he hadn’t done it

,

and I understood why he was a prisoner of

war. He wasn’t very fresh on his regulations, and I saw to it that he
went through that procedure. I remember him initialing the pages.
The classification “top secret” had been authorized by the United
States Joint Chiefs o

f

Staff in February 1944 for use in the United
States Armed Forces. It became effective March 15, 1944, while I

was in G–2.
Mr. MITCHELL. Do you have a definition of that phrase, “top
secret”?
General BISSELL. Yes. It is in the Army regulations.
Mr. MITCHELL. Is it the same one in existence today?
General BISSELL. I will show you a copy of the one in effect, then, ifI may, if you will just make a note and have me come back to it.

Mr. MITCHELL. Surely.
General BIssELL. It was more than a year after Colonel Van Vliet
was captured by the Germans in Tunisia, in February 1943, before the
United States Armed Forces used the top secret classification for
American military material or documents.
After his liberation from POW camp, Colonel Van Vliet had been
returned to the United States with dispatch. I was not certain he
understood the top secret classification in its accepted sense in our
service, due to lack o

f opportunity for much, if any, experience in its
use. As he had been cut off from much information for 2 years in a

prisoner-of-war camp, I could not expect him to know the possible
political significance o

f

his report, even though h
e recognized it had

political implications and was o
f

State Department as well as War
Department interest.

It is my recollection that at our first contact, Colonel Van Vliet
asked me what he should do if questioned about Katyn, and I told
him to say nothing, that I considered the matter very important and
top secret.I cannot recall exactly when or to whom I dictated my memorandum

to Colonel Van Vliet. I have heard the testimony of Mrs. Meeres. I

wish the committee would see if your copy has on it a number 920. If

So, it was done in her section; if not, I would be interested to know.
You will find that papers done by her bear the number 920.
Mr. MITCHELL. It is 907. -
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General BISSELL. Someone else wrote it
,
o
r

someone else copied it,
o
r something.

Mr. MITCHELL. It is an exhibit on page 51 of the part 2 hearings.
General BISSELL. Her work was 920, if my memory serves me cor
rectly. I am sure she is mixing something up, and I will be glad to

answer your questions on that, if you want it
,

and I am sure it was
inadvertent on her part.I cannot now recall exactly when or to whom I dictated my memo
randum to Colonel Van Vliet. It was not dictated before our first
conference. It was probably dictated after our conference a

s it bears
the date o

f May 22, 1945. It could have been typed on the 23d and
still bear the date o

f May 22, 1945, as it was to confirm verbal orders o
f

that date and to be binding therefrom.I believe either that I dictated this memo in Colonel Van Vliet's
presence o

r

asked if he suggested any changes before h
e signed it
,

because my recollection is clear that Colonel Van Vliet was entirely
satisfied and happy about the memorandum.
For the various reasons I have stated, it appeared to me proper,
prudent, and expedient to furnish Colonel Van Vliet with the brief
memorandum referring to his report in language that would be clear
and specific to him but meaningless to anyone into whose hands it

might fall inadvertently. The memo sets forth the restrictions im
posed o

n Colonel Van Vliet for the security o
f

the information con
tained in his report. It also stated clearly the procedure to be fol
lowed subsequently should he desire to have the restriction removed.
The reason for imposing the restriction was included.
After reading the memorandum and indicating h

e understood it
,

he
signed the memorandum to make his understanding a matter o

f
record.

He has complied with the letter and spirit o
f

his instructions.
Also, I may possibly have been influenced to be particularly careful
with the security o

f

the Colonel Van Vliet report by the fact that at
that time I was preparing for testimony before the House Military
Affairs Committee investigating subversive activities within the Army,
before which I appeared o

n

the morning o
f May 24, 1945. Also, at

that time, United States security agencies were threatened with a

security leak o
n another unrelated matter which was important. I

do not know how many copies, if any, other than the original, were
made o

f

the Colonel Van Vliet report. Mrs. Meeres, who'' the£ informed me in 1950 she did not know positively, but shebelieved she had made only a
n original. I hope that you will

secure—well, you have done it—her first-hand statement.

I didn’t know whether you would have her come. If you hadn’t,I would want you to.
She gave her reasons for believing she made only an original. Since
you didn’t ask her why, I will tell you what reasons she gave me.
She said if she had made copies she would have remembered putting
carbons in the envelope for destruction, because carbons for top
secret things had to be destroyed a
s well as stenographer's notes, and

she said she had no such recollection.
Mr. MITCHELL. You say that was in 1950. On what occasion was:

it that you were talking about that? You were retired then, were
you not? .

General BissELL. I had not then yet retired. I was assisting
Mr. Shackelford.
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I can give that to you in detail, if you like. I have notes on that:
on whom I contacted and why I saw Mrs. Meeres and what I said
and more of it.
Mr. MITCHELL. We can come back to that later, unless the com
mittee decides otherwise. •

General BIssELL. All right; any time you want to breakin, go ahead.
She gave me her reasons for believing why she made only an
original. And there were several other reasons. She said she didn’t
remember that her hands got dirty on the job, and they would have
if she had been handling carbons. That was one of the reasons the
original came out so clean, that she never corrected any carbons, and
some very minor corrections were made by Colonel Van Vliet on the
report—made, as I recall, in ink and initialed. Those, of course,
would have to be made on the carbons had there been any.
Mr. FURCOLO. When did she tell you these things?
General BISSELL. She told me those in 1950 when I was assisting
Mr. Shackelford, trying to help him get in touch with everybody who
might know anything about the Van Vliet report.
nd those were repeated in his office, as I recall. They were told

to me upstairs when I contacted her. I saw her in the section she was
then working and then recommended to Mr. Shackelford that she
appear at his office, which she did. I sat in when he questioned her.
Chairman MADDEN. We can come back to that later, if you will
complete your statement.
General BISSELL. Right, sir.
Normally at least one copy, plus the original, would have been
made of a report. There were good reasons why, in this case, this.
might not have been done.
My recollection is that Colonel Van Vliet's report was dated May 24,
1945, and that it was on May 23 or 24, 1945, when he submitted it and
when I last saw him. I know I saw Mrs. Meeres about the report
and a directly related matter on the afternoon of May 24, 1945. My
recollection is that Mrs. Meeres was in my office for part of the time
Colonel Van Vliet was with me for our second conference.
My normal procedure would have been to afford an opportunity
for Colonel Van Vliet to speak to me alone if he wished and subse
quently have a secretary present for the period she might be needed.
Then I have a paragraph: Capt. Donald B. Stewart, a Regular
Army Artillery officer, did not report to me in person or make any
report to me on his participation in the prisoner-of-war visit to Katyn
with Colonel Van Vliet. I did not direct Captain Stewart to make
a written report. Colonel Van Vliet's report covered the part taken
by Captain Stewart because Colonel Van Vliet stated Captain Stewart
was in complete agreement with Colonel Van Vliet's statements and
conclusion, because Colonel Van Vliet stated that he and Captain
Stewart had talked about Katyn and Captain Stewart possessed no
information unknown to Colonel Van Vliet, and because if the State
Department or any other United States Government agency wanted
a statement from or a conference with Captain Stewart, the War
Department could make him available.I had complete confidence in Colonel Van Vliet's integrity and hon
esty. Had Captain Stewart reported to me in Washington, as I
expected he would do, I would have had him prepare a written report.
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One best learns from experience. I now believe it would have been
preferable had I directed Captain Stewart to report to me in Wash
ington upon his return to the United States from World War II.I do not remember positively many details of the Colonel Van Vliet
report. I do not recall whether it was on long or short sheets, single
or double-spaced, how many pages it contained; whether or not there
were carbon copies, whether Colonel Van Vliet or Mrs. Meeres per
sonally carried the report into my office, or specifically in whose hands
the report was after Colonel Van Vliet signed it

.

Neither does he o
r

Mrs. Meeres. All of us at that time were primarily interested in its
contents and security rather than in its format o

r
in its physical details.

I can assure you its importance was fully recognized by me, and my
intent was its prompt transmittal through a secure channel either to

the activity handling war crimes data, o
r

to the State Department.
G–2 had been sending anything received in connection with war
crimes o

r

atrocities to the agency holding it for the War Crimes Com
mission. I do not remember definitely to which agency we sent such
material for them. I know we had some definite verbal instructions
from my predecessor, General Strong, which we carried out implicitly.I have a distinct recollection o

f having seen previously the photo
graphs which are exhibits 3 to 7

,

both inclusive, o
f

Colonel Stewart's
testimony; but if such photographs were attached to the Colonel Van
Vliet report, the Captain Gilder report, or other reports o

f Katyn I

handled, I do not remember.
Chairman MADDEN. You speak o

f

Colonel Stewart's testimony.
What do you mean by that?
General BIssELL. I read what is in the book when h

e talked to you,
and h

e gave you the pictures and I had a chance to see what the pictures
Were.
Chairman MADDEN. Proceed.
General BIssELL. I believe I had previously seen the photographs
also that are exhibits 1 and 2

,

both inclusive, o
f Captain Stewart's

testimony, but I do not have as distinct a recollection of those.
Mr. MITCHELL. May I interrupt a minute?
Mr. Chairman, those exhibits are in part 1. The hearing was held
October 11, 1951.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Counsel, the general mentioned the Captain Gilder
report. What was that?
General BISSELL. I will come to it, if you want me to, and other
reports I mentioned, if you would like to, on Katyn.

I cannot be positive what happened to the Colonel Van Vliet report,
but it is my recollection, confirmed b

y

some available documentary
material, which I believe has been made available to this committee,
that the letter o

f

transmittal for the Colonel Van Vliet report was
dated May 25, 1945, and that it

,

the Colonel Van Vliet report, and
the related matter were transmitted to the State Department repre
sentative, Brig. Gen. Julius C
. Holmes, on May 25, 1945.

The available documentary material confirming transmission o
f

the
first Colonel Van Vliet report—[addressing Mr. Shackelford] and I

say first as counterdistinguished from the one that was secured b
y

your
auspices—the one that I remember as the first one
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Pardon me, but might I just interrupt.
You referred now to a letter o

f

transmittal from your department

to the Department o
f State, which you say also disappeared. If I
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remember your statement a few moments before that, you, I believe,
said that you were not sure whether you transmitted it orally or by
letter. •

General BIssELL. No. I said I didn’t know where it had gone. In
other words, State says they didn’t receive it

. I can’t say they did
receive it.
Mr. MACHRowICz. I think if you will refer to the notes from which
you read, you previously said you are not sure whether you referred

to it orally or by transmittal; is that right?
General BISSELL. Of course; it is in the record. I would like to

give it to you again.
Mr. O'KoNSKI. General, I have just one question.
In your experience in that particular position, do you know of any
reports besides this one disappearing?
eneral BIssELL. I don’t know that this one disappeared, frankly;

but, specifically, what you are after is another case.
Mr. O'KoNSKI. I use that term advisedly.
General BISSELL. No; I don’t believe I do.
Mr. O’KonsKI. As far as you know, to your knowledge, in your
experience in that department, this is the only report that you know
of that cannot be located?
General BISSELL. No. That is not so. There are thousands of them
that can’t be located, that have been destroyed; thousands o

f

them.
Mr. O'KONSKI. But there is a record of them that they have been
destroyed.
General BISSELL. Sometimes there will be and sometimes there will
not.
And I have that covered in my notes here some place and the reason
for it. There was good reason for it.

Chairman MADDEN. I think we will make better progress if you
complete your statement and then the members o

f

the committee can
cross-examine.

General BISSELL. As you wish it
,

sir.
The available documentary confirming transmittal o

f

the first Colo
nel Van Vliet report is my secret letter dated August 21, 1945, to

Frederick Lyon, Acting Director, Office of Controls, room 115, Depart
ment o

f State, Washington, D.C., which reads:
DEAR MR. LYON : Transmitted for the information file of the State Department

is a report on Katyn by Stanley S. B
. Gilder, captain, EAMC (Medical Corps),

British officer. This report supplements the statement o
f

Lt. Col. John H. Van
Vliet, Jr., forwarded to General Holmes 25 May 1945, and generally substantiates
all material facts in Lieutenant Colonel Van Vliet's report. -

Sincerely,
CLAYTON BISSELL,
Major General, G-2,
Assistant Chief of Staff.

The identifying reference o
n this letter is 700,00061WBA.CSLE.

This is a decimal identification and a decimal file date.
The letter also carried the identification MIL920, which was a

G-2 identification. The G-2 identification was for the section in
which Mrs. Meeres worked.
This communication shows, by State Department stamps, that it

was in their Office o
f

Controls August 23, 1945, in their Division o
f

Foreign Activities Correlation o
n

the same date, in their Special War
93744–52–pt. 7–3
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Problems Division on October 2, 1945, and in the Office of European
Affairs on October 5, 1945.
Other entries on the letter indicate that it was probably seen or
processed by the individuals or activities in the State Department
identified thereon as F131.ETB.WHM.WMF.SWP:CE.EE, and that
the letter was received in State Department confidential file October
16, 1945, after only 5 days less than 2 months of processing in the
State Department.
During this entire period, I continued as G-2. Had the Colonel
Van Vliet report not been available in the State Department, I would
have received a letter or a telephone call asking for it

,

because, ob
viously, it would have been impossible to compare the Gilder report
with the Van Vliet report had knowledge o

f

the Colonel Van Vliet
report not been available in the State Department.
The Captain Gilder secret report referred to in my August 21, 1945,
letter, and its enclosure was a British War Office document identified
by the reference MI-9/BM/973. MI-9 means British Military Intelli
gence Office, section 9

,

and the BM/973 was a reference for British
identification and file location. -

The Captain Gilder report was a history of a visit made to Katyn

in 1943, consisting o
f

three standard-sized typed pages, written very
full, and divided into only two paragraphs. It is my understanding
that the Captain Gilder report has been made available to the com
mittee. If not, it should be in State Department files.
There is also a notation placed in the letter by the State Depart
ment. It is 711.62114—A, just written on it. This was the decimal
file reference number to the matter related to Colonel Van Vliet's
report, to which I previously referred and will refer again. This
shows that State had gone into the Katyn report carefully and thor
oughly enough to locate the related matter also. It was tied together.

It has been possible for me to be so specific o
n details about the

August 21, 1945, letter because in the fall of 1950, Mr. Shackelford,
then and now Department Counselor, Department o

f

the Army, was
conducting an investigation into the Ratyń affair, showed me my letter
which he had secured from the State Department files.
He questioned me about it and authorized me to make a longhand
copy o

f

the letter to facilitate the location o
f

the file copy which should
have been back in the G-2 files.
Chairman MADDEN. Pardon me. Your letter that you referred to

was the letter that accompanied the Gilder report, was it?
General BIssELL. The one that carried the Gilder report, referrin

to the Van Vliet report, and asked them to compare the two £
telling them there was no fundamental difference.

I was able to locate the file copy of my letter on the Gilder report—

it was an identical carbon copy—that is
,

it was in the G-2 files—

o
f

the text, but, o
f course, it did not show the State Department

processing, because it had never been away from G–2.
Mr. MITCHELL. When did you locate that? This is 1950, is it?
General BISSELL. 1950, yes. I went down, and Mr. Shackelford had
the original letter, the one that I sent to State.
Mr. MITCHELL. He got it from State?
General BISSELL. He got it from State.

# MITCHELL. You say now that you found the identical copyOf it?
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General BISSELL. Yes.
Mr. MITCHELL. This was September, 1950?
General BISSELL. Yes.
Mr. MITCHELL. Where did you find it?
General BISSELL. In G–2.
Mr. MITCHELL. Where in G–2? Maybe we can find the Van Vliet
report there yet.
General BissELL. I hope so, but I don’t think you will, because I
think we have tried every way we could to locate it.

A young man who was a captain was acting as a sort of liaison
officer between you (addressing Mr. Shackelford) and G–2 at that
time. I gave it to him and then he said it had not enough importance.
The war was going on in Korea at that time, I went to General Weck
erling at that time, who had been my deputy in G–2, during the war
and asked him to put some pressure o

n it
.

General Bolling came in

while we were talking and I asked him to put some pressure o
n it
.

It came up.
When it came up, it carried the following file information, that
had not been on the original letter to the State Department. It read:
“AC of S

,

G-2/72577, General Bissell. M.M. CPM.”
The 72577 was a reference number. The rest meant that the letter
originated in my office, that I dictated it personally to MM, who was
Mrs. Meeres. The (CPM.) meant the “Captured Personnel and Ma
terial Section” to which she belonged.
Mr. MITCHELL. What was the date on that?
General BISSELL. 2

1 August, 1945.
Mr. MITCHELL. Thank you.
General BIssELL. It also contained a

n entry “Courier Service,
senders Number C-601, date 22 August, 1945”. This meant the letter
was hand-carried to the State Department.
There is also a self-explanatory note on the file copy, which reads,
“Received back in MIS Administrative Records, August 24, 1945”.
The significance o

f

that is to keep people informed when the file
copy was sent to somebody sometime, and then they got it back and
made the record.

Mr. MACHRowicz. Was there any acknowledgement of receipt b
y

the
Department o

f

State?
General BISSELL. That particular copy we are talking about, this
file copy, never got out o

f G-2, so there would b
e n
o receipt any place.

Mr. MACHRowicz. Was there any indication in the Gilder report
that the letter of transmittal was received?
General BISSELL. It wouldn’t be on the letter. All that was on the
file copy in G-2 was an indication how it had been sent.
Mr. MACHROWICZ. Have you found any acknowledgment o

f re
ceipt b

y

the Department o
f

State o
f

the Gilder Report? I am talking
about the Gilder Report.
General BISSELL. I didn’t look for a copy of a receipt from State

o
f

the Gilder Report.
Mr. MITCHELL. Why not?
General BISSELL. Because they answered to that.

M: SHEEHAN. But you did see the letter from the State Department?
-

General BissELL, I saw the letter I sent to State, my own personally
signed letter, which Mr. Shackelford had gotten from them. That
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was a clue how we might have gotten some more Katyn data, maybe.
put in our files. For one thing, that would be the right place, So I
took a copy in longhand and checked the files on it through G-2.I didn’t do it physically. Up came the copy, and it showed you how
the letter was sent off.
Mr. MACHRowicz. What do you mean, it was the right place? You
Know we had to go to the warehouse in Alexandria to find the right
place on the Szymanski report.
General BISSELL. Yes; I imagine you would have to go a lot farther,
to Kansas City and other places, to find a lot of stuff that happened
in the war. The paper work got too big and they needed the offices
for something else. They had either to destroy it or send it away.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. On important documents?
General BISSELL. What becomes important is a matter of history
and development. No one suspected that this one would be of any
thing like international significance.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Did you say you recognized the importance of
the document?

General BISSELL. Yes; I did, you bet—but not the kind of signifi
cance it has in today's world, because nobody could have foreseen the
situation that we have today. I did recognize it.I have told you what the mention of the entries on the paper meant,
and what was on it

. I now refer to the related matter previously men
tioned, which was dated and directed to the State Department May
25, 1945, the same date. I believe as Colonel Van Vliet's report. It

is my letter to Brig. Gen. Julius C
. Holmes, Assistant Secretary,

Department o
f State, and reads:

DEAR GENERAL HolmEs: A Lt. Col. John H
.

Van Vliet, Jr., Infantry, and a

Captain Stewart, while prisoners o
f

war at Oflat No. 684, are reported to have
been given a letter by the Swiss Protecting Power, dated about October 1943,
which asked them to reply to certain questions. These questions were:

1
. Had Captain Stewart and Lieutenant Colonel Van Vliet gone to Katyn?

2
. How had they been treated?

3
. Were any photographs taken?

4
. Had they made a statement?

Colonel Van Vliet believes that a copy of this letter, together with his reply,
are in State Department files. It is requested that this be verified, and if the
records referred to are in the files o

f

the State Department, that copies be made
available for the Assistant Chief of Staff, G-2.

Sincerely,
CLAYTON BISSELL,
Major General GSC,

Assistant Chief o
f Staff, G-2.

Mr. MACHROWICZ, Can we get the date o
f

that letter?
General BISSELL. The date o

f

that letter was May 25.
Mr. FURCOLO. 1945?
General BISSELL. Yes.

Mr. FURCOLO. May I interrupt just a minute to ask a question, Mr.
Chairman?
Chairman MADDEN. Yes.

Mr. FURCOLO. On page 6
7 o
f

the hearings, a
t

the bottom o
f

the
page, it refers that the only letter sent on May 25, 1945, from General
Bissell to General Holmes, was on another phase o
f

this subject, and

it contains no reference to transmitting the Van Vliet memorandum.
Mr. MITCHELL. That is in part II.
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Mr. FURCOLO. Now, is it your testimony that you did transmit the
Van Vliet memorandum in that?
General BIssELL. No. I say that this letter tends to indicate thatI did one of the two things I intended to do with it. Now, I didn’t
personally ever take any—well, yes, sometimes I did take papers and
deliver them myself. But all I did in my position there was to make
decisions, establish policies, and had procedures set up so that I didn’t
do the things£ Other people did them.
Mr. FURCOLO. What I am anxious to find out if I can is: From the
letter that you have read, and having in mind this comment that was
made on the bottom o

f page 67, would you be willing to say that you
did not transmit the Van Vliet memorandum in that letter?
General BIssELL. Well, nomenclature is causing a lot of trouble. 1

think we better get straight.
Mr. FURCOLO. All right.
General BIssELL. The thing that has caused most o

f

the trouble with
most o

f

the people that have talked to the committee, in the small
amount o

f testimony made available to me in sections 1 and 2
,

have
not known that there were two Van Vliet reports written at the same
time of the first visit.
The result is they are going in big circles. Now, one o

f

them will
call a report a letter, another will call it a report.
Mr. FURCOLO. What I want to find out on this is: Did you transmit
any enclosure with this letter o

f May 25, 1945, whether it is called*: No. 1 or 2, or something else?eneral BIssELL. This letter is part o
f

what Colonel Van Vliet said
occurred, but I don’t think it was put in his report of Katyn, because

it wasn’t part of the description of Katyn.
Mr. FURCOLO. Here is what I am getting at, General—and I do not
mean to be technical about it

.

But I understand that you sent a letter
of May 25, 1945. Now, was anything enclosed in that letter? I am
not refering to the words and body o

f

that letter o
f May 25, but did

you send any enclosure o
f any kind in that letter? -

General BISSELL. I don’t believe so because, had it been done, there
would be written on the lower left-hand corner what the enclosure was.
And the Van Vliet big report o

f

his story o
f Katyn wouldn’t be at

tached to that thing, because the purpose o
f

this was different, whichI will explain as I go along.
Mr. FURCOLO. That is the point I was getting to. In your letter
transmitting the Captain Gilder report, I notice as you read it, that

a
t

the bottom you mentioned “one enclosure.”
General BISSELL. Which was the Gilder report.
Mr. FURCOLO. You also mentioned it in the letter.
General BIssELL. That is right.
Mr. FURCOLO. I notice in the letter of May 25, 1945, there apparently

is no reference made to an enclosure, and also no reference made at

the bottom of the letter to an enclosure.
General BISSELL. There shouldn’t have been, because it doesn’t men
tion an enclosure in the text.

-

Mr. FURCOLO. Your testimony now, as I understand it
,

with refer.
ence to this letter o
f May 25, 1945, from you, General Bissell, to

General Holmes is
,

to the best o
f

your
knowledge, that there was no

enclosure of any kind in that letter?
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General BissELL. To the best of my knowledge, there was not. You
have put a thought in my mind that had never entered it before, and
that is whether by accident or mistake, the Van Vliet report could
have been put there, but I don’t think it is possible. -

But this is the thing some people speak of as the Van Vliet report,
in good faith, and think they are talking about the thing that you have
been investigating. •

Mr. MITCHELL. You say what people think—you are referring here
to the letter concerning £e Swiss protecting power, are you not?
General BISSELL. Well, that is the deal, yes.
Mr. MITCHELL. In other words, I never knew, to my personal knowl
edge since I have been on this investigation, that there were two re
ports by Van Vliet concerning Katyn. I would not phrase it that
way. I would say there was a report specifically concerning Katyn,
which was rendered to you by Colonel Van Vliet. This is a subse
quent request, as I get it, which may have occurred at the same time,
which concerned a request b

y

the Swiss protecting power, which h
e

is merely reporting for your record, that he was asked these questions,
about going to Katyn, and so forth. This does not refer in any way

to what happened a
t Katyn other than there were photographs taken;

is that correct?
General BIssELL. There is quite a lot to it more than that. I would
like to make my point clear, that people have said it

.

Mrs. Meeres,

in her testimony this morning, said, “I took two Van Vliet reports.”
Well, this is the other one. She took this letter, too.
Mr. MITCHELL. I don’t recall her having said that—maybe she did.
General BISSELL. It is in there—I think it is—that is the way I

understood it.
-

Mr. SHEEHAN. For the benefit of us members here, I am confused
on this idea o

f

the two Van Vliet reports. I wish counsel would ques
tion him o

n it and get it straight.
Mr. MITCHELL. All right.
General, there was a report, as I understand it

,

written b
y

Colonel
Van Vliet, at your request, which concerned his visit to Katyn when

h
e

was accompanied by Captain Stewart and several other Allied
officers. Is that correct?
General BISSELL. There was such a report, and this is also the same
incident.
Mr. MITCHELL. But there was such a report?
General BIssELL. That is right.
Mr. MITCHELL. That was specific?
General BISSELL. That is right.
Mr. MITCHELL. There was no mention in that report, was there, o

f

anything received from the Swiss protecting power?
General BISSELL, I cannot recall Colonel Van Vliet's original report
well enough to tell you whether this was also mentioned in it

,

o
r

whether w
e

handled it separately. I think we handled it separately,
and I have the reasons in my notes here, if you want them.
Mr. MITCHELL. All right, we have it fixed, then, Mr. Sheehan, that
there was only one real report at this stage o
f

the investigation, namely,
the Katyn affair, and the visit b
y

Captain Stewart and Colonel Van
Vliet, What he did at Katyn has been related to the committee b

y

both Captain Stewart and£ Van Vliet, and it has always been
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my impression that that was the report that General Bissell ordered
him to document for the record, as a top-secret document.
Mr. SHEEHAN. As of May 21 or May 22, 1945?
Mr. MITCHELL. Right.
Now, the general is bringing forth another item which specifically
concerns the Department of State, because it refers to the Swiss pro
tecting power, which was then the power in control of the German
prison camps where Captain Stewart and Colonel Van Vliet were,
and I believe that a subsequent conversation—the general is trying to
tell the committee now that Colonel Van Vliet reported this item of
being called in by the Swiss protecting power. And we have never
considered that as being a report.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Did the Army ever release that report to us? It
should be in their files.
General BISSELL. I think you have it.
Mr. MITCHELL. I don’t believe we have it.
General BIssELL. If you haven't, I can tell you where to get it.

Mr. MACHRowicz. Do you mean the Gilder report? -
-

General BISSELL. No; this is not the Gilder report we are discussing
nOW.

-

K: MACHRowICz. Does the Swiss report have anything to do withat Vn 2 - * .'al BISSELL. Yes, sir.
Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, sir. -

Could we have for the record—will the general report for the
record the letter, and what the letter specifically refers to? I am
sure it will clear it up to the committee.
When Van Vliet and Stewart returned from Katyn, about 4 or 5
months later, the Swiss protecting power asked them for some data
in connection with it.
General BISSELL. That is correct.
Mr. FLOOD. Let me make this observation—this is all very interest
ing, the Swiss report and the inquiries the Swiss made o

f

Van Vliet
and Stewart, but, nevertheless, it has nothing to do with the thing
we all know we are talking about. There may b

e something here we
do not know we are talking about, but this investigation is concerned
with the Katyn massacre. The one thing we do know that we are
talking about is the Van Vliet report.
Now, we have heard Van Vliet, we have heard everybody else that
we know about.
At this point I want to read into the record, from part II of our hear
ings, page 67, this statement:
The Department of State has no record of having received the memorandum

o
f Lieutenant Colonel Van Vliet on May 25, 1945.

I want to insert this in parentheses: That refers to the Van Vliet
report that we all know we are talking about.
General BISSELL. That is right.
Mr. FLOOD. And the Department o
f

the Army has so far found

n
o receipt for it and no covering letter of transmittal. Now, that

refers to the Van Vliet report that we all know we are talking about.
The only letter sent on May 25, 1945, from General Bissell to General
Holmes, was on another phase o
f

this subject, and it contains n
o refer
ence to transmitting the Van Vliet memorandum.
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General Holmes has been contacted with reference to the matter,
and does not recall having ever seen Lieutenant Colonel Van Vliet's
memorandum.
My parentheses again at this point is Van Vliet's memorandum
is the report that we all know we are talking about, although General
Bissell remembers having sent it to him.
My understanding is—I know exactly what everybody means by
Colonel Van Vliet's memorandum or Colonel Van Vliet's report. This
thing that just came in here now about a second Van Vliet report
has to do with this inquiry by the Swiss. It is very interesting, but
it is not concerned with any mystery about the disappearance of
the Van Vliet report that we all know about.I do not see why anybody has to be mixed up or concerned or con
fused about two Van Vliet reports. The one we are talking about

#
the one that we all know about—which is my phrase of identity
©re.

Mr. SHEEHAN. The Army did not turn it over to us; that is what
I am looking for.
Mr. FLoop. For the record, I am having no colloquy with any of my
friends in the committee.
If you have any statements to make, make them on the record.I understand what I understand. If anybody else is uncertain about
what is going on, say so.
Mr. SHEEHAN. I asked a question.
Chairman MADDEN. All right, Mr. Sheehan.
Mr. SHEEHAN. I merely want to state that I asked the question for
the simple reason that it is my understanding the Army has turned
over all the files they have on Katyn, and if they have not turned over
this report, apparently they have not turned over all the files.
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Sheehan, they have not turned over what is
referred to in the quotation Congressman Flood has just made for the
record, which appears on page 67 of part II, under the title “Another
Phase.” I have never seen such a document. It has never been re
ceived from the Army, to the best ofmy knowledge, and I don’t believe
any member of the committee, you or I or anybody else, has seen such
a document.

Mr. MACHRowICz. Has the committee requested it?
Mr. MITCHELL. I believe we requested many times of Mr. Shackel
ford and everybody else, any paper connected with Katyn.
Mr. FLOOD. Let me say this again:
General, when I say “the Van Vliet report,” I am not talking about
this Swiss business. You know what I am talking about—the Van
Vliet report that we all know about.
To your best recollection, a letter was dictated by you to the State
Department, a letter of transmittal to them, enclosing or attachin
thereto the Van Vliet report; is that correct? Did you dictate suc
a letter to the State Department?
General BISSELL. I don’t know.
Mr. FLOOD. Will you say you did?
General BISSELL. No.
Mr. FLOOD. Will you say you did not?
General BISSELL. No.
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Mr. FLOOD. Then, at this point you do not know whether or not you
ever dictated a letter of transmittal to the State Department, having
to do with the Van Vliet report?
Mr. FURCOLO. Let us get your answer on the record. You shook
your head.
Mr. FLOOD. Just a moment. I will yield to you in about 30 minutes.
Now, just a minute, General. You answered my question that you
do not know; did you not?
General BIssELL. I previously answered also the same thing.
Mr. FLOOD. My colleagues are concerned only that your answer does
not appear on the record, and that you merely shook your head in
the negative.
General BISSELL. I am sorry.
Mr. FLOOD. The answer is: You do not remember whether you did
or not?
General BISSELL. That is correct.
Mr. FLOOD. If General Holmes said or says that he does not recall
ever having seen a letter from you or the Van Vliet report, you will
not say that General Holmes is making a misstatement?
General BISSELL. I have previously made the answer to that question
in the record. -

Mr. FLOOD. This is out of an abundance of caution and for repeti
tion and for an emphatic purpose.
General BISSELL. All right, sir. I consider General Holmes an
honorable, forthright, honest man, and he would say what he believed
to be the truth,£ any circumstances.
Mr. FLOOD. That is very interesting, and we are glad to have your
estimate of General Holmes, but what is the answer to my question?
Well, I will repeat it for you:
If General Holmes said or says that he does not recall ever having
seen Lieutenant Colonel Van Vliet's report, and if General Holmes
says that he does not recall ever having seen a letter of transmittal
from you, you will not say that he is wrong, will you?
General BISSELL. I will say that I am convinced he is right or thinks
he is right.
Mr. FLOOD. Now, there are a number of other things along this very
detail I want to ask you, but my brothers here are very anxious on
that point, so I yield to them, only for the purpose of examining on
that point, on what I am leading to.
Chairman MADDEN. Before we proceed on cross-examination, let
me ask the general:
Have you completed your statement yet?
General BISSELL. No, sir.
Chairman MADDEN. You proceed with your statement, and then we
will proceed.
Mr. FLOOD. Just a moment, Mr. Chairman. I prefer, if there is no
violent objection, to clearing up this detail at this moment, and I
want to yield to any member of the committee who wants to examine
him on what I just introduced.
Chairman MADDEN. We will dispose of this detail.

F£". I will yield to the gentleman from Massachusetts, Mr.llI'COIO.
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Mr. FURCOLO. General, perhaps I was confused, or did not hear your
answer correctly, but I understood you just a moment ago, in answer
to a question by Congressman Flood, to leave your testimony, in effect,
that you could not say whether or not any enclosure had been sent
in the letter of transmittal—referring to the letter of May 25, 1945–
from General Bissell, from you, to General Holmes.
When I was questioning you about 5 or 10 minutes ago, I was under
the impression that you very definitely told me that your best recollec
tion was that you did not send any enclosure of any kind in that letter.
My recollection is that you and I had some discussion about it, and
during the discussion I pointed out that your letter did not contain
any reference in the body o

f
the letter to a transmittal, and also there

was no notation at the bottom o
f

the letter referring to an enclosure.
We discussed the fact that in your letter of transmittal o

f

the Gilder
report, there had been a reference in the body o

f

the letter, and also
the end o

f

the letter referred to an enclosure. After going over that,I thought that we had concluded the matter.
Could you finally leave it that your best recollection is that there
was no enclosure o

f any kind in the letter o
f May 25, 1945?

Now, I also thought that your answer to Congressman Flood was
somewhat at variance. I do not want to be unfair or confusing to
either you o

r

me. My mind is not clear now on whether your final
answer was that you do not know whether there was an enclosure o

r

not, o
r

whether your final answer is that there was no enclosure. I

wonder if you could clear that up for us?
General BISSELL. My best recollection is that there was no enclosure

in the letter, and none listed on it
,

and there seems, in the body o
f

the
letter, no reason for an enclosure to have been with it

.

Mr. FLoop. I will not yield any further now, but I will in a moment,
to Mr. Machrowicz. -

Pursuing Congressman Furcolo's interrogation on the letter o
f May

25, and enclosure, that has to do with another phase o
f

the subject,
that is

,

the Swiss thing. I am not talking about that.I am concerned only with two or three very simple details on this
report and your connection with it

.

We know the whole story about Van Vliet preparing the report in

your office and that you got it
,

and all that kind o
f business—every

bodv understands that.
ow, I ask you if you ever dictated a letter to the State Department

transmitting this Van Vliet report to them, to the State Department?
You said you do not remember whether you did or not. I presume
you made a search to find out if there was such a letter of transmittal,
did you not?
General BISSELL. I asked G–2 to do so. That was in 1950.
Mr. FLOOD. In 1950 you asked G–2 to see whether or not there was
any such a letter o

f

transmittal from you? Did G-2 ever find it
,
so

far as you know?
General BISSELL. No, sir.
Mr. FLOOD. State so, one way or the other.
General BISSELL. No, sir.
Mr. FLooD. So G-2 produced n

o copy o
f

such a letter; is that correct,
General?
General BISSELL. That is correct, sir.
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Mr. FLOOD. General Holmes said that he never saw such a letter
from you and that he never saw a copy of the report. I asked you
about that and you said that if he says so, you would not say he is
wrong?
General BIssELL. That is correct.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Mr. Chairman, in connection with that, I have
only one question that I have been trying to ask, that I think will clear
up this whole point.
Mr. FLooD. I will yield to you on it.

Mr. MACHRow ICz. Just one question: Are you prepared now to tell
this committee definitely that the Van Vliet report we were discussing
all the time was transmitted b

y you to the Department o
f

State?
General BISSELL. No, sir.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. You are not?
That is all.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Will the gentleman yield?
Mr. Flood. If you want to follow that up I will yield.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Mr. Machrowicz asked him whether or not the State
Department had it

.

The general said “No.” But a little while ago,

if you go into the record, you will see that from the exchange of cor
respondence o

n other matters, that they must have had it; otherwise
they would have written him asking where was this report.
Mr. MACHRowICz. That is correct.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Did you not say that, General.
General BIssELL. I did say that.
Mr. FLOOD. Just a minute. I am yielding to Mr. Sheehan for a

question. Will you ask the question? -

Mr. SHEEHAN. In response to Congressman Machrowicz's question

a
s to whether o
r

not he thought the State Department had the Van
Vliet report, the general just said “No.” Is that right or wrong?
Mr. FLOOD. That is right.
Chairman MADDEN. o is testifying here now?
Mr. SHEEHAN. Is that true?
General BIssELL. I didn’t know you were asking me. I thought
you were asking Mr. Flood. I am sorry.
Chairman MADDEN. Gentlemen, can we have a little order?
Mr. FLOOD. I have just yielded to Mr. Sheehan for a question, or any
other observation he wants to make in connection with it.
Will you start from this point?
Mr. SHEEHAN. Thank you. -

Following u
p

from the last question, Congressman Machrowicz
asked you, if my memory is right, he asked you your opinion as to

whether o
r

not the State Department received the Van Vliet report,
and you just answered “No.” Am I right or wrong?
General BISSELL. He didn’t ask my opinion.
Mr. MACHRowICz. I did not ask his opinion.
Mr. SHEEHAN. What did he ask you?
General BISSELL. You can get it out of the record; it was an opinion,
he asked.
Mr. FLOOD. Just a minute; I still have this witness.
Mr. Sheehan, if you want the record read after what Mr. Machro
wicz said and what the general said, let us have it read.
Chairman M.AppEN. Mr. Reporter, can you get the question asked

b
y Congressman Machrowicz?
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(The record was read by the reporter as follows:) .
Mr. MACHROWICZ. Just One question: Are you prepared now to tell this com
mittee definitely that the Van Vliet report we were discussing all the time
was transmitted by you to the Department of State?
General BISSELL. No, Sir.

Mr. SHEEHAN. Your understanding, then, General, is that you did'' that this report was transmitted directly to the DepartmentOf State?
Congressman Machrowicz did ask the general whether or not this
Van Vliet report was transmitted to the Department of State. That
was his original question; to which he said “No, sir.”
Now, I am pointing out, General, if my memory is right, previously
in your statements, when you were reading from your notes, you defi
nitely came to the conclusion that the State Department, because of
various exchange of correspondence, if they did not have it they
would have asked you where it was? -

General BISSELL. I believe—and I can answer quickly and clearly—I stated I did not know whether I had sent the paper to the war-crimes
people or the State Department, but I was inclined to believe I had
sent it to State, because of the supporting documentary evidence
which I have subsequently presented.
Mr. SHEEHAN. That is all.
Mr. FLOOD. That is vour deduction.
General BISSELL. That is just that way. I think it happened for
that reason. That is what I said.
Mr. FLOOD. That is all, Mr. Chairman.
Chairman MADDEN. Does anybody else have anything on this par
ticular point? -

All right. Now, proceed with your statement, General.
General BISSELL. Thank you, sir.I had just completed reading the signature on the letter.
Chairman MADDEN. We will reconvene at 2 o’clock.
(Whereupon, at 12:30 p.m., the committee recessed, to reconvene
at 2 p.m. of the same day.)

AFTER RECESS

Chairman MADDEN. The committee will come to order.
General Bissell.

TESTIMONY OF CLAYTON L. BISSELL, MAJOR GENERAL, USAF
(RETIRED), ACCOMPANIED BY F. SHACKELFORD, CounSELOR,
DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY—Resumed

Chairman MADDEN. Before we recessed for lunch I think you were
going to proceed and complete your statement. Now if you will pro
ceed, unless some of the members have some particular question they
would like to ask regarding some particular point in your statement,I would like to have you complete your statement.
General BISSELL. Thank you very much.
For continuity, I had just completed reading a letter. The letter
was also shown to me in the fall of 1950 by Mr. Shackelford, who had
secured it from the State Department files. I believe its contents
have been available to the committee.
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Mr. MITCHELL. May the record show that the contents have not been
made available to the committee. -

General BissELL. It bears the following notation: 711.62114A, 5-25
45, which was it

s

decimal file number and date, to which I have pre
viously referred. It also bears the reference number 81998.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. What report are you referring to? -

General BIssELL. The letter I had just read when the questions
started. I had just read the signature of the letter and then the com
mittee started asking questions.
Mr. MACHRowicz. The letter of May 25?
General BIssELL. That is right. -

Mr. MACHRowICz. Since there has been a dispute between the two
on whether it has or has not been made available, has it or has it not
been made available to the committee?
General BIssELL. I said I believe it had, but Mr. Shackelford had

a copy right here a
t

the table this morning. -
-

Mr. MITCHELL. That was the one I showed you a copy of and the
reply by the Department o

f

State.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Can you tell us whether the letter o

f May 25,
which the general referred to has been made available to the com
mittee? *

Mr. SHACKELFORD. I believe it was made available to the committee
through the Inspector General's report.
Mr. MITCHELL. That is incorrect, because there were n

o exhibits
connected with the Inspector General’s report. That is where it is

mentioned. It is referred to in there by date. Mr. Sheeham has the
Inspector General's report. I will have to wait until he returns to get
it.
Mr. SHACKELFORD. That can easily b

e

checked. Mr. Machrowicz
and Mr. Mitchell remember the details. It was referenced in the press
memorandum that was put out.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. You will see it is made available?
Mr. SHACKELFORD. Yes, sir.
Mr. DONDERO. So there will be no break in the continuity of thought,
General Bissell, the letter o

f May 25, 1945, to which you referred was
the letter o

f

transmittal to General Holmes? Is that the one you
referred to?
General BIssELL. No, sir. It is the letter asking the State Depart
ment to verify whether they have received a letter Van Vliet said
had been forwarded to him b

y

the Swiss at our State Department's
request.

Shall I proceed, sir?
Chairman MADDEN. Proceed. -

General BISSELL. It also bears the reference numbers 81998. State
Department stamps indicate it was in the office of the Assistant Secre
tary, Mr. Holmes, May 30, 1945; in State Department Special War
Probes Division May 31, 1945; and there was on it an almost illegible
stamp mark, apparently o
f

the OCE—UR Unit. There is written in

longhand on the letter “SWP May 31, 1945, AH/ABF.” This would
indicate someone in the Special War Plans Division handled the mat
ter for Mr. Holmes.

-

This is confirmed by another written notation written o
n

the letter
reading “Answered 6–5–45, W. H

.

McCahon/EKG.” This meant Mr.
McCahon dictated the reply to EKG, the secretary, on June 5, 1945,
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for Mr. Holmes' signature, which was typed on the letter. I do not
know if General Holmes personally signed this letter. If the original
is in G-2 files, this point can be clarified.
State Department's reply under date of June 9, 1945, was addressed
to me as “G-2, War Department.”
Mr. Shackelford also showed me the State Department copy of their# and I understand a copy has been made available to the committee. •

Mr. MITCHELL. One moment. This committee has never seen either
the original or the copy of the letter you are referring to now, namely,
the State Department reply which is dated what date, June 6, 1945?
General BISSELL. June 9, 1945.
Mr. MITCHELL. The committee or no member of its staff had seen the
original or a copy of it until this morning when Mr. Shackelford
handed me a copy.

Mr. SHACKELFORD. We will be glad to supply it
.

Chairman MADDEN. I wish you would supply it for the record.
Mr. SHACKELFORD. Yes, sir.
General BISSELL. The reply read, “Confidential. In reply refer to

SWP 711.62114A/5–25/45.” It is dated June 9, 1945. It follows:
MY DEAR GENERAL BISSELL: The receipt is acknowledged o

f your letter o
f May

25, 1945, concerning the report that Lt. Col. John H. Van Vliet, Jr., and Captain
Stewart while detained as prisoners o

f

war at Oflag 64, received from the protect
ing power a letter dated about October 1943, seeking information whether these
officers had been required by the German authorities to visit Katyn. You ask
the Department to verify whether a copy of such a letter together with Colonel
Van Vliet's reply thereto is of record in the Department of State.
The records of the Department reveal that in September 1943, and again in
December of the same year, the American Legation at Bern was informed that
reports reaching the Department indicated that Lt. Col. J. H. Van Vliet and
Capt. D. B. Stewart, both of whom at that time were apparently detained at
Oflag 9–A/Z, were being taken to Katyn. The Legation was instructed to request
the Swiss to determine whether these officers actually had made the journey and

if so to learn what kind of treatment was accorded them, whether they made
any statement with regard to the Katyn affair and what use had been made o

f
any statements made o

r any photographs taken a
t

the time.

In February 1944, the Department was informed that Colonel Van Vliet and
Captain Stewart had been transferred to Oflag 64, and that the Swiss inspector
at the time of the next visit to that camp would endeavor to obtain the informa
tion desired. No further communication regarding the matter has ever been
received in the Department. In the circumstances it is considered likely that
Colonel Van Vliet's reply may have been intercepted by the German authorities
and never forwarded to the appropriate officials o

f

the Swiss Government.

Mr. MACHRow ICZ. I do not know whether this is intended or not to

confuse us. Again you are not referring to the original Colonel Van
Vliet report? -

General BISSELL. No, sir.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Your answer to me is not changed at all by the
statement made so far?
General BISSELL. No, sir; but you would notice in the language used
that they call this second one the report.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Yes, but that is not the report we are talking
about.
General BISSELL. Yes, that is right. That is my point. I have
caught it
.

- -

Chairman MADDEN. You are confusing me a little here. What has
this got to do with Colonel Van Vliet's original report?
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General BIssELL. A great deal, sir, because the State Department
had considerable knowledge apparently of this matter before Van
Vliet ever left Germany. They wrote these letters before I ever
took over G–2.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Are you inferring now that the State Depart
ment had information about the Van Vliet report before Van Vliet
came to your office?
General BIssELL. About the Van Vliet visit. They had asked that
long ago, whether there was a report, and Colonel Van Vliet had made
a reply to State. That is the status as I read it. There is a little bit
more to be given to you on it

,
if you want it.

Chairman MADDEN. This is a preliminary report that they are
referring to in this letter when they say, “Concerning the report that
Lt. Col. John H. Van Vliet, Jr., and Captain Stewart while detained

a
s prisoners o
f

war a
t Oflag 64?” That has nothing to do with the

original Van Vliet report? That is not referring to the original report
that he signed?

General BIssELL. That is not the report that Van Vliet dictated in

Washington.
Mr. MITCHELL. May I put that in as an exhibit?
Chairman MADDEN. Mark that as an exhibit.
Mr. MITCHELL. Exhibit No. 4.

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 4” and made

a part o
f

the record a
s follows:)

EXHIBIT 4

[Confidential]

JUNE 9
,

1945.

MY DEAR GENERAL BISSELL : The receipt is acknowledged of your letter of May
25, 1945, concerning the report that Lt. Col. John H. Van Vliet, Jr., and Captain
Stewart while detained as prisoners of war at Oflag 64, received from the pro
tecting power a letter dated about October 1943, seeking information whether
these officers had been required by the German authorities to visit Katyn. You
ask the Department to verify whether a copy of such a letter together with
Colonel Van Vliet's reply thereto is of record in the Department of State.
The records o

f

the Department reveal that in September 1943, and again in
December Of the Same year, the American Legation at Bern was informed that
reports reaching the Department indicated that Lt. Col. J. H. Van Vliet and
Capt. D. B. Stewart, both of whom at that time were apparently detained at
Oflag 9–A/Z, were being taken to Katyn. The Legation was instructed to request
the Swiss to determine whether these officers actually had made the journey
and if so to learn what kind of treatment was accorded them, whether they made
any statement with regard to the Katyn affair and what use had been made of
any statements made Or any photographs taken at the time.
In February 1944, the Department was informed that Colonel Van Vliet and
Captain Stewart had been transferred to Oflag 64, and that the Swiss inspector

a
t

the time of the next visit to that camp would endeavor to obtain the informa
tion desired. No further communication regarding the matter has ever been
received in the Department. In the circumstances it is considered likely that
Colonel Van Vliet's reply may have been intercepted by the German authorities
and never forwarded to the appropriate officials of the Swiss Government.
Sincerely yours,

JULIUS C
. HoLMEs, Assistant Secretary.

Mr. MITCHELL. I would like to have the Army supply the original,

if they have it
,

please. This is a copy.
Chairman MADDEN. Yes, we would like to have the original.
Mr. SHACKELFORD. Yes, sir; we will be glad to supply you with
whatever we can. -
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Mr. DoNDERO. General, did you in your official capacity receive
any information from any source affecting the credibility of Colonel
Van Vliet or Captain Stewart?
General BISSELL. That is in the next paragraph or two, and that
is the reason for my action, in order to get some basis on which to
evaluate the report they made to me by the only thing I could pin
down as a yardstick to measure the accuracy of his memory whichI thought was splendid.
Mr. DONDERO. I want you to know of my personal interest in
this man, because Captain Stewart was my personal appointee to
West Point.
General BIssELL. I am glad to know of your interest.
The State Department reply was very significant. It made it
very clear as early as September 1943, months before I was appointed
G–2, the State Department had reports of the visit of Colonel Van
Vliet and Captain Stewart to Katyn. They say so.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. That should not be very surprising to you. The
whole world knew it. The Germans broadcast it.
General BIssELL. They never broadcast the thing about the Van
Vliet visit. They said that American and British personnel, I think,
had been taken there or would be taken there, but no names were
mentioned in anything I ever saw or know about. I can be wrong
on this. There is an awful lot of stuff that did not reach G-2 on
this matter. -

Mr. MITCHELL. To clarify that point, sir; Colonel Van Vliet in
his testimony in part 2 specifically set forth, and so did Captain
Stewart when he testified, that to their knowledge their names had
never been revealed by the Germans about their visit to Katyn.
General BISSELL. It is also clear that the instructions from our
State Department to the American Legation at Bern was responsible
for the letter Colonel Van Vliet stated he had been given by the
Swiss protecting power about October 1943, because the questions
Colonel Van Vliet said were in the letter he received are almost
exactly the questions our State Department had directed our Bern
Embassy to submit. The slight difference in phraseology was prob
ably due to the requirement for paraphrasing anything that had been
sent classified, so that your code cannot be touched by putting it out
afterward for somebody who had copied the code.
The channel through which the questions reached Colonel Van Vliet
was the one our State Department had directed to be used by our
Bern Legation, and the time factors fitted perfectly. Our State De
partment instructions issued in September 1943 apparently had re
sulted in the delivery to Colonel Van Vliet while he was a prisoner
at Oflag 64 of the questions our State Department wanted answered.
Colonel Van Vliet stated that he replied to them. Unless Colonel
Van Vliet was in error, either as to the date he gave, about October
1943, or about where he was then held prisoner at Oflag 64, the in
formation that our State Department received in February 1944 re
porting his transfer to Oflag 64 could have had no possible bearing
on the delivery of Colonel Van Vliet's reply, as he had actually re
ceived the letter at Oflag No. 64 and answered it 4 months earlier.
Also significant is the State Department's conclusion that the reason
no reply was received from Colonel Van Vliet was that it was con
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sidered likely Colonel Van Vliet's reply may have been intercepted
by the Germans.

-

Mr. MACHRow ICZ. I am going to have to interrupt you again, becauseI am interested in this whole situation, and I think the members of
the committee are. I am trying to tell you I am very much confused.
What was the significance of that letter?
General BISSELL. I read this part of it here.
Mr. MACHRowICz. What was the significance?
General BISSELL. State was proceeding on the theory he had never
received their letter.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Whose letter?
General BIssELL. This letter sponsored by the Bern Legation. State
had sent word to Bern to have the Swiss Protecting Power get a letter
to Van Vliet asking questions.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. What has that got to do with the matter we are
investigating?
General BIssELL. If Colonel Van Vliet had answered that at the
time, and I could get my hands on the answers then, I could compare
all or part of them with the statement he made to me 2 years later
to measure his memory, his veracity, or anything else. I did not ques
tion them, but I had that job as a responsibility to do.
Mr. MACHRowICz. What is the significance?
General BIssELL. The significance is that the answer State gave
me that he had changed prison camps had nothing to do with it be
cause the letter had reached him and he had replied, according to his
statement, so the change of prison camps had nothing to do with it

.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. I frankly say I am a

s

much confused a
s I was in

the beginning.
Mr. DONDERo Perhaps I can answer my colleague from Michigan
by saying I think the significance is that the State Department and the
Government here knew about this thing long before Colonel Van Vliet's
report. -
Mr. MACHRowICz. Certainly. So did the Department o

f

Defense
in 1943.
General BIssELL. But we didn’t know Van Vliet's part in it

.

Mr. MACHRowICz. Neither did the Department o
f State, as you say.

General BISSELL. They did.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. They didn't know what he had to say.
General BISSELL. No; but they knew h

e had been there.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. That is right. It is up to the Department of
Defense to get a statement.

General BIssELL. We didn't know about it
.

We were not asked to get
such a statement. This is the State Department's job in time o

f

war?

..
. Mr. DoNDERO. They were contacting these two prisoners through

the delegation in Switzerland.
General BIssELL. Yes. They acted as American Government repre
sentatives a

s
a neutral close to Germany.

Also significant is the conclusion that the reason no reply was re
ceived from Colonel Van Vliet was that it was considered likely Colo
nel Van Vliet's reply may have been intercepted by the Germans.
Assuming that the Germans had intercepted the Van Vliet reply that
Russia was guilty o
f

the Katyn massacre, as Germany had stated to

the world, and assume that Germany was innocent, is it reasonable
93744–52–pt. 7–4
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that, if innocent, Germany, who had gone to such trouble to take
Colonel Van Vliet and a sizable party to Katyn for the very purpose
of having them report German innocence to the world, would not
allow a letter from Colonel Van Vliet accomplishing such purpose to
reach the United States?
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Do you claim the letter was received by the Swiss;
that it was not intercepted?
General BISSELL. I don’t know. It is a funny reason to give.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. You don’t claim it was received; do you?
General BIssELL. No; I don’t claim State got any answer back.
Mr. MACHRowicz. You don't claim that Department of State re
ceived this information?
General BISSELL. No.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. What is it you claim?
General BISSELL. I don’t believe that the reason they gave for not
receiving it—that Germany intercepted it—was sound.
Mr. MACHRowicz. What has that got to do with this?
General BIssELL. Because I am still trying to get Van Vliet's report
to checkit. -

When the June 9, 1945, reply to my May 25, 1945, letter to State
Department was received, the question naturally occurred: Why had
State not made further effort to secure reply from Van Vliet? State
knew about the Katyn massacre. The State Department did not say
specifically that the September, and December 1943 attempts were
the only attempts they made. They might have made other attempts
without tangible results. I considered it purposeless to follow this
aspect of the matter further because I believe that State had been
furnished Colonel Van Vliet's report on May 25, 1945.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Because what?
General BISSELL. I believe that State had been furnished the Colonel
Van Vliet report on May 25, 1945.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Which report are you referring to?
General BISSELL. The one made in my office.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Did you not tell me this morning you cannot state
they received it?
General BISSELL. But I believe they did.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. You believe they did?
General BIssELL. Let us get straight. What I believe is one thing,
and my positive knowledge is another. I believe that they had re
ceived it because it was my intention to get it there or to another place.
Mr. MITCHELL. Where was the other place?
General BISSELL. The other place was the War Crimes people.
Mr. MITCHELL. You stated this morning that you had discussed this
matter with Mr. Frederick Lyon. Is that correct?
General BISSELL. I said I either mentioned it to Mr. Lyon or Mr.
Holmes.
Mr. MITCHELL. Over the telephone or in person?
General BISSELL. I spoke to Mr. Lyon only on the phone. On the
other hand, I saw or talked to Mr. Holmes twice at approximately the
same day. We had a very hot matter in the Argentine, and I was
dealing with both of them at the same time on it
.

This is off the Katyn thing a little bit, but I think it is all right,
because it is not classified any more.
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Mr. MITCHELL. I would like to know what were the names of the
people designated by State to be liaison with the G-2 when you were
the Assistant Chief of Staff, G-2. What were the names of those
individuals from the Department of State?
General BIssELL. The two that worked with me most closely were
Mr. Holmes and Mr. Lyon.
Mr. MITCHELL. Anybody else at this time that you care to mention?
Are there any other names?
General BISSELL. Not that have a bearing of any nature in connec
tion with Katyn.
Mr. MITCHELL. In other words, you are now saying for the record
at this time that there were no other individuals in the Department
of State to your knowledge that had any bearing on the Wan Vliet
Katyn report?
General BISSELL. I believe that is correct.
Mr. MITCHELL. You are sure?
Mr. MACHRow ICz. I want to pursue that line because it is important.I think it is important to you and it is important to us all as Ameri
cans, because if the Department of State received a report which it
denies receiving we want to know. Is that not right?
General BISSELL. That is right.
Mr. MACHROWICZ. You told me this morning that you cannot say
that you forwarded that report.
General BISSELL. No.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. Now, as I understand you, you want to qualify
it by saying, although you cannot say you sent it to the Department
of State, you believe you sent it

.

General BISSELL. I thought I had.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. You still think you did?
General BIssELL. I don’t know where it is, and it is pretty difficult

to pin it down.
Mr. MACHRowicz. You are not much help to this committee.
General BISSELL. I am telling everything I know about people run
ning down details that in my opinion don’t hit it too closely that bear

o
n it
. If I give you too much, stop me.

Mr. MITCHELL. General, there is one other question. I asked you

a minute ago who were the people designated b
y

the State Depart
ment with which you did official business in connection with G-2
matters that State should know about in the line of command or
anvwhere else?' told the committee here this morning and again now that the
two are General Holmes and Mr. Lyon. Is that correct?'al BISSELL. That could know anything about the Katynmatter?

Mr. MITCHELL. That could know anything about the Katyn
ImaSSacre.
General BISSELL. I don’t think so.
Mr. MITCHELL. Who were the individuals in your own organization
who had liaison with the Department o
f

State who might know any
thing about the Katyn matter?
General BISSELL. Many, many.
Mr. MITCHELL. I mean officially designated b

y you as head o
f

G-2.
General BISSELL. A man named Dillingham, a colonel at that time
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or lieutenant colonel, was my liaison man to handle hot wires that
came into State. If something came in among their stuff that re
quired military consideration or action, he was there watching. I
don’t think he knows a thing about Katyn.
Mr. MITCHELL. I specifically nailed my question down, General, to
who in your Department was designated to liaison with the State De
partment who might know or have any knowledge of the Van Vliet
report on Katyn.
General BISSELL. No one.
Mr. MITCHELL. No one but yourself?
General BIssELL. I think that is right.
Mr. MITCHELL. You are sure?
General BISSELL. I think, as far as Katyn is concerned on this par
ticular deal, yes, sir; I think that is right. But I had many contacts
in the State at every level. •

Mr. MITCHELL. At this time will you tell us now who in your De
partment had knowledge of the Katyn matter?
General BIssELL. Mrs. Meeres and an officer who today was con
firmed to be Lieutenant Colonel Lantaff. I knew someone in my office
handled it

,

but I could not tell you which one. His handling of it was
not to be present when anything was being made but in connection
with the papers.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. You d

o not mean those are the only two people

in your department that had knowledge o
f Katyn?

General BISSELL. I believe they are. Colonel Van Vliet's arrival
and his procedure was not the routine.
Mr. MACHRowICz: I can assure you you are wrong. I am not guess
ing at it

. I am stating you are wrong.
General BISSELL. I will try to think hard and see.
Mr. SHEEHAN. You said the Katyn matter. Do you mean the Van
Vliet report?
Mr. MITCHELL. Isaid the Van Vliet report on the Katyn affair.
General BISSELL. I thought you were exploiting his question or ex
panding it

.

That is not so. Lots o
f people had heard o
f Katyn.

Loads of them. The whole Polish Liaison Section. We had Poles
accredited to us who came to G-2.
Chairman MADDEN. Everybody knew about Katyn after it was
broadcast and the bodies were found. So, that is not so important.
Mr. MITCHELL. General, I think you missed the point of my ques
tion. The question I want to get across is: Who in your staff, as the
head o

f G-2, did you specifically designate to take this matter up with
the Department o

f

State o
r any other agency o
f

the Government?
General BIssELL. I did not designate anybody in my office to take

it up with the Department of State.
Mr. MITCHELL. Then you personally handled the matter yourself?
General BIssELL. As far as I can recollect. When I say “handled: I mean I handled the direction to be given and what was to beOne.

Mr. MITCHELL. Then, if you say you “handled it,” you must have
directed somebody to do something about it
.

General BIssELL. That is right.
Mr. MITCHELL. Those are the names I want.
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General BISSELL. I directed someone, who from this morning's
testimony I believe to be Colonel Lantaff, to secure a proper room
where this dictation could be handled.
Mr. MITCHELL. We know that. •

General BIssELL. To brief Mrs. Meeres, who was doing her first job
in my office. I think that is about the end of the story.
Chairman MADDEN. General, is it something unusual while you were
connected with this assignment over there for a report of this kind
coming in dealing with the massacre or murder of over 4,000 soldiers?
That was unusual?
General BISSELL. It was unusual from beginning to end.
Chairman MADDEN. And you were in complete charge of that office?
General BISSELL. I am responsible for everything that my people do.
Chairman MADDEN. You just testified that to your knowledge there
could not be over two people in your office under your supervision
connected with the Van Vliet Katyn report.
General BISSELL. That is right.
Chairman MADDEN. That report that was made by Colonel Van
Vliet was quite important in your mind?
General BISSELL. That is correct.
Chairman MADDEN. With this responsibility that you had, and as
our testimony showed, it was completely unusual, a case of this kind.' testified this morning that you could not say whether or not the
Van Vliet report was ever delivered to the State Department.
General BISSELL. That is correct, sir. I cannot say that.
Chairman MADDEN. Do you not think, considering the background
as you already have testified, that that would be very much on your
mind to see that a report like that would be transferred over there if
that was the place it should go?
General BISSELL. Yes, sir.
Chairman MADDEN. Why did you not know that it was transferred
over there, if it was?
General BISSELL. Because I would have given instructions to have
had something done, and I would not have personally been doing it.

Chairman MADDEN. Did you give instructions to have that done?
General BISSELL. I am positive I gave instructions.
Chairman MADDEN. To whom?
General BISSELL. I believe now I don’t know. I think I could give
you my story.
Chairman MADDEN. Just answer that. Whom did you give instruc
tions to?
General BISSELL. I do not recall whether it was Congressman Lan
taff, but if it was not—
Mr. MACHRowICz. He said it was not.
General BISSELL. I know. If it was not, I don’t know what other
person.

Mr. MACHROWICZ. There was only one other person.
General BISSELL. She could not have done it. I don’t know who
actually got the instruction.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Then there were no instructions given.
General BISSELL. That is not something I can swear to as a fact.
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Mr. MACHRow ICZ. That is the only possible logical conclusion that
anyone can come to.
General BISSELL. That may be so, but I don’t believe you are giving
me quite the opportunity you desire. Katyn, although unusual, was
unusual because Van Vliet, instead of coming in initially and report
ing to the executive officer and being sent by him to the proper section,
being handled as in every other case coming in, insisted on seeing me.
Mr. MITCHELL. Did he do that under anybody's direction? He said
he had seen General Collins. He had seen other people over there.
When he initially came to you, did he tell you he was sent there by
anybody else?
General BISSELL. He did not, but he told me he had seen General
Collins. He told me the others he had seen. He gave me a straight
story, just about the way he told you here. I think he was right, but
he did get an unusual handling of his case from that minute on.
Chairman MADDEN. Let me ask you this, General, considering your
testimony that just Colonel Lantaff and Mrs. Meeres were the only two
in your office connected with the Van Vliet report and that you might
have told Colonel Lantaff to deliver the report to the State Depart
ment or you might have told Mrs. Meeres

-

General BIssELL. No, I didn't tell her to do any such thing.
Chairman MADDEN. You might have told Colonel Lantaff, there
would not be anybody outside of Lantaff you told?

-

General BISSELL. I don’t think so.
Chairman MADDEN. Let us concede that you told Colonel Lantaff.
General BISSELL. All right, sir.
Chairman MADDEN. Considering the importance of this report deal
ing with the massacre of over 4,000 soldiers of our allies, had you told
Colonel Lantaff, don’t you think the most natural thing would be,
as the head of this department, maybe the next day or the day after,
to inquire from the colonel if that important report was delivered to
the State Department?
General BISSELL. I don’t think I would have done that.
Chairman MADDEN. Don’t you think the colonel would have come
back and stated to you, as his superior officer, that he had carried out
your instruction?
General BISSELL. He would not do that, because I would take it for
granted. I knew he would carry out instructions. The only thing
I would have done under the situation you paint there, if I had ques
tioned the delivery of that, I would have asked Holmes if he got it.

That is the point.
Chairman MADDEN. Colonel Lantaff testified this morning that
there was never any order given to him a

t all to deliver the report.
General BIssELL. The only instruction apparently I gave Colonel
Lantaff was to secure, after securing the report, a place for the report

to be dictated and the briefing o
f

Mrs. Meeres.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Are you not contradicting your own testimony?
General BIssELL. Colonel Lantaff, I think—I have never talked
with him, I never saw him since he left G-2 until he came in this room
this morning, so that there is no suggestion coming from him, and I

would accept anything h
e said that he would swear to as being true.
He would not need to swear to it

,
if he said it. I think he is con

fused o
n what happened to the report, as I am confused o
n what hap

pened to it
.

He cannot tell us how it went out o
f

the room, and he
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does not know whether he got it back or not. He did reply that he
read it in the preparation stage. That could have been done. There is
a strong feeling in my mind that Van Vliet started one day and fin
ished another and that the notes had to be put up overnight, and the
colonel indicated that was the case because he put them up.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. That is not what the colonel says. Colonel Van
Vliet said he finished the statement in 1 day.
General BIssELL. The Congressman, not Colonel Lantaff. Colonel
Van Vliet says in another place he does not know whether he stayed
over another day or not. If he had completed it the first day, there
would have been no reason to put away stenographer's notes that night
or anything else or to come back and get the papers the next day if he
had brought them to me that day. I might have been busy. He might
have tried to.
Chairman MADDEN. Did anybody ever telephone you or call up or
come into your office after the report was signed by Van Vliet re£ report, did a telephone call come in to request to read it
or anything?

-

General BIssELL. No.
Chairman MADDEN. Not a person communicated with your office
regarding it after it was signed?
General BIssELL. No, sir, I don’t think so.
Chairman MADDEN. When did you decide to send it to the State
Department then?
eneral BIssELL. My intention had been to have it go to the State

Department at once and whether it went, I don’t know, as I have
said.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Let us stick to that now, because you have made
some very serious and unwarranted inferences which are not at all
in accord with what you are saying right now.
General BISSELL. If I had not pointed out these things, I think I
would not have given you all I know on the matter.
Chairman MADDEN. Was it the next day you sent it to the State
Department or the week after or a month?
General BISSELL. It would have been done either on the 24th or
25th, that it would have gone from the office, had it gone to the State
Department.

airman MADDEN. Why do you say it would have gone then?
General BISSELL. Because on the twenty-second, the date that
Colonel Van Vliet saw me, there could not have been time in my opinion
to have processed it

,

and I saw Colonel Van Vliet on two different
occasions.

Chairman MADDEN. You thought it was so important that you im
mediately sent it over to the State Department the next day?

-

General BISSELL. And I think it was not ready to go the next day,
but it would have been ready the following day.
Chairman MADDEN. And the following day you sent it over?
General BISSELL. The twenty-fifth, I think; if it ever went from
G–2 to State, it probably left G-2 on the twenty-fifth.
Chairman MADDEN. You don’t know whether it went at all or not?
General BISSELL. That is right.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. In your letter to Mr. Lyon you state as follows:
DEAR MR. LYON : Transmitted for the information and the file of the State
Department is report on Katyn by Stanley S

. V
. Gilder, Captain, British Medical
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Officer. This report supplements the statement of Lt. Col. John Van Vliet, Jr.,
forwarded to General Holmes On May 25, 1945.

General BIssELL. Written by Mrs. Meeres.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Signed by Clayton Bissell.
General BIssELL. I did not put in that date.
Mr. MACHROWICZ. What date?
General BISSELL. That it was forwarded on a certain date. That
was from something that was found in the office or something of the
kind. I did not put that in.
Mr. MACHRowicz. You signed the letter.
General BIssELL. I signed the letter, and when I dictated it, I dic
tated the first paragraph and then I said, “It is the Colonel Van Vliet
report, and get the dope on the thing and send it in.”
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. £ your information, that only contained one
paragraph.
General BIssELL. That is the second thought. The first thought,
here comes a letter, and the second thought, compare it with another
thing.£ MACHRowICz. I will read it to you again:
DEAR MR. LYON : Transmitted for the information and the files of the State
Department is report on Katyn by Stanley S. W. Gilder, Captain, British Medical
Officer. This report supplements statement of Lt. Col. John Van Vliet, Jr.,
forWarded to General Holmes.

General BISSELL. That is the way I remember it. There were two
sentences. The first one I dictated straight out and I left the follow
ing thing blank.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Are you inferring that you as commanding offi
cer, G-2, signed a letter in blank with your secretary filling it in?
General BISSELL. It was filled in.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Was the date in there, May 25?
General BISSELL. The date was filled in.
Mr. MACHRowICz. What was not in then? You signed the letter,
and May 25 you forwarded it

.

General BIssELL. When I signed the letter it was exactly the form

in which you read it
.

When I dictated I dictated what I could, out
of my head, I think in August.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. August 25.
General BISSELL. I could not have pulled that date out of my head
after all that had been happening, with accuracy.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. How do you account for the fact that you stated

in your letter you did forward to General Holmes the Colonel Van
Vliet report?
General BISSELL. That was my belief at the moment o

f

what had
happened. They went back to the files apparently and got something

#

set that date up for them. The one that did it I think is Mrs.
eereS.

Mr. MITCHELL. Where is that letter or a copy o
f

that letter today?
General BISSELL. Isn’t that one o
f

those you have here?
Mr. MITCHELL. I am not referring to this. I am referring to the
letter where you got the date May 25, 1945 from.
General BISSELL. I did not personally do that.
Mr. MITCHELL. Just a minute, General. You stated to Mr. Mach
rowicz 1 minute ago that you could not recall this date, so you dic
tated all the other data that is in this to the best o

f your knowledge.
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General BIssELL. That is right.
Mr. MITCHELL. Then you probably said, as many men do to their
secretaries, “Find out when I transmitted that over to General
Holmes.” She inserted this date 25th of May 1945. If she could
find that on August 21, 1945, why can’t we find the same copy of the
transmittal today?
General BIssELL. That is what I would like to know. Also, I think
it is very significant because that is what I believed at that particular
time and put in writing and I didn’t do it myself.
Mr. MACHRowICz. That is what you would like to find out and
that is what we would like to find out. You are inferring the fault
lies with the Department of State. If those letters were lost, they
were lost in the Department of Defense, is that right?
General BIssELL. I don’t know where they were lost.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. They never got out of the Department of De
fense. -

General BIssELL. I don’t know whether they did or not. Why
would we have that kind of letter written in my office if it had not
gone out.
Mr. MACHRowICz. I mean the original report of Colonel Van
Vliet.
General BIssELL. That is what I am talking about, too. Why
would I have referred to it by date if I didn’t believe it had gone out?
And why if it had not gone out didn’t State, when they got the letter,
call me up on the phone: “How about this thing, we haven’t got that.”
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. You are inferring you would have let an impor
tant document go out without some receipt?
General BISSELL. I never got a receipt from anybody on anything in
G–2. I had people who did the receipting for me, and a section in my
office to process in and out those documents. So far as my particular
section of the G-2 office is concerned, we had Colonel Lantaff's group
who did it for me. I never signed one in, I never signed one out.
When I got through with a communication, it went in my out basket.
Those people who were cleared for top secret information brought me

#
masses of stuff every day. I acted on it and put it in the out bas
et.

Chairman MADDEN. Did they ever bring you in masses of material
that pertained to the killing of 4,300 soldiers?
General BISSELL. At that time I didn't know and do not know today
exactly how many were killed. -

Chairman MADDEN. You should not classify a report of this im
portance with the thousands of little details that come in and out of
your office. This was an extraordinary, an important event, as you
testified.

General BISSELL. I was very concerned all of this particular time
with events that were even more critical to America's war with Japan,
and this was not going to help win the Japan war one bit except in a

£nt way. And that was the reason I was so careful about thisthing.

I have a lot of stuff here, and I will spoil it by breaking it up piece
meal. The UNO conference was one. I had been on there the pre
vious week. Our No. 1 objective, other than defeating Japan at that
time, was to get a UNO going. We didn’t know whether we could
get the Russians to come in.
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Chairman MADDEN. You wanted to maintain friendship with the
Russians.
General BIssELL. That was the policy of our Government.
Chairman MADDEN. Was that why the report disappeared?
General BIssELL. No, sir, it was not why. I don’t know what re
port you are talking about on that. That is a fast one. I cannot
tell you a thing about that. •

Mr. DoNDERo Mr. Chairman, I think I ought to enter this. I
notice that my colleague from Michigan, who is critical of your testi
mony, even referred to a letter with one sentence in it when there were
two in it

,

and the letter was right before him. S
o it shows the falli

bility o
f

human nature. -I want to ask this one question: General, at the time you had this
Katyn massacre subject before you, were you handling other matters
for the Government in your department?
General BIssELL. Vast numbers.
Mr. DONDERO. You had other items around the world in relation to
the war which we were then in, is that correct?
General BIssELL. That is right. I told you I came up to this body,
busy a

s I was, to testify to them about subversive activities in the
Serv1Ce. -

Mr. DoNDERO. The Katyn matter was only one o
f

the items that
came across your desk?
Chairman MADDEN. It was the only massacre you had.
General BIssELL. That is not so. It was the only one of that magni
itude. No; it is not so. I was receiving at the same time that the
Colonel Van Vliet report came in, the very time, the Dachau and other
German concentration-camp things where they had wholesale mas
sacres that make this thing look insignificant. It numbers nearly a

quarter o
f
a million that went through Dachau. And there were

Poles in that, lots o
f

them. My driver yesterday taking me from the
station was a Pole whose father was killed in that thing, and who
spent a

s
a child, until he got old enough to come to the United States,

his time in Dachau from 1943 on.
The Japanese balloon thing was cracking on us. We were having

a devil o
f
a time to get the press to hold it
.

We had had the fatali
ties in Oregon. We didn’t want the American people to know what
was happening in that thing, and, more than that, we didn’t want the
Japanese to know how successful they were. I was busy trying to

keep that one from bursting in the press. I had that on my mind.
The same day, when I was out on the trip, I had the Minneapolis
newspapers on me and came back here and got Price together with
others o

f

the group that was concerned with it on how we would
handle that particular thing. I was preparing something for General
Marshall to Field Marshal Maintland-Wilson a

t that particular time.

If I rack my memory, I can show you that the Van Vliet visit took

3
0

minutes one day and less the next, on days like I had been working
for many months from 7 a.m. until late every night and Sundays, on
everything in the world. I had flown 14 or 15 hours on one day in

connection with this trip, getting in here to meet Colonel Van Vliet.I didn’t know he was here.

I would like to add just one more thing. Colonel Lantaff is just

a
s

honest a
s

can be, but he said that Mrs. Jepson was in the office
and I had loaned Mrs. Jepson to UNO and she was working out there



THE KATYN FOREST MASSACRE 1879

on that thing. And another lady, whose name sli' his memory,I am sure Mrs. Bryant, was the£ on duty. He didn’t tell youanything wrong. He told you what he believed and remembered.
He just overlooked the fact we did loan her out there and she was
not yet back on duty in my office at the time.
Mr. MITCHELL. Mrs. who?
General BIssELL. Miss Bryant. She is now married and living
down here near Hollis some place.
Mr. MITCHELL. Was she married at that time?
General BISSELL. No.
Mr. SHEEHAN. General, I have a series of questions; so if you will
be patient with me, because some of them might be a little rehashing
of something that has been said, and I do that for thep' of get
ting away from the general discussion, so that it will come out and
be either clarified or amplified.

-

Number one: Mrs. Meeres in her testimony stated that top-secret
reports usually are corrected and retyped, and, as you yourself said,
Colonel Lantaff read this report in the preparation stage. Why wasn’t
that report handled this way?
General BIssELL. My intention was to have it produced in what we
call draft; bring it out in draft. That usually means that a thing
is typed on long sheets, double or triple space, just the original im
pression. Then it is corrected and modified and you do not send a
dirty copy out, so a retyping is essential. That is what I thought
would happen in this case, because I thought when Colonel Van Vliet
got his dictation down and Mrs. Meeres knocked it out the first time,
she would have misunderstood or misspelled or done a number of other
things. They would then bring it in to me and we would talk about
it and I would see if there were any other errors or omissions I could
ask him about that might help him and then it would be retyped.
Mr. MITCHELL. Right at that particular stage, was this rough draft
ever converted into an original final draft?
General BIssELL. No, sir.
Mr. MITCHELL. Was there ever a top secret number given to the Van
Vliet report?
General BIssELL. That I would not know, because I didn’t handle
that myself. That was done in Colonel Lantaff's office.
Chairman MADDEN. I suggest that Mr. Sheehan continue his ques
tions.
Mr. SHEEHAN. I had yielded to the gentleman for that purpose.
In other words, once you determined a document was top secret,
you turned it over to Colonel Lantaff or someone else in the office for
the classification? -

General BISSELL. For the handling in accordance with instructions
that were standard throughout the General Staff.
Mr. SHEEHAN. In other words, the mere fact that this top-secret
document was not handled that way is no fault of yours because you
turned it over to your subordinates?
General BISSELL. No; it is partly correct and partly not. That is
the way I wanted it typed up the# time and that is the way I ex
pected Van Vliet to bring it to me, and that is the way it was brought to
me. The only thing corrected in it was maybe a word or two and it
was not necessary to have a rewrite and it was not rewritten. It was
a very good job, that report.
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Mr. SHEEHAN. Colonel Van Vliet stated that on May 5, 1945, he
showed photographs of the Katyn massacre to a G-2 officer of the
One Hundred Fourth Infantry stationed overseas. Do you recall any
report at all on this instance coming into your office?
General BIssELL. I never heard of that except when Colonel Van
Vliet told about it.
Mr. SHEEHAN. I understand that a Col. Thomas Drake, who was a
senior American officer at Oflag 64 and was repatriated because of
stomach ulcers in 1944, that he made out reports on the Van Vliet
and Captain Stewart testimony and sent a copy of this report to
G-1, G-2, State Department, Secretary of War Stimson, and to Mr.
Lauchlin Currie, care of Mr. Roosevelt. Did that G-2 report ever
come across your desk?
General BISSELL. I never heard of that phase of it. The only thingI know is what Colonel Van Vliet told me and what is in his testimony
to VOu.
M' SHEEHAN. As far as you know, it never came to your attention?
General BISSELL. I don’t know anything about it. That would have
been before my time, you understand.
Mr. SHEEHAN. No; you said you came in there in 1944.
General BISSELL. I came in 1944, and that was done when?
Mr. SHEEHAN. Colonel Drake was repatriated late in 1944, which
means h

e arrived in this country in late 1944 or 1945 to make out
these reports.

General BISSELL. My impression was that Colonel Van Vliet had
said shortly after he got back he talked to Colonel Drake on it

.

Mr. SHEEHAN. That is right; but he was not repatriated until a

year later.
General BISSELL. I don’t know about that. All I have is what is

in the Colonel Van Vliet report and what he may have mentioned
to me.
Mr. SHEEHAN. In classifying a document top secret, after your
underlings had done so

General BIssELL. I don’t call them that—my helpers.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Let us call them subordinates—or any other phase

o
f secrecy; d
o

the Army Regulations prescribe for any logging o
r

entering o
f

this in the log book in your office?
General BISSELL. Yes, sir.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Was that done in this case?
General BISSELL. I don’t know, because, as I said, I never went
back to those. I asked if it was in the log when I was working
for—I don’t believe I asked. I think you did the asking o

n that;

I suggested to you, Mr. Shackelford, that you have the log checked.
Mr. MITCHELL. Who in your specific office had charge o

f your log?
General BissELL. I think Congressman Lantaff was the senior, and
that Earman was the next, and they both had to do it because my hours
were longer than theirs.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Counsel, I think the chairman should instruct you

to check with the Army to see if that thing was logged any place.
Mr. MITCHELL. I believe you have it right there.
Mr. SACKELFORD. We have checked the logs in regard to that, as

well as the receipt books. That was the part o
f

the careful search that
was made by the inspector, and with negative results.



THE KATYN FOREST MASSACRE 1881

Mr. MITCHELL. Congressman Lantaff this morning said that anyone
in the G-2 immediate staff offices might have access to your personal
safe. Is that correct or is that incorrect?
General BISSELL. It depends on what he says—
Mr. MITCHELL. What I would like to have you answer is how many
people of your immediate staff had access to your safe.
General BISSELL. The safe that he described as my personal safe
was described in that category because in it was a single drawer which
had my personal things like invitations, and so on. It was a classified
routine safe in the G-2 office. Now, the safe he did not mention was
in my office. And in my office, let us get straight, too, because that is
causing a lot of trouble, I had an office in which I worked, a big room.
On one side was my deputy, on the other side was Colonel Lantaff,
Colonel Earman, normally Mrs. Jepson, and Mrs. Bryant, and a
man named Carulli. They were in my immediate office. They were
all cleared for top secret, and they all know between them if it was
added up, everything I do. So if I were to be hit by a car crossing
the street, there is enough there to carry on. But I tried hard to
keep more people from knowing about important things than needed
to be. So I didn’t try to let all of them know everything and they
worked better. They were better on the things that each one
remembered.
Now, the G-2 office is directly spoken of to include the chief, the
deputy, the deputy's stenographers, and this little group that I told
you. However, my office, that is just one room, and I am in there by
myself. When I want a secretary, I call for her. They worked out
side because all the stuff that I talked about was highly classified, or
maybe General Marshall came in or General Handy, during which
we would discuss some action, and it would be settled. Anybody
might come over. The Secretary of the Treasury has visited me
there, any number of people on all kinds of matters. So I had to£ a place where there was no one in their hair, they could talkreely.
Now, in my little office I might be called to General Marshall’s
office and he would say, “Come on up here.” We had a squawk box.
He was a crackerjack man to work for. When Iran, if I had things
on my desk that were classified, and there usually was nothing else,
practically nothing unclassified came in, I just picked up my basket.I had a three-combination, two-drawer safe, and I dropped the basket
complete in there, flung the combination, checked it

,

took down the
red sign that the safe was open that we had on every safe there and
put it on top and was on my way, usually hollering when I went
through I was on my way to General Marshall's office. That safe is

my personal safe. No one in my office knew the combination o
f

that
safe except my deputy, General Wackerling.
Mr. MITCHELL. Was the Van Vliet report we speak of put in that
safe the night that Van Vliet completed it?
General BISSELL. No; it was never put there, so far as I know, be
cause I didn’t put my hands on the thing except to read it. They
brought it in to me; I sat down; I gave Van Vliet a chance to cor
rect it
.

He didn’t want to make any corrections. It was not what
you call authenticated in that there were a number o
f pages that
were not initialed. I had him do that. I had him sit back in the
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chair comfortably and I went through it. My reason for going
through it primarily was to answer the question whether there was
any discrepancy between this and what he had told me before, and it

was a crackerjack report; there were no discrepancies. I then said,
“This is to be classified top secret.” I can’t tell you whether Mrs.
Meeres, Colonel Van Vliet, or myself actually did the top-secret stamp
on the top and bottom o

f every page.
Mr. MITCHELL. Isn’t it conventional when the secretary is doing
rough draft to use the stamp “top secret” before handing it back to

the individual from whom she took the dictation?
General BIssELL. Not if she kept it in her possession. She was not
through with the report yet. However, she did say this morning that
the envelope which had the notes taken out o

f

her notebook—any spare
piece o

f paper that was put in, that might carry the top-secret infor
mation, goes in the same envelope. Outside it is marked “Burn.”
And the officer oversaw the burning. I don’t think you will find
there are many leaks out o

f

G-2. Maybe we have been too tight, but
we never lose them. Nothing got to the public from G-2.
Mr. SHEEHAN. General, in these couple of days here in May when
Van Vliet was in and you said you had thought——
General BISSELL. May 22.
Mr. SHEEHAN. May 2

1 to 25 when you had talked to General Van
Vliet, if I remember correctly, you stated you did phone o

r you
thought you phoned Holmes and Lyons in the State Department.
General BISSELL. Yes.
Mr. SHEEHAN. When you talked to any o

f

these gentlemen o
r with

Colonel Lantaff about the Van Vliet report did the question come up

a
s
to the political implication o
f

this report at any time?
General BISSELL. The only reason I would have mentioned it to
them a

t

a
ll

would have been it
s political aspect.

Mr. SHEEHAN. Did they agree with you it was vital?
General BIssELL. No discussion occurred of the contents of the
report a

t

that stage.
Mr. SHEEHAN. You are talking about the political implications?
General BISSELL (reading):
There was a man here named Van Vliet who arrived yesterday and who has
information on the political matter, the Katyn massacre, that we will send to
you as Soon as We get through with it.

Mr. SHEEHAN. You did not discuss the conclusions?
General BISSELL. No. It was only incidental to the talk on the
other matter. I remember the other matter quite well. I will be
glad to give it to you in executive session, but it has no bearing on
Katyn whatever.

-

£ SHEEHAN. This might steal a little thunder from my colleague
over there. This morning Congressman O’Konski asked you a ques
tion about whether o

r

not any other documents had disappeared o
r

were lost o
r strayed from G-2. I did not use the word “stolen” ad

visedly because the Army uses the word “compromise.” As I under
stand it
,

from the MacArthur testimony, the eight colonels who sent

a top-secret report from Japan or the Near East in which they tried

to advise the administration o
f

the danger o
f alining themselves with
Russia in finishing off the Japanese war, I understand that report
disappeared out o

f

G-2. Is that right or wrong?
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General BIssELL. Here is what I don’t believe is fully understood
and probably it is just as well that al

l

the American people don’t
know about all of G-2, but if you didn’t have some procedure for
destroying set u

p
with the mass o

f

stuff coming in there, you could not
get the people that would be required to keep track o

f
it in the Penta

gon. There goes on constantly in any large intelligence organization

a sorting out and a reclassification and a destruction. At the end
of the German war there was a period when that had to be done ex
tensively. The German war had ended just a few days, a short time
before General Van Vliet's arrival. He got liberated on the 5th of
May. The war was over on the 7th, as I recall, the 8th, and this is

the 22d. Now, also, at the end o
f

the German war, b
y

the plans ar
ranged in advance, we were to start cutting down personnel drastically.
The biggest fighting part of the war was over, maybe not the most
difficult part, but the biggest fighting part. With that cutting down,
your procedure o

f

destruction is weakened because you try to let those
people go who have come in from civil life and given you fine service

in the order in which they want to go, in which they can get a job. If

a fellow got a chance to leave and he was a good man, his boss wants
him right now when the pressure is off. Those people we would let
go. Others were cases where they didn’t want to go so quickly, and
we tried to be loyal to them, too. During the time I was there, this
procedure and declassification, two things, must go on. You must
destroy the things that are no longer necessary and current, and you
must declassify down and down, as time passes.
Mr. SHEEHAN. The Japanese war was still on at the time?
General BIssELL. I don’t know the instance you are talking about.

. I was asked some questions about a report of a number of colonels.
They were not o

f

MacArthur's staff. They were right here in Wash

in: that group, and I didn’t know MacArthur's connection with it.r. SHEEHAN. It came out during the MacArthur hearings that the
Army G-2 was advised by the group of eight colonels.
General BIssELL. Yes.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Of the dangers of alining themselves with Russia.
Apparently during the MacArthur hearings they thought this was

a very vital document. When they went to look for it
,

they appar
ently could not find it because it was referred to G-2 and never found
afterward.
General BISSELL. The way the story came to me was, “Can you tell

u
swhether such a report was ever made to you?” Well, it might have

been prepared; those people were in my office, but if they prepared
such a report, it never came to me.
Mr. MACHRowicz. That is the question I would like to know about,
since you inferred that the Katyn matter was not so important because

o
f

the tremendous importance o
f

the Japanese affair. Here is a report
bearing exactly o

n

the issue which you considered paramount now.
Now you don’t remember those eight colonels filing a report with you.
General BIssELL. I have talked to some of the eight colonels and
they told me they never made such a report. I think you will have
one here whom you may ask the questions.
Mr. MITCHELL. Was he one o
f

the eight colonels?
General BISSELL. I think he is.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Do you know Col. Truman Smith?
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General BISSELL. Yes.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Did you say Col. Truman Smith did not sign a
report? -'ral BISSELL. I never got such a report as you described from
him.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. At any rate the report is missing in G–2?
General BISSELL. I don’t know if it ever left the office where it
originated. I don’t know anything about it, because I never saw it.

Don’t get the idea that we didn’t appreciate that there was danger in

the international political situation o
r danger in our alinement with

Russia. We had had troubles with the Russians all through the war
trying to help them and keep them out o

f

our hair.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. I would like to know whether the loss of the Van
Vliet report was not one o

f
those attempts to help them.

General BISSELL. Do you want me to answer that question?
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Yes.
General BISSELL. So far as I am concerned, I would be on the other
side o

f

that fight for every inch that was o
f

me. It did not, with my
knowledge o

r my help, and I would like to say further that no person,
not General Marshall, not the Secretary o

fWar, Mr. Stimson, not any
member o

f

the General Staff o
r any member o
f

the military profession

o
r any member o
f

our diplomatic o
r legislative o
r judicial o
r any

other human, foreign o
r American, ever suggested to me what to do

o
r

what not to do with the Van Vliet report or anything connected
with it. -

Mr. MITCHELL. You are implying you did discuss it with these
gentlemen?
General BISSELL. No; I did not. I said none of them ever mem
tioned it to me.
Mr. MITCHELL. How could they mention it if they did not know
about it?
General BISSELL. Everybody knew about the Katyn affair.
Mr. MITCHELL. Yes; but you were talking about the Van Vliet
report.
#ral BISSELL. I thought you might want to know that no one
ever influenced my action in any way o

r

tried to.
Mr. MITCHELL. How could they influence your action in any way

if they didn’t know about the Van Vliet report? You must have
discussed it with these individuals.
General BISSELL. I did not, nor did they discuss it with me.
Mr. SHEEHAN. We have a lot of ring-around-a-rosy o

n this question

a
s

to whether o
r

not the State Department got this document. I

am not going to go into it because both Congressman Machrowicz and
myself have had different variations o

f your answer this morning.I want to put a very short bald question to you, and you weigh it

before you decide to answer it
.

The question I would like to ask is:
Would you state it to be a fact that the State Department did receive
the original Van Vliet report?
General BISSELL. Did?
Mr. SHEEHAN. Yes. -

-

General BISSELL. No; I would not state it as a fact.
Mr. SHEEHAN. O. K.
On the other hand, he did state when he read the previous testimony
from all the mail he got, the letters, that they referred to the Van
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Vliet report several times, and he said someone should have asked him
for it if they didn’t have it.

Mr. MACHRowicz. The answer is
,

h
e thinks they must have known

about it
,

but he will not say they knew about it
.

Mr. SHEEHAN. General, in your testimony you stated in drawin
some conclusions that the facts show that the State Department£
gone into the Katyn matter carefully.
General BissELL. I told you how long they were at my letters, and
how many places it had been. Somebody must have looked at it

.

Mr. SHEEHAN. Would you state they were still going into it in

1945, because previously your testimony was they were trying to get

it through the Swiss when h
e was a prisoner o
f

war. Was the StateP' still interested in that in 1945?eneral BISSELL. I would have thought they should have been.
Let me see now, 1945, certainly they would have been interested in

it
. They would have wanted anything we had gotten on that subject.

Chairman MADDEN. Did they ask for it?
General BIssELL. No. That was not going to influence the outcome
of that war that we were fighting with Germany and Japan.
Now, I would like to make a point, and this is only—it is nothing
that happened, but it is a consideration. Had there been evidence
positive in the Van Vliet report that any particular nation had been
guilty, rather than an opinion, and a conclusion formed in a state
ment by a man who says there is no single thing that proves it

,

just

a combination o
f

circumstances o
f

the thing makes him believe it
,
it

probably would have been o
f very much greater importance to me.

But when I got through with Van Vliet's report I did not feel positive

b
y any means that he was right. He had reached a conclusion. I

did not feel at all sure he was right. I felt his statements were as he
remembered them.

Mr. MITCHELL. Did you ever see the Kathleen Harriman report
dated January 1944?
General BISSELL. No.
Mr. MITCHELL. You never saw it during the period January 1944
and May 1945?
General BISSELL. I never saw it at all. When '' say the “KathJeen” you mean the one that Mr. Harriman would have sent in due

to his daughter's visit?
Mr. MITCHELL. Correct.
General BIssELL. Whether that would have been his report o

r hers,

I don’t know. I have never seen the document anyhow.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Do you know it to be a fact that the State Depart
ment did receive the British report o

f Capt. Stanley Gilder on the
Katyn matter?
General BISSELL. I think they have it.

Mr. SHEEHAN. I think you did testify this morning it was referred

to you in G-2 and you sent it on to State.
General BIssELL. That is right. I would have to check my notes.I think there was an answer to that.
Mr. FURCOLO. You said the State Department stamp showed receipt?
General BISSELL. This is not the Gilder one.
Mr. SHACKELFORD. Mr. Sheehan, the State Department did receive
the Gilder report.
Mr. SHEEHAN. They did receive it?
93744–52–pt. 7–5
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Mr. SHACKELFORD. Yes, sir.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Do or do you not know whether or not Gilder men
tioned about Van Vliet in his report?
General BIssELL. Not positively. I know he said there were British
and Americans in the party.
Mr. DONDERO. I think the record will show there were four people
in the party, one from England and one from South Africa and the
two American officers.
General BISSELL. But that did not say they were Van Vliet, as I
remember. -

Mr. SHEEHAN. The only reason I thought, if you did know that,
that the State Department was informed in the Gilder report of Van
Vliet, it would seem to me they would take the precautions to go to the
Army to find out what the Van Vliet report was.
General BISSELL. Mr. Shackelford has been kind enough to show me
the copy that was released by the War Department of the Gilder re
port, and it shows the name of Captain Stewart and Lieutenant Col
onel Van Vliet in Gilder's report, a copy of which was contained in the
War Department release on Katyn sometime ago under date of Sep
tember 18, 1950. They published the Gilder report and the Gilder
report says that Lieutenant Colonel Van Vliet and Captain Stewart
of the American Army were in the party. So they did know from
that.
Mr. SHEEHAN. In other words, the State Department knew in 1945
this was the proposition and yet apparently took no steps to run it
down with the Army to find this report; otherwise you would have
had correspondence?
General BIssELL. I would have had correspondence. I made that
oint.p
Mr. SHEEHAN. I am trying to emphasize that here. I am going to
ask that at this point in the record—you will have to check with Mr.
Shackelford there whether it is a confidential report from the Inspec
tor General on the search for the missing document—that Mr. Shackel
ford see to it that whatever security information is necessary to be
deleted is deleted and I would like to have a couple of questions on it.

General BISSELL. I had intended to mention that and have done so
under my authority in my notes here.
Mr. SHEEHAN. These are extracts now from this report in which 1

see no names, so I cannot say whether they are of confidential nature.
Do you want to look at them before I recite them?
Mr. SHACKELFORD. Go ahead, Mr. Sheehan.
Mr. SHEEHAN. It seems to me in all candidness and all fairness to
you that the Inspector General's report—I do not like to use the word
“onus”—but seems to put the blame on you for the loss o

f

this right in

your office. I am going to read for you the three conclusions that the
Inspector General has reached, and I think at this point in the matter
you want to get yourself clear so that for the record it does not stay

a
s
a blot against you. Let me read the three conclusions:
No. 1
,

that the original Van Vliet report made to General Bissell on May 22,
1945, and coming into the latter's personal possession on May 25, 1945, has be
come permanently lost without trace o
r

reasonable presumption a
s

to its present
existence Or location.

-

No. 2
,

that there is no proof that this document ever left the office wherein it

Originated. -
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No. 3, that under the circumstances it must be assumed that this document
has been subjected to compromise in the event that it was originally given a
Security classification.

In other words, the Inspector General says everything happened
right smack in your office.
General BIssELL. Right. He says it came into my personal posses
sion on May 25, and you had sworn testimony from Colonel Van Vliet,
from Colonel Lantaff this morning and Mrs. Meeres this morning,
that Van Vliet had long since been gone on the 25th, and that it came
into my possession on a different date. I only mention that one small
point because if one is in error, al

l
o
f it can be in error. It i
s not all

in error, but I mention that one point. The testimony of Colonel
Lantaff and Mrs. Meeres this morning did not state that it came into
my personal possession. They were very careful not to commit them
selves. Since no one else knew o

f it
, I do not know from what source

such information could have been obtained, as no one else could know.
The man who wrote this is honest and h

e would not have made that
statement unless h

e

had a reason for doing it
. I think the committee

might be interested in finding out just why he picked the 25th, be
cause it would fit into the rest of this picture. - •

Mr. SHEEHAN. I think when the committee reads the entire testi
mony they will see his reasons for his conclusions. -

General BIssELL. Right. I think he is correct that there is no proof
that the document left the office wherein it originated. I think that
is correct.
Chairman MADDEN. What office is that?
General BIssELL. My office, the office of G-2, War Department, and
the
£ntariat

Section; not the rest o
f

the office being responsible
at all.
Chairman MADDEN. If I get that right, he says it is quite true—
General BIssELL. “That there is no proof that this document ever
left the office wherein it originated.” He found n

o proof. I think
that is correct.
Mr. SHEEHAN. For our information, before you read further' might define what the Army means by that word “compromise”there.

General BISSELL. A document is compromised when its contents
have become known to an unauthorized person. That is one defini
tion. There are others. If a document is completely missing and
you can’t account for it

,

you immediately say it is compromised until
you find out what happened to it

,

if anything. If you do not re
ceive a document o

r you do not know what has happened to a document,

o
r any break in the chain occurs, you immediately say it is com

promised, to freeze everything on it and get right back on checking

it
.

But it does not necessarily mean stolen. It does not necessarily
mean an enemy has seen it

. I will give you an illustration. We had
one very close to the top o

f

the Government during the war where a

brief case o
f

information disappeared. We immediately put that

in a compromise status. It subsequently all showed up. It had not
been seen by any unauthorized persons. We had another case where
art o
f
a plan for the supply o
f

the operations on D-day showed up£ open in the post office in Chicago and we certainly compro
mised that in a hurry. It apparently had not reached any unauthor
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ized persons. When the matter was clarified, we didn’t need to change
the date of the landing. We went ahead with things.
Mr. SHEEHAN. In other words, it is like the Hiss-Chambers case
which proves that papers and top-secret documents could have
been copied, could have been photographed, could have been stolen,
could have been lost, and any one of those things could have hap
pened to it in the State Department. I assume the same thing could be
true in G–2 or any other department of the Army.
General BIssELL. It is possible. We tried to be tighter there for
several reasons: First, my office wrote the regulations. Now, that puts
me in an odd position. The authority to write them implies the au
thority to change them or modify them. That gave me a little latitude.
I tried not to take advantage of it. The top secret thing was born
while I was in G–2 and I had to put out the instructions that governed

a
t

that time. They governed for 2 years, and then they were changed

in 1946, sometime along there.
Mr. MITCHELL. You say that the classification or designation o

f top
secret in 1944 was changed or originally put into being during that
period o

f

time?
General BISSELL. Prior to the issuance of the regulation—but the
date I read you this morning is the right one, I would have to check
my memory o

n it
,

because w
e

have been throwing dates around here
March 15, I believe, approved by the Joint Cheifs of Staff approxi
mately a month earlier and then passed over to the regular shops that
put out the information. Here is the document that came out, Army
fregulations 380–5, came out on March 15, 1944:
Mr. SHEEHAN. In other words, you were then establishing for the
entire Army operations and Air Force
General BISSELL. World-wide.
Mr. SHEEHAN. World-wide, including theNavy
General BIssELL. No. Not the Navy. -

Mr. SHEEHAN. The designation “top secret” for the first time?
General BIssELL. We were not doing it

.

The Joint Chiefs of Staff,

b
y

agreement with the Combined Chiefs o
f Staff, had done it for the

British and ourselves, not only for the military services but for cor
responding services working with them.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Now, will you read for the record, please, the des
ignation o

f top secret as o
f

the 15th o
f

March 1944, if you have it

in that pamphlet?
General BIssELL Yes, I know it is in here.
(a) When classified “top secret,” certain secret documents, information and
material, the security aspect o

f

which is paramount and whose unauthorized
disclosure would cause exceptionally grave danger to the Nation, Shall be classi
fied “top secret.” The following are examples of matter which normally will be
graded top secret:

-

(1) Plans or particulars of future major or special operations.
(2) Particulars of important dispositions or impending moves o
f

our forces o
r

convoys in connection with (1) above. •

(3) Very important political documents dealing with such matters a
s ally

alliances and the like.
(4) Information o
f

the method used o
r

success obtained by intelligence services
and counterintelligence service or which imperil Secret agents.
(5) Critical information o

f

new o
r improved munitions o
f war, including proof,
scientific, and technical development.
(6) Important particulars o

f cryptography and cryptoanalysis.

Mr. SHEEHAN. This would fall in classification (3)?
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General BIssELL. That is right.
Mr. MITCHELL. I would like to ask a specific question on that point.
Will you explain to the chairman and the members of this committee
why and to what extent the Van Vliet report fell into the category of
top secret in May 1945, which was after Germany had surrendered,I believe?
Mr. DoNDERO. Germany surrendered on May 8.
General BISSELL. We had had the Yalta Conference. You have me
on a barrel now. I don’t know how much of Yalta has been declassi
fied. At the time I left the services, part of it was not. I don’t know'' what I had intended to answer is declassified. Does anybodynoW #

Mr. MACHRow ICZ. You had better check before you make the
anSWei'S.

Mr. MITCHELL. Is Mr. Shackelford the one to check with in regard
to the Yalta ?
Chairman MADDEN. I might state that Russia has already declassi
fied Yalta.
General BIssELL. That does not quite hit what I am talking about.I would like to answer, but I am afraid I am caught on it at the
moment.
Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Or he will answer in executive session in the
event it is still classified by State.
General BIssELL. There is nothing I want to hold from you. It is
just that I am a little hamstrung by the letter I got.
Mr. MITCHELL. I want to know why the Van Vliet report on the 22d
of May 1945, after Germany had surrendered on May 8, 1945, was
classified “top secret” and what its importance or significance was that
it had to be so classified as “top secret.”
Mr. MACHRow ICz. I think probably the statement made by the wit
ness is a justifiable statement that the answer to that question should
be withheld until he has an opportunity to find out whether it is declas
sified or not.
Mr. MITCHELL. Let the record show that question will be taken up
later, please.
Mr. SHEEHAN. In your capacity as head of G–2—and I think this
is a little before your time, so you might have to get the time element—
did you ever hear of or see Colonel Szymanski's report on Katyn?
He was a military attaché in 1942 and 1943, I believe, and was sending
reports, G-2 reports in.
General BISSELL. I stated this morning I could not state for sure if
I saw him when I came through Cairo. I never saw the reports while
G–2. The first I knew of them was the report in the press they were
before your committee.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Did you have any correspondence or remember any

£ndence or talk with the State Department about the Holmes’report?'ral BISSELL. Not until I saw in the press. I went back and got
permission to read both of them.
Mr. SHEEHAN. You did see them after this was all over?
General BISSELL. Yes. -

Mr. MACHRowicz. You saw them in the Department of Defense?
General BIssELL. Yes; and asked authority and they told me I
could see them if I would come to Washington. I did.
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Mr. MITCHELL. When was that, sir?
General BISSELL. It is all in the story I am trying to read to you.
It was the 1st to 12th of April I was in Washington and came up to
get this information and other matters. I had other business up here.
Mr. SHEEHAN. You are positive of the fact that you did classify
the document “top secret”?
General BISSELL. I am positive.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Is there any possibility you could have changed.
your mind afterward? -

General BISSELL. That one would have been a little impossible in
a way. I had authority to down grade any document by anybody
else in the military service except General Marshall, but there was
a string to it

.

We were in business with the British in this war,
and the war was being directed by the Combined Chiefs o

f

Staff.
They had set up an arrangement whereby neither nation would down
grade below the classification, lower classification, o

f

the two nations.
Since the Gilder report—there was no reason for bringing it here,
because it was secret and dealt with the same incident as the Van Vliet
report, so it was not within my independent authority to down grade
below the grade o

f

“secret.” To have done that, that wouldn’t have
let any human, outside o

f

those who needed to know about it
,

see it
.
.

Mr. SHEEHAN. I think that my final question that I am coming to

might have to do with the possibility o
f

leaks in G–2 while you were
there. If you will look at the Inspector General's report, you will
find there is a paragraph which states as follows:
With further reference to General Bissell’s letter to General Holmes of May
25, 1945, and General Holmes' answer thereto to General Bissell dated June 9

,

1945, a search of the files of the Assistant Chief of Staff, G-2, failed to disclose
copies o

f either, although both were recorded in the logbook kept in the office
at that time.

Here we have a situation where you have made references in a log
book to correspondence which you wrote. Yet, they are nowheres to

b
e found in the Department. However, it turns out, according to

the Inspector General’s report, that the copies o
f

these letters were
obtained from the files o

f

the State Department. The Inspector Gen
eral goes on to say—is it not plausible that some sort of master file—
and I am trying to state that myself—is it not plausible that some sort

o
f

master file o
r

classification number should identify all o
f

these
matters pertaining to Katyn in the Van Vliet report?
General BISSELL. That was explained in great detail by a man named
Carulli. I don’t know whether he testified to them. He was the
man I mentioned in my office. I suggested to Mr. Shackelford he
was the expert and he would b

e glad to inform the Inspector Gen
eral whatever went on. He explained our system.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. He did because he is referred to as one of the
informants.
General BIssELL. That is right. We didn’t package things. Mr.
Carulli explained why. When I was vacating my personal office,
there were no files in that one. That was not a place for papers to be
filed. In the one next to it there were quite large files, probably five

o
r

six big file cabinets full.
Then the next door to that had a small card index, 10,000, 20,000,

o
r 30,000 cards, perhaps, which covered G-2, things that had been
handled in a recent period. We had to keep some material right
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there, and we kept that as a quick thing. It worked beautifully. We
could get things very quickly. General Marshall could call down,
and I could have the piece of paper up to him in 5 minutes. I could
never have done that if it were sent to the general files. It is too big.
The security of those general files required that everything went
through a certain way in and out. It is clumsy. . It is not a quick
thing. It is a safe thing. You have to compromise between speed and
absolute security.
Mr. SHEEHAN. There is another thought. You mentioned before
when we were talking about the word “compromise” and your defini
tion, something about the “day plans” that were forwarded or opened
at the Chicago post office. Will you just, for our general benefit,
elaborate on that?
General BIssELL. It has been published briefly in the press. It ap
pears that the headquarters in London was moving its G–4 depart
ment. The individual who had the papers intended to address them
to himself at the next office he was going to. He was writing a letter
home, intending to send something home at the same time, and he
confused them and put them in the wrong envelopes. The plans for
the supply went to Chicago, and the little favors for his family went
to the office he intended to move to. He was so frightened that he
did not report it

. By accident the package was broken open in the
Chicago office, and, as I recall it, the inspectors immediately called the
military, and we had someone there very quickly. The papers were
flown up here, and we asked for a man to come from General Eisen
hower's headquarters quickly to check the papers and see whether they
might need to change the landing date. He had General Crawford
flown over here. I think you will find it mentioned in Top Secrets
very briefly, in that book, Top Secret. It has been in the press from
time to time, but very little on it

.

No harm came o
f it
,

although it

looked very suspicious a
t

first because the boy came from a German
family. It was addressed to a German family. There were several
unusual things about that end o

f
it
. They were all right. The whole

thing was all right. No harm was done.
Mr. SHEEHAN. When you use the phrase “broken up”—
General BISSELL. By accident in handling when they dumped the
contents o

f

the pouches onto the sorting table. That is the way I

recollect it
.

There may have been some details I have not described
100 percent accurate in that brief comment.
Mr. SHEEHAN. The only thing that bothers me is the getting around
this idea o

f

whether the State Department got it or not, because from
Some o

f your correspondence—and I am quoting from that letter you
wrote to Mr. Lyon in which you are talking about the Gilder report
again—your last sentence said:
This report supplements the statement of Lt. Col. John H. Van Vliet, Jr., for
Warded to General Holmes, May 25, 1945, and generally substantiating all
material facts in Col. Van Vliet's report.

It seems to me, from writing a letter like that to the State Depart
ment so shortly after you were processing o
r handling the documents,

that you must have sent it to the State Department. They are not
questioning it
,

saying “We never got such a report.”
General BIssELL. I wouldn’t question them. The fact that I make
that statement is what I believe was the situation when I dictated that
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letter. I didn’t do it all. I couldn’t fill in the date out of my head
when that thing had been sent the 21st of August which was quite a
while from the 22d of May, or the 23d or 24th, when this other thing
was going on. It leads me to believe that there must have been some
record from Mrs. Meeres processing that letter where she got that
information. She couldn’t have gotten it without going to some
place and finding that it had been sent. She didn’t know.
r. MACHRowICZ. Is Mrs. Meeres still here?
General BISSELL. I don’t know.
Mr. SHEEHAN. I think the question is for Mr. Lyon to answer. He
got a letter. Did he get it or not?
General BIssELL. He got that particular letter. I told you how
many people handled it

. They handled it for 2 months in State.
Many people had a chance to check u

p

o
n that. I was sitting at my

desk any time they wanted to call me. That doesn’t mean that I am
trying to throw stones at State. We were a government fighting this
war. I was getting plenty of help from them and giving them a

ll

I could.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Except we found there were several governments in

the State Department, you know—Mr. Hiss et al
.

General BISSELL. I don’t want to leave the impression that I am
trying to smear somebody that has been convicted or trying to blame

it on somebody. I can’t help but think that it is the kind of document
the Communists would have liked to have a look at. That is as far

a
s I will go. I won’t make any inferences or implications. I will

make the thing the other way: that those two people I worked with—
Holmes and Lyon—you would never get them mixed up with any
Communists. I will tell you that.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. You had been making inferences and implica
tions that Mr. Holmes and Mr. Lyon must have known about this.
General BIssELL. I am giving you everything I know—everything
that touches Katyn as far as you had me proceed.
Mr. FURCOLO. I would like to ask you a couple of questions you may
have answered. If you would refer to your testimony, when the State
Department was working through, I think you said, the Swiss, trying

to get Van Vliet's story, when did you find that out?
eneral BIssELL. Colonel Van Vliet told it to me at the time he made

his report.
Mr. FURCOLO. That was the first time you knew of that?
General BIssELL. The first time I knew of it. It afforded me the
only opportunity I knew for verification of his report. I don’t know
why Colonel Van Vliet didn’t mention that. I don’t recall him having
mentioned it in his statement—oversight. There was no question he

was giving you everything he could think of.

r. FURCOLO. We are interested in finding out what happened to

the report in your office. As I understand your testimony, you have
stated that if that report were to be mailed to the State Department it

would have been mailed b
y

one o
f

three people—Mrs. Meeres, and you
have festified a
s I recall that you were positive you did not tell her tomail it. Am I correct in that?
General BISSELL. She wouldn’t have had anything to do with out
going mail.
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Mr. FURCOLO. So, she is out of the picture. Secondly, you testified
that you might have told Colonel and now Congressman Lantaff, but
you were very willing to accept his word that you did not tell him.
So, as you sit there today, you also exclude Congressman Lantaff.I don’t want to be unfair about this. I know you are trying to trace
it just as much as we are; but, with those two people out of the picture
on your own story, it comes down to the fact that that was mailed
to the State Department, then comes back to you; is that right?
General BISSELL. If it was what? Mailed in the State Department?
Mr. FURCOLO. Yes.
General BISSELL. It is left with me.
Mr. FURCOLO. Up to now we have got it back to you.
General BIssELL. Yes.
Mr. FURCOLO. As I understand it

,
and I want to be sure about this,

I understand that you have come to the conclusion that it was mailed

to the State Department, and you base it on—
General BIssELL. Because o

f

that reference.
'Mr. FURCOLO. Because o

f your letter o
f May 25, 1945. Do I get

Four position correctly that you claim if it was mailed to the State
epartment it was mailed in the letter o

f May 25, 1945?
General BIssELL. That is right.
Mr. FURCOLO. Am I fair in stating that up to this point, whether

o
r

not the document left your hands—
General BIssELL. It was never in my hands.
Mr. FURCOLO. Whether or not the document ever left the office of
General Bissell
General BIssELL. Of General Bissell's secretary, because it didn’t
stay in my office except while Colonel Van Vliet was in there.
Mr. FURCOLO. Whether or not the Van Vliet document ever left the
office o

f

General Bissell is determined upon what conclusion this com
mittee can come to with reference to the letter o

f May 25, 1945. Is that
your position?
General BIssELL. That and the fact that their having that document
and never calling back for any comment or verification or anything

o
n

the letter would indicate they must have had it
,

plus the fact that
they knew all about it in advance from other communications.
Mr. FURCOLO. Well, what you come down to, then, is showing that
the State Department received the Van Vliet document from your
office is No. 1

,

the copy o
f

the letter o
f May 25, 1945, and second, the

fact that the State Department never called you back and said, “We
did not get this document.” Is that right?
General BIssELL. That is right, plus the fact that they knew about
this Swiss business. That is another one.
Mr. FURCOLO. In other words, three things.
General BIssELL. Then there was another one because they didn’t
know about the Van Vliet report but they knew about the Katyn
thing. You are sticking to Van Vliet. Then Lyon. I have a recol
lection o

r
a feeling that I told either Lyon or Holmes on the telephone.

Mr. FURCOLO. I am not directing my remarks or attention a
t

the
moment to anyone, but you must have told someone. We are trying

to look specifically at the transmittal. As far as the transmittal is

concerned, coming down to the three things mentioned, first, what
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ever that letter of May 25, 1945, may be interpreted as; and, second,
the fact that the State Department did not call you back; and, third,
this Swiss business you mentioned. Is that right?
General BIssELL. There was a specific reference to Lt. Col. John H.
Van Vliet's report forwarded to General Holmes on a certain date,
then to Mr. Lyon.
Mr. FURCOLO. That is in the letter that transmitted the Gilder
report?'ral BIssELL. That is right. So, that ties it in, too.
Mr. FURCOLO. You interpret that as tying it in, too?
General BISSELL. Certainly. *

Mr. FURCOLO. Can you think of anything else? I don’t want to tie
you down.
General BISSELL. I don’t believe so at the moment. I have tried to
get everything I could when I was working with Mr. Shackelford.I wasn’t involved at all in this thing, except as someone out of the
picture trying to help.
Mr. FURCOLO. I want to get it first with reference to that letter of
May 25, 1945.
In view of the wording of that letter, in view of the fact that that
letter contains no reference to transmitting Van Vliet's memorandum
and also there is no reference in there to any enclosure, is it not your
position right now that as far as that letter of May 25, 1945 is con
cerned, as far as any proof there may be in that letter alone that you
transmitted the Van Vliet document in there, that is out of the picture;
that that is no proof?
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Furcolo, we have been talking about this letter
of the 25th of May 1945 all day long. Can we kindly get this memo
randum into the record since it is not in the record as yet? This is a
copy that I have, right here. The committee can read it. From thereI think the questions can be asked.I would like to put it in as exhibit No. 5, with the original to come

a
t
a later date from the State Department, since they obviously have

it. -

Mr. DoNDERO. What date is that?
Mr. MITCHELL. The 25th o

f May 1945.
Chairman MADDEN. Mark it.
(Exhibit No. 5

,

dated May 25, 1945, was marked and received a
s

follows:)
EXHIBIT NO. 5

MAY 25, 1945.
Brig. Gen. JULIUS C. HOLMES,
Assistant Secretary, Department of State, Washington, D. C

.

DEAR GENERAL HolMEs: A Lt. Col. John H. Van Vliet, Jr., Infantry, and a

Captain Stewart, while prisoners o
f war at Oflat No. 64, are reported to have

been given a letter by the Swiss Protecting Power dated about October 1943, which
asked them to reply to certain questions. The questions were:

1
. Had Captain Stewart and Lieutenant Colonel Van Vliet gone to Katyn?

2
. How had they been treated?

3
. Were any photographs taken?

4
. Had they made a statement?
Colonel Van Vliet believes that a copy of this letter, together with his reply,

is in the State Department's files. It is requested that this be verified and, if

the records referred to are in the files o
f

State Department, that copies be made
available for the Assistant Chief o

f Staff, G-2.
Sincerely,

CLAYTON BISSELL,
A8sistant Chief o

f Staff, G-2.
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Mr. FURCOLO. What is your answer to the question?
General BIssELL. I can’t place your question.
Mr. FURCoLo. My question is—that you have based your belief
that this was transmitted to the State Department on four different
things. I am now asking you, on the first one of those four, which is
the letter of May 25, 1945, and I have said to you—in view of the word
ing of that letter, particularly the absence of any reference to a trans
mittal, in the absence of the word “enclosure” at the bottom of the
letter, is it not your belief that that letter of May 25, 1945, does not
help this committee in any way as far as that alone being proof of the
transmittal?
General BIssELL. This one did not carry the Van Vliet report or it
would have to be listed.
Mr. FURCOLO. So far as that letter transmitting the Van Vliet
report, you yourself say that that is out of the picture?
General BISSELL. That did not transmit it.
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Chairman, at this stage of the proceedings I
would like to have the record show that we already have, as exhibit
No. 4, the letter from the State Department, signed by Julius C.
Holmes, dated June 9, 1945, addressed to “My Dear General Bissell.”
That reply is on the record prior to this exhibit No. 5. There is no
mention of the previous Van Vliet report in either exhibit, either trans
ferring it as an enclosure in any shape, form, or manner. Therefore
we must deduct that based on these two particular letters, namely,
exhibit No. 4 and exhibit No. 5, there was no enclosure to the letter
or any reference in either letter to the missing Van Vliet report.
Chairman MADDEN. How long after that was it that Van Vliet
made his report out?
Mr. MITCHELL. Van Vliet had made his report reputedly for the
record the 22d of May 1945, or about that time, 3 days previous.
General BISSELL. I think he dictated it on the 22d. I think it was
typed on the 23d or 24th. I think I saw him on the 23d or 24th, the
last time when we put his initials on it

,

and that is all I can tell
you on it

.

Mr. MITCHELL. I would like to have the record show in the presence

o
f

Mr. Brown, for the Department o
f State, that we would like to

have the original o
f

the letter o
f May 25, 1945, to General Holmes,

and I would like to have Mr. Shackelford produce the original of

General Holmes’ reply to General Bissell dated June 9
,

1945.
Mr. DoNDERO. Before you answer I want to ask counsel whether
the State Department has transmitted any papers o

f any kind to this
committee?

Mr. MITCHELL. No, sir. Chairman Madden has designated a sub
committee o

f

Mr. O'Konski, Mr. Sheehan, and Mr. Machrowicz, to

look a
t

the documents that the State Department has on that. My
understanding is that they will do it within the next 48 to 72 hours.
Mr. MACHRowICz. In connection with that, we had agreed that
because there are a lot o
f

documents and the Department o
f

State
does not know which documents we want, a subcommittee would go
there and pick the documents out which we feel we need. They offered
to turn them over to us.
Mr. DONDERO. Pertinent to this issue.
Chairman MADDEN. I might say further, last Thursday and o

n

Monday I asked the counsel to have that situation in readiness, but
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the committee members were not available to go over and see the
documents.
Mr. MITCHELL. That is correct. I did talk to Mr. Machrowicz and
Mr. Sheehan and they asked me to set up that meeting for some
time as soon as we complete this set of hearings now. I will do that
within the next 24 hours.
Mr. FURCOLO. To continue, I will have to ask you the question once
more. I want to have it in one place. There has been this other
conversation in the meantime.
I have understood your testimony to be that your position is, as

far as that letter o
f May 25, 1945, is concerned, that because o
f

the
language o

f

that letter your final conclusion is that that letter cer
tainly didn't transmit the Van Vliet report on the Katyn Forest?
General BISSELL. No, sir.
Mr. FURCOLO. I also understood your testimony before to be that
after Van Vliet had dictated his report to Mrs. Meeres, which was
probably the 21st o

r

the 22d o
f May, you sent it to the State Depart

ment, and I wrote down your words. You said you intended to send

it at once and you believed it was either the 24th or the 25th that you
sent it

. Is that right?
General BISSELL. That is correct.
Mr. FURCOLO. By using the words “you sent it” you were referring

to the Van Vliet report?
General BIssELL. I am not referring to this exhibit No. 5

,

the
May 25 letter.
Mr. FURCOLO. Let me get to that. By “sent it” you were referring

to the Van Vliet report on the Katyn Forest massacre?
General BIssELL. That is right.
Mr. FURCOLO. I understood you to say that you sent that report on
either the 24th o

r

the 25th o
f May 1945.

General BISSELL. This one?
Mr. FURCOLO. I don’t know what you mean by “this one.” You
sent the Van Vliet report on the Katyn Forest massacre, outlining
what he had seen there, including the bodies and the graves?
General BISSELL. It was my intent that report would have moved
on that date and I didn’t see it done myself. I therefore don’t know

it did. So you have me there swearing to it.

Mr. FURCOLO. If you would follow me for a minute I will do my
best if you will answer the questions. Did you say that you sent the
Van Vliet report on the Katyn Forest massacre out in a letter either

M: 24 o
r May 25?

eneral BISSELL. I did not.
Mr. FURCOLO. I understood you to say that.
General BISSELL. I said I had reason to believe I did because I

mentioned that date in the letter transmitting the Gilder report.I described not this paper but the Van Vliet report.
Mr. FURCOLO. # you say that immediately after Van Vliet had
concluded his report about the massacre o
f

the Polish officers a
t

Katyn Forest, that it was your intention to send that report at once
out o
f your office?
General BISSELL. That is correct.
Mr. FURCOLO. Did you also say that to your best recollection he

had completed that report about May 22 or May 23, approximately?
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General BissELL. My recollection was that he had done the dictat
ing on the 22d, that it was completed either on the 23d or the

24th,

and brought to me on one of those two dates. -

Mr. Fútcolo. In other words, you apparently had the Van Vliet
report of the Katyn Forest massacre on, say, the 23d or the 24th of
May 1945?
General BIssELL. That is correct. - -

Mr. FURcolo. And at that time, on May 23 or May 24, when you
had that completed report, the purpose in your mind was to send
that out immediately; is that right?
General BIssELL. That is correct.
Mr. FURcolo. And at that time, on May 23 or May 24, when you
had that completed report, the purpose in your mind was to send
that out immediately; is that right? -

General BIssELL. That is right.
Mr. FURcoLo. The very next letter in connection with it that you
can recall having sent out was the letter of May 25, 1945, to General
Holmes? -

General BIssELL. Yes. Well, I don’t know that is so because there
were lots of other State Department—I can’t tell you. I don’t know.
On this subject, certainly.
Mr. FURCOLO. On this subject, your best recollection is that the
very next letter you sent out was to General Holmes on May 25, 1945?
General BIssELL. That is right.
Mr. FURCOLO. And is it for that reason that you believed the Van
Vliet report of the Katyn Forest massacre was sent in the letter of
May 25, 1945?
General BIssELL. No; my reason for believing it is because it was

SO'' in the letter carrying the Gilder report on the 21st of August,I think.
Mr. FURCOLO. Well, the letter carrying the Gilder report does not
indicate when they might have received the Van Vliet report from
you, but merely in effect says: “Compare the Gilder report with the
Van Vliet report.”
General BISSELL. Forwarded to General Holmes May 25, 1945, and
it generally substantiates all material facts in Van Vliet's report.
Mr. FURCOLO. Forwarded to General Holmes May 25, 1945. Now,
does that not completely fix in your mind the fact that if you ever did
send the Van Vliet report on the Katyn Forest massacre to General
Holmes, it was sent in the letter of May 25, 1945, to which this Gilder
report refers?
General BISSELL. In a letter of May 25.
Mr. FURCOLO. In a letter of May 25, 1945.
General BIssELL. A transmittal letter.
Mr. FURCOLO. Have we finally got tied down the fact that you say
that the Van Vliet report on the Katyn Forest massacre was sent in
a definite letter to General Holmes on a definite date of May 25, 1945?
General BIssELL. I said that in this letter.
Mr. FURCOLO. Is that what you say as you si
t

here today?"
General BissELL. Today I am not sure it did go because there is no
indication it was received. Something could have happened and I

don’t know what, if anything, ever did. *

Mr. FURColo. That is right, but the point is if you did send it
,

you
are saying that you sent it on May 25, 1945, in a letter to General
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Holmes. Would you be willing to say, in view of that, if it was not in
that letter of May 25, 1945, to General Holmes, then your position
would be it apparently did not go?
General BIssELL. Almost that. What I actually say is this: there
were two places it was logical for me to send that, and quick. One
was toWar Crimes, which was not so urgent at that time because they
were just getting going. The second one was to State. Van Vliet andI had both mentioned the State Department aspect of it. I don’t
know where the paper was sent. Therefore, I tried to figure back
where there is any evidence o

f it being sent. The only evidence is

that. That is that.
Mr. FURCOLO. In other words, the only evidence that the Van Vliet
report was sent to the State Department would be the fact that the
Glider letter says that it was sent in the letter of May 25, 1945, to

General Holmes?
General BIssELL. That is right, plus the fact that the Glider letter
was then processed for nearly months in State and no one ever made

a query a
s
to “Where is this thing you are referring to?”

Mr. FURCOLO. That is a separate thing. That is an absence o
f evi

dence rather than a positive indication.
In other words, your position as you say now is that the only docu
mentary evidence that the Van Vliet report on the Katyn Forest
massacre was sent to the State Department was the fact that in the
Gilder letter it stated it had been sent in the letter of May 25, 1945,
to General Holmes?
General BISSELL. That is right.
Mr. FURCOLO. So that is the only documentary evidence. Now, re
ferring back to your testimony about 10 minutes ago at the beginning

o
f

my questioning o
f you, you agreed with me that as far as just that

letter o
f May 25, 1945, is concerned, your interpretation o
f

that letter
would b

e that there was no enclosure in that. Is that not right?
General BISSELL. In this one?
Mr. FURCOLO. In the letter of May 25, 1945, to General Holmes. You
stated that about 1

0 minutes ago and you gave your reasons; is that
not true?
General BISSELL. Yes, but I am not talking about the same May 25
letter. I think there were two of that date.
Mr.
£colo. You think there

might be some other letter o
f May

25, 1945?
-

General BISSELL. Van Vliet was as much a part o
f getting this

letter over to State as getting over the other one. This all came out
of him. It would have gone out together.
Mr. FURCOLO. The only letter that you have in the files or the only
letter o

f

which you have seen a copy in the files o
f G-2, your own office,

on May 25, 1945, addressed to General Holmes, having anything

to do with Van Vliet's report on the Katyn Forest massacre, is this
letter that you hold in your hand and which we have read into the
record; is that correct?
General BISSELL. That is correct.
Mr. FURCOLO. You agree that letter is not any evidence at all o
f

the fact that the Van Vliet report document was sent, because o
f

the
wording o

f

the letter?
General BISSELL. That is correct.
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Mr. FURCOLO. So it is fair to summarize your position as being
this: your position is

,

first o
f all, that you believe the Van Vliet

report on the Katyn Forest massacre was sent to the State Depart
ment. You believe that it was sent in the letter of May 25, 1945.
That was your original position?

-

General BISSELL. In a letter.
Mr. FURCOLO. You believe it as sent in a letter?
General BIssELL. Not this one.
Mr. FURCOLO. Of May 25, 1945. The only letter that you can
find a

t G-2, o
r
in your office o
n May 25, 1945, addressed to General

Holmes, is that letter which is now exhibit No. 5
, I believe?

General BISSELL. That is correct. That is not it.
Mr. FURGoLo. You state it is certainly n

o proof it was sent but in

fact from the wording o
f

the letter it indicates very clearly that it

was not sent in that one?
General BIssELL. It was not sent in that letter of May 25.
Mr. FURCOLO. So what it comes down to, in other words, is that
when you state this Van Vliet report we have been talking about had
been sent to the State Department in a letter o

f May 25, 1945, you
are basing that upon a letter that is nonexistent as far as you, or this
committee, o

r anyone in the Government has been able to determine?
General BISSELL. That is correct, at the moment.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Or it could have been sent by a courier directly over
there, without a letter o

f

transmittal?
General BISSELL. It could but I don’t think I did. I could have
done that. I had a courier, a special one that I started to mention,
this Mr. Dillingham. He did not follow hardly any o

f

these pro
cedures in handling State Department material to us o

r

our material

to State. His specialty was bringing to me State Department wires

o
f

certain categories and picking them out over there that I would be

interested in, getting them to me quickly, things that would come to

me again later in the regular channels after reproduction.
On rare occasions, none o

f

which I can remember, I have sent
things back by him because there could not have been any more a

secure way to get them over there quickly. I don’t think it was done

in this case because usually when I sent anything like that, since it

was short-cutting all the rules, I would call Mr. Holmes and ask him

if he got it right away. Or I would do the opposite thing, I would
have Dillingham phone me back, gas line or otherwise and tell me it

was there, either one o
f

which satisfied him.
Mr. FURCOLO. I wanted to say I know your position is the same as

ours. We are interested in tracing that report. We are not par
ticularly concerned about whether we trace it to the State Department

o
r

trace it to the Department of the Army, or G-2, or anyplace. Your
position is the same, I know.
With that in mind I wanted to ask you this: In view of your testi
mony, which I know to be true, and I know that you had so many

o
f

these matters and some a
t

the time were more important than
others. Later on history will show that some which looked unimpor
tant have turned out to be extremely important.
Might it not appear to you at the present time that actually, with
all the different things you had to do and the hours you had a
t

the
time, and short-handed as you were, and with the testimony that has
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been developed upon which you based your opinion had it been sent,
that actually the Van Vliet report was just lost in the shuffle some
place along the line?
General BIssELL. When I started in—Mr. Shackelford is a person
not involved—I said, “Where is this paper?” It is in State, it is in
G–2, it is in War Crimes, or it is in my own personal office file. I was
InO£ in G-2. We searched every one of those. We got in touchwith all of the people that could have seen it

.

We went further down
the line o

f

files than you did. We went to MissMcKenna and then on

down. When I started down the line, I knew there were some outs
that were perfectly all right, that might block us on finding it in G-2

if it had been left there, and never gone out. These are those outs.
While I was in G–2 we were still cutting down files and people to

get smaller. I was only there some 7 months after the Van VHiet
arrival, then I was gone. At that time I turned the whole thing over

to General Vandenberg. I made every assumption that I could
against myself. The first one was, “Maybe you forgot and put it in

your personal safe in your own office, the little one.” I never took it

out o
f there, so if it were taken out of there it had to be taken out

by someone who had the combination.I asked General Weckerling if he had the combination. He said,

“I might have.” I said h
e did because I had left Washington for as

much a
s
2 months a
t
a time. He didn’t remember a thing about this

matter.

I did not contact General Vandenberg, but it was not appropriate

a
s

he was my boss. It was not appropriate to ask him this question.
So I had it asked through Mr. Shackelford's office. The reply from
General Vandenberg was “Absolutely no.” When he opened that safe
and took over from me, it wasn’t there. He doesn’t remember, either,
any o

f

the papers, if any, that were there, which did not help me. I
know that the day I left G–2 I had the combination of the safe
changed.
So, after that what was in it was not mine. General Vandenberg
did not steal those papers and turn them over to the Commies, o

r

he
did not hold them up for anybody else. I am sure of that. He was
busy taking over G-2, and I know what itmeans.
Then where could it be? Well, outside the door were these files
they spoke o

f
a
smy personal safe. That really wasn’t a personal safe,

except that it had some personal files in one drawer. The rest of them
were routine safe in the alphabetical number system. It might have
been in some of those. So we found out where the contents of those
had been sent first. The safe outside the door—a man named Gen.
Carter Clark had gone over those with Miss Bryant, who is still
within reach. She is married and down just south o

f

Alexandria.
She said she sorted out every paper in there, saying “I will take this
one. These are top secret.” This is one o
f

the instances they did not
go through with the red tape. “I will take this one. You send that
one to so-and-so.” When they were through there were two piles.
The young lady did not know what was in either pile. She knew she
transmitted these in the pile she was directed to forward.
General Clark was contacted and said he didn’t see anything about
Katyn or the Colonel Van Vliet report. We went to the next safe
where the big files were. We went to the files we had in the office,
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where we kept them by subject. We went through those cards. I had
trouble getting that done because those cards were still extant at
that time. The papers to which they referred, for the most part,
were gone. The reason they were gone was because they had been
shipped out to various places to clear the office. The Korean business
was on. They needed space. Papers in these files were pushed out
and considerable numbers had been destroyed in the period between
my departure from G–2 in 1945 and this period in 1950, 4 years.
G–2 had been compressed, in the Pentagon into much less space. It
was a smaller, machine. It could have been destroyed among those
papers. The people that did that destroying, a lot of them were not
too well qualified. They did the best they could. But how could it
have gotten into that file? Mr. Lantaff said it came out to him. He
told you what file he kept it in. He doesn’t know what happened to it

.

Neither do I. As a matter o
f fact, neither do I, to absolutely say I saw

it go there. My procedure of having other people d
o everything pos

sible and that is the only way you get any bigger job done, where I did
not actually handle the paper—I did not bring it in

,

Either Van Vliet

o
r

Mrs. Meeres brought it in. I did handle it a while. One of those
two, o

r Lantaff, took it out. After that I never saw the paper again.
Mr. MACHRowicz. I am not going to repeat some of the matters that
were gone into by my colleagues, but there is one thing that I would
like to find out which concerns all o

f us, even more than the Katyn
matter. That is the possibility of the loss o

f

these documents a
t

such
frequent intervals.

I would like to find out from you, in view of what you just said, just
how you keep those documents. Let me ask you this: suppose someone
comes in and talks to you o

r brings you information about the Katyn
massacre o

r Dachau, o
r

some other incident. Do you file that just in
your safe, o

r

do you put it under a certain heading?
General BIssELL. I keep nothing in my safe.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Do you have it filed under a certain heading.
General BIssELL. A file system is established for the entire office.
It was established before I came there. The same one was in effect
when I left.
Mr. MACHRowICz. I am not insisting you were to blame for it. I

want to find out whether there is a system.
General BIssELL. Very definitely.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. It is pretty hard for a Member of Congress to

break into this wall. It is hard to get information from the Pentagon.
When you receive information on a particular subject, is that infor
mation placed in a master file with that name as a heading?
General BIssELL. In G–2, while I was there we had a group called
the Specialist Group, who specialized on Germany and o

n Japan.
They saw everything on their subject. Unless it required action or

was ready for action, it went to them first and not to me. They had
everything.
Mr. MACHRowicz. That does not answer my question.
General BIssELL. They kept a certain amount o
f

this material in

their offices while it was live. As it passed the live stage and became
dead, it was sent down to general files.
Mr. MACHRowicz. That does not answer my question. Supposing
you are interested in obtaining information which G-2 possesses on

93744–52–pt. 7–6
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a particular subject, Katyn for example, can you go to the file and
find under “Katyn” all the information which the Department has on
that subject?
General BIssELL. Not now. It has been spread from one end of the
place to the other.

-

Mr. MACHRowicz. Was it at the time you were there?
General BISSELL. It would all have been in the Russian section.
Mr. MACHRowicz. If you were interested as the head of G-2 to get
all available information on a specific question, was there not a file to
which you could look to find out where all the information available
to G-2 is on that particular subject?
General BIssELL. All the live information, yes. There would be lots
more information in other places than G-2, but it would not be live.
Some may be far away. -

Mr. MACHRow ICZ. So I presume there was a file labeled “Katyn”?
General BISSELL. Probably. I can’t say for sure. I didn’t check it.

Mr. MACHRowICZ. You know now, although you probably didn’t at

that time, there had been information, and valuable information, re
quested and received by G–2 on Katyn prior to the Van Vliet report?
General BIssELL. I found out subsequently about the Szymanski
report and read the letter o

f

transmittal to General Strong.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. You know G-2 specifically requested Colonel
Szymanski to furnish information relative to the Katyn matter?
General BISSELL. I know that the report came in two ways, one to

General Strong personally, and exactly the same paper sent another
WaW. •

Mr. MACHRowICZ. You as the head o
f

G-2 wanted to get all the
available information on Katyn there was, any place where you could
look under a filing system and find Katyn and find Szymanski?
General BIssELL. It would have gone to the Russian specialists, be
cause that is Russian territory and a Russian problem.
Mr. MACHRowICz. I do not care where it would have gone, but there
was a place where you could have gone and gotten all the available
information?
General BISSELL. All I would have had to do was to tell Lantaff.
He would have gotten the Russian specialists. The Russian specialists
would have gotten the stuff from their office. They would have gotten
the stuff I needed.
Mr. MACHRowicz. There was a way o

f finding out available infor
mation on any important subject?
General BISSELL. Hot stuff.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. When you were told that Colonel Van Vliet was
coming to see you and make a report on the Katyn massacre, did you
request from anyone under you to get a complete file on that subject?
General BIssELL. I didn’t get any such warning. He was in the
office when I got back from a trip out of town. I wanted to get to

him in a hurry because I understood he had been waiting.
Mr. MACHRowICz. When you did talk to him, did you then request

to get that information?
General BIssELL. No; I did not at that time because I had a copy

o
f

this letter o
f May 25.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. You did not have it then?
General BISSELL. No; it was written. While I was talking to Van
Vliet I didn’t want to be influenced b

y anything but Van Vliet.



THE KATYN FOREST MASSACRE 1903

M: Macanowicz He came to see you on May 22. The letter wasaV 25%

eneral BIssELL. That is right. I put this letter out.
Mr. MACHROWICZ. Which letter?
General BIssELL. The letter of May 25, addressed to Julius C.
Holmes.
Mr. MITCHELL. May?
General BIssELL. May 25, 1945, to Julius C. Holmes.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Did you at either time when you talked to Colonel
Van Vliet, or afterward, refer to the available live information which
was in the G-2, to either check his information with other information
which you received as to his veracity in regard to his observations or
anything at all?
Did you do anything to find out what other available information
you had in G–2?
General BIssELL. I did not go to the general files. I didn’t mention
it to the Russian specialist.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Did you have anyone else do it?
General BISSELL. No, sir. The reason for that was, had anything
come in during the period I was G-2 on a matter of that nature, it
would have been told to me.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. You say the Katyn report would have been prop
erlv filed under Russian affairs?'' BIssELL. The Russian specialist would have had it and he
would have determined where it was going to go.
Mr. MACHRowICz. If I am wrong, I hope Mr. Shackelford corrects
me. It actually was found under Poland?
General BIssELL. It could well have been. Where you have three
countries, it would go first geographically to the man who handled
the area. Then he would see that those interested in it would receive
either copies made for them or have a chance through rotation to see it

.

Mr. MITCHELL. Was it
,
a
t

the time you were G-2, a fact that Poland
and Russia were in the same area known as eastern Europe?
General BIssELL. There was Eastern Europe Chief. He had sub
chiefs for different subareas.
Mr. MITCHELL. The reports would have gone to the Eastern Europe
Section?

General BISSELL. That is right.
Mr. MACHRowicz. At any rate n

o attempt was made b
y you to

evaluate the Van Vliet report by even trying to compare it with avail
able information you already had in G–2?
General BIssELL. I was going to use the reply to this letter as the
starting point for that.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. Did you use it as a starting point?
General BISSELL. No.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Why not?
General BISSELL. Because, when it came back, I was just telling you
my reaction, and why I didn’t go along with the State Department's
comments o

r

their conclusions. I have just mentioned two of them.
When questions put an end to it
.

Mr. MACHRowicz. Their conclusions had nothing to d
o with the
evaluation o
f

the Van Vliet report?
General BISSELL. That is what you say.
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Mr. MACHRowICZ. Am Iright? What conclusions are you referring
to ?
General BIssELL. If State, instead of being able to tell me they didn’t
actually get this reply, had told me, “Yes, we got it; here is what it
says,” and gave me another Van Vliet report, I would have had every
thing I needed to evaluate his report, one sent in 2 years earlier, and
then this one. That would have established his memory, accuracy,
detail of a good many kinds.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Why didn’t you look in your own department to
see what information you had :
General BIssELL. Because, had anything of significance come in——
Mr. MACHRow1Cz. How do you know?
General BIssELL. I had a meeting each morning about 7 something,
at which the specialists of each branch told me everything of impor
tance that came in within the last 24 hours.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Did you consider the Colonel Szymanski report
filed with your department at the request of your predecessor, and a
report which was very lengthy and very important, or did you think
it not important enough to consider?
General BISSELL. Had that report been brought to me without evalu
ation, as it came in, the colonel did not say, “This is true, this is
untrue, this is probably true.” .
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. You are talking about Colonel Van Vliet's re
port or Colonel Szymanski’s?"
General BIssELL. Szymanski's. He didn't say “This is based on
people whose veracity and dependability. I know well.”
Mr. MACHRowICz. He did not say that?
General BISSELL. He didn’t evaluate it at all. He said, “Trans
mitted herewith is so-and-so,” a very short letter, to General Strong.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Are you quite positive of that?
Mr. MITCHELL. Are you referring to the exhibits which are already
on record with this committee?
General BISSELL. That is the only thing I know about it, what has
been printed in the press. I read his report in G-2 during that period,
April 1 to 12.
Mr. MITCHELL. What year?
General BissELL. This year. I saw nine exhibits with about this
much o

f

letter transmitted [indicating about 3 inches]. That is all
Szymanski contributed. It was someone else's material being for
warded. I examined each of those. Three of them said they were
hearsay. Some o

f

them said they were hearsay several times re
moved. Three others did not mention Katyn.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. What you are referring to is he never got anyone
actually at Katyn when the shooting took place?
General BISSELL. It was all hearsay.
Mr. MACHRowICz. He never had an eyewitness?
General BISSELL. No. He had neither eyewitnesses nor other evi
dence. By evidence I mean something that a lawyer can use. For
tunately we had lots o
f lawyers in G-2. They weighed things. They
had to be right.
Mr. MACHRowicz. I think you said a few minutes ago that you
never had the Colonel Van Vliet report in your hands.
General BISSELL. I didn’t say I never had it in my hands. I held it

a while while I read it over with Van Vliet in my office, and asked
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him if he wanted to make any changes. He didn’t want to make any.
I had him initial the thing. He did that. I don’t think I even picked
it up off my desk.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Did you ever order that to be put in the Katyn
file?
General BIssELL. No.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Why not?
General BIssELL. Because I didn’t want it to get that much circula
tion at that point.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. If you ever transmitted to anyone—
General BissELL. I would not have needed to say that. If a paper
came into my office and I did not need to take action on it, just infor
mation, my initial was usually put in on it

,

but not always. It was
put in the out basket. It went out and was filed properly. I didn't
personally have anything to do with the filing.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Was it properly filed?
General BISSELL. Maybe only 99.999 percent thereabouts.
Mr. MACHRowICz. If some one subsequent to you, a successor to you,
the next day, wanted to check the Katyn file and asked the head o

f

the Russian o
r

Polish departments about it
,

would he have been able

to find the Van Vliet report?
General BIssELL. No.
Mr.
Macinowic. Then

you would say it was not properly filed,
was it?
General BIssELL. If he did not find it

,

he would have come to my
secretary and reported the fact. My secretary would say, “Well, this

is the dope on that.”
Mr. MACHRowICz. How could he report a fact which he would not
have known about? How could he have known about the report?
General BISSELL. If he didn’t know about it, he couldn’t do it.

Mr. MITCHELL. You just said in reply to Mr. Machrowicz that you
had a daily briefing session with the members o

f your staff. Did you
meet these area chiefs a

t any time and discuss either the Katyn affair,

o
r Van Vliet's report at that briefing session?

General BIssELL. I did not.
Mr. MITCHELL. You never have discussed that?
General BIssELL. Never.
Mr. MITCHELL. You have never discussed it with any other member

o
f G-2 except Colonel Lantaff and Mrs. Meeres?

General BIssELL. I didn’t discuss it with Lantaff.
Mr. MITCHELL. They are the only two people you knew who knew
about it?
General BIssELL. That is right.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. Did you have any members designated a

s liaison
officer with the OWI?
General BISSELL. Yes. -

Mr. MACHRowicz. Who were they?
General BIssELL. Many people a

t many times. I can recall no

IlameS.

Mr. MACHRowicz. At that time, in May 1945.
General BissELL. I couldn't tell you.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Whoever they were, did you instruct them to

give this information to the OWI?
General BIssELL. No.
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Mr. MACHRowICZ. You did not think the OWI should know this
information?
General BISSELL. I think we are getting in trouble on sources of
information, but I will be glad to tell you in executive session.
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Shackelford, does the record of the G-2 office
in the period while General Bissell was in charge of G-2, show who£ the liaison officers to OWI and who were the OWI representativesto G-2? -

Mr. SHACKELFORD. I would be glad to check the records for that
information, and if it is in the records, to supply it to the committee.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. It would not do any good in view of the testimony
it was not generally discussed, anyway.
General BISSELL. I did not.
Mr. MACHRowICz. They had no knowledge of the Van Vliet report?
General BISSELL. I can’t say.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. If they did, they got it improperly?
General BISSELL. No. There were other people in the world who
knew that these people had been there. They had many contacts in
many places.
Mr. DoNDORO. Was that a part of your function?
General BIssELL. I was on a committee called the Joint Intelligence
Committee. There were meetings once a week where I saw representa
tives of OSS, State, War, Navy, Air, and sometimes others. This is
not the nature of a question that would have been taken up there.
They were not policy recommendations to the combined Chiefs of
Staff or Joint Chiefs for the conduct of their intelligence arrange
ments, prior to major operations, or something that we could think
of that would help the prosecution of the war.I also had conferences with the head of Naval Intelligence and
the FBI, a little different group. We met periodically and took up
everything on the counterintelligence side both in the United States
and world-wide, dividing the duties between us, according to the regu
lations in effect at that time, which was an Executive order.
Beyond that, I don’t think I should go into that one.
Mr. MACHROWICZ. I presume you read Arthur Bliss Lane's article
in the American Legion magazine?
General BISSELL. I don’t know who wrote it. It doesn’t say. I would
like to have found out.
Mr. MACHROWICZ. I am not saying this, because I believe statements
contained in here, but I believe you should b

e given a
n opportunity

to comment. There is a statement there which states:

We heard that Van Vliet was behind the closed doors of General Bissell's
private office a long time, alone with the G-2 general. When he reappeared in

the reception office we learned Van Vliet was flushed, seemed intensely but
silently angry. He went a

s directed by Bissell, with the general’s personal
Security Stenographer across the corridor to a Smaller office.

Colonel Van Vliet made no such statement to us, that he was flushed

o
r angry or anything that occurred between you two which would give
rise

# that statement. I am going t
o ask you, have you any comment
On that?
General BISSELL. I would welcome you taking Van Vliet's word o

n

it
,

but there was not the slightest unpleasantness. My only feeling
was, shall we push this fellow for this now? He was off the normal
track. Normally, when some returned person came in, we tried to
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be sure they were fi
t
to make a report. Colonel Van Vliet was, but

h
e

was awfully tired. He was ready to go, it seemed. I don’t know
anything that happened, t

o my knowledge, that didn’t suit him to

a “t.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. I want this on the record.
Do you claim that this statement is not justified by the facts?
General BISSELL. As far as I know, there is no basis of fact in it at

all. I don’t know where it could have come from.
Mr. MITCHELL. Have you tried to find out?
General BISSELL. No. The only thing I was interested in was having

a check made to see if any of those were libelous. When you analyze
them carefully, there is not a firm statement about me in them; every
one is a quiz, qualification, o

r implication, o
r

inference.

L '', MITCHELL. Have you discussed the article with Arthur Blissane?

General BIssELL. No. I do not go to former State Department
people except through War Department channels. I am a civilian.
Mr. MITCHELL. So is he.
General BIssELL. His status is different from mine. I am on the
Government payroll as a retired officer.
Mr. MITCHELL. So is he.
General BIssELL. I didn’t know that. Mr. Lane is a nice person.I don’t think he would be vindictive about me. He might have lent
himself to something for a purpose, but I don’t think he meant any
thing vindictive.
Mr. DoNDERO. I have two or three short questions.I try to get in through a crack once in a while between my colleague
from Michigan and counsel for the committee.
Here is something that challenges my attention and may yours:

In the letter that you wrote on August 21, 1945, appears this statement:
Transmitted—

and this goes toMr. Lyon–
for the information and file of the State Department is the report on Katyn by
Stanley S

. Gilder, captain, EAMC, British medical officer. This report supple
ments statement of Lt. Col. John H. Van Vliet, Jr., forwarded to General Holmes,
May 25, 1945, and generally substantiates all material facts in Lieutenant
Colonel Van Vliet's report.

The word “forwarded” is what challenges my attention. Would

it be forwarded by mail or would it be forwarded by a messenger?
General BISSELL. I think undoubtedly by top-secret courier.
Mr. DONDERO. Now, after that letter was written, was it delivered

to the State Department?
General BIssELL. This particular one?
Mr. DoNDERO. This letter o

f August 21, 1945.
General BISSELL. They got this letter all right.
Mr. DONDERo Did the State Department at any time, from the time
they received it

,

up to this hour, ever say to you o
r
to your office that

they had not received the Van Vliet report?
General BIssELL. No. I pointed out they processed this letter for
just 5 days less than 2 months. So many people handled it
. It seemed

to me that would have been almost inevitable.
Mr. DoNDERO. It goes without saying, if they did not receive it
,

some statement should have come from the Department they did not
receive it.
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Mr. MACHRowICZ. Let's get this correct. Do you say the State
Department never denied receiving the letter of May 25?
General BIssELL. I thought the State Department had not. I am
talking about the letter to Lyon carrying the Gilder report, and not
the May 25 letter. This letter is a letter of August 21.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Read page 2 of the Department of Defense re
lease in this matter.
General BISSELL. “General Holmes, in reference to the matter”—
Which matter?
Mr. MACHRowICZ. This is the Department of Defense speaking here.
They say, “The Department of State has no record of having received
the memorandum of Lieutenant Colonel Van Vliet on May 25, 1945,
and the Department of Army has found no receipt for it and no cover
ing letter of transmittal.”
Mr. DONDERO. What is the date of that?
Mr. MACHRowICZ. September 18, 1950.
Mr. DoNDERO. That would have been 5 years
Mr. MITCHELL. Just a minute. * *

-

Mr. MACHRowICZ. That is the date the Department of Defense gave
the information, not the date from the Department of State.
Mr. DoNDERO. That is the only statement I have heard as to what
the attitude of the Department of State was, whether they received
that or not.
Mr. MITCHELL. I want to say that is not in any letter form what
soever. That is a comment by the Department of the Army at the
time they passed this memorandum for the press, dated September
18, 1950.

The State Department, to my personal knowledge, is not on record
with this committee or anywhere else.
Mr. DoNDERO. That they ever received the report or denied or even
answered that letter of August 21, 1945, when they had a chance to do

it
,

after General Bissell had written this letter to them and said, “This
supplements the material contained in the Van Vliet report.”

r. MACHRowICz. I can’t understand your statement.
Mr. SHACKELFORD. The State Department will speak for itself, but
insofar as this Defense Department statement was concerned, it was
based o

n
a thoroughgoing cooperation o
n their part. They were a
s

anxious to find it as we were. They gave it the full diligence, when
they were unable to find it

. It is on the basis of that information
that this statement is based.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Information from the Department of State?
Mr. SHACKELFORD. Yes, sir. When they are before your committee,
they will speak for themselves.
Mr. DONDERO. When the State Department receives a letter from
General Bissell, o

r

received a letter back in August 1945 that he had
forwarded this report and they did not have it

,

wouldn't you naturally
suspect they would come out and say then, not 5 years later, “We
never received that report”?
Mr. SHACKELFORD. I believe it would b
e

more satisfactory from
your standpoint and the committee's standpoint if State were to speak

to that, since it is outside ofmy province.
Mr. DONDERO. I just wanted to call attention to that. There is one
other matter, and then I am through.
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I have before me here a letter written by Mr. Shackelford to me on
October 6, 1950, in answer to correspondence which I had directed to
either the Department of the Army or the Department of State, inquir
ing what had become of the Van Vliet report. You answered me.
In the answer is this statement:
There Was a mistake made

I want to read three or four lines—you say:
Gen. S. LeRoy Irwin in his reply on October 19, 1949, to your letter
meaning to me—
of October 6, 1949, referred to a Katyn massacre report which was partially
based on Lieutenant Colonel Van Vliet's observations.
In making this statement he erroneously thought

and he, I think, refers to General Irwin–
he erroneously thought that the study entitled “Supplementary Report on Facts
and Documents Concerning the Katyn Massacre”

which was the report which the Polish government in exile made, if
I recall correctly—
was based in part on information supplied by Lieutenant Colonel Van Vliet.
This was not so, and the supplementary report was an independent and detailed
study made by a Polish committee, which at no time has conferred or consulted
With Lieutenant Colonel Van Vliet.

How was it possible in that office for General Irwin to make a mis
take of that magnitude? -

Mr. SHACKELFORD. It was a very unfortunate job of mislabeling,
as is brought out in the Inspector General's report, and through really
just a plain error.
This supplemental report, which I believe is approximately some
45 to 50 pages in length and prepared by the Polish government in
exile, was incorrectly labeled as partially based on the Van Vliet
report. It was from that clue, as it ultimately came through to
General Irwin, his letter was based. -

Mr. DONDERO. Could it be possible there is some error made regard
ing the Van Vliet report, so far as it affects this committee?
Mr. SHACKELFORD. We have done everything in our power—and
very aggressively, to try to follow every possible clue that we had, and
to examine every possible file to turn the report up and to find out
any error.
Mr. DONDERO. I know you have made every effort possible, because
you have been in my office more than once regarding it

.

Mr. SHACKELFORD. Thank you.
General BISSELL. Mr. Dondero, may I say, when I appeared before
the Inspector General, I pointed out that several letters had been sent
out o

f

the Department o
f

Defense that conflicted with each other, to

Members o
f Congress and to others, and that I asked the Inspector

General to especially clear that thing up. I think h
e did. It was

because people didn’t know what they were handling, and called it

different names, and because it was handled by different people at

different times, and they didn’t coordinate. I did stress that.

If you read the testimony there, given to the Inspector General, you
will find that I especially asked them to go into that and clear it up,

so that the Secretary o
f

Defense would not be in an untenable position
as he was in then.
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Mr. MITCHELL. I have one question to ask.
When were you relieved as assistant G-2?
General BIssELL. In January 1946.
Mr. MITCHELL. What was your next assignment?
General BISSELL. Military and air attaché, Court of St. James's,
London, American Embassy.
Mr. MITCHELL. When did you report for active duty there?
General BIssELL. In May, the 8th day of May 1946.
Mr. MITCHELL. When were you handed the Polish reports, known
as the facts and documents concerning Polish prisoners of war cap
tured by the U. S. S. R. during the 1939 campaign?
General BISSELL. I have got that in my story here. I will find it.

Mr. MITCHELL. And the supplemental report on facts and documents
concerning the Katyn massacre, which is the one that was just re
ferred to?
General BISSELL. That is 1946, and the Polish-London report is

page 43.

n November 20, 1947, after a dinner with a small group o
f Poles,

and during the course o
f
a social evening

Mr. MITCHELL. Wait a minute. What is that date? Was that
November 27? What year?
General BISSELL. On November 20, 1947—and I went to London in

1946.

You asked me when I got those papers. I am trying to paint the
picture precisely for you.
On November 20, 1947, after a dinner with a small group o

f

Poles
and during the course o

f
a social evening in the home o
f

one o
f

these
Polish couples in London, arrangements were made for me to meet
with a Polish gentleman who was stated to have assembled all the
available Polish information o

n Katyn. The meeting occurred on
November 25, 1947.
Again I was told the story of the massacre of thousands of Poles
by the speaker, who stated h

e

believed that it had been committed by
the Russians. He wished the information brought to the attention

o
f

the Americans a
t Nuremberg. I made a request for all the data

they wished to furnish me.

I agreed thereafter that the action would b
e taken that was con

sidered appropriate, after a check o
f

the nature o
f

the data furnished
me. I did not know what they were going to furnish me, and I did
not want to be committed to get something into Nuremberg if it

wasn’t right.
Arrangements were made for another meeting a

t which all the
available material would be delivered to me in writing.
Within a week, the material was furnished to me. On December

2
,

1947, I telephoned Gen. Telford Taylor at Nuremberg, telephone
Justice 6117, and told him guardedly what I had secured, and that it

was for the United States group at the International Military Tribu
nal, that I thought he should see it promptly.
He said he would send a plane for it within 3 days. This arrange
ment did not eventuate, so other arrangements for delivery were
made.

On December 15, 1947, I talked with General Taylor on the tele
phone. He then informed me the material had been received, ex
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pressed appreciation, but made no other comment to me then or ever
subsequently. •

Following what was routine procedure, G-2 Washington was ad
vised of the procurement of this London Katyn report, and of its

handling, having been forwarded to General Taylor. I believe n
o

duplicate copy was available to send to G-2 in Washington, and I re
quested General Taylor to send to G-2 the copy furnished him when

it had served his purposes. I believe this copy was duly received, be
cause Mr. Shackelford told me he had seen a copy and his comments
concerning it convinced me that he had. -

The Katyn report forwarded from London to General Taylor and
subsequently to G-2, consisted of two voluminous reports totaling 529
pages. They were in English. I believe they were anonymous,
though—as I recall, there was a statement in them that the Polish
sources had been used; in part the matter was repetitious, but it did
contain a most comprehensive account that obviously had involved

a great effort. These papers reached n
o

stated conclusion o
f guilt,

but tended to build up a case against the Communists. I have rea
son to believe that one copy o

f

this report had been before the Nurem
berg Tribunal in June 1946 and was rejected.

r. MITCHELL. That is the point exactly, right there.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Is he right on his dates?
Mr. MITCHELL. I want to point out the Inspector General’s report

is totally inadequate, because it mentions no data as to what the gen
eral is giving here. Obviously he must have talked to the general, be
cause he is talking about November 1947 and they leave out when h

e

sent these documents to General Taylor.
The Nuremberg trials were July 1 and July 2

,

1946, when the Katyn
affair was involved, and it was on the Goering indictment at that time.
Therefore, the date that was sent to General Taylor in December
1947, was wholly unnecessary. There was nothing that could have
been done with it at that particular time. However, the general has
just made the statement that he had reason to believe that these same
documents were present a

t

the Nuremberg trials.
Could you explain that further?
General BISSELL. I never had an opportunity to read the Nuremberg
report until I came up here last month, when I read them and found
what I thought was the same thing.
Mr. MACHRowICz. That is the reason you had to believe they
Were—
General BIssELL. The Russian counsel is quoted in the Nuremberg
reports a

s describing the paper as anonymous, as in English, as having
been published in London and as not being admissible, because it was
from Polish sources and they were not admitting it at Nuremberg, as

I understood it, in reading it. I did not look at it too carefully.
There is a lot o

f

stuff on Nuremberg. They were not admitting a
s

evidence anything o
n this particular case, except official Government

papers.

The Russian paper was an official Government paper, but the Rus
sians had not recognized that Polish Government that was in London

a
t this time. They had severed relations with the Poles when the Poles

asked the International Red Cross to intercede.
So, that made the document inadmissible.
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Mr. MACHRowICz. Who was offering that document in evidence in
Nuremberg? I frankly have not seen any mention of it. I don’t
know if our counsel has or not.
General BISSELL. One of the counsel for either—
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Goering?
General BISSELL. Or another defendant. Two were being tried
jointly at that particular moment. Now, please don’t misunderstand
me a

t

all. I knew about Nuremberg. I visited Nuremberg when the
principal criminals were being tried.
Mr. MITCHELL. That was at this time?
General BISSELL. No.
Mr. MITCHELL. Yes. Goering was the principal witness.
General BISSELL. But this was 1947, and the time I visited them was
earlier than that.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Frankly, I am confused again. I have not read
all o

f

the Nuremberg trial proceedings, although I have some of them,
and frankly I saw no mention of anyone offering in evidence any
documents obtained from the London government.
General Bissell. Yes; I think they tried to get this one in.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. I would like to ask our counsel, who I presume
has checked the Nuremberg trials, Is there any record of anyone offer
ing them in evidence?
Mr. MITCHELL. If you will recall, when we had Mr. Kempner o

n

the stand in Frankfurt, several volumes o
f

the Nuremberg trials were
mentioned in the course o

f that, I believe when they were submitting
documentary evidence, although I have not checked the official docu
ments because they are not contained in the trial hearings, as yet.
But I intended to do that in the near future, and I will check that very
point. However, if the general can tell me which volume and where

it is
, I will be very appreciative.

General BISSELL. Mr. Shackleford can, but I can’t. His office made
some references to where things appeared. I didn’t have time to
read many o

f

them. I ran into that one and that is the reason that I
have it in here, because it seems to be bearing o

n the Nuremberg
presentation o

n this particular material. I knew from personally
being at the Nuremberg trial when the principal criminals were under
trial, and talking with Telford Taylor there. They couldn’t do that
trial without the electrical set-up for the thing coming out in many
languages. That broke down so I had a chance for an hour and a half

to talk with Taylor. There was no mention o
f Katyn at that time.

He was on another case. I was interested in these criminals in the
box, because they left them there and the judges went out. I knew
only the details on the Nuremberg thing since last April, and then not
very thoroughly. There is supposed to be a book o

f

documents. I

didn’t look at it at all at that time.

-

Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Our committee was given the information in

Europe that certain documents had been furnished by the Polish
Government in London to the proper authorities in Nuremberg, and
were never presented. Now, the information that you give me seems

to bear out that that charge is not correct.
General BIssELL. They didn’t let them present it

.

Mr. MACHROWICZ. That is different.
General BISSELL. They got them ready.
Mr. MACHRowICz. They were offered?
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General BIssELL. And the Russian who was presiding that day
made the decision, “We would agree only to take official documents
and this one is not an official document because it is not of a govern
ment recognized by all of the members of the court.”
Mr. MITCHELL. I believe that will be confirmed in our hearings, I
believe, by both Dr. Stahmer and Mr. Kempner. Dr Stahmer was
the German defense counsel on the Katyn indictment on the Goering
trial, and I think you will find that that is correct, except that I do
think there was some mention in the record, which I have not had an
opportunity to check but which we will take up later when we go in
that aspect of the case.
Mr. SHACKELFORD. I will be glad to check our own records with
regard to the Nuremberg trials and volumes and supply any pertinent
citations which we may have to the committee.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Might I ask you to refresh my recollection on the
Nuremberg trials? Weren’t t'. started in November of 1945 and
finished in July or August of 1946?
Mr. MITCHELL. What happened was this: They started discussing
the Katyn affair or indictment. They didn’t know where to put it

.

So they finally selected Goering as a major war criminal. They put

it in his indictment. They came up with the discussion in Februar
1946 a

s to how many witnesses each side would b
e permitted to ''

and they haggled over it for 2 or 3 or 4 months. On June 29, if my
memory serves me correctly, the presiding judge a

t

that time, who
WaS—-
Mr. DONDERO. Lawrence, Judge Lawrence.
Mr. MITCHELL. Judge Lawrence, o

f

the British, finally ruled and
told both o

f them, “You will have three witnesses and only three
witnesses,” and they had those people up, cross-examination o

f

both
sides, July 1 and July 2, 1946. There was a summary by Dr. Stahmer,
the German defense counsel, I believe, on July 6. There was no sum
mary by the Russians o

r

the Soviets, and the matter was dropped.
Mr. SHEEHAN. That is what I am trying to tie up. The general is

quoting November 1947 and the trials were all over.
Mr. Macinowicz. It was not stated by any witness in Frankfurt
that any offer was made to present any evidence in Nuremberg in the
form of a document from the Polish Government in London.
Mr. MITCHELL. There was a slight reference in which he gave us a

reference to a volume, in which I have a reference, and which I intend
to check.
General BISSELL. I knew all of the time when this fellow came to
me and wanted me to present this particular thing at Nuremberg that
themain criminal trials were finished and the criminals executed long
since, o

r disposed of. Then the court kept on for a long, long time with
the minor things before they broke it into small particles and it went

o
n for a long time. When I first went there—I could get it out of

these papers but it is not important—it was approximately a year
earlier, and the main criminals were then on trial. But I knew it was
not going to change the main trial but was going to get to Nuremberg
everything I could get as fast as I could get it there.
Mr. MITCHELL. No further questions, sir.
Mr. SHEEHAN. I have one question, Mr. Chairman.
Counsel, you asked Colonel Van Vliet in his testimony, when h

e

came back and was in General Bissell's office, if Colonel Van Vliet knew
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or heard of a Lieutenant Colonel Holloman. Did you have any par
ticular purpose in that?
Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, sir; that was cleared up yesterday by Mrs. Mil
dred Meeres when I talked to her. Holloman’s identity was mistaken
for Lantaff. In other words, Lantaff in the record there is Holloman,
really. Holloman has taken quite a beating from the Inspector Gen
eral's office and everything as regards the mistaken identity on the
part of Mrs. Mildred Meeres, and she went back to theWar Depart
ment yesterday after meeting Congressman Lantaff and corrected the
file as far as who the individual was, and it was Congressman Lantaff,
not Holloman. At that time I was merely exploring.
General BIssELL. I think I can help you on that. Holloman was
the head of the section for which Mrs. Meeres worked, and she only
was in our office for this one thing. That is why Congressman Lan
taff was the man instead of the colonel in his own section.
Chairman MADDEN. General-Bissell, the committee wishes to thank
you for testifying here today. Considering the extended versions of
the testimony presented in regard to the particular report which the
committee is interested in, there is no doubt but what the committee
will have to explore further as to whether there is any possible avenue
to determine the whereabouts or what happened to that particular
report. We will make every effort by further witnesses which we
will call. There is a possibility that we might want further testimony
from you. Of course, our committee is merely interested in concrete
testimony if we can secure it

,

o
r proof as to where the original Van

Vliet report went. Inferences or suppositions will not satisfy the
public as to what happened to the report. Of course, the testimony
here today, possibly the highlight o

f

the testimony, was the Inspector
General’s report, and I wrote it down as the testimony came out that

in the Inspector General’s report it said, in conclusions of it
,

there is

no proof that the Van Vliet report ever left the office where it orig
inated. I asked you about that, and you said that is correct.
General BISSELL. I confirmed it.
Chairman MADDEN. Now, o

f course, I know that the members of the
committee are not satisfied as to its proposed exploration to determine
the whereabouts o

r

what happened to the Van Vliet report. So we
will explore further and possibly we might have you testify again, I' know. But nevertheless we are thankful for your presence heretoday.

#" BISSELL. B
e

assured I not only welcome that, but hope you
W111. -

Chairman MADDEN. The committee will meet tomorrow morning at

1
0 o'clock, in this room.

(Whereupon, at 5 p.m. the committee was recessed, to reconvene at

1
0 a.m., Wednesday, June 4
,

1952.)
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WEDNESDAY, JUNE 4, 1952

HousE OF REPRESENTATIVEs,
THE SELECT COMMITTEE ON THE

KATYN FOREST MASSACRE,
Washington, D. C.

The select committee met at 10 a.m., pursuant to recess, in room 362,
House Office Building, Hon. Ray J. Madden (chairman), presiding.
Present: Messrs. Madden, Flood, Machrowicz, Dondero, O’Konski,
and Sheehan.
Also present: John J. Mitchell, chief counsel to the select committee.
Chairman MADDEN. The committee will come to order.
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Chairman, I have a few brief remarks I would
like to direct to the attention of the entire committee.
You will recall that when we were in Chicago taking the testimony
of Col. Henry Szymanski, Colonel Szymanski took out of his personal
file some documents which we put into the record as exhibits. At that
time the staff of this committee had never seen those; neither had any
member of this committee. Yesterday the same incident occurred
here on the stand when General Bissell was testifying. The War De
partment counselor, Mr. Shackelford, brought out some additional
letters.
You will also recall that this committee visited with the President
of the United States in January, at which time this committee was as
sured that all official documents pertaining to the missing Polish
officers and the Katyn massacre would be made available to this
committee. -

This committee has repeatedly requested verbally of the War De
partment counsellor's office all documents connected with it

. I am.
sorry to say this morning that I have been placed in a rather em
barrassing position several times in the course o

f

these hearings.I would like to state openly that all documents in the War Depart
ment pertaining to the missing Polish officers and the Katyn affair
should be presented to this committee.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Mr. Chairman, would it not be better to wait
until Mr. Shackelford is here before making that statement?
Mr. MITCHELL. His representative is here and has heard the remark.

I am referring to Mr. Facher. -

Mr. MACHRowICz. Is Mr. Shackelford going to be here this
morning?
Mr. FACHER (Jerome P. Facher, assistant to F. Shackelford, coun
selor, Department o
f

the Army). He will be unable to be here today.

1915 .
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Mr. MACHRowICz. Do you want to make any statement in connec
tion with that?

-

Mr. FACHER. No, sir. We are trying to uncover all the documents
for the committee and there are several that are going to be forwarded
later in the week.

-

Mr. MITCHELL. Thank you, sir.
The first witness this morning is Colonel Yeaton,
Chairman MADDEN. Colonel Ivan Yeaton. Will you step forward,
please, and raise your right hand and be sworn?
Do you solemnly swear that in this hearing you will tell the truth,
the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help your God?
Colonel YEATON. I do, sir.
TESTIMONY OF IVAN Downs YEATON, UNITED STATES ARMY,
ACCOMPANIED BY JEROME FACHER, ASSISTANT TO F. SHACKEL
FORD, COUNSELOR, DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY

Mr. MITCHELL. Colonel Yeaton, will you tell the committee your
full name for the record, please?
Colonel YEATON. Ivan Downs Yeaton.
Mr. MITCHELL. And your home address, please?
Colonel YEATON. My home address at present is Fort Wayne, De
troit, Mich.
Mr. MITCHELL. Colonel Yeaton, will you state the date of your
birth ?
Colonel YEATON. I was born January 2, 1895, at Haverhill, Mass.
Mr. MITCHELL. Will you state briefly your educational background
for the committee?
Colonel YEATON. Grammar school in Boston or Allston, Mass.;
high school, Pasadena, Calif.I have a degree in osteopathy from the College of Osteopathic Phy
sicians and Surgeons in Los Angeles, and I£ a year's postgraduate
work in the College of Physicians and Surgeons in San Francisco,
and interned in the City County Hospital in San Francisco.
Mr. MITCHELL. Did you attend the United States Military Academy
at West Point?
Colonel YEATON. I did not, sir.
Mr. MITCHELL. When did you first enter the Army?
Colonel YEATON. Seventeenth of September 1917.
Mr. MITCHELL. How long have you been in the United States Army?
Colonel YEATON. Ever since, with the exception of 1 year's retire
ment, which was last year. - -

Mr. MITCHELL. What was your official duty station on September
1, 1939, and in what capacity were you serving?
Colonel YEATON. September 1, 1939, I was designated as military
attaché to the Soviet Union. I am not quite sure where I was. I
don’t think I had joined my station, but I was en route.
Mr. MITCHELL. Was your official position at that time in any way
connected with interpretive duties?
Colonel YEATON. At that time I was to be military attaché to the
Soviet Union. It was my duty to collect information and to evaluate

it
. Yes, sir.

£Mirei". Did you speak the Russian language, or write it
,
o
r

read it?



THE KATYN FOREST MASSACRE 1917

Colonel YEATON. I did, sir. - •

Mr. MITCHELL. When did you first know about the missing Polish
officers?
Colonel YEATON. At a dinner party given in the American Embassy
by Ambassador Steinhardt during the summer of 1941.
General Anders, of the Polish Army, had just been released by the
Soviets and was entertained by Ambassador Steinhardt, and at that
dinner party, General Anders spoke to me about his concern over his
closest friends and his immediate staff in addition to some thousands
of other Polish officers.
Mr. MITCHELL. Could you tell the committee the substance of Gen
eral Anders conversation with you and who might have been present
during the course of that conversation?
Colonel YEATON. There was no one else present. General Anders
took me over in a corner to one side and said he was deeply concerned
over the whereabouts and the well-being of these officers. That is about
the extent of the conversation.
Mr. MITCHELL. Did you have any further conversations with Gen
eral Anders while you were in Russia?
Colonel YEATON. No, sir.
Mr. MITCHELL. When did you leave Russia?
Colonel YEATON. I left Russia in October of 1941.
Mr. MITCHELL. What was the reason for your leaving Russia in
October 1941?
Colonel YEATON. I was recalled, sir.
Mr. MITCHELL. Recalled to where?
Colonel YEATON. Recalled to the United States to report to Wash
ington temporarily and then report to the Seventh Division, then in
training on the Pacific coast.

M; MITCHELL. Were you the only one to return from Russia at thattime?

Colonel YEATON. I was, sir.
Mr. MITCHELL. What happened to the other members of the Em
bassy staff in Moscow at that time?
Colonel YEATON. At that time we were in Kubishev, and the staff
remained here for some time until the diplomatic corps was permitted
to go back to Moscow.
Mr. MITCHELL. In other words, there was a shift of the Embassy
staff location beginning when, from Moscow to Kubishev?
Colonel YEATON. If my notes serve me right, we left Moscow on the
15th of October 1941, and I left Kubishev on the 26th of October, the
Same year.

- |

Mr. MITCHELL. Will you tell the committee what you did when you
returned to the United States and what your next assignment was?
Coloned YEATON. My next assignment was chief of the subsection
of the East European Section of G-2. The first assignment that I
was given was to write a G-2 summary on the Soviet Union, which
would cover a chapter on politics, a chapter on the economics of the
Soviet Union, a chapter on the military, and so forth.
G–2 at that time was to try to assemble a basic document on every
country on earth. The Soviet Union was the only country on which
we had no such document, and they had been assembling notes and
data for some time. But there was nobody in G-2 who was qualified
to put these notes together and assemble the needed document.
93744–52—pt. 7–7
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So my first job was to make and write this document.
Mr. SHEEHAN. What day was that, Colonel?
Colonel YEATON. That started around January 2, 1942, and it took
me approximately 90 days to complete the work.
Mr. MITCHELL. What was your next assignment upon completion
of this history on the Soviet Union for G–2?
Colonel YEATON. I became chief of the section, as the chief at that
time was transferred overseas.
Mr. MITCHELL. What section was that, specifically?
Colonel YEATON. Eastern European, sir.
Mr. MITCHELL. What did Eastern European include?
Coloned YEATON. Poland and the Soviet Union, the Baltic states,
and the Scandinavian states.
Mr. MITCHELL. Without breaching security, could you tell this com
mittee your primary functions at that time?
Colonel YEATON. The primary function of a chief of section at
that time was to evaluate incoming information for the benefit of his
superiors, to make whatever predictions he was called upon to make,
and to file and record these documents.

***,

Mr. MITCHELL. How many people did you have working for you in
the Eastern European Section at that time?
Colonel YEATON. During the early part of 1942, I would say we had
not over three or four officers. We started out with one. I think I
was the second one. And we grew rapidly from then on.
Mr. MITCHELL. Did you know Col. Henry I. Szymanski?
Colonel YEATON. I did, sir.
Mr. MITCHELL. Where did you first know him?
Colonel YEATON. In the office of G-2. He was sent into the Eastern
European Section for briefing before he was sent overseas.
Mr. MITCHELL. When did he go overseas, do you recall?

d
Colonel YEATON. It was in the spring of 1942. I don’t recall the
ate.

Mr. MITCHELL. Are you at liberty to tell the committee the assign
ment that Col. Henry I. Szymanski received and the briefing that he
received before he went over?

Colonel YEATON. Certainly. He was sent out as assistant military
attaché to Cairo, with his main duty as liaison to the Polish forces to
be gathered there.
And as chief of the section, I had operational control over him.
Mr. MITCHELL. What instructions were given to Col. Henry Szy
manski about filing reports?
Colonel YEATON. Szymanski, as assistant military attaché, would
be guided locally by the orders of his military attaché as to the reports
that he sent in; it became my business to file them.
Mr. MITCHELL. Do you recall receiving any reports from Col. Henry
Szymanski?
Colonel YEATON. I received many reports from him.
Mr. MITQCHELL. Have you read the record of Col. Henry I. Szyman
ski's testimony before this committee in Chicago on March 14?
Colonel YEATON. I read the pamphlet that you gave me the other
day, sir. I think that is the one you mean.
Mr. MITCHELL. Have you read the exhibits that are affixed thereto?
Colonel YEATON. I have, sir.
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Mr. MITCHELL. Do you remember or recall having seen those docu
ments coming into G-2 from Col. Henry I. Szymanski?
Colonel YEATON. I did, sir.
Mr. MITCHELL. Could you tell the committee what happened to
those documents as they were received, what the procedure was in
connection with such documents?
Colonel YEATON. At that time, the organization of G-2 had what
is known as a reading panel. There were three officers detailed down
to the records section. Military attaché reports came in in 10 copies, I
believe. The original, from which additional copies could be made,
was sent to the records section. Of the 10 remaining copies, the read
ing panel decided on the distribution. -

And as long as I was the responsible section chief, all extra copies
would of necessity come to me. In my office these reports were filed
under my Polish intelligence group. -

Mr. MITCHELL. Polish intelligence group—how many individuals
were working at that time, and what was their primary duty?
Colonel YEATON. My memory doesn’t serve me. I am not sure how
large the section was at that time.
Mr. MITCHELL. All right; proceed, please.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. That is one section of the question. But the other
section of the question was, What was their primary duty? Could
you answer that part of the question?
Colonel YEATON. The primary duty of what, sir?
Mr. MACHRow ICz. Of this particular section, the Polish intelligence
section.

Colonel YEATON. The Polish intelligence subsection’s primary
duties, were to file, evaluate, make such memoranda as they thought
necessary.

And our main interest at that time was the size and training and
possible use of the Polish Army in the Far East.
Therefore, the subject of missing officers was one of vital impor
tance to us, if they were still alive and where they were and what action
it would take, or what help we could give the Poles in getting them
out of prison camps or wherever they were. They were simply listed
as missing officers, and, as such, in the Polish file; there was a section
where reports that dealt with these missing officers were filed sepa
rately.
You must understand at this time we were getting Polish intelli
gence from the Polish Government in exile and London and through
the Polish diplomatic group here in Washington. So I had Polish
intelligence coming in from at least two sources.

-
-

But all reports wound up in the same file.* Mrs." Did you say all the reports wound up in the samee

Colonel YEATON. At that time; yes, sir.
Mr. MITCHELL. At that time?
Colonel YEATON. That is right.
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I
have never seen any reports, from any other source other than from
Col. Henry Szymanski.
Colonel, you have read the exhibits which are in part 3 of Col. Henry
Szymanski's testimony. Are those all of Col. Henry Szymanski's
reports, to your knowledge, or were there additional reports?
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Colonel YEATON. I think there were more than that, sir.
Mr. MITCHELL. You think there were more than that?
Colonel YEATON. Yes.

Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Mr. Chairman at this point of the proceedings,
I would like to ask the representative of the Department of Defense
where the additional reports are. Mr. Facher is here speaking on
behalf of the Department of Defense. Is that correct?
Mr. FACHER. That is right.
Mr. MITCHELL. Will you identify yourself for the record, please?
Mr. FACHER: I am Jerome P. Facher, assistant to F. Shackelford,
Department of the Army counselor.
To the best of our knowledge, we have located all the reports that
Col. Henry I. Szymanski has sent in.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Have you turned them all over to the committee?
Mr. FACHER. We have turned all the reports of Colonel Szymanski
that we have located over to the committee.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. There is evidently a difference of opinion be
tween you and the colonel.
Am I correct, Colonel, that you made the statement that not all the
reports are included in the list of those which you have seen in the
transcript of testimony?

-

Colonel YEATON. You must understand, sir, that all the reports
that Szymanski sent in didn’t have to do with Katyn.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Are all the reports of Colonel Szymanski in re
lation to the Polish officers and Katyn included in that list?
Colonel YEATON. I can’t say positively.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Are there any other reports relating to the miss
ing Polish officers, or to Katyn, other than those which have been
listed in your testimony before the committee, that you know of?
Colonel YEATON. That I know of, sir; no. Not that I know of.
Chairman MADDEN. Just a moment. Then your statement that you
made a moment ago dealt with Colonel Szymanski’s reports not only
concerning Katyn, but as to other matters also; is that correct?
Colonel YEATON. Yes, sir.

-

Mr. MITCHELL. I believe the record will show that he was also re
sponsible for liaison with the Czechoslovakians; is that correct?
General YEATON. That is true.
Mr. MITCHELL. I think he told us that in Chicago.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Mr. Chairman, is it your pleasure to question the
witness as he goes along, or to wait until he makes his statement?
Chairman MADDEN. Did you have a statement you wanted to make,
Colonel?
Colonel YEATON. No, sir.
Chairman MADDEN. You can pursue your questions, Mr. Sheehan.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Colonel, there is a distinction that the gentleman to
your right drew. He said that all the papers of Colonel Szymanski
were turned in. The committee is concerned with all the papers and all
the reports containing the Katyn Forest massacre, from whatever
source. Has the Army turned over to the committee all the papers
referring to the Katyn massacre situation, from whatever source?
Coloney YEATON. I have no way of knowing, sir.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Will Mr. Facher answer that?
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Mr. FACHER. To the best of my knowledge, Mr. Sheehan, that has
been done. The search for missing papers is still continuing, and we
have several other documents which we are going to forward this week.I might say that we have forwarded to your committee military
attaché reports from Iran and from other countries.I believe Mr. Mitchell will find from some of our forwarding letters
that we did send some of those reports over.
Mr. MITCHELL. That is correct.
Mr. SHEEHAN. The Army turned it over, of course, and it had spe
cifically to do with the Van Vliet report.
We know that Colonel Hulls—which is one of those debatable
things—made a report, which the Army has refused to declassify,
although they did turn it over to us.
We do know that the military attaché in Lisbon in 1942 and 1943
made quite a few reports regarding the Polish missing officers, whichI do not think the Army has officially turned over. -

Now, it would seem to me that, on the basis of these reports that we
know about, there must be a lot of other reports.
You mentioned a while ago that you had a separate section or a
separate file folder for the various reports on the missing Polish
officers. Now, could you tell the committee, was this given any par
ticular number or file name or something?
Colonel YEATON. That question, sir, can only be answered if you
will put a date to it

.

Mr. SHEEHAN. Let me put the date from 1941 to 1946, inclusive,
all reports concerning the missing Polish officers, from whatever
SOurce.

Colonel YEATON. On July 1, 1943, the Eastern European Section
became a branch. Any reports coming from Spain would not come
into the Eastern European Section.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Even if they specifically referred only to Russians
and Polish relations?
Colonel YEATON. We would be given a copy.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Certainly.
Colonel YEATON. But the basic reports would not be in our office,
but we would b

e kept advised.
Mr. SHEEHAN. We are interested in anything. Copies. We do not
necessarily want the official reports.
Colonel YEATON. Yes, sir.
Then o

n September 1 I became chief of the unit and n
o longer

responsible for the files o
f any of the branches. I was the over-all

chief o
f Europe, Middle East, and Africa, and, as such, we didn’t keep

any files in our office.
Mr. MITCHELL. What year was that?
Colonel YEATON. That was on September 1

,

1943.
Mr. SHEEHAN. But Colonel, even if you became chief of the Eu
ropean Section, someone succeeded you in that Polish-Russian section,
did he not?
Colonel YEATON. That is true, sir.
Mr. MITCHELL. He would inherit all the papers that were there,
would he not?
Colonel YEATON. That is right.
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Mr. SHEEHAN. The files would be continued, would they not?
Colonel YEATON. All the files.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me we should get after
the Army. There are still reports we do not know about.
May I proceed a little while before we go on that?
ln handling your eastern European end in 1941 and 1943, when
you were in charge of that, did you work closely with the State De
partment in this respect: Assume the State Department got infor
mation from the Ambassador or someone directly to the State Depart
ment concerning, say, missing Polish officers or military problems,
would they refer that to you, a copy of it

,
o
r something like that?

Colonel YEATON. I would say so, normally.
Mr. SHEEHAN. In other words, G-2 was sort of a clearing house
on all phases o

f

the military situation as it affected the political situa
tion also?
Colonel YEATON. I would rather say liaison than a clearing house.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Then you reported your talk with Anders to Am
bassador Steinhardt—and there must be other Ambassadors to Russia
by this time—who had reports on the missing Polish officers? The
State Department must have referred some o

f

these reports to the
Army, did they not?
Colonel YEATON. I can only answer that by saying that they at
tempted to keep u

s in the picture. Now, I couldn’t pin down any
one report.
Mr. SHEEHAN. No specific one. But b

y keeping you in the picture
sometimes between 1941 to 1945, State must have referred items o

f

strictly military interest to G-2 concerning Polish officers and the
Polish-Russian situation.
The Army, so far as I know, Mr. Mitchell, has not come up with
any o

f

that. Has it?
Mr. MITCHELL. State Department or G–2?
Mr. SHEEHAN. G-2 has not come up with any State Department
reports.
Mr. MITCHELL. No. The only thing I got from G-2 is already on
the record, o

r

whatever they may have given in my absence during
the European trip o

f

the committee. I will search the files and correct
any misstatements that may have been made this morning.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. And that was only after we informed them of the
existence o

f

the documents, particularly o
f

the Szymanski report.
Mr. MITCHELL. That is correct.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. They did not submit them to us until we found
out about them from outside sources.
Mr. MITCHELL. I will correct the record on that point.

If you will recall, Mr. Machrowicz, you were in town last Decem
ber. We got four o

f

the nine attachments to Col. Henry Szymanski's
report, and then in January we finally got the rest o
f

them after we
were informed from outside sources as to their whereabouts. Correct?
Mr. MACHROWICZ. That is correct.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Colonel, just to pursue that a minute longer, so I

can finish at this point here: When you were talking about a file where
all these materials were channeled or sent to, do you recall any par
ticular designation or file number or file classification given to that,
from memory, o

r

from any facts you might have there?
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Colonel YEATON. That file number would be put on down in the
receiving room by this panel that I spoke about. They determined
where it would be filed and what the distribution would be. That was
not a part of the branch chief's duty. -

Mr. SHEEHAN. Do you remember the names of this panel, for the
record?
Colonel YEATON. No. It was constantly changing. I know that
Dave Crist, out of my office, was on it some time, but it wasn’t
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Sheehan, I would like to interrupt for one
moment.

Mr. Chairman, I would now like to ask the War Department coun
selor for a complete personnel breakdown of all individuals in the
EE section and the Balkan section from the year 1942, when we
became involved in World War II, through May 1945.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. What is the EE section? Is that the Eastern
European?
Mr. MITCHELL. That includes Poland and Russia.
I would also like to see the names of the individuals connected with
the Balkan section in G–2.
Mr. SHEEHAN. I might say for the record here—and Mr. Mitchell
and Mr. Madden will agree with this—that when we visited the Presi
dent, he did not directly say he would have all the executive depart
ments deliver to us or send to us whatever material they had on Katyn.
Is that right, Mr. Mitchell? Do you remember that?
Mr. MITCHELL. I do not recall whether he said that they would take
the initiative, or whether we would take the initiative, but I do recall
that when we walked out of that office, I had the very definite under
standing that anything that was available this committee could have.
My protest this morning was on the fact that twice in official testi
mony before this committee I have been caught by surprise when wit
nesses produced documents either from War Department files or their
own personal files.
The latest illustration was General Bissell yesterday, on the letter
of May 25, 1945, about the Swiss protecting power.
Thank you, Mr. Sheehan.
Now, Colonel Yeaton, I would like to show you exhibit No. 12. I
don’t think that the exhibit, in part 3, has on it the routing of the
various reports as they came in. This is the top cover sheet of exhibit
No. 1

2
.

It comes from the “Military Intelligence Division, WGS,
military attaché report, Poland. Subject:£ Army in England
and the Middle East. From: M. A., liaison officer. November 6

,

1942, source and degree o
f reliability: Gen. Wladyslaw Sikorski, Lt.

Gen. Wladyslaw Anders.”
Down in the lower left-hand corner is:

1:Auth: Colonel Yeaton. Date: 11–30–1942. Number o
f copies:

I would like you to read it. Will you read, for the committee, what
other departments received o

r

were notified o
f

that report?
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Colonel YEATON. The Office of Naval Intelligence received a copy.
The recording section received the original.
The British Empire section received a copy.
Air Intelligence received a copy.
The Middle East section received a copy and the eastern European
section received six copies. - -

Mr. MACHRowICZ. Mr. Chairman, I have just one question in con
nection with that.
What does that report deal with?
Mr. MITCHELL. It is on the record. The balance of the report is in
the record.
Mr. MACHRowICz. But just generally, Colonel, can you tell us what
that report deals with?
Colonel YEATON. Minutes of the meeting on organization of the
Polish forces in the Middle East, a chart# defensive disposition of
the Polish Corps in Scotland, a chart of the organization of the First
Army of the Motorized Corps, and a chart of the organization of the
territorial units.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Who had charge of routing copies of this re
port to the various other departments?
Colonel YEATON. The reading panel, sir.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Did you have charge of it?
Colonel YEATON. No, sir.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Did the Department of State receive a copy?
Colonel YEATON. No, sir; it is not so recorded on here.

-

Mr. MITCHELL. Just so there will be no misunderstanding, I would
now like to have the War Department counselor's representative, Mr.
Facher, make a note that I would like to have the names of the'' reading panel members in G–2 from April 1942 until Decemer 1943.
I believe it was December 18 that Colonel Szymanski was relieved
of: duty as assistant military attaché. Is that correct, Mr. MachroWICZ

Mr. MACHRow ICZ. I do not know. I do not remember the date.
Mr. MITCHELL. Are there any further questions from the com
mittee?

Mr. O'KONSKI. Why was he relieved of his duty?
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. I will tell my colleague from Wisconsin I am
very much interested in bringing that point out, and I will bring
it out later in the cross-examination, if I am permitted to do so.
Mr. O'KONSKI. I shall look forward to it very much.
Mr. MITCHELL. Would you like to ask the colonel about page 418,
part 3, at this time, Mr. O'Konski?
Mr. O’KONSKI. No.
Mr. MITCHELL. Colonel, I would like to proceed a little further
by asking what was the procedure within the office of G-2 when such
reports were received, and how did the information channel up to
the head of G-2 and thence to the Joint Chiefs of Staff, or wherever
else it may have been sent? How was it done? Who did it? Was
it oral briefing, or was it in memorandum form? What was it?
Colonel YEATON. The information that came in on these attaché
reports was broken down according to subject and could have been
handled in one of several manners. Any intelligence or any informa
tion on the Polish troops in the Near East was a matter of great
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concern to the G-3 section of the War Department, the plans and
training, because they were responsible for the strategy and the orders
pertaining to the Allied troops that we had anything to do with.
Information on the missing Polish officers was of spot intelligence
value to us as long as we thought they were alive, because they were
the cream of the Polish Army, and their presence with the new Polish
Army would have been of vital importance. Once we were sure they
were dead, the question of who killed them, or how, was not of spot
intelligence value; it was a matter for further investigation.
Now to come back to these reports of Szymanski, certain parts
of the information were broken down into separate reports and sent
upstairs to the Plans and Intelligence Division where they kept daily
account of the strength of that organization, its training, and its
location.
Information on the whereabouts or the death of the missing officers
was handled occasionally by verbal report and other informal mem
oranda to G-2, so that they eould be used as briefing material for the
Chief of Staff on the followingmorning. -

When the Germans released their propaganda blast, that was spot
news for the minute, because we were, as branch chiefs, responsible
that any information coming in over the air would be immediately
evaluated by the chief in question and presented to G-2 or the Director
of Intelligence, so that, if the Secretary of War or the Chief of Staff
called down and said, “What does this latest propaganda mean?”
G–2 would be in a position to give him at least the evaluation of his
chief of section.
I think that answers your question.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Let me ask you a question in connection with
that, Colonel.
Are you now telling us that Colonel Szymanski’s report dealt only
with the death of the£ officers? -

Colonel YEATON. No, sir.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Were there sections of that report which dealt
with matters in which your department was concerned?
Colonel YEATON. Yes, sir.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Were there sections of that report which dealt
with the question of maintaining peace in Eastern Europe?
Let me refer to you one of the statements in his report:
1. Polish-Soviet relations are marked by differences which are in my humble
Opinion irreconcilable.
2. These differences are irreconcilable at present because (a) the Soviets did
not carry out their end of the Polish-Soviet nonaggression pact; (b) the Soviets
are not carrying out the provisions of the Polish-Soviet agreement of July 30,
1941; (c) Stalin's promises to Sikorski and Roosevelt are not being kept; (d)
there are still some 900,000 Polish citizens, deportees, in Russia, slowly being
exterminated through overwork and undernourishment; (e) there are still some
50,000 Polish children slowly dying of starvation.
3. If the Soviets forsake their communistic and imperialistic aspirations there
is a good chance that peace may reign in the eastern part of Poland.
4. The Polish Government and Army officials are making a determined effort
to reconcile the differences. The attitude of the Government is realistic.

Would you say that that section of the report and the reports which
preceded it
,

upon which these conclusions were based, were an im
portant thing, so far as your department was concerned?
Colonel YEATON. I don't want to answer that “yes” or “no,” sir.
That report was made b

y

a
n

assistant military attaché. His first
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duty is to bring that matter that you bring up to the attention of
the military attaché, who, in turn, should have brought it immediately
to the attention of the Ambassador.
That is a matter that the military are not supposed to get into.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. Would you say it is a matter in which the Depart
ment of State should get into?
Colonel YEATON. Decidedly, sir.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Did you or anyone in your department bring this
report to the attention of the Department of State?
Colonel YEATON. It should have been done in Cairo, sir, not from
my office.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. I do not care where it should have been done, andI do not care about technicalities. I care about realities.
Was that report which your department received ever brought to
the attention of the Department of State?
Colonel YEATON. Not to my knowledge.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Did you think it should have been?
Colonel YEATON. This particular report, sir?
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Yes.
Mr. MITCHELL. Do you mean this report we have here, or the one
you read, sir?
Mr. MACHRowICZ. This particular report that I read from.
Mr. MITCHELL. Which exhibit is it

,

please?
Mr. MACHROWICZ. Exhibit 11.
Mr. MITCHELL. What page is that on, sir?
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Page 458 o

f part 3.

Mr. MITCHELL. “Future Polish-Soviet relations?”
Mr. MACHRowICZ. That is right.
Colonel YEATON. Iwould have to see the covering sheet. I am not
sure that wasn’t sent to the State Department, sir.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. I might tell you, for your information, that Mr.
Shackelford testified before our committee and said that it had not
been sent to the Department o

f

State.
Now, I am going to ask Mr. Facher, is that correct?
Mr. FACHER. I am sorry, sir; I can’t say.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ.. I think the record will speak for itself that Mr.
Shackelford said before the committee that that report had never been
forwarded to the Department o

f

State for its information.

If you have something to counter it, I would like to know.
Colonel YEATON. I have nothing to counter it.

Mr. MITCHELL. I have the original right here, sir.
Mr. Chairman and the committee, I show you herewith the original
letter transmitting the Szymanski reports, with the exhibits to which
Congressman Machrowicz has referred, one o

f

them he has read into
the record just now. Here is the original letter. It says:
“Legation o
f

the United States o
f America, Office o
f

the Military
Attaché, Cairo, Egypt.”
“W. M. S.” is up in the right-hand corner, with the “/LS” as the
identifying number, IG No. 3600. The subject is: Polish-Russian
Relations.

It is addressed to the Chief, Military Intelligence Service, War
Department, Washington, D.C
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The letter states:

1. A deferred copy of letter submitted by Lt. Col. Henry I. Szymanski, covering
nine appendixes pertaining to the Katyn affair is forwarded herewith.

It is signed by William S. Ward, colonel, military attaché.
Down in the lower left-hand corner it states “Enclosure: Letter
with appendixes.”
Mr. MACHRow ICz. Is there anything to show that it was forwarded
to the Department of State?
Mr. MITCHELL. That is what I was going to ask the witness now.I cannot see it. There is nothing to show it on here, to my knowledge.
Mr. FLooD. Ask the witness if there is any evidence of it.

Mr. MITCHELL. By Department o
f

State does he mean the Ambas
sador in Egypt or here in Washington?
Mr. MACHRowicz. I mean the Department of State. I do not care
who it was in the Department of State.
Colonel YEATON. There is still missing from this document that
cover sheet, and without that, this can’t stick.
Mr. MACHRowICz. I am still going to repeat my statement to you,
Colonel. I realize you probably cannot answer that at this time, but
Mr. Shackelford, on behalf o

f

the Department o
f Defense, has already

verified to this committee that that report has never been sent to the
Department o

f

State.
Now, I am going to ask you another question, to refer to page 472

o
f part 3 o
f

the hearings. That is an excerpt o
f
a
n enclosure, No. 5
,

in Colonel Szymanski’s report. It is entitled as follows: “Will the
Russians Fight Next Spring?” Was that subject matter o

f impor
tance to your department?
Colonel YEATON. Decidedly, sir.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Was it of importance to the Department of State?
Colonel YEATON. I would say more to us than them.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Let me read to you what was contained in that
report, which has now been declassified:

WILL THE RUSSIANS FIGHT NEXT SPRING 2

Yes; if they find the Germans very weak. This winter they will conduct
limited offensives in order to straighten their lines. Behind these lines, they
will rest, reorganize, train and equip more divisions. They will wait until the
Allies and Germans annihilate each other. They will wait until the German
Army confronting them is so weak that their own effort will bring easy and huge
results. They will not stop their westward march until the American Army stops
them. -

Europe is confronted with what seems to many o
f

the powers an “either/or”
choice; i. e., either German domination or Soviet domination.
There is little faith that the United States could control a victorious Russia
at any peace-table conference.
One of Mr. Willkie's secretaries stated to me in Tehran that Russia and the
United States will dictate the peace of Europe. When I repeated this (without
mentioning the source) to a very prominent Pole in Tehran, he a

t

first begged me
not to jest, and then very Suddenly said to me that “In that case Poland has lost
the war and the Allies have lost the war.”
The choice in Europe is not merely democracy versus Hitler, as so many Amer
icans seem to think it is.

That is signed “Henry I. Szymanski, Lieutenant Colonel, Infantry,
United States Army, Liaison Officer to Polish Army.”
Was that information important to your department?



1928 THE KATYN FOREST MASSACRE

Colonel YEATON. Decidedly, sir.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. And to the Department of State?
Colonel YEATON. I assume so.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. And yet not one bit of evidence has been produced
here that that report has ever been brought to the attention of the
Department of State.
If that is true, would you say there was an error made on somebody’s
part in the Department of Defense? -

Colonel YEATON. I can only report, sir, that the channel for this
to get into the State Department was in Cairo. This military attaché
is working for his ambassador, and it is up to him to report to his
ambassador anything that even faintly touches a matter concerning
the state.

Mr. MACHROWICZ. Colonel Szymanski was directly under your con
trol; was he not?
Colonel YEATON. Directly under my control.
Mr. MACHRowICz. When he reported it to you, and if you were not
the proper source to receive that, was it not your duty to report it to
the Department of State?
Colonel YEATON. No, sir.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Instead of that, you put it in the warehouse in
Alexandria?
Colonel YEATON. I did not, sir.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. That is where the committee found it.
I am going to ask you another question.
Mr. MITCHELL. Might I interrupt a minute, sir? I think that is an
unfair statement to the colonel. He has come here voluntarily. I am
sure that these reports were not in the warehouse when the colonel was
in charge of this. We found them there later; yes.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Let me ask you whether subsequent to the receipt
of this report you sent a telegram to Colonel Szymanski.
Colonel YEATON. I sent him many telegrams, sir.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Did you send him one as a direct result of that
report?'el YEATON. I do not remember, sir.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Mr. Facher, do you have that telegram with you?
Mr. FACHER. No, sir; I do not.
Mr. MACHROWICZ. Where is it?
Mr. FACHER. Which telegram are you talking about, sir?
Mr. MACHROWICZ. I am talking about the telegram which was dis
cussed in executive session of our committee, in which Colonel Szy
manski was very thoroughly blamed for showing anti-Soviet leanings.
Let me ask the colonel: Do you remember the telegram? Now
that I have refreshed you as to the text of the telegram, do you re
member at any time sending a telegram or a cable to Cairo after re
ceipt of these reports?
Mr. FACHER. Mr. Machrowicz, may I interrupt just a second?I believe the contents of that telegram are still classified as to the
personal information.
Mr. MACHRowicz. I do not agree with you. Of course, the only rea
son it is classified is that it is embarrassing to someone in the Depart
ment. And I think it is about time we found out.
Mr. MITCHELL. To bring us up to date on that particular phase of it

,

when we returned to Chicago, we had that executive session with Mr.
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Korth. I believe Mr. Shackelford was there, too, at that time. Then
we departed for Europe. I am still waiting to see what they are going
to do about that. •

Mr. MACHRowicz. I do not think we want to wait any longer. . .
Did you at that time think that Colonel Szymanski, because of this
report, showed too much anti-Soviet tendencies?
Colonel YEATON. No, sir.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Did you ever tell him so?
Colonel YEATON. Not to my knowledge.
Mr. MACHRowICz. I am going to ask the chairman now that that
wire should be brought to# attention of the committee. I think we
have waited long enough. •

Mr. FLOOD. May I interrupt? I have no objection to that, but mayI say this: If you will yield for a question on the same thing
Mr. MACHRow ICz. I will be glad to yield.
Mr. FLOOD. Do you remember, Colonel, drafting a cable or a wire
or an order to Colonel Szymanski at Cairo, for General Strong or
anybody else to Colonel£ Do you remember drafting
such a statement advising Colonel Szymanski that his attitude was
too anti-Soviet?
If you do not remember doing it yourself, on your own order, do
you remember doing it on the order of General Strong, for General
Strong, to Colonel
£,

advising him that, in the opinion of
General Strong, Szymanski’s conduct was too anti-Soviet?
Colonel YEATON. I don’t ever remember that phrase; no, sir.
Mr. MITCHELL. Let us fix the date of that now.
Where were you in December 1943, and what were you in charge of,
and would you be responsible for drafting such a telegram or cable?
Colonel YEATON. December 1943 I was chief of the European unit.
That is all of Europe, Middle East, and Africa.
Mr. MITCHELL. Europe, Middle East, and Africa. The Middle .
East would be Cairo.
Colonel YEATON. If such a telegram originated in the Eastern Eu
ropean section—and a draft would have—it would have passed across
my desk as a matter of information.
Mr. FLOOD. Do you remember?
Colonel YEATON. I remember there was a telegram sent out at that£ but the anti-Soviet part of it, I don’t remember any such remarkas that.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Mr. Chairman, as I remember, the only reason
Mr. Shackelford did not want to declassify that cablegram was be
cause he thought it might be injurious to Colonel Szymanski.
Colonel Szymanski has advised this committee that he has no objec
tion to that cablegram being declassified. I think it is important that
we ought to have it

.

Chairman MADDEN. It is my understanding that the Department of

Defense has already gone on record that any matter connected with
the Katyn problem is declassified. Is not that correct?
Mr. FACHER. I believe there are still some aspects of it, sir, which
we furnish you on a classified basis, but we do furnish them.
Chairman MADDEN. Why would this particular telegram b
e

classified?
Mr. FACHER. To the best of my recollection, sir, I think, as Con
gressman Machrowicz stated, it was because of some derogatory in
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formation. I was not present at the executive session; so I can't
speak first-hand.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Colonel Szymanski feels just as I do, and as
every member of this committee thinks; that anything derogatory in
there is not derogatory to him; it is rather complimentary, even though
the Department thought he was too anti-Soviet. And Colonel Szy
manski is perfectly willing to have it declassified.
Now, if it is embarrassing to the Department, that does not bother
me at all. It should not be classified if it is embarrassing to the
Department.
Mr. FLOOD. I think it should be declassified, no matter who it em
barrasses, Szymanski or the Department.
Chairman MADDEN. What reason does the Department give for not
presenting it to us? -

Mr. SHEEHAN. Mr. Chairman, I remember that. I can remember
the circumstances. Part of the cablegram had to do with recommen
dations that Szymanski had made with reference to intelligence, and
the Department did not want to declassify it because they have now
followed his recommendations. They did not want to reveal what
the intelligence was. -

Chairman MADDEN. Could the telegram be presented now?
Mr. FACHER. I believe the telegram is still classified, sir; but we
will check it over, and if it can be declassified we will provide it to
the committee. I am not sure the operational aspects were included
in the same telegram.

-

Mr. SHEEHAN. They were not included but referred to.
Mr. FACHER. That is right.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. May I ask if there is any reason that you know
why that section relating to the Department of Defense, relative to*'' Szymanski, cannot be declassified if he consents to it?
Mr. FACHER. Not to my personal knowledge, sir. However, I am
not an Intelligence officer.
Mr. SHEEHAN. May I make an observation, Mr. Chairman?
Chairman MADDEN. Proceed.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Part of the telegram that the War Department
wanted declassified was the part of the telegram that was derogatory
toward Colonel Szymanski. Without revealing the other part of it

,

it would put the colonel in a bad light, and the committee members in

executive session felt it should not be revealed unless the entire cable
gram was revealed.
Mr. DoNDERO. Mr. Chairman, who has the authority to classify or

declassify?
May I ask the colonel that question: Who has the authority, who
does the classifying and declassifying?

-

Colonel YEATON. The originating officer does the classifying. Any
declassifying must be done by a special branch in the Intelligence
Department.
Mr. DoNDERO. Does that come from the Chiefs o
f Staff, or is that
down in a lower echelon? -

Colonel YEATON. There is another section down in the Joint Staff
that is also involved in all War Department document declassification;
yes, Sir.y

But matters that pertain only to G-2, they have their own section
that has that power.
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Mr. SHEEHAN. Mr. Chairman, if I may make an observation there,
which is not my own, but, as someone else stated, the doctors are able
to bury their mistakes and the military classify them “Top secret.”
Mr. MACHRowicz. I think, Mr. Chairman, it is about time now we
make some decision on that cablegram. I think it is important. We
have waited a long time for it

.

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Chairman, I will take up the matter with the
War Department Counselor's office and I will straighten it out before
our next set o

f hearings. We will get it into the record.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. Now, Counsel, that was on March 14. This is now
June 4. March 1

4 to June 4 seems to me like a sufficient length o
f

time
for them to make up their minds as to what they are going to do with
this.
The problem is very simple. I see no reason why they should be

the sole judges a
s to whether a cablegram o
f

this type should b
e

declassified.

Mr. MITCHELL. Sir, if I recall correctly—and I think Congressman
Sheehan can check me o

n that—I think that in that particular cable
that was referenced, the first part o

f it had the derogatory remark
about Colonel Szymanski, and then the other part referred to some
memorandum on a military-intelligence subject that he had written.

I think the Department is primarily concerned with the reference to

the military-intelligence scheme o
r plan that he had recommended

previously in another memorandum, which you recall.

I think that that probably is the reason why they are having dif
ficulty there on this.
But I agree with you.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Three months seems to be sufficient time to resolve
the difficulty.
Mr. MITCHELL. I agree, and I will get on it right away, sir.
Mr. O'KONSKI. Mr. Chairman, I think the record should show here
that whenever the word “derogatory” with reference to Colonel
Szymanski is used they mean derogatory from the viewpoint o

f
a

pro-Communist and not derogatory from the standpoint o
f personal

beliefs in freedom and justice.
Mr. MITCHELL. I stand corrected.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Mr. Counsel, may I ask the colonel one or two
questions?

Just before you were being cross-examined here, Colonel, you said
something to the effect that all the information o

n

the Polish officers
was o

f spot-intelligence value to you as long as they were alive. Then
you went on and said that when the officers were dead the informa
tion was not o

f spot-intelligence value.
When did you or your section determine officially that the Polish
officers were dead and were not worth looking for any more?
Colonel YEATON. I did not say they “were not worth looking for,”
sir. I said they were not spot intelligence any more.
Mr. SHEEHAN. No. You stated that when they were dead they
were not o
f spot intelligence.

Colonel YEATON. That is right.
Mr. SHEEHAN. When did you determine they were dead?
Colonel YEATON. After the investigation that followed the German
broadcast.

Mr. SHEEHAN. What investigation?
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Colonel YEATON. Red Cross.
Mr. MITCHELL. The Polish Red Cross.
Mr. SHEEHAN. The Polish Red Cross?
Colonel YEATON. That is right. -

Mr. SHEEHAN. In other words, you took their word for it; did you?
Colonel YEATON. We took their word for it that the officers were
dead. I didn’t mean by that that we didn’t continue to believe G-2
and the staff on all phases of the massacre end of it

,

but we didn’t
consider that spot intelligence.
Mr. SHEEHAN. I see.
Mr. MITCHELL. What did G-2 do at the time of the revelation o

the Katyn Forest Massacre? -

Mr. O'KONSKI. I have some questions on that.
Was that the time when a communication went out under the name

o
r signature of George Marshall to Colonel Szymanski, asking him

to make a report on the Katyn Massacre? Do you remember any such
telegram going out?
Colonel YEATON. I drafted it, sir.
Mr. O’KONSKI. You drafted the telegram?
Colonel YEATON. Yes, sir.
Mr. O'KONSKI. And you remember it?
Colonel YEATON. Yes, sir.
Mr. SHEEHAN. May I pursue another question along this line there?
Yesterday it was brought out that apparently our State Department
had asked the Swiss Government, as a neutral, to find out from Van
Vliet, while h

e was a prisoner o
f war, certain information.

Did G-2 take any hand in that?
Colonel YEATON. I don’t know, sir. At that time I was coordinator

o
f

specialists. I wasn’t chief of any branch and it was just before
going overseas.
Chairman MADDEN. Are there any further questions?
Mr. MITCHELL. At this time, Colonel, I would like to have you run
down the complete assignments that you had in the Office o

fG-2 from
the time o

f your return from your duties as assistant military attaché

in Moscow; your respective duty assignments and title o
f

each position.
Colonel YEATON. From about the middle o

f May 1942 to the 30th

o
f June 1943, I was Chief of the East European Section.

By June 1943 the sections had grown so large that they were re
named branches. So on July 1

,

1943, until August 31, 1943, I was
Chief o

f

the Eastern European Branch.
On September 1

,

1943, I was promoted to Chief o
f

the European
Unit, which was known before that as a theater group and then known
as a unit.
On the 16th o

f June, when the whole o
f

G-2 was reorganized, the
branches, which had been up to that time geographical units, were all

o
f
a sudden, right in the middle o
f

the war, reorganized into func
tional units.
Mr. MITCHELL. When was that?
Colonel YEATON. That was the middle of June 1944. And at that
time the records in every one o
f

the branches, where they had been
immediately under the supervision o
f
a branch chief and file clerk,
were all picked up and moved down in the basement in a large room
and put in one large room.
Mr. MITCHELL. Under whose order was that reorganization?
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Colonel YEATON. Under General Bissell’s.
Mr. MITCHELL. Do you know why that reorganization took place?
Colonel YEATON. I do not, sir.
Mr. MITCHELL. Did it strike you as being rather odd that such a
reorganization should take place at that particular time, June 1944?
Colonel YEATON. Yes, sir.I didn’t agree with it in principle, because I think the geographic
set-up was the more workable one.
Mr. MITCHELL. Did the other officers who were in G–2 at that time
feel that this reorganization was necessary, or did they agree one way
or the other, or disagree? What was the majority opinion?
Colonel YEATON. The majority opinion among the branch chiefs
was that the reorganization was not well timed.
Mr. MITCHELL. Was there a drastic shift in the officers in charge
of these various units at that time? *

Colonel YEATON. There was. The branch chiefs became known as
specialists.
Mr. MITCHELL. Specialists in what line? Evaluation?
Colonel YEATON. In the line that they had been chiefs in prior.
Mr. MITCHELL. Did you ever hear of an Alfred McCormack?
Colonel YEATON. I have, sir.
Mr. MITCHELL. What was has official position in G–2?
Colonel YEATON. When I joined G-2 early in 1942 Col. Alfred Mc
Cormack was in charge of what was known as the Special Branch.
Mr. MITCHELL. What was the Special Branch, if you are at liberty
to sav here?
Colonel YEATON. It had to do with evaluation of crytographic
material.

-

Mr. MITCHELL. Did he receive intelligence and evaluate intelligence
reports in his official capacity?
Colonel YEATON. I wish you would clarify “intelligence reports.”If you mean military attaché reports, the answer is “No.”
Mr. MITCHELL. Did he receive, or was he responsible for the trans
mission of, any reports that may have been sent in by Szymanski
cablewise, or through any other means, to G–2?
Colonel YEATON. Responsible for the evaluation?
Mr. MITCHELL. Yes.
Colonel YEATON. No, sir.
Mr. MITCHELL. Thank you.
Did you ever hear of a T. Achilles Polyzoides?
Colonel YEATON. I have, sir.
Mr. MITCHELL. What was his position at that time?’
Colonel YEATON. I am not sure. I would rather let the record show
it.
Mr. MITCHELL. Thank you.
How was liaison with the State Department conducted during 1942
and 1943, as far as your particular EE section was concerned?
Colonel YEATON. G-2 had a liaison branch that contacted the State
Department officially.
But the same thing was true with us as in a
ll

other departments,
there was, a
s

the British say, an old boy liaison between departments
and like geographic branches. At that time, Ambassador Loy Hen
93744–52–pt. 7–8
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derson, I think, was in charge of the State Department Eastern Euro
pean Section.
Mr. MITCHELL. Did you know any of the State Department people?
Did they ever come to G-2 or did you have anybody specifically
assigned from your section or unit to have liaison with the State
Department?
Colonel YEATON. With the Eastern European branch of State, I did
the liaisoning myself.

-

Mr. MITCHELL. Did the question of the missing Polish officers come
up !
"colonel YEATON. It did.
Mr. MITCHELL. With whom in the State Department?
Colonel YEATON. I think with Ambassador Henderson, who was in
charge at that time.
Mr. DoNDERO. Do you mean Loy Henderson?
Colonel YEATON. Yes, sir.
Mr. MITCHELL. Did you have liaison with the office of OWI?
Colonel YEATON. No, sir.
Mr. MITCHELL. Was anybody from your staff assigned to OWI?
Colonel YEATON. No, sir.
Mr. MITCHELL. Was there a section in G–2 that had liaison with
OWI, another section, or some other means?

-

Colonel YEATON. Not that I know of, sir.
Mr. MITCHELL. Thank you.
I have no further questions.
Mr. O’KONSKI. May I have a question?
Colonel, you just said a while ago that you knew and drafted the
cable asking Szymanski, and probably others, to make a report on
the Katyn massacre. As these reports came in, did you and your
fellow-workers evaluate these reports and come on to any off-the
record conclusions as to who was responsible for that crime?
Colonel YEATON. Yes, sir.
Mr. O'KONSKI. Could you tell us what your conclusions were, to
the best of your knowledge, at that time, as these reports started to
come in?
Colonel YEATON. My conclusions were the same as Szymanski's.
Mr. O’KONSKI. That the Russians committed the murders?
Colonel YEATON. That is right, sir.
Mr. O’KONSKI. Was that the generally prevalent opinion around
your department, that it was the Russians that were responsible, as
these reports started to come in?
Colonel YEATON. I can only speak for myself, sir.
Mr. O’KONSKI. Did the State Department show a particular inter
est in the murder of these Polish officers? That is

,

was their interest

In this phase o
f

international relations more keen than the average
observations in their visits with you?
Colonel YEATON. I think the peak of interest came the 2
4 hours

following the German broadcast. Thereafter, the information on
those things came in, as you know, in small pieces, and we felt that
each little bit added another brick to the wall.' within itself it was only a matter of vital importance for therecord.

The reason I sent that telegram to Szymanski was I felt perfectly
certain that a

t

some future date there would be an investigation, and
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I was doing everything I could at the time to see that my files were
so complete that when that day came, my office certainly would not
be subject to criticism.
Mr. O'KONSKI. That is all.
Thank you, Colonel.

. Mr. SHEEHAN. Colonel, you stated that you carried on the liaison
with the State Department yourself. Do you remember in 1942 or
1943, when the question of the missing Polish officers came up, whether
you gave any opinion to the State Department as to your opinion, as
you expressed it

,

that the Russians were guilty?
Colonel YEATON. I did not give any official opinion; no, sir.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Unofficial?

-

Colonel YEATON. I undoubtedly expressed myself unofficially.
Mr. SHEEHAN. I would like to go back a little bit.

In your testimony here in the early part, when you stated that
when you were called into G-2 you were asked to prepare a documen
tary project paper that you prepared o

n Russia, you said that at the
time Russia was the only country in which G–2 did not have the par
ticular documentary knowledge; is that right?
Colonel YEATON. So far as I know; yes, sir.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Did we have documentary knowledge on England?
Colonel YEATON. Oh, yes, sir. We have volumes on it

.

"

Mr. SHEEHAN. And France?
Colonel YEATON. Yes, sir.
Mr. SHEEHAN. In other words, the Army intelligence was in the
peculiar position o

f having documentary evidence and information
about every country in the world, including our close allies, except
Russia?
Colonel YEATON. That is almost a true statement, sir.
Mr. SHEEHAN. It is a sort of reflection, I think, on Army intelli
gence, with Russia being what it is

,

a
s big a country as it is
,

that
nobody ever bothered to find a lot o

f

evidence about it and a lot o
f

security information. -
-

Colonel YEATON. We were trying, sir.
Mr. DONDERO. I think Colonel, the reason why you did not get it is

that the Russians saw to it that you did not get it
.

Colonel YEATON. That is right, sir.
Mr. DONDERO. I have just one question.

In what manner was the liaison relationship conducted between G-2
and State Department? Was it b

y

messenger, o
r by mail?

Colonel YEATON. By officer liaison.
Mr. DoNDERO. In other words, if you had documents to send over,

it was done b
y
a person; is that right?

Colonel YEATON. That is right, sir; so that the document would

b
e

recorded out and in at the State Department, so that there would

b
e n
o question. If they raised the question, “We did not see the

document,” we could point to the record and show where they had
received it.

Mr. DONDERO. The State Department, I assume, had the same pro
cedure?

Colonel YEATON. Yes, sir.
Mr. DONDERO. That is all.
Mr. MACHRowicz. I have one question along those lines, Colonel.
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In other words, if any document was turned over to the Depart
ment of State by your department, you had something in writing,
a receipt, to show that that actually was done?
Colonel YEATON. Out of my branch; yes, sir.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Do you have anything to show that these reports
of Colonel Szymanski were turned over to the Department of State?
Colonel YEATON. I do not, sir.
Mr. MACHRowICz. It has been admitted yesterday already that there
was nothing showing in the department which was of a nature to
indicate that the Van Vliet report was received in the Department of
State also.

Mr. FLOOD. I have listened to this thing for a couple of days, or a
day and a half. I would like to say that if there is any evidence, any
place, anywhere, anyhow, of any kind, that information was trans
mitted to the Department of State, I would be as anxious to find out
as anybody else.
And I have tried hard to find it out. I cannot find a scintilla of
evidence that the State Department was apprised of this documentary
reporting from anybody.I think it is about time we stopped this torturing every phrase to
try and establish that the State Department had this information.
Now, if they got it

, I want to know. If they did not get it, let us

stop this business. -

The Defense Department made a mistake o
r

a
n error, deliberately

o
r inadvertently, in my judgment. These reports did not get to the

State Department.
Now, if they did, I want to see how they got there, who took them
there, and where are the receipts. The evidence, in my opinion, and
only in my opinion—I am only saying in my opinion—shows very
clearly that this information did not get to the Department o

f State;
why, I do not know.
Now, let us find that out. We are wasting time, if there was
deliberate conspiracy, inadvertence, stupidity, negligence, o

r any
thing else, in any o

f

the various areas o
f

the Defense Department,

if the reports should have gotten to the State Department, why did
thev not? - -£ u

s

d
o away with this business o
f spending all week trying to

find out did the State Department hide this o
r conspire with the

Defense people to prevent these reports from getting there, o
r con

spire with somebody to steal them o
r destroy them to protect Russia.

I think we have knocked ourselves out trying to prove that, and we
have not done so. If we have not, let us start on it right now and
prove it

.

But if we are satisfied that it cannot be proved, let us stop this
whipping-boy business o

f

the State Department and find out what
was wrong in the Department o

f Defense, if we can. If we cannot
find that out, let us stop this.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. I concur 100 percent with the Congressman.

I wanted to say that I would be the first to criticize the Depart
ment o
f

State for neglecting to do something it should have done.
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But I have been looking in vain, for one iota of testimony to show
that any of this information which the Department of Defense ob
tained was turned over to the Department of State. If I am wrong,
the Department of Defense should have an opportunity to present
such proof. If they cannot do so, let us forget it now. Let us not
keep on sniping at somebody who quite obviously is not at fault.
Mr. MITCHELL. Congressman Flood, I would like to bring you up
to date now, that Mr. Madden has appointed a subcommittee, consist
ing of Congressman O’Konski, Congressman Machrowicz, and Con
gressman Sheehan, to meet with the£ Department officials tomor
row to go over the files and any records they may have concerning the
missing Polish officers or the Katyn affair. They are going to do that
tomorrow morning.I agree with your statement.
Mr. FLOOD. That is all right with me. If you want to go to the
Bureau of Mines or the Department of Agriculture, go ahead, but
let us get this thing cleaned up one way or the other. It is going on
like Tennyson's Brook, going no place.
Chairman MADDEN. Let me suggest that although Congressman
Sheehan and Congressman Machrowicz, and Congressman O'Konski
are to investigate the records of the State Department, in which the
State Department stated they would be glad to cooperate in any way,
let me suggest that any other member of the committee that wants
to accompany them on this investigation is at liberty to do so.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Mr. Chairman, can I ask Mr. Facher whether
he can have that cable that we are talking about here this afternoon.
Mr. FACHER. I will try, sir.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. You have been trying since March 14. That is
such a simple thing. It should take exactly 5 minutes, not 3 months.
I am a little bit tired of this “trying” and this informing witnesses
not to cooperate with the committee. I will bring that out if it is
necessary, too.
Chairman MADDEN. Will you have Mr. Shackelford come over here
this afternoon?
Mr. FACHER. Yes, sir. -

(The following letter and cablegram are herewith placed in the
record by the counsel, John J. Mitchell:)

DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY,
OFFICE OF THE DEPARTMENT COUNSELOR,

Washington, June 4, 1952.
Hon. RAY J. MADDEN,
Chairman, House Select Committee To
Investigate the Katyn Forest Massacre,
House of Representatives.

DEAR MR. MADDEN : I am inclosing herewith a copy of the telegram of Decem
ber 19, 1943, which your committee requested at the hearing held in Washington
this morning, June 4. This telegram has remained classified because it contains
personal information concerning an individual member of the Army. As such
it was treated in confidence, in accordance with Department of the Army policy
to treat efficiency reports and similar personal information as confidential.
Upon assurance of your committee that the individual named in this telegram

££tion to the information being made public, I have had the telegram
Sincerely yours,

F. SHACKELFORD, Department Counselor.
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HEADQUARTERS

U. S. ARMY FoRCES IN THE MIDDLE EAST
MESSAGE FORM
IN COMING
[Paraphrase]

No. 8623 for AMSME from WAR
DATE: Dec. 19, 1943.
RECD: Dec. 19, 1943.
DECD: Dec. 20, 1943.

Cite WDGBI from Strong for Osmun Jicame. AMSME 9965.
Proposed by Szmanski in his draft dated October 30th project of setting up
Joint Polish Intelligence Agency is disapproved. Reference the above radio.
his visit to London is disapproved. Szymanski is being appointed Milo with the
Poles and is being relieved as AMA. Answering Jicame 58 Szymanski is under
your control as far as Collection Intelligence is concerned. Regarding his im
mediate future in that connection all decisions are up to you. As now operating
there is confidence here in the Jicame set-up. Szymanski should accompany
them, if and when Poles move into other Theatre and report to MID through
its representative in the New area. His work has been only satisfactory because:
of small volume and much duplication of information previously received from
the Poles in the opinion of the Military Intelligence Department. Further
more frequently expressed opinions show bias opinion in favor of Polish group.
which is Anti-Soviet. Instruct him to avoid political involvement and recom
mend you require him to concentrate on Liaison with Poles. -

ULIO TAG
Classification Changed To Unclassified, Security Information.
By authority of The Assistant Chief of Staff, G-2.
By Date 4 June 1952.
JICAME ------------ for ACTION. (JA)
Distribution 1-AG, 1–G–2.

Mr. MACHRow ICz. I think it is about time the Department of De
fense should be instructed they have no right to interfere with wit
nesses and tell them not to divulge information to the committee. If
there is any question about that, let us make that clear right now.
If anybody wants information on that, I will give it to them.
Chairman MADDEN. Are there any further questions?
We want to thank you for your testimony here this morning,
Colonel Yeaton.
Is there anything further?
Mr. MITCHELL. I have nothing further of the colonel.
Chairman MADDEN. We thank you for your testimony, Colonel.
Boris Olshansky.
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Chairman, this is Mrs. J. P. Feeley, an official
interpreter for the committee.
Will you kindly swear her in, please?
Chairman MADDEN, Do you solemnly swear that you will interpret
the testimony to be given by the witness truthfully, so help you God?
Mrs. FEELEY. I do.
(The witness was duly sworn by the chairman through the inter
preter, as follows:)I'" MADDEN. Mr. Olshansky, will you raise your right hand,please?

Do you solemnly swear that in the hearing now being held, you
will tell the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help
you God?
Mr. OLSHANSKY. I do.
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TESTIMONY OF BORIS OLSHANSKY (THROUGH MRS. J. P. FEELEY,
INTERPRETER)

Mr. MITCHELL. Will you state your full name for the record, please?
Mr. OLSHANSKY. Boris Olshansky.
Chairman MADDEN. Will you kindly spell it out?
Mr. MITCHELL. B-o-r-i-s O-l-s-h-a-n-s-k-y.
Where were you born, Mr. Olshansky? -

Mr. OLSHANSKY. I was born in Voronezh, U.S. S. R.
Mr. MITCHELL. When were you born ?
Mr. OLSHANSKY. I was born on the 5th of August 1910.
Mr. MITCHELL. Where were you educated?
Mr. OLSHANSKY. I was educated in Voronezh.
Mr. MITCHELL. What schools did you attend?
Mr. OLSHANSKY. I attended high school in Voronezh and the State
University of Voronezh.
Mr. MITCHELL. In what did you specialize at the state university?
Mr. OLSHANSKY. In mathematics.
Mr. MITCHELL. Where were you, Mr. Olshansky, on September 1,
1939?
Mr. OLSHANSKY. In Voronezh.
Mr. MITCHELL. What were you doing in Voronezh on September
1, 1939?
Mr. OLSHANSKY. I was associate professor at the Voronezh State
University, in the department of mathematics.
Mr. MITCHELL. How long did you remain in this position?
Mr. OLSHANSKY. I held this position for 2 years.
Mr. MITCHELL. When did you enter the Russian Army?
Mr. OLSHANSKY. In September 1941.
Mr.
Mircuit. What was your rank and position in the RussianArmy? -'' OLSHANSKY. I was a staff officer of the army then, and I was a

major in the Engineering Corps.
-

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Chairman and the committee, the witness has
informed me that he would like to make a brief statement as to his
position and service in the Russian Army covering the period 1941
through 1946.
Will you make a brief statement covering your time and service in
the Russian Army for the period 1941–46? -

Mr. OLSHANSKY. From 1941 and until 1942 I was a staff officer in
the Southwestern Army.
From the summer ''1942 until 1943, I took part in the Stalingrad
operations, and from 1943 until 1944, I took part in Bielo-Russian
operations under Marshal Rokosovsky.
Then from 1944 until the end of the war, I was in the same opera
tions under Marshal Zhukov, and he was with the Fifth Army then.
Mr. MITCHELL. When did you leave the Russian Army, and where?
Mr. OLSHANSKY. I left the army after the war ended, and I stayed
in Berlin, Germany.
From 1946 until the end of 1947 I was inspector of a section of
German people's education under Soviet military administration, and
besides, I was a teacher of the Russian schools in Berlin at the same
time.
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Mr. MITCHELL. When you say Russian schools, do you mean the one
that was established after the war?
Mr. OLSHANSKY. Yes. Those schools were established after the
war under Soviet military administration.
Mr. MITCHELL. Where did you know Professor Burdenko, or Dr.
Burdenko, who was the head of the Soviet extraordinary state special
committee to investigate the Katyn Forest massacre?
Mr. OLSHANSKY. My father was a doctor, and he was a good friend
of Professor Burdenko from 1919. From 1919 until 1923, Professor
Burdenko and my father were together in Voronezh.
After that Professor Burdenko left for Moscow, but he kept his
friendship with my father and my family.
My father died in 1929, but every time I visited Moscow I visited
Professor Burdenko. And Professor Burdenko helped me to finish my
education and he helped me financially.I saw Burdenko before the war for the last time in 1936. From
1936, Professor Burdenko was personal physician in the Kremlin and
he was the physician of Stalin, too.
In 1939 Professor Burdenko had to join the party. Professor Bur
denko was an outstanding scientist, and he was a member of the old
Union Academy of Sciences.
During the war, I met Professor Burdenko in 1944 in Gomel. I
was wounded then in the hospital, and Professor Burdenko was sent
there for inspection. At that time, Professor Burdenko was the chief
surgeon of the Red Army, and he had the rank of lieutenant general
of the Medical Corps, which was the highest rank assigned in the
Medical Corps.

-

As far as the Katyn massacre was concerned, I could not discuss
that problem in the hospital. I could not discuss the matter as there
were too many strangers. So we just interchanged several sentences,
as far as my house was concerned.

..
. I heard about the Katyn massacre from the Soviet press at the

beginning o
f

1944. I didn't have any doubts right from the beginning
that it was one of the Soviet tricks. My opinion was shared by many
officers o

f

the army with whom I was very friendly. When I got into
Poland with the army o

f

Marshall Rokosovsky, I heard from the
Polish people the same opinion, and I developed a great desire to find
out the truth of that matter.

I left Berlin at the end of April 1946 for Moscow. I was traveling

to the assignment for 5 days, and I made it my point to visit Professor
Burdenko, who was sick at that time.
Mr. MITCHELL. Where?
Mr. OLSHANSKY. In Moscow.

A
t

that time, Professor Burdenko was the president o
f

the Academy
of Medical Science of the U. S. S. R.
Mr. MITCHELL. This was in 1946?
Mr. OLSHANSKY. Yes; it was at the end of April 1946.
Mr. MITCHELL. 1946?
Mr. OLSHANSKY. 1946.
Mr. MITCHELL. Proceed.
Mr. OLSHANSKY. And Professor Burdenko was a member of the
Supreme Council o

f

the U.S. S. R. At the time when I went to visit
Professor Burdenko, he was sick and he didn't take much part in any
activities. Professor Burdenko was 6

7 years old a
t

that time. He
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received me at his apartment on Iverskoy-Imskoy Street in Moscow.
When I visited Professor Burdenko, he was wearing his general's
coat then and, to all appearances, it seemed that he was a well man.
Knowing that he was not feeling well, I did not want to prolong our
conversation, which lasted, in all, 40 minutes. After several sentences
of usual conversation, I asked him on the matter of Katyn.
Professor Burdenko answered that there was nothing to think aboutit; that Katyns existed and are existing and will be existing. Anyone
who will go and dig up things in our country, Russia, would find a lot
of things, that we had to straighten out the protocol given by the
Germans on the Katyn massacre.
Mr. FLOOD. By the German protocol, do you mean the German
report and conclusions on their investigation of the Katyn massacre;
is that what you mean?
Mr. OLSHANSKY. Yes. It is the German report.
Mr. Flood. And the German protocol, the German report, concluded
that the Russians committed the crime?
Mr. OLSHANSKY. Yes.
Mr. FLOOD. Professor Burdenko meant by clearing up the German
protocol was that the Russians had to file some kind of a report
showing that the Germans did it; is not that what you mean?
Mr. OLSHANSKY. There was a special commission established by
Burdenko.
Mr. FLOOD. To prove that the Germans did it?
Mr. OLSHANSKY. Yes.
Mr. MITCHELL. Will you go on about your conversation with
Professor Burdenko%
Mr. OLSHANSKY. I repeat the statement I made previously. He
said that Katyns are existing, and would be existing, if you would be
digging out in the country of Russia.
Now I repeat the words of Professor Burdenko, who later said,
“I was appointed by Stalin personally to go to the Katyn place. Ali
the corpses were 4 years old.”
And Professor Burdenko said, “For me, as a medical man, this
problem was quite clear. Our NKVD friends made a mistake.” Such
were the words of Professor Burdenko, which proved what I sup
posed before.
I did not ask him why he signed the protocol because for every
Soviet citizen it was obvious—he had to lose his head if he would
not have signed it

. I left Professor Burdenko, and h
e

wished me

a
ll

the luck in the West, as he mentioned it
,

and then I heard that
he died in November 1946. *

Mr. FLOOD. This Professor Burdenko was the chief of the Russian
medical mission which investigated the Katyn massacre, was he?
Mr. OLSHANSKY. Yes.

-

Mr. FLOOD. And this commission made an investigation at Katyn
and filed a report that the Germans committed the crime?
Mr. OLSHANSKY. Yes.
Mr. FLOOD. Professor Burdenko, as the chief o
f

the Russian medical
mission, signed the report, did he not?
Mr. OLSHANSKY. Yes.
Mr. FLOOD. Do you want us to believe now that in your conversation
with Professor Burdenko, as you have described it
,

d
o you construe
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Professor Burdenko's conversation as a complete repudiation by
Professor Burdenko of the Russian report?
Mr. OLSHANSKY. When Professor Burdenko signed the report he
knew that the crime was committed by the NKVD.
Mr. FLOOD. Did Professor Burdenko say that the Polish officers, in
his judgment, had been killed by the Russian NKVD?
Mr. OLSHANSKY. He stated it himself, that in being a doctor
himself he didn’t have any doubt at all.
Mr. FLOOD. Doubt about what?
Mr. OLSHANSKY. That the Russian NKVD committed the crime.
Mr. FLOOD. That is all.
Mr. MITCHELL. Where did you go from Moscow?
Mr. OLSHANSKY. From Moscow I returned to my work in Berlin.
Mr. MITCHELL. How long did you stay in the Berlin zone?
Mr. OLSHANSKY. I was in Karlshorst from 1948, and after that I
escaped with my family and I became a political refugee.
Mr. MITCHELL. Where did you enter the western zone?
Mr. OLSHANSKY. I arrived in Regensburg to the American military
government, and I got protection from the American authorities and
the right for immigration:
Mr. MITCHELL. When did you arrive in the United States?
Mr. OLSHANSKY. I arrived in the States on January 2, 1952.
Mr. FLOOD. Did anybody promise you anything to come here to.
testify? -

Mr. OLSHANSKY. Nobody promised anything, but I consider it my
moral duty. -

Mr. FLOOD. Are you a voluntary witness, or were you subpenaed?
Mr. MITCHELL. I will answer that. He is a voluntary witness, sir.
Mr. FLOOD. I have just one more question.
Is it not true that Professor Burdenko, or Colonel General Bur
denko, the chief of the Medical Corps of the Russian Army, was also,
from time to time, the personal physician of Stalin?
Mr. OLSHANSKY. Yes, sir.
Mr. FLOOD. That is all.
Mr. MITCHELL. Do you have any further questions, Mr. Sheehan?
Mr. SHEEHAN. No.
Mr. MITCHELL. I have no further questions.
Mr. FLOOD. We appreciate your interest in these proceedings, Mr.
Olshansky, and we are grateful to you for taking the time to come
here and give us the advantage of this very important testimony.
Mr. OLSHANSKY. I repeat again that it is my moral duty.
Mr. FLOOD. The committee will now recess, to reconvene subject to
call of the Chair.
(Thereupon, at 12:10 p.m., the committee adjourned to reconvene
subject to call of the Chair.)
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TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 11, 1952

HoUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,

THE SELECT COMMITTEE ON THE KATYN FOREST MASSACRE,
- Washington, D. C.

The committee met at 10 a. m., pursuant to call, in room 1301,
House Office Building, Hon. Ray J. Madden (chairman), presiding.
Present: Messrs. Madden, Machrowicz, Dondero, O’Konski, and
Sheehan.
Also present: John J. Mitchell, chief counsel to the select com
mittee, and Roman Pucinski, chief investigator.
Chairman MADDEN. The committee will come to order.
I might say that the hearings this week will terminate the investiga
tions of the Katyn committee.
A year ago in September, Congress authorized the creation of this
special committee for the purpose of determining officially the guilt
of the nation responsible for the massacring of approximately 14,000
Polish soldiers and intelligentsia at the beginning of World War II.
This committee started hearings in October a year ago, and when
Congress reconvened in January we held hearings in Washington
and Chicago in February and March, and in March the Congress
authorized our committee to go abroad and complete our hearings.
The members of the committee decided last June that it was essential
that we file an interim report as to the No. 1 purpose of the committee,
which was to determine the guilt of the nation committing these mas
SaCreS.

The Katyn Massacre is the only international crime in world history
where two nations disputed the guilt. There have been a great num
ber of international crimes in history, but the world always knew
the nation that was responsible, except in the case of the massacre of
the Polish soldiers and intellectual leaders at Katyn.
In order to file our report with the Congress before adjournment
last July, the committee decided to file an interim report dealing with
the guilt of the nation responsible for the massacre. In our report
which I have just mentioned, we unanimously decided that the testi
mony revealed that the Soviet Government, beyond any doubt or,
question whatsoever, was responsible or guilty for the massacring of
these Polish soldiers and intelligentsia.
At the time this committee was created, Members of Congress were
very much interested in what happened to certain reports that were
filed immediately after the finding of these bodies at Kaytn. These
reports disappeared.
Also, there were a number of questions by the Members of Congress
at the time this resolution was on the floor of the House, regarding

1943
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the operation of the 'trials That is the reason why we areholding hearings here this week.
We have already had several witnesses in our former hearings
testify regarding£ reports, but the witnesses that will be heard
this week will further elaborate for the information of the com
mittee as to what happened to these reports.
Mr. Justice Jackson was very cooperative to volunteer testimony this
morning as to information regarding the Nuremberg trials.I also wish to commend the members of the committee for the out
standing work they have done on the hearings both here and abroad.
The work of the committee has been difficult and its success can be
attributed to the nonpartisan and diligent work of the committee
members. -

After the hearings this week, the committee will complete its report
on the second phase of the hearings, to wit, the disappearance of the
files and testimony regarding Nuremberg. We will make our final
report to Congress before the end of the year on this phase of the
hearings.
I might further state that in the filing of our interim report, the
committee made four recommendations to the Congress of the United
States, which were unanimous:
No. 1, requesting that the President of the United States forward
the testimony, evidence, and findings of this committee to the United
States delegates at the United Nations.
No. 2, requesting, further, that the President of the United States
issue instructions to the United States delegates to present the Katyn
case to the General Assembly of the United Nations.
No. 3, requesting that the appropriate steps be taken by the General
Assembly to seek action before the International World Court against
the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics for committing a crime at
Katyn which was in violation of the general principles of law recog
nized by civilized nations, and,
No. 4, requesting the President of the United States to instruct the
United States delegation to seek the establishment of an international
commission which would investigate other mass murders and crimes
against humanity.
Judging from the revelations and the testimony that this committee
has revealed regarding the Katyn massacre, I believe all members of
the committee and possibly all Members of Congress will cooperate
with the members of this committee to investigate other massacres and
violations of international law which have been committed in Korea.
I believe that every member of this committee would pursue the
work that we have started to see if something cannot be done to arouse
world public opinion against international brigandry, barbarism, and
lawlessness of this kind.
If any other members have anything to say, we will be glad to hear
them. Otherwise, we can proceed with the testimony.
In order to finish the hearings this week, we decided to have hear
ings today, which is Armistice Day. The committee and the people
in the room will stand for a minute to pay tribute to the war dead.
(An interval of silence.)
Chairman MADDEN. Let me say that under the rule in the House of
Representatives, we do not wish to have photographs taken while the
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witness is testifying. If any photographer here would like to take
pictures at this time, it is agreeable with the witness and also with the
committee.
Mr. Justice, is it agreeable with you to take some pictures now?
Mr. Justice JACKSON. Yes.

STATEMENT OF HON. ROBERT H. JACKSON, ASS00IATE JUSTICE,
UNITED STATES SUPREME COURT

Chairman MADDEN. For the purposes of the record, Mr. Justice,
would you state your name and your title?
Mr. Justice JACKSON. Robert H. Jackson. At the present time I am
associate Justice of the United States Supreme Court. I was repre
sentative and chief of counsel for the United States at the Nuremberg
prosecutions, at the international trial only.
Chairman MADDEN. Do you have a statement you wish to read?
Mr. Justice JACKSON. £ I told your counsel that I would pre
pare a statement, with dates as exact as I could get them, so that it
would be as accurate as possible. I have such a statement, which is
being handed to your counsel and, if there is no objection on the part
of the committee, it will be given to the press. It has not been dis
tributed so far.
Chairman MADDEN. That is satisfactory.
Will you now proceed with your statement, please?
Mr. Justice JACKSON. The guilt for the Katyn Forest massacre has
not been adjudged by the Nuremberg Tribunal, and inquiry into it is
not inconsistent with the position£ by the United States prosecu
tion at the Nuremberg international trial of Goering and others.
It was my responsibility to conduct the prosecution on behalf of the
United States. I am glad to inform you in detail concerning all
decisions and actions in reference to the Katyn atrocity and the reasons
which conduced to them.
The first step that seems pertinent was an agreement to divide pri
mary responsibility for preparation and presentation of the case
among the prosecutors representing the four Allied Powers. This was
intended to fi

x

o
n

someone responsibility for covering each part o
f

the
case, to avoid duplication, and to expedite a trial o

f unprecedented
complexity.
To the United States was allocated the over-all conspiracy to incite
and wage a war o

f aggression. The British were assigned the viola
tion o

f specific treaties and crimes o
n

the high seas. Violations o
f

the laws o
f

war and crimes against humanity were divided o
n
a

geographical basis. The French undertook crimes in western Europe,
and the Soviet prosecution was assigned the duty o

f preparing and
presenting evidence o

f

crimes in eastern Europe—an area largely

in Soviet occupation, and to much o
f

which the others o
f
u
s had no

access. The geographical area thus assigned to the Soviet repre
sentatives included Katyn Wood and Poland as well, but a

t

that time

it was not known that the Katyn massacre would be involved.
The first proposal that the Nuremberg trial should take up examina
tion o
f

the Katyn massacre came from the Soviet prosecutor during
the drawing o
f

the indictment. Preliminary drafts were negotiated

in London at a series o
f

conferences where I was represented, but not
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personally present. At the last London meeting, the Soviet prosecutor
included among crimes charged in the east the following:
In September 1941, 925 Polish officers who were prisoners of war were killed in
the Katyn Forest near Smolensk.

Both British and American representatives protested, but they
finally concluded that, despite their personal disapproval, if the
Soviet thought they could prove the charge they were entitled to do so
under the division of the case.
The indictment was brought to Berlin for final settlement and
filing, where I objected to inclusion of the charge and even more
strongly when, at the last moment, the Soviet delayed its filing by
amending the Katyn charge to include 11,000 instead of 925 victims.
However, it was in the Soviet part of the case and they had inves
tigated Katyn; we had no opportunity to do so. In view of what
we knew of the over-all Nazi plan to exterminate inhabitants of
Poland, it did not seem unlikely that this was part of their program,
and the Soviet claimed to have adequate evidence of Nazi guilt.
While we did not feel justified in preventing the issue, we warned
the Soviet delegation that we did not have evidence to support the
charge nor time nor opportunity to investigate it and that, if it met
with denial or countercharges, we would keep hands off and leave
the entire contest to the Soviet and German lawyers.
The reasons for opposing inclusion of this charge and refusal to
participate in its trial were that to litigate that issue would conflict
in several respects with what I considered to be sound trial policy
for the first such case in history. It was not based upon any convic
tion in my own mind about the truth or falsity of the charge. I
knew that the Nazis and the Soviets accused each other, that both
were capable of the offense, that perhaps both had opportunity to
commit it

,

and that it was perfectly consistent with the policy o
f

each
toward Poland. Whatever the facts were, they had become overlaid
with deep layers o

f Nazi and Soviet propaganda and counterpropa
ganda, and it seemed we could not at the international trial wisely
undertake o

r satisfactorily achieve the long task o
f separating truth

from falsehood. The chief reasons in support o
f

that conclusion are
four:
First, responsibility for the massacre did not appear to be capable

o
f documentary proof or substantial corroboration. One o
f

the basic
decisions on policy concerning the Nuremburg international trial was
that we should accuse only defendants whose guilt could be established
and should charge only offenses whose occurrence could b

e fully proved

o
r substantially corroborated b
y

documentary evidence captured from
the Germans themselves.

Because this was the first international criminal trial in history
and was held in the wake o

f

war when passions were high, we did
not want any judgment that would rest solely o

n oral testimony o
f

witnesses whose interest, bias, memory, and truthfulness would always

b
e open to question. This required us to pass over many tempting

matters because evidence measuring up to this standard was not then
obtainable. However, that policy was so far observed that the tribu
nal, in its judgment, said:
The case, therefore, against the defendants rests in a large measure in doc
uments o

f

their own making, the authenticity o
f

which has not been challenged
except in one or two cases.
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Second, if we were ever to depart from the policy of presenting
documentary evidence, this atrocity was not a suitable instance be
cause we knew of no witnesses who could supply oral proof to es
tablish the identity of the perpetrators that would meet the high
standards of credibility required in a criminal trial. Neither the
American nor, as far as I have reason to believe, the British prose
cutors knew of such witnesses.
It was plain that we could not get such evidence from Polish sources.
Attitudes of Polish authorities at that time were conflicting, which
confirmed my opinion that we should not participate in the trial of
the Nazi-Soviet dispute. The Polish Government then in power at
Warsaw kept a delegation at Nuremberg which cooperated closely
with the Soviet in all matters, including, as I understood it, accusing
the Nazis o

f

the Katyn murders.
The Polish Government in exile in London, on the contrary, was
accusing the Soviet. On February 15, 1946, 11 senators and 1

0 dep
uties o

f

the Polish parliamentary group in London filed with me a

letter and statement reciting evidence o
n which they pointed to Rus

sian guilt, concluding with this statement:
In view of these facts and circumstances the undersigned would like to express
the opinion that it would be ill-advised to include the Katyn case in the tasks
of the Nuremberg tribunal. The case is of a special character, and needs, in
order to be fully elucidated, to be examined apart and treated independently by
an international judicial body.

And I will file photostatic copies of that communication from the
Polish Government in exile with the committee.
Chairman MADDEN. They will be made a part o

f

the record a
t

the
conclusion o

f your testimony.
Mr. Justice JACKSON. It also characterizes the Polish attitude at
that time that General Anders, while believing in Soviet guilt, refused
the request o

f Goering's lawyer to help him prove it—a quite under£ attitude in view of what Poland had suffered at the hands

o
f

those who would benefit from his testimony. He said, however,
that h

e would be willing to give his information to the tribunal “at
their express written and official request.” He did not know, nor do

I, whether the tribunal was ever so advised. Certainly I was not.
Only 3 years after the trial, when General Anders published his book
and thoughtfully sent me a copy, did I learn these facts.
Departing from the statement, may I say at this point what I should
have included in the statement.

I think you know that a War Crimes Commission had been estab
lished in London b

y

the United Nations in 1942. The United States
was a member o

f

that Commission; Poland was a member o
f

that Com
mission, but the Soviet Union was not a member o

f

that Commission.
We conferred with them many times as to what evidences they had.
They sent us, from time to time, anything that they had.
You will find in that report that Katyn is not even indexed. You
will also find in their report, issued by Lord Wright, an interestin
account o

f

their effort to get information from the Soviet Union an

it
s representatives, which is somewhat parallel to my own. They at

n
o time suggested that this matter ought to be taken up. . . . .

After the indictment was filed, they still made neither objection nor
did they supply evidence. -

Mr. DoNDERO. Do you mean that Russia made n
o objection?
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Mr. Justice JACKSON. No. I mean the Polish representatives in the
War Crimes Commission.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Mr. Justice, when you say the Polish representa
tives, are you referring now to the government in exile?
Mr. Justice JACKSON. The government in exile.
In 1942 the governments united in establishing that Commission.
The report of that Commission is quite extensive and, I may say,
rather critical of the United States for failing to adequately support
that Commission in its efforts to develop the facts in various situations.I think that the American representative finally resigned, consid
ering that he was not adequately supported. Herbert Pell was our .
first representative. He was succeeded by Colonel Hodgson, who was
in charge at the time I was there, on behalf of the United States. He
was a very competent lawyer who is now practicing in Hawaii.
On January 21, 1946, General Clay transmitted for my “strictly
confidential information from the Embassy at Warsaw” word that the
Germans were not, in the opinion of the Polish circles with which the
American Embassy was in contact, responsible for the Katyn deaths.
There was no suggestion that this opinion was supported by legal
evidence. Apparently it was not, for Mr. Lane, then American Am
bassador at Warsaw, 2 years later published the information then
known to him pointing to Soviet guilt, but even then said:
The identity of the perpetrators of the outrageous massacre of Katyn, con
trary to all laws of war and humanity, has never been definitely established.
Perhaps it never will be.

We did not learn of any usable evidence in American possession.
Military Intelligence, on February 26, 1946, delivered to a member of
my staff then in Washington several documents classified “secret,” in
cluding the German report accusing the Soviet, two Soviet documents
accusing the Nazis and a paper labeled “Excerpts of conversations
between Sikorski, Anders, Stalin, and Molotov.”
The conversations referred to are substantially those published by
Jan Ciechanowski, Polish Ambassador to the United States in 1947.
I may say, apart from the statement at this point, that those conver
sations had previously been published and were new to the German
counsel who were interested in conducting the other side of the case.
None of these was in condition to be useful as evidence. I knew
nothing at any time during the trial of Colonel Van Vliet, Colonel
Stewart, or Colonel Siemanski. We heard nothing of any of the wit
nesses since claimed to have personal knowledge of the crimes.
Third, we did not need to prove Nazi responsibility for the Katyn
murder in order to establish that the Nazi regime and individual de
fendants were guilty of conspiracy and a program to exterminate vast
numbers of Poles. Poland had been the scene, and the Polish people
had been the victims of many unbelievable barbarities which put to
death much larger numbers of persons than the Katyn murders.
To make sure that the grievances of the Polish people, as well as

..
. other eastern peoples, were proved and proved beyond doubt, we did
not leave the matter wholly to the Soviet, but as a part o
f

the Ameri
can case, proved by captured German documents o
r by admissions o
f

captive German officials the over-all Nazi extermination program em
bracing many atrocities in Poland and affecting the Polish people, as

well as others in east Europe. Examples will indicate what I mean

b
y

the kind o
f

evidence that we had and preferred to rely on:
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We had the diary of Hans Frank, the Nazi Governor-General of
Poland, acknowledged by him to be authentic, saying:
We must annihilate the Jews wherever we find them and wherever it is
possible.

In August 1942 he wrote of Nazi manipulation of hunger rations
in Poland:
That we sentence 1,200,000 Jews to die of hunger should be noted only mar
ginally. It is a matter, of course, that should the Jews not starve to death it
would, we hope, result in the speeding up of the anti-Jewish measures.

We had written evidence of specific extermination measures, such
as the 75-page leather-bound official report by Major General Stroop
which recited the killing of men, women, and children of the Warsaw
ghetto to the exact number of 56,065, and set out the day-to-day
measures, including shooting, fire, explosion, and chemical extermina
tion in the sewers, where the victims had taken refuge, accompanied
by photographs to prove the operation's efficiency.
We had the report by SS Brigade Fuehrer Stahlecker to Himmler,
dated October 1941, of the execution of 135,567 persons in Lithuanian
area.

We had a top-secret report, dated May 16, 1942, of the ghastly
details of the operations in the east of gas wagons for killing
undesirables.

We also had German protests, official, but not very high minded,
against such exterminations, in one instance of 150,000 to 200,000 Jews,
and in another instance of 5,000 Jews, because it was complained they
should have been spared for use as forced labor.
Some of the documents, intended to conceal crime, unconsciously
dramatized it

.

For example, a death book of the Mauthausen con
centration camp recorded 35,317 deaths. During a sample period 203£ died of the same ailment, heart trouble, died at brief and regua

r intervals, and, more astonishingly, died in alphabetical order.
Death came first to Ackermann, at 1:15 a.m., and reached Zynger at

2 p.m.
-

Oral testimony and affidavits were available from captured Ger
man officials. One told o

f

the official Gestapo estimate that the Nazi
extermination program had done away with 4 million persons in

concentration camps and that 2 million additional were£ by the
secret police in the east.
Another Nazi, General Ohlendorf, testified willingly, even boast
fully, that he supervised execution o

f

over 90,000 men, women, and
children in the eastern area.
The witness Hoess, in charge o

f

Auschwitz extermination center,
swore that under his regime it exterminated 3 million human beings.
This was by far the largest and most atrocious of the atrocities com
mitted against the Polish people.
Nor did we rest upon the documents which the fortunes o

f

war
had placed in our hands when documents were procurable from other
sources. An example was the Nazi persecution o

f

the church and
clergy, particularly vicious in Poland, which the Nazis documented
with the candor and thoroughness that they did persecution o
f

the
Jews. It is doubtful whether, even if time were available to us, we
could have gathered evidence o
f

the church persecution in Poland,
since any probable witnesses were in the area under Soviet control
93744–52–pt. 7–9
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where Americans even then were rarely admitted, and we may doubt
the zeal of the Soviets to obtain proof on that subject. However, I
sought an audience with Pope Pius, and obtained from His Holiness
the Vatican documents in which detailed evidentiary material was
already collected, and which supported the charge of religious
persecution.
As to the Katyn massacres, we knew of no source to which we could
turn for such documentation. Extermination of these intelligent and
patriotic Poles who might become the leadership of the restoration of
Poland was provable by document to be consistent with the Nazi policy
toward Poland. Yet, while they had boasted on paper of the worst
crimes known to man, we found but one Nazi document that even
hinted at Nazi responsibility for the Katyn massacre, that being a
telegram reporting that the Polish Red Cross had found that German
made ammunition was used in the killings.

A fourth difficulty entered into our reluctance to undertake the
Katyn murder charge as part of the Nuremberg trial. We were under
exceedingly heavy pressure to get along with the trial. A persistent
criticism in the American press during the trial was its long duration.
Of course, that is forgotten now.
Oral testimony from witnesses, subject to cross-examination by
several counsel, of course takes much more time than documentary
proof. Every word of testimony taken in the Nuremberg trial had
to be forthwith interpreted into three other languages. Every exami
nation or cross-examination had to include any proper questions de
sired by more than 20 lawyers representing defendants and 4 for the
rosecution, and these were trained in 5 different legal systems—
nglish, American, French, Russian, and German.
Therefore, in the interests of expedition it was necessary to forego
calling of witnesses so far as possible. You will best realize the extent
to which we avoided relying on oral proof when I remind you that
all 4 prosecutors at Nuremberg called only 33 witnesses to testify
orally on the whole case against the 20 individual defendants, and
these defendants, in addition to themselves, called only 61 witnesses.
You have already, according to your interim report, orally ex
amined 81 witnesses on this 1 atrocity.
Notwithstanding these considerations, the Soviet prosecutor, on
February 14, 1946, opened the subject by presenting to the tribunal a
report by a Soviet extraordinary state commission of it

s investigation

o
f

the Katyn crime. It recited testimony, including a good deal o
f

hearsay and medical data, a
s

to the condition o
f

the exhumed bodies.

Qn this, experts based opinions that the executions took place during
the period o

f

German occupation and, therefore, that the Germans
were responsible.

-

Dr. Stahmer, counsel for Goering, made a prompt request to call
witnesses to contradict the Soviet report, which occasioned some disa
greement between the Soviet prosecutors and those representing Great
Britain and the United States. The Soviet lawyers took the view
that, since the court took “judicial notice” o
f

the report o
f

the ex
traordinary commission a
s
a state document, it could not b
e contra
dicted. Under Soviet law it probably could not, but would b
e en
titled to faith and credit—as a judgment, statute, o

r public act would

b
e

here. Nevertheless, we thought that it
s

nature was such that it was
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clearly open to contradiction. Then the Soviet lawyers proposed, if
the subject were opened, to call 10 witnesses. The tribunal, however,
ruled that it would “limit the whole of the evidence to three witnesses
on either side, because the matter is only subsidiary allegation of fact.”
Testimony of three witnesses for each was heard on the 1st and 2d
days of July 1946. What it was is a matter of record—I have cited
the record to you—and what it is worth is a matter of opinion. -

At the conclusion, neither side was satisfied with its own showing
and both asked to call additional witnesses. The Soviet, especially,
complained that they had been allowed to call only 3 of the 120 wit
nesses that appeared before the Soviet commission. The tribunal,
wisely, I think, refused to hear more of the subject.
The Soviet prosecutor appears to have abandoned the charge. The
tribunal did not convict the German defendants of the Katyn mas
sacre. Neither did it expressly exonerate them, as the judgment
made no reference to the Katyn incident. The Soviet judge dis
sented in some matters but did not mention Katyn.
This history will show that, if it is now deemed possible to estab
lish responsibility for the Katyn murders, nothing that was decided
by the Nuremberg tribunal or contended for by the American prose
cution will stand in your way.
Chairman MADDEN. Does that complete your formal statement, Mr.
Justice?
Mr. Justice JACKsoN. That is right. -

And I may say that my files supporting this are open to your coun
sel at any time, as I think he understands.
Chairman MADDEN. If you have any further comments to make be
fore the members propound questions, you are at liberty to many any
comments you desire.
Mr. Justice JACKSON. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
I think that tells the story of the situation, and I will be glad to
answer any questions that the committee wishes to ask about it

.

Chairman MADDEN. Do any members o
f

the committee have ques
tions?

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Chairman, may I just finish up one part of this
now?
Chairman MADDEN. Proceed.
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Jackson, will you refer to part 5 o

f

the Katyn
Forest Massacre Committee hearings held in Frankfurt, Germany,
page 1537, and will you read, please, the statement of Dr. Kempner?
Mr. Justice JACKsoN (reading):

Count I, conspiracy, and count II, crimes against peace, were handled by the
United States and by the British. Count III, war crimes, and count IV, crimes
against humanity, were divided up according to geographical regions o

r dis
tricts. The French handled the war crimes and crimes against humanity as far
as Western Europe was concerned. They were, so to speak, spokesmen, the
prosecuting spokesmen, for the French, for the Dutch, for the Belgians, and
other German-occupied western territories. The Russians were in charge o

f

war
crimes and crimes against humanity which were allegedly committed in the
eastern areas, and if I say eastern areas, I mean the Soviet Union, Poland, and
at the time they handled also Yugoslavia and Bulgaria, Czechoslovakia.

Mr. MITCHELL. Your prepared statement o
f

this morning has satis
factorily cleared u
p

any doubt that might be in the mind o
f anybody
concerning that statement; is that correct, sir? -
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Mr. Justice JACKSON. I think so.
Of course, there were crimes against Greece which were also in
cluded in the eastern territory. We included some against the Lith
uanians, Estonians, and the Baltic groups.
And while this division prevailed, it was not an absolute division,
for the reason that conspiracy to commit these crimes was the re
sponsibility of the Americans, and in establishing the conspiracy, we
put in a great deal of evidence on those crimes ourselves, as I pointed
Out.

We put in a great deal about Poland, although it was not in our
area on the crimes against humanity. It was in our area in the over-all
conspiracy charge.
So that it is a little difficult to say that a very exact division was
observed, because of the overlapping.
Chairman MADDEN. Mr. Counsel, for the record, I think you should
identify who Dr. Kempner is

.

.

Mr. Justice JACKSON. Dr. Kempner was a man who had been a Ger
man lawyer and was in the employ, I believe, of the OSS. My staff
was not a staff that I hired. I borrowed the staff from other depart
ments. I had no budget and I borrowed help. Dr. Kempner was bor
rowed from the OSS and assisted us there throughout the trial.
He then took a part in the subsequent trials.
Mr. MITCHELL. While participating, he was an American citizen,
was he not?
Mr. Justice JACKSON. Yes; I think that is the case.
Mr. MITCHELL. Will you now refer to page 3 of your prepared
statement, Mr. Justice?
In paragraph 2 the statement is made that:
We would keep hands off and leave the entire contest to the Soviet and German
lawyerS.

Now, there has been a great deal o
f

talk that representatives of the
United States, members o

f your staff, in some way or other, by impli
cation o

r by assistance, tried to assist the Soviets in the proving o
f

this
case. Do you, to your personal knowledge, know o

f any individual
who, in any way, participated in assisting the Soviets in proving this
case against the Nazis, that is

,

a
n American? -

Mr. Justice JACKsoN. That is a very difficult question to answer as

broadly as you have asked it
.

•

Our captured documents were set u
p

in a document room and our
captured documents were available to the Soviets and to the Germans.
For example, the document that the Soviets did use showing the tele.
gram about the German ammunition, that was an American-captured
document.
Our documents were available to both sides.
But that is the only document that we ever found.
Now, we did not permit the Soviets to g
o

into our document room
and make their own selections o
f

documents. If there was something
that bore on particularly their phase o
f

the case, I suppose that some

o
f

our people furnished them those documents.
Other than that, I know of no assistance. In fact, there was not a

great deal o
f

even conferring between their staff and ours because the
Soviets are not very sociable, I might say. They hesitate somewhat
to be too much with us.
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Mr. MITCHELL. Could you clear up for the record, please, the exact
function of General Mitchell, who was the executive secretary? I
believe it was he. Was he the American who was in control of mak
ing arrangements for the lawyers to meet?
Mr. Justice JACKSON. I cannot give you much information about£" Mitchell. He was not under my control and he was not on myStaff.

The tribunal, when it arrived, set up its own staff, and General
Mitchell was selected by somebody to represent, as general secretary—
I believe it was called—the tribunal. He did not in any way represent
me. He was not a lawyer, and I suppose any instructions that he had
came from the tribunal.

-

We had an American that I had asked to remain over there, Mr.
Willey, now Clerk of the United States Supreme Court, who had gone
over to help set up courts in that country. I asked him to come to
Nuremberg to assist in the clerical work of the tribunal. The tribunal,
however, got General Mitchell and put him over all four of the repre
sentatives.

Mr. MITCHELL. Do you know, to your own personal knowledge,
whether any member of your staff participated in the discussions
between the German counsel and the Soviet counsel?
Mr. Justice JACKsoN. I could not say. I think they may have been
present as observers, or something of that sort, because we were much
concerned about not having a situation that would prolong this trial.
But we took no part in any arrangements between the Soviets and the
Germans about it

.

We thought that was their fight.
Mr. MITCHELL. Therefore, any member o

f your staff had no specific
instructions from you to participate in preparing the case one way o

r
the other?
Mr. Justice JACKsoN. Oh, no.
Mr. MITCHELL. No further questions.
Chairman MADDEN. Mr. Machrowicz.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Mr. Justice, referring to the final paragraphs o

f

your statement, you state that:
The Soviet prosecutor appears to have abandoned the charge. The tribunal
did not convict the German defendants of the Katyn massacre * *.

That is based upon the fact that there were no findings made by the
tribunal; is that correct?
Mr. Justice JACKsoN. That is right.
Mr. MACHROWICZ. Since the question has been raised a

t

various
times, I would like to have you give us your statement as to whether

it could have been possible, if proper testimony had been adduced at

the hearing, to convict the Soviets o
f

the crime at the Nuremberg
trial, in view o

f

the four power nature o
f

that tribunal?
Mr. Justice JACKSON. It could not.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. Will you explain why?
Mr. Justice JACKSON. They had not been indicted.
And if you will make reference to the very first page, you will see
that my authority was only to prepare and prosecute charges o
f atroci

ties and war crimes “against such o
f

the leaders o
f

the European Axis
Powers and their principal agents and accessories as the United States
may agree with any o
f

the United Nations to bring to trial before an
international military tribunal.”
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Mr. MACHRowICz. So it could not have been presented at the Nurem
berg trial. -

- Mr. Justice JACKSON. It surely could not have been, nor was I at
liberty to negotiate on any such subject.

- * :

. Mr. MACHRow ICz. Did you at any time receive any instructions from
anyone in authority to treat the Katyn case in any other manner
than the other portions of the indictment against the Germans?
Mr. Justice JACKsoN. No. As a matter of fact, I received very little
instruction from anybody. The thing was a lawyer's job, and I had
no instructions. If I may be so blunt as to say so, I thought that
having once gotten me into it

,

there was a pronounced disposition to

leave everything to me. I will not say exactly that it was to “pass the
buck,” but I was in charge of it.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. Do you have with you the exchange o

f any cables

o
r

other messages that were sent prior to the presentation o
f

the Katyn
case between you and any other representative o

f

the United States
Government? -

Mr. Justice JACKSON. There was no cable that I know of, except
the cable that I referred to, from General Clay, which I do have here.

It is classified “Secret,” and perhaps should not become a part of the
record. But I should b

e perfectly satisfied to have the committee
See it.

Mr. MACHRow ICZ. May I ask whether you have any recollection of

receiving a cable from Ambassador Lane in Warsaw?

LMr. Justice JACKSON.
This, I suppose, originated with Ambassador

alle.

Mr. MITCHELL. Could the committee see that, please?
Mr. Justice JACKsoN. Yes, certainly.

It may be a paraphrase, and may not, I don’t know.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Is that dated December 16, 1945?
Mr. Justice JACKsoN. No; January 21, 1946. -

Mr. MACHRowICZ. I would like to have you examine this exhibitI have here, which purports to be a cablegram from Ambassador Lane

to Secretary o
f

State Stettinius atWashington, with a copy to Berlin,
Justice Jackson, Nuremberg, bearing the date o

f

December 16, 1945,

and I ask you whether you have a recollection of seeing that document?
Mr. Justice JACKSON. I could not say whether I ever saw that or not.

I certainly would not say that I did not. There was a vast amount

o
f

material pouring in on us, and we had a number o
f people working

o
n different branches o
f

the case. I surely would not say that it

might not have come to the attention o
f somebody in a responsible

position with me.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. Do you remember any information received from
Warsaw o

r Washington which would give you advice, let u
s say,

similar to that contained in that cablegram?
Mr. Justice JACKsoN. That was consistent with our attitude, and

I have no recollection of any specific inference. -

Mr. MACHRowICZ. You referred in your statement to statements
made b
y

Colonel Van Vliet, Colonel Stewart, and Colonel Szymanski.

I believe you referred to Colonel Szymanski, who had testified before
this committee. Is that correct?

-

Mr. Justice JACKSON. That is where I heard about it.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. Did you read those statements?
Mr. Justice JACKSON. No; I have not.
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Mr. MACHRowICz. Have you read the statements of witnesses that
appeared to give testimony before this committee?
Mr. Justice JACKSON. No. I have not had time to do so.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. You are aware, however, that these three, Colonel
Van Vliet, Colonel Stewart, and Colonel Szymanski, did, prior to
December 1945, make reports to the Department of the Defense in
dicating Russian guilt for the Katyn massacre?
Mr. Justice JACKSON. I am so informed now; yes. -

Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Looking in retrospect, would you not think, then,
that it would have been of assistance to you had you had those reports
in your possession at the time? -

r. Justice JACKsoN. Of course, any information would have been
helpful. If we had had information of that kind, I cannot pass on
whether this would have been adequate, but if we had had adequate
information of Russian guilt, we would not have consented at all
to have it in. It would have strengthened our hand in keeping it
out immensely and probably would have resulted in the Soviets not
making the accusation.
Mr. MACHRowicz. The point I wish to make is that you know now
that prior to December 1945 the United States Government did have
certain officials reports, namely, reports of Colonel Van Vliet, Colonel
Stewart, and Colonel Szymanski, which very strongly indicated Soviet
ilt.s' Justice JACKSON. I understand they had such statements.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Can you give us any reason that you might know
of why those reports were not made available to you?
Mr. Justice£ I do not know where they were. You must
remember that communication at that time was very difficult. I do
not know where the reports may have been. I do not know what
their reasons may have been for not calling them to our attention.
Since we did not propose to go into the litigation of this issue,
they may have, knowing our attitude, thought they were not important.I would not know what their reasons were.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. Referring to a remark contained on page 5 of
your statement, you state that the attitude of the Polish Government
in exile was that the case should not be presented at Nuremberg; is
that correct?
Mr. Justice JACKsoN. That is what they concluded.
Iwill give you the photostats of the letter.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Which letter are you referring to? The letter
of the 12 Members of the Parliament? -

Mr. Justice JACKSON. Yes. I will give you photostats of that.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. General Anders did offer to testify if he was
requested to do so, by the tribunal; is that correct?
Mr. Justice JACKsoN. I did not know of that until his book, as I
have said, I did not know that Stahmer, who was Goering's counsel,
had asked him to testify. I did know that Stahmer knew that these
conversations to which Anders was a party had taken place, because
the Germans filed with the tribunal a request for documents which
would show that they knew that.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Is there anything in these documents, Mr. Justice,
which would indicate that this communication from the members of
the Polish Parliament was sent to you as a result of instigation by the
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British authorities, or as a result of conference with the British
authorities?
Mr. Justice JACKSON. No; I do not think so. I do not recall any
thing in it that would give that indication:
Mr. MACHRowICZ. That is all, Mr. Chairman.
Chairman MADDEN. Mr. Dondero.
Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Justice Jackson, there is one thing in your state
ment that caused me to raise my eyebrows, and I am sure you may be
able to help us on it

.

It is on page 4, at the bottom of the page:
Second, if we were ever to depart from the policy of presenting documentary
evidence, this atrocity was not a suitable instance because we knew of no wit
nesses who could supply oral proof to establish the identity of the perpe
trators * * *.

Now, the Nuremberg trial took place in 1945 and 1946.
Mr. Justice JACKsoN. That is right.
Mr. DONDERO. There was presented to us—I will have to make this
statement to you—there was presented to this committee a

t Frankfurt,
Germany, what is known a

s
a protocol o
r

statement signed by 1
2

medical experts, representing a
t

least 6 different governments o
f Eu

rope, some o
f

them neutral governments, to the effect that when the
raves o

f

these men were discovered by the Germans they had invited

in these experts to make an examination o
f

the bodies and to file such
statement a

s they saw fit.
These 12 did so at the grave site, and such statement is now known

a
s

the protocol which was offered in evidence before our committee
and is now a part o

f

the record.
When we were in Europe we called before us as witnesses some o

f

those 12, who were still living, and I recall the doctor from Denmark,
Dr. Tramsen, and Dr. Naville, from Switzerland, and Dr. Miloslavich,

o
f Yugoslavia.

It appeared that the other doctors who lived in the countries that
have since been taken behind the iron curtain have committed suicide,
or have died.

I do not have that statement before me, but it is dated as I recall,

in May o
f

1943, which would be more than 2 years before the Nurem
berg trials.
They stated that in the protocol these Polish officers or intelligentsia
were killed, in their opinion, sometime in the autumn o

f

1939 or the
early part o

f

1940. At that time, the ground in which these bodies
were found was in possession o

f

the Russians, and it is on Russian soil.
My question is: Did the tribunal of which you were a part, have
before it any of that evidence either of that protocol or of the 1

2

doctors, representing some o
f

the neutral nations, who made their
findings at the graves in 1943?

-

Mr. Justice JACKsoN. First, I would like to say that I was not a

part o
f

the tribunal. I was a prosecutor before the tribunal.
However, we knew o
f

that report. What the tribunal knew about

it I think was put in evidence by the Germans. That report was the
subject o
f

the controversy. The Germans had their report signed by
the 12 doctors. The Russians had their extraordinary commission re
port, in which their doctors had looked at these bodies, not the same
bodies perhaps, but they had exhumed bodies, and they gave their ex
pert opinions.
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Mr. DoNDERO. Was that last-named commission wholly Russian?
Mr. Justice JACKsoN. That is right.
Now, at the request of the Germans, we located Dr. Naville, whomI think you swore, and you will find in my statement at page 13, in
the fine print, Congressman Dondero, that the tribunal allowed him
to Goering, provided he could be located.
We found him in Switzerland, but he informed the tribunal that he
saw no use in coming as a witness for Goering. In other words, some
of these witnesses that may be available today were not going to help
Goering and his crowd. That was the attitude of General Anders.
That correspondence was conducted between Goering's lawyer and
General Anders, and he was not willing to come at their request.
We did not want to get into expert testimony. The Russians did
have an enormous number of alleged witnesses, and we would be there
yet if it called their 120 witnesses and the German witnesses.
The tribunal limited it to three on a side. That was not at our
request, although I may say I was greatly relieved when I found
that they had done it

.

And I do not criticize them for it because, in the conditions of that
time, I do not think it would have been a profitable inquiry.
Mr. DoNDERO. The court had been in session a considerable length

o
f time, I think 9 months, and it wanted to wind up its hearings and

disband.

Mr. Justice JACKsoN. That is right.
Mr. DoNDERO. Now, I have one more thing.
You spoke of the German ammunition. Did the tribunal call be
fore it any o

f

the manufacturers o
f

German ammunition to testify?
Mr. Justice JACKSON. No. There was no request from the Germans
to do so.
You will find all that I know about the German ammunition in the
fine print on note 20, on page 9. There was a letter which followed,
and we never found the letter. It may b

e in existence. What the
letter would have shown, we do not know.
Mr. DoNDERO. The reason for asking you that question is this:
There was presented to this committee in Frankfurt, Germany, the
head, o

r

the president o
f

the company that made the ammunition,
with his books, showing that firm had sold ammunition to the three
Baltic States, and also to Russia some years before World War II

had broken out. That rather indicated that even though it was
German ammunition that was used in the killing of these men, there
was a

n explanation as to how it got into the hands of the Russians.
They had purchased it

.

r. Justice JACKsoN. That piece o
f

evidence we did not regard as

o
f any significance to ourselves, because o
f

the fact that so much
ammunition changes hands. You might find American-made guns in

the hands o
f

some o
f

these other people. You cannot tell b
y

the gun
that is used who shot it.

Mr. DoNDERO. The reason why I am inquiring of you, Mr. Justice,
regarding that protocol o
f

the 1
2 doctors, is that this committee felt

if they could fix the time that these men were killed, they could also
fix the guilt.
Mr. Justice JACKsoN. That is right.
Mr. DONDERO. And these doctors, some o

f

them from neutral coun
tries, signing this statement showing that they were shot either in the
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fall of 1939 or the cold months of 1940, up to May 1, indicated that
at that time Russia was in complete control of that part of her terri
tory on which the graves were found. So that it made it almost
physically impossible for the Germans to have committed the crime.
Mr. Justice JACKSON. If you fix the time of that crime, you fix the
responsibility. I fully agree.
Mr. DONDERO. That was the opinion of this committee.
Mr. Justice JACKSON. But the difficulty, from our point of view,
about that, was that all that we had by which to fix the time was the
opinion of doctors, based on the condition of the bodies.

-

While I do not want to say anything disrespectful of a brother
profession, God save the man who has to prove his case by expert testi
mony, because it is a terrible proposition.
The Russians had their doctors, too, and they called one of the
German doctors who testified.
Mr. DoNDERO. Was there anything submitted, Mr. Justice, in the
Nuremberg trial as to mute evidence found on the bodies of these men?
Mr. Justice JACKSON. Except as is found in these reports.
Mr. DONDERO. There were presented to this committee post cards,
letters, and other documents found in the pockets of these men. But
none of them bore a date later than May 1, 1940.
Mr. Justice JACKSON. You had a great deal of evidence that we did
not have.

-

Mr. DONDERO. That you did not have?
Mr. Justice JACKSON. That is right; a great deal of it

.
Mr. DoNDERO. There is just one thing more, and that is at the bottom

o
f page 4:

The Polish Government then in power at Warsaw kept a delegation a
t

Nuremberg which cooperated closely with the Soviet in all matters. -

At that time, Mr. Justice, Warsaw was in complete control of the
Russian Government, was it not?
Mr. Justice JACKSON. That is correct.
Mr. DoNDERO. That is all I have, Mr. Chairman.
Chairman MADDEN. Mr. O’Konski.
Mr. O'KONSKI. Mr. Justice, here is the conclusion o

f

the committee:
The evidence, testimony, records, and exhibits recorded by this committee
through its investigations and hearings during the last 9 months overwhelmingly
will show the people of the world that Russia is directly reseponsible for the
Katyn massacre.

And here is the significance:
Throughout our entire proceedings there has not been a scintilla o

f proof
or even any remote circumstancial evidence that could indict any other nation
in this international crime.

How many staff members did your division, or your office, have at

the Nuremberg trials?
Mr. Justice JACKSON. We had a very large number. I do not know
just what you wish to include in that. We had translators and inter
preters. I never knew just what our staff consisted of because the .

Army did a great many things in connection with it
.

But it was a

very large number.
Mr. O’KONSKI. Would that run into the thousands?
Mr. Justice JACKsoN: No, I think that at its maximum, including
translators, people assigned b

y

the Army to run mimeograph ma
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chines—we had to make copies in four languages of everything that
was used in the tribunal—I think our American personnel at its
maximum was about 750.
Mr. O'KoNSKI. This committee was made up of seven members,
and we had one counsel and one investigator. We came to this
conclusion.
Now, since the conclusion was so obvious, is it not logical to assume,
then, that either one of two things happened at Nuremberg:
No. 1. Your staff did not make a conscientious effort to get the
evidence, or
No. 2. The evidence which was available at that time was deliber
ately withheld from your people?

-

Is not that a logical conclusion after listening to the conclusion
of this committee?
Mr. Justice JACKsoN. No; that is not a logical conclusion, Mr.
O’Konski. You have used a great deal of evidence, if I rely on the
newspapers, that we could not have introduced. . We could not call
a witness, for instance, who was masked so that his identity could not
be determined. We could not use that kind of testimony.
You may be entirely satisfied with evidence because you, no doubt,
know the man and know his history.
But I use that merely as an example of the availability of evidence
to a congressional committee that we could not have used in court
if we had found it. My staff was never instructed—and I take the
full responsibility for it—was never instructed to investigate this
atrocity, because, from the very beginning w

e

told the Soviets, and
the Germans well understood it

,

that it was to be settled between
them.
Chairman MADDEN. Mr. Sheehan.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Mr. Justice, I have one or two questions with refer
ence to the Nuremberg trials and the Korean situation a

s

we know

it today.
First of all, on page 6

, I want to refer to two sentences in your
statement. No. 1 is:
We did not learn of any usable evidence in American possession.

No. 2 is:

I knew of nothing, at any time during the trial, of Colonel Van Vliet, Colonel
'Stewart, or Colonel Szymanski.

In talking to Congressman Machrowicz a little while ago, you said
that if you had some of that evidence brought to your attention at the
trial you would not have permitted the Katyn phase o

f
it to be put on

the indictment; is that right?
Mr. Justice JACKSON. If that had been available to us before October
20 o

r

the 18th—I have forgotten whether it was the 18th or the 20th
that the indictment was filed—we might very well have kept this out

o
f

the case entirely.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Is that 1945, or 1946?
Mr. Justice JACKSON. 1945.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Did anyone from our State Department make any
attempt to give you any evidence that they had about the Katyn situa
tion, any material?
Mr. Justice Jackson. No.
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Mr. SHEEHAN. Did anybody in the Army Intelligence, G-2, make
any attempt at any time to give you any evidence that they had 2
Mr. Justice JACKSON. I have recited to you exactly what they gave
us, the date that they gave it

,

and I have it in my files available to

your counsel.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Permit me to be specific. I mean things like the
Van Vliet report, things which have disappeared that you could not
have had. -

Mr. Justice JACKSON. I never heard of the Van Vliet report until I

heard it was lost.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Then there was Captain Gilder, who gave a report to

G–2, who was a British officer who went to Katyn and testified on this
report that the Russians were guilty. Did you ever get that report?
Mr. Justice JACKsoN. I never got that report.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Therefore, should not an attempt have been made by
our American officials in the State Department, the executive, o

r

the
G–2, to bring to your attention all the evidence they had, such a

s

reports from military attachés, ambassadors, and so forth?
Mr. Justice JACKSON. I am not prepared to criticize them.
Mr. SHEEHAN. It is not criticism; I just called it to your attention.
Mr. Justice JACKSON. It would be criticism if I said they should
have brought it to my attention, and did not.
You have to remember the conditions at that time. The Army was
closing up a war over there. I am not going to criticize the other
services. -

If I had known of and asked for something and they had withheld it

from me, then I should criticize them. But the fact that they did not
bring something to my attention that now would appear to have been
useful to have had—you see, we had so much. We had over 100,000
documents that my staff screened out. We translated over 5,000 doc
uments and put in evidence over 4,000 documents, making our
documentary case.

It is hard to say that they were under any criticism because they
did not produce it

.

That is a conclusion for the committee to draw,
and not for me to say.
Mr. SHEEHAN. I might only remark on that, Mr. Justice, that if we
waited for some of these documents to come from G-2 and the State
Department we would b

e in the same mess you fellows were in in

Nuremberg. We get what we are looking for specifically, and we
fight for them.
Now, I will ask my other question.
As you can well see, the Nuremberg trials have had an effect on this
Katyn investigation, and our committee has gone o

n

record rather
informally that the Congress should do something about the Korean
problem, because we have found our American soldiers murdered in

much the same manner a
s

the Polish soldiers were, with their hands
tied behind their backs and with a single bullet hole. Some o
f
u
s

have concerned ourselves about the international military tribunal, the
precedent you men set u
p
in London and Nuremberg. S
o

that some o
f

the questions our committee is interested in come from that particular
angle, and I would like to phrase them to you in this way:
No. 1

, I want to ask about the precedent that you set up at Nurem
berg. When I say “you,” I mean the Nuremberg trials, the Inter
national Military Tribunal.
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We have heard much in the last couple of months and several years
of guilt by association, and you have personal feelings on that, I
aSSUllme.

However, in State Department Document 3080, you point out—and,
if you want, I will read it to you—that the purpose of the Nuremberg
trials was only to find certain organizations guilty so, by the same
token, you can then find a lot of individuals guilty.
Is that a good legal and moral premise?
Mr. JUSTICE JACKsoN. That is not the premise that I stated.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Just so that we may know the interpretation, may I
read your direct quotation there?
Mr. JUSTICE JACKsoN. You can take thinks out of context.
Mr. SHEEHAN. No; I will read the whole paragraph. All right,
whatever you like.
This is document published by the State Department, No. 3080,
which was the stenographic record of the report of the London Con
ference which set up the International Military Tribunal. You are
the author of this particular document, and the quotation I have here,
according to the document, is:
I have never thought of this as a permanent tribunal. The whole American
plan which was professed here was designed to reach a very large number of
people at a single trial, or, at most, perhaps a very few trials. That is the
reason we have tried to reach people through organizations. We have not
thought of it as a trial of 15 or 30 people, but we have thought of it as a trial
the result of which would affect thousands of people at least.

And in your direct testimony here you said you only heard from 13
oral witnesses.
Do you think this procedure of indicting a couple of organizations
and indicting all the people per se is a proper legal and moral thought?
Mr. JUSTICE JACKsoN. Not if you put it that way. That is not what
we did; that is not what we proposed to do.
I can explain it to you if you care to have the explanation.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Yes.
Mr. JUSTICE JACKsoN. Certain organizations, such as the SS, the
SA, the Gestapo, were founded for certain purposes. Men joined those
well knowing their purposes. We did not propose to start out to
find each individual and have eachI' the question of the
character of his party.
That is one of the difficulties that is inherent in the present situation
in the United States in which in each individual case involving Com
munists you are going over the same old material about the central
core of the party and its teachings and what they mean.
We proposed to put the organization on trial and ascertain it

s pur
poses, its character, and have that declared. Anyone who showed any
interest in it should have the right to come in and make a defense

o
f

the organization; but, once that had been found, the individual
could not thereafter say, “Well, it is true I joined it; I participated,
but it was an innocent organization.”
But what he could say was, “It is true I joined it, but I had a gun

a
t my back,” o
r “I was defrauded into it; I did not understand it.”
But the central core of guilt or innocence of the party, the group

o
f

the SA and the Gestapo, we proposed to dispose of in one trial.
And I think you will find that was explained clearly throughout
those London proceedings.
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Now, those proceedings took place before we knew that the Control
Council was going to set up a denazification policy, which I had
nothing to do with. If we had known that, we would not have
bothered probably with the organizations, because the denazification
program went considerable farther, on paper, at least, than any pro
posal that we made.
But the proposal was to try, first, the general purposes, plan, teach
ings, and criminality of the organization as such, and then to allow
any individual to be heard as to why he participated in it

.

Mr. SHEEHAN. Thank you.
That straightens that out, because it concerned me that you were
going to affect thousands o

f people by trying the organization.
Mr. Justice JACKSON. It is very confusing. Discussions among
four men with different legal systems is very confusing.
Mr. SHEEHAN. I am only reading from the record, and we like

to straighten this out because our committee is concerned about the
Nuremburg phase.
Another thing that concerns us and which you probably will be able

to straighten out is this: You stated in these London hearings, in Docu
ment 3080, that you expressed grave doubts about the trial procedure,
and you went on to make it clear that the proposals were to be con
tained, setting up the trial, in an executive agreement by the Presi
dent as Commander in Chief.
Otherwise, you stated, the delays would occur because the agree
ment would then have to be ratified by the United States Senate.
My question is: This idea o

f bypassing the Senate to get a commit
ment o

n foreign agreements, was that set up to you as a matter o
f

policy that you had to follow, o
r

was this your idea?
Mr. Justice JACKSON. How do you mean “set up to" me?
Mr. SHEEHAN. Set up by executive agreement, the Nuremberg trial.
Mr. Justice JACKSON. Certainly. That was the policy of the United
States, to work this out by executive agreement.
Mr. SHEEHAN. And not to give in at all to the United States Senate?
Mr. Justice JACKSON. The resolution that Congress had had—I do
not recall what became o

f

it—went farther than anything we proposed.
Mr. SHEEHAN. These are just personal questions.
Let me put it this way: Do you think that this idea o

f working out
all these things b

y

executive agreements and bypassing the Congress
and the Senate are good for the country in the long run?
Mr. Justice JACKSON. In view of the cases that come before our
courts sometimes, I think I would rather not express an opinion on
the general policy o

f

matters o
f

that kind. It depends very much on
what it is.
Mr. SHEEHAN. All right. I respect your opinion.
The reason why I bring that up is because of this fact: We have
recently been apprised that a certain Chinese jurist who served on
the International Military Tribunal in the Far East crimes has
brought up something. His name is Mei Ju-so. He is accusing the
United States now o
fmilitary crimes, germ warfare, et cetera, against
the Koreans and the Chinese. He has proposed publicly someday

to bring us to trial, if they are ever victorious, for these crimes.
Now, in view of the precedent that we have set up in the Nurem
berg trials, after every war may not there b

e

these wholesale trials

o
f

both civilian and military personnel?
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Mr. Justice JACKsoN. I have answered that several times in this
way, Mr. Sheehan: What is new about the Nuremberg trials is not
that the conquered is executed by the victor. What is new about the
Nuremberg trials is that he gets a trial before he is punished.
And, if I am ever captured by the Soviets, I will thank God if I
get as fair a trial as we gave the Germans at Nuremberg. I do not
expect it

,

and I beg for it, because the tribunal acquitted a great many

o
f

the people that we thought, on the face o
f

what information we had,
were guilty.
But many of them were acquitted o

n

some o
f

the charges, and some

o
f

them were acquitted on all o
f

the charges.I have never heard even the Germans, even Lord Malmesbury,
criticize us for having trials. He said these trials were fair, and that is

what I would not expect if I got captured by the other side.
Mr. SHEEHAN. I am quite willing to agree with you.
Mr. Justice JACKSON. I do not think we would wait for that.
Mr. SHEEHAN. There is one other thought I would like to have you
dwell on, if you will, and I think that perhaps I ought to read your
quotation from the report. This is your statement:
Now, it may be that we were mistaken in our attitude and philosophy and
that what Germany has done is right and legal, but I am not here to confess
the error, nor to confess that the United States was wrong in regarding this as
an illegal war from the beginning and in believing that the great crime of
crimes in our generation was the launching of a needless war in Europe.

In other words, from the document, apparently there was some
question as to whether o

r

not you were right.
In view of the situation as we see it in Korea, and in view of the
results o

f

the Nuremburg trials, would you care to make any com
ment a

s

to whether o
r

not you think that, as o
f now, the Nuremberg

trials served a useful purpose?
Mr. Justice JACKSON. Of course, I am not entirely a disinterested
witness on that, you understand.
Mr. SHEEHAN. I realize that.
Mr. Justice JACKsoN. I think they did. I think that, had it not
been for the trials, you never could have had the collection o

f

docu
ments which exhibit the origin o

f

that war as they do now.
These men in the dock had a chance to deny these documents and,

a
s

the tribunal pointed out, there were almost none o
f

them denied.
Then, too, we showed—and I think it is important to the future of

international law—that the lawyers representing four different sys
tems o

f

law can find common ground for settling a controversy by
judicial process instead o

f resorting to war.I think that maybe in the long run the best thing that was accom
plished is that, because heretofore it has always been thought that
you could not do that kind o

f thing.
Then, too, there is a store o

f

documents that if they were properly
used, in my opinion—and it is my opinion you are asking for—if they
were properly used, would very greatly strengthen the position o

f

democracy in Germany. I think they have never been properly used,
brought to the attention o
f

the German people.I will give you one example only, because I do not suppose you want

to spend all day on this.

r. Speer, who was the Minister o
f Production, testified a
s

to his
conversations with Hitler and with other of the high Nazi officials



1964 THE KATYN FOREST MASSACRE

after it was apparent that we were going to take Germany. He tried
to get them not to destroy bridges, electric-light plants, and other
things, pointing out that the German people would be the ones who
would suffer if those things were destroyed.
He pointed out it was the German people who had to live there;
the rest of us did not. And Hitler's remarks about the German people,
that they were undeserving, I think is one of the most important assets
the United States and the other powers have for a free Germany
against the rising nazism, if it had been exploited.
Those things are at least available. -

Then I think we established the principle that aggressive war is a
crime, and I am for that principle. I do not care whether the aggres
sion comes from our side or the other. We cannot have a rule of inter
national law that applies only one way.I feel that a great deal was accomplished. But, as I say, I am an
interested witness, and there are those of distinction and ability who
disagree with me.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Could you enlarge on the term “aggressive warfare”?
Mr. Justice JACKsoN. By “aggressive warfare” as defined to the
tribunal, we could not get the Russians to agree on a definition of it.

In the document which you have been quoting, you will find we spent

a good deal o
f

time. We endeavored to adopt their definition as con
tained in the Baltic treaties. But they did not want to adopt their
own definition. -

It was not very important to us for the particular purposes of

Nuremberg, because, in view o
f

the documents that we had, Hitler's
instructions to his generals, and his conversations and speeches to

them in what he thought were private gatherings, his conduct was
aggressive by anybody's definition.
So, it did not become very important to us.
But we have never been able to agree on a definition o

f

what con
stitutes aggression.
Mr. SHEEHAN. My reason for asking that question, Mr. Justice, is

that it seems to me that North Korea, in view o
f

the present situation

in Korea, certainly by any standards would b
e judged a
n aggressor,

and, I think, China, with all the assistance and everything she has
been giving to North Korea, there is the possibility o

f

their being
judged aggressors.
Also the Russians, with their help in arms and ammunition and now
soldiers, they might be so judged.

- - -

But no nation has called anybody an aggressor except the North
Koreans. Yet we, b

y

the terms o
f

the philosophy that you are ex
pounding, certainly would classify them a

s aggressors, and yet we
take n

o

action to brand them to the world as aggressors.
You may or may not want to comment on that.
Mr. Justice JACKSON. I think I would rather not comment on that.
Mr. SHEEHAN. That is all I have, Mr. Chairman.
Chairman MADDEN. Mr. O’Konski.
Mr. O'KONSKI. Would you consider the Russian unprovoked attack
upon Finland in 1939 as an aggression, Mr. Justice Jackson?
Mr. Justice JACKSON. I would rather not pass judgment o

n that,
because I have never examined the documents, as I have in this case.

If you asked me my offhand impression from what I read in the news
papers, my answer would be the same as yours. If you ask my opinion
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as one who feels some responsibility for his opinions on legal subjects,
I would say that I have not adequate information.
Mr. O'KoNSKI. The same thing would apply in the case where
Russia took over Latvia, Lithuania, and Estonia before 1940, and the
same thing would probably apply to the manner in which Russia took
over half of Poland in league with Hitler in September of 1939.
That may be neither here nor there, because under the regulations
and under the manner in which your high tribunal was established—
by “your.” I mean the£ efforts of the four major powers—
you do not bring the charge, and I notice the United States was
allocated the over-all responsibility on conspiracy to incite and wage
a war of aggression. That was the American responsibility at the
Nuremberg trials.
Under the procedure, there was no way in which the United States
of America, in meeting its responsibilities of this allocation of power,
could have brought the charge against Russia, of aggression against
Finland, Latvia, Lithuania, Estonia, and Poland. There was no way
in which it could be done at Nuremberg, was there?
Mr. Justice JACKsoN. That is true. But you will find, with reference
to Latvia, Estonia, and the Baltic States, that we refused to accede
to their description of them in the indictment. We had a consid
erable rumpus about it because, from their description, the inference
was possible that they were a part of Soviet territory, as I guess they
are now, in fact.
And we refused to accept that. And we came near not being able
to file an indictment because of our disagreement about it

.

Finally, in order to get on with the business, I let them file the
indictment, and I filed with it a statement that nothing in that indict
ment could b

e construed a
s
a recognition o
f any claims of the Soviet

Union in any of those states.
So that there could never be a claim made that we had in any way
recognized the validity o

f

Russian action in those states.
Mr. O'KONSKI. In the same manner, Mr. Justice, even if the various
agencies o

f

the Government had given you all this evidence which
was available, that the Communists were responsible for the Katyn
murders, still you could not do anything about it even if you had
that evidence; is not that correct? You could not do anything about

it
,

under the procedure o
f

the trial?
Mr. Justice JACKSON. We could not have proceeded against them.
What we could have done would b

e that with that strengthening
our hand, we could have insisted that it not be brought in at all. But
you would be in the same place you are today; you would not have it

settled. -

Mr. O'KoNSKI. Then I would like to have your comment on this,
Mr. Justice: If a nation has committed vast crimes against humanity

o
r

has committed vast acts o
f aggression, be sure to get on the winning

side o
f

the war, get a seat on the high tribunal, and you can never be
prosecuted for the crimes that you have committed.
In other words, suppose, in the closing days of the Korean war,
Russia should reverse itself and join us as an ally and then sit at the
table o
f

the high tribunal. As long as they are on the winning side,

a
s long as they get a seat on the high tribunal, there is no way in which
they could ever be prosecuted for their acts, crimes against humanity,

o
r

acts o
f aggression; is not that right?

93744–52—pt. 7–10
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Mr. Justice JACKSON. I do not know how you could ever prosecute
a prisoner that you cannot capture. Even in our own domestic society
you first have to get physical power over him before you can do
anything to him.

-

Mr. O'KONSKI. The thing that worries me, Mr. Justice, is that, the
way the tribunal was set up a nation can go on. From our investiga
tion there is no difference between Hitler and Stalin. I think that
your tribunal did a very good job in hanging the Germans who were
responsible for these acts against humanity.
But in our investigation all the way through, we found out that the
acts of genocide by the Communists are just as vicious as the acts of
genocide used by Hitler. They are of the same pattern, cut out of
the same cloth.
It seems to me that, according to the way the tribunal was set up,
Russia is going to be able to get by with its program of genocide and
never get to trial, because they have maneuvered themselves into the
position of being on the winning side and get a seat as a judge.
Mr. Justice JACKSON. I will make a bargain with you,Mr. Congress
man. If you will capture Stalin, I will try him.
Mr. O'KONSKI. I will ask for that job myself to be sure he hangs. I
wouldn’t trust another Nuremberg trial.
Chairman MADDEN. Mr. Machrowicz.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Mr. Justice, apparently there has been some con
fusion as to the position of the London government at the time of
these hearings. So there may be no misunderstanding, I would like
to read from the last paragraph of the letter you presented us, the let
ter from the parliamentary group to you dated February 15, 1946.
That letter points to the fact that there is strong indication of Russian
guilt, and they state as follows: -

These circumstances show that the fate of the Polish Officers in the Russian
POW camps has not yet been fully elucidated.
The crime perpetrated upon them at Katyn, contrary to every feeling of
humanity and violating international law and custom, does not only concern the
families of the victims. The entire Polish Nation is entitled to demand that
this tragedy be cleared up.
In view of these facts and circumstances, the undersigned would like to express
the opinion that it would be ill-advised to include the Katyn case in the tasks of
the Nuremberg Tribunal. This case is of a special character and needs, in order
to be fully elucidated, to be examined apart and treated independently by an
international judicial body.

Would you not say that their position was that in view of the fact
that there is a strong indication of Russian guilt and in view of the
fact that the tribunal, as constituted at Nuremberg, could not possibly

find Russian guilt; that they did not consider that the proper tribunal
to try the case? Is that a fair statement of their position?
Mr. JUSTICE JACKSON. That is a fair statement of their position, and
that is what I understood their position to be, and I agreed with that.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. That is all, Mr. Chairman.
Chairman MADDEN. Do any other members of the committee have
any questions?
Mr. SHEEHAN. I have one or two questions, Mr. Chairman.
I just want to get this on the record for our purposes, Mr. Justice.
When you and I were talking, you referred to that Soviet agreement
in 1933, where they did agree with certain Baltic States about the
definition of crimes of aggression.
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I think, for the purpose of our members here, I would like to read
the four things they did agree to as being crimes of aggression in this
1933 agreement:

1. Declaration of war upon another state.
-

2. Invasion by its armed forces with or without a declaration of War of the
territory of another state.
3. Attack by its land, naval, or air forces with or without a declaration of war
On the territory, vessels, or aircraft of another State.
4. Provision of support to armed bands formed in the territory of another
state, or refusal, notwithstanding the request of the invaded state, to take in
its own territory all the measures in its power to deprive those bands of all
assistance or protection.

That was the agreement that Russia signed in 1933 at a convention
for the definition of aggression signed at London by Rumania, Estonia,
Latvia, Poland, Turkey, the Soviet Union, Persia, and Afghanistan.
. I merely relate that to the committee because, judging from the
conduct of Russia during the last 10 years, she has been£y of every
single one of the acts of aggression, by her own definition.
Mr. JUSTICE JACKSON. That is the definition I tried to get adopted,
because, logically, if you were prosecuting persons for aggression, it
would be well to include a definition.
But, as I say, for our purposes, the failure to have a definition of
aggression was not serious because, under any definition of aggression,
Hitler's acts would come within it.
But they refused to accept as general the definition which they had
applied in these particular treaties.
Mr. SHEEHAN. As a matter of information, for our committee, Mr.
Justice—and in this I understand in your position on the Supreme
Court you may not want to talk to us except in an executive session—
but we were thinking actually of what we could do to bring this to
the attention of the world in the sense that, from the definitions as we
know them at Nuremberg, and from the regular practices of law, if

,

on the basis o
f

the findings o
f Katyn, if we could not still indict

Russia for aggression on the basis o
f

the knowledge we have?
Of course, as you say, we did not have the prisoner. It is a question

o
f

world opinion.

-

Mr. JUSTICE JACKSON. I gathered from your interim report that you
had done that. The difficulty is that you do not have the prisoner.
Mr. SHEEHAN. In your opinion, Mr. Justice, do you think it was a

worth-while gesture, o
r

not?
Mr. JUSTICE JACKsoN. I think that the exploration of this subject is a

thoroughly wholesome thing. That is one o
f

the reasons why I co
operated with your counsel, o

r

tried to, and why I say that my files are
open. I am ready to give any help that I can in it.

Mr. SHEEHAN. Mr. Justice, I have one more question.
This, as I understand it

,

was turned in to the War Crimes Com
mission a

t Nuremberg, and I was just wondering, from your stand
point, do you have any idea o

f

when this was turned over, the approxi
mate date? .

I may first preface it with this remark: As I remember it, the origi
nal indictment o
f

the Katyn massacre, which the Russians put in #
.

indictment, was the fact that the men were killed in September o
f

1941, and it would seem to u
s that this document I have here would
more o
r

less prove o
r

lend a reasonable doubt a
s
to the time.
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So if this document had been available to you before the indictment,
or to your staff, it certainly should have stopped the Russians from
putting in a specific date in the indictment.
Mr. Justice JACKSON. I do not know what the indictment is, so I
cannot say when it was received.
And I do not know I can do that by looking at it, because we had

a collection o
f

over 100,000 documents and I did not see them all.
Mr. MITCHELL. For the record, I believe this document was sent

b
y

General Bissell when h
e

was military attaché at London, which
was after 1946 and after the indictment. I do not know whether it

reached the Nuremberg trials. It was returned.
Mr. Justice JACKsoN. It has the date on it

,

the 4th o
f August 1949.I do not know what that means.

Mr. O'KONSKI. I think I can help you on that.
Mr. Justice JACKsoN. This is a receipt by General Telford Taylor,
who was my successor, and h

e was not appointed brigadier general
until he was named as my successor.
This was not only after the indictment, but was after the interna
tional trial was practically completed.
Mr. O'KONSKI. I think, in answer to that, Mr. Justice, you also
wrote a letter after the trials to General Anders saying that you got
that, but it came too late. And even if that was not the case, there
was not anything that could b

e

done about it because o
f

the set-up

o
f

the tribunal. It was not your responsibility to charge crimes
against humanity. That was a Russian responsibility.
Mr. Justice JACKSON. I remember writing to General Anders when

h
e

sent me his book. So whatever you say is doubtless correct.
Chairman MADDEN. Do any members o

f

the committee have further
questions?

Does counsel have any questions?
Mr. MITCHELL. No further questions.
Chairman MADDEN. Mr. Justice, speaking on behalf o

f

the mem
bers o

f

the committee, we wish to thank you for coming here today
and giving us your testimony.
As I stated before, when the resolution was before the Congress,

a number o
f

Members o
f Congress inquired regarding the Nuremberg

trials. Your testimony has been very enlightening and valuable from
the standpoint o

f

what this committee will submit to the Congress on

this phase o
f

the hearings.

I might ask your opinion regarding the matter. If you care to

present it
,

we will be glad to receive it
.

Our committee, especially when we were in Europe, publicized the
testimony o

f

the witnesses. There was testimony brought out b
y

3
2

witnessses a
t Frankfurt and also exhibits were introduced numbering

into over a hundred. - -

This testimony was daily chronicled, printed, and sent out over all
the free countries o
f Europe, by the daily newspapers and the radio.

It was conveyed to the people over there every day. Not only was it

presented to the free countries, but through Radio Free Europe and
also the Voice o
f America, it was carried behind the iron curtain.
Just as an example of what I am proposing to ask, I might say this:
Two members of the committee visited Berlin. There was a conven
tion o

f

the free journalists o
f

both Eastern and Western Europe in
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Berlin at the time. Some of these journalists had escaped from behind
the iron curtain.
The comment of some of these journalists was that the facts that
were revealed by our committee while in Frankfurt brought to the
minds of millions of people in Europe, both outside and behind the
iron curtain, a picture '' the false propaganda which the Russians
had been circulating regarding the guilt for the Katyn massacre.
This testimony completely refuted all this propaganda that the Com
munists had been circulating.
One journalist there in Europe had a reproduction of a broadcast
that went over the Warsaw radio a few nights before. This broadcast
tried to explain to the hundreds of people that had requested the reason
why the Russian Government did not answer our invitation to appear
before our committee to give testimony on the Katyn massacre.
Testimony came to the committee that the bodies that were found at
Katyn were just a fraction of the massacres, barbarities, and genocide
that the Soviets had been inflicting on other captured countries.
By bringing out this testimony to the attention of the people in
Europe behind the iron curtain and also to the world generally, I think
our committee has contributed a great deal to world public opinion
that something should and must be done by the free nations about
international criminals.
And, of course, the enslaved people behind the iron curtain are
crying for some kind of termination to the atrocities and the genocide
that is going on today.

-

The members of our committee are going to follow through in the
next Congress in trying to persuade the United Nations to take steps
to terminate these atrocities, massacres, and barbarities that the Com
munist government today is committing.
Mr. Justice, from your experience in the Nuremberg trials and as a
public official, would you have any suggestions or any comment you
would like to make to this committee as to what could be done in addi
tion to what is already being done to try and create a world public
opinion to see if something could not be done to slow down the genocide
and the atrocities that are being committed?I might say that since the work of this committee started, we have
not heard much about atrocities in Korea. I think the work of this
committee has already slowed up the Communists on some of the
wholesale slaughters that had been going on in Korea.
Do you have anything you would like to state in the way of comment,
Mr. Justice, for the information of the committee, in that regard?
Mr. Justice JACKsoN. I think in that respect that your effort is
very similar to the purpose that we sought to accomplish at Nurem
berg: To pin responsibility where responsibility belongs, to make
known to the public these atrocities, to bring about a state of public
opinion in which war will not be the way to settle controversies.I see nothing inconsistent there. I think you are working along
very much the same ultimate lines that we were. But you have a
particular incident on which you can focus the light, whereas we
were dealing with a more confused and larger situation growing out
of the whole war.
Mr. MITCHELL. I have a statement, Mr. Chairman.
Chairman MADDEN. Very well.
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Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Justice, you referred to the masked man who
appeared before this committee. I think I will now have to reveal
what the committee instructed me to do on that. That masked man
is available today in the United States. That masked man, if this
case ever goes before the International World Court, will, I am sure,
stand before that World Court and testify. -

We are not an official court. Consequently, the masked man testi
fied in that fashion. He has a family; he is disfigured . That was no
publicity stunt, or anything of that kind. - -

But I want the record to clearly show that that individual, who
was the only eyewitness of this massacre, is available, and even if the
Soviets would like to join in the World Court at that time, I am
sure that he can be induced to talk to the world.
Mr. Justice JACKSON. I do not want you to take my observations
as any reflection on your work, because I was answering a question
as to why we could not do these things, and it is quite plain that you
can take a great deal of evidence that we could not.
Mr. MITCHELL. This committee has traveled all over the world to
get that evidence. It is officially documented. This committee will
stand on that evidence before any international tribunal, and I am
sure the case will stand up.
That is a personal opinion.

£irman MADDEN. Mr.
Sheehan, do you have any further ques

tions?
Mr. SHEEHAN. Along the lines that the chairman brought out, as
to your opinion on the fact that we are trying to form or develop
world opinion, I would like to ask you this question, and as a legal
opinion, not a political opinion, if you may want to answer it:
Under the present set-up of the World Court of the United Nations,
does the world have any legal means of trying Russia for the atrocities
which we assume or allege she is guilty of today? Is there any way
that we could do it legally?
Mr. Justice JACKSON. I think that is a question on which I had
better not express an offhand opinion.
Mr. SHEEHAN. The thought is

,

Mr. Justice, that, under the princi
ples laid down a

t Nuremberg, o
f trying to prevent aggression, and as

the precedent is set up, will we have to wait until after, say, peace

is declared in the world to try the Communist nations in Korea, and
can the Nuremberg trials be used as a precedent?
Mr. Justice JACKSON. You have to bear in mind that Nuremberg
was not something that we thought out as a matter o

f theory. We
were confronted with certain facts. We had as prisoners German
Goering, Ribbentrop, and all o

f

these men. They had been accused

o
f

the worst things imaginable.
There were three things we could d

o with them, one, w
e

could just
let them go. And if you will remember the tempo of those times, you
know that that would have been impossible.
Another thing we could do would b
e to just execute them o
r other
wise punish them, without trial. That always would g
o against the
conscience o
f

the American people, in my opinion.
-

The only thing left to do was to give them a trial.
So that the Nuremberg trial grew out of the fact that you had the£ you had the charges, and, fortunately, we captured the
eVIGenCe.
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I do not know, to be perfectly candid with you how we ever would
have come out if we had had to use oral testimony, because it is so vul
nerable to attack. The great thing that saved the Nuremberg trial
was the capture of innumerable incriminating, authentic documents.
If you do not have those things, you are going to be greatly handi
capped in any international trial, in my experience.
Chairman MADDEN. Are there any further questions?
Mr. Justice, we are indeed very grateful to you for coming here and
testifying. Your testimony is very valuable.
Mr. JUSTICE JACKsoN. I shall be glad to be of any help that I can.
Chairman MADDEN. Because your prepared statement has many
footnotes for references which you did not mention when you were
reading the statement for the committee, we will accept your entire
statement at this point as exhibit 6. The photostatic copies of corre
spondence from the Polish Government in exile in London which you
mentioned earlier as having received will be marked “Exhibit 7.” The
committee will now recess until 1:30 p.m.
(Thereupon, at 12:15 p.m., a recess was taken until 1:30 p.m.
same day.)
Exhibits 6 and 7 were received in evidence and follow:

ExHIBIT 6

THE KATYN FOREST MASSACRE AND THE NüRNBERG INTERNATIONAL TRIAL

Statement by Robert H. Jackson before Select Committee of House of Represent
atives To Investigate the Katyn Massacre

The guilt for the Katyn Forest massacre has not been adjudged by the Nürn
berg Tribunal and inquiry into it is not inconsistent with the position taken
by the United States prosecution at the Nürnberg international trial of Goering
and Others.
It was my responsibility to conduct the prosecution on behalf of the United
States. I am glad to inform you in detail concerning all decisions and actions
in reference to the Katyn atrocity and the reasons which conduced to them.
The first step that seems pertinent' was an agreement to divide primary re
sponsibility for preparation and presentation of the case among the prosecutors
representing the four allied powers. This was intended to fix on someone re
sponsibility for covering each part of the case, to avoid duplication, and to
expedite a trial of unprecedented complexity.
To the United States was allocated the over-all conspiracy to incite and wage
a war of aggression. The British were assigned the violation of specific treaties
and crime on the high seas. Violations of the laws of war and crimes against
humanity were divided on a geographical basis. The French undertook crimes
in Western Europe, and the Soviet prosecution was assigned the duty of pre
paring and presenting evidence of crimes in Eastern Europe—an area
largely in Soviet occupation, and to much of which the others of us

* Earlier steps included my appointment by President Truman on May 2, 1945. The
order defined the duty as follows:

--

“. . . preparing and prosecuting charges of atrocities, and war crimes against such of
the leaders of the European Axis powers and their principal agents and accessories as the
United States may agree, with any of the United Nations, to bring to trial before an
international military tribunal.” Exec. Order No. 9547, 10 Fed. Reg. 4961.
Also included was a conference of representatives of the four nations to reach prelimi
nary understandings as to how, in view of their different languages, systems of law and
methods of trial, they would proceed. The conference began in London, June 23, and
concluded August 8, 1945, when an agreement was signed by the United States, the
United Kingdom, the Soviet Union, and the Republic of France, subsequently adhered to
by nineteen other powers. The minutes, proceedings, and agreements are published.
International Conference on Military Trials, Dept. State Pub. 3080.
I shall cite two official publications. One is the Nazi Conspiracy and Aggression series
of 11 volumes of the Nürnberg international trial documents in English (GPO). They
are cited herein as N. C. & A. The other is the official transcript of the proceedings and
testimony, International Military Tribunal, Trial of the Major War Criminals, 42 volumes
in English except the documents, which are set forth in their original language. They
are cited as Proceedings.
The indictment is found I N. C. & A. 13 and 1 Proceedings 29.
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had access. The geographical area thus assigned to the Soviet representatives
included Katyn Wood and Poland as well, but at that time it was not known that
the Katyn massacre would be involved.
The first proposal that the Nürnberg trial should take up examination of the
Katyn massacre came from the Soviet prosecutor during the drawing of the
indictment. Preliminary drafts were negotiated in London at a series of Con
ferences where I was represented but not personally present. At the last LOn
don meeting, the Soviet prosecutor included among crimes charged in the East
the following: “In September 1941, 925 Polish officers who were prisoners of
war were killed in the Katyn Forest near Smolensk.” Both British and Ameri
can representatives protested, but they finally concluded that, despite their
personal disapproval, if the Soviet thought they could prove the charge they were
entitled to do so under the division of the case.”
The indictment was brough to Berlin for final settlement and filing, where I
objected to inclusion of the charge and even more strongly when, at the last
monment, the Soviet delayed its filing by amending the Katyn charge to include
11,000 instead of 925 victims. However it was in the Soviet part of the case and
they had investigated Katyn ; we had no opportunity to do so. In view of what
we know of the over-all Nazi plan to exterminate inhabitants of Poland, it did
not seem unlikely that this was part of their program, and the Soviet claimed
to have adequate evidence of Nazi kuilt. While we did not feel justified in pre
venting the issue, we warned the Soviet delegation that we did not have evidence
to support the charge nor time or opportunity to investigate it and that, if it met
with denial or countercharges, we would keep hands off and leave the entire con
test to the Soviet and German lawyers.
The reasons for opposing inclusion of this charge and refusal to participate
in its trial were that to litigate that issue would conflict in several respects with
what I considered to be sound trial policy for the first such case in history. It
was not based upon any conviction in my own mind about the truth or falsity
of the charge. I knew that the Nazis and the Soviets accused each other, that
both were capable of the offense, that perhaps both had opportunity to commit
it, and that it was perfectly consistent with the policy of each toward Poland.
Whatever the facts were they had become overlaid with deep layers of Nazi and
Soviet propaganda and counterpropaganda, and it seemed we could not at the
international trial wisely undertake or satisfactorily achieve the long task of
separating truth from falsehood. The chief reasons in support of that conclu
Sion are four :
First, responsibility for the massacre did not appear to be capable of docu
mentary proof or substantial corroboration. One of the basic decisions on policy
concerning the Nürnberg international trial was that we should accuse only
defendants whose guilt could be established and should charge only offenses
whose occurrence could be fully proved or substantially corroborated by docu
mentary evidence captured from the Germans themselves. Because this was
the first international criminal trial in history and was held in the wake of War
when passions were high, we did not want any judgment that would rest solely
On Oral testimony of witnesses whose interest, bias, memory and truthfulness
would always be open to question. This required us to pass over many tempting
matters because evidence measuring up to this standard was not then obtain
able. However, that policy was so far observed that the Tribunal, in its Judg
ment, said: “The case, therefore, against the defendants rests in a large measure
in documents of their OWn making, the authenticity of which has not been
challenged except in one or two cases.” "

-

Second, if we were ever to depart from the policy of presenting documentary
evidence, this atrocity was not a suitable instance because we knew of no wit
nesses who could supply oral proof to establish the identity of the perpetrators
that would meet the high standards of credibility required in a criminal trial.
Neither the American nor, as far as I have reason to believe, the British prosecu
tors knew of Such Witnesses.

* These negotiations are published in Alderman (and others), Negotiating With the
Russians (World Peace Foundation, 1951), 49–98.
* N. C. & A., Opinion and Judgment 3.
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It was plain that we could not get such evidence from Polish sources. Atti
tudes of Polish authorities at that time were conflicting, which confirmed my
opinion that we should not participate in the trial of the Nazi-Soviet dispute.
The Polish Government then in power at Warsaw kept a delegation at Nürnberg
which cooperated closely with the Soviet in all matters, including, as I under
stood it, accusing the Nazis of the Katyn murders.
The Polish Government in Exile in London, on the contrary, was accusing
the Soviet. On February 15, 1946, eleven Senators and ten Deputies of the Polish
Parliamentary Group in London filed with me a letter and statement reciting
evidence on which they pointed to Russian guilt, concluding with this statement:
“In view of these facts and circumstances the undersigned would like to
express the opinion that it would be ill-advised to include the Katyn case in the
tasks of the Nuremberg tribunal. This case is of a special character, and needs,
in order to be fully elucidated, to be examined apart and treated independently
by an international judicial body.” "
It also characterizes the Polish attitude at that time that General Anders,
while believing in Soviet guilt, refused the request of Goering's lawyer to help
him prove it—a quite understandable attitude in view of what Poland had
suffered at the hands of those who would benefit from his testimony. He said,
however, that he would be willing to give his information to the Tribunal “at
their express written and official request.” He did not know, nor do I, whether the
Tribunal was ever so advised. Certainly I was not. Only three years after the
trial, when General Anders published his book and thoughtfully sent me a copy,
did I learn these facts." *

On January 21, 1946, General Clay transmitted for my “strictly confidential
information from the Embassy at Warsaw” word that the Germans were not,
in the opinion of the Polish circles with which the American Embassy was in
contact, responsible for the Katyn deaths. There was no suggestion that this
Opinion was supported by legal evidence. Apparently it was not, for Mr. Lane,
then American Ambassador at Warsaw, 2 years later published the information .
then known to him pointing to Soviet guilt, but even then said, “The identity
of the perpetrators of the outrageous massacre of Katyn, contrary to all laws
of War

and
humanity, has never been definitely established. Perhaps it never

Will be.”
We did not learn of any usuable evidence in American possession. Military
intelligence, on February 26, 1946, delivered to a member of my staff then in
Washington several documents, classified “Secret,” including the German report
accusing the Soviet, two Soviet documents accusing the Nazis and a paper
labeled “Excerpts of conversations between Sikorski, Anders, Stalin, and Molo
tov.” The conversations referred to are substantially those published by Jan
Ciechanowski, Polish Ambassador to the United States, in 1947." None of these
were in condition to be useful as evidence. I knew nothing at any time during
the trial, of Colonel Van Vliet, Colonel Stewart, or Colonel Siemansky. We heard
nothing of any of the witnesses since claimed to have personal knowledge of the
CrimeS.
Third, we did not need to prove Nazi responsibility for the Katyn murder in
order to establish that the Nazi regime and individual defendants were guilty
of a conspiracy and a program to exterminate vast numbers of Poles. Poland
had been the scene and the Polish people had been the victims of many un
believable barbarities which put to death much larger numbers of persons than
the Katyn murders. To make sure that the grievances of the Polish people, as
well as other Eastern peoples, were proved and proved beyond doubt, we did not
leave the matter wholly to the Soviet but, as a part of the American case, proved
by captured documents or by admissions of captive German officials the over-all
Nazi extermination program embracing many atrocities in Poland and affecting

!' Polish people, as well as others in East Europe. Examples will indicate whatmean :
*

* I am filing a photostatic copy of this communication with the Committee.
* Anders, An Army in Exile (1949), 82, 140, 295.
* Lane, I Saw Poland Betrayed (1948), 36–39.
* Ciechanowski, Defeat in Victory (1947), 66–69.



1974 THE KATYN FOREST MASSACRE

We had the diary of Hans Frank, the Nazi Governor-General of Poland,
acknowledged by him to be authentic, saying, “We must annihilate the Jews
wherever we find them and wherever it is possible. * * *” ” In August 1942,
he wrote of Nazi manipulation of hunger rations in Poland: “That we sentence
1,200,000 Jews to die of hunger should be noted only marginally. It is a matter,
of course, that should the Jews not starve to death it would, we hope, result in
the speeding up of the anti-Jewish measures.”"
We had written evidence of Specific extermination measures, such as the 75
page leather-bound official report by Major-General Stroop which recited the
killing of men, women and children of the WarSaw ghetto to the exact number
of 56,065 and set out the day-to-day measures, including Shooting, fire, explosion
and chemical extermination in the sewers, where the victims had taken refuge,
accompanied by photographs to prove the operation’s efficiency."
We had the report by SS Brigade-Fuehrer Stahlecker to Himmler, dated
October 1941, of the execution of 135,567 persons in the Lithuanian area.”
. .We had a top-secret report, dated May 16, 1942, of the ghastly details of the
operations in the East of gaswagons for killing undesirables.”
We also had German protests, official but not very high-minded, against such
exterminations—in one instance of 150,000 to 200,000 Jews” and in another
instance of 5,000 Jews"—because it was complained they should have been
spared for use as forced labor.
Some of the documents, intended to conceal crime, unconsciously dramatized
it. For example, a deathbook of the Mauthausen concentration camp recorded
35,317 deaths. IDuring a sample period 203 persons died of the same ailment—
“heart trouble”—died at brief and regular intervals, and more astonishingly,
died in alphabetical order. Death first came to Ackermann, at 1:15 a.m., and
reached Zynger at 2 p.m.”
Oral testimony and affidavits were available from captured German officials.
One told of the Official Gestapo estimate that the Nazi extermination program
had done away with four million perSons in concentration camps and that two
million additional were killed by the Secret Police in the East."
Another Nazi, General Ohlendorf, testified willingly, even boastfully, that he
supervised execution of over 90,000 men, women and children in the Eastern
area." The witness Hoess, in charge of Auschwitz extermination center, swore
that under his regime it exterminated three million human beings.” This was
by far the largest and most atrocious of the atrocities committed against the
Polish people.
Nor did we rest upon the documents which the fortunes of war had placed
in our hands when documents were procurable from other Sources. An example
was the Nazi persecution of the Church and clergy, particularly vicious in
Poland, which the Nazis had not documented with the candor and thoroughness
that they did persecution of the Jews. It is doubtful whether, even if time were
available to us, we could have gathered evidence of the Church persecution in
IPoland, since any probable witnesses were in the area under Soviet control
where Americans even then were rarely admitted, and we may doubt the zeal
of the Soviets to obtain proof on that subject. However, I sought an audience
with Pope Pius and obtained from His Holiness the Vatican documents in which
detailed evidentiary material was already collected and which supported the
charge of religious persecution."
As to the Katyn massacres, we knew of no source to which we could turn for
such documentation. Extermination of these intelligent and patriotic Poles who
might become the leadership of the restoration of Poland was provable by docu

& '#1 No. 2233—D—PS (USA exhibit 281), Entry of Dec. 16, 1941, pp. 76–77. 4 N. C.
"Doc. No. 2233–E–Ps (USA 283), Entry of Aug. 24, 1942. 4 N. C. & A. 893.
10Doc. No. 1061—PS (USA 275), 3 N. C. & A. 718.
it Doc. No. L–180 (USA 276), 7 N. C. & A. 978.
is Doc. No. 501–PS (USA 288). 3 N. C. & A. 418.
* Doc. No. 3257—PS (USA 290). 5 N. C. & A. 994.
14Doc. No. R-135 (USA 289). 8 N. C. & A. 205.N
151 N. C. & A. 967.
16Doc. No. 2738—PS (USA 296). 5 N. C. & A. 380.
174 Proceedings 311–354.
18Doc. No. 3868—PS (USA 819). , 6 N. C. & A. 787. -

* These documents, numbered from 3261–PS to 3269–PS, inclusive, are published in
5 N. C. & A., pp. 1009 to 1046, inclusive.
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ment to be consistent with the Nazi policy toward Poland. Yet, while they had
boasted on paper of the worst crimes known to man, we found but one Nazi
document that even hinted at Nazi responsibility for the Katyn massacre, that
being a telegram reporting that the Polish Red Cross had found that German
made ammunition was used in the killings.” -

A fourth difficulty entered into our reluctance to undertake the Katyn murder
charge as part of the Nürnberg trial. We were under exceedingly heavy pressure
to get along with the trial. A persistent criticism in the American press during
the trial was its long duration. Oral testimony from witnesses, subject to cross
examination by several counsel, of course takes much more time than docu
Imentary proof. Every word of testimony taken in the Nürnberg trial had to be
forthwith interpreted into three other languages. Every examination or cross
examination had to include any proper questions desired by more than twenty
lawyers representing defendants and four for the prosecution, and these were
trained in five different legal systems—English, American, French, Russian, and
German. Therefore, in the interests of expedition it was necessary to forego
-calling of witnesses so far as possible. You will best realize the extent to which
we avoided relying on oral proof when I remind you that all four prosecutors
at Nürnberg called only 33 witnesses to testify orally on the whole case against
the twenty individual defendants, and these defendants, in addition to them
selves, called only 61 witnesses. You have already, according to your interim
report, orally examined 81 witnesses on this one atrocity. -
Notwithstanding these considerations, the Soviet prosecutor, on February 14,
1946, opened the subject by presenting to the Tribunal a report by a Soviet
Extraordinary State Commission of its investigation of the Katyn crime.” It
recited testimony, including a good deal of hearsay and medical data, as to
the condition of the exhumed bodies. On this, experts based opinions that the
executions took place during the period of German occupation and therefore
that the Germans were responsible. Dr. Stahmer, counsel for Goering, made
a prompt request to call witnesses to contradict the Soviet report, which occa
sioned some disagreement between the Soviet prosecutors and those representing
Great Britain and the United States. The Soviet lawyers took the view that,
since the court took “judicial notice” of the report of the Extraordinary Com
mission as a state document, it could not be contradicted. Under Soviet law
it probably could not but would be entitled to faith and credit—as a judgment,
statute, or public act would be here. Nevertheless, we thought that its nature
was such that it was clearly open to contradiction. Then the Soviet lawyers
proposed, if the subject were opened, to call ten witnesses.” The Tribunal,
however, ruled that it would “limit the whole of the evidence to three witnesses
on either side, because the matter is only subsidiary allegation of fact.””
Testimony of three witnesses for each was heard on the 1st and 2d days of
July 1946. What it was is a matter of record, and what it is worth is a matter
of opinion.” At the conclusion, neither side was satisfied with its own showing

* Telegram addressed to the “Government of the Government General, care of First
Administrative Counseller Weirauch in Kraków.” It is marked “Urgent, to be delivered
at once, secret”: , ,.
“Part of the Polish Red Cross returned yesterday from Katyn. The employees of the
Polish Red Cross have brought with, them the cartridge cases which were used in shooting
the victims of Katyn. It appears that these are German munitions. The caliber is 7.65.
They are from the firm Geco. Letter follows.” Signed “Heinrich.” Doc. No. 402—PS.
17 Proceedings 365.
So far as I know, the letter referred to was never found, but the prosecution staff
screened£ 100,000 captured German documents, of which only 5,000 were
selected for full translation for use at the trial. It is impossible, therefore, to say that
such a letter is not in existence.

2
1
.

It is USSR. Doc. #54.

* March 8
,

1946, 9 Proceedings 3; May 11, 1946, 13 Proceedings 431; June 3
,

1946,
15 Proceedings 289–293.

2
3

17 Proceedings 273.

2
4 The verbatim testimony in English translation is found in 17 Proceedings 275 e
t seq.

- A summary of the evidence will show its inconclusive character. It must be remembered
that the Smolensk area, including Katyn Wood, fell to the Germans on or about July 17,
1941. If the Polish prisoners had been executed before that, the Soviet must have been
responsible; if they were then alive and captured by the Germans, the Germans must have
been responsible.
The German defendants led with the witness Ahrens, Commanding Officer of the Signal
Regiment charged with guilt in the Soviet report. He denied that his regiment had cap
tured any Polish prisoners from the Russians, denied there was any order to shoot Polish
.prisoners, or that any were shot. He testified to exhuming the bodies in 1942. The weak
ness of his testimony was that he did not arrive in the Smolensk territory until about the
second half of November 1941, while the Soviet claimed the executions had been consider
ably earlier, and the commander he succeeded was not called. -

The second witness was Eichborn, who also did not arrive on the scene until September
20, 1941. He denied that there were Polish prisoners taken or shot and said he would have
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and both asked to call additional witnesses. The Soviet, especially, complained
that they had been allowed to call only three of the 120 witnesses that appeared
before the Soviet Commission. The Tribunal, wisely I think, refused to hear
more of the subject.”
The Soviet prosecutor appears to have abandoned the charge. The Tribunal
did not convict the German defendants of the Katyn massacre. Neither did it
expressly exonerate them, as the Judgment made no reference to the Katyn
incident. The Soviet judge dissented in some matters but did not mention
Katyn.”
This history will show that, if it is now deemed possible to establish responsi
bility for the Katyn murders, nothing that was decided by the Nürnberg
Tribunal or contended for by the American prosecution Will stand in the way.

ExHIBIT 7–LETTER FROM THE Polish GovKRNMENT IN ExILE IN LONDON To JUSTICE
JACKSON

POLISH PARLIAMENTARY GROUP

74, Cornwall Gardens, London, SW. 7
LONDON, February 15, 1946.

Mr. Justice ROBERT J. JACKSON,
Chief American Prosecutor, Nuremberg.
SIR: We have the honour to submit to your attention the enclosed copy of a
letter addressed by us to the members of the Parliaments of all democratic
Nations throughout the World.
We are, Sir,
Yours faithfully,
On behalf of the Polish Parliamentary Group,

A. ZALEWSKI.
J. GODLEWSKI.

Annexe.

known about it if either had occurred. His testimony was attacked by U. S. S. R. Docu
ment No. 3, dated Berlin, October 29, 1941, issued by the chief of the Security Police in
relation to prisoners of war in the rear of the army, which set up task force groups under
the leadership of an SS leader. These irregular groups, not, a part of the army, were the
usual execution teams. This witness told of an order to shoot certain prisoners of war.
which, he said, Field Marshal von Kleuge refused to carry out because of regard for the
discipline of his troops.
The third witness was Gen. Oberhauser, in command of the area, who did not reach
there until September of 1941. He denied that there were Polish prisoners taken or shot
and denied that the regiment had weapons with which they could have been shot. This
closed the German case without accounting for the period from the fall of Smolensk in
the middle of July to the beginning of September and with an admission that an execution
squad followed the army into that area.
The Russians took over and called the Deputy Mayor of Smolensk during the German
occupation, a professor at the University who served under a German Mayor. He testified
that there were Polish prisoners of war in the vicinity of Smolensk when the city fell to
the Germans, that he had a conference with the German Mayor in which he was informed
that a very severe regime should prevail with respect to prisoners of war, and that Polish
ones were to be exterminated, but that it should be kept a secret, and thereafter the Mayor
told him that the Polish prisoners of war had all died. On cross-examination it was
brought out against his credibility that he was not punished by the Russians for his ad
mitted collaboration with the Germans, and not only remained at liberty but was a pro
fessor at two Universities under Russian control.
They followed with a witness Markov, a Bulgarian doctor who had been a member of
the commission set up by the Germans to investigate the Polish massacre and which
charged responsibility to the Soviet. Markov gave details indicating an extremely super
ficial examination of the graves and testified that he did not agree with the report but
signed it under German compulsion. Cross-examination brought out the weakness of his
testimony in that he was under the control of the Russians at the time of trial.
The last witness was Prosorovski, a medical legal expert of the Soviet Union. His
testimony was entirely of the Russian examination of the graves, and his conclusions that
the date of the execution as evidenced by the condition of the bodies must have been during
the German occupation. During his examination, an American-captured document, No.
402–PS, Exhibit U. S. S. R. 507, was read into the case, being a telegram from Heinrich
stating that the employees of the Polish Red Cross had found cartridge cases used in shoot
ing the victims of Katyn from which it appeared that these were German munitions of# #, The testimony was that all of the deaths had been caused by bullet woundsof 7.65 caliber. *

Dr. Naville, one of your Committee witnesses, was allowed to defendant Goering, pro
vided he could be located. He was found in Switzerland, but he “informed the Tribunal
that he sees no use in his coming here as a witness for Goering. * * * 10 Pro
ceedings 648.
* 17 Proceedings 371.
* N. C. & A., Opinion and Judgment 166.
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AN APPEAL TO MEMBERS OF THE PARLIAMENTS OF ALL THE NATIONS FROM THE
FoRMER DEPUTIES AND SENATORS OF THE POLISH PARLIAMENT

74 CORNWALL GARDENs,
London, SW. 7, February 1946.

To the Members of the Free Nations Parliaments.
DEAR SIRS : The German war criminals at present on trial at Nuremberg are
charged with the murder of about 11,000 Polish officers in the wood of Katyn
near Smolensk. In connection with this case the undersigned, former Senators
and Deputies in Parliaments of the Polish Republic, beg to point out certain
events and to make a number of remarks.
On September 17th 1939 Soviet Forces suddenly and unexpectedly invaded
Poland and attacked the Polish armies in the rear while these armies were in a
most difficult position, struggling against the Germans, overwhelmingly superior
in number and in material. In doing so, the Soviet broke the Pact of Non
Aggression and other agreements, freely accepted by them and still in force as
between the USSR and Poland such as the Peace Treaty of Riga signed on March
18th 1921, The Kellogg Pact, The Moscow Protocol renouncing war as an in
strument of national policy, signed on February 9th 1929, by Estonia, Latvia,
Poland, Rumania and the USSR, the Convention on the definition of the Aggressor
signed on July 3rd 1933, the Moscow Protocol of May 5th 1934, on the Prolonga
tion of the Non-Aggression Pact till December 31st, 1945. These agreements
have been confirmed twice over, by an exchange of notes, on September 10th 1934,
and by a common communique of November 26th 1938, and finally the Pact
of the League of Nations was also binding in the USSR.
As a result of the Soviet attack, Polish resistance collapsed and a great number
of soldiers of the Polish army fell into Soviet hands. The Soviet authorities
grouped the Polish officers in separate camps, the largest of which were those of
Starobielsk, Kozielsk, and Ostaszkow. At the beginning of 1940 the camp au
thorities informed the interned officers that these camps would be broken up
and that the prisoners of war would return to their families in Poland. The
prisoners were again registered in great detail. From April to the middle of
May 1940 the Soviet authorities removed the officers from the camps in groups
numbering from 60 to 300 and transported them in unknown directions. At the
same time the prisoners correspondence with their families in Poland came to an
end. Whereas in the preceding months letters from them were received fairly
regularly, after that date they ceased to give any sign of life and they were
heard Of no more.
After the conclusion of the Polish-Soviet agreement of July 30th, 1941, and of
the Polish-Soviet military convention of August 14th of the same year, when the
formation of the Polish army was undertaken in the USSR, out of the total of
15,000 officers taken prisoner by the Soviet, only 2,500 reported themselves to the
Polish recruiting centres. Of these, only 400 had been inmates of the camp of
Kozielsk. The absence of the remainder, known to have been removed to unde
termined destinations, produced understandable anxiety among their country
men. The Minister of Foreign Affairs, the Polish Ambassador in Kuybyshev,
and the general commanding the Polish Army in the USSR, addressed them
selves to the Soviet authorities asking to be informed of the whereabouts of these
missing officers. The Soviet Government in the persons of the People's Com
misar for Foreign Affairs, Mr. Molotov, and his deputy, Mr. Wishinsky, answered
repeatedly that these officers had been released and should have reported them
selves to the diffrent Polish military units. On December 3rd, 1941, in a con
versation with Marshal Stalin at the Kremlin, General Sikorski raised the same
question and presented a list of 3,845 missing officers whose names had been
ascertained by the Polish authorities. Marshal Stalin repeated the explanation
given by Mr. Molotov and Mr. Wishinsky and assured General Sikorski anew
that these officers had been released long since. In spite of these declarations
of the highest Soviet authorities not one of the missing officers ever made his
appearance and all investigations remained fruitless.
In April 1943 the Germans published the news that in the wood of Katyn
near Smolensk mass graves had been discovered containing the bodies of about
12,000 Polish officers. About 3,000 of them were identified and it followed from
the checking of lists that they were prisoners from the camp at Kozielsk. As is
well known, the German authorities did not hesitate to accuse the Soviet Gov
ernment of their murder.
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When the German armies in their retreat from Russia had evacuated the dis
trict of Smolensk, the Soviet authorities formed a commission called upon to
deal with the Katyn case. This commission drew up an official report which
was published by the Soviet Government.
According to this report two witnesses, the Soviet camp commander, Major
Wietoshnikov, of the N. K. W. D., and the engineer in control of traffic in the
Smolensk sector of Western railway lines, S. Ivanov, testified that the Polish
officers detained in the P. O. W. camps had not been evacuated in the time
and that the camp had been captured by the advancing German army. Other
witnesses, Soviet citizens, gave evidence that the Germans murdered the Polish
officers in Katyn wood and buried them there.
The region of Smolensk having been occupied by the Germans in July 1941, the
question occurs why the Soviet Government did not inform the Polish authori
ties immediately after the resumption of Polish-Soviet relations, in the summer
of 1941, that many Polish officers, who were prisoners of war, had fallen into
German hands. On the contrary, the Soviet Government answered all inquiries
on this point over and over again, even as late as March 1942, with the assurance
that these prisoners of war had been released, in accordance with the concluded
agreement and should have reported themselves to the Polish military units,
These circumstances show that the fate of the Polish officers in the Russian
P.O.W. camps has not yet been fully elucidated.
The crime perpetrated upon them at Katyn, contrary to every feeling of human
ity and violating international law and custom, does not only concern the families
of the victims. The entire Polish nation is entitled to demand that this tragedy
be cleared up.
In view of these facts and circumstances the undersigned would like to express
the opinion that it would be ill-advised to include the Katyn case in the tasks of
the Nuremberg tribunal. This case is of a special character, and needs, in order
to be fully elucidated, to be examined apart and treated independently by an
international judicial body.

SENATORS

Ignacy Balinski, Croft House, Sudbury, Suffolk.
Jozef Godlewski, 17, Cleveden Place, S.W.1.
Alexander Heiman Jarecki, 105, Hallam Street, W.1.
Prof. Wojciech Jastrzebowski, 41, Belsize Square, N.W.3.
Inz. Jerzy Iwanowski, 11, Dora Road, Wimbledon, S.W.19.
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Karol Niezabytowski, Hay Lodge, Peeble, Scotland.
Konstanty Rdultowski, Cairo, Egypt.
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AFTER RECESS

Chairman MADDEN. The committee will come to order.
The first witness will be Mr. Elmer Davis. Will you take the stand
Mr. Davis, and be sworn?
Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you will give in the hear
ing before the committee will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing
but the truth, so help you God?
Mr. DAVIS. I do.

5
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TESTIMONY OF ELMER DAVIS, NEWS BROADCASTER AND COM
MENTATOR, AMERICAN BROADCASTING CO., WASHINGTON, D. C.

Chairman MADDEN. Mr. Davis, will you state your full name, please?
Mr. DAVIS. Elmer Davis.
Chairman MADDEN. And your address?
Mr. DAVIS. 1661 Crescent Place, Washington 9, D. C.
Chairman MADDEN. And your business?
Mr. DAVIS. News broadcaster and commentator for the American
Broadcasting Co.
Chairman MADDEN. All right, Mr. Mitchell, you may proceed.
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Chairman, for the purpose of this hearing I
would like to have now read into the record by Mr. Pucinski, the
testimony taken by the congressional committee investigating the Fed
eral Communications Commission. This is the testimony of Mr.
Joseph Lang, which was taken on August 5 in New York City.
Mr. Pucinski, will you proceed, please?
Mr. PUCINSKI. Yes. I am reading from page 387 of volume 991 of
the House committee hearings. This volume is from the Senate library.
The testimony is by Mr. Joseph Lang.

-

Mr. MACHRow ICz. What committee and what date?
Mr. PUCINSKI. This testimony was taken during a study and in
vestigation of the Federal Communications Commission on Thursday,
August 5, 1943. The hearings were in New York City.
Now, this is the testimony of Mr. Joseph Lang, general manager of
radio station WHOM, New York, N.Y.
The question being propounded to Mr. Lang is by Mr. Garey, who
was the committee counsel for this committee, which was headed by
Congressman Cox.
Mr. Garey said:
Mr. Lang, did you ever have a meeting with Mrs. Shea, at which the question
of the policy that should be adopted toward Russia was discussed ?
Mr. LANG. I had a meeting with Mrs. Shea and Alan Cranston in my office.
Mr. GAREY. We know who Mrs. Shea is, but I don't think this record shows who
Alan Cranston is. Will you tell us Who Alan Cranston is?
Mr. LANG. Alan Cranston is head of the Foreign Language Division of the
Office of War Information. -

-

Mr. GAREY. And about when did this conversation take place?
Mr. LANG. I believe it was around the middle of May 1943.
Mr. GAREY. And how did the meeting come about?
Mr. LANG. Mr. Cranston called me, I believe it was on a Monday, and asked
if he could meet with Mr. Simon and me regarding what he described as the
Polish situation. He asked if he could meet with us on the following Wednesday.
Mr. GAREY. Where did the meeting take place?
Mr. LANG. At my office.
Mr. GAREY. Who was present at the meeting?
Mr. LANG. Mr. Cranston, Mrs. Shea, Mr. Arthur Simon, myself, and I be
lieve Mr. Fred Call, who handled public relations for the foreign-language
radio wartime control. This was a meeting not with us as individual station
owners but representing the foreign-language radio wartime control.
Mr. GAREY. And Mr. Arthur Simon is manager of the Bulova station in
Philadelphia, designed by the call letters WPEN?
Mr. LANG. Yes.
Mr. GAREY. And he was chairman of that foreign-language radio wartime
control committee?
Mr. LANG. He was.
Mr. GAREY. Will you tell us what was said at that meeting, and by whom?
Mr. LANG. Both Mr. Cranston and Mrs. Shea were concerned with the sit
uation that had been developing between Russia and Poland in regard to the
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matter of boundaries, and the fact that Poland, I believe, through its Premier,
its Government in exile in London, had protested to Russia about the slaying
of these 10,000 Polish officers in Russia. And they were concerned as to how
the situation would be handled on different radio stations.
Mr. GAREY. What did Mr. Cranston want you to do?
Mr. LANG. He asked us—when I say “us” I mean the foreign-language radio
wartime control—if we could straighten out the situation in Detroit.
Mr. GAREY. What situation obtained there?
Mr. LANG. From what I could gather, it seemed that on the Polish programs
Out there the Polish news commentators had taken a rather antagonistic atti
tude toward Russia in this matter, and they felt that it was inimical to the war
effort and should be straightened out in some way. -

Mr. GAREY. And they wanted to know what you could do about getting the
program content on those Detroit stations to conform to their views on what
should be put over the air in the United States about the Russian situation?
That is the sum and substance of what Cranston was trying to get you to do?
Mr. LANG. I don’t know that it was expressed that way. That was the
thought.
Mr. GAREY. Is your answer to my question in the affirmative?
Mr. LANG. Yes.
Mr. GAREY. Was the Office of Censorship represented at this meeting?
Mr. LANG. No ; it was not.
Mr. GAREY. They had been invited to attend, but had reufsed to attend, had
they not?
Mr. LANG. I don’t know that. Sir.
Mr. GAREY. They had failed to attend?
Mr. LANG. They were not present.
Mr. GAREY. What did Mrs. Shea want you to do?
Mr. LANG. The same thing. They both expressed the same thoughts.
Mr. GAREY. They wanted the gag put on any criticism of Russia, insofar as
criticizing Russia's ambitions to establish a new Polish Frontier in the postwar
days was concerned ?
Mr. LANG. That seemed to be the gist of the talk.
Mr. GAREY. And didn't they also want the gag put on any news concerning
the alleged killing of the 10,000 Polish Officers by the Russians in Russia?
Mr. LANG. That was not expressed. The thought was that if commentators
were to be permitted to express their own views, there was no limit to what
they could say. I suggested that if the situation were handled as I handled it on
my station, whereby commentators, both on Russian and Polish programs were
permitted to broadcast only the news as it came off the teletype, that would solve
the situation, because it would mean that only news from the news services
would be broadcast, and not anyone's views.
Mr. GAREY. What was the result of the meeting?
Mr. LANG. Mr. Simon and I said we would get in touch with our committee
member in Detroit and talk to him and see if we could get the matter straightened
Out.
Mr. GAREY. And did you?
Mr. LANG. We did. We called Mr. James Hopkins.
Mr. GAREY. Of what Station ? -

Mr. LANG. WGBK, in Detroit. And we spoke to him along these lines, sug
gesting that his station, as well as two other stations, the call letters of which
I don’t recollect, stick strictly to their authenticated news service, and not permit
any individual to express his individual views.
Mr. GAREY. What Hilde Shea and Cranston were doing, they were engaging
in the censorship of program content; weren't they?
Mr. LANG. I think you might put it that way. I would say “Yes.”
Mr. GAREY. Certainly. And the Communications Act of 1944 expressly forbids
the Federal Communications Commission to censor program content; doesn't it?
Mr. LANG. It does.
Mr. GAREY. And the Office of War Information had no jurisdiction in the matter
whatever; did it?
Mr. LANG. That is right. -

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Davis, at that time I believe you were head of
the OWI. Could you tell the committee when you took over the
chairmanship of the OWI?

-

Mr. DAVIS. The 13th of June 1942.
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*

Mr. MITCHELL. Who was your predecessor in office?
Mr. DAvis. We had none. We were a combination of four preceding
a GrenCleS.
"Mr. MirchELL. Will you explain to the committee how theOWI was
formed, if you please?
Mr. DAvis. It was put together by a combination of what was then
the Foreign Information Service of the Coordinator of Information
under General Donovan, an organization which had previously been
combined with what later became the OSS, the Office of Facts and Fig
ures, under Archibald MacLeish, the Division of Information of the
Office of Emergency Management, under Bob Lorton, and the Office
of Government Reports under Lowell Mott. They were all brought
in together into a new organization.
As I have said elsewhere, I felt like a man, at times, who had married
a four-time widow and was trying to raise her children by all of her
previous marriages.
Mr. MITCHELL. Sir, where and to whom did you report as the head
of OWI? What was the chain of command?
Mr. DAVIS. President Roosevelt. If I may amplify, Mr. Counsel,
we reported only to the President for all operations. But on matters
of foreign policy we had to consult the State Department and conform
to their views.
Mr. MITCHELL. Could you explain to the committee how the liaison
was conducted between these various other Government agencies,
which affected the war effort. -

Mr. DAVIS. We had various people assigned to contact each of the
Government departments, and quite a number of people would con
sult different officials in the State Department on different issues to
see what the Government policy was. With respect to major issues,
occasionally I had to take them up with the President. But he was
pretty busy, and I didn’t bother him more than I had to.
Mr. MITCHELL. Was there any kind of a Board or Commission
established for policy guidance for OWI?
Mr. DAVIS. Well, there was theoretically such a Commission, and I
was directed to perform my duties after consulting it

. It was set up
with appointees b

y

the other departments, in such shape that it seemed

to me that its purpose was to keep us from ever doing anything much.
So, after two consultations with them in the first month that I held
office, I performed my duties according to the Executive order. They
never met again.
Mr. MITCHELL. Then could you explain to the committee how policy
respecting the OWI was accomplished? How did you get your
directives of advice and consultation?
Mr. DAyrs. Well, on foreign policy matters, as I say, we consulted
the State Department. On specific issues it was usually done b

y

some
body from our overseas branch calling up somebody in the State
Department who was concerned with that particular division. I had
frequent consultations with Mr. Hull and Mr. Welles, myself, on

general policies.
Mr. MITCHELL. Was this on over-all policy, your consultations?
Mr. DAVIS. On the way we should handle certain matters in foreign
propaganda, so that we would conform to the foreign policy o
f

the
United States.

93744–52–pt. 7––11
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Mr. MITCHELL. Then liaison was otherwise from desk to desk?
Mr. DAVIS. We had people who were especially associated with each
of the other departments, but with most of them our problem was
to see that the news they handed out was as fresh as possible and as
accurate as possible, and that there were not too violent conflicts
between the£ and what they said.
Mr. MITCHELL. And the two individuals that you consulted for
over-all policy were Mr. Hull and Mr. Welles?
Mr. DAvis. On foreign policy only.
Mr. MITCHELL. On foreign policy only?
Mr. DAVIS. Yes.
Mr. MITCHELL. Now, could you tell the committee the exact purpose
or function of OWI?
Mr. DAVIS. Well, it is all set forth in greater length and detail in
the Executive order, than I can now remember.
Mr. MITCHELL. Briefly.
Mr. DAVIS. Its object was to tell the news as fully and as accurately
as we could to the people of the United States, a function in which we
were very much limited by the fact that we were only coordinators of
the news issued by the other departments, and also to inform foreign
nations, both hostile, friendly and neutral, about the policies and
business of the United States.
Mr. MITCHELL. Where did you get the news coming in from over
seas? What agencies furnished that to the OWI?
Mr. DAVIS. We had a division called the Foreign News Bureau,
which obtained the reports of the Federal Broadcast Information
Service of all of the enemy broadcasts, and all broadcasts, to be sure,
but primarily the enemy broadcasts, which they would take and
analyze principally for the purpose of pointing out where the enemy
was telling a different story to one part of the world than to another.
They issued their reports on those broadcasts, and they were made
available to the press. That was the only news we obtained from
OWeI'SeaS.

Mr. MITCHELL. Was your organization broken up in such a way
as to have individuals responsible country by country or area by area?
Mr. DAvis. In our propaganda to those countries, yes. The infor
mation that we obtained from abroad, as I say, was only through
this one channel, the Foreign Broadcast Information Service, and was#" by our own people and put out for availability to the pressere.

Mr. MITCHELL. The subject matter being investigated by this com
mittee concerns Katyn and Poland. Can you tell the committee who
was in charge of that operation in your Department?
Mr. DAVIs. Well, I don’t know what you mean by “that operation.”
Mr. MITCHELL. The overseas broadcasts.
Mr. DAVIS. Well, that would be under the general direction of
Robert Sherwood, who was then the head of the Overseas Branch.

# ' the people who were underneath him, there were quite a numberOf them.

The policy was supposed to be laid down in Washington and fol
lowed by our operating staffs in various points around the world—New
York, San Francisco, the Southwest Pacific, London, Algiers, and so
on—although in Algiers and in the Southwest Pacific, of course, we
were under military direction.
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Mr. MITCHELL. Did you have as part of your organization a desk
or an individual who was responsible for reporting to the American
people,'' country?Mr. DAVIS. No.
Mr. MITCHELL. Responsible for reporting the news that came in?
Mr. DAVIs. No; we' not.
Mr. MITCHELL. You didn’t have an area desk?
Mr. DAVIs. Not for reports to the American people... We had area
desks for propaganda overseas. But normally, we did not produce
much news for the American people. The great volume of news
printed in the American press and used on the radio at that time came
from the news services and special correspondents in foreign countries.
Mr. MITCHELL. Then how can you explain what was read into the
record a few minutes ago about Mr. Cranston, who was a member of
your staff, having this meeting in New York with members of the
Foreign Language Radio Wartime Control?
Mr. DAVIs. Well, I can’t recall that I have ever heard of that episode
until it was read to me. But I should say that, in the first place, the
declaration made by the counsel of that committee seems to have been
contradicted by a statement of one of the broadcasters a little earlier,
that it was indicated that the news analysts or commentators on those
stations could handle the news the way they wanted to, but Mr. Crans
ton merely hoped that they would not handle it in such a way as to stir
up antipathy between two of our allies.
Mr. MITCHELL. I cannot quite understand why Mr. Cranston's par
ticular function fitted in with this capacity, since it was not the func
tion of the OWI to handle news within the country.
Mr. DAVIS. Strictly speaking, he had no authority, and as I think
that excerpt makes clear, he made no attempt to impose any authority.
He merely suggested that as a matter of moving toward the winning' war, they should try to avoid stirring up trouble between ourall leS.I' MITCHELL. But that was the function of the Office of CensorSillo z
#. DAvIs. No. The Office of Censorship was supposed to tell them
what they could not print or what they could not broadcast. We
didn’t attempt to do that, and I think that the excerpt read will indi
cate that Mr. Cranston didn’t attempt to do that.
Mr. MITCHELL. Well, I can’t understand why Cranston was engaged
in that particular function of curtailing news within the United States.
The job of the OWI was outside, was it not?
Mr. DAVIs. The job of the OWI was to provide Government news
inside the United States, not news from abroad. This was a function
which had been held over from one of our predecessor organizations in
an attempt to reason with some of the foreign language broadcasting
stations which at the beginning, immediately after Pearl Harbor, and
long before OWI—one or two of them, still had some persons of rather
fascistic tendencies on their staffs; and I believe that that work was
started then to try to persuade them to present their broadcasts so
as to contribute to the winning of the war. We went very much less
far in that direction than did George Creel who, by the simple ex
pedient of getting hold of the man who controlled all of the advertis
ing for the foreign language press, managed to get the foreign lan
guage press to say about what Creel wanted it to say.
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Mr. MITCHELL. What was George Creel's function at that time?
Mr. DAVIS. That was in the old war, it was substantially the same
as the one I had then.
Mr. MITCHELL. But it had nothing to do with this one?
Mr. DAVIS. Oh, no. The previous one.
Mr. MITCHELL. I still can’t understand why, under the charter
of the OWI, any individual employed by theOWI would take it upon
himself, or else by policy direction, or in some way, to contact anyone
within the United States concerning broadcasts of news. Was it with
in the charter?
Mir. DAVIS. I should have to read the charter again to find out
whether that authority may have lain there. As I say, I didn’t know
about this situation. But, as I think this testimony will indicate, Mr.
Cranston was merely talking to them by way of suggesting that they
try not to create too much disharmony among two of our allies. It
really did not attempt to give any instructions, and he did not propose
to tell them what to say. It is stated in there that the commentators
could say anything they liked. *

Mr. MITCHELL. Well, if I recall correctly, Poland was an ally at that
time.
Mr. DAVIS. What is that? -

Mr. MITCHELL. If I recall correctly, Poland was an ally at that
time?
Mr. DAvis. I said “between two of our allies.”
Mr. MITCHELL. Well, I still can’t understand why Cranston, in his
capacity in the OWI, would in any way—that was a function of some
body else, wasn't it? Wasn't it? Was it a function of the OWI?
Mr. DAVIs. No; it certainly wasn’t a function of anybody else thatI can think of. I don’t know whether it was properly a function of the
OWI. As to why he did this, you had better ask Cranston. As I say,I didn’t remember this episode.
Mr. MITCHELL. Thank you, sir. We will have Mr. Cranston.
Mr. Chairman, I would now like to have Mr. Pucinski read into the
record a broadcast that Mr. Elmer Davis made on May 3, 1943.
Chairman MADDEN. How long is it?
Mr. DAVIS. It is 15 minutes, Mr. Chairman.
Mr. MITCHELL. This is only concerned with the Katyn affair.
Chairman MADDEN. All right.
Mr. PUCINSKI. Maybe we had better have Mr. Davis read it

. It is

his exact words, and he will probably like to refer to it while you are
talking to him.
Mr. DAVIS. I appear to be quoting from myself on May 3, 1943. I

may say, Mr. Chairman, that I don’t believe I have seen the scripts

o
f

this broadcast since that date, but I have no doubt that it is correct
(reading):
The Allied Squeeze is on in Tunisia, and is going to be slow and hard. The
enemy is fighting with great skill and stubbornness, and dispatches from the
front report heavy casualties. This part of Tunisia will have to be taken hill
by hill, and every hill means a hard struggle. The critical point of the line is

the center, where the British First Army is pushing northeastward from Medjez

e
l

Bab. Here an advance of only a few kilometers will bring them into flat
country much easier for tank operations. The Germans realize that danger;
here their counterattacks are most persistent and vigorous. Nevetheless the
enemy is fighting a losing fight. The Allied air forces and the British naval
forces are knocking off ships and planes on which the Axis must depend for
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supplies and reinforcements, and this with the steady pressure on the front will
eventually break the enemy down.
The Pacific was quiet last week, but the Russians started an offensive on the
Southern end of their front across the straits from the Crimea. When the Ger
mans retreated from the Caucasus they held on to some territory there which
they might use as a springboard for another drive against the Caucasus from it.
It seems doubtful if they can ever again put on a general offensive against
Russia.

Mr. MITCHELL. Will you go down now to the part about Katyn?
Mr. DAvis. I am reading it along as it comes, Mr. Counsel.
Mr. MITCHELL. Just a minute. Please start right there [indicating].
Mr. DAVIS (reading):
But while the German armies are finding it pretty tough going, the German
propaganda won a striking success last week when it succeeded in bringing
about a break in diplomatic relations between Russia and the Polish Govern
ment in exile. The way the Germans did this is a good example of the doctrine
Hitler preached in Mein Kampf, that it is easier to make most people swallow
a big lie than a little one. When the Germans had beaten Poland in September
1939, the Russians moved in and occupied eastern Poland, taking thousands of
Polish troops prisoners. In June 1941, when the Germans attacked Russia, they
overran all of this territory and have held it since. Now, almost 2 years later,
they suddenly claim to have discovered near Smolensk the corpses of thousands
of Polish officers, who, according to the Germans, were murdered by the Russians
3 years ago. In several respects, this story looks very fishy. At first the Germans
were quite uncertain about the number of killed. At one time the Japanese and
the Vichy French came up with a story of Rumanians murdered in Odessa, not
Poles in Smolensk. First they said 10,000, then 2,000, and then 5,000, before
finally deciding on 12,000. Rome and Berlin disagreed as to how they had been
killed. The remains must have been better preserved than is usual after 3 years.
The Russians were said to have tried hard to conceal the graves, yet they buried
every man in uniform with his identification tag. Suggestions of an investiga
tion by the International Red Cross mean nothing, for the Germans control
the area. It would be easy for them to show the investigators corpses in uniform
with identification tags. There is no way the investigators could determine
whether these men were killed by Russians or by Germans, as they probably
Were.

I might say, Mr. Counsel, that after the lapse of 91% years, I am
convinced that they were killed by the Russians; but this was a state
ment made at the time, with the evidence then available.
The Germans are known to have slaughtered hundreds of thousands of Poles
after the fighting was over. If they found a camp full of Polish prisoners, when
they attacked Russia, it would have been the most natural thing in the world
for them to murder them, too—if not at the moment, then later, when they needed
the corpses for propaganda.
Remember that when the Germans invaded Poland, they told the world that
they had found the graves of thousands of German civilians massacred by the
Poles. Few people believed that story : It is all the more remarkable that any
Poles who remember it should believe this one, especially as its motives are so
obvious. The first motive is to distract the attention of the world from the mass
murders which the Germans have been steadily committing in Poland for 3%
years-murders by now so numerous that they look like a deliberate attempt to
exterminate the Polish people. Another purpose would be to arouse suspicion
and distrust between Russia and the rest of the United States, which would help
the Germans in two ways. Directly, it might hamper the prosecution of the
War we are all fighting against Germany. Indirectly, it might help to prop up
German morale at home. There is plenty of evidence among the German civilian
population-yes, even among the Army—that there is less belief that they can
ever win a decisive Victory over all their enemies. But the German propaganda
has persuaded many Germans that any day now America and Britain might call
off the war, make a compromise peace, and leave Germany free to turn on Russia.
And of course, more people will believe that if there is trouble between Russia
and the other United Nations. Anything that creates division among the United
Nations, concerns every one of those nations—the United States included—
because we must hold together to win the war.
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Mr. MITCHELL. I think that is enough, Mr. Davis. Thank you very
much.

Mr. Chairman, I would now like to read a memorandum from the
Department of State dated April 22, 1943, which was approximately
8 days previous to the broadcast that Mr. Davis has just put on the
record.

. In the upper left-hand corner of this memorandum is the stamp
of the Assistant Secretary of State, dated April 22, 1943, being the
stamp of Mr. Berle.
The first name from this memorandum has been deleted, in accord
ance with the agreement with the Department of State.
At the request of Mr. Berle, So-and-So called to ask whether he had any objec
tion to Stockholm airgram No. so-and-so being given to the OWI, apparently for
the purpose of using information contained therein regarding German atrocities
against Jews in Poland in a propaganda campaign which OWI wishes to start
in order to counteract the German propaganda story regarding the alleged exe
cution of some 10,000 Polish officers by the Soviet authorities. It is felt that
because of the extremely delicate nature of the question of the alleged execution
of these Polish officers, and on the basis of the various conflicting contentions
of all parties concerned; it would appear to be advisable to refrain from taking
any definite stand in regard to this questionW Although it is realized that the
story emanates from German sources, and is being used by the German propa
ganda machine in an effort to divide the members of the United Nations, it should
be borne in mind that whether the story is true or not, it is known that the
Polish Government has, without success, for the past year and, a half been en
deavoring to ascertain from the Soviet Government the whereabouts of some
8,000 Polish officers who, on the best of available evidence, were captured by the
Soviet forces in 1939.
In this connection, the Polish Government in the summer of 1942, specifically
asked the American Ambassador to MOSCOW to interVene With the Soviet Govern
ment in an effort to cause the latter to release the 8,000 Polish officers, who were
reportedly still being held by the Soviet authorities. According to the Polish
officials here, the Soviet authorities have never released one of the officers on the
list presented by the Polish Government. Furthermore, according to a telegram
of April 20, 7 p. m., from Berne, it appears that the International Red Cross
has agreed to send a delegation to Smolensk to investigate the German allega
tions. It would appear, therefore, that until further and more conclusive evi
dence is available, it would be inadvisable for OWI to take a definite stand in
this regard. -

Now, Mr. Davis, it is evident that the Department of State—
Chairman MADDEN. Pardon me. Did you want that introduced as
an exhibit? .

•

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, sir.
Mr. DAVIS. Is that a memorandum to me?
Mr. MITCHELL. That is just a straight memorandum setting forth
the State Department's policy at that time.
Chairman MADDEN. Identify it and mark it as an exhibit.
Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, sir.
This is a memorandum setting forth the policy of the Department
of State, with respect to the massacre of the Polish officers in Katyn.
It is an unsigned memorandum, the original of which is in the Depart
ment of State's files.

-

- -

If you desire to see the original, sir, I will ask Mr. Ben Brown of
the Department of State to produce that.
Mr. DAVIS. I trust you have had a certified copy made?
Mr. MITCHELL. This is a photostatic copy of it

,

sir.
Mr. DAvis. All right. •

Chairman MADDEN. Will you mark that as an exhibit and intro
duce it?
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Mr. MITCHELL. This will be exhibit 8A, Washington, D.C.
Chairman MADDEN. Do you want to have the portion of Mr. Davis'
broadcast marked as an exhibit and introduce it in evidence?
Mr. MITCHELL. Let us do it in reverse. We will mark this as 8 and
this as 8A.
Chairman MADDEN. Exhibit 8 is Mr. Davis' broadcast and exhibit
8A is the State Department memorandum. Those documents will be
accepted in evidence as exhibits 8 and 8A.
(Exhibits 8 and 8A were received and follow here:)

EXHIBIT 8—MR. ELMER DAVIS' RADIo BROADCAST OF MAY 3, 1943

[Enclosure No. 2 to despatch No. 1873 dated June 21, 1943, from the Legation at Stock

'#52 submitted as Enclosure 2 to
Department on Embassy Despatch 1008, June

AMERICAN LEGATION

Stockholm

COMMENTS FROM THE AMERICAN PRESS

No. 51 Vol. II. May 3, 1943.
THE WEEKLY WAR SURVEY

In his weekly broadcast, the Director of the Office of War Information, Elmer
Davis, spoke as follows:
“The Allied squeeze is on in Tunisia and is going to be slow and hard. The
enemy is fighting with great skill and stubborness, and dispatches from the front
report heavy casualties. This part of Tunisia will have to be taken hill by hill,
and every hill means a hard struggle. The critical point of the line is the
center where the British First Army is pushing northeastward from Medjez
El Bab ; here an advance of only a few kilometers will bring them into flat coun
try much easier for tank operations. The Germans realize that danger; here
their counterattacks are most persistent and vigorous. Nevertheless the enemy
is fighting a losing fight. The Allied air forces and the British naval forces
are knocking off ships and planes on which the Axis must depend for supplies
and reinforcements, and this with the steady pressure on the front will even
tually break the enemy down.
“The Pacific was quiet last week, but the Russians started an offensive on
the southern end of their front across the straits from the Crimea. When the
Germans retreated from the Caucasus they held on to some territory there which
they might use as a springboard for another drive against the Caucasus this
summer. It seems doubtful if they can ever again put on a general offensive
against Russia, but they may have enough force this summer for regional at
tacks, and the Caucasus with its oilfields is perhaps the most probable target.
The present Russian attack seems aimed at breaking down that springboard be
fore anybody can jump off from it.
“But while the German armies are finding it pretty tough going, the German
propaganda won a striking success last week when it succeeded in bringing about
a break in diplomatic relations between Russia and the Polish government in
exile. The way the Germans did this is a good example of the doctrine Hitler
preached in Mein Kampf, that it is easier to make most people swallow a big
lie than a little one. When the Germans had beaten Poland in September 1939,
the Russians moved in and occupied eastern Poland, taking thousands of Polish
troops prisoners. In June 1941 when the Germans attacked Russia, they overran
all this territory and have held it since. Now, almost two years later they sud
denly claim to have discovered near Smolensk the corpses of thousands of Polish
officers, who, according to the Germans, were murdered by the Russians three
years ago." In several respects this story looks very fishy. At first the Germans
Were quite uncertain about the number of killed; at one time the Japanese and
the Vichy French came up with a story of Rumanians murdered in Odessa, not
Poles in Smolensk. First they said 10,000, then 2,000 and then 5,000, before
finally deciding on 12,000. Rome and Berlin disagreed as to how they had been
killed. The remains must have been better preserved than is usual after three
years. The Russians were said to have tried hard to conceal the graves, yet
they buried eyery man in uniform with his identification tag. Suggestions of an
investigation by the International Red Cross mean nothing, for the Germans
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control the area. It would be easy for them to show the investigators corpses
in uniform with identification tags. There is no way the investigators could
determine whether these men were killed by Russians, or by Germans as they
probably were. The Germans are known to have slaughtered hundreds of thou
sands of Poles after the fighting was over. If they found a camp full of Polish
prisoners when they attacked Russia, it would have been the most natural thing
in the world for them to murder them, too, if not at the moment, then later when
they needed the corpses for propaganda.
“Remember that when the Germans invaded Poland they told the world that
they had found the graves of thousands of German civilians massacred by the
Poles. Few people believed that story; it is all the more remarkable that any
Poles who remember it should believe this one, especially as its motives are So
Obvious. The first motive is to distract the attention of the World from the maSS
murders which the Germans have been steadily committing in Poland for three
and a half years—murders by now so numerous that they look like a deliberate
attempt to exterminate the Polish people. Another purpose would be to arouse
suspicion and distrust between Russia and the rest of the United Nations—which
would help the Germans in two ways. Directly, it might hamper the prosecu
tion of the war we are all fighting against Germany. Indirectly, it might help
to prop up German morale at home. There is plenty of evidence among the
German civilian population—yes, even among the army—that there is less belief
that they can ever win a decisive victory over all their enemies. But German
propaganda has persuaded many Germans that any day now America and Britain
might call off the war, make a compromise peace and leave Germany free to turn
on Russia. And of course more people will believe that if there is trouble between
Russia and the other United Nations. Anything that creates division among the
United Nations concerns every One of those nations—the United States included—
because we must all hold together to win the war. After the war, if the United
Nations continue to hold together in some sort of collective security System, there
will be less danger that any of the great powers may feel it has to safeguard its
individual security at the expense of its weaker neighbors. That is the only way
this issue can be treated—as one phase of the problem of world security.

EXHIBIT 8A-STATE DEPARTMENT MEMORANDUM WHICH BORE A RUBBER STAMP
| MARK INDICATING IT HAD BEEN DELIVERED To MR. BERLE on APRIL 22, 1943

DEPARTMENT OF STATE,
DIVISION OF EUROPEAN AFFAIRS,

* April 22, 1943.
MEMORANDUM

of FC, at the request of Mr. Berle, called to ask whether Eu
had any objection to Stockholm's airgram No. A-181, April 5, 4 p.m., being given
to OWI apparently for the purpose of using information contained therein
regarding German atrocities against Jews in Poland in a propaganda campaign
which OWI wishes to start in order to counteract the German propaganda story
regarding the alleged execution of some 10,000 Polish officers by the Soviet
authorities.
It is felt that because of the extremely delicate nature of the question of the
alleged execution of these Polish officers and on the basis of the various con
flicting contentions of all parties concerned, it would appear to be advisable to
refrain from taking any definite stand in regard to this question.
Although it is realized that the story emanates from German sources and is
being used by the German propaganda machine in an effort to divide the members
of the United Nations, it should be borne in mind that whether the story is true
or not, it is known that the Polish Government has, without success, for the past
year and a half been endeavoring to ascertain from the Soviet Government the
whereabouts of some 8,000 Polish officers who on the best available evidence were
captured by the Soviet forces in 1939. In this connection the Polish Government
in the summer of 1942 specifically asked that the American Ambassador to
Moscow intervene with the Soviet Government in an effort to cause the latter
to release the 8,000 Polish officers who were purportedly still being held by the
Soviet authorities. According to Polish officials here the Soviet authorities have
never released One of the Officers on the list presented by the Polish Government.
Furthermore, according to telegram No. 2471, April 20, 7 p.m., from Bern, it
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appears that the International Red Cross has agreed to send a delegation to
Smolensk to investigate the German allegations.
It would appear, therefore, that until further and more conclusive evidence is
available it would be inadvisable for OWI to take a definite stand in this regard.
If, on the other hand, it is felt that it is imperative to counteract the German
propaganda it is suggested that such action should be limited to a campaign
pointing out that the American Government and the American people refuse to
allow German propaganda stories regarding the alleged execution of the Polish
officers to detract their attention from the many and continuing crimes which
have been committed by the German authorities since the beginning of the war.
In this connection OWI could repeat the many authenticated stories such as that
of Lidice and might even quote, without giving the source or stating that the
information has been completely verified, pertinent information from the attached
telegram from Stockholm. It is not believed that the information in this tele
gram should be attributed as coming from official sources since in the last para
graph doubt is thrown on the accuracy of the information reported.
As of possible interest in this connection there is attached a copy of the Polish#" Council's statement which follows in some way the line suggested for
(CoMMITTEE NoTE.—A copy of the Polish National Council's statement referred
to in the last paragraph of exhibit 8A appears as exhibit 21 On p. 678 of pt. 4 of
this committee's published hearings.)

-

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Davis, you have told us previously that on over
all policy and on high-level policy matters, you discussed those with
Mr. Hull and Mr. Welles. I would like to ask you now whether you
ever discussed this matter specifically at this time with the Department
of State or any official therein?
Mr. DAVIS. I don’t remember. I may say, Mr. Counsel, that this
was not one of the major issues that I had to deal with at that time,
from my point of view. To a Pole it was certainly the most impor
tant issue in the world, but to me, as to the head of every department
or agency of Government, about that time of year the principal ques
tion was how his budget was going to get through Congress, and that
absorbed most of my time. So whether I asked advice on this question
from either Mr. Hull or Mr. Welles, I don’t remember. I don’t recall
seeing this memorandum from Mr. Berle, although it is conceivable
that Imight have. I don’t know.
Mr. MITCHELL. Do you think the records of the broadcast are avail
able today—who prepared it for you? You didn’t prepare it?
Mr. DAVIS. Of course—I wrote my own.
Mr. MITCHELL. Then you wrote that broadcast?
Mr. DAVIS. Yes.
Mr. MITCHELL. Where did you get the information concerning the
Polish situation at that time?
Mr. DAVIS. Do you mean the information in here [indicating ex
hibit 8]?
Mr. MITCHELL. Yes.
Mr. DAVIS. There doesn’t seem to be much about the Polish situation.
Mr. MITCHELL. I mean the propaganda.
Mr. DAVIS. A good deal of it was printed in the newspapers at the
time. Some of it may even have been in my broadcasts. I imagine
that the correlation of different stories told by different Axis Powers
probably came from recorded broadcasts by the FBIS which came
through our Foreign News Bureau.
Mr. MITCHELL. Well, since there was a question of doubt at that
particular time, and since the International Red Cross was becoming
involved in this, and since it was after the Polish-Soviet relationship
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was severed, why did you see fi
t

a
t

that time to take the stand you
took in this broadcast?
Mr. DAvis. Because I believed it at that time to be correct. It was

a matter o
f

news. For a period of about 3 months I did a weekly
broadcast o

n

a
n over-all survey o
f

the war situation, which I even
tually dropped because I could never be quite sure who was broad
casting. It was not the executive branch of the Government of the
United States. That—if that would have been the case, I would have
had to have Presidential approval for all I said. It wasn’t me, be
cause I felt that in justice to other broadcasters I should not use,
even for background interpretation, any confidential information that
came to me as a result o

f my Government service. Some o
f

that
confidential information I probably could have picked up if I had
been a reporter, b

y going around, so it was not as good a
s Davis

would have been normally, and it was not as authoritative a
s repre

sentations of the Government of the United States. So about the
end o

f
3 months, I dropped it, but I was doing it at this time. This

was a matter of news.
With regard to the suggestion o

f

Mr. Berle, as I say, I don’t remem
ber whether I saw it or not, but this was an issue which a news organ
ization could hardly overlook. One o

f

our difficulties with the De
partment o

f

State was that there was only the question of: Where is

the boundary line between policy and implementation o
f

that policy
by propaganda? They could tell us, unquestionably, the general
line, but when they attempted to tell us how we could handle it in

propaganda overseas, they were dealing with something which very
often they didn’t know very much about. I do not think any news
organization could have overlooked this. If I had not happened to

b
e broadcasting once a week a
t

that time, I would undoubtedly have
had nothing to say about this domestically, as it was outside o

f
our

field. But we were handling it in our foreign propaganda—we
couldn’t overlook it. I mean that is a case where silence would be
about the worst possible propaganda you could make.
At the time I made this broadcast, the evidence rested almost en
tirely o

n

the word o
f Josef Goebbels, a man whose reputation for

veracity was extremely low.
Now, it appears, with all o

f

the subsequent evidence, that has be
come available, that this was the one time he was right; but I had

n
o

reason to believe so a
t

the time... I have never been able to accept
the argument that I should have believed the story of the Propaganda
Minister o

f
a Government with which the Government o
f

the United
States was a

t war, without some corroboration.
Mr. MITCHELL. But the Polish Government in exile had already re
quested the International Red Cross to investigate?
Mr. DAVIS. Yes, they had requested that; but, as I remember, the
Commission o

f Physicians that finally went in there—was that ap
pointed by the International Red Cross? I don’t remember.
Mr. MITCHELL. No. -

Mr. DAVIS. That was a German group?
Mr. MITCHELL. The International Red Cross was prevented from
going in there because o
f

the fact that the Soviets refused to partici.
pate. Consequently, the Germans formed an International Medical
Commission. But Poland was an ally at that time. Poland had re.
quested a

t

that time an International Red Cross investigation. Re
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lationships were broken off between the Poles and the Soviets on
April 26, 1943. , Your broadcast is dated May 2. So there must have
been some doubt or question. Otherwise the Polish Government
wouldn’t have gone to the extent of asking for an International Red
Cross investigation.
Mr. DAVIs. Oh, there may have been some doubt, but I felt that as
at that moment the doubt should be resolved against the Propaganda
Minister of the enemy. •

I may say that that broadcast earned me three columns of denunci
ation from the Daily Worker and also three columns of denunciation
from the Polish paper, or at least I was told it was denunciation. I
couldn't read it

. At that moment both the Polish newspaper and the
Daily Worker knew o

f

what I had said.
Mr. MITCHELL. I have no further questions.
Chairman MADDEN. Mr. Machrowicz?
Mr. MACHRowicz. Mr. Davis, how long did you remain with the
Office o

f

War Information? When did you sever your relationship
with the Office of War Information?
Mr. DAVIS. September 15, 1945.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. During the time that you were in the Office o

f

War Information, had you ever known o
f

the reports o
f

Colonel Van
Vliet and Colonel Stewart?
Mr. DAVIS. Never, sir. As far as I can recall now, I never heard of

those reports until they came out in the investigations o
f
this com

mittee. -

Mr. MACHRowicz. Those reports, which indicated Russian guilt,
were never made known to you?
Mr. DAvIs. No, sir.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Now, how large a staff did you have in the Office
of War Information?
Mr. DAvis. Well, at the peak w

e

had about 9,000 here and abroad,
5,000 Americans, and about 4,000 o

f

what w
e

called locals, chauffeurs
and interpreters, and things like that.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Did you have a so-called Polish Section?
Mr. DAVIs. Yes, sir.
Mr. MACHRowicz. How were these people selected?
Mr. DAVIS. A good many of them were there when I came. They
had come from the predecessor organization, the Coordinator o

f In
formation. I don't remember who selected the man who was the head

o
f

our Polish desk in Washington, Mr. Ludwig Krzyzanowski, but h
e

was a very sound man.
Mr. , MACHRowicz. Did you know the late Congressman John
Lesinski?
Mr. DAVIS. I have had some correspondence with Mr. Lesinski.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Was it a

t

the time you were in the Office o
f War

Information?
Mr. DAVIs. No; just recently—I mean 2 o

r
3 years ago.

Mr. MACHRowicz. Do you have a recollection that Congressman
John Lesinski, the late Congressman—I mean the seniorMr. Lesinski
having warned you about the fact that there were several Commu
mists in the Office o
f

War Information?
Mr. DAVIs, I don't recall that... I recall that he made a speech in

the summer o
f

1943 which contained more lies than were ever com
prised in any other speech made about the Office o

f

War Information,
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and that is saying quite a lot. I may say that I have made that state
ment to Mr. Lesinski before he died. I mean that I have not waited
until after he is dead. I told him so in writing when he repeated
some of those statements 2 or 3 years ago. I asked him where he got
the information, because that was a perfectly absurd speech to be
made by a Member of the Congress of the United States who knows
anything about American politics or the American news business.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Now, let me ask you whether you received any
warnings from the then Polish Ambassador to the United States,
Ambassador Ciechanowski, warning you about the fact that there
were some Communist employees in the OWI?
Mr. DAVIS. I received a great number of allegations from Mr.
Ciechanowski. I can’t remember all of them now, but they were in
vestigated, and, as I recall, there was no convincing evidence to
support them.
r. MACHRowICZ. Do you know Irene Belinska, who was in the

Polish Section?
Mr. DAVIS. I don’t remember here. -

Mr. MACHRowICZ. For your information, she was at that time one
of the members of the Polish Section in your office.
Mr. DAVIS. Was she here or in New York?
Mr. MACHRowICZ. In Washington. She is the daughter of Ludwig
Rajchman, who was the first consul of the Polish Communist Em
bassy in Washington in 1945. Rajchman engineered the surrender
of the Polish Government in exile's files to to the Polish Communist
Government in Washington. In 1947, this same Miss Balinska re
turned to Poland—she was then employed by the Office of War
Information—returned to Communist Poland and then came back to
the United States and is now with a Polish Communist publishing
house which publishes an anti-American newspaper. Did you know
that?
Mr. DAVIS. She could not have been employed by the Office of War
Information in 1947, because we had folded up.
Mr. MACHRowICz. No, not in 1947. It was prior to that time.
Mr. DAVIS. I don’t remember.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. You don’t remember having been warned by
Ambassador Ciechanowski or by anyone else about the fact that she
was in your employ and that she was a Communist?
Mr. DAVIs. I don’t remember. It may have happened. I don’t
know; it is a long time ago.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Did you know a Mira Zlotowski, who was in your
employ in 1945?
Mr. DAVIS. I don’t recall. Mr. Krzyzanowski was the only man I
ever had much dealing with, as I say, as the head of our Polish desk
in Washington.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. Did you know Mrs. Zlotowski, the wife of Prof.
Ignatius Zlotowski, the counselor of the Polish Communist Embassy
in Washington, who was denounced as a Communist by General Mo
delski of the Polish Embassy, who had resigned? He testified before
the House Un-American Activities Committee that Mrs. Zlotowski
was a Communist agent.
Mr. DAVIS. I have no doubt of that.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. You don’t remember her being employed by the
Office of War Information?
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Mr. DAvis. She may well have been. I don't remember. As I say,
the only man I dealt with was Mr. Krzyzanowski, who after he left us,
went to the United Nations. For 3 or 4 years the Polish Communist
Government tried to get him out of his job at the United Nations
because he was working for us. I don’t know whether he is still
employed there. • - -

Mr. MACHRowicz. Did you know a Stefan Arski, alias Arthur
Salman?
Mr. DAVIS. No.
Mr. MACHRowicz. For your information, he was also employed by
the Office of War Information in 1945. He is now in Warsaw, Poland,
and is editor in chief of the Communist paper Robotnik, which means
The Worker, the most outspoken anti-American organ in Warsaw. He
at that time was also an employee of the Office of War Information.
You have no recollection of him?
Mr. DAVIS. No.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. You have no recollection of either Ambassador
Ciechanowski or Congressman Lesinski warning you about the fact
that these three persons were known Communists, and were in the
employ of the£ of War Information? -

Mr. DAVIS. I don’t remember that Mr. Lesinski ever warned me
about anything. Mr. Ciechanowski,£ by his excessive numberof warnings, made me forget which particular ones he especially
spoke about. -

Mr. MACHRow ICz. Would it refresh your recollection if I told you
that you told Ambassador Ciechanowski to keep away from that
matter?

Mr. DAVIS. I don't know, but I do know that I was often tempted
to tell various of the representatives of the governments in exile to
stay out of our business, because almost every one of them seemed to
think that it was our duty to carry out the policies of his government
and not those of the United States. There were only two exceptions
to that that I can remember, of theM' in exile, the Czechs,that is

,

the good Czechs, Beneš, and Masaryk and the Filipino Govern
ment.

I will anticipate your next question. Mr. Hofmeister, who was head

o
f

our Czechoslovak desk in New York, after the Communists seized
power, became a Communist and is now, I believe, the Czechoslovak
Ambassador in Paris. But he showed no signs o

f

that inclination
while he was with us that I ever heard of.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. You took that attitude, even though they had
warned you o

f

the presence o
f

Communist agents in the Office o
f

War
Information?

Mr. DAVIs. If I had taken seriously all of the stories about agents of

the Communists in the Office of War Information I would have had
nothing else to do but to fire the whole staff. We investigated every
thing as much as we could, and we found that 99 percent o

f

the allega
tions were without foundation. I remember that at one time I re
ceived a very serious warning in the summer o

f

1944 about some o
f

our
people in Hollywood who were associating with a dangerous and sub
versive character who a
t

that time happened to be the chairman o
f

the
Dewey committee in Hollywood, and who had also written the most
effective anti-Communist picture that was ever put on the screen.
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Mr. MACHRowICz. Do you have any doubt about the fact that these
three persons whom I have mentioned were actually Communists?
Mr. DAVIS. I have no doubt that they are now. They may be band
wagon Communists, like a lot of others who wanted to be on the
winning side.
Mr. MACHRowICz. I think that in commenting on the testimony
taken before the House committee in 1943, you referred to the fact
that Mr. Cranston was only expressing his hope as to what these com
mentators would say; is that correct?
Mr. DAVIS. Well, that was the way it sounded to me. Counsel for
the committee phrased it a little differently, but it seemed to me that
the testimony of one of the witnesses will indicate that it was as you
Say.

Mr. MACHRowICz. I will refer you to this question and answer:
Mr. GAREY. And they wanted to know what you could do about getting the
program content on those Detroit stations to conform to their views of what
should be put over the air in the United States about the Russian situation?
That is the sum and substance of what Cranston was trying to get you to do?
Mr. LANG. I don’t know that it was expressed that way. That was the
thought.

Would you say that Mr. Cranston was right in trying to get any sta
tion in Detroit—or any other station—to conform to the views on
what should be put over the air?
Mr. DAVIS. No. What should be broadcast over the air in the
United States about the Russian situation?
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Yes.
Mr. DAVIs. No; that would be quite beyond our authority or quite
beyond my desires. But if you will look back a little further, you will
find that one of these gentlemen testified rather to the opposite.
Mr. MACHRowICz. I am just referring to this£ question:
You would say that if he acted in the manner that has been described
here, he acted improperly?
Mr. DAVIS. I think he acted improperly in that case, yes—if he so
did.

-

Mr. MACHRowICz. Did you at any time after your original broad
cast in May 1943, broadcast any information indicating the receipt
of information showing Russian guilt?
Mr. DAVIS. I don’t remember.
Mr. MACHRowICz. What information did you have other than what
you have already said, upon which to base your belief as to the truth
of the contents of that statement of May 3, 1943?
Mr. DAVIS. Just what I have here, the conflicting stories told by the
various Axis Nations, and the general unreliability of Joseph Goeb
bels.

Mr. MACHRowicz. Now, is it still your opinion, as expressed in that
broadcast, that the request by the Polish Government for an impartial
Red Cross investigation was a maneuver, brought about by German
propaganda?
Mr. DAVIS. No. I except to that to the extent that the German
propaganda, bringing in the whole story, touched off the chain re
action. I am certainly not implying that the Polish Government was
responsive to German propaganda; but it was a very smart thing by
Joseph Goebbels, which brought an obvious reaction.
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Mr. MACHRowicz. As I remember your broadcast, you indicated
that you thought the request of the Polish Government for an im
partial investigation was a smart maneuver by the German propa
anda.g
Mr. DAVIS. Well now, wait a minute. Let me see this. It says:
* * * German propoganda won a striking success last week when it suc
ceeded in bringing about a break in diplomatic relations between Russia and the
Polish Government in exile.

I don’t think that that implies that the Polish Government was
responsive to German propaganda, as such; that the story that was
broken by German propaganda, which had not been broken before
then, was responsible for this, and that the refusal of the Russians
to consider the International Red Cross investigation was responsible
for the breaking off of relations.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. And you don’t believe—do you?—that the re
quest by the Polish Government for an impartial investigation was
at all caused by German propaganda?
Mr. DAVIs. Oh, certainly not.
Mr. MACHROWICZ. That is all.
Chairman MADDEN. Mr. Dondero?
Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Davis, there has been handed to me, since I came
into the committee room at noon, a pamphlet which contains this state
ment [reading]:
One of the greatest OWI scandals broke when Frederick Woltman published
his article entitled “A. F. of L. and CIO Charge OWI Radio as Communistic.”
Woltman's article appears in the New York World-Telegram of October 4, 1943.
It showed that the A. F. of L. as well as the CIO, the two great American labor
Organizations, which nobody but the Communists ever accused of being reaction
ary, withdrew their cooperation from the OWI’s labor desk because of the latter's
outspoken Communist attitude.

Do you want to comment on that?
Mr. DAVIS. That is correct. We removed the man at the head of
the desk.
Mr. DONDERO. Who was that man?
Mr. DAVIS. I have forgotten his name now, but I remember that it
happened.
ay I ask what the pamphlet is

,

sir?
Mr. DoNDERO. Yes; it is a pamphlet entitled “The OWI and Voice
of America,” by Julius Epstein.
Mr. DAVIS. That statement is correct, and we did remove the man.
We had to fire a few people now and then.
Mr. DONDERO. How many, Mr. Davis, did you have to fire because
of their communistic attitude?
Mr. DAVIS. I think it was about a dozen. We fired the head of
the Greek desk in New York because he violated a directive sent from
Washington about the handling o

f

the news o
f

Greece. I have for
gotten his name, but it happened. There were a few others here
and there.
Chairman MADDEN. Mr. Sheehan.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Mr. Davis, can you tell us how you were selected for
the OWI job?
Mr. DAVIS. Well, I was selected by the President. I don't know
how h
e

came to the conclusion. New Yorker magazine was my



1996 THE KATYN FOREST MASSACRE

original sponsor. I wrote to the editor afterward and told him that
he seemed to be the man who did it

.

He said that he was “delighted,”
because that was the second public-service campaign h

e had ever
conducted, both successful. The first one was to get the information
booth in the Pennsylvania Station moved to the middle o

f

the con
course. He seemed to think that these two achievements were of about
equal importance.
Mr. SHEEHAN. You stated in the beginning that you reported only
to the President?
Mr. DAVIS. That is correct.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Therefore, the President must have given you some
directives, o

r

some ideas o
f

what he wanted you to do, o
r

what job

h
e

wanted you to accomplish. Can you relate that?
Mr. DAvis. Well, Mr. Roosevelt was a pretty busy man. I didn't
bother him any more than I had to. I think it is fair to say that he

was not very much interested in propaganda, so that I didn’t get very
many directives from him about specific matters.
Mr. SHEEHAN. What do you mean by “not very much interested in

propaganda”?
Mr. DAVIS. I don’t think that he regarded it as of any major im
portance. For example, I don’t think that he attached anything like
the weight to it that President Wilson did. -

Mr. SHEEHAN. In other words, you just had a cursory talk with
him. The President didn’t lay down any specific principles?
Let's be specific. Did h

e say a
t any time the way in which you

should treat Russia o
r any o
f

our other allies?
Mr. DAVIs. No; not other than to—
Mr. SHEEHAN. Then the whole policy of OWI was entirely within
your lap?
Mr. DAVIS. We had to check with the State Department, as I say,
on specific issues; but, very often, we found that the Government
had no policy. When I say “very often” that is a little exaggeration,
but there were certain cases in which we found that the Government
had not decided o

n policy. We had to keep on presenting news to

and about certain countries, and there we just had to “roll our own.”
Mr. SHEEHAN. The State Department, then, did not lay down any
policy for you at any time?
Mr. DAvis. Oh, yes; they did on various points, quite a lot o

f

them.
Mr. SHEEHAN. To be specific, did they lay down any policy o

r

ask
you to follow any particular line with reference to the treatment o

f

Russian news?
Mr. DAVIS. No.
Mr. SHEEHAN. German news?
Mr. DAVIS. Well, naturally, we regarded German news with con
siderable suspicion. We were at war with Germany, and what came
out o

f Germany was what was permitted by Joe Goebbels. We didn’t
have very much confidence in him a
s
a news source.
Mr. SHEEHAN. I would like to get back to this talk about F. D. R.

It seems inconceivable to he that Mr. Roosevelt would have called
you in and would have said “Here, Mr. Davis; you take over the OWI.

It is yours,” with no specific instructions, or anything. It seems to

me that Mr. Roosevelt was a strong-enough-willed man that, if he

believed h
e did not want your propaganda, he would have put the
OWI out of existence.
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Mr. DAVIS. The propaganda agency had been in existence before
that. The problem' OWI was formed was to unify the four
Government agencies that were then in existence. That was the prin
cipal thing that I was concerned with.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Did you agree with Mr. Roosevelt that propaganda
wasn’t worth much?
Mr. DAVIs. No; though I think that its value often has been over
rated. Propaganda never won a war b

y

itself. It can be an extremely
useful auxiliary to military operations, but it never won a war single
handedly.
Mr. SHEEHAN. On the basis o

f your experience in OWI—and you
have probably followed its course since you left it—do you think that,

a
s
a whole generally, they have done a worthwhile job?

Mr. DAVIs. Whom d
o you mean?

Mr. SHEEHAN. The propaganda agencies, the OWI and the Voice
of America?
Mr. DAVIS. I do.
Mr. SHEEHAN. You think it has been effective with the people over
seas? ‘.

Mr. DAvis. It has been about as effective as it could be.
Mr. SHEEHAN. That may be nothing.
Mr. DAVIS. Well, it is more effective than that. It has been very
valuable at times.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Do you think, in your own opinion, that we are
getting our money's worth for the large amount o

f money we are put
ting into this propaganda?
Mr. DAVIS. Yes.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Then, if you were a taxpayer, you would want to
continue the Voice of America?
Mr. DAVIS. I am a taxpayer, Mr. Sheehan.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Do you think it should be continued?
Mr. DAVIs. It should be continued. It may be, as some have said,
that a psychological-warfare program will crack the Communist front

in Korea. I very much doubt that. It will help, but it won’t do it by
itself, in my opinion. However, it will help.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Now, this Congress—and I myself, having been
fortunate enough to be reelected—will have to face the fact that we are
voting some£ riations for the Voice of America. From what Ihave seen and heard—and I am giving you my own personal opinion—I am not too confident. I mean that it is big in size and it is a large
amount o

f

money that is being spent. Someday we should have some
one, an expert like yourself, resolve in our own minds that maybe
propaganda is in itself valuable. That I would not question. But
whether we should have 9,000 employees and spend billions o

f

dollars
are points that a man with your experience should b

e able to tell us

about, more o
r

less “off the cuff.”
Mr. DAVIS. I don't think there is any proposal—any informed pro
posal—to spend billions o

f

dollars. Two or three amateurs have sug
gested that we need billion-dollar programs. I do not think it is

worth an investment o
f billions, by any means, but I do think that it

is worth the investment o
f

the money that is going into it now.
Remember that expenses are considerably higher than they were a

few years ago when I was operating. The Voice of America at present
93744–52–pt. 7–12
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gets more money than the OWI ever had, but that is largely due to
the increase in costs.
Mr. SHEEHAN. I don’t have the facts, and that is why I am asking
you these questions.
Mr. DAvis. I remember those statements, Mr. Sheehan, by outsiders;
that is

,

about how we ought to pour billions o
f

dollars into a great
campaign o

f
truth. I do not believe you would get value received for

billions, but I do believe that, for the kind of money that is going into

it now, you do.
-

Mr. SHEEHAN. For instance, one o
f

the criticisms—and it will bear
investigation, because as it stands in my mind I do not have the exact
facts—is, for instance, that in the radio end o

f

the Voice o
f

America

a
t

the present time there are more employees than the combined net
works in America. It seems to me that the combined networks in
America are doing a wonderful job o

f

news saturation and dissemi
nation.
Mr. DAVIS. The combined networks operate in one language. The
Voice o

f

America overseas probably operates in 40. That is one
difference right there.
They have to have relay stations abroad to pick up their short-wave
stuff and transmit it to medium waves, so that it can reach the audi
ences. So, it is a far more expensive operation.
Mr. SHEEHAN. That is all I have.
Mr. DoNDERO. I have one more question.
Chairman MADDEN. Mr. Dondero. -

Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Davis, how many people are employed by the
OWI-that has gone out of business—the Voice of America, today?
Mr. DAVIS. I don’t know how many they have today. As I say, at

our peak, we had about 9,000 here and overseas. But that was when
we had some 3

0 oversea stations, and there were some 4,000 o
f

those
who were local people, porters, chauffeurs, translators, and things
like that.
Mr. DONDERO. Our investment in the Voice of America is about
$85,000,000 annually now. Do you understand that to be about
correct?

Mr. DAVIs. Yes, sir; but, as I say, the costs have vastly gone up.
Then there are also certain things such as, for instance, when Luxem
burg was liberated, our psychological warfare was partly OWI and'' British. They had the great advantage of Radio Luxemburg.u

t

now Radio Luxemburg has been given back to Luxemburg, and
our people have had to build their own relay stations.
Chairman MADDEN. As a comment, I might say this: I think that
the Voice o

f

America and any medium to send truth behind the iron
Curtain is a good investment. But, referring to some o

f

the ridiculous
ideas o

f

even some Members o
f

our Congress o
n expenditures for

propaganda and truth, it has been revealed b
y

the people over in

Europe that our committee, through our testimony over there, put
the RussianI' machine on the defensive. Our committeewill not cost the American taxpayers over $80,000. Yet, when the
resolution was u
p

o
n

the floor o
f

the House to permit our committee

to g
o

overseas, there were 156 Members who voted against the reso
lution. A great number of them thought the expenditure involved
was too much. We only won permission to g

o

overseas b
y

nine votes.
When you consider the millions o

f

dollars that have been spent by
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Congress for propaganda, I do not think the opinions of some Mem
bers of Congress are of very much value when you consider that onr
resolution won by only nine votes.
Mr. DAVIs. If I might just offer a sort of supplementary paragraph
to that, propaganda has to have something to work on. The most£" ropaganda is the truth; and the facts about this Katyn
business which your committee has brought to light will undoubtedly
be of enormous value to the Voice of America from now on.
Chairman MADDEN. Are there any further questions?
Mr. O'KoNSKI. Mr. Davis, were you warned through several dif
ferent sources that you had Communists in the Office of War Infor
mation? One statement that you made was that in Mr. Lesinski's
warning, for example, there were more lies in that article than you
ever saw before.
Mr. DAVIs. That is correct.
Mr. O'KoNSKI. Is it your contention that there were no Commu
Inists in the OWI?
Mr. DAVIs. No, sir. But the statements made by Mr. Lesinski were
almost all demonstrably false. As I say, we found about a dozen, and
we fired them.
Mr. O’KoNSKI. Do you recall a Mr. Peter Lyons?
Mr. DAVIS. I know the name.
Mr. O'KoNSKI. Do you recall a Mr. Barnes?
Mr. DAVIS. Joe Barnes—certainly.
Mr. O’KonsKI. What was your estimate of Mr. Barnes?
Mr. DAVIs. I thought he was a very able man, but he was too much
addicted to what we called in the war “localitis.” He was head of the
New York office, and it was eventually found desirable to remove him
because he didn't seem to be quite sufficiently in sympathy with the
policies laid down in Washington. But I never had the slightest
question about his loyalty.
Mr. O'KONSKI. I am quoting now from the labor report that we
had reference to. It says here | reading]:
It developed that the labor broadcasting desk under Mr. Barnes, through the
OWI, had broadcast to Europe songs of the Almanac Sailors, who are virtually
the official songsters of the American Communist Party.

In other words, for a while there we actually had Communist songs
going out over the OWI.
Mr. DAvis. I don’t know about that, Mr. O'Konski. I would hesi
tate to believe it without corroboration, because so many lies were told
about us. As I say, I didn’t know anything about it, and I doubt
whether Joe Barnes knew anything about it

. It is conceivably true,
but we did remove the head man.
Mr. O'KONSKI. Did you know that the Almanac Sailors were
broadly proclaiming their anti-American attitude with such tuneful
songs as “Plow under every fourth American boy”?

r. DAVIS. I can't remember that I ever heard of those singers
having their songs go out over the OWI.
Mr. O’KonsKI. In other words, you do admit, though, that the Office
of War Information did have Communist sympathizers?
Mr. DAVIs. Yes; we had a few, and we fired them when we caught
them.
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Mr. O'KoNSKI. Was the initiative in firing them started by your
organization or was it always by some outside pressure, such as the
CIO and the A. F. Of L."
Mr. DAVIS. It was almost always started by our organization. We
had our own security service, and when they found evidence against
somebody we threw them out.
Mr. O’KONSKI. That is all.
Chairman MADDEN. Are there any further questions?
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. And you never heard, Mr. Davis, of any of these
people whom Imentioned?
Mr. DAVIs. No, sir; evidently not, because they didn’t find evidence
sufficient to justify firing them at that time. As you say, no doubt
they are Communists now, but that was not necessarily true then. I
admit that we missed one or two.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. You caught 10, but you do not know how many
you missed?
Mr. DAvis. Well, as I say, I admit that we missed one or two. They
have since shown themselves to have become Communists. They are
not the ones that you mentioned. I prefer not to mention their names,
although I would be glad to give them to the committee in private.
We missed them only because they didn’t show any evidence of
communistic activities at that time, but have shown them since. I
don’t think there were very many.
Mr. O'KoNSKI. Subsequently, since your connection with the OWI
and the unearthing of all of this evidence, conclusive as it was, and as
you now observe conditions, do you think that if you had to do it
over again you would have handled, say, for instance, the Katyn
story, in the OWI, as you did, knowing what you know now?
Mr. DAVIS. Oh, no. You mean in the broadcast? No; certainly
not.

Mr. O'KONSKI. Would you have handled that broadcast in the
same way had you known the facts?
Mr. DAVIs. No, sir. These reports, which seem to me convincing,
as far as I know, were never heard of by me until they appeared in
the hearings of this committee this spring.
Chairman MADDEN. Have you finished?
Mr. O’KONSKI. Yes.
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Davis, you have already told the committee
that the function of Alan Cranston was outside the scope of his
specific duties when he attended this meeting in New York and tried
to get them to conform?
Mr. DAVIS. Well, if he did as you say. I think that if you will
read that you will find some conflict in the testimony about that.
Mr. MITCHELL. All right.I would like to place in the record now from the same set of hear
ings—and I will ask Mr. Pucinski to read it—testimony concerning a
man by the name of Lee Falk. Do you know Mr. Falk?
Mr. DAVIS. Well, I remember the name. I don’t remember what
he did.
Mr. MITCHELL. In OWI?
Mr. DAVIS. I remember him as somebody in OWI; yes.
Mr. MITCHELL. Will you proceed to read that, please, Mr. Pucinski?
Mr. PUCINSKI. I am reading from page 494 of the same testimony
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as exhibit 2. This is from volume 991 of the House committee hear
ings. This is testimony sworn to by Mr. Robert K. Richards.
Chairman MADDEN. Testimony before what committee?
Mr. PUCINSKI. The House committee investigating the Federal
Communications Commission, headed by Congressman Cox. This is
testimony sworn to by Mr. Robert K. Richards, Assistant to the Di
rector of the Office of Censorship. Mr. Richards is relating a mem
orandum that he had written immediately after a conference he had
with Sidney Spear, an attorney for the Federal Communications
Commission, at 2 p.m. August 25, 1942. , I am just going to read the
part of Mr. Richards’ memorandum which he prepared following
that meeting with Spear. • -

Mr. Spear is talking about a meeting that he had with Lee Falk.I am quoting:
He related his experiences with Mr. Lee Falk of the Foreign-Language
Section, Radio Division, Office of War Information. He said that Mr. Falk
originally had taken on the job of removing unsavory personnel from foreign
language stations, because he, Mr. Falk, believed such a job had to be done,
and no One else Seemed to Want to do it.
Mr. Spear told me the following: “We worked it this way. If Lee, meaning
Lee Falk, found a fellow he thought was doing some funny business, he told me
about it. Then he waited until the station applied for renewal of license. Say
the station was WBNX and the broadcaster in question was Leopold Hurdski.”

there is a note here that Hurdski is a fictitious name being used just
for the purpose of illustration. I am continuing quoting:
Well, when WBNX applied for renewal, we would tip off Lee, and he would
drop in on Mr. Alcorn, the station manager. He would say “Mr. Alcorn, I
believe you ought to fire Leopold Hurdski.” Then he would give Mr. Alcorn
some time to think this over. After a couple of weeks, Mr. Alcorn would begin
to notice he was having some trouble getting his license renewed. After a
couple of more weeks of this same thing, he would begin to put two and two
together and get four. Then he would fire Leopold Hurdski, and very shortly
after that his license would be renewed by the Commission. This was a little
extralegal, I admit, and I had to wrestle with my conscience about it, but it
seemed the only way to eliminate this kind of person, so I did it. We can
cooperate in the same way with you—meaning with the Office of War Censorship.

Mr. MITCHELL., Mr. Davis, would you say that the function of Lee
Falk, as described therein, that is

,
in the congressional committee in

vestigation, was within the scope o
f

his duties at OWI?
Mr. DAVIs. No, sir. If that is a correct report of what he did, I

would say that he exceed his proper field.
Mr. MITCHELL. Thank you, sir. I have no further questions.
Chairman MADDEN. Are there any further questions?
Mr. O'KoNSKI. Mr. Davis, your handling of the Katyn story was

in conformity with the United States military and foreign policy at

that time, was it not?
Mr. DAvis. Well, I don't know that the military policy came into

it at all. This memorandum from Mr. Berle would suggest that they
wanted nothing said about it

.

As I say, for a news organization, it

was impossible to say nothing about it
.

Mr. O'KONSKI. If it had not been in conformity with the over-all
policy a
t

that time, you would have heard from him, would you not
have?

Mr. DAVIS. Well, I should imagine so. As I say, I heard about

it only from the Polish paper and the Daily Worker, neither of which
liked it.
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Mr. O'KONSKI. The reason I mentioned that is because all of this
evidence started to pile up in the various divisions of our Govern
ment. They were not correlated. There was a hush-hush policy on
the Katyn massacre all the way through, so that at that time, even
if you had tried to get the truth about the Katyn massacre, you
would have been unable to do so.
Mr. DAVIS. I certainly wouldn’t have been able to get the critical
documents, the reports of Colonel Van Vliet and of these other people
because, as I understand, they were only available after the German
collapse in 1945.

..
. Mr. O’KonsKI. In our investigation, we found out that there was

no correlation between the various departments. It seems certain
that there were never any documents o

r any bit o
f

evidence pinning
the crime o

n

the Germans. It was just not available for anyone to

see. So you couldn’t have spoken truthfully. The propaganda in

your broadcast were based very largely on the suspicion o
f

Goebbels.

id you ever have any suspicion about Stalin?
But as you observe this whole picture now, don’t you think—and
you do not have to comment on this if you do not want to—that the
over-all policy in handling the Katyn affair by all o

f

the branches o
f

the United States Government who were concerned, was very badly
handled?
Mr. DAVIS. I don’t think they had much evidence until May or

June of 1945, and the Van Vliet report. What happened after that

I wouldn’t know, because at that time we were principally concerned
with the Japanese war. Then I went out of office on the 15th of Sep
tember of 1945.
Mr. SHEEHAN. May I say that in the belief of our committee, the
Voice o

f

America followed the policy o
f hiding the Katyn affair until

pretty nearly 1950, although the documents were there.
We understand that there was not much use made of them in the
Voice of America.
Mr. DAVIS. The OWI could not have concealed that after Septem
ber 1945 because after that we did not exist.
Mr. SHEEHAN. I said the Voice of America.
Mr. DAVIS. Whether any division o

f

our office ever got the Van Vliet
report, I don’t know. I very much doubt it. I do so, because, if some
body had gotten it

, I would have been told.
Chairman MADDEN. Are there any other questions?
Mr. Davis, we are grateful to you for coming up here today.
Mr. DAVIs. Thank you, gentlemen.
Chairman MADDEN. The next witnesses will be Joseph Lang and
Arthur Simon.
We will hear Mr. Joseph Lang first. Will you come forward, Mr.
Lang, please? -

I will ask the photographers to take their pictures now, in conform
ance with the rules.

TESTIMONY OF JOSEPH LANG, JENKINTOWN, PA.

Chairman MADDEN. Mr. Lang, do you solemnly swear that the testi
mony you are about to give the committee will be the truth, the whole
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God?
Mr. LANG. I do.
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Chairman MADDEN. Mr. Lang, will you state your name and address,
please, for the reporter?
Mr. LANG. Joseph Lang, Jenkintown, Pa.
Chairman MADDEN. Mr. Lang, what is your business?
Mr. LANG. I am in the broadcasting business.
Chairman MADDEN. Where are you employed now? For whom?
What company?I' LANG. I am vice president of radio station WIBG in Philadelphia.
Chairman MADDEN. Will you proceed, Mr. Mitchell?
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Lang, where were you employed in May 1943?
Mr. LANG. I was vice president and general manager of radio sta
tion WHOM, New York City.

-

Mr. MITCHELL. Were you present this afternoon when the testimony
was read into the record from the congressional investigation of 1943?
Have you read it?
Mr. LANG. I have read it.
Mr. MITCHELL. Then you are familiar with that statement?
Mr. LANG. Yes.
Mr. MITCHELL. Do you now state before this committee that the
statements contained therein are true?
Mr. LANG. I do.
Mr. MITCHELL. That Mr. James F. Hopkins was contacted in
Detroit?
Mr. LANG. I do. -
Mr. MITCHELL. That Mr. Alan Cranston and Mrs. Hilda Shea visited
your office? -

Mr. LANG. That is correct.
Mr. MITCHELL. And that present at that meeting was Mr. Simon?
Mr. LANG. Yes; that is true.
Mr. MITCHELL. And that no member of the Office of Censorship was
present?
Mr. LANG. They were not.
Mr. MITCHELL. And that the substance contained therein. that is

,

what you have read from the congressional hearing—and since you
were the witness, you should certainly know what you said—is defi
nitely true?
Mr. LANG. That is correct.
Mr. MITCHELL. I have no further questions.
Chairman MADDEN. Are there any questions?
Mr. O’Konski?
Mr. O’KonsKI. In this conversation that you had, Mr. Lang, did
any conversation develop along these lines—that these foreign-lan
guage stations are on a temporary license, and that if they didn’t con
form, somehow it would b

e made known to them through the Federal
Communications Commission that the renewal o

f

their license might

b
e endangered? Did any conversation o
r

hints ever develop when
you were meeting with these people about getting these foreign-lan
guage stations to conform with OWI policy? - -

Mr. LANG. I would say actual conversations took place encompas
sing words like those. But we all knew in the foreign-language field,
since there were so many people suspect o
f

different leanings, whether
they were Fascists, Fascist leanings o
r

Communist leanings, that we
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were held on the string, you might say, until a lot of these things could
be cleared up.

-

As far as hints go, I wouldn’t say there were hints; but it was gen
erally known and discussed among station owners, or station man
agers, that that was the situation.
Mr. O'KONSKI. Now, you are in the radio business as I am. Sup
pose you owned a foreign-language station and somebody hinted to
you that as long as you had John Jones as an announcer or as a news
caster on your radio station you might run into a little difficulty in
getting your license renewed. As a radio-station operator, how long
would it take you until you would fire that announcer or newscaster?
Mr. LANG. Well, frankly, Mr. O’Konski, there isn’t any such thing
as a foreign-language station. These are American stations broad
casting in foreign languages.
Mr. O’KONSKI. That is right. I will correct the record.
Mr. LANG. I could not be intimidated by any such talk or threat.I have been in the broadcasting business since 1928. I have attended
a great many hearings before the Federal Communications Commis
sion. In my estimation, the owner or the licensee of a radio station
is the sole person responsible for that license, and it is up to him
to use his own best judgment as to whether the person should be fired
or not. I know that when it came to a final analysis, no governmental
agency could take a license away from a station because, in their judg
ment, they saw fi

t
to keep a person o
n

who might be inimical to the
country's interests o

r

the country's security. If he was, that would

b
e
a case for the FBI, and that is the way I judge matters like that.

Mr. O’KONSKI. That was true in your case. But take some o
f

these
stations that are barely hanging on economically, having a hard time
making ends meet. If it was generally hinted to them almost by any
body, that they would run into difficulty in getting their license re
newed a

s long as they had this person commenting o
n

the news, what
do you think most o

f

those owners would do? ould they run the
risk of antagonizing the Government agency or would they call in the
commentator and say “I am sorry, but my business is in jeopardy, and

I cannot take the chance. I will have to dismiss you.”
Mr. LANG. I don’t know whether I can answer that. In other
words, I would be just venturing an opinion, when you ask me what I

think they would do.
Mr. O’KoRNSKI. Yes; I understand.
Mr. LANG. The only thing I can really state definitely is what I

would do.
Mr. O'KONSKI. That is right.
Mr. LANG. I suppose they would b

e very much tempted to take the
easiest way out, and to let the person go, if they felt that their license
was in jeopardy.
Chairman MADDEN. Are there any further questions?
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Mr. Lang, as the result o
f

the conference you
had with Mr. Cranston, did you contact Mr. Hopkins, Mr. James F.

Hopkins, o
f

Station WJBK, in Detroit?
Mr. LANG. Yes; I did. -

Mr. MACHRowICz. Why did you contact him?
Mr. LANG. Because Mr. Cranston and Mrs. Shea called me from
Washington to arrange this meeting, saying that they would like to
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get the foreign language, or rather, the Polish situation straightened
out in Detroit, and asking me whether I could help.
Mr. MACHRow ICz: What did they tell you about the so-called foreign
language situation in Detroit?
Mr. LANG. That the Polish commentators were—I don’t remember
the exact language—but they used the colloquial expression—“going
haywire” and making comments on a great many subjects that they
felt were not in line with what our general thinking should be.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Did they specifically refer to the Katyn
massacre?

Mr. LANG. The two subjects mentioned were the Katyn massacre
and—yes, they did refer to that.
Mr. MACHRowICz. So that Mr. Cranston objected to the commen
tator on Station WJBK making comments indicating Russian guilt
for the massacre; is that£
Mr. LANG. Yes.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. And he wanted you to put a stop to that?
Mr. LANG. Well, he couldn’t ask me to put a stop to it

,

because I had
no authority. I was chairman of the foreign language committee of

the National Association o
f

Broadcasters and we had no power, as an
industry committee, a voluntary industry committee, we had no power

to discipline anyone. We simply tried to have our programs in the
national interest. Mr. Cranston asked me what my ideas were on it

,

and I said that I would apply the same procedures and rules that I

had used there, and had used for a good many years, that is
,

that I

would only permit to be broadcast in these foreign languages a
t
a

critical time, the dispatches we got off the services that we subscribed
to. At that time they were the Associated Press and the International
News Service.
The reason for that was that I felt that they were checked at the
source. We received them by teletype in our station. Frankly, there
was more reliability to those reports, more reliability than we could
ascertain by checking ourselves, for which we had no facilities.
On the other hand, if we permitted people to comment on matters,
they were giving their own versions, their own reports, and I didn’t
know where those ideas were coming from.
Mr. MACHRowICz. In other words, what Mr. Cranston wanted you

to do was to use your good efforts to try to convince Station WJBK

in Detroit not to permit these comments, which would indicate Russian
uilt?g

Mr. LANG. That is right.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. And wasn’t that a form of censorship?
Mr. LANG. Yes; I would suppose you could call it that.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Was that not contrary to the spirit o

f

the Federal
Communications Act?
Mr. LANG. Yes.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. And you did call Mr. Hopkins?
Mr. LANG. Yes; I did.
Mr. MACHRowicz. What did you tell Mr. Hopkins?
Mr. LANG. I told him that I thought—I didn’t suggest any way to

run his station. I told him what I was doing, and that I thought that
would b
e
a course to pursue which would satisfy the public in getting
proper news without having it slanted; that I had used that method,
and that I felt it very satisfactory.
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Mr. MACHRow ICz. What did Mr. Hopkins tell you?
Mr. LANG. As I recollect—I do not remember his exact words—he
said that he would think it over, and, naturally, make his own de
cision, as he was the owner of that station.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. That is all.
Let me ask this. Mrs. Shea was definitely not representing the poli
cies of the Federal Communications Commission. What she did, she
did on her own?
Mr. LANG. Yes.
Chairman MADDEN. Are there any further questions?
You may proceed, Mr. Mitchell.
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Lang, in an interview conducted by the commit
tee staff in September of this year with Mrs. Shea, the following ques
tion was asked:

Unless Mr. Lang is not telling the truth or unless he is confused, or unless the
regulation is not corrected, it would appear that you were really not exploring.
. You had your mind pretty well made up. From what he said earlier, you were
concerned about the boundaries, the question of boundaries between Poland and
Russia? -

to that Mrs. Shea replied:

I would like to repeat, I would like again to repeat that Mr. Lang is quite
mistaken in saying that I joined with Mr. Cranston in the recommendation
that any station could take any position on this Polish-Russian controversy.

Would you like to comment on that, please? Did she join with
Cranston?
Mr. LANG. Well, the fact that she was at that meeting, whether she
said a word or not, would certainly indicate to me that she was in
agreement with what Cranston thought and expressed to me.
Mr. MITCHELL. Was your license up for consideration at that time?
Mr. LANG. Yes.
Mr. MITCHELL. Was she present, then, in that capacity, that is, in
connection with your license, or was she there on this Katyn-Polish
question?

Mr. LANG. Well, she was there, as I understand it, to accompany
Mr. Cranston. I don’t know what her official position was. She
had n

o

official position, as far as I was concerned, except that they
were both interested in this situation.
Mr. MITCHELL. Did Cranston have anything to do with the granting
of licenses?
Mr. LANG. No.
Mr. MITCHELL. Why do you think that Cranston was at that meet
ing, other than for that Katyn affair?
Mr. LANG. I do not know.
Mr. MITCHELL. Is Mrs. Shea correct in her statement that she did
not participate in this dicussion?

-

Mr. LANG. Well, she was certainly there, and, as far as I am con
cerned, that is participating in a discussion. I don’t recollect any
exact words, but anyone who was present had to participate in the
discussion.

Mr. MITCHELL. Thank you. I have no further questions.
Chairman MADDEN. Are there any further questions?
Thank you, Mr. Lang, for appearing as a witness.
Chairman MADDEN. Arthur Simon, please.

*
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TESTIMONY OF ARTHUR SIMON, FOREST HILLS, N. Y.

Chairman MADDEN. Mr. Simon, do you solemnly swear that the
testimony '' are about to give the committee will be the truth, thewhole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God?
Mr. SIMON. I do.
Chairman MADDEN. Will you state your name, please, Mr. Simon?
Mr. SIMON. Arthur Simon.
Chairman MADDEN. And your address?

N.' SIMON. 7714 One hundred and thirteenth Street, Forest Hills,
Chairman MADDEN. And your business?
Mr. SIMON. I am a special representative for the Radio and Tele
vision Daily, a publication that covers the radio and television news
of the industry. -

Chairman MADDEN. Will you proceed, Mr. Mitchell?
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Simon, you have been present this afternoon
and heard the discussion of the meeting held in New York in May,
1943, have you not?
Mr. SIMON. I have.
Mr. MITCHELL. Did you participate in that meeting in New York?
Mr. SIMON. I did.
Mr. MITCHELL. Do you subscribe to the statements that have been
made here by Mr. Lang?
Mr. SIMON. I do.
Mr. MITCHELL. Do you subscribe to the statements that were made
in that congressional hearing?
Mr. SIMON. I do.
Mr. MITCHELL. Can you shed any further light to this committee
on that particular meeting that was held in New York?
Mr. SIMON. No; I don’t believe I can add any more to it with two
exceptions, namely, that also present was a Mr. Fred Call, who handled
publicity for the committee, and who came in at the latter part of the
meeting, and a program director who was called in by Mr. Lang dur
ing the course of the meeting.
Mr. MITCHELL. What did the program director have to say there?
Mr. SIMON. He was asked by Mr. Lang how he handled his news
broadcasts, and he repeated in substance the fact that he just took it
off the news tickers and gave it just as it came off those tickers.
Mr. MITCHELL. And when you were present there at that meeting,
were you participating in the discussion of the Katyn affair, or were
you participating in the discussion of Mr. Lang's license?
Mr. SIMON. It concerned the Katyn affair and the boundaries be
tween Russia and Poland, both subjects.
Mr. MITCHELL. When you were present, was his license discussed?
Mr. SIMON. No: it was not. -

Mr. Mircher. When you were present at this particular meeting,
the sole subject of conversation was the Katyn affair and the Polish
boundary question?
Mr. SIMON. That is correct.
Mr. MITCHELL. And Mrs. Shea was present?
Mr. SIMON. Yes.
Mr. MITCHELL. Did she have any comments to make that you can
recall?
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Mr. SIMON. I just recall her concurring in Mr. Cranston’s state
ments. To the best of my knowledge, she joined in that conversation.I know she was present from the beginning to the end.
Mr. MITCHELL. Thank you. I have no further questions.
Chairman MADDEN. Are there any questions?
Mr. MACHRowICZ. I have one question.
Mr. Simon, didn’t you consider this request of Mr. Cranston as an
attempt to gag the radio commentators?

-

Mr. SIMON. I did.
Mr. MACHRowIcz. Didn’t you consider that to be a violation of the
spirit of the Federal Communications Act?
Mr. SIMON. I did.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. That is all I have.
Chairman MADDEN. Mr. Dondero?
Mr. DONDERO. No questions.

-

Chairman MADDEN. Mr. Mitchell, you may proceed.
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Simon, did you ask Mrs. Shea what she was
doing there?
Mr. SIMON. No. To the best of my knowledge, I did not. She ap
peared with Mr. Cranston. They were both there together.
Mr. MITCHELL. Did she give any justification for her reason for
being there?
Mr. SIMON. No. There was no justification, outside of the fact
that she concurred in Mr. Cranston’s statement. I recall no other
reason for her being there, except to be with Mr. Cranston when this
discussion was taken up. She was there, as I understand it, represent
ing the Federal Communications Commission.
Mr. MITCHELL. Woud you call her presence there indirect intimi
dation?
Mr. SIMON. In my opinion?
Mr. MITCHELL. Yes.
Mr. SIMON. Yes.
Mr. MITCHELL. Thank you, sir. I have no further questions.
Chairman MADDEN. Are there any other questions?
Thank you for appearing to testify, Mr. Simon.
Mr. James F. Hopkins.

TESTIMONY OF JAMES F. HOPKINS

Chairman MADDEN. Mr. Hopkins, will you raise your right hand
and be sworn? -

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are about to give the
committee will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth,

so help you God?
Mr. HOPKINS. I do.
Chairman MADDEN. There will be a 5-minute recess.
(At this !'" a short recess was taken, after which the hearingwas resumed.)
Chairman MADDEN. The committee will come to Order.
Mr. Hopkins, you have been sworn, have you not?
Mr. HOPKINs. Yes.
Chairman MADDEN. And did you give your name and address?
Mr. HoPKINs. James F. Hopkins, Detroit, Mich.
Chairman MADDEN. Your street address?
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Mr. HoPKINs. 15865 Rosemont Road.
Chairman MADDEN. New York City?
Mr. HoPKINS. Detroit.
Chairman MADDEN. What is your business?
Mr. HoPKINs. I am the president of the Michigan Music Co., the
franchise holder for Muzak in Detroit and president of the Herrans
Valley Broadcasters, radio station in Ann Arbor.
Chairman MADDEN. Did you formerly own a radio station?
Mr. HoPKINs. I was the manager and part owner ofWJBK, Detroit.
Chairman MADDEN. Proceed.
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Hopkins, have you been present this afternoon
when the testimony of Mr. Joseph Lang and Mr. Arthur Simon was
heard?
Mr. HOPKINS. I have.
Mr. MITCHELL. Do you concur in the remarks or the statements that
they made under oath?
Mr. HoPKINs. I do.
Mr. MITCHELL. You were contacted by Mr. Joseph Lang?
Mr. HoPKINs. I was.
Mr. MITCHELL. On the subject matter of Katyn?
Mr. HOPKINS. I was.
Mr. MITCHELL. Will you speak a little louder?
Mr. HoPKINS. I was,
Mr. MITCHELL. You heard me ask Mr. Elmer Davis about an indi
vidual by the name of Mr. Lee Falk. Could you shed any light on the
type of activities that Mr. Falk was engaged in, when you were the
part owner ofWJBK?
Mr. HoPKINs. I talked to Mr. Falk at one time in Washington rela
tive to the foreign-language personnel. Another time he came to De
troit and suggested that I discharge certain individuals.
Mr. MITCHELL. What was his method and way of doing that? Be
cause he was with the Office of War Information?
Mr. HoPKINs. I didn’t take him too seriously and told him so in
so many words, and that I didn’t want any part of him.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Why do you not get the names of the persons he
wanted to have removed?
Mr. MITCHELL. Could you give us the names of the individuals he
wanted removed?

Mr. HoPKINs. One of them was Leon Wyszatycki.
Mr. MITCHELL. Could you explain what position Mr. Wyszatycki
had in your station at that time?
Mr. HoPKINs. He ran one of the Polish hours broadcasting over
WJBK.
Mr. MITCHELL. Why did Mr. Falk want him removed?
Mr. HoPKINs. He didn’t give me any concrete reasons. He just
said he thought we should get rid of him.
Mr. MITCHELL. Did he mention the Katyn affair?
Mr. HoPKINs. No; I believe this was before the Katyn affair, if my
recollection serves me properly. It was before that.
Mr. MITCHELL. Did you have in your employ at that time a Mr.
Marian Kreutz?
Mr. HoPKINs. Not in my employ. He was broadcasting over the
station, but was actually in the employ of Mr. Wyszatycki.
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Mr. MITCHELL. Could you explain the connection between you and
Mr. Kreutz at that time? -

Mr. HoPKINs. Well, only that the station made rules as to what
could be or could not be broadcast in light of the fact that we were
waging a war.
Mr. MITCHELL. Did you have any direct contact with Mr. Marian
Kreutz?
Mr. HoPKINs. If I insisted he be discharged for one reason or an
other, he would come to the office and we would see if he would
straighten it out. In that regard, yes.
Mr. MITCHELL. Was he ever discharged?
Mr. HOPKINs. Yes.
Mr. MITCHELL. When? Do you recall?
Mr. HoPKINs. I can’t give you the exact time.
Mr. MITCHELL. Why?
Mr. HoPKINs. We felt that he was more interested in broadcasting
actual concrete news, whether that story had the proper effect on the
Polish audience or not, and we were concerned on whether the story
would in any way curtail the war effort of the Polish segment of the
population of the area.
Mr. MITCHELL. Was Mr. Kreutz ever suspended from the air?
Mr. HoPKINs. I think he was, for several days, but not for any
lengthy time.
Mr. MITCHELL. Did you, yourself, suspend him or could you tell us
how the suspension was accomplished?

-

Mr. HoPKINs. Well, inasmuch as he was not working for me, but
working for Leon Wyszatycki, I would have to call him in and tell
him to do the dirty work.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Mr. Wyszatycki rented an hour from you; is that
correct?
Mr. HoPKINs. No; it wasn't—he was actually a representative of the
station, but an individual contractor.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. But he had the right to employ radio com
mentators?

•
-

Mr. HoPKINs. That is right.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. And he employed Mr. Marian Kreutz as a
commentator?

Mr. HoPKINs. Within certain dictates of the station; that is correct.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. And then you received your call from whom?
Mr. HoPKINs. From Lang.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Stating that the nature of the broadcasts of Mr.
Kreutz were not satisfactory?
Mr. HoPKINs. No; not necessarily that.
Mr. MACHRowICz. What did they tell you about his broadcasts?
Mr. HoPKINs. He told me that there were certain stories breaking,
and that it was a general consensus of the group that he has named,
he in no way implicated himself, in what he said but that it was gen
erally felt that perhaps the broadcast of this story would create such

8..# among the Polish people that it would detract from their wareffort.

Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Mr. Kreutz was known in the community, was he
not, for his violent anti-Communist feelings?
Mr. HoPKINs. Well, he may have been, but I, of course, can’t speak
or understand Polish, so I can’t tell you that.
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Mr. MACHRowicz. Do you know that you had been receiving com
plaints from certain Communist groups in Detroit?
Mr. HoPKINs. I didn’t hear you, sir.
Mr. MACHRowicz. You received complaints about the nature of his
testimony from certain Polish Communist groups in Detroit?
Mr. HoPKINs. Yes; I think I did. I remember a couple of them.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. The Communists objected to the way he com
mented on certain news events?
Mr. HoPKINs. That is probably substantially true, but I can’t re
member the exact nature, apparently.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Then these p:ple that called you took it upon
themselves to censure his broadcasts?
Mr. HoPKINs. They tried to, they would never get by with that.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. They succeeded in getting him suspended.
Mr. HoPKINs. No; I don’t think they did. -

Mr. MACHRowICz. He was suspended.
Mr. HoPKINs. That is right.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Why?
Mr. HoPKINs. I had a full-time employee, an attorney, by the name
of Morris Luskin, whose business it was to check over his opinion on
the effect of certain stories that were proposed to be broadcast. And
it was on his recommendation that Mr. Kreutz was suspended when
he was suspended.

Mr. MACHRowicz. You were interested in maintaining good, proper
connections with the Federal Communications Commission?
Mr. HoPKINs. Yes, sir.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. And when you knew the Federal Communica
tions Commission was interested in having this man suspended you
thought it would be good policy to suspend him?
Mr. HoPKINs. No; that is not true.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. You knew they objected to the nature of the
broadcasts.

Mr. HoPKINs. That who objected?
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. The Federal Communications Commission.
Mr. HoPKINs. No; I didn’t.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Well, when Mr. Simon or Mr. Lang called you,
they told you they had talked to Mr. Cranston.
Mr. HoPKINs. I never heard of Cranston up until today or yes
terday.
Mr. MACHRowICz. What did Mr. Simon tell you?
Mr. HoPKINs. I didn’t talk to Simon.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Mr. Lang. What did Lang tell you?
Mr. HoPKINs. Lang and Simon and myself, and a few other station
managers, were affiliated in the foreign-language group, who tried to
keep the foreign-language broadcasts clean and aboveboard and to
further the effort of the war. When Joe called me and told me that
he had had a meeting with the group, and I don’t think he—he may
have told me but if he did tell me who he had met, I don’t remember,
but he did tell me he met with a group, and the culmination was as I
have stated, that this story would perhaps serve the war effort better if
it was not broadcast.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Did you read the translations of Mr. Kreutz’
broadcasts?
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Mr. HoPKINS. Not all of the time. Mr. Luskin did, as a rule.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Did you read the translations of those which
were considered as somewhat objectionable?
Mr. HoPKINs. Yes; I think I did.
Mr. MACHRowICz. What did you find objectionable in them, if
any?
Mr. HoPKINs. Well, if a story went out in Detroit, claiming that
the Russians had murdered X number of thousands of Polish officers
and soldiers, it certainly would turn the, naturally, Polish audience
against one of our allies.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Was that objectionable, if the facts were true?
Mr. HoPKINs. Yes, and no. As far as the war effort is concerned,
and the winning of the war, it might have had a material effect, and
an adverse one. After all, the thing had occurred, as bad as it was,
as atrocious as it was, the very fact that the story should be told, you
can’t compound an evil, and that would be exactly what happened.
If the Polish people were in any way thrown away from furthering
the war effort, no good would be done. Certainly the fact that they
knew it couldn’t bring the people back to life that had been murdered.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Then you felt that the news, even if it may be
true, of Russian guilt, should be withheld from the Americans of
Polish descent?
Mr. HoPKINs. Yes, sir.
Mr. MACHROWICZ. And you felt that it was proper because if such
news, even if true, was disseminated, the person who disseminated it
should be suspended?
Mr. HoPKINs. I didn’t say I suspended him on that cause, sir.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. What did you suspend him on?
Mr. HoPKINs. I can’t tell you. That was 8 years ago or 10 years
a CIO.

"hairman MADDEN. Any further questions?
Thank you for appearing here as a witness, Mr. Hopkins.
Marian Kreutz. Will you be sworn, Mr. Kreutz? Do you solemnly
swear the testimony you give before this committee shall be the truth,
the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God?
Mr. KREUTZ. I do.
TESTIMONY OF JAN MARIAN KREUTZ, DETROIT, MICH.

Chairman MADDEN. State your name.
Mr. KREUTz. Jan Marian Kreutz, 11558 La Salle Boulevard, Detroit,
Mich.
Chairman MADDEN. What is your business?
Mr. KREUTz. I am a radio news commentator, foreign language,
Polish.
Chairman MADDEN. In the city of Detroit?
Mr. KREUTz. In the city of Detroit, employed now by Station
WJLB, where I am a coordinator of a Polish program and a radio
news commentator.
Chairman MADDEN. Proceed.
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Kreutz, have you been present at the hearings
this afternoon held in this room?
Mr. KREUTZ. Yes, sir.
Mr. MITCHELL. You are fully aware of the subject matter under
discussion?
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Mr. KREUTz. That is right. - - -

Mr. MITCHELL. You were a Polish commentator in Detroit in May
1943, when the Katyn affair first became known?
Mr. KREUTZ. Yes, sir. •

Mr. MACHRowICz. At that time you were with Station WJBK; is
that correct?
Mr. KREUTZ. That is correct.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Was it within the province or the scope of your
duties to make comments on news events?
Mr. KREUTz. Well, I had been advertised as a news commentator,
so that naturally I should have the right to make some comments.
Mr. MACHRow ITZ. Did you make any comments on your station
relative to the Katyn massacre?
Mr. KREUTz. In reference to the Katyn massacre, I would say that
it followed in this order: First broke the news given by the Germans,
and we gave that news without any commentary, with one exception,
that we said this is an enemy source. Of course, the news was too
gruesome and really didn’t lend itself to any commentary. Then, a
few days after, we had this Russian note to the Polish Government
after the Polish Government asked for this Red Cross investigation.
At that time we gave the Russian view on it

,

and naturally followed
with the Polish view which we took from the Polish telegraph agency.
That was the third service we employed. We employed Associated
Press, and I believe the International News Service at the time, and
the Polish Telegraph Agency, which is PAT.
Mr. MACHRowITz. Explain what the Polish telegraph agency is;
operated by whom?
Mr. KREUTz. That is

,
o
r

rather it was, an official press agency o
f

the
Polish exiled government, operated from New York, just like, let's
say, Russian Tass that operates from New York.
Mr. MACHRowITZ. Then what happened? Did you make any fur
ther comments on it?
Mr. KREUTz. Well, we didn’t have time to make many comments,
because it was a matter of just 10 days when we got through with
those three phases o

f
it
.

e had news from Mr. Hopkins, through
my program manager, o

r program director, that we were supposed to

stop using the PAT, to use only Associated Press and International
News Service, and in such a way cut off all the news about Katyn.
Mr. MACHRowITz. Was that specifically mentioned to you?
Mr. KREUTZ. That was definitely said to me, that that Katyn story
had to be out.
Mr. MACHRowITz. What happened after that?
Mr. KREUTZ. Well, after that we tried our best. We asked Mr.
Hopkins if it was possible to use, let's say, press articles from American
press, o

r maybe from the Polish press, so he said, “Well, if those arti
cles had been published already, naturally you can use it.” I mean, he

didn’t say this to me, he said that to the program director. I want
that to be understood. So, as far as we were referring to Katyn, we
were trying to take up these stories from the Polish Daily News in

Detroit, o
r

some other articles that we could find in American press.
Well, it turned out to be very unsatisfactory because the station,

..
. probably in a few weeks, I don’t remember exactly the dates, objected
again and said, “No more articles from any press because this is still
talking Katyn,” and by that time we started also picking u
p

from
93744–52–pt. 7–13
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the press articles on the Polish boundaries that was the controversy
that came later on. Generally speaking, this censorship fight on and
off was going on for over 2 years, and finally in 1945 the day after
the United States Government recognized Warsaw communistic re
gime, we had already come to a point where the station had put up
monitors on our broadcasting. In other words, there were always two
copies of the broadcast. One copy went to me and one copy to the
station. If I deleted anything or if I went with a few words over
the copy, the monitor would cut off my voice from the air. In other
words, it was a foolproof proposition.
Well, by that time, we couldn't say anything and I was afraid thatI couldn’t stand any more withholding any real truth and informa
tion from my listeners, because after all a Polish commentary is a little
different, probably, than American commentary. We have to have
listeners, otherwise we can’t stay on the air. And if we can’t talk
about the Polish question, then we won’t have any listeners, because
they can pick up any general news from somewhere else.
So on that day, the day after the Warsaw regime was recognized,
I managed to put in one sentence inside of my broadcast. I just said,
“Due to the existing censorship on the station, I am not going to talk
any more on this microphone,” and I just got up in the middle of the
broadcast and walked out from the studio and I never returned to the
station again. That was the end of the fight.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Then you were not suspended?
Mr. KREUTz. Oh, in the meantime yes, we had three suspensions.
Remember, that was a span of time of about 2 years. I had been sus
pended three times. I have been informed by Mr. Wyszatycki that
Mr. Hopkins, James F. Hopkins, told him on a certain day, I don’t
remember the date, that because of the fact that I didn’t keep exactly
to the censorship orders I couldn’t go on the air. I was never out for
a few days like Mr. Hopkins said. I think he just forgot the exact
terms. Usually about 10 minutes before broadcast I was told “All
right, you can go on again.”I think this was usually after a long conference between my director,
between Mr. Konstantynowicz who was another director on that sta
tion, and Mr. Hopkins. They usually prevailed on him that he should
keep me on. But it wasn’t pleasant to go on the air when you didn't
know 10 minutes before if you were going on the air.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. You know that there have been a number of
complaints to your station from the Communist groups in Detroit
with regard to your broadcasts; is that right?
Mr. KREUTZ. Yes, I know about that, and I don’t know if this
should go inside these hearings here, but I have got a personal feeling
that the person that was actually monitoring my commentary must
have been a member of the Communist Party in Detroit. I think
it must have been monitored by somebody outside the station from
this bunch on Chene Street, from the Communist Party. This is
,

o
f

course, only my private opinion.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Were the suspensions ever for any other reason
other than your attitude against the Communist Government?
Mr. KREUTZ. No. All the suspensions were on account of either
Katyn, either Polish boundaries, or the Polish relations. That was .

entirely on the account o
f

those questions.
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Chairman MADDEN. I might make an announcement. I have re
ceived inquiries regarding the program for today and tomorrow. The
committee has three more witnesses today, and tomorrow morning the
committee will meet at 10 o'clock, and we will have, as the first wit
ness, Ex-Ambassador William Standley, former Under-Secretary of
State Sumner Welles, Mrs. Mortimer, John Melby, and Averell Harri
man. We will meet at 10 o'clock in the morning.
Mr. O'KoNSKI. Over this station, where you were employed, were
there any broadcasts in a Russian language during that period?
Mr. KREUTz. No; I don’t believe so. But there has been a half-hour
program, I think it was between 5:30 and 6 in the evening -

Mr. O'KoNSKI. That is what I want to ask you now. Were there
any broadcasts over this station by well-known pro-Soviet or pro
Communist groups?
Mr. KREUTz. Well, certainly there were. I was just trying to men
tion that. Between 5:30 and 6 I believe in the evening, there was a
R.'" they called it in Polish Promienie Prawdy, which was Ray ofTruth.
Mr. O'KoRSKI. Coming from the pro-Communists?
Mr. KREUTz. Well, the only people that talked on that program
were well-known Communists.
Mr. O'KONSKI. Well-known Communists?
Mr. KREUTz. That is right.
Mr. O'KONSKI. Now le

t

me ask you this question: Were they told
and called in like you, and were they told to lay off o

f mentioning or

commentating on the Katyn thing o
r

o
n

the Polish-boundary question,
or did they have free sway?
Mr. KREUTz. I would say in this way: For a long time they didn’t
have any trouble a

t all because they were giving the Russian point
of view on Polish questions.
Mr. O’KONSKI. And they had no trouble at all?
Mr. KREUTz. They didn’t have any trouble in putting that point o

f

view over.
Mr. O'KONSKI. They weren’t called in and told 1

0 minutes before
they went on the air that they could go on, no censorship?
Mr. KREUTz. Not to my knowledge.
Mr. O’KonsKI. They could tell the Russian side o

f

the story, and
blame it onto the Germans, and they had no trouble.
Mr. KREUTZ. This is right. At the end of the period afterward, I

may mention, they had been taken off the air but that was, I believe,
around 1945.
Mr. O'KONSKI. They were taken off in 1945?
Mr. KREUTZ. Yes.
Mr. O'KONSKI.. I remember that, because I spoke in Detroit in 1945
and they were still on.
Mr. KREUTz. That is right.
Mr. O'KonsKI. And they took me to task for denouncing Yalta a

s

the crime o
f

the ages. I remember that distinctly. But doesn’t it

seem rather incredible to you that you, here, a good American, trying

to tell the truth, trying to defend another ally far more glorious than
the Russian ally, who made far more sacrifices than the Russian ally,
that here you are trying to come a little bit to their defense and you
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were closely scrutinized and censored, but at the same time those that
went on the air to pronounce pro-Soviet lines had no trouble at all?
Doesn’t that seem rather incredible?
Mr. KREUTz. That was quite incredible at first. We just didn’t
understand why all this censorship happened. Afterward, we came
to the conclusion there must have£ a strong Communist influence
somewhere in Washington, because we knew it was coming from
Washington somehow.
Mr. O'KONSKI. Now let me ask you another question. A statement
was made here a little while ago that one of the reasons why they
insisted on censoring you was because they were afraid of the effect
that the truth '# have on the Polish population, particularly in
Hamtramck, which is about 95 percent Polish.
Mr. KREUTZ. That is true.
Mr. O'KONSKI. Do you go along with that line of reasoning, that
if the Poles knew the truth that they would stop in their war effort,
they would quit their factory jobs, they would quit their defense jobs,
they would quit volunteering, quit dying and bleeding for their coun
try? Do you think that is a correct estimate of the Polish population?
Mr. KREUTz. I think that is all wrong, and as a matter of fact I
remember talking to Mr. Hopkins on it many times during these 2
years that we are talking about between 1943 and 1945. As a journalistI had been a foreign correspondent for a newspaper in Warsaw, andI had been trained to get information and give the information to
the people, and to believe that if the people get the information and
the truth, they will always get to the right conclusions.
Now, in this case our program has been very strongly anti-Nazi
before this Katyn question
£,

and it remained anti-Nazi
until the end of the war. My commentary with that program was
in the same way. But when we found out that the Russian ally had
killed so many Polish officers, we thought that this is something that
should be given to the people, because this would not stop anybody
from working for the war effort. I couldn’t believe it, anyhow. That
was Mr. Hopkins’ contention.

-

-

Mr. O’KonsKI. You are so sure o
f

the weakness o
f

that argument.
When the Polish Army was reorganized in Russia, General Anders
and all o

f

the leaders o
f

the Polish Army, they knew that those Polish
officers had disappeared, didn’t they?
Mr. KREUTz. They definitely knew it

.

-I' O'KoNSKI. And still they fought on the side of Russia, didn’tthe V '

#. KREUTz. That is right.
Mr. O'KONSKI. When they were sold down the river at Yalta and
stabbed in the back, they still fought, didn’t they?
Mr. KREUTz. They still fought.
Mr. O'KONSKI. Even when they knew they were handed over to

Russia they still fought, didn’t they?
Mr. KREUTz. That is right.
Mr. O’KonsKI. When England was being invaded with German
bombs, you heard o
f

the Polish air brigade, didn’t you, that saved
London?
Mr. KREUTZ. Yes, sir.
Mr. O’KonsKI. They served on the side o

f

Russia.
Mr. KREUTz. They definitely did.
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Mr. O'KONSKI. The Polish Army fought in Normandy alongside
Russia as an ally, didn’t they?
Mr. KREUTZ. That is right.
Mr. O'KONSKI. Even after they knew that their officers were mas
sacred, they knew that hundreds of thousands of their people disap
peared, they still fought alongside Russia as an ally,£ they?
Mr. KREUTz. That is right.
Mr. O’KONSKI. And then they come over here and they say that
the reason why they censored you was because they were afraid of
what Polish reaction might be if they learned the truth about Katyn.
Doesn’t that seem rather thin'
Mr. KREUTz. I believe that this was the Communist line handed
over to the station managers, because the station managers usually
didn’t know anything about the Polish politics or about Russia or
about actually anything outside the United States.
Mr. O'KONSKI. Well, is it very significant that you were censored,
and the pro-Communist line was not censored? It is incredible.
That is all.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Mr. Kreutz, were you ever questioned by any of
our Government officials from the Federal Communications Com
mission?
Mr. KREUTz. No; I never had any contact with them. I don’t know
why, but they never asked me anything.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Were you ever questioned by any members from
the Office of War Information, £w'.
Mr. KREUTz. No.
Mr. SHEEHAN. In your discussions, you said you had discussed some
of these matters with Mr. Hopkins.
Mr. KREUTz. That is right.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Did you discuss them with him personally?
Mr. KREUTZ. Yes, sir.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Did you have any particular arguments with him
about it?
Mr. KREUTz. Well, there were a few occasions when he called up a
meeting of all of the Polish broadcasters and newscasters, and he tried
to tell us that—for example, I can say here on one of those meetings,
and it must have been in 1944, I think, or maybe even 1945, after Yalta,
he said, “Well, the Polish goose is cooked forever, and so why don’t
you forget it and why don’t you stop worrying about Poland.”
That was the beginning. Naturally after that we had a very heated
discussion and I just walked out of the office. But that was about the
way it was discussed.
Mr. SHEEHAN. In these suspensions that you talked about, what do
you mean by suspensions?
Mr. KREUTz. Well, in other words as I said my program director
would call me up and say, “Kreutz, you are not going on the air today.”
You know, it takes a few hours to prepare that material. I would say,
“Why,” and he would say, “Well, Mr. Hopkins objects to it.”I would say, “I will come down to the station and see what is going
on.”
I would go down to the station and try to prepare material, and wait
until about 10 minutes before broadcast and sometimes 5 minutes, and
they would come in there and say, “O. K., you can go on the air; we
settled the matter with Hopkins.”
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Mr. SHEEHAN. Maybe you can help me on this. Didn't we ask Mr.
Hopkins whether he had any connection with the so-called firing of
Mr. Kreutz, and he said he had nothing to do with it?
Mr. MACHRowicz. He said Wyszatycki did the firing.
Mr. SHEEHAN. I think we ought to get Hopkins back and see if he
gave this gentleman instructions, because he tells us he talked with
Hopkins directly about it

,

and Hopkins censored the program and
stopped him.
Mr. MITCHELL. Only after he was suspended or dismissed, only after
he was dismissed on one occasion.

Mr. KREUTz. Not even then. I talked to Hopkins only on certain
conferences when h

e called up the whole staff and started to talk on
the Polish question. Then I started to discuss the Polish question,
because I was the one to talk about it. On suspensions and those things,
whatever Mr. Hopkins was doing he was doing through Mr. Wyszatycki
the way it was being done.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Mr. Hopkins led me to believe that he had nothing
to do with it.
Mr. MITCHELL. No; he said he went through the program director.
Mr. SHEEHAN. But according to this gentleman's testimony he in
structed the program director what to do.

-

Mr. MITCHELL. That is correct.
Mr. SHEEHAN. And Mr. Hopkins didn’t say that. He led us to be
lieve generally that the program director did this, is that right?
Mr. MITCHELL. No, sir.

-

Mr. SHEEHAN. I stand corrected. I would like to ask one more
question. You said that you used the AP and UP releases with refer
ence to the Polish situation. Were they the American AP and UP
releases o

r

those coming from Moscow?
Mr. KREUTz. No, the American releases. Naturally the news was
from Moscow in it

,

because on the Polish questions all o
f

the news was
coming from Moscow o

r

from Tass.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Well, for the members of our committee Henry
Cassidy brought out, when we questioned him some time ago, when h

e

was the head o
f

the AP there, that the dispatches they sent from
Moscow were completely censored. They were only allowed to send
from Moscow what the Russian Government permitted. So then, when
you, as a news broadcaster o

r

radio broadcaster, were sending out dis
patches from Moscow, you were reading only what the Communists
permitted to come out, because Cassidy specifically told us that any
thing the Russians didn't like they didn't permit to come out. So you
were reading censored dispatches.
Mr. KREUTz. Actually, if I may say, on the Katyn question in par
ticular, anything that would come from Moscow on AP orUP or Inter
national News Service, would be purely a Russian propaganda, some
thing I couldn’t use for the Polish people because they wouldn’t believe
Ine.

Mr. SHEEHAN. Yet that is what they wanted to have you use.
Mr. KREUTz. Yes. But the people wouldn’t believe me.
Mr. O'KoNSKI. One more question: The witness, Mr. Hopkins, that
we had on the stand seems to be a very upright and fine, honorable
man. In his defense I want to ask you this question: Do you think that
he o

r

his people under him who censored you did it of their own voli
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tion, or do you think that pressure was put on them from some outside
Source, that they were extremely worried about it?
Mr. KREUTz. I would answer that in two ways: As far as Mr.
Hopkins is concerned, I am quite certain that he was sick with all of
that proposition, that he simply didn’t know enough about the political
issues, that there had been some pressure from outside on him, and
he was doing it only under duress. That was the definite impression
that I had. He wasn’t happy with it. But, if we come to Mr. Luskin,
who was mentioned by Mr. Hopkins, I would say that I would have
some doubts as to the fact, if he liked it or not.
Mr. O’KonsKI. But as far as the ownership of the station was con
cerned, you are convinced that in all respects and he appeared so, no
question about it

,

he is honorable and upright and that it was a great
pain on his part to have to do what he did, and very likely he did it

tecause he wanted to stay in business?
Mr. KREUTz. There is no question about it

.
Chairman MADDEN. Any further questions? I wish to thank you
for testifying here, Mr. Kreutz.
Is Mr. Simon still in the room? Mr. Simon?

TESTIMONY OF ARTHUR SIMON-Resumed

Mr. MACHRowICZ. Mr. Simon, the Federal Communications Com
mission had special investigators, did it not?
Mr. SIMON. That is correct.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Do you know o

f your own knowledge whether
any o

f

these special investigators questioned the foreign language
commentators, investigated their background?
Mr. SIMON. To the best of my ability, to the best of my knowledge, I
believe that they did.
Mr. MACHRowICz. What do you know about their investigating the
commentators o

f

Polish origin?
-

Mr. SIMON. Well, I think Mr. Lang probably would have been in a

better position to talk about the Polish announcers. I think he had
some controversy with the Polish programs. As far as Polish pro
grams are concerned, I think Mr. Lang is here and he would be better
qualified to talk about that than I would.

| Mr. MACHRowICz. Well, can we have Mr. Lang take the stand?
Chairman MADDEN. Mr. Lang? Is Mr. Lang here? Will you take
the stand, Mr. Lang.

TESTIMONY OF JOSEPH LANG—Resumed

Mr. MACHRowICz. Without the preliminaries, what do you know
about the Federal Communications Commission investigators ques
tioning Polish commentators?
Mr. LANG. I remember that in New York they questioned the Polish
people very, very thoroughly.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. With what in mind?
Mr. LANG. As expressed to me b
y

one o
r

two members who came
back, who would talk about it
,

they seemed to want to find out just
what their attitude would be if a Polish-Russian crisis came about.
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They tried to find out whether they had any leanings toward being
pro-Russian. -

Mr. MACHRowICz. Well, in other words, would you say that they
wanted to have commentators who would be friendly or unfriendly to
the £ish

regimé in Warsaw, the so-called Soviet-dominated
regime z£ LANG. That would be a very difficult question for me to answer.
Mr. O'KonsKI. In these meetings you had, Mr. Lang, was there
any concern shown over pro-Communist broadcasts in the United
States? Was that subject ever brought up? -

Mr. LANG. No; I don’t think it was.
Mr. O'KoNSKI. Just anti-Communist broadcasts?
Mr. LANG. That is right. That is right. I might cite an experi
ence—you may stop me if it is not relative—I had an organization that
bought some time called the International Workers Order, who bought
some time on the Polish programs, and who I thought were a fra
ternal and social order, as their name implies. They went on twice, on
a Sunday afternoon period. But it was so filled with pro-Communist
material that I had to reject them and break their contract and take
them off the air, because it was so biased that it was ridiculous. In
other words, as I say, I put them on the air thinking they were going
to broadcast and propagate their social benefits, # one belonged to
their order. But there was no criticism to any great extent that I
recollect of any procommunism.
Chairman MADDEN. That is all. Thank you.
Casimir Soron.

Will your raise your hand and be sworn: Do you solemnly swear
that the testimony you are about to give before this committee will be
the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God?
Mr. SORON. I do.
TESTIMONY OF CASIMIR SORON, BUFFAL0, N. Y.

Chairman MADDEN. If you will just sit down, Mr. Soron, and state
your full name.
Mr. SoRON. Casimir Soron.
Chairman MADDEN. And your address?
Mr. SoRON. 346 Middlesex, Buffalo, N.Y.
Chairman MADDEN. And what is your business, Mr. Soron?
Mr. SoRON. I have two businesses, one is broadcasting, buying time,I am a program director on Station WXRA, and I own a furniture
store in Buffalo.
Chairman MADDEN. Proceed, Mr. Counsel.
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Soron, have you been present this afternoon in
this hearing room?
Mr. SoRoN. Yes, sir.

M.Mitchen. Have you heard all of the testimony that has beenVen a£ SoRON. Yes, sir.
Mr. MITCHELL, I would like to have you state briefly what your
position was in 1943, and the years following.
Mr. SoRON. In 1943 I was employed by radio station WBNY in
Buffalo as program director and commentator.
Mr. MITCHELL. What language was that in?
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Mr. SoRoN. Polish radio program.
Mr. MITCHELL. Will you state briefly for this committee what hap
pened to you in the course of your engagement in that work?
Mr. SoRON. Before being on the radio I used to be a newspaperman
in Detroit for 8 years, with Polish, and I knew how to read news
and how to commentate on it

,

you see. When I read the news about
Russia striking foland—well, I was commentating exactly the way

it was, you see. And then when there was this Katyn case I told
the public openly that everything indicates that the Russians did it

because there are facts here and there that show that nobody else
could do it.
Now, the owner o

f

the station, Mr. Albertson, told me a few timesI should stop talking like that, because h
e had instructions from

Washington, he told me, that they don’t like it
. Now, that was

going o
n for a few months. Then finally h
e told me, in fact, he

showed me a letter from Washington, that they wrote to him, you see,
that this has to be stopped, you know, because I am talking against
our allies.
Finally, you see, he gave me 2 months’ notice to continue the pro
gram. I had a big business there. I had about a $60,000-a-year
business.

Mr. MITCHELL. Were you removed from the air?
Mr. SORON. I was removed from the air. -

Mr. MITCHELL. Could you tell the committee when you were removed
from the air?
Mr. SoRON. I was removed—he gave me notice by the end of 1943,
and I stopped broadcasting early in 1944.
Chairman MADDEN. Do you know who this letter was from?
Mr. SoRON. Well, I really don’t remember. It seems to me it was
from the Radio Communications Commission, but I am not sure. I
believe he told me it was from the Radio Communications Commission.
Chairman MADDEN. Did you see the letter yourself? -

Mr. SoRON. Well, he showed it to me, you see, but I am not sure
whether that was from the Radio Communications Commission.
Mr. MITCHELL. Is Mr. Albertson still alive?
Mr. SoRON. Yes; he owns the station.
Mr. MITCHELL. Do you think he would have that letter in his pos
session today?
Mr. SoRON. I imagine he would; yes, sir.
Mr. MITCHELL.£ you.
Chairman MADDEN. Any questions?
Mr. O’KonsKI. Were there any pro-Communist broadcasts over the
station that you were o

n by any pro-Communist organizations?
Mr. SoRON. On the same station? No, sir; I don’t believe there
were any.
Mr. O'KoNSKI. Were there any over any other station o

f foreign
language in the Buffalo area?

r. SoRON. Not that I remember.
Mr. O'KoNSKI. It is very possible that Buffalo would not have very
much o
f
a Communist cell among those people. It is quite different

in Detroit. I am not casting any reflections o
n my good brother here.
You didn’t have the problem over there, so that wouldn't apply.
That is all.
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Chairman MADDEN. Would you be in a position to find out whether
or not this person has that letter?
Mr. SoroN. Well, I wouldn’t be in a position because we parted
very badly with Mr. Albertson on account of that.
Chairman MADDEN. You what?
Mr. SoRON. We parted in a bad way, you see.
Chairman MADDEN. What is Mr. Albertson’s address?
Mr. MITCHELL. I believe I have it.
Chairman MADDEN. All right. Are there any further questions?
Thank you for testifying here.
Chairman MADDEN. Mrs. Hilda Shea. If you will be sworn, Mrs.
Shea. Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you shall give be
fore this committee will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but
the truth, so help you God?
Mrs. SHEA. I do.
TESTIMONY OF MRS, HILDA SHEA, WASHINGTON, D. C.

Chairman MADDEN. Mrs. Shea, please sit down. What is your
present address?
Mrs. SHEA. 4000 Cathedral Avenue.
Chairman MADDEN. Washington?
Mrs. SHEA. Washington, D. C.
Chairman MADDEN. And what is your business?
Mrs. SHEA. I am a housewife now.
Chairman MADDEN. A housewife?
Mrs. SHEA. Yes, sir.
Chairman MADDEN. Proceed, Mr. Counsel.
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Chairman, I would like to read a letter I re
ceived from Mrs. Shea after the invitation I extended on your behalf
for her to appear before this committee. The letter is from the
Westchester, Washington, the date November 8, 1952. It is addressed
to me as chief counsel of this committee:
Dear Mr. MITCHELL: Before talking to you in your office, I had not reread,
since 1944, the testimony that I gave in that year before the select committee
appointed by the House of Representatives in the Seventy-eighth Congress to
investigate the Federal Communications Commission. This testimony was given
on April 18, 19, and 20, 1944, and appears at pages 3051—3059, 3063–3088, 3083–
3119 of the official report of the hearings of that committee. On rereading my
testimony I find, as might be expected, that my recollection in 1944 was much
clearer about the events that happened in 1943 than it is now, and the reading
of the transcript has refreshed my recollection on several points that you asked
me about in our informal conference. If there are any inconsistencies between
what I told you in our informal conference and my testimony before the House
committee in 1944, and to the extent that my testimony before that committee
covers details of which I no longer have an independent recollection, I believe
that the testimony is to be regarded as a more reliable source of information
because it was given at a point of time much closer to the events which I was
discussing. While I shall be glad to assist the committee in any way I can,
I am inclined to think that I am not now in a position to add anything to the
testimony that I gave to the House committee in 1944, because I find that with
the passage of time my recollection on many of these events has become vague.
I assume that you know my prior testimony, but in the circumstances I thought
I should like to call it to your attention.

Sincerely yours,
HILDA D. SHEA.

Mr. O'KoNSKI. May I make just one remark. One of my prior
statements where I made the remark concerning Mr. Shea, I was con
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fused with names. It was not Mr. Shea I meant, it was Mr. CranstonI meant. So will vou correct the record.
Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, sir.
Mr. MITCHELL. Mrs. Shea, when did you first enter Government
employment?
Mrs. SHEA. March 1934.
Mr. MITCHELL. Where were you employed at that time, and in
what position?

Mrs. SHEA. At the Agricultural Adjustment Administration, as an
assistant attorney, I believe.
Mr. MITCHELL. How long were you there at that agency?
Mrs. SHEA. From March 1934 to July 1935.
Mr. MITCHELL. What was your next employment?
Mrs. SHEA. At the Resettlement Administration, until I believe
January 1936.
Mr. MITCHELL. In what capacity were you employed at that agency?
Mrs. SHEA. As an attorney.
Mr. MITCHELL. What was your next position in Government serv
ice?
Mrs. SHEA. I then went to the National Labor Relations Board, as
an attorney.
Mr. MITCHELL. How long were you at the National Labor Relations
Board?
Mrs. SHEA. With the lapse of about 9 months, I was there until the
fall of 1942.
Mr. MITCHELL. You were employed as an attorney?
Mrs. SHEA. Yes, sir.
Mr. MITCHELL. What Government agency did you go to in the fall
Of 1942?
Mrs. SHEA. The Federal Communications Commission.
Mr. MITCHELL. What was your employment there, as an attorney?
Mrs. SHEA. Yes, sir.

Fć MITCHELL. Who was responsible for your employment at the2

Mrs. SHEA. Mr. Denny appointed me, I believe.
Mr. MITCHELL. Who was the counsel when you reported there?
Mrs. SHEA. Mr. Denny, Charles Denny.
Mr. MITCHELL. You have been present in the hearing room this
afternoon during the course of the testimony that has been taken
here today? -

Mrs. SHEA. I arrived in the middle of Mr. Davis’ testimony.
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Davis’ testimony?
Mrs. SHEA. Yes, about 2 o’clock.
Mr. MITCHELL. Then you have been here through a majority of the
testimony and practically all of it

.

Do you deny having attended

# £eting in New York that was referred to by Mr. Lang and Mr.-SlmOn 2

Mrs. SHEA. No, sir.
Mr. MITCHELL. You have heard the comments that they had tomake
this afternoon. Would you like to make a statement in that con
nection?

Chairman MADDEN. In what connection? Be more specific o
n it
.

Mr. MITCHELL. They have said that you were present at this meet
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ing in New York when a license of Mr. Lang, although up for renewal
at that time, was not discussed at the meeting. Weren’t you attending
that meeting as an attorney for the FCC?
Mrs. SHEA. Yes, sir.
Mr. MITCHELL. Could

you
explain to the committee how you came

to attend such a meeting?
Mrs. SHEA. I was employed at the time as head of the Foreign
Language Studies Section in the Law Department of the FCC, and
part of my job, as I understood it, was to work in liaison—
Chairman MADDEN. Could you speak a little louder, please? We
can’t hear you.
Mrs. SHEA. Yes, sir. With my opposite numbers in other agencies
handling similarI' I am a little puzzled at this point on howfar afield to go. Do you want my version o

n what happened?
Mr. MITCHELL. I want to know specifically. Did you know Allen
Cranston?

-

Mrs. SHEA. I had met Allen Cranston as head of the foreign lan
guage problems in the OWI. I knew him in that capacity.
Mr. MITCHELL. Did you have many conferences with Allen
Cranston?
Mrs. SHEA. Very few.
Mr. MITCHELL. Will you explain to the committee how you came

to attend this meeting in New York with Allen Cranston?
Mrs. SHEA. Yes, sir. Mr. Cranston called me and said that he had
been informed by letter from the OWI office in Detroit, that a broad
caster in the Polish language on a station there was upsetting the
Polish population by pro-Russian broadcasts, and asked me whether,

a
s
a lawyer in the field, I knew of anything that might be done about

it
. I told him that the FCC itself had no power to do anything in a

situation o
f

that kind, and that the Office o
f Censorship in Washing

ton had expressed no interest in problems o
f

that kind, and the one
group that might be o

f any assistance if it cared to be on a purely vol'' basis was the radio wartime control, headed by Mr. Simon andMr. Lang.
Mr. &nton then called them and made an appointment and I

went along as an observer for the FCC.
Mr. MITCHELL. Why did you go along as an observer for the FCC
when it was not a problem o

r
in any way connected with the FCC,

which you have just stated to the committee?
Mrs. SHEA. Well, I just told the committee that the FCC is with
out power to interfere in anything that is said by a broadcaster on

the air. But it is interested in knowing what he says, and in how
the station handles problems o

f

the kind for purposes o
f evaluating

the stations’ use o
f

its license. And so, I was instructed to go as an
observer, purely, but not to put forward any views o

r suggestions.
Mr. MITCHELL. Who instructed you to g

o

to that meeting?
Mrs. SHEA. Mr. Denny.
Mr. MITCHELL. Did you present this problem to Mr. Denny in such

a way that he thoroughly understood it at that time?
Mrs. SHEA. I don’t believe I am in a position to say whether he did.
He seemed to. He generally is very able to understand things.
Mr. MITCHELL. Did h

e

have access to the German propaganda
broadcast on Katyn at that time?
Mrs. SHEA. I don’t know, sir.
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Mr. MITCHELL. They came in and they were monitored right within
the FCC. FBIS, wasn't that under FCC?
Mrs. SHEA. Yes, sir. I think matters of Mr. Denny's knowledge
ought to be referred to Mr. Denny. The record shows that before the
conference I had asked Mr. Denny's permission to go, and the per
mission was expressly given. That is on page 2802, of part 3 of the
House committee record.
Mr. MITCHELL. Page 2802?
Mrs. SHEA. Yes, sir. -

Mr. MACHRowicz. Do you refer to the record of the committee to
investigate the Federal Communications Commission?
Mrs. SHEA. Yes, sir. -

Mr. MITCHELL. Mrs. Shea, notwithstanding your statement, you will
recall we had that informal talk in my office, at that time you made the
following statement to me. Well, I asked you this: “How did you
come to get into this meeting in New York?” “Mrs. Shea: In New
YOrk?”
I said, “Yes, in May of 1943 with Cranston.”
“Mrs. Shea: Well, Lang's license was up for renewal. We were
inquiring about the type of material that was going out over his
foreign-language radio programs. The field staff was doing a study
on it

,

and I believe I went up there in connection with that study.”
Now, this afternoon two witnesses appeared here who specifically
stated that there was no discussion concerning the license a

t

this par
ticularmeeting. Could you explain that, please?
Mrs. SHEA. Yes, sir. When you questioned me a few weeks ago I

had forgotten, as I stated in the letter that you read into the record,
this whole Katyn incident, and it was only after I read the record
that I recalled those details. However, while I was in New York on
that occasion I was at the New York offices of the FCC and I did talk
over with them pending cases.
Mr. MITCHELL. You knew at the time that this meeting was set up
by Cranston that this did not concern the licensing o

f

Mr. Lang, the
purpose o

f

the meeting that Cranston arranged.
Now, Mr. Elmer Davis this afternoon, when h

e

testified here, said
that he thought that Allen Cranston was outside the scope o

f

his duties.
Mrs. SHEA. Well, I can’t comment on the scope of Mr. Cranston's
duties.
Mr. MITCHELL. Don't you think that you should have inquired
about the scope o

f

his duties at the time when he brought this to your
attention? You were an attorney employed by the# then.
Mrs. SHEA. I was concerned with the scope of my duties, sir.
Mr. MITCHELL. Don’t you think that you should inquire about the
scope o

f

an individual’s duties that you are going to go into a con
ference with, if he has the power to do that? You are an attorney.I always like to know what an attorney is going to do who accom
panies me, o

r

what the individual does, has he got the power to do

it
,
o
r

has h
e not got the power to do it
.

Mrs. SHEA. Do you wish to know what assumption I made at the
time? -

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes.
Mrs. SHEA. I don’t recall. I was questioned by Mr. Cranston as to

whether the FCC had any power to do anything about his problem.
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My answer was unequivocably no. He said “Well, who might?” I
said “Well, if the radio wartime control wants to do anything about

it
,

perhaps itwill.”
Mr. MITCHELL. All right, then, why did you go near that meeting

a
t

all is what I would like to find out definitely.
Mrs. SHEA. Well, I can answer that question.
Mr. MITCHELL. Just a minute until I tell you something.
Mrs. SHEA. Yes, sir.
Mr. MITCHELL. You had investigators at that time who were em
ployed in the field for that specific purpose o

f finding out if the radio
stations were conforming with their licensing arrangement. You
were an attorney, you were not an investigator. You went along on
this particular meeting, after having told Cranston that this was not
within the scope o

f

the FCC's functions. I would like to know why
you decided to do that:
Mrs. SHEA. Well, I went along partly because I had a problem,
described here in the record, which was also without the scope o

f

the
Commission's power, and I raised that problem with Mr. Simon and
Mr. Lang as well. Our field people in Texas had reported that the
war-bond drives and so forth, were using the slogan “Remember the
Alamo,” and the persons o

f

Mexican extraction were very incensed b
y

this reference to a past unfortunate incident.
Mr. MITCHELL. But that wasn’t raised at this particular meeting?
Mrs. SHEA. Yes, sir, at great length. Mr. Simon so testified a

t

length. The State Department had written us about it
.

Mr.
Mircra. Where did Mr. Cranston f

it in with that particular
roblem?p

Mrs. SHEA. Not a
t all, sir. After Mr. Cranston had talked about

the Polish problem, I said, “Here is another problem that you people

a
t

the wartime control could do something about if you wished to,” and
left it there. *

It was a purely voluntary matter. As a matter of fact, as far as I
know the control did nothing about it

,

and we did nothing about it
.

Mr. MITCHELL. Did you participate in this discussion o
n

the Katyn

o
r

the Polish situation in Detroit, the radio station there during this
meeting, you specifically?
Mrs. SHEA. No, sir.
Mr. MITCHELL. Did you realize at that moment that by your pres
ence there you were in the position o

f lending support to Cranston's
position?
Mrs. SHEA. Mr. Mitchell, I did not think so, and may I tell you why?
Mr. MITCHELL. Go right ahead.
Mrs. SHEA. Mr. Lang, as he just told you on the stand, was not an
ordinary broadcaster. He was very well acquainted with the scope o

f

the authority o
f

all o
f

the agencies in Washington, working on the
matter, and had shown complete independence o

f judgment and action
all the way through. And he did in this case. He was not a man to

be intimidated and I don’t believe he was intimidated. He testified
he was not intimidated.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Let me see if I understand your situation cor
rectly. Mrs. Shea, a
s

an attorney you had advised the Federal Com
munications Commission that they had no authority to censor editorial
comment?
Mrs. SHEA. Yes, sir.
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Mr. MACHRowICZ. And that is your opinion?
Mrs. SHEA. Yes, sir.
Mr. MACHRowicz. And you told them also that the only body that
could do that would be the foreign-language wartime control?
Mrs. SHEA. In effect, yes, sir.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. So then, since Mr. Cranston, or Mr. Denny,
wanted to do something about it

,

and couldn’t do it legally, you sug
gested meeting with the Federal foreign language radio wartime con
trol and do£ what you couldn’t do directly?
Mrs. SHEA. No, sir. We were unable to handle the matter, so we
passed it on, openly, and without any color or pressure, to a group that
could handle it if it wished to.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. Well, your desire was to control or to censor these
editorial comments, and you knew you couldn’t do it

,
so you suggested

a meeting with the foreign-language radio wartime control?
Mrs. SHEA. No, sir.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Is that not what you told us before?
Mrs. SHEA. My desire was to get the problem off my desk, into the
hands o

f

the group that could act on it if they wished to.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. And in order to see that it would be acted upon
by them, both you and Mr. Cranston went to a meeting with that
committee?

Mrs. SHEA. No, sir; we went there or I went there—I can only£ for myself—in order to call the matter to the attention of thatOCIV.

#. MACHRowICZ. Call it what you may. But now I notice you
have a copy o

f

the volume o
f

the hearings o
f

the committee investigat
ing the Federal Communications Commission. I wish you would open
that book to page 3076. Do you have that page?
Mrs. SHEA. Yes, sir.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. There, if you note, you identified a letter that
was sent out on the week o

f May 24, 1944, as a result o
f

that conference
you and Mr. Cranston had with the foreign-language radio wartime
control. Am I correct?
Mrs. SHEA. Would you read the question again, please, sir?
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. As a result o

f

the conference that you and Mr.
Cranston had with the members o

f

the foreign-language radio war
time control, this letter was sent out, which I am about to read. If

you will follow me, I will ask you if it is correct:
It is urgently recommended by the officers of the foreign-language radio war
time control that news and war commentators be requested to cease, immedi
ately, the broadcasting of editorial or personal opinion.

Am I correct in that?
Mrs. SHEA. That is what the letter says; yes.
Mr. MACHRowITZ. That is what the Federal Communications Act
says you cannot do, so you passed it on to the foreign-language radio
wartime control to do what you couldn’t do legally yourself; am I

right?
#. SHEA. That is your view of it, Mr. Congressman.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. Well, you are asking them to cease immediately
the broadcasting o
f

editorial and personal opinion, and you say
further this is especially hazardous in the Russian, Polish, and Croa
tian situation; right?
Mrs. SHEA. Sir, this isn’t my letter.
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Mr. MACHRowICZ. But that is the letter that resulted from the con
ference you and Mr. Cranston had with the members of the foreign
language radio wartime control after you advised the FCC that they
couldn’t do this very thing legally; am I right?
Mrs. SHEA. This is the letter that went out after that conference,
Sll' : VeS.
M. MACHRowICZ. And that was after you advised the Federal
Communications Commission they couldn’t do that very thing legally.
Mrs. SHEA. Yes, sir.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Now, you have referred to page 2802, previously
in your testimony. What is that, on page 2802? Is that the letter?
Mrs. SHEA. No; this is part of the testimony of Mr. Denny, the
General Counsel.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. You referred, in your testimony a while ago, to
a commentator in Detroit who was known for his pro-Communist
comments; is that right?
Mrs. SHEA. Yes, sir.
Mr. MACHROWICZ. Was his name Mr. Novak?
Mrs. SHEA. Yes, sir. *

Mr. MACHRow ICZ. And you knew about the fact that he was a pro
Communist commentator?
Mrs. SHEA. Yes, sir.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. He never was suspended was he?
Mrs. SHEA. Mr. Congressman, the immediate matter that occasioned
Mr. Cranston's calling me, and my subsequent course of action in this
connection were the broadcasts of Mr. Novak. He was the commenta
tor in Detroit who was complained about by the local Detroit office of
the OWI, and the question that was put before the radio wartime
control was precipitated precisely by Mr. Novak's broadcasts.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Did you consider his comment as derogatory to
the best interests of the United States?
Mrs. SHEA. As I testified, this was Mr. Cranston's problem. Mr.
Cranston put the question to the radio wartime control. I did not
participate in that part of the discussion at that meeting.
Mr. MACHRowicz. But you do know that Mr. Novak was the pro
Communist commentator?
Mrs. SHEA. Yes, sir.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. Now, I will refer to that very page that you testi
fied to, page 2802, Mr. Denny's testimony. I will refer you to what
was said then, “No specific complaints against Novak's alleged com
munism were ever received by the Commission in Washington.”.
Do you find that in the third paragraph on the page?
Mrs. SHEA. Yes, sir.

-

Mr. MACHRowICZ (reading):
No specific complaints against Nowak's alleged communism were ever received
by the Commission in Washington. The Commission's field representatives who
were apprised of the general situation in the Detroit area reported nothing in
Novak’s program—

that is
,

the pro-Communist program—

which could be considered propaganda detrimental to the war effort, or other
wise contrary to the public interest of the United States.

Is that correct?
Mrs. SHEA. As far as you are reading, sir, yes.
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Mr. MACHRow ICz. That isMr. Denny's testimony, is it not?
Mrs. SHEA. Mr. Denny goes on to testify further on that.
Mr. MACHRowICz (reading):
However, in any event there was no occasion for a Commission investigation.
Of Novak’s alleged communism.

There was evidently some reason to investigate the acts of Mr.
Kreutz, who was anti-Communist, but there was no occasion for a
Commission investigation of Novak's alleged communism. It was a
matter of public knowledge that Novak had been fully investigated
by the Federal Bureau of Investigation for Communist affiliations.
He had been indicted on December 11, 1942, in proceedings for de
naturalization. Is that correct?
Mrs. SHEA. That is the testimony; yes, sir.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. You didn’t think it was hazardous or your Com
mission didn’t think it was hazardous to the best interests of the United
States to permit a pro-Communist commentator to continue his broad
casts in Detroit, but you thought it necessary to send letters to the
various radio stations warning against commentators who were anti
Communist?
Mrs. SHEA. Mr. Congressman, the letter of Mr. Lang which you
previously read was occasioned precisely by Mr. Cranston's calling
Mr. Novak's broadcast to the attention of the radio wartime control.
And may I point out that Mr. Denny's testimony goes on to say, “Mr.
Novak's program was canceled in February 1944.”
Mr. MACHRow ICz. But that was by no action of the Federal Com
munications Commission or by the foreign-language radio wartime
control, was it?
Mrs. SHEA. No, sir.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. But the broadcasts which were anti-Communist
were censored and suspended because of action of the Federal foreign
language radio wartime control. *

Mrs. SHEA. No, sir. I must disagree, sir.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. You heard the testimony of these two gentlemen.
that testified this afternoon?
Mrs. SHEA. They testified, so far as I followed their testimony, that
Mr. Lang's letter suggested a policy to the stations of curbing editorial
comment by both pro-Soviet and pro-Polish commentators, and that
whatever action was taken against people who failed to follow the
recommendation was taken exclusively by the station owners, not the
Commission.

Mr. MACHRow ICZ. After a little prodding by the Federal Communi
cations Commission, right.
Mrs. SHEA. No, sir.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. Did you agree with Mr. Denny's statement that
Mr. Novak, the Communist—
Mr. Novak's programs could not be considered propaganda detrimental to the
war effort or otherwise contrary to the public interests of the United States?

That is the thirdI' of page 2802.Mrs. SHEA. Mr. Denny is simply summarizing here the results of
analyses made of Novak's programs.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Of course, in his opinion, the Communists like
Mr. Novak were much less dangerous than anti-Communists like Mr.
93744–52—pt. 7–14
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Kreutz, who tried to point out the Russian guilt of the Katyn
ImaSSaCI'e.

Mrs. SHEA. Mr. Kreutz is a radio personality I had never encoun
tered before, sir; and I hesitate to testify at all on whether Mr. Denny
knew of him or what he thought of him. I can’t.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Have I misstated Mr. Denny's analysis of Mr.
Novak's broadcasts.
Mrs. SHEA. Well, I think the statement speaks for itself.
Mr. MACHRowICz. I think so, too.
That is all, Mr. Chairman.
Mr. O'KONSKI. Now, this report that my colleague read from, Mr.
Denny's report, did you have anything to do with the compiling of
that report?
Mrs. SHEA. Yes, sir; I compiled part of that material.
Mr. O’KONSKI. You did?
Mrs. SHEA. Yes.
Mr. O’KONSKI. Are you positive, in your statement, that whenever
you were confronted with a question of what can the FCC do about
these broadcasts, are you positive in your statement that you always
said as far as the FCC was concerned you were powerless?
Mrs. SHEA. Yes, sir.

- * *

Mr. O'KONSKI. I am very glad to hear that, because if it isn’t that
would be very bad.
Did you have anything to do with the drafting of that letter that
Mr. Machrowicz read?
Mrs. SHEA. No, sir; nothing whatever.
Mr. O’KONSKI. In other words, your contention is that your posi
tion in this entire matter was one of representing the legal arm o: the
FCC, of that branch, and whenever you were confronted with the
question of what can you do about this objectionable commentator or
that objectionable commentator, your answer was always that as far
as the Commission was concerned under the Federal Communications
Act of 1934, they are powerless to do anything about it?
Mrs. SHEA. Yes, sir.
Mr. O'KONSKI. And to your knowledge, Mrs. Shea, you don’t know,
do you, of any attempt that was ever made by the FCC by you or
any other employee to use the FCC to browbeat these radio station
owners who discharged what they considered to be objectionable
people?

-

Mrs. SHEA. No, sir.
Mr. O'KonsKI. That is your contention?
Mrs. SHEA. Yes, sir; that is

.

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Chairman, I would like to interrupt for a mo
ment. Will you refer
Chairman MADDEN. Wait a minute. Let the Congressman finish.
Mr. O’KoMSKI. Go ahead.
Mr. MITCHELL. Would you refer to part 1? You have it there, I be
lieve. Page 603. I would like to start reading for the members of

the committee. Mr. Richards is testifying before the same House
committee investigating the FCC, page 603:
Mr. Howard was the head of the press section of censorship at that time. He
had some discussions with the Office of War Information with regard to censor
ship. I am not familiar with the discussion except that it took place on the basis
of whether Office of War Information was getting into our field, or whether we
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were getting into their field, and what the relationship should be under the
agreement we had reached.

Mr. Garey, the counsel to the committee, resumed reading, and he
had this to say:
Mrs. Shea called to ask whether or not it was true that this Office had relaxed
its censorship requirements among foreign-language stations by withdrawing
our request for English translations. I told her we had, after consultation with
Mr. Jack, of our censorship operating board. In reconstructing our conversation
from that point, I am relying on notes, and there might be some slight error
but the general idea is as follows: Mrs. Shea said: “If you are not to ask the
managers of radio stations to examine the material on their stations, what curb
will there be on opinions expressed by some of these foreign-born broadcasters?”
I told her that in censorship we did not recommend any restrictions on expres
sion of opinion, as long as such opinion did not cloak facts which would cross
codes. I reproved her mildly for suggesting that there should be such censor
ship, and she said maybe she didn’t mean opinion, maybe she meant propaganda
Or the Government line. “Who,” she asked, “is going to force these managers to
see to it that the propaganda on their stations follows the right pattern?”
“Somebody else, not us,” I said.
This is a member of the Office of Censorship talking, who had
written this memorandum:

She said that there was a definite shadow Zone in censorship which went
beyond the definitions contained in our codes, and some supervision should be
exercised in this zone “for the good of the war effort and for the good of the
people.” I held stoutly to our function as censors for security. This bit had
the melody if not the lyrics of the score that the Office of War Information sang
to Mr. Howard.
“What would you think,” Mrs. Shea asked, “if we in the Federal Communica
tions Commission undertook to censor programs in this shadow Zone.” I told
Mrs. Shea I thought she would want to mull that over a long time before she
took definite action, because this office was charged with censoring. She then
rephrased her hypothesis. “What if we should merely suggest to station
managers that they should maintain only English translations in order to guide
properly the propaganda output of their stations?”
“That is coming pretty close to dictatorship in radio.”

That is a comment by the counsel.
I told Mrs. Shea that suggestion from the Federal Communications Commission
might be unfortunate since it would countermand this office request, but that I
Wouldn't presume to advise her on what the Federal Communications Com
mission should do, beyond the fact that it should leave censoring to us. Mrs.
Shea said the Federal Communications Commission would not attempt to censor,
it would merely encourage managers to take fuller cognizance of their own re
Sponsibility. She asked me to think it over for a couple of days and see if my
mind changed. I assured her it wouldn’t, and she recommended she check my
opinion by talking it over with Mr. Ryon.

Mrs. Shea, it seems that you were terribly interested as an attorney
for FCC in the censorship problem during the course of these hearings
that we have been quoting here. Now, Mr. Machrowicz has asked you
was Mr. Novak removed from the air, in Detroit, the pro-Communist?
Mrs. SHEA. Yes, sir.
Mr. MITCHELL. Was he removed?
Mrs. SHEA. He was removed.
Mr. MITCHELL. When 2
Mrs. SHEA. His contract was canceled
Mr. MACHRowICZ. You mean his contract was canceled and wasn’t
renewed, is that right?
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Mrs. SHEA. On page 2803 of part 3 of the House committee record,
Mr. Denny testified that—.
on February 7, 1944, the management of the station WJBK canceled its contract
with the Ray of Truth program.

That was Novak's program. Novak then sought a court injunction
against this action, and he failed to get judicial relief. He also asked
the Commission to intervene and the Commission replied that the
matter was outside its jurisdiction.
Mr. MITCHELL. But the thing that this committee is trying to find
out is this: that the subject matter referred to the Polish commenta
tors who were also our allies at that time, who were anti-Communist.
They seemed to be the ones that were having the difficulty, not Novak.
Mrs. SHEA. No, sir.
Mr. MITCHELL. I am sticking strictly on Polish. I am not speaking
of Italian or anything else.
Mrs. SHEA. Mr. Denny's testimony, if you will read on page 2803 to
2804, and my testimony at the time—I can’t testify on it from present
recollection—my testimony at the time was that in point of fact the
pro-Polish commentators continued very actively to present their
point of view in many instances. -

Mr. MITCHELL. And under very difficult conditions.
Now, why were you so specifically interested in the censorship policy
when you as an attorney for the FCC shouldn’t have been in that field,
as Mr. Machrowicz pointed out from the statement of Mr. Denny, and
as you, yourself, have admitted when you talked to Cranston about it

.

You said, “That isn’t our problem.” Yet here is a memorandum to an£ committee of Congress, quoting members of the Office of CenSOI’Sh10.'' SHEA. The memorandum from which you read was a memo
randum, I believe, by Mr. Richards?
Mr. MITCHELL. That is correct. -

Mrs. SHEA. After numerous inaccuracies and personalities, h
e con

cluded with one o
f

the few accurate statements in the memorandum,£g my recognition of the limitations of FCC authority in
the field.

Mr. MITCHELL. What are you reading from? What page?
Mrs. SHEA. House committee hearings, page 604:
Mrs. Shea said the Federal Communications Commission would not try to
censor. It would merely encourage managers to take fuller cognizance of their
OWn responsibilities.

Mr. MITCHELL. And that was in the line of duties?
Mrs. SHEA. My duty was to make inquiries as to whether managers
were exercising their licensing powers in the public interest.
Mr. MITCHELL. Their licensing powers, that is correct?
Mrs. SHEA. No, sir. I mean their licenses, excuse me.
Mr. MITCHELL. Their licenses.
Mrs. SHEA. Yes.
Mr. MITCHELL. Now, if I am correct in this—and maybe I am not
thoroughly familiar with the operations o
f

the FCC, I understand
that they have field offices for that specific job. I understand that they
also had investigators for that particular job.
Mrs. SHEA. Do you mean the FCC?
Mr. MITCHELL. The FCC.
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Mrs. SHEA. May I—
Mr. MITCHELL. And they had monitoring stations.
Mrs. SHEA. Yes, sir. May I amplify that statement? The prob
lem under discussion in this memorandum was specifically whether
station managers should require English translations of foreign
language programs and monitoring of the programs, so they could see
that their submitted scripts were adhered to. Now, that is a pro
cedural problem, not related to the substance of the broadcast.
Mr.M' I know.
Mrs. SHEA. And our inquiries as to whether the managers were
doing that, I think, were well within the scope of our authority.
Mr. MITCHELL. As to procedure?
Mrs. SHEA. Yes, sir.
Mr. MITCHELL. Not as to substance?
Mrs. SHEA. No, and that is not censorship.
Mr. MITCHELL. As to procedure.
Mrs. SHEA. Yes, sir.
Mr. MITCHELL. That was your sole scope.
Mrs. SHEA. Yes, sir.
Mr. MITCHELL. The commentator always files his broadcast, right,
what he is going to talk about on the air? It is filed? It is just as
these Polish commentators had to file theirs? If they complied with
what they filed, then they were in line, as far as the FCC is concerned.
That is procedure, as I understand it

. -

Mrs.£ Well, that was one of the questions we inquired into.
Mr. MITCHELL. What that commentator had to say didn’t make any
difference to the FCC: correct?
Mrs. SHEA. Precisely.
Mr. MITCHELL. But yet all afternoon we have been getting at the
point that these Polish commentators were having their difficulties,
they were suspended, they were taken off the air, all because o

f

this
meeting in New York.
Now, let me ask you a question: Why wasn’t the Office o

f Censorship
present a

t

that meeting in New York? Were they invited to attend
that meeting in New York with Simon and Lang, Cranston and your
self, by you? Did you invite them to attend? You?
Mrs. SHEA. I don’t remember precisely whether I invited them to

attend, but the record is clear that they were invited, and the Wash

in: group refused to go.r. MITCHELL. Why did they refuse to go?
Mrs. SHEA. Well, I don’t believe I am the person to answer that
question, Mr. Mitchell.
Mr. MITCHELL. Well, didn’t you extend the invitation to them?
You must have gotten a reason why they didn’t want to go.
Mrs. SHEA. I don’t recall extending it. The invitation was extended,
but just now I can’t recall who extended it.

Mr. MITCHELL. No further questions.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Mrs. Shea, these meetings that we have reference to

over here, particularly the one that we have discussed most, the one

in New York, was that meeting initiated by the OWI, or was it initi
ated by the FCC?
Mrs. SHEA. By Mr. Cranston.
Mr. SHEEHAN. He was with the OWI?
Mrs. SHEA. Yes, sir.
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Mr. SHEEHAN. In other words, the FCC had nothing to do with ini
tiating that particular meeting, is that correct?
Mrs. SHEA. Yes, sir.
Mr. SHEEHAN. It was at the invitation of the Office of War
Information?
Mrs. SHEA. Yes, sir.
Mr. SHEEHAN. That clears up a lot of things. Did you personally
have any hand in fixing the FCC policies in this respect, or were you
told to go and attend that meeting as a legal representative of that
division of the Federal Communications Commission? In other
words, was your attendance at that meeting of your own volition or
were you instructed to go by a higher authority in the Federal Com
munications Commission?
Mrs. SHEA. I called Mr. Denny's office, and he authorized me to go.
Mr. SHEEHAN. After you were invited by the Office of War Infor
mation to go to that meeting?
Mrs. SHEA. Yes, sir.
Mr. SHEEHAN. And you got his authority to go?
Mrs. SHEA. Yes, sir.

-

Mr. SHEEHAN. Did you, Mrs. Shea have any personal feelings of
your own pertaining to, well, particularly the Polish-Russian contro
versy over Katyn? Did you have any personal feelings in that matter
at all?
Mrs. SHEA. No, sir.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Did any of your feelings ever come into that matter,": the decisions that you had to make when this matter came up?rs. SHEA. No, sir.
Mr. SHEEHAN. It was purely on your standing, legal standing, rep
resenting the Federal Communications Commission?
Mrs. SHEA. Yes, sir.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Now, this meeting that was finally called, in New
York, was that the result of OWI just calling the meeting, or was that
meeting called as a result of some complaints that they were receiving
over certain broadcasts?
Mrs. SHEA. The local office of OWI wrote Cranston saying that it
had come to their attention that the Poles in Detroit were being upset
by this acrimonious controversy.
Mr. SHEEHAN. That clears up a lot of things for me.
Again, as far as you know, Mrs. Shea, there definitely was not any
FCC threat to hold the license-renewal proposition, which is the blood
stream of the radio industry, as fas as you know there was no attempt
to scare them into thinking that their license would not be renewed,
if they did not conform? You don’t know of any such thing?
Mrs. SHEA. That is correct.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Well, did you have a feeling in these feelings that
have been outlined, Mrs. Shea, that probably the OWI was going
too far afield in its attempt to censor these broadcasts? That will
have to be conjecture on your part. Did you, anywhere down the
line, as these things developed, you yourself being a legal repre
sentative of that division of FCC, get an inkling that somewhere down
the line they were trying to exert too much pressure down the line
of censorship? Did that feeling ever occur to you in the develop
ments that transpired?
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Mrs. SHEA. Actually I had little contact with the OWI. My
predecessors had worked more closely with them. I saw Mr. Cran
ston very few times, and had barely a' acquaintance with him.Mr. SHEEHAN. Did you at any time get the feeling that probably
the OWI, with your presence at this meeting representing a certain
legal division ''the FCC, didn’t you get the idea that probably, un
knowingly to you but purposely known to them, the fact that they had
you there, that they could hold over their heads that you were repre
senting the FCC, although you openly were not in any way connected
and you told them that you had no legal authority? But didn’t you
get the idea that with your very presence there that probably the OWI
was using you as a handle to whip these people into line? Did you
get that impression?
Mrs. SHEA. Well, I might have felt that had the persons involved
not been Mr. Lang and Mr. Simon. They had so repeatedly demon
strated their complete immunity from intimidation of any kind,
particularly from the FCC.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. May I ask you, were there any attempts of
intimidation?
Mrs. SHEA. No, sir.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. How could they show immunity from intimida
tion if there were no attempts of intimidation?
Mrs. SHEA. The Cox committee hearing shows that there were
several disagreements on policy between the FCC and the Wartime
Control, and the OWI, and the Wartime Control, and that Mr. Simon
and Mr. Lang stuck to their position and carried it through every time.
Chairman MADDEN. Is there another witness?
Mr. MITCHELL. Yes; there is one, but I would like to put just one
other statement in.
Chairman MADDEN. Wait a minute. Is there another witness after
this one?
Mr. MITCHELL. Yes; just one.
Mrs. Shea is in Washington. We can recall her if we want to. I
would like to put Mr. Richards on now.
Chairman MADDEN. Well, Mrs. Shea, you stand by just for a little
while, and we will have Mr. Richards' testimony. If there are no
further questions of Mrs. Shea, she can stand by.
Chairman MADDEN. Mr. Richards, will you be sworn. Do you sol
emnly swear the testimony you shall give before this committee will be
the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God?
Mr. RICHARDS. I do.
TESTIMONY OF ROBERT K. RICHARDS, WASHINGTON, D. C.

Chairman MADDEN. State your name, please, your full name.
Mr. RICHARDS. Robert K. Richards.
Chairman MADDEN. Where do you live, Mr. Richards?
Mr. RICHARDs. 3458 Macomb Street NW., Washington.
Chairman MADDEN. What is your business?
Mr. RICHARDS. I am assistant to the president of the National Asso
ciation of Radio and Television Broadcasters.
Chairman MADDEN. All right, Mr. Counsel.
Mr. MITCHELL. What was your position during the wartime years?
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Mr. RICHARDs. Well, during most of them I was in the Office of
Censorship as the assistant to the Assistant Director in charge of
broadcasting. .

Mr. MITCHELL. That was the Office of Censorship?
Mr. RICHARDs. Yes, sir.
Mr. MITCHELL. Therefore you had a great deal of business or work,
then, between the FCC and the OWI; is that correct?
Mr. RICHARDs. Yes, yes; of course.
Mr. MITCHELL. Will you briefly state—I know it is already in the
record of the congressional committee which investigated the FCC
in 1943, but I would like you to briefly summarize for the committee
the difficulties that the Office of Censorship had to the extent where the
problem had to be referred to the Attorney General.
Mr. RICHARDs. Well, you carry me back pretty far, Mr. Mitchell, but
I will tell you as my memory serves me about the specific problem we
encountered, some of which has emerged in testimony I have been
able to hear this afternoon. The Office of Censorship was established
by Executive order of the President, and his wartime power as the
censor over domestic communications was passed along by Executive
order to the Director of Censorship, Mr. Price, who in turn delegated
such actions as he wished to delegate to various staff members. Censor
ship was established under Mr. Price's direction, and the advice of
our policy-control board, domestically, among the press and the broad
casters as a voluntary effort. We established voluntary procedures
for stations, for example, to follow, areas in which, as unit identifica
tion of ships sailing, the security of the Nation could be violated.
Broadcasters were asked to voluntarily observe these guidepoints.
Mr. MITCHELL. That was the code.
Mr. RICHARDs. That was the voluntary code of wartime practices.
In the course of establishing this system among the broadcasting sta
tions of the country, we had one specific problem that was peculiar
to broadcasting, I guess, because we were dealing with about, 150 to
200 so-called foreign-language broadcasting stations employing as
many as 35 or 40 different languages. The committee may even be
interested in knowing that one of those languages we encountered was
Cajon, and it was pointed out to us that it wasn’t a foreign language
and they didn’t have an alphabet. We set up these special controls
in the case of foreign-language broadcasting stations. In the course
of operating this voluntary system we did encounter, if I may use the
term, an inclination on the part of other executive agencies, and I
ascribe no ulterior motives to them, to invade the area of censorship
which properly was vested in the Office of Censorship. We felt this
was dangerous, not that we were jealous of our authority, but most of
us being out of the public media we were zealous about what would
happen to that authority after the war was over. Among the agencies
where we encountered this, and I believe your record in the select
committee investigation reflects this, were the OWI and the Federal
Communications Commission. As a matter of fact, at one time, the
situation reached a point where Mr. Price, as Director of the Office
of Censorship, asked Mr. Ryan, as assistant in charge of broadcasting,
who in turn asked Mr. Bronson and me to find out what was going o

n
,

and if there was an invasion of censorship and if we were sacrificing
our responsibility to some other agency, to stop it

.
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We did investigate it
,

and again I say, ascribing no motives, we did
encounter an interest on the part o

f

the other agencies in censorship,
and it was stopped, in an agreement between Mr. Price and Mr. Davis,
and certainly in agreement between Mr. Price and the Commission.
Mr. MITCHELL. Could you give us then a few specific illustrations,
not too elaborate, but just one that you can recall, where the occasion
was necessary to g

o

to the extent o
f getting the Attorney General to

rule, barring these other agencies from the field of censorship?
Mr. RICHARDs. Well, yes. Again this is going back quite a way, andI think the record in the select-committee investigation would b

e

more accurate than my recollection. But I recall that at least one
foreign-language broadcaster, I believe his name was Andre Luotto,
was either removed from the air or his reputation was apparently
somewhat damaged, a

s
a result o
f

the enthusiasm o
f people employed

by agencies other than ours to enter into a consideration o
f

the type
of broadcasting that was going on the air.
By that, I mean opinion, the opinions that were being expressed.I think that is one specific case. Doubtless there are others. They
must be available to you.
Mr. MITCHELL. Did a member o

f

the Office o
f Censorship attend

this meeting in New York with Mr. Simon and Mr. Lang?
Mr. RICHARDs. Well, if I am thinking of the same meeting that you
have been discussing here, no.
Mr. MITCHELL. Were they invited to attend, do you recall?
Mr. RICHARDs. It is my recollection we were invited to attend; yes.
Mr. MITCHELL. Do you recall why you did not attend?
Mr. RICHARDs. Well, yes. We felt that it wasn’t properly within
the scope o

f

our activity to discuss what should be done about a com
mentator, expressing an opinion on the air, unless that opinion con
tained facts endangering the security o

f

the Nation.
Mr. MITCHELL. Therefore, the primary duty o

f censorship was in

the Office o
f Censorship; it rested in the hands of your organization.

That was determined.
Mr. RICHARDs. Absolutely; definitely.
Mr. MITCHELL. Therefore, this particular meeting in New York,

to which the OC was invited, but which no member o
f

the OC at
tended was—Did you hear all o

f

the testimony this afternoon here?
Mr. RICHARDs. I came in toward the end of Mr. Lang's testimony,I believe.
Mr. MITCHELL. All right. In your opinion, on recollection today,

it was in the field of censorship, because it concerned comments b
y
a

Polish commentator?
Mr. RICHARDs. Well, any time you use any method to stop freedom

o
f

speech, it enters into the area of abridging it
,

and that, I presume,
constitutes censorship, yes. In other words, it was our assumption,
gentlemen, that taking a man off the air was censorship a

s

much a
s

putting a blue pencil on his copy.
Mr. MITCHELL. I would like to read for the record, page 612 of the
committee investigation, part I, Federal Communications Commission.
Mr. Garey is talking to you.
Chairman MADDEN. When was this letter sent?
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Mr. MITCHELL. This memorandum is dated May 15, 1943–
Now, you received from Mr. Bronson a memorandum dated May 15, 1943, on
the further talk he had with Mrs. Shea, did you not?

Mr. Richards replies, “Yes, sir.”
Mr. GAREY. That memorandum is dated May 15, 1943. It is addressed to Mr.
Ryan and Mr. Richards, and it is from Mr. Bronson. The subject is, Now My
Week Is Complete. It reads: “Up until 3:16 p.m. today there had been some
thing lacking in the week's activities, and then the phone rang and it was Mrs.
Shea, attorney for the FCC. She asked if I was retaining my figure—personal
item—and then went on to inquire if we would be interested in the latest wrinkle
between the Office of War Information, Federal Communications, and the Foreign
Language Radio Wartime Control. I assured her I was the kind of a person
who was interested in just an average wrinkle, but one like that was most
intriguing. She went on to say that the Federal Communications Commission
(herself), the Office of War Information (Mr. Cranston), and the Foreign Lan
guage Radio Wartime Control Committee (Mr. Simon and Mr. Lang) had met
in New York last Wednesday for a cozy little chat on what to do about the
broadcasters coming to blows over the Russian-Polish situation. It was agreed
in this event that the foreign-language broadcasters would read only the news as
received in the stations, via the recognized news printers, and not allow any
Commentary On this topic. She wanted to know if I had been asked to attend
would I have gone.”
Evidently they didn't, I am sorry.
- “I said that most likely I would have, or that someone from this Office would
have done So, but I supposed the parties involved assumed it was a discussion
that did not involve censorship, therefore we weren’t asked. Mrs. Shea rallied
quickly by Saying that it was Mr. Cranston who put out the invitation. I later
learned from Mr. Ryan that we had been invited to send a representative but
had declined. Mr. Ryan said Mr. Cranston had asked us to attend but due to
preSSure Of Other work, and the unlikelihood that the meeting would concern
censorship, no one from this Office went. Then she said that she recalled seeing
a letter by Mr. Price or Mr. Ryan urging the controversial issue should be treated
quietly and not ballooned up, as it were. (She is referring here to the Russian
Polish impasse, I believe.) I said I was unfamiliar with Such a letter, and then
she said Mr. Marks at her elbow had just advised that the letter was signed by
Mr. Ryan and would be in Mr. Ryan’s files. She then said that she supposed
Mr. Simon's outfit was putting out something about the New York office and
was that all right with us. I said this office was not concerned with it since we
had no part of the meeting, unless the bulletin crossed into censorship problems
or quoted or inferred that we were a party to such a release. In the latter
event, it should be submitted here. She said she didn't know just how the Foreign
Language Radio Wartime Control Committee went about such things, and we
both rambled along about what we didn’t know. She then said that our relations,
Government agencies involved and broadcasters, should be more formalized so
that we would all know what was going on. Having had the feeling now for 9
months that I was trying to watch the entire field of play through a knothole, and
a sturdy oak knothole at that, I agreed, as we have agreed to such things before.
She then hung up on our mutual pledges of cooperation. TWO minutes later at
3:31 she called back to say she had forgotten something.”

That was on another subject matter other than the Polish-Russian
situation.
Now, that letter in the record definitely shows that, (1) no member
of OC went to the New York meeting; (2) the reason for not going to
that meeting was because no censorship problem was supposed to have
been involved.

- -

Now that you have heard the testimony of this afternoon, and par
ticularly that of Mr. Kreutz—did you hear his testimony?
Mr. RICHARDs. I was here, but I didn’t hear it very well. I was in
the back of the room. But I think I got it.
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Mr. MITCHELL. Would you say that the subject matter was within
the scope of censorship or within the scope of FCC and OWI? I am
asking for an opinion.
Mr. RICHARDs. Well, I would say it is my opinion it was not within
the scope of censorship. Others would have to speak as to whether or
not they thought it was within their scope.
Mr. MITCHELL. I have no further questions.
Chairman MADDEN. Any further questions?
Mr. MACHRowICz. It is your opinion that the section of the FCC
attempting to control the commentaries on this matter was strictly
improper, irregular, and outside of their jurisdiction, is it not?
Mr. RICHARDs. Yes, sir. Of course the Communications Act forbids
censorship.
Mr. MACHRowICz. That is right. And that was your impression at
this time?
Mr. RICHARDS. It was certainly our impression that that was their
intent, and that they shouldn’t do it

. It was our proper responsibility.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Can you see anything that was outlined here,
other than an attempt to intimidate these broadcasters?
Mr. RICHARDs. I have testified to that at some length before, Mr.
Congressman, and I think that my answer is evident in the record that
was previously made at the time.
Chairman MADDEN. Thank you for your testimony.
We will adjourn until 10 o'clock tomorrow morning.
(Whereupon, a

t

5:25 p.m. the hearing was recessed, to reconvene
at 10 a.m., Wednesday, November 12, 1952.)
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WEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER 12, 1952

House oF REPRESENTATIVEs,
SELECT COMMITTEE ON THE KATYN FoREST MAssACRE,

Washington, D. C.
The committee met at 10 a.m., pursuant to call, in room 1301, House
Office Building, Hon. Ray J. Madden (chairman) presiding.
Present: Messrs. Madden, Machrowicz, Dondero, O’Konski, and
Sheehan.

Also present: John J. Mitchell, chief counsel to the select commit
tee, and Roman Pucinski, chief investigator.
Chairman MADDEN. The committee will come to order. Will you
proceed, Mr. Mitchell?
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Chairman, the purpose of today's hearings
before the committee is to put forth the documentation of the records
that were in the Government agencies on the subject of the Katyn
massacre and the missing Polish officers.
You will recall that yesterday Mr. Jackson said that if sufficient
documentation had been available at the time of Nuremberg, the case
would not have been brought up at Nuremberg. At least the hands of
the United States Government, namely, Mr. Justice Jackson at that£ would have been able to prevent it or would have been strengthOneC1.

Now, through the cooperation of the Department of State, the com
mittee has had made available to it all of the records that have been
in the file since early 1942. This morning we have as the first witness
former AmbassadorWilliam Standley, a retired admiral of the United
States Navy.
At the time that Admiral Standley was Ambassador, he had con
ferences with Maj. Joseph Czapski and General Anders, and he had
instructions from the State Department to assist the Polish cause.
Admiral Standley, in the opinion of the committee staff, having
carefully read all of the documentation, predicted
Chairman MADDEN. Let him testify. That will be his testimony.
Mr. DONDERO. Let him take the stand.
Chairman MADDEN. I should think that the witness himself, if he
desires to refresh his mind, can refer to the letters. We can then
introduce the letters in evidence; and, if the witness desires to refresh
his mind, we will be glad to submit the letters to him.
Mr. MITCHELL. (£ the first witness, please.
Chairman MADDEN. Admiral Standley.

2041
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TESTIMONY OF ADMIRAL WILLIAM H. STANDLEY, UNITED STATES
NAVY, RETIRED, CORONAD0, CALIF.

Chairman MADDEN. Admiral, will you raise your right hand and be
sworn. Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are about to
give the committee will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing
but the truth, so help you God?
Admiral STANDLEY. I do.
Chairman MADDEN. Admiral, for the record, will you state your
full name, please?
Admiral STANDLEY. William H. Standley.
Chairman MADDEN. And your address, please?
Admiral STANDLEY. 862 G. Avenue, Coronado.
Chairman MADDEN. California?
Admiral STANDLEY. Yes, California.
Chairman MADDEN. What is your capacity now?
Admiral STANDLEY. I am an admiral on the retired list.
Chairman MADDEN. Will you proceed, Mr. Counsel.
Mr. MITCHELL. Admiral Standley, will you please tell the committee
what date you reported to Moscow as the Ambassador for the United
States?
Admiral STANDLEY. I think it was the 14th of April 1942.
Mr. MITCHELL. Would you, at this time, like to make a statement
to the committee of your knowledge of the missing Polish officers and
the Katyn massacre, stating what efforts you made and what instruc
tions you may have had, sir? A brief statement, if you wish.
Admiral STANDLEY. Of course, the committee will recognize that
this situation occurred some 10 or 11 years ago and that, naturally,
my memory is rather deficient in the facts of the case. I have told
your counsel that I had made a complete statement concerning my
relations with the Polish situation, including the Katyn Forest
murder, and that it was published in the Naval Institute Proceedings
of October. That statement, that article in the Institute contains a
complete notation of my connections with the Polish situation in
Moscow and the Katyn Forest murder.
Chairman MADDEN, Admiral, October of what year?
Mr. MITCHELL. This year.
Admiral STANDLEY. That was October of this year, the current
year.
Now, naturally, my association or connection with the Polish situa
tion began even before I was named as the future Ambassador to
Moscow. When I went into Moscow with the Beaverbrook-Harriman
mission in September, 1941, the Polish situation was being discussed
there then, and I became cognizant of the general situation, the fact
that the Russians had seized a great many Tolish soldiers when they
invaded east Poland and had taken some 10,000 Polish officers.
The effort was being made then to locate these Polish officers
especially.

When I was named as Ambassador to Russia in the latter part of
1941 and when I was confirmed, I was immediately importuned by
many agencies or many individuals who were interested in the 10,000
Polish officers, that is

,
in their location and in whether o
r

not they were
alive, and everything concerned with them.
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As soon as I arrived in Moscow—I had received a briefing before I
left Washington as to the questions I should take up. Even before I
made my report to Mr. Kalinin, the President of the Soviet Union,I received a message from the State Department advising me that I
was not to take up any of those questions that I had previously been
briefed upon, a message which I didn’t understand, and about whichI protested immediately.
But that left me in a position where I couldn’t take up the Polish
question on my first interview with Mr. Molotov.
Chairman MADDEN. Who gave you those admonitions or instruc
tions?
Admiral STANDLEY. They were general instructions and briefing
from various individuals in the State Department. I think Mr. Sum
ner Welles was one of them, the Secretary himself. There were various
other officials. I can’t now recall just who they were, but they were
from various individuals in the State Department.
So, as I say, I could not and I did not take up these Polish questions.
My first interview with Mr. Molotov and my first interview with
Mr. Stalin—I would like to refresh my memory from this article—
the first occasion when I took this matter up was in an interview with
Mr. Stalin some time in April 1942. At that time I told Mr. Stalin
of the knowledge I had of the missing Polish officers.
Well, let me go back. Even before that, on my way into Moscow,
on arrival at Teheran, I found that there were 28,000 Polish soldiers
that had been evacuated with their families and children from Russia.I inspected this camp with their children and with their people in it,
and observed the terrible condition that these people, and particularly
the children, were in. They were in all stages o

f malnutrition, some

o
f

them practically dying. It was a terrible situation. indicating the
conditions under which the Poles had been existing, particularly the
women and children, in Russia.
As I say, my first interview with Mr. Molotov in which I mentioned
this was some time after the 14th o

f April. Then I advised him ofmy
knowledge o

f

the situation and o
f my interest in the Polish situation.

No satisfaction whatever was obtained from Mr. Molotov at that
time, and there was only a casual mention o

f

the fact that I was
interested in the Polish question, and that I came from the United
States Government, which was also interested in this question o

f

the
situation and location of these Polish officers.
At that time the interpreter, Mr. Pablov, advised me that Mr.
Molotov had a question which he wished to take up with me, and that

it was the desire of the American Government to set up in Moscow
an American officer as liaison between the Russians and the Poles.
Mr. Molotov expressed the view that he saw no reason for such liaison

a
s

the naval attachés and the military attachés were there and that
the Poles had their own liaison. I knew nothing of the question, soI did nothing about that. - -

As you '#' the Government had been evacuated to Kuibyshev,
and the representatives there were Mr. Vyshinski and Mr. Lozovski.
Mr. Molotov had gone to Kuibyshev, but had returned to Moscow.
Mr. Stalin had never gone to Kuibyshev, but had remained in Moscow.
So we had to start our negotiations with the seat o

f government in

Moscow o
r

rather in Kuibyshev, and then go up to Moscow to get.
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the answer because Mr. Vyshinski and Mr. Lozovski never made any
decision on anything. So we had to go to Moscow to get your answer

# Mr. Molotov and Mr. Stalin. That necessitated trips back andOrth.

When I went down to Kuibyshev, I met Dr. Kot. Dr. Kot at
that time was the Polish Ambassador or Minister, I think he was, to
the Soviet Government. Immediately began a contact with the Polish
representative in regard to the missing Polish officers and men. From
then on there was almost a constant conversation between Mr. Kot
and myself as long as he stayed there—Mr. Kot, the Polish repre
sentative, and the Ambassador.
My next contact with the Russian authorities was on May 27, 1942,
when I went to see Mr. Vyshinski. My conversation at that time with
Mr. Vyshinski was along these lines: That our Government was con
cerned with the welfare, situation, and location of these officers and
was very anxious that there should be friendly relations between the
exiled Polish Government in London and the Russians, and I urged
that there should be close cooperation and a greater effort on the part
of the Russians to conform to the agreements they had made with the
Poles in regard to the release of Polish officers and men.
There was an agreement at that time in regard to the release of these
officers in order that they could serve under General Anders in the
war effort. The 28,000 Polish soldiers that had been released, the
troops that had been released and that I had found in Teheran later
served with General Anders in the Italian campaign; and there was an
understanding that more of these officers and men should be released.
My efforts in the beginning were to obtain further cooperation with
the Polish Government. Then later I sought an interview with Mr.
Molotov in the Kremlin.
Mr. MACHROWICZ. What was the reaction of Mr. Molotov and ofMr.
Vyshinski at that time to your requests?
Admiral STANDLEY. As I expressed it then and as I have quoted,
Mr. Vyshinski was silent for a long time while looking down at his
hands folded on the table before him. The color flooded into the thin
face. Finally he looked around at me and said, “I will present your
views to my government.”
Later I had an interview with Mr. Molotov, and I presented the
same views to Mr. Molotov. Mr. Molotov made a long statement in
reply. It was, in substance, that the Polish question was a very diffi
cult question to deal with, that to evacuate these women and
children
At that time our Government had a proposition to evacuate these
Poles from Russia and relieve the Russians from taking care of them
and sending them down somewhere in Africa, North Africa, or some
where else. That was part of my interview with Mr. Molotov at this
time.

Mr. Molotov's reply was in substance as follows: “If we had evacu
ated the Polish women and children in the beginning, it would have
been all right. But to evacuate them now would give the Germans
the idea that we couldn’t take care of them. It would create a dis
turbance, and we just feel that we are not in a position now to evacu
ate these women and children and soldiers.”
Chairman MADDEN. Will you pardon me, Ambassador. I hand you
a telegram dated Moscow, July 5, 1942, to the Secretary of State,
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Washington, signed “Standley,” and ask if that is the telegram that
you sent to Washington as of that date?
Admiral STANDLEY. That is the telegram.
Chairman MADDEN. I will ask the reporter to mark it as exhibit 9
and insert it at this point into the record.
(The document referred to was marked exhibit 9 and follows:)

ExHIBIT 9–TELEGRAM FROM AMBAssADoR STANDLEY To THE DEPARTMENTS OF STATE

[Paraphrase of telegram]

Moscow, July 5, 1942.
SECRETARY OF STATE,

Washington.

In describing to Molotov the Polish evacuation project, I expressed the sincere
hope of the U. S. Government that the Soviet authorities would allow the
evacuation of the Polish women and children concerned. I based this on the
opinion of the U. S. Government that the women and children in question could
be taken care of more easily in a country where there was no fighting in progress,
and also on the fact that the evacuation of these women and children would
make it unnecessary for the Soviet Union to feed and care for them.
This was not a simple evacuation question, Molotov said, which would not
be an important matter. The question involved was really a fundamental problem
affecting the basic relations between the Soviet Union and Poland. He added
that the question might have been satisfactorily disposed of if this group had
been evacuated along with the first group, although there was no certainty that
this would have solved the matter, since there were always difficulties where
Poles were concerned. A Second evacuation could create added difficulties and
instability among the Poles in the Soviet Union, and unfriendly comment against
the Soviet Union among the Poles in that part of Poland which was occupied
by Germany, as well as in the world in general, inasmuch as it would most
certainly be said that the Soviet Union was not able to feed and care for the
Poles in question and therefore had to send them to Africa. Molotov said that
during his recent visit to London he had suggested to Sikorski that an attempt
be made to better the situation of the Poles in the Soviet Union, but he did not
elaborate to me about how this should be done. Molotov Said, however, that
the Poles could and would be fed by the Soviet Government. He stated that
he would bring our interests in the matter to the attention of his government.
Later Molotov referred to the general Polish question with a certain animosity,
saying, in effect: “Since there are many too many contradictory elements con
cerned in Polish politics, there is always trouble whenever Polish questions arise.”
Some of these elements are conducting policies unfriendly to the Soviet Union
in contradiction to the policies of the London Polish Government, Molotov said,
and even the Sternest measures failed to Subordinate these elements to Soviet
law. Although other elements wished to foster friendly relations with the
Soviet Government, and tried to do so, it is in general impossible to reconcile the
two groups.
My impression on leaving was similar to that I received when I last discussed
Polish matters with Vyshinski, namely, that the Soviet Government has a purely
political view of this whole question, and that it is not influenced by considera
tions of humanity. It is displeased and even irritated when another power takes
an interest in Soviet-Polish relations.

(Signed) STANDLEY.

Chairman MADDEN. Mr. Ambassador, if you have no further com
ment, I will ask you to identify a message from Secretary of State
Hull to you of August 19, 1942.
Admiral STANDLEY. This is a portion of a telegram. I would like
to say that this covers an interview which comes later on.
Mr. MITCHELL. The Ambassador says that he has some further com
ments to make apropos exhibit 9.
Chairman MADDEN. All right; proceed, Admiral.
Admiral STANDLEY. In the succeeding months after this interview
with Mr. Molotov, my notes show that the Polish situation in con
93744–52–pt. 7–15
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nection with the Polish military units and civilians still in Russia
steadily worsened. When the Nazis and the Italians became estab
lished in Egypt that fall and almost stabbed into Alexandria,
threatened the whole Middle East, the Russian Government agreed
to allow three divisions of Poles and members of their families to
leave Russia for the Middle East.
The Polish military authorities were trying to obtain the release
of 10,000 officers whom they needed badly, but were repeatedly put
off. No reasons or excuses were given. (£ Anders and Dr. Kot
were not informed. That is hearsay; I can’t testify as to that.I was informed that General Anders and Dr. Kot were not informed
that the Germans had captured the prison camps before the Poles
could be evacuated or that they had been transferred to other camps
or indeed anything at all as far as the Polish authorities could learn.
These officers had suddenly and completely disappeared from the
face of the earth. That was shortly after my interview with Mr.
Molotov.
Chairman MADDEN. About what date was that, Admiral?
Admiral STANDLEY. My interview with Mr. Molotov was after July.
That was about August, I think, 1942. It was after my interview
and after that telegram that I sent in regard to my interview with
Mr. Molotov.

*

Mr. MITCHELL. Admiral, I would like to ask you this: Do you know
who made the decision to forget the idea of having Colonel Szymanski
go to Moscow as the liaison officer?
Admiral STANDLEY. The decision came through a telegram from the
State Department. I don’t know who made the decision.
Mr. MITCHELL. Thank you, sir.
Admiral STANDLEY. A telegram of that kind always came, of course,
from the State Department; so, I presume the Secretary of State made
the decision.

Chairman MADDEN. Admiral, we will mark this exhibit 10, and I
will ask the court reporter to insert exhibit 10 at this point in the
record.

-

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit 10” and is as
follows:)

E 10XHIBIT

PORTION OF MESSAGE FROM SECRETARY OF STATE HULL TO THE AMERICAN
AMBASSADOR AT KUIBYSHEV OF AUGUST 19, 1942

* * * On instructions from the Polish Government, the Polish Ambassador
in Washington has asked the President's intervention with the Soviet Gov
ernment in order to effect an improvement in Polish-Soviet relations. * * *
* * * Referring to the hope which he expressed on several occasions that
the Soviet Government would find it possible to interpret as liberally as cir
cumstances would permit its agreements with the Polish Government, the
Ambassador particularly mentioned the desire of the Polish Government to
restart recruiting of its nationals in Russia for the Polish armed forces and
also to the desire for the release of some five to eight thousand Polish officers
who are reported still held by the Soviet authorities. * * *
* * * You are therefore authorized to raise with the Soviet authorities
the question of Soviet-Polish relations. You should point out that this Gov
ernment hopes that the spirit of collaboration evidenced in the removal to the
Middle East of additional Polish divisions may be promoted to the utmost and

# there.will be found for the various problems mutually beneficial solutionS.
- -
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Mr. MITCHELL. Now, Admiral, you have told us that they were
forming the Polish Army in Russia at that time. Can you tell us
something about the formation of that army that you may have
found out from your discussions with General Anders and Dr. Kot?
Admiral STANDLEY. My only information in connection with that
was very general. I have no detailed knowledge of the military set
up or organization except through my conversation with Dr. Kot,
Now, I would like to inject there as part of this, before I get to
that message, what was happening in the interim. The Polish
situation, as I stated, was definitely worsening, as was the ques
tion of the Polish representatives receiving Polish supplies that were
being sent in for the Polish citizens into Murmansk and into Arch
angel. The Soviet authorities eventually seized those officials and
finally got rid of all of them, and there was no one there to repre
sent the Polish interests in receiving goods that were sent in for the
Poles.
Our representative there endeavored to take that over, but he
eventually found that the problem was one that he couldn’t handle.
So that was part of the situation.
The Polish situation was worsening up to the time this message was
sent. Then I have this message in August 1942, when I received the
dispatch that you have just read. I have quoted here extracts from
that dispatch. Shall I read that?
Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, sir, if you please.
Admiral STANDLEY. In August 1942, I received a dispatch from
our State Department, the conclusion of which may be paraphrased as
follows. I am not quoting, but rather paraphrasing. [Reading:]
The question of Polish-Soviet relations may be brought up at your discretion
with the Soviet authorities. While the United States Government does not
wish to interfere in this matter, you may point out it nevertheless hopes that
the Splendid collaboration shown in transferring additional Polish divisions to
the Middle East may be furthered to the maximum. It is also hoped that solu
tions which are mutually beneficial may be found for the various problems under
discussion.
At the same time, it is realized that only direct negotiations between the two
governments involved can effect a solution of some of these extremely compli
cated problems.

That is the end of the paraphrase.
Chairman MADDEN. Will you proceed, Mr. Sheehan.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Ambassador, just to get the situation straight, asI, understand, when you left Washington from Moscow you were
given instructions to be concerned with Polish affairs. After you
got to Moscow, as you said, you got instructions not to pay any atten
tion to Polish affairs.
Admiral STANDLEY. It didn’t mention Polish affairs specifically.
Mr. SHEEHAN. The missing officers?
Admiral STANDLEY. When I was being briefed I was given infor
mation on matters that I should take up, and the Polish question
was one of them. When I got to Moscow and before I submitted my
credentials in Moscow, I received a telegram from the State Depart
ment saying that I was not to take up any of these questions that
I had been£ on before I left. They didn't mention the Polish
question specifically.
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..
. Mr. SHEEHAN. Then in 1942, according to the telegram that you

just read, you got instructions to g
o

forward with the Polish ques
tion; namely, the Polish officers?
Admiral STANDLEY. Yes. -

Mr. SHEEHAN. Now, did they give you any information a
s to why

they were interested n the Polish officers a
t

that time? Was it for
humanitarian reasons o

r

was it for military reasons?
Admiral STANDLEY. They were interested both from the standpoint

o
f

the military as well as because o
f

the humane reason o
f getting the

Polish citizens out.
Mr. SHEEHAN. In other words, we had now reached a position
where we needed the Polish divisions and thereby needed the officers

to man the divisions; is that right?
Admiral STANDLEY. That is as I understood the message to me;
©S.y

Now, in order to get that message across, I sought an interview with
Mr. Lozovski, and I met Mr. Lozovski on September 9, 1942.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Will you explain who Mr. Lozovski is?
Admiral STANDLEY. Mr. Lozovski was one of the Soviet Foreign
Office representatives in Kuibyshev. As I previously stated, Mr.
Vyshinski and Mr. Lozovski remained in Kuibyshev a

s the repre
sentatives o

f

the Soviet Government. So, I sought an interview with
Mr. Lozovski, which was granted on September 9

,
1942.

In that interview, as I stated in the paraphrase, our Government
stated that they did not want to interfere. Mr. Lozovski came right
back and said, “This is the best thing that the American Government
could do.”

-

In furthering the purpose as expressed in that paraphrased message,I still pressed the question of the status of the Polish relief and that of
the 180 Polish officers that had been delegates and who had been
arrested in Murmansk and Archangel. Mr. Lozovski again came right
back bluntly and said, “This work can be carried on by the remaining
delegates in a perfectly satisfactory manner. There were too many
delegates in the first place. We can’t have a bunch o

f

hostile Poles
running all over the Soviet Union unsupervised.”
Again I expressed to Mr. Lozovski the hope that they could collabo
rate with us further.
Chairman MADDEN. I will ask the reporter to mark this document
“Exhibit 11”, and I will ask the admiral if he can identify it. It is

a message from the Secretary o
f

State.
(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit 11” and is as

follows:)
EXHIBIT 11

PORTION OF MESSAGE FROM THE SECRETARY OF STATE TO THE AMERICAN AMBASSADOR
AT KUIBYSHEV, DATED SEPTEMBER 5

,

1942

Mr. Willkie was requested by the President to consult with you and Mr. Hender
son and then express to Stalin the American Government's hope that all efforts
will be made to effect an improvement in Polish-Soviet relations. * * *

The Polish Ambassador today asked whether there had been any representa
tions for the release of “3,400” Polish officers who are reportedly still held by the
Soviet authorities in Arctic areas. You may make these representations to
gether with Mr. Willkie or separately. * * *

Mr. MITCHELL. Admiral, can you tell us something about what tran
spired a

t

that time? How did Mr. Willkie get into this picture?
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Admiral STANDLEY. As I stated in that message which I recognize
as one received from the State Department, Mr. Willkie arrived in
Moscow with his staff, I think, on September 17. I immediately took
Mr. Willkie to call upon Mr. Molotov. At that meeting Mr. Molotov
was asked to arrange for a meeting of Mr. Willkie and Mr. Stalin, to
which he agreed. As we were leaving, Mr. Willkie said to Mr. Stalin,
“How will Ibe informed of that meeting?”
Chairman MADDEN. Not to Mr. Stalin?
Admiral STANDLEY. To Mr. Molotov, “How will I be informed of
thatmeeting?”
Mr. Molotov replied, “You will be informed through the American
Embassy.”
I waited for some time. In the meantime Mr. Willkie's plans had
been made so that he could visit certain plants, and one morning we
were to go out to visit an aircraft battery. Before leaving—I had left
Eddy Page behind; Eddy Page was my State Department represent
ative who spoke Russian fluently—I said to Eddy, “I am going to
accompany Mr. Willkie to this aircraft battery, and, if they have not
heard anything about Mr. Willkie's interview with Mr. Stalin, I want
you to make an appointment for me to see Mr. Molotov, because I don’t
understand the delay. When a special representative from a foreign
government arrives here and asks to see Mr. Stalin, I don’t understand
why there is this delay.”
So, I went over to Mr. Willkie's residence, the residence that is kept
there for Americans. They had a guard at the door, a Russian who
spoke English. When I went in and asked Commander Peale, who was
Mr. Willkie's brother-in-law and who had accompanied him, whether
Mr. Willkie had received any word about a visit with Mr. Stalin,
Commander Peale replied “No.”
But the man at the door had said, “Oh, yes, Mr. Willkie has informa
tion. He is going to see Mr. Stalin tonight.”
That was the first I had heard of Mr. Willkie's visit to Mr. Stalin.
Later I understood that this meeting was arranged by Mr. Joe Barnes,
who accompanied Mr. Willkie, and through some of the Reds over
there, the reddest of the Reds, Mr. Omanski, and Mr. Lozovski and
some of those other Red Russians. They had arranged for this meet
ing with Mr. Willkie.
o, I promptly telephoned Page to never mind, that the meeting

had been arranged. On the way out I said to Mr. Willkie, “I under
stand that you have received an invitation to call on Mr. Stalin. You
remember that you were informed that you would get that information
through the Embassy, but I have received no information about it,Mr.
Willkie. I wonder if you had anything to do with this interview?”
His reply was, “No, I had nothing to do with it.”
Then I said, as this had been arranged for Mr. Willkie entirely
without my knowledge, “I presume that I am not supposed to go with
OUl ?

25 -

Mr. Willkie said, “That is correct. You are not supposed to go.”I said, “Well, Mr. Willkie, I am going to make some inquiries about
that, because I can’t understand how the Ambassador has been by
passed here by a special representative, and I want to know why.”
“Oh,” he said, “Admiral, you mustn't do that. I think you are a big
man, but, if you do that I think you are a little man.”
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I give you that because that in a sense describes my relations with
Mr. Willkie during his time there. He entirely bypassed me, and later
on he went to see Mr. Stalin. They brought Mr. Barnes and Mr. Coles
in and had their pictures taken together, from which, of course, the
Ambassador was excluded. Their whole attitude there was one to dis
credit the American representative in the Soviet Union. Those were
really my relations with Mr. Willkie while he was there.
Now, after that interview, Mr. Willkie was leaving the next morn
ing at 4 o’clock to go to the front. So, about 11 o'clock at night he
called me up and asked if he could come back and tell me what Mr.
Stalin had said.
I said, “Well, Mr. Willkie, it is too late now. You are going to
leave at 4 o'clock. Tell me when you come back.”
So, when he did come back he came over and gave me some informa
tion and then told me that he had received some other information
which was so secret that he couldn’t even tell it to the American
Ambassador. -

As a result of this whole episode of Mr. Willkie, I asked the State
Department to bring me home for consultation in that the situation
had gotten sort of out of hand and I felt that I needed some evidence
of confidence in the representative from the President of the United
States if I were to remain in Moscow. So, I came home for consul
tation.
Mr. MITCHELL. When did you come home, sir?
Admiral STANDLEY. I left there in September of 1942. I am sorry.
That should be October 10, 1942. I came home then. I went back
in January and reported back on January 6, 1943.
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Chairman, at this time I would like to introduce
this document. -

Mr. DoNDERO. While the Chairman is looking that over, may I ask
the admiral whether all of this took place in Moscow or in
Kuibyshev'

-

Admiral STANDLEY. It was mostly in Moscow. You are getting
me into a long story, Mr. Chairman.
Mr. DONDERO. Don’t blame the chairman. It was me that asked
the question. -

Admiral STANDLEY. Oh yes, you, Mr. Dondero.
Mr. Willkie's controversy, or rather the controversy with Mr.
Willkie started before he even got into Moscow. When he arrived
in Turkey I received a message from Mr. Willkie stating that he did
not want to go to Kuibyshev but that he did want to come to Moscow.
He wanted to come direct to see Mr. Stalin. I replied that the seat
of government was in Kuibyshev.
Mind you, I had already made application for visas for Mr. Willkie
to enter, and I had told the Russian authorities of his coming. They
had made plans and had arranged for him to visit state farms, collec
tive farms, factories, and had arranged quarters for him in Kuibyshev.
So I replied to Mr. Willkie that the seat of government was in
Kuibyshev and that there was the proper place for representatives
of foreign governments to make their entry, stating that “The Soviets
have made plans for your visit here, and unless you have instructions
which are contrary to those I received when I obtained your visas,I insist that you come to Kuibyshev.”
So Mr. Willkie then came to Kuibyshev, under protest.
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Chairman MADDEN. This is off the the record.
(There was a brief statement off the record.)
Chairman MADDEN. I will hand you exhibit 7.
Mr. DoNDERO. Just a moment. Admiral Standley, I have one ques
tion. What was the purpose of Mr. Willkie's visit to Moscow or
to Kuibyshev Was it a visit on the part of a representative of
the Government or was it a personal visit of his own?
Admiral STANDLEY. Do you want my opinion or the statement made
by the State Department?
Mr. DONDERO. I want whatever is the fact.
Admiral STANDLEY. There are two facts. There are the facts made
by the State Department's message when it came in. The other facts
are my opinion based on what happened while he was there. Now,
which do you want?
Mr. O’KONSKI. Tell us both.
Mr. DONDERO. Whatever the truth is.
Admiral STANDLEY. The State Department stated—and, of course,
this is 11 years ago and my memory may be a little bit faulty—but,
in effect, the State Department said, “Mr. Willkie is contemplating a
visit to the Middle East to mingle among the people and see for
himself and get for himself information from the people as to their
attitude toward the war effort. In that connection Mr. Willkie would
like to visit Moscow, and I request that you obtain visas for Mr.
Willkie to enter Moscow.”
Then it continued: “Mr. Willkie was my opponent in the last cam
paign. Mr. Willkie received a large number of American votes. But
Mr. Willkie is now interested in getting on with the war effort, andI feel that this visit will further the war effort. So I would like
you to furnish every opportunity for Mr. Willkie to accomplish the
purpose for which he is coming there.”
Now, that was practically the statement on the basis of which he
came. He was a special representative of the President. That is the
way he was spoken of.
Mr. Willkie came to Kuibyshev under protest, as it were. We made
a trip up the river. I took him about 50 miles up the Volga River to
a state collective farm, and so forth. At that time Mr. Willkie was
talking about the second front practically everywhere he went.
Nearly everyone he spoke to would come right back, “Mr. Willkie, how
about this second front?”
Now, after I had insisted that Mr. Willkie come to Kuibyshev, he
acquiesced and came to Kuibyshev. But he said in his message,
“There will be no interviews and no press releases from Kuibyshev.”
When it came to the newspaper boys, the only one who came down
was Shapiro. Eddy Gilmore didn't come and none of the other news
paper boys came. Apparently they had the idea that Mr. Willkie was
going to Moscow. So as long as they didn’t come, Mr. Willkie
obviated the question of the |' release by saying that there wouldbe no press releases from Kuibyshev.
Later on, as was the custom at that time whenever a special repre
sentative of the President came, as Mr. Willkie was, when they had
completed their mission, Mr. Stalin gave him a Kremlin banquet. It
was at this Kremlin banquet that one of the representatives of Mr.
Willkie, after we had left the banquet room and had gone out into
the smoking room and were sitting around the table—and at that table
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was Mr. Stalin, Mr. Willkie, Mr. Molotov, Mr. Vershilov, General
Bradley, and myself, and one other whose name I can’t recall now.
Mr. Coles and Mr. Barnes were sitting over at another table. One
of them pointed over and said, “There is the next President of the
United States.” -

From the events that happened there it was my opinion that Mr.
Willkie was over there furthering his political fences rather than
primarily for the Government's interests. Now, that was my personal
view of the situation.
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Chairman, may I now introduce exhibit 12?
Chairman MADDEN. Yes.
Mr. MITCHELL. This is a portion of the message from the Ambas
sador at Kuibyshev dated September 10, 1942.
(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit 12” and follows:)

ExHIBIT 12

PORTION OF MESSAGE FROM THE AMERICAN AMBASSADOR AT KUIBYSHEV DATED
SEPTEMBER 10, 1942

* * * On a number of occasions I have, as instructed, taken up with Soviet
authorities different Polish problems such as the evacuation of children, recruit
ment for the army, the release of five thousand to eight thousand Polish Officers,
relief, and the question of moving soldiers together with their families from
Tashkent to Iran.
As instructed, I have said that my government did not desire to interfere in
Polish-Soviet relations Early in July, I reported that Molotov was considerably
irritated when I spoke of the Polish question. Yesterday when I again said my
government did not wish to interfere in Soviet-Polish relations Mr. Lozovski
remarked, “that is the best thing for it to do.”
* * * It is my judgment that Mr. Willkie or other representatives should
approach the Premier in a firm and frank manner and as a party in interest
and not apologetically. The attitude might be expressed that the friction which
has developed between officials of the two governments, i. e., Polish and Soviet
in the Soviet Union is distressing to our government and that friction of this
kind between allies will be detrimental to our cause and will profit Hitler; that
the President therefore wants it frankly stated that our government hopes both
parties will make every effort to resolve their problems generously and in a
friendly manner, realizing that knowledge of the dispute in the hands of the
Axis will be a valuable weapon; that a review by both parties of the problems
can, the President is confident, lead to an understanding provided there is present
a spirit of good will and mutual confidence. * * *

Mr. MITCHELL. Now, Admiral, that message is from you, dated
September 10, 1942. Did Mr. Willkie approach the Premier in a firm
manner? -

Chairman MADDEN. Wait a minute. You might ask the admiral
if that is the message he sent?
Admiral STANDLEY. Yes; that is the message I sent.
Mr. MITCHELL. Now, did Mr. Willkie approach the Premier, by
whom I assume you mean Mr. Stalin, in a firm and frank manner,
and as a party in interest and not apologetically, to your knowledge?
Admiral STANDLEY. I have no knowledge of Mr. Willkie's attitude
when he approached Mr. Stalin because I was not there. Later, before
Mr. Willkie left, and in an effort, as I told him, to be put into the
position of knowledge of the questions which he had taken up with
Mr. Stalin so that I could carry on, I asked him what had developed,
what had happened between him and Mr. Stalin.
The answer that I got was that “I have told you some of it, but
the rest o

f it is so secret that I can’t even tell you.”
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So I got very little information from Mr. Willkie about what hap
pened between him and Mr. Stalin.
Mr. DoNDERO. Mr. Chairman, unless the visit of Mr. Willkie can
be connected up with the Katyn massacre, it seems to me that the
whole matter ought to be expunged from the record. I cannot see
the slightest relevancy between Mr. Willkie's visit—and this is no
reflection on you, Ambassador—but unless it can be connected up
so that it is in some way associated with the Katyn massacre, it has
nothing to do with the picture at all, and ought to be stricken from
this record.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Mr. Chairman, I disagree. I think we should
have the entire picture. A lot of this matter may have no direct
bearing on the Katyn affair, but it certainly has an indirect bearing;
and I don’t see how we could get a complete picture without having
the Willkie incident in the record.
Mr. DONDERO. Unless you can associate it in some way, I shall
ask
Mr. MACHRow ICz. It has already been associated. The matter of
the missing Polish officers was at issue at this time.
Mr. DONDERO. That might have been an issue at that time, but what
did Mr. Willkie have to do with it?
Mr. MACHRowicz. I think it has already been established that the
question of the missing Polish officers was an issue that was dis
cussed at the time, and the messages between the American Ambas
sador and the Department of State indicate that. I see no reason
why the fact that it happened to be Mr. Wendell Willkie should
mean that that should be excluded from the record. With all of the
rest of it included: that would give us a very incomplete picture.
Mr. DONDERQ.Well, I still insist that there is the question of rele
vancy. The subject of Mr. Willkie's visit there had nothing to do with
the Katyn massacre at all. He was not a representative of the
Government.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Oh, yes; he was a representative of the Gov
ernment.

-

Mr. DONDERO. I did not so understand.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Was he a representative of the Government,
Admiral?
Admiral STANDLEY: I have so stated, that is

,

that he represented
the President of the United States and was so treated.
Chairman MADDEN, Admiral, does this testimony that you are pre
senting lead u

p

to the Katyn controversy o
r

the Katyn question in

any way? -

Mr. MITCHELL. Did you discuss the Polish situation with Mr.
Willkie?
Admiral STANDLEY. Yes; I discussed the Polish situation with Mr.
Willkie and the efforts that I had made. I discussed that with him.
Chairman MADDEN. I think the admiral should proceed.
Mr. MITCHELL. May I have this document marked a

s “Exhibit 13”?
Admiral STANDLEY. I would like to add, gentlemen, that Mr. Will
Kie's visit and the fact that he had entirely bypassed the American
Ambassador made it difficult for me to continue the discussions in

regard to the Polish situation.
Mr. MACHRowicz. That is with regard to the missing Polish officers?
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Admiral STANDLEY. Yes; with regard to the missing Polish offi
cers, because I did not know what Mr. Willkie had said to Mr. Stalin
and what Mr. Stalin, in turn, had said to Mr. Willkie.
Mr. DoNDERO. Did he mention that subject to you?
Admiral STANDLEY. I asked him in regard to it, and he stated in

regard to the Polish question, “I have other matters that are so secret
that I can’t tell you about them.”
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Chairman, I would now like to introduce ex
hibit 13.
Admiral, this is a report from the Ambassador in Moscow regard
ing Mr. Willkie's conversation with Stalin concerning the Polish
situation.
(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit 13” and follows:)

ExHIBIT 13

REPORT FROM THE AMERICAN AMBAssADOR AT Moscow REGARDING MR. WILLKIE's
CONVERSATION WITH STALIN CONCERNING THE POLISH SITUATION

Mr. Willkie called at the Embassy on September 25 (1942) and informed the
Ambassador that he had taken up the Polish question with Mr. Stalin along the
line that had been indicated in the Department’s telegram of September 10,
pointing out particularly that it was in the common interest of the United Nations
that there should be the maximum cooperation and the least possible cause for
friction between the different nations fighting against the Axis, that Mr. Stalin
had asked Specific questions in regard to the Polish complaints but that he had
replied that he did not wish to argue the details of the case. Mr. Stalin finally
said that he would be willing to discuss the Polish question with Polish officials
With a view towards ironing out existing difficulties.

Mr. MACHRowicz. When you refer to the Polish question, you refer

to the question o
f

the missing Polish officers, do you not?
Admiral STANDLEY. I couldn’t say definitely that I did, but, as a
matter o

f fact, the Polish officers were always in the foreground.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. That was the most important problem that caused
the differences between the Polish Government and the Russians?
Admiral STANDLEY. Yes.
Chairman MADDEN. I believe the admiral's testimony is apropos.
Mr. DONDERO. If the admiral states, as he now states, that it had to

do with the missing Polish officers, I have no objection. I just wanted
the thing straightened out. That was all.
Admiral STANDLEY. It had so much importance that immediately
upon Mr. Willkie's leaving I asked to be sent home for consultation
because the situation, as a result o

f Mr. Willkie's visit, had developed

to the point that I felt I could no longer remain there without further
evidence that the Department had confidence in me and wanted me
to continue.
Mr. DONDERO. There is one question I want to ask. Did you discuss
this Polish question—and I refer to the missing Polish officers—with
Stalin up to that time?
Admiral STANDLEY. I don’t think I ever discussed the Polish ques
tion with Mr. Stalin. It was always with Mr. Molotov. I don’t recall
that I ever discussed it with Mr. Stalin.
Mr. DoNDERO. Now, at the time you discussed it with Mr. Molotov,
was a man b
y

the name o
f Beria, who was the head o
f

the secret police

o
f Russia, present, or any other officer o
f

that organization?
Admiral STANDLEY. Not obviously present, but many times they
are present when you don’t know about it

.
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Chairman MADDEN. What do you mean by that, Admiral?
Admiral STANDLEY. Well, you always have somebody around when
you are in Russia. There are always some NKVD boys around. Some
times, though, you know where they are, and sometimes you don’t.
So I can’t say when they were there.
Chairman MADDEN. You mean that they were concealed some place?
Admiral STANDLEY. Yes, probably concealed or in a room where
they could hear. That is one of the conditions in the Soviet Union as
has been described by Bedell Smith, by Kirk, and by everybody else.
The American Ambassador is always followed by the NKVD boys.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Now, Admiral, one matter that we are particu
larly interested in is to know whether or not the Department of State
or the Department of Defense or any other governmental agency had
information in 1942, 1943, and in 1944 regarding the missing Polish
officers. I want to ask you in connection with that whether you, on
February 7, 1942, transmitted to the Department of State a report by
Major Czapski with regard to these missing Polish officers.
Admiral STANDLEY. I was not in Moscow at that time. I was not
there at that time. I was in Washington.
Chairman MADDEN. Show this to the admiral and see if he can
identify it.

-

Mr. MACHRowicz. Can you identify that photostatic copy?
Admiral STANDLEY. No, sir.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Who was your predecessor?
Admiral STANDLEY. Ambassador Steinhardt,
He may not have been there, because Steinhart came out and the
counselor was Walter Thurston, and he might have been chargé
d'affaires at that time. I am not sure.
Mr. MITCHELL. Admiral, when did you report to Moscow as the
United States Ambassador?
Admiral STANDLEY. In April 1942. It was April 14 I presented m
credentials and became the Ambassador. I presented my credentials
to Mr. Kalinin of the Soviet Republic and became the Ambassador.
Mr. MITCHELL. When you were being briefed by the Department
of State officials, as you told us this morning, before you went over
there, I assume that would be in February 1942, since you reported
in April of 1942?.
Admiral STANDLEY. I cannot recall just the date that I was con
firmed here, but I was confirmed by the Senate here before I reported
to Moscow, and I remained in Washington here until February 1942.
Mr. MITCHELL. But you were being briefed by the State Depart
ment officers as to what your functions and duties were going to be,
were you not?
Admiral STANDLEY. Yes.
Mr. MITCHELL. Were you ever shown this message at that time?
Admiral STANDLEY. I do not recall ever having seen any messages
of that kind. -

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Chairman, this is an official State Department
document dated February 7, 1942, with no signature. It comes from
the Foreign Service of the United States of America, American
Embassy, Moscow, U. S. S. R., February 7, 1942, subject, “Trans
mitting memorandum concerning Polish prisoners of war in the
Soviet Union.”
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We have already received the information contained in this docu
ment on the record in our hearings. The import of this whole thing
is that before Admiral Standley went to Moscow, this was in the files
of the Department of State.
Chairman MADDEN. Admiral Standley could not identify it

.

Mr. MITCHELL. He said he never saw this before he went over there.
Certainly a man who was going to represent the United States
Government—
Chairman MADDEN. I would like to have that identified if you want

it in the record here.

Is that already in the record?
Mr. MITCHELL. No.
Chairman MADDEN. If you can identify it we will submit it for the
record.

Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Mr. Chairman, may I suggest that probably we
have Mr. Brown, of the Department o

f State, identify this instrument,
and then Admiral Standley can continue his testimony. That will
save a lot of time.

TESTIMONY OF BEN H
. BROWN, JR., ACTING ASSISTANT SECRE

TARY OF STATE FOR CONGRESSIONAL RELATIONS

Chairman MADDEN. Mr. Brown, will you state your full name,
please?
Mr. BRowN. Ben H. Brown, Jr.
Chairman MADDEN. And your address?

•
•

Mr. BRowN. 3501 North Edison Street, Arlington, Va.
Chairman MADDEN. May we have the capacity in which you are
acting here?
Mr. BRowN. I am Acting Assistant Secretary of State for Con
gressional Relations.
Chairman MADDEN. Will you raise your hand and b

e sworn, please?
Do you solemnly swear to tell the truth, the whole truth, and noth
ing but the truth, so help you God?
Mr. BROWN. I do.
Chairman MADDEN. You may submit that copy to Mr. Brown,
counsel.

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Brown, will you kindly identify that document
for the committee, please?
Mr. BROWN. Mr. Chairman, this is a photostatic copy o

f
a dispatch

from the American Embassy in Moscow, dated February 7
,

1942.

I am identifying this on the basis of my knowledge of the original

o
f

this document in the Department's files, and the fact that it was

o
n my instruction that this document was photostated and the photo

static copy turned over to the committee.
Chairman MADDEN. What is that document?
Mr. MITCHELL. Whose signature appears on that document?
Mr. BRowN. Mr. Chairman, I'' to look at the original of

the document to determine whose signature appears o
n it
. I would
assume it was the chargé d'affaires or the Ambassador at the time.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. As far as this committee is concerned, I do not
think it is tremendously important who signed the document. The
fact is that on February 7

,

1942, the Department o
f

State did receive
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from the chargé d'affaires or the Ambassador at Moscow a letter
transmitting a report by Major Czapski concerning these missing
Polish officers; is that correct?
Mr. BRowN. No, sir. The date stamp on this document shows that
it was received in the Department of State on April 13, 1942, at some
thing after 2 o’clock in the afternoon. Now, the document was dated
February 7, but the date of receipt was April.
Mr. MACHRowICz. But in April 1942 the Department of State would
have in it

s possession Major Czapski's extensive report regarding these
missing Polish officers; is that not correct?
Mr. BRowN. That is correct, sir. -

Chairman MADDEN. Will you mark that as an exhibit and receive

it in evidence, Counsel?
Mr. MITCHELL. This is exhibit 14. - - - •

(The document referred to was marked a
s “Exhibit 14” for identi

fication and is as follows:)

ExHIBIT 14–LETTER AND ONE ENCLosURE FoRwARDED To UNITED STATEs STATE
DEPARTMENT BY AMERICAN AMBASSADOR TO MOSCOW ON FEBRUARY 17, 1942,
DETAILING SEARCH FOR POLISH OFFICERS

THE FOREIGN SERVICE OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

AMERICAN EMBASSY,
Moscow, U. S

.
S
. R., February 7
,

1942.
No. 11.
Subject: Transmitting memorandum concerning Polish prisoners of war in the
Soviet Union.

The Honorable the SECRETARY OF STATE,
Washington, D. C

.

SIR: I have the honor to enclose herewith a translation prepared by this office
of a memorandum on Polish prisoners of War in the Soviet Union which was
handed to me by its author, Jozef Czapski, a captain in the Polish Army in the
Soviet Union. Captain Czapski informed me in strict confidence that not only
had Stalin promised the Polish Ambassador that the Polish officers concerned
Would be liberated but that he had given the most solemn assurance to this
effect to General Sikorski. Captain Czapski came to Moscow in an effort to

obtain the implementation of these promises but has been unable to obtain any
further information as to the whereabouts of these prisoners. He thinks it pos
sible, however, that some o

f

them may be imprisoned on Franz Joseph Island
and as it would be impossible to bring them back from there before the month
of June, there is a slight possibility that the Soviet authorities are withholding
any information until such time as they can actually release the prisoners. As
illustrative o

f

the attitude taken by the Soviet authorities on this question,
Captain Czapski told me in the strictest confidence that two officers of the
Polish army in the U. S. S. R

.

were suddenly arrested in Kuibyshev and re-im
prisoned without notice to the Polish Embassy o

r Military Authorities. The
Polish Embassy has been unable to secure their release despite the most strenu
ous efforts. The Soviet authorities have merely stated that the officers in ques
tion are believed to be pro-German. Captain Czapski said he thought the real
reason for their arrest was the fact that they were members of the Polish Bund.
Captain Czapski, who was himself a prisoner of war, said that he had been for
tunate in being imprisoned in a camp where the prisoners received relatively
good treatment. He said that the reason for this special consideration was the
desire of the Soviet authorities to prepare a nucleus of Poles who would be fa
vorably disposed toward the Soviet Union and would be useful to the Soviet
Government after the war, possibly for intervention in Polish internal affairs,
He said that while he had no direct evidence he suspected that similar tactics
were being used with respect to German prisoners o
f

war. Some support to this
theory is furnished by the recent visit o
f

American correspondents to a Soviet
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prison camp near Gorky, where the German prisoners receive a more liberal
ration than the citizens of Moscow, although it cannot be said that the conditions
of life there would be likely to win adherents to the Communist Regime.

Respectfully yours,

(CoMMITTEE NoTE—The signature on this document was deleted by the State
Department. See previous testimony.)

[Translation]

AIDE MÉMoIRE CoNCERNING MIssiNg Polish PRIsoNERs of WAR

The prisoners of war concentrated at Starobielsk, Kozielsk, and Ostachkow in
the year 1939–40 (April–May) amounting to over 15,000 men, of which 8,700
were officers, have not returned from their captivity and the place where they
were located is absolutely unknown with the exception of 400 or 500 men, about
3 percent of the total number of prisoners of war at Starobielsk, Kozielsk, and
Ostachkow who were freed in 1941 (most of them having passed through the
camp at Griazowietz).

THE CAMP AT STAROBIELSR

The prisoners arrived at the camp of Starobielsk from the thirtieth of Septem
ber to the first of November 1939. At the beginning of the liquidation of the
camp, about April 5, 1940, the number of prisoners of war amounted to 3,920 men,
aside from the generals and colonels who lived apart. In this number there
were some dozens Of civilians for the most part judges, lawyers, and civil ser
Vants, and about 20 officer candidates (Podchorazy). All of the rest were
officers of whom at least 50 percent were regular officers, 8 generals, more than
100 colonels and lieutenant colonels, nearly 250 majors, about 1,000 captains,
nearly 2,500 lieutenants and sublieutenants distributed among all branches of
the service; among others, 380 of the most outstanding doctors of Poland, some
university professors, etc. -

Kozielsk and Ostachkow were similar prison camps and were liquidated about
the same time and in the same manner as Starobielsk.

OSTACHROW

When the liquidation of this camp began on April 6, 1940, there were a total
of 6,570 men, of which 380 were Polish Officers, in addition to Polish frontier
guards and frontier regiments.

LIQUIDATION OF STAROBIELSK

On the fifth of April 1940 liquidation was announced and the first group, 195
men, were sent from Starobielsk. The Soviet commander, Colonel Berejkow,
and the commissar, Kirehin, assured our camp directors that the camp was in
process of final liquidation and that everyone would be sent to centers of depart
ure from which all would be sent to their own country, the Russian side as well
as the German (none of them were sent).
They were sent from the fourth of April to the twenty-sixth of April in groups
of from 65 to 240 persons. On April 25, after the customary lecture, more than
100 persons were to leave. There was read a special list containing the names
of 63 persons who were ordered to hold themselves completely apart during the
departure at the station.
After this there was a pause between the twenty-sixth of April and the second
of May. On the second of May 200 more were sent by little groups of 8, 11, 12
(my own departure took place in a group of 16) and the rest were sent. This
group in which I found myself was taken to Pawlichtchew Bor (Smolensk Oblast)
and we there met the “special group” of 63 persons. We were accordingly 79
officers of Starobielsk all freed in 1941 (including some officer candidates
“Podchorazy”). If we add to this number the officers sent from Starobielsk
individually during the winter of 1939–1940 (General Jarnuszkiewicz, Colonel
Koc, Colonel Gielgud-Aksentowicz, Chaplain Tyczkowski, Colonel Szymanski,
Captain Rytel, Lieutenant Evert) and who have been freed, we have all together
86 out of 3,920, a little over 2 percent of the total number of prisoners of
Starobielsk.
The liquidation of the camps of Kozielsk and Ostachkow was carried out in a
Similar manner.
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In the camp of Pawlichtchew Bor there were about 200 officers from Kozielsk
and about 120 persons from Ostachkow (police, Subofficers, and Some officers and
civilians). The ratio between the number of men that came to Pawlichtchew and
the total number of prisoners in the camps of Kozielsk and Ostachkow differed
little from those I have cited for Starboielsk.

THE CAMP OF GRIAZOWIETZ NEAR VOLOGDA

After a stay of a month at Pawlichtchew the whole camp, amounting to about
400 persons, was transferred from Pawlichtchew to Griazowietz, where they
remained from April 18, 1940, to the time of their liberation (On July 2, 1941, a
group of 1,250 officers and soldiers interned in Lithuania, Latvia, and Estonia
arrived at Griazowietz). According to our information the camp of Griazowietz
is the only camp existing in the U. S. S. R. after June 1940, in which the officer
prisoners of war were in the majority, which was liquidated in September 1941.
It will soon have been six months since the day of the proclamation of the
armistice of Polish prisoners on the twelfth of August 1941. The Polish army
in the U. S. S. R. is constantly receiving, whether by groups or individually,
officers and soldiers of the Polish army who had been arrested on the spot or at
the time of their passage of one of the frontiers after September 1939 and who
now are free to come to us from Siberia, from Kolyma, from Workuta, Komi,
ASSR, from Karagande, from all Russia, but contrary to the Solemn promises
given to our Ambassador by Stalin himself in November 1941, categoric promises
of Stalin given to General Sikorski on December 4, 1941, to search for and deliver
to us the missing prisoners and soldiers of Kozielsk, Starobielsk, and Ostachkow,
there is not a single prisoner of war of Starobielsk, Kozielsk, Ostachkow (aside
from the group named above) who has returned. Not a single cry for help has
come to us from them. Having questioned thousands of compatriots who came
from camps and prisons all over the Soviet Union, we have no news whatever of
their location apart from vague rumors, usually carried third hand, Such as:
that six to twelve thousand officers and Subofficers were Sent to Kolyma in 1940;
that more than five thousand officers have been concentrated on Franz Joseph
Island and Nowaya, Zemlya ; that transports have been sent to Tschukotka,
Kamtschatka ; that 630 prisoners of Kozielsk are located 180 kilometers from
Piostraya Dreswa (Kolyma); that on the thirtieth of August 1941, 150 men in
tattered Officers' uniforms Were Seen On the banks of the Gari north of SOSwa
(tributary of the river Ob); that Polish officers were sent to islands in the north
in large barges containing 1,700 to 2,000 men each and that three of these barges
were sunk. But none of this information is completely certain although that
concerning the northern islands and Kolyma seems the most probable.
Can it be that the solemn promises of Stalin himself would not allow us to
hope that we shall at least know where our prisoners of war companions are
and if they have perished where that took place? It is more than improbable
that the heads of the N. K. W. D. should not know where these 15,000 men are.
During our stay at Starobielsk, Kozielsk, and Ostachkow (1939–1940) lists of
prisoners of war were made many times on special paper with numerous and
detailed printed questions. These papers were sent to the places of detention
of the prisoners everywhere. To them were added the records of numerous
examinations on the past, the political views, etc., of each prisoner. Verified
photographs were added to the documents, and papers of each prisoner were kept
in a special dossier “Dielo,” which included such documents as the officer's
certificate, passport, etc.
The point to which these registrations were made with care is shown by a
detail: many Polish officers received all of their papers in December 1941,
documents which had been taken from them at Starobielsk, Kozielsk, and
Ostachkow two years earlier.

THE OFFICERS

The day of the beginning of the liquidation of the camp of Starobielsk,
April 5, 1940:
The number of prisoners, all officers except some dozens of
civilians, and about thirty candidate officers (Podchorazy)
amounted to ------------------------------------------- 3,920 persons.
The number of prisoners of Kozielsk the day of its liquida
tion, April 3, 1940, was 5,000 officers--------------------- 4, 500 officers.
The number of prisoners at Ostachkow the day of its liquida
tion was 6,570 of which--------------------------------- 380 officers.

Total.--- ---- 8, 800
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Subtracting the dozens of civilians at Starobielsk we have
at least 8,700 officers.
There have returned to the Polish army some 300 officers of
Griazowietz (ex-prisoners of Starobielsk, Kozielsk, and
Ostachkow) and Some dozens of prisoners sent from prisons
where they had been held individually after Starobielsk,
Kozielsk, and Ostachkow, in all not more than----------- 400 officers.
Accordingly the officer prisoners of war who have not returned
from the camps Starobielsk, Kozielsk, and Ostachkow
amounted to the figure of - 8, 300 officers.

All the Officers of the Polish Army in the U. S. S. R. of which the
number amounted to 2,300 more or less on January 1, 1942, are with the
exception of the group of 400 officers mentioned above not as prisoners
of war but political prisoners arrested after the campaign of 1939 as well
as those interned from Lithuania, Estonia, and Latvia.

This note sets forth the status of the Officer prisoners of war not liberated.
With regard to the soldier prisoners of war not liberated, the question cannot be
described in such a precise manner. According to official Soviet information
(Krasnaya Zvezda, September 18, 1940), on the Ukraine front alone the Soviet
army took 181,223 soldiers and more than 4,000 under officers prisoners. The
soldiers have been partially sent back, the rest having been held in work camps
in Komi, A. S. S. R., in Siberia, in the Don Bass, in Soviet-occupied Poland, in
Kazakstan, and in all the prisons Of the U. S. S. R. A part of these men have
been liberated and have formed the cadre Of Our army in the U. S. S. R. Another
part not being able to be received in the army drifted toward the south seeking
their families exported to Kazakstan. A large part have perished in work camps
as well as being freed from cold and from hunger.
Accordingly, it is only the prisoners of war of Kozielsk, Starobielsk, and
Ostachkow, for the most part Officers, that We have been able to determine in
exact figures. In enlarging the cadres of Our army in the South, the need for
these officers becomes more and more pressing. We lose in them the best that
we had of military Specialists, men Of character, and patriots. In increasing Our
army the quality of the army is tied to this question of the disappearance of
Our best cadres of officers, to say nothing about how much more difficult this
makes the creation of confidence in Our army toWards Our Soviet allies, con
fidence so necessary for the decisive moment when our army goes into action
again.

JOZEF CZAPSKI, Captain.
Moscow, January 29, 1942.

Mr. BROWN. Is that all for me at this time, sir?
Chairman MADDEN. That is all, Mr. Brown. Thank you.

TESTIMONY OF WILLIAM H. STANDLEY—Resumed

Mr. MITCHELL. Admiral, we have now reached the point in your
career as Ambassador where you asked to be called home as a result
of the visit Mr. Willkie made.
Could you tell us what happened, briefly, in Washington, at the
time you came back, which I believe you stated was October 1942?
Admiral STANDLEY. When I returned to Washington, I reported,
of course, directly to the State Department and then had an inter
view with the President. I reported to the President virtually whatI have told this committee about Mr. Willkie's activities over there.
Then I told the President that I had asked to be recalled because of
the situation Mr. Willkie left me in, and that if I returned to RussiaI must go back with increased prestige and evidences of that.
And I told him three things that must happen to indicate that
evidence. One was that my naval attaché, who was a captain, should
be made an admiral; that my military attaché should be made a gen
eral, and that General Faymonville, the representative of Lend-Lease,
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should be directed to report to the Ambassador and not act independ
ently, as he had been doing.
Those things were accomplished before I went back.
Mr. MITCHELL. In other words, you are telling the committee this
morning that al

l

o
f your requests were granted b
y

the President; is

that right?
Admiral STANDLEY. Yes.
Mr. MITCHELL. And that you then returned in your official ca
pacity?
Admiral STANDLEY. Yes.
Mr. MITCHELL. Now, during your conversation with the President,
was the subject matter o

f

the missing Polish officers discussed?
Admiral STANDLEY. I cannot recall generally, but I did discuss it

with the President. I cannot remember in detail what the discussion
was, but it was, in general, along the lines that I have indicated to the
committee here. I informed the President of the situation as it had
developed up to that time.
Mr. MITCHELL. In October 1942?
Admiral STANDLEY. Yes. -
Mr. MITCHELL. Now, will you proceed to tell the committee what
happened upon your return to Moscow, confining it to the Polish
question?
Admiral STANDLEY. When I returned to Moscow, I found that Dr.
Kot, who had informed me before I left that he had asked to be re
called, had been recalled a

s

the Polish representative, and that Dr.
Romer had been assigned as the Polish representative in Moscow.
Upon my return, Mr. Romer made the usual call, and he seemed very
much pleased because h

e felt that the Polish situation had improved,
and he felt encouraged and felt that he was going to accomplish some
results in connection with that question.
Then Mr. Romer informed me that on subsequent visits the attitude

o
f

Mr. Molotov seemed to stiffen again, and then the Polish question
became again a sore point and became quite a question o

f controversy.
Later on Mr. Romer brought a message which stated that their
Polish Government in London had been informed that the British
Ambassador and the American Ambassador would receive identical
notes, which they were supposed to present to the Soviet Government.
And in due time, I think in about a week, those messages were re
ceived and the British Ambassador and myself made appointments
to see Mr. Molotov.
We did not go together on this occasion, and when I went into the
office—we had appointments and mine was after the British Ambas
sador's—as I went in, the British Ambassador was coming out. And
the British Ambassador stated:

I have talked with Mr. Molotov in regard to the Polish situation. I have urged
that they withhold their statements in regard to the Polish situation and not
make it public.
And, of course—

he said—

I did not have much success. I hope you will have better success.
That was in connection with the note that the Soviet Government
was going to make in regard to the breaking o
f

relations with the
Polish Government.
93744–52–pt. 7–16
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Chairman MADDEN. We have here now a document which should be
marked as the next exhibit.
Mr. MITCHELL. That will be exhibit 15.
Chairman MADDEN. Wait just a minute. I think the admiral had
something further to say.
Admiral STANDLEY. I had gotten ahead there.
Mr. MITCHELL. Yes; I think you had. I would like to bring you
up to the point.I have here a paraphrase of a telegram from Moscow, dated April
26, 1943; which I would like to introduce at this point as exhibit 15.
(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit 15” and is as
follows:)

EXHIBIT 15

[Paraphrase of telegram from Moscow]

Moscow, April 26, 1943.
SECRETARY OF STATE,

Washington.
* * * sk * •k s

Two. I called on Molotov at his request this afternoon. As I arrived Clark
Kerr was leaving and he said in passing “see if you can persuade him to delay
the publication of the note. This is madness—I have been trying for the past
hour but I am afraid I was not successful.”
Molotov told me of a message of April 21 addressed to Churchill and to Presi
dent Roosevelt concerning Polish-Soviet relations. He said that in the absence
of the President and of Mr. Hull this message was given to Mr. Welles on the 24th.
The message, he said, was almost identical to the note which he was “forced”
to give last night to Ambassador Romer. The message was sent to the President
to explain the position of the Soviet Government in the present controversy, and
he felt certain that the Soviet position would be understood by the American
Government. After reading the note Molotov said, in reply to my question,
that no answer to Stalin's message had been received from the President. I
said that the President's absence would account for the lack of a reply, and
added that I was certain the President would be greatly disturbed at this devel
opment. When informed that the note would be published this evening, I said
that, speaking without instructions, I was certain the American and British
Governments were exporing the question of Polish-Soviet relations in an attempt
to find a solution which would make unnecessary a rupture in relations. I added
that I sincerely hoped that publication of the note could be held up long enough
to permit a complete examination of the question.

(Signed) STANDLEY.

Chairman MADDEN. That will be received as exhibit 15.
Mr. MITCHELL. Do you acknowledge having sent that message,
Admiral?
Admiral STANDLEY. Yes. And that brings me back. I had gotten
ahead of that in my testimony.
As I stated, Mr. Romer found that conditions were worsening as
he went along, and eventually, on April 13, 1943, came the break.
And at that time, Mr. Goebbels, the German representative, had an
nounced the finding of these 5,000 or 8,000 Polish officers and that they
had been murdered by the Russians.
At that time it was announced that the Polish Government in exile
had requested the International Red Cross to investigate this murder
to determine who had committed the murder, whether it was the Rus
sians or the Germans.
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My next knowledge in connection with that was when Mr. Romer
came into my office the next or following day and asked to see me.
He made this statement:
Mr. Ambassador, I would like to get your advice. I was called for an appoint
ment with Mr. Molotov last evening, at which time I was presented with a letter
of such tenor that after I had read it I handed it back to Mr. Molotov, and I said,
“Mr. Molotov, that letter is couched in language which no ambassador can re
ceive,” and I refused to receive it. And I left the office.
He continued, “About 1

2 o'clock, between 1
2 and 2 o'clock last

night”—I think he told me about 12 o'clock

a messenger rapped at my door in the hotel, and when he opened the door he
presented me with a letter from the Russian Foreign Office. And the messenger
left. When I opened the letter, I found it was the identical letter that he had
given me in the afternoon, with no change whatever in it

. It was the identical
letter.

“So,” he said, “I came over to ask what you would d
o about it.”I first said to Mr. Romer, “Have you seen the British Ambassador?”

“Yes.”
“Probably,” I said, “it will be no use for me to tell you what I would
do, but if you asked me, if it was my case, I would take that letter
back to the Kremlin gate and say to the messenger that it was the
identical letter I had refused to receive, and I could not receive it and
was returning it

,

evidently it had been sent to me by mistake.”
As I anticipated, Mr. Romer did not take my advice. He referred
the matter to the Polish Government, and so that was the breaking o

f

relations, and in a short time Mr. Romer left Moscow for home.
Chairman MADDEN. At this time I will have the next document
marked “Exhibit 16,” which is entitled “Private and Confidential
Message o

f

Premier Joseph W
.

Stalin to President Franklin D
.

Roosevelt.”
The document will be received for the record.
(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit 16” for identifica
tion, and is as follows:)

ExHIBIT 16

MARSHALL STALIN’s PERSONAL LETTER TO PRESIDENT FRANKLIN D.
RoosEVELT

(Note in panel in upper right hand corner states the message was
received in the State Department “about 3 p.m., April 24, 1943”)
The recent conduct of the Polish Government towards the Soviet Union is
regarded by the Soviet Government as absolutely abnormal and contrary to all
rules and standards governing relations between allied countries.
The campaign of calumny against the Soviet Union, initiated by the German
fascists regarding the Polish officers they themselves slaughtered in the Smolensk
area, on German-occupied territory, was immediately taken up by the Sikorski
government and inflated in every possible way by the official Polish press. The
Sikorski government, far from taking a stand against the vile fascist slander
of the Soviet Union did not even see fit to ask the Soviet government for in .

formation or explanations.
-

The Hitlerite authorities, after perpetrating an atrocious crime against the
Polish officers, are now engaged upon an investigation farce for the staging of
which they have enlisted the help o
f

certain pro-fascist Polish elements picked
up by them in occupied Poland, where everything is under Hitler's heel and where
honest Poles dare not lift their voices in public.
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The governments of Sikorski and Hitler have involved in these “investigations”
the International Red Cross which is compelled to take part, under conditions
of a terroristic regime with its gallows and mass extermination of a peaceful
population, in this investigation farce, under the stage management of Hitler
It should be clear that such “investigations,” carried out, moreover, behind the
Soviet Government's back, cannot inspire confidence in persons of any integrity
The fact that this campaign against the Soviet Union was launched simul
taneously in the German and the Polish press and is being conducted along similar
lines does not leave any room for doubt that there is contact and collusion between
Hitler, the enemy of the Allies, and the Sikorski government in the conduct of
the campaign.
At a time when the peoples of the Soviet Union are shedding their blood in the
bitter struggle against Hitlerite Germany and straining every effort to rout the
common foe of all liberty-loving democratic countries, the government of Mr.
Sikorski, pandering to Hitler's tyranny, is dealing a treacherous blow to the Soviet
Union.
All these circumstances force the Soviet Government to infer that the present
government of Poland, having fallen into the path of collusion with the Hitler
government, has actually discontinued relations of alliance with the U. S. S. R.
and assumed a hostile attitude toward the Soviet Union.
In view of these circumstances, the Soviet Government has come to the conclu
sion of the necessity for breaking relations with the present Polish government.
I deem it necessary to inform you of the above and trust that the Government
of the United States will realize the inevitability of the step which the Soviet
Government has been compelled to take.
APRIL 21, 1943.

Chairman MADDEN. This next document will be marked “Exhibit
17” and received for the record. It is a message from President Roose
velt to Stalin, dated April 26, 1943.
(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit 17” for identifica
tion and is as follows:)

EXHIBIT 17—MESSAGE FROM PRESIDENT ROOSEVELT TO STALIN, DATED APRIL 26, 1943

I have received your telegram while on my Western inspection trip. I can well
understand your problem, but I hope in the present situation you can find means
to label your action as a suspension of conversations with the Polish Government
in exile rather than a complete Severance Of diplomatic relations.
It is my view that Sikorsky has not acted in any way with Hitler gang, but
rather that he made a mistake in taking the matter up with the International
Red Cross. Also, I am inclined to think that Churchill will find ways and means
of getting the Polish Government in London to act with more common sense in
the future.
Let me know if I can help in any way, especially in regard to looking after
any Poles you may desire to send out of Russia.
Incidentally, I have several million Poles in the United States, very many of
them in the Army and Navy. They are all bitter against the Nazis, and knowl
edge of a complete diplomatic break between you and Sikorski would not help
the situation.

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the admiral a
question.
Admiral, is this message from Stalin to President Roosevelt the
one that was referred to in your dispatch when Molotov told you about
it April 21? -

t":" STANDLEY. I never saw that message. Mr. Stalin told meabout it.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Did you see that message, Admiral?
Admiral STANDLEY. No.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Now, I am going to ask you, Admiral: In your
relations with the Polish representatives in Moscow, did you find a
desire on their part to find a way out of the situation with the Russian
authorities? Did they seem to be acting in good faith?
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Admiral STANDLEY. Do you mean the Polish authorities?
Mr. MACHRowICZ. The Polish authorities.
Admiral STANDLEY. Oh, yes.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Was there any indication that they did not act
otherwise than in good faith?
Admiral STANDLEY. Not the slightest. On the other hand, there
seemed to be every effort of the Poles, Mr. Kot and Mr. Romer, to
get along, and to solve the problem. -

Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Was there anything that you found in your rela
tions with Ambassador Kot, Ambassador Romer, and the others,
which would indicate to you that the desire of the Polish Government
to ask for an International Red Cross investigation was instigated by
the Germans?
Admiral STANDLEY. No. The only information we got about that
came over the radio. We got this word over the radio, and then we
got the news in regard to Mr. Romer's relief.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Your impression, based on the negotiations and
the discussions you had with Ambassador Kot and Ambassador Romer,
was that this was an independent request to the Polish Government,
with which the Germans had nothing to do; is that correct?
Admiral STANDLEY. That was the impression we had at the time.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Did you see anything in this action of the Polish
Government which would give any reason to ask the President to have
them act with more common sense in the future? Was there anything
that was not in common sense in requesting the International Red
Cross to make an investigation?
Admiral STANDLEY. Not that we could see at the time. There was
no particular reason why they should not ask a neutral agency to
investigate, as long as there was a dispute.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Did it not appear to you that it was, on the con
trary, acting with common sense in the case of a controversy between
the Russians and Germans, both of whom were equal enemies of the
Poles, that the Polish Government wanted an unbiased organization
like the International Red Cross to investigate?
Admiral STANDLEY. That is how it appeared to us there, that the
Polish Government was acting in good faith in endeavoring to get
an honest solution of the controversy.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Then, of course, you disagree with the former
President's statement that they did not act with common sense in
asking such an unbiased investigation?
Admiral STANDLEY. I do not know whether I would agree with
that or not.
Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Chairman.
Chairman MADDEN. Mr. Dondero.
Mr. DoNDERO. Before you proceed further let me ask: Did the
Polish representatives at all times contact you in regard to the effort
they made with the Russian Government to find these Polish officers?
Admiral STANDLEY. I could not say that they contacted me in
regard to, or informed me of every occasion, but they were continually
discussing the Polish question with me.

-

As a matter of fact, our relations with Minister Kot were very
friendly. He was a great bridge player, and we played bridge back
and forth continually.
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At these bridge tables we would discuss these questions. Of course,
they are not a matter I can recall, but I know we were constantly
discussing the Polish question. -

Mr. DoNDERo. When you speak of the Polish question or Polish
problem, Ambassador, you really mean these missing Polish officers,
do vou?
A.iral STANDLEY. Yes. That was the problem.
Mr. DONDERO. Now, there is something about which you have
aroused the curiosity of all members of this committee.
Did you at any time after Willkie's visit to Europe learn what was
the supersecret information that he had which you did not have?
Admiral STANDLEY. No. At least, if it came to me, it came to me in
a way that I did not know it was information through Mr. Willkie.
Mr. DoNDERO. That is all I have at this time, Mr. Chairman.
Chairman MADDEN. Mr. O'Konski.
Mr. O'KoNSKI. I have one question. Admiral, referring to this
break that finally came between Russia and the Polish Government,
that was not a surprise to you, was it? In other words, were you
not of the opinion that Russia's attitude, considering the situation
and the way they had to be babied by everybody with regard to even
talking to the Poles, was it not your opinion that eventually the
break would come, and that if it had not been on this incident of the
Red Cross, that they would have found some other incident because
of the plan they had set? Eventually the break would have to come
and they had it in mind. It was just a question of falling upon the
first opportunity to do it with grace; is that right? Is that your
opinion?
Admiral STANDLEY. Would you state that again?
Mr. O'KoNSKI. This break that finally came between the Polish
Government and the Russian Government was scheduled to come for
a long time, was it not? In other words, if Russia had not found this
particular incident as an excuse to sever relations with the Polish
Government, they would have found some other excuse because it was
definitely in their plan to eventually sever relations, was it not?
Admiral STANDLEY. That was not in our minds in Moscow.
Mr. O’KONSKI. It was not?
Admiral STANDLEY. No. We did not anticipate a definite and final
break between the Poles and the Russians.
Chairman MADDEN. Our next document will be marked “Exhibit
No. 18.” It is a telegram to the Secretary of State from Ambassador
Standley, dated in Moscow April 28, 1943.
That will be received for the record.
(The document referred to was marked as “Exhibit No. 18” for iden
tification and is as follows:)

ExHIBIT 18

[Paraphrase of telegram from American Ambassador in Moscow to Department of State]

Moscow, April 28, 1943.
SECRETARY OF STATE,

Washington.

FOR THE PRESIDENT AND THE SECRETARY-SECRET.

In my conversation with Molotov which took place at 5 o'clock on the day
prior to the receipt of the President's message to Stalin, I want you to know
that I requested him very earnestly during almost an hour to hold up publi
cation of the Polish note until after the President could reply to Stalin's mes
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sage. The President had been absent from Washington, I explained, and I
expressed the earnest hope that if publication could be delayed for even two
or three days so that the President could communicate with Stalin, this might
have an important bearing on the unfortunate developments. However, Molo
tov was as intransigent as I am informed he had been earlier with the British
Ambassador. Later I learned that the note had been read at about the same
time to the Chiefs of Mission in Kuibyshev and had been released to the
press.
I realize now that intercession on my part or on the part of the British Am
bassador could not have helped, since the Kremlin policy was set before my
interview with Molotov. It would seem, from what I can gather here, that
hopes for reconciliation were apparently destroyed with the publication today
in Izvestiya of an article by Wanda Wasilevskaya, the so-called chairman of
the Union of Polish Patriots, editor of Wolna Polska and incidentally the
wife allegedly of Kornechuk who was recently appointed Vice Commissar of
Foreign Affairs. “The Polish Patriots are against the Government of General
Sikorski” was the title of this article, which held strongly that the Polish
Government in London, a left-over from Rydzsmigly’s “Government of Poland's
September defeat,” was not chosen by the Polish people, did not represent them,
and is presently controlled by Hitlerite elements. The Army leadership under
General Anders is accused of anti-Semetism, Chauvanism, anti-Sovietism, and
even cowardice for “refusing to fight and withdrawing its forces from the Soviet
Union.” The diplomatic representation in the Soviet Union of the Sikorski
Government are accused of robbing the Polish exiles of both supplies and money,
and the links of the Polish Government with Berlin are said to be as clear as
its imperialistic intentions toward SOViet territories. The article concludes
that the Polish Patriots Union has asked for the organization in the Soviet Union
of Polish units “which would proceed to the front to fight shoulder to shoulder
with the Red Army rather than sitting for months in tents.” A fuller summary
of the article is being telegraphed.
It may be noteworthy that whereas at first the foreign correspondents here
had to use the phrase “suspension of relations,” later Soviet censors allowed
them to call the development a “break” or “rupture” in relations. However, it
is the consensus here that the article mentioned above has now closed the door
definitely to any rapproachment between Moscow and the present Polish
Government.

STANDLEY.

Mr. MITCHELL. Do you acknowledge having sent that telegram?
Admiral STANDLEY. Yes.
Mr. MITCHELL. Could you explain to the committee what went on
at this time? It is evident from this telegram that the breaking off
of relations had a more important meaning behind it since it looks like
they were trying to form another Polish Government. Could you
explain that to the committee, please? -

Admiral STANDLEY. I think that that could be explained by what
actually happened, because when these relations were broken off, the
Russian Government set up a Polish representative government in
Moscow.
Mr. O’KonsKI. Plans for setting up that kind of government just
do not happen overnight. Where did they find this Wanda Wasilew
ska and where did they find these other people?
In other words, this thing must have been planned long before they
even broke diplomatic relations with the real Government of Poland.
Do you not feel that way: That they must have been planning for it£" some time, otherwise how would they have all these peopleI'ea.£iral STANDLEY. You know, hindsight is one thing and foresight
is another. You are asking me what I thought at that time. At that
time I did not have the belief or feeling that the rupture was
imperative.
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Mr. O'KoNSKI. But now, subsequent developments convince you, do
they not, Admiral, that this thing was planned long beforehand?
Admiral STANDLEY. At the present time, with hindsight, I would
say “yes”; there is not any question but that that was the plan. . .
Chairman MADDEN. Admiral, I will present to you exhibit 19,
headed, “Paraphrase of telegram, Moscow, April 28, 1943,” addressed
to the Secretary of State at Washington, signed by “Standley,” andI will ask counsel to have you identify it.

(The document£ to was marked “Exhibit 19” for identifica
tion and is as follows:)

EXHIBIT 19

[Paraphrase of telegram from American Ambassador in Moscow to United States State
Department]

Moscow, April 28, 1943.
SECRETARY OF STATE,

Washington:
According to many qualified observers here, there may be formed in the near
future on Soviet Soil a “Free Polish Government” which would hold that it alone
represented the real Polish people in Poland occupied by Germany and not the
“reactionary” emigree Polish circles abroad. This “Free Polish Government”
would be an offspring of the Union of Polish Patriots and as such a satellite of the
Soviet Government. I am not convinced that these observers are right although

it is quite possible they may be. In the first place, I doubt whether the realistic
Kremlin has forgotten its unsuccessful attempt at the beginning of the Finnish
War prematurely to publicize and organize the Terioki Government. In the
second place, there do not appear to be any Polish leaders here who would have
sufficient stature to make such a government popular. It would appear more
likely that there will be formed here an organization similar to the French
National Committee in London. We should in any event be prepared, I think, for
Some move of this sort whether it be in the form of a committee or of a Free
Polish Government, and we should realize that an organization of this kind on
Soviet soil must be completely under Soviet domination. In addition, a develop
ment of this kind is possible in the case of any Slavic or bordering country outside
the 1941 Soviet frontiers which does not agree to the policy of the Soviet Union.
Within the Soviet Union can be found the nucleus of any European Government
and especially o

f

those governments in which the Soviet Union has strategic or

geographic interests.
We may, it seems to me, be faced with a reversal in European history. To
protect itself from the influences o

f Bolshevism, Western Europe in 1918 at
tempted to set up a cordon sanitaire. The Kremlin, in order to protect itself
from the influences of the west, might now envisage the formation of a belt of

pro-Soviet states.
(Signed) STANDLEY.

Mr. MITCHELL. Admiral Standley, this message is dated April 28,
1943. Do you recall having sent that?
Admiral STANDLEY. I recall having made that rather military esti
mate o

f

the situation; yes.
Mr. MACIIRowicz. Admiral, I want to compliment you. I think
you were very prophetic in your statement there. I think the facts
proved to be exactly as you prophesied a

t

that time.
Admiral STANDLEY. Thank you, sir.
Mr. MITCHELL. Now, Admiral, could you briefly summarize the rest

o
f your tour of duty in Moscow and approximately the time that you
were succeeded in the position, and by whom?
Admiral STANDLEY: I would like to give you in summary, give the
committee, sort o

f
a picture o
f

what happened there when the German
broadcast claimed the finding o

f

these 10,000 Polish officers in the
Katyn Forest near Smolensk. -
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Mr. MITCHELL. Please do.
Admiral STANDLEY. Two days after this, radio Moscow broadcast
an indignant denial of the Nazi charge. “At last,” it said, “these new
German lies reveal the fate of the Polish officers whom the Germans
used for constructive work in the Smolensk area.”
The next day, Tass explained that these Polish prisoners had been
captured alive by the Germans during the Red Army retreat from
Smolensk in the summer of 1941, and information which combined the
efforts of the British, American, and Polish Governments has been
unsuccessful in extracting from the Soviet Government until that day.
The Poles were wild. They knew that many of their officers had been
removed from the three prison camps in April 1940. If the Soviet
Government knew that they had been captured by the Germans in
1941, why had the Russians let the Poles hunt and hope for almost 2
years?
Ambassador Romer urged caution. The Polish Government in
London proceeded cautiously.
On April 17, the Polish Cabinet issued a statement, of which I
obtained a rather poor translation. If you will bear with me, I will
read that rather short statement:

There is no Pole who is not deeply shocked by the information loudly pro
claimed by German propaganda of the discovery near Smolensk of the huge
graves filled with corpses of massacred Polish officers missing in the U. S. S. R.
and about their execution. At the same time, the Polish Government, in the name
of the Polish nation, refuses to permit the Germans to promote discord among
the United Nations by shifting that crime in self-defense to the Russians. The
hypocritical indignation of the German propaganda will not conceal from the
world the cruel crimes committed by the Nazis against the Polish nation.

Then that statement went on into a list of a long series of crimes,
and so forth.
Now, that was the attitude that was presented to us over there,
and the committee should realize that sitting over there we were rather
also behind the iron curtain and we did not know very much about .
what was going on except in messages we got that came through from
the State Department. We had no general news, no general broadcast,
or anything of that kind. So we were in a way sort of blanketed, too.
And many of these things that possibly happened on the outside, we
had no way of knowing.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Admiral, you mentioned there that the Russians
suddenly announced the fact that these Polish officers were taken
prisoners by the Germans and killed by them. I am going to ask you
a question.

In the course of your various talks with Molotov, Stalin, and others,
did they at any time give you any inference that these Polish officers
became prisoners of the Germans?
Admiral STANDLEY. No, not the slightest. I never received any
information as to the location or disposition of these Polish officers.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. The first time the story came out that they were
taken prisoners by the Germans was after German discovery of the
graves; is that not correct?
Admiral STANDLEY. Yes, sir.
And let me give you this instance. While I was being briefed in
Washington, a lady came in and she said, “I am the wife of an officer
who was taken out of Poland by the Russians, and I have not heard
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from him. They tell me he is dead. I don’t believe he is dead. I am
giving you this letter to present to this officer when you find him.”
I took the letter with, of course, rather a hopeless feeling. And a
year and a half later, or a year later, I was informed that a civilian
wanted to see me. When he came in and I asked him his name, he
gave me his name, and I reached down into the drawer and pulled out
this letter from his wife and handed it to him.
This man was a doctor. I think he was from Lithuania. He had
been taken prisoner and he had been sent to prison up in Siberia, and
they had an outbreak there of some sort and they released this doctor
in order for him to aid the sick and disabled. And as a result of his
efficient work, they released him, and he came into my office on his way
home. I tried to get him to tell me about his story and I got nothin
out of him. He refused to talk, to say anything. But I asked him i
there were any Polish officers in this camp, and he said, “No, there
were none.” *

That was really the only positive information I got.
In connection with that investigation—this I am telling you is in
formation that came to me there—the Russians held an investigation
of this murder case when they took over Smolensk again on the way
back, and they invited various people down there.
Now, two newspapermen, William W. N. White and Lauterbach,
the men who were over there with Eric Johnston, were invited down
there. Mr. White was rather anti-Communist and said that the testi
mony given there would not convince a British or an American jury.
Mr. Lauterbach, on the other hand, who had received quite a few
favors from the communistic government, said that the testimony
given there was all convincing that the Germans did the work.
Chairman MADDEN. Mr. Dondero.
Mr. DoNDERO. Admiral, at that time, did Mr. Harriman's daughter
also go with that group to see the graves?

•

Admiral STANDLEY. I have been informed that she did.
Mr. MITCHELL. You were not stationed there at the time; were you?
Admiral STANDLEY. I was not there at the time; no.
As a final summing up, as my summation there—well, I will give
you this information. It may be of use. You might say it is hearsay.
But last week, in Coronado, the admiral who was my naval attaché
in Moscow at the time we were discussing this very problem—I had
then received the letter from the committee—stated to me at that time
that it was the impression of the people in Moscow that the Russians
had committed those murders. That was at the time the Katyn Forest
broke. So, finally, when I left there, I had this question in my mind.
I stated in regard to this, in summing up, that there were a few
questions that remained unanswered.
First, if the Polish officers were captured alive by the Germans in
December of 1941, why were not the Polish officials told at once? Why
was the quest of the Polish military authorities for their lost officers
allowed to continue for over 2 years? Would the uniforms and boots
be in such excellent condition after 2 years in Russian prison camps?
Why were there so many letters and documents dated February and
March 1940, and only a few dated in 1941? Why were the news dis
patches from Moscow so peculiarly censored by Narkomandil—that is
the censorship—that all the correspondents' doubts of German guilt
were eliminated from the dispatches?
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Those were my last reactions to this Katyn Forest murder.
Mr. DONDERO. I might say to you, Admiral, that one statement does
not quite agree with the evidence we received in Europe. The last
date of any letter or post card or newspaper found on the bodies of
these men was May 1, 1940.
Mr. O'KoNSK1. Admiral, your suspicions have been verified because
this committee, after making a thorough investigation, has come to
the unanimous conclusion that there is not one iota of evidence any
where to prove that anybody but the Russians did it

.

Admiral STANDLEY. I was just going to add one other thing. -

The testimony I have given is from the best of my recollection and
taken from extracts from an article I have written in the Naval Insti
tute. These notes were taken from stenographic notes made a

t

the
time of the interview.
For instance, I would go to see Mr. Stalin. I would come back and
sit down immediately and make stenographic notes o

f my interview.
The information I got and have given you here is from those steno
graphic notes. And, o

f course, they are only extracts. The notes are
complete and I have them for reference if anybody wants to use them.
So, as I say, in addition, I have made a complete report. I have
written a story, and a manuscript is completed o

f my entire regime in

Moscow. Maybe it will be published, maybe not; I don’t know. But
the complete story o

f

Mr. Willkie is in that. So if anybody wants to

read it
,

get my book.
And as I sum up these remarks, I conclude with this: There is a

lesson. Let my fellow citizens beware that they never be caught like
the Poles, between the upper and the nether millstones.
Thank you, gentlemen.
Chairman MADDEN. Do you have any questions, Mr. Sheehan?
Mr. SHEEHAN. No questions.
Chairman MADDEN. Mr. O’Konski?
Mr. O'KONSKI. You were there, Admiral, when the graves were
discovered b

y

the Germans; were you not?
Admiral STANDLEY. Yes.
Mr. O’KONSKI. You were there when the Soviet Government broke
relations with the Polish Government; were you?
Admiral STANDLEY. Yes. -

Mr. O'KONSKI. That was a very critical time, and it involved,
evidently, the murder o

f

somewhere between ten and fifteen thousand
Polish officers.
Admiral STANDLEY. Yes.
Mr. O'KoNSKI. Now, Admiral, was there any honest effort b

y

your
superiors here in Washington to find out who really was guilty o

f

this massacre by asking you, or was there, in your opinion, an obvious

#" to hush it up because it was too hot to handle and to lay hands‘O

Admiral STANDLEY. The reasons back o
f

n
o request—I could not

even offer a suggestion—but I received no intimation that I would look
for that.
Mr. O'KONSKI. How long were you there after the graves were
discovered?
Admiral STANDLEY. That was in April, and I left there in October
1943. That is about 7 months.
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Mr. O'KONSKI. And you were our representative there, our highest
representative there? -

Admiral STANDLEY. Yes, sir.
Mr. O'KONSKI. During all that time you received no communication
whatever from your superiors in Washington asking you to send some
kind of report to find out which side is telling the truth; no attempt
whatever was made to ask you?
Admiral STANDLEY. None whatever.
Mr. O’KONSKI. Did not that seem rather strange to you?
Admiral STANDLEY. No, because the situation was so turbulent other
wise that I would feel that any effort of our Government to inject
themselves into it would just muddy the water so much more.
Mr. O'KONSKI. In other words, at that time, your impression is
that, from the standpoint of your superiors, Soviet friendship, even
if they were criminals, meant more to them than finding out who
murdered 15,000 Polish officers?
Admiral STANDLEY. I think that is somewhat true. But take this
situation: The way we felt there, when Mr. Romer left, taking his
departure, the British Ambassador and myself went to the depot to
see him off and presented going-away presents to Mr. Romer as in
dicating where our sympathies lay.
Mr. O'KONSKI. Did you leave the service voluntarily, Admiral; that

is
,

that particular post at Moscow?
Admiral STANDLEY. Yes; and then again, no. Do you mean leave
the Ambassador service?
Mr. O’KonsKI. In Moscow; yes, sir.
Admiral STANDLEY. Yes. I submitted my resignation. The last
words I said to the President when I left, going back, as I left the door

in the White House, I said, “Mr. President, you got your fingers
burned with Mr. Willkie; don’t do it again.”
And when I got word that Mr. Joe Davies was coming in with a
secret letter which I was not to know about, I sent in my resignation,
and it was accepted in October.
Mr. O’KONSKI. The reason I ask that is that the history of ambas
sadors a

t that time was that those that evidently knew what was
going on, particularly Governor Earle and Bliss Lane and a few
others, did not last very long; and I wondered if you went the way of

all those who knew what was going on a
t

that time.
So, I am glad to hear it was the way it was.
Admiral STANDLEY. No. I submitted my resignation.

If you recall, there was an upheaval there in my relations with the
Russians when I made the announcement to the press that the Russians
were not informing their people as to the receipt o

f

Red Cross relief
supplies and lend-lease supplies. That created an upheaval, and I

think the press in the United States and I think Mr. Sumner Welles,
who was probably here, thought I should be relieved at once.
Mr. O'KONSKI. In regard to the lend-lease negotiation, here we were£ Russia billions of dollars’ worth of land-lease, and do younow if an effort on our part was made, by our representatives in Gov
ernment, to use that more o
r

less a
s
a weapon to get the Russians to

treat the Poles a little more kindly rather than just having our Presi
dent say “Well, if you don’t want the Poles in Russia, let me know,
we will take care of them”?
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Admiral STANDLEY. No. As far as I know, that effort was not in
evidence.

You see, I was there with the Beaverbrook-Harriman Mission, who
forced the lend-lease on them.
Mr. O'KONSKI. They forced it on them?
Admiral STANDLEY. We practically forced it on them; yes, sir.
Then they received the lend-lease and we were giving them the lend
lease in an effort to further the war effort. As far as I knew, it did
not have anything to do with the Polish situation.
Mr. O’KONSKI. They were not very anxious to take it; were they?
What do you mean when you say “we practically forced it on them?”
Admiral STANDLEY. Their attitude was one of rather not wanting
to accept help from the outside. They had four meetings with them.
In the first meeting, they went in and they came back, and Mr. Harri
man and Mr. Beaverbrook said: “I wish we would have had the
agreement ready for them to sign, and I think he would have signed
last night.”
They had another meeting with Mr. Stalin and said: “Oh, my God;
we don’t know what we are going to do now. We don’t know what to
give him to get him to agree.”
The third night they came back and said: “Get your papers ready.
It is all over. We are going to sign the agreement the next morning.”
And this was done.
We left in a gale of wind on Saturday. No pilot in our country
would take to the air in those conditions, but we went out. Every
body got airsick. It was a terrible storm. The reason for it—and
the reason, as we realized afterward, that Mr. Stalin agreed to take
lend-lease and got rid of us—was the fact that the Germans had
started their attack on Moscow 2 days before, and he wanted to get
us out of there in order to avoid the embarrassment of having us
stranded. -

Mr. O'KoRSKI. In other words, they played like the bride, hard to
get, because they knew they would get more?
Admiral STANDLEY. Maybe that was it

.

But I think their desire

to get us out in a hurry was the reason Stalin finally agreed.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Admiral, in your reference to Mr. Willkie and Mr.
Davies,'' there were many instances when the President bypassed you as Ambassador to get to other people in Russia.
Admiral STANDLEY. That is right. •

Mr. SHEEHAN. And they never let you know what was happening?
Admiral STANDLEY. Some parts. The secret letter Mr. Davies
brought over, Mr. Davies told me that the President felt it would
be better if I was not there when he presented the letter. And I not
only did not see the letter to know what was in it

,

but I was not there

to see when the letter was presented to Mr. Stalin.
And the telegrams you just read here, is the first time I have ever
seen those telegrams, which Mr. Stalin sent to Mr. Roosevelt and
Roosevelt sent to Stalin, showing you how I sat in the dark behind
the iron curtain.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Only, o
f course, I realize that both Mr. Willkie and

Mr. Roosevelt had a lot in common, both being the so-called barefoot
Wall Street lawyers. It would seem to me that as a Republican,
we have been screaming for the last 20 years about Government by
crony, and I think we have had also international diplomacy b

y
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crony, from the looks of things, where individuals worked for the
President, reported to him, and the rest, even the State Department
many times did not know what was going on.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Mr. Sheehan, do you want to add Mr. John
Foster Dulles to that group?
Mr. SHEEHAN. Yes. -

Mr. MACHRow ICz. Would both of you gentlemen?
Mr. SHEEHAN. You must remember all this time Poland was an
ally of ours. We were supposed to be fighting for them. Jimmy
Byrnes points out that when he was at Yalta, Mr. Roosevelt, instead#being an advocate for the Polish cause was an arbiter, trying to
settle the dispute by giving away what we had little right to give.
Mr. DONDERO. I would£ to suggest to the chairman that it is
past noon.
Chairman MADDEN. Is there anything further?
Now, Admiral, on behalf of the committee, we want to thank you
for coming here today. , You came a long way to testify, and your
testimony has certainly been very valuable to this committee. Since
it has been in operation over a year, this committee has been tryin
its best to bring out all the facts£ Katyn m3SSaCI'e an
some of the incidents leading thereto. Your testimony has been
highly valuable, and we wish to thank you for your inconvenience
in coming here to testify.
Admiral STANDLEY. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.
Chairman MADDEN. We are, unfortunately, a little behind our
schedule.
Ambassador Welles, could you be here at 1:30?
Mr. WELLEs. Yes, sir; Mr. Chairman.
Chairman MADDEN. Thank you.
Ambassador Welles will go on at 1:30 as the next witness."
(Whereupon, at 12:20 p.m., a recess was taken until 1:30 p.m.,
this same day.)

AFTER RECESS

Chairman MADDEN. The committee will come to order.I would like to make this announcement for the information of
some of the news reporters. Last summer, before the committee filed

it
s

interim report on the first phase o
f

the Katyn hearings, we set
up in our report the following. • -

The first phase of the Katyn hearings was to establish the guilt o
f

the nation responsible for ' massacre, and the second phase was
rimarily to complete testimony regarding the facts and circumstances
eading u

p

to and concerning the disappearance o
f

certain reports,
documents regarding the Katyn massacre. I will set that out by

reading the two paragraphs as they were printed in our interim
report, to wit:
..., Fully aware then that this was the first neutral committee ever officially au
thorized b
y any government to investigate the Katyn massacre, this committee

divided its investigation into two phases:

(1) Assemble evidence which would determine the guilt of the country re
.

sponsible for the mass murder o
f

these Polish Army officers and intellectuals
in the Katyn Forest,
(2) Establish why the Katyn massacre with all of its ramifications never was
adequately revealed to the American people and to the rest o

f

the world. The
committee likewise included in this phase an effort to determine why this crime
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was not adjudicated in the Nuremburg trials—where it should have been settled
in the first instance if the Germans were guilty.

Now, the reason for this second phase is that when our resolution
was authorized by Congress, a great number of the Members of our
Congress inquired as to whether or not the committee would go into
the phase of the hearings as is set out in part two of our investigation.
That is the reason for the hearings this week.
I will ask Mr. Sumner Welles to take the stand, please.
TESTIMONY OF HON SUMNER WELLES, FORMER UNDER

SECRETARY OF STATE, OXON HILL, MD.

Chairman MADDEN. Will you be sworn, please. Do you solemnly
swear that the testimony you are about to give the committee will be
the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God?
Mr. WELLES. I do.
Chairman MADDEN. Sit down, Mr. Welles, please. Will you state
your name.
Mr. WELLES. Sumner Welles.
Chairman MADDEN. And your address?
Mr. WELLEs. Oxon Hill, Md.
Chairman MADDEN. And your present capacity?
Mr. WELLEs. Author, writer.
Chairman MADDEN. You are a former Ambassador and Under
Secretary?
Mr. WELLEs. I am a former Ambassador to Cuba, and later As
sistant Secretary of State and then Under Secretary of State from
May 1937 until #. latter part of the summer of 1943.
Chairman MADDEN. You may proceed, Mr. Counsel.
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Welles, when did you first enter the diplomatic
service of the United States?
Mr. WELLES. In 1915.
Mr. MITCHELL. You have held successive posts all over the world;
is that correct?
Mr. WELLEs. That is right.
Mr. MITCHELL. You became Under Secretary of State on what day?
Mr. WELLEs. I think it was May 26, 1937.
Mr. MITCHELL. And you remained in that position how long, sir?
Mr. WELLEs. Until July 1943.
Mr. MITCHELL. What did you do after July 1943?
Mr. WELLEs. I then wrote a column for the newspapers and wrote
several books.
Mr. MITCHELL. In other words, from July 1943 until the present
time, you have been an author?
Mr. WELLEs. In private life, yes.
Mr. MITCHELL. Were you present in the hearing room this morning
when Admiral Standley, former Ambassador, testified? -

Mr. WELLES. I was.
Mr. MITCHELL. You heard all of the exhibits that were read into
the record at that time of the communications that went back and
forth between Washington and Moscow at that time?
Mr. WELLES. I did.
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Chairman, at this time I would like to intro
duce this document as exhibit 20.
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Chairman MADDEN. This document will be marked “Exhibit No.
20.” It is a letter from Mr. Sumner Welles to the President of the
United States. ...
(The letter referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 20” and follows:)- - - . - -
ExHIBIT 20–LETTER FROM UNDER SECRETARY SUMNER WELLEs To PREsment

ROOSEVELT -

- - - - - -
[Enclosure No. 1 to Exhibit 201- - - |- - ----
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PORTION OF MESSAGE FROM SECRETARY OF STATE TO THE AMERICAN AMBAssADOR AT
KUIBYSHEV DATED MAY 19, 1942

The following summarizes a memo which was left with the Under Secretary by
the Polish Ambassador recently:
Since the Soviet Government has further delayed the carrying out of provisions
of Polish-Soviet agreements regarding (1) evacuation from Russia to Iran of
Polish military and civilians (2) further means by which Polish military officials
could recruit Polish soldiers in the Soviet Union (3) delays in carrying out the
release of both prisoners of war and civilian deportees, the Polish Government
has sent instructions to their Ambassador to the Soviet Union asking him to
deliver a note to that government requesting the fulfillment of obligations con
cerning these three points.
The memo continues that since it is very important to complete evacuations at
this time particularly of Polish military to Iran, and since it is necessary to
expedite the equipping and reconditioning of these Polish forces for Near East
active Service, the Polish Ambassador in Washington Was asked to approach the
Secretary of State to see if the United States Government could support the
effort in this matter which the Polish Government is making at Kuibyshev.
You are authorized whenever the opportunities present themselves to express
the American Government's hope that Soviet authorities will interpret as liberally
as circumstances permit its various agreements with the Polish Government.
In expressing such hopes, it is felt that you will be able to indicate clearly that
We do not Wish to intervene in differences which are certain to arise from time
to time between the two governments in the carrying out of these agreements, and
that we do not wish to take sides in disputes regarding citizenship of individuals
but that it is our conviction that the Soviet authorities by displayng a generous
attitude will materially advance the common war effort by encouraging a spirit of
greater confidence between two of Eastern Europe's most important United
Nations. ã.

Mr. MITCHELL. This is the memorandum that was attached to the
letter, sir.
(Mr. Mitchell referred to Mr. Welles' covering letter addressed to
the President describing the memorandum.)
Mr. WELLEs. May I say again, Mr. Chairman, that after the lapse
of 10 or 12 years it is very difficult for me to remember with any
accuracy some of the documents that have formed a part of the records,
but I will do my best to be as accurate as I can.I believe that is correct.
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Welles, do you acknowledge that?
Mr. WELLEs. That is entirely correct.
Mr. DoNDERO. Mr. Welles, will you speak a little louder? Some of
these young folks can’t hear you. *

Mr. WELLEs. I apologize, Mr. Congressman. I have a bad cold, and
it is difficult to talk out.
Mr. DoNDERO. That is a mitigating circumstance.
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Welles, this letter is dated May 13, 1942. Now,
this morning Admiral Standley testified that he had received a brief
ing from State Department officials, among which, in the course of
his instructions, was the question of the Polish situation then in Mos
cow. You also heard him testify that when he arrived in Moscow he
received a telegram or a cablegram telling him not to carry out what
his briefing instructions were.
Now, he arrived there in April 1942. This is a memorandum or
letter to the President by you dated May 13, 1942. Can you explain
to this committee what happened in the high level discussions which
prevented Admiral Standley from carrying out the instructions he
had when he left the United States of America?

93744–52–pt. 7–17
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Mr. WELLEs. Let me make it clear, in the first place, that with re
gard to the briefing of Admiral Standley I took no detailed part. I
remember having a general conversation with the admiral before he
left. The specific instructions that he was given were not matters
that were familiar to me.
In general terms, however, I can say this: Our chief and overriding
objective at that time was the war effort. I am sure the members of
the committee will remember the moment when all of this took place.
They were very dark and perilous times.
The second objective was that in line with our traditional policy,
we wanted to do everything we could to insure that after the war
Poland would again become a free, independent, and self-governing
nation and that any friction that might develop between the Soviet
Union and Poland at that time, which was not of major importance,
should, so far as possible, be avoided.I think I am speaking with entire accuracy when I say that this
line of thought that I am putting before the members of the com
mittee now represents the line of thought that General Sikorski him
self expressed to me when he came back from his visit to the Soviet
Union which, if I remember correctly, was at the end of 1941 or the
beginning of 1942.
n other words, when it came to the establishment of the citizen
ship of one individual, we were not in a position, through our embassy
in Moscow, to ascertain whether that particular individual was a
Soviet citizen or a Polish citizen; and it was in order to avoid minor
questions of that kind—minor as they seemed in proportion to the
major objectives—that I assume those instructions were changed.
Chairman MADDEN. I believe the committee would be very much
interested in and that it would facilitate the testimony greatly if
Mr. Welles would desire to make a general statement touching on
the facts and circumstances connected with the Polish officers who
disappeared in the Katyn massacre. I think that if you care to elab
orate along those lines—and you have heard the testimony of Admiral
Standley—and touch on some of the testimony that was given here
this morning, it would probably aid greatly in presenting your
testimony if you so desire to proceed.
Mr. WELLEs. I will be most happy to have that privilege, Mr.
Chairman.
Chairman MADDEN. Proceed.
Mr. WELLEs. It so happens that I myself saw a great deal of
General Sikorski when he came to the United States on his several
visits. I formed the highest admiration for him. I have rarely seen
a more broad-gaged statesman or a more devoted patriot. And at
the time of what I am sure was his assassination I' as if I had
lost a personal friend.I think that his point of view at the beginning, when the Polish
Government in exile was established in London, was that something
concrete could be accomplished by negotiation between the Govern
ment in exile of Poland and the Soviet Government. I think he felt
that there were even grounds for encouragement when he came back
from that famous trip of his to Moscow.
But as the months passed and the situation became more and more
intolerable and the Soviet Government refused to carry out any of
the commitments that had been made with regard to the repatriation



THE KATYN FOREST MASSACRE 2079

of Polish forces, particularly to Iran or to the Middle East, I think
General Sikorski'. as disconsolate as Dr. Benes must have been
in the last months of his life since he made the same attempt without
any success. • •

May I refer in that connection to a message that was read this
morning which I myself have not previously seen. It was a message
addressed by President Roosevelt to Mr. Stalin; I think the refer
ence in that message, if I may dare to interpret, that President Roose
velt made to Sikorski's attempt with regard to the Katyn massacre
was not that it showed lack of common sense in its objective but in
its method.
It seems to me that what the President deplored was the fact that
General Sikorski had not taken him or Prime Minister Churchill
into consultation before taking the step which otherwise would seem
to be altogether well-advised. At that time there was no League of
Nations; there was no United Nations.
There was no international body of any kind except the International
Red Cross that could be regarded as respectable, impartial, and inter
national in its character; and it seemed to me that'i Sikorski’s
idea was altogether well taken. However, what the President re
gretted was that what had been taken precipitously was without prior
consultation with the other two governments that had been working
so closely with him to better the relations between the Soviet Gov
ernment and the Polish Government in exile.
Mr. MITCHELL. Do you care to proceed?
Mr. MACHRowITz. In connection with that, may I ask a question,
Mr. Welles. Would you consider that the action, whether it was
ill-advised or not, was such an action that would justify the severing
of relations between Poland and Russia?
Mr. WELLEs. Decidedly not. And it seems to me that the point
that was brought out in the testimony this morning is altogether
sound, that is

,

that that step was merely a pretext for a policy that had
been determined upon some time before.
Mr. DoNDERO. Mr. Welles, may I just add my view a

s to what the
chairman said. What we want to know from you as Under Secretary

o
f

State o
f

this Nation is what you know took place in regard to the
Katyn massacre from 1939 up until 1943. That is the point.'"WELLEs. Unfortunately, without having refreshed my memory
by going all through the memoranda that are on file in the Department
Of£ and some of which I had hoped to see this morning, it would

b
e quite impossible for me to go into it in any detailed way. There is

very little I can add to what has been brought out this morning.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Mr. Secretary, did I understand you to say that the
position, taken this morning with reference to this development o

f

the breaking o
f

the Polish-Russian relationship was o
f long standing?

Did you say that position was unsound?
Mr. WELLEs. No; I said quite the contrary, Mr. Congressman.
Mr. SHEEHAN. That it was sound?

-

Mr. WELLEs. What I said was that what was brought out this
morning seemed to be entirely correct, that the severance o
f

relations

o
n

the basis o
f

the attempt o
f

the Polish Government to get the Inter
national Red Cross to make a survey and an investigation was merely

a pretext for a policy that had already been determined upon b
y

the
Soviet Government some time before.
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Mr. MACHRowICZ. Mr. Welles, would you say that if General Si
korski had consulted the United States Government at the time, the
United States Government would have agreed to the request for an
investigation by the International Red Cross?
Mr. WELLES. I am quite certain that the President would have re
garded it sympathetically, and insofar as I myself was concerned I
most certainly would have urged it

.

-

Mr. MACHRowICZ. Do you feel that the British Government would
have done so?
Mr. WELLEs. I am quite sure of it.
Mr.
Macinowicz. Then what harm was there done i

n making that
uest?

r. WELLEs. Simply that it afforded the Soviet Government the
opportunity for breaking relations, which otherwise could conceivably
have been averted for at least a while.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. You just stated that they had planned severing
relations anyway sooner o

r

later. It was just a question of finding
Some pretext. -

Mr. WELLEs. I said that that had been brought out clearly this
morning, but unfortunately we were not aware o

f

that a
t

the time.
Chairman MADDEN. Mr. Welles, you mentioned the assassination

o
f

General Sikorski. Could you elaborate on that somewhat?
Mr. WELLES. I have always believed that there was sabotage. You
will remember, Mr. Chairman, that he was brought down in the plane
just as he was taking off from Gibraltar. The plane crashed. There
ad been two or three incidents of that kind before. I remember that
when General Sikorski came to the United States the year before, his
plane, in taking off from Montreal, had crashed when it was only
about 100 feet above the ground.

To put it mildly, it would seem to be a coincidence.
Mr. O’KonsKI. Was it not generally conceded that both Molotov
and Stalin had certain commitments that they had made to General
Sikorski and that they knew that if he were out of the way they could
possibly get around them?
Mr. WELLEs. I don’t know whether it is generally conceded or not,
but it is certainly conceivable.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Mr. Secretary, in your position in the State Depart
ment, were you informed o

f

the fact from various o
f

our Ambassadors
that Russia was contemplating this breaking off o

f

Polish relations?
Mr. WELLEs. Not that I recall; no. -

Mr. SHEEHAN. On May 2
,

1943, there was a telegram to the Secre
tary o

f

State from Ambassador Winant in London, who pointed out
that as early as January 16, 1943, when Russia declared all Poles to

b
e Russian citizens, that was the beginning o
f

this break-off. The
Ambassador in London wired on April 21, 1943, pointing out that the
British Foreign Office felt all the time that this was motivated by Rus:
sian desires to reinforce and give expression to her territorial
expansion.

-

n other words, our Ambassador sends information in
.

Who does

it g
o

to? Who follows through on it?
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Mr. WELLEs. Mr. Chairman, undoubtedly we all of us realized that
the situation was deteriorating rapidly, but an immediate break of
relations of that character was not evident.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Well, it seemed to our Ambassadors and ourmilitary
attachés, who were sending in information to the Secretary of State
and to the Under Secretary, that these things should be called to your
attention because the mere fact that Russia was going to break off rela
tions with one of our allies, Poland, was not a small matter. That was
quite a significant matter.
Mr. WELLEs. We were doing everything in our power to avert it

.

I was aware of that.
Mr. DoNDERO. Mr. Welles, when did the item o

f

the Katyn massacre
first come to the attention o

f

the State Department, if you can recall?
Mr. WELLEs. There again, Mr. Chairman, I am sorry to say that I

would have to refresh my memory by looking a
t

the files; and I have
not been given that opportunity.
Mr. DoNDERo Can you fix it reasonably a

s to year o
r

month?
Mr. WELLEs. Well, I think that what was brought out this morning,
Mr. Congressman, by Admiral Standley makes that very clear.
Mr. O’KONSKI. e

n this atrocity was announced to the world first
by the Germans, was there any concern in the State Department to

have liaison, for instance, with G-2 o
f

our military service and other
branches o

f

the service that could get some information on it? Was
there any honest effort on the part o

f

the State Department to pin
the responsibility o

f

the crime, o
r

was the policy one o
f being fearful

that it might further antagonize the Russians and that we had better
not take the chance?
Mr. WELLEs. No; I don’t think that was the case. I think that at
the beginning we were rather definitely confused a

s to the responsi
bility for the crime. Certainly there is nothing in the history o

f

the
Nazi government nor o

f

the Nazi authorities which would have put it

beyond them to undertake such a massacre because I must remind
you that the facts came out very slowly and that by the time I had
left the Department o

f

State—and I have forgotten whether that was
late July or early August 1943—very little had yet leaked out.
Mr. O'KONSKI. Did the State Department, to your knowledge, send
any request to neutral countries like Switzerland and Sweden and
Spain, and we had connections with the Vatican? They had infor
mation on this. Was any attempt made by your Department to get
information from them on this massacre? After all, they were neutral
countries.

Mr. WELLEs. Mr. Chairman, I am sure that such an effort was made

a
s

soon a
s the facts began to become more evident.

Chairman MADDEN. I have here a document dated June 24, 1942,
signed by Sumner Welles to General Watson. I will ask the counsel

to submit this to the witness so that he can identify it
.

Mr. PUCINSKI. Mr. Chairman, you might point out that that is a

photostated copy, and Mr. Welles' signature is not on this copy.
Chairman MADDEN. It speaks for itself. It is a photostat. Mark
this document as exhibit 21 and the counsel will please read it to the
committee.
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ExHIBIT 21
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Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Chairman, this letter is dated June 24, 1942, and
States:

MY DEAR GENERAL WATSON: There are enclosed herewith copies of Mr. Biddle's
strictly confidential dispatches, Nos. 158, June 2, 1942, and 159, June 2, 1942,
Which were marked for the President. -

The dispatches are concerned with conversations which took place in May
between Ambassador Biddle and General Sikorski regarding, respectively, miss
ing Polish officers in Russia and the evacuation of Polish children from Russia.

Sincerely yours, "
- SUMNER WELLES.

Enclosures: From Ambassador Biddle, Nos. 158 and 159 of June 2, 1942.
Maj. Gen. EDWIN M. WATSON,
Secretary to the President,

The White House.

The attachment to that letter is as follows:

EMBASSY OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Near the Polish Government, London, June 2, 1942.

No. 158
Subject: General Sikorski's conversation regarding missing Polish officers
in Russia.

For: The President, the Secretary, and the Under Secretary.
The honorable the SECRETARY OF STATE,

Washington.

SIR: Supplementing my dispatch Polish series No. 157, June 2, 1942, I have
the honor to report that in recent conversation with General Sikorski he said, in
effect, the following:
Missing officers.—In summer 1940 several thousands of Polish officers, prisoners
of war, who were kept in three camps in central Russia (Ostashkov, Starobyelsk,
Kozelsk) were taken to an unknown destination in the far north of Russia. Since
then they have not been heard of. Their number has been variously described,
but it is usually accepted as 8,300, one-third of whom are professional officers
and two-thirds reserve officers. The latter are for the most part professional
men, including about 800 physicians and many university professors and lec
turers as well as a number of distinguished specialists.
The Polish military authorities have lists covering over 4,800 of these officers.
These lists have been communicated to Stalin. The Soviet Government have
many times been requested to release them. They invariably replied that every
available prisoner of war in Russia had already been released. This statement
is obviously inaccurate. There are reasons to believe that the officers in ques
tion have been deported to Franz Joseph Islands, north of Spitzbergen, and to
northeastern Siberia to camps on the River Kolyma in the north of the Yakut
Republic. It is more than probable that most of them have died of hunger,
scorbut, and cold.
If the supposition as to their places of imprisonment is correct, there are but
2 months of summer when, for technical reasons, they could be brought back
to Russia. Or, on the other hand, they could either be brought via the Kolyma
River to Alaska or from Franz Joseph Islands to Iceland. The absence of
these officers is the principal reason of the shortage of officers in the Polish
forces in Russia, whither officers from Scotland had to be sent lately. The
possible death of these men, most of whom have superior education, would be a
severe blow to the Polish national life. Their evacuation during the present
summer seems to be the last chance to save those who may still be alive.
In concluding his remarks, the General said that he felt confident that if in
the course of pending conversations with the Russians in Washington our author
ities concerned were to express an interest in the above-mentioned problem, the
Russians might act favorably in the matter.

Respectfully yours,
A. J. DREXEL BIDDLE, Jr.

(In quintuplicate.)

Mr. Welles, do you acknowledge this document?
Mr. WELLES. I do.
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Mr. MITCHELL. This morning, Mr. Welles, Admiral Standley told
us that he had never seen the dispatch from Moscow dated January
1942.

Mr. WELLEs. I think it was February.
Mr. MITCHELL. February 1942, because he was en route to Moscow.
Mr. Brown, of the Department of State, revealed that it did not reach
the Department of State until April 1942. Now, from Moscow,
through Admiral Standley later, and from London through Mr. Bid
dle, come practically the same story to the Department of State regard
ing this. There are also the conversations that took place between
Stalin, Wishinsky, Molotov, Beria, General Anders, Ambassador Kot,
and General Sikorski about these missing officers.
Now, our Department of State knew about all of these. There was
no explanation for the missing officers. Could you elaborate on that?
Mr. WELLEs. May I ask, #. Chairman, whether any attempt has
been made to search the memoranda of conversations between the
Secretary of State and the several Soviet Ambassadors in Washington
at that time or my own conversations? I am very familiar, now thatI have read this document, with all of the facts set forth, and I know
that I have discussed them many times.
Mr. MITCHELL. No effort has been made because we didn’t know
about it. An effort will be made.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Did we ask the State Department to surrender all of
the documents on this case? -

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, sir.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Have they surrendered those documents referred to?
Mr. MITCHELL. I have not seen those documents.
Mr. MACHRowICz. In answer to Mr. Welles’ question, the answer
should be made that we made a request of the Department of State to
furnish all of the pertinent documents in connection with these mat
ters, and we have been furnished documents, and those you refer to
have not been included. Is that correct?
Mr. MITCHELL. These are not memoranda of conversations between
officials of the Soviet Union here in Washington and Mr. Welles or
others. We have not received any of those.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. I think Mr. Chairman, that while we are on that
subject the representative of the Department of State should be asked
if those documents are in their possession and if so why they have
not been turned over.
Chairman MADDEN. Mr. Brown is in the hearing room. He has been
sworn. Will you propound the question to him, Mr. Counsel?
Mr. DoNDERO. If he heard the question, why not let him answer it?
Mr. BRowN. Mr. Chairman, I# not hear the question. I was out
of the room and just came back in.
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Brown, the question is this: Mr. Welles has
raised the question as to whether the committee has seen the memo
randa of record of conversations that transpired between himself,
other State Department officials, and those of officials of the Rus
sian Embassy here in Washington. I stated that I have not seen these
memoranda. The question is now: Are they available?
Mr. BRowN., Mr. Mitchell, I frankly cannot answer that question.
We asked for the files on everything connected with the subject matter,
and I have not seen those documents. I will immediately call back and
have a further search made.
Were these on the subject of the Katyn massacre?
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Mr. MITCHELL. Missing Polish officers. Maybe Mr. Welles can
identify them better.
Mr. WELLEs. May I make a suggestion, Mr. Chairman?
Chairman MADDEN. Proceed.
Mr. WELLEs. There were a great many conversations, Mr. Brown,
between the various Soviet'A' and myself and between them
and Mr. Hull. Very often they had to do mainly with complaints
of the Soviet Union that they were not getting sufficient lend-lease or
something of that kind. But very often in those conversations some
reference would be made to other matters. That is the reason that
I think a search might be useful.I want to add this, which is of the utmost importance: The Presi
dent, unfortunately, very rarely had the habit of keeping memoranda
of his conversations with foreign diplomats or visiting foreign states
men, and I have every reason to believe that this matter was taken
up by him very frequently both with Mr. Litvinof and Mr. Molotov
when he came.

Mr. MITCHELL. Did you say that he had the habit or that he did
not have the habit?
Mr. WELLEs. He did not have the habit of keeping memoranda of
conversations.

Mr. MITCHELL. Can you recall, or can you to the best of your ability
tell us, what transpired during your conversations relative to this
subject, your conversations with those representatives?
Mr. WELLEs. Well, whatever representations I made were entirely
along the lines that were discussed this morning, that nothing could
be worse for relations between the United Nations than for this de
teriorating situation between Poland and the Soviet Union to continue
and that the interests of the United States in Poland were well known
to the Soviet Government. I think certainly General Sikorski and
the Polish Government in exile in London were very definitely of
the opinion that the early steps that had been taken—and I am now
speaking of the period before 1942—to release divisions of Polish
soldiers or refugees to go to Iran and other parts of the Middle East
were due to the interests displayed by the United States.
Mr. MITCHELL. Throughout this testimony we have continually
heard that the Soviet officials never gave any kind of explanation
for these missing Polish officers. The United States Government knew
they were missing. The British knew they were missing. But no
question was raised at the time of Katyn concerning the missing Polish
officers. Rather it was looked at as a German atrocity, and as a Nazi
atrocity. Can you explain why, with all of the background, and the
wealth of material, and all of these conversations that they had, the
Nazis were suspected rather than the Russians when the Russians
hadn’t given any explanation?
Mr. WELLEs. The crime perpetrated against Poland was perpetrated
by two great powers, Germany and Russia. I don’t think that we felt
that there was any distinction between the two of them insofar as the
kind of atrocities that they perpetrated were involved; and there was
nothing, in my judgment, at the outset to indicate that these particular
officers referred to in that dispatch from Ambassador Biddle were the
same who were later found to be massacred at Katyn. I think it took
some time for the facts to be assembled and for the testimony to become
conclusive.
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Mr. MITCHELL. That is true, but the Germans formed an interna
tional medical commission which went in there and found documents
on these bodies which proved that they had been in those graves in
the spring of 1940, April and May 1940.
Mr. WELLEs. I don’t think we had verymuch—
Mr. MITCHELL. That was made available to the entire world on
April 30, 1943, after they had left Smolensk. .
Mr. WELLEs. I don't think that in the spring of 1943, we had very
much reason to put faith in the truth of anything that the Nazi Gov
ernment put out. -

Mr. MiTCHELL. This was signed by Dr. Naville, a Swiss neutral.
Mr. O’KonsKI. What reason was there why we should have put
faith in what the Russians said?
Mr. WELLEs. I beg pardon?
Mr. O’KONSKI. at reason was there to put faith in what the
Russians said and did? •

Mr. WELLEs. At that particular time, of course, we were fighting
on the side that the Russians were fighting on. We were making every
effort to have a joint war effort.
Mr. O’KonsKI. Did not you people in the State Department know
that already Russia had never kept a commitment, had never kept an
agreement, had violated every treaty of aggression that they had ever
had? Did not you people know that? # other words, you people
are always willing, which is all right, to throw the responsibility to
the Germans, which they deserve, and to say that because they were
so vicious they must have been guilty, and that it is hard to conceive
that the Russians could do it when anybody who knows anything
about the world situation and Communist history knows that their
record was just as bad as that of Hitler. But you are willing to accept
one at face value and not the other.
Mr. WELLEs. Mr. Chairman, may I remind the Congressman that
two gentlemen who are certainly not Communists, namely, Mr. Win
ston Churchill in the House of Commons, and Admiral William D.
Leahy, have both publicly stated in writing that during the war and
up to that time the Soviet Government had meticulously kept its
agreements.
Mr. MACHRowICz. I don’t think this committee is going to give too
much credence to what Mr. Churchill said. There are a lot of things
that he said that this committee does not take much cognizance of.
Mr. WELLEs. We were under that impression at that particular mo
ment and hoped that itmight turn out that way.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Mr. Chairman, may I point out for the members of
our committee and for the press: Too frequently they think that our
committee is interested only in the fact that the Katyn murder of
officers had something to do with the Polish question. I might point
out that I understand a telegram will be read into the record a little
later which points out that the British Foreign Office was also very
interested in the disappearance of the Polish officers because, in a tele
gram which was sent to the Secretary of State, our Ambassador
pointed out the fact and emphasized the fact that not only are the
Polish armed forces in this country, meaning those in England,
affected by a continuation of the present Russian attitude, but the
Polish troops in the Middle East, totaling over 100,000 soldiers who
were fully equipped and who would prove to be a valuable armed
force, are becoming dissatisfied.
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In other words, England and the United States had a Polish Arm
ready and willing and able, but without officers. So, from our stand
point, not only were we interested in the Katyn massacre, but our
allies were interested in getting officers to man soldiers for our armies.
So everyone was cognizant that the State Department and the British
Foreign Office were vitally interested in this matter in 1943. There
fore, I think you will agree that, as you stated, there were many con
versations on this matter because of the importance of more soldiers
for the allied cause. Do you agree with that?
Mr. WELLES. I agree entirely. I also think that our efforts in the
earlier years to which I referred before did prove determining in get
ting out several divisions of Polish troops and officers and women and
children.
Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Welles, the Germans made known to the world
the finding of these graves, and the 12 doctors signed this graveside
protocol Some time, I think, in May 1943. Did that come to the
attention of the State Department?
Mr. WELLES. It undoubtedly must have come to the attention of the
Department, Mr. Congressman. I can’t specifically recall at this
moment.

Mr. MACHRowICZ. Mr. Welles, you stated, I believe, some time a
that there was no reason to doubt the good faith of our then ally, the
Soviet Union. Was there any reason to doubt the good faith of our
other faithful ally, the Polish Government, at the time?
Mr. WELLEs. None whatever. -

Mr. MACHRowICZ. And the Department did have information from
the Polish Government d:# indicating Russian guilt for the
Katyn massacre, did it not?
Mr. WELLEs. I think it had later what I would call determining
evidence. Now, whether that was available as early as the date that
you fixed, Mr. Congressman, I do not remember.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Did you find anything in the attitude of the
Polish Government officials which would indicate anything but a
desire to settle their differences with Russia in an amicable manner?
Mr. WELLEs. From beginning to end, Mr. Congressman, I found
nothing but a consistent desire on the part of the Polish Government in
exile and, I repeat, particularly on the part of General Sikorski, to
find a way out of the impasse through negotiation. I think no man
could have done more than he did to that end.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Mr. Welles, looking now in retrospect, don’t you
think the whole difficulty was that our Government looked too much
toward appeasing Soviet Russia as opposed probably to some of the
firm steps recommended by people of the type of Ambassador Stand
ley and others? Would not a little more firmness probably have
helped the situation at the time?
Mr. WELLEs. It is a very difficult thing to answer in the light of
hindsight, Mr. Congressman. As I look at it today, I think you are
entirely correct. As we looked at it then, of course, the success of the
war effort was the major effort; and I must remind the members of the
committee that the one overshadowing fear on the part of our military
authorities at that time was a separate peace on the part of the Soviet
Government with Germany.
Mr. O’KonsKI. That is the point I was driving at. In other words,
Mr. Welles, the overshadowing thought and the governing policy of
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our leaders at that time was to go easy with respect to anything that
might antagonize Russia? The fact that there were 10,000 to 15,000
officers involved didn’t make any difference? If there had been
100,000, 150,000, or 500,000, the policy would have been still the same?
In other words, there was a general fear, unfounded, in my opinion,
but in existence at that time that nothing must be done to antagonize
good old Soviet Russia, so go easy on everything, no matter what
ghastly crimes they commit and no matter' many treaties they
violate and no matter how much they insult us? We still have to go
easy on them because we need them as an ally. Wasn’t that really the
governing policy?

Mr. WELLEs. No, I would not go nearly as far as that, Mr. Con
gressman; but I think that all of us must agree that at that moment
the overshadowing consideration was winning the war, and we had

#mighty difficult time in
establishing decent relations with the Soviet

In 1011.

If some of these memoranda do come to the committee, you will see
that I sat in, I think, 40 conferences with the Soviet Ambassador to
try to ease things over way back in 1939 and 1940 at the time when£, were allied with Germany in order to prevent them from going
tOO far.
Mr. DoNDERO. Mr. Welles, did it come to your attention or to the
attention of your Department at that time that the Soviets or Russia
at first refused or, I would say, discouraged any foreign aid from us
and that lend-lease had to be forced upon them, as Admiral Standley
testified?
Mr. WELLEs. I frankly was surprised by Admiral Standley's state
ment this morning because that had never been my impression. Of
course, he was one of the early negotiators, and I was not; but I can
assure you that when they came to the point where they were receiv
ing lend-lease every request I got was for more and not for less.
Mr. O'KONSKI. In fact, it continued even after the war, did it not?
Mr. WELLEs. Why, certainly.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Did you at any time in your conversations with
the President urge the recall of Mr. Standley because of the firmness of
his position?
Mr. WELLEs. Well, Admiral Standley made that statement this
morning. I think, frankly, it was unfortunate; that is, the remark
that he made a

t

that particular moment; but I do not remember going
nearly so far as he has in mind.

*

Mr. MACHRowicz. Can you tell us how far you did go?
Mr. WELLEs. I don’t think I actually took any step in that direction,

if I remember correctly.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Mr. Secretary, Admiral Standley this morning stated
something to the effect that Col. Henry Szymanski, who had been a

military attaché, I believe, in Cairo, was being thought of for the post

o
f military attaché in Moscow, and then, apparently at the last minute,

the order was rescinded. Do you know anything about that?
Mr. WELLEs. Nothing whatever. That would have been a matter,
then, for the War Department, not for us.
Mr. SHEEHAN. They determined that policy?
Mr. WELLEs. Yes.
Chairman MADDEN. Mr. Pucinski, did you have some questions?
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Mr. PUCINSKI. Yes, Mr. Chairman. May we introduce this docu
ment as exhibit 22?
Chairman MADDEN. Exhibit 22 is a communication addressed by
the Embassy of the United States to the Premier of the Polish Gov
ernment. This can be identified as exhibit 22.
(The letter referred to, dated May 20, 1943, was marked “Exhbit
No. 22,” and follows:)

ExHIBIT 22—REPORT AND EVIDENCE COMPILED BY POLES REGARDING DISCOVERY AT
KATYN FORWARDED TO UNDER SECRETARY SUMNER WELLES BY AMBASSADOR BIDDLE
ON MAY 20, 1943

-

EMBASSY OF THE
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Near the Polish Government,

May 20, 1943.
No. 316.
Subject: Referring to my Despatch Polish Series No. 158, June 2, 1942, and to my
Cable Polish Series No. 19, April 23, 1943 (7 p. m.); attaching copies of a
secret report from Polish Military Intelligence concerning the missing Polish
Officers in Russia; outline of report; Observations; article by Colonel Berling,
Polish officer, attacking Polish forces evacuated to Iran; Wishinsky's subse
quent attack; factors calling for consideration in light of potential bearing
upon Russia's forward-looking political-military policy vis-à-vis the “Middle
Zone” in general.

For the President, the Secretary and Under Secretary
The Honorable the SECRETARY OF STATE,

Washington.

SIR: Referring to my Despatch Polish Series No. 158, June 2, 1942 and my cable
Polish Series No. 19, April 23, 1943 (7 p.m.), I have the honor to forward the
attached copies of a secret report from the Polish Military Intelligence concern
ing the missing Polish Officers in Russia.

Outline of secret report

This report, based upon information from all available confidential sources, is
divided into seven parts:
The first part gives information dating from before the Polish-Soviet Pact
Of 1941.
The second part deals with diplomatic intervention: a démarche by Am
bassador Kot, immediately upon the establishment of a Polish-Russian diplomatic
relations in 1941.
The third part cites the various methods employed by Polish sources in
gathering information about the missing, following the refusal by the Soviet
authorities to give any information whatsoever concerning them.
Part four (a) deals with the discovery of the grave near Smolensk, according
to a telegram reecived from Poland on April 13, 1943 (It was late in the
evening of that same day that I first heard mention of the alleged massacre
in the German broadcasts.); and (b) gives a chronological Summary of the
principal developments in the resultant Polish-Russian controversy, which led
up to the suspension of diplomatic relations.
Part five reports On the present state of information in possession of the
Polish GOVernment.
Part six is a résumé.
Part seven, entitled “Forecasts”, suggests that if the present suspension should
pass into a severance of diplomatic relations, there may be expected the forma
tion of an “Independent Polish Government” in Moscow. This the “Forecast”
continues, would probably not proclaim Communist ideas, but would pursue
the indefinite policy represented by the WOLNA POLSKA (published in Mos
cow), which proclaimed a Polish program of a vague nature, based on the
Soviet Union. The “Forecast” goes on to suggest that “should such a govern'' ": ''. an “independent’ Polish Army may be expected to appear ine U. S. S. R.
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Observations: Articles by Colonel Berling, Polish officer in Russia, attacking
Polish Forces which evacuated to Iran,

In this connection, WoLNA PolSKA, edited by Wanda Wasilewska, the wife
of Dr. Kornechuk, the Ukrainian vice-Commissar of U. S. S. R. Foreign Affairs,
has already carried an article by Colonel Berling, a Polish officer, to effect that
he was prepared to organise and lead a Polish armed force at the side of the Red
Army. In this article, Colonel Berling stated he had refused to leave for Iran
with the rest of the Polish Army under General Anders. He bitterly criticised
the General and the forces under his command for having refused to fight
shoulder-to-shoulder with the Red Army. Moreover, he accused the Military
Intelligence of these Polish forces of having engaged, among other activities, in
espionage in Russia, collecting information regarding Soviet farms, plants, and
army depots.
This article appeared in the London DAILY WORKER on May 6, the day follow
ing its publication in the Moscow WOLNA POLSKA. My interest was engaged,
among other aspects, by the fact that in conversation, several days previously,
with Ambassador Bogomolov, he had pointedly cited the same points, but without
mentioning Colonel Berling's name. Moreover, the Ambassador presented the
points in approximately the same form in which they subsequently appeared in
the article.

Vyshinsky's subsequent attack
I, therefore, have the very definite impression that Bogomolov had had the
article in his hands for some days in advance of its publication; that its actual
publication, both in Moscow and here, was timed as a tactical forerunner for
the following day's (May 7) release of Vice-Commissar for Foreign Affairs
Vishinsky's blast against the Poles on similar counts. It was apparent to my
mind, that in emphasising these, Vyshinsky meant to exploit them, on the one
hand, for the benefit of Russian policy; on the other hand, to discredit the Polish
Government and its armed forces. For example, I have the impression that
ViShinsky emphasized the following points for the reasons indicated:
(a) the espionage charge, by way of justifying the Russian authorities having
closed down the Polish Welfare Organisation in Russia;
(b) the charge that the Polish forces had refused to fight at the side of the
Red Army, by way of attempting to discredit, in the eyes of the people in Poland,
those and other Polish forces outside Russia, as potential forces of liberation;
this, with a view to bringing the Polish people to look to the Red Army and the
Polish units at its Side, for their deliverance.

Factors calling for consideration in light of their potential bearing upon Russia's
forward-looking political-military policy vis-à-vis the “Middle Zone” in
general

In connection with this aspect, the following factors, to my mind, call for
consideration in light of their potential bearing upon Russia's forward-looking
political-military policy vis-à-vis the “Middle Zone” in general:
(a) in several of my conversations with Ambassador Bogomolov, during the
course of the recent Polish-Russian controversy, which led to the suspension
of diplomatic relations, he pointedly referred to a public utterance which Gen
eral Sikorski had made several months ago, and which was subsequently pub
lished in the Polish papers here. In this statement the General had in effect
stressed the importance that Poland be liberated by British, American, and Polish
forces. Bogomolov said that, under the circumstances, this idea seemed highly
impracticable. The fact that the Allied Forces of the West had not yet launched
a Continental invasion, together with the proximity of the Red Army to Poland,
made it sufficiently clear as to which of the Allied Forces was the One to which
Poland would have to look for its liberation. If Sikorski and the military au
thorities of the Western Allies, he continued, could show him when and how they
might propose to march eastward past Berlin to liberate Poland, he had no doubt
that such a plan would meet with a hearty welcome in Russia. However, in
absence of evidence of any such plan, he could only return to his original
thought: that the natural liberator of Poland, under the circumstances, was the

93744–52–pt. 7–18
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Red Army. On each of the several occasions that Bogomolov underlined this
point, he concluded by pointing out on his map the proximity of the Red Army
to “that general area”;

Respectfully yours,
Drexel Biddle, Jr.J.
J. DREXEL BIDDLE, Jr.
A.
A.

AJDBJr: JS
In triplicate.
Enclosure: * as stated.

[Enclosure No. 1 to Despatch Polish Series No. 136. Dated May 20, 1943, from the
Embassy at London]

I. INFORMATION DATING FROM BEFORE THE POLISH-SOVIET PACT OF 1941

1. On the basis of correspondence with Poland, the Polish authorities knew
that a large number of Officers and men, taken prisoner by the Soviet authorities,
had been concentrated in about 100 camps. It was established on the basis of
the same information that officers and cadet Officers, as well as State Police
officers and men and members of the gendarmerie were concentrated in three
camps, i. e., KOZIELSK, STAROBIELSK, and OSTASZKOW (in the last-mentioned the
police and gendarmerie were concentrated). As far as officers taken prisoner
after the capitulation of Lwow are concerned, this was a definite violation by the
Soviets of the conditions of the capitulation, Paragraph 8 of which granted per
sonal freedom to officers, and even envisaged their journey to other countries.
The number of officers staying in KOZIELSK and STAROBIELSK was calculated at
the time at approximately 9,500 and the number detained in the camp at
OSTASZKOW at approximately 10,000. -
2. In the middle of 1941 a report on the subject of these camps was forwarded
from Poland. This report had been drawn up on the basis of secret reports sent
in by men specially sent to Soviet Russia for that purpose; these men had stayed
in Russian territories up to October 1940. The figures contained in the report
agreed with data already in the possession of the Polish authorities; the report
also confirmed the liquidation of the camps in April 1940—a matter also
known—with the additional information that Small groups of Officers from all
these three camps had been found in a new camp in GRIAzowIEC.

II. DIPLOMATIC INTERVENTION

Immediately upon the establishment of diplomatic relations the Polish Gov
ernment started the following interventions:
1. The first demarche was made by Ambassador Kot in his conversation with
STALIN and MoLOTov. He received the evasive reply that the Soviet authorities
were quite unaware of the whereabouts of these officers, that they had been
released like all the others, and that the Soviet authorities did not possess any
lists of the above-mentioned camps. In view of this state of affairs attempts
were made by the Polish Embassy at KUIBYSHEV to draw up a list of the missing
officers on the basis of statements made by officers who had arrived from the
camp at GRIAzowIEC and on the basis of letters from the families of these officers
which had been deported together with a large part of the civilian population
from Poland to the U. S. S. R. In this way a list comprising 3,845 names was
drawn up.
2. This list was handed by General SIKoRSKI to STALIN on 3.12.41. During a
conversation on the Subject, STALIN Stated for the Second time that they had
probably become scattered, had possibly crossed over to the Germans, or had pos
sibly escaped to Manchuria. In any case there was no mention whatever of
their having allegedly been sent to do fortification work in the region of
SMOLENSK and had subsequently been rounded up by the Germans.
3. On 18.3.42. General ANDERs, in a conversation with STALIN, handed him
an additional list of about 800 names and was given the same evasive answers.
4. In May 1942, the Polish Embassy deposited with the People's Komisariat for
Foreign Affairs an exhaustive memorandum concerning the results of the action
taken on behalf of Polish citizens, of which an enormous number were still de
tained in Soviet prisons in contravention of the Polish-Soviet Pact. This memo
randum again mentioned the case of the missing Officers. The Soviet reply,
dated 10.7.42. contained the following Sentence: “With regard to the Polish offi

* See my Despatch Yugoslav Series No. 6, January 7, 1942.
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cers, mentioned in Para 3 of the Embassy's memorandum * * * it is the
opinion of the People's Komisariat for Foreign Affairs that it is impossible to
reach the conclusion that the decree of 19.8.41 has not, as alleged, been applied to
a large number of Polish officers.”

III. THE GATHERING OF NEWS ABOUT THE MISSING

Since the Soviet authorities refused any information whatsoever about the
missing officers, the Embassy and the Command of the Polish army started in
vestigations on their own. As rumours began to circulate stating that large
numbers of Polish officers had been deported to the far North, and that some
barges, loaded with these officers had capsized, or possibly been expressly sunk
in the ARCTIC OCEAN, and that some of these officers, who survived, were working
in the mines in FRANZ JOSEPH LAND, NOVAYA ZEMLYA, and the KOLYMA region
(Eastern Siberia), men were sent out to investigate these rumours; nowhere,
however, were any traces found of these officers, and men sent to FRANz Jose.PH
LAND and NOVAYA ZEMLYA never even returned from their Search.
The possibilities of finding the missing officers were now regarded with pessi
mism, especially in view of certain remarks dropped en passant by the highest
Soviet dignitaries. For example, BERIA, in a conversation with Colonel BERLING,
an officer of the Polish Army who had been won over by the Soviet authorities,
when talking about the camps at KOZIELSK and STAROBIELSK, stated twice: “My
z nimizdielali bolszuju oszybku”; MARKULOW said in a conversation with General
ANDERS: “U nas wyszla kakaja to oszybka.”
No one, at that time, made even the slightest mention of the version published
a few days ago by the TASS Agency, that officers from the KozIELSK camp had
Theen sent to do fortification work in the SMOLENSK region and had been rounded
up by the Germans, although such a version, were it true, would clear the Soviet
authorities to a large extent. It should be pointed out here, that among the of
ficers in the KOZIELSK camp there were many elderly men on the retired list, such
as General BoHATYREWICz (aged 75) whose body was identified by the Germans
in the KATYN grave. -

The general opinion of the Poles in Russia on the subject of the missing of
ficers which was current at that time was the following:
From all the three camps, the Soviet authorities had removed small groups
(totalling several hundred persons) for camouflage and show purposes; these
were formed into a normal prisoners' camp at GRIAzowIEC which was handed
Over to the Polish authorities after the conclusion of the Pact in 1941. The
huge majority of the prisoners was sent by a circuitous route, with all traces
obliterated, to the concentration camps in the North and to the mines in NOVAYA
ZEMLYA and FRANz Jose:PH LAND; during this process part of them were drowned
accidentally or deliberately in the ARCTIC OCEAN, and the rest perished in the
camps owing to the appalling conditions. It is possible that such a very small
handful of them remains, that, fearing revelations, the Soviets do not wish to
show them.

IV. DISCOVERY OF THE GRAVE NEAR SMOLENSK

1. On 13.4.43. a telegram was received from Poland announcing the discovery
of the grave by the Germans. The telegram stated that the grave near SMoLENsk
had been seen by Poles, who were taken there by the German authorities, that
the: was undoubtedly authentic, and public opinion in Poland was deeplystirred.
2. On 13.4.43, the first German broadcasts on the subject were heard.
3. On 15.4.43, the first mention, of a general nature, appeared in Polish papers
Ipublished in Great Britain, with strong reservations as to the truth of the
revelations.
4. On 16.4.43. General KUKIEL's communiqué was published in LoNDoN.
5. On 16.4. 43. a telegram was sent by the Polish F. O. to Berne, with the
instructions that the International Red Cross should be approached. The mem
orandum in question was deposited by the Polish delegate in the offices of the
International Red Cross at 16.30 on 17. 4.43.
6. On 17. 4.43, the Polish Government published its declaration.
7. On 20. 4.43, the Polish Minister for Foreign Affairs addressed a Note on the
subject to the U. S. S. R. Ambassador to the Polish Government, BoGOMoLov, ask
ing him for an elucidation of the matter in view of the German revelations.
8. On 21; 4.43, a telegram was received from Poland, giving the composition
of the Polish delegation which, acting under the compulsion of the German
authorities, states the telegram, proceeded to SMoLENs)K. The telegram at the
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same time explains the fact of so late a discovery of the grave near SMOLENSK, a
fact of which Soviet propaganda made full use. The telegram States that the
first persons to pay attention to the grave were Polish workers, brought there by
the Germans for earthworks. It was these Poles, for whom it was easier than
for the Germans to communicate with the local population, who learned from
the local people that there was a grave of Polish prisoners of war in the KATYN
wood. The workers, not knowing what it was all about, only put up two birch
wood crosses on the grave. In the first months of 1943 this was learned by the
German I. S., which carried out investigations among the local population. The
investigations established the fact that in March and April 1940 numerous execu
tions had taken place in that wood. Polish prisoners of war were brought there.
One of the local inhabitants stated that while working on the railway, he had
seen documents showing that wagons had come from KOZIELSK. The prisoners
were taken to the wood in lorries. Learning this, the Germans started exhuma
tions. The telegram further stated that the German authorities had already
taken the Polish delegation to SMOLENSK by air by 10. 4. 43. Details brought
back by the Polish delegation prove the absolute authenticity of the facts. The
bodies were identified on the basis of letters, notes and diaries, not dated later
than March and April 1940.
9. On 24. 4. 43. another telegram was received from Poland, giving further
details. The group of Poles who had travelled to SMOLENSK did so under strong
compulsion from the Germans, without being authorized to do so by the secret
Polish authorities. German propaganda on this subject in Poland has gone
berserk. At the same time, the Germans have become more lenient in their
attitude towards the Poles; for example, the principle of collective responsibility
has been abandoned. The reaction of the Polish people is a tremendous indigna
tion against the Bolsheviks, but at the same time analogous murders by the
Germans are also stressed. The Germans are sending further groups of Poles
to view the grave at SMOLENSK. So far 3000 bodies have been exhumed and
200 identified.
10. On 25.4.43. the Soviet Government addressed a Note to the Polish Govern
ment suspending diplomatic relations. -

W. PRESENT STATE OF INFORMATION IN THE POSSESSION OF THE POLISH GOVERNMENT

1. Several score names of massacred officers identified by the Germans figured
On the incomplete list drawn up by the Polish Embassy at KUIBYSHEV, which
was handed by General SIKORSKI to STALIN.
2. After the German revelations, investigations were resumed and a few de
tails were noted to which previously no great importance had been attached
owing to the general prevailing opinion that these prisoners of war had been
deported to the far North. For example: Cadet-officer (Air Force) FURTEK (who
was in KOZIELSK, and, later on, was taken to the camp in GRIAzowIEC together
with a small group of men saved, and who, on release, after the conclusion of the
Polish-Soviet Pact, volunteered for service in the Polish Army and is now in
Great Britain) stated that when travelling from KozIELSK in a prison-wagon, he
had discovered on the wall of the wagon an inscription, made by one of the pre
vious groups of prisoners deported from the KOZIELSK camp, stating that they
were being detrained at the Second station beyond SMOLENSK and that from the
barred windows of the prison wagon they could see waiting lorries. The same
inscription is remembered by ZEJMA, a captain of the Polish navy, who was
travelling by the same convoy as FURTEK. Irrespective of these statements, a
telegram was received from General ANDERs stating that two Polish officers in the
Polish Army in the East, who also escaped from KozIELSK in a similar manner to
that of FURTEK and ZEJMA, had seen the same inscriptions. Captain P. H., also
with General ANDERS' army, had seen a similar inscription as late as August 1940,
when he was being taken from prison in BIALYSTOK, to the concentration camp in
KOTLAs. Finally, Lieutenant St. S., who is also now in the Middle East, stated
that on 30.4.40 when he was being deported to the camps in the North, he had
seen a convoy of officers from KozIELSK, being detrained from 10–20 kms. north
west of SMOLENSK. It should be stressed here that all the names identified by
the Germans and found in the list of 3,845, were on that latter list noted down
as names of prisoners from KozIELSK. But no names of persons from the STARO
BIELSK camp have been found.
With regard to the STAROBIELSK camp, a statement was made by 2nd Lt.
KAFEL, M. D., now attached to the Polish Medical Section of the University of
Edinburgh, to the effect that when travelling from STAROBIELSE with that
group which was sent to the GRIAZOWIEC camp, he had seen on the wall of
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the prison-wagon an inscription, made by one of the previous groups, stating
that their lot was being detrained in KHARKOW. KAFEL himself, during the
stop at KHARKOV, started a conversation with a Soviet worker who was clean
ing the wagon, who told him: “Your companions were detrained here, but you
are going further.” General ANDERS, too, mentions a similar inscription, with
Out giving any more details.
With regard to the camp at OSTASZKOW-no information whatever has as
yet been obtained.

VI. RESUME

On the basis of information so far at hand, one may reconstruct in a few
words the fate of these three officers' camps in the following manner:
In March or April 1940, the highest Soviet authorities decided upon the liqui
dation of the camps. In order to obliterate all traces, a small group was taken
from each camp and transferred to the camp at GRIAZOWIEC, which was given
over the Polish authorities after the conclusion of the Polish-Soviet Pact.
The remainder were liquidated in the following way:
KOZIELSK—by mass execution in the KATYN wood.
STAROBIELSK—either by mass executions in the vicinity of KHARKOV or
by deportation to the Far North and accidental or deliberate sinking of the whole
transport or a considerable part in it in the ARCTIC OCEAN. It is possible,
though not very likely, that there are small numbers of Survivors in the concen
tration camps in the North or in the mines mentioned before.
OSTASZROW—not known.

VII. FORECASTS

If the present suspension of diplomatic relations, contained in the last Note of
the Soviet Government, should pass into a severance of relations, then we may
anticipate that in the nearest future an “Independent Polish Government” will
be formed and proclaimed in MOSCOW. This government would most probably
not proclaim Communist ideals, but would follow the indefinite policy repre
sented by the “WOLNA POLSKA" published in MOSCOW, which proclaims a
Polish program of a vague nature, based on the Soviet Union, and expressed in
patriotic generalisations. -

Should such a “government” be created, one may assume that an “independent”
Polish army will appear in the U. S. S. R.; we have already had information about
its formation by the Soviets. The creation of such a government and such an
army would probably be preceded by a press campaign, expressed in letters to
the editors of “WOLNA POLSKA" and “NOWE WIDNOKREGI” edited by
WANDA WASILEWSKA, and written by “indignant Polish patriots” wishing to
separate themselves from the “incomprehensible moves of the government of
General SIKORSKI, who is assailed by the influence of Fascists and GOEBBEL'S
agents, hidden in his entourage, or something of this kind.

Mr. MACHRowicz. Mr. Chairman, another indication of the ap
peasement policy at that time is this expression: “Near the Polish
Government.” They were afraid to antagonize the Russians by ad
dressing it to the Polish Ambassador. That is a very new phrase.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Did they say how near?
Mr. MACHROWICZ. No.
Mr. WELLEs. I may be wrong, Mr. Chairman, but I think we used
that phraseology for all of the governments in exile. I don’t think
there is any distinction.
Mr. MACHRowicz. I think that is true for fear of antagonizing the
Russians.
Mr. WELLEs. Oh, no.
Mr. MACHRowICz. What was the reason?
Mr. WELLEs. Because they were not in their own capital. They were
not in control of their own£ territory.I see that it is marked on this, Mr. Chairman, that I have read it, soI assume that I have. I must have.
Mr. PUCINSKI. Mr. Welles, I wonder if I could ask you a few
questions?
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Mr. WELLEs. Yes, sir.
Chairman MADDEN. Will you identify that?
Mr. PUCINSKI. This has been admitted as exhibit 22. I wonder if
we can establish a little chronology here.
When did you, as Under Secretary of State, first come to realize
that there was a vast pool of Polish soldiers in Russia that could be
helpful to the Allied cause? When did you first realize that?
Mr. WELLEs. Considerably before December 1941.
Mr. PUCINSKI. Then through the efforts of the State Department
ou did encourage or rather the United States did encourage the form
ing of this army; is that right?
Mr. WELLES. Decidedly; yes.
Mr. PUCINSKI. Can you tell us why this Polish Army was regarded
as of potential value?
Mr. WELLEs. It had potential value for two reasons: First, because
of the assistance that the Soviet Union could get at the time in defend
ing itself against Germany; and, second, for the reasons that have
already been brought out, for military operations in the Near East.
Mr. PUCINSKI. Now, you have just identified this exhibit 22, which
is a memorandum sent to the Department of State by Ambassador
Anthony J. Drexel Biddle on May 20, 1943. Do you recall seeing this?
Mr. WELLEs. It is stamped with the stamp of my office, but I thinkI must point out that in the days which I was living through at that
time it would have been practically impossible for me to have read
every long dispatch that came in. But I have no doubt that while
it did pass through my office it was actually taken care of by some
other official in the Department.
Mr. PUCINSKI. Earlier this morning we had introduced as exhibit
14 a document sent to the State Department by the Ambassador who
preceded Mr. Standley. Do you recall that document?
Mr. WELLES. Yes.
Mr. PUCINSKI. In that document is included a rather long report by
Captain Czapski on the search for these Polish officers.
Mr. WELLEs. That was referred to this morning. I don’t remember
ever having seen it

.

Mr. PUCINSKI. You do not recall having seen it?
Mr. WELLES. No.
Mr. PUCINSKI. Well, the only thing I was trying to get straight in

my mind here, in assembling all o
f

this information on Katyn, is what

is the relative measure in weight—I mean where did the Polish Army
stand in your considerations in the State Department, not as a human
itarian move toward Poland but as a realistic military effort to win
the war?
Mr. WELLEs. My impression was very strong, after the many con
ferences I had with General Sikorski, that they could be of far greater
value in north Africa or in Italy.
Mr. PUCINSKI. And it was because of that opinion and that impres
sion that efforts had been made b
y

this Government to locate o
r help

locate their officers?
Mr. WELLEs. Well, I think you are limiting it too much, Mr.
Pucinski. I say again that I think there had been a traditional and
very close friendship between Poland and the United States; andI think that when the Polish Government in exile asked us to use
our best efforts for their benefit it was more than natural for us to
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do it
,

quite apart from strategic considerations, although, o
f course,

those came into it.
Mr. PUCINSKI. When you discovered that these intellectual leaders
of Poland and the leaders of this£ army on which you werecounting—and I think we have had mention of many instances where
the United States was counting o

n this Polish Army—when you
learned that these men had been massacred in Katyn, what sort of

reaction did that create in the State Department?
Mr. WELLEs. I think you are now asking about a reaction that
probably took place after I had already gone.
Mr. PUCINSKI. If I understood you correctly, sir; you did not
leave until July of 1943?
Mr. WELLEs. That is right.
Mr. PUCINSKI. Exhibit 22, which I have just shown you and which
has been identified, bears a rubber stamp indicating that it had gone
over your desk a

t

least and is dated May 20, 1943.
Mr. WELLEs. That is quite right.
Mr. PUCINSKI. Now, that was some time before you left.
Mr. WELLEs. But may I say again that I think that at first the
situation was too confused for us to evaluate it as it later proved it

should have been evaluated. There was no absolute certainty a
t

that
time as to who was responsible.
Mr. PUCINSKI. At the beginning of the hearing this afternoon,
Mr. Madden said that we are now in the second phase of our investi
gation to try and determine whether or not there was any deliberate
effort made by the various agencies in this country and other coun
tries to suppress the knowledge about Katyn and also to keep from
the American people the real meaning o

f

this thing. What was
your reaction? What was the attitude on this whole Katyn affair in
the State Department a

t

that time? -

Mr. WELLEs. To the best o
f my knowledge and belief, until I left

there was never the slightest effort to play it down or to keep it quiet
for reasons of appeasement of Russia. It had to do solely with our
uncertainty as to what the real facts were.
Mr. PUCINSKI. But you think the fact o

f

the matter is that Poland,
who a

t

that time was an ally o
f

the United States, was o
f secondary

consideration as compared to Russia, which was the first considera
tion? Is that a fair assumption?
Mr. WELLEs. It is very difficult for me to attempt to make the
balance that you request. It seems to me that the two things are
separate. Here you have the Soviet Union that was not a govern
ment in exile that actually was fighting, and that was o

f

the utmost
assistance to us at that time. For traditional reasons or for reasons

o
f

sentiment, for reasons o
f justice and honor, we wanted to do every

thing we could to assist the Polish Government in exile, to get every
thing that we could out o

f

the Russians for their benefit, for the pri
mary purpose o

f reestablishing after the war, as I have said before,

a free and independent Poland governed b
y

the Polish people them
selves according to their own desires.I don’t think you can balance those two things.

..
. Mr. DONDERO. I would like to ask a question o
n this subject. The
Ambassador from Poland to Moscow testified before this committee
that over a period o
f

about 2 years they made 5
0 separate and dis
tinct requests o
f

the Russian Government regarding these missing
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Polish officers. Did the Embassy here in Washington—and I refer to
the Polish Embassy—make known to our Embassy, or our State De
partment rather, the information that they were requesting the Rus
sion Government to disclose the whereabouts of those officers?
Mr. WELLEs. Do I understand correctly, Mr. Congressman, that you
asked whether the Polish Embassy in Washington made that known
to the State Department?
Mr. DONDERO. Yes.
Mr. WELLEs. That is

,

made known that their Ambassador in Moscow
was making these requests?
Mr. DONDERO. Yes.
Mr. WELLEs. By all means; certainly. *

Mr. DONDERO. And you knew that?
Mr. WELLEs. Decidedly, yes. I think the Ambassadors for 2 years
before I left the Department brought it up constantly in every
conversation.

Mr. DONDERO. Now, those 2 years would b
e before the Germans

made it known to the world in 1943; so, it must have been in 1941 and
1942?

Mr. WELLEs. I should think it would have begun as early as 1941,
Mr. Congressman. Here again it is a matter of record. All of those
conversations are on file in the Department, the conversations that I

ever had.

Mr. SHEEHAN. Mr. Secretary, if I might give an expression of opin
ion on this, as I recall, you left in 1943. £ to that, being in the
Government service for so long, naturally, in your high position, you
had occasion to know about the many, many agreements with Russia
since the recognition in 1933. And you knew and there came across
your desk information about which agreements were kept and which
were not kept, because in the Eightieth Congress, if my memory serves
me right, a congressional committee showed 1

4 printed pages o
f agree

ments that were broken with Russia.
Now, in your position as one of the high-level policy advisors—and
there came across your desk the various broken agreements—can you
say what was the position o

f

our Government in 1942 and 1943 about
Russia? Did they think that sometime they could come to a general
agreement with Russia o

n contractual obligations, o
r

was this a desire

to g
o

o
n with the war only?

Mr. WELLES. I think the primary desire, of course, was to go on with
the war successfully, to a successful conclusion. But I think that cer
tainly—and probably some o

f

the members o
f

the committee will agree
with me—we would never have gone into the United Nations if£
not thought that there was a reasonable chance that we could bring
the Soviet Government to cooperate rather than to be antagonistic.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Of course, that is one of the places where we on the
Katyn Committee are very much interested because quite a few of our
members feel that if this famous Van Vliet report, which was missing,
had been revealed to the American public in May 1945, when it was
brought up and when it£from the Army Intelligence—if
that had been revealed to the Government o
r
to the American public,
there would have been a sufficient hue and cry and clamor about rela
tions with Soviet Russia to the extent that some o

f
u
s think, as I per
sonally think, the United Nations would never have come into being.
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That is one of the reasons why I think some of us think this report
was suppressed.
Mr. WELLEs. I am not familiar with that report.
Mr. SHEEHAN. The Van Vliet report, for your information, was
made in May of 1945.
Mr. MITCHELL. It was dated May 24, 1945.
Mr. SHEEHAN. That was while the United Nations was in progress
and while there was a rupture between Poland and Russia as to
who was going to represent Poland. An American officer came back
and£to General Bissell that, in his opinion and in the opinion of
another Army man, the Russians had committed this particular crime.
Of course, we feel that the disappearance of this report and many
other reports of a similar nature in the Army Intelligence and in the
State Department and throughout our Government shows that some
place along the line there were people at the ": echelon of the Government trying to protect Russia's interests. That is the only con
clusion I can come to.
Mr. WELLEs. Mr. Chairman, I am testifying under oath, and I can
state with complete conviction that I have never participated in the
suppression of anything of the character that has been mentioned.
Mr. O’KonsKI. Mr. Welles, do you now see any difference between
Stalin and Hitler, judging from subsequent events?
Mr. WELLEs. From the general standpoint, they are both of them
authoritarian dictators, utterly ruthless in their methods. I suppose
that if you get into details you can point out differences. But, so far
as the main lines are concerned, I think one authoritarian totalitarian
regime is as objectionable as another. .

-

Mr. O'KoNSKI. Do you think that Stalin was always that way or
that he got that way since he got all of the lend-lease he received from
us in 1945?
Mr. WELLEs. If you read, as I have read recently, the political bio
graphy of Stalin, I should say that there has been no change intrin
sically in his character from the beginning until the present moment.
Mr. O’KonsKI. In other words, summarizing this from my view
point, we just guessed badly and made a very bad gamble, and we lost.
Is that correct?
Mr. WELLES. I suppose that is one way of putting it.

Mr. MACHRowICz. Of course, that partially answers my question,
but I would like to have you answer this, if you feel that you would
like to. Do you feel now, looking back a

t

the facts as they look today,
that if our Government had adopted a more firm policy toward Soviet
Russia in those fateful days of 1942 and 1943 much o

f

our difficulties

in the world today would have been avoided?
Mr. WELLES. I would like to answer that categorically, but I don’t
think I can because it seems to me there are imponderables there. I

have never yet known to my own satisfaction how much truth there
was in the idea o

f
a further arrangement with Germany. After all,

it had taken place in 1939. Germany had then broken it b
y

invading
Poland. It is conceivable that it could have happened over again.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. I agree with you, but that avoids the question.
Mr. WELLES. I did not wish to avoid it.
Mr. MACHRowicz. My question is not asked as to our position to
ward Germany, but rather our position toward Russia. I agree 100
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percent that there is very little difference between Stalin and Hitler
as far as their totalitarian methods are concerned; but don’t you think
that if we had adopted a more firm policy toward Soviet Russia, and
particularly toward it

s

demands with regard to Poland and other
similar situations, that we could have avoided much o

f

the troubles o
f

the world today?

Mr. WELLEs. As it has turned out, the answer to your question, I

think, is clearly “Yes.”
Mr. MACHRowICZ. That is all.
Mr. WELLES. But I do want to make a reservation. Hard pressed

a
s they were in the winter o
f

1942, if we had told the Russians that
they were not going to accomplish anything in the world that they
wanted, it might easily have been possible £ them to turn around
and try to sue for a separate peace with the German Government al

l

Over again.

Mr. O'KONSKI. Following through on that, now that you know what
the conditions o

f

the world are and now that you know what Hitler
was and what Joe Stalin was, do you really think that it was possible

£ th: two mad dogs to get together and make a
n agreement and

eep it?

-

Mr. WELLEs. Not keep it; no.
Mr. O’KONSKI. Of course not.
Mr. WELLES. Not definitely, but very much to our inconvenience for

a short time.
Mr. DoNDERO. They did keep it up until at least June 21, 1941?
Mr. WELLEs. That is right.
Chairman MADDEN. Are there any further questions?
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Chairman, I would like to at this time ask a

question o
f opinion. You will recall this morning that when we put

o
n

the record exhibit 14 from Ambassador Standley to the Depart
ment o

f State, dated April 28, this one phrase was in that dispatch:
In the second place, there does not appear to be any Polish leader who would
have sufficient stature to make such a government popular.

Mr. WELLEs. He was talking about the Polish Communist leaders
in the Soviet Union.
Mr. MITCHELL. I would like to have you give your opinion, in the
light of then and now, because—
Mr. WELLEs. I am wholeheartedly in accord with that evaluation.I think all of the Polish leaders with ability sufficient to lead their
country out o

f

the tragic situation it finds itself in are either still in

occupied Poland o
r

outside in the rest o
f

the world. I don’t think
they are in the Soviet Union.
Mr. MITCHELL. I asked you that question because that leads us to

Yalta and what happened a
t Yalta about the formation o
f
a free

Polish Government. I know that you were not in the Department of

State a
t

that time, but I would like to know whether you would like
to comment. You are aware that all of Yalta has been declassified
nOW.

Mr. WELLEs. I think it is preferable for me not to attempt to make
that estimate now. There are many o
f
u
s who will make it
. I was
not on the scene, as you have said. I was not behind the scenes. I was
no longer in touch with all o

f

the secret information that was passing
over the desks at the various agencies o

f

Government. But I think,
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without having had all of that information, it would be very difficult
fairly to evaluate what was then done.
Mr. MITCHELL. Thank you, sir. I have no further questions.
Chairman MADDEN. Mr. Secretary, I have just one final question,
and this is merely asking for a comment that has nothing whatsoever
to do with this hearing. Judging from your long experience in inter
national affairs, the committee would be interested in getting your
thoughts regarding the similarity of the actions of the Russian lead
ers, Stalin, Molotov, Vishinsky, regarding the disappearance of these
Polish officers, and when they postponed and stalled the Polish leaders
for almost 2 years, giving them no satisfaction whatsoever, although
they knew that these Polish officers had been murdered and massa
cred—do you find a similarity in their tactics with the Polish leaders,
the free Polish Government, and the negotiations that they are now
carrying on with the United Nations in Korea?
Mr. WELLEs. I think there is a similarity in objective and a similar
ity in technique.
Chairman MADDEN. That is all.
We wish to thank you, Mr. Secretary, for your testimony. The
testimony has been very valuable, and we appreciate your taking the
time to come here and present it

.

Mr. WELLEs. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I express my thanks to

the committee for its great courtesy to me.
Chairman MADDEN. Thank you.
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Chairman, I wonder if we could take a recess
for 10 minutes to give Mr. Harriman a chance to look over some
papers.
#rman MADDEN. Let's reduce that to 5 minutes. We will take a
5-minute recess.
(A short recess was taken.)

TESTIMONY OF HON WILLIAM AVERELL HARRIMAN, DIRECTOR
FOR MUTUAL SECURITY

Chairman MADDEN. Mr. Harriman, will you be sworn, please?
Do you solemnly swear to tell the truth, the whole truth, and noth
ing but the truth, so help you God?

r. HARRIMAN. I do.
Chairman MADDEN. Please state your full name for the record.
Mr. HARRIMAN. My name isWilliam Averell Harriman.
Chairman MADDEN. And your address, Mr. Harriman?
Mr. HARRIMAN. My address here in Washington?
Chairman MADDEN. Yes.
Mr. HARRIMAN. 1800 Foxhall Road.
Chairman MADDEN. And your business?
Mr. HARRIMAN. I am Director for Mutual Security.
Chairman MADDEN. Proceed, Mr. Counsel.
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Chairman, at this time I would like to sum
marize for the benefit o
f

Mr. Harriman how far we have progressed
with this hearing.
Mr. Harriman, it is my understanding that you became Ambassador
to Soviet Russia in October 1943? -

Mr. HARRIMAN. That is my recollection. It may have been Septem
ber. I have forgotten when I was confirmed b

y

the Senate, but I went
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to Moscow with Secretary Hull to the Moscow Conference in themid
dle of October 1943.
Mr. MITCHELL. The committee has progressed to the point now in
its investigation where dispatches, telegrams, memorandums of rec
ord, have been received over the period 1941–42–43, concerning the
missing Polish officers and that '' of these communications were in
the Department of State, from both the Ambassador in Moscow and
the Ambassador in London. Now, you participated in the discussions
at Yalta, and the formation of the new, or what is today known as
the Polish Provisional Government. They were in control durin
1945 through 1947, until after the “free and unfettered” elections o
1947. Also, there is the matter of the 16 underground members of
the Polish Government in exile who came out of hiding and were taken
to Moscow in approximately April of 1945.

" am sure that you can tell us something about what transpiredthen.
-

Chairman MADDEN. Mr. Counsel, I think that if Mr. Harriman so
desires, the committee would be interested in hearing his statement.
If you care to, Mr. Harriman, we would be glad to hear your state
ment of any points which you have, regarding your knowledge of the
Katyn massacre, or the disappearance of the Polish officers, or any
knowledge you have, as Ambassador, that is connected with the in
vestigation of the committee. Would you care to make a statement?
Whether it is a statement of a few minutes or 5 or 10, whatever you
care to make, the committee would be glad to hear it

, if you desire.
Mr. HARRIMAN. I imagine most of this has been gone over by the
committee. I do not know that I can contribute anything to it. I

was very much involved in my work in England. I made two trips

to Moscow, one in 1941 and one in 1942.
Chairman MADDEN. The committee would be very much interested

in hearing your impressions and versions concerning the facts o
f

the
Katyn massacre.

r. HARRIMAN. I have very little knowledge about it. I was sent

to Moscow by President Roosevelt with an Anglo-American Com
mission, in which Lord Beaverbrook represented the British, in Sep
tember 1941, and I was chairman of the American Commission. I

had some contact with the Polish problem a
t

that time, and I got to

know General Sikorsky well because his government was in exile in

London, and a
t

the suggestion o
f

the President, I did send a telegram

to Stalin asking for the cooperation o
f

the establishment o
f

the Polish
Army, and I have a letter coming from the Polish Government in

exile, thanking me for my efforts, and indicating that it was of great
use in establishing the first basis for this army.
Then there was a question, I think, at that time, of moving them

to Persia for training. I had no knowledge of the missing officers,
because I was so occupied with my work in London.

I, of course, do recall the announcement of the Germans of this
massacre, but I had no knowledge of it except what I saw in the Brit
ish press a
t

that time.I do recall seeing General Sikorsky after the event, after the Polish
Government had asked the International Red Cross to make an in
vestigation. \General Sikorsky told me that h

e had been quite ill at

the time and regretted that that particular request had been made,
that led to the breaking off o

f

relations between the Soviet and Polish
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Governments) and he felt that the better way would have been to have
handled it directly with the Soviet Government, as I recall it! That
was recorded by Mr. Biddle, who was the Ambassador at that time to
the Polish Government. General Sikorsky died, and I, of course, had
no further contact with him.
The subject came up again when the Soviet Government invited
the American press in Moscow to go to Katyn and witness the exami
nation of the graves. At that time I thought it would be useful if a
member of the Embassy went along. At that time it had not been
the custom of the Soviet Government to invite members of the Diplo
matic Corps to go with the foreign press, and I asked my daughter
whether she would be willing to go, believing the Russians would be
more likely to let her go than only an Embassy official. I therefore
asked the Foreign ce to permit my daughter and a member of
the American Embassy staff, Mr. John Melby, to go with the press.
They did go, both of them, and they submitted £ reports inde
pendently, of what they had seen, and their impressions. I forwarded
the reports to the State Department, and sent a brief message to the£ and the Secretary of State, recounting briefly what their
impressions were. Beyond that I have no knowledge of or informa
tion regarding the interchange of information that existed in the re
quests for information about the officers or the details which were
available in Washington or elsewhere regarding the Katyn massacre.
That is a brief summary of the background of my knowledge of
those particular events.
Of course, constantly while I was Ambassador, there were discus
sions with the Soviet Government about recognition again of the Pol
ish Government in London, and there were a number of different nego
tiations, of which Yalta was one, in regard to attempting to get the
Soviet Government to agree to a Free Poland, and acceptance of the£ which the Government of the United States had set forthor protection of the Polish interests.
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Harriman, you have read exhibit 19, sent by
Admiral
'y

to the Secretary of State, dated April 28, 1943,
in which he predicted the formation of a Free Polish Government. In
that exhibit is this statement:
In the second place, there do not appear to be any Polish leaders here who
have sufficient stature to make such a government popular.

That was April 28, 1943, about 15 days after the disclosure of the
finding of the mass graves at Katyn.
New, I assume that at least a copy of this dispatch was in the files
at Kuybishev or Moscow when you took over the post of Ambassador?
Mr. HARRIMAN. I do not recall ever having read it. I did not send
the telegram. I do not recall reading it until I was shown the tele
gram a£ time ago. I think it is a sensible telegram.
Mr. MITCHELL. Certainly the subject matter must have been up for
discussion in the high-level discussions at the time that you were nego£g and discussing Yalta. You were present at Yalta; were you
not
Mr. HARRIMAN. I was; yes.
Mr. MITCHELL. With this statement in the files o
f

the Department

o
f

State and in Moscow, and with all o
f

the other information that
was available at that time, the leaders were the ones that were found
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in Katyn. This statement specifically says that there is not any Pol
ish leader here who would have sufficient stature to make such a gov
ernment popular. I would like to ask you to explain to the committee
just who were the Polish leaders in Moscow when you arrived there,
and what was your knowledge of them?
Mr. HARRIMAN. I don’t know any of them. Of course, when it came
to Yalta, you will recall, the Soviet armies were in substantial occupa
tion of the entire Poland, and they had established what we called
the Lublin Government. Mr. Beirut was the head of it

,

and the list

o
f

Ministers I cannot recall now, but it is available. They had been
established by the Soviet Government under the force o

f

the Red
Army as the ruling government in Poland.
Mr. MITCHELL. In Lublin?
Mr. HARRIMAN. Yes.
Mr. MITCHELL. But the Polish Government in exile maintained
their headquarters in London a

t
that time?

Mr. HARRIMAN. That is correct.
Mr. MITCHELL. At the same time you knew, when you were Ambas
sador to London, that the Polish Government also had underground
leaders, the Polish Government in exile?
Mr. HARRIMAN. No; I was not our Ambassador in London. I was

a special representative o
f

the President, dealing with supply and
shipping questions during the period I was in London. I was not
involved in the diplomatic aspect o

f

our Embassy in London.
Mr. MITCHELL. Certainly, General Sikorski, somewhere along the
line must have told you that they had their people. In effect, there
were two governments. -

Mr. HARRIMAN. I was not familiar with the underground move£ I knew that one existed, but I was not familiar with the detailsof that.
Mr. MITCHELL. Can you explain to the committee why the Polish
Government in exile, since they were then recognized by this Govern
ment, was not present at Yalta and since it concerned the subject mat

r of Poland?
Mr. HARRIMAN. There were no governments present at Yalta, with
the exception o

f

the British and the Soviet Government and the
American Government, those three Governments. It was a tri-par
tite meeting. -

Mr. MITCHELL. Can you tell us what transpired concerning the for
mation o

f

this new government at Yalta?
Mr. HARRIMAN. There was at the time of Yalta the so-called Lublin
Government, which had been established by the force o

f

the Soviet
Government. It had jurisdiction over the civilian affairs of Poland,
because Poland by that time had been freed from German control by
the Red army, and the Lublin government had taken over. The
discussions in Yalta related to a broadening o

f

the base o
f

that Gov
ernment, so a

s to include democratic leaders from within Poland and
from outside o
f Poland, which, o
f course, included the London gov

ernment. Agreements were reached a
t

that time with Stalin, in which
he undertook to cooperate with the American and the British Govern
ments in the establishment o
f
a broadly based democratic govern
ment, with the participation o
f

the other leaders, both from within
Poland and from outside, and the holding, as promptly a

s possible,
of free and unfettered elections.
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That agreement was reached, and the fact that Stalin broke #)agreement is the reason why Poland is now still under Soviet dom
ination.
Mr. MITCHELL. But, Mr. Harriman, at that particular time, and

a
ll during the war Poland had been a
n ally o
f

the United States and
Great Britain, and the Soviet Union, during the latter stages o

f

the
War.
Mr. HARRIMAN. That is correct.
Mr. MITCHELL. The Government was recognized a

s

the legal gov
ernment o

f

Poland. They were situated in London. What confer
ences took place o

r may have taken place which preceded Yalta, with
the Polish leaders then?
Mr. HARRIMAN. I have no knowledge of that.
Mr. MITCHELL. Who brought up the subject of the broad base o

f

representative government in Poland when all three, except the Soviet
Union, which broke off' relations, as a result of it—Mr. HARRIMAN. There had been discussions for a considerable period

o
f time, over attempting to get the Soviet Government to recognize

again the Polish Government in London as the Government of Poland.
Those negotiations failed, and the Soviet Government went forward
with it

s plan to set u
p

this Lublin Government.
Mr. MITCHELL. Did the United States have to give in to the Soviet
requirements? The Lublin Government was not recognized by the
United States?
Mr. HARRIMAN. No; the Lublin Government was never recognized

b
y

the United States.
Mr. MITCHELL. The United States continued to recognize the gov
ernment in exile, until July 5, 1945; is that correct?
Mr. HARRIMAN. That is correct.
Mr. MITCHELL. But yet, at the same time, the Government o

f the
United States was negotiating for putting the Lublin Government
into existence, without telling the Polish'' in exile what
was going on?
Mr. HARRIMAN. I have no knowledge of what was told or not told
the Polish Government in London. I do know that President Roose
velt, and also Prime Minister Churchill attempted to work out ar
rangements which would insure Poland's freedom, and that, I believe
they thought they had accomplished by the pledge o

f

Stalin to mold
free and unfettered elections. Now, that was the objective o

f

President
Roosevelt, to overcome what was the then existing fact, which was the
occupation o

f

Poland by the Red armies, the control o
f

Poland by
the Red army, and the establishment o

f

this government, which was
done through force, by the Soviets. That was a fact which existed at

that time. The diplomatic negotiations having failed to bring about
the recognition o

f

the Polish Government in London by the Soviets, the
President attempted to develop another means by which Poland would

b
e free, and the Polish people would b
e protected from this new

enslavement.

Mr. MITCHELL. Why could not the Polish Government in exile in

London return to Poland after the war and hold those free and unfet
tered elections?
Mr. HARRIMAN. Because the Soviet Government refused to permit
them to do so.
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Mr. MITCHELL. Yet the United States and Great Britain went along
and accepted the line of the Soviet Union.
Mr. HARRIMAN. No; the Lublin Government was never recognized.
There was an attempt to set up a provisional government which would
insure that there would be, with the cooperation of the British and
American Governments, a free election in Poland, so that the Polish
people would again have their freedom, and that this enslavement
would then end.
Mr. MITCHELL. But at the time of Yalta, the United States Govern
ment representatives had information about the missing Polish officers,
and they had never received a satisfactory explanation during 1941
and 1942. These were the leaders of Poland, found at Katyn. Admi
ral Standley tells us there was no individual in Moscow of sufficient
stature to be a leader.
Was that subject considered? We knew at the time of Yalta that
the Soviets never kept their word.
Mr. HARRIMAN. Number 1, the Lublin Government, as I recall it,

were selected from people that came to Moscow subsequent to 1943.I do not remember when they came, but they were largely leaders who
came from Poland, who had been working among the Communists in

Poland. They were not people sitting in Moscow, but, as I recall it,

they were the Poles who were brought out o
f Poland, who had been

working to develop a Communist movement within Poland.
This idea that the Soviet Government did not keep its agreements

is not fully true. The most important agreement during the war
which was reached with the Soviet Government was the agreement for
the Red army to attack the German forces shortly after our landing in

Normandy. I think that one should recall that when we£ in
Normandy there were 199 German divisions on the eastern front, the
Russian front, and about 50 satellite divisions, whereas, if I remember
correctly, there were some 60 German divisions in France and in the
Low Countries, and our Chiefs of Staff were gravely concerned over
the posibility o

f

the Germans transferring from the eastern front a
substantial number o

f

their divisions, which would make the landings
difficult or, possibly, the German forces would have been able to drive
us back to the sea.

/ Now, Stalin made that agreement, and h
e kept it
.

He made that
agreement a

t Tehran, and he kept it
,

and the Red army attacked a

few weeks after our landing in Normandy and broke through this
very large German force, and it was because of the keeping of that
agreement that our successes o

n

the western front were possible.

| I think you will find that our military leaders at that time would
substantiate that statement, and the keeping o

f

that agreement was
one of the factors which did influence both the American and British

in terms o
f having hopes that the Soviets would cooperate in the

peaceful solution o
f

the problems which were concerning us a
t

the
end of the war.
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Harriman, you are familiar with the terms o
f

the Atlantic Charter, o
f

course?
Mr. HARRIMAN. Yes.
Mr, MITCHELL, One of the provisions of the Atlantic Charter was
that there would be no territorial gains on the part o

f any o
f

the Allies.
Yet the United States Government and Great Britain participated in

discussions—and I am not sure whether it was in Tehran or Yalta–
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which in effect was determining the future boundaries of Poland, and
it was a territorial gain for the Soviet Union. Can you explain that?
Mr. HARRIMAN.£ not an an expert on the question of the eastern
borders of Poland. You will have to ask somebody with the State
Department about that, where the discussions were, but the Russians
had contended—and I am not justifying the contention, but I am
merely stating the fact—they had contended for a considerable period
of time that the eastern borders of Poland had been unfairly made
and that ethnologically there was a larger percentage of white Rus:
sians and Ukranians in that area and£ the agreement at the end
ofWorld War I was unfair to the Soviet interests.
I assume that was the reason why this discussion took place and was,
not considered to be perhaps a violation of the Atlantic Charter. / It
was a correction, as far as the Russians contended—I am not saying
that was a correction, actually, but the Russians contended that that
was a rectification of an injustice which had previously been forced on
them by the military situation at the end '''the First World War.
Chairman MADDEN. Mr. Harriman, did I understand you to say
that that was an unfair designation of the eastern border?
Mr. HARRIMAN. No—I am saying that was the Russian contention.
I am just acting as a reporter. I am saying that that was the Russian
contention.
Mr. MITCHELL. But here are the United States and Great Britain
violating one of the terms of the Atlantic Charter because of a demand
by the Soviet Union. Why could not that discussion have taken£ after the war, after the Polish Government had gone back, and
then they could have had the government? In effect, what happened
was that the Soviets, because of the lack of leaders, due to Katyn, put
the people they wanted into Poland, and the United States and Great
Britain participated in Yalta or Tehran in violation of one of the
provisions of the Atlantic Charter. You were there as one of the
individuals at Yalta.
Mr. HARRIMAN. I was not involved in terms of the selection of the
Curzon line. That was a proposal which I don't know the basis of.
But this discussion was, as I say, in relation to the Soviet contention
that a wrong had been done after World War I.
As far as I understand, President Roosevelt's objective was to relieve
the Polish people at the earliest possible date, of their enslavement,
and make it possible to help Poland rebuild her economic life. Every
one was generally familiar with the appalling conditions in Poland,
and an attempt to help the Polish people regain their independence
and to help them both through relief and economically rebuild their
lives was made, and to alleviate the distress in which the people were
then living.
So that that, I believe, was the main, or among the reasons why
President Roosevelt, thought it was extremely important to get the
earliest possible settlement.
Mr. DoNDERO. Mr. Harriman, right at that point let me ask: Was
there ever a speedy action, as contemplated, a free election, as contem
plated, in Poland?
Mr. HARRIMAN. Never.
Mr. DoNDERO. Under the Lublin Government, or any other?

P
Mr. HARRIMAN. Never. There were never any free elections in
oland.
J.3744–52–pt. 7––19
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Mr. O'KONSKI. Mr. Ambassador, I do not ask this question to em
barrass you, or cast any reflections, because I have a high regard for
you, but just clear up the record and to get the motives that were
operating.
Will you tell us what part Alger Hiss played in the Yalta Confer
ence? What was his capacity?
Mr. HARRIMAN. I barely knew him. He was a young man that was
carrying papers for Mr. Stettinius. I had no conversations with him.I had a general knowledge that he was one of the men working on the
United Nations. He never participated in any of the discussions at
which I was present.
Mr. O'KONSKI. Was he ever consulted on matters pertaining to the
future of Poland? -

Mr. HARRIMAN. Not that I know of. I understood that he was one
of the men that had been working on the terms of the United Nations,
but beyond that, I never knew that he was consulted. -

Mr. O'KONSKI. His capacity, then, at Yalta, was more or less pre
liminary footwork, so to speak, to get the preliminary steps started
toward the organization of the United Naitons, and that, as far as you
know, was his capacity at Yalta?
Mr. HARRIMAN. That is

,
a
s far as I know; and he never participated,

a
s far as I can remember, in any discussions, whatsoever. He was a

young man from the State Department who had some o
f

the papers
which Mr. Stettinius would call for.
Mr. O'KoNSKI. Thank you.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Mr. Harriman, might I put some questions to you?
Mr. Hickerson, from the State Department, when he was here yester
day, testifying, stated that, as an outcome o

f

the Yalta Conference,
that three men were appointed to go over and see if they could consult
with the Polish leaders and the Polish people with reference to work
ing out some sort o

f

situation o
r agreement. Those were Ambassador

Clark Kerr, yourself, and Mr. Molotov. Could you tell us what hap
pened a

t

those conferences?

-

Mr. HARRIMAN. I can only tell you from memory, as I have not had
accessS to any papers.
The three of us met in Moscow, as was provided b

y

the Yalta agree
ment, shortly after the end o

f Yalta. There was a slight delay, as I

recall it
,

because Sir Archibald Clark Kerr, the British Ambassador,
returned by train and it took him a few days. We could not come to

an agreement, and it ended in a deadlock.
As I recall, one of the issues was that we wanted to bring in some
of the Poles in the London Government and some of the Polish leaders
who were known to be in Poland. We could not get agreement with
Mr. Molotov. If my recollection is right, the thing we broke o

n was
Molotov insisting that we talk to the so-called Lublin Poles first and
then talk to the others subsequently. Sir Archibald Clark Kerr and I

took the point o
f

view we should consult them together, and I think we
broke on that basis and never got any further. I would have to refresh
my memory to recall that, but they broke down completely, and noth
ing was accomplished.

r. SHEEHAN. As I understand, you were at Yalta. Were you at

Tehran 2 *

Mr. HARRIMAN. I was at Tehran also.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Were you at Potsdam?
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Mr. HARRIMAN. I was at Potsdam also. -

Mr. SHEEHAN. In all these conferences, did you participate in the
high-level discussions, or were you, like Mr. Hiss
r. Harris'. I was in some of them, not in all of them, but I was

in some of them. -

Mr. SHEEHAN. Then permit me to ask you this: As I understand
the Yalta Conference— -

Mr. HARRIMAN. You see, there were conferences going on between
the staffs, our Chiefs of Staff, the combined Chiefs of Staff, and the
Soviet, and there were certain other discussions. Mr. Roosevelt and
Mr. Churchill and Mr. Stalin had some discussions. I think I was
in most of the conferences between Roosevelt, Churchill, and Stalin.
Mr. SHEEHAN. According to Mr. Byrnes, who was Secretary of
State at the time of the Yalta conference, if my memory serves me
right—
Mr. HARRIMAN. No, he was not Secretary of State. He came as an
adviser to President Roosevelt. He was not Secretary of State at
that time.

Mr. SHEEHAN. As I remember this situation—and the reason why
we are bringing it in is to try to find out whether there was any ques
tion about the Poles involved—he stated the conference had broken up
February 10 and most of them had departed, and then the conference
went on for another 1 or 2 days. According to the history, Hiss stayed
on and was with Mr. Roosevelt and Stalin, when a very small, select
group, made further arrangements or commitments at Yalta. Do
you know anything at all about that? Were you in that group?
Mr. HARRIMAN. Mr. Hiss had nothing to do with any of these dis
cussions. There were some discussions at the last day or two of the
Yalta Conference, in regard to the Far East and Russia's participation
in the war against Japan. Those were the last discussions that took
place in Yalta, if my memory is correct.
Mr. SHEEHAN. As far as you know, at Tehran, at Yalta, and Pots
dam, did you engage in any discussions at all, with any of our officials
Or# officials, with reference to the missing Polish officers, or their
problem

Mr. HARRIMAN. No; I do not recall the subject came up.
Mr. SHEEHAN. However, I do know, unfortunately I do not think
the State Department has paraphrased it

,

that as early as November
1941 you yourself had sent a message to Mr. Stalin in which you had
£about the Polish Army and the Polish officers, with a view to
ward finding when the Polish forces could be gotten into a fighting
unit. And Mr. Stalin later sent you some telegrams and some informa
tion on that. I would like to have the counsel show this to you to see

if Vou can recall it.

r. HARRIMAN. Yes; I sent a telegram to Mr. Stalin on November

7
,

a
s I recall it
,
a
t

the request o
f

the President. I would be glad to read
this into the record, if you wish.
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Harriman, I believe we have a copy of that
paraphrased.
Mr. HARRIMAN. Then I got two replies from Stalin, one that he

would consider it
,

and then another one about a talk with Ambassador
Kot, and then I have a letter from Raczynski in London. I was in

London a
t

that time. In it he says:
Beyond doubt, your telegram to Mr. Stalin was instrumental in breaking a very
undesirable deadlock and facilitating General Sikorski's visit to Russia.
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Chairman MADDEN. Mr. Harriman, I offer you what will be marked
for identification as “Exhibit 23,” which you can peruse, and ask you
if that is the authentic message which you sent on November 7. That
includes also the attachments to it

. I think this is a paraphrase.
Mr. HARRIMAN. Yes, this seems to be a correct copy o

f

the telegramI sent.
Chairman MADDEN. Group exhibit 23 is accepted in evidence.
Mr. SHEEHAN. If this other one is a paraphrase, I think it would

b
e important as part o
f

the record the telegram o
f

November 1
4 from

Mr. Harriman to Mr. Stalin, so that we know our Government was
informed, andMr. Harriman was cognizant o

f

the fact that the Polish
situation was o

f importance even as early as 1941, in November.
Chairman MADDEN. Is that in the exhibit?
Mr. MITCHELL. This is exhibit 18, and one o

f

four attachments
to it.
(The document was marked “Group Exhibit 23” and received for
the record.)

ExHIBIT 23—MESSAGE FROM HARRIMAN TO STALIN OF NovEMBER 7
,

1941

The problem o
f

the most effective ways o
f using unarmed Polish troops now in

Russia has had close attention and, at the President’s Suggestion and after
consulting with him I am bringing certain phases for your consideration to your
direct attention. It is our understanding that these Polish forces are in the
general region o

f

the lower Volga and east o
f there, and that owing to the great

strain on Soviet resources it is not possible for the Soviet Government fully to
equip o

r utilize these troops. The problem therefore would appear to be one
of reconditioning these troops to their greatest effectiveness under the terms of
the understanding with the Polish Government that these troops are to fight as a

national unit against Nazism. These troops are located in an area bordering
vital regions whose defense is o

f joint interest to all who oppose the Nazi regime.

It is our suggestion that these Polish forces be assembled and sent to a
designated area in Persia, and that this should be done with the agreement as
well as the assistance of the Soviet Government. With American and British
help these Poles might there be uniformed, armed, and reconditioned so that
they could most quickly become a part of the fighting forces in the expectation
that they would be sent to the Soviet Russian front.
In cooperation with the British we are conducting a survey which it is hoped
will quickly ascertain the supplies necessary and the availability of material
and the means by which supplies may be delivered to the Poles not only quickly
but also with the least possible interference with transportation lines for supply
ing materials to the Soviet Union.

It would be deeply appreciated if you would express your general views on this
subject. If you agree it would be helpful if you could inform us when and in what
numbers it would be possible for the Polish forces to arrive at places outside the
Soviet Union where our plans as discussed above could be put into operation.

ExHIBIT 23A—AMBAssADOR HARRIMAN's DISPATCH TO WASHINGTON

EMBASSY OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
London, December 1

,

1941.
The Honorable CORDELL HULL,
Secretary o
f State, Department o
f State, Washington, D
.

C
.

DEAR MR. SECRETARY: I am sending you herewith, for the records, copies of

two cables I have received from Stalin, as delivered to me by M. Maisky, in reply
to a cable Sent in my name to Stalin On November 12th.

I am enclosing also copy of a letter from Count Raczynski, the Polish Am
bassador.
Yours sincerely,

(Signed) A. HARRIMAN.
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ExHIBIT 23B-MARSHAL STALIN's FIRST REPLY TO AMBASS ApoR HARRIMAN

14TH NOVEMBER, 1941.

MR. AverELL HARRIMAN: Your telegram of the 12th November received. I have
not yet had the possibility to acquaint myself with all the details of the Polish
question in the U. S. S. R. In the course of two or three days, after studying this
question, I will let you know the attitude of the Soviet Government. In any case
you should have no doubts that the wishes of the Poles, as well as the interests
of the friendly relations between the U. S. S. R. and Poland will be taken into
account by the Soviet Government.

(Signed) STALIN.

ExHIBIT 23C-MARSHAL STALIN's SECOND REPLY TO AMBAssADOR HARRIMAN

7TH NoveMBER, 1941.
Mr. AvKRELL HARRIMAN,
% American Embassy.
DEAR MR HARRIMAN: I am instructed to forward to you the following reply
of M. Stalin to your telegram :
“I had recently a conversation with the Polish Ambassador to the U. S. S. R.,
Monsieur Kot. I received the impression that the U. S. S. R. and Poland have
all the reasons and possibilities to settle all fundamental questions in which both
parties are interested. For your information, I would like to point out that
Monsieur Kot did not raise the question, during the conversation, of sending
Polish military forces from the U. S. S. R. to any other country.
Yours sincerely,

STALIN.”
(Signed) I. MAISKY.

EXHIBIT 23D–POLISH EMBASSY LETTER TO AMBASSADOR HARRIMAN

Polis H EMBASSY,
47 Portland Place, London, W. 1, November 26, 1941.

Mr. WILLIAM AveRELL HARRIMAN,
Minister Plenipotentiary,
Dorchester Hotel, Park Lane, W. 1.

DEAR MR. HARRIMAN : I feel it to be my duty to present to you the Polish Govern
ment's very sincere and cordial thanks for your help in our difficult conversations
with the Soviet authorities regarding the formation of the Polish Army in Russia.
It is beyond doubt that your telegram sent to M. Stalin was instrumental in
breaking a very undesirable deadlock and in facilitating General Sikorski's visit
to Russia. It is the very sincere hope of the Polish Government that this visit
may bring all the expected results. That it will lay solid foundations for the
establishment of our army in Russia and contribute to improve the position of
our civil population in the Soviet Union.
Believe me,
Yours sincerely,

(Signed) Edw ARD RACzYNSKI.

Mr. MITCHELL. Did you want some of these read?
Mr. SHEEHAN. On November 4 Mr. Harriman's telegram to Mr.
Stalin, and the reply.
Mr. HARRIMAN. 'hat was November 7, 1941.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Yes.
Mr. MITCHELL. This is exhibit 23, message from Harriman to Stalin,
November 7, 1941:

The problem of the most effective ways of using unarmed Polish troops now in
Russia has had close attention and, at the President's suggeston, and after con
sulting with him, I am bringing certain phases for your consideration to your
direct attention. It is our understanding that these Polish forces are in the
general region of the lower Volga, and east of that, and that owing to the great
strain on Soviet resources it is not possible for the Soviet Government fully to
equip or utilize these troops. The problem, therefore, would appear to be one of
reconditioning these troops to their greatest effectiveness, under the terms of the
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understanding with the Polish Government that these troops are to fight as a
national unit against nazism. These troops are located in an area bordering
Vital regions whose defense is of joint interest to all who oppose the Nazi regime.
It is Our Suggestion that these Polish forces be assembled and Sent to a desig
nated area in Persia and that this should be done with the agreement as well as
with the assistance of the Soviet Government. With American and British help,
these Poles might there be uniformed, armed, and reconditioned so that they
could most quickly become a part of the fighting forces in the expectation that
they would be sent to the Soviet Russian front. * * *

Mr. SHEEHAN. Mr. Counsel, I think that is sufficient reading, be
cause the rest of it just goes on out.
That is just to prove the fact that our Government in 1941 was con
scious of the Polish Army situation.
Mr. MITCHELL. This is another part of the same exhibit, being dated
November 14, 1941, addressed to Mr. Averell Harriman:
Your telegram of November 12 received. I have not yet had the possibility to
acquaint myself with all the details of the Polish question in the U. S. S. R.
In the course of 2 or 3 days, after studying this question, I will let you know the
attitude of the Soviet Government. In any case you should have no doubts that
the interests of the Poles, as well as the interests of the friendly relations between
the U. S. S. R. and Poland will be taken into account by the Soviet Government.
signed “Stalin.”
Mr. SHEEHAN. Mr. Harriman, my thought here is this:
Starting in 1941, were you acquainted with the problem of the Polish
Army and the formation of it

,

and then in 1943, when you became Am
bassador, was there any more question now about the Polish Army,
because a

t this point, when you were Ambassador, the massacre had
been discovered?

Mr. HARRIMAN. As I recall it—and I may be wrong on it—a good
many o

f

the Polish soldiers had been brought to Iran and had been
trained and equipped there, and they did not go back into Russia, they£ into, I think, the first place, Italy, and fought very gallantlythere.

The problem that I was involved in was attempting to get the
Soviet(' to recognize again the Polish Government in Exile

a
s

the Government o
f

Poland. They had broken off relationships, a
s

you well know, in the spring o
f

1943. Mr. Hull, as I recall it, took it

up while he was in Moscow, a
t

the time o
f

the Moscow Conference, in

October 1943, and we exerted constant pressure on the Soviet Govern
ment to recognize again the Polish Government in London as the Gov
ernment of Poland. All of those endeavors were unsuccessful.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Mr. Harriman, this is calling for an expression o

f

opinion, insofar as it relates to the Polish situation.
When Mr. Byrnes was assistant to the President at Yalta, was he
fairly well informed as to what happened there up to the point where

h
e left the negotiations and conversations?

Mr. HARRIMAN. I do not recall which meetings he was in. I do
know he was not in the discussions between Stalin and President
Roosevelt on the Far East. To my own recollection, I do not know
which meetings he attended.
Mr. SHEEHAN. The reason why I ask that is that Mr. Byrnes had
made a statement which, to us in the committee, brings up a question.I will read the statement, with your permission, because h

e agreed with
you with reference to your conversations, about the Lublin Govern
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ment, but he also brings out another phase about negotiations with
Poland. I will quote directly. He says:
Not only Poland's boundaries, but Poland itself was one of the most serious
issues of the entire conference. More time was spent on this subject than any
other. Because of the intensity of the argument, Mr. Roosevelt would assume
the role more of an arbiter than of an advocate, although he, as well as Prime
Minister Churchill urged the establishment of a new Polish Government in War
saw. The Soviet Union, on the other hand, wanted to continue the Lublin
Government. Stalin was willing to add a few persons, but he wanted to make
certain that those that were added did not affect the Soviet Union's control of
the Government.

that last part substantially agrees with what you said in your negotia
tions with the three men.

-

Mr. HARRIMAN. I would think that he was right, that of all the
political subjects, there was more time spent on Po and than any other.
There were, of course, considerable military discussions.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Would you care to comment on Mr. Byrnes' remarks?
He said Mr. Roosevelt spent more time as an arbiter rather than as
an advocate.

Mr. HARRIMAN. I would be inclined to think my recollection is
correct, as far as the boundary is concerned, but he was very anxious
to get an early agreement on the establishment of a government which
would insure the protection of the freedom of the Polish people and
the holding of a free election at the earliest possible moment.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Thank you.
Mr. MACHRowicz, Mr. Harriman, I think this has been partially
covered but I would like to get your answer to it.

Were any representatives o
f

the Polish:" :garding the Yalta agreement, prior to the agreement?
Mr. HARRIMAN. Not that I know of. But there may have been
talks. There have been a number o

f talks, in London, and Mr.
Mikolajczyk had come to Moscow in August o

f

1944 and also in

October of 1944. *

Mr. MACHRowicz. That was after the Yalta agreement; was it?
Mr. HARRIMAN. No; before the Yalta agreement. Mikolajczyk was
the Prime Minister o

f

the Polish Government in London after Gen.
eral Sikorski's death, and he remained a

s

such during this period.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Was he consulted?
Mr. HARRIMAN. He was not consulted, so far as I know, about
the Yalta agreement, but there were discussions with Mr. Mikolajczyk

o
n the subject o
f
a settlement in order to get a provisional govern'£ which would insure the possibility o
f holding a free

election.

Mr. MACHRowicz. Can you explain why, at the time of the settle
ment o

f

the question involving the independence o
f

the nation and
the future territorial integrity o

f

that country, that no representative

o
f

that country was invited?
Mr. HARRIMAN. There were n

o other representatives o
f any gov

ernments a
t Tehran, except the three governments, the three principal

allies. There had been discussions with Mikolajczyk over possible
settlements, both in Moscow and in London.
Mr. MACHRowICz. But no representative was invited to confer?
Mr. HARRIMAN. No representative was invited.
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Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Do you consider that the agreement which you
and Mr. Kerr worked out in Moscow in June of 1945 was a satisfactory
solution of the agreement in Yalta?
Mr. HARRIMAN. I never thought it was a satisfactory solution. It
was the one hope that possibly an interim government might be estab
lished which would have enough non-Communist members, in order
to insure that there would be a free election held.
Of course, this agreement was unsuccessful and it was the best
that it appeared at that time that could be obtained and gave some
hope that there would be a free election and that what we call the
democratic elements—you know, the Soviets have used that word
“democratic” in quite a different way than we use it—that the demo£ forces in Poland would rise, and there could be a free electioneIOI.

Mr. MACHRowICz. What guaranty did we obtain at Yalta that
there would be a free and unfettered election in Poland?

S
Mr. HARRIMAN. The only guaranties were the pledged words of
talin.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Was that satisfactory to you?

h
Mr. HARRIMAN. I don’t know what other pledges you could have
ad.

Mr. MACHRowICz. Do you think an election controlled by the powers
which made the Yalta agreement could have been held?
Mr. HARRIMAN. There was agreement. It was that the three govern
ments would work together, and see that a free election would be held.
We did not bow out of it

. In the agreement it was recognized that
the United States and British Governments had a joint responsibility
with the Soviet Government in seeing that they were held. But the
Soviet Government always refused to permit that to happen, and no
free elections were held in Poland.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. And there was nothing that we could do about it,
was there? -

Mr. HARRIMAN. There was nothing we could do about it
.

Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Because o
f

the agreement made a
t Yalta.

Mr. HARRIMAN. No, not because o
f

the agreements made a
t Yalta,

but because o
f

the physical occupation o
f

Poland by the Red army.
That was a reality at Yalta and was still a reality in the summer o

f

1945.

Mr. MACHRow ICZ. While you were at Moscow you wired various
Polish leaders to come to Moscow to help work out the agreements;

is that correct?
-

Mr. HARRIMAN. I do not recall those wires, I have not seen them.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Do you remember the message to Witos?
Mr. HARRIMAN. Yes, sir. We had certain of them.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. You had urged him to come to Moscow.
Mr. HARRIMAN. Yes.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. He was the Peasant leader.
Mr. HARRIMAN. Yes.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. And he refused?
Mr. HARRIMAN. I would have to refresh my memory about that, be
cause I have not seen the telegrams recently.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. I would like to have Mr. Harriman see these docu
ments to see whether that refreshes his memory.
Mr. HARRIMAN. I have no doubt that is the message I sent him.
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Mr. MACHRowicz. You remember you urged Witos to come to Mos
cow to participate in these deliberations?
Mr.I' That was in June of 1945.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. That is right.
Mr. HARRIMAN. Yes; that is right.
Mr. MACHRowicz. What do you know about the 16 Poles who came
to Moscow as a result of invitations and urgings on the part of both the
Russian Government and the United States Government, who have
never been seen since?

Mr. HARRIMAN. I do not recall any representation by the United
States Government to have them come to Moscow. As I recall it—
and I do this from recollection of 7 years—the first I heard about
this was when I was back here after President Roosevelt's death, and
this information was received, that they had been brought to Moscow
and were imprisoned under charges. Mr. Stettinius took it up with
Mr. Molotov, as I recall it, and protested vigorously. And that sub
ject, a

s I recall it, was one of discussion between Mr. Hopkins at the
time he visited Moscow, in June o

f

1945. As I recall it
,
a
s
a result o
f

representations, a number o
f

them were released, although not all o
f

them were.

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Harriman, I believe those discussions took place

a
t

the United Nations Conference o
n May 7, 1945.

Mr. HARRIMAN: Yes; I believe so
.

Mr. MITCHELL. And at that time Mr. Molotov admitted the im
prisonment. As a result of the imprisonment o

f

the 16 leaders, did you
not go to the President and plead with him to send Harry Hopkins
over there, as reported in the book, Roosevelt and Hopkins, by
Sherwood?
Mr. HARRIMAN. That was one of the questions. The major question

u
p

with Molotov when h
e

was over here, one o
f

the major questions,
was carrying out the Yalta agreement that there should b

e
a broadly

based democratic government. And Mr. Hopkins' primary mission

to Moscow was to try to work out an agreement with Stalin to carry
out the Yalta agreement. And, o

f course, we were all shocked by
this imprisonment o

f

these Polish leaders, and that was one o
f

the
things that was discussed, as I recall it, by Mr. Hopkins, in Moscow.

- Mr. MACHRowICz. Let me get this correct so that we will all
understand.
The 16 Polish leaders were invited to Moscow
Mr. HARRIMAN. Not by the United States Government.
Mr. MACHRowICz. No; not by the United States Government, but
with the knowledge o

f

the United States Government.
Mr. HARRIMAN. No. I don’t recall hearing anything about it until
we learned about it when I was back here in this country.
Mr. MACHRowICz. The declared purpose for the invitation o

f

these

1
6 Polish leaders to Moscow was the discussion o
f

the possibility

# '.formation of a so-called representative Polish Government; amright?
Mr. HARRIMAN. I would have to refresh my memory a
s to on what

basis the Soviet Government induced them to come out, under which
they were seized and brought to Moscow.
Mr. MACHRowICz. At that time you were Ambassador?
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Mr. HARRIMAN. I was in the United States at that time. I came
from Moscow to Washington, I think, 2 or 3 days after President
Roosevelt's death.

Mr. MACHRowicz. You know now that most of those, after having
been invited to Moscow, presumably for discussions, were either assasi
nated or placed in prison and not heard from.
Mr. HARRIMAN. We knew they had been brought to Moscow. AsI recall it, the first I knew of it was after I had returned to this
country and, as I say, Mr. Stettinius took it up with Molotov a

t

San Francisco. They were put in prison, and we were all very much
shocked by it

.

Mr. MACHRowICz. I believe you testified previously that, in your
opinion, Stalin and Soviet Russia have never kept the terms o

f

the
agreement entered into at Yalta; is that correct?
Mr. HARRIMAN. That is correct, as far as any of the political agree
ments were concerned. The military agreements, they kept, made
during the war.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Did you not think it would have been wiser for

u
s to have taken some precautions to guarantee the fulfillment o
f

these agreements by Soviet Russia?
Mr. HARRIMAN. I do not know what guaranties you could have
had. The areas under political discussion were those areas which
either had already been occupied by the Red army, o

r

would in all
probability b

e occupied b
y

the Red army.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Was the possibility o

f

elections under the con
trol o

f

the three powers who agreed to the terms o
f
Yalta discussed?

Mr. HARRIMAN. Yes. I think the agreement specified that we should
work together to see that free elections were held.

-

Mr. MACHRowICZ. No—not to work together; to have the elections
conducted under the control o

f

the three powers. Would that not have
given some assurance o

f

free elections?
Mr. HARRIMAN. I would have to refresh my memory a

s to the lan
guage o

f

the agreement. But, as I recall it, it was clearly under
stood the three powers would work together to see that free elections
were held.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Of course, “working together” is a rather loose
statement, which has no meaning unless we specify in just what way
we work together.

-

Mr. HARRIMAN. If we specified them, they would have still broken
the agreement, because they broke the basic agreement.I think we have to be realistic about it, that other than the use of
force on the part o

f

the United States and the western allies, there
would have been no way to have gotten the Soviet Government to agree

to carry out their agreements.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. What advantage did the United States get in the
agreement a

t Yalta?
Mr. HARRIMAN. The protection of the Poles in terms of holding free
elections. If there had been no negotiations at all, there would have
been n
o

chance o
f

free elections and the occupation b
y

the Red army
would have been, without a doubt, perpetuated, and, o
f course, that

is what finally happened. But President Roosevelt made every effort

to get an agreement with Stalin, which he got, and the fact that Stalin
broke those agreements, not only with relation to Poland, but other
agreements, was the first notice to the civilized world o

f

the duplicity
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and the aggressive intentions of the Soviet Union. I think we are
better off to have made the agreements, than if we had not made the
attempt. I think if President Roosevelt had not made the attempt,
he would have been subjected to great criticism.
Mr. MACHRowicz. That protection was more or less based on the
bare word of Stalin; is that right?
Mr. HARRIMAN. There is no other physical protection, which we
could have had, unless we had maintained our forces in Europe and
induced our allies to remain mobilized.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. That is all.
Mr. HARRIMAN. It is a curious thing—they did hold a free election
in Hungary. That was either in September or the first of October in
1945. You probably recall that the Communists got a small per
centage of the vote and a non-Communist government was established,
the leading party being what was known as the Freeholders Party,
which was a small Peasants' Party.
Mr. SHEEHAN. May I say, Mr. Secretary, at that point, that there
are some of us on the committee that would not agree with the reason
ing that it was in 1945 that you first knew about the duplicity of the
Russian Government.
Mr. HARRIMAN. No, I said the free world.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Because in our State Department, ever since 1943,
you will recall the evidence of Katyn, reports from various Ambas
sadors, and then since 1933, when we first recognized Russia, there
were many violations of our agreements with her.
Mr. HARRIMAN. I have been on record, as is generally known, that
it was my judgment we would have grave difficulties with the Soviet
Union; that it was a new force in the world which might be as dif
ficult to deal with as the Nazi force. That is recorded in Mr. For
restal’s diary, and many people know that is the view I expressed
when I came back from Russia in the spring of 1945.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Do you think the Polish Government, as it exists
today, as it does apparently, as I gather from you—which is in viola
tion of the Yalta agreement—is a good thing?
Mr. HARRIMAN. The present Government of Poland?
Mr. SHEEHAN. They broke their agreement at Yalta in setting up a
£ment, because there was no free election. Is that right orwrong:
Mr. HARRIMAN. This present Government is not representative of
the people. It is a puppet government of the Soviet Union.
Mr. SHEEHAN. And it is not representative of the agreement en
tered into at Yalta for the forming of such a government?
Mr. HARRIMAN. That is correct; it is not.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Then would you care to pass an opinion, in light of
the fact that it is an illegal government, as to our Government's recog
nizing the Polish Government today?
Mr. HARRIMAN. That is a question as to whether we are better of

f
to

break all relations with the iron-curtain countries, or not. My own
judgment is that it is better to maintain relationship and to strengthen
the free world and to expect the day to come when Poland again can
be free. I do not think that it will contribute to the welfare of the
Polish people for us to break relations with the Polish Government,
even though it is a government which was established in violation of

the Yalta agreement.
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Mr. SHEEHAN. I was going to say that at the time we were sort of
giving sanction to a moral wrong.
Mr. HARRIMAN. That is true of the other governments in Eastern
Europe.

-

Mr. SHEEHAN. After all, as Members of Congress, we are naturally
interested in our foreign policy and what we are going to do in the
future, and we ask questions of experienced people like yourself, who
might help or guide us. As I understand it, you were one of the few
men, fortunately o

r unfortunately, who were at the three main con
ferences, Yalta, Tehran, and Potsdam. In the light of your experi
ence in all o

f

the negotiations with Russia and the agreements she has
not kept, especially the political agreements, in your judgment should
we keep on making agreements with somebody who does not want to

perform? -

Mr. HARRIMAN. I do not think any agreements with the Soviet
Union are o

f any value, unless they are based on a position o
f strength,

so that they can be forced to carry them out.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Therefore, any agreements we make should be where
we have the strength to enforce them?
Mr. HARRIMAN. I think we want to get to the day as rapidly as we
can when the free world is so strong that we can compel the Soviet
Union to live up to its obligations.
Mr. SHEEHAN. In the conference that the Katyn committee had
with President Truman, with reference to getting his cooperation,
President Truman stated to our committee when we were talking about
Russian agreements—and I think he specifically named the date—he
said that on January 6

,

1946, was the date he realized that there would

b
e

n
o

more use o
r

no more hope o
f making agreements with Russia.

Would you care to comment on that in any particular way?
Mr. HARRIMAN. No; I cannot comment on that. I think you will
have to ask him exactly what he meant by that. But I do know that
when I saw him in April of 1945, he had a clear understanding of the
difficulties we were going to have with the Soviet Union, and he pressed
Mr. Molotov very hard, in the first talk we had with Mr. Molotov
when h

e

came here in 1945, April of 1945, to fulfill the obligations o
f

the Soviet Union toward Poland.
At the same time, we have got to continue at various places where
we have contact in the United Nations and elsewhere, to attempt to

get the Soviet Union to agree to proper behavior and to deal with the
problems which are currently up, including, o

f course, the Korean
situation.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Mr. Harriman, did you invite Mikolajczyk to

come to Moscow to the conference?
Mr. HARRIMAN. In June 1945.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Do you remember that under the Yalta agree
ment this was to be called a provisional government?
Mr. HARRIMAN. That is right.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. But at the time o
f your conference with Mr.

Kerr and yourself, the Russians insisted that the word “provisional”

b
e left out; am I right?
Mr. HARRIMAN. I think that is true. I would have to refresh my
memory.

Mr. MACHRowicz, And the British objected to it; did they not?
Mr. HARRIMAN. I don’t recall that.
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Mr. MACHRowicz. For your information, in one of your messages
in the Department of State you reported that the British objected to

it
,

but you finally agreed after Beirut and the Poles said they would

b
e satisfied to have the word “Provisional” left out, and they very

much resented the British objection to that. Does that refresh your
recollection?
Mr. HARRIMAN. That is 7 years ago. I would have to review it.

Mr. MACHRowicz. Did you get the impression that the Poles were
satisfied with the arrangements made b

y

you and Mr. Clark Kerr with
regard to the formation -

r. HARRIMAN. I looked upon it as a last attempt to develop the
situation within Poland which would lead to the freedom of Poland.
None o

f
u
s

was very optimistic about its outcome, but it was the final
attempt to obtain freedom for the Poles. That undoubtedly it is

.

Mr. MACHRowicz. Do you feel the United States has£, shown

a continued interest in insuring a free election?
-

Mr. HARRIMAN. Well, they have done everything they could. As I

understand it
,

the State Department has consistently done everything

it could to insist on the holding of the elections; and, short o
f military

action, there is nothing further that I know of that we could have done.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Unfortunately, because o

f
the agreement a

t

Yalta, we had n
o guaranties, and all we could d
o

was plead with
Stalin; is that not right?
Mr. HARRIMAN. It was not a question of the agreements at Yalta;

it was the situation of the occupation of Poland b
y

the Red Army,
which gave them the power to do it

,

and nothing could dislodge them
other t£ the use of force.
Mr. MACHRowicz. After Yalta, there was nothing we could do but
count on Stalin's word; is that correct? -

Mr. HARRIMAN. There was nothing we could do but hope that
Stalin would keep his word, and the opinion o

f

the free world, which

h
e has, o
f course, completely—

Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Knowing Soviet Russia a
s

we d
o today, on the

basis o
f

facts which occurred subsequent to the Yalta agreement, do

you feel that, had you known all those facts, you still would have
recommended the agreement a

t Yalta?
Mr. HARRIMAN. I think this: that, whether there had been a

n agree
ment a

t Yalta or whether there had not been, events in Poland would
have gone forward just as they did, except that the Polish people
would have suffered more. There would have been no basis for'
ing UNNRA goods in and helping the individual Poles in the distress
which they have had.I see no loss by the Yalta agreement, or any of the agreements that
were made. It proved beyond contradiction to all of the nations of

the free world, including the'' of the United States, the duplicity and aggressive intents o
f

the Soviet Union, and the fact they broke
these agreements has been one o

f

the reasons why the free world
has become more and more united.

Mr. MACHRowicz. Did you not believe that a firmer position by the
United States a
t

that time, rather than a position o
f appeasement, as

undoubtedly took place at Yalta, would have increased the respect for
the United States today in free Europe?
Mr. HARRIMAN. I do not accept the word “appeasement”; I accept
the earnest attempt on the part o

f

President Roosevelt to obtain a
n
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agreement by Stalin to hold free elections, and he succeeded in obtain
ing it

. Anything else short o
f

force would have had no other avail.
We had n

o troops in that area. Any further language would have
been broken, just as the language which was written was broken.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. That is all.
Chairman MADDEN. Mr. O’Konski.
Mr. O’KonSKI. Ambassador, you said that we agreed to all these
things with Russia because we wanted certain military commitments
from Russia. You admit that they violated the political commit
ments, and you say they kept themilitary commitments.
Mr. HARRIMAN. That is right.
Mr. O’KONSKI. What military commitments o

r agreements did
Russia keep with us?
Mr. HARRIMAN. The principal one was the one that I told you.
Mr. O'KoNSKI. At the time of the Normandy invasion?
Mr. HARRIMAN. Which was the attack on the eastern front 2 weeks
after we landed in Normandy.
Mr. O’KONSKI. As I understand, the Normandy invasion was
June 6

,

1944. The Yalta Conference was in February 1945, when
Hitler was already kaput. He was finished when you were in Yalta.
Mr. HARRIMAN. Yes.
But someone made a statement that Stalin had kept none o

f

his
agreements. I was explaining h

e had kept military agreements, and
there were other agreements that we made which he kept.
Mr. O’KONSKI. Like what?
Mr. HARRIMAN. Such as the establishment of bases at Poltava and
otherwise. And a number o

f

other military agreements that were
made he kept.
Mr. O’KonsKI. Do you include in that his entering the Japanese
War?
Mr. HARRIMAN. His entry in the Japanese War was one that took
place when it was quite obvious that Japan was about to surrender.
Mr. O’KONSKI. i' had 750,000 Japanese prisoners at stake and
Manchuria, but he certainly did not enter into that war to keep an
agreement with us; did he? -

Mr. HARRIMAN. No. As I have said a number of times, I was al
ways convinced that the Soviet Union would enter the war against
Japan in their own due time. But the objective o

f

our Government,
on the strong recommendation o

f

the Chiefs o
f Staff, was to get

agreement from the Soviet Union to come into the war when it would
help us and avoid the necessity o

f

what was thought to be probable,

o
f landing forces o
n

the plains o
f Tokyo, which would have been a

very costly operation in terms o
f

American lives. And there was a

constant desire o
n

the part o
f

our Chiefs o
f

Staff to bring the Russians
into the war against Japan shortly after the defeat o

f Germany.
Mr. O’KonsKI. In September 1944, when 250,000 Poles of the Pol
ish underground were slaughtered in Warsaw and Joe Stalin had his
army perched for 90 days waiting while they were slaughtered, and
would not move an inch forward, i. kept his military agreement with

u
s pretty well then, too; did he not?
Mr. HARRIMAN. That Warsaw uprising was one of the very great
tragedies.
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Mr. O'KoNSKI. That was at the height of the Normandy invasion.
That is when we needed him most. And he sat on his hands. So, he
certainly did not keep his military agreement.
Mr. HARRIMAN. #. did not move until early in 1945. Whether,
militarily, he could have crossed the Vistula or not, I do not know.
Mr. O'KoNSKI. Do you still think, Ambassador, that Russia would
ever make any military maneuver that would benefit the United States
of America, or that she would make a military maneuver only if it
benefited Joe Stalin?
Mr. HARRIMAN. Of all the men I have ever known, Mr. Stalin is the
most hard-boiled individual and always considers everything from
his own standpoint.

Mr. O'KoNski. I have just a few more questions here.
The thing that I am driving at here is: As I view this whole set-up,
Ambassador, there is no question in my mind that you boys were y

to give Stalin anything he asked for. The thing that I am most glad
about is that Stalin did not know that. If he had known how ready
you boys were to give up and give in, he could have asked not only for
free elections in Poland but he could have forced u

s

to sign a
n agree

ment that we would have free elections in the United States of Amer
ica, the way he wanted it

.

That is how anxious we were to g
o along

with him.
Mr. HARRIMAN. Wait a minute, I must have exception to that.
President Roosevelt was trying to get Stalin's agreement about the
treatment o

f

the countries which would be occupied o
r

were occupied

b
y

the Red army, where we would be unable to exercise any influence
or force. And there were no concessions made at Yalta. The conces
sions—if you want to call them such—were basically made b

y

Stalin.
The great tragedy o

f

Yalta was that Stalin did not keep his agree
ments. Eastern Europe would b

e

free today if he '' kept those
agreements.

In other words, what I am trying to tell you is that the situation was
one where Stalin dominated eastern Europe. That was not the situ
ation which we created. That was the situation which was created by
the war.
Mr. O'KoNSKI. Here was a Polish general, Sikorski. He was look
ing for somewhere in the neighborhood of 15,000 Polish officers. All

o
f
a sudden they find the graves o
f

these officers, and it is announced

to the world, unfortunately, by the Gefmans.

Is it not only humane and natural on General Sikorski's part that
he, a

s
a£ a great country, first had the courage to resist Nazi

aggression by force and, being least prepared, that it should only be

natural for him to say “why£ we get an international body like
the Red Cross to come over here and investigate what happened to

our Officers?”

But then that gives the Russians the reason for severing diplomatic
relations with them. And then our President writes a letter of
apology to Joe Stalin that he acted rather without reason; that “It

is too bad that he acted in that way, but won’t you please, Mr. Stalin,

a
t

least talk to Sikorski once in a while?” -

Can you imagine anything so ridiculous a
s that'' and goingto the point where our President actually apologizes because he asks
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for that investigation? Would you not say that was downright
appeasement? - -

-

Mr. HARRIMAN. I will tell you what General Sikorski himself told
me: That he was ill at the time; that if he had not been ill he would
not have made that particular proposal. He certainly would have
followed u

p
with the Russians the question o

f investigation o
f

this
case. But all I can tell you is that was his view.
Mr. O'KONSKI. As to these reports that you sent in, Ambassador,
you daughter Kathleen's and Melby's, were those sent in a

t your own
initiative?
Mr. HARRIMAN. My own initiative.
Chairman MADDEN. Might I interrupt here a moment?
Mr. Harriman, I will hand you what we will mark for identification
“Exhibit 24,” which is a telegram from Moscow, dated January 25,
1944, to the Secretary o

f

State in Washington, signed “Harriman,”
and I will ask you if you can identify the same?
Mr. HARRIMAN. Yes. -

Chairman MADDEN. That will be received for the record.
(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit 24” for identifica
tion and is as follows:)

ExHIBIT 24–TELEGRAM FROM UNITED STATES EMBASSY, MOSCOW, JANUARY 25, 1944
[Telegram]

Moscow, January 25, 1944.
SECRETARY OF STATE,
- Washington.

(For President and Secretary—strictly confidential.)
Member of Embassy staff and my daughter have returned from trip Smolensk
with British and American correspondents. While there they were shown evi
dence being collected by special commission to investigate German shooting of
captured Polish officers in Katyn Forest close to Smolensk.
None of party was able to judge scientific evidence of autopsies which were
performed in their presence. Moreover, they were not permitted to make inde
pendent investigations except for formal questioning o

f

few witnesses made
available. Correspondents filed reports telling what they saw without express
ing opinions, but for some reason censor has held up these stories. The general
evidence and testimony are inconclusive, but Kathleen and Embassy staff mem
ber believe probability massacre perpetrated by Germans.
Appears Soviets conducting very detailed examination each body by autopsy
and by examination clothing, remaining personal effects, and papers. Evidence
which made greatest impression to strengthen Russian case was:
(One) Most soldiers exhumed to date were enlisted men rather than officers,
as Germans claimed.
(Two) Methodical method of execution, each having been killed by One shot at
base of Skull.
(Three) Dates of papers exhibited from November 1940 to June 1941.
(Four) Testimony by witnesses re unsuccessful attempt to evacuate Poles at
time of German breakthrough to Smolensk and re Poles engaged road work in
area for Russians and Germans in 1941.

HARRIMAN.

Mr. O'KONSKI. These reports, Ambassador, were sent on your own
initiative; were they?

-

Mr. HARRIMAN. Yes. I asked my daughter and assigned Mr. Melby

to go there.
Mr. O'KoNSKI. The reason why I ask that is that it leads up to the
second question I have. -

All during this time that you were the Ambassador, there were some
15,000 Polish officers murdered, and our Government here in Wash
ington did not show enough interest to request you to find the essential



THE KATYN FOREST MASSACRE 2125.

facts concerning the case; is that correct? . Not once were you com;
municated with for information. They did not care what happened
to those officers; did they? - - -

Mr. HARRIMAN. I cannot say they did not care, but it is a fact they
did not ask me to do it

. I assume they did not think I had any means
of finding out how it occurred.
Mr. O'KoNSKI. If the answer is not that they did not care, the other
answer is that they were so afraid they might learn the truth about
who murdered them that again they might get afraid o

f

that great
big thing; that Joe Stalin might get mad at us and make a separate
peace with Hitler. -

Mr. HARRIMAN. I don't think that would be the case at all. I never
saw any evidence o

f

that. There was a constant effort on the part o
f

the United States Government to protect the interests o
f

the Poles
insofar as it was possible to do so.
Mr. O'KoNSKI. In that report, as you said, you were more or less
inclined to believe that the Germans were guilty o

f

the crime; were
you not?
Mr. HARRIMAN. You see, I did not express any personal opinion. I

sent the reports on as they were given to me, and I expressed n
o per

sonal view. I sent it on for such value that it would have.
Mr. O'KoNSKI. I want to say I respect your honesty in regard to

that, because being over there and being on one side o
f

the controversy,
seeing the one side, you might be mistaken. That, in my judgment,
does not condemn you in any way.
Mr. HARRIMAN. Or my daughter or Mr. Melby. They went and
saw it

,

and many o
f

the other correspondents. It was the only evi
dence that they had, and it was such a plausible idea that the Germans
had started this thing in order to create difficulty among the Allies
that I think it was a natural thing to draw the conclusions they did.

If you notice, I did not express any opinion. I simply sent it on

for what it was worth.
Mr. O'KONSKI. Let me ask you this further question: Your being

in there and getting their side o
f
it and, naturally, seeing only their

demonstration and their propaganda, I can see how that kind of re
port would be made.
Do you think differently now, from what you did then?
Mr. HARRIMAN. I ''over the preliminary report of your com
mittee, and it certainly appears as if the preponderant evidence show
at the Russians did it.
Mr. O'KoNSKI. In your negotiations all the way down the line, and
particularly a

t Yalta, was there any information o
f any kind given

to you by briefing officers o
f

our State Department, o
r G-2, orMilitary

Intelligence? Was there any information given to you, for example,

to the effect that, well, to mention a few names, in Moscow the Russians
had Giorgi Dimitrov ready to g

o

over into Bulgaria, they had Klement
Gottwald in Moscow all£ to go and take over£
they had Thorez ready to take over France, which he did not; they had
Togliatti and Luigi Longo al

l

ready to take over Italy, and they had
Joseph Broz, commonly known as Tito, waiting in Moscow, all ready

to go over and take over Yugoslavia; they had£ Pauker all ready
to take over Rumania?

93744–52–pt. 7–-20
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At the time of Yalta, these people were already in school and
developed. They had the traitor Bronislaw Beirut, who turned out to
be the man they set up to take over Poland.
Was not there any intelligence service of any kind that relayed
that information to you people when the Yalta Conference took place?
Mr. HARRIMAN. We had no information of the kind you speak of.
There was no way to get it in Moscow.
Mr. O'KONSKI. It was available, because I read it in December
1944 in a book written by Earl Browder, in a little pamphlet entitled
“Life Begins at Tehran.” It was all there.
Mr. HARRIMAN. I did not see it.
I was frankly concerned, and it was recorded in Forrestal’s book
that I was concerned over the aggressive intentions of the Soviet
Union, and that I felt we should do everything we could to help
strengthen Western Europe, or else we would find Western Europe in
the hands of the Communists. That is recorded in Mr. Forrestal’s
book, and it is

,

a
s I recall, what I said to many people at that time.

But, as to the details o
f

who was being trained for what, I do not
recall having that detailed information. But I was gravely concerned

a
t

that time that they would attempt, through subversion, to take over
the countries o

f

Western Europe, and that, with the bad economic
conditions, it was important for us to assist the western European
countries a

s

much a
s possible to reestablish their economic life.

Mr. O'KONSKI. To show you what difficulties you encountered to

get that kind o
f briefing and that type of information which I feel

you should have had, would you be interested in knowing that in G–2
that type o

f

information was being developed, and just as soon as it

was developed along those lines that the Communists had designs and
plans along all those countries the men who wrote that report were
called in b

y

the head o
f

G-2 and they were told that they were too
anti-Soviet and they had better start writing different articles if they
wanted to keep their jobs?
Mr. HARRIMAN. I had no knowledge of that whatsoever because my
statements to my Government and also some background information
which I gave to the press were in the opposite direction: that we must

b
e

o
n our guard and help the western countries against Communist

subversion in those countries.
That was based on my general knowledge o

f

the situation, and I do
not recall knowing o

f

the individuals in different places, although
we did have knowledge, o

f course, o
f

some o
f

the Communists in

France and in Italy who already were working.
Mr. O'KoNSKI. I agree with you on this point to a degree, Ambassa
dor. Strength alone does not mean anything. hen were we
stronger than in 1945, when you men were a

t Yalta? We had the
greatest Army in the world; we had the greatest Air Force in the
world; w

e

had the greatest Navy in the world. We were sitting o
n

top o
f

the world. e had more than the rest o
f

the world put to
gether, ready to go, while you men were a
t

Yalta. Yet Stalin almost£ and pants off our men a
t Yalta. It shows that strength
oes not mean much a
t

all. There must be truth, courage, and honor.
Mr. HARRIMAN. We must remember that Yalta was just after the
conclusion o

f

the Battle o
f

the Bulge. General MacArthur entered
Manila, I think, in one of the early days of the conference. The
bloody battles o

f

Iwo Jima and Okinawa were still to come, and no
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one knew how long it would take to win the war against Japan. Esti
mates were made as high as 18 months after the defeat of Germany.
We were still right in the midst of the battle to win the war in Europe,
and there was£d very difficult fighting, in the view of our military,
as far as Japan was concerned.
Those are the realities of the atmosphere of Yalta. It is hard to
recapture those thoughts because so quickly did Germany collapse and
so quickly did Japan collapse thereafter. But those were the views of
the military advisers which President Roosevelt had at that time;
and, therefore, the military'' of the Soviet Union was oneof prime importance to conclude the war in both sides of the world
with the minimum loss of American life. - - -

Mr. O'KoNSKI. Do you go along with the impression that I have:
that this Katyn massacre is in the position that it is today because
of our policy of not trying to create #"will toward Soviet Russia, and
that is why it was hidden from the people of the world and the people
of America?
Mr. HARRIMAN. Of course, I was in Moscow during that time. All
the information about it was in the press. I have no knowledge of
where our Government hid it.
Mr. O'KONSKI. That is all.
Chairman MADDEN. Mr. Machrowicz?
Mr. MACHRowICz., Mr. Harriman, at the time you sent that message
toWashington relating the findings of Miss Harriman and Mr. Melby,
did you make any inquiry as to the findings of the 9 or 10 American
correspondents who went with Mr. Melby and Miss Harriman?
Mr. HARRIMAN. I suppose I talked to them. That is 9 years ago.I do not remember the detailed talks, but I rather recall that most of
them had about the same attitude as the reports of my daughter and
Mr. Melby.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. For your information, Imight state that Mr. Cas
sidy testified before this committee and said that, outside of Mr. Melby
and Miss Harriman, they all had the conviction that the Russians were
guilty. That is a part of the condition. I was wondering how that
pörtion of findings was not included in your report to Washington.
Mr. HARRIMAN. I do not recall. It is up to the committee to ask
each one of them. But I know they all felt the same way: that there
was no conclusive evidence.

Mr. MACHRowicz. Mr. Cassidy testified it was quite obviously a£ they all had the impression that the Russians
were the guilty party. And it rather occurs to me that it is rather
unusual that that was not included in your report.
Mr. HARRIMAN. I do not recall the conversations, and I do not want
to quote anybody because I do not recall talking to them. But I have
a general recollection that all of them felt that it was staged, includ
ing my daughter and Mr. Melby, but that—a number of them, I think,#' correctly—on balance it was probably a German atrocity.
Mr. MACHROwICZ. W. was not that contained in your report to
W.#' ?r. HARRIMAN. I do not recall why it was not. I do not know
that. Because correspondents were interested in filing a story of what
they had seen; which they did. That was their objective. I did not
know that I had any right to ask them what their opinions were.
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Mr. MACHRowICz. I would like to complete the record regarding
the matter I brought up previously.I asked you whether or not you had any recollection of the fact
that the British objected to omitting the word “provisional” from the
title of the Government set-up in June 1945 in Poland, as provided in
the Yalta agreement. I said that at that time you consented to hav
ing the word “provisional” stricken out and that the Poles—I am
speaking of the Moscow Poles now, of course-concurred with you:I now have your message of June 23, 1945, in which you yourself
state that Clark Kerr received his instructions from the British Gov
ernment to object to the word “provisional.”
Subsequently you consented to having the word “provisional”
stricken from the record. I would like to show you this message of
June 23, and ask if that will refresh your memory as to that portion
of the discussions.
I might state that we have just received this instrument today. It
has not been paraphrased yet; so I do not want to put it into the
record at this time.
(NoTE.—The documents referred to have been paraphrased and
appear in the appendix of this record.)
Mr. HARRIMAN. I want to point out that they were supported by
Mikolajczyk and other Poles to provide for the elimination of the
word “provisional.”
Mr. MACHRowICz. I concur with you that Mr. Beirut and Mr.
Mikolajczyk agreed to that.
Of course, Beirut was Stalin's representative; was he not?
Mr. HARRIMAN. Yes. Certainly.
Paraphrasing it

,
it says:

This subject came up in discussion between Mr. Wishinsky and myself that
afternoon, and Wishinsky agreed that the word should be retained. In spite of
that agreement, Molotov supported Beirut. Clark Kerr Supported my position.

I was arguing.

Then I said “It would b
e impossible for me to get any answer for

a
t

least 4
8

hours. I asked Beirut to accept the title as laid down by the
decisions in Crimea.”
Mr. MACHROWICZ. Of course he said “No.”?
Mr. HARRIMAN. No; he agreed. But he had a further proposal, that
the new government, after it had been organized, should take the
matter up with the three governments for elimination o

f

this word
“proposal.” To this Molotov agreed.
Then I also explained that the decisions in Crimea would not have
been carried out until free elections had been held to establish a per
manent government.

Mr. MACHRowicz. That is right. But the word “Provisional” was

to be left out of the title o
f

the government; was it not?
Mr. HARRIMAN. I indicated that I was not holding out any hope
that my Government would favor the elimination o
f

the word.

It is a very long telegram. I showed that I was strongly against
any changes from the Yalta agreement, which was insisting on pledges
from the new Polish Government in regard to holding free elections
and the other details in regard to setting up the government, and
that our Ambassador should go to Moscow o

r'w': just as quickly

a
s possible to see things carried out.
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Mr. MACHRowicz. The word “Provisional” was to be stricken out
of the title of the government; am I right?
Mr. HARRIMAN. No. I objected to it. You can see that there.
Mr. MACHRowicz. You objected to it originally, but you finally
did agree to it

;
did you not?

Mr. HARRIMAN. I don’t think I did. I read that rather quickly.

I said I could not give an answer to it under 48 hours, or something
like that.
Mr. MACHRowicz. We will have that put in the record subsequently.
Mr. HARRIMAN. When you get that paraphrased, you can put it in

the record.

It sounded to me when I read it as if I was firmer than the British
Ambassador.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. That is all.
Chairman MADDEN. Mr. Sheehan.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Mr. Harriman, I have a couple of questions I would
like to put to you.
Mr. HARRIMAN. Yes, sir.
Mr. SHEEHAN. With reference to the Yalta agreement, will you
agree that we had a moral responsibility to see that there were free
elections in Poland?
Mr. HARRIMAN. I certainly do.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Did we attempt to send any observers, or anybody,

tomake sure they had free elections?
Mr. HARRIMAN. We sent our Ambassador there as he had already
been appointed, as I recall it, and he was awaiting arrival there. It

took him some time to get there. I was rather disturbed over the delay

o
f

his getting there. -

Mr. SHEEHAN. Did he get there before or after the elections?
Mr. HARRIMAN. He got there long before the elections. I think

h
e

# there early in August. I was anxious for him to arrive earlylim eju IV.
#Surenas. The second thought I would like to present to you

is this: We, in the committee here, after having seen the disappearance

o
f

all these different types o
f documents, after having seen the hiding

o
f

documents, have been informed b
y

members o
f G-2, the Army

intelligence, that there was a pro-Russian core in the Army intelli
gence in which they contributed to the disappearance o

f
a lot o
f

documents.

Do you think, in the light of all these various things, that there
existed in our Government either Communist forces or Communist
sympathizers who had something to do to overemphasize this fear o

f

Russia that was being built up in our country?
Mr. HARRIMAN. I do not think there were any Communist sympa
thizers. I have no knowledge of what went on in G–2.I had, of course, constant relationships during the war with Gen
eral Marshall and Admiral King when I came home, and also, of

course, in the early days when I was in London in the various con
ferences; but I saw no evidence of any Communist infiltration into
the Army, or any£ in our Government.Mr. SHEEHAN. During the war you saw no such evidence?
Mr. HARRIMAN. I saw none; no.
Mr. SHEEHAN. You admit there has been some?
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Mr. HARRIMAN. The Alger Hiss case stands on its own evidence and
conviction.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Did President Roosevelt at any time give any specific
instructions to you while you were in Moscow, before you went there,
or at any time at all, about playing down the Russian aims?
Mr. HARRIMAN. None whatsoever. My basic mission there was to
help keep Russia an effective ally fighting for us in the defeat of
Germany and early entry to help in the defeat of Japan.
But President Roosevelt wanted to begin very early in trying to
develop with the Russians a basis on which peace might be maintained.
And, of course, it was for those reasons, with which you are familiar,
the various undertakings, that various people induced the Russians to
sign commitments which they later violated.
Although I was involved in the mission that had to do with helping
to supply the Russians as early as September 1941, I went to Russia
as President Roosevelt's representative when Mr. Churchill talked
with Stalin on the strategic side of the war.
My first discussions about the future relations with the Soviet Union
were at the Moscow Conference, where, if you will recall, there was a
Moscow Declaration which reaffirmed the agreement on the part of the
Soviet Union to cooperate in all of the high principles which later
became adopted in the Charter of the United Nations.
But consistently through the war, by diplomacy, we were able to
et commitments from Stalin on their behavior after the war, and those
in the political field they have consistently refused to honor.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Who set our basic foreign policy during the war?
Was that Mr. Roosevelt?
Mr. HARRIMAN. Mr. Roosevelt did, in consultation with Mr. Hull.
And, of course, as far as the military operations were concerned, he
was in constant contact with the military advisers, Mr. Stimson, Mr.
Knox, and, of course, Joint Chiefs of Staff; Admiral Leahy, who was
his own personal chief of staff.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Who was the final authority?
Mr. HARRIMAN. Mr. Roosevelt.
Mr. Hopkins was in theWhite House as Assistant to the President
and was involved.
Mr. SHEEHAN. How do you mean “involved”? Was he setting
policies, too?
Mr. HARRIMAN. No, sir. He was an adviser to the President in see
ing that the President's policies were carried out. He was Chairman
of the Munitions Assignments Board. He was very active in the
supply question.
r. MITCHELL. I would like to ask you one question there.
Mr. HARRIMAN. May I say Mr. Hopkins played a very effective role
in getting action for prosecution of the war.
Mr. MITCHELL. As you know, Mr. Harriman, one of the obligations
of this committee is to search for the missing Van Vliet report. That
report was made to Maj. Gen. Clayton Bissell on May 22, 1945, deliv
ered to him personally, personally labeled by him “Top secret.” At
the same time, you had gone to the President and asked him to send
Harry Hopkins to Moscow specifically in connection with the 16
leaders who were then in prison, which was admitted by Molotov.
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Now, what would the reaction have been at the United Nations and
throughout the world if the Van Vliet report, given by an American
Army officer, who was neutral and impartial, who had visited the
graves in 1943 and who stated in that report that the Soviets had com
mitted this atrocity; what would the result have been at that time, as
far as the 16 leaders are concerned and as far as the United Nations is
concerned? That is asked for an opinion answer, sir. -

Mr. HARRIMAN. That is a rather difficult question to answer as to
just what effect it would have. The actions of the Soviets in so many
directions are cruel and ruthless, and this would have shocked every
one, no doubt. I cannot put myself back exactly to what the reaction
would have been. There were a series of£ by the Russians,
from our standpoint, beginning with the Ribbentrop treaty, that it
would have£ , to further distrust of the Soviets.
My own views are well known. I was full of distrust of the Soviets
at that time.
Mr. PUCINSKI. I have one short question.
In your telegram of January 25 of 1944, which is already in the
record as exhibit 24, you stated that correspondents filed reports tell
ing what they saw, without expressing opinions, but that, for some
reason, the censor held up the stories. Now, subsequent to this tele
gram, did you ever find out why these stories were held up by the
censor?

Mr. HARRIMAN. I do not recall. They were let out, as I recall it,

in a couple o
f days. They were often held up. I do not recall why

they held it up.
Mr. PUCINSKI. I can tell you Mr. Cassidy testified before this com
mittee and said these stories were held up because on the way back
from Katyn these American correspondents pointed out this situation

to the Soviets. The Soviets had claimed that these men, these officers,
had been murdered in September 1941. These correspondents asked
the Soviet officers on the train if these men were murdered in Septem
ber o

f

1941, why had most o
f

them been buried with overcoats on
when the temperatures in that area, a

t

that time, range somewhere
between 6

5 and 75 degrees. The Soviets were stunned with that ques
tion. They did not know just exactly what to answer and it took
them several days to figure out an answer. Their answer was that
they moved up the execution period from September to December 1

,

1941.
Had vou ever heard that in Moscow?
Mr. MAN. I may have known it. I do not recall it. That
was 9 years ago.
Mr. PUCINSKI. I have no further questions.
Chairman MADDEN. Are there any further questions?

w: Harriman, we are very thankful to you for your testimony hereaV.
#. HARRIMAN. I appreciate the'' of appearing beforeyou and the courtesy o

f you and all the other gentlemen o
f

the com
mittee.

Chairman MADDEN. Thank you.
Mrs. Mortimer, will you come up, please?
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TESTIMONY OF KATHLEEN HARRIMAN MORTIMER,

NEW YORK, N. Y.

Chairman MADDEN. Will you raise your right hand and be sworn,
Please?|
Do you solemnly swear to tell the truth, the whole truth, and nothing
but the truth, so help you God?
Mrs. MoRTIMER. I do.
Chairman MADDEN. Please state your full name.
Mrs. MoRTIMER. Kathleen Harriman Mortimer.
Chairman MADDEN. And your address?
Mrs. MoRTIMER. 149 East Seventy-third Street, New York City.
Chairman MADDEN. You may proceed, Mr. Counsel.
Mr. MITCHELL. Mrs. Mortimer, I believe you have a copy of your
report there on this subject; have you not?
Mrs. MORTIMER. I do.
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Chairman, I would now like to put in the record
exhibit 25.
Chairman MADDEN. I now present to you a document entitled “En
closure No. 2 to Dispatch No. 207,” dated February 23, 1944, from
American Embassy, Moscow.
We will mark this “Exhibit 25.”
Mr. MITCHELL. I would like the record to show also that the enclo
sure No. 1 attached thereto isMr. John Melby's report.
(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit 25” for identifica
tion and is as follows. Enclosure No. 2 is Mrs. Mortimer's report and
enclosure No. 1 is Mr. Melby's report:)

ExHIBIT 25—AMBASSADOR HARRIMAN'S COVERING LETTER FORWARDING REPORTS ON
THEIR VISITS TO KATYN BY MR HARRIMAN’S DAUGHTER AND AN EMBASSY
ATTACHE IN JANUARY 1944

(The two reports also constitute part of this exhibit)

EMBASSY OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Moscow, February 23, 1944.

No. 207
Subject: Investigation by Soviet Authorities of the Massacre of Polish Soldiers
in the Katyn Forest, near Smolensk.
Secret

The Honorable the SECRETARY OF STATE,
Washington, D. C.

SIR: I have the honor to refer to my secret telegram No. 247 of January 25,
7 p. m., concerning the activities of the Special Commission to Establish and
Investigate the Circumstances of the Shooting by the German Fascist Invaders
of Captive Polish Officers in the Katyn Woods. On January 21–23, 1944, the
foreign correspondents in Moscow made a trip to Smolensk to witness the pro
ceedings of the Commission: The correspondents were accompanied by my daugh
ter, Kathleen, and Mr. John F. Melby, Third Secretary of the Embassy. I am
enclosing copies of their memoranda containing their observations on this trip.I am also enclosing a copy of the January 29, 1944, Moscow News which contains
an abridged version of the formal report of the Commission.

Respectfully yours,
WILLIAM AVERELL HARRIMAN.

File No. 711.6.
Enclosures: 1–2–3–/ as stated.



THE KATYN FOREST MASSACRE 2133

REPORT WRITTEN BY MRs. KATHLEEN HARRIMAN MoRTIMER AFTER VISITING KATYN
IN JANUARY 1944

[Enclosure No. 2 to Despatch No. 207 dated :* 23, 1944, from American Embassy,oscow

On January 23, 1944 members of the foreign press were taken to Smolensk to
get first hand the evidence compiled by the Commission on the Katyn incident.
The party was shown the graves in the Katyn Rorest and witnessed post
mortems of the corpses. As no member was in a position to evaluate the scientific
evidence given, it had to be accepted at its face value.
The testimonial evidence provided by the Commission and witnesses was
minute in detail and by American standards petty. We were expected to accept
the statements of the high ranking Soviet officials as true, because they said it
Was true.
Despite this it is my opinion that the Poles were murdered by the Germans.
The most convincing evidence to uphold this was the methodical manner in which
the job was done, something the Commission thought not sufficiently important
to stress. They were more interested in the medical evidence as conclusive
proof and the minute circumstantial evidence surrounding the crime.
Following is a description of what we saw and most particularly the manner
in which the story was presented.

1. Inspection of Katyn Forest graves

The Katyn Forest turned out to be small unspectacular little wood, sparsely
filled with young trees, the bigger ones having been apparently chopped down
by the Germans. The soil was orange and very sandy.
To date the Commission has found seven graves in all-six in the general area
called Goat Hill, about the size of an acre, and one more several hundred yards
away. They are still looking for more graves and expect to find from twelve to
fifteen thousand bodies in all.
The senior member of the Medical Committee, Burdenko, took us around each
and every grave—asked that we scrutinize each detail. He willing answered
every question put to him of medical bearing and was most helpful.
On the basis of a meticulous post mortem of seven hundred corpses we were
given the following information.
1. The corpses were Poles—the majority enlisted men with no rank badges,
but some officers. Where, as the privates ranged from twenty-five to thirty, the
officers were considerably older—forty-five to fifty years.
2. The majority of the corpses were dressed in topcoats, had long underwear.
Those wearing just tunics had sweaters.
3. The pockets of the uniforms had been ripped and their documents taken
out—except for a few that apparently had been missed.
4. On the basis of a thorough autopsy, the doctor stated that the bodies had
been in the ground about two years—certainly not four. We were told that
although sandy soil in a dry climate tends to mummify bodies, the soil in Katyn
is damp hence had no preservative qualities.
5. Two graves had the bodies laid out meticulously in rows three deep, the top
row being about three meters from the surface. Each one of these corpses had
a metal tag-(put on by the Germans when they themselves dug up the bodies
in the spring of 1943). The other graves had either six or eight layers of bodies
thrown in helter-skelter—the pockets of these soldiers had been ripped.
6. Each corpse bore the markings of a single wound made either by a 7.65
mm. bullet or a 9.00 mm. bullet that entered the head at the base of the
skull and came out at the top of the forehead. We saw enough skulls to see
that the wounds were all identical, except that a very few had received two
bullet wounds instead of just one. To date no body wounds have been found.
In fact the corpses were all proclaimed to be in “good physical condition”. The
minority of the corpses had their hands tied. We were told that the bullets
had been fired at close range from an “automatic weapon”.
7. Evidence that the bodies were little more than two years old was on the
basis of the following information. Some skulls still had hair, at any rate
epidermis; the internal organs, though considerably flattened and shrunken, were:
Only partly decayed; the liver and spleen green. There was still firm colored meat
On the thighs.
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The autopsies were conducted in heated tents by teams each headed by a
qualified doctor with several assistants, including a secretary who took page long
notes On each case.

Two. Evidence given by Atrocity Commission
We had two meetings with the members of the “Special Commission to Estab
lish and Investigate the Circumstances of the Shooting by the German Fascist
Invaders of Captive Polish Officers in the Katyn Wood,” The first, during the
afternoon, lasted three hours. We were read prepared statements and allowed to
ask questions. Besides a detailed story of the sequence of events, we were told
the substance of data collected from witnesses, much of which was repeated ver
batim by the witnesses later on that night. Alexey Tolstoy, a member of the
Commission, was of greatest assistance. Some questions we asked required
information not on hand. He had it for us by night. In the main during this
session our questions were answered willingly.
Our Second meeting Was conducted in the same room. This time there were
Klieg lights and movies and photos were taken throughout the proceedings. The
Committee sat along a long table covered by red baize at One end of the room,
the press were strung along a similar table down one side. Witnesses sat
directly opposite the Committee and were brought in one at a time. Aside from
the photographer and One Stenographer, there was no one else present.
At first the Committee refused to interrupt the testimonies for translation, but
when the members of the press objected they agreed with, some lack of grace.
During the testimony the committee chatted and whispered between themselves
and most didn’t appear to listen. We were told we could question any witness,
through the Committee, but the questions appeared to annoy them though not
apparently due to their substance. Only one question was called irrelevant
and not answered—the present job of one of the witnesses. Tolstoy later gave
it to us.
The witnesses themselves were very well rehearsd, and they appeared subdued
rather than nervous, their pieces having been learned by heart. Only the girl had
an air Of Self-aSSurance.
When the last witness had been heard general questions were asked, some of
import to the Katyn Incident, others not. Shortly, however, the representatives
of the Foreign Office Press Department got up and said we'd better break up as
our train was due to leave shortly. I got the distinct impression that the Com
mittee was relieved. They had been told to put on a show for us—the show
was over—and they did not want to be bothered any further. The meeting
broke up without any informal chatting.

3. Members of Commission
-

(1) N. N. Burdenko, Member of U. S. S. R. Academy of Sciences.
(2) Alexei Tolstoy.
(3) Metropolitan Nikolai of Kiev, Galovski and the Ukraine Republic.
(4) Lieutenant General A. S. Gunderov, Chairman of the Pan-Slav Commission.
(5) S. A. Kolesnikov, Chairman of U. S. S. R. Red Cross and Red Crescent.
(6) V. P. Potemkin, Commissar of Education of the R. S. F. S. R.
(7) Colonel General E. I. Smirnov, Chief of Central Medical Service Admin
istration of the Red Army.
(8) R. E. Melnikov, Chairman of Smolensk Regional Executive Committee.
The above-mentioned arrived at Smolensk “a few days” after the Germans
evacuated Smolensk on September 25, 1943, to look into various German atrocities
committed in the Smolensk region. The Committee did not start to investigate
the Katyn graves until January 16, 1944. The reason given was that they had
other atrocities to investigate first. We were given no information about these
other atrocities, except the statement that 135,000 Russians and Jews had been
killed in the Smolensk area. Presumably it is significant that Russians didn’t
think the Katyn graves were worth bothering about until after Polish-Soviet
relations again became a big issue.
On January 16 the Commission's scientific experts opened up the Katyn graves,
exhumed bodies and started meticulous postmortems on each body. Simultane
ously, other members of the Commission questioned witnesses of the crime and
compiled the evidence of the witnesses, and documented all papers found on
corpses.
As a result of the work and exhumation of 700 bodies out of an estimated total
of 12,000 the Commission reach the following conclusions:
1. Between August and September 1941 the Germans killed Polish prisoners
of war on Goat Hill (one area of the Katyn Forest);



THE KATYN FOREST MASSACRE 2135

2. Later in the Spring of 1943, feeling their position unstable, the Germans
hastily covered up evidence of their crime;
3. For this purpose the Germans:
(a) Re-opened graves on Goat Hill.
(b) Tortured witnesses into giving evidence that the Russians murdered
the Poles.
(c) Dug up other bodies of Poles murdered elsewhere and brought them
to the Katyn Forest and buried them there.

4. The Commission's story
(1) Position of Polish Prisoners of War Prior to German Invasion. After the
Russo-Polish campaign 2,932 Polish soldiers, mostly officers, were evacuated to
Siberia. The rest were put in three camps: one thirty-five kilometers West of
Smolensk on the Moscow-Minsk highway, a second, twenty-five kilometers west
of Smolensk on the Smolensk-Vitebsk highway, and a third, forty-five kilometers
West of Smolensk in the Krasnenskoye area. (This information was supplied
at our asking by Tolstoy.)
The Polish prisoners of war were brought to the above camps back in 1939.
They were employed by the Soviets for work on the roads and when the Russo
German war began, the Polish prisoners remained in the West Smolensk province
and continued their work digging and building roads.
With a sudden tank thrust, the Germans suddenly broke through to Smolensk
on July 15–16. The question immediately arose how should the Polish prisoners
be evacuated. The Commission told us, and their testimony was later upheld
by a witness, Ivanov, the station master of Gnezdov railway (village outside
Smolensk) that in mid-July 1941 Ivanov received a phone call from the Admin
istrator of the Polish prisoners of war camps asking that he provide empty
railway cars in which to evacuate the Polish prisoners. He had none, but tried
to get some from the Smolensk station. The Commission told us that railway
cars could not be provided from Smolensk because that section of the railway
running between Smolensk and Gnezdov was already under artillery fire. Fur
thermore, the Soviet Government “had to reconcile itself to the fact that even
the local inhabitants could not be evacuated. So, due to artillery fire along the
railway and lack of box cars, the Polish prisoners of war, along with the native
population, had to remain in this district.”
After the arrival of the Germans, the Poles remained in their prison camps.
A number of witnesses testified (we did not hear any) that the Poles continued
to do road repair work for the Germans. When autumn came, all ditches were
cleared and the mud taken away. (Here it was made clear to us that there
wasn’t any more useful work for the Poles to do.)
We were then told that although many witnesses confirmed that for a short
time the Polish prisoners remained in the Smolensk region, no witness had yet
been found who saw any Pole after September 1941.
(2) How atrocity was committed: The Katyn Forest is situated fifteen kilo
meters outside of Smolensk and during peacetime was the favorite Sunday pick
nicking ground for the Smolensk population. One section of Katyn Forest is
known as Goat Hill. Here the NKVD had a datcha which they used for a rest
home. The Smolensk population were allowed to walk freely through the NKVD
property, but when the Germans arrived the whole Katyn Forest area was sur
rounded by barbed wire; sentries were stationed at all road entrances and signs
posted saying to the effect that any trespasser would be shot at sight. The NKVD
datcha was taken over by the Germans and used as headquarters for the 537th
“Construction Battalion.”
This headquarters employed three girls from the neighboring village of Borok.
All £e have given evidence on what happened and we heard one of the girlstestify.
Thirty German officers and noncommissioned officers lived in the datcha.
They got up late in the morning, ate well, etc. The servants did not live in, but
were escorted to and from the main road by guards and were not allowed to
clean the bedrooms except when a guard was present.
We heard one girl testify (Anna Mihailovna Alexeyeva) that towards the end
of August 1941 she and the other girls noted that often opened and closed cars
and trucks could be heard turning off the highway at the Goat Hill entrance.
When this happened invariably the Germans in the datcha would go out into the
woods. About ten minutes later single shots, fired at regular intervals, would be
heard. When the shots ceased the officers, accompanied by German noncom
missioned officers and enlisted men driving empty trucks, would return to the
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datcha. Always on these days the bath house water was heated. The men went
directly to the baths and returned to be served a “particularly tasty meal” plus
double the usual hard liquor ration. The girl Said on these days the Soldiers
seemed noisier than usual and talked more. Once Alexeyeva was asked to wash
off fresh blood from One of the noncommissioned officers’ sleeves.
We were told that “the girls guessed without difficulty that the Germans living
in the datcha were engaged in killing.” The Commission asked witness
Alexeyeva how she guessed it was Poles, not Russians, who were being killed.
She answered readily that One day she was Ordered to return home early even
though her work was not yet finished. She was escorted to the main Smolensk
Vitebsk road as usual. En route to her village she noticed some German sentries
and Polish prisoners walking along the highway. She recognized the Poles by
their characteristic cap. The group turned off at the Goat Hill entrance.
Alexeyeva hid in the bushes and waited and soon heard the familiar shots, one
after another.
Another day one girl heard noises near the datcha and looked out and saw two
Poles hovering around under guard. She was ordered back into the kitchen, but
her “feminine curiosity” got the best of her. She went back to the window and
saw the Poles were being led away into the woods. Soon after two single shots
were heard.
Alexeyeva said that walking down the side road to the highway each day she
frequently noticed German soldiers digging sand heaps. These grew as time
went on. Once she asked her Sentry what was going On. The reply was, “we
are digging dugouts.” The Commission was asked to ask Alexeyeva if she ever
noticed any odd smell around Goat Hill and she said “no.”
During this whole period the Germans were combing the countryside for
Poles—tracking them down. We were told that numerous inhabitants have
confirmed these searches. In particular, the Metropolitan told us about the state
ment of one Father Oblobin, priest at Kuprino, a village in the neighborhood
of Katyn Forest. Prior to the German invasion he had been priest at the village
of Katyn, but the Germans tore down his house and he moved to Kuprino. The
Metropolitan told us that Oblobin was able to give particularly valuable informa
tion due to his contact with his parishioners. Oblobin had told him that during
August 1951 there was much talk among the parishioners about the Poles. Many
people reported seeing groups of twenty to thirty being taken into the Katyn
Forest. During 1942 Polish prisoners of war were not mentioned; but in the
Spring of 1943 Poles again became a current subject of talk.
Aside from information obtained from the girls working in the datcha and
the peasants living nearby, the Commission told us that they had received further
evidence of the Germans’ actions from the assistant burgomaster, Boris
Bazilevsky.
We heard Bazilevsky testify. Prior to the German invasion he had been a
professor of astronomy in Smolensk. He had been asked by the traitor burgo
master, Menshagin, to serve as his assistant. He protested on grounds that he
knew nothing about civil affairs, but on being threatened with death if he re
fused, he took the job and held it from July 1941 until October 1942, hoping
thereby “to be able to help the plight of the local population in some ways.”
Once he approached Burgomaster Menshagin with the request to help get
a local school teacher out of concentration camp, also to try to improve general
conditions in camps as epidemics were starting and there was fear that soon
the entire population might become infected. Menshagin reluctantly agreed. A
few days later, mid-September 1941, he informed Bazilevsky that von Schwetz,
head of the German Gestapo in Smolensk, had turned down his request on
the grounds that he, von Schwetz, had received word from Berlin demanding
that harsher treatment be given in the Smolensk concentration camps. Bazilevsky
asked Menshagin if he figured that was possible—to make things any tougher
than they already were—to which Menshagin replied “yes”. Then confidentially
he whispered in Bazilevsky's ear that things were going to be made tougher
for the Russian prisoners so that they would die a natural death due to exposure,
disease, etc., but that the Polish prisoners were going to be liquidated * * *
liquidated in the most precise and literal meaning of the word * * * Some
days after this meeting in the beginning of October 1941 Menshagin told Bazilev
sky that the directive about the Poles had been carried out, that they had been
shot in the neighborhood of Smolensk.
Bazilevsky relayed this information to his close friend, Professor Yefimov.
Yefimov, we were told, upholds Bazilevsky's story. As Menshagin left Smolensk
With the Germans his testimony was not available.
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Aside from this verbal testimony the Commission told us they had some
written evidence in the form of Menshagin's personal notebook. (We were
shown a photostatic copy of the crucial pages of this notebook.) A committee
of experts had confirmed that these notes were in Menshagin's own handwriting.
An insert dated August 15, 1941, said “all escaped Polish prisoners of war
should be detained and turned over to the German headquarters.” A few pages
further on was an annotation to remember to ask the chief of the Russian
police “if there are any rumors circulating among the population about the
shooting of the Polish prisoners of war.” The Commission stressed to us the
significance of this note, that the Germans must have been worried about talk
among the villagers of the atrocity, which apparently they wanted to keep
Secret.
The Commission told us that they had wanted to get information on the
motive of the crime. Here again Bazilevsky proved useful. He told us about
a “very candid” conversation between himself and the Gestapo chief in which
the latter had told him that “the Poles are harmful people and inferior, there
fore, the Polish population can serve usefully only as manure and so create
space for the widening of the Leibensraum of the Germans.” The Gestapo
chief went on to tell him that no intellectual class had been left in Poland
itself.
We were later told that other reasons for the German mass killing of the
Poles was due to the tendency of Poles to go over to the Red Army.
From September 1941 on until the spring of 1943 all discussion of Polish
prisoners stopped.
The Metropolitan quoted Father Oblobin (priest of nearby village) as saying
that beginning in 1943 there was a marked nervousness amongst the Germans
and an increase in their harshness. He pointed out that this general change of
atmosphere for the worse coincided with the end of the battle of Stalingrad.
Oblobin believed that the Germans spread rumors of the Russian mass killing
of Poles so as to try and strengthen their position among the local population.
In the spring of 1943 the Germans published stories in the three quisling
local papers telling of the murder of Poles at Katyn during March and April
1940, by the NKVD. The Commission told us that they had interviewed the
stenographer who had typed the articles.
Next the Germans searched out witnesses to confirm their story. We saw three
men who had been questioned and beaten by the Gestapo, one of whom was the
Gnezdov station master, the two others peasants. All three were tortured into
signing documents, the contents of which they did not understand.
Failing to get any direct information from the local population, the Germans
next issued a poster (we saw a photostat of it) written in grammatically in
correct Russian saying the following: “Who can give testimony on the mass
murder of the Bolsheviks against Polish prisoners and members of the clergy?
Who saw the Polish prisoners of war in Goat Hill adjoining the Katyn highway?
Who observed Poles going from Gnezdov to Goat Hill? Who saw or heard the
shots fired? Who knows members of the population, who can testify? Every bit
of information will be rewarded. Send information to German Police Head
quarters in Smolensk and Gnezdov.” The poster was dated May 3, 1943 and
signed by an officer of the German police. The Commission told us that the Ger
mans, failing to get the needed information, then began the work of setting up
the proper “stage scenery” on Goat Hill. First, they set about the gruesome
work of digging up Polish corpses. From concentration camp No. 126 they im
ported 500 Red Army prisoners of war to do the work, and when the work was
completed the Soviet prisoners of war were marched away to be shot. One
managed to escape and sought shelter in the house of citizen Moskovskaya.
Though the Gestapo later found him, she had full details of the story which the
Commission gave us.
It goes as follows. Not only did the Germans dig up the Polish bodies in the
Katyn Forest, but by night they imported in big tarpaulin-covered German trucks
bodies of Poles that they had massacred elsewhere at the Kozelsky Camp (in the
South Smolensk Province) and from the Starobelsky Camp (in the Ukraine be
tween 200 to 250 kilometers from Smolensk). We were told that a number
of witnesses confirmed the story of trucks coming into the Goat Hill, their load
identified by the unmistakeable stench.
As they were dug up, the Germans tagged each corpse with a metal number,
slit open the pockets and removed all papers they could find that bore dates later
than March and April 1940 and looted the pockets of any money and valuables.
They imported a corpse specialist called “Butz” from Berlin to make an investi
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gation and to prove scientifically that the bodies found were buried in the Spring
of 1940.
The German authorities organized compulsory excursions to Goat Hill, so that
the local Smolensk population could see for themselves. Among the visitors was
Zubkov, a Soviet doctor, whom we saw. Zubkov testified that, as a pathological
anatomist, he could rightly say that at that time none of the bodies could possibly
be more than a year and a half old. The Commission stressed Zubkov's statement
to us that to his knowledge the Germans conducted no autopsies, that the German
specialist Butz was not interested in conducting a scientific investigation—loot
from the pockets of the dead was what he was after, and dated documents that
would compromise the German story. It took Butz three months to accomplish
his taSk.
3. Documents found on the Polish Corpses: The final act of the Germans
was to route out and either kill or deport any person who might have information
proving the whole Polish incident was a fake. They caught all but a few of the
men they had beaten into signing false evidence and the three girls who had been
servants at the Goat Hill datcha.
Despite the thoroughness of the pocket ripping by the Germans, out of the
Seven hundred corpses the Commission have so far investigated, 146 items have
been found. The earliest date was found On a postcard-March 1940—and the
latest—an unmailed postcard dated June 20, 1941. We were shown all these
documents and trinkets and the most important and significant ones were trans
lated for us. They included letters from Warsaw and Moscow dated in the
winter of 1940, receipts for valuables dated in the Spring of 1941 and numerous
newspaper clippings dated from early 1940 through early 1941. In particular
we were shown documents with communist leanings. The Commission inferred
that the Polish prisoners of war had pro-Soviet rather than pro-German leanings.

REPORT WRITTEN BY MR. JOHN MELBY AFTER VISITING KATYN IN JANUARY 1944

[Enclosure No. 1 to Despatch No. 207d' £uary 23, 1944, from American Embassy,OScow

Trip to Smolensk and the Katyn Forest, January 21–23, 1944

We left Moscow, in company with seventeen newspaper men and including
Czech, Polish, and Spanish newsmen, at 4:00 p.m., January 21, for Smolensk
on a special train which had been put at the disposal of the party. We were
the first foreigners to Visit Smolensk since its occupation by the Russians on
September 25, 1943. We did not arrive in Smolensk until 10:00 a.m. the fol
lowing morning, 220 kilometers from Moscow, presumably because military
traffic had the right of way on the railroad. Since most of the trip was made by
dark there was small opportunity to observe along the way. During the day
light hours little rolling Stock was seen On the sidings and almost no military
supplies along the single-track line. We saw only one troop train of a dozen
boxcars, dirty and with straw covering the floor. The troops appeared to be
work battalions rather than line troops. Outside Smolensk there were some
seventy-five boxcars and three locomotives which had been turned off the track
and burned. The closer We came to Smolensk the more evidence there Was Of
destroyed buildings and blown-up bridges. Almost none of the buildings had
been replaced and generally only enough bridges to supply one or two lines of
traffic in the railroad yards. The railroad yards in Smolensk itself were a com
plete shambles, only enough having been rebuilt to keep operations along.
We were met in Smolensk by the Secretary of the Special Commission to Es
tablish and Investigate the Circumstances of the Shooting by the German Fascist
Invaders of Captive Polish Officers in the Katyn Woods. He took us first On a
short tour of the city to witness the damage. The first thing noticeable was
that every bridge over the Dnieper had been destroyed, the only crossing point
for road and motor traffic being one temporary wooden structure. The rail
road does not cross the river at this point. In the city it is difficult to find a
structure which has not been damaged. Most of the destruction seems to have
been caused by demolition, and there was little evidence of fire. The city once
contained 7,900 buildings. There now remain 300, of which only 64 are stone
structures, the rest being one-story wooden houses. The remaining population
lives in the cellars of the wrecked buildings. The Lenin Library is a total loss,
and the books were either burned or removed by the Germans. According to
official figures, the population of Smolensk is now about 30,000 as compared with
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a prewar figure of 185,000. In and around Smolensk the Germans are alleged
to have massacred 135,000 Russians.
After the tour of the city we were taken out to the Katyn Forest, some fifteen
kilometers west of Smolensk on the Vitebsk highway. We were met there by a
battery of movie cameras and the surgeon who is in charge of the exhumations of
Polish bodies and the postmortems. He told us that 700 bodies have already
been exhumed from seven graves and that there are perhaps a total of twelve to
fifteen thousand. This is pure estimate. The six graves on which the most work
has been done are approximately twenty-five feet square and vary in depth from
three to ten feet. In two of them the bodies are laid out in rows; in the others
they are simply piled in. As each body is exhumed it is taken to a tent for
examination, approximately 120 bodies being examined daily by eleven crews.
After examination the bodies are laid in rows in a field which we inspected. Des
pite the freezing temperature, there was no doubt they had been dead a long time.
Every one of the bodies seen wore a Polish Army uniform, a preponderance
being uniforms of enlisted men. Each one had a warm topcoat or heavy under
wear. All pockets had been ripped open prior to exhumation by the Russians,
but a wide selection of documents and miscellaneous items are being found which
were missed in the previous searching by the Germans. All items found are
taken to Smolensk for examination and classification. Every skull we saw
contained a bullet hole at the base of the skull and a second one just above the
forehead. The holes were made by bullets varying from 7.6 mm. to 9.5 mm. On
the skulls where skin or hair is left powder burns are in evidence. The brain,
flesh, and organs of each body are also examined. The doctor in charge said
that the state of decomposition proves the men cannot have been dead much more
than two years. A number of the bodies had small, rectangular metal clips
attached to the lapel of their overcoats, bearing only numbers. The highest
number seen was 2032. These were on the bodies said to have been exhumed
by the Germans in 1943.
We were later taken to see the dacha which was used as headquarters by the
German occupation forces in the forest. It had previously been an NKVD rest
home. It lies about a quarter of a mile from the graves and beyond the road,
overlooking the river. It was completely destroyed by the Germans when they
Withdrew.
During the afternoon the Commission held a press conference at which one
member, V. P. Potemkin, read a previously prepared statement. Its principal
points were as follows: The Commission for the Investigation of Atrocities in
Smolensk arrived in the city shortly after its capture from the Germans on
September 25, 1943. Experts started to work on the Katyn Forest murders on
January 16, 1944. After the occupation by Russia in 1939 of Eastern part of
Poland several camps of Polish prisoners of war were established to the West
of Smolensk. These prisoners were used on road construction work, officers in
cluded. In July 1941, the Germans suddenly broke through the line at Smolensk
and enveloped the city. It had been planned to evacuate the Poles to the West
and a requisition was put in for a train to do so. This request was refused
because of the shortage of trains to move even the civilian population of Smolensk.
In any event, the Germans were already shelling the railroad.
After the occupation the German 537th Construction Battalion moved into
Katyn and put a wire fence around it

.

Three Russian girls were put to work
cleaning the dacha which was used as headquarters. They were constantly
under sentry guard. In August 1941, according to the testimony of one of
them, Andreeva, they frequently heard trucks coming into the forest. The
officers quartered in the dacha would then go out. Shortly after the girls
heard single shots at regular intervals. The trucks would leave and the
officers would return, noisy and excited. One time one of the girls noticed
blood on an officer's tunic. Another time one of the girls saw two Polish
Soldiers outside the window. They were led into the forest by Germans.
Shortly thereafter she heard shots. Still another time one of the girls while
walking down the road saw a group of men approaching. She hid in the bushes
and saw they were a group of Poles who were led into the forest. Later she
heard shots. All during August and September 1941, Poles were rounded up
from the countryside. After the end of September 1941, no one saw any more
Poles.
The above statements are further corroborated, according to the Commission,
by other testimony. The traitor B

.

G. Menshagin, a lawyer, was in close com
munication as Occupation mayor of the town, with the German commander in

Smolensk, and was assisted by B
.

V. Bazilevski, formerly director of the Smolensk
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Observatory. In August Menshagin told Bazilevski that orders had been re
ceived “to liquidate Polish prisoners.” He added that the Russian prisoners
would die of “natural causes.” Sometime later he said the orders had been
carried out. He is reported to have given the same information to other persons.
When Menshagin was later evacuated with the Germans he left behind him his
notebook. His handwriting has been verified. An entry of August 15, 1941,
states that orders had been issued for all detailed Poles to be turned Over to
the German authorities. Subsequent entries State that execution Orders had
been carried out.
With reference to the motive for these executions, Bazilevski testified he had
been told by Hirschfeld of the SD that it is “an historical fact the Poles are an
inferior race and hence it is a good act to kill them.” He added that all Polish in
tellectuals had been killed.
Father Alexander Oglobin, of the parish of Katyn, testified according to
Potemkin, that his parishioners had talked in 1941 of the events in the forest.
During 1942 there was no talk. Then it started again in the early part of 1943
at a time when the Germans were exhibiting great nervousness and greater
harshness of treatment toward the Russians. The first public notice was in the
spring of that year when the local German paper printed a story that the NKVD
had murdered Polish officers in Katyn during March and April of 1940. This
same story was reprinted in three other papers at the Same time and was designed
to improve the position of the Germans. The Germans then began searching
for witnesses to substantiate their Statements, using torture to obtain what
they wanted. When the Germans evacuated they tried to take with them or
destroy all witnesses they had used. To strengthen their case further they opened
Some of the graves, using 500 Russian prisoners from concentration camp No. 126
for labor. Once the job was done the Russians were in turn killed, except for
one who managed to escape in the melee. He was sheltered by an old peasant
woman, Moskovskaya, to whom he told the above story before he was recaptured
and executed himself. During the exhumation the Germans removed all docu
ments from the bodies, especially those dated later than April 1940. They did,
however, overlook some, including one unmailed postcard dated June 20, 1941.
Before closing up the graves the Germans brought to Katyn the bodies of other
Poles from other graves and camps in Order to concentrate in One Spot all the
alleged atrocities by the Russians. And finally, in March 1943, the Germans
organized compulsory excursions of the local citizenry to the graves before they
were again closed.
Potemkin then stated the conclusions of the Commission :
1. During August and September 1941, the Germans killed in the Katyn Forest
all Poles in the vicinity of Smolensk.
2. Feeling their position insecure in 1943 they attempted to blame the incident
On the Russians.
3. To implement this position the Germans opened the graves, searched the
bodies, sought witnesses for their case, and added bodies from elsewhere to those
in Katyn.
In answer to a question, it was stated that prior to August, 1941, there were
three camps of Polish prisoners: Camp No. 1 was thirty-five kilometers West of
Smolensk on the Minsk highway, containing 2,932 Poles who were sent to Siberia
finally; Camp No. 2, twenty-five kilometers West of Smolensk on the Vitebsk
highway; and Camp No. 3, thirty-five kilometers West of Smolensk.
We were then taken to inspect the collection of miscellaneous items taken
from the pockets of the Polish soldiers. This collection consisted of letters,
books, newspapers, personal items, money. We were also shown eleven twenty
United States dollar gold pieces, one fifty dollar note, and numerous dollar bills.
A major portion of the dated evidence, such as letters and newspapers was prior
to or during March and April 1940 and included a copy of Izvestiya of April 11,
1940. There were, however, letters bearing Moscow postmarks as late as June
1941.
During the evening the Commission held a session devoted to questioning the
witnesses whose testimony had earlier been summarized by Potemkin. It soon
became apparent that the Session was staged for the benefit of the correspondents
and that the witnesses were merely repeating stories they had already given the
Commission. The show was staged under hot and blinding klieg lights and motion
picture cameras. In all, five witnesses were produced who added nothing to
what had been said at the press conference. Attempts by the correspondents to
question the witnesses were discouraged, and finally permitted reluctantly only
through the members of the Commission. All witnesses were shunted out of the
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room as rapidly as possible upon finishing their statement. There was also an
argument about translation of the testimony, this finally being agreed to.
The first witness told how he had been forced to turn evidence for the Germans
in 1943; the second, Alexeyeva, told of her work in the dacha ; the third, Bazilev
sky, recounted his association as assistant burgomaster; the fourth, Zukhov, an
expert in “criminal medicine,” told of his “excursion” to the forest in the spring
of 1943 and his belief that the bodies could not have been three years old; the
fifth, Ivanov, the local station master who had been unable to supply a requisi
tion of forty cars to move the Poles in 1941, told of conditions during the German
break-through and of being forced to give evidence for the Germans in 1943.
All the statements were glibly given, as though by rote. Under questioning
the witnesses became hesitant and stumbled, until they were dismissed by the
Commission. Bazilevsky was ludicrous when one correspondent asked him why
he was now so excited by the murder of 10,000 Poles when he also knew that
135,000 Russians had been killed in the same area, and he answered that the
Poles were prisoners of war and it was an outrageous violation of international
law for them to be massacred.
The atmosphere at the session grew progressively tense as the correspondents
asked one pointed and usually rude question after another. At midnight it was
announced abruptly that our train would leave in one hour. Just before the
meeting broke up Alexei Tolstoy, a member of the Commission, who had ap
parently sensed that matters were not going well and who has had the most
foreign contacts of anyone on the Commission, produced answers to several
questions which had earlier been passed over. The members of the Commission
were hasty and formal with us in their farewells, and the earlier atmosphere of
at least Semicordiality had disappeared.
The Polish correspondent who accompanied us, and who slept noisily through
most of the press conference, a captain in the Polish Army and the editor of
Wolna Polska under Wanda Wasilevska, told me that the present investigation
has no interest for the Poles in Russia since it is obvious that the Germans com
mitted the crimes and that therefore it is pure “political provocation” on the
part of the Russians. Certainly the members of the Commission were not at all
pleased when leading questions were asked. On the return trip the Foreign
Office officials who accompanied us were almost unduly anxious on the return
trip to be assured that we were convinced. It is apparent that the evidence in
the Russian case is incomplete in several respects, that it is badly put together,
and that the show was put on for the benefit of the correspondents without oppor
tunity for independent investigation or verification. On balance, however, and
despite loopholes the Russian case is convincing.

Chairman MADDEN. Can you identify that document, Mrs. Mort
imer?
Mrs. MoRTIMER. I identify that asmy report.
Chairman MADDEN. You may proceed, Mr. Machrowicz.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Mrs. Mortimer, you were in Moscow in Febru
ary 1944, were you not?
Mrs. MORTIMER. I was.
Mr. MACHRowICz. And January 1944?
Mrs. MoRTIMER. Yes, I was.
Mr. MACHRowicz. In what capacity?
Mrs. MoRTIMER. I was then in the capacity as the daughter of my
father, who was Ambassador.
Mr. MACHRowicz. And in January 1944, members of the foreign
press were invited by the Soviet authorities to visit the Katyn place;
is that right?
Mrs. MoRTIMER. That is right.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Do you remember how many there were?
Mrs. MoRTIMER. I would say offhand 20.
Mr. MACHRowicz. How many Americans were in that group?
Mrs. MoRTIMER. I would say they were predominantly American
and British. I really don't remember how many did go. But I would
93744–52–pt. 7-21
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say the members of the foreign press corps that were in Moscow at
the time went to the Katyn Forest.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Did you ask permission to accompany them?
Mrs. MoRTIMER. My father asked permission for me. Yes.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. And you did accompany them?
Mrs. MoRTIMER. And I did accompany them.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. And is this exhibit 20 a copy of the report which
you filed?
Mrs. MoRTIMER. That is right.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. In that report you state your opinion that the
Poles were murdered by the Germans. Is that right?
Mrs. MoRTIMER. That is right.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Can you state how you came to that conclusion?
Mrs. MoRTIMER. I can state it by reading what I said in the report.I wrote it 8 years ago, and I have refreshed my memory before coming
down here to testify. - -

Mr. MACHRowICz. Will you read the first three paragraphs, which
are the complete statement of the report. The balance is a report of
the inspection; am I right?
Mrs. MoRTIMER. That is right. And that was my opinion at that
time, having been to the Katyn Forest.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Would you read those first three paragraphs into
the record?
Mrs. MoRTIMER. Do you want me to read them aloud?
Mr. MACHRowICZ. If you wish. Or would you rather have me read
them?
Mrs. MoRTIMER. I can read them.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. All right.
Mrs. MoRTIMER (reading):
The party was shown the graves in the Katyn Forest and witnessed post
mortems of the corpses. As no member was in a position to evaluate the Scientific
evidence given, it had to be accepted at its face value.
The testimonial evidence provided by the Commission and witnesses was
minute in detail and by American standards petty. We were expected to accept
the statements of the high-ranking Soviet Officials as true, because they said it
WaS true.
Despite this it is my opinion that the Poles were murdered by the Germans.
The most convincing evidence to uphold this was the methodical manner in which
the job was done, something the Commission thought not sufficiently important to
stress. They were more interested in the medical evidence as conclusive proof
and the minute circumstantial evidence surrounding the crime.

Mr. MACHRowICz. The balance of the report is the report of the
actual inspection. That completes the statement of the conclusions;
am I right?
Mrs. MoRTIMER. I believe so.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. As you stated there, no member was in a position
to evaluate the scientific evidence and you had to accept it at face
value?

Mrs. MoRTIMER. That is right.
Mr. MACHRowICz, And you stated also that the testimony was petty,
by American standards, and you were expected to accept the state
ments of the high-ranking Soviet officials as true because they said it
WaS true.
Mrs. MoRTIMER. Yes.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. But, despite that, you came to the conclusion that
the Poles were murdered by the Germans?
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Mrs. MoRTIMER. That is right. -

Mr. MACHRowicz. One of the reasons that you give in the sentence
which follows that is: “The most convincing evidence to uphold this
was the methodical manner in which the job was done, something the
Commission thought not sufficiently important to stress.'
You felt that because of the methodical manner in which the murder
was committed, the Russians were incapable of it

. Is that right?
Mrs. MoRTIMER. This is trying to remember my train of thought at

that time. I believe that there were German atrocities that were found,

in which bodies were piled in the same order with the same type o
f

bullet wound, had been found elsewhere.
Mr. MACHRowicz. You do not have that same opinion today as you
had in February 1944, do you?
Mrs. MoRTIMER. I can say that before coming down here I read your
interim report.

You had access to every side o
f

the picture, which I did not have
available to me, and I would say, having read your report, that my
opinion is that the Russians did kill the Poles.
Mr. MACHRowicz. In fairness to you, it must be stated that you did
not have access to the information which we have today; did you?
Mrs. MoRTIMER. That is right. I merely was a witness of the show
that the Russians put on for the benefit o

f

the foreign correspondents
in Moscow.
Mr. MACHRowicz. You considered it a show put on for the benefit

o
f

the correspondents in Moscow; at least you so labeled it later in the
report; did you not?
Mrs. MoRTIMER. Yes.
Anywhere you went in Russia, a show was put on. You could not
travel normally anyway.
Mr. MACHRowicz. At the bottom of page 1, paragraph 1, you state:
The corpses were Poles—the majority enlisted men, with no rank badges, but
some officers. Where, as the privates ranged from 25 to 30, the officers were
considerably older–45 to 50 years.

Do you know now that actually there were nothing but officers found

in those graves? How did you come to the conclusion that the majority
were enlisted men, with no rank badges?
Mrs. MoRTIMER. I presume I did that on the basis that they wore
enlisted men's uniforms.
Mr. MACHRowicz. In paragraph 2

,

you state:
The majority of the corpses were dressed in topcoats, had long underwear.
Those wearing just tunics had sweaters.

Later on in the report, on page 4
, you state that you were informed

that the Germans killed these Poles between August and September
1941. Am I right?
Mrs. MoRTIMER. Yes.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Did it not occur to you to be strange that between
August 1 and September 1941, that being summer, that the majority

o
f

these corpses were still dressed in topcoats, had long underwear,
and that those just wearing tunics had sweaters?
Mrs. MoRTIMER. That was definitely one o
f

the questions that I

know was prime in our minds as we were going back to Moscow and
discussing it among ourselves.
Mr. MACHRowicz. That raised some doubt in your mind as to the
truth o
f

the Russians' story; did it not?
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Mrs. MORTIMER. Yes.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. But it did not change your eventual opinion?
Were you permitted to question witnesses? -

Mrs. MoRTIMER. My Russian was not that sufficiently good.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Were you permitted to question them through an
interpreter?
Mrs. MoRTIMER. I don’t believe I asked to.
Mr. MACHRowICz. On page 3 of your report you state:
At first the committee refused to interrupt the testimonies for translation, but
when the members of the press objected they agreed with some lack of grace.
During the testimony the committee chatted and whispered between themselves
and most didn’t appear to listen. We were told we could question any witness,
through the committee, but the questions appeared to annoy them though not
apparently due to their substance. Only one question was called irrelevant and
not answered—the present job of one of the witnesses. Tolstoy later gave it to us.

And then you state the following:
The witnesses themselves were very well rehearsed, and they appeared subdued
rather than nervous; their pieces having been learned by heart. Only the girl
had an air of self-assurance.

Did the fact that these witnesses appeared to be rehearsed and had
learned their testimony by heart raise any question of doubt as to the
truth of the Russian version?
Mrs. MoRTIMER. I can only say that, as I remember it, in the after
noon o

r early evening, we were told by one o
f

the members o
f

the
Commission what we were going to hear later on that night, and the
exact, same phraseology was used both times.
In other words, they were giving u

s
a second showing o
f

what we
had already heard.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. You state further:
When the last witness had been heard, general questions were asked, Some of
import to the Katyn incident, others not. Shortly, however, the representatives
of the Foreign Office press department got up and said we had better break up
as our train was due to leave shortly.

then you follow up with these words:

* * * I got the distinct impression that the committee was relieved. They
had been told to put on a show for us—the show was over—and they did not
want to be bothered any further. The meeting broke up without any informal
chatting.

Mrs. MoRTIMER. That was my impression.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Did you discuss with the American members o

f

the committee what their impression was?
Mrs. MoRTIMER. I remember that going back on the train, certainly
we sat around and talked. We brought up various points that had
impressed us.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Mr. Cassidy testified that on the way back to

Moscow the correspondents joked among themselves and said that the
Russians certainly put on a show, they tried to put on a show, and the
remarked about the fact that there was no sincerity about the testi
mony that was given to them. Do you remember any such comments?
Mrs. MoRTIMER. I don’t remember sitting at the same table in the
dinner car with Mr. Cassidy. I may have but I don’t remember that.I said myself they put on a show. And I can’t imagine spontaneity
coming into this type o

f investigation, to which foreign correspondents
would be invited, at that time, in Russia.
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Mr. MACHRowicz. Mr. Cassidy also testified that the exhibits which
you refer to as having been taken from the bodies of the deceased
actually were not taken from the bodies in the presence of the com
mittee, but were under a glass case.
Mrs. MoRTIMER. They were in a relic museum, in glass cases.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Actually, then, no member of the group saw these
exhibits taken from the bodies of the deceased, but they were already
in a museum, in a separate building?
Mrs. MoRTIMER. No. I witnessed the post mortems that were going
on in the tents by the graves.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. You witnessed the post mortems but, as you stated
in your report, as no member was in position to evaluate the scientific
evidence, you had to accept it at its face value; is that right?
Mrs. MoRTIMER. That is right. -

Mr. MACHRowicz. But these exhibits that you referred to as having
been found on the corpses, were not taken from the corpses in your
presence, they were in a museum at the time?
Mrs. MoRTIMER. That is right—in Smolensk, which was some dis
tance away.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Whether or not they were fabricated or taken
from some other place you do not know; you just had to take the word
of the Russians for it?
Mrs. MoRTIMER. I can state that, due to the odor in the room, that
there would be no question in my mind that these documents had been
taken from bodies that had been buried a considerable length of time.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. There could have been some documents added to
those that had been taken, could there not?
Mrs. MoRTIMER. I would think so. I would be in no position to
judge that.
Mr. MACHRowicz. And you yourself observed the fact that most of
these corpses were in topcoats; with long underwear, and sweaters?
Mrs. MoRTIMER. That is right.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Despite the fact the Russians claimed the mas
sacre had taken place between August and September 1941?
Mrs. MoRTIMER. That is right.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. That is all.
Chairman MADDEN. Mr. Dondero.
Mr. DoNDERO. Mrs. Mortimer, were there any other nationalities
present, outside of the American reporters, and the Russian commis
sion?
Mrs. MoRTIMER. I believe there was a Frenchman.
Mr. MITCHELL. Was he a reporter?
Mrs. MoRTIMER. Yes; a French reporter. And I think there was a
Polish one.
Mr. O'KoNSKI. Yes, there was, because they slept through the whole
performance.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Two of them.
Mr. DoNDERO. Were there any others besides that?
Mrs. MoRTIMER. Not that I recall. The press group in Moscow was
predominantly American and British, and this one Frenchman.
Mr. DoNDERO. Was there any other correspondent—and I refer par
ticularly to the American correspondents—that wrote a report similar
to yours, or came to the same conclusion?
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Mrs. MoRTIMER I do think that Richard Lauterbach, in his article in
Time, which came out at that period, I think that you will find that he
said that most of us thought that the Germans had done it

.

Mr. MITCHELL. Where is Richard Lauterbach today?
Mrs. MORTIMER. He died.
Mr. MITCHELL. Was it very well known that he was pro-Soviet, pro
Communist, at that time, when you were over there?
Mrs. MoRTIMER. I could not say so.
Mr. MITCHELL. For your information, Ed Angley, Henry Cassidy,
Bill Lawrence, all of whom were with you, said that he jumped the
fence and was very pro-Soviet-minded at that time.
Mr. DONDERO. Just a moment.
You news reporters have a saying among yourselves, I am informed,
that if a thing is “phony,” the story is

,

you say, “rigged.” Did you
have any impression while there, from things you observed, that that
story might have been “rigged”? And I refer to the statement made
that the witnesses seemed to have their words rehearsed, and so forth.
Mrs. MoRTIMER. I believe, as already has been brought out, that I

did say that they put on a show for us. Well, I had been in Moscow
some time before I want to Katyn. It was quite usual, whenever I

went anywhere, that a show was put on for you, and that if speeches
were made, they were rehearsed. So that did not necessarily surprise
Ine.

Mr. DONDERO. All those who took part, as far as concerned showin
you the corpses, in the commission, were all Russians; is that correct?
Mrs. MoRTIMER. They were.
Mr. DoNDERo Did they talk English to you?
Mrs. MoRTIMER. No; I cannot remember if Mr. Tolstoy spoke Eng
lish or not. I believe he did.
Mr. DONDERO. How far is the Katyn Forest from Moscow?
Mrs. MoRTIMER. It was overnight by train, and I think it was two
hundred-odd kilometers.
Mr. DoNDERO. How long did you stay there?
Mrs. MoRTIMER. We were there a full day.
Mr. MITCHELL. How long were you at the forest itself, at the
graves?
Mrs. MoRTIMER. In terms of hours, I would not know. I could not
remember. I know we arrived early in the morning, and we probably
got back on the train a

t
2 a.m. the following morning.

Mr. DONDERO. Did the other American correspondents write their
conclusions of that visit?
Mrs. MoRTIMER. I was not there at the time, so I did not see what
they reported. I mean I did not have access to the American press
there in Moscow, so I would not know.
Mr. DoNDERO. From your statement, there were 15 or 20 in the party,
but they were nearly all Americans. Outside o

f yourself and Mr.
Lauterbach, you know o
f
n
o other story that corresponded with yours,

o
r your conclusions?
Mrs. MoRTIMER. The only story that I read was my own.
Mr. DoNDERO. You did not see any story o
f any o
f

the other corres
pondents?
Mrs. MoRTIMER. No.
Mr. DONDERO. Whether they wrote any or not, you are not informed
as to that?
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Mrs. MoRTIMER. I am afraid I am not.
Mr. DONDERO. That is all.
Chairman MADDEN. How many bodies did you view?
Mrs. MoRTIMER. There were several graves opened. I know that I
had to see more post mortems than anybody else, because each one of
the doctors involved wanted me to see one.
Chairman MADDEN. Did you see 10, or 20, or 30?
Mrs. MoRTIMER. You mean bodies lying around?
Chairman MADDEN. Yes; that you viewed?
Mrs. MoRTIMER. I would say several hundred, or hundreds.
Chairman MADDEN. Did you know that the Germans had made a
similar autopsy?
Mrs. MoRTIMER. Yes, and they had put little metal tags on the uni
forms, numbered tags.
Chairman MADDEN. Did they tell you that a year and a half before,
the Germans had made a similar investigation?
Mrs. MoRTIMER. I was in London at the time of the German an
nouncement, and I read about that in the British press.
Chairman MADDEN. Did the Russians tell you about that investi
gation that the Germans had made there at the grave site?
Mrs. MoRTIMER. What they told us was subsequently published in
their report, and I cannot, offhand, remember if they mentioned the
German report, or not.
Chairman MADDEN. Did they not mention anything about the Ger
man investigation there, at the grave site?
Mrs. MoRTIMER. No. In other words, they did not present it to us
as “The Germans said this, and we say it is not so.” They presented a
case, as I remember it

,

without any reference.
Chairman MADDEN. Mr. O’Konski.
Mr. O'KoNSKI. Mrs. Mortimer, your report, in fact, reminds me

o
f
a Congressman from my home State who a
t

one time talked about

a half hour against a certain bill and he concluded by saying that,
“Now I talked myself out of it and I am going to vote for it.”
The thing that amuses me about your report is that your reasonin
destroys your conclusion. In other words, as I read your report,#
frankly, I read it at least 10 times—you have in it more reasons why
the Russians did it and not the Germans, than you have that the
Germans did it

. I cannot understand how you could have arrived at

that conclusion.
Frankly, as I read your report, I come to the conclusion that it was
not the Germans who did it

,
it was the Russians.

That leads me to ask you this question: How old were you when you
went on this mission?
Mrs. MoRTIMER. Twenty-five.
Mr. O'KONSKI. Would you tell us why your father selected you in
stead of, perhaps, somebody older and somebody who, perhaps, was a

medical authority o
r something o
f

that nature? Your father touched

o
n it
,

but, I think, for the record, that ought to be brought out again.
Why did your father select you to go on this mission?M' MoRTIMER. My impression is that he selected me because he
thought it would be more difficult for them to refuse him if he asked
that I go than if he asked a medical officer or somebody else.
Mr. O'KONSKI. That sounds logical.
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I asked that question, because the first time your name did come
up, that you went on this mission, the average criticism immediately
was, “Well, why would so young a girl be picked for so responsible
a job?” I am glad to get the answer to that question, because it was
a very serious mission that you went on. That clarifies it

.

Coming back to my original comment, that as I read your reasoningI cannot agree with your conclusion in your report, that prompts me

to ask this question:
Did you arrive at your conclusion independently and entirely on
your own reasoning, entirely o

n your own thinking? Did anybody
exert any pressure o

r any force o
r any hint to you at all in arriving

a
t your conclusion?

Mrs. MoRTIMER. No. -

Mr. O'KONSKI. One of the reports, either yours or Mr. Melby’s, tells
how the Polish representatives
Mrs. MoRTIMER. That was Mr. Melby's report, I believe.
Mr. O'KONSKI. Seemingly slept through the whole demonstration
and exhibition. Do you remember that also?
Mrs. MoRTIMER. I do remember it was a very small room. As I

said, I think I remember we were quite close to this museum where the
personal effects o

f

these corpses had been placed. It was terribly hot,
there were kleig lights. We were there for many, many hours, and I

can well understand how some o
f

the people would have been drowsy,
because we had to hear the testimony not only twice, but four times,
because it had to be translated to us in English.
Mr. O'KONSKI. But even then, they were not truly representative o

f

the Polish people. Do you think that under those conditions they
would b

e found asleep, when it comes to finding out something about
what happened to 15,000 murdered fellow men?' MoRTIMER. That I truly cannot answer. I know I stayedaWaRe.

Mr. MITCHELL. Were there any pictures taken?
Mrs. MoRTIMER. As I remember it, there were certainly facilities, in
terms o

f

the kleig lights. How often the cameras were rolling, I

don’t know.
Mr. MITCHELL. Have you ever seen yourself in that film?
Mrs. MoRTIMER. No; I have never seen myselfin it.

Mr. MITCHELL. I will be delighted to show it to you sometime. . It

is a picture o
f you and the correspondents going there. I would like

to have you verify some o
f

the names in that for the members o
f

the
committee, o

f

the people who were with you in that film.l' MoRTIMER. I will be very pleased to do so, to the best of myability.
Mr. PUCINSKI. I wonder if you would straighten out one point
for us here.
There has been some speculation that you went to Katyn as a cor
respondent o
r

adviser o
r

observer for the OWI. Did you have any
connections with the OWI at that time?
Mrs. MoRTIMER. I was a correspondent in London for News-week
magazine, before I went to Moscow, and I resigned from that post when

I went to Moscow with my father. I worked for the OWI in a purely
unofficial capacity. Everybody there a

t

the Embassy was very short
staffed and, in other words, pitched in and helped.
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Mr. PUCINSKI. Did you file any reports for the OWI as a result of
your visit to Katyn?
Mrs. MoRTIMER. No; this was the only thing I wrote. -

Mr. PUCINSKI. I have one more question: You were quite admired
in Moscow, were you not? You were 25 years old, and the Ambassa
dor's daughter, and people sort of looked to you with a great deal of
respect, did they not?
Mrs. MoRTIMER. At the time I went to Moscow I was the only Ameri
can woman there.
Mr. PUCINSKI. The reason why I asked that question is this: I was
wondering, had your observations and had your conclusions been dif
ferent, had you believed in all the reasoning through your report, which
indicated so strongly that the Soviets committed this massacre, could
ou, or were you in a position to so state; or were you somewhat bound
y your position in Moscow to say that it was the Germans who did
this?
Mrs. MoRTIMER. I would not say that my position in Moscow would
have any bearing on what I would write in a report. I have been a
£ponde" before, and writing up a news story was not somethingthat
Mr. PUCINSKI. You were free of any pressures, to state your con
clusions as you saw them?
Mrs. MoRTIMER. When I came home, my father asked me to write
down what I had seen, and that is what I did.
Mr. PUCINSKI. And what is your conclusion today?
Mrs. MoRTIMER. I have since had the opportunity to read your in
terim report and read what the New' press has said about your
committee, and you had access to every side of the picture, and I think,
undoubtedly—
Mr. PUCINSKI. Aside from our report.
Mrs. MoRTIMER. Well, that is my information on it

.

Mr. PUCINSKI. Aside from our report, can you think of anything
that you observed there in 1944 a

t Katyn, which may strengthen the
evidence that we have already compiled, to the conclusion that the
Soviets murdered these men? In retrospect today, is there anything
that you observed at that time that would strengthen that belief today?
Mrs. MoRTIMER. I would say that would be, offhand, hard to answer
now, without going over your report here and mine here.
Mr. PUCINSKI. £ further questions.
Chairman MADDEN. As a final question let me ask: You would
testify today, would you, that the Russians committed the massacre

a
t Katyn?

Mrs. MoRTIMER. I would. -

Chairman MADDEN. Thank you for appearing before us today as a

witness.

Mrs. MoRTIMER. Thank you very much for inviting me.
Chairman MADDEN. Mr. Melby.

TESTIMONY OF JOHN F. MELBY, ALEXANDRIA, WA.

Chairman MADDEN. Will you b
e sworn, please?
Do you solemnly swear to tell the truth, the whole truth, and nothing
but the truth, so help you God?
Mr. MELBY. I do.
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Chairman MADDEN. You may proceed, Mr. Machrowicz.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. You are John Melby?
Mr. MELBY. John F. Melby; yes.
Mr. MACHRowICz. What is your address?
Mr. MELBY. 123 Prince Street, Alexandria, Va.
Mr. MACHRowICz. And in January and February 1944, you were
in Moscow as the Third Secretary of the United States Embassy, were
ou not?y
Mr. MELBY. That is correct.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. You filed a report of your investigation of the
Katyn massacre, did you?
Mr. MELBY. That is correct.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. And you were present, were you not, at the same
time that Miss Harriman was?
Mr. MELBY. That is right. -

Mr. MACHRow ICZ. And your report also had the conclusion that the
Germans were responsible; is that right?
Mr. MELBY. That it was a fairly convincing case.
Mr. MACHRow1Cz. I do not think you used the word “fairly” there.
Mr. MELBY. Well, “convincing.”
Mr. MACHRowICZ. I would like to point out to you and ask you
whether or not you did not include this in your report:
During the evening the Commission held a session devoted to questioning
the witnesses whose testimony had earlier been Summarized by Potemkin. It
Soon became apparent that the session was staged for the benefit of the cor
respondents and that the witnesses were merely repeating stories that they
had already given the Commission. The show was staged under hot and
blinding kleig lights, and motion-picture cameras. In all, five witnesses were
produced who added nothing to what had been said at the press conference.
Attempts by the correspondents to question the witnesses were discouraged,
and finally permitted reluctantly only through the members of the Commission.
All witnesses were shunted out of the room as rapidly as possible upon finishing
their statement. There was also an argument about translation of the testi
mony, this finally being agreed to.

and further on you state as follows:
All the statements were glibly given, as though by rote. Under questioning,
the witnesses became hesitant and stumbled, until they were dismissed by the
Commission. Bazilevsky was ludricous when one correspondent asked him why
he was now so excited by the murder of 10,000 Poles, when he also knew that
135,000 Russians had been killed in the same area, and he answered that the
Poles were prisoners of war and it was an outrageous violation of international
law, for them to be massacred.
The atmosphere at the session grew progressively tense as the correspondents
asked one pointed and usually rude question after another. At midnight it
was announced abruptly that our train would leave in 1 hour. Just before the
meeting broke up, Alexei Tolstoy, a member of the Commission, who had ap
parently sensed that matters were not going well, and who has had the most
foreign contacts of anyone on the Commission, produced answers to several
questions which had earlier been passed over. The members of the Commission
were hasty and formal with us in their farewells, and the earlier atmosphere
of at least seimcordiality had disappeared.

you further state as follows:
* * * Certainly the members of the Commission were not at all pleased
when leading questions were asked. On the return trip the Foreign Office
officials who accompanied us were almost unduly anxious on the return trip
to be assured that we were convinced. It is apparent that the evidence in the
Russian case is incomplete in several respects, that it is badly put together,
and that the show was put on for the benefit of the correspondents, without
opportunity for independent investigation or verification.

now, this is all in your report.
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Then you add one very brief sentence:
* * * On balance, however, and despite loopholes, the Russian case is
convincing.

now, can you tell us how that last sentence could be put in there in
view of all the statements which you, yourself, put in just preceding
that which, of course, created doubt as to the veracity of the Russian
story.
Mr. MELEY. As I think you suggested there, I was not 100 percent
convinced, by any means. I think it should also be noted that I had
had the benefit only of the Russians' side of the story. I was, as a
matter of fact, not really aware of what the German charges had
been, since I had been in travel status when they came out with them,
and I knew nothing of anything they had talked about in any report
that they had made. I knew only what the Russians had shown, and
also, at that time, anything I might have heard on the Germans
would have naturally been discounted, since we had had considerable
experience with atrocities on their part at that time, and practically,
none as far as the Russians were concerned, because they were not
publicizing anything they were doing.
Mr. MACHRowicz. And earlier in the report you also stated that all
of the officers wore overcoats and sweaters and winter clothing.
Mr. MELBY. That is right.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. And that, despite the fact that the story given
to you by the Russians was that the Germans had killed them in
August 1941—in a summer month?
Mr. MELBY. That seemed curious that they should be in that kind
of clothing then. But it is a fairly cool part of the country, and the
only thing I could think of there was that perhaps they kept them in
year-round clothing at the time, rather than having them change it

.
Mr. MACHRowicz. But you were still convinced that the Russians
were telling the truth?
Mr. MELBY. On the basis of what we knew there, it seemed so.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Is that still your opinion today?
Mr. MELBY. No; it is not.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Do you feel now that you were in error in filing
this report?

Mr. MELBY. That is correct, sir.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. That is all.
Mr. PUCINSKI. Mr. Chairman, I have one question.
Chairman MADDEN. Very well.
Mr. PUCINSKI., Mr. Melby, did you discuss your visit to Katyn, and
what you saw there, with the Soviet officials o

n your way back to

Moscow?

Mr. MELBY. I don’t remember talking about it to the Soviet officials.
There were one o

r

two people from the Foreign Office who escorted us,
and I don’t remember any others. I don't remember discussing it

with them.
Mr. PUCINSKI. Did any Soviet official suggest to you that you might
come up with the conclusion that it was the Germans that did this?
Mr. MELEY. The Commission themselves that investigated it
.

Mr. PUCINSKI. I mean on the train, in personal conference.
Mr. MELBY. No.
Mr. PUCINSKI. Did you feel at the time you wrote this report—and,
obviously, as Mr. Machrowicz said, it is difficult for us to reconcile



2152 THE KATYN FOREST MASSACRE

how you could write this whole report and then draw a conclusion
that the Germans did this—did you feel that that possibly was the
answer your superiors in the State Department and Washington
would prefer? -

Mr. MELBY. No; I had no reason to have any idea as to what kind
of answer they would want.
Mr. PUCINSKI. You had no reason?
Mr. MELBY. No.
Mr. PUCINSKI. Nevertheless, you knew that there were very close
relations at that time between the United States and the Soviet Union?
Mr. MELBY. Yes, sir.
Mr. PUCINSKI. And did you feel that you might be somewhat put
ting yourself in an unfavorable light if you drew your conclusions
on the basis of your reasoning and the rest of your report, and con
cluded the Soviets did this? -

Mr. MELBY. No, sir; not at all.
Mr. PUCINSKI. There was no such fear in your mind?
Mr. MELBY. No, sir; not at all.
Mr. DoNDERO. How long were you there, Mr. Melby?
Mr. MELBY. We arrived early one morning, 7 or 8 o’clock, and
were there in the area until about 2 a.m. the following morning.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Frankly, Mr. Melby, I am at a loss—I am per
fectly frank and honest in Saying that I am at a loss—to understand
why you included so many paragraphs creating a doubt as to the truth
of the Russian story if you came to the conclusion that they were tell
ing the truth?
r. MELBY. I wanted to put in as much as I saw, so that perhaps

somebody else could clarify later on.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Ninety-five percent of your report is a report
stating that the Russians are lying, and then you finally say, in five or
six words, that, despite that, the Russians—
Mr. MELBY. Not that they “are lying” but that there are unanswered
questions.
Mr. PUCINSKI. Mr. Melby, are you aware of the fact that the Allied
correspondents who went to Katyn refused to voice a conclusion?
They wrote their stories on what they saw, but they refused to try
and voice a conclusion.
Mr. MELBY. I never saw any of the stories that they wrote; we did
not get the press back.
Mr. PUCINSKI. Maybe we can clear up a question that Mr. Machro
wicz was asking you:
Why did you come to a conclusion when, on your own evidence, you
could not reach a conclusion?

Mr. MELBY. Because I had no other basis on which to go except the
Russian side of the story.
Mr. PUCINSKI. Were you asked to come to a conclusion?
Mr. MELBY. No.
Mr. PUCINSKI. You volunteered the conclusion yourself?
Mr. MELBY. Yes.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Would it not be more fair to you to state that the
conclusion, under the circumstances, was that “I am unable to state
who is responsible for these murders?”
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Mr. MELBY. I probably should have put in a qualifying clause in
there that, although they may make their case, this is only one-half of
the story. I should have known all sides of it.

Mr. PUCINski. And you are certain that nobody asked you to voice a

conclusion o
n your visit to Katyn !

Mr. MELBY. Absolutely certain.
Chairman MADnEN. £ long were you in Russia before you went

to Katyn !

Mr. MELBY. I arrived there in May 1943.
Chairman MADDEN. How many months before?
Mr. MELBY. It would have been about 7 months.
Chairman MADDEN. How long were you there after you went to

Katyn.
Mr. MELBY. Until April 1945, a little over a year more.
Chairman MADDEN. Are there any further questions?
There was no response.)
Chairman MADDEN. That is all, Mr. Melby. Thank you for appear
ing as a witness. -

Mr. MELBY. Thank you, sir.
Chairman MADDEN. The committee will recess now to convene to
morrow morning at 10 o'clock.
(Whereupon, at 5:45 p.m., the committee recessed until 10 a.m.,
Thursday, November 13, 1952.)
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THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 13, 1952

House of REPRESENTATIVES,
THE SELECT CoMMITTEE on THE KATYN FoREST MAssACRE,

Washington, D. C.
The committee met at 10 a.m., pursuant to recess, in room 1301,£ Office Building, the Honorable Ray J. Madden (chairman)presiding.
Present: Messrs. Madden, Machrowicz, Dondero, O'Konski, and
Sheehan.
Also present: John J. Mitchell, chief counsel to the select commit
tee, and Roman Pucinski, chief investigator.
Chairman MADDEN. The committee will come to order.

TESTIMONY OF STANISLAW MIKOLAJCZYK, PRESIDENT,
INTERNATIONAL PEASANT UNION

Chairman MADDEN. Mr. Mikolajczyk, would you take the chair
there and be sworn?

Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are to offer at this hear
ing will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so£p you God?
Mr. MIKoLAJCzYK. Yes, sir.
Chairman MADDEN. Will you state your full name for the record,
please?
Mr. MIKoLAJCzYK. Stanislaw Mikolajczyk.
Chairman MADDEN. And your address?
Mr. MIKoLAJCzYK. 1402 Delafield Place N.W., Washington, D. C.
Chairman MADDEN. And your business?
Mr. MIKoLAJCzYK. I am president of the International Peasant
Union. Its head office is located here in Washington.
Chairman MADDEN. Mr. Counsel, you may proceed.
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Mikolajczyk, where were you born?
Mr. MIKoLAJCzYK. I was born in 1901, in Holsterhausen, Germany.
Mr. MITCHELL. Would you briefly tell the committee what you did
prior to World War II? What were you duties at that time? Were
you in the Government of Poland?
Mr. MIKoLAJCzYK. I left as a child from Germany and was working
as a farmer in Poland.
In 1918 I took part in the uprising against the Germans for a free
and independent Poland.
In 1920 I was a soldier in the army fighting the Bolsheviks.

215.5
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And after that I was working as a chairman of the farm organ
ization, a member of the Parliament, and as a chairman in the youth
organization.
Mr. MITCHELL. Where were you on September 1, 1939?
Mr. MIKoLAJCzYK. I was at that time in the army. I volunteered
in the army, and in September 1939 I was a soldier in the western
front of Poland.
Mr. MITCHELL. Will you tell the committee what happened to you
after that, please?
Mr. MIKöLAJCzYK. Afterward I was interned in a prisoner-of-war
camp in Hungary. From Hungary I escaped to France. Then thereI was entrusted by General Sikorski to prepare the formation of a
parliament in exile. The chairman was Mr. Paderewski, and I was
his acting vice chairman.
Mr. MITCHELL. At the time you were in Hungary, you were in a
German prisoner-of-war camp; were you?
Mr. MIKoLAJCzYK. No. I was in a Hungarian prisoner-of-war
camp. We were interned in Hungary.
Mr. MITCHELL. You were interned in Hungary?
Mr. MIKOLAJCzYK. Yes.
Mr. MITCHELL. Then you escaped from there and went to France;
is that right?
Mr. MIKOLAJCzYK. Yes.
Mr. MITCHELL. Were you in the Polish Army in France? -

Mr. MIKoLAJCzYK. I repeat, in France I was entrusted by General
Sikorski to prepare the creation of the Polish Parliament in Exile,
and here, under the chairmanship of Mr. Paderewski, I was acting as
a Vice Chairman of the Polish Parliament in Exile in France.
Mr. MITCHELL. In what year was the formation of the Polish Gov
ernment in Exile?

-

Mr. MIKOLAJCzYK. In 1939, its seat was first in Paris, later in
Angers, in France.
Mr. MITCHELL. When did the Polish Government in Exile go to
London?
Mr. MIKOLAJCZYK. 1940.
Mr. MITCHELL. When the Polish Government in Exile went to
London, what was your position at that time?
Mr. MIKOLAJCzYK. I was still the Chairman of the Polish Parlia
ment in Exile, and in 1941 I became the Vice Premier and the Minister
of the Interior.

Mr. MITCHELL. How long did you remain as Vice Premier and
Minister of the Interior for the Polish Government in London?
Mr. MIKOLAJCzYK. Until 1943, when, unfortunately, in the catas
trophe in Gibraltar, our Prime Minister, General Sikorski, died.
Mr. MITCHELL. Was that that airplane crash that the committee was
told about yesterday?
Mr. MIKOLAJCzYK. Yes.
Mr. MITCHELL. On April 13, 1943, Goebbels announced to the world
the finding of the mass graves of Polish officers at Kaytn. Will you
tell this committee exactly what the Polish Government in Exile did
at that time, from your own personal knowledge?
Mr. MIKOLAJCzYK. Before I answer your question. I would like to
tell the committee that, as Minister of the Interior, I was following
very closely the developments in Poland.
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Already in 1939 and 1940 we were getting news from Poland that
in December 1939 the Polish officers who had been taken prisoner of
war in Soviet Russia were expected to be released and be sent back
under the German occupation.
Later, all news was cut, and no news arrived in Poland.
After the Sikorski-Stalin agreement, we tried to get the news about
these officers from the Soviets. There were many personal conversa
tions between General Sikorski and Mr. Kot, the Ambassador, and
General Anders. There were notes sent over to the Soviet Ambassador
Bogomslov, in London.
We always got the answer “Your prisoners of war have been re
leased, and they must be free.”
Stalin even told General Sikorski personally that maybe they had
escaped to Manchuria. But we could not locate these people. They
did not appear in the headquarters of the Polish Army, at that time
formed in Soviet Russia, and even until March 1942, Bogomslov was
answering in his notes to the Polish Government that all prisoners
of war were free and had been released by the Soviet authorities.
Mr. MITCHELL. What was Bogomolov's position at that time?
Mr. MIKoLAJCzYK. He was ambassador of Soviet Russia to the
Polish Government in London.
Finally, in April 1943, we got the news that the Germans announced£ the bodies of the Polish officers had been found near the KaytnOrest.

It was very interesting because the first communiqué which was
announced by the Soviets gave the explanation that probably there
were misunderstandings because this place which had been announced
by the Germans was an old cemetery and maybe the Germans just
found the old place with the bodies.
A few days later, the Soviets announced that the Polish officers,
being still prisoners of war, had been taken over by the Germans and
had been murdered. -

We really knew from all the evidence through the underground,
through the letters, and also through a special mission sent by the
underground to investigate the case, that this was not the case.
Mr. MITCHELL. May I interrupt a minute?
When did the Polish underground in Poland start investigating the
missing Polish officers?
You, as the Minister of the Interior, knew a great deal about the
Polish underground operations; is that correct?
Mr. MIKOLAJCzYK. Yes.
Mr. MITCHELL. When did the Polish underground in Poland first
start trying to locate or find out any information about the missing
Polish officers who were interned in the Soviet Union?
Mr. MIKoLAJCzYK. We were trying to locate these people all the
time from 1939, and, as I said before, we were getting the news that
they were Soviet prisoners of war. They were writing to Poland
until the beginning of 1940, and from that time no news was heard
from them.
Mr. MITCHELL. You were telling the committee about the announce
ment about the old burying ground on the part of Molotov of the
Soviet Union; is that correct, when I interrupted you?
Mr. MIKoLAJCzYK. Yes.
Mr. MITCHELL. Will you please proceed now?
93744–52–pt. 7–22
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Mr. MIKoLAJCzYK. The Polish Government announced their wish
to investigate the case, and thereafter a note was sent to the Interna
tional# Cross at Geneva
Mr. MITCHELL. Before you take that up, sir, let me ask: Did the
Polish Government in Exile rely solely on the information of the
Goebbels broadcast, or did you receive any information from your
Polish underground sources in Poland?
Mr. MIKOLAJCZYK. We did not believe Goebbels at all, and the com
muniqué at that time released by the Polish Government denounced
the Germans.
The Poles knew very well what the Goebbels propaganda was worth
after all that the Nazis had practiced against the Polish and Jewish
people in Poland. Therefore, we were not viewing this thing from the
point of view of Goebbels’ propaganda.
But we knew a long time before that that these officers were missing.
We knew that£ had happened to them, because communica
tion with them and the letters which were being received from them
had stopped.
And, more, we got official answers from the Soviets, including the
note that they had been released.

-

Therefore, we were convinced long before. We had such good con
tacts with Poland under the German occupation, as well as the Russian
occupation, that we could locate immediately men or some group of
men who would be freed. Therefore, we knew that these men had
vanished.

We could not find what had happened to them.
We knew also, and were getting news from Soviet Russia.
Therefore, when the announcement came, there wasn’t any doubt
on our part that the Soviets did it

,

and it was our duty to ask the
International Red Cross for investigation.
Mr. MITCHELL. Will you proceed with what you did in connection
with the International Red Cross?. What happened with that?
Mr. MIKOLAJCzYK. Unfortunately, the reaction to the demand to

investigate was very bad from the Soviets, who denounced it
,

saying
that it was just purely Goebbels propaganda and they would not par
ticipate in it

,
a
s well as by the western public opinion and western

governments who were o
f

the opinion a
t

that time that this would
rather spoil the Allies’ relations in the big fight against Germany.
So, finally, General Sikorski, the Prime Minster, after this attempt
failed, had to withdraw the demand from the Red Cross.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. Would you care to state now whether you feel,

in your own opinion, it was a mistake to ask the International Red
Cross to investigate?
Mr. MIKOLAJCzYK. No. I stated in my book, as I also want to

state here, that it was the duty o
f

the Polish Government to do so. I

stated—and I want to state today—that in the conversation with the
British Ambassador to the Polish Government, Mr. O'Malley, I said,
“Yesterday there was discussion in the House o
f

Commons. During
this discussion, one o
f

the Labor Members o
f

the Parliament, Mr. Shin
well, went up and asked Mr. Eden to ask the Soviet Government to

intervene in Japan, where American and British prisoners o
f

war
have been maltreated.”
And I asked, “Is there a difference between an American or British
soldier and a Polish soldier? Haven’t we at least the same right to
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ask the Red Cross as here is being asked on behalf of the American
and British officers and soldiers maltreated in Japan?”
Mr. MACHRowicz. The point was raised, as you probably know, yes
terday, that President Roosevelt felt that your Government erred in
not having consulted with the American and British Governments
before making that request. Do you have any comment on that?
Mr. MIKoLAJCzYK. No.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Did you consult with the American or British
Governments before making the request?
Mr. MIKoLAJCzYK. I was not in charge at that time; therefore, I
could not tell you how much consultation was going on on the subject.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. That is all.
Mr. DoNDERO. I have a question or two, if counsel has completed
his questioning on that.
Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, sir.
Mr. DoNDERO. Mr. Witness, do you know anything about the files
of the NKVD being captured by the Germans at Minsk, Russia?
Mr. MIKOLAJCzYK. No; I don’t know.
What I wanted to tell the committee is the other problem about
files, namely, when I returned to Poland after June 1945, I was ap
proached by the prosecutor, Mr. Sawicki. Mr. Sawicki one day ap
peared in my office and asked me about the Katyn case.
Mr. DoNDERO. Was that the Russian prosecutor?
Mr. MIKola.JCzYK. It was the Polish prosecutor in 1946.
He told me, “Myself and the Minister of Justice, Mr. Swiatkowski,
are intending to bring a public trial about the Katyn case in Poland.
What is your opinion about that?” -

I said, “I think it is absolutely necessary to clear the Katyn case and
have a public trial.”
Mr. Sawicki asked me then, “And what would you like to tell in
such a Dublic trial?”
I said, “Only the truth. And I will tell in this trial how we tried to
locate these people; how we got from the Soviets all assurances that
they had been£ been released, and later the communiqué of the
Soviets which had been published, that they were still prisoners of
war at the time of their death.”
At that time, through secret sources, I knew also that there was still
some material obtainable in files in Poland.
Mr. Sawicki went back for a conference with Mr. Swiatkowski.
They both flew over to Moscow, and later I got the news that Moscow
ordered them not to touch the matter at all.
Mr. DoNDERO. Do you know anything about these files that were
captured by the Germans at Minsk, Russia, being later found in Pil
sen, Czechoslovakia, by Patton's United States Army when he moved
into that area?
Do you know anything about that?
Those files were later sent here to Washington.
Mr. MIKoLAJCzYK. I was trying to trace what happened with the
files which were in possession of #. German authorities as well as in
the possession of the Polish Red Cross. '. Were "' well keptunder guard during the German occupation in Krakow. They seemed
to be so valuable to the Germans that they were taking special care of
those files.

-
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So when the Russian Army was approaching Krakow, these files
were brought, as far as I could trace, to Wotclaw. There in Wotclaw
surrounded by Russian troops there was a 3-week fight. There the
Germans razed the buildings on the market place, and their airplanes
were flying in and out.
And I could still trace that this material had been sent into Germany
proper and later into Czechoslovakia.
Mr. DoNDERO. Are those the files about which I am asking you?
Mr. MIKOLAJZCYK. I could not exactly say if these are the files about
the NKVD. But they were these files which the German authorities
were keeping under special guard and evacuating them as the most
valuable things.
Mr. DoNDERo Did you know a man by the name of Roman Martini?
Mr. MIKOLAJCzYK. No.
Mr. DONDERO. Did you ever hear that he was appointed by the Lub
lin government, which is the Russian-dominated Communist govern
ment of Poland, being picked out or selected to make a study of the
Katyn massacre for the Russians?
r. MIKoDAJCzYK. I don’t know about that.
Mr. DoNDERO. Did you ever publish any article on that subject?
Mr. MIKoLAJCzYK. On this subject of Mr. Martini?
Mr. DONDERO. Yes. -

Mr. MIKoLAJCzYK. No.
Mr. DoNDERO. Did you know anything of a man being sent there
ostensibly to bring in a report favorable to the Russians, but instead
of that, he brought in a report holding that the Russians were guilty
of killing these Polish officers? Do you know anything about that?
Mr. MIKOLAJCzYK. I don’t know about Martini. I know of Mr.
Sawicki, who tried to find material favorable to Russia and didn't
find it

,

and has been advised by Moscow to drop the case.
Mr. DoNDERO. Do you know, or did you know, anything aboutMar
tini later being murdered, and that his murderers had conveniently
escaped?
Mr. MIKoLAJCzYK. I read this in the newspapers. Personally, I

don’t know.
Mr. DONDERO. That is all.
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Mikolajczyk, we had reached the point where
the Polish Government in exile had requested the International Red
Cross to conduct a neutral, international investigation a

t Katyn.
Could you tell us what happened during that period o

f time, be
tween April 15, 1943, and May 1

,

1943, o
n

the high-level discussions
between the British and American authorities on the International
Red Cross situation?
Mr. MIKoLAJCzYK. As I said, our demand for investigating that by
the Red Cross was received very badly even in the west, and during a

cabinet meeting, Prime Minister Sikorski told u
s that he had ex

changed arguments with the British Government about the case and
he was going to withdraw the demand for the International Red Cross
investigation.
Mr. MITCHELL. General Sikorski was killed on July 4 or 5, 1943;

is that right?
Mr. MIKoDAJCzYK. That is right.
Mr. MITCHELL. When did you become Prime Minister of Poland for
the government in exile in London?



THE KATYN . ‘OREST MASSACRE 2161

Mr. MIKoLAJCzYK. I was Acting Vice Premier at the moment when
General Sikorski was killed. I sent a telegram to the underground
authorities because part of the Polish Government in exile was in the
underground, namely, the Deputy Prime Ministers and three Minis
ters, and there was an underground parliament, I sent a telegram,
and in about 2 weeks' time after the discussion, they asked me to take
over the prime-ministership, and from that time I was appointed as
the PrimeMinister.
Mr. MITCHELL. In your official capacity as Prime Minister, when
did you first talk to Mr. Roosevelt, the President?
Mr. MIKOLAJCzYK. It was June 1944.
Mr. MITCHELL. Was the Katyn affair mentioned at that time?
Mr. MIKoLAJCzYK. When I became Acting Prime Minister, the
Polish situation became much worse. Relations were already broken
with the Soviets. The attempts of General Sikorski to restore the
relations did not succeed, and we were in a very desperate siutation.
Our underground, which at that time grew very strong, about 300,
000 soldiers in the home army and peasant battalions, was in the
middle between the Nazis, under the occupation, and the advancing
Soviet armies.
Therefore, my effort was to find a solution so the situation would
be not so that the same people who were fighting against the Nazi
occupation would either have to fight the new occupation or be mur
dered by the Soviets.
Therefore, all efforts were made to restore the relation with Soviet
Russia and to find a guaranty and a help both from the United States
as well as from the British Government to save the situation in Poland.
Therefore, I approached the American Ambassador in London with
the request to see President Roosevelt, especially when we got the
news that in a short time the conference in Casablanca would be held.
I asked even by a telegram for the possibility to meet the President
on his way to Casablanca.

-

Later the Tehran Conference was held.
Mr. MITCHELL. When was that, sir?
Mr. MIKOLAJCzYK. December 1944.
Officially, the communiqué which was published speaking about the
freedom, independence of Iran and China, seemed very favorable,
condemning every totalitarianism and other things.
It was just what we would like also to have for Poland. We also
got reports that the question of Poland had been discussed there. But
we could not find any proof how this problem had been solved, if it
had.
In March 1944 I sent a letter to President Roosevelt, which is a
public document—I will not repeat it—emphasizing in this letter the
situation of Poland and all the problems which were facing us.
The visit had been delayed for a few weeks still, but finally it was
set for June 1944. Here, in a conversation with the President, I dis
cussed all those problems with him which were facing us.
But I must say that we knew that the Soviets were bandits, but some
times when you are in a situation when you cannot escape the presence
of the bandits in your home, in this moment you will not raise the
question of the previous murders in Katyn.
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Mikolajczyk, at that conference with the Presi
dent, did you discuss the boundaries of Poland?
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Mr. MIKoLAJCzYK. I asked President Roosevelt to back us up in our
rights about the Polish territories and the frontiers of 1939. Presi
dent Roosevelt answered that he would back us up, that he was con
vinced that he could help us to retain Lwow, Tarnopol, the potash
mines in Kaluez and oil in Drohobycz, Kalisz, but he was very doubt
ful if he could convince Stalin about Wilno.
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Mikolajczyk, the Atlantic Charter was in effect
at that time. One of the provisions of the Atlantic Charter was that
there be no territorial gains on the part of any of the Allies.
Now, you are in the position of discussing the matter with President
Roosevelt in June 1944; is that correct?
Mr. MIKoLAJCzYK. Yes, sir. .
Mr. MITCHELL. At that time the President is telling you that he is
not convinced in his own mind that he can save all the boundaries, but
that he can save part of the eastern portion of Poland; is that correct?
Mr. MIKOLAJCzYK. Yes.
Mr. MITCHELL. What transpired after this discussion? What did
you report back to your Government.
Mr. MIKoLAJCzYK. The position of our Government was to ask the
American as well as the British Government to not deal with the ques
tion of frontiers during wartime. And my discussion with President
Roosevelt was along this line.
The Soviets were always bringing two conditions in public for the
restoration of the Polish-Soviet relations, one, to make changes in the
Polish Government in London; second, to recognize the so-called
Curzon line.
Unofficially, the first demand always was that we should denounce
our demand for the International Red Cross investigation and should
announce that we were wrong in asking for that investigation.
So, as far as July 1944, Lebicdcu, in London, was emphasizing that
maybe the Soviet demands about the reorganization of the Polish
Government, about Poland eastern frontiers, would be changed if we
announced that we were wrong in bringing the Katyn case to the In
ternational Red Cross.
And the situation was getting worse and worse in Poland. There
was a tragic situation. The orders given to the Polish underground
by the Polish Government and military authorities were to fight the
Germans to the end and then try to go in contact with the advancing
Soviet armies.

-

And for a few months in the eastern part of Poland, I must say
that the Soviets were very favorable to collaboration with the Polish
underground armies.
But the officers of the Red army were always saying, “Wait 2 or 3
days and you will see what will happen.” And exactly after the job
had been done in a certain area, the officers and soldiers of the Polish
underground army, who were in the common fight first in the under
ground against the Germans and later in the open fight against the
Germans, in view of the Russians' advancing forces, were arrested and
sent to Siberia.
Mr. MITCHELL. Are these the Polish underground forces that were
there all during the war?
Mr. MIKOLAJCzYK. Yes.
Mr. MITCHELL. And as soon as they worked with the Soviets and
came out in the open and started to fight against the Germans, after
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that particular area was conquered they were shipped of
f
to Siberia; is

that correct?
Mr. MIKoLAJCzYK. Yes. Some of them were shot and some were
arrested and sent to Siberia.
Now, coming back to the frontier question, we tried to get an agree
ment, and we announced that maybe a demarcation line would serve
this problem. This was rejected. And only at the conference a

t

Moscow in October I got to know that the question of the Polish
frontiers was£":
Mr. MACHRowicz. Was that October 1944?
Mr. MIKoLAJCzYK. Yes; had been discussed and settled in Tehran,
namely, during the discussion, when I was still fighting in the interests
of the Polish state, Molotov–
Mr. MITCHELL. Excuse me a minute so we will understand that.
Who was present at this conference that you had in October in

Moscow in 1944?
Mr. MIKolajczYK. There was Mr. Stalin, Molotov, Mr. Churchill
and Mr. Eden, and Mr. Harriman, Professor Gravski, and Mr. Romer,
and myself.

Mr. MITCHELL. Thank you.
Proceed, Mr. Mikolajczyk, please.
Mr. MIKoLAJCzYK. There during this meeting, when I was arguing
with Stalin, Molotov rose and said, “But, gentlemen, what are we
speaking about? This problem was already settled in Tehran.”
And it was the first official acknowledgment given to me that the
problem o

f

the Polish frontiers had been settled in Tehran.
Mr. MITCHELL. When did Tehran take place?
Mr. MIKOLAJCzYK. December 1944.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Do I understand, then, that the first time you or
any other member o

f

the Polish Government in exile knew that the
boundaries o

f

Poland had been already determined was in Moscow
in December 1944?
Mr. MIKolAJCzYK. Yes.
Mr. MACHRowicz. How many months was that already after it

had been accomplished?
Mr. MIKolarczYK. I made a mistake about the year. It was De
cember 1943, Tehran. And I was speaking about October 1944.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. Tehran was December 1943, and your Govern
ment, the officially recognized Government o

f

Poland a
t that time,

was first notified o
f

territorial changes o
f

Poland how many months
after the accomplished fact? -

Mr. MIKoLAJCzYK. The Soviets, in their public demand, were de
manding it all the time through.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. I mean how many months after Tehran'
Mr. MIKOLAJCzYK. About 9 months.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Nine months after Tehran you were first notified

in Moscow that your own boundaries had been changed and that there
was nothing more to do, nothing more to talk about?
Mr. MIKOLAJCzYK. Yes.
Mr. MACHRowicz. And no representative o
f

the Polish Government
was present a
t Tehran, was there?
Mr. MIKOLAJCzYK. No.
Mr. MITCHELL. Then it was not at Yalta that the boundaries were
settled. Actually, they were settled at Tehran and your first informa
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tion concerning it was at this meeting in Moscow in October 1944; is
that correct?
Mr. MIKOLAJCzYK. Yes.
Mr. MITCHELL. Proceed, please. Tell us what happened at Moscow
in October 1944.
Mr. MIKLOAJCzYK. The conference did not bring any results because
of the demand of the Soviets to recognize these frontiers in the first
place. I went back to London.

-

Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Just a moment before you go into that.
At that conference in Moscow in 1944, was the question of Katyn
discussed?

Mr. MIKoLAJCzYK. No, sir.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Did you not raise the question?
Mr. MIKOLAJCzYK. No, sir.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Why not?
Mr. MIKoLAJCzYK. As I told you, sir, at that time it was a question
of life and death of the Polish Nation to make or to find a certain
solution in the catastrophical situation in Poland.
At that time it was not only a question of those who are already dead,
but those who have been again murdered, transferred to Soviet Russia,
arrested. And all our effort was to stop this.
Mr. MITCHELL. You returned to London after this Moscow con
ference?
Mr. MIKOLAJCzYK. Yes.
Mr. MITCHELL. What did you tell your Government at that time?
What did you tell your Government in London?
Mr. MIKOLAJCzYK. I reported the situation, all the demands. And
the Government sent two letters, one to President Roosevelt, the other
to the British Government, asking some explanation and also raising
some points about the Polish problem.I don’t want to repeat these documents. The answer of the British
Government is publicly known, as well as the letter of President Roose
velt, whose letter was brought to me by Mr. Harriman, who announced,
being on his way from the White House to Moscow, that the President
asked him to ask the Polish Government if he should raise once more
with Stalin the question of the Polish territory. But he was em
owered to do so, to speak to Stalin on behalf of the southeastern part,
ut not about Wilno.
Mr. MITCHELL. In other words, what you are telling the committee
this morning is that Mr. Harriman told you that when he went through
London on his way to Moscow, he had permission from the President
of the United States to discuss only the portion of Poland that you had
previously discussed with the President, the southeastern portion, and
no other discussion?

S# those the instructions Mr. Harriman had to discuss withtalin

Mr. MIKoLAJCzYK. As I say, Mr. Harriman brought the letter which
was in answer to the Polish Government to all other questions, and he
told me that he was empowered to approach once more Mr. Stalin, if
the Polish Government would see that it would be useful, and fight on
behalf of us for the eastern territories, concerning the southeastern
territories, not the Wilno area.
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I want to make it clear that it does not mean he said, “I acknowledge
that this territory should be ceded.” He said he was empowered to
fight for those territories.
Mr. MITCHELL. Only the southeastern part?
Mr. MIKOLAJCzYK. Yes.
Mr. MITCHELL. Therefore, there was to be a change, in the eyes of
the American representatives, of some type?
Mr. MIKoLAJCzYK. I would say that is much of the same line that
President Roosevelt told me, that he was convinced that he would be
able to save for us from Stalin the southeastern territories, but he
was doubtful if we would be able to saveWilno.
Mr. MACHRowicz. I have one question, turning back again to this
Moscow meeting.
When you, as the then Prime Minister of the legally recognized
Government of Poland, were informed that several months prior
thereto the boundaries of your own country had already been .'
mined, did you make any protestations?
Mr. MIKoLAJCzYK. I asked the question immediately at the meeting.
Mr. MACHRowicz. I mean during the meeting.
Mr. MIKoLAJCzYK. Yes.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Did you make any protestations during that
meeting?
Mr. $inoascar. I asked, “Is it true?” because it was a shock
to me.
From the British side, it was acknowledged. I asked Mr. Harriman.
After the conference he said, “It must be a misunderstanding. I will
ask the President and will give you all information.”
Mr. MACHRowicz. Did you make any other protestations?
Mr. MIKoLAJCzYK. The whole meeting was a protestation. I was
sitting alone against the Big Powers.
Mr. MITCHELL. Now, will you tell the committee what happened in
London when you reported back to your Government?
Mr. MIKoLAJCzYK. My Government was of the opinion that if we
were getting help only for the southeastern part, that meant we were
conceding the other part.
My personal opinion was that we don't concede anything, but in this
tragic situation we should seek every help and in every form which is
available. Therefore, I resigned.
Mr. MITCHELL. You resigned at that time?
Mr. MIKOLAJCzYK. Yes.
Mr. MITCHELL. Will you give us a specific reason why you resigned?
Mr. MIKoLAJCzYK. There was a difference of opinion. The majority
of the Government was of the opinion that if we could not get the back
ing of all our interests concerning the eastern frontiers, and if we
should ask Mr. Harriman that he would approach once more about
the southeastern part, that meant we were giving up the other part,
our rights to the other part.
I was of the opinion that we were not giving up our rights and that
we, in our desperate situation, should take and ask for every help
which was possible under the circumstances.
Therefore, I resigned.
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Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Do I understand, then, the reason for your break
ing with the London Polish government was your insistence on not
giving in at all on territorial concessions? Is that correct?
Mr. MIKOLAJCzYK. Yes.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Mr. Mikolajczyk, in other words, what you were
doing for breaking with the London government is that you were
taking the position of President Roosevelt; is that correct?
In other words, you were accepting the fact that it was best to be on
the side of the big powers in this discussion?
Mr. MIKOLAJCzYK. I don’t think it is a question to be on one side
or the other. I was always on the side of the Polish nation.
But I was in the position of the weak, who have to take sometimes,
even with humiliation, what is offered to them and ask for help in a
terrible situation, even if a big and strong one is not giving you every
thing which you want.
Mr. MITCHELL. Now will you tell the committee what happened to
you from 1944 through June of 1945?
And when I am referring to that period, I refer to the Yalta pro
visions which provided that the three ambassadors, Molotov, Clark
Kerr, the British Ambassador, and Harriman would get together then
to try to work out some kind of an arrangement. I understand that
you were a private citizen in England at that time.
Mr. MIKOLAJCzYK. After my resignation I was a private citizen and
also the chairman of the Polish Peasant Party.
Mr. MITCHELL. You were chairman of the Polish Peasant Party?
Mr. MIKOLAJCzYK. Yes. Mr. Witos, the former three-times Polish
Minister, was in Poland. We tried to bring him out from Poland in
1944. Unfortunately, the airplane that was flying didn’t find the
right conditions, and the next month it was already too late to bring
him out from Poland.
Mr. MITCHELL. Was the Polish Peasant Party still a member of the
government in exile after you resigned?
Mr. MIKoLAJCzYK. The Polish Peasant Party was not a member of
the government in exile in London, but was still a member of the under
ground parliament and underground government in Poland. In
February 1945 the Yalta Conference took place. After the Yalta Con
ference, on the 17th of March, the Policy Deputy Prime Minister in
Warsaw, Mr. Janrowski, was approached by a Soviet officer named
Pimonow.
After the second meeting there, they were asked to meet with Soviet
General Iwanow, a member of the Parliament and a member of the
underground government, plus General Okulicki, former commander
of the underground home army, which at that time had been dissolved.
On March 28, 1945, there also went 12 other underground leaders to
meet the Soviet general.
Mr. MITCHELL. Had the so-called Lublin government been estab
lished by the Soviets at that time?
Mr. MIKOLAJCzYK. There were two stages in establishing the so
called Lublin government. First, after my visit to the White House
in June 1944, President Roosevelt telegraphed Stalin if he would re
ceive me for a conversation. He got a negative answer. Then the
British Government took over the initiative and pressed for a meeting.
On the 30th of July 1944, I made my first trip to Moscow. Only
when I was in Cairo did I get the news that in the meantime, on the
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25th of July, the Soviets had recognized the Lublin group, but not as
a government, but rather as a so-called administrative body. It
turned out later that this administrative body had to sign the conces
sion, on the 24th of July 1944, about the Curzon line, conceding all of
the territories, east from that line to Soviet Russia and, secondly, to
agree that all of the justice on the whole Polish territory would be
done by the Soviet commander of the advancing Red Army.
So I was considering in Tehran whether there was still reason to
fly in when the day before this had occurred. I got a telegram en
couraging me to go in, and I went to Moscow.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Was this telegram from Mr. Harriman?
Mr. MIKoLAJCzYK. No. It was a telegram from my Government
at that time. -

Mr. MACHRowicz. You mean the London Government?
Mr. MIKoLAJCzYK. Yes.
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Mikolajczyk was still Prime Minister.
Mr. MIKoLAJCzYK. And at this moment there was also an uprising
in Warsaw, against the Germans took place. My first duty, there
fore, was to ask Stalin for help in the Warsaw uprising. After the
first 4 days, I got the answer that there was no uprising at all, that
there was no fighting at all, that it was only propaganda of the Polish
underground.
After 6 days they acknowledged the flight in Warsaw, and Mr.
Stalin promised to send his liaison officers, and there was even some
technical advice given from Warsaw through London to Moscow how
the contact could be made. But after the conversation and my return
to London, Stalin didn’t send any help and even acted against the
help for the Warsaw uprising.
When I asked Mr. Churchill and President Roosevelt to intervene
Stalin opposed it for a long time, although 104 American airplanes
were ready to fly from the London airports over Warsaw and drop
supplies.
Mr. DoNDERO. May I ask whether the uprising was one led by Gen
eral Bor?
Mr. MIKOLAJCzYK. Yes, sir.
Mr. MITCHELL. That was the first step in the formation of the Lub
lin government?
Mr. MIKOLAJCzYK. Yes. The second step was in December 1944,
when the Lublin administrative body, so-called, announced themselves
as the Polish Government. On the 7th of January 1945, they were
recognized by the Soviet as the Polish Government. Unfortunately,
the text of the Yalta agreement, de facto, recognized this Lublin gov
ernment and spoke only about the reconstruction of this government.
As I said before, in March 1945, the 16 leaders went in Warsaw sup
posedly for a conference with General Iwanow. There they were told
that they would be flown over to Moscow for a political conversation,
a conference. They were even promised that after the conversation in
Moscow they would have the right to fly over to London. But instead
of a political conversation, they were landed about 100 miles from
Moscow, by accident, on snow and were brought by train to the Mos
cow prison.

In the meantime in April 1945 Mr. Stalin made an agreement with
Mr. Bierut, of the Lublin government, about the political and mili
tary alliance between Poland and Soviet Russia.
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The news about the arrest of the 16 leaders became known when
finally Mr. Molotov, at San Francisco, I think in May 1945, an
nounced that the leaders were in prison in Moscow.
Mr. MITCHELL. You were telling the committee that Molotov had
conceded or announced in May 1945, at the San Francisco Conference
of the United Nations, that these 16 underground leaders who were
formerly members of the Polish Government in exile were imprisoned
in Moscow at that time. Is that correct?
Mr. MIKOLAJCzYK. Yes, sir.
Mr. MITCHELL. Could you tell us briefly now what happened from
then until July 5, 1945? I would like to have you discuss specifically
the meeting that you had with Clark-Kerr, Averell Harriman, and
Molotov in June 1945, how you happened to be invited to that meet
ing, and what transpired at that meeting. This was in conformity
with the Yalta agreement.
Mr. MIKOLAJCzYK. In June 1945, I got an invitation to participate
in the consultation of the three Ambassadors who, it had been an
nounced at the conference, were first to form a provisional Polish
Government and, secondly, to secure a free and unfettered election in
Poland.
Mr. MITCHELL. Who did you get that invitation from?
Mr. MIKOLAJCzYK. I got the invitation from the three members
of the Commission—Mr. Molotov, Mr. Harriman, and Mr. Clark-Kerr.
Mr. MITCHELL. And it was signed by all three of them?
Mr. MIKOLAJCzYK. Yes.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Let me ask you a question there. The Polish Gov
ernment in exile in London was still functioning?
Mr. MIKOLAJCzYK. Yes.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Were any members of that Government invited?
Mr. MIKOLAJCzYK. No.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. Did you raise that point at the time you arrived
in Moscow?
Mr. MIKOLAJCzYK. No.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Why not?
Mr. MIKOLAJCzYK. If I have to answer that question, I will have
to use more time to explain the Polish political situation.
Mr. MACHROWICZ. The fact is that the Polish Government in exile
was not invited; is that right?
Mr. MIKOLAJCzYK. The provisions of the agreement at Yalto did
not foresee that. -

Mr. MACHRowICZ. Although you knew that the purpose of the meet
ing was to discuss the future governmental structure and the terri
torial boundaries of Poland?
Mr. MIKOLAJCzYK. Not the territory.
Mr. MACHRowicz. The governmental structure.
Mr. MIKOIAJCzYK. There was the question of the forming of the
provisional Polish Government and the question of the free and un
fettered elections in Poland.
Mr. MACHRowicz. But nevertheless the Polish Government in exile
and no representative of that government was invited to attend?
Mr. MIKOLAJCzYK. No.
Mr. MITCHELL. At that time, for the record, will you please clarify
your position? What were you at that time? You were not a member
of any government, the Polish Government, I mean.
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Mr. MIKolarczYK. I think since Congressman Machrowicz asked
that question, I should explain this situation. Unfortunately, before
the war the Polish Constitution, after the coup d'état of Marshal
Pilsudski, was a totalitarian one and was thrown on the Polish people
without the consent of those people.
Mr. MACHRowicz. I don’t think we want to go into that. Regard
less of how that constitution was formed, it did not bar you from
becoming a member of that Government. -

Of course, Mr. Chairman, if the witness wants to go into the
question of the Pilsudski regime, it is al

l

right with me.
Mr. MIKoLAJCzYK. Therefore the forming the first Polish Govern
ment, in exile was not the question o

f

the constitution. It was a

question o
f

the political agreement based o
n

the Polish authorities
of the main Polish democratic parties. As a result of this, the Polish
Government in exile consisted of members of the Parliament as well
as o

f

the underground.
Chairman MADDEN. Let us confine this to the testimony on the
Katyn massacre.
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Mikolajczyk, let me see if we can get back on
the track here. We would like to have you explain a

t

this particular
time what transpired at the time o

f

the conference between the three
ambassadors, Averell Harriman, Molotov, and Clark-Kerr, and what
discussions you had a

s

a
n individual o
r

a
s
a representative o
f

the
Polish Peasant Party at that meeting in Moscow in June o

f

1945.
Just tell us what transpired.
Mr. MIKoLAJCzYK. As I say, my departure from Moscow was
delayed for 24 hours because I asked the release of the 1

6 arrested
leaders o

f

the underground. Before going to Moscow I was told that
this question would be brought up at the meeting of the three mem
bers. Mr. Clark-Kerr telegraphed that he was conviced that this
problem would b

e satisfactorily solved before the consultation took
lace.p

Unfortunately the situation reversed itself. At the same moment
when the consultation was taking place the trial o

f

the 1
6 leaders

occurred in Moscow. Secondly, they discussed the candidates from
Poland who should be invited and that they again met the oppositionof Mr. Molotov or Stalin.
Anyhow, there was the question o

f inviting Cardinal Sapieha.
There was the question o

f inviting Mr. Trampczynski. There was
the question o

f inviting Mr. Witos. There was the question of inviting
the former President living in Poland, Wojciechowski.
The agreement among the three was to invite from Poland Mr.
Witos, Mr. Zulawski, and Professor Kutrzeba.
When we arrived in Moscow the first conversation was with
Mr. Zulawski and the dean of the Cracow University, Professor
Kutrzeba.

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Mikolajczyk, the fact remains, as far as we
are concerned now, that you have explained that you were invited to

this conference o
f

the three ambassadors which was provided for in the
Yalta agreement. Now, as far as I am concerned, I don’t have a
n

more questions. You have clarified the record u
p through and includ
ing yesterday because Mr. Harriman testified here yesterday and
admitted to that conference that you had in Moscow in June o
f

1945.
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Now, I believe, Mr. Chairman, some of the members of the com
mittee may have some questions.
Mr. SHEEHAN. I have a couple of questions.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. If Imay, I would like to finish.
What was the reason for your break with the London Government?
Mr. MIKOLAJCZYK. I said that I was of the opinion that we should
take every kind of help even when it was not satisfactory from the
big powers. My other members said that if we don’t get the whole
thing, that means we are conceding our right to some Polish territory,
while my opinion was we are conceding nothing and we should take
every help which we are able to get.
It was rather a question of tactics.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Then you subsequently became the Vice Premier
of the so-called Unity Government in Warsaw; is that right?
Mr. MIKOLAJCzYK. The Provincial Polish Government.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. The Provisional Government under the Yalta.
agreement?
Mr. MIKOLAJCZYK. Yes.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Were any of the members of the Polish London
Government—did any of them participate in that Government?
Mr. MIKOLAJCzYK. You mean previous members of the Government?
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Yes; previous members.
Mr. MIKOLAJCzYK. Yes.
Mr. MACHROWICZ. Who?
Mr. MIKoLAJCzYK. Mr. Stanczyk.
Mr. MACHRowICz. He was a member of your party who resigned
with you; is that correct?
Mr. MIKOLAJCzYK. No.
Mr. MACHROWICZ. Who is he?
Mr. MIKOLAJCzYK. He is a Socialist.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. When you became Vice Premier of Poland in

:
Warsaw, did you make any attempts to investigate the Katyn
massacre?

-

Mr. MIKOLAJCzYK. Yes.
Mr. MACHRowICz. What did you do?
Mr. MIKOLAJCzYK. I could do this only by secret activity, you under
stand. The situation was such at that time that I couldn’t do—
Mr. MACHRow ICz. What secret activity could you conduct in a coun
try dominated by the Communists?
Mr. MIKOLAJCzYK. At that time the situation was such that we
could do this.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. You understood this to be a unit government, not

a Communist-controlled government. Isn’t that right?
Mr. MIKOLAJCzYK. No. I have never had any illusion that this
agreement made with the Soviets o

r

with the Polish Communists would

b
e kept. The question was not a question o
f unity. The question was,

first o
f all, to stop the deportation and the arrest o
f

the thousands o
f

Polish underground people. As a chairman o
f

the Polish Peasant
Party, I and some of the Polish peasantry and the Peasantry Battalion
were involved and had the duty to do this.
Secondly, we had been accused as Poles o

f

not being friends with our
neighbors, o

f being such quarrelsome people, and so on, and so on.
Thirdly, by the most conservative press in the United States a

t

that
time we were accused that we didn’t know what were the feelings o

f
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the Polish people, that the situation had changed, and so on, and so
on, and that we had to prove once more that we could establish good
neighborly relations and help to bring about free and unfettered
elections.

Mr. MACHRowicz. Now, I understood you to say that when you
entered this Government you knew that it was a Communist-domi
nated government?
Mr. MIKoLAJCzYK. Sure.
Mr. MACHRowicz. And you knew that the London Government had
refused to participate in it?
Mr. MIKoLAJCzYK. Yes. I knew also that the London Government
was asked by the Polish underground to resign.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Now, I have here a message dated June 23, 1945,
from Ambassador Harriman to the Department of State, in which
he makes this comment. I will read the comment and then ask for
your comments on it.

(The portion o
f

the message referred to was off the record.)
Mr. MACHRowicz. Do you have any comments about that statement
made by Ambassador Harriman?
#, MIKoLAJCzYK. What is that statement? Is that a public state
ment? -

Mr. MACHRowicz. This is a message which you sent to the Depart
ment # State o

n June 23, 1945. Does that correctly express your
ViewS

Mr. MIKoDAJCzYK. Not exactly, but it was probably taken from the
official conferences.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. What is that ?

Mr. MIKoLAJCzYK. It was probably taken from the official announce
ments that I made and which I had to make if I wanted to have the
possibility to fight in Poland for two and a half years that we had.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Did you express then your confidence that this
was one o

f

the best pacts for a free and independent Poland?
Mr. MIKoDAJCzYK. No. I hoped that that way would lead to a free
and independent Poland.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Did you say that that would insure the participa
tion in the Government o

f

the great independent parties?
Mr. MIKoLAJCzYK. I did at that time.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Did you call for closer cooperation with the
Soviet Union?
Mr. MIKoLAJCzYK. We were always saying publicly and in front o

f

Mr. Stalin that we wanted friendly relations with Soviet Russia, but as

a free and independent people.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Now, ' ou subsequently change your mind as

to the wisdom of your joining the Polish Government in Warsaw, the
so-called Unity Government
Mr. MIKoLAJCzYK. Is that a political question or a witness question?
Mr. MACHRowicz. Well, it is a question which you may refuse to

answer, if you wish.
Mr. MIKOLAJCzYK. I am convinced that the millions of Polish
people who were for two and a half years fighting Soviet domination

in Poland with my help and with my participation did the best for
their country as well as for the awareness o
f

the Communist danger

b
y

the whole democratic world. From that point o
f view, I feel that
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it: my duty to do so, and we have done our duty in my conscienceWell.

Mr. MACHRowICz. On or about November 25, 1944, did you have a
conversation with Ambassador Winant in London?
Mr. MIKOLAJCzYK. When?
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Around November 25, 1944?
Mr. MIKOLAJCzYK. I don’t recall that. I remember once a confer
ence with Mr. Churchill and Mr. Winant as a guest.
Mr. MACHRowICz. I may say to you that on November 25, 1944,
Ambassador Winant notified the Department of State as follows:
(The quoted statement was off the record.)
Mr. MIKOLAJCZK. Exactly as I said before.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Do you feel that your colleagues in Government
were right, and that your estimate of the future was wrong?
Mr. MIKOLAJCzYK. Today I would say, after all of the books which
have been published, that I feel I was right. We should not have
rejected the help of the United States at that time even when it was
not fully satisfactory for Poland.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Was not the matter not a question of the rejec
tion of the help of the United States, but a question of appeasing
Soviet Russia by accepting a shameful compromise?
Mr. MIKOLAJCzYK. I don’t think so.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. That is all.
Chairman MADDEN. Mr. Sheehan.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Mr. Mikolajczyk, as the leader of the Polish Peas
ant Party, did you not undertake to seek out any evidence inside of
Poland after the Katyn massacre about who was guilty of it?
Mr. MIKOLAJCzYK. Sir, I will express myself in this way: We were
in a situation
Mr. SHEEHAN. Did you or did you not seek out any information?
Mr. MIKoLAJCzYK. We were in a situation where officially nothing
could be done.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Then you did not seek out any evidence?
Mr. MIKOLAJCzYK. No. I did everything that was possible as a
£to find material, and I reported about the conference with Mr.aWICK1.

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Sheehan, what was the date of your question?
Was it when he was Prime Minister, or afterward?
Mr. SHEEHAN. While he was Prime Minister and afterward, at any
time.

Mr. MITCHELL. As Prime Minister I thought you brought out this
morning that when you were the head of the interior you were working
with the underground of Poland.
Mr. MIKOLAJCzYK. That is what I tried to bring out.
Mr. MITCHELL. Now, Mr. Sheehan, I believe you want to ask the
witness what he did on his return.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Did you at any time seek out any evidence inside of
Poland about the Katyn massacre?
Mr. MITCHELL. The answer is “Yes.”

#s". What did you do with that evidence? Where is ittoday
Mr. MIKOLAJCzYK. I turned it over to the Government files.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Which government, the government in exile?
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Mr. MIKoLAJCzYK. Yes.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Thank you. Are you familiar with any attempt on
the part of the Warsaw Communist government to collect or destroy
any evidence regarding the Katyn massacre in 1945 or thereafter {
Mr. MIKoLAJCzYK. Congressman, as I was telling you in the
beginning
hairman MADDEN. Speak a little louder, please.
Mr. MIKoLAJCzYK. I was telling you that the Communist gov
ernment tried to get all of the material, and have a public trial in
Poland to clear the Soviets of the responsibility.
Mr. SHEEHAN. When was that? What year?
Mr. MIKOLAJCzYK. In 1945 and 1946.
Mr. SHEEHAN. 1945 and 1946?
Mr. MIKoLAJCzYK. Yes. But, as I said, when the Minister of Jus.
tice, who was Mr. Swiatkowski, together with Mr. Sawicki, went to
Moscow, he got the answer to drop this case, and that they didn't
want it.
Mr. SHEEHAN. I have no further questions.
Mr. MITCHELL. No further questions.
Mr. MACHRowicz. May I ask this question: In your opinion, who
was guilty of the Katyn massacre?
Mr. MIKOLAJCzYK. There was never any doubt for me—the Soviets.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Did you ever express any other opinion in any
interview to the newspapers?
Mr. MIKOLAJCzYK. No.
Mr. MACHRowicz. That is all.
Chairman MADDEN. Are there any further questions?
Mr. O'KONSKI. I have several questions.
Chairman MADDEN. Mr. O'Konski.
Mr. O'KONSKI. Mr. Mikolajczyk, in your dealings with the Ameri
can authorities during this critical time, did you get the impression
that you should not force the issue on such things as the Katyn
massacre and the truth about Stalin and the truth about Russia; that
your attitude should be one more or less of compromise rather than
telling the truth? Did you get the general impression in dealing with
the American authorities, that is

,

that you should go easy o
n

the
Russians? Is that more or less the feeling that you got as represented
by our country?
Mr. MIKoLAJCzYK. I didn't have the opportunity to discuss that
exactly with the American authorities, but it was at that time gen
erally said to us: “You have to settle the problems o

f

the Polish-Soviet
relations. These people are dead. You will not help them, but you will
spoil the collaboration o

f

the Allies. Therefore, keep silent.”
In my letter to President Roosevelt, in 1944, I said that there were
many£ that had happened to u

s which w
e

were not revealing

so a
s not to spoil the relations between the Allies, but that we were

appealing for help and the knowledge o
f

truth. I had in mind this.
Mr. O'KoNSKI. That is all.
Chairman MADDEN. We wish to thank you for appearing here today

a
s
a witness, Mr. Mikolajczyk.

93744–52–pt. 7–23
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TESTIMONY OF ALAN CRANSTON, LOS ALTOS, CALIF.

Chairman MADDEN. Our next witness isMr. Alan Cranston.
Will you raise your right hand and be sworn. Do you solemnly
swear that you will testify to the truth and nothing but the truth, so
help you God? -

Mr. CRANSTON. I do.
Chairman MADDEN. State your full name, please.
Mr. CRANSTON. Alan Cranston.
Chairman MADDEN. And your address?
Mr. CRANSTON. 1237 Hilltop, Los Altos.
Chairman MADDEN. Los Angeles?
Mr. CRANSTON. Los Altos, Calif.
Chairman MADDEN. And your business?
Mr. CRANSTON. I am in the building and real estate business.
Chairman MADDEN. All right, proceed, Mr. Counsel.
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Cranston, where were you born?
Mr. CRANSTON. In Palo Alto, Calif.
Mr. MITCHELL. What year?
Mr. CRANSTON. June 19, 1914.
Mr. MITCHELL. Where did you go to school?
Mr. CRANSTON. Stanford University.
Mr. MITCHELL. What year did you graduate?
Mr. CRANSTON. 1936.
Mr. MITCHELL. What did you do upon your graduation?
Mr. CRANSTON. I went to work for the Hearst newspapers, working
for Universal Service and the International News Service as a for
eign correspondent.
Mr. MITCHELL. Where was that work, in the United States or out
side the United States? -

Mr. CRANSTON. It was outside the United States, primarily in Eng
land, Italy, and in Ethiopia.
Mr. MITCHELL. England, Italy, and Ethiopia?
Mr. CRANSTON. Yes.
Mr. MITCHELL. When did you return to the United States?
Mr. CRANSTON. In the late part of 1938.
Mr. MITCHELL. What did you do upon your return to the United
States? -

Mr. CRANSTON. I went to work for an organization called the
Common Council for American Unity. That was an organization
that worked closely with the Department of Justice and other Gov
ernment agencies in transmitting information to foreign-language
newspapers and radio stations in this country in regard to America
and American life and government problems, and which also sought
to diminish discrimination in this country against people of foreign
birth and extraction of all various faiths and nationalities.
Mr. MITCHELL. Did you say that this organization, the Common
Council for American Unity, worked closely with the Federal Bureau
of Investigation?
Mr. CRANSTON. I didn’t say the Federal Bureau of Investigation.I said the Department of Justice. We collaborated with the Alien
Registration Unit of the Department of Justice in getting informa
tion out to foreign-born people in this country about the Alien
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Registration Act and were under contract with the Department of
Justice for a time.
Mr. MITCHELL. How long were you affiliated with that Council for
American Unity?
Mr. CRANSTON. I think it was something like 2 years.
Mr. MITCHELL. What did you do after that?
Mr. CRANSTON. I went to work for the United States Government
shortly after Pearl Harbor, for the Office of Facts and Figures, which
subsequently was merged into the Office of War Information.
Mr. MITCHELL. Can you give us the date on which you entered the
Office Of Facts and*'''
Mr. CRANSTON. It was either in December 1941 or January 1942.
Mr. MITCHELL. What was your official position in the Office of
Facts and Figures?
Mr. CRANSTON. At that time I was Chief of the Foreign Language
Division, which had responsibilities inside this country in dealing
with foreign-language press, radio, and foreign-language newspapers
in general.
Mr. MITCHELL. You were Chief of the Foreign Language Division?
Mr. CRANSTON. Yes. I had the same title in the Office of War
Information.
Mr. MITCHELL. This concerned only domestic matters?
Mr. CRANSTON. Yes; dissemination within the borders of this
country.
Mr. MITCHELL. In other words, as we refer to it

,
it was not overseas,

but it was domestic?
Mr. CRANSTON. That is right, although we dealt with information
relating to problems overseas, the war, and so forth, and so on.
Mr. MITCHELL. In other words, you received the information com
ing in from overseas and then had control of the distribution o

f it

among the foreign-language press and radio o
f

this country?
Mr. CRANSTON. We did distribute to foreign-language press and
radio groups in this country.
Mr. MITCHELL. You said that you had the same position in the
Office of War Information?
Mr. CRANSTON. Yes. The Division was carried on in the Domestic
Branch o

f

the OWI. There were two branches, the Overseas Branch,
which dealt abroad, and the Domestic Branch, which dealt within
the borders o

f

this country.

Mr. MITCHELL. I think that the OWI came into existence o
n July

25, 1942. Is that correct?
Mr. CRANSTON. Approximately at that time.
Mr. MITCHELI: Mr. Elmer Davis testified to that the other day.
Now, will you tell us your specific duties in this position?
Mr. CRANSTON. The primary purpose was to distribute information

to people who depended primarily upon foreign languages for their
information: First o

f

all we put out information about price control,
about selective service, about war manpower needs, and so forth,
working in, I think, up to 27 different languages in this country.
Mr. MITCHELL. Concerning American issues?
Mr. CRANSTON. We sought to develop the understanding o
f

these
people who depended upon foreign languages o
f

their responsibilities

in the American war effort, in understanding why we were fighting,
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and we sought to cement down or nail down their loyalty to this
country. We sought to keep them from developing loyalties to other£ We wanted their loyalties to this country and to our war
effort.

Mr. MITCHELL. Therefore, it was more or less an interpretation of
the news of the various emergency agencies and things of that nature
that you were primarily concerned with?
Mr. CRANSTON. Yes, but we were also concerned with a great many
disputes and arguments which arose among these foreign-language
groups due to the loyalties of some members of those to perhaps other
countries or to the interests of other nations. We sought to play them
down and to lay emphasis in our releases and activities that we under
took upon their devotion to the United States and to the cause of the
United Nations.
I would like to say that this was a very difficult field. There were
many difficult problems and personalities that we had to contend with.
It was work in the foreign-language field where some 12,000,000
Americans, I believe, were foreign born and something like another
24,000,000 were the children of foreign-born parents. Some of these
could not understand any language except their own.
Mr. O'KONSKI. If I may interrupt for just one question, wasn’t the
real purpose of your organization to instigate and sponsor loyalty
to Russia?
Mr. CRANSTON. Absolutely not.
Mr. MITCHELL. How were you first appointed to the Office of Facts
and Figures? What individual or organization was responsible for
your appointment to the Office of Facts and Figures?
Mr. CRANSTON. As I recall, three individuals recommended me for
that position. I recall the names of two. I am not sure who the
third one was. One was M. E. Gilfond.
Mr. MITCHELL. Where was he?
Mr. CRANSTON. He was in the Department of Justice and in charge
of public relations and information and was an assistant to the At
torney General at that time, who, I think, was Mr. Jackson. The
second was R. Keith Kane. He is now a New York attorney and a
member of the Harvard Corp. He is on the board, in other words,
of Harvard University.I don’t recall the third person. Possibly it was Mr. Read Lewis.
who is the executive director of the Common Council for American
Unity, the organization I worked for. But I am not sure that he
specifically recommended me.

-

Mr. MITCHELL. Are those the individuals whose names you put on
your Government form when you applied for a position?
Mr. CRANSTON. I believe that the first two that I named were on
the Government form. I know that they recommended me.
Mr. MITCHELL. Were you ever in the United States Army?
Mr. CRANSTON. I was.
Mr. MITCHELL. When ?
Mr. CRANSTON. The OWI sought to defer me in the early part of
1944. I asked them not to, and I enlisted as a private in 1944. I was
in until after VJ-day.
Mr. MITCHELL. Why did you decide to make that decision?
Mr. CRANSTON. I just didn’t want to be deferred. I felt that it was
up to the Army to decide manpower needs, and that if they wanted me
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I was ready to go. I just didn't want to be deferred. I wanted to
participate. -

Mr. MITCHELL. You were in a very, very important job, according
to your description of your duties at that time, and 1944 was a very
critical year. I would like to know why you decided that your serv
ices in the Office of War Information were not, shall we say, of greater
value to the national interest than joining the Army as a private.
Mr. CRANSTON. I stated in a memorandum to my superiors in the
OWI that I felt that I had developed a division there that could stand
on its own feet, that I had trained others who could carry on the work
of the organization.
Mr. MITCHELL. When you reported to the United States Army,
where did you report for duty?
Mr. CRANSTON. I was assigned first of all to this camp which is
right over here in Maryland. I have forgotten the name of it. ThenI was sent down to Camp Croft in South Carolina for basic training.
Mr. MITCHELL. What were your duties?
Mr. CRANSTON. I took basic training in the Infantry.
Mr. MITCHELL. After you finished the Infantry School, where were
you assigned ?

Mr. CRANSTON. I was thereafter assigned to the Army Service
Forces, first in, I think it was, the Seventy-first Division, which was

a
t
a camp in Missouri. Thereafter I was assigned to New York City

and to the Army Service Forces and worked on a publication called
Army Talk, which was a document prepared for distribution once a

week through the Army Service Forces for discussion purposes within
the Armed Forces.
Mr. MITCHELL. In other words, after you joined the Army you went
through the Infantry School and then practically reverted back to

the same type o
f

work you were doing in the OWI?
Mr. CRANSTON. But within the Armed Forces, yes.
Mr. MITCHELL. You say but within the armed services?
Mr. CRANSTON. Yes.
Mr. MITCHELL. What was your rank or rate when you reported for
duty with Army Talk, and in what year was that?
Mr. CRANSTON. It was in 1944. I was a private. I became a

sergeant.

Mr. MITCHELL. In what year did you become a sergeant?
Mr. CRANSTON. I presume early in 1945.
Mr. MITCHELL. When did you leave the United States Army?
Mr. CRANSTON. It was not very long after VJ-day, August or Sep
tember o

r possibly October 1945.
Mr. MITCHELL. What did you do after that? -

Mr. CRANSTON. For a time I worked in Washington for an organi
zation called the Council for American-Italian Affairs, which was
seeking to increase understanding in this country o

f

the problems o
f

Italy in the postwar period. I spent considerable time in Italy working
for the Hearst papers, and that is why I became involved in this
particular thing.
After that I returned to California and went into the building and
real estate business.
Mr. MITCHELL., Reverting back to your position in the Office ofWar
Information, will you explain to this committee how your particular
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division was set up within the OWI? Was it organized, shall we

*: through editors or desks or something along that line?r: CRANSTON. I don’t understand your question precisely. It was
a division established for the purpose of disseminating information
through the press, radio, and in every conceivable way in regard to
the war effort.
Mr. MITCHELL. Then you had specialists on various assignments;
is that it?
Mr. CRANSTON. Yes. In certain languages we had individuals who
would write or translate material in those languages.
Mr. MITCHELL. Who was your Polish-language man?
Mr. CRANSTON. In the beginning we had one person handling the
Slavic field in general. His name was Paul Sturman. At some later
time a man named Adam Kulikowski handled the Polish-language
work on a part-time basis. He worked, as it was called, “WOC,”
without compensation.
Mr. MITCHELL. Then you had no individual of Polish descent or
extraction in the OWI when you were there?
Mr. CRANSTON. Yes. We first had Mr. Sturman and then Mr. Kuli
kowski, who was of Polish extraction.
Mr. MITCHELL. When did he get there?
Mr. CRANSTON. I am not really certain of the precise date. I pre
sume it was late in 1942 or early in 1943, possibly toward the middle
of 1943. I am not sure of the date.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Pardon me. May I ask along those lines whether
you had in your employ a Mira Zlotowski?
Mr. CRANSTON. No, sir.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. For the record, she worked for the OWI. She
was the wife of Prof. Ignatius Ludowski, who was the counselor of
the Communist Polish Embassy in Washington.
Mr. CRANSTON. She did not work under my supervision at any
time that I was in the OWI. -

I might say that many times, in delving into the affairs of the OWI,
there have been mix-ups between the Foreign Language Division, the
Domestic Division, and the Overseas Branch, which had a Polish desk.
Mr. MACHROWICZ. The Polish desk of the OWI?
Mr. CRANSTON. She may have been there, but I do not know. ButI had no supervisional control in any way over that branch.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Did you have in your employ an Irene Balinska?
Mr. CRANSTON. No.
Mr. MACHRowICz. She was the daughter of the first counselor of the
Communist Polish Embassy in Washington.
Mr. CRANSTON. I never heard of her. She did not work for me.
M; MACHRowICz. Did you have a Stefan Arski alias Arthur Salman?

Mr. CRANSTON. No, sir.
Mr. MACHRowICz. He is now the editor in chief of a Communist
newspaper in Poland, an anti-American newspaper.
Mr. CRANSTON. To my knowledge I never met him.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. All of these three people are former employees
Of the OWI.
Mr. CRANSTON. But not of the division in which I worked, sir.
Mr, MITCHELL, Can you explain to the committee why, with a po
ulation, I would say, of approximately 6,000,000 Polish people in
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the United States, you did not have a full-time Polish employee in
your division?
Mr. CRANSTON. It was primarily a matter of budget. We started
off with somebody working on the£ and German groups because
they were, I think, the largest. They were groups derived from lands
with which we were at war, and we felt that the problems there were
particularly acute. We sought to add people for other groups when
the budget permitted, but we were always under a pretty slim budget.
Mr. MITCHELL. What was the name of that Polish individual again
whom you employed early in 1943?
Mr. CRANSTON. Adam Kulikowski.
Mr. MITCHELL. When the Katyn affair broke out on April 13, 1943,
did you consult him about it?
Mr. CRANSTON. I don't recall what occurred in our branch or in our
division in direct relationship to the Katyn massacre.
When I received your letter indicating that you wished me to testify,I wrote to him and to Sturman, who£ the Slavic languages
and who helped on the Polish work. I have received no reply from
Kulikowski. I have received a reply from Sturman indicating that£ was put out on this question and that he consulted Kulikowi on it.
Apparently Kulikowski was not there full time at that moment.
That is all I remember about it.
Mr. MITCHELL. Do you know what was in the release?
Mr. CRANSTON. I do not have a copy of it. I do not remember it.

He states that he believed that at that time it went along the general
assumption that this was a Nazi propaganda trick, and h

e

cited only
one fact that he remembers: that it stated in the release that the bodies
of the men had been shot in the nape of the neck in a manner typical
of slaughters that were known to have been committed by the Nazis
at various times.
Mr. MITCHELL. Who stated that?
Mr. CRANSTON. That was stated by Paul Sturman in the letter to

me when I wrote to him asking him whether he recalled anything about
this.
Mr. MITCHELL. Do you have that letter?
Mr. CRANSTON. I have it here.
Mr. MITCHELL. May I have it, please, because I have searched
through history looking for one indication where the Nazis have used
that method o

f

the extermination o
f people, and I have even gone as

far as the Army. Historical Division to come up with a
n

answer on
that since last fall when I started on this investigation.
Mr. CRANSTON. He does not cite any instance o

f

this. He simply
states this.

Mr. MITCHELL. May I have that for the record, please?
Mr. CRANSTON. You may.
Mr. MITCHELL. Thank you.
Mr. DoNDERO. Wasn't that also the Russian method of execution?
Mr. CRANSTON. Apparently it was.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Do you know where Adam Kulikowski lives now?
Mr. CRANSTON. So far as I know, he lives in Chicago.
Mr. MACHRowICz. Chicago, Ill.; that is correct.
Mr. CRANSTON. The last I knew, he was the editor of a trade
magazine.
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Mr. MACHRowICZ. Was the name of the magazine “Success”?
Mr. CRANSTON. No; “Opportunity.”
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Do you know that he has a reputation among
Americans of Polish descent in Chicago as a pro-Soviet sympathizer?
Mr. CRANSTON. I do not.
Mr. MITCHELL. I would like to put this letter on the record, if you
don’t mind, and then read it

.

Mr. CRANSTON. Certainly.
Mr. MITCHELL. The letter is dated November 5

,

1952. The letter

is as follows:
WASHINGTON, D.C., November 5

,

1952.
MR. ALAN CRANSTON,
12370 Hilltop, Los Altos, Calif. -

DEAR ALAN : I have but a hazy recollection of the facts concerning an OWI
news release on the Katyn Forest massacre, but I do recall that a release was pre
pared by me in cooperation with Adam Kulikowski.
Our source at that time, I believe, was the News Digest published in England.
The Nazis were charged with the crime as far as I can remember. The story
gave some details how the Polish Army officers were all shot in the nape of the
neck, a method practiced by Nazi executioners.

A copy of the release could be located in the Archives Building, or at least
traced from there to its final depository, for upon completion of OWI activities
the files of the Foreign Language Division, including copies of all releases, were
packed, marked, and addressed for delivery to the National Archives Building.
Perhaps the Select Committee To Investigate the Katyn Forest Massacre is in
possession o

f

the release in question, or at least a published copy thereof.
While in Washington, should you find time available, visit us.
With best wishes,

PAUL STURMAN.

Now, when you were the head o
f

this Foreign-Language Division,
Domestic, did you have a staff of investigators under you?
Mr. CRANSTON. No; not a staff o

f investigators. We depended for
whatever loyalty checks were made on people employed by the Divi
sion upon the OWI, which I believe worked with the Civil Service
Commission and the FBI and the other normal agencies of investiga
tion. We a

t

some time had had an investigative unit in the OWI
under the direction o

f

some admiral, and his job was to check the
loyalty o

f people who applied for employment with the OWI.
Mr. MITCHELL. That refers to individuals who were employed by
the OWI?
Mr. CRANSTON. That is right.
Mr. MITCHELL. I am talking about individuals who might have been
employed a

s investigators o
f

the news content that was going out
within the United States in connection with reactions and so forth,
Did you have anybody investigating that?
Mr. CRANSTON. No; I don’t believe we had anybody investigating
that. In the Office of Facts and Figures, and I guess in the OWI,
there was a bureau called the Bureau o

f Intelligence. I have for
gotten who directed that, but it was charged with the task o

f checking
on the reception and use o
f

releases put out by the OWI and also

o
n

the general content o
f

American newspapers and what was going

o
n in the radio stations both in the English language and in foreign
languages.

Mr. MITCHELL. Are you familiar with Mr. James D
.

Secrest?
Mr. CRANSTON. I don’t recall the name.
Mr. MITCHELL. Or a Robert LaBlond?
Mr. CRANSTON. No, sir.
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Mr. MITCHELL. We have heard testimony this week that you were
instrumental or took the initiative in setting up a meeting in New
York on May 12 or 13, 1943, with Mrs. Shea of the Federal Com
munications Commission, Joseph Lang, and Arthur Simon. Now, can
you tell the committee the details and the various£nd.Mr. MACHRowicz. You might state that Joseph Lang and Arthur
Simon were members of theW' Foreign-Language Radio Con
trol Committee.
Mr. CRANSTON. Would you permit me to go back a bit over the
nature of the problem that we faced?
Mr. MITCHELL. Surely.
Mr. CRANSTON. In foreign-language radio and in the foreign-langu
age press, before the beginning of the war and thereafter when I had
some responsibilities in regard to them, there was a great deal of
propaganda going on which seemed to serve the purposes of the Nazis
and the Fascists and our enemies, much of which seemed to be de
signed to diminish the loyalties of people of foreign extraction to this
country and to the war effort. Much of this was very subtle and very
hard to put your finger on and very hard to develop as a point of
attack requiring action by the Department of Justice. I would like to
give a couple of examples.
At one time a German-language radio broadcast to New York City
contained an announcement that Rommel had driven the British and
I think the Americans back 50 miles and was advancing on Alamein.
The news broadcast was abruptly stopped and they played the victory
march from Aida, which seems to have been a form of rather subtle
propaganda.
At another time a speech of President Roosevelt, the Commander in
Chief, was quoted in an Italian-language broadcast. It was a speech
calling for Americans to throw everything they had into the war effort.
At the conclusion of the recounting of this speech on this news broad
cast, again there was some music. This time it was “IWill Be Glad
When You Are Dead, You Rascal.”
These are not things you can nail down, but they are symptomatic
of the methods of£ in the foreign-language radio and press.
When the Treasury Department announcements were made urging
people to buy war bonds, at one time they were told on one station,
following that announcement, that it would be wiser to put their
money into diamonds because they were sure to be worth something
after the war, implying that war bonds might not be. I think the
purpose of that was to persuade people not to invest their money in
war bonds, although they were required to broadcast the requests that
these people buy war bonds.I would like to now quote from a book by Louis Lochner. This is
a quotation which states how foreign-language groups in this country
were the subject of intense interest by our enemies in the war. He
refers there to a quotation from a secret press release issued in 1940
in Goebbels office. The quotation is as£:
November 24—
Chairman MADDEN. What year?
Mr. CRANSTON. 1940. [Reading:]

November 24: Slovakia's adhesion to the Three Powers Pact must be evalu
ated on the basis of the number of Slovaks living in America and not on the
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basis of Slovakia's might or economic strength. Under no circumstances may
reference be made to the connection which our Ausland organizations main
tained with certain Slovak Societies in America.

Mr. MACHRowICz. Do you have, Mr. Cranston, any quotations show
ing the extent of the pro-Communist foreign-nationality groups in
this country?
Mr. CRANSTON. I don’t, but I will make a reference to that at a
later point, if I may.
I have a photostat of something that appeared in the Washington
Star. I regret that the date is not clear on this. The headline is “FCC
Probes Report of Tips to Nazi Submarines in Radio Programs.”
At one point during the war there was some fear on the part of the
FCC and the OWI and the Department of Justice that German
language broadcasts in New York City were being used by code mes
sages to signal to Nazi submarines as to when ships were departing.
You will remember that there was a time when, with mystifying suc
cess, the Nazi submarines seemed to know the departures of ships from
New York Harbor, and many were sunk.
Mr. MITCHELL. But that was the duty of the Office of Censorship;
was it not?
Mr. CRANSTON. It was no doubt the duty of the Office of Censorship
when it entered this field. At this time, when this happened, there
seemed to be nobody fully responsible. We had received information
that this might be going on in the German-language radio in New
York City. We called it to the attention of the Department of Justice,
to the FBI, and I believe to the Office of Censorship, but we were
merely passing on information that seemed to us highly pertinent to
the war effort.
I would like to read a quotation from a Polish-language newspaper,
Nowy Swiat, of March 21, 1942. This is the largest Polish-language
daily in the United States. This is a quotation symptomatic of the
divisive nature of many things that appeared in the foreign-language
press which might tend to diminish the desire of those who read them
in their own tongues to go along with the war effort. The quotation
is as follows:
One must not tell the Poles, French, Turks, Letts, Lithuanians, Hungarians,
Serbs “fight,” because when Hitler is conquered with your help you will be given
over to the “benevolent” care of Stalin.

I would like to add that the principal writer-on that newspaper,
although at that time it was a newspaper designed to be read by Amer
ican citizens, was a man named Matuzewski, who was required to reg
ister as a foreign agent by the Department of Justice.
Mr. O'KONSKI. No matter what he was, he spoke the truth; didn't
he? That is actually what happened; did it not?
Mr. CRANSTON. It was true in the case of the Poles.
Mr. O'KONSKI. It was true in the case of the Latvians, the Estoni
ans, the Bulgars, the Rumanians, and the Serbs.
Mr. CRANSTON. It is not true in the case of the French. They fought
and thev won liberation.
Mr. O'KONSKI. They had plans for the French, you know.
Mr. CRANSTON. I assume they did, and I assume they had plans for
us; but the tenor of this was not to fight the Nazis. That was the im
plication of that release.
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Mr. SHEEHAN. Mr. Cranston, I think we have had enough of the
background. First of all, I assume our committee counsel has in
formed you why we have asked you to come here in connection with
the Katyn Massacre?
Mr. CRANSTON. In general terms; yes.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Just so there will be no question about it

,

there was
censorship o

r

what we feel was censorship o
f

certain foreign-language
broadcasts in America in the Polish language about Katyn, as we un
derstand it; and what we are trying to determine is what particular
osition you o

r'' office had in that censorship program. So, thereore, you know how you are connected with the Katyn massacre. Are
you familiar with Hilda Shea's testimony this week?
Mr. CRANSTON. In the vaguest sense. I have not seen it. I read a

brief extract in the newspapers.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Have you talked to her?
Mr. CRANSTON. No; I sought to reach her this morning, and I failed
to. I asked the committee whether it was possible to read the tran
script of yesterday's testimony, but it was not available.
Mr. MITCHELL. It wasn't available to me here either until I walked

in here today.
Mr. SHEEHAN. According to our information—and we had Mrs.
Hilda Shea on the stand—a meeting was called in New York, as the
counsel told you, with reference to talking to these industry members
and talking to radio-station operators with a view toward silencing
them o

n their broadcasts about the Katyn Forest massacre. According

to our records, Mrs. Shea said that you called that meeting. Are you
familiar with it?
Mr. CRANSTON. I don’t recall the meeting. If she says I called it,I assume I did.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Mrs. Shea then went on in her testimony, according

to my memory, to state that you had asked her o
r

the Federal Com
munications Commission into this meeting. Have you any recollec
tion of that?
Mr. CRANSTON. I assume that that is correct, because we were work
ing with the FCC and with Censorship and with the Department of

Justice on these matters, and if I initiated a meeting I assume I

wanted them in on it. -

Mr. SHEEHAN. Mrs. Shea further went on to state that she told you
that the FCC had no business at a meeting of that kind for the simple
reason that they had no powers o

f censorship o
r telling anybody what

to broadcast, but she still went along and said that she sat there pretty
much a

s
a silent participant.

Mr. CRANSTON. I do recall some occasion—and perhaps this was
the occasion—when the FCC stated that they would only attend a

meeting a
s

an observer. That would tend to corroborate her
testimony.

Mr. SHEEHAN. If she couldn't do anything, why did you ask her

to appear as an observer?
Mr. CRANSTON. I assume because they were interested in the gen
eral field o
f foreign-language radio and had responsibilities in it
. I

felt it would be helpful to have a witness from that organization at

this meeting. I assume that was my reasoning.
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Mr. MACHRowICZ. Do you feel it was possible to exert a little more
pressure on some of these people who were present in that way?
Mr. CRANSTON. I don’t believe that is the reason; and if it was the
reason and she didn’t talk, she couldn’t have exerted a pressure.
Mr. MITCHELL. Who advised you to go ahead and set up this
meeting?
Mr. CRANSTON. I don’t know since I don’t recall the meeting.
Mr. MITCHELL. Mrs. Shea has already admitted that she was the
one who told you how to go about it

,

but a
t

the same time advised you
that the FCC could not participate.
Mr. DoNDERO. I have just one question there. Was that the occa
sion when the FCC had limited the licenses of broadcasting stations

to 30 days?
Mr. CRANSTON. I have n

o knowledge o
f that, sir. I don’t believe

that that was the case, but I do not know.
Mr. SHEEHAN. When you called this meeting, assuming that you
called it—and you say that you think you did—who set the particular
policy o

f determining that you were going to stop these broadcasts?
Were you in charge in setting the policy o

f

the Department?
Mr. CRANSTON.£ you permit me to retrace my steps a little bit

in this field? I will come back to that point as fast as I can.I want to go back to a meeting of the foreign-language stations.
This was the industry itself meeting in 1942 at a convention o

f

the
National Association o

f Broadcasters, who met in Cleveland. There
they admitted that they had very perplexing problems and troubles
in this field.
There was one New York station manager who told of a foreign
language announcer on his station who had broadcast a farewell to a

ship about to leave New York Harbor, clearly violating the censor
ship rules. He said that he had fired the announcer and that that
announcer was immediately hired by a rival New York station.

It was revealed at that meeting that the managers of the stations
had n

o monitoring system, that they had n
o

idea what was being
broadcast o

n their own stations in the language o
f

the enemy country.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. That is all very interesting, but I think we ought
to# back to the question o

f

Mr. Sheehan. I don’t think we have
sufficient time to g

o

into matters that haye no relation to this particular
matter. We are interested in this particular complaint against certain
stations.

Mr. CRANSTON. Well, sir, on this point, the industry was reluctant

to do policing o
f

its own o
r
to set up a committee because they were

afraid apparently that station operators would perhaps get rid o
f

good announcers. They actually asked the Foreign-Language Di
vision o

f

the OWI whether we would serve as liaison from the Govern
ment to the industry o

n matters regarding personnel on foreign-lan
guage broadcasts. I would like to read a quotation.
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This is a letter from Arthur Simon, who I understand testified here
and who was president of the industry committee. I don't have the
date, but he said the following in his letter:
For our protection, it is tremendously important that such persons are not
hired by other stations—
meaning people fired for possible subversive activity.
We have asked Lee Falk of the OWI
who was in my division—
if his office would be willing to help us on this matter. He has agreed to give
us whatever advice he has available. Therefore, we respectfully suggest that
you contact Lee Falk, Chief of Radio of the Foreign-Language Division of the
OWI in Washington, before engaging anyone connected with the preparation or
presentation of foreign-language programs. He will give you a prompt answer
as to whether the person or persons you have in mind for employment have a
clean bill of health as far as his information can determine.

Now, at their request we then sought information from the Depart
ment of Justice or the FBI on individuals when they had some doubt
and asked us. We did not divulge the nature of the information. We
would tell the industry whether it would be in their best interests and
in the country's best interests to employ a man or not to employ him.
That was done at their request. We were not imposing anything
on the industry.
Now, to get to the matter that you were directly concerned with, on
May 1, 1943, the OWI field office in Detroit reported that these Polish
language commentators were dividing the heavy Polish population in
this vital war-production center. £ only example cited—and this
will get back to the question you asked me awhile ago, sir—by the OWI
field office was that of an extremely pro-Russian commentator who
was feeding his listeners a strictly Russian line.
Now, apparently, there were polemics going on in the Polish radio
stations in New York' people£ in Polish, some tak
ing a strictly pro-Russian line, some taking a strictly anti-Russian
and pro-Polish line. I assume that because of the date of this memo
randum from Detroit this revolved around the Katyn affair, althoughI do not know that to be the case.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Was this gentleman's name Stanley Novac, if you
remember? -

Mr. CRANSTON. I have no idea whether he was an employee of the
OWI who was under my supervision.
Mr. MACHRowicz. I mean this announcer.
Mr. CRANSTON. I don’t know.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Then this matter came to your attention through the
industry, as you say?
Mr.&'. §–
ow' MITCHELL. Did you say that Novak was an employee at the
Mr. CRANSTON. No; I did not. I don't know who Novak was.
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The field office in Detroit of the OWI reported to the office here in
Washington that there were problems arising out of the Polish-lan
guage broadcasts. -

Mr. SHEEHAN. That was brought to your attention then?
Mr. CRANSTON. That was brought to our attention in that fashion,
Mr. SHEEHAN. Who referred it to you?
Mr. CRANSTON. This came in to what, I think, was called the field
division of the OWI. It was not something under my Division. But
then this particular report was referred to me because it related to
foreign-language broadcasts.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Did you discuss with anybody else as to policy, or
was the policy already set?
Mr. CRANSTON. The policy was pretty well set that we were against
polemics going on which related or which would tend to diminish
interest in the American war effort and divide people along national
ity lines in this country.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Who was your immediate superior in the OWI?
Mr. CRANSTON. I do not recall precisely who it was at that time.
The associate director with whom I worked was Milton Eisenhower
the brother of General Eisenhower. Eimer Davis was the Chief of
the Division.

-

Mr. SHEEHAN. Now, getting back to Hilda. Shea for a while, was
this a routine inquiry you made of the FCC for somebody to accom
pany you? -- ' CRANSTON. Yes; I think it was. I assume that it was. I do notTeCa.11.

Mr. SHEEHAN. Did you know Hilda Shea very well?
Mr. CRANSTON. Not particularly well. I knew three or four people
there who worked in a field related to our activities.
Mr. SHEEHAN. She was just a casual governmental acquaintance?
Mr. CRANSTON. Yes.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Mr. Cranston, one of the things we are interested
in—of course, from our angle, we agree that on a lot of this we have
seen the horses stolen out of the barn and the barn has been opened—
we are trying to go back because in our committee hearings we find
a lot of people who are involved in Communist or pro-Russian
sympathies.
Some of the questions that have come to our mind are concerned with
the fact that in the OWI there have been quite a few Communists
turned up in this particular Division who were helping to shape our
policy and our censorship.
Mr. CRANSTON. May I stress, sir, that insofar as I know—and I want
to differentiate between the Overseas Branch of the OWI which had
people of foreign extraction in it

,

and my own Division—I don’t know

o
f anyone who has been branded a Communist who worked in my Divi

sion, but there were some in the Overseas Branch who apparently were
discharged as Communists.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Mr. Kulikowski was in your Division?
Mr. CRANSTON. He was. I do not know, sir, that he has ever of
ficially o
r unofficially been branded a Communist.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. That is his general reputation in the city o

f

Chicago.
Mr. MITCHELL. Who was David Carr?
Mr. CRANSTON. He worked in my Division.
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Mr. SHEEHAN. If you will refer to the House Appropriation Com
mittee hearings in July 1943, you will see the following quotation in
one of their reports:

Policies have been practiced by the OWI, particularly in the Foreign Section,
which have tended to further the interests of Soviet foreign diplomacy.

Now, that comes from the House of Representatives and a report of
that body.
What we are trying to find out is whether censorship was going
on to promote Soviet foreign diplomacy, and to hold down some of
our allies. That is why we are interested in it from the Katyn angle.
Mr. CRANSTON. I say that I had heard of this report of the House
Appropriations Committee sometime ago that I instituted a search
to' it down and I did not find that specific report or any other.
But I do not believe that that language refers to the Foreign Language
Division of the OWI by name. I believe that it refers to the Foreign
Section, which, I believe, meant the Overseas Branch. I believe also
that if you will examine that in the context of the hearings at that
time you will find that it did not relate to the Division which I headed.
That is my assumption—I have not seen it

,
but I am quite sure

that that is the case.
Mr. SHEEHAN. For instance, we find that there was an Italian Com
munist by the name o

f

Carlotta
Mr. CRANSTON. That would tend to substantiate my contention.
He did not work in my Division. He was in the Overseas Branch.
Mr. SHEEHAN. You did not know him when he worked there?
Mr. CRANSTON. No.
Mr. SHEEHAN. You did not know him at all?
Mr. CRANSTON. No; I did not.
Mr. SHEEHAN. In other words, you feel that the only people you
had control o

f

were those who were directly in your own particular
Division?
Mr. CRANSTON. I certainly had n

o responsibility over those em'.by a totally different branch, and whose offices were in Nework City.
Mr. £ns. Counsel just mentioned to you the name o

f

David
Carr. It has been brought to our attention—and this may b

e misin
formation—that h

e

was recommended b
y

you for his position. Now,

his position was that o
f

Assistant Chief o
f

the Foreign Language
Division.
Mr. CRANstoN. That is correct. He was in my Division.
Mr. SHEEHAN. How long did you know him?
Mr. CRANSTON. I knew him fairly well. I knew him before h

e

became employed there.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Did you recommend him yourself?
Mr. CRANSTON. Yes; I did.
Mr. MITCHELL. Is that his real name?
Mr. CRANSTON. It is his real name now. I believe that his name
was originally something else. - -

Mr. MITCHELL. What was his name before?
Mr. CRANSTON. I believe it was David Katz.
Mr. MITCHELL. Would you spell that? K-a-t-z?
Mr. CRANSTON. I don’t know.



2188 THE KATYN FOREST MASSACRE

Mr. O'KONSKI. Did he change his name when he started to work
with you?
Mr. CRANSTON. No; I never knew him under that name. I always
knew him as David Carr.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Did you know when you hired him that he was a
member of the Communist Party? . . .

Mr. CRANSTON. No, sir. I did not know that he was or is a Com
munist. -

Mr. SHEEHAN. It is our understanding that he was a card-carrying
Communist. That bears further investigation, but that is the infor
mation given to us.
Mr. CRANSTON. I would like to repeat again that I relied upon
loyalty checks and for clearances of employees, upon the FBI, the
Civil Service Commission, and the agency, which checked people
before they were employed. As to others who went to work in my
Division, there were long delays while they were being investigated
as a routine matter, by those who were charged with that responsi
bility. When they approved somebody, I assumed they had been
approved in accordance with their practices.
Mr. MITCHELL. Where was he employed before you hired him?
Mr. CRANSTON. I believe that he worked for a press association
here; I do not recall which one it was.
Mr. MITCHELL. Do you know that he also was a part-time reporter
for the Daily Worker? -

Mr. CRANSTON. I knew that at the age of 17 he had written two
signed articles for the Daily Worker. He had told me that he was
not a Communist; that he was just a “kid” who was Jewish, who was
violently aroused over the Nazi activities, and felt that the Com
munists were more aware of them than others at that time, and
that he, therefore, wrote these two articles at the tender age of 17.
He denied that he had ever been a Communist. I have no knowledge
that he ever was one. He told me that after doing that at the age of
17, he had decided that that was not the soundest approach, that
he did not sympathize with the Communist viewpoint, that he was a
loyal American.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Do you remember when it was that you recom
mended that he be hired, the specific date?

-

Mr. CRANSTON. I don’t know the specific date. I would think it
was between January and March of 1942.
Mr. SHEEHAN. How long a lag was there after you recommended
him before he came into your Department?
Mr. CRANSTON. At least several weeks, I would assume. I know
there was some lag. He was recommended for his position by the
people that he named on his application, amongst whom were several
high officials of the American Government who knew him and who
apparently assumed that he was O. K.
Mr. SHEEHAN. I understand that you have taken quite a bit of in
terest in the support of Mr. Harry Bridges; is that right?
Mr. CRANSTON. That is absolutely wrong. I£ like to£the reason for the misunderstanding at this time. I am glad to have
the opportunity to do that.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Our committee would like to know.
Mr. CRANSTON. Yes.
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At the time that I worked for the organization called the Common
Council for American Unity, I was charged with writing a report
about once a month on legislation pending in Congress relating to
aliens, relating to naturalization and immigration problems.
At one time a bill was pending in the American Congress—a private
bill, for the deportation of Harry Bridges. I mentioned this fact in
an article in which I was summarizing all legislation then pending.
I mentioned that the then Attorney General, now Mr. Justice Jackson,
stated that in his belief, this was unconstitutional. I did not state my
own opinion. I was simply doing a reporting job. I never at any
time favored or opposed that bill. I had nothing to do with it. I

never had any relationship to Harry Bridges. It was simply a mat
ter o

f doing a newspaper job, a reporting job, in this case. I have
absolutely no other connection with Harry Bridges. I have never
met him.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Some of the committee members have informed us
that you were pretty well acquainted with Louis Adamic. Is that
right?£ CRANSTON. He was a director of Common Council for Ameri
can Unity or was on the board before I became employed there. I

came to know him after I was employed by Common Council for
American Unity. Incidentally, it is my assumption that he was mur
dered by the Communists.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Did you know him very well?
Mr. CRANSTON. Fairly well—not intimately.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Did you ever visit with him?
Mr. CRANSTON. I never visited him at his home. I believe that once
he visited me in Washington a

t my apartment and had dinner, o
r

dropped by and met my wife and myself. The occasion when he did
that, I recall, was when h

e

was o
n his way to o
r returning from the

White House, where h
e

had had dinner with President Roosevelt
and Prime Minister Churchill. So far as I know, that is the only time
he ever visited my apartment.
Mr. O'KoNSKI. This organization which Louis Adamic headed, was
that one o

f

the list of those organizations declared subversive by the
Department o

f

Justice?
-

- Mr. CRANSTON. No; it has never been. I would like to repeat that

it worked for the Justice Department on a contractual basis. It has
never been questioned a

s
to loyalty. It is financed by such responsible

foundations as the Carnegie Foundation, the Russell Sage Founda
tion, and other such organizations.
Mr. SHEEHAN. In other words, your whole testimony here tends to

show that your connections with Katyn were only coincidental with
that letter o

r request that arrived for the hearing in Detroit. Is that
the situation?
Mr. CRANSTON. Yes, sir.
Mr. SHEEHAN. And you only originated the meeting because of the
request?

Mr. CRANSTON. We originated the meeting because of the complaint
that came from the field office o
f

the OWI to the headquarters here in

Washington. It was then referred to me for consideration and action,

if I felt action was necessary.
Mr. SHEEHAN. You acted on it yourself?

93744–52–pt. 7–24
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Mr. CRANSTON. Yes. I would like to say that this is after it had
become agreed upon by Government agencies that the primary respon
sibility was not that of OWI to deal affirmatively with these things,
that Censorship had now a greater role in it

,

and also it was after the
industry itself had asked us for help in these problems. It was then
that we merely suggested to the industry committee that it consider
this problem.I would like to say, also, that the committee itself, or the radio
people in the industry, determined what to do about this, and they
took action on it.

I would like to mention one further point that I think would sub
stantiate that. -

In an article that appeared in the Radio Daily, a trade magazine

in the radio field, on July 16, 1943, Joseph Lang and Arthur Simon
collaborated in describing this situation in Detroit that arose out of

the polemics between Poles o
f pro-Russian and anti-Polish and Poles

o
f

anti-Russian and pro-Polish attitudes. -

They described this as an acute predicament and a threat to the
productivity o

f

American Poles and the war effort in Detroit.
Mr. MACHRowicz, Was that after the meeting with you?
Mr. CRANSTON. This appeared after the meeting; yes. I would like

to add one point, and that is that Mr. Lang and Mr. Simon in this
article which they jointly signed, stated that the action o

f

the industry
committee o

n this matter was an excellent example o
f

the industry’s
ability to regulate itself.
Mr. SHEEHAN. May I say in passing that, as I understood, when
you read that letter asking for help, they specifically stated in there
that the problem was to help to keep those who were being fired from
one station from being hired by others; is that right?
Mr. CRANSTON. That was the reason they were reluctant to do it
themselves. They were afraid to set up an industry committee.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Was it possible that, with your pressure and the
pressure o

f

the FCC, when you fellows said that someone was doing

a job that was wrong, they had to fire those people, and now they were
writing to you for help because they didn’t want any other station to

hire them?
Mr. CRANSTON. That was part o

f

the problem, apparently.
Mr. SHEEHAN. In other words, your meeting them was only to pro
tect the stations who had already had to fire people?
Mr. CRANSTON. Or who were reluctant to deal with the problem
without the guidance o

f

the Government.
Mr. SHEEHAN. The letter doesn’t say that they were worrying about£ hiring people who were fired? Read the paragraph aboutthe firing.
Mr. CRANSTON. The only quotation I have from Mr. Simon's letter

is as follows:

For our own protection, it is extremely important that such persons are not
hired by other stations.

Mr. SHEEHAN. In other words, the only reason the meeting was
called was because they had already fired someone and you were trying

to get protection for these people?
Mr. CRANSTON. Prior to Pearl Harbor there had been discussions

o
f

the instability and o
f

the dangers o
f

the material going out on the
air, and at a meeting in May 1942 o

f

the National Association o
f
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Broadcasters, some military spokesman—I don't know who he was—
was present, and warned them that unless this situation rapidly im
proved, Government action would be necessary.I believe that these men, with heavy investments in foreign lan
guage radio stations were afraid that they would be summarily taken
off the air and not permitted to broadcast in German and in Italian.
Mr. SHEEHAN. You are voicing an opinion now?
Mr. CRANSTON. Yes, but I am positive of that. I could produce
facts, I am sure.
Mr. MITCHELL. Who would remove them?
Mr. CRANSTON. They were afraid that their industry would be jeo
ardized unless it was properly organized to prevent Axis propagan
from going out on the air.£ But who would have removed them from the air?
Mr. CRANSTON. A military spokesman at this meeting in May–
and I do not know who he was or what Department of #e Army he
represented—warned them—and I believe that this is recounted in
either Variety or Broadcasters—that if they didn't improve the situa
tion they might well be removed from the air. I assume that who
would finally order them from the air would be either the Depart
ment of Defense in the interests of the war effort or the Federal Com
munications Commission or the Department of Justice.
Mr. SHEEHAN. The FCC with the 30-day cancellation clause.
Mr. MITCHELL. Actually, none of them would have. It was the
duty and the obligation of the Office of Censorship, and that only on
one basis, Mr. Cranston—if they would come up with something that
would break the code.
Mr. SHEEHAN. There was no censorship of anything within this
country, was there?
Mr. CRANSTON. The Bureau of Censorship, or whatever it was
called, was interested in this, and part of the industry code said that
no '' shall be employed whose past record indicates he may notfaithfully continue with the war effort. That was, however, a code of
the industry itself.
I would like to read you one quotation from Variety, if I may.
Mr. MITCHELL. No; that is not necessary. I would like to know
right now whether, when you set up this meeting with Simon and Lang
in New York, you asked for the Office of Censorship to be represented?
Mr. CRANSTON. I don’t know.
Mr. MITCHELL. Why didn't you?
Mr. CRANSTON. I simply don’t recall whether I did or not. It is
quite possible that I did, and possibly I didn't. I don’t know.
Mr. SHEEHAN. I have one more question, Mr. Cranston. This is a
little apart from the Katyn investigation, although it may bear on it
indirectly.
What is your position with United World Federalists?
Mr. CRANSTON. I am an ex-president of that organization. I am
now a member of the national executive council.
Mr. SHEEHAN. And you are still very active in it?
Mr. CRANSTON. Yes.
Mr. SHEEHAN. I want to make just this offhand remark. World
wide communism eventually envisions a united world under Commu
nist domination?
Mr. CRANSTON. I assume it does.
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Mr. SHEEHAN. If you have read anything on the philosophy of
communism, you know that it does.
Mr. CRANSTON. Yes.
Mr. SHEEHAN. The United World Federalists are attempting a
similar aim eventually, aren’t they?

-

Mr. CRANSTON. For a totally #erent purpose, not a dictatorship,
not a Communist one. It is one based upon democracy.I would like to state that the United World Federalists has in its
bylaws a provision against membership by anyone of Communist be
liefs, in the organization. We are non-Communists. We have never
been attacked by any Government agency as Communist, and there
are many Members of Congress who know well of our organization,
who think well of it

,

who work with the leadership o
f

the organization,
people o

f

both parties.
Mr. SHEEHAN. In other words, your ultimate aim and that of com
munism are the same, except that they want to lead the world.
Mr. CRANSTON. I would certainly not agree with you that our aims
are those o

f

the Communists. They want a Communist world; we
want a democratic world.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. I would like to come back to that New York
meeting with Mr. Lang and Mr. Simon. Now, you say that prior

to that you had received one complaint from Detroit and that was
about a Communist commentator?
Mr. CRANSTON. Yes. I don’t have the full text of that complaint
but it stated that there was a controversy raging between different
commentators. The only one it cited was a pro-Communist one. I

assume that that meant that he was arguing with people about the
others’ viewpoint.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. Being very familiar with that situation, I can
tell you that his name was

£y Novak.
Mr. CRANSTON. Was he making Communist propaganda?
Mr. MACHRow ICz. Stanley Kovak was£of Communist propa
ganda. Now, did you mention his name a

t

the time o
f

the meeting in

New York? -

Mr. CRANSTON. I don’t believe that I knew his name. I suppose
that if the meeting was held at this time and came out of this report—
and it is my assumption that we called it to the attention of Lang,
Simon, and whoever else was there—that people were going to ex
tremes o

n

both sides o
f

the fence, that is
,

that pro-Communists were
attacking in an extremely divisive way, and that anti-Communists
were doing likewise.
Mr. SHEEHAN. My question, then, is this: Since your only complaint
from Detroit was about a Communist, how did it happen that at the
New York meeting the only complaint was about those who made
comments which were anti-Communist?
Mr. CRANSTON. I just said, sir, that so far as I know—and I do not
recall this specific meeting—if the meeting came out o
f

this May 1

report—and I assume that it did—I am positive that we presented

a
t

that meeting the fact that there were two sources o
f

trouble in

Detroit, one being this extreme pro-Communist announcer, the other
being whatever other announcers there were, who were being rather
extreme about the Katyn massacre on the other side.
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Mr. MACHRowicz. May I quote from the House committee hearings
of 1943? You undoubtedly have read this:
Mr. GAREY. Will you tell us what was said at that meeting and by whom?
Mr. LANG. Both Mr. Cranston and Mrs. Shea were concerned with the situa
tion that had been developing between Russia and Poland in regard to the
matter of boundaries and the fact that Poland, I believe through its Premier,
its Government in exile in London, had protested to Russia about the slaying
of these 10,000 Polish officers in Russia, and they were concerned as to how
the situation would be handled on different radio stations.
Mr. GAREY. What did Mr. Cranston want you to do?
Mr. LANG. He asked us—when I say “us,” I mean the foreign-language radio
wartime control—if we could straighten out the situation in Detroit.
Mr. GAREY. What situation obtained there?
Mr. LANG. From what I could gather, it seemed that on the Polish programs
out there the Polish news commentators had taken a rather antagonistic attitude
toward Russia in this matter, and they felt that it was inimical to the war effort
and should be straightened out in Some way.
Mr. GAREY. And they wanted to know what you could do about getting the
program content on those Detroit stations to conform to their views on what
should be put over the air in the United States about the Russian situation?
That is the sum and substance of what Cranston was trying to get you to do?
Mr. LANG. I don't know that it was expressed that way. That was the thought.
Now, in view of the fact that the only complaint you had was about a
Communist commentator in Detroit, why did you pay, so much at
tention to these commentators who were anti-Communists?

Mr. CRANSTON. Sir, the only incident cited in this' from Detroit of May 1, which came to us, referred to a pro-Communist an
nouncer, whom you now tell me was Novak. However, it indicated
that there were violent arguments on both sides going on. In that
context, we stated this problem to the people at this meeting in New
York, because I am quite positive that we would not have singled out
the pro-Communist. If we presented this side, we would have pre
sented both sides, and would have told them to calm down,
Mr. MACHRowicz. As a result of this conference, Mr. Kreutz, who
was the anti-Communist commentator, was taken o

ff

the air and Mr.
Novak, against whom you obtained the complaint, and who was the
Communist, remained o

n

the air.
Mr. CRANSTON. I would attribute that to laxity o

n

the part o
f

the
industry. We made a recommendation; we were not able to enforce
it.
Mr. MACHRowICz. In my'' it was due to the pressure you ..brought to bear, and pressure brought to bear b

y

others.
Mr. CRANSTON. I would like, if I may, to have the privilege of plac
ing al

l

o
f

this in the context o
f

the situation that prevailed in this
country at high Government levels in regard to the Nazi announcement

in regard to Katyn.

It was apparent that Anthony Eden, the British Foreign Secretary,
President Roosevelt, and Sumner Welles, a

ll

felt that the disclosures
were presumably a Nazi trick. They seemed to assume that the'was done b

y

the Nazis. They certainly assumed and felt that a wil
ruckus about this in the American press, and particularly among the
foreign-born in this country, would not be conducive to the best inter
ests of the war effort.
As you heard in testimony from Mr. Elmer Davis 2 days ago, he

made a broadcast assuming that this was simply a Nazi trick.
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We were not making policy; we were just going along in my division
with what seemed to be American policy at that time.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. But you tried to do something that you had no
right to do. You tried to censor others who were telling the truth:
Mr. CRANSTON. We only made a recommendation at the request of
the industry that had asked for our recommendation, and we acted
upon a disclosure, a report which came from Detroit.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. But you did succeed in getting off the air those
people who actually, as we know today, were telling the truth. That
was the net result of your work.
Mr. CRANSTON. The truth was known by very few people at that
time, and I had no access to such, which does indicate conclusively,
it seems to me, that the massacre was conducted by the Communists.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Where did you get the information that Mr.
Anthony Eden, President Roosevelt, and Mr. Sumner Welles believed
that the Nazis were guilty?
Mr. CRANSTON. Perhaps I stated that carelessly, but I would like
to read to you a quote from Defeat and Victory, by John Cheka
nowski, who was the Polish Ambassador to this country. This appears
at page 159.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Excuse me for a moment. You said that as of that
time, when this was being held in New York, Sumner Welles, Presi
dent Roosevelt, and Anthony Eden felt that the Nazis did this. This
book was written long after that.
Mr. CRANSTON. Let me correct my statement. I said that carelessly.
They felt that that was Nazi propaganda, a Nazi propaganda trick.
Mr. SHEEHAN. You didn’t know at that time, in 1943, when this
meeting was being held, that that was their belief?
Mr. CRANSTON. I did know that my chief, Mr. Elmer Davis, had
made a broadcast.

Mr. SHEEHAN. Would you like to correct the record to have it show
that in 1943 you did or did not know that Sumner Welles and Presi
dent Roosevelt knew the Nazis did it?
Mr. CRANSTON. I did not know what Sumner Welles and President
Roosevelt knew or felt at that time. I did know that my boss, Elmer
Davis, made a broadcast, calling this a Nazi trick. I read in the New
York Times that he had requested the Poles to stop making provoca
tions over this incident.
Mr. O'KonsKI. Mr. Cranston, am I right in assuming this: That
the standard under which your office operated was virtually this:
Anything that was said against the Russians was the same as sayin
something against the war effort? Was that more or less the standar
under which you were operating?
Mr. CRANSTON. No; I don’t think that is a fair statement. We
were opposed to statements against any one of the United Nations
which would tend to diminish the desire of the people of American
citizenship, regardless of what their extraction was, to go along with
the war effort, and if things became divisive, we felt that they had
become harmful.
Mr. O'KONSKI. That is rather begging the question, because, to
my knowledge, there was no criticism of any other ally ever. The
only criticism that ever was expressed—and which criticism was
doubted by people who turned out to be right—while you people
turned out to be 1,000 percent wrong, as history now bears out—the



THE KATYN FOREST MASSACRE 2195

fact of the matter is that the only antially talk that we ever had
during the war was against Russia. So when you say “any other
country” that really does not mean anything.
Mr. CRANSTON. No, sir; there was a great deal of propaganda
against the British. There was violent Polish£ against
the British, feeling that they were doing things that were a dis
service to the£ CallSe. '. were violent attacks upon Chiang
Kai-shek, who was an ally of ours, at that time. There were many
attacks upon him.
Mr. O'KoNsKI. But your organization did not discourage any
attacks against Chiang Kai-shek?
Mr. CRANSTON. We sought to discourage attacks against any of
our allies where we felt they were harmful.
Mr. O'KoNSKI. I am glad to hear that, because this is the first time
that I have heard of a Government agency which at that time dis
couraged any attacks against Chiang Kai-shek. As a matter of fact,I think history will bear out the fact that he was more or less dis
couraged by the same group that tried to protect Russia at every
turn of the road.
Mr. CRANSTON. There was a man named Bradford Smith, who was
in my division, in charge of the work with the Japanese and Chinese
ress in this country. He was a stanch supporter of the Chiang
Wai-shek government. He was an intimate friend of Walter Judd,
who I am sure you know, in the Congress, and he would have taken
the position in any issue that arose that necessitated it that attacks
upon Chiang Kai-shek were harmful to the American war effort.
Mr. O'KONSKI. Further to bear out my point, and further to show
what happened: After the investigation into the Detroit situation,
the anti-Communists were taken off the air and the pro-Communists
were left on the air. That is what actually happened in Detroit,
after your intercession on behalf of the OWI, and getting the FCC
in on it

.

That is actually what happened.
You were called in there to investigate a complaint o

f pro-Com
munist broadcasts. After you had gotten out there, and your inves
tigation had been carried out, it was found that it had been conducted

in such a way that the pro-Communists were left on the air and the
anti-Communists were taken off the air. Did you know that happened?
Mr. CRANSTON. I had not known that until having been told that
by the committee today, but I would repeat, that we undoubtedly
called to the attention o

f

the industry the fact that there were pro
Communists and anti-Communists making trouble in Detroit. We had
no authority over what action they might choose to take. And if

they chose only to fire the anti-Communists, that is their responsibility,
and not mine.
Mr. MACHRowicz. They told us differently. They told us that you
ordered them to conform to your views, and that you made no com
plaints against the Communists, but rather, only against Mr. Kreutz.
Mr. CRANSTON. Do you have specific testimony from Mr. Lang to

that effect?
Mr. MACRowICZ. Yes.
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Chairman, at this point I would like to call
for a recess, and ask that Mr. Cranston stand by until tomorrow.
Mr. O'KoNSKI. I suggest we reconvene at 2 o'clock.
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Mr. MACHRowICz. That is satisfactory to me. Do you want to have
Mr. Cranston resume the stand at 2 o’clock?
Mr. MITCHELL. No; I would like to have him stand by, and we will
call him later. We have a full schedule for this afternoon.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. The hearings will be recessed until 2 p.m.
(Whereupon, at 1 p.m. the committee recessed until 2 p.m. of the
same day.)

-

AFTERNOON SESSION

The hearing reconvened at 2 p.m., upon the expiration of the recess.
Chairman MADDEN. Will the committee come to order, please?

TESTIMONY OF GEORGE HOWARD EARLE, CORAL GABLES, FLA.

Chairman MADDEN. Governor Earle, will you raise your right hand,
and be sworn?
Do you solemnly swear to tell the truth, the whole truth, and nothing
but the truth in the hearing now being held, so help you God?
Mr. EARLE. I do.
Chairman MADDEN. Now, will you just give your full name and
address to the reporter, please, for theI'
Mr. EARLE. George i£ Earle, 6508 Cabalero Boulevard, Coral
Gables, Fla.
Chairman MADDEN. What is your business?
Mr. EARLE. I am retired at present.
Chairman MADDEN. All right, proceed, Mr. Counsel.
Mr. MITCHELL. Governor Earle, I realize that you have just told me
this morning you had a serious operation recently. I have just men
tioned it to the members of the committee, and they will respect that
fact.
Rather than go back and retrace your history up to now, I would like
to have you, since you offered to testify and since you gave this com
mittee a statement on June 3 that you had been Minister to Bulgaria
and Rumania, I believe, under naval cover during the war
Mr. EARLE. No; Minister to Bulgaria and Minister to Austria, and£ Emissary for President Roosevelt in Turkey for BalkanAffairs.
Chairman MADDEN. And, Governor, previous to that, you were Gov
ernor of what State?
Mr. EARLE. Governor of Pennsylvania.
Mr. MITCHELL. I would like to have you tell the committee at this
time your specific knowledge concerning the conversations you had
with President Roosevelt concerning the Katyn massacre.
Mr. EARLE. In order that you gentlemen and those who are in
terested should not think this is an aftermath of the last election, I.
would like to read what I testified to 4 years and 8 months ago, to the
d'. before the House

Foreign Affairs Committee.
said that I went to Casablanca as a gunnery officer on a Navy

transport. General Patton, an old polo-playing friend of mine, gave
me a report on the North African operations, which I brought back
to the President.
When I warned the President at that time, in December of 1942, after return
ing from Casablanca, of the great Russian menace, greater than the German
menace, he said, “George, don't worry, Russia is so big it would break up when
this war is over.” I told him I did not think so. Then I went over to Turkey
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and was undercover agent to report on the Balkan affairs to President Roosevelt,
and try to get Bulgaria out of the war. For a while I was entirely against the
Nazis. Then when I received evidence of how Russia, while we were saving
them, was issuing propaganda to the underground against us, preparatory to
destroying our influence in Europe, things changed.

Acting Chairman Maloney, of the House Foreign Affairs Com
mittee, said:
How early was that?
As early as the first part of 1944. In May 1944 the President recalled me for
consultation. I will not forget how an old friend of mine, Joe Levy, of the New
York Times, went to the station and said, “George, you don't know what you are
going to over there.” He said, “Harry Hopkins has complete domination over
the President and the whole atmosphere over there is pink’.” He said, “If you
go over and report against Russia, you, who would be the best authority for
the administration in the Balkans, would be finished.” -

I said, “Well, Joe, I appreciate that very much.” Joe did not do it as a matter
of policy to his paper, or anything else. He was a friend of mine, and I said,
“Joe, after all, my country and children and grandchildren come before what will
happen to me.” So I went over and reported on it. To my horror, when I got
here I found the President really believed that the massacre of those 10,000
Polish officers by the Russians, of which I had all the proofs and pictures, was
done by the Germans, which was o

f

course absolutely incorrect. The Polish
Ambassador in both Moscow and Ankara had been asking where the officers
were, and the Russians were saying they were scattered through Russia. The
Germans were not within hundreds of miles of where the Polish officers, 10,000
of them, were murdered.

I felt pretty hopeless after that.
In the anteroom there I met Secretary Forrestal of the Navy and
talked to him about it and he said:
My God, I think this is dreadful. We were all alone over here. Russia can
do no wrong. It is perfectly dreadful.
He said: “They just simply are blind to the whole situation.”
Now, in August o

f

1944, '' to the President what I consider the
most important document I ever sent to him. It was a report on

Russia o
f
a neutral ambassador to Russia. I turned that report over

to the Foreign Affairs Committee.

In Istanbul, on August 22, 1944, I wrote this letter to the President
at the White House:
MY DEAR MR. PRESIDENT: The enclosure with this letter I consider the most
important communication I have ever sent to you. I beg of you to read it very
carefully. * * *

Chairman MADDEN. What date was that?
Mr. EARLE. August 22, 1944.
Now, he wrote there and summarized the whole Communist situa
tion. Gentlemen, I want to say it is the most magnificent thing I ever
read. It could not be better today, and that was 8 years ago. I fear
he is right about Russia.
Here is my letter, and I made two observations:

*

* * * An American banker said to me a few weeks ago, “We should have
been warned o

f Japan's intentions by the simple fact that every Japanese tourist

in America is pictured with a camera, and American tourists were not permitted
cameras in Japan.” In the same way I say by the fact Russia will not permit
our soldiers to fight with them nor our correspondents to go to the front should
Warn us of Russia's intentions.
Also, and far more important is the fact the moment fighting is over, there will
be irresistible pressure from the people of the democracies to demobilize and
return home our soldiers. There will be no such pressure to demobilize the
Russian soldiers since the lot of a Russian is far more comfortable in the Army
than at home.
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My most fervent hope is that a year from today you can say, “George Earle was
a fool and an alarmist.”
Cordially and respectfully yours,

GEORGE H. EARLE.

Now, I just want to read one little excerpt from this£report of this neutral diplomat. He gives three classes of''and their attitude toward Russia. Now, you gentlemen think over
this third class and see how many people it applied to in Washington:
A third class of people have decided to display an extraordinary agnosticism
and do not want to hear anything about a Russian problem, because it presently
disturbs the comfortable line of thought they have been driven into by the
"radio and the press, viz, that there is a big black wolf called Germany, after
the destruction of which the world will be happy and free forever. These
people, when placed before certain uncomfortable facts, just answer “It’s all
German propaganda.”
At least those who have a responsibility in allied countries must try to think
of the Russian problem as seriously as the Russian leaders think of the European
problems. *

Now, gentlemen, I kept on reporting. I was sick at heart whenI saw the President with the proofs that I brought him—which I
will come back to in a minute.
These are all letters from the President. I have about 50 or a
hundred of them.
It is a very interesting thing about his letters. No matter what you
wrote him, how unimportant it was, he always answered unless he
disagreed with you. If he disagreed with you, no matter how im
portant it was, he never answered.
Mr. MITCHELL. Governor, will you kindly select those letters that
have pertinency to the Katyn investigation?
. Mr. EARLE. Yes. Now, in order, first of all, that I might prove my
right to be his special emissary as—I mean to say I want to prove
that first of all—he gave me a cover as a naval attaché in Turkey,
because after a certain episode when I hit a Nazi officer over the head
with a champagne bottle President Roosevelt said the Nazis might
kidnap and shoot me. So he gave me a diplomatic cover as an
assistant naval attaché.
On June 11, 1944, I wrote to the President:
With all the tremendous burdens now upon you—

Chairman MADDEN. Is this a letter you are reading now?
Mr. EARLE. This is a letter I wrote to President Roosevelt. This
will give you my credentials as his special emissary.
Chairman MADDEN. I understand. But let us mark these letters as
exhibits.

Can we have those letters as exhibits for the record? They will be
returned to you later.
Mr. EARLE. Certainly.
Chairman MADDEN. Can you identify the letter as you read it
.

is: EARLE. This is my letter to the President, of 11th of June

2 Chairman
MADDEN. We will mark that first letter “Exhibit No.

6
.
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(The letter referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 26” for identifica
tion and is as follows:)

ExHIBIT 26-AMBASSADOR EARLE's LETTER TO PRESIDENT ROOSEVELT

JUNE 11, 1944.
MY DEAR MR. PRESIDENT: With all the tremendous burdens now upon you I
am terribly sorry to bother you with a comparatively unimportant and per
Sonal matter.
As I have had 26 months of active service as a lieutenant commander, United
States Naval Reserve, I am now eligible for promotion; however, since all my
reports have gone only to you, either directly or through Harry Hopkins, I
am told by the naval officers I have consulted that there is no one but you who
can give me a fitness report or recommend me for promotion.
I therefore enclose my fitness report. If it bothers you in the slightest, please
don’t hesitate to throw it in the waste-paper basket.

Cordially and respectfully yours,

THE PRESIDENT,
The White House.

Mr. EARLE. This one is from the White House, June 26, 1944:
Mr. PUCINSKI. Mr. Chairman, we will mark these “Exhibits 26 and
26–A,” the letter and the reply.
Chairman MADDEN. All right.
(The document referred to was marked as “Exhibit 26–A” for
identification, and appears on p. 2200.)
Mr. EARLE. Gentlemen, I think this is so important to show you
the attitude of the White House.
For instance, I personally believe that Alger Hiss is guilty as hell.
But I think the greatest guilt is not—well
Chairman MADDEN. Now, wait a minute. Let us confine this to
the Katyn hearing.
Mr. EARLE. Aren’t you being a little partisan, Mr. Chairman?
Chairman MADDEN. What is that?
Mr. EARLE. Aren’t you being a little partisan in not wanting to
hear a little against your dear Democrats?
Chairman MADDEN. We would like to go into all this, but, never
theless, we have a great number of other witnesses and we would like
to confine the testimony to the purposes of the committee.
Mr. EARLE. Mr. Chairman, I have listened here to irrelevant testi
mony for hours today, so I don’t see why you should deny me the
right to do so.
Chairman MADDEN. Just so we are not detained indefinitely.
Mr. EARLE. I don’t think this will detain you indefinitely. This
will show you the complete refusal of the White House to hear any
thing against the Russians. I think that is very relevant.
Chairman MADDEN. Proceed.
Mr. EARLE. I wrote to the President that my duties in Turkey
were finished because the Turks had broken off relations with the
Germans. I asked to be recalled, which he did.I returned here, and he thanked me very much and told me my
work had been good service. I told him I was willing to stay in
the Navy. He told me at my age it wasn’t necessary.
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ExHIBIT 26–A—MR. RoosEVELT's REPLY

*** *#### #C# 338

So I wrote him March 22 saying that unless I heard to the contrary,I was going to publish a complete statement about Katyn, about how
Russia was a much greater menace to America than Germany ever
was, because they had the men, the raw materials, and these millions
of fifth columnists.
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Mr. MACHRowicz. What year would that be, Governor?
Mr. EARLE. That is March 22, 1945, about 3 weeks before he died,
when I returned.
Here is his letter.
I had addressed the letter to his daughter Anna requesting her to
read it to him because Steve Earley was not there and I was afraid
he would not get it

.
May I say, gentlemen, this was in March of 1945. It was about the
time it' and Eva Braun, his new wife, had committed suicide in

the bunker outside of Berlin and the atomic bomb was almost com
pleted, the war was practically finished. There was nothing but
guerrilla warfare left.
This isMarch 24, 1945:
DEAR GEORGE: I have read your letter of March twenty-first to my daughter
Anna and I have noted with concern your plan to publicize your unfavorable
opinion of one of our allies at the very time when such a publication from a

former emissary of mine might do irreparable harm to our war effort. As you
say, you have held important positions of trust under your government. To
publish information obtained in those positions without proper authority would
be all the greater betrayal. You say you will publish unless you are told before
March twenty-eighth that I do not wish you to do so. * * *

I was loyal to him. I said I would not publish it if he told me not
to do it.

* * * I not only do not wish it, but I specifically forbid you to publish any
information or opinion about an ally that you may have acquired while in
office or in the service of the United States Navy.
In view of your wish for continued active service, I shall withdraw any pre
vious understanding that you are serving as an emissary of mine and I shall
direct the Navy IOepartment to continue your employment wherever they can
make use of your services * * *.”

I got orders to go to Samoa, as far as they could get me from Moscow,
where there was complete censorship.

I am sorry that pressure of affairs prevented me from seeing you on Monday.

I value our old association and I hope that time and circumstance may some day
permit a renewal of our good understanding.

Now, gentlemen, that was after the war was practically finished.
Chairman MADDEN. Can we have that as on exhibit?
Mr. EARLE. This letter I have been offered fifteen hundred dollars
for, and please don't lose it

.

Mr. MACHRowicz. Have you read the letter to which this was an
answer?
Mr. EARLE. No. I did not'' letters.Mr. MACHRowicz. You do not have a copy of it?
Mr. EARLE. No.
Mr. PUCINSKI. Mr. Chairman, in view of the value o

f

this letter to

the Commander, can we just read it into the record and return it to

him a
t this time rather than keep it? He said it is worth fifteen

hundred dollars to him.
Mr. MITCHELL. We have not lost one document yet, and we have
taken documents from all over the world.
Mr. EARLE. I was offered that by Mr. Rosenbach.
Chairman MADDEN. That will be the next exhibit.
Mr. PUCINSKI. That is exhibit No. 27.
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(The document referred was marked “Exhibit 27,” and is as
follows:)

ExHIBIT 27—MR. ROOSEVELT's LETTER TO AMBASSADOR EARLE

* E ****

8:

*
£d association
some asy peria:

Mr. EARLE. Now, gentlemen, just one other thing in this matter.
It is very interesting to show how active mentally the President was
before he died. .

I wrote him I did not want to go to Samoa, the war had passed it by.
However, Steve Early told me later. I had concluded my letter by
saying: -

May God guide you right through this Russian mess.
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The President knew very well who was responsible for the Russian
mess, and here is his answer—that remark got me sent to Samoa
Dear GEORGE: Your letter of March twenty-sixth has just reached me, and
your orders to duty on the Pacific have already been issued as I have already
changed instructions once. I think you had better go ahead and carry them out
and see what you think of the Pacific War as one of our problems * * *

He had heard all he wanted to hear from me about the European
problems.

With all good wishes,
FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT.

Gentlemen, I want to point out to you how very loyal I was to the
President. I said I wouldn't publish anything if he told me not to.
In spite of that, down I went to Samoa.
When I returned from there, the Chief of Personnel of the Navy and
Commodore Vardaman, the President's Navy aide, both called me in to
apologize to me and said they were very sorry, that the Navy De
partment had nothing to do with it

.

And then, Commodore Vardaman, one o
f Harry Truman's closest

friends, made a very interesting remark. He said—
We Truman people never turn over a Roosevelt stone that we don't find a

Snail under it.

I don’t know what he meant by it, but possibly you gentlemen do.
Now, I would like to go into this Katyn massacre.
Thank you very# Mr. Chairman, for your permission to bring

in what I consider showing the attitude here in Washington.
Chairman MADDEN. Proceed.
Mr. EARLE. The Katyn massacre we knew all about in Turkey. Of
course, the Turks, you know, their foreign policy is purely one of being
anti-Russian, because they know Russia wants their warm-water
Seaports.
Now, we knew all about that and we, o

f course, had our very strong
opinions.
But one day, one o

f my agents, a White Russian, brought me these
photographs o

f

the Katyn massacre. And then one o
f my agents in

Bulgaria brought me three letters, two from two members o
f

the
Bulgarian Red Cross and one whom I had known, and one from the
Rumanian Red Cross, whom I had known only by reputation.
These men gave these affidavits that they had gone u

p

there and
personally inspected this Katyn situation, and they said that by the
state o

f decomposition o
f

the bodies, by many other evidences, there
could be no question that it was the Russians who had done it.

Now, I went to Captain Trammel, of the United States Navy, a very
able intelligence officer in Istanbul. I was not under his orders; I was
reporting directly to the President. We worked together very well.

I showed him these pictures. They were very bulky, and, as you know,

in those days airplane travel weight was important.
So the smaller folders were given to me, and I gave the larger
folders, but not the affidavits, to Captain Trammel.
And as I wrote you gentlemen 2 or 3 months ago, if you ask him, he

still has the big ones. The small ones I took in to President Roosevelt
with a magnifying glass and showed them to the President.
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He said, “George, this is entirely German propaganda and a German
plot. I am absolutely convinced the Russians did not do this.”I said, “Mr. President, I think this evidence overwhelming.”
Mr. MITCHELL. When was this?
Mr. EARLE. The President recalled me for consultation in May of
1944. Now, this was a year after this had happened, but this evi
dence, conclusive evidence, had never been given to me before. It had
been given to me, I think, about February that year, and I wasn’t
called for consultation—I wanted to present them personally to the
President—I wasn’t called for consultation until May of 1944.
These were the President's words. He said:
George, you have been Worried about Russia ever since 1942. Now—

he said—

let me tell you I am an older man than you are and I have had a lot of experi
ence. These Russians, they are 180 million people, speaking 120 different dialects.
When this war is over they are going to fly to pieces like a centrifugal machine
cracked through and through, traveling at high speed.

He said this to me three times. That was his stock-in-trade answer,
we had nothing to fear from the Russians because they would fly to
leCeS.p
Now, as I say, I felt very hopeless. As I went out of the door, I
said, “Mr. President, please look those over again.”
Mr. MITCHELL. From whom were those affidavits?
Mr. EARLE. The affidavits were from two Bulgarian Red Cross men
and one Rumanian. -

And, gentlemen, my memory is poor for those foreign names, and
particularly poor when their families are still behind the iron curtain.
Mr. MITCHELL. We do not want the names on the record. We are
not asking to have the names on the record if you have the slightest
doubt in that regard. It has always been the policy of this committee
to do that.
Mr. EARLE. I understand.
Gentlemen, that has been 8 or 9 years ago, and I really do not re
member those names. But if I did remember I would have to give
them to you in confidence. -

Mr. MITCHELL. Thank Vou.
Mr. EARLE. But now, of course, the way I feel is this: As you know,
when the Poles demanded a neutral Red Cross investigation—of course,
you could hardly consider Bulgaria and Rumania a neutral Red Cross
because they were occupied by the Germans at that time, the spring
of 1942—but what defense could Stalin have to this if he were guilty?
The only defense Stalin could have was to fly into a rage and abso
lutely say:

This is an outrageous thing; this is a dreadful thing, and I am going to break
off relations with these horrible Poles for saying such terrible things about us
fine Russians. -

That was the only possible defense he had. Suppose he had
kept up relations with them; how could he have refused them the
right to send those neutral Red Cross agents in there? He could
not have done it.
So, he took the only defense he had, and that was to fl

y

into a fury

o
f outraged righteousness and break off relations with the Poles.
What else could he do?
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Mr. MITCHELL. You are speculating now, are you not? At the
time you saw the President in May 1944, was that part of your
conversation?
Mr. EARLE. What?
Mr. MITCHELL. What you are recounting to the committee here
now 2
Did you tell him, “What else could Stalin do?” Are you relating
a conversation you had with the President?
Mr. EARLE. No; I did not say that to the President.
Mr. MITCHELL. You are speculating then?
Mr. EARLE. Yes; I am speculating.
Mr. MITCHELL. In 1943 or 1944—in fact, until this committee came
into being—everybody thought it was an international mystery, be
cause there was so much propaganda on either side.
I would like to have you£ the committee then specifically what
went on between you and President Roosevelt in that conference in
May 1944.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Mr. Counsel, may I correct the record?
You say “everybody thought it was an international mystery.”
We got information from military attachés in 1942 saying the Rus
sians had done it.
Mr. MITCHELL. This committee was on record as already saying
in the report that the Russians did it

.

Mr. SHEEHAN. I am correcting the record.
Mr. EARLE. As I say, I came in there with this book of photographs.
You can get the original photographs if you don’t already have
them. Captain Trammel must have kept them.
Mr. MITCHELL. I have checked with the Navy Department and I
have gotten the same, identical pictures which were put on the record

in Frankfurt, Germany, this last April.
Mr. EARLE. Do you have them?
Mr. MITCHELL. Yes.
Mr. EARLE. I went in there and I said, “Mr. President, I am very
much worried about this Russian situation. I feel that they are a

great menace, and I feel that they have done their best to deceive
the American people about this Katyn massacre, and, also, primarily
and most important o

f all, by this dreadful book o
f jo: Davies,

Mission to Moscow, which made Stalin out a benign Santa Claus.
We never recovered from that. It made such a

n impression on the
American people.” -
“Now,” # said, “Mr. President, these Russians, you have n

o

idea
already, in the countries o

f

Rumania and Bulgaria, what they are
trying to do to us.”
And then, gentlemen, I showed him a picture which they had dis
tributed, which I always regretted I did not keep. It was a picture

o
f

Babe Ruth with a bat over his shoulder—a great, big picture—
and a

n adoring little American boy looking up at him. And, under
neath it

,
it said in the language of these iron-curtain countries, “Typi

cal o
f

democratic America; this great American brute is about to club
this little American boy to death.”

I always regret I did not keep that picture. I gave it to the .

President. -*

Mr. MITCHELL. I think you are making a slight mistake there
when you say “iron-curtain countries.” They are iron-curtain coun
93744–52–pt. 7–25 ". . . . . . . .* * - ** * |

- -
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£ today, but then they were Nazi-dominated countries; were theyInOt? .

Mr. EARLE. 1944, no, sir. Do you mean to say Rumania and Bul
garia weren’t in the hands of Russia in 1944?
Mr. MITCHELL. When were they taken over, specifically?
Mr. EARLE. The latter part of 1943 or in 1944. This was in May
1944.

Do you mean to tell me they were not in the hands of the Russians
in May 1944, when I spoke to the President?
Mr. MITCHELL. I believe you placed that “at that time” as having
been under the control of one of the Allies in wartime, which was
1944; is not that correct?
The phrase “iron curtain” did not come into being until after the
War.

Mr. EARLE. Oh, I beg your pardon. They may not have called it
the iron curtain
Mr. DoNDERO. May I suggest we are wasting time. The record will
show that.
Mr. EARLE. Your contention is that Rumania and Bulgaria were
not in the control of Russia in May 1944. -

Mr. MITCHELL. I do not want to get into a debate with you. I am
talking about the phrase “iron curtain,” and I want the record to show
that. You may say what you like about it

,

but I do not believe that

a
t that time, in 1944—

Mr. EARLE. Oh, no.
Chairman MADDEN. Let us proceed.
Mr. EARLE. Well, I came back and I showed him this picture, andI told him how worried I was about the whole Russian situation.
“Now,” I said, “about this Katyn massacre, Mr. President, I just
cannot believe that the American President and so many people still
think it is a mystery or any doubt about it.” I said, “Here are these
ictures; here are these affidavits, and here is the invitation o

f
the£ Government to let the neutral Red Cross go in there and make

their examination. What greater proof could you have?”
He said, “George, they could have rigged things up. The Germans
could have rigged things up.”

-

He even mentioned the fact that they might put in other bodies or

something to make them look older o
r younger, o
r

older o
r

newer
deaths, o

r something like that.
He said, “Those Nazis are very smart, and they could rig it up for
the Red Cross.”
“Well,” I said, “Mr. President, if you send in the proper kind of

representatives, the neutral Red Cross men, they could not do it.”
Then he said—the rest o

f

his conversation was—“Now, I want you

to find out something about the veterans o
f

this war, whether the
should have a new organization o

r

use the old organization. Also,
want you to g
o

out over the country and spend 3 weeks finding out
whether I can be elected or not.” Which I did. I went through the
country and telephoned him h
e

was sure o
f election, but begged him not

to run. I told him, “You have had a magnificent career, and this
Russian question can be solved only b
y

blood and tears. For God's
sake don’t run.”
That was my advice to him.
Mr. MITCHELL. Did that terminate the conversation?
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Mr. EARLE. I went into greater detail, as I said before: that they
had the natural resources; i: had a million fifth columnists, whereas
the Germans had only a few highly paid ones; how they hated democ
racy. And I told him Lenin's words, how the world must be made
communistic. And I said they are so much a greater menace than the
Germans there was no comparison. - -
At my conference when I got up and was leaving, I asked him to

#over the testimony I had# and the evidence I had left. And he
did not answer, and I walked out of the room, and that is the last I
ever saw him.
I called him on the telephone and told him about the information
he asked me to get about the veterans and about whether he would be
reelected.
Chairman MADDEN. What year or month was that?
Mr. EARLE. That was in May 1944, just before the landings in
Normandy.
Mr. O'KoNSKI. In other words, Governor, after you gave him the
report that you were convinced that the Russians slaughtered these
10,000 or 15,000 Polish officers, his reaction to that was that you should
go around the country and find out if he could get reelected or not?
Mr. EARLE. That and the veterans' matter; that is what he wanted
me to find out.
And I came back telephoned him he would be reelected. And 4
weeks later I was promoted to commander. I don’t think it had
anything to do with it; it was just a coincidence.
Mr. O’KoNSKI. Governor, was it not your impression that, through
out this whole period, even if Russia' murdered 100,000 or even
as many as 500,000 Polish officers, and we knew it to be true, that
he still would have covered up for the Russians because of the policy
we were carrying on at that time?
Mr. EARLE. I think that the love and respect and belief in Russia
in the White House was simply unbelievable to me. I just cannot
understand it

. Everywhere ! went there were just a few people,£ and Bullitt—and myself and a few others—I am not sureof all the names because I wasn’t here, so I don’t know—but I don't
understand it.
The liberals got all twisted up. They seemed to think that com
munism was liberalism, whereas, in reality, communism is the worst
enemy o

f

liberalism. There is no freedom o
f

the press; no right o
f

collective bargaining; n
o

freedom o
f speech. It violates every tenet

of liberalism.
Yes; I think these Americans for Democratic Action should b

e

called Americans for Socialistic Action.
May I say the American people don’t know the difference between
socialism and communism. £ me tell you the difference. I am sure
that many o

f you know it
.

-

The only difference is this: They both believe in Lenin's teaching.
The only difference is that the Communists believe in seizing it by

a militant minority, any kind o
f

crime to get it
,

b
y

violence, while
the Socialists mean to get it by legal means or by the vote of the
people. There is no difference. They both believe absolutely in the
teachings o
f

Lenin.
There is no difference except the method o
f attaining it
. Very few
people realize that.
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Mr. O'KoNSKI. Were you in any way forewarned about the change
in complexion of theW', House before you arrived there for this
conference?

Mr. EARLE. Yes. Were you here when I read about what Joe Levy
said to me?
And I want to tell you another very important thing that shows
you about that.
In the fall of 1944, the head of the OSS in Istanbul was Lt. Col.
Packy McFarland. He had his nickname from the old prize fighter.
He was a banker from Chicago. He asked me to come to lunch and
he said, “Now, George, you don’t realize that you are one of the fair
haired boys of the White House, but these reports that you are putting
in against Russia are getting you very much in wrong. You are not
going to be recognized there very soon.”
Now, gentlemen, as you know, of course, memories are pretty
trickV.£ of all, what I thought he said was this, “We have definite
orders in the ÖSS not to do any espionage work against the Russians
or to put in any derogatory reports about them.”
Now, I saw General Donovan, who was head of the OSS, who is a
magnificent American, a great soldier, who has been awarded the
Congressional Medal of Honor, who is absolutely honest. I told him
about that, and he said no such orders were ever issued.
My memory may trick me on that because Donovan's denial of the
order from headquarters was absolutely certain for me. However,
Farland may have said, “We wouldn’t think of endangering our
selves over here by doing it.” Or he might have said, “We wouldn’t
think of doing such a£Later on, the same McFarland was dropped in Yugoslavia with
young Churchill, and he came out of there seeing the brand of com
munism of Tito, who was, after all, nothing but a murderous Com
munist. He happens to be our murderous Communist at present; so
we get along with him. But he said he came out so exercised about
the dreadful dangers of communism that he came over here after he
got out of the OSS and went from department to department of this
Government trying to awaken them to the dangers of communism. He
was so impressed by them in Yugoslavia.
Now, gentlemen, McFarland might clarify that situation becauseI know Donovan speaks the truth and McFarland seemed like a truth
ful fellow. I may have misunderstood him. The least he said was we
wouldn’t think of doing espionage work against the Russians, or mak
ing derogatory reports about them.
That he did say. Now, whether it was orders, or he wouldn’t dare
do it

,

my memory is not certain. But I do believe General Donovan,
gentlemen.

Mr. O'KONSKI. Governor, even after the war in Europe ended, you
no longer needed Russia as an ally. I mean that is the pretense they
always used: that, after all, Russia was an ally, and they were afraid
we would lose them; so we had to play along with them.
Here the war was ended, and certain Americans were quite dis
turbed about this Communist business. There were a great many
Americans who started a

n organization called the American Anti
Communist Association.

-
Mr. EARLE. That is correct, sir.
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Mr. O'KoNSKI. You were asked to head that organization; were
you not?
Mr. EARLE. Yes: that is correct.
Mr. O'Konski. What was the reaction among your superiors when
you assumed the post of president of the American Anti-Communist
Association after the war was ended?
Mr. EARLE. I can give you that from a letter from President Tru
Inan.
Mr. O'KoNSKI. The reason why I am familiar with that phase of
it is that after you resigned the only person they could get in America
to lead it was myself, and I succeeded you; is that correct?
Mr. EARLE. Yes. -

Now, gentlemen, I resigned from the American Anti-Communist
Association as president, and I wrote to President Truman that I had
done so. But I warned him that the party that took the greatest,
strongest stand against this infiltration of communism, which meant
the destruction of all our liberties if it succeeded, would merit the
undying gratitude of the American people.
And# wrote me back this letter in February 28, 1947.
And since the war, Russia has broken promise after promise and
has violated every kind of treaty she has made.
Mr. O'KoNski. And already exercised 30 vetoes at the United
Nations.
Mr. EARLE. That is right..
This is from the White House, Washington, February 28, 1947:
DEAR GoverNOR: I appreciate very much your note of February 26, and I am
very happy to be informed of your decision with regard to the American Anti
Communist Association. * * *

Now, the reason I gave for resigning had nothing to do with pro
communism; quite the contrary.

* * * People are very much wrought up about the Communist “buga
boo” * * *

“Bugaboo,” gentlemen, Webster defines as an imaginary object
of fright. I wonder if our boys in Korea think communism is an
imaginary object of fright.
* * * People are very much wrought up about the Communist “bugaboo,”
but I am of the opinion that the country is perfectly safe so far as communism
is concerned. * * * We have too many sane people. Our Government is
made for the welfare of the people, and I don't believe there will ever come a
time when anyone will really want to overturn it.

Sincerely yours,* HARRY S. TRUMAN.

Chairman MADDEN. That will be marked “Exhibit 28.”
(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 28,” and

art: on p.#".r. O'KoNSKI. Let us get back to the Katyn story now, Governor.
In other words, the Katyn story is not significant in itself; but, no
matter what kind of story might have emanated that was derogatory
to the Russian interests, that kind of story would have gotten the same
kind of treatment, as far as subduing it is concerned, from high places
in our£ just as the Katyn story did? It is not Katyn
alone that was subdued, but any information derogatory to the Rus
sians would be subdued in the same way; would it not?
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‘. . . ." ExHIBIT 28—PRESIDENT TRUMAN'S LETTER TO AMBASSADOR EARLE-

£ear Governor:

I appreciated very much your note of
February twenty-sixth and I am very
happy to be informed of your decision
with regard to the American Anti
Communist Association.

People are very much wrought up about
the Cornraanist bagaboo bat I arr of the
opinion that the country is perfectly safe
so far as Communism is concerned - we
have too triary same people {}ar Goverritaert
is made for the welfare of the people and 1
dora t believe there xià ever corrie a tirrie
when anyone wiłł really want to overturn it.

7%.
Honorable George H. Earte
£rays Lane
Haverford, Pennsylvania

Mr. EARLE. Anything except one thing, and that would be mass
murder of Americans. # can’t think of anything else that would have
caused the White House to take any derogatory position to Russia.
If they had murdered a lot of Americans, they might have, nothing
less. -

Mr. O’KONSKI. In other words, their story always was that anything
anti-Russian was really anti-war-effort. Was# the general im
pression they tried to convey?
Mr. EARLE. Over here, with the war nearly over, you see what
President Roosevelt says in his letter:
I forbid you to say a word against an ally.
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This when the war was practically over.
Mr. O'KoNSKI. At the same time, did the same people who said they
were afraid that they might disturb the war effort show any inclination
whatever to subdue any anti-Polish propaganda? And Poland was
one of our gallant allies. Did they make any effort to subdue that
kind of propaganda?
Mr. EARLE. That I did not know about. I was in Turkey. I would
not know about it.
Mr. O'KoNski. Did they make any effort to subdue anti-Chiang
Kai-shek propaganda?
Mr. EARLE. As I say, I was in Turkey. I cannot answer that ques
tlon.
Mr. O'KoNSKI. This thing strikes me as funny. The only ally they
were always concerned about in not trying to create any suspicions
about was Russia. Whatever they might say about some of the other
glorious Allies, like Poland and Chiang Kai-Shek, they were perfectly
free to go ahead and say it

;

but Russia must never b
e touched, she

must never be criticized.
They were afraid she might leave us and make a separate peace with
Hitler, and then where would we be? That was their attitude? How
incredible.
Mr. EARLE. That is right. -

Of course, I want to tell you that right after Tehran the Russians
absolutely promised to give the people in the Balkans the right o

f

self-determination. 6: a short time after the Russians occupied
Bulgaria, and only a very few short weeks, I think, after Tehran,
when they promised the self-determination to the people, the Rus
sian soldiers were arresting the Bulgarian liberals who used to meet
with me at 2 or 3 o'clock in the morning on lonely roads to plan how

to take action against the Nazis when I was Minister. They were
executing those liberals and democrats within a few weeks after their
promise at Tehran, when they promised that the Balkan people should
have self-determination. That is how long they kept their promise.
Mr. O'KoNSKI. Just to make this thing fair on all sides—this is

not critical with me in any sense—let me ask: Do you really understand
what was the mission o

f

Wendell Willkie's going over to Russia?
What part did h

e play in the cover-up and apology o
f

the Soviet
Union, the “great democratic forces” o

f

Soviet Russia?
Were you ever informed as to what part he played in this cover-up
of Soviet Russia?
Mr. EARLE. There, again, I only had sketchy reports from the
Turkish press.
Mr. O'KoNSKI. You had no contact with him?
Mr. EARLE. I just met him when h

e

went through there, but he

said nothing to me o
f

interest.
Of course, one of the most terrific things to me and one of the thingsI regret most of all was when I met Forrestal. He said, “Please come
over, George, and talk this thing over with me,” and I didn't do it.I was in such a hurry to carry out these orders of the President and
go back to Turkey.
Just those few words. He burst out and said, “Oh, my God, we are
almost alone here. Anything Russia does is right, and they don't
see the menace o
f it
,

George.”
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And he said, “It is dreadful. I am worried sick.” And, as you
know, later he committed suicide, probably brought on by his worry
over the trend of the present American foreign policy with regard to
Russia.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Governor, may I point out an observation on the
so-called bipartisan foreign policy? It seems to me that every time
one of the Republicans got in with Mr. Roosevelt, he silenced him on
his word of honor not to reveal what they know.
So, therefore, a bipartisan policy means only a policy of the party
in power.
Mr. EARLE. That would be true, sir, under those conditions.
Mr. O’KonsKI. Do you have any other letters, Governor, from any
body, that could shed a little light on this thing? You were in a posi
tion where you turned out to be the man who was 100 percent correct,
and your superiors were found to be 1,000 percent wrong. Do you
have any other letters or documents of any kind that you could insert
in the record, that will show us the picture that prevailed at that time?
If Russia had committed mayhem, rape, plunder, no matter what
acts of atrocity or international crime she committed, that would never
be told to the American people, we would cover up for them.
Do you have any other information to give us?
Mr. MITCHELL. Do you mean concerning Katyn?
Mr. EARLE. Yes. This concerns Katyn.
You gentlemen have had no testimony from Prince Mirsky, or
Princess Mirsky?
Mr. MITCHELL. No.
Mr. DoNDERO. From what country?
Mr. EARLE. Prince Mirsky was a Polish officer, and he was taken
into prison in Katyn. He got his title of prince in a kind of nebulous
way, he told me, because he was descended from Russian exiles, and
they had a tradition that if anybody had a Scandinavian name like
Rollo or something like that, then that person got the title of prince.
He married a Polish woman. He was captured with the other Polish
officers and taken to Katyn.
Mr. MITCHELL. Where was he taken ?
Mr. EARLE. He was taken to Katyn.
Mr. MITCHELL. Are you calling for the record to say that he was
taken to Katyn? In the investigation of this committee—
Mr. EARLE. He was imprisoned in Katyn, let us say.
Mr. MITCHELL. We have never found a Russian prisoner-of-war
camp any closer to Katyn than 11 miles. -

-

Mr. EARLE. Well, they called it Katyn. The murder was near the
prison of Katyn. He said he was in the prison camp.
Mr. MITCHELL. Maybe Kozielsk. Kozielsk is about 11 miles east of
Smolensk.

Mr. EARLE. Wherever the murders were committed, that was the
prison camp.
Mr. MITCHELL. No; it was not, Governor. I want to correct you on
that point. The murders were in a forest called Katyn.
Mr. EARLE. That is right; yes.
Mr. MITCHELL. There was no prison camp in Katyn.
Mr. EARLE. I mean the prison camp nearest to Katyn.
Mr. MITCHELL. That is Kozielsk. It is about 30 miles.
Mr. EARLE. All right.
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Now, as you know, the way they found it out was that the old
Russian peasant told them there was firing in the forest of Katyn, and
the Germans went up there and found them.
This is what Mirsky said, that at that time, the Germans and Rus
sians were working together, and he had some estates or something
in Rumania, and the Rumanians got him out of there a few days be
fore the massacre. And when he tried to correspond with his fellow
prisoners in there, he said, they told him, “Well, don't bother about
that: we got you out just in time and you will never hear from then
again." -

Now, if you get this Prince Mirsky, he will give you that testimony.
Now, gentlemen, I just want to tell you this little story about his
wife. His wife was put into a prison. She was a Polish woman
and she was put into prison because of the fact that she had the title
of princess, they thought she might have information they could get
from her.
She told me this story herself.
So they put her down in this dungeon and they tried to get her,
even in those early days, to give' that the real cause of the
war was that the democracies wanted to destroy communism in Russia.
“Of course”, she said, “I had no such evidence.”
“So", she said, "finally I refused to testify to that because I didn't
know anything about it anyway. So they brought me up in this
room with a Russian Komissar and nine Russian soldiers.”
He said, “Now are you going to testify that the democracies are
now plotting to destroy Russia?”
And she said, “No, I won't testify to any such thing.”
He said, “We are going to show you what is going to happen if
you don't.”
So they brought up a Polish girl of 16 and said, “Are you going to
become a Communist?”, and she said she could not become a Com
munist, that she was a good Catholic.
So he gave the signal, and these Russian soldiers, one after the other
attacked her and left her unconscious on the floor.
He said, “Now, this is what is going to happen to you if you don't
tell us what we want to know.”
The next day down in the dungeon they brought in beautiful gold
ornaments that belonged to the Czar and o'í her that as a bribe
to tell. She refused that.
A few days later Germany attacked Russia and she was released
and made her way to the Turkish border.
That is a true story about Prince Mirsky and his wife.
While the Americans at home were reading Mission to Moscow,I was hearing people tell similar stories to Mirsky's, hundreds of them,
Jews and Gentiles, Mohammedans and everything else, refugees from
Russia's other slave labor camps, about the terrible situation in Russia.
Mr. O'KoNSKI. While you were on the scene over there, Governor,
there never was any evidence, by any agency of our Government, in
telligence, State, executive, there, was never any effort of any nature,
manner or form, or shape whatsoever to try to get from you what you
knew about the kind of people the Russians were; there never was
any such effort made?
Mr. EARLE. Never. I went down steadily in standing the more
reports I put in against them.
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Mr. O'KONSKI. As a matter of fact, when you volunteered informa
tion as to the nature and the long-range plan that the Russian Com
munists actually had, you were discouraged from using it and told
to change your opinions about them, were you not?
Mr. EARLE. Absolutely.

-

Now, gentlemen, that letter there is the most interesting letter on
COmnmun ISnm.

May I tell you one other thing which will show what I think is
the most interesting thing that happened to me in my whole life—in
any part of my career.
In 1943, early in 1943, Admiral Wilhelm Canaris, the great Chief of
the German Wehrmacht, the great Chief of the German Military
Intelligence, was always our friend. He saved Churchill from assas
sination. He notified the Low Countries of their invasion before it
happened.

-

Finally, Hitler caught up to him, and 2 weeks before Hitler com
mitted suicide he had him tortured to death by the S. S. in a prison
camp.

Canaris came to me in early 1943 and he said to me:
The German Army hates the Nazi leaders. They dislike Himmler; they hate
Ribbentrop, and the whole crowd. Now, we will take over control and we will
surrender to the allies unconditionally, except with one condition. We will turn
over to you everything. You can punish the Nazi leaders as you see fit.

Now, all this, gentlemen, you will find in a book by Ian Calvin, an
Englishman I never saw. It is published by McGraw-Hill. Master
Spy. It is a biography of Canaris.
He came to me and made this offer, on one condition:
You can take the Nazi leaders and execute them, punish them, anything you
please. You can do with us anything you want. We just ask one condition, that
you keep the Russians out of Eastern and Central Europe and you can use the
German Army to do it.

I thought it was the most wonderful proposition I had heard. And
I sent it to the President by pouch and every possible means I possibly
could. That was again one of the letters to which I never had an
anSWer.

Steve Early later told me President Roosevelt had received it and
said there shall be nothing but unconditional surrender. I often think
of where we would be today if we had accepted the proposition.
Mr. MITCHELL. Governor Earle, during the course of investigation
by this committee, I would like you to know that Congressman Flood
and I talked to Canaris' secretary in Germany last year and asked her
if she knew where we could find any of the records in connection with
the Katyn episode, the German records. She told us all those German
records had fallen into the Allied Powers’ hands.
We subsequently found those records in the Allied Powers’ hands in
London, and they all have been made a part of the record of this com
mittee. You can find them in part 5 of the hearings of this committee.
I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman.
Mr. EARLE. What I stated about Canaris had nothing to do with
Katyn.
Mr. MITCHELL. That is right.
Mr. O'KoNSKI. Governor, I have one more question.
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If you had subjected yourself and followed the pro-Communist line
instead of the anti-Communist line, do you suppose you could still be
in the ambassadorial service?
Mr, EARLE. I can only tell you that my former secretary, Harry
Kalodner, now judge in the United States circuit court of appeals, told
me that when I returned in 1946 and made that terrific | ast about
Russia, he told me that if I had not made it I would have been given
an ambassadorship immediately. That is Harry Kalodner, a leading
Democrat of Pennsylvania, and one whom all the Democratic Party
in Pennsylvania follow because he is very able and shrewd and honest;
that is all I know.
Mr. O'KoNSKI. The basis on which Ambassadors were selected was
whether they were pro-Soviet or anti-Soviet.
Mr. EARLE. There certainly could not be an Ambassador who was
anti-Soviet in the last two administrations.
Mr. O'KoNsKI. It is fantastic. One wonders why they do not al
ready control the world.
Mr. SHEEHAN. In the hearings before this committee it has been
brought out by various officials of the State Department that one of
the reasons for our particular line during those years was, as the State
Department and other officials said, that they were continuously afraid
that maybe Russia and Hitler would strike up a peace arrangement
and decide to end the war and leave usin the 'a'
From your experience, from where you were, what do you think of
that proposition?
Mr. EARLE. I think, gentlemen, my thoughts go into very vulgar
slang when I think of such a proposition.
Do you mean to tell me that even Stalin, after the dreadful punish
ment the Germans had given him, could possibly have switched sides
with his people? It would have been absolutely impossible.
Hitler in his fanaticism against the Communists would not have
thought of such a thing, and I do not think Stalin could have swung
his people to go over to the Germans again after the terrible slaughter
they had taken.
Don’t forget this, gentlemen, that Germany took two-thirds of Rus
sian industries. They killed several millions of men. They took
half of Russian European territory, and they administered it

.

How
could they possibly have ever hit on such a ridiculous, fantastic£" they could ever have patched it up after that hadhanpened? *

. SHEEHAN. What did the Europeans think o
f

that idea outside

o
f yourself?

Mr. EARLE. I never heard any European express such a possibility.
Mr. SHEEHAN. It is my understanding—is that not right, Mr.
Counsel—that the State Department people, when they were before
us, always held that out before us.
Mr. MITCHELL. I believe Mr. Sumner Welles yesterday, and Mr.
Averell Harriman contended that way; yes, sir. -- . .

--
Chairman MADDEN. Are there any further questions?
Thank' for appearing before us as a witness, Mr. Earle.We will now hear our next witness, Arthur Bliss Lane.
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TESTIMONY OF ARTHUR BLISS LANE, WASHINGTON, D. C.

Chairman MADDEN. Will you be sworn, please?
Do you solemnly swear that you will tell the truth, the whole truth,

£nothing but the truth in the hearing now being held, so help youOOI 2

Mr. LANE. I do.
Chairman MADDEN, State your full name for the reporter, please.
Mr. LANE. Arthur Bliss Lane.
Chairman MADDEN. And your address?
Mr. LAN.E. 2442 Massachusetts Avenue NW., Washington, D.C.
Chairman MADDEN. And what is your business?
Mr. LANE. I have no business at the present time, but I have been,
since my resignation as Ambassador, engaged as a lecturer and a
writer.

-

Mr. O'KONSKI. You are an unemployed anti-Communist.
Mr. LANE. That is right, sir.
Chairman MADDEN. Proceed, Mr. Counsel.
Mr. MITCHELL. How long have you been in the Foreign Service of
the United States, Mr. Lane? -

Mr. LANE. Thirty-one years.
Mr. MITCHELL. When did you first enter the service?
Mr. LANE. In 1916.
Mr. MITCHELL. What was your first appointment?
Mr. LANE. As secretary to the American Ambassador at Rome.
Mr. MITCHELL. What was your position in 1939?
Mr. LANE. I was Minister in Yugoslavia at that time.
Mr. MITCHELL. How long were you in that position?
Mr. LANE. I was there for 4 years, until 1941, when the Germans
came in.
Mr. MITCHELL. Where did you go in 1941?
Mr. LANE. I came back home. After a few months in the Depart
ment, I was sent to Costa Rica as Minister.
Mr. MITCHELL. How long were you in Costa Rica?
Mr. LANE. Just about 3 months. And then I was appointed Ambas
sador to Colombia. -

Mr. MITCHELL. How long were you in Colombia?
Mr. LANE. About 2 years and a half.
Then I was appointed Ambassador to the Polish Government in
exile in London, but I never arrived there.
Mr. MITCHELL. What was the specific date, if you recall?
Mr. LANE. I think my appointment was September 21, 1944.
# MITCHELL. Your appointment to the Polish Goverment inexile?

Mr. LANE. That is right.
Mr. MITCHELL. Why did you not arrive there?
Mr. LANE. Because there was disagreement at that time among the
Big Three as to what the disposition of Poland was to be.
Mr. MITCHELL. Had you been confirmed by the Senate?
Mr. LANE. Yes; I had been.
Mr. MITCHELL. This was September 1944?
Mr. LAN.E. 1944. And I remained in Washington then until I ac
tually left for Poland on July 5, 1945.
Mr. MITCHELL. During the period that you were in Washington, I
assume you were working in the Department of State?



THE KATYN FOREST MASSACRE 2217

Mr. LANE. Yes. -

Mr. MITCHELI. In your briefing to assume your position as United
States Ambassador to the Polish Government in exile, what were you
informed concerning the Katyn massacre?
Mr. LANE. The only document that I was able to see was the report
that came from the American Embassy in Moscow, which had been
prepared by Miss Harriman.
Mr. MITCHELL. During the course of time from September 1944
until you departed in July 1945, did you, of your own personal knowl.
edge, not official, find out anything about the Katyn massacre, and, if
so, from whom, and when?
Mr. LANE. I did not find anything except that one report, althoughI endeavored to find out if there were any files in the Department of
State on that subject.
Mr. MITCHELL. Did you ever talk to the Polish Ambassador here
about the subject, Ambassador Ciechanowski?
Mr. LANE. Yes, I did.
Mr. MITCHELL. When 2
Mr. LANE. I cannot exactly recall the date, but it was obviously be
tween September 1944 and the spring of 1945.
Mr. MITCHELL. There was a Mr. Durbrow in the Department of
State, I believe, at that time. He was the man in charge of the Polish
desk at that time. Did you discuss the Katyn massacre with Mr.
Durbrow?
Mr. LAN.E. Yes, I did.
Mr. MITCHELL. Did you ask him to let you see any reports that may
have come in on it?
Mr. LANE. Yes. And I am certain if he had those reports he would
have let me see them.

Mr. MITCHELL. Does it not strike you as rather strange that the
head of the Polish desk in the State Department between the period
September 1944 and July 1945 had not received or seen any reports on
the Katyn massacre, when this committee this last week has laid on
on the record many reports dating way back to 1943?
Mr. LANE. Of course, it surprised me.
Mr. MITCHELL. What briefing did you receive from State Depart
ment officials concerning the Katyn massacre before you departed in
July 1945?
Mr. LANE. No briefing at all, except that one report by Miss
Harriman.
Mr. MITCHELL. That is the only thing you saw on the Katyn
massacre? -

Mr. LANE. As far as I can recall at this date.
Mr. MITCHELL. I believe you saw Mr. Mikolajczyk in Pottsdam in
July 1945; is that right?

-

Mr. LANE. I did.
Mr. MITCHELL. Did you discuss the Katyn massacre with him at
that time?
Mr. LANE. No, I did not, because I did not have a private conver
sation with him. There were other people present.
Mr. MITCHELL. He was not an official of the government in exile
at that time, was he?
Mr. LANE. He was an official in the new government.
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Mr. MITCHELL. When you reached Warsaw, which I believe was
around August 1945
Mr. LANE 31st of July.
Mr. MITCHELL. At that time, what information did you find out
about the Katyn massacre?
Mr. LANE. I obtained some information from people who had for
merly been in the underground, and they were the ones who first gave
me definite information as to what had happened at Katyn.
Mr. MITCHELL. When you say formerly in the underground, do you
mean the underground of the Polish Government in exile?
Mr. LANE. Yes. In other words, I knew that they were anti
Communist.
Mr. MITCHELL. What were their reactions to the Katyn massacre?
Mr. LANE. They felt that the Russians had been responsible.
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Chairman, at this time I would like to introduce
exhibit No. 29. -

Chairman MADDEN. Very well, that will be received for the record.
(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 29,” and is
as follows:)

ExHIBIT 29—AMBAssADoR LANE's LETTER To MR. JUSTICE JACKSON AT NUREMBERG,
SENT FROM THE UNITED STATES EMBASSY IN WARSAW, DECEMBER 16, 1945

[Telegram]

DECEMBER 16, 1945.
Secretary of State, Washington.
Berlin: Justice Jackson at Nuremberg.
I understand from sources here which are unfriendly to the Soviet Govern
ment that the Katyn Forest Massacre of Polish officers may be brought up by
German War Criminals at Nuremberg. According to other sources this mas
sacre may have been carried out by both Germans and Russians working to
gether in period of Nazi-Soviet honeymoon. Poles, even those opposed to present
Government are very apprehensive about this information being made public
since as they see it, it can only work to increase anti-Polish feeling on the part of
the Soviet Government.

(Signed) LANE.

Mr. MITCHELL. This is a paraphrase of the dispatch you sent from
Warsaw to the Secretary of State, to the attention of Justice Jackson
at Nuremberg.
Do you£ that dispatch?Mr. LANE. No, I don’t. I frankly don’t recall that dispatch.
But may I read a report that I have got, which was before this?
Mr. MITCHELL. We will delay putting that in the record right now.
Mr. LANE. I frankly don't recall. But if that was furnished by
the State Department, I don’t deny its authenticity.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. So that there will be no question, will you have
Mr. Brown take the stand and identify that?
Mr. Brown, would you mind identifying that?
You have been previously sworn and you will not have to be sworn
again.

TESTIMONY OF BEN H. BROWN, JR., ACTING ASSISTANT SECRE
TARY OF STATE FOR CONGRESSIONAL RELATIONS–Resumed

Chairman MADDEN. For the record, will you state your name,
please?
Mr. BRowN. Ben H. Brown, Jr.
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Chairman MADDEN. And vour address?
Mr. BRowN. 3501 North Edison Street, Arlington, Va.
Chairman MADDEN. What is your assignment?
Mr. BRowN. Acting Assistant Secretary of State for Congressional
Relations.
Chairman MADDEN. Handing you exhibit 24, can you identify that?
Mr. BRowN. Mr. Chairman, } identify this as a paraphrase of a
cablegram in the files of the State Department, which was directed
to Mr. Justice Jackson in Nuremberg and repeated to the Department
in Washington. -

Mr. MACHRowicz. A cablegram from whom?
Mr. BRowN. It is signed “Lane.”
Mr. MACHRowicz. From where is it?
Mr. BRowN. From our Embassy, Warsaw.
Mr. MACHRowICz. What is the date?
Mr. BRowN. December 16, 1945.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Who was Ambassador to Poland at that time?
Mr. BRowN. I have no personal knowledge of that, sir, but Mr. Lane
has iust testified he was.
r. LANE. I was Ambassador, yes.
Mr. DoNDERO. Mr. Brown, for the benefit of the committee, will you
tell us what you mean by paraphrasing a cablegram?
Mr. BRowN. Well, sir, classified£ come in code, and when
they are decoded, the decoded telegram, if it got into the hands of
someone who was not entitled to it

,

would be o
f

assistance in breaking
the code had the coded message been intercepted.
So a paraphrase o

f
a telegram is a rearrangement o
f

the wording, a
use o

f synonymous terms at times, in order to convey the same mes
sage, but not in the same language as the coded message.
The purpose o

f
it is to prevent a break in the code.

Mr. MACHRowicz. But the text is the same. In other words, there

is no change in the text?
Mr. BRowN. That is quite correct, sir.
Chairman MADDEN. We will now go back to Mr. Lane.

TESTIMONY OF ARTHUR BLISS LANE–Resumed

Mr. MITCHELL. Did you want to read a statement?
Mr. LANE. Yes, if I might, Mr. Counsel.
This is a letter which I wrote to H. Freeman Matthews, who was at

that time Director o
f

the Division o
f European Affairs in the Depart

ment o
f State, on November 5
,

1945. As far as I know, this is the
only report I made to the State Department on Katyn, with the excep
tion o

f

this telegram.
Mr. MITCHELL. Is this an official report?
Mr. LANE. It is a personal letter, and I was particularly anxious to

send it in a personal letter to him because I'' want to endanger
the lives o

f my informants, although I did not mention them.
Mr. MITCHELL. Are you going to mention names now?
Mr. LANE. No. I would rather not.
Mr. MITCHELL. If you d
o

not know where the individuals are—
Mr. LANE. The individuals are in Poland, and I think they are in

prison at the present time. May I give it to the committee?
Mr. PucINski. Do you have the names in there?
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Mr. LANE. The names were never in this letter.
Chairman MADDEN. That will be marked “Exhibit 30” and it will
be accepted in evidence.
(The document referred to was marked as “Exhibit No. 30” for
identification, and is as follows:)

ExHIBIT 30—AMBASSADOR LANE'S LETTER TO STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL

[Extract from letter to H. Freeman Matthews, Director, Office of European Affairs,
Department of State]

THE AMERICAN EMBASSY,
Warsaw, Poland, November 5, 1945.

Top secret. -

DEAR DOC: * * * I have some information now from a reliable source who
formerly worked in the Polish underground which throws considerable light on
the foregoing questions (I—who was really responsible for the murder of thou
sands of Polish officers in Katyn forest) * * *.
I. Katyn Forest. My informant was an officer in a Polish cavalry regiment
in the east of Poland in 1939. This detachment had been able to avoid capture
by the Germans but during the last week in September they came upon the ad
vancing Soviet troops which were marching westward. According to my friend,
the Soviets greeted the Poles as though they were allies but at the same time
requested them to travel eastward with them, taking their horses with them,
the Soviets retracing their steps. Before doing so, however, the Polish Officers
were disarmed. Every morning the Polish officers were told that they would
arrive at their final destination later during that day. This assurance was,
however, repeated day after day until they had traveled east for two weeks.
By this time many of the Polish officers had become suspicious of what their final
fate would be and some of them, including my friend, escaped and returned to
the west. My friend said that there is no doubt in the minds of his former
colleagues and himself that the Soviet authorities and not the Germans were
responsible for the murder of the Polish officers at Katyn forest, which was the
final destination of the group of captured officers. Unfortunately, it is very
difficult to persuade the Poles in general to discuss the Katyn forest episode, due
to their apprehension of the consequences.
* : * * * * s
Yours as ever,

[s] ARTHUR BLISS LANE.

Mr. MACHRow ICz. Mr. Ambassador, I am personally satisfied that
you have always felt that the Russians were guilty of this offense.
Frankly, I am mystified by this telegram of December 16. Do you
have any explanation for it?

-

Mr. LANE.. I don’t recall why I sent that telegram, unless it was that
somebody who was anti-Communist persuaded me to do it

.

And I

really do not recall if

Mr. MACHRow ICz. I would hardly believe that you, the author of the
book I Saw Poland Betrayed, was swayed by Communists.
Mr. LANE. Oh, I was not swayed by Communists.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Did you say anti-Communists?
Mr. LANE. Yes.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Do you remember that in the book which you
wrote, I Saw Poland Betrayed, and in the article which you published

in the American Legion magazine, entitled “The Truth About the
Katyn Forest Massacre,” you made this query, this being in your
article:

Who manipulated the techniques of the 1946 Nuremberg trials when the Van
Vliet, Stewart, and other evidence was available so that no Soviet crime or
criminal was punished, so that the crime o

f Katyn, the greatest single mass
execution of captives of the entire war, was never even mentioned in the tribunal's
Verdict?
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Why, then, did you send a message to Justice Jackson not to bring
the matter up at the Nuremberg trial?
Mr. LANE. I did not tell him not to bring it up. I merely expressed
the opinion that had been given to me. I merely passed on this
recommendation.

And I frankly don't recall now who made the recommendation to me.
Mr. MACHRowicz. I will just repeat this again to you:
I understand from sources here which are unfriendly to the Soviet Govern
ment that the Katyn Forest massacre of Polish officers may be brought up by
German war criminals at Nuremberg. According to other sources this massacre
may have been carried out by both Germans and Russians working together in
period of Nazi-Soviet honeymoon. Poles, even those opposed to the present
government

That is the present Soviet-dominated government, am I right?
Mr. LANE. Yes.
Mr. MACHRowicz (continuing):
are very apprehensive about this information being made public since as they
see it

,
it can only work to increase anti-Polish feeling on the part of the Soviet

Government.

I can construe this telegram only as urging Justice Jackson not to

present the evidence against the Soviets a
t

the Nuremberg trial. Can
you construe it any other way?
Mr. LANE. My understanding was that I always felt that it ought

to come out. I knew that the Polish Communist government did not
wish to have it come out.
Mr. MACHRowicz. But what was your purpose in sending this
message?

Mr. LANE. I cannot remember now, after all these years, and I
would want to see the original o

f

the telegram and not a paraphrase
before giving a

n opinion on that. -

Mr. O'KoNSKI. Was it possible that somebody else from your office
could have sent that telegram and signed your name?
Mr. LANE. It is very possible someone else may have sent it. -

Mr. O'KoNSKI. But you are definitely assured that that telegram
does not in any way express what your feelings were at that time, o

r

your official actions?
Mr. LANE. No. My feelings were expressed in the letter which I

read to the committee. It is quite possible I may have been out of

town. That was around Christmas and the telegram may have been
sent in my name.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Would a telegram o

f

this nature b
e sent under

your name in your absence, without your being notified about it?
Mr. LANE. I should have seen it

,
o
f

course. I don't want to disclaim
responsibility for the telegram.
The only thing I want to disclaim responsibility for is the fact thatI was opposed to having the truth come out.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Is it possible, Mr. Lane, that at the time you sent
the telegram, you were opposed to the matter being brought up a

t

Nuremberg, and then you subsequently changed your mind?
Mr. LANE. No, I was not. I was just repeating the information
that came in.
Mr. MACHRowicz. What was the purpose o
f repeating it?
Mr. LANE. My duty as Ambassador was to turn in any information
that came to me. I did not make any recommendation to Justice
Jackson.
93744–52–pt. 7–26
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Mr. MACHRowICZ. To attempt to convince Justice Jackson the testi
mony should not be presented?
Mr. LANE. I wasn’t trying to convince him. I was merely acting
as a reporter, reporting the information I received.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Is that information true, that the Poles opposed
to the Soviet Government did not want the matter presented at
Nuremberg?
Mr. LANE. If I reported that, that information must have come
to the Embassy.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. Do you not remember now whether it was true?
Mr. LANE. I do not recall after all these years.
But what I do recall, because I have it in my files, is the views I
expressed to Mr. Matthews.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Do you recall that in your book you mentioned
the fact that the Poles were very much incensed over the fact that
the massacre was not presented properly at Nuremberg?
Mr. LANE. Yes. That telegram I sent was a long time before this
came up.

Mr. MACHRowICZ. That is what I meant. Probably you changed
your mind subsequently.
Mr. LANE. I did not change my mind. I was merely reporting the
facts, the information which came to me, because I reported much
information to Washington that I did not agree with.
For instance, I disagreed with what some of the Polish Govern
ment authorities told me. I naturally reported that to Washington
in an objective way. -

Mr. MACHRow ICZ. The only reason I ask these questions, Mr. Lane,
is that I know you have been very critical of the appeasement policy
toward Poland.
Mr. LANE. I have been.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. And this is entirely out of harmony with what
you professed subsequently?

Mr. LANE. Excuse me, Mr. Machrowicz, with all due respect to
you, I would like to emphasize that that is not an expression of my
view. It is merely a reporting telegram, because an ambassador's
chief function is to report to his government what he hears, and even
though he may not agree with what he hears, he is supposed to
report it

.

Mr. MACHRow ICZ. But in your book you said you heard just the
opposite. You heard that the Poles were very apprehensive that the
matter was not presented properly a

t Nuremberg.
Mr. LANE.t'. I must have made other reports to the
Department in 1946 when it did come up at Nuremberg.
Mr. MACHROWICZ. That is all.
Chairman MADDEN. Mr. Dondero.
Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Ambassador, if in any way you misunderstood
the motives, you had a large company following you in misunder
standing the motives o
f

the Russians in this entire episode. I have
just two questions I want to ask you. How long were you in Warsaw,
Poland?
Mr. LANE. I was there from July 31, 1945, until February 24, 1947.
Mr. DoNDERo Did the State Department give you any information
whatever that they had some statement on record regarding the Katyn
Forest massacre?
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Mr. LANE. No; they did not. -
Mr. Dosnero. What information did you get from the underground
in Poland, that is

,

the element working against Russia?
Mr. LANE. Well, this was the underground that had been working
against the Germans and which was being disarmed b

y

the Russians
in 1945 and 1946.
Mr. DoNDERO. Is that the information that was included in that
tele ?

r, LANE. No; not the telegram. In the letter.
Mr. DoNDERo. The letter which you read?
Mr. LANE. Yes.
Mr. DoNDERO. Were you personally at Katyn Forest?
Mr. LANE. No; I never was.
Mr. DONDERO. That is all.
Chairman MADDEN. Mr. O'Konski.
Mr. O'KoNsKI. You would not have any recollection, Ambassador,
would you, that that telegram in question was sent initially b

y

you, o
f

your own volition, o
r

whether some such report was asked o
f you?

Mr. LANE. I don't think any report was asked of me; and, as I say,

I had forgotten completely that the telegram had been sent.
Mr. O'KoNSKI. Before you went as Ambassador to Poland, you were
briefed—were you not?—by the State Department.
Mr. LANE. I was given access to the files which were in the Division
of Eastern European Affairs.
Mr. O'KoNSKI. And during all that time the question o

f
what hap

pened to 10,000 to 15,000 Polish officers was still very hot, but no
where down the line was any indication given whether in briefing you,
and giving you information, to give you what information was al
ready on hand in Government sources in the United States; was there?
In other words, they kept you absolutely blind about the whole
proposition; did they?
Mr. LANE. I had no information whatever except that one dispatch
from Miss Harriman.
Mr. O'KoNSKI. Who gave you that dispatch?
Mr. LANE. That came through the Eastern European Division and,

a
s
a matter o
f course, it came to my attention.

Mr. O'KoNSKI. Of course, the Harriman report pins the responsi
bility on the Germans.
Mr. LANE. On the Germans; yes.
Mr. O'KoNSKI. And that is the only report that they gave you?
Mr. LANE. That is the only report that I got.
Mr. O'KoNSKI. They never gave you any report o

f any nature that
other American officials had prepared, o

r any other documents that
were in existence which w'.'show the opposite? The only one that
they gave you was the Harriman report?
Mr. LANE. That is correct.
Mr. DoNDERO. I have this one short comment. Our opposition to

this Government and our Government's policy o
f appeasement toward

Russia seems to have been pretty well developed, in view o
f

the facts
that have been developed since this committee has been set up.
Mr. LANE. That is right, sir.
Mr. O'KoNSKI. Ambassador, if you had swung in line and acted in

the direction o
f pro-Soviet tendencies in the administration o
f your
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ambassadorial post, do you still think that you might have been an
Ambassador? -

Mr. LANE. It is quite possible, but that is purely speculative. I felt
'certain that I would have to resign when I opposed the loan of
$90,000,000 to Poland or to the Polish Government, rather.
Mr. O’KONSKI. Have you ever started to organize in America an
Association of Anti-Communist Ambassadors?
Mr. LANE. No; I have never thought of that, but we did the next
best thing. We organized a private committee to investigate the
Katyn massacre.
Mr. O'KONSKI. Yes; and you are to be very highly complimented
for that. In that respect, while we are on this record, I think this
ought to be cleared up, because the opposition very naturally takes
every opportunity they can. Will you tell us, Ambassador, how this
organization in the United States years ago got started in invest
igating the Katyn Massacre, long before Congress got busy on it?
Give us a bit of the history. It has a bearing on this.
Mr. LANE. The person who initiated the investigation or the com
mittee was Mr. Julius Epstein, who is right here at my right. He
approached me in the summer of 1949 and asked whether I would
act as chairman of a committee to investigate the massacre.
Mr Epstein had been making very careful research and, on the
basis of what he had, we felt we had enough information to warrant
going ahead. Let me say that this committe was completely non£ We had Democrats and Republicans, Catholics, Jews, and
rotestants on the committe.

We had our first meeting in November 1949 in New York City.
The press was admitted. We had quite a number of difficulities in
organization.
First of all, there was a lack of funds, and, of course, we didn’t
have any power of subpena.
Mr. O'KONSKI. In that connection, I wish you would also clear
something up so that no reflection will ever be cast on the work of
your committee. What was the source of your funds?
Mr. LANE. We got the funds from the Polish-American Congress,
and also

Mr. O’KonsKI. Is that the organization headed by Charles
Rozworek?
Mr. LANE. Yes. Also, we got funds from the National Committee
for a free Europe. Also, we got some personnal contributions from
private individuals.
Mr. O'KoNSKI. But you got no funds whatsoever, no financial help
whatsoever, from any so-called Fascist or Nazi organization?
Mr. LANE. None whatever.
We had difficulty in organizing because we weren’t able to get a legal
subcommittee formed. I approached several very prominent people
like Justice Roberts and John W. Davis, to see if they would take over
the chairmanship. But, unfortunately, that fell through.
Finally, Mr. Epstein and I approached Members of Congress and
interested them in the matter. -I think all that we really accomplished was to stimulate an interest
in Congress regarding the importance of bringing out the truth. Also,I may say that I have been making many speeches during the last 3
years, trying to bring the facts before the American people.
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I think that the most important thing, if I may say so, gentlemen,
that your committee has accomplished is to educate the American
public on the danger of communism and the horrible methods em
ployed by the Communists.
Mr. O’KONSKI. That is all I have.
Mr. SHEEHAM. Mr. Lane, I have a couple of questions with reference
to the organization of your committee, and you might shed some light
on it.
It has been rumored that, when your committee was organized and
you were receiving money to operate, you went to the Bureau of
Internal Revenue of the Treasury Department and tried to get an£ on the basis that you were an educational institution. What
was the position of the Treasury Department?
Mr. LANE. The answer was—from the Commissioner, whose name,I think, was Schoeneman—to the effect that our uest was denied

because it had no educational value. Our reply to him was that, to
my mind, was the most cynical letter I had ever seen written by an
official of the United States Government.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Did any similar organization get a tax exemption?
Mr. LANE. Well, I suppose they did.
Mr. SHEEHAN. But you are guessing?
Mr. LANE. I assume that many other organizations get tax exemp
tions.
I have a photostatic copy of the letter written by Mr. Schoeneman,
which I will be very glad to put into the record if the committee so
desires.
Chairman MADDEN. We will receive it.
Mr. MITCHELL. That will be exhibit 26.
(The letter was marked “Exhibit 26” and received for the record.)
Chairman MADDEN. The letter has been placed in the record in order
to complete the record.
Mr. SHEEHAN. I have one other question, Mr. Lane.
]
£, MITCHELL. Mr. Lane, would you suggest the subject of the
etter?

Mr. LANE. It is a tax-exemption letter from Mr. Schoeneman.
Mr. O'KoNSKI. While they were being denied exemption, many
organizations labeled “Communist” by the Attorney General did have
a definite tax exemption.

Mr. MITCHELL. For the purpose of the record, I would like to
identify the document.
This is a letter from the Commissioner of Internal Revenue George
J. Schoeneman, addressed to the American Committee for the Investi
gation of the Katyn Massacre, Inc. It is dated June 1, 1950.
That is all.
Mr. SHEEHAN. The sum and substance of that letter is that they
were denied tax exemption; is that right?
Mr. LANE. That is right.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Some of the members of our committee, Mr. Lane,
have been questioned about the Voice of America, in reference to the
Lane committee; and I think that for the record we ought to straighten
the matter out.
Our counsel tells me that we have a representative from the State
Department in the room who will help straighten this question out.
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Some members of our committee have been informed that the Voice
of America had refused for quite a while to broadcast the findin
of the Lane committee. This was after the organization was formed,
and, say, in 1949 and 1950. Now, is that a true statement or not? .

Mr. LANE. That is my understanding. I would prefer, however, if
the committee would question Mr. Epstein on that, because he got the
information directly. -

Mr. SHEEHAN. That is up to the committee chairman.
Mr. LANE. My understanding was, of course, that the Voice of
America did not, for a considerable period of time, broadcast our
activities. Finally they did, but I am hazy as to the dates.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Mr. Counsel, perhaps if you have your State Depart
ment man here, he ought to clear up the record for Mr. Lane.
Mr. MITCHELL. Yes.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Will you have one here tomorrow?
Mr. MITCHELL. We have one here today, but do you want him on
now?
Mr. SHEEHAN. No. When this witness has finished.
Mr. DoNDERO. Mr. Ambassador, you devoted a considerable amount
of time and effort to this subject of the Katyn massacre. Based on
your own research work in regard to it

,

what is your opinion o
f

the
work o

f

this committee in relation to the same subject?
Mr. LANE. I think the committee is to be greatly congratulated o

n

what it has done, the painstaking way in which you have gotten your
evidence, and the results o

f your findings.
Mr. DONDERO. That is all.
Chairman MADDEN. Are there any further questions?
We thank you, Ambassador Lane, for your testimony.

STATEMENT OF JULIUS C. HOLMES, CARE OF AMERICAN EMBASSY,
LONDON, ENGLAND

Chairman MADDEN. Our next witness isMr. Holmes.
Mr. Holmes, will you raise your right hand and b

e sworn?
Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are about to give
will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help
you God?
Mr. HoLMEs. I do.
'man MADDEN. Will you state your full name and address,lease?p

Mr. HolMEs. Julius C
. Holmes, care o
f

the American Embassy,
London, England.
Chairman MADDEN. And your present position?
Mr. HoDMEs. I am a member of the Foreign Service presently as
signed as American Minister in London.
Chairman MADDEN. You may proceed, Mr. Counsel.
Mr. DoNDERO. Before the counsel proceeds, Mr. Minister, I think
you are the same gentlemen who was so extremely courteous and kind
and helpful to uswhile we were in London, England.
Mr. HoLMEs. Thank you, sir.
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Holmes, will you please tell the committee when
you 't entered the employ of the Foreign Service of the UnitedStates?

-
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Mr. HoLMEs. I first entered in April of 1925.
Mr. MITCHELL. What was your position at that time?
Mr. Hol.MEs. I was commissioned as a Foreign Service officer, clas
sified. I was sent to my first post as vice

£,
Marseilles, France.

Mr. MITCHELL. Where were you on September 1, 1939?
Mr. HolMEs. I was in New York City.
Mr. MITCHELL. With the State Department?
Mr. HoLMEs. No; not with the State Department, not with the
Foreign Service.
Mr. MITCHELL. When had you left the Foreign Service?
Mr. HolMEs. I resigned from the Foreign Service in October of
1937.

Mr. MITCHELL. Will you please tell the committee where you were
on September 1, 1939?
Mr. HolMEs. I was in New York.
Mr. MITCHELL. In private business?
Mr. HolMEs. I was in New York as vice president of the New York
World's Fair.

S
Mr. MITCHELL. When did you enter the armed services of the United
tates?
Mr. HolMEs. I first entered the armed services of the United States
in 1918.
Mr. MITCHELL. I mean with reference toWorld War II?
Mr. HoLMEs. InWorld War II, in February of 1942.
Mr. MITCHELL. Where were you assigned at that time?
Mr. HoLMEs. I was assigned to the Combined Chiefs of Staff here
in Washington, where I was executive officer.
Mr. MITCHELL. When did you take over the position of Assistant£y of State? I believe your title at that time was brigadier
general.

Mr. HolMEs. I had in the meantime served in the Army from 1942,
the early beginning of 1942, abroad, almost the whole time. Then,
in January of 1945, I was ordered back to Washington and became
Assistant Secretary of State. I think the date was the 29th of
January.
Mr. MITCHELL. When did you first hear about the Katyn massacre?
Mr. Hol.MEs. I am not quite sure when I first heard of it. If you
had asked me that sometime ago, I would have said, “When your com
mittee began to work.” I have since seen documents in the State De
partment which show that I had seen something about the Katyn
massacre a

s early as May 1945.
Mr. MITCHELL. But, previous to May 1945, you can't recall ever
having heard anything about the Katyn massacre?
Mr. HoDMEs. Very vaguely. I no doubt heard of it. I was in the
Army during that time, either in the Mediterranean or in England or

in Normandy, and I do not remember when I first learned of it.

Mr. MITCHELL. General Holmes, this committee has previously
heard–Minister Holmes, I should say—testimony from General Bis
sell. At that time we put in the record a letter of the 25th of May
1945 which was addressed to you by General Bissell. Have you seen
that letter?
Mr. HoLMEs. I have seen that letter. “. . .…. ~~
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Mr. MITCHELL. For the benefit of the committee, I would like to read
the letter, if I may:

WAR DEPARTMENT GENERAL STAFF,
MILITARY INTELLIGENCE DIVISION, G-2,

May 25, 1945.
Brig. Gen. JULIUS C. HoLMEs,
Assistant Secretary, Department of State,
Washington, D. C.

-

DEAR GENERAL HolMES: A Lt. Col. John H. Van Vliet, Jr., Infantry, and a
Captain Stewart, while prisoners of war at Oflat No. 64, are reported to have
been given a letter by the Swiss protecting power, dated about October 1943,
which asked them to reply to certain questions. The questions were:
1. Had Captain Stewart and Lt. Col. Van Vliet gone to Katyn?
2. How had they been treated?
3. Were any photographs taken?
4. Had they made a statement?
Colonel Van Vliet believes that a copy of this letter, together with his reply,
are in the State Department's files. It is requested that this be verified and, if the
records referred to are in the files of State Department, that copies be made
available for the Assistant Chief of Staff, G-2.

Sincerely,
(Signed) CLAYTON BISSELL,

Major General, GSC, Assistant Chief of Staff, G-2.

Have you ever seen this letter? Now did you see this letter on the
25th of May or the 26th of May 1945?
Mr. HolMEs. Presumably I saw it. I have no recollection of seeing

it
. I have seen the original. It was shown to me by officers o
f

the
State Department within the past few days.
Mr. MITCHELL. Were your initials on that original?
Mr. HoLMEs. There is a stamp of my office on it

. I don’t think my
initials are on it.
Mr. MITCHELL. Do you know the contents of the letter? The con
tents do not refer to the famous missing Van Vliet report. They refer
only to how Captain Stewart and Colonel Van Vliet were treated.
Now, did you reply to that letter o

f

the 25th o
f May 1945?

Mr. HoLMEs. I have been shown in the State Department a copy of
the reply, which I no doubt signed.
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Chairman, we have been provided with a copy
of that letter. I would like to make it exhibit No. 31.
Chairman MADDEN. Will you identify it?
Mr. MITCHELL. This is General Holmes’ reply to General Bissell of

June 27, 1945. -

Chairman MADDEN. It may b
e received a
s exhibit 31. Has the wit

ness identified that?
Mr. MITCHELL. Have you identified this letter?
Mr. HoLMEs. I have seen it, yes.
(The letter referred to was received for the record as exhibit 31.)

ExHIBIT 31–GENERAL HolMEs' LETTER of JUNE 9
,

1945, To GENERAL BISSELL

JUNE 9
,

1945.
Maj. Gen. CLAYTON BISSELL, -

GSC, Assistant Chief of Staff, G-2, War Department,
Washington, D

.

C
.

MY DEAR GENERAL BIssELL.: The receipt is acknowledged o
f your letter of
May 25, 1945, concerning the report that Lt. Col. John H
.

Van Vliet, Jr., and
Captain Stewart while detained a

s prisoners o
f war at Oflag 64, received from
the protecting power a letter dated about October 1943, seeking information
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whether these officers had been required by the German authorities to visit
Katyn. You ask the Department to verify whether a copy of such a letter, to
gether with Colonel Van Vliet's reply thereto is of record in the Department
of State.
The records of the Department reveal that in September 1943, and again in
December of the same year, the American Legation at Bern was informed that
reports reaching the Department indicated that Lt. Col. J. H. Van Vliet and Capt.
D. B. Stewart, both of whom at that time were apparently detained at Oflag
9-A/Z, were being taken to Katyn. The Legation was instructed to request the
Swiss to determine whether these officers actually had made the journey and, if
so, to learn what kind of treatment was accorded them, whether they made any
statement with regard to the Katyn affair and what use had been made of any
statements made or any photographs taken at the time.
In February 1944, the Department was informed that Colonel Van Vliet and
Captain Stewart had been transferred to Oflag 64, and that the Swiss inspector
at the time of the next visit to that camp would endeavor to obtain the informa
tion desired. No further communication regarding the matter has ever been
received in the Department. In the circumstances it is considered likely that
Colonel Van Vliet's reply may have been intercepted by the German authorities
and never forwarded to the appropriate officials of the Swiss Government.

Sincerely yours,
JULIUs C. HoLMEs, Assistant Secretary.

Mr. MITCHELL., Can you tell the committee, Mr. Holmes, briefly,
the significance of the letter?
Mr. HolMEs. The letter recites the inquiry made by General Bis
sell and states that inquiry has been made twice of the protecting

#' for this information, that it was not in the files of the Stateepartment, and ended by saying that it is therefore presumed that
Colonel Van Vliet's letter had been intercepted by the Germans.
Mr. MITCHELL. You are correct in that interpretation of the letter.
Now, Mr. Chairman, last Friday I had delivered to me copies of
the original letters, signed by Van Vliet and Stewart, on the 30th
of April 1943, that is

,

b
y

both o
f them, another one b
y
a British

officer by the name o
f Brigadier Nicholson, senior British officer

who was in charge o
f

the prison camp they were both in
.

All that I would like to have Mr. Brown identify in this letter, and
then ask that it be put in the record as an exhibit to show when it was
received in the Department o

f

State.
This letter comes from the Foreign Service o

f

the United States

o
f America, American legation at Bern, Switzerland, and is dated

May 2, 1944. It is No. 8064. -

The subject is
,

American interest in the German visit o
f

American
officers to Katyn.

It is addressed to the Honorable Secretary of State. May we place

it in the record as exhibit 32?
Chairman MADDEN. Are you putting those into the record col
lectively?
Mr. MITCHELL. Yes: collectively. I don’t think we have to read
them all. We will read the Van Vliet report.
Chairman MADDEN. As exhibit 32?
Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, sir; as exhibit 32.
Chairman MADDEN. Is Mr. Brown going to identify them?
Mr. MITCHELL. Yes.
Chairman MADDEN. They may be admitted as exhibit 32.
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(The letters referred to were marked “Exhibit 32.”)

EXHIBIT 32—COLONEL VAN VLIET’s STATEMENT TO SWISS PROTECTING |POWER
REGARDING HIS TREATMENT AT KATYN BY THE NAZIs

Certified copy of order at a
1943, #8 by the £e:
of 9 at #2;

certificate * on war. 24.
by te:enant colonel on it.

and C# a Stewart.
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- no. 2 to es--, -2. -
.. *** - - -
Lorn.

|- 200 -- April 1943
The Co-and
on as I. A/a.

ro" - *....."
The E-nior #" Officer,Orlas I. A/-

|
-- -

- - -- - - - - - - - - - c. - so 1zees
LT COL ST-V-I-SOL, as a representative of the Dominions.£ a

-

*** *** - representatives -- the United
| America, are shortly to proceed to Latyn, to -

certair atters thers.
I a-,-i- d > **** **, for
the order in-rifts, for I-- it clear that no
of icer of the Britain Loairiors or . S. Porces would
process the except under eneral-ion as individuals
as represerting others.* *** * * * * ******* *** * * *** ***,-

have the honor- Sir,
-

** *-rvant,
-

- - -
...I.E.L. Brigadier

-

-

senior British ser, ories IX A/2- - - -
- - -- - - - -- - - - - - -

|

-
-

-

-
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* to££2%
**** -

Paris: £
*:- - -* senior British.*g, * * *
peer sar,

1 save this day reas: an order £e german.****** * * * * #. - * *
*: - - - - -
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Enclosure Me, 5 to Despatch No. 8064
dated May 2, 1944, from American
Legation, Bern,---
|Excerpt)-- or - Rotenburg/F., May 9, 1943.

of oria- - A -
E - I --

2)…≤
ur-ant to regulations of the German High
Command issued by the Chief of prisoners of
war, the following prisoners of war have seen
ordered to Berlin on May 10, 1942, in order to- transported from here - Katyr by planet
- Lieutenant Colonel Stevenson, -o- i. 26.8%
| British)

by Lieutenant Colonel Wen Vliet, No. 1584
|
---,

• Captain Stewart, No. 1581 (American

They must present themselves with light luggage
and a blanket on May 10, 1942 at 9.1% p.a. in
room wo. 156, to be examined before leavine.
They will receive food for four days,

he transport leader has been instructed to carry
with the lount of 50 Peichs- to cover
special needs of the prisoners of war. Settlement
of the accounts will be made following return to
the c

signed) Dr. Bormann
Major and Adjutant Commandant

Certified by ,
signed). D. Bormann

Major and Adjutant Commandant---, - Camp or las I A/z Rotenburg/.,
The E→ ~~~~ May 9, 1943.

The above mentioned camp order is to be left
with the prisoner during search, if his name is
-ntioned there in-

-

(signed HE-L
Captain and security Officer

- TRUE COPY
[Bioned) [Signed)
John H. Van Vliet, Jr. Donald B. Stewart
O-2032E - --~~~
Lt. Col. Int. USA, Captain -
*/he
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* ** * ** **** **.
3. * ** graves at

ery seation a

* * * **** *****

Mr. MITCHELL. I would like to have Mr. Brown now identify when
this document was received in the Department of State.
Mr. BRowN. Mr. Chairman, I identify this as a photostatic copy
of a document in the files of the Department of State. It originated
in the American legation, in Bern, Switzerland. It is dated Ma 2,
1944. It has a stamp indicating that it was received in the Depart
ment of State on May 24, 1944, at 10:04 a.m.
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Chairman, these documents which have just
been identified by Mr. Brown were in the Department of State at the
time General Bissell sent his request to Mr. Holmes. The letter of
June 9 indicates that they were not available, or at least that they could
not be found at that particular time.
Were you in error at that particular time, and can you explain it?
Mr. HolMEs. Apparently I was in error. The explanation that I
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have received about it
,

which I understand has been given to the
committee a

s well, from
Mr. MITCHELL. One minute. Mr. Dondero and Mr. O'Konski and
Mr. Sheehan heard the explanation in executive session o

n Monday
afternoon.
Proceed, please.
Mr. HoLMEs. Does the fact that it was an executive session preventne
Mr. MrrCHELL. No; you g

o

ahead and say anything you want. I

just wanted to let the chairman know that.
Mr. Hol.MEs. Mr. Cahon, who drafted the letter for my signature,
tells me that when General Bissell's request came in he sent one o

f

his assistants to do the research and to try to find the report which
General Bissell had asked for. The assistant who made the search
came back and reported to him that it had not been found and that
the report was not in the files o

f

the State Department. He then
dra the reply which has been placed in evidence.
Now h

e says that he has discussed this with the assistant who made
the search and who explains that she looked under a certain indicator
for the file, which I believe was the number and the name of the prison
camp where Colonel Van Vliet was held, and didn't find it

.

But it

subsequently turned up in another file which was headed, “Prisoners

o
f War, General.”

He also pointed out to me that although this report did not turn
up and the information that was given to General Bissell, that it was
not in the State Department, was incorrect, the fact remained that
much earlier this report had been sent to two officers in the War
Department, one I believe, the Provost Marshal General, and the
other being—I am not certain whether it was G-1 or War Crimes
Division.
Mr. MITCHELL. In other words, these reports that we have now put

o
n

the record were in the War Department at the time you received this
letter from General Bissell?
Mr. Hol.MEs. Yes. -

Mr. MITCHELL. Proceed.
Mr. HoLMEs. That is the whole explanation, Mr. Mitchell.
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Holmes, we have heard testimony from General
Bissell as o

f

last June 3. I believe I have given you the courtesy of

reading that testimony.
Mr. HoLMEs. You have.
Mr. MITCHELL. Would you like to make any comment on what you
have read, o

r

shall I proceed to ask questions?
Mr. HoLMEs. Whichever is the most convenient.
Mr. MITCHELL. I would rather have you make the statement. Didn't
General Bissell at that time indicate to this committee that he had a

direct line o
f

communication o
r squawk box connecting with your

office?

Mr. HoLMEs. He did. I think he referred to it as a gas line.
Mr. MITCHELL. That is right.

I believe General Bissell saw Colonel Van Vliet on May 2
2 o
r May

2
3 o
r May 24.
Chairman MADDEN. What year?
Mr. MITCHELL. 1945. At that time he indicated that he may have
used the gas line to discuss the subject matter. Did he do so?
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Mr. HoLMES. I have no recollection whatever that he did so.
Mr. MITCHELL. Did you ever receive personally or in any other way
from General Bissell any information concenning what Colonel Van
Vliet had told him at that time?
Mr. HoLMEs. I have no recollection of having received any infor
mation from him on that subject.
Chairman MADDEN. Mr. Holmes, if you had, you would no doubt
recollect it; isnt that true?
Mr. HoLMEs. I should think so. I can’t be absolutely certain, Mr.
Chairman. After all, there has been a lapse of quite some time. If I
had discussed the substance of this Van Vliet report, with the signifi
cance that was attached to it

, I think it reasonable to suppose that I

should remember.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. I think that in fairness to Mr. Holmes, it should

b
e stated that General Bissell said that h
e had no positive recollection

o
f having done so, but that he thought he might have.

Mr. HoLMEs. Yes, sir; that is the way I read his testimony.
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Holmes, did General Bissell ever hand you any
written document concerning, o

r

rather labeled, “Top Secret” con
cerning Katyn, which was known as the Van Vliet Report?
Mr. HoLMEs. No, sir.
Mr. MITCHELL. Did you during your period as Assistant Secretary

o
f State, subsequent to May 25, 1945, ever personally discuss the Katyn

case with him?
Mr. HoLMEs. I have no recollection of ever discussing it with him.

SM:MITCHELL. How
long did you remain as Assistant Secretary o

f

tate % -

Mr. HoLMEs. Until August 17, 1945.
Mr. MITCHELL. By whom were you succeeded?
Mr. HoLMEs. I was succeeded by Colonel McCarthy.
Mr. MITCHELL. Colonel McCarthy from G–2?
Mr. HoLMEs. Yes. I am not certain that he was in G-2. I think

h
e

was in the secretary, General Staff.
Mr. MITCHELL. Secretary, General Staff. That is right. At this
time I have no further questions.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. I have one question, Mr. Minister. Isn’t it true
that if General Bissell had sent you the original Van Vliet report, as

has been inferred—he maye have; it has never been said that he has,
but he may have—wouldn’t it have been receipted for b

y you and would
not the receipt have been on file in General Bissell’s office?
Mr. HoLMES. I should think so. With the evidence having been
given me that it was classified as top secret—top-secret documents, in

accordance with the regulations, always required a receipt a
t

the time

o
f delivery.

Mr. MACHRowICZ. As I remember, General Bissell said that he had
no knowledge o

f£ such receipt in his file, which to me would indicatethat the report might not have been received by you.
Mr. HoLMEs. That is my opinion.
Mr. MITCHELL. At that time you were a general in the Army?
Mr. HoLMEs. No; I was not. I was Assistant Secretary of State at

that time.

Mr. MITCHELL. Why was he addressing you as brigadier general?
Mr. Holmes. I had ceased being a brigadier general of the Army
just a while before, and h

e

continued using the£ title.
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Mr. MITCHELL. But you knew the Army regulations well enough
to know that you always got a receipt for a top-secret document?
Mr. Hol.MEs. Yes, sir.
Mr. MITCHELL. In fact, those regulations had been promulgated
sometime prior to that?
Mr. HolMEs. Yes.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Did you ever get a top-secret document without
signing a receipt for it?
Mr. Hol:MEs. I don't believe I ever got a top-secret document, Mr.
Sheehan, from another command, or another entity of the Govern
ment. Within our own office, yes.
Mr. SHEEHAN. And nobody would bring a document marked “Top
Secret” £y over and deposit it on your desk without taking a
receipt for it?
Mr. Hol.MEs. That is right.
Mr. MITCHELL. Did your secretary maintain a list of top-secret
documents that were both from within and without your Depart
ment and that came into your office?
Mr. Hol.MEs. She did. Whether that was a permanent record, I
am not certain. .

Mr. MITCHELL. But it was the usual custom to do that?
Mr. HoLMEs. That is true.
Mr. MACHRowicz. I think that for the record, Minister, it can be
stated that there has been no attempt to cast any aspersions or reflec
tions on you whatsoever, in your capacity. We are just trying to
trace some missing documents, and you happen to have been em
ployed in the channel where these things were passing through. We
are# to trace things down. That is our only purpose in havingOu here.y
There is just one question that ought to be asked, and that is this:
You state in your letter that probably the reason why those docu
ments from the Swiss protecting power have not been received is
because they were very likely intercepted by the German authorities.
Did it not strike you that here was a report, presumably white
washing the Germans of this atrocity, and # it not strike vou that
since this report from both Van Vliet and Stewart would whitewash
the Germans, rather than accuse them of the crime, that there would
be very little likelihood that they would intercept that kind of a
document? Did that ever strike you?
Mr. HoLMEs. I never considered it. It didn’t strike me.
Mr. MACHRowicz. You are confused. That is not the report.
Mr. MITCHELL. That was not the Van Vliet report.
Mr. MACHRowicz. That is the subsequent report. The only Van
Vliet report is not involved in this particular letter. Am I right in
that, counsel?
Mr. MITCHELL. Yes. The situation and the facts at that time were
the State Department, on its own initiative in 1943, September 1943,
heard that both of these officers had been in Katyn. Consequently,
they had asked the Swiss protecting power to ascertain if they had
been there. The Swiss protecting power then came back with this
document which I just read to everybody here, which specificall
said that “I have made no oral or written statement to anyone at all
concerning my opinion of the Katyn incident.”
This letter is dated the 24th of March 1944.
93744–52–pt. 7–27
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This committee has already heard testimony that the first personthat Colonel Van Vliet discussed this subject with was General Collins, who expedited his way home, and the next person was GeneralBissell. So the subject matter of the Van Vliet report could nothave been considered at the time that Mr. Holmes wrote his letter
of June 9. It was just concerning their treatment as prisoners ofWal'.

Mr. PUCINSKI. Mr. Chairman, I would like to get some pointsstraight here with regard to General Bissell's testimony, and, if youdon’t mind, Mr. Minister, to refresh your memory I will read to you aportion of his testimony. His testimony was taken on June 3 of thisyear here in Washington.
Mr. Sheehan asked a question, as follows:
General, in those couple of days here in May when Van Vliet was in and yousaid you had thought—
General BISSELL. May 22.
Mr. SHEEHAN. May 21 to 25—when you had talked to General Van Vliet, ifI remember correctly, you Stated you did phone, Or you thought you phonedHolmes and Lyon in the State Department?
General BISSELL. Yes.
Mr. SHEEHAN. When you talked to any of these gentlemen or with ColonelLantaff about the Van Vliet report, did the question come up as to the politicalimplication of this report at any time?
General BISSELL. The Only reason I Would have mentioned it to him at allwould have been the political aspect.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Did they agree with you it was vital?
General BISSELL. No discussion of the contents of the report at that stage.Mr. SHEEHAN. You are talking about the political implications?
General BISSELL (reading) : “There was a man here named Van Vliet, whoarrived yesterday and who has information on the political matter, the Katynmassacre, that we will Send to you as soon as we get through with it.”Mr. SHEEHAN. You did not discuss the conclusions?
General BISSELL. No. It was only incidental to the talk on the other matter.I remember the other matter quite well. I will be glad to give it to you inexecutive session, but it has no bearing on Katyn whatever.
Mr. SHEEHAN. This might steal a little thunder from my colleague over there.This morning, Congressman O’Konski asked you a question about whetheror not any other documents had disappeared or were lost or Strayed from G-2.I did not use the word “stolen” advisedly, because the Army uses the word“compromise.” As I understand it from the MacArthur testimony, the eightcolonels who sent a top-secret report from Japan or the Near East in which theytried to advise the administration of the danger Of alining themselves with Russiain finishing off the Japanese war, I understand that report disappeared out ofG–2. Is that right or wrong?
General BISSELL. Here is what I don't believe is fully understood, and probablyit is just as well—
then he goes on.
Now, I was wondering, Mr. Minister, about this: General Bissell
is rather certain here in his testimony that he did discuss with you thepolitical implications of this neutral American officer's observations,and indictment.
Mr. MACHRowicz. I think you are taking the testimony out of context. You will find later on that he was not certain.
Mr. PUCINSKI. In this particular instance I want to find out whetherGeneral Bissell is correct.
Mr. MACHRowicz. In answer to my questions, he said he wasn't certain whether he discussed it.
Mr. PUCINski. In this particular instance he said he was reasonablycertain.
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Mr. MACHRowicz. I know that General Bissell made various state
ments, and that at another time he thought he must have, but he wasn't
sure he may have.
Mr. MITCHELL. Just a minute.
You have read the entire testimony in which your name was men
tioned in connection with this?
Mr. HoLMEs. I read the testimony that was sent to me by Mr. Brown,
which I presume was selected, and I presume it is complete. -

Mr. MircHELL. It is complete. I can assure you of that. What is
your comment on that testimony?
We have General Bissell one moment saying that he called you on
his gas line, and said that he had something of political significance.

The next time we have him saying that he thinks he '' have, orthat he doubts it
.

Could you give us your candid opinion
Mr. HoLMEs. Well, my opinion is simply this, Mr. Chairman: I

have no recollection of ever
'g

this matter with General Bissel

a
t all, either on the gas-line, telephone or face to face. It is within

the realm o
f possibility that we may have discussed it
,

but I do not
recall it; but, if we had discussed the substance of this, with the im
plication which it has, I think now I would have remembered it.

Mr. MITCHELL. Not only “now” but you would have at that time?
Mr. HoLMEs. That is correct. -

So far as sending the report to me is concerned, it just seems very,
very improbable that it ever came.
Mr. MITCHELL. Would you b

e the correct individual for such a

report, a report o
f

the nature o
f

the Van Vliet report, to g
o
to?

Mr. HoLMEs. Yes: I would.
Mr. MITCHELL. With all of what you know today to be its political
significance?
Mr. HoLMES. I should think so.
Mr. PUCINSKI. Can we find out, Mr. Minister—and you were an
Assistant Secretary o

f

State then?
Mr. HolMEs. That is right.
Mr. PUCINSKI. Can we find out from you here now what you think
would have been its political significance if that report had become
known on the 25th o

f May 1945?
Mr. MITCHELL. That would b

e his opinion.
Mr. PUCINSKI. Of course, it is an opinion, and we would like to have
it.
Mr. HolMEs. It is a speculative question to ask, and I am afraid that
my answer would not be very competent, because I have not read the
Van Vliet report.
Mr. PUCINSKI. You are not the only one.
Chairman MADDEN. Let us see the political significance.
Mr. PUCINSKI. I would like to develop this point because it is very
important, I think, in the course of this investigation. They were
having trouble regarding the Polish situation in San Francisco a

t

the time that the United Nations was being organized, and that was
what—3 weeks before Van Vliet arrived in this country? It was
April 25, 1945, to be exact, was it not?
Mr. HoLMEs. I am not certain about that date. Presumably it

was just about then.
Mr. PUCINSKI. And they were having difficulty o

n this Polish
question in San Francisco :

-
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Mr. HoLMEs. Yes. But my knowledge of any difficulty on the
Polish question at San Francisco was only incidental.
Mr. MITCHELL. You were not concerned with it?
Mr. HOLMES. I was not concerned with the San Francisco Con
ference except for the administration and the running of the Secre
tariat and setting it up.
Mr. PUCINSKI. M'Holmes, the theory on which the staff has been
proceeding—and I am wondering whether you can throw some light
on this—is that it is interesting that the Van Vliet report disappeared
at a crucial time as this was. You have the San Francisco Con
ference, dealing with the United Nations. You had the 16 Polish
officers interned in Moscow, who were going to join the so-called unity
government, or provisional government, in Poland. You had the
problem of recognition by the United States and Great Britain and
the hope of getting some sort of unit, the recognition of the new
provisional government in Poland on July 5, 1945.
Now, we have been proceeding along on the possibility that this
report just didn’t disappear along with thousands of other documents
that disappear, and later are found to have been misfiled, because
of its political significance. -

Mr. Madden asked me a moment ago what I mean by “political
significance,” and I am now returning to that discussion.
What do you suppose this report would have meant had it become
known at that time?
Mr. HoLMEs. My opinion on that, Mr. Chairman, I don’t think
has very much usefulness.
In the first place, as I said a minute ago, I have not read the report.
Also it was something about which I learned from reading the
newspapers.

Chairman MADDEN. If you can answer the question, do so.
Mr. HoLMEs. Whether or not a report from one officer on such a
subject would have had some influence on political decisions that
were made in San Francisco, I don’t know, but I should not have
thought that it would have great influence. The actual presentation
of that report to the people concerned in San Francisco obviously
would have had some influence on them, but my opinion is—since it
has been asked—that it probably would not have changed the trend
of events at that time.
Mr. MITCHELL. Thank you.
Mr. PUCINSKI. I have one more question, Mr. Minister. I don’t
know whether you are in a position to answer this question, but would
you know why the State Department was trying in 1943 and 1944 to
get an opinion from Van Vliet and Stewart—or rather, to learn how
they were treated by the Nazis while they were taken to Katyn?
Would you have an opinion on that?
Mr. HoLMEs. No. I had no personal knowledge of this at the time.
What inspired the inquiry of the protecting power I don’t know.
Mr. PUCINSKI. Would you be in a position to tell us who in the
State Department today would be in the best position to answer
that question?
Mr. HolMEs. No; I just don’t know. I have been out of the State
Department a long time, and I don’t know. That question should be
asked, I think, of departmental officials.
Mr. PUCINSKI. All right.
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Mr. MITCHELL. I have no further questions.
Chairman MADDEN. Are there any further questions?
Mr. O'KONSKI. Just one more word, Mr. Minister.
Your conjecture was absolutely right. If this report had been made
ublic, it would not have altered the situation. If we had had 150,000£ officers murdered, not 15,000, it still would not have altered the
situation, because there were certain definite foreign policies that we
were following, and it would have not have affected the situation one
iota. Saving Russia and not America was our guiding force.
Chairman MADDEN. Mr. Sheehan?
Mr. SHEEHAN. No questions.
Chairman MADDEN. Are there any further questions?
(There was no response.)
Chairman MADDEN. I wish to thank you, Mr. Holmes, for your
testimony, and for your trouble in coming here. Your testimony has
indeed been valuable.

Mr. HolMEs. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.

TESTIMONY OF FREDERICK B. LYON, CARE OF UNITED STATES
EMBASSY, PARIS, FRANCE

Chairman MADDEN. Our next witness is Mr. Frederick B. Lyon.
Mr. Lyon, will you raise your right hand and be sworn ?
Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are about to give,
will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help
you God?
Mr. LYON. I do.
Chairman MADDEN. Will you state your full name, Mr. Lyon, please?
Mr. LYoN. My name is Frederick B. Lyon.
Chairman MADDEN. And your address

F Mr. LYON.
My address is: care of the American Embassy, Paris,

rance.

Chairman MADDEN. And your present title?
Mr. LYON. Consul£
Chairman MADDEN. Will you proceed, Mr. Counsel?
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Lyon, when did you first enter the employ of the
Foreign Service?
Mr. LYON. In December 1923.
Mr. MITCHELL. Where were you on September 1, 1939?
Mr. LYoN. I was in Washington, I believe.
Mr. MITCHELL. Were you employed by the Department of State?
Mr. LYON. Yes.
Mr. MITCHELL. How long did you remain there?
Mr. LYON. I was here—well, may I go back just a bit to answer this?I entered the Service in December 1923. I left the Foreign Service
in 1933 and I was with the Department of Agriculture for 2 years.
Then I went with the Golden Gate International Exposition in San
Francisco as commissioner to foreign countries.
In 1937, also December, I came back into the Department, the de
partmental service, as opposed to the Foreign Service. That was for
what is known as the departmental service, not the Foreign Service.
I was then in the Department all of the time, from December 1937
till I came back into the Foreign Service. It was December, I believe,
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of 1946, that I came back into the Foreign Service. I have been in
the Foreign Service since that time.

-

Mr. MITCHELL. Were you in uniform when you were employed by
the Department of State as an official there?
Mr. LYON. No; I was not in uniform. - -

•

Mr. MITCHELL. In other words, you were a civilian employee during
the period roughly September 1, 1939, through 1946?
Mr. LYON. That is right.

-

Mr. MITCHELL. What was your official position in May 1945?
Mr. LYON. In May 1945, if I recall correctly, I was the Acting
Director of the Office of Controls in the State Department. ..

Mr. MITCHELL. What was the function of that particular office, if
you can state it to the committee, please?
Mr. LYON. That function was merely to supervise the over-all work
of several divisions, one of which was the Division of Special War
Problems.
Mr. MITCHELL. That is the Division that I would like to have you
explain to the committee. Will you explain to the committee what
that particular Division did? I don’t believe you are are restricted
today. You can talk freely about that now, can you not?
Mr. LYON. I believe so, sir.
Mr. MITCHELL. What I would like to have you explain to the com
mittee is

,

What was the function o
f

this Division?
Mr. LYON. Well, the function o

f

that Division was largely the pro
tection o

f

American interests and American people abroad, but there

£ one other division that maybe you had in mind, that came underthat.

Mr. MITCHELL. Will you name the other division? Let me tell you
what I want. -

Under your control and in your set-up at that particular time was a
certain little room o

r something over there in the Department of State
where a lot o

f papers came.
Mr. LYON. That is right.
Mr. MITCHELL. One o

f

the functions o
f your office was to see that

they were distributed within the Department o
f State, was it not?

Mr. LYON. That is true.
Mr. MITCHELL. That room included top-secret documents, all the
way down to personal letters, practically, did it not?
Mr. LYON. Yes, indeed.
Mr. MITCHELL. But it was mostly concerned with what we call
classified material?
Mr. LYON. That is true.
Mr. MITCHELL. You were there on May 22, 1945?
Mr. LYON. Yes, sir.
Mr. MITCHELL. In that position?
Mr. LYoN. Yes, sir.

Mr. MITCHELL. You have heard Minister Holmes
testify; have you

not ?

Mr. LYON. I have.
Mr. MITCHELL. You received the transcript of the record that was
taken, from General Bissell on June 3

,

that is
,

the portion, a
t least,
that concerned vour interests?
Mr. LYoN. Yes; I have seen that.
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Mr. MITCHELL. Did you receive the Van Vliet report on or about
May 22 or May 23 or May 24, 1945?
Mr. LYoN. To the best of my recollection, I did not.
Mr. MITCHELL. But if that report was sent in the usual manner,
that report would have, of necessity, come to your office; is that right?
Mr. LYoN. That is correct. Either it would have come to Mr.
Holmes as Assistant Secretary or it would have come to the Division
of Foreign Activities Correlation.
Mr. MITCHELL. Let's asume that the report—although we have heard
Mr. Holmes say that it did not—did come there. Would it have been
recorded in your office?
Mr. LYON. Yes, indeed.
Mr. MITCHELL. In other words, if Mr. Holmes was to have received
a top-secret document in his capacity, a record would have been made
of it in your office?
Mr. LYoN. That is right. -

Mr. MITCHELL. I know that you have received many communica
tions in the Department of State relative to the missing Van Vliet
report, dating way back to, I think, 1949. Both the Inspector General
of the Army and the Department of State at that time were trying
to find the missing report, the Van Vliet report. Can you tell us
something of what your replies to the Secretary of State were con
cerning the missing Van Vliet report in 1949 and 1950 or whenever
they contacted you?
Mr. LYON. Right at the moment, I don't recall when I received a
telegram asking me whether I had ever seen this Van Vliet report,
to which I replied that I had no recollection whatsoever of it.

Mr. MITCHELL. In this office that you had control o
f
a
t

that time,
did #y ever receive a top-secret document for which n

o receipt was
given :

Mr. LYoN. To the best of my knowledge, no.
Mr. MITCHELL. Have you ever had any previous difficulty with any
other document that has disappeared?
Mr. LYoN. No, sir; not to the best o

f my knowledge.
Mr. MITCHELL. In other words, it was the customary practice that

if a top-secret document were delivered to this office for dissemination' an individual in the Department of State, you always had a receiptOr it?
Mr. LYON. Always.
Mr. MITCHELL. Then your office and you have not been in trouble on
any other report?
Mr. LYoN. Not to the best o

f my knowledge.
Mr. MITCHELL. In other words, the Department of State and no one
else has asked you to justify
Mr. LYON. No, sir.
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Chairman, I would now like to read for Mr.
Lyon's benefit a letter which we have already ' in the record, datedAugust 21, 1945. It is from General Bissel to Mr. Frederick B. Lyon.
The letter is as follows: -

Mr. FREDERICK B. LYON,
Acting Director, Office of Controls,
Department o

f State, Washington, D. C
.

DEAR MR. LYoN : Transmitted for the information and file of the State Depart
ment's report on Katyn, by Stanley S
. B
. Gilder, captain, EAMC, British medical
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officer. This report supplements the statement of Lt. Col. John H. Van Vliet, Jr.,
forwarded to General Holmes 25th of May 1945, and generally substantiates all
material fact of Lieutenant Colonel Van Vliet's report.
Sincerely,

CLAYTON BISSEL,
Major General, GSC,

Assistant Chief of Staff, G-2.

In the lower left-hand corner appears “Enclosure Dept.” or report,
“on Katyn, by Stanley S. B. Gilder, captain, EAMC.”
Have yo useen that corespondence?
Mr. LYON. Yes; I have seen it.

Mr. MITCHELL. Recently?
Mr. LYON. Just recently; yes.
Mr. MITCHELL. Were there attachments to that letter?
Mr. LYoN. Well, if I recall, there was just one. The letter from
this Captain Gilder, who was a doctor, if I recall a British doctor,
was the enclosure.

Mr. MITCHELL. What was the subject matter o
f

that? Would you
like to see it to refresh your memory? -

Mr. LYON. Yes; I would.
The subject matter, as I recall, was the recital of his visit to Katyn.
Mr. MITCHELL. As a prisoner o

f

war?
Mr. LYON. As a prisoner o

f war; yes.
Mr. MITCHELL. Did it mention his observations at Katyn?
Mr. LYON. I don’t recall that it did, actually.
Mr. MITCHELL. Would you like to read it hurriedly? If so, you may
do so.

Mr. LYON. Yes. I went over this thing and, to the best ofmy knowl
edge, h

e did not actually give an opinion.
Mr. MITCHELL. I believe, to nail it right straight down—I have read
that letter about half a dozen times myself—and to be quite frank with
you, I can’t see anywhere in that letter a reference to his conclusions

o
r

observations o
r anything else o
f

what he discovered o
r

found out

a
t Katyn. Is that your opinion?

Mr. LYON. That is my opinion; yes, sir.
Mr. MITCHELL. An allegation has been made—I have a copy of that.
You may retain it

. Will you look at the covering letter of August
21, 1945?
Mr. LYON. Yes, sir.
Mr. MITCHELL (reading):
This report supplements statement of Lt. Col. John H. Van Vliet, Jr., forwarded

to General Holmes, 25th of May 1945, and generally substantiates all material
facts in Lieutenant Colonel Van Vliet's report.

Mr. LYON. Yes.
Mr. MITCHELL. This question has been asked by General Bissell:

If the Van Vliet report was not in the State Department files at that
time, why didn’t you come back and ask for the Van Vliet report?
Have you any comment on that?
Mr. LYON. Well, I thought of that when I saw this thing, this letter.
Mr. MITCHELL. You thought o
f
it when? When you saw the letter
now or then?
Mr. LYoN. Well, when I was looking at it now, and just the other
day when I saw it here.
Mr. MITCHELL. What I would like to have you answer, Mr. Lyon, is

"whether you thought o
f

that when you received the letter there.
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Mr. LYoN. No: I didn't think of that. Do you mean, making refer
ence back to the Van Vliet report that is referred to here?
Mr. MITCHELL. In other words, why don't you describe to the com
mittee what would have happened when this report of General Bissell's
came to you with this statement, stating that “this report supplements
statement of Lt. Col. John H. Van Vliet.” What would you have
done, or what did you do with that attachment, Gilder's report?
Mr. LYON. Well, had I seen this report, and had I attached the
importance to it that apparently this refers to the Van Vliet report—
to the receipt of the Van Vliet report—I would have taken it up im
mediately with Mr. Holmes, or would have sent it up directly to the
Division of European Affairs, of Eastern European Affairs.
Mr. MITCHELL. In August of 1945?
Mr. LYoN. Oh, yes.
Mr. MITCHELL. You would have taken it up?
Mr. LYoN. Not with Mr. Holmes. I would have taken it up then
with either Mr. McCarthy, who was Assistant Secretary then, or with
the Division of Eastern European Affairs, because I would have seen
that it was of great importance. But this report attached here does
not say either “Yes” or “No”—that is

,

that it was the Russians or the
Germans who did it. I am referring to the report of Dr. Gilder.
Mr. MITCHELL. Well, there is a reference to another report that is

supposed to have been transmitted previously, on the 25th o
f May, the

report o
f

Van Vliet. Have you seen the original correspondence, to

show where this letter o
f

the 21st o
f August went to, in the Department

of State?
Mr. LYON. What correspondence are you referring to?
Mr. MITCHELL. I am talking about the original of the letter of the
21st o

f August. I mean the original correspondence that they have
enough signatures and enough initials on to sink a battleship.
Mr. LYoN. Yes, sir.
Mr. MITCHELL. Have you seen that letter recently?
Mr. LYON. Yes.
Mr. MITCHELL. Where did this letter go? For your information,

I have not seen it yet. I know that I can have it whenever I want it,

but I would just as soon not look at it.

Mr. Lyon. Well, I don't recall where it went to. This space on the
letter is covered up in the photostat, and it has been declassified. ButI imagine that it went to the Division of Eastern European affairs.
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Brown, do you have the letter with you and,

if you have it
,

will you give it to Mr. Lyon, please?
Mr. LYoN. This came to the Division o

f Foreign Activities Cor
relation. It went to the Eastern European Division.
Mr. MITCHELL. In other words, your office sent it to the Eastern
European Division?
Mr. LYON. Yes, sir.
Mr. MITCHELL. Do you have any recollection o

f

the Eastern Euro
pean Division coming back and asking you where the correspondence
was that was referred to ?

Mr. LYoN. No, sir; I do not.
Mr. MITCHELL. Do you recall who was the head o
f

the Eastern
European Division at that time?
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Mr. LYoN. No; I don't recall right at this moment. It might pos
sibly have been—no; it would not. I was thinking of the Near East
ern Division. I was thinking of Loy Henderson, whom I was going
to mention, but I don’t believe it was him.
Mr. MITCHELL. Well, Poland was contained in the Eastern Euro
pean Division of the Department of State at that time; is that right?
Mr. LYON. That is right.
Mr. MITCHELL. Therefore in the Eastern European Division of the
Department of State at that time, it would have gone to the Polish
specialist on the Desk? Would that have been the right channel?
Mr. LYON. That is right.
Mr. MITCHELL. Do you know who that Polish specialist was?
Mr. LYON. I have forgotten whether it was Durbrow or Stevens,
possibly, although I think he was an Assistant Chief then.
Mr. MITCHELL. You have heard Mr. Lane say this afternoon that
Durbrow was the one?
Mr. LYON. Yes; probably it was Durbrow.
Mr. MITCHELL. Is he in Washington or in New York?
Mr. LYON. He is in Rome.
Mr. MITCHELL. Well, Durbrow never came back to you or anybody
else asking for the Van Vliet report, on the 25th of May?
Mr. LYON. Not that I recall; no, sir.
Mr. MITCHELL. Did you at any time discuss the Van Vliet report
with General Bissell or anybody else?
Mr. LYON. To the best of my knowledge no—I never heard of it

.

Mr. MITCHELL. Do you think that you would have remembered it
,

because of its contents?
Mr. LYON. Oh, I think so—yes, sir.
Chairman MADDEN. Are there any further questions?
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. I have no questions. Unless, as far as I am con
cerned, there is some further testimony o

n

the Department o
f Defense,

I am satisfied that neither Mr. Holmes nor Mr. Lyon had any knowl
edge o

f

these documents.
-

Chairman MADDEN. Thank you for testifying here this afternoon,
Mr. Lyon.
Mr. LYON. Thank you, sir.
Chairman MADDEN. Do we have another witness for today?
Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, sir. I would like to call one more. Mr. John
Carter, please.

TESTIMONY OF JOHN F. CARTER, ALBANY, N
.

Y.

Chairman MADDEN. Mr. Carter, will you come forward, please?
Will you raise your right hand and be sworn?
Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are about to give the
committee, will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the
truth, so help you God?
Mr. CARTER. I do.
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Chairman, this is rather a surprise witness. He
voluntarily came to the committee yesterday afternoon and said that
he had some information that might interest this committee.

I talked to Mr. Carter this morning at 9 o'clock. I think he has
some information which will be made brief, and which I think the
committee will be interested in hearing.
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Mr. Carter, will you state your full name for the record?
Mr. CARTER. John Franklin Carter.
Mr. MITCHELL. Where do you live?
Mr. CARTER, 1 Elk Street, Albany, N. Y.
Mr. MITCHELL. Where are you presently employed?
Mr. CARTER. The New York State Department of Commerce.
Mr. MITCHELL. Where were you on September 1, 1939?
Mr. CARTER. In Washington.
Mr. MITCHELL. Had you been in the State Department previously?
Mr. CARTER. I had.
Mr. MITCHELL. During what years?
Mr. CARTER. From 1918 through 1921 and then again from 1928
to June 1932.
Mr. MITCHELL. When did you reenter the employ of the Department
of State? Did you ever?
Mr. CARTER. Technically not. Actually I worked under a contract
with the Office of the Secretary of State to make special reports for
the President.
Mr. MITCHELL. Will you please tell the committee the position you
occupied during the wartime years?
Mr. CARTER. I reported regularly to President Roosevelt from
roughly the 15th of February 1941 and, of course later, to President
Truman, to the end of December 1945.
Mr. MITCHELL. As you know, this committee is concerned with the
investigation of the Katyn Massacre. You told me this morning that
you had information concerning a German by the name of
Hanfstaengl.
Mr. CARTER. Yes.
Mr. MITCHELL. Will you kindly spell his name, please?
Mr. CARTER. The name is spelled H-a-n-f-s-t-a-e-n-g-l.
Mr. MITCHELL. Do you know his full name?
Mr. CARTER. Ernst Seidrick Hanfstaengl.
Mr. MITCHELL. Would you tell the committee briefly your connec
tion with this individual?
Mr. CARTER. Dr. Hanfstaengi had originally been one of the Nazi
group who put Hitler into power. He had also been Hitler's foreign
press chief. I had met him in Munich in 1932. I had a letter of
introduction to him from Nicholas Roosevelt, who at that time was
President Hoover's Minister to Hungary. Later on, when I was do
ing special Intelligence reporting to the White House, it occurred to
me that Hanfstaeng might have some useful information. That was
because he had fled from Germany in 1938, alleging fear of assas
sination, and had taken refuge in England.
It so happened that Hanfstaeng had gone to Harvard University
and knew personally and was personally acquainted with President
Roosevelt, and also, I believe, with Sumner Welles. So I thought that
they woud be in a position to evaluate, on the basis of their knowledge
of the man, such information as he might have.
Arrangements were made with the British to transfer him from
a prison camp, where he had been interned, to Washington, and he
was placed in my custody. I believed that he could help take the
Nazi regime apart, because he said he had helped put it together.
He was installed under strict security and not far from Washington,
and was given a short-wave radio-receiving set and kept tuned con
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stantly to the Berlin propaganda radio. His reports were submitted
to me personally in writing. They were often submitted verbally, too.
I distributed those reports in duplicate to the President direct, to
Summer Welles direct, to the British Ambassador direct, and also to
Elmer Davis, Bill Donovan, and the heads of G-2, and, as I recollect,
also to the FBI. •

When anything of particular importance, in his opinion, came up,I also would report it directly to the President.I saw President Roosevelt when he was in Washington on the aver
age of twice a week, usually after£ conferences, when I would sitand give him verbal reports supplementing those that I had already
submitted to him through special handling conducted by his secretary,
who was then Miss Grace Tully.
His instructions were that my reports would go direct to her, and
were to be brought directly by her to his desk, so that there would be
no opportunity for anyone to intercept them and keep from the Presi
dent those reports which I submitted.
On or about the 14th of April, Hanfstaeng became extremely ex
cited by the news from the German radio about the Katyn massacre.
He said it was the most important political event of World War II.
He said also that he knew Goebbels well enough to know that at that
time Goebbels was telling the truth. He hated and distrusted Goeb
bels as a politician.
Chairman MADDEN. Who said this?
Mr. CARTER. Hanfstaengl. He said that he hated and distrusted
him, but that he could always tell when he was not lying, because it
was so rarely.
Naturally, on the basis of that report, I submitted directly and with
in 24 hours or less, to both President Roosevelt, Sumner Welles, and
to Elmer Davis, as well as to the other recipients of these reports, his
statement to that effect. I also later—and I do not recollect the exact
date because I kept no records myself—saw President Roosevelt and
told him that Hanfstaeng was of the strong opinion that the Rus.
sians were responsible for the Katyn massacre and that he, Hanfs'gl: declared that he knew that Goebbels was telling the truth for
Once.

Now, that is the extent to which I went. I did not evaluate the
reports, but I would add that I never had any doubt of Hanfstaeng's
good faith.
Sumner Welles told me that he believed that Hanfstaengl was on
the level and so did President Roosevelt. Whether they chose to ig
nore his opinion on that point is something which I am not competent
to pass any judgment on.
r. PUCINSKI. You said earlier that you were in the Political In

telligence Branch, assigned to the White House?
Mr. CARTER. No; I was not assigned to the White House from the
Political Intelligence Branch. The White House decided early in 1941
that they would institute a small very flexible, very informal intelli
gence unit directed by me, to act on assignment from the White House,
and also to prepare and submit such reports as were requested. This
Hanfstaeng operation was part of the operations of my office, di
rectly authorized by the President.
Mr. PUCINSKI. What was the official reaction to the Katyn report?
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Mr. CARTER. The official reaction was that they didn't want to be:
lieve it

,
and that if they had believed it they would have pretended

not to. I assume that it was because of the desire to retain the war
time alliance with Russia.
Mr. PUCINski. Is it your contention then that the matter o

f

the
Katyn discovery was brought to their attention?
Mr. CARTER. That ismy contention, yes, that it was.
Mr. PUCINski. Your yourself, as a political adviser, had recom
mended that that was true?
Mr. CARTER. I had recommended the information a

s being accurate,

an accurate report from Hanfstaengl, and that I believed that he was
telling the truth. Of course, I couldn't guarantee that Hanfstaeng!
could not be mistaken.
Mr. DoNDERo. Will you fix the date, as near as you can, when that
information came to you?
Mr. CARTER. It came to me either on the 13th or the 14th of April.
Mr. DoNDERO. Of what year?
Mr. CARTER. Of 1943.
Mr. PUCINSKI. Mr. Chairman, at this time we would like to intro
duce into evidence as exhibit 29 a document which has been attached

to the following words: “Memo from John Franklin Carter, dated
May 31, 1944, giving report on the Katyn massacre, prepared b

y

Mr.
Drohojowaki o

f

the Polish Ministry of Information, London.”
This document deals with a rather exhaustive analysis o

f
the Katyn

discovery and the efforts b
y

the Polish Government prior to the dis
covery, to locate the missing Polish officers.

If you have no objection, I will have the witness identify this.
Chairman MADDEN. Have the witness identify it

,

and then mark it

: '' exhibit. Do you want the whole document introduced, or partOf it

Mr. MITCHELL. It isn't necessary to read it. We can put the whole
document in the file.

. Mr. CARTER. It is very lengthy.
Mr. PUCINSKI. Do you recognize it?
Mr. CARTER. Yes, I do.
Mr. MITCHELL. This will be exhibit No. 32.
(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit 32” was received
for the record and appears at the end o

f

Mr. Carter's testimony.)
Mr. PUCINski. I would like to ask this witness how h

e happened
to be in possession of this document.
Mr. CARTER. That document came to me in continuation o

f my in
telligence reports to the White House.

I established, after Katyn, through my subordinates, contacts with
the Polish secret intelligence. Naturally, the Polish secret intelli.
gence was very desirous o

f bringing to the attention o
f

the American
authorities what they had to say about the Katyn massacre.
After considerable difficulty, we obtained this, report, and I, of

course, forwarded it to, in this case, only the State Department and the
President. I believe also I forwarded it to G-2. I am not sure about
G–2.
Mr. PUCINSKI Did the contents o
f

this document in any way help
you to draw a conclusion in 1944 as to the nation that was guilty o
f

this crime?
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Mr. CARTER. I personally had no doubt from the start that the
Russians were guilty.
Mr. PUCINSKI. And what did you do with this document, Mr.
Carter?
Mr. CARTER. This one [indicating]?
Mr. PUCINSKI. Yes.
Mr. CARTER. I sent it to the President. I also sent it to the State
Department. I believe I also sent it to G-2. I couldn’t answer about
Mr. PUCINSKI. Did you send it to the OWI?
Mr. CARTER. I don’t think I sent it to the OWI.
Chairman MADDEN. Are there any further questions?
Mr. SHEEHAN. Mr. Carter, you said that as soon as you got the
notice of April 13 or 14 you immediately dispatched copies to Presi
dent Roosevelt and to Elmer Davis?
Mr. CARTER. Yes.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Mr. Counsel, didn’t Elmer Davis testify yesterday
that he didn’t know anything about it when he did his broadcast?
Mr. MITCHELL. I believe that is correct.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Can we get any documentation on that as to whether
or not Mr. Davis got that copy?
Mr. MITCHELL. We can try to.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Maybe it will jog his memory.
In talking to Mr. Roosevelt, as you say, Mr. Carter, you did on
occasion between 1943 and 1945, did you ever talk to him personally
about the Katyn affair?
Mr. CARTER. My recollection is that as soon as I saw him after
this Katyn thing broke, I told him Hanfstaeng's strong belief that
Goebbels was telling the truth, and that the Russians had killed these
soldiers. That was my report to him.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Did you talk to him about the Katyn matter at
any other times after that?
Mr. CARTER. I don’t recollect having discussed it subsequent to
that.
Mr. SHEEHAN. But you did give him written reports after that?
I refer, for instance, to this report.
Mr. CARTER. Yes; that is right.
Mr. SHEEHAN. In other words, you are firmly of the belief that
long before the Yalta Conference Mr. Roosevelt had been acquainted
at least several times, with the circumstances surrounding the Katyn
massacre?

Mr. CARTER. Certainly. -

- N:
SHEEHAN. So he should have been conscious of all the activi

ties

Mr. CARTER. I should assume so; yes, sir.
Mr. SHEEHAN. What was the late President's reaction when you
called this to his attention?

Mr. CARTER. I can’t recollect whether he just raised his eyebrows
and laughed, or something. I don’t know.
Mr. SHEEHAN. But you were a foreign political adviser, somewhat?
Mr. CARTER. I was not an adviser, sir. I didn’t advise. I reported.
If my advice was asked, I gave it, but it was hardly ever asked.
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Mr. SHEEHAN. Well, did the President at that time tell you that
he had any difficulty in trying to recognize this material when it be
came known /
Mr. CARTER. No; I don't recollect him saying anything about it.

Mr. SHEEHAN. Did he ever discuss with you the political signifi
cance o

f

this thing? -

Mr. CARTER No, but I will tell you, if I may, that at the outset of

my assignment President Roosevelt felt strongly that Germany
should be saved for the world a

s
a democratic, Christian nation, and

until the unconditional surrender formula came along, and the Mor
genthau plan, that was the basic policy on which I was working, and
which I believed was the correct policv. Once that decision to ob
literate Germany was taken, then, frankly, I lost interest in the politi
cal foreign policy o

f

our Government during the war, because there
didn't seem to be a policy. It was pugilism.
Mr. SHEEHAN. At any time, in submitting copies of your reports,

a
s you say, to the OWI and the State Department, did anyone come to

question you about these reports, o
r

ask you a
s to their authenticity?

Mr. CARTER. No. There was, I will have to admit, great scepticism
about the value o

f Hanfstaeng's reports. He had been a contro
versial figure. He was quite an emotional type, and the British in

particiular were disturbed by our utilizing his services.
The other intelligence organizations didn't think much o

f

him
because h

e

was not their baby. He was somebody else's baby. There
fore, he couldn’t be as good as their babies. It was rather difficult. In

fact, Elmer Davis once said that I was in the position of a man with

a giraffe trying to find another man who wanted to buy a giraffe. That
was true. They didn’t want to hear anything which ran in the least
bit counter to their preconceived ideas, and Hanfstaengl's ideas were
not those adopted a

s

the official party line by the American Govern
ment in time o

f war, naturally.
Mr. PUCINSKI. Did you ever discuss the Katyn massacre with Mr.
Elmer Davis?
Mr. CARTER. Not that I recollect, no.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Mr. Counsel, I have a lot of respect for my friend,
Mr. Ben Brown, in the State Department, but at£ time I will have

to ask what the State Department did with those reports that they
never turned over?
Mr. MACHRowicz. Let's first find out if they ever got them.
Mr. PUCINSKI. I think it should be pointed out that this exhibit 29

which we have introduced in the record came from the State Depart
ment. We got that out o

f

their files.
Mr. MITCHELL. I got so much out of the State Department I can’t
select all of the records and documents. What I did was to select the
things that we thought were appropriate.
Chairman MADDEN Are there any further questions? Thank you
for appearing as a witness, Mr. Carter.
The committee will adjourn until 10 o'clock tomorrow morning, at

which time the first witness will be, Joseph Phillips, o
f

the Depart
ment o
f State, Alan Cranston, and then General Bissell.
(Whereupon, at 5 p.m. the committee recessed until 10 a.m., Friday,
November 14, 1952.)
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ExHIBIT 32A—MEMO FROM JOHN FRANKLIN CARTER REGARDING THE KATYN
MAssACRE PREPARED ON MAY 31, 1944

[Memo from John Franklin Carter dated May 31, 1944, giving report, on the Katyn
Massacre, prepared by Mr. Drohojowski of the Polish Ministry of Information, London J

REPORT ON THE MASSACRE AT KATYN NEAR SMOLENSK

1. During the fighting between September 17 and the beginning of October,
1939, about 181,000 Polish Soldiers were taken prisoners by the Soviet Forces,
among who were about 10,000 Officers.
2. These Officers, with certain civilians of distinction and several thousand
members of the Polish Police were placed in three large Prison Camps as
follows:
(a) Kozielsk in the Province of Smolensk.
(b) Starobielsk in the Ukraine.
(c) Ostashkov in the Province of Kalinin.

3. Early in 1940 all these prisoners were photographed, their fingerprints
taken and lists prepared. The Camp Authorities informed the prisoners that
these measures were taken with the object of sending all these prisoners to
their homes and families and “liquidating” the Camps.
4. Early in April, 1940, prisoners from Kozielsk were sent away in batches
of two or three hundred, mostly in the direction of Smolensk.
5. Four hundred and five Officers were transferred from the three Camps to
others, and finally sent together in June, 1940, to Griazovets in the Vologda
Province.
6. Hitler's invasion of Russia on the 22nd of June, 1941, was followed by
the signing on July 30, 1941, of a Polish-Soviet Treaty, and by a Military
Agreement signed on August 14, 1941, under which all Poles were to be liberated.
Accordingly, the Polish Government proceeded to form a Polish Army in Russia.
to fight the Germans.
7. A Polish Centre was formed at Buzuluk to which the four hundred and
five Polish Officers were brought at the end of August, 1941, from the Camp at
Griazovets, but as, up to October, 1941, none of the Officers from Kozielsk,
Starobielsk, and Ostashkov had appeared, the Polish Ambassador at Moscow,
Professor Kot had an interview with Mons. Wyszynski, the Deputy People's
Commissar for Foreign Affairs, in order to obtain information as to what had
become of the missing Officers.
- The interview took place on October 6, 1941. Mons. Wyszynski stated that
the missing Officers must be among the three hundred thousand Polish citizens
who had already been set free by the Russians. The Polish Ambassador replied:
“There are no men from the Camps I have mentioned in the Army at all.”
8. On October 22, Professor Kot had an interview with Mons. Molotov, and
again asked for information about the missing Officers. Mons. Molotov replied
that “The matter would have to be cleared up.”
On November 2, Professor Kot had another conversation with Mons. Wys
zynski on the same subject, and the latter promised: “I shall continue my
endeavours to obtain the information for which you asked me sometime ago.”
9. On November 14, Professor Kot had a conversation with Marshal Stalin
to whom he complained that the Officers from the Camps at Kozielsk, Staro
bielsk, and Ostashkov were still missing.
Marshal Stalin replied: “We have released everybody.” Professor Kot denied
this and said: “My request to you, Mr. President, consists in this that orders
should be given for the release of these Officers whom we need to organize
our Army.”
Marshal Stalin then rang up the N. K. W. D. and asked if all Poles had been
released from prison as the Polish Ambassador declared that this was not
the case. But Marshal Stalin did not vouchsafe any further explanation as a
result of this telephonic conversation.
10. On December 3, 1941, General Sikorski and General Anders were received
by Marshal Stalin and presented to him a list of the names of three thousand,
eight hundred and forty-three Officers, stating at the same time that this list
had been compiled from memory and was therefore very incomplete.
General Sikorski said: “I gave orders that these men should be searched for
in Poland itself, with which I am in constant touch. Not a single one is either
in Poland or in the Polish-Prisoner-of-War-Camps in Germany. These men
are here in Russia, and none of them has yet returned.” Marshal Stalin said:
“They have certainly been released, but have not yet arrived.”
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An additional list of eight hundred missing Officers was handed to Marshal
Stalin by General Anders on March 18, 1942.
11. Finally Professor Kot had a conversation with Mons. Wyszynski on July 8,
1942, when the Ambassador again brought up the question of the eight thousand
Polish Officers who had not been released. Mons. Wyszynski denied that there
could still be Poles held as prisoners in Russia.
12. On April 13, 1943, the German Radio Station began to broadcast news
of the discovery of the mass graves of Polish Officers in the Katyn Forest near
Smolensk. The number of bodies discovered there was estimated by the Germans
to be about 10,000.
13. The very large number of photographs in the possession of the Polish
Government prove that the victims were almost all Polish Officers, because
the uniforms are clearly Polish, being those of Generals, Colonels, Majors,
Captains, and Lieutenants. The photographs show Polish Medals, Shoulder
Bands, clearly depicting the rank of the Officers concerned, certificates of the
award of the Silver Cross, “Virtuti Militari,”, etc., etc.
14. Representatives of the Polish Red Cross from Warsaw, after investigation
on the spot reported by telegram to the International Red Cross at Geneva on
April 21, 1943, that:
(a) Large common tombs of Polish Officers have been discovered at Katyn
near Smolensk.
(b) After examining about three hundred disinterred corpses, the Polish
Red Cross Representatives state that the Officers had been killed by bullets
from a revolver, fired at the back of the neck, and that from the similarity of
the wounds, it is possible to conclude that the executions were carried out
by specialists.
(c) According to the Papers found on the corpses the murders must have
taken place about the months of March and April 1940.
15. The numerous photographs of the skulls of the victims confirm the fact that
the revolver bullets entered the back of the head or nape of the neck. In most
cases one shot was sufficient, in others two or even three were required, as the
photographs clearly show.
16. The Polish Government has a list of nearly four thousand Officers, proved
to be Poles by their uniforms, the vast majority of whom it has been possible to
identify by name, owing to the papers found on their corpses. These include
letters from home but not posted, diaries, notebooks, birth and marriage certifi
cates, photographs of wives, fianceés, certificates of inoculation, etc.
17. The first reply of the Russians to the charges of the German broadcasting
stations appeared on April 15, 1943. The Soviet Information Bureau states:
“In their clumsily concocted fabrication about the numerous graves which
the Germans allegedly discovered near Smolensk the Hitlerite Liars mentioned
the village of Gnezdovaja. But, like the swindlers they are, they are silent about
the fact that it was near the village of Gnezdovaja that the Archaeological Ex
cavations of the historic Gnezdovaja Burial Place were made.”
18. It was only on April 16 that, according to the Official Tass communiqué
the Soviet Authorities stated for the first time that some Polish Officers had been
employed in building fortifications near Smolensk, and that they had fallen into
the hands of the Germans when they conquered this district.
This Official Statement is entirely contrary to the claims put forth during a
period of nearly two years that all Polish Officers who had been prisoners of war
had been set free. It is permissible to ask why the Russian Authorities had
never disclosed these facts to the Polish Ambassador who had made so many
repeated efforts to ascertain the fate of the missing Polish Officers.
19. On April 16, 1943, the Polish Minister of National IDefence, Lieutenant
General Kukiel, issued an official communiqué in which he stated:
“The necessity has arisen that the mass graves which have been discovered
should be investigated and the facts verified by a proper International Body, such
as the Authorities of the International Red Cross. The Polish Government is
approaching that institution with a view to their sending a delegation to the
place in which the Polish Prisoners-of-War are said to have been massacred.”
20. On April 26, 1943, Mons. Molotov sent a note to Mons. Romer, the Polish
Ambassador at Kuibyschev, in which he stated that the campaign of slander set
on foot by the Germans with regard to the Polish Officers slain by the Germans
themselves near Smolensk had been taken up by the Polish Government and sup
ported by the official Polish Press by every means in their power, and that the
Polish Government had thus treacherously stabbed the Soviet Union in the back.
The existing Polish Government was on the road to an understanding with

93744–52–-pt. 7––28
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Hitler and consequently the Soviet Government had decided to break off all
diplomatic relations with it.
Conclusion.—It would appear from all the above considerations that the Polish
Government was fully justified in demanding that an impartial inquiry should
be held, and “the facts verified by a proper International Body such as the
Authorities of the International Red Cross.”

APPENDIX

Written confirmation of the conversations exchanged between the Polish rep
resentatives and the Soviet Government as detailed above.
1. November 8, 1941.—Note sent by Mr. Molotov to Professor Kot in reply to
the Polish note of November 1, 1941.
“. . . (1) In accordance with the decree of the Presidium of the Supreme
Council of the U. S. S. R. dated August 13, 1941, concerning the amnesty, all
Polish citizens who were deprived of freedom as prisoners of war or on other
sufficient grounds are free. . . .”

-

2. November 14, 1941.—Note from Ambassador A. Bogomolov to the Prime
Minister of Poland, General Sikorski, in reply to the note of October 16, 1941.
“. . . All Polish Officers who are on U. S. S. R. territory have also been set free.
Your supposition, Mr. Chairman of the Council of Ministers, that a large number
of Polish Officers are dispersed throughout the northern regions of the U. S. S. I.
is, it would appear, based on inaccurate information. . . .”
3. March 13, 1942.—Note from Ambassador Bogomolov to Foreign Minister
Raczynski in reply to his note dated January 28, 1942.
“. . . In the reply contained in the note of Mr. D. M. Molotov, dated November
8, 1941, and addressed to M. Kot, and in the Aide-Memoire of the People’s Com
missariat for Foreign Affairs, dated November 19, it was already stated that the
application of amnesty to the Polish citizens had been strictly carried out.”
“. . . The Polish Officers and soldiers having been set free in the same manner
as other Polish citizens, i. e., pursuant to the decree of August 12, 1941, every
thing which has been said above applies equally to Polish Officers and
soldiers. . . .
“In any case, whenever it is learned that certain isolated cases of delay in
setting Polish citizens free exist anywhere, the competent Soviet Authorities
immediately undertake the measures necessary for their release. . . .”
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FRIDAY, NOVEMBER 14, 1952

HoUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
THE SELECT CoMMITTEE ON THE KATYN FoREST MASSACRE,

Washington, D. C.
The committee met at 10:15 a.m., pursuant to call, in room 1301,
New House Office Building, Hon. Ray J. Madden (chairman) pre
siding.
£nt: Messrs. Madden, Machrowicz, Dondero, O’Konski, and
Sheehan.

Also present: John J. Mitchell, chief counsel to the select com
mittee, and Roman Pucinski, chief investigator.
Chairman MADDEN. The committee will come to order.
Our first witness this morning is Mr. Joseph B. Phillips.

TESTIMONY OF JOSEPH B. PHILLIPS, DEPUTY ASSISTANT SECRE
TARY FOR PUBLIC AFFAIRS, DEPARTMENT OF STATE

Chairman MADDEN. Mr. Phillips, will you be sworn, please?
Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are about to give the
committee will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the
truth, so help you God?

-

Mr. PHILLIPs. I do. -

Chairman MADDEN. Will you sit down and give the reporter your
full name and address. -

Mr. PHILLIPs. Joseph Becker Phillips, 506 Cameron Street, Alex
andria, Va.
Chairman MADDEN. You may proceed, Mr. Counsel.I' Mircuru. What is your position with the State Department,eaSefD
Mr. PHILLIPs. I am Deputy Assistant Secretary for Public Affairs.
At the present time I am Acting Assistant Secretary in the absence
of Mr. Howland Sargeant.
Mr. MITCHELL. How long have you been in that position?
Mr. PHILLIPs. I have been Deputy Assistant Secretary since Febru
ary of this year.

-

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Phillips, during testimony taken yesterday af
ternoon from former Ambassador Arthur Bliss Lane, Mr. Lane stated
that the Voice of America failed to carry any broadcasts after he had
formed the private committee to investigate the Katyn massacre with
relation to the activities of that committee. I believe that committee
was formed in 1949. I think the record will reveal that efforts were
made on the part of that organization to have the Voice of America
broadcast their activities concerning the Katyn massacre.
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The committee would like to have you explain to them why the
Voice of America didn't do that at that particular time and also to
have you tell us when they started broadcasting material concerning
the Katyn massacre.
Mr. PHILLIPs. Mr. Chairman, you understand that I was not in
the Department at that time. Consequently, I am speaking from the
record that has been compiled on this case.I find that, in fact, the Voice of America did carry a broadcast on
November 22, 1949, covering the formation of Mr. Lane's committee.
From that time on they reported on several occasions the activities
of that committee.
It is quite correct, however, that they did not at that time make
a prolonged campaign out of the activities of the Lane committee or
the investigation of the Katyn massacre. The motives for that, asI understand, was that there was a paucity of hard and fast news on
the subject which could have been played with authenticity over the
Voice of America.
The coverage of the subject by the Voice of America increased
perceptibly and considerably with the formation of this committee,
and from the time of the debates in Congress on the formation of this
committee and the organization of this committee, its activities have
been covered extensively by the Voice of America.
Mr. MITCHELL. When was the first broadcast by the Voice of Amer
ica concerning the private committee?
Mr. PHILLIPs. On November 22, 1949.
Mr. MITCHELL. The Voice of America at that time did broadcast
information of the private investigating committee headed by Mr.
Lane; is that correct?
Mr. PHILLIPs. Yes, sir, on November 22, 1949, the Voice of Amer
ica carried 11 lines of news about the formation of a new group to
gather evidence in connection with the Katyn massacre. A Voice
of America reporter was present at the meeting of the committee
at that time. ,

-

Mr. MITCHELL. Where was that meeting of the committee held?
Mr. PHILLIPs. That I do not know.
Mr. MITCHELL. Was it in New York City?
Mr. PHILLIPs. I believe so; but I am not sure. My record does
not show where the meeting was.
Mr. MITCHELL. What was the next broadcast that was carried by
the Voice of America concerning the Katyn massacre?
Mr. PHILLIPs. The next broadcast concerning the Katyn massacre
was on January 24, 1950, but that did not have to do with the Lane
committee. This was a news item on genocide hearings before the
Senate subcommittee and consisted of a 19-line summary of Judge
Blair F. Gunther's testimony on the Katyn massacre. That was the
next recorded broadcast on that subject.
Mr. MITCHELL. What was the next broadcast on the subject of the
Katyn massacre?
Mr. PHILLIPs. It was on September 19, 1950, and consisted of 36
lines of news on Lt. Col. John Van Vliet's report on the Katyn crime
which was made public by the United States Defense Department.
Mr. MITCHELL. In other words, when the Army, after their search
for the missing Van Vliet report, released the version that he had
compiled at their request at that time, it was released to the world !
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f

Mr. PHILLIPs. Yes, sir; that is correct.
Mr. MITCHELL. By the Voice of America?
Mr. PHILLIPs. That is correct.
Mr. MITCHELL. What was the next broadcast !
Mr. PHILLIPs. The next broadcast was on the following day, on
which occasion the same story was repeated, the release of the Van
Vliet report.
Mr. MITCHELL. Did it have world-wide coverage?
Mr. PHILLIPs. I believe it did; yes, sir. It did have world-wide
coverage.
Mr. MITCHELL. What was the next broadcast on the Katyn
massacre?

Mr. PHILLIPs. Four days later, on September 24, there was a re
view of the Van Vliet report in a review of the week's events, which
is a regular feature of the Voice of America.
Mr. MITCHELL. And that was in 1950?
Mr. PHILLIPs. Yes, 1950; September 24, 1950.
Mr. MITCHELL. What was the next broadcast in which the Katyn
massacre was discussed ?
Mr. PHILLIPs. On October 6, 1950, there was a satirical piece
broadcast in one of their humorous—one of their satirical, not humor
ous—a satirical program taking the line that in Korea the Commu
nist hordes are perpetrating murders of prisoners of war just as hap
pened at Katyn.
Mr. MITCHELL. What was that again, please?
Mr. PHILLIPs. The theme of this satirical broadcast script was that
in Korea the Communist hordes are perpetrating murders of prison
ers of war just as happened at Katyn.
Mr. MITCHELL. What was the date of that broadcast?
Mr. PHILLIPs. That was on October 6, 1950.
Mr. MITCHELL. What was the next broadcast?
Mr. PHILLIPs. It was on October 26, 1950, and was a new round-up
on the Katyn committee's letter to Vishinski.
Mr. MITCHELL. Do you refer to the private investigating committee
headed by Arthur Bliss Lane?
Mr. PHILLIPs. It is my understanding that that committee did send
an open letter to Mr. Vishinski.
Mr. MITCHELL. That is correct; and it was broadcast on the Voice
of America?
Mr. PHILLIPs. Yes, on October 26, 1950.
"Mr. SHEEHAN. If I may interrupt, Mr. Phillips, when Mr. Lane
testified the other day he stated that you gave very little time in the
Voice of America to broadcasting facts about Katyn, although he
did intimate that the Voice of America permitted information about
the formation of the committee as such without permitting any
opinion as to the guilt of Katyn to be broadcast. Was that the policy
that the State Department followed on that? -

Mr. PHILLIPs. Yes, sir; that was the policy at that time. The at
tempt was to broadcast the news as it developed.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Well, at that time the Voice of America was very
active in propaganda which was to reach behind the iron curtain.
That was such propaganda, wasn’t it?
Mr. PHILLIPs. Yes, sir.
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Mr. SHEEHAN. Even if it was only hearsay, it was propaganda in
tended to break the hold of the people controlling the people behind
the iron curtain. Well, why be squeamish about permitting something
like this to be broadcast even if it was purely opinion?
Mr. PHILLIPs. The record of the policy directives at that time make
these points: In the first place, it is not wise propaganda to put on an
extended propaganda campaign unless it is supported by hard news.
There is always the chance that it will backfire. -

In the second place, the main consideration, at that time was the
broadcast to Poland itself. Everyone recognized that most of the
Poles understood perfectly well who was responsible for the Katyn
massacre. It was feared that for us to broadcast a campaign on that
subject at that time might arouse some Polish individuals, some friends
of ours, to actions which would react against them and which would
cause their arrest or their murder or other action against them. That
was one of the considerations that entered into it.
Mr. SHEEHAN. May I interpose there to say that the mere fact that
somebody might listen to a Voice of America broadcast would tend
to have recriminations against them, so why should they even be
listening to your broadcasts?
Mr. PHILLIPs. The other point, Mr. Sheehan, was that the Voice of
America during that period was broadcasting a number of other
propaganda themes to countries behind the iron curtain and the Katyn
massacre story took it

s place with them:
Mr. SHEEHAN. Now, if I can summarize, you state that one of the
reasons the Department had for not permitting the story o

f
the Katyn

massacre to be broadcast over the Voice o
f

America is that you did
not have sufficient facts on it.
Mr. PHILLIPs. That is the reason we did not make a propaganda
campaign out o

f it; yes, sir. -

Mr. SHEEHAN. Have you followed the evidence that has been pre
sented here all week?
Mr. PHILLIPs. No, I have not personally. I have read it in the
newspapers.
Mr. SHEEHAN. I think that somebody in the Department is fast
asleep because, from the evidence that has been presented here, offi
cials in our State Department and in our Executive knew, since 1942
that we have loaded our record with many documents directly out o

f

the State Department and from the Executive showing that we had
the factual evidence all of the time.
In other words, who is laying down the policy that ignores the
facts that they have in the Department?
Mr. PHILLIPs. Well, from this record, the main consideration at

that time o
f

the people who laid down the propaganda policy was
that the Voice o

f

America should only handle published and estab
lished news.

: Mr. SHEEHAN. In other words, you ignored everything else unless

it was published, despite what you might have in your own files?
Mr. PHILLIPs. I am speaking from this record, Mr. Sheehan. That

is correct.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Don't you think that is a silly attitude? You say that
you wanted the truth. If you got the truth from your files, you should
have published it whether it was public or not.
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Mr. PHILLIPs. I can't speak of those from first-hand knowledge
because I don't know what was in the files at that time.
Mr. SHEEHAN. What we are trying to bring out here is that all of
that information was in the files and yet it was denied to people
within your own Department of the Government. That is what we
are trying to have explained here. That is the purpose of our second
phase of our investigation. Why, with the Government having all
of this information at its disposal, did it refuse to use it? Can you
enlighten our committee so that we can find out why these things
happened?
Mr. PHILLIPs. No, sir. I am sorry, but since I was not in the De
artment a

t

that time I really cannot. I don't know the thinking
hind that particular fact.
Mr. SHEEHAN. By your own statement, didn't it seem contradictory
that you wanted to publish the truth? You had the truth, and yet
you failed to reveal it because it had not been made public to the
American people? Is that not a contradictory set o

f

circumstances?
Mr. PHILLIPs. Well, as a general thing, if this is in answer to your
question, the Voice o

f America, relying as it does on its standing as a

news organization, devotes itself mostly to the transmission o
f

news
which has been developed in the public and which is public news.
Mr. SHEEHAN.#' would say from my own observation that
the Voice o

f

America falls down o
n its job terrifically. It is meant

a
s
a propaganda organization, and it is meant to disrupt the members

behind the iron curtain. If they refuse to use all of the news to do
that, they have n

o

business existing. I would say that the Depart
ment is very lax.
Mr. PHILLIPs. Their statement of their coverage at that time is
that they did use the news as it developed from the Lane committee
and from other sources.
Mr. SHEEHAN. I know, but you admit that they merely said that
the Lane committee was formed to investigate. They said nothing
about the Russians being guilty. They merely gave the news that
the committee had been£d. How effective is that?
That is all, Mr. Chairman.
Chairman MADDEN. How many news gatherers do you have here

in Washington?
Mr. PHILLIPs. Here in Washington, Mr. Chairman, I don't know
specifically how many there are. I know that there are at least half

a dozen o
f

them who function here in the capital.
Chairman MADDEN. Have you had a representative here this week?
Mr. PHILLIPs. Yes, sir.
Chairman MADDEN. At these hearings?
Mr. PHILLIPs. It is my understanding that the International In
formation Administration has had someone here throughout theseh' -

Mr. DoNDERO. Mr. Phillips, I think it is fair to say that a good
reason existed, a

t

least while the war was in progress, why nothing
should be done to irritate our ally, Russia. She was our ally a
t

that
time. What is difficult to understand, however, is that there should

b
e such silence o
n

the part o
f

our Government since the war's end.

I refer to the appeasement of Russia, of course. If there is any one
thing that this record shows and that the people o
f

the world know,
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Russia is the one Government that should not have been appeased
since the World War's end for this reason: That she is the fly in the
ointment in bringing about world peace.
For that reason, it does seem that Voice of America has been lax in
not presenting to the people of the world what information it had in
its files that they knew was there since 1942.
Have you any different reaction or opinion to express on that?
Mr. PHILLIPs. Well, sir, I am told that at that time, that is

,

in

1948 and 1949 and early in 1950, the controlliog factor in the Voice o
f

America policy on this subject was the possible effect in Poland and
that it was not a consideration of the Soviet Union. That did not
enter into it

.

Since the formation o
f

this committee and since your
activities began, the Voice o

f
America transmissions have stepped up

to a very great extent.
Mr. DoNDERO. Let me comment on the statement that you made that

it was thought itmight excite our friends, the Poles. The Poles have
been under the domination o

f

the Russian Government since early in

the war; and, if there is one thing that it might have done, it might
have aroused the ire o

f

the Polish people against their, let us say,
their conqueror because that is what it means in substance. I refer

to the Lublin government, the Communist-dominated Government of

Poland. That was a mistaken policy. Instead o
f doing good, I think

it did great harm to the Poles to withhold that information from
them.
Now, I am interested in the rest of your statement, and I will be

glad to hear it
.

Mr. PHILLIPs. Well, on the question o
f

the Poles, may I read, since

I was not in the Department, the statement that was prepared here
on that subject, that part o

f

the subject.

The Poles, of all people, did not have to be told who was responsible for the
Katyn massacre. Their experiences since September 1945 were calculated to
make them believe the worst of the Russians. In such circumstances, it was
possible that extensive treatment o

f

the Lane committee project would lead
many Polish patriots to conclude that such an airing of the subject was for a

£e Other than mere information, namely, to arouse overt action on theirpart.

It is the concern of the official propaganda to the satellite people

to nourish their hope o
f

freedom and national independence without
doing anything to expose them to seizure, torture, and death by reason

o
f
a
n untimely revolt. That, I understand, was one of the major policy

considerations in the directives for the play o
f

the Katyn massacre
investigation.
Mr. DoNDERO. The Department then took the position that the
broadcasting o

f

the facts might so irritate Russia that she would take

it out, so to speak, on the Poles, especially the patriotic Poles who
were doing what they could to resist Russian aggression. Was that
about the situation?

-

Mr. PHILLIPs. Frankly, that is not what I gather from this state
ment o
f policy.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Mr. Chairman, may I again remark that the whole£ o

f

this propaganda is eventually to get all o
f

the nations to

o overt acts against their oppressors. Isn't that the purpose o
f

propaganda in the final analysis?
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Mr. PHILLIrs. It is
:

yes, sir. But I think the experience in the
last war, as most people remember very vividly, showed that it is

very futile and very dangerous propaganda to incite people to action
unless you are in a position to support them.
Mr. SHEEHAN. I know, but do you think that the Poles, in the light

o
f

their experience a
t

the Warsaw uprising, when the Allies instigated
them to rise up against their oppressors and then left them for a long
period o

f

tim o you think that the Poles, if they have any sense at

all, would rise up again unless they knew help was near at hand?
Mr. PHILLIPs. I can only say that that was one of the considerations
that lead to the formation o

f
this policy.

Mr. SHEEHAN. I say that whoever is laying down the policy doesn't
know the facts o

f

life and should consult some good newspapermen on
how to put on a good propaganda campaign.
Mr.!' The very fact is that this committee, when it went

to Europe, the Old World, to get the facts, instilled a note o
f hope

in those people behind the iron curtain.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Of course, I might add this, Mr. Chairman, that
one thing your office completely overlooked was that the Lane com
mittee, as a matter o

f fact, had an entirely different function, that is
,

not to rouse the Poles, but to awaken the Americans to the true danger

o
f

communism. I think that is a very worthy purpose both of that
committee and of this committee.
Mr. PHILLIPs. The Voice o

f

America's coverage o
f

this committee,

a
s I said, has been

#".
extensive.

ti' MACHRowicz. The Lane committee had the very same funcIl.

Mr. PUCINSKI. Mr. Chairman, I wonder if you can tell us, Mr.
Phillips, when the so-called truth bomb started in the Voice o

f
America?
Mr. PHILLIPs. The so-called truth bomb–I am afraid I don't un
derstand.
Mr. PUCINSKI. Wasn't there a period when you came before Con
gress to seek appropriations a

t

which time you told Congress that
you were going to start a truth bomb and needed appropriations for
that purpose?
Mr. PHILLIPs. Do you refer to the campaign of truth?
Mr. PUCINSKI. You called it the truth bomb.
Mr. PHILLIPs. I believe it was the campaign of truth. I came into
the Department in the spring of 1950, and I believe that efforts under
that name had started just before then.
Mr. PUCINSKI. I would like to refer to it as the truth bomb. What
was envisioned under that program?
Mr. PHILLIPs. Under that program, as I understand and as we
work in it now, there were envisioned these things: In the first place,
an increase o

f

our propaganda facilities and our propaganda output
activities. In the second place, a sharpening in our attacks o

n com
munism and on the Soviet Union and on the policies o

f

the Soviet
Government. In the third place, at that time, it was quite clear in

our minds that one o
f

our major efforts should b
e in the cementing

#

our friendships with other nations, particularly those o
f

Western
urope.
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Mr. PUCINSKI. How much money did you get at that time; do you
recall offhand?
Mr. PHILLIPs. No, sir, I don’t recall that accurately.
Mr. PUCINSKI. Mr. Julius Epstein, who has been mentioned before
this committee previously, told me or rather Mr. Mitchell and myself
when we talked last on this subject that when Colonel Stewart testified
before this committee in 1951—and I am going to read you one short
paragraph from Mr. Epstein's statement.
He said, for instance—
When Colonel Stewart testified—and Colonel Stewart testified for 2 hours,
you will remember, from 10 until 12—at 5 o'clock I went down to the Voice's
news office in Washington and asked, “Could I see the release?”
They found a release of 25 lines. I said, “You have three reporters for the
Hill, and you don't know this? This was made for the Voice.”

Now, I don’t think that I quite agree with Mr. Epstein's final con
clusion, but I was just wondering, when you related all of these men
tions of Katyn earlier this morning, how much mention was there
and what sort of a campaign did the Voice of America put on? Were
the broadcasts similar to the 25 lines mentioned about Stewart, an£" officer who identified the Soviets as the murderers of theseOleS

Mr. PHILLIPs. In these earlier broadcasts—and I do not have the
complete file of each broadcast, although I have some record of the
lines given. The first broadcast, for example, was 11 lines.
Mr. MITCHELL. I believe Mr. Pucinski is referring to what happened.
after Stewart testified.

-

Mr. PHILLIPs. Well, this was in 1951?
Mr. PUCINSKI. That is correct.
Mr. MITCHELL. On October 19, 1951.
Mr. PHILLIPs. I am sorry, but I don’t have the record of that par
ticular broadcast. I do have some scripts for September 1951, which
show a very extensive coverage. In 1952 I have a record of scripts,
most of them being 15 minutes and 20 minutes.
Mr. PUCINSKI. Are those on the work of this committee?
Mr. PHILLIPs. They are on the work of this committee.
Mr. PUCINSKI. That leads me to my next question, Mr. Phillips.
If until 1951 you had feared, as a policy of the Voice of America,
that publishing or carrying broadcasts into Poland about Katyn
might lead to an uprising, what has changed your mind this year?
r. PHILLIPs. May I go back?
Mr. PUCINSKI. I mean, don’t the same conditions prevail today that
prevailed 5 years or 4 years or 3 years ago?
Mr. PHILLIPs. No, sir. In the considerations that guided this policy,I understand that there is a feeling that conditions '' changed. In
the first place, this committee itself is an official committee and, COnSe
quently, its information is of the highest order of newsworthiness.
In the second place—and here, since I wasn’t in the Department in
1948 and 1949, it is a bit difficult for me to speak about it—there is a
feeling that our whole broadcast, our whole output tuned to the
satellite countries between the iron curtain has considerably increased
in sharpness and in impact within the past 2 years.
Mr. PUCINSKI. But don’t the same conditions, the same fears that
existed in the Voice of America through 1949 and 1950, that is

,

with
relation to a premature uprising, exist today even though this is a

congressional committee? Don't you have those same fears today?
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I am trying to find out what has happened in those intervening years
to change your policy so drastically.
Mr. PHiLLIPs. Certainly those fears do exist. That fear will always
be there, that is

,
that you should not incite people to overt action unless

you can support them. That is a standard and a real policy consid
eration always. -

The main thing that has happened is the formation of this com
mittee and the testimony you have developed.
Chairman MADDEN. Let me ask you this: Do you have any knowl
edge o

f

the extensiveness o
f

the coverage that was given this committee
when we were holding hearings in Frankfort? I refer to the broad
casts behind the iron curtain.
Mr. MITCHELL. May the chairman see that list?
Mr. PHILLIPs. Yes. I would like to have that done.
Chairman MADDEN. Will the witness answer my question first?
Mr. PHILLIPs. Here is the list in Frankfort, Mr. Chairman. April
21, a 13-minute broadcast. April 22, an 11-minute broadcast; April
23, one 12-minute broadcast and one 22-minute broadcast. April 24,

a 12%-minute broadcast and a 19-minute broadcast. April 25, a

3-minute broadcast and a 16-minute broadcast. April 26, a 9%-minute
broadcast and a 21-minute broadcast.
Chairman MADDEN. You have mentioned the 15- and 20-minute
broadcasts. Were they devoted to Katyn, to the Katyn testimony?
Mr. PHILLIPs. Yes, sir. They are identified here. The 13-minute
broadcast on the twenty-first, for example, dealt with the testimony o

f

Jozef Czapski before the Katyn Congressional Committee. The next
one is the testimony o

f

the German witnesses before the congressional
committee.
Chairman MADDEN. Those broadcasts were carried behind the iron
curtain by the Voice o

f

America?
Mr. PHILLIPs. That is correct.
Mr. PUCINSKI. Mr. Chairman, I think it has been pointed out
repeatedly, as we know from our experience, that the Voice o

f

America
has been doing a very good job since this committee was started. As a

matter o
f fact, I think we should point out here that the Voice of

America, I think, has done a sufficiently good job to force the Com
munist regime in Poland to put out a 250-page book denouncing this
whole committee. So apparently you are reaching your goals now.
The only question that we have been trying to delve into is why this
wasn't done as early as 1945, 1946, as least 1946 when officially Mr.
Truman said that the policies toward the Soviets has changed. That

is what we are trying to find out.
Mr. PHILLIPs. Well, I have given you the three policy considerations
that entered into that.
Mr. PUCINSKI. You will agree that the big policy, the one o

f

the
fear o

f getting the Poles to uprise, was a totally erroneous one because
now you are publishing this committee's work and you are not afraid
of that, are you?
Mr. PHILLIPs. I can only say that that was the consideration that
entered into their minds in 1948. May I answer as to Colonel Stew
art? I do find that I have a record of the broadcast on Colonel
Stewart's testimony. This was a broadcast on February 4
,

1952, deal
ing with the deposition o
f

Colonel Stewart before the Katyn Congres
sional Committee, and was a 15-minute broadcast.



2264 THE KATYN FOREST MASSACRE

Mr. PUCINSKI. Then, Mr. Phillips, you are saying that Mr. Epstein
was in error when he advised Mr. Mitchell and myself that there were
only 25 lines devoted to that?
Mr. PHILLIPs. No, sir. I don’t think we are talking about the
Same thing.
Mr. MITCHELL. May I clarify that? I was present. Mr. Pucinski
was not on the committee at the time that the Stewart testimony was
taken. I did not release it to the Voice of America or to anybody else
until we started our major investigation, which was in February, be
cause the members of the committee had recessed until January and
consequently I didn’t publish anything because I thought a premature£ at that time, without some continuity, would£ very littleValue.

Mr. SHEEHAN. Mr. Phillips, you stated that someone set that policy
from above. Who were your superiors that set that particular policy?
Do you know?
Mr. PHILLIPs. Yes, sir. The guidance and the policy responsibility
for these matters related to the Voice of America and our propaganda
policy would be that of the Assistant Secretary for Public Affairs.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Who was that at that time?
Mr. PHILLIPs. At that time, in early 1950, it was Mr. Barrett. Be
fore that, for several months, I believe I am correct in stating that
Mr. Sargeant, as deputy was acting, and previous to that it was Mr.
Allen, the present Ambassador to Yugoslavia.
Mr. SHEEHAN. We have been faced with so many contradictions
here, such as the fact that Elmer Davis when he testified the other
day said that he never knew about Katyn, yet another gentleman came
up and said that 2 days after Katyn happened he was handed a memo
randum about Katyn. From the State Department and the OWI and
everything connected with it we get contradictions, and from a con
gressional standpoint I know that it is going to make me look very
closely into appropriations for the Voice of America next year if the
only thing they are going to publish is what is already in the news
papers. We want the truth to go to the countries behind the iron
curtain regardless of where it comes from.
Mr. DoNDERO. A question I had in mind was this: Does the Depart
ment have on record any concrete evidence of whether these broadcasts
of the Voice of America really hit behind the iron curtain and what
effect they have?
Mr. PHILLIPs. Yes, sir. We do have on record the statements of
people who have escaped from behind the iron curtain and who have
listened to the Voice of America. We have some generalizations from
them as to people, their friends and neighbors, who they know listen
to the Voice of America. It is not direct evidence, but it is fairly
convincing. We have the attacks that are made on the Voice of
America by Communist publications and by the Communist radio.
We also have the enormous jamming effort that is made to cut out the
Voice of America broadcasts, which certainly wouldn't be done unless
they were reaching people.
Mr. DoNDERO. It would somewhat recommend it to me if the Com
munist press attacks the Voice of America as they did us while we
were in Europe.
Mr. O'KoNSKI. Mr. Phillips, has any comparison been made between
the effectiveness of the Voice of America behind the iron curtain as
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compared, let us say, for example, with Radio Madrid of Spain, Radio
France of Paris? Did you know, for instance, that the Hooper rating
for behind the iron curtain of the Voice of America gives it the booby
prize while Radio France and Radio Madrid are way ahead? Inci
dentally, Radio France spends 1 percent of the money that we spend
on the Voice of America.
In other words, we spend 100 times more on the Voice of America
than they do on Radio France, and our Hooper rating behind the
iron curtain hardly rates compared with theirs. Have you made a
comparative study of that?
Mr. PHILLIPs. Yes; we make a comparative study of that all of the
time. Naturally, a good deal of the evidence is hearsay. We cannot
have Hooper rating people getting behind the iron curtain and ques
tioning people directly. I must say, sir, that most of the evidence
we get does not mention anything except that the Voice of America
and the British Broadcasting Corp. are being really effective.
I do not have any record and I have never seen a record myself
that put the French radio and the Spanish radio in the same class
with the Voice of America for general listening.
Mr. O'KoNski. I will give you an illustration of why they probably
have more listeners. When we were in Paris, Radio France contacted
this committee, and they came over and invited us to appear on Radio
France. I said, “What is your policy on Radio France? Should we
hold back or should we tell the truth, or just what is your policy on
Radio France?”
The said, “Mr. Congressman, the more you give the Russians hell,
the better we like it. That is the kind of broadcast we want. That
is what they want to hear behind the iron curtain.”
Now, to my knowledge, I have never been contacted by the Voice
of America in all of the years of its existence, and I am sure that if
I did appear on the Voice of America everything I would say would
have to be censored by some higher authority. They certainly
wouldn’t say, “Go ahead, Congressman, give them hell. The more
hell you give them, the more listeners we have behind the iron curtain.”
There is your difference. The same thing is true of Radio Madrid.
Their programs are all anti-Communist, and that is why they have
listeners.
In talking to some people who have escaped from the other side of
Europe, they say the trouble with the Voice of America is that there
is too much pussy-footing and that they don’t know where we stand.
They say that we give them nothing to hang their hats on. That is
why they listen to Radio Madrid. That is why they listen to Radio
France.
So it seems to me that we are setting up this organization primaril
to tell the truth about communism, and we just don’t do enough.
don’t think it justifies its purpose. This idea of telling how the people
live in Virginia, how many automobiles we have per capita of popula
tion, how many radios we have per capita of population, how many
washing machines we have per capita of population, I think, to
the people behind the iron curtain antagonizes them and makes them
our enemies instead of our friends.
Mr. MITCHELL. I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman.
Chairman MADDEN. Are there any further questions?
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I had another question I was going to ask, but I have forgotten
what it was. I was enraptured by my colleague's talk.
We are very grateful to you for your evidence today. I wonder
if you will leave with us that list of broadcasts.
Mr. PHILLIPs. Yes, sir; I would like to leave the list of broadcasts
from 1948 to 1951, and the broadcasts of 1952 since this committee has
been functioning.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Is that a record of all of the broadcasts on Katyn?
Mr. PHILLIPs. This is a record up to June 26, 1951, and from Febru
ary 1952 up to May. It is not a complete record; no, sir. I also
have some scripts for 1951 if you would like to have them left.
Mr. SHEEHAN. I think you ought to turn them over to the committee
without having them put in the record so that we at least will have
*" om.

-

TESTIMONY OF JULIUS EPSTEIN, NEW YORK CITY, N. Y.

Chairman MADDEN. Our next witness isMr. Julius Epstein.
Mr. Epstein, will you raise your right hand and be sworn, please?
Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are about to give
will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help
you God?
Mr. EPSTEIN. I do.
Chairman MADDEN. Will you state your full name, please?
Mr. EPSTEIN. Julius Epstein.
Chairman MADDEN. And your address.
Mr. EPSTEIN. 92-40 Queens Boulevard, New York City.
Chairman MADDEN. And your business?
Mr. EPSTEIN. I am a writer and a foreign correspondent.
Chairman MADDEN. Will you proceed, Mr. Mitchell.
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Epstein, I understand that you want to put
some letters in the record which you exchanged with officials of the
Department of State and the Voice of America; is that correct?
Mr. EPSTEIN. That is correct. -

Mr. MITCHELL. Will you please proceed to do so.
Mr. EPSTEIN. I wrote a letter to William T. Stone on February 10,
1949, offering him a complete file on Katyn with exclusive news which
had never been broadcast over the OWI or the Voice of America.
After 10 weeks—
Mr. MITCHELL. What is the date of that letter?
Mr. EPSTEIN. February 10, 1949.
Chairman MADDEN. Let me interrupt you there. This letter is in
what connection?
Mr. EPSTEIN. This letter is addressed to Mr. William T. Stone,
special assistant to the Assistant Secretary of State, Department of
State, Washington, D. C. The letter states:
DEAR MR. STONE: Thank you very much for your kind letter of February 7—
Mr. MITCHELL. May we have that letter for the record, please?
Mr. EPSTEIN. Yes. •

Mr. MITCHELL. May we get an exhibit number on it?
Chairman MADDEN. Will you mark it as “Exhibit 33.”
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Mr. MITCHELL. For the record, this is exhibit No. 33. This is a
copy of a letter dated February 10, 1949, from Julius Epstein to
William T. Stone, special assistant to the Assistant Secretary of State.
(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit 33° and follows:)

XHIBIT 33–LETTER TO MR. STONE FROM MR. EPSTEIN

FEBRUARY 10, 1949.
MR. WILLIAM T. STONE,
Special Assistant to the Assistant Secretary of State,
Department of State, Washington, D. C.

DEAR MR. STONE: Thank you very much for your kind letter of February 7; I
was very glad to hear that you liked my letter to the editor and that you want
to make use of it in connections with the Voice of America. In the meantime, I
learned that this article was inserted in the Congressional Record of February 7.
I should like to tell you that I just finished a long and thorough research on
the Katyn murder of more than 4,000 Polish officers by the Russians. I un
earthed completely new evidence. Among it are letters I received from some of
the scientists who went to Smolensk in 1943 and investigated the case. There
is not the slightest doubt that all circumstantial evidence points to Stalin as
the responsible man. Don't you think it would be a good idea to write a fifteen
minute broadcast for the Voice? I would gladly do it. I would be very grateful
if you could tell me your opinion or if you would consult with Mr. Allen. It
would take me just a few days to send you the broadcast. I could write it in.
German or English or in both languages.
With many thanks,
Very sincerely yours,

JULIUS EPSTEIN.

Mr. MITCHELL. Now, will you let us have the reply that you
received?

Mr. EPSTEIN. On April 20, 1949, I got an answer.
Mr. MITCHELL. This is a letter, exhibit No. 34, on the official sta
tionery of the department of state, New York, N. Y., dated April 20,
1949, from Charles W. Thayer, Chief, International Broadcasting Di
vision, addressed to Mr. Julius Epstein, 468 Fourth Avenue, New
York 16, N. Y.
Mr. EPSTEIN. That was my office address.
(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit 34” and follows:)

EXHIBIT 34
DEPARTMENT of STATE,

251 West Fifty-seventh Street, New York, N. Y., April 20, 1949.
Mr. JULIUs EPs TEIN,
468 Fourth Avenue, New York, N. Y.
DEAR MR. EPSTEIN : Your letter of February 10, 1949, to Mr. William T. Stone
was referred, during his absence from Washington, to the New York office of
the International Broadcasting Division, first to Mr. Victor Hunt and then to me.
I regret the long delay in acknowledging your kind offer to write a script about
the Katyn case for use by the Voice of America.
We have decided against making use of the material at this time. Your offer
was, however, appreciated.
Thank you for your interest.
Sincerely yours,

CHARLEs W. THAYER,
Chief, International Broadcasting Division.

Mr. MITCHELL. Did you have any further correspondence with the
International Broadcasting Division that you would like to put on
the record, Mr. Epstein!
Mr. EPSTEIN. Yes. I will come to this later, if you will permit me
to make a few remarks. On July 3 and 4, 1949
Chairman MADDEN. Now, where is this letter to ?
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Mr. MITCHELL. He doesn’t have a letter. He is reading from notes
that he has here.
Mr. EPSTEIN. Well, I have other letters, too.
Mr. MITCHELL. Why don’t we just listen to that comment and then
he can give it to us later? Will you proceed with what you have right
there?

Mr. EPSTEIN. Yes. On July 3 and 4, 1949, two articles of mine ap
peared in the New York Herald Tribune about the Katyn massacre.
They also appeared in the European edition of the Herald Tribune;
and they found a great response, which I saw from the letters I
received.

The Voice of America at that time was broadcasting daily a press
survey, telling the people before and behind the iron curtain what the
news of the press was, together with certain features. As I found out,
they did not mention anything about this series of articles.
Mr. MITCHELL. What you are saying now is that the Voice of Amer
ica did not broadcast or mention the two articles that you wrote?
Mr. EPSTEIN. The two articles I wrote for the Herald Tribune.
Mr. MITCHELL. Thank you.
Mr. EPSTEIN. On July 13, 1949, I had a telephone conversation with
one of my friends on the Russian desk of the Voice of America and I
asked him, “Did you read the articles?”

-

He said, “Yes; of course.”I asked him, “Did the Voice of America make any use of that?”
and he said, “No.”
I also spoke to the Polish desk and to the chief of the Polish desk,
who told me that it would create too much hatred against Stalin
among the Poles and that he hadn’t gotten the green light from Wash
ington to use anything of my articles about Katyn.
On October 15, 1949, I wrote a letter to the Assistant Secretary of
State, Mr. George W. Allen, Department of State, Washington, D.C.
May I read this letter?
Mr. MITCHELL. Surely. That will be exhibit 35. This is a copy
of a letter, that is

,

exhibit No. 35, dated October 15, 1949, from Julius
Epstein, then executive secretary to the Lane committee investigating
Katyn. It is addressed to the Assistant Secretary of State, Mr.
George W. Allen, Department o

f State, Washington, D.C.
(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit 35” and follows:)

ExHIBIT 35—LETTER FROM MR. EPSTEIN TO MR. ALLEN

OCTOBER 15, 1949.
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF STATE MR. GEORGE W.ALLEN,
Department of State, Washington, D. C

.

DEAR MR. ALLEN: I want to inform you that the former Ambassador to Poland,
Mr. Arthur Bliss Lane, will hold a press conference on Monday, November 21,
1949, at 4 P. M. at the Le Pillement Suite at the Waldorf Hotel in New York.
Ambassador Lane will at this press conference announce the formation of the
American Committee For The Investigation Of The Katyn Massacre, Inc. The
press conference will be attended by the members of this committee as listed on
this letterhead and distinguished guests from New York, Washington, and
Baltimore.
Ambassador Lane will deliver the main speech in which he will explain the
reason and the purpose of the foundation of the American Katyn Committee.
There will also be present the only survivor of the massacre of Polish officers
who is now living in the U

.
S
.

He will tell his story and answer questions from
the press.
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We give you this advance information in order to enable the Voice of America
to make the necessary arrangements to carry this press conference over its
foreign-language network.
We are ready to help the Voice of America in any way you should desire
and would be grateful to you to learn with whom in your New York office we
could talk over the details of the broadcasts.

Very sincerely yours,
JULIUS EPSTEIN,
Erecutive Secretary.

Mr. SHEEHAN. What was the date of that letter, Mr. Epstein?
Mr. EPSTEIN. The date of this letter is October 15, 1949. An al
most identical letter was sent to Mr. Foy D. Kohler, Chief of the New
York office of the Voice of America, on the same date. I don’t have
to read that as it is exactly the same.
On November 14, 4 weeks later, and just a week before the press
conference in the Waldorf-Astoria Hotel, Mr. Kohler answered this
letter. Mr. Allen had not answered it at all.
Mr. MITCHELL. You say that you got no reply from Mr. Allen?
Mr. EPSTEIN. No: I did not.
Mr. MITCHELL. This is exhibit 36, being on the official letterhead
of the Department of State, Voice of America, New York, N. Y. The
letter is dated November 14, 1949. It is addressed to Mr. Julius
Epstein, executive secretary, American Committee for the Investiga
tion of the Katyn Massacre, Inc., 470 Fourth Avenue, Suite 1209, New
York 16, N. Y. It is signed by Mr. Foy D. Kohler, Chief, Interna
tional Broadcasting Division.
(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit 36” and follows:)

ExHIBIT 36—LETTER FROM MR. Koh LER TO MR. EPSTEIN

DEPARTMENT OF STATE,
VoICE of AMERICA,

251 West 57th Street, New York, N. Y., November 14, 1949.
DEAR MR. EPSTEIN: This will acknowledge the receipt officially of your recent
letters addressed to Mr. Lehrbas, of OII, as well as to a number of individual
members of IBD including myself with regard to the press conference to be held
by The Honorable Arthur Bliss Lane on Monday, November 21, at 4 P. M. at
the Waldorf Astoria.
As you were informed in our conversation on Wednesday last, the Voice of
America will be glad to have a representative at this press conference and
appreciates your invitation. However, as we also pointed out in our conver
sation, the usefulness of the work of the proposed committee to the Voice will
depend largely on the seriousness and objectivity of its approach to the Katyn
investigation and to the production thereby of new factual information and hard
news.

FoY D. KOHLER,
Chief, International Broadcasting Division.

MR. JULIUS EPSTEIN,
Erecutive Secretary, American Committee for the Investigation of the
Katyn Massacre, Inc., 470 Fourth Avenue, Suite 1209, New York 16,
New York.

Mr. MITCHELL. Do you have any more correspondence that you
would like to put on the record, Mr. Epstein?
Mr. EPSTEIN. No, I don’t think so.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Mr. Chairman, may I ask some questions?
Chairman MADDEN. Go ahead.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Mr. Epstein, as I understand it
,

the press conference
and your news releases were in 1949?
Mr. EPSTEIN. November 1949.

93744–52–pt. 7–29
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Mr. SHEEHAN. And you called this definitely to the attention of the
Voice of America as indicated by the letters that you have put in the
record now?
Mr. EPSTEIN. Yes. -

Mr. SHEEHAN. And you talked to people from the Voice of America
personally?
Mr. EPSTEIN. Yes.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Did you hear Mr. Phillips here state the policy of
the Voice of America, that is

,

that they would only broadcast on the
Voice o

f

America material that was published?
Mr. EPSTEIN. Yes.
Mr. SHEEHAN. This was published, was it not?
Mr. EPSTEIN. Yes.
Mr. SHEEHAN. It was published in the newspapers?
Mr. EPSTEIN. Yes.
Mr. SHEEHAN. And was o

f general import?
Mr. EPSTEIN. Yes.
Mr. SHEEHAN. In other words, in spite of the fact that certain men

in the State Department laid down the policy, the Voice o
f

America
did not even bother to follow the policy?

-

Mr. EPSTEIN. Yes.
So I went to Washington in January and went to the State
committee?

Mr. EPSTEIN. I was executive secretary of the American Committee
for the Investigation o

f

the Katyn Massacre.
Mr. SHEEHAN. How long has the committee been in existence?
Mr. EPSTEIN. The committee was in existence about 2 years.
Mr. SHEEHAN. When did you first contact my office with reference

to turning over some material that you had?
Mr. EPSTEIN. I contacted your office, Mr. Congressman—just a
second—in June 1951.
Mr. SHEEHAN. What date in June?
Mr. EPSTEIN. I think I made an error. Just a second. No, it was

in May 1951.
Mr. SHEEHAN. That is close enough. I want to yield to Mr.
O'Konski for one question.
Mr. O'KONSKI. Mr. Epstein, isn’t it true that the work of your com
mittee was chiefly financed by Americans o

f

Polish descent in the
United States?
Mr. EPSTEIN. That is true.
Mr. O'KONSKI. Don’t you think that it would have been o

f

tre
mendous value to the people in Poland to know that their descendants

in the United States o
f

America were raising money to finance this
committee to find out the truth about the Katyn massacre? Don’t' think that even somebody in the Voice of America should havea

d intelligence enough to see the value o
f

that?
Mr. EPSTEIN. I agree with you.
Mr. O'KoNSKI. But they didn’t?
Mr. EPSTEIN. They did not.
Let me tell you what happened a

t

the press conference. We just
heard that the Voice o

f

America wanted to broadcast hard news. Now,
there was very interesting hard news originating in the Waldorf on
November 21, 1949. I have here the really great speech made—
Mr. SHEEHAN. May I continue, Mr. Epstein. I just yielded to Mr.
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O'Konski for one question. I had asked when you had contacted my
office, and you said that it was in May 1951.
Mr. EPSTEIN. Yes.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Do you know when the first resolution was intro
duced in Congress to investigate the Katyn massacre :
Mr. EPSTEIN. It was in June 1951.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Who introduced that resolution?
Mr. EPsTEIN. Congressman Sheehan.
Mr. MITCHELL. Did you contact any other member of this committee
before you contacted Mr. Sheehan :
Mr. EPsTEIN. No.
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Epstein, think before you say that.
Mr. EPsTEIN. Pardon me. Please repeat the question.
Mr. MITCHELL. Before you contacted Mr. Sheehan, had you con
tacted any other Member of Congress?
Mr. EPSTEIN. Well, I was in steady correspondence with many Mem
bers of Congress. On May 1, 1951, Congressman Flood printed my
pamphlet The Mysteries of the Van Vliet Report completely in the
Congressional Record. I also saw Mr. Madden and repeatedly before
this date I saw Mr. Dondero, who had correspondence with the Penta
gon about the Van Vliet report.
Mr. SHEEMAN. Mr. Epstein, the only reason for asking the question
is because of the fact that yesterday the committee was passing out
bouquets to the Polish-American Congress, to the Lane Committee,
to the people who had contributed, and I just thought that maybe we
ought to bring to the attention that Mr. Sheehan was the first one to
introduce the resolution. -

Mr. EPSTEIN. You were the first one to introduce the Katyn
resolution.
Now, let me come back to the press conference at the Waldorf.
There Mr. Lane delivered a speech and Mr. Max Eastman, the vice
president, read Mr. Lane's letter to Vishinsky in which Mr. Lane in
vited Vishinski to appear before the committee. Hard news, that was,
which was carried on the front pages of the American press; but the
Voice of America neither broadcast Mr. Lane's speech nor his letter to
Vishinsky. -

So I went to Washington in January and went to the State
Department.
Chairman MADDEN. Now, what does this have to do with the inquiry?
Mr. EPs TEIN. Pardon me?
Chairman MADDEN. What does this have to do with the inquiry?
Mr. EPsTEIN. It has to do with the deliberate suppression of the
truth about the Katyn massacre by the Voice of America.
Chairman MADDEN. I think you are getting a little off the track.
Mr. MITCHELL. You have already published that in the newspapers,
have you not?

-

Mr. EpstEIN. Yes I published a pamphlet.
Mr. MITCHELL. Then it is a matter before the public and for the
world to read /
Mr. EPSTEIN. Yes, but it is not a matter of record before this
committee. You heard much testimony that you had heard long be
fore. Everything that Mr. Mikolajczk said is a matter of public
record.
Mr. MITCHELL. Not everything Mr. Mikolajczyk said.
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Mr. Epstein, we have a schedule that we must maintain.
Chairman MADDEN. Thank you for appearing as a witness, Mr
Epstein.

TESTIMONY OF ALAN CRANSTON, LOS ALTOS, CALIF.—Resumed

Chairman MADDEN. Is Alan Cranston here?
You have been sworn; have you not, Mr. Cranston?
Mr. CRANSTON. Yes; I have. -

Chairman MADDEN, And your address is already in the record.
You may proceed, Mr. Machrowicz. .
Mr. MACHRowICz. Mr. Cranston, I will read your answer to my last
statement when we last adjourned your testimony. I stated as
follows: -

They told us differently. They told us that you ordered them to conform to
your views and that you made no complaints against the Communist but, rather
only against Mr. Kreutz.

The “They” means Mr. Lang and Mr. Simon. Then, Mr. Cranston,
you asked this question:

Do you have specific testimony from Mr. Lang to that effect?

I answered “Yes.” I thought probably you should know what Mr.
Lang and Mr. Simon testified.

-

I would like to read to you what I had in mind, which evidently
you had no knowledge of at the time. I am quoting now from the
official transcript as recorded November 12, 1952, in these hearings.
This is Mr. Lang testifying [reading]:
Mr. MACHRowicz. What did they tell you about the so-called foreign-language
Situation in Detroit?

The “They” referred to you, Mr. Cranston, and Mrs. Shea. The record
continues:

Mr. LANG. That the Polish commentators were—I don’t remember the exact
language, but they used the colloquial expression “going haywire”-making com
ments on a great many subjects that they thought were not in line with what our
general thinking should be.

Of course, that, as you understand, is very much like Stalin does,
what the “general thinking should be.”I thought in this country we did not tell people what the general
thinking should be, but let the people decide for themselves. Then
this follows: -

Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Did they specifically refer to the Katyn massacre?
Mr. LANG. The two subjects mentioned were the Katyn massacre and—yes,
they did refer to that.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. So that Mr. Cranston objected to the commentator on
Station WJBK making comments indicating Russian guilt for the massacre; is
that correct?
Mr. LANG. Yes.

And later on this appears:
Mr. MACHROWICZ. In other words, what Mr. Cranston wanted you to do was
to use your good efforts to try to convince Station WJBK in Detroit not to
permit those comments which would indicate Russian guilt?
Mr. LANG. That is right.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. And wasn’t that a form of censorship?
Mr. LANG. Yes; I would suppose you could call it that.
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Mr. MACHRowICZ. Was that not contrary to the spirit of the Federal Communi
cations Act?
Mr. LANG. Yes.

Now, just to get the record straight, Mr. Simon testified as follows
on the same day:

Mr. MACHRow ICz. I have one question. Mr. Simon, didn't you consider this
request of Mr. Cranston as an attempt to gag the radio commentators?

And that is referring to the same request as has been testified
before.

Mr. SIMON. I did.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Didn't you consider that to be a violation of the spirit of
the Federal Communications Act?
Mr. SIMON. I did.
Do you wish to make any comments on that?
Mr. CRANSTON. In the first place, Mr. Machrowicz, I feel their
memory is faulty in that I am quite certain, although I do not have
a direct memory of this, as I stated yesterday, on this, that at this
meeting we must have told them there were extreme views being
stated on both subjects.

Mr. MACHRowicz. They did not make that remark; I will say that,
but they did say that the particular commentary you objected to was
that of Mr. Kreutz, because it did not conform to what you thought
our general thinking should be.

-

Mr. CRANSTON. I am quite sure we would have objected to both,
sir, although, as I stated, I do not remember precisely what happened
at the meeting.
It was also within the framework of American policy not to tell the£ what to think, but to seek and play up support for the Unitedations.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Am I to understand that it was not within the
scope of your duties to tell anyone what your general thinking should

Mr. CRANSTON. Yes.
Mr. MACHRowicz. I am very happy to hear that.
Mr. CRANSTON. I might also say there the attitude toward the meet
ing has changed since the time, following the meeting being held,
because at a time shortly thereafter, as I testified yesterday, Mr. Lang
and Mr. Simon published an article in which they made no criticism
of OWI in relation to the meeting, and, as a matter of fact, indicated
a feeling that there be good cooperation between us in dealing with
what they called an acute predicament in Detroit.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Of course, they were station owners—were the
not?—and they did not want to do anything to antagonize the Fed
eral Communications Commission?

-

Mr. CRANSTON. We had no authority over licenses, and we at no
time discussed with the FCC whether license applications were pend
ing or not.
r. MACHRowICz. But if you will refresh your memory, which I

gather is hazy on that point again, they did testify to the very same
thing just a few minutes after this happened, before the special con
ssional committee investigating the Federal Communications
ommission.
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So, they did not change their minds. But that is the very same
thing they said there. And, if you care to, I will read that testimony.
Of course, I did not see the article, but I can understand how a
person who operates a radio station would do everything not to an
tagonize the FCC. -

r. MITCHELL. For your information, Mr. Lang testified before the
committee that Joe Lang's license was up for renewal exactly at the
same time that you people were in New York City. Is that a strange
coincidence? -

Mr. CRANSTON. The coincidence was brought about by the fact that
there was trouble. • • •

To my knowledge, this was not a radio station involving Mr.
Lang.# he own this station, or was it another station?
Mr. MITCHELL. He owned the station. I do not remember which
one it was .
Mr. CRANSTON. In Detroit?
Mr. MITCHELL. No; in New York.
Mr. CRANSTON. The meeting in New York, as far as all your ques
tions concerning me dealt with a radio station in Detroit.
Mr. MITCHELL. That is correct. But Mr. Lang's own personal radio
station at that time was up for license renewal.
Mr. CRANSTON. But that would have nothing to do with a complaint
on a radio station in Detroit.
Mr. MACHRowicz. The fact is that you did indirectly what you had
no right to do directly under the law, and you did succeed in havin
removed from the radio station in Detroit a commentator who ha
anti-Communistic leaning, whereas the commentator who had Com
munist leanings was permitted to remain.
Mr. CRANSTON. I don’t believe we requested anyone to be withdrawn
from the air, because we had no authority to do so.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. But there are gentle ways to have it under
stood.
Mr. CRANSTON. But we£ that they tone down controversiesgoing on on the air in Detroit which, in our opinion, jeopardized the
American war effort.
But, I want to repeat, this had nothing to do apparently with Mr.
Lang's radio station and his license. He was present at the meeting.
He was a member of the committee which dealt with it on a Nation
wide basis. His own station was not involved.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Do you think that any broadcast, whether in
Polish, English, or any language, which tended to warn the Amer
icans about the dangers of communism, was dangerous to our na
tional interests?
Mr. CRANSTON. No, sir; I do not. I do feel that broadcasts which
would tend to disrupt the United Nations at a time that we were in
a war may jeopardize the national interests.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Particularly with reference to the Russians.I want to quote to you Mr. Davis' testimony. Mr. Davis was at that
time your chief. He testified on November 11 before this committee
aS£ Mitchell propounded this question:
I cannot understand why Mr. Cranston's particular function fitted in with
this capacity, since it was not the function of the OWI to handle news within
the country.
Mr. DAVIS. Strictly speaking, he had no authority.
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Later on the testimony is as follows:
Mr. MITCHELL. Well, I still can't understand why Cranston, in his capacity
in the OWI, would in any way—that was the authority of somebody else;
wasn’t it? Wasn't it the function of the OWI?
Mr. DAVIs. No; it certainly wasn't the function of anyone else that I could
think of. I don't know that it was properly the function of the OWI. As to
why he did this you had better ask Cranston.

That was not your function; was it?
Mr. CRANSTON. Sir, you asked what the policy of the United States
Government was in these matters.
Mr. MACHRowicz. I want to know if this was your function—to try
to remove someone whose views did not concur with yours.
Mr. CRANSTON. I repeat, we did not try to remove anyone. At a
meeting in September 1942 it was clearly established that the final
question as to removal involved the Office of Censorship.
Mr. MACHRowicz. But this particular matter was outside the scope
of your particular activity.

-

Mr. CRANSTON. I believe the content of the material on the air,
short of the question of whether or not a man should be expelled
from the air, did continue to be a function of the Office of War Infor
mation because we were seeking to reach foreign groups in this
country, where the material may make them decide to increase their
support of the war effort.
This was particularly important in areas like Detroit, where there
was extensive war work going on in factories.
Mr. MACHRowicz. All I can say is that Mr. Davis, your chief,
disagrees with you.
Mr. CRANSTON. All I can say is that Mr. Davis never rebuked me
for activity in the OWI as to this or any other matter; that my
efficiency ratings were always of the highest; that when I left OWII received letters from Mr. Davis and others praising me for the
work I had done in OWI.
Mr. MACHRowicz. I might also say that you were so concerned with
winning the war that you forgot the fact that we must also win the
peace.
Chairman MADDEN. Mr. O'Konski.
Mr. O'KoNSKI. Mr. Cranston, suppose you owned a so-called for
eign-language station in the city of Detroit, and suppose you had
probably $40,000 or $50,000 in mortgage on that station, and that
everything you had, everything you owned, was invested in that
radio station.
Then suppose someone gently came over to you indirectly and whis
pered in your ear a rumor, say, that the OWI is on your back; they
are investigating a certain commentator and certain things that are
going on the air in the Polish language, and they also convey to you
the rumor that the FCC had a representative at this meeting where
it was discussed, and that there is a possibility that the FCC is
interested in this'Even if they directly did not say, “Remove that man off the air,”
put yourself in their position. If those rumors were flying around,
what would you do with that commentator? Would you fire him?
Mr. CRANSTON. I am not certain that I would. I would examine
what he had said, but I would have my interests and my activities
guided by my business interests and by the success of the war effort.
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Mr. O’KonsKI. You would be quite a worried man if that happened;
would you not?

-

Mr. CRANSTON. I would be if I was told by a representative of the
American Government that material going out on the air over my
radio station was deemed to be interfering with the American war
effort. I would be deeply concerned.
Mr. O’KONSKI. Even if you knew that those plans of broadcasts
were going to people who had the highest rate of voluntary enlistments
of any segment of our population, who had the lowest absentee rating
in war industries throughout the United States of America of any
segment of our population, and even if those people in that particular
area listening to those broadcasts were the first who oversubscribed
their quota on war bonds?
In other words, if you had definite proof that those broadcasts were
not interferring with the war effort, you would still be a worried man,
would you not, if that kind of pressure was put on you?
Mr. CRANSTON. Mr. O'Konski, if these broadcasts had just com
menced, which apparently was the case, I might be afraid they would
jeopardize the high record of that community.
Mr. O'KONSKI. Did anybody inform you that in spite of the fact
that Poland was betrayed by Russia in league with Hitler in 1939, in
September of that year, that the Poles still fought on the side of the
Russians?
Was that ever brought out to you?
It did not jeopardize their effort.
Mr. CRANSTON. Did you say they fought on the side of the Russians?
Mr. O'KoNSKI. Yes, in league with Hitler, in September 1939, Stalin
and Hitler made an agreement, and they dissected Poland between
themselves.

In other words, they were stabbed in the back by Russia. And still
they organized an army and they fought alongside of Russia. They
fought at Tobruk, at Monte Cassino. They were the only army sent
to Narvik, Norway. T'' in the evacuation at Dunkirk. Theyfought in London when Hitler was attacking London. They fought
in Normandy. - -

#nd
that was all after Russia gave them the kind of treatment she

did.
e

They were stabbed in the back at Yalta and they still fought along
side Russia.

In other words, there were no people who could have been persecuted
and dissected more than they were, by the Russians, but they still
fought on and did not lose their patriotism.
Did anybody ever point out to you that they were not the kind of
people who would be likely to waver or slow down in the war effort if
those things were brought out to the people?
Mr. CRANSTON. I was aware of these facts and I know that the Polish
record was very great and very gallant in the war.
Mr. O'KoNSKI. But still you were afraid this might change their
attitude and they might le
t

down?
Mr. CRANSTON. I would like to cite one reason for having that
opinion. There came across my desk a
t

that time something I can’t
quote to you directly. But there was a memorandum from the OSS.I made a notation about it because it seemed important and pertinent.
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It was from the Foreign Nationality Branch of the OSS, dated June
24, 1942. The OSS, you will recall, was headed by Gen. “Wild Bill”
Donovan, who was one of those men who was well aware of the Russian
menace early in the game. The OSS was directly under the Joint
Chiefs of Staff.
This memorandum analyzed the Russian-Polish controversy as it
was going on in this country among Polish Americans and other
groups, and with particular emphasis upon the activities of those
who were stirred up by the border controversy, by Katyn, and so forth,
and so on.
And the conclusion in this report was that there was being trans
ferred to American soil this Polish-Russian battle in a manner which'' well jeopardize interallied relations and the American wareffort.
Now, that is not my conclusion; that is an OSS report that I am
referring to.
Mr. O'KONSKI. In 1942?
Mr. CRANSTON. 1942 or 1943; I am not sure. I can't read my writing
here on this note.
Mr. O'KoNSKI. In 1942, the question of—
Mr. CRANSTON. If it was 1942, Katyn was not in it. But this
related to this whole controversy which was a running controversy,

a
s you know, throughout the war in this country.M. O'KoNSKI. 1942 was evidently when the Colonel Szymanski

report must have shown up in the Pentagon Building.

r. CRANSTON. Possibly. I don’t know.
Mr. MITCHELL. Are you familiar with the fact that in August 1941# |h

e formation of the Polish Army to fight on the side of the
Allies -

Mr. CRANSTON. I know one was formed, but I don’t know exactly
when.

Mr. MITCHELL. That was August 1941.
Mr. CRANSTON. I would like also to state that no one of the docu
ments that you gentlemen have uncovered, which were available to

our Government during the war, tending to indicate Soviet guilt for
the massacre, ever came to my attention, o

r

the attention o
f my

Division throughout the war.
They never reached there.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Of course, you see, your last remark is the whole
nub and substance o

f

what we are trying to do here today.
Mr. CRANSTON. I recognize that.
Mr. SHEEHAN. We are trying to find out why Soviet Russia was
protected a

t all levels o
f

the government. We feel it is our duty

to the American people to bring out the facts so that the American
ple can realize that some place along the line someone has tried

to hide the duplicity o
f

the Soviet Government.
Mr. CRANSTON. I recognize that. I think you have done a mar
velous job, and I simply want to point out that this never even reached
me. I had no chance to suppress it because it never reached me andI never would have had a chance to suppress it because if it had
reached me, I think the facts should have been brought out to the
American people.
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Mr. SHEEHAN. The reason why we bring it out is that we hoped
you would help to give us the clues as to where we eventually want
to go, because, as you can see from the testimony Mr. Machrowicz
brought out, Mr. Lang's and Mr. Simon’s testimony is exactly opposite
to what you said.
Mr. CRANSTON. I recognize that.
Mr. SHEEHAN. They stated practically categorically that you told
them not to broadcast.
Now, to get the record straight, when you were on the stand the
other day we were talking about a David Carr and also brought in
the idea of the United World Federalists.
I want to say, frankly, that I, personally—and I know some of the
other members of the committee—am concerned about a fellow with
your particular background in the United World Federalists, that
your leanings were toward Russia at that time.
Now, as you explained, you did not have the information. But we
want to correct the record in asking you about Mr. David Carr, whom
you personally hired and personally recommended, because Mr. Carr
stated in previous testimony that he did no apply for a job with the
Government.

Mr. CRANSTON. I don’t understand that. How did he not apply if
he was employed? You have to actually apply, I believe, to be
employed.

Mr. SHEEHAN. If you look at the record that the committee has,
he apparently contacted you, and you asked him to come to the Gov
ernment. He himself did not go to the Government for a position.
Mr. CRANSTON. That is quite possible. But he then applied.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Yes; after contacting you, he came at your recom
mendation.

You went on to state, with reference to Mr. Carr and his Commu
nist affiliations, in your testimony, about when you hired him:
I knew him fairly well. I knew him before he became employed there.
That was with reference to Mr. Carr.
Then you went on a little bit later in your testimony and said:
I knew that at the age of 17 he had written two signed articles for the D?ily
Worker. He had told me he was not a Communist; that he was just a kid who
was Jewish, who was violently aroused Over the Nazi atrocities and felt that the
Communists were more aware of them than any others at that time, and he
therefore wrote these two articles at the tender age of 17. He denied he had
ever been a Communist.

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Sheehan, you are reading from the official rec
ord now, are you?

Mr. SHEEHAN. From the transcript as Mr. Cranston testified the
other day.
I am sure you just did that because of lack of facts, because if you
refer to the hearings of April 6, in an investigation by the Un-Amer
ican Activities Committee of un-American propaganda activities in
the United States, held by a subcommittee of a Special Committee To
Investigate Un-American Activities in the House of Representatives,
the following will be found in that report:
No. 1, that Mr. Carr was not at the tender age of 17 at the time,
because he was born on August 4, 1918.
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Mr. CRANSTON. I was referring to the time he wrote for the Daily
Worker. Do you have the date of those articles?
Mr. SHEEHAN. Yes. I am coming to that. This is when he was
born.
Mr. CRANSTON. 1918.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Right.
Now, in the Daily Worker he was employed there in 1938, which
would make him 20 years old. So he was not a kid who did not know
the facts of life. Is that right, or wrong?
Mr. CRANSTON. If that is the date of his birth and of the articles;
yes, he was 20 years old. -

Mr. SHEEMAN. If you don't mind, I will put it in the record, or, if
it is wrong, I can change it. But I want to go on with this.
Now, Mr. Carr was testifying here on page 3389 of the hearing
record, and he was talking about his affiliations with the Daily Worker.I am quoting him from page 3389:
I visited him
That is a Mr. Wakefield, who was, I believe, an editor of the Daily
Worker—
a number of times at the Daily Worker offices and we became friendly. He asked
me if I would write down certain material for him. I wrote it down for him
and he asked me if he could print it. After considering it briefly I said yes.
As a result, about five or six articles, including the attack upon the chairman of

this committee by myself, were printed in the Daily Worker.

And a little bit later on, Mr. Matthews, who was the questioner,
asked:

How long a period did you collaborate in the way in which you stated it
,

with
Lowell Wakefield and the Daily Worker?
Mr. CARR. Oh, it could not have been 4 or 5 months.

In other words, it was slightly under 4 months at the most.
So, to correct the record, Mr. Carr was no novice 1

7 years old and
he did not write just one o

r

two articles; he worked very closely with
the Daily Worker for a period o

f

months.
Mr.M' Could I ask one question there?
Mr. SHEEHAN. Yes.
Mr. MACHRowicz. I would like to correct the record in another
instance.

You testified here 2 days ago that a man named Matuzewski was
the principal writer and editor o

f

the Nowt Swiat.
Mr. CRANSTON. Not the editor, sir. He wrote articles for it

.

Mr. MACHRowicz. I will read your testimony, if your memory is

hazy on that:

I would like to add that the principal writer on that newspaper was a man
named Matuzewski–

Mr. CRANSTON. Yes, sir.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Do you still say that?
Mr. CRANSTON. His writings, I would say, dominated the pages be
cause they were brilliantly written, hard-hitting polenics.
Mr. MACHRowicz. And, further:
who was required to register as a foreign agent by the Department o
f

Justice.
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I might say that since you made that statement I have examined the
files and records and I find that he wrote only several articles within
a year's period for that newspaper; that he was not a principal writer
and this foreign agent that you are speaking of, of this “terrible gov
ernment which I thought probably was a Nazi power,” but happens to
be the London Polish Government.
Mr. CRANSTON. Yes, sir.
Mr. MACHRowICz. So he was an agent of a government which was
allied with us at that time.
Mr. CRANSTON. That is right.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. And he was not a principal writer. He wrote a
few articles, all of them urging Americans of Polish descent to co
operate with the United States as the last hope of the Poles.
Mr. CRANSTON. His articles did attract a great deal of attention.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. They certainly should have. I regret very much
they were not reprinted in the English language. They were very
interesting and had some very valuable material.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Mr. Cranston, we are following this line of reasoning
because there is a doubt in my mind that maybe you did have some
thing to do with setting official policy, and you did have something
to do with holding down the Katyn information on Russia, because
of your past connections.
You got the chance to clear yourself enough, and that is what we
want you to do, because we find, in looking over the organizations to
which you belong and your connections, that there is possibly some
question.

For instance, you were president of the United World Federalists
during November 1949, were you not?
Mr. CRANSTON. Yes, sir.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Dr. Harold Urey, the atomic physicist announced
his resignation as director of the United World Federalists in Novem
ber 1949, on the ground that he could not agree with the organization’s
“stand on Russia.” Do you know why he quit?
Mr. CRANSTON. It has been the position of the United World Fed
eralists and was at that time that our ultimate objective was to get a
stronger United Nations, with all nations in the world in it

,

including
ourselves and the Soviet Union where, among other things, they would

b
e deprived o
f

the veto which they had exercised so many times, which
Mr. O'Konski referred to yesterday.
We believe that is the way to ultimately solve this problem o

f

war
and peace. We believe all nations should be in it.

I believe he resigned because he thought perhaps it could not be

done with the Soviet Union in it. He now subscribes to a different
point o

f view, which advocates the federation o
f

an Atlantic
democracy.

Mr. SHEEHAN. In other words, you still felt that, as the president,
that a

t all costs, in other words, we are going to try to work with
Russia on some basis?
Mr. CRANSTON. Not at all costs.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Some costs, I should say.
Mr. CRANSTON. We believe the United Nations is stronger now with
the Russians in it than out of it.
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Mr. SHEEHAN. Do the United World Federalists believe that in
spite of a

ll
the evidence printed u

p

that they d
o not keep political

agreements—
Mr. CRANstoN. We don't believe it should be based on paper prom;
ises that they are able to tear u

p

a
t any time. We believe it should

b
e

done by law, so that they would b
e forced to keep agreements once

reached, a
s

are the people under American law. -

I would like to say that the Communists have been violently op
osed to the United World Federalists. I could present to you, if I

a
d the opportunity to get them, many quotations from the Daily

Worker, from Radio Moscow, from Pravda, from various Communist
leaders, bitterly attacking the policies o

f

the United World Federalists.
They believe w

e

are opposed to their interests, and we believe w
e

are opposed to their interests.
People who support the program o

f
the United World Federalists

in this country and in other countries range from many prominent
business leaders and labor leaders, to many people in this Congress
who were not members o

f

our organization,£ who have supported
resolutions that we have introduced.

I would like to cite just one, because h
e is symptomatic o
n this

oint, and that is Walter Judd. I would also like to add that Pope£ himself has in general endorsed the theory of a stronger United
Nations with the power o

f

law. He received a delegation o
f

ours in

Rome about a year ago.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Of course, the Pope did not want the national unity

o
f

the independent countries to be submerged.
Mr. CRANSTON. To which we agree.
Mr. SHEEHAN. In so far as concerns the aims and beliefs of the
United World Federalists and your opposition to communism, I
would suggest you get the report o

f

the House Un-American Activities
Committee dealing with the United World Federalist Inc. They
have gotten out a 12-page documentation o

n

the subject o
f

the UnitedW£ Federalists, and I am going to cite a couple of things from
there to show you that it is quite a bit at variance with your thoughts.
No. 1 is that you have, as a member o

f your board of directors, a

Mrs. J. Borden Harriman. If you will look at this record you will
find out that she has been connected with quite a few fronts, Com
munist fronts, and is still apparently connected with them, which
have been termed subversive and Communist b

y

the Attorney Gen
eral, Tom Clark.
Now, if you are interested and intent on getting rid of all these
people who are so close to Russian causes, do you think that she
should be on the board of directors?
And if you will check this record you will find about 4 or 5 pages

in which they have direct references to Walter Reuther, who is also

a member o
f your board o
f directors, where h
e

has been named in

instances a
s
a member o
f

the Communist Party.
And I will quote directly, so that there will be no question about
what I am saying, that I am saying it. In this pamphlet, on page

4
,

there is a heading “Walter P
. Reuther,” and there is testimony in

here from John P
. Frey, who was president of the Metal Trades De
partment o
f

the American Federation o
f Labor, when h
e gave this



2282 THE KATYN FOREST MASSACRE

report before the Sepcial Committee on Un-American Activities on
August 13, 1938.
Mr. Frey apparently handed over a list of people who were Com
munists, or closely£ with Communists. He names among
them, item No. 134, Walter Reuther, Detroit, Mich.:
This fellow is one of the leaders of the Auto Workers Jnion, and President
Martin has preferred charges against him. He visited Soviet Russia and sent
back a letter to this country which included the following paragraph:
“Carry on the fight for a Soviet America.”

Then this goes on and lists about five pages on Mr. Reuther.
Chairman MADDEN. Who is it that made that statement there?
Mr. SHEEHAN. Mr. Frey, in a congressional hearing, who is presi
dent of the metal trades department of the American Federation of
Labor. That is John P. Frey.
Chairman MADDEN. Wait a minute. Is that part of a Congressional
Record?
Mr. SHEEHAN. Yes.
Chairman MADDEN. Do you want to incorporate that as part of
our record?
Mr. SHEEHAN. Yes, I would like to. This is taken from a docu
ment of the House Un-American Activities Committee, and they are
quoting from the Congressional Record.
Chairman MADDEN. I think that where a charge like that is being
made before this committee regarding anybody, they ought to have
an opportunity to come in here and answer some of these questions.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Mr. Chairman, I suggest we make this part of our
record, classify it as an exhibit.
Mr.Miron. That will be exhibit 37.
Chairman MADDEN. It may be so marked. -

(The document referred to was marked as “Exhibit No. 37,” and
appears in the appendix of this record.)' SHEEHAN. In all due deference to Mr. Reuther, it is not stated
he is a Communist now, whether he has been cleared, or whether
he never was, that I don’t know. I am merely quoting from the
record.
It seems to me there are enough fuzzy-minded people—I think that
is an apt expression—in your organization who go along with the
aims of Communist Russia. . .
Chairman MADDEN. Wait just a minute here.
Would you read the statement, Mr. Reporter, that Mr. Sheehan
made about Mr. Reuther, that he is not a Communist now :
Mr. SHEEHAN. I said that.
Chairman MADDEN. I think that is a bad inference. You made
the statement that Mr. Reuther is not a Communist now. You are
inferring that he was a Communist.
Mr. SHEEHAN. No, I say he was named in congressional hear
ings as a member of the Communist Party.
Chairman MADDEN. But you made the statement for our commit
tee's record that Mr. Reuther is not a Communist now.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Let us change that, in fairness to him.
Chairman MADDEN. You are inferring there that he was a Com
munist.
Mr. SHEEHAN. I don’t mean to infer that, because, as far as I
know, he never was.
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Chairman MADDEN. I think you ought to change the wording.
You said that he is not a Communist now, and a statement like that
would infer that he had been a Communist.

-

Mr. SHEEHAN. Let us change that to say that it is my opinion,
from the record, that Mr. Reuther, as far as is known, is not a
Communist—period.
Is that right?
Chairman MADDEN. Yes.
Mr. MACHRowicz. And as far as I am concerned, so that there be
no misunderstanding, it is my firm opinion that he never was a Com
munist. As a matter of fact, he is very active in removing communism
from labor ranks.
Mr. SHEEHAN. I said, “He is not a Communist—period.”
Chairman MADDEN. I think you are deviating a great deal from
the Katyn hearing when you are going all over right and left field in
covering some of this testimony (# you are going into now.I think our committee now, up until this seance that you are goin
into here, has had a wonderful record about not smearing people, anI think that is an indirect smear at Mr. Reuther.
Mr. SHEEHAN. It was not meant to be that, I assure you.
Chairman MADDEN. Let us confine ourselves to the Katyn hearin
and not go back over volumes of testimony from other committees o
Congress.

-

After all, that testimony is on record. I do not think it is going
to help our committee to bring in a lot of names that have been men
tioned in other congressional committee hearings back through the
"ears.y

And I cannot see any purpose for it. I think we ought to confine
ourselves to the Katyn£ We have a wonderful record so
far in confining our hearings to the Katyn massacre.

K.' Surruas. Might I have 2 minutes to bring it right back toatyn?
Chairman MADDEN. Yes.
Mr. DONDERO. Just a moment.

I think the chairman is correct in wanting to confine it to the subject

o
f Katyn. But what Mr. Sheehan is trying to bring out is the fact

that the witness is a member o
f

the World Federalists organization,
which contains people whose views, so far as Americanism is con
cerned, certainly can b

e questioned.

Chairman MADDEN. Absolutely. I agree with Mr. Dondero.
Mr. SHEEHAN. That is the only reason why I put this in, to show
that this gentleman's connection with the World Federalists and some

o
f

the people connected with it might have been influencing him in his
work with the Government in 1943.
Chairman MADDEN. Let us confine the testimony to the witness then.
Mr. SHEEHAN. You heard the statement, Mr. Cranston, and you
naturally have a chance to say whether o

r

not it is a fact that the
people you associated with did not have something to d

o with your
setting the policy in 1943 and 1944.
Mr. CRANSTON. My association with all the people in the United
World Federalists came later, after my period in OWI.

I would like to say that I am proud, and also, let me say, a bit
relieved, to find that 5 o
f

the 1
3 pages o
f

this report from the Un
American Activities Committee are based upon Walter Reuther, who
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is noted for his violent, strong, vigorous anticommunism in American
labor circles. I think that is symptomatic of the sort of people who
are active in the leadership of the United World Federalists, and we
have been equally vigilant about Communists in our organization.
Mr. SHEEHAN. But could you, on the basis of your interest in a
United World and trying to protect Russia
Mr. CRANSTON. The purpose is not to protect Russia; it is to keep
this country out of ever-recurring, ever-more destructive war.
Mr. SHEEHAN. That is a matter of opinion.
Mr. CRANSTON. If you would read the documents of the United
World Federalists, you could see our policy. You can see we say
nothing about appeasing Russia.
Mr. SHEEHAN. But you don’t say anything bad about her, either,
in spite of all the evidence we have built up in our committee.
Mr. CRANSTON. I could furnish you many speeches of mine in whichI said many unpleasant things about the Soviet Union.
We also have in our bylaws a provision against Communist mem
bership in UWF, which I think relates directly to that point, sir.
Chairman MADDEN. I want to make this comment for the record:
I am indeed sorry that Walter Reuther's name has been brought into
this hearing.
When Congressmen Dondero, Machrowicz, and myself were sailing
to London and Germany to hold hearings we met representatives of
union labor on the boat. Members representing the AFL, the CIO,
and the railroad brotherhoods. They were representatives of Ameri
can labor going over to work in conjunction with labor unions in
Europe to advise then on fighting communism within the ranks of
labor unions in Europe.
This was not their first trip. These men representing American
labor unions, had made a number of trips during the last 5 or 6 years
to Europe. Their mission was at union expense, not at the expense
of the taxpayers. They were fighting the Communists that were
infiltrating labor unions in Europe. Labor leaders and unions have
done great work curbing communism both in America and Europe.
And it is unfair at this hearing to bring out the name of a promi
nent man connected with a prominent labor union and unjustly infer
communistic tendencies.

I can say that the Communist strategy has always been to infiltrate
labor. Labor organizations in America have done more not only
here in America, but across the water, to curb the infiltration of
communism than any other organization.
You may proceed, Mr. O'Konski.
Mr. O'KonsKI. Mr. Cranston, you, of course, now know the true
story about Katyn, do you not?£. CRANSTON. I believe that it was done by the Communists, from
the evidence that I found this committee has put out.
Mr. O'KoNSKI. As one interested in world federation and the estab
lishment of international court tribunals to punish international
criminals, doN' feel, from what you now know, that you would putthe weight of your organization, the United World Federalists, to
bring Russia to trial for this ghastly crime and to mete out some just
punishment to them? Would you go along with that?
Mr. CRANSTON. I don’t think the organization would feel that it,

a
s

a
n organization, should become involved in that particular thing.
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I, as an individual, feel—and I can't speak for it
,
I am not president

o
f

the organization now—I do feel that the people who were respon
sible for that crime should b

e brought to trial, and I hope there will

b
e world institutions capable of dealing with them.

Mr. O'KoNsKI. You strongly feel so?
Mr. CRANSTON. I do.
Mr. O'KoNSKI. Thank you very much.
Chairman MADDEN. Are there any further questions?
Mr. MACHRowicz. I would like to ask one question.

I do not quote follow your line of thinking. You say you are con
vinced now that the Communists£ the crime. If you had
been convinced back then that the Communists committed the crime,
would you still continue your effort to gag the commentators because

it might interfere with the war effort?
Mr. CRANSTON. I don't think so, sir. I do not feel we should have
suppressed facts as facts existed, whether they were against one o

f

our allies, o
r

not. Part o
f

the motivation a
t

that time was the general
assumption that this was a Nazi propaganda trick.
Mr. MACHRowicz. And the only reason you attempted to gag it

is that you did not happen to believe the same thing that other people£ ?

Mr. CRANSTON. We felt it was a Nazi propaganda trick and we felt it

was divisive to the American war effort at that time.
And we had reports such as the one from the OSS which was under
the military, which indicated that was the fact.
Mr. MACHRowicz. At that time there were frequent attacks in the
radio and in the press, and there are now, as a matter o

f fact, attacks
against Great Britain.
Did you ever attempt to gag any commentator because he attacked
Great Britain?
Mr. CRANSTON. I don’t think we made any attempt to gag anyone.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Indirectly.
Mr. CRANSTON. We did at times. We did, the Italian-language
newspapers to start harping so much about the i>ritish.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. That is all.
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Chairman, I have a few questions.
Chairman MADDEN. Go right ahead.
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Cranston, yesterday when you were testifying,
you were setting forth your duties in OWI. For the record, again,
will you specifically enumerate the position you had?W' I mean exactly is this: What was your direct connection with
radio in the OWI?
Mr. CRANSTON. We used the £ and foreign-language mediaamong others, for dissemination o

f

information.
Mr. MITCHELL. Did you have control o

f

radio work in the OWI?
Mr. CRANSTON. In the Domestic Branch.
Mr. MITCHELL. Who was Lee Falk?
Mr. CRANSTON. He was my assistant.
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Pucinski has a question or two on that.
Mr. PUCINSKI. Mr. Cranston, did you hire Lee Falk?
Mr. CRANSTON. Yes, sir.l' Pociss". Did you place a great deal of confidence in hisability?
#Cassros. Yes. I wouldn't have employed him had I not.
93744–52–pt. 7–30
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Mr. PUCINSKI. Had you at any time given him any specific in
structions on what his job was? "

Mr. CRANSTON. I am sure I did; yes, sir.
Mr. PUCINSKI. What was his job?

-

-

Mr. CRANSTON. His primary job was to prepare materials for re
lease through foreign-language radio stations to be in touch with
people working in that field in this country.
Mr. PUCINSKI. Did you ever instruct him to make any effort to re£ from the air people who were not going along with the OWIline?

-
•

Mr. CRANSTON. No, sir. I have to qualify this answer, however, not
a flat no. -

What occurred, as I told you yesterday, was that the committee
asked us, and they specifically asked Lee£ the committee of the
radio industry in the foreign-language field, if we would help clear
personnel where there was a question as to their reliability on the air.
This was done at their request, not at our instigation.
Thereafter, when there was some doubt in the minds of managers
of the radio stations, or the program manager, as to the desirability
of someone being on the air in relationship to the success of the Ameri
can war effort, they would ask us about that person. We would then
ask the FBI and other agencies if they had any information on that
man. And, without giving details or sources, we would then indicate
our belief about this man back to this committee.
The committee was then left to act at its own discretion, whether
they wished to bar someone from the air, or not bar them.
Mr. PUCINSKI. You have just told Mr. Machrowicz—and I am going
to try and quote you
£,

“We at no time attempted to gag
anWOne.

r. CRANSTON. We did not attempt to gag. At the request of in
dustry, we gave them information on people they had on the air, and
it was up to them to gag or not to gag.
Mr. PUCINSKI. I am going to read you very briefly two excerpts and
show how they compare now to what you just said regarding Mr.
Falk. The first is a conversation Mr. Falk had had with Mr. Rich
ards, who was then with the Office of War Censorship.
Mr. MITCHELL. What is the source of that?

-

Mr. PUCINSKI. From page 494 of volume I of the Cox committee": on the Federal Communications Commission. -

Mr. Richards has identified this memorandum to us. He quotes
an experience that he had with Mr. Lee Falk, of the Foreign Language
Section, Radio Division, Office of War Information. He said that Mr.
Falk originally had taken on a job of removing unsavory personnel
from foreign-language stations because he, Mr.£ believed such a
job had to be done and no one else seemed to want to do it

.

Mr. Lee Falk is quoted as working it this way b
y

Mr. Richards:

If Lee found a fellow he thought was doing some funny business, he told me
about it.

'" is, he told Mr. Spears, of the Federal Communications legalstaff.

Then we waited until the station applied for a renewal of license. Say the
station was WBNX and the broadcaster in question was Leopold Hurdsky. ell,
when WBNX applied for a renewal, we would tip off Lee, and we would drop in

on Mr. Elkhorn, the station manager. He would say, “Mr. Elkhorn, I believe you
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ought to fire Leopold Hurdsky.” Then he would give Mr. Elkhorn some time to
think this over. After a couple of weeks, Mr. Elkhorn would begin to notice he
was having some trouble getting his license renewed. After a couple of more
weeks of this same thing, he would begin to put two and two together and get
four. Then he would fire Leopold Hurdsky and very shortly thereafter his
license would be renewed by the Commission. This was a little extralegal, I
admit, and |

had to wrestle with my conscience about it
,

but it seemed the only
way to eliminate this kind of person, so I did it. “We can cooperate in the same
way,” Mr. Falk told Mr. Richards.

Now, was that in the scope o
f Mr. Falk's duties?

Mr. CRANSTON. Who was it that said there this seemed extralegal
that we cooperated because there was no other way to do it?
Mr. PUCINSKI. Mr. Spear, o

f
the FCC.

Now, would you tell me, was that within the scope o
f

Mr. Falk's
duties, your assistant?
Mr. CRANsroN. I don't have knowledge of any such elaborate plan
designed to bring pressure upon the radio stations.

-

I think that was within the scope of his duties to call attention to

people on radio stations where there were people who were broadcast
ing material inimical to the war effort.
Mr. PUCINSKI. I am going to read you another excerpt from a

memorandum o
f Mr. Richards. This is taken from page 486 of the

same volume I previously quoted from.
Mr. MITCHELL. Which was taken in public testimony.
You know who Mr. Richards is?
Mr. CRANSTON. Yes, I do.
Mr. PUCINSKI. This conversation Mr. Richards had with Mr. Falk
was on August 25, 1942. I am not going to read the whole state
ment. Among other things, Mr. Richards quotes Mr. Falk as say
ing—and, incidentally, Mr. Richards has already identified this memo
randum a

s being correct—he says:

Lee Falk said, “You can listen to these broadcasts day after day for months
and not get enough on them. You must find out what their past associations have
been and if they were open to suspicion, convict them on that and take them
off the air. You might find out what their past associations have been, and if

they are guilty of that, convict them on that and take them off the air.” He
asked that we notify the Office o

f War Information on any plans we had to take

a man off the air before we took him off. He said this would give the OWI
some candidate to replace the man. And these candidates would be submitted
to the station managers for consideration. I wonder how a station manager
would look upon such a procedure.

Now, you notice Mr. Falk introduces a
n interesting document o
f

guilt by association to begin with. Was that within his duties a
s

your assistant?
Mr. CRANSTON. I would like to point out that that would seem to

coincide, that business o
f looking into a man's background, with a

statement that was issued b
y

the Attorney General's office o
n Septem

ber 18, 1942.
Mr. MITCHELL. Just a minute. Was he an investigator?
Mr. CRANSTON. Mr. Falk?
Mr. MITCHELL. Yes.
Mr. CRANSTON. No, he was not.
Mr. MITCHELL. You testified yesterday that your organization, the
OWI, had a security and loyalty investigative unit; is that correct?
Mr. CRANSTON. I testified that we had none in my division.
Mr. MITCHELL. Over-all?
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Mr. CRANSTON. I testified that there was a checking board under
some admiral at one point, just to check the loyalty of OWI officials.
There was an intelligence bureau which checked on what went
on in American newspapers and radio. Neither of these was under
my supervision.
The point I was about to make was that the Attorney General,
on September 18, issued a statement in which he described what
should be done by the Bureau of Censorship, with cooperation
Mr. MITCHELL. What year?
Mr. CRANSTON. September 18, 1942.
Mr. MITCHELL. I know all about that statement.
Mr. CRANSTON. Let me read the pertinent part about the so-called
get by association.
The point I want to make is that they thought a man’s activities
had some relationship to his desirability on the air. They said,
in regard to people who should be considered for exclusion from
the air:
The information need not establish the commission of an offense against
the subversion or other criminal laws, but only that further broadcasts by
the individual would be dangerous or detrimental if received abroad. Both
the content of broadcasts by the individual and his record of activities would
be relevant.

Mr. PUCINSKI. Following that same principle, Mr. Cranston, then,I am sure you have no objection when we today, in trying to find
out why Katyn was suppressed by an agency that you headed, go
far afield and try and determine your past associations. You have
no objection to that, do you? -

Mr. CRANSTON. Absolutely none. I think it is fair and justified. I
think you have every reason to do that.
Mr. PUCINSKI. Do you want to refute the memorandum as pre
pared by Mr. Richards on Mr. Falk's extracurricula activities in trying
to remove these broadcasters from the air?
Mr. CRANSTON. No; I don’t, because I have no knowledge of any
such intricate plan for this purpose.
Mr. PUCINSKI. Then do you still want to stand on a statement
you made to this committee, that your agency had never attempted
to gag anyone? • •

Mr. CRANSTON. We did not make direct recommendations, to my
knowledge, for anyone to be removed from the air. We suggested
that the activities of certain people were inimical to the war effort,
to my knowledge.
Mr. PUCINski. I am going to read you another statement, then, and
see if that stacks up to what you are telling us. -

I am reading now a memorandum prepared by Mr. Richards, based
on a conversation that he had on August 27, 1942, with Mr. Simon,
who had previously testified before this committee, And that mem
orandum of Mr. Richards appears on page 501 of the Cox committee
hearings on the FCC. The memorandum reads:
It seems that Mr. Simon was very much disturbed about the interference
of Lee Falk in the OWI. And you had some comments on that.

Then I am asking Mr. Richards:
The point that I want to ask you about here is, What did you say in your
memorandum? -
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Mr. Richards said:
Simon said that he had fired from WBEN one Michael Fioriollo and one
Archangelo Leopowiso, Italian language broadcasters, on the recommendation
of Falk. He said that he had discharged them on August 24.

I am not going to quote but just to give you a little background.
Mr. Simon became very worried about this action, firing these two
men on the recommendation of Falk. So he contacted the Office of
War Censorship and he told Richards the following:
And you fellows in the Office of Censorship will have to back up the Office of
War Information on these dismissals.

d
Now, do you want to refute Mr. Richards' memorandum of that
ate?

Mr. CRANSTON. I don't want to refute it. I want to again cite
something which I won't bother to quote now. A letter from Simon

to the industry, indicating they asked us to help them o
n

these matters,
specifically asked Lee#£ them.
Mr. MITCHELL. That brings us exactly to the point. Who were the
industry members? What did they do? Weren't they all station
owners? Let us be specific. You can say “Yes” or “No” to that.
Who were the members? Were they all station owners?
Mr. CRANSTON. They were managers, executives, owners. They
formed it on their own initiative at that time in May and asked us to

help them.
Mr. MITCHELL. And they all had to go to the FCC to get a license;

is that right?
Mr. CRANSTON. Congress had given the FCC the power to give
licenses in the national interest.
Mr. MITCHELL. Just say “Yes” or “No.” That is the procedure,
and you know it and I know it.

Mr. CRANSTON. Yes, sir.
Mr. MITCHELL. When you got that letter from Detroit complaining
about the pro-Russian attitude o

f
a particular announcer by the name

o
f Novak, you called Hilda Shea, Mrs. Hilda Shea. She told you at

that time:

The FCC has no control over this; absolutely no control over it.

She has said that in this hearing room this week. Yet you still
took the initiative, you were the one that, on your own initiative,
set up the meeting in New York.
But Vou£ her along. Why did you bring her along?
Mr. CRANSTON. I don’t know whether she came at my request or at

orders from the FCC.
Mr. MITCHELL. You were the one that set up the meeting.
Mr. CRANSTON. I set up the meeting.
Mr. MITCHELL. You asked her to go; did you not?
Mr. CRANSTON. I don't know whether I did or not.
Mr. MITCHELL. She testified here you asked her to go.
Mr. CRANSTON. If she testified I did, I did.
Mr. MITCHELL. Why did you want her there? You could have
handled this yourself.
Mr. CRANSTON. The FCC was on agency involved in this field, and

it seemed useful to have them represented at the meeting.
Mr. MITCHELL. But she already told you, Mr. Cranston, that she
could not be involved in this; this had program content in it

.
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Mr. CRANSTON. She apparently could be involved to the extent of
being an observer, and she came for that purpose. - -

Mr. MITCHELL. You still have not answered my question. I want
to know, after she told you on the telephone and she was quoted not
only in this committee, but the Cox committee, as saying she told you
that
Mr. CRANSTON. We felt it was useful to have the FCC aware of our
activities and of the activities in this field in general, and that is why
we requested her presence. - -

Mr. MITCHELL. Specifically, let us get down to it
.

Poland was an
ally o

f

ours a
t that time; is that right, Mr. Cranston?

Mr. CRANSTON. Right.
Mr. MITCHELL. Russia was ally o

f

ours at that time also.
Mr. CRANSTON. Right. -

Mr. MITCHELL. Why, in any way, did you people take it upon your
selves in the Office o

f

War Information to close up either the pro
Russian o

r

the pro-Polish point o
f

view?
Mr. CRANSTON. Because, as I have cited reports from other agencies,
there was some reason to believe that these controversies were divert
ing people's attention from the war effort and making them con
centrate— -
Mr. MITCHELL. I have one more question to ask. .
Have you ever been a member o

f

the Communist Party?#*. I am glad under oath to have the opportunity to

say “No.” -

Mr. MITCHELL. You are saying “No”?
Mr. CRANSTON. I am saying “No,” flatly.
Mr. MITCHELL. I don’t want any aspersions cast one way or the
other about it

.

That is why I asked you the question, because there
may b

e some innuendo.
Mr. CRANSTON. Thanks for the opportunity.
Mr. O'KoNSKI. Mr. Cranston, would you not say it al

l

resolves
down to this: Ambassador Ciechanowski, in one o

f

his last conferences
with President Roosevelt—and I do not say this in a derogatory sense

a
t all—in a conversation with him, points out in his book, £ instance,

that in the last days o
f

his association with President Roosevelt, the
President seemed extremely worried, and the Ambassador had occa
sion a

t

one time to ask the President why he was so worried. He said:

I am fearful that we have oversold Russia to the American people.
Would you not g

o along with that and say that that also applies to

your agency, that OWI was a part of that, including the executive and
all the other agencies o

f

our Government, that actually did oversell
Russia to the American people?
Mr. CRANSTON. I believe that to be true.
Mr. O'KONSKI. You believe that also?
Mr. CRANSTON. Yes, sir.
Mr. MACHROWICZ. just one question I have been requested to ask,
and that is this: Do you know anything about the firing in Buffalo o
f

WBI commentator Casimir Soren
Mr. CRANSTON. No.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Are there any other questions? - -

Mr. PUCINSKI. We have had various witnesses from the OWI and the
FCC to carry out the mandate of this committee. The second phase
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of this committee's hearings was to establish why the Kaytn massacre,
with all its ramifications, was never adequately reported to the Ameri
can people and to the rest of the world.
ou were one of the kingpins in formulating the policy of OWI in

that particular section we are dealing with. i wonder if it is a fair
assumption, Mr. Cranston, that you and Mr. Falk and Mrs. Shea and
various other officials of the OWI and the FCC, working in harmony
or conspiracy, zealous of perpetuating and furthering the friendship
of this country with Russia, had cast aside other of our allies in order
to make sure that this country had a greater respect for the Soviet
efforts. Is not that a fair analysis?
Mr. CRANSTON. No; I don't think that is. I think that that goes
to extremes.
Mr. PUCINSKI. At what point do we go to extremes?
Mr. CRANSTON. The Katyn incident was relatively a minor one in

terms o
f

what we did in my Division in the OWI. It was not in the
headlines; it was not explosive.

Mr. PUCINSKI. But i
t was part o
f

the general atmosphere, was it

not?
Mr. CRANSTON. It was an incident that arose that we had to deal
with to some degree. But I reject the idea that there was any con
spiracy.
You used that word. There was never any evidence o

f anything
along the lines you suggest. I think Mr. O'Konski stated the matter
fairly well.
Mr. MACHRowicz. If there are no further questions, the committee
will recess until 1:30 p.m.
Will counsel announce the witnesses for this afternoon, please?
Mr. MITCHELL. Col. Ivan Yeaton, formerly military attaché in
Moscow, and in G-2 during the war, and Maj. Gen. Clayton Bissel,
formerly Assistant Chief of Staff of G-2.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Very well. We will now stand in recess until
1:30 p.m.'pon, at 12:15 p.m., the committee recessed, to reconvene

a
t

1:30 p.m. same day).
AFTER RECESS

Chairman MADDEN. The committee will come to order.
Mr. Cranston, you said that you had something you wanted to add
that you overlooked this morning. Is that right?
Mr. CRANSTON. Yes; I did, sir.
Chairman MADDEN. Take the stand.
Mr. CRANSTON. Certain facts have just been called to my attention
that I want to take this opportunity to place o

n

the record in order

to have them placed in proper perspective and in focus to my testimony
and earlier testimony.

-

I understand that at an earlier phase the facts were brought out
that following receipt b

y

the Office o
f

War Information o
n May 1
,

1943, o
f
a complaint about Polish-language broadcasts in Detroit, with

emphasis upon a broadcast that was pro-Communist in character but
with indications that all sorts o
f

broadcasts were causing trouble, and
following the meeting with the representatives o
f

the industry, the
following things occurred in Detroit:
Kreutz, who was the anti-Russian commentator, the man who was
trying to pin Katyn upon the Russians at that time, had been sus
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pended previously on three occasions for a matter of a couple of hours
Or SO. e was not barred from the air. He was asked to restrict his
activities on the air, however, to news from reputable American wire
services and was requested to avoid making propaganda over the air.
I understand now that he was permitted to continue on the air until
1945, when he resigned voluntarily.
On the other hand, Novak, who was the pro-Communist commenta
tor and who made the remarks that were brought to the attention of the
Office of War Information, was permitted to remain on the air only
until his contract with his station expired Presumably the station
wanted to get rid of him following the statements that we made to the
industry at the time that his activities were called to our attention.
The moment his contract expired the station did get rid of him.
That was in February 1944. His contract was not renewed and he
was removed from the air.
Now, I submit that these facts tend to substantiate the position thatI have stated that the OWI did call the industry's attention to the
trouble caused by the man making pro-Communist propaganda in De
troit as well as the activities of the anti-Communist, and that the re
sult was that the Communist was permanently taken from the air.I appreciate your letting me make that statement, Mr. Chairman.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Mr. Chairman, there is nothing that has been
said that is not in the record, but I think your inferences are out of
line. The facts are that Mr. Kreutz was suspended on a number of
occasions and permitted to remain only upon his assurance that he
would notmention the Katyn Forest matter.
On the other hand, Mr. Novak was never called in, as Mr. Hop
kins testified, but after his contract expired his contract was not re
newed as were neither the contracts of any of the announcers of the
foreign-language programs. So I don’t think that proves anything.
Mr. CRANSTON. All that I am proving is that the Communist was
put off the air.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. He wasn’t put off the air. He was permitted
to remain with his Communist propaganda, whereas Mr. Kreutz was
stopped very effectively.
Mr. CRANSTON. Kreutz remained on the air, and the man who first
went off the air happened to be the Communist, Mr. Novak.
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Cranston, you have been in the newspaper field
for quite some time. I believe that one of the members of this com
mittee pointed out yesterday that all of the—in fact, Mr. Harriman
testified before this committee and said that everything that came out
of AP, UP, and so forth was censored out of Russia, out of Moscow.
Mr. CRANSTON. What was, sir?
Mr. MITCHELL. In other words, nothing got out of there by any of
our famous wire services that was anti-Russian in any way, shape, or
form. Now, can you explain to this committee how Kreutz, for in
stance, by being restricted to the news service wires, and so forth, could
get the information to the American people? The effect of your visit
to New York was to restrict his comments and his broadcasting to the
wire services.

Mr. Henry Cassidy, then with the AP, now a National Broadcasting
Co. news editor, testified before this committee last February and said
at that time that his story on Katyn was censored. He was asked
when was the first time he had had an opportunity to express an
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opinion on what he saw at Katyn, and he said, “When I testified
today.”
By the very act of restricting the activities of these Polish com
mentators to AP, UP, and so forth, you were accomplishing the same':P Mr. CRANSTON. Mr. Mitchell, I am sure that Mr. Kreutz was not
restricted to using AP, UP, INS, and other wire service reports which
were originated in Russia and were thus cleared by the Moscow censor
ship. He was permitted to use wire service reports which emanated
from any center in the world; and there were things on the wire services
from time to time pertaining to Katyn that did not necessarily origi
nate in Russia.
There were statements made in England and in Washington in this
country about Katyn which didn't go through Russian censorship.
Mr. HELL. I have no further questions.
Chairman MADDEN. Are there any further questions?
We thank you, Mr. Cranston.
Mr. CRANSTON. Thank you very much, sir.
Chairman MADDEN. Who is the next witness?
Mr. MITCHELL. Colonel Yeaton.

TESTIMONY OF IVAN DOWNS YEATON, COLONEL, INSPECTOR GEN
ERAL'S DEPARTMENT, UNITED STATES ARMY—Resumed

Chairman MADDEN. Colonel Yeaton, you have already been sworn.
Will you give your name and address.
&' YEATON. My name is Ivan Downs Yeaton, colonel, Inspector
General's Department, United States Army.
Mr. MITCHELL. For the record, may I say that Colonel Yeaton was
sworn in on June 4, 1952, and that this is a continuation of his
testimonw taken at that time.
Mr. Chairman, for the purpose of bringing the committee up to
date, I would like to make a brief remark. Colonel Yeaton was from
1939 to 1941 military attaché in Moscow. In September 1941 he
attended a dinner party. Present at that dinner party was General£ who had just been released shortly before from the Lubianka1'1SOn.

Chairman MADDEN. Let the witness testify.
Mr. MITCHELL. Now, will you start at that point, Colonel, and
briefly bring us up to date. Just briefly tell us what you heard and
then how you got into G-2 and bring us up to now.
Colonel YEATON. You mean from the dinner for General Anders?
Mr. MITCHELL. Yes; from the dinner.
Colonel YEATON. Colonel Anders at that time had just been released
from the Lubianka Prison and his first consideration was the missing

Polish officers and noncommissioned officers. He made inquiries and
he had received evasive answers. So he spoke to me briefly after
luncheon and said that he would do everything within his power to
locate these officers.

From that time on in my business the subject of the missing Polish
officers was so labeled.

When I got back to Washington I was put in charge of the Eastern
European Section, which included Poland. So I immediately set up
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in my files the Polish files of which the missing Polish officers was
a part.' April 13, when the Germans—
Mr. MITCHELL. 1943?
Colonel YEATON. 1943. When the Germans released their Katyn
story my Polish file was again broken down and I set up a separate
file for Katyn.
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Chairman, at this time I would like to hand
to the witness a book called Mass Graves of Polish Officers Near
Smolensk. This was supplied this committee by the War Department
counselor's office last spring. -

Mr. PUCINSKI. This is not an exhibit. It is too voluminous.
Mr. MITCHELL. I would like to have the witness explain about this
book and how it came into existence.
You have already testified, Colonel Yeaton, that you had another
file called the missing Polish officers file which you maintained from
what time?
Colonel YEATON, The missing Polish officers file was part of the
regular Polish file. It was only as of the date of the German broad
cast that this file was started.
Mr. MITCHELL. In other words, there were two separate files then?
There was a file maintained called the missing Polish officers file and
this '', beginning with the date of Goebbels' broadcast of April
13- 1943?

Colonel YEATON. No. The papers from the other file were the start
of this file.
Mr. MITCHELL. The papers from the other file were the beginning
of this file?
Colonel YEATON. That is right, sir.
Mr. MITCHELL. Fine. Could you roughly tell us what you did and
how you built this file up? -

Colonel YEATON. As of that German release, I took action on two
things immediately. One was to send a wire to Szymanski in Cairo
to devote all of his time and as quickly as possible to get me a report
from the Poles themselves.
The other one was to instruct my own crew on the Polish desk to
make this file as complete as they could and include in it all of the re
ports pertinent to the subject.
Mr. MITCHELL. At that time, what was your specific position in G–2?
Colonel YEATON. I was Chief of the Section at the time.
Mr. MITCHELL. Which section?
Colonel YEATON. The Eastern European Section.
Mr. MITCHELL. Did that include Poland?
Colonel YEATON. It did, sir.
Mr. MITCHELL. Did it include Russia?
Colonel YEATON. It did.
Mr. MITCHELL. Then, Colonel, that file there should contain every
thing concerning Katyn and the missing Polish officers?
Colonel YEATON. This file should be complete. Anything in the
G–2 section pertaining to Katyn should be in this file.
Mr. MITCHELL. All right. Now, there was a reorganization in G–2
early in 1944. Will you explain to the committee what happened at
the time of that reorganization?
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Colonel YEATON. At the time of the reorganization the files from all
of the geographic branches were sent down into a single file room.
Mr. MITCHELL. Were they available to the people working in the
various desks?
Colonel YEATON. Yes.
Mr. MITCHELL. Did this reorganization hamper or assist the pro
gram at that time?
Colonel YEATON. As far as I am concerned, it hampered it becauseI didn't believe in the reorganization and I still don't.
Mr. MITCHELL. The reorganization of G-23
Colonel YEATON. That is right.
Mr. MITCHELL. Why didn't you?
Colonel YEATON. Because it was set up and, I thought, running as
well as could be expected. It was set up on the same lines as the State
Department. As a matter of fact, every intelligent '' in anycountry that I know anything about is set up geographically:
Mr. MITCHELL. What was the effect of the reorganization? £id they
break up the geographic areas?
Colonel YEATON. The chiefs of the branches were made specialists
and, as such, were assigned to writing opinions. They had access to
their files, but there was confusion for months, and the only way we
could keep it running was because we knew the persons concerned and
where the files were.
Mr. MITCHELL. In May 1945, what was your position?
Colonel YEATON. In May 1945, I was chief or coordinator of
specialists.
Mr. MITCHELL. Was that for all specialists?
Colonel YEATON. Yes, sir.
Mr. MITCHELL. Then you were the coordinator. Who was your
immediate superior?
Colonel YEATON. I think he is a Senator now. I have forgotten his
name. He is a lad from Vermont. He was only in there a short time.
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Gibson ?
Colonel YEATON. Yes.
Mr. MITCHELL. He is a Federal judge in New York, or rather in
Vermont.
Now, you have just told this committee that everything that came

# g"cerning
Katyn and the missing Polish officers would be in that

le?

Colonel YEATON. Yes, sir.
Mr. MITCHELL. And these specialists you had at that particular time
had access to that file?
Colonel YEATON. At the time this file was set up, my office was
broken down into three subsections: military, political, and economic.
At the head of the military was a Major Shimkin. At the head of
the political was Maj. David Crist. At the head of the economic was
a man named Ravmond.
The papers on Katyn were shown first to the Military Section, which
would be Shimkin's subsection so that he could more closely evaluate
the strength of the Polish Army which was being reformed. It was
sent to the political desk for file.
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Now, later in the Political Section we had Dr. Johnson, who may

#£ not have assisted in putting this file together. I am not sureOf that.
Mr. MITCHELL. Where was Dr. Johnson employed at that time?
Colonel YEATON. He was in G-2, sir.
Mr. MITCHELL. He was in G–2?
Colonel YEATON. Yes, sir.
Mr. MITCHELL. What was his specialty at that time?
Colonel YEATON. He was in the political desk, if I remember
correctly.
Mr. MITCHELL. Of which country?
Colonel YEATON. Both the Soviet Union and Poland. He would
have written opinions on either.
Mr. MITCHELL. On either subject?
Colonel YEATON. Yes.
Mr. MITCHELL. At the time that the Van Vliet report was filed with
General Bissell, where would be the logical place for that report to go?
That was May 22 or May 23 or May 24, 1945.
Colonel YEATON. Unless its classification prohibited it

,
it would be

in this file.
-

Mr. MITCHELL. Were there top secret papers in that file at any time?
Colonel YEATON. Not to my knowledge.
Mr. MITCHELL. But the logical place for it to go, if it were not
classified, would be that file; is that correct?
Colonel YEATON. That is right, sir. The only reason I ever classi
fied any document in this file was to protect its source. Certainly the
subject matter was not such as to require classifying it

.

Mr. MITCHELL. General Bissell has already testified that that docu
ment was labeled “top secret” by him. Now, have you ever seen the
Van Vliet report yourself?
Colonel YEATON. No, sir.
Mr. MITCHELL. Did you ever discuss the Van Vliet report with
General Bissell?
Colonel YEATON. No, sir.
Mr. MITCHELL. Or he with you?
Colonel YEATON. Not from my knowledge.
Mr. MITCHELL. When did you first hear about the Van Vliet report?
Colonel YEATON. From this committee here.
Mr. MITCHELL. I have no further questions right now.
Chairman MADDEN. Are there any questions? All right, Mr.
Pucinski.
Mr. PUCINSKI. Colonel Yeaton, did you personally place the docu
ments in that file?
Colonel YEATON. No; never personally.
Mr. PUCINSKI. Will you tell us who were some of the people who
worked on that book with you?
Colonel YEATON. These files were not kept by me personally becauseI was Chief of the Branch. The persons that could have kept the file
would be Col. Richard Park, Jr. He might have been one. David
Crist would b

e one. Dr. Johnson, possibly.
Mr. PUCINSKI. Will you identify Dr. Johnson a little further, please.
Mr. MITCHELL. What was his first name?
Colonel YEATON. William, Dr. William Johnson.
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h
Mr. MITCHELL. Where did you first know Dr. Johnson or hear of
im?
Colonel YEATON. When he reported for duty in G-2, sir. I had
heard of him before that through General Faymonville.
Mr. MITCHELL. Who was he?I'" YEATON. He was the first military attaché in the Sovietnlon.
Mr. MITCHELL. Was Johnson working for him?
Colonel YEATON. I don't think he was working for him, but he knew
him in Moscow. As I understand it

,

Dr. Johnson was a student in

Moscow. -

Mr. PUCINSKI. Do you care to name any others a
s

best you can
recollect?
Colonel YEATON. I have named Park, Shimkin, Crist, Raymond,
Johnson. I don't remember any more at this time, sir.
Mr. PUCINSKI. Do I understand you correctly, then, that if a docu
ment pertaining to Katyn came into your Branch any one o

f

these
people who had access to this book could have placed it in the book?
Do I understand you correctly?
Colonel YEATON. We also £a a girl who was a file clerk. She might
have actually physically put it in there. Any one o

f
them could have

designated which file it would go into o
r

had access to the file.
Mr. PUCINSKI. Anyone o

f

these people had access to your file there?
Colonel YEATON. That is right. This was never a highly classified
file anyway.
Mr. PUCINSKI. I have nothing further.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Are there any further questions?
Mr. O'KoNSKI. You mentioned this Dr. Johnson. You said that you
first heard o

f

him through someone connected with the Russian Em
bassy; is that correct?
Colonel YEATON. The Embassy in Moscow, sir.
Mr. O'KoNSKI. The American Embassy in Moscow?
Colonel YEATON. True.
Mr. O'KoNSKI. What did you hear about him from this Embassy in

Moscow?
Colonel YEATON. General£ mentioned casually several
Americans that had been over there during his tour. He knew them
all, and I am sure he liked them all.
Mr. O'KONSKI. What kind of a tour was this that he was on?

e'" YEATON. He was the first military attaché to the Sovietn10n.

Mr. O'KONSKI. Johnson was?
Colonel YEATON. No, Faymonville.
Mr. O'KONSKI. And he met Johnson in Moscow?
Colonel YEATON. That is the way I understood it

,

sir.
Mr. O'KoNSKI. In what year was that?
Colonel YEATON. Well, it must have been some time between 1934
and 1937.

Mr. O'KoNski. Judging from that, then, the conclusion could b
e

drawn that Johnson was pretty favorable to the Soviet Union. Is

that the impression that you got from the conversation you had :

Colonel YEATON. I couldn't say that; no, sir.
Mr. PUCINSKI. Maybe we can reword the question.
Colonel YEATON. He was interested, certainly.



2298 THE KATYN FOREST MASSACRE *

Mr. PUCINSKI. Can you tell us what you know about Mr. Johnson
and his connection with your department?
. Colonel YEATON. All I know is that he was sent to us as an expert on
the Soviet Union, and as long as I was Chief of the Branch I used him
to write, to evaluate incoming information, and to write such papers
as were necessary.
Mr. O’KONSKI. In his writings and in the analyses that he gave you
of information that was coming in, how were his writings and reports
slanted? Were they favorable or unfavorable to the Soviet Union?
Colonel YEATON. Most of the time I think we agreed. On a few
things possibly he was more favorable than I was.
Mr. PUCINSKI. Could you elucidate on that a little bit?
Colonel YEATON. I don’t see what more I could say.
Mr. PUCINSKI. What do you mean when you say that he was more
favorable than you on a few things? What were your views at that
time as far as the Soviet Union was concerned?
Colonel YEATON. I looked on everything I saw and everything that
was shown me as a show, as pure propaganda. I believed, and I hope
that in saying this I am not doing Bill an injustice when I say this,
that he and some of the other boys over there didn’t so evaluate what
they saw. There have been a lot of people who have made that same
mistake.

Mr. PUCINSKI. What was the nature of their evaluation?
Colonel YEATON. I don’t know, sir.
Mr. PUCINSKI. You were the head of the department, sir.
Colonel YEATON. Yes. I would have to have a definite paper, to—
Mr. PUCINSKI. I have nothing further.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Are there any further questions?
Thank you very much, Colonel.
Colonel YEATON. Thank you, sir.

TESTIMONY OF GEN. CLAYTON BISSELL, UNITED STATES ARMY,
RETIRED–Resumed

Chairman MADDEN. Our next witness is General Bissell.
Mr. MITCHELL. The general was sworn on June 3. Have the record
show that this is a continuation of the hearing held on June 3, 1952,
at which time General Bissell testified before this committee.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. You may proceed, Mr. Counsel.
Mr. MITCHELL. General Bissell, were you in the hearing room yester
day when Mr. Holmes and Mr. Lyon testified?
General BISSELL. I was.
Mr. MITCHELL. Did you hear what they had to say?
General BIssELL. Not a

ll o
f it
,

but I think I have the sense of it. The
acoustics were poor, and some o

f

the talk was very low.
Mr. MITCHELL. I provided you with a copy of the transcript of the
hearing o
f

June 3
;
is that correct?

General BISSELL. Yes, for which I am very appreciative.
Mr. PUCINSKI. General Bissell, just briefly, for the purpose o
f

review, you were the G-2 in May o
f

1945 when Colonel Van Vliet was
sent here b
y

the now Chief o
f Staff, General Collins, to report to you
relative to observations that he had made while he visited the graves a

t

Katyn. He had been taken there as a German prisoner of war and he
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had told General Collins that he thought the Soviets had committed
this crime.
He came back to America and filed a report with you at your instruc
tions which you had marked “top secret” on the 22d of May 1945. On
the 25th of May 1945 you had dispatched a letter to General Holmes,
then Assistant Secretary of State, asking him for questions as to Van
Vliet's treatment by the Germans while he was a prisoner of war and
taken to Katyn.
On June 9 you received a reply from General Holmes. On August
21, 1945, ' had sent a letter to Mr. Lyon of the State Departmentadvising him
General BissELL. May I interrupt?
Mr. PucINsk1 May I finish the chronology and then you can correct
it if I am wrong.

-

On the 21st of August 1945 you had sent a letter to Mr. Lyon of the
State Department advising him that you were sending him a copy of
the Stanley S. B. Gilder report—Gilder was a British officer who was
equally or likewise taken to Katyn—and in that letter of the 25th or
rather, excuse me, the 21st of August, you made reference to the fact
that Gilder's report substantiated in effect “the statement of Col. John
H. Van Vliet forwarded to General Holmes on the 25th of May 1945
and generally substantiates all material facts in Lieutenant Colonel
Van Vliet's report.”
Now, this committee has been trying to find the report filed by Van
Vliet which you at that time, the 22d of May 1945, had stamped “Top
secret,” and it was your contention at the last hearing here before this
committee that you believed that you may have sent that report to
General Holmes at the State Department.
At the June 3d hearings you admitted that you had received the
report from Van Vliet, that you had marked it “Top secret,” and that
you think you had sent it to the State Department.
Does that bring us up to date as of this moment?
General BissELL. There are some minor errors, but substantially
that is correct. I couldn't have stamped the report “Top secret” on
the 22d, the date you fixed, because it wasn't written yet. That kind
of thing is in several places in your statement. I saw no orders from
General Collins. You said that he was ordering Van Vliet. That is
of no consequence, but I just want to be sure that I am not confirming£ is incorrect.
The substance of the long sentence that you have given me is correct.
Mr. MACHRowicz. That is the difficulty with making a summary
statement. We will accept the record as correct, regardless of the state
ments made.

General BIssELL. That is correct; yes, sir.
Mr. PUCINSKI. Well, take it from there, General.
Mr. MITCHELL. General Bissell, the last time you testified before
this committee you stated that you personally were responsible for
labeling the Van Vliet report “Top secret.”
General BIssELL. I directed it be labeled “Top secret.”
Mr. MITCHELL. At that time you gave as the reason for'' it“Top secret” the discussions that had taken place at Yalta. Is that
correct? -
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General BISSELL. No; I did not. I told you in the record that it
fell within, I think, paragraph 3 of a document that deals with the
definition of “Top secret.” . I told you that I thought because of its

political implications that it should be “Top secret.” I don’t thinkI said anything about it being based on Yalta, because you will
remember that I stopped at that point, not knowing the classification
of Yalta, and you suggested that I not answer.
Mr. MITCHELL. You are correct, because at that time Mr. Sheehan
was asking you to put on the record the various classifications o

f

“Top secret,” and you read from a record propounded in 1944. You
said that you had labeled the Van Vliet report “Top secret” because

o
f

its political implications a
t

that time. Then later on, when I

asked you why you did that, you said, “Well, that concerned Yalta.”
General BISSELL. Yes, sir.
Mr. MITCHELL (quoting). “You have me over a barrel.”
General BISSELL. That is correct.
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Machrowicz then asked you to find out what
had been disclosed a

t Yalta, and we left the subject o
f

Yalta alone
at that time.
General BISSELL. That is correct.
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Chairman, I have received from the Depart
ment of State a statement that all of the Yalta Conference has been
released. That is the Yalta statement from the State Department.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. The exhibit that you have handed me is a com
bination o

f

documents formulated a
t

the Crimea [Yalta] conference.
Are you asking that this be incorporated in evidence?
Mr. MITCHELL. Yes; I think that would be exhibit 38.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. It may be received.
Mr. MITCHELL. Thank you.
(The document referred to was received in evidence a

s exhibit 3
8

and appears in the index o
f

these hearings.)
Mr. MITCHELL. General Bissell, you have been provided with a
copy o

f

exhibit 38 b
y

either the State Department o
r

the Army De
partment Counselor's office?
General BISSELL. I was directed, I believe, by your committee that
this matter would b

e taken up later and that I would find out its
status. I asked the Counselor for the Department of the Army to

make it available to me, but he was not yet prepared to do so not
because o

f

the classification but because he wanted to get some infor
mation from the Department o

f

State. He had some exchanges with
the Department o

f State, and on the 26th o
f

June Mr. Shackelford
wrote me. I don’t think the letter was mailed because they verified
something else and then another one, I think, was attached o

n July 9th,
and they forwarded me the papers stating substantially what you have
said: That it was all released.
My current understanding is that it is al
l

released; and if your
records show that—it is piecemeal here with me, but I think it is all
covered, and I have the paper—I will be glad to comment.
Mr. MITCHELL. We have it on the record now anyway. I think
you have about the same thing.
General BissELL. It appears to be the same mimeograph.
Mr. MACHRowicz. If this committee has succeeded in having the
Yalta papers declassified, w

e

have accomplished something already.
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Mr. BIssELL. May I ask something? Am I to understand then
from the State Department that it is all declassified and that I can
go ahead and talk
Mr. MITCHELL. That is correct. That is my understanding. Mr.
Ben Brown from the State Department is here.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Mr. Brown, do you care to make any comment?
Mr. BRowN. Mr. Chairman, I don't have a copy of it with me, but
I wrote Mr. Shackelford a letter dated June 20, 1952, which perhaps
you would like to have me furnish you.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Does it concern the declassification of these in
struments?
Mr. BRowN. Yes, sir.
Mr. MACHRowicz. All right.
Mr. BRowN. In fact, it not only states that they were declassified
but also it gives the initial date of the publication of each of the parts
of the Yalta Agreement.
I might add that this document which General Bissell has here is
a copy of the letter which I sent to Mr. Shackelford.
. . Mr. MACHRowicz. Do you verify now that the documents concerning
the Crimea Conference, the so-called Yalta Conference, have been
declassified?

Mr. BRowN. That is right sir. And the document which Mr. Mitch
ell has placed in evidence is a duplicate of the document which I
enclosed with my letter to Mr. Shackelford and which General Bissell
has in his possession here.
Mr. PUCINSKI. I think, for your information, Mr. Chairman, and
for the committee's information, we should point out that the so-called
unclassified or declassified document of the Yalta Conference is the
release that was made shortly after the Yalta Conference was consum
mated. But it does not carry with it the transcript of any discussions,
off-the-record discussions, this may have been held at the Crimea Con
ference. -

Mr. MACHRowicz. All right.
Mr. MITCHELL. For the purposes of this discussion this afternoon,
the general is in no way bound by anything of secrecy or otherwise
from Yalta. He is at perfect liberty to discuss that.
I believe you understand that to be correct. Isn't that correct?
General BISSELL. That was the purpose of my question; that is

,
to

get freedom o
f action, because it has been done so piecemeal.I know that this is probably not verbatim, and a lot of the stuff

doesn't look exactly the same.
In other words, I saw what was purported to be the report of Yalta
by the people who had been there '. it was in their hands, but
completely classified.
Mr. MITCHELL. All right.
General BissELL. I never saw this, you understand [indicating the
enclosure sent b

y

Mr. Brown toMr. Shackelford].
Mr. MACHRowicz. Let's proceed further. It has been declassified.
Let us proceed with the questioning.
Mr. MITCHELL. Now, I would like you to explain to the committee
why you labeled it “Top secret.”
eneral BISSELL. Well, there are two things in this that I think I

can point out to you, and then you may wish them read into the record,

o
r they may be already in the record.

93744–52–pt. 7–31
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On page 13 is the agreement regarding Japan. To paraphrase that
and to put the two pages into a couple of sentences, a deal was made
with the Russians to break a treaty obligation they had with the
Japanese, a mutual-alliance defense arrangement, and stab the Japa
nese in the back when it would do us the most good and save us the
most Americans. -

Mr. MITCHELL. What does that have to do with the Van Vliet report?
General BissELL. The point I am making is that that deal had not
yet been consummated; had not yet been effected. It was an agree
ment

Mr. MACHRowICz. I don’t think, General, we are going to have the
time nor are we in authority to analyze the entire Yalta Conference,
and the commitments made, particularly with reference to Japan.I think we had better stick to the Katyn incident.
General BIssELL. The word “Katyn” is not mentioned in here, but
the purpose of the decision here is to get the Russians to help you and
have them make an attack within 60 days, or whatever the time period
specified in here, on the Japanese, and in order to help us shorten the
War".

Mr. MACHRow ICZ. You mean to help us shorten the war with the
Japanese?
Mr. PUCINSKI. In other words, what you are trying to say, General,
is that you are well aware of the effort being made in this country at
that time to assuage the Soviets toward helping us.
General BIssELL. That is right.
Mr. PUCINSKI. Is that what you are trying to say?
General BISSELL. And these papers show the big price that we were
prepared to pay for that in territorial concessions and in every other
thing, and they also show what decisions were taken with regard to
Poland which were set forth at that time under the President's signa
ture, as I recall. I believe it is at the end of this thing.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Do you refer to those commitments as “a stab in
tho back”?

General BissELL. I don't know where to stop. I would like to go
ahead and talk, or else answer your questions.
It disposes of Poland completely, and what the United States is
going to do.
Now, that is the policy of the United States enunciated by the
President in wartime, the Commander in Chief, and that is an order
to me.
I am shown it when it is secret to everybody but a very small hand
ful, and I am supposed to have sense enough to know that, when the£ signs something in wartime as the Commander in Chief,that is it.
Now, I am not asked for any views. I am not asked for my
comments.

The purpose was to get Russia to fight and help us in the Japanese
war instead of letting us exhaust ourselves and then having them turn
On llS.

Mr. O'KoNSKI. In other words, General, what you are really saying
is that the actions which you took, particularly in the instant case rej:
ative to Katyn, you took in order to implement the foreign policy of
people above you; is that correct?
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General BissELL. I was doing this because it had on it the signature
of the Commander in Chief. I wasn't doing it because he was the
President and a politician. I was doing it because he was the Com
mander in Chief under our Constitution, and I am working for him
under oath to do everything I can to further his policies.
Mr. O'KoNSKI. In other words, ind'. actions you were merelyimplementing this policy that was set down?
*eneral BissELL. Now, I am classifying Katyn “Top secret” in view
of this. I know it is “Top secret” at the time, and Van Vliet even
recognized it as “Top secret" without that background.I saw in it great possibilities of embarrassment; so, I classified it the
way I have told you, and I think I had no alternative.
Mr. DoNDERO. General, you made one statement regarding terri
torial concessions that we made at Yalta as the price that we paid to
get Russia to help us in the Japanese War.
General BissELL. That was only part of the price we paid. We
paid more than territorial concessions.
Mr. DoNDERO. We are still paying the price in Korea?
General BissELL. It is all such a different deal that I don’t think
anybody would pretend to say that at the time of Yalta, anybody
could visualize the Russia of today.
I mean that we are 5 or 7 years later, and that is hindsight. But I
am agreeing with you that we paid a great deal for it

,
and we are

still paying.
Mr. DoNDERO. I am not asking you that to be critical of you. I

am simply asking you what happened.
General BISSELL. All right, sir.
Mr. O'KoNSKI. You answered a lot of questions for me in just
stating that you were implementing foreign policy. I would like to
ask one o

r

two other questions in that respect.
You, as head of G-2 at that time, naturally asked for various re
ports, for instance, on what the situation was in Greece and what
the future picture might be.
General BissELL. I am not hearing you too well, sir.
Mr. O'KoNSKI. In your job as head of G-2, it came within your
province and you did a

t times, for instance, ask for a complete report
and evaluation o

f

the situation, say, for instance, in Greece, or in

Rumania o
r Bulgaria. Do you remember ever asking for such reports

for those respective countries?
General BissELL. I will answer that this way: Every morning,
with some few rare exceptions, when I was in Washington, the'
ists on each area o

r country—a good many each time, 10, 12, 1
5 o
f

them altogether—came into my office with the maps, with the charts,
and with everything that had come in pertaining to the area in which
they were primarily responsible. They painted for me the picture o

f

the change from the day before in the world, piece b
y

piece, o
r

the
change over a period o

f

time. It might be a progressive report cover
ing 20 days, 50 days, o

r

the change from last year.

It kept you up to date in al
l

respects, and I was briefed that way
every single solitary morning.
Now, if I wanted more detail on what they told me and didn't
want to consume the time of all of these men who had lots of work

to do, I would call individuals in later in the day and ask for further
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amplification, or I might direct that they make a study for the Chief
of Staff and present on the next day in greater detail what they had
found the next day, or, if it was urgent, later the same day.
Mr. O’KONSKI. Do you remember, in receiving some of those re
ports, General, telling some of these people that were giving you
these reports that their reports were too anti-Soviet and that they
would have to tone down the nature of their reports before you would
accept them?
General BISSELL. I believe I might have done so. I tried to have my
office staffed with experts and then, where there were two views, I
tried to have an expert representing each view. -

In the case of Russia, I tried to get a man who had served in
Russia, if I could get him, a military attaché, or some other similar
attaché who hated the devil out of the Russians and who would bring
out everything that was bad about them.
Then I wanted also a man who liked them and who would bring out
the other side. -

*

You had to find a middle ground because both of them were not
always 100 percent right, obviously.
In the controversial areas, you have to have a good chance of getting
both sides aired.
Now, those people who had lived in Russia and who had served
there in some cases despised the Russians, while some of them admired
them. That was the kind of thing you had to deal with. But I thinkI always had a fairly well balanced group. If I thought it was out of
balance, I would have tried to balance it.

Do I make my point clear?
Mr. O'KONSKI. Yes.
Now, for example, do you remember, or did you have anything to

do with these Chinese interpretation courses that were given; for
instance, a

t

the Massachusetts Institute o
f Technology and Camp

Ritchie in 1945?
General BISSELL. That was one o

f my activities. They were not
only give there but in many other universities in the United States
and in many other languages, such a

s Japanese, German, French.
Many universities were working with G-2.
Mr. O’KonsKI. Can you give any reason why in those courses the
interpretation was given that was very favorable to Mao, who is now
the Communist leader in China?
You know, o

f course, what they are doing to our boys in Korea
now. Can you give any reason why that course went along with the
policy o

f actually instructing our military people that “Mao really is

not a Communist; he is just an agrarian reformer.” Can you give me
any reason why that interpretation was approved by G–2?
General BISSELL. It was never approved by me and that particular
type o

f teaching had no business in the schools. They were teaching,
among others, the Chinese language to people who were going to

Chiang Kai-shek’s China.
Mr. O'KonsKI. And instead o
f teaching them the language—

l General BissELL. That
might have happened. I couldn't be in every

Class.

In the case of the teaching of the Chinese, because it is a hard lan
guage, a great deal o

f it was done with microphones and the man
would study it as long as he could take it and when he was so full of

e
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it that he couldn't remember the sounds, he would go to something
else. Then he would take some more.
Then we had classes where they rounded out the training. But
you are not interested in the details of technique.
This other thing you are talking about has no place there. We
told them to make the courses as interesting as they could, and they
did give them a good deal of background of the country.
Now, I don't know anything about the particular thing you arementioning. I never heard of it until this minute.
Mr. O'KoNsKI. Well, they were considerably slanted in favor of the
group that is now causing us all of the worry and anxiety in Korea.
General BIssELL. There is one thing I would like to say Mr. Con
ssman, in that connection. The word “Communist” as used in
hina in those days was not the word “Communist” as it is used in
the world today. Those who differed with Chiang Kai-shek were
Communists, but that was not meant the kind of6'. that
took over China later, nothing like it

.

Mr. O'KoNSKI. In that respect, General, am I correct in this ob
servation? I think I am. In view of the Yalta agreement and in view

o
f

this anxiety o
f getting Russia into the war against Japan, there was

practically n
o limit all the way down the line and the general policy

was to protect the Russians as much as possible, not to arouse their
anger and antagonize them in any manner, shape, o

r form, but to go
along with them in every way whatever so that we could continue to

keep them a
s our ally? Wasn't that really the guiding policy o
f

G-2
and practically every agency o

f

the Government a
t

that time?
General BIssELL. I can’t speak for other Government agencies.
We were not going to violate the spirit o

f

this thing, although the
facts were going to go to our people who acted o

n

them if they
pertained to how you got on with the war, whether they b

e favorable
or unfavorable.

-

Mr. PUCINSKI. By “this thing,” you mean the Yalta agreement?
General BIssELL. I mean that the Yalta agreement made us follow

a certain course.
Now, much information came in that was anti-Russian which was
classified, and a lot o

f it wouldn't have gone to the public anyhow.
They didn’t need to know those things. It wouldn’t have helped them.
But those things that came in and which our military leaders needed

to know were passed on to them. If it influenced the prosecution of

the war, it was put right out to the people who could use it.

We were collectors primarily for the Army and the Air Force and
disseminators and evaluators. However, I had other functions as G-2

to provide information to the Joint Chiefs of Staff and to do many
other'Mr. O'KONSKI. In other words, General, we set a definite policy and
course o

f

action that we were to follow, signed, as you say, b
y

the
President o

f

the United States. If you had not implemented that
policy and followed that policy, you very likely would have been
removed from your position. Isn't that right?
General BIssELL. Yes, but I wouldn’t have thought of not imple
menting it
. I was sworn, as every officer is, to uphold—you take a
n

oath when you g
o
in there to do certain things. You lose a lot o
f your
rights and your citizenship privileges. So when you are in there, you
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give them away, and, in return, you take an oath, and that is all
there is to it.
Mr. O'KONSKI. In other words, General, here were 15,000 Polish
officers who were murdered.
General BISSELL. We are talking about Katyn, and I think your
figure is 4,300, just being precise.
Mr. O'KONSKI. Even if there had been 150,000 of them murdered, it
wouldn’t have made any difference because you still would have had
to implement the foreign policy?
General BISSELL. No matter what number had been involved here, I
would have tried to get these papers to one of two agencies whose
business it was. It didn't involve the war against Germany any more.
Poland couldn’t participate in the war against Japan.
The Russians could participate in it

.

Those were factors.
Mr. PUCINSKI. What agencies were those, General Bissell?
General BISSELL. Sir?

-

Mr. PUCINSKI. What agencies were those?
General BISSELL. That is in the record again and again. War
Crimes o

r

State Department.
Mr. O’KONSKI. That is all.
Mr. SHEEHAN. General, in talking with Mr. O’Konski, you brought
out the fact that in evaluating this information you tried to get some
body who was every much anti-Russian and somebody who was very
much pro-Russian.
General BIssELL. That was where you had a controversial thing,
where you had bitterness and hatred and where people might be sour

in their views because o
f

service in Russia, or something like that.
You had to try to get the best thing.
Mr. SHEEHAN. We are having a witness coming up after you, Dr.
William Johnson. Will you state where h

e

fitted into this picture?
General BISSELL. I never to my knowledge talked to him. I never
saw him, to my knowledge. I saw his back here. I might know him

if I saw him. I don’t know.I would have wanted to know the views of Colonel Yeaton and
another officer who worked right in that section every time, and they
came into these meetings regularly every day.
McKellar is the other officer.
Mr. PUCINSKI. In view of what you have just told this committee,
then, on May 22, 1945, you signed a letter which you gave to General
Van Vliet?
General BIssELL. A memorandum, to be precise.
Mr. PUCINSKI. A memorandum that you gave to him after he had
given you the report.
In part, you said:
Due to the nature o
f your report, and the possible political implications, it is

directed that you neither mention nor discuss this matter with anyone in or
out of the service without specific approval in writing from the War Department.

Now, we understand that this gag on Van Vliet was requested by
him and concurred in b
y

you. I presume that the gag on Van Vliet
was placed because o

f

the reasoning that you have described before
this committee prior to this time. Is that right?
General BISSELL. That is correct.
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I would like to say one thing more. When Van Vliet was released
from that restriction in order to make a second report which was
released in the War Department publications before this committee—
when they got through with it

,

they slapped it right on again many,
many years after I put it on, so maybe | wasn't so far off after all.
Mr. PUCINski. Just so that this record is complete, will you briefly
tell us what you mean by political implications?
General BissELL. I mean those things that will have a political
effect now o

r

later. It might be 20 years later; it might be the next
dav.
Political implications are anything—of course, politics goes into all

o
f your life. It is a political implication when you vote, but that isn’t

what I am talking about.I am talking about political implications on a world-wide basis.
Poland had been in he fire in World War I and before. You all
remember the Polish corridor. Poor Poland has always been between
these two big wheels. Those are political implications, and this was
certainly political.

I think you have had enough before this committee to show that if

Katyn had been perpetrated ' the Russians, which appears now to bethe case, that was for a political purpose.
Mr. PUCINSKI. Let me finish, if I may.
Now, in your prior testimony before this committee, you said that
you thought you discussed this Katyn report o

f

Van Vliet with Gen
eral Holmes o

f

the State Department. You heard General Holmes
testify yesterday, didn't you?
General BIssELL. Yes.
Mr. PUCINSKI. What is your statement today?
General BIssELL. The same thing, exactly. I gave a

n illustration
under oath o

f exactly what I meant by discussing. I gave a para
phrase o

f approximately what I might have said. That shows the
extent of the discussion I would have had.
Mr. PUCINSKI. On Katyn?
General BissELL. On Van Vliet being here. I think you mean Van
Vliet, don't you? -

Mr. PUCINSKI. Yes.
General BIssELL. All right.
Mr. Holmes said that he had no recollection o

f

that. He didn't say

I didn't do it. He was very guarded in his statement. I have a copy
of it here.
Mr. MITCHELL. General, before you go any further with that, I

have one question.
Chairman MADDEN. Let him finish that sentence.
General BIssELL. You have wrecked me.
Mr. PUCINSKI. You were talking about your conversation with Mr.
Holmes.
General BissELL. My conference.
Mr. MITCHELL. He said that he had no recollection of it.
General BIssELL. I was in the room a
t

the time, and if I heard him
correctly I believe that his statement was that he does not recall any
conversation on either matter and that he can't be certain he would
remember it... I jotted it down quickly. I may have gotten it down
wrong, but I think that is substantially correct.
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Then you asked him whether I ever handed him a top-secret report
for which he didn’t sign a receipt, and he told you he had no recol
lection of that. -

I spoke to him on the way out. We agreed that there had been
dozens and dozens of them passed without any receipt.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. We can’t take into consideration what was said
on your way out.
General BIssELL. I only mention that in passing. He is still avail
able, I believe, if you want to verify that.
Mr. MACHRowICz. We must consider the testimony under oath.
General BISSELL. All right. I will state under oath that we passed
a great many secret communications without any paper work, because
we both sat most Wednesday afternoons as common members of a
committee known as the Joint Intelligence Commitee. Perodically
we sat as common members with the British and our allies, our other
allies, as the Combined Intelligence Committee. -

We would bring in there a paper for action by that committee, or
for their consideration, and the top-secret papers would be passed
around by everybody. We even took them home for study.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. General, this is a highly specialized office that' were in and that Mr. Holmes was in, and it has been testified byoth you and him that such documents were not ordinarily passed
without a receipt.
General BIssELL. That is right.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. And you today intensify that point by saying
that this was a tremendously top secret document.

##" have a
receipt from him for having conveyed that document

to him?
General BISSELL. I do not have a receipt from him.' Macinowicz. And you do not remember having delivered itto him?
General BIssELL. I do not remember ever having handed that docu
ment to General Holmes. -

Mr. PUCINSKI. How about Mr. Lyon?

L General BIssELL. I don’t remember ever having handed it to Mr.yon.
Mr. PUCINSKI. If I am not mistaken, that is in the record.
General BIssELL. There are many errors in the record, but that is
because you have not had a chance to check it

.

Mr. PUCINSKI Do you ever recall discussing the Van Vliet report
with General Marshall?
General BISSELL. I never discussed it with him.
Mr. PUCINSKI. How about Mr. McCloy?
General BISSELL. I mentioned a great many people, specifically in

my previous testimony I had not discussed the Van Vliet report with
and you asked me how I could have discussed it with them when I

hadn’t shown it to them.
Mr. MITCHELL. General, at this point I would like to take over on

this question.
General, I believe you know that we have talked to every member

o
f your personal secretariat.

*eneral BISSELL. I hope so.
Mr. MITCHELL. All but Mrs. Doris Jepson, who was your personal
secretary both in the China, Burma, India theater, and in G-2. She
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is the only individual we have not had a chance to talk to, because she
is located in India today.
In addition to talking to the members of your own staff, we have
talked to, I would say, roughly 30 people of G-2. Now, I will tell
you this right now. There isn't a single solitary person that we talked
to who said that General Bissell would take that document or send it
to the Department of State without talking to a higher superior, that
you were too clever, that you knew your business, and it may be said to
your credit that they have a great respect for your mental ability.
Now, did you or did you not talk to anybody higher than you about
the Van Vliet report when you received it in the Army or in the Sec
retary's office, or in the Joint Chiefs of Staff :
General BissELL. There is a possibility that I may have mentioned it
to General Marshall or to the Secretary. I have no distinct recol'" of having done so, and I don't see much reason why I shouldaVe.

Mr. MITCHELL. Well, we see a lot of reason why you should have.
General BissELL. Well, I know, but
Mr. MITCHELL. You will recall that at that time the United Nations
were being formed and also that the 16 leaders of the Polish under£ were admitted by Molotov to have been imprisoned in Moscow.hey were the 16 Polish underground leaders.
You had a report on May 22 in person from Van Vliet saying that
11,000 Polish officers had been killed at Katyn, murdered by the
Russians.
Now, that is quite significant. You had been at the United Nations
just prior to the time you talked with Van Vliet. You knew the
situation at the United Nations.
General BissELL. That is right.
Mr. MITCHELL. You knew it better than any man in the country
at that time, and yet here you got this particular report.
Now, bringing you right back to a moment ago, none of your staff,
from the analysts all the way up to your generals that you had working
for you—and you know that I'. talked to them.
General BissELL. I hope so.
Mr. MITCHELL. None of them said to me that you would do anything
with that but go to a higher superior. -

Now, did you, or did you not go to a higher authority?
General BissELL. I told you -

Mr. MITCHELL. And if you did go to a higher authority, did you
get any instructions about this report?

-

General BIssELL. I told you that I had no distinct recollection of
having taken it up to General Marshall or to the Secretary, but that
I might possibly have done so, and that I see no reason why I should
have done it because it had nothing to do with the prosecution of the
war at that time.
The European war was over; it was finished, and this thing was a
matter for war crimes or the State Department.
Chairman MADDEN. May I interrupt you there? If you had taken
that to General Marshall or to the Secretary, don't you think that you
would remember it?
General BISSELL. I don't think so because I took so many things to
General Marshall.
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Chairman MADDEN. We are talking about this report. Don't you
think you would remember this report, as important as it was if you
had talked to General Marshall or the Secretary about it?
General BISSELL. I don’t believe so.
Mr. MITCHELL. Did you keep a day-by-day record of the events?
General BISSELL. Well, now, yes and no.
Mr. MITCHELL. Let's say “Yes.”
General BIssELL. I had what is known as an appointment list which
was kept on my desk, just a commercial calendar of pretty good size
which had the day divided up into periods of 30 minutes, or hours.
On that 1 jotted down, or it was jotted down for me, if I didn’t do it,

by my secretary, with whom I had made appointments, and it would
also show the appointments in the future. All the past stuff was
taken off by the secretary in the outer office where a similar record
was kept o

f

the appointments I had kept that day or things I did that

I told them about. They didn’t know a good many things that went
OI).

When I had time, I tried to take those two pieces of paper, the one
my secretary kept and the one I had, and I dictated the sense from
them o

f

what I had done, not with the idea that it would become com
prehensive, but to nail down who and what and where and on what
given day.
Now, I do have that particular material.
Mr. MITCHELL. General, in the course o

f

the investigation we have
conducted, we have been told not by one, but my many that you main
tained such a record o

f

events—I am not going to refer to it as a diary
because of General Grow—which we will call a record of events.
think we will both agree that diaries were quite common on those days.
Those were the wartime days.I referred to it as a diary when I talked to you in Tennessee the
other day. I asked you to bring the records with you of your con
versations and o

f

who you saw between May 1
5 and June 1
,

1945, and
between August 15 and August 25, 1945.I selected those dates particularly because of the fact that both of

the letters that went to the Department o
f

State were in that period o
f

time.

Do you have that with you? -

General BIssELL. I told you that I would bring it up but that I

would have to find out what to do about those matters that might still

b
e

classified and not pertinent to Katyn.I would like to call attention, if I may, to the fact that there is in

the record a
s exhibit No. 3 to my testimony a prohibition against my

talking about things under certain categories. You have# in the
record. I think you will remember it.

Now, I asked whether this was still binding o
n

me when I came up
the other day, and I was told that it was still in effect.
Mr. MITCHELL. Does the War Department today, G-2, have a rec
ord o
f your diary? -

General BissELL. Now, wait a minute. I just got through clearing
this prohibition.
Mr. MITCHELL. The question is most specific.
General BIssELL. All right.
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Mr. MITCHELL. The question is this: Has G-2 today in their files a
record of these conversations or memoranda that you made at that
time?
General BissELL. They do not have.
Mr. MITCHELL. Where did we get them today? From you?
General BissELL. Well, you don't have them today, but you are
ing to get them from me by the procedure which you arranged with£ onahan.

Mr. MITCHELL. Well, now, just a minute. They are in your pos
session, today?
General BissELL. Not this minute, no, but they are mine.
Mr. MITCHELL. And they were in Tennessee with you?
General BissELL. That is correct.
Mr. MITCHELL. You maintain those under lock and key?
General BIssELL. Yes, sir.
Mr. MITCHELL. What right do you have to those today? They are
top-secret messages.
General BIssELL. No, sir; they are not.
Mr. MITCHELL. They must be top secret because I can't look at any
thing that is in that record. Your letter is a binding letter on this
committee, the letter you produced the last time.
Now, why do you have those when G-2 doesn't have them and when
this committee can’t get them?
General BIssELL. Now, wait just a minute. I have them because I
made them.
Mr. MITCHELL. Correct.
General BIssELL. That is why I have them. Now, they are not of
ficial documents. There may be plenty of mistakes in them. Many
of them I have never read at all.
S
Mr. MITCHELL. They contain the highest secrets of the United
tates.
General BIssELL. What is that?
Mr. MITGHELL. They contain the highest secrets of the United States
Government.
General BissELL. No, they don’t.
Mr. MITCHELL. Material that has not been declassified today.
Otherwise, I wouldn't be restricted from seeing them.
That is the problem I have.
General BissELL. No, there isn’t as much in them as you think, and
as you will find out when you see this thing.
r. MITCHELL. That may be true, but it just strikes me that when

£ brought in an official letter from the War Department when yourst testified here, stating that you can't say this and that because
some stuff may be still classified, and when you retain in your own
home in Tennessee something which the WarB' doesn’t have
and which you say we can’t have—
General BIssELL. Do you purport to say what I have in my home in
Tennessee?

Mr. MITCHELL. No; I don’t, but we do know that you have this
document, this diary, and that diary is very important.
Chairman MADDEN. Will you confine yourself to questions and
answers, Counsel?
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Mr. PUCINSKI. Well, General, I wonder if we can get this straight
now. What you have there is what is purported to be an extract of
your record of events from your own personal files, or is that from the
files of G-2 as obtained by you within recent weeks?
General BIssELL. This is from my own personal files.
Mr. PUCINSKI. Do you know that as a matter of fact G-2 has a
similar record of events?
General BISSELL. I doubt whether they would. Some of these items
are chicken feed. In other words, they wouldn’t have this: “Tele
phoned to Doris to welcome her back.”
Mr. PUCINSKI. Now, you are not answering my question, General.
General BISSELL, That is highly classified.
Mr. PUCINSKI. I want to ask you this: I am trying to establish
whether or not you know the record of events you dictated every day
at the end of the day has been kept and is in G–2 today.
General BISSELL. No; there is no official record of it that has been
Kept; and it isn’t in G–2 today.
Mr. PUCINSKI. Do you know that as a matter of fact?
General BIssELL. Well, now, no one ever knows anything really
as a matter of fact. Somebody might possibly have broken into G–2
and have broken into the safe, despite the nightwatchman, and might
have copied this so that there would be another one in existence. I
can’t go as far as you want me to.
Mr. PUCINSKI. May we now have for the record the abstract which
you have there?

-

General BIssELL. Most certainly.
Chairman MADDEN. What is that?
General BIssELL. This was prepared, as it was arranged for, by
Mr. Monahan of the Department of the Army.I had nothing to do with it whatever.
Chairman MADDEN. Mark that as an exhibit.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. Does it have any relation to the Kaytn matter?
Mr. PUCINSKI. Yes, sir; very much so. Q

Mr. Chairman, we would like to read this now for the committee's
information. On the 21st of May—
Chairman MADDEN. Wait a minute.
Mr. DoNDERO. Has it been marked and has it been received in
evidence?
Chairman MADDEN. What exhibit is that?
Mr. PUCINSKI. No. 39.
Chairman MADDEN. It will be received in evidence as exhibit 39.
(The document referred to was marked for identification as “Ex
hibit No. 39” and is as follows:)

EXHIBIT 39—GENERAL BISSELL’s DIARY

- CERTIFICATE

NovEMBER 11, 1952.

At the request of Mr. John J. Mitchell, Chief Counsel, Select Committee to
Investigate Katyn Forest Massacre, House of Representatives, the undersigned
has personally examined a summary of Major General Clayton Bissell's daily
appointments for the periods 20 May 1945–1 June 1945, inclusive, and 15 August
1945–25 August 1945, inclusive. As a result of that examination, the -under
signed certifies that the extracts from that summary listed below are the only
portions thereof which refer to the Katyn Massacre, to Brigadier General
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Julius Holmes, to Lieutenant Colonel John H. Van Vliet, Jr., to Doris Jepson,
and to Colonel Telford Taylor.
• - • - • • •

20 May–21 May 45
None.

22 May '45
1. Telephoned to Doris to welcome her back.
2. Talked to Mrs. Meers about some more information on Colonel Van Vliet's
statements. She is to carry out specific instructions on this matter.
23 May '45
1. Talked to Mr. Lyons of State Department and made a note for record on
our conversation. It bore on Lang's and Harris' status.
24 May '45
1. Talked to Mrs. Meers about Colonel Van Vliet's report. There was another
angle to the matter which we consolidated with the previous material and put
away for further reference.
2. With Colonel Cox, I dictated a note for record, on a telephone call to
General Holmes with reference to Mr. Braden. Holmes agreed to write Braden
again and make clear that the latter must not interfere with certain of Harris’
activities.

Mr. MITCHELL. Does that concern Van Vliet in any way, that com
ment, General? - -

General BIssELL. Yes. I would like to explain each of those items.
Mr. PUCINSKI. May I read these others, General?
General BissELI: I thought you had finished.
Mr. PUCINSKI. Then we will discuss them individually. [Continues
reading:]
3. General Berry called and later came in to find out about the Interdepart
mental Security Committee. A telephone conversation with General Holmes
indicated that it had expired and that it was unnecessary to appoint anybody
to take General Strong's position on that committee. Its work has been taken
over by the Swan Committee.
25 May ’45
None.

26 May ’45
1. Colonel Taylor came in to bid me goodby. He has done a grand job in
London and is returning to further service, this time with the War Crimes Com
mission. While this will get him back to professional work, I hate to see him sever
his connections with Intelligence.

27 May-1 June '45
None.

15 Aug.-25 Aug. "/5
None.

MILES REBER,
Major General, GSC,
Chief of Legislative Liaison.

Now, Mr. Chairman, I would like to point out at this time that we
had asked the War Department counselor to let us look at the com
plete record of events of Colonel Bissell's activities during the period
that he dealt with the Van Vliet report, namely, the period from the
22d of May to the 25th of May when he wrote his letter to General
Holmes and also that period from the 21st of August when he wrote
a subsequent letter dealing with the Katyn affair.
The War Department counselor advised the staff of this committee
that it would be impossible for us to look at those records, and this
digest that the general has handed us now is a digest which has been
approved by the War Department. We do not know, because we have
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not seen the original, whether the general had any conversations that
day with his superiors and whether or not those conversations per
tained to Katyn because we have not seen the original record of
events of the general’s activities for that period.
Is that fairly correct, General?
General BISSELL. You have not seen them.
Mr. PUCINSKI. They have not been made available to this committee.I called Mr. Fashion just a little while ago and told him to bring the
complete record of events down here.
General BISSELL. I would like to explain those one by one and show
their pertinency.
With reference to the first one about Doris Jepson, Ijust got through
saying that the item is “Telephoned to Doris to welcome her back.”
She had had an appendix removed in San Francisco and she was not
in the office that day and was still out on leave, I think recuperation
leave. That item had nothing to do, I think, with the Van Vliet re
port. I have made a similar statement before. It just happened to
appear in the#The next one is

, I think—
Mr. MITCHELL. Do you have a copy o

f
this?

General BIssELL. No; I don’t. I am following it from memory.
Mr. MITCHELL. I will hand you this document.
General BISSELL. The next one has been fully covered in my previous
testimony. I stated at that time that I had taken special care to be

sure that Mrs. Meers would be briefed before she handled the Van
Vliet thing and that she would have a place to work. I checked with
her, and she said that she would carry out her instructions implicitly.
That is in my previous sworn testimony.I have stated to you that I had talked to Mr. Lyon a

t the State
Department on the 23d, and this next item verifies that. It is no
good a

s

evidence. I could have written it up yesterday.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. Does it say that you spoke to him regarding the
Katyn matter?
General BISSELL. No; nor did I ever say that I spoke to him regard
ing the Katyn matter, nor did I say specifically that I spoke to Holmes
about it. I said what I did in the course of these two conversations

o
r
a
t

another time. That is my previous testimony.
Mr. MITCHELL. Both o

f

these gentlemen testified yesterday—and
ou were present a

t that time—that if you had talked to them about

it they certainly would have remembered it.

General BIssELL. That is true. They did state that they probabl
would have remembered it

. They also stated that they had no recol
lection o

f seeing a letter which you handed them, and they stated
also, more emphatically, that
Mr. MITCHELL. Stick to that one point, please.
General BIssELL. They are not infallible.
Mr. MITCHELL. They did say that if you had discussed the Van
Vliet report or had shown it to them they would definitely have
remembered it
.

That is what they stated yesterday.
General BIssELL. I stated before and I state again that I would
not under any circumstances have discussed any details o
f

the report
with them. I would have told them that we had received this thing
and£ working o

n it and that we would get it to them a
s

soon a
s

We could..
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The note here states:
Talked to Mr. Lyon, of State Department, and made a note for record of our
conversation. It bore on Lang's and Harris' status.

I told you that it was on another matter and that I might have
spoken to them in connection with the Van Vliet report.
On the 24th appears this note:
Talked to Mrs. Meers about Colonel Van Vliet's report. There was another
angle to the matter which we consolidated with the previous material and put
away for further reference.

That is the business about the Swiss protecting power.
The next item states:
With Colonel Cox, I dictated a note for record, on a telephone call to General
Holmes with reference to Mr. Braden. Holmes agreed to write Braden again
and make clear that the latter must not interfere with certain of Harris'
activities.

Now, there was another item I might have talked to them about.I told vou that I had made a note for the record of this conversation
that I had not been able to find it in G-2, and that would show what
I actually said.
The next note is:

General Berry called and later came in to find out about the Interdepart
mental Security Committee.

I told you that I had talked twice to General Holmes. This was the
second talk with General Holmes, which indicated that the committee
had expired and that it was unnecessary to appoint anybody to take
General Strong's position on that committee.
Mr. MITCHELL. At no time did you talk in the course of these 2 or 3
days with your superiors, according to your memorandum of events?
General BIssELL. Well, I very seldom did. After all, what does the
term “Assistant Chief of Staff” mean? It means that one handles all
of those matters that belong in your field of responsibility, and that
one was certainly mine.
Mr. MITCHELL. You testified before this committee on June 3 that
you had a gas pipe direct to General Marshall; didn't you?
General BIssELL. No; I did to his house but not to his office. I had
a squawk box to his office which could have been heard in many rooms
in the building.
Mr. PUCINSKI., I would like to have you distinguish between a gas
pipe and a squawk box, just for the record.
General BIssELL. I think you might like to know, if you think that
a gas line is something you gas on, you are just barking up the wrong
tree.
Mr. MITCHELL. I think we know what it is.
General BissELL. I think we know what it is, and I would not like

to explain it
. It is still a useful thing. , I would b
e glad to tell you

individually, but I don't think it ought to be put into the papers.
Mr. MITCHELL. Would you have any objecion to the members o
f

this committee looking a
t

the transcript o
f your memoranda o
f

record

in executive session, you personally?
General BissELL. I personally would have no objection to that, but

I don’t think that a lot of the stuff there has any connection whatever
with this committee.
Mr. MITCHELL. You have no objection?
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General BIssELL. And I would say that there is absolutely nothing
in there directly or indirectly relating to Katyn or to the Van Vliet
thing. But I would love to have the chairman look at it. I don’t
believe that it is the sort of thing that should be spread on the record.
Mr. MITCHELL. It won’t be spread on the record.
My specific question then, General, is this: You personally have no
objection to the members o

f

this committee looking a
t

that true record

a
s it stands, not abstracted or in any other way?

Chairman MADDEN. He already answered that.
Mr. MITCHELL. Just a minute.
General BIssELL. I have some trouble with that. I have two prohi
bitions against it

. A smart fellow with a little background in intelli
gence could find out something about sources if he had enough about it.

If he got a little of it, it wouldn’t be worth a darn to him, but if he

got enough o
f it
,
it might be of considerable value. I couldn’t give you

anything about sources, as you know.
Mr. MITCHELL. Thank you for the compliment.
General BIssELL. You are smart enough.
Now, that is the situation I am in. I have to comply with my orders.
My hands are tied. If you get them to change my orders, I will go

a
s far as they permit me to. You got my letter telling you that I

would like to tell you the works.
Mr. MITCHELL. I am not asking you about your hands being tied.I will take care of the Army a little later on that matter.
Mr. MACHRowICZ. I think, Mr. Chairman, we have agreed that we
are going to close the hearings this afternoon.
General BISSELL. Let me finish the last entry here, if I may. “Colo
nel Taylor came in to bid me good-bye.” He was the General Telford'" who was Chief Justice Jackson's No. 2 man and who did theWOr

Mr. MITCHELL. On the secondary crimes?
General BIssELL. That is right.
Mr. MITCHELL. He had nothing to do with the first crimes?
General BIssELL. No. He is the man to whom I said in my testi
mony I sent the Polish-London Katyn report.
Mr. MITCHELL. And you sent that to him when you were a military
attaché?
General BISSELL. In London.
Mr. MITCHELL. In 1946 and 1947?
General BISSELL. Yes, when it came to me the first time.
Mr. MITCHELL. That was long after the Katyn case was heard in

Nuremberg because it was heard in Nuremberg on July 1 and July 2.

General BISSELL. At that particular time and until I came here, I

think in June, I didn’t know the sequence in which trials were held
except from what I noticed from personal observation in being present

a
t

the Nuremberg trial when the main trials were on and the major
criminals were in the box. I think I mentioned that in my testimony.
Mr.
Macimowicz Has this

anything to do with the Van Vliet
report?'MITCHELL. No, sir. General Bissell just wanted to clarify therecord.

General BissELL. I wanted to get clear everything which was di
rectly o

r indirectly related.
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Mr. MITCHELL. General, I would like to go back to this specific
uestion again. Did you or did you not talk to a higher authority in
the War Department or in the Army or anywhere else about the Van
Vliet report and its contents?
General BissELL. I repeat, as I did in my previous testimony, I did
not recall doing so.
Mr. PUCINsk I. General, the question has come up—we have dealt
with this Van Vliet report, and we know that you were a very busy
man at that time and that you still had the conquest of Japan in
mind. Exactly how important at that time was the Van Vliet report
to vou ?
General BissELL. Van Vliet stated that his second report is exactly,
as he remembers it

,

like the first one. I am quite sure that the state
ment appears in both o

f

them that he had not, in his whole observa
tion, a single factor that in itself was positive evidence, but rather
that it was based on what he saw in people's faces, what he observed
at the graves, what they hadd' terward, and the conclusions
reached by them. It was on that basis that he had reached his con
clusion, and then he stated something which was a conclusion after
he had said that he had no fact of evidence to establish it.
Mr. MACHRowicz. Now, General. We are going into something
which is unnecessary, but I would like to correct you. He didn't say
anything about the fact that he judged this from the looks that he
saw on people's faces.
General BissELL. May I read that paragraph?
Mr. MACHRow ICz. I don’t remember that.
General BissELL. I will be glad to explain it. I think it is in the
War Department release. I believe I have a copy of that here.
Mr. MITCHELL. I think you will find h

e

stressed the boots more
than anything else.
Mr. MACHRow ICz. He stressed the conditions of the bodies.
General BissELL. Just le

t

me read this, and I think I can clear it up.
He says, “I have thought about this a lot in the past 7 years and
freely admit that there was never presented to me any single piece o

f

evidence that could be taken a
s absolute proof, but the sum of the cir

cumstantial evidence, impressions formed at the time o
f looking at the

raves, what I saw in people's faces, all forces the conclusion that
ussia did it.”
Mr. PUCINSKI. Well, General, you didn't answer my question. The

£". was this: What value did you personally, as G-2 of the Unitedtates Army, place on this particular document that Van Vliet dic
tated and signed?
General BissELL. That by itself was not evidence. Combined with
other things, which would probably b

e in the State Department, it

would probably b
e very important and therefore should be gotten to

the State Department. It was a matter, I felt, that would involve War
Crimes, and should b

e gotten to War Crimes. If it went to the State
Department, they had a section that dealt with war crimes. I could
have short-cut it direct to War Crimes, but my intention was to get

it to the State Department first.
Mr. PUCINSKI. But you did place enough significance and impor
tance on this document to—
General BIssELL. What is that?

93744–52–pt. 7–32
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Mr. PUCINSKI. You did place enough significance and importance
on this document, the Van Vliet report, to, one, get a special secre
tary to take the dictation and have her destroy the notes.
eneral BIssELL. No, I would like to clear that up.
Mr. PUCINSKI. All right.
General BISSELL. If Van Vliet had come back, as he should have,
under orders, like all returning prisoners of war, he would have gone
up to Colonel Lantaff and he would have been assigned to the Cap
tured Prisoners Personnel, Matériel section. Now, there he would
have gone to the American or Allied subsection. There was also a
foreign section that handled foreign prisoners of war.
If he had gone there, he would have found people specializing in
just that sort of thing, and he would have been one of a number of
cases. His was a more important one. There he would have met the
same girl that took his dictation up in my office, a girl who was fa
miliar with that kind of work.
Now, he didn’t come in that way. He came to my office, and he
insisted on seeing me. I had no objection. I didn’t know he was there
until I got to the office. -

Chairman MADDEN. Didn’t you testify to this before?
General BISSELL. Sir?
Chairman MADDEN. Didn't you testify to this before?
General BIssELL. Yes, I did testify to it. Now, that is the only
reason that I called for a secretary from the CPM section. That was
the only branch that knew about it

.

Mr. PUCINSKI. General, the only thing I am trying to get from you
now is this: You must keep in mind that the staff of# committee has
spent a lot o

f

time looking for this Van Vliet report.
General BISSELL. So have I.

Mr. PUCINSKI. Because this staff considers the Wan Vliet report
very, very important in the Katyn story. Now, we want to find out
from you now whether o

r

not you share with u
s that same opinion.

Was it a very important document at that time?
General BISSELL. It was very important at the time because the con
sensus o

f expressed opinion was that the Germans had done it
,

and
here was something on the other side.
Mr. MITCHELL. W' didn’t you order a study of it?
Chairman MADDEN. Wait a minute. Let the witness complete his
anSWer".

Mr. MITCHELL. Well, I was going to ask him why he didn't order a

study o
f
it
.

Chairman MADDEN. Don’t interrupt the witness. Go ahead.
General BISSELL. I felt that under those circumstances—there had
been this previous announcement b

y

the Germans accusing the Rus
sians, and a

n

announcement b
y

the Russians accusing the Germans.
Therefore it ought to go over to where all o

f

this information would
go, which would be the State Department.
Mr. MACHRowicz. I think the general has already stated at least

a dozen, times that he considered it so important that he labeled it

“top secret” and that he still considers it important.
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Mr. MITCHELL. You heard the general himself testify this after
noon that he had all kinds of specialists. He had a whole file of miss
ing Polish officers. He had a file on Katyn handled by Colonel Yeaton.
didn't the general ask some member of his staff to make up a£, on this to determine one way or the other?

Mr. O'KoNSKI. That leads to a question I want to ask.
Mr. MITCHELL. Wait a minute. He hasn't answered that one. Why
didn't you do that?
General BIssELL. This particular matter would not have been one
that would have gone to the specialists under any consideration.
Mr. MITCHELL. You had political specialists there.
General BissELL. Yes. $'. wait, you have to get set here. If
thismaterial had come through the mail, it would probably have gone
to CPM, right where the girl came from who took the dictation. If
it had come in there unlabled and if a relatively new person in G-2,
someone with only 30 days of experience had handled it

,
h
e might have

sent it to either one o
f

two specialists. He might have said, “Well, this

is a Russian thing,” o
r

h
e might have said, “It is a Polish thing,” or

h
e might have said, “It is a German thing.” So it could have gone to

a German specialist o
r
a Russian specialist o
r
a Polish specialist—the

Russian and the Polish specialists were together every day, the two o
f

them.

If it had gone down there, they would have checked it, and Van
Vliet wouldn't have gotten through so quickly. They would have
been o

n

the lookout, and they would have gone over it with Van Vliet,
and they would have checked it

,

and I would have received some re
ports on it

. It would have been in G-2 for a long time.
Mr. MITCHELL. Why didn't you send Van Vliet to your Russian
specialists?
General BIssELL. Because I felt that the Van Vliet situation was
such that I had to make a decision as to whether it was better for the
man in his then condition to get this out o

f

his system, which he was
certainly anxious and eager to do, o

r
to send him down and let him

go through the mill or to send him to Walter Reed and see if he was
physically all right to testify before we put him o

n

the griddle.
Although I had met him and knew that he was tired, I also knew
that he was so full of this that there was no doubt to me but that he
would d

o

the best job if I were to let him make his statement and get

it off his chest and then get him on to his home, as he wished; and I

did that. I am human, and I knew h
e

had been in a prison camp.
Mr. MITCHELL. So am I. Why didn’t you then turn over the Van
Vliet report to McKellar or to Yeaton, who had both been military
attachés in Moscow?
General BIssELL. Because anything that would have been in their
files would have been in the State Department files. Therefore, send
ing this to the State Department gave them the same opportunity.
Also the State Department had primary interest in political matters,
not the Army.
Mr. MITCHELL. Why didn't you make an extra copy then for your
own files?
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General BISSELL. I told you the details of the making of the copies
and exactly why there was not a second one made. That is all covered
in my testimony and sworn to.
Mr. O’KoNSKI. General, to cut this short, let me ask you one ques
tion. Let's be realistic about this.
General BISSELL. Sir?
Mr. O'KoNSKI. To shorten this, let me ask you this: Let's be realistic
about this. Even if the Russians had admitted that they had com
mitted the crime of Katyn, the policy which your branch of the service
followed and the policy which our State Department and our Defense
Department followed would have been the same because we were
having a policy of not doing anything at that time to arouse the ire of
Russia. Isn’t that correct?
General BIssELL. Well, studying it would not have aroused their
ire. Only publicity would have aroused their ire. As long as you
kept it within Government services, that would not have influenced
that particular part of it

.

Mr. O’KONSKI. Then let me ask you this question: If you had
handled the Van Vliet or the Katyn incident in accordance with the
expressed views and hopes o

f

the higher-ups above you, you certainly
would have heard about it

,

would you not, General?
General BISSELL. Well, let's get this straight. I wasn’t actuated or

induced to d
o anything from fear o
f reprisal. That kind o
f

man is

no good in a key job in the War Department. You have got to have
somebody who will act on his own responsibility, knowing the chief’s
olicies.D

Mr. O'KONSKI. That isn’t what Imeant. What Imean is this: You,

in handling the Katyn matter in the way that you did, felt that you
were carrying out your duties and responsibilities under your oath
and your commander in chief in implementing the foreign policy in
existence at that time?
General BIssELL. As I understood it at that minute with the facts
available then. ,

Mr. O'KoNSKI. That is right. This is the basis o
f

the whole story.
Now, I have one other question. Knowing what you do now about
the Katyn matter and the terrible price that we are paying for that
policy o

f appeasement, do you think that it was a wise policy? I am
asking just for a conjecture o

n your part.
-

Considering how the matter was handled a
t

the time, do you think
ou would handle it in the same manner as it was handled at that time
owing what you know now?
General BIssELL. With the facts o

f
7 years’ experience with the

Russians, I certainly would not. There is no doubt about that.
Mr. O’KoNSKI. Thank you.
General BIssELL. But you wouldn’t have had the same kind o

f thing

7 years later. That is an impossible question to answer, but I think

I know what you are driving at.
With all the knowledge o
f

all o
f

the changes that have developed
since—sure we will do whatever we can now to get our story to the
people o
f

America and to the people o
f

the world. We have to.
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Mr. PUCINski. General, I wonder if I can just read one paragraph
from your previous testimony. When you testified before this com
mittee on June 3, you said:
What becomes important is a matter of history and development. No one
suspected that this one thing
meaning the Van Vliet report—
would be of anything like international significance.

Mr. Machrowicz at that time asked you:
Did you say you recognized the importance of the document?

You replied at that time—and this is at page 78 of the written
transcript:
Yes; I did. You bet, but not the kind of significance it has in today's world
because nobody could have foreseen the situation that we have today.

Mr. MACHRowicz. Did you say the very same thing today, that is
,

that you did consider it important?
General BissELL. I certainly did consider it important.
Mr. PUCINSKI. May I ask you this, General: You heard Mr. Holmes
and Mr. Lyon?
General BissELL. Yes.
Mr. PUCINSKI. We discussed this matter with you at frequent in
tervals. Are you satisfied, General
General BissELL. What do you mean when you say that you dis
cussed it with me at frequent intervals? -

Mr. PUCINSKI. I think Mr. Mitchell
General BissELL. We have never talked off the record.
Mr. PUCINSKI. No.
General BissELL. On any o

f

these things. He has never asked my
V1eVVS.

Mr. MITCHELL. You and I have never talked.
General BissELL. That is right. It has only been administrative.
Now, let's not get anything wrong.
Mr. PUCINSKI. In the light of everything that has been presented
here, the testimony o

f Mr. Holmes and the testimony o
f

Mr. Lyon,
together with the letters o

f transmittal, and your own doubt as to

whether o
r

not you sent it to the State Department, are you today
satisfied in your own mind that this report did not go to the State
Department?

eneral BissELL. I am more strongly of the belief that it did go
there because o

f

what Mr. Holmes showed you yesterday. He an
swered a letter saying that they didn't have a certain report that they
had had for a year. Now, I believe that because you have the evidence
on it

.

He had already said in writing to me, speaking for the Secre* and as his assistant, that it wasn't in the State Department.expressed to you a doubt about that, and you wanted to know
what was the significance. The significance was, as I said, that I£ think they would have stopped going after it if they didn'tave it.
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Well, I was right. They had it. It did bring out that the Van
Vliet report was there for the first time for sure.
Now, they had known it before, but that was the first time that—
and it confirmed Van Vliet's statements, not his conclusions.

It confirmed that he would never talk to anybody until he got to his
own people in a neutral country o

r

his home.
Now, I wish I had gotten my teeth into that.
Mr. O'KoRSKI. I have just one short question.
General, did the State Department ever show you any real interest

in the Katyn massacre? Did they ever ask you for information re
garding the Katynmatter?
General BIssELL. No. I am sorry; I think I didn’t follow you.
Suppose I made a mistake. Make the assumption that I didn’t send

it
. Why didn’t they come back on that letter?

You asked Mr. Lyon why he didn’t check back. A check had been
made in one office, but there were a lot o

f

offices where the paper
might have gone in the State Department. It had been processed
there for 5 days less than 2 months.
You asked him about one office. Why didn’t he check in others?
Mr. O’KonsKI. In other words, they were not very interested?
General BISSELL. They might have been interested, but had a policy.
Mr. O’KonsKI. At that time, as you know now, they had more
information than you had.
General BISSELL. I know, because you brought out one document
here that I never saw before.
Mr. MACHRowICz. I have only one question to ask, and that is be
cause a statement has been made which contradicts the record, and I

think you want to correct it because I think it is important. It has
no direct bearing on the Katyn massacre, but was a statement that you
made this afternoon.
At the time the Yalta Conference was being discussed, you said that
we paid a terrible price to Russia in terms o

f

territorial concessions.I think that what you wanted to say was not that we were paying a
heavy price for territorial concessions, but that they were asking our
ally, Poland, to pay a heavy price in territorial concessions, even
though they were not invited to Yalta, because actually we made no
territorial concessions; did we?
General BIssELL. She got no part o

f

the United States, but if you
think that passing the Kurile Islands to Russia wasn’t a territorial
concession—that backs right up againstus—
Mr. MACHRowicz. The one big territorial concession was turning
Poland over to Russia; wasn’t it?
General BIssELL. History will have to write which will be the more
important one. Poland will rise again if Russia doesn’t swallow the
world. Poland always will.
Mr. DoNDERO. How about Manchuria, which had belonged to China?
General BissELL. I don’t think that is going to prove to be the most
important. Poland can rise again if communism doesn’t swallow the
world. Poland has that kind o
f people.
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Mr. PUCINski. General, as a summation of our effort to find this
report, it is still your conclusion today that the State Department got
the Van Vliet report as far as you know?
General BissELL. I still have the same reasons to believe it went
there and stronger ones.
Chairman MADDEN. Are we going back over that again?
Mr. MACHRowicz. If you ask him that 10 more times, the answer
will be the same.
Am I right, General?
General BissELL. I will tell the truth every time you ask me.
Mr. PUCINsKI. Would you like to finish that statement for the
record, General?
General BissELL. I don't know where I was.
Mr. PUCINsKI. I had asked you if it is your contention today in
finality that the State Department received the Van Vliet report from
you?
General BissELL. I have never said they received it. I said I had
reason to believe it did, and I stated the reasons. How can I know
whether they received it?
Mr. PUCINSKI. All right.
Mr. MACHRowicz. That is the answer you will always give?
General BIssELL. Yes.
Mr. SHEEHAN. Mr. Chairman, I have a couple of questions.
General BIssELL. If I may, I would like to introduce at this time
three papers which I think the committee would be interested in. -

Chairman MADDEN. Congressman Sheehan has a couple o
f ques

tions.
Mr. SHEEHAN. You stated earlier in your testimony, General, that
one o

f

the reasons you were following this line o
f

action was because
you had received your orders from President Roosevelt and he had
shown you the Yalta agreement
General BIssELL. President Roosevelt never showed me the Yalta
agreement. I had seen the Yalta agreement.
Mr. SHEEHAN. You had seen it?
General BIssELL. Yes. President Roosevelt never showed it to me.
Mr. SHEEHAN. You had seen the Yalta agreement in which they

# : up the provisions for forming the United Nations; is thatright
General BIssELL. I will have to look at it. That wasn't one of the
conclusions I outlined here. -

Mr. SHEEHAN. It is in there.
General BIssELL. All right.
Mr. SHEEHAN. I was wondering whether when you looked at the
Van Vliet report you may have thought about how it might have
affected the formation of the United Nations and whether that was

in your mind.
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General BIssELL. Certainly, the United Nations were very close to
me for several reasons. They took my best secretary away, and you
miss a thing like that, and I was hot about it.

Mr. MITCHELL. Wait a minute. I want to correct that one.
Chairman MADDEN. Correct it after he gets through. Give the wit
ness the privilege o

f answering the question.
Mr. MITCHELL. All right.
General BISSELL. Thank you, sir.
Chairman MADDEN. Go ahead.
General BIssELL. My secretary was going to Yalta. I would much
rather have had her in my office. I needed her and hated to give her
up. But that is chicken feed. That is the sort o

f thing you have in

front o
f you when somebody else is doing good work.

But I also knew the importance of the thing, and months before the
United Nations got into the form o

f
a final draft, a draft passed over

my desk and I was asked to comment on it. I knew about this thing
long months before and had a good background in what was going on

in the United States in those days as far as the fields in which I was
interested, that is

,

intelligence, bore any influence.
Mr. SHEEHAN. In other words, in your opinion, if the Van Vliet
report, which its conclusions had become public property at that time,
would it or would it not have had any£ on the formation of the
United Nations?

-

General BISSELL. I don’t think the Russians would have sat down
the first time if that had come out. They would have gotten mad just
like when you all asked them for some help.
Mr. SHEEHAN. That is all.
Chairman MADDEN. Are there any further questions?
General BISSELL. May I introduce these three papers?
Chairman MADDEN. Proceed. What are they? How voluminous
are they?

General BISSELL. You don’t have to read these if you don’t want to.
There have been inferences that I jumped over my boss' head and
should have gone through him. I would like to submit these docu
ments which deal with two o

f

the three Distinguished Service Medals
that were awarded me as G-2 and which recite why for the period
covered by these particular citations. -

I would like to have the originals back, if I may. I would also like

to put into the record something that has previously been restricted,

a decoration from the Polish Government in exile awarded to me on
the day before Van Vliet came into my office. It was restricted until
yesterday o

r

the day before.
Mr. DONDERO. I do not want to object to this, but I think you are
famous enough without those three.
General BISSELL. I am not famous at all.
Mr. PUCINSKI. Mr. Chairman, these three letters will become group
exhibit No. 40.
Chairman MADDEN. Without objection, group exhibit No. 40 will
be admitted into evidence.
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The document referred towas marked for identification as “Group
Exhibit No.40” and are as follows:)

ExHIBIT 40–GENERAL BIssELL's CoMMENDATIoNs

KANCLERZ ORDERU
ODRODZENIA POLSKI

stwierdza
że

PREZYDENT RZECZYPOSPOLITEJ
dekretem z dnia

18-go lI A J A l 9 4 5 roku
zaliczył

MIA J O R . G E M E R A L C L A Y T 0 II L. B I S S E 1, 1,

w poczet

Kawalerów Orderu
Odrodzenia Polski
nadając Mu odznahi

K R 2 Y 2 A K 0 M -A MI D 0 R S K I E G 0
tego orderu

KANCER
Gee-e- 4w

e z z
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CITATION FOR DISTINGUISHED SERVICE MEDAL
(Oak Leaf Cluster)

Major General Clayton Bissell performed outstanding services
as Assistant Chief of Staff, G-2, War Department General Staff,
from February 1944 to September 1945. He displayed vigorous
leadership in reorganizing the G-2 Division on a highly practical
basis to provide the General Staff and the combat theaters with
operational intelligence of great value. By integrating special
communications with the dissemination of operational intelligence,
he made possible a quicker, more effective use of intelligence by
all theater commanders. Through a keen appreciation of the
relationship between intelligence activities and combat operations,
he contributed materially to the successful prosecution of the war.
His repeated contacts with all theater commanders, air for ce
commanders and Allied intelligence activities brought about a
mutual understanding and confidence which resulted in better
coordination and integration of Allied and American military
intelligence. He was at all times available for counsel and advice
to other staff sections and was extremely helpful to them in their
work. His aid in evolving broad policies proved of high value to
the Chief of Staff at various international conferences. As War
Department representative on United States Joint Security Control
he was responsible in large measure for the success attained by
both the United States Joint Security Control and the Combined
Security Control organizations in maintaining security of infor
mation and in developing and executing the War Department’s stra
tegic deception responsibilities. By his dynamic ability to
integrate intelligence activities and apply them quickly and
directly to the ever-changing global situation, General B is sell
performed noteworthy services for the United States.
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WAR DEPARTMENT

THE ADJUTANT GENERAL's OFFICE--- to:
wasHino Ton 2s.,D.C.

CITATION FOR DISTINGUISHED SERVICE MEDAL
(2nd Oak Leaf Cluster)

Major General Clayton Bissell performed services of
the utmost importance as Assistant Chief of Staff, G-2, War
Department General Staff, from September 1945 to January
1946. Envisioning the Military Intelligence Division as a vital
link in any national intelligence agency of the future, at the
conclusion of thewar with Japan he vigorously applied himself
to reorganizing the division for peacetime. His keen
appreciation of intelligence capabilities,foresightedness,
leadership and ability to discharge great responsibilities
successfully bridged the gap between a large, complex in
telligence organization geared to the problems of war and
that of an effective machine prepared for post-war eventuali
ties. His sound and timely advice to the Secretary of War and
the Chief of Staff on intelligence and allied problems was
extremely helpful in the formulation of broad policies of
far-reaching effect on the military establishment.
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was rearner*** ****

Chairman MADDEN. Are there any further questions?
Mr. O’KonsKI. I have just one comment.
General, if you had acted any differently it would not have done
any good, because you would have been overruled anyhow.
*eneral BIssELL. It never entered my mind to do it any other way
than the way I did do it, so I don’t know what would have happened.
Chairman MADDEN. General, we want to thank you for your testi
mony here this afternoon.
General BissELL. May I take this opportunity to thank the com
mittee and its counsel for the fairness with which they treated me. I
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think they wished to get at the bottom of the matter, and yet they have
been courteous and gentlemen. I like it.

Mr. MACHRowicz. Mr. Chairman, before we close the testimony, I

have a matter to bring up.
Mr Sheehan has received information regarding a witness which I

think is very important. If we conclude # hearings today, I think

it should b
e

done with the understanding that depositions will be

taken o
f

this witness and made a part o
f

the record. Depositions can
be taken in the next 2 or 3 days.

I would rather not reveal the name, but he is a witness who will
testify a

s to whether o
r

not the broadcasts were censored with relation

to the Katyn incident.
Chairman MADDEN Do you want this admitted in evidence?
Mr. MACHRowicz. No. I think we should take a deposition.
Mr. DoNDERO. My comment is this: It would seem to b

e merely
cumulative, and there are volumes o

f
it in the record now. It is

mounting a little higher, but I cannot see any motive to be served.
Chairman MADDEN. The counsel will analyze the letter and get an

affidavit after consulting with the chairman.

-

Mr. SHEEHAN. Let me say for the record, Mr. Chairman, that letter

is from the chap who is head of one big broadcasting unit of one o
f

the
big broadcasting chains. He states that he was head o

f
one o

f

the big
broadcasting chains, o

f

the foreign short-wave section, and h
e

was
given information o

r

directions b
y

the Office o
f War Information to

play down, not to mention Katyn a
t

all. He tells us where he can get
the evidence where the communications came from, from the Office o

f

War Information. That is important.

If that is so, Mr. Cranston and Mr. Elmer Davis and all of them' been telling stories. If it is not true, then it won't even be inthere.

Chairman MADDEN. We will get his testimony, then.
This closes the testimony o

f

the Katyn hearings. We started the
testimony in October 1951, and when Congress convened this last
spring, we held hearings in Washington and Chicago.
Afterward, we held hearings in London, England, and Frankfurt,
Germany.

I want to thank the members of the committee, and the staff, for
their diligence and their outstanding work in this arduous task, be
cause when we started the work o

f

the committee we were indeed
pioneering.
When this resolution appeared before the Rules Committee and
when it appeared before the Congress we had very little to work on.
There were very few Members o

f Congress that had any recollection o
f

the Katyn massacre.
But, nevertheless, to the credit o

f Congress, they approved our
resolution and gave this committee authority to act. They also gave

u
s authority, under another resolution, to g
o

to England and Europe

to take evidence, for which we are very grateful.
The committee also desires to express deep appreciation to all other
individuals who cooperated in the work o
f

this committee in investi
gating the Katyn massacre. We especially want to commend the
Acting Secretary o
f

State for Congressional Affairs, Mr. Ben H.
Brown, Jr., also former War Department Counselor Francis Shackel
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ford, and the present War Department counselor, Mr. B. A. Monahan,
for their cooperation.
We also wish to thank the chairman of the Banking and Currency
Committee. We owe him deep gratitude for allowing us to use this
hearing room.
We also wish to thank the Members of the House Banking and
Currency Committee staff, who deserve commendation, Mr. William
J. Callahan, clerk, and Miss Helen Ryan.
We also wish to thank especially the members of the press for their
diligent and honest reporting of the proceedings of the committee, who
have covered the hearings here especially this week, and who, in ac
cordance with the American tradition, presented all sides of the Katyn
question to the American people.
Now, as the members of the committee know, and the press knows,
this testimony is what the committee decided would be the second
phase of the hearings. We filed our interim report before Congress
adjourned in July, which recorded the findings of the committee as to
the guilt of the nation that committed the massacre.
By agreement of the committee it was decided to hold hearings reg:
the disappearance of the files pertaining to the Katyn massacre

at the present hearings. The final report will be prepared by the com
mittee, and it is the hope of the committee that we will get this final
report filed at the earliest possible time.
Itmust be filed before December 31 of this year.I wish to thank again the members of the committee and the staff
for their cooperation.
Mr. DONDERO. Might I make a statement here, Mr. Chairman?
Chairman MADDEN. Certainly, Mr. Dondero.
Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Chairman, as the ranking Republican member
of this committee, I want to express, on their behalf and my own, our
complete satisfaction with your fairness and justice, your patience
and tolerance all through the hearings, both here in America and in
England and Germany.
You have conducted the hearings with great ability, with com
petence and, I think, with justice at all times uppermost in your mind
and fairness for everybody involved.
I just want the Congress to know we appreciate the work you have
done. I think you have done a fine job in discharging your duty and
responsibility in a very creditable way.
Mr. O'KONSKI. I want to second that.
Mr. SHEEHAN. I join with my colleagues.
Mr. MACHRow ICZ. So will I.
Chairman MADDEN. Thank you.
The committee is adjourned.
(Thereupon, at 3:45 p.m., the hearing was adjourned.)
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ExHIBIT 37–ExCERPT of House UN-AMERICAN ACTIVITIES CoMMITTEE HEARING
(FILE IN APPENDIX I

Date: November 13, 1952.
Subject: United World Federalists, Inc.
Public records, files, and publications of the Committee on Un-American Activi
ties contain the following information concerning the organization known as
United World Federalists, Inc. :
The Washington, D.C., Evening Star reported in an article in the April 4, 1947,
issue (p. A-16) that the United World Federalists was formed in a merger of
Americans United for World Government, World Federalists, Student Federal
ists, Massachusetts Committee for World Federation, and World Citizens of
Georgia. Neither the United World Federalists, Inc., nor any of the organizations
which merged to form it has ever been investigated by the Committee on
Un-American Activities or cited as a Communist-front organization by any
official government agency.
A folder published by the New York State branch of the United World Federal
ists shows that this group is a member of the World Movement for World Federal
Government, “an international coordinating association with member organiza
tions in the following countries: Australia, Austria, Belgium, France, Germany,
Great Britain, India, Italy, Luxembourg, Netherlands, New Zealand, South Africa,
Sweden, Switzerland. United States of America.”
In the issue of Newsweek magazine dated October 18, 1948 (p. 36), the United
World Federalists, Inc., was described as “the nation's biggest world-government
group * * *.”
The Washington representative of the United World Federalists, Inc., has
offered the full cooperation of his group to this Committee at any time it might
become necessary.
The following excerpts are from articles appearing in Communist literature
regarding such organizations as United World Federalists and are being set forth
herein merely for informative purposes:
A feature article in the Worker for March 19, 1950 (p. 5, magazine section), is
entitled “The World Government Plan” by Frieda F. Halpern. She says: “The
slogan for “world government, whatever it may mean to many honest advocates
of peace, is, in reality, but a reflection in the area of political ideology of the
aspirations of American foreign policy to dominate the world. This slogan, with
its promise of a peaceful world, represents, in reality, a movement toward Amer
ican world empire. How can a slogan, which has rallied thousands who reject
the concept of American imperialism, be at the same time for peace and for world
empire? The key to this seeming riddle is to be found, not in the membership
of the ‘world government' organizations but in their sponsorship. There, among
the sponsors, one will find as fine a collection of the monopolists, military men,
and anti-Soviet careerists as can be found anywhere, together with university
presidents, National Democratic and Republican Committeemen, and church
men, the whole adding up to a sponsorship both very “respectable' and most
obviously nonradical. The ‘world government’ movement in the United States
is sponsored by a number of organizations, each with its own particular form
of ‘world government and each having Russia on the brain.” Among the organ
izations listed for condemnation in this article is “The United World Federalists.”
The Cominform organ, For a Lasting Peace, For a People's Democracy, for
April 7, 1950, carries an article entitled “Struggle of Communist Parties Against
Bouregois Ideology” from which we quite:
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“American imperialists, together with the bourgeoisie and the Right Socialists
in the Marshallized countries are trampling ever more cynically and Openly upon
the national sentiments of peoples, and oppose the idea of national SOVereignty.
They seek to poison the working class with the venom of cosmopolitanism to
make it submit to the rule of American monopolists.”
The following is quoted from the July 1949 issue of Political Affairs, theoretical
organ of the Communist Party, USA, which reprinted this article from the MOS
cow New Times of April 6, 1949 (No. 15), by A. Leontyev :
“False chatter of a universal culture and science, of a ‘world government,’
of a United States of Europe and even of the whole world, serves in practice as a
Screen for the dissemination and propagation of Slavish Crawling before the Venal
science of the dollar and decaying bourgeois culture, belief in the charlatan myths
about the vaunted ‘American way of life, receptivity to any blackmail of piratical
Wall Street diplomacy” (p. 64).
According to the Washington Post of November 23, 1949 (p. 4), Dr. Harold C.
Urey, atomic physicist, announced his resignation as a director of the United
World Federalists on the ground that he could not agree with the Organization’s
Stand On RuSSia.
An undated letterhead of the United World Federalists, Inc., 7 East 12th Street,
New York 3, New York, which was received for files on September 29, 1950, lists
the following officers of the organization:

President: Alan CranSton.
Chairman Executive Council : A. J. G. Priest.
Chairman Executive Committee: Cord Meyer, Jr.
Vice Presidents:

Cass Canfield, Chairman of the Board, Harper & Brothers.
Greenville Clark, Lawyer.
Norman Cousins, Editor, Saturday Review of Literature.
Hon. William O. Douglas, Associate Justice, U. S. Supreme Court.
Mrs. J. Borden Harriman, Former U. S. Minister to Norway.
W.T. Holliday, Chairman of the Board, Standard Oil Co. of Ohio.
George H. Olmsted, Chairman of the Board, Hawkeye Casualty Co.
Walter P. Reuther, President, United Automobile Workers.
Robert E. Sherwood, Author, Playwright.
Raymond Swing, Radio News Commentator.

Financial Vice President: Joseph U. Milward.
Program Vice President: Vernon Nash.
Secretary: J. A. Migel.
Treasurer: Duncan M. Spencer, Chairman of the Board, Fiduciary Trust Co.
Counsel ; Abraham Wilson.
Assistants to the President:
Robert J. Walker.
Mrs. Marion Etcheverry.

Executive Director: Mrs. J. Donald Duncan.
Field Director : Edward W. McVitty.
Legislative Director: Jerome Spingarn.
Public Relations Director : Richard Strouse.
Organization Liaison: Harden L. Crawford.

Public records, files, and publications of the Committee contain the following
information concerning persons listed above: (There is no information reflected
in the said records regarding the other named officers.)
Alan Cranston,

In a speech before the House of Representatives, November 4, 1943, the Hon
orable Fred E. Busbey identified Alan Cranston as Chief of the Foreign Language
Division of OWI. Mr. Busbey further stated that an article by Alan Cranston
which appeared in Common Ground in the summer of 1941 opposed the “alien
registration bill, which in the minds of many was a very necessary war measure.
He came out in support of the Communist, Harry Bridges. His article, in many
respects, parallels the program of the Communist Party” (Congressional Record,
November 4, 1943).
On February 18, 1944, Mr. Busbey again referred to Alan Cranston in a speech
before the House; he quoted from testimony of David Karr before the Special
Committee on Un-American Activities, April 6, 1943, in which Karr claimed that
Alan Cranston sponsored him for the position of senior liaison officer in the
Office of Facts and Figures. In the same Sworn testimony, Mr. Karr identified
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himself to the Committee as having been a writer for the Communist publication,
the Daily Worker, and for Equality, a Communist-front publication.
The name of Alan Cranston appears in a Study and Investigation of the Federal
Communications Commission by the Select Committee To Investigate the F.C. C.,
House of Representatives, 1943.
It should be further noted that, according to the New York Times of February
26, 1950, page 7, Alan Cranston, president of the United World Federalists, Inc.,
denied a charge that his organization “stinks of Communist government” and
stated that Communists are barred from membership in his organization.

Norman Cousins
In an article which appeared in the Communist Daily Worker of January 13,
1948, it was reported that “Thirty-five well-known authors, editors, clergymen,
and other public figures today called on the new Federal employees Loyalty
Review Board to prevent injustices to individuals in the Government's Loyalty
check.” Norman Cousins was one of those who signed the letter, addressed to
Seth W. Richardson, Board Chairman. This article also appeared in the New
York Times on the preceding day, January 12, 1948 (p. 10).
In the report of the Committee on Un-American Activities entitled, “Review of
the Scientific and Cultural Conference for World Peace,” dated April 19, 1949,
on page13, we find the following in reference to the speech of Norman Cousins
before that organization:
“In answer to this totalitarian philosophy of dragooning culture, Norman
Cousins, editor of the Saturday Review of Literature, declared amid a great deal
of hissing and booing, that: ‘democracy must mean intellectual freedom, that it
must protect the individual against the right of the state to draw political and
cultural blueprints for its painters and writers and composers to castigate them,
or to enter into those matters of the mind in which the individual is sovereign.’”

Mrs. J. Borden Harriman
The Call to the Congress of American-Soviet Friendship shows Mrs. Borden
Harriman as a sponsor of the Congress held November 6–8, 1943 under the au
spices of the National Council of American-Soviet Friendship, Inc. (See Call
* * *, p. 4). A letterhead of the National Council of American-Soviet
Friendship, Inc., dated March 13, 1946, named Mrs. J. Borden Harriman as a
sponsor of the organization, as did a memorandum issued by the Council,
March 18, 1946. In 1944, the Special Committee on Un-American Activities
stated: “In recent months, the Communist Party's principal front for all things
Russian has been known as the National Council for American-Soviet Friendship”
(Report 1311, March 29, 1944, p. 156). The organization was listed later as
“subversive” and “Communist” by Attorney General Tom Clark (Letters to
Loyalty Review Board, released December 4, 1947 and September 21, 1948).
Mrs. J. Borden Harriman was one of those who sponsored the United States
participation in the World Youth Festival held in Prague from July 20 to Au
gust 17, 1947, according to the Call to World Youth Festival (p. 3), and the Fact
Sheet of the United States Committee for World Youth Festival, New York City.
The Call to World Youth Festival (p. 3) also shows that the Prague Festival,
1947, was sponsored by the World Federation of Democratic Youth and the In
ternational Union of Students. The World Federation of Democratic Youth
* * * was founded in London in November 1945 by delegates from over 50 na
tions. * * * From the outset the World Federation of Democratic Youth
demonstrated that it was far more interested in serving as a pressure group in
behalf of Soviet foreign policy than it was in the specific problems of inter
national youth. * * * So strong was the Communist domination at the
London conference that it aroused the deepest concern of the English bishops.
(See Report No. 271, Committee on Un-American Activities, April 17, 1947, p.
12–13.)

Walter P. Reuther
In the testimony of John P. Frey, president of the Metal Trades Department
of the American Federation of Labor, given before the Special Committee on
Un-American Activities, August 13, 1938, we find:
“Mr. FREY. These are the two-hundred-and-eighty-odd members of the Com
munist Party who are now or have been on CIO organization payrolls. There
are one or two who have not been on the payroll, but I will call attention to
them.

93744–52–pt. 7–33
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“If if is the committee's desire, I will read all these names and turn them over.
They are all numbered 1’, ‘2’, 3', '4', 5’, and so forth, and I will comment on
those which are of a more interesting or important character * * *
* * * : sk * *
“134. WALTER REUTHER, Detroit, Mich. This fellow is one of the leaders of
the Auto Workers Union and President Martin has preferred charges against
him. He visited Soviet Russia and sent back a letter to this country which
included the following paragraph:

-

“‘Carry on the fight for a Soviet America.’” (Public hearings, vol. 1, pp.
112 and 125.)
“Mr. FREY. * * * There are two disrupting factors in the automobile work
ers at the present time. One consists of the bulk of the membership who very
much resent the Communist control that Was Secured of national Offices. The
other is an internal fight between two factions of the Communist Party. With
that I do not want to deal. All that I desire to call your attention to is a complete
report of their last meeting, which I am submitting—my report of what went
On * * :
“Before the United Automobile Workers Union convention opened in Mil
waukee, the Communist Party members held a fraction meeting or caucus
Wyndham Mortimer, Ed. Hall, Walter Reuther, and about 90 delegates to the
convention who were actual Communist Party members. Also present were
William Weinstone, Michigan secretary of the Communist Party; Jack Stachel,
of New York, * * *” -

Mr. Frey also submitted a report of the Second Annual Convention, United
Automobile Workers of America, from which these excerpts are taken:
“Since Martin controlled a majority of the delegates to the convention, which
he had lined up before the opening day, Lovestone advised a drive to eliminate
the regular Communist Party members in the leadership of the so-called unity
faction, led by Vice Presidents Wyndham Mortimer, of Flint, Mich.; Ed Hall,
of Milwaukee, Wis.; and Walter Reuther, head of the west side local of the
union in Detroit. Lovestone's policy was to eliminate Mortimer, Hall, and
Reuther and thus strengthen the position of the Trotskyist group behind Martin.
There is no question that Martin and Frankensteen, influenced by Lovestone,
were prepared to clean house of the Communist group, and it is equally true that
up to a month before the convention the Mortimer-Hall-Reuther faction was
trying to get rid of President Martin.
* s * * * * s

“When President Martin, much to the surprise of John L. Lewis and the
Mortimer-Hall-Reuther faction, lined up a majority of the delegates to the con
vention, the latter faction was forced to change its policies. As stated before,
the Mortimer-Hall-Reuther faction is Communist-controlled but disguised that
fact by calling themselves the Unity Group, as, under the guise of unity, they
thought they could save their own necks and possibly build a fire under Martin
during the course of the convention.
* * * s * s s
“Mortimer, Hall and Reuther worked closely with Ora Gassaway, a personal
representative of John L. Lewis; Ray Edmundson, president of the Illinois dis
trict of the United Mine Workers and CIO director in that State and David
Dubinsky, president of the International Ladies’ Garment Workers’ Union. On
the evening of August 25, Charles S. Zimmerman, president of the powerful New
York Local No. 22 of the International Ladies' Garment Workers' Union and a
leading Trotskyite and follower of LoveStone, arrived in Milwaukee to use his
influence on Dubinsky.
“On the same day (Wednesday) a load of Communist leaders came from
Chicago, among them Joe Weber, Steel Workers’ Organizing Committee organizer
in South Chicago; Harry Shaw and Jack Johnstone, who had in the interim
returned to Chicago. Upon the arrival of the Chicago group, another Communist
Party caucus was called, to which only the top elements were invited. Those
present were Jack Stachel, Roy Hudson, William Weinstone, Ned Sparks, Wynd
ham Mortimer, Ed Hall, Walter Reuther, and B. K. Gebert * * *.” (Public
Hearings, Vol. 1, pp. 248-251.)
“Mr. FREY. The only material in connection with the Automobile Workers'
Union which I want to file with the committee is a publication known as “The
Great Sit-Down Strike. It was prepared by William Weinstone, who is a member
of the central committee. He has an impressive record. His name is William
Wolf Weinstone, and he is district organizer of district No. 7, Communist Party,
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headquarters, Detroit. He has had direct charge of party activities within theAuto Workers' Union from the b ginning. Among those reporting to him "re
Maurice Sugar, who is the counsel for one group of the auto workers, and hasbeen a candidate for office in Detroit on the Communist ticket; also active with
him are Roy Reuther, Walter Reuther, William Raymond, and Wyndham Morti
mer.” (Public Hearings, Vol.1, p. 255.)
In the testimony of Walter S. Steele, National Republic, Chairman of theAmerican Coalition Committee on National Security, representing various organi
zations, given before the Special Committee on Un-American Activities in publichearings, August 17, 1938, the following reference was made to Walter Reuther:“Among those sending greetings to the Second National Negro Congress
were * * * Walter Reuther, communistic president of Local 174, of the
United Auto Workers Association * * *.” (Public Hearings, Vol. 1, p. 626.)
The National Negro Congress was cited by the Special Committee on UnAmerican Activities as “the Communist-front movement in the United States
among Negroes" in its report dated January 3, 1939 (p. 81); also cited in reportsof January 3, 1940 (p. 9); June 25, 1942 (p. 20); and March 29, 1944 (p. 186);Attorney General Francis Biddle cited the National Negro Congress as “sponsored
and supported by the Communist Party” as shown by the Congressional Record,
September 24, 1942 (pp. 7687 and 7688). Attorney General Tom Clark cited theorganization as “subversive” and “Communist” in letter furnished the Loyalty
Review Board and released to the press by the U. S. Civil Service Commission,
December 4, 1947, and September 21, 1948.
In the testimony of John I). McGillis, Secretary, Detroit Council 305, Knights
of Columbus, given before the Special Committee on Un-American Activitiesin public hearings on October 11, 1938, it was shown that Doctors Lendrum
and Shafarman o

f

Detroit gave physical examinations to members o
f

the Com
munist Party, who were able to pay for such examination, but instead billed
the City of Detroit. These examinations were in connection with recruiting
for Loyalist Spain, and in some cases the doctors “have given them to other
people prominent in communistic activities in Detroit.” Among the latter Mr.McGillis listed “Walter Reuther and his wife; * * *” (Public Hearings,
Vol. 2

, pp. 1239, 1247–1248.)
In the testimony o

f Sgt. Harry Mikuliak, Detroit Police Department, given
before the Special Committee on Un-American Activities in public hearings,
October 12, 1938, the following reference was made to Walter Reuther:“Sergeant Mikuliak: * * * Walter P. Reuther is president of the WestSide Local 174, and he signs this TB test stating that he could not afford to pay
for the examination.” (Public Hearings, Vol. 2, p. 1286.)
(Sergeant Mikuliak's testimony refers to the same matter as that referred

to in the testimony of John D. McGillis quoted above.)
In the testimony of Clyde Morrow, a Ford Motor Co. employee, given in publichearings before the Special Committee on Un-American Activities on October21, 1938, the following reference was made to Walter P

.

Reuther:
“Mr. MoRRow. Mr. Martin, in his haste to get the automobile workers organized, went out and hired Communist members to do it. I think Martinthought he could use them 3 o

r
4 months and get rid of them..#c". And they have gotten to the point where they might get ridor n1nn

“Mr. MoRRow. That is right. They might get rid o
f

Martin the way it looksto me. I hope not.
“The CHAIRMAN. Why cannot the international officers get rid of these men?
“Mr. MoRRow. Here is the set-up in Detroit. I only speak for Detroit because
that is all I know about in Michigan. The international union has fired many
Communist Party organizers. * * * Now, what happens to them when
Martin fires them? We have three or four ‘red locals in Detroit, Local 155,
which is a haven for discharged officers, and when they are discharged by
Martin these ‘red locals immediately hire them as their financial secretaries,

o
r recording secretaries, or organizers. Local 174 is what I would call an old

soldiers' home for discharged Communist Party members whom Martin has
fired. They are immediately taken in by the Communists in charge o

f

their
locals, such as Lloyd Jones and Walter Reuther, and people like that.” (PublicHearings, Vol. 2
,

pp. 1652–1653.)
The following excerpts from the testimony of John M. Barringer, City Manager
and Director o
f Publicity of Flint, Michigan, given in public hearings, October 21,1938, before the Special Committee on Un-American Activities, concern the sit
down strike at the Chevrolet Motor Co., December 3

,

1936:
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“Mr. MOSIER. What part would you say that members of the Communist Party,
Socialist Party, or the left-wing group of the Socialist Party played in that strike?
“Mr. BARRINGER. They played a very prominent part. We came in contact
in every trouble with the Reuther brothers, Travis, and men of that sort.
“Mr. MOSIER. They were men you knew ; and, while you could not prove they
were members of the Communist Party, you knew they were in sympathy with
them.
“Mr. BARRINGER. That is right.” (Public Hearings, Vol. 2, p. 1682.)
In the testimony of J. B. Matthews given before the Special Committee on Un
American Activities in public hearings, November 7, 1938, the following reference
Was made to the Reuther brothers:
“Mr. MATTHEws. * * * I had personal contact with all three of the Reuther
brothers, who have been prominent in the automobile workers union—Walter,
Victor, and Roy. The night that Walter and Victor Reuther sailed for Russia,
many years ago, I had dinner with them and saw them off, and had some contact
With them While they were in Russia and Subsequent to their return. I do not
know what their exact political connections are at the present time. I only know
that their ideology, if I may be permitted to use the word here, is Communist.”
(Public Hearings, Vol. 3, p. 2188.)
In the testimony of Zygmund Dobrzynski, member of the UAW, given before
the Special Committee on Un-American Activities in public hearings, November
14, 1938, the following reference occurred:
“The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Dobrzynski, I believe you were testifying before lunch
with reference to the conferences or conversations you had with Mr. Weinstone.
Did those conversations take place in his office?
“Mr. DOBRZYNSKI. Yes, sir; they took place in the Communist Party head
quarters. * * *
sk * * * * * *
“He also mentioned the Reuther brothers, Victor, Walter, and Roy, as workers
with them. He stated, of course that they were members of the Socialist Party
and not of the Communist Party, but that on certain policies they worked in
conjunction with each other. -

“The CHAIRMAN. You say he mentioned Roy, Victor, and Walter Reuther?
“Mr. DoBRZYNSKI. Yes, sir; as workers with him in the union on certain poli
cies. He stated to me that they were not members of the Communist Party but
were members of the Socialist Party.” (Public Hearings, Vol. 3, pp. 2219–2221.)
A Report of the United States Chamber of Commerce, “Communists Within
the Labor Movement,” Which WaS inserted in the record in connection With the
testimony of Dr. Emerson Schmidt in public hearings before the Committee on
Un-American Activities on March 26, 1947, contains the following reference to
Walter Reuther :
“Gains or even demands made in One sector of the A. F. Of L. Or the CIO
tend to repeat themselves elsewhere. It must be remembered that the labor
movement is intensely political. If non-Communist leaders do not gain as much
as their opponents, they may soon find themselves with an active Communist
opposition in their Own union. The Opposition makes capital of the reasonable
demands of the honest leadership. Hence irresponsibility in labor tends to
become infectious.
“An illustration of this analysis can be found in the policies of Walter Reuther.
In the political struggles of labor, Reuther is considered a leader of the anti
Communist bloc. But at the same time he is head of a union which has a power
ful Communist minority. He faces sabotage not only from this clique but also
from the national headquarters of the CIO. Communist influences there have
persuaded the top leadeship that Reuther is a threat to their positions. As a
result, Reuther faces an alternative: he must either be aggressive or retire in
favor of some Communist dupe. This explains in part the conflict in his public
statements. On the one hand, he may favor increased labor productivity and
decry inflationary wage rises. On the other hand, he makes wage demands
which cannot be other than inflationary.” (Hearings on H. R. 1884 and H. R.
2122, March 24–28, 1947, p. 173.)
Further references to Walter Reuther occur in the Committee's “Hearings
Regarding Communism in Labor Unions” in the public testimony of Leon E
Venne and Walter Petersen on February 27, 1947, as follows:
“Mr. STRIPLING. Just a moment, Mr. Venne. In connection with the strike,
Mr. Chairman, I would like for the record to show the attitude of the now presi
dent of the United Automobile Workers with reference to this local.
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“The CHAIRMAN. What is his name?
“Mr. Striplix G. Walter P. Reuther.
“In a newspaper article which appeared in the Buffalo Courier Express on
August 5, 1941, Walter P. Reuther charged that the Allis-Chalmers local was
‘dominated by political racketeers of Communist stripe. He described a local
248 election as the worst kind of strong-armed political racketeering.'"
- * - - - - -
“Mr. VENNE. * * * I believe that labor, in order to make any of the gains
that labor must make, must clean house, and it doesn't start at the bottom, but
it starts at the top. We seen in Allis-Chalmers today a situation that has come
about through political maneuvering of two people who want the same job
in the United Automobile Workers of America; namely, Walter Reuther and
R. J. Thomas. R. J. Thomas is now using the Allis-Chalmers strike to insure
that at the next convention he will have 87 votes to cast in favor of his presi
dency. R. J. Thomas—I mean R. J. Thomas—belongs to the left-wing bloc in
the international.
While I don't pretend to call him a Communist, he accepts their support.
• - • • • • •

“Mr. VENNE. The international—I mean local 248—is exonerated from paying
per capita tax to the international union while a strike is in progress. On April
29, the day the strike was called, local 248 had 87 votes at the international con
vention; that is, they have a vote for every one of the members. They will still
carry that 87 votes at the convention that is to be held; I believe it is in
September.
“Providing that—I am getting ahead of myself.
“The constitution of the United Auto Workers states that a per capita tax will
be based on a period of 1 year preceding 60 days from the convention date, which
means that, if the strike continues to approximately June 31, then local 248 will
carry 87 votes to support R. J. Thomas in his fight against Walter Reuther;
whereas if the strike was settled, say, today, we will have to figure some months
on an 87 basis and some months at possibly—I would state that if the strike were
settled today the members of local 248 would drop to an all-time low of prob
ably 2,000 to 3,000 on the outside, and probably less.
“The CHAIRMAN. Then, Mr. Wenne, do you mean to imply that the real purpose
of this strike is to determine the national leadership between Reuther and
Thomas?
“Mr. WENNE. I will put it this way, sir: The continuation of this strike—the
continuance of the strike, is due to the—rests on the political angle of—the inter
national fight for the presidency of the U. A. W. of A.”
* * * - * - •

V
“Mr. STRIPLING. Did you hear the testimony of the preceding witness, Mr.
enne?
“Mr. PETERSEN. Yes.

8
“Mr.
startisa. What do

you have to say concerning his testimony about the
7 Votes?
“Mr. PETERSEN. That is right. If the strike is prolonged until June 1947, which
would be about 60 days before the date of the convention, local 248 would still
carry 87 votes * * *; and, if the strike was settled before that, they would
lose, approximately, about 30 votes. * * * -

“Mr. MUNDT. You mean they would lose about 60 votes?
“Mr. PETERSEN. They would lose about 60 votes.
“Mr. STRIPLING. Have you made any effort to oust the Communists—as a
member of good standing?
“Mr. PETERSEN. Yes; we did. We have been in and out of this fight practically
since 1939. In 1941, I had much correspondence with Clare Hoffman. We
already knew about it.
“Mr. STRIPLING. Did you ever communicate with any of the international of
ficers of the union ?
“Mr. PETERSEN. I did.
wi' STRIPLING. Did you communicate with them? Who did you communicateth?
“Mr. PETERSEN. I communicated with Mr. Reuther and Mr. Murray both.
“Mr. STRIPLING. Walter Reuther?
“Mr. PETERSEN. Yes.
* * * * * • •



2338 THE KATYN FOREST MASSACRE

“Mr. STRIPLING. Did you get any response?
“Mr. PETERSEN. We never received any response from them whatsoever.”
* : : ** *k sk *

“Mr. STRIPLING. Were you alone in your petition to Mr. Murray and Mr.
Reuther?
“Mr. PETERSEN. No. This dates back to last September 1946. There was about
four or five of us from our department who got together and talked things over
and we gradually expanded * * *. We decided at last that there was no
way we could beat them but by going on the other side of the fence and with
drawing our support from the union, which we did. There was at that time
about 3,000 of us that went in and more workers came in right along and in the
latter part of November we had repudiation cards printed * * *.
“Mr. STRIPLING. * * * How many members of local 248 signed such a card?
“Mr. PETERSEN. We had approximately—at the time we sent the petition in,
we had 2,600 of those Cards signed.
“Mr. STRIPLING. Where did you send the petition?
“Mr. PETERSEN. We Sent it to Mr. Reuther—One to Mr. Reuther and One to
Mr. Murray.
“Mr. STRIPLING. And you received no reply from them?
“Mr. PETERSEN. We received no reply whatsoever.
* * * * * * s
“Mr. PETERSEN. * * *
“It happened that on December 8, Walter Reuther was in town, was in Mil
waukee, and we made an attempt to contact him. I had tried to contact him all
that day at different points around town. I knew where he was and failed to
make connections. When the rioting happened on this Monday, We put out a
call for a special meeting for that evening * * *.
“During the course of the meeting I stated the fact that Reuther was in town
the day before and failed to notify us or get in touch with us, and I failed to
contact him, and what happened that day out at the plant. We took that for
his answer to our demands.” (Hearings Regarding Communism in Labor
Unions in the United States, February 27, July 23, 24, and 25, 1947, pages
36,48, 51–53.)
It is to be noted that Walter Reuther has been president of the United Auto
Workers since 1938 and that this organization, under the leadership of Walter
Reuther, has for the past few years made a determined effort to rid itself of
Communist Party members who had infiltrated its official family.
It is also noted that Walter P. Reuther was one of the signers of an anti
Communist statement of the organization, Americans for Democratic Action, as
reported in the “ADA World,” June 18, 1947, page 2.
According to its Organizers, the organization known as Americans for Demo
cratic Action was designed to “expand the New Deal social and economic program
at home and support ‘democratic movements based on the Four Freedoms through
the World,’” and the group also rejected “any alliance with totalitarian forces
of the left or right.” (See Washington Evening Star for January 4, 1947, p. A-4.)
Robert E. Sherwood

It is noted that the Worker of December 19, 1948, page M-10, listed Robert E.
Sherwood's book, “Roosevelt and Hopkins,” among the “Best Book Buys for
Holidays.” The Worker is the Sunday edition of the Daily Worker official organ
of the Communist Party.

Raymond Swing

The following references to Raymond Gram Swing are found in the records of
the Committee: -
Raymond Gram Swing was a sponsor of the Soviet Russia Today dinner cele
brating the Twenty-Fifth Anniversary of the Red Army, as shown in “Soviet
Russia Today” for April 1943 (p. 31).
“Soviet Russia Today” was cited as a Communist-front publication in Reports
of the Special Committee on Un-American Activities dated June 25, 1942, and
March 29, 1944.

-

A letterhead dated March 13, 1946, and a memorandum dated March 18, 1946,
issued by the National Council of American-Soviet Friendship, listed Raymond
Swing as a sponsor of the organization. The citation of the National Council of
American-Soviet Friendship appears on page 4 of this memorandum.
Reference to Raymond Gram Swing appears in public hearings held September
25, 1947, by the Committee on Un-American Activities, regarding Hanns Eisler.
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A letter addressed to the Honorable Cordell Hull, Secretary of State, from
Raymond Gram Swing, 36 East Fortieth Street, New York City, dated March
28, 1939, was introduced as evidence by Mr. Robert E. Stripling, Chief Investigator
for the Committee. In this letter, Mr. Swing urged extensions of stay in the
United States for Mr. and Mrs. Hanns Eisler (Hearings Before the Committee on
Un-American Activities, September 24, 25, 26, 1947, p. 134).
The Immigration and Naturalization Service ordered the deportation of Hanns
Eisler. The deportation order came after an immigration hearing in New York
into a charge that Eisler “was a member in Germany of a group advocating the
violent overthrow of this Government.” (Nee Washington Evening Star for
February 13, 1948, p. B–5; also New York Times for February 13, 1948, p. 12.)
It is noted that Raymond Gram Swing was one of those who signed an anti
Communist statement of the Americans for Democratic Action, which statement
appeared in the “AIDA World” for June 18, 1947, page 2. See page 11 of this
memorandum for a characterization of the Americans for Democratic Action.

Exhibit 3S-TEfir AN-YALTA-Porso AM AGREEMENTs
[Documents formulated at the Crimea (Yalta) Conference, February 4–11, 1945]

PROTOCOL OF THE PROCEEDINGS OF THE CRIMEA CoNFERENCE

The Crimea Conference of the Heads of the Governments of the United States
of America, the United Kingdom, and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics,
which took place from February 4th to 11th, came to the following conclusions:

I, WORLD ORGANISATION
It was decided
(1) that a United Nations Conference on the proposed world organisation
should be summoned for Wednesday, 25th April 1945, and should be held in the
United States of America.
(2) the Nations to be invited to this Conference should be—
(a) the United Nations as they existed on the 8th February 1945; and
(b) such of the Associated Nations as have declared war on the common
enemy by 1st March 1945. (For this purpose by the term “Associated Na
tions” was meant the eight Associated Nations and Turkey.) When the
Conference on World Organisation is held, the delegates of the United
Kingdom and the United States of America will support a proposal to admit
to original membership two Soviet Socialist Republics; i.e., the Ukraine and
White Russia.
(3) That the United States Government on behalf of the Three Powers should
consult the Government of China and the French Provisional Government in re
gard to the decisions taken at the present Conference concerning the proposed
World Organisation,
(4) that the text of the invitation to be issued to all the nations which would
take part in the United Nations Conference should be as follows:

INVITATION

“The Government of the United States of America, on behalf of itself and of
the Governments of the United Kingdom, the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics,
and the Republic of China, and of the Provisional Government of the French
Republic, invite the Government of -------------------- to send representatives
to a Conference of the United Nations to be held on 25th April 1945, or soon
thereafter, at San Francisco in the United States of America, to prepare a
Charter for a General International Organisation for the maintenance of inter
national peace and security.
“The above-named governments suggest that the Conference consider as afford
ing a basis for such a Charter the Proposals for the Establishment of a General
International Organisation, which were made public last October as a result
of the Dumbarton Oaks Conference, and which have now been supplemented
by the following provisions for Section C of Chapter VI:
“C, Voting

‘1. Each member of the Security Council should have one vote.

‘2
.

Decisions o
f

the Security Council on procedural matters should be made by
an affirmative vote of seven members.
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‘3. Decisions of the Security Council on all other matters should be made by
an affirmative vote of seven members including the concurring votes of the
permanent members; provided that, in decisions under Chapter VIII, Section
A, and under the Second sentence of paragraph 1 of Chapter VIII, Section C,
a party to a dispute should abstain from voting.’
“Further information as to arrangements will be transmitted Subsequently.
“In the event that the Government of ---------- desires in advance of the
Conference to present views or comments concerning the proposals, the Govern
ment of the United States of America will be pleased to transmit such views and
comments to the other participating Governments.”

Territorial trusteeship
It was agreed that the five Nations which will have permanent seats on the
Security Council should consult each other prior to the United Nations Confer
ence on the question of territorial trusteeship.
The acceptance of this recommendation is subject to its being made clear that
territorial trusteeship will only apply to (a) existing mandates of the League
of Nations; (b) territories detached from the enemy as a result of the present
war; (c) any other territory which might voluntarily be placed under trusteeship;
and (d) no discussion of actual territories is contemplated at the forthcoming
United Nations Conference or in the preliminary consultations, and it will be a
matter for Subsequent agreement Which territories within the above categories
will be placed under trusteeship.

II. DECLARATION ON LIBERATED EUROPE

The following declaration has been approved:
“The Premier of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, the Prime Minister
of the United Kingdom, and the President of the United States of America have
consulted with each other in the common interests of the peoples of their coun
tries and those of liberated Europe. They jointly declare their mutual agreement
to concert during the temporary period of instability in liberated Europe the
policies of their three governments in assiting the peoples liberated from the
domination of Nazi Germany and the peoples of the former Axis Satellite States
of Europe to solve by democratic means their pressing political and economic
roblems.p
“The establishment of order in Europe and the rebuilding of national economic
life must be achieved by processes which will enable the liberated peoples to
destroy the last vestiges of Nazism and Fascism and to create democratic institu
tions of their own choice. This is a principle of the Atlantic Charter-the right
of all peoples to choose the form of government under which they will live—the
restoration of sovereign rights and self-government to those peoples who have
been forcibly deprived of them by the aggressor nations.
“To foster the conditions in which the liberated peoples may exercise these
rights, the three governments will jointly assist the people in any European
Iiberated State or former Axis satellite state in Europe where in their judgment
conditions require (a) to establish conditions of internal peace; (b) to carry out
emergency measures for the relief of distressed peoples; (c) to form interim
governmental authorities broadly representative of all democratic elements in
the population and pledged to the earliest possible establishment through free
elections of governments responsive to the will of the people; and (d) to facilitate
where necessary the holding of such elections.
“The three governments will consult the other United Nations and provisional
authorities or other governments in Europe when matters of direct interest to
them are under consideration.
“When, in the opinion of the three governments, conditions in any European
liberated state or any former Axis satellite state in Europe make such action
necessary, they will immediately consult together on the measures necessary to
discharge the joint responsibilities set forth in this declaration.
“By this declaration we reaffirm our faith in the principles of the Atlantic
Charter, our pledge in the Declaration by the United Nations, and our determina
tion to build in cooperation with other peace-loving nations world order under
law, dedicated to peace, security, freedom, and general well-being of all mankind.
“In issuing this declaration, the Three Powers express the hope that the
Provisional Government of the French Republic may be associated with them
in the procedure suggested.”
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III. DIsMEMBERMENT of GERMANY

It was agreed that Article 12 (a) of the Surrender Terms for Germany should
be amended to read as follows:
“The United Kingdom, the United States of America, and the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics shall possess supreme authority with respect to Germany.
In the exercise of such authority they will take such steps, including the
complete disarmament, demilitarisation, and the dismemberment of Germany,
as they deem requisite for future peace and security.”
The study of the procedure for the dismemberment of Germany was referred
to a Committee, consisting of Mr. Eden (Chairman), Mr. Winant, and Mr. Gousev.
This body would consider the desirability of associating with it a French rep
resentative.

IV. Zone of occupATION FOR THE FRENCH AND CONTROL COUNCIL FOR GERMANY

It was agreed that a zone in Germany, to be occupied by the French Forces,
should be allocated to France. This zone would be formed out of the British
and American zones, and its extent would be settled by the British and Americans
in consultation with the French Provisional Government.
It was also agreed that the French Provisional Government should be invited
to become a member of the Allied Control Council for Germany.

W. REPARATION

The following protocol has been approved:

Protocol on the talks between the Heads of the Three Governments at the Crimean
Conference on the question of the German reparation in kind

The Heads of the Three Governments have agreed as follows:
1. Germany must pay in kind for the losses caused by her to the Allied nations
in the course of the war. Reparations are to be received in the first instance by
those countries which have borne the main burden of the war, have suffered the
heaviest losses, and have organised victory over the enemy.
2. Reparation in kind is to be exacted from Germany in three following forms:
(a) Removals (within 2 years from the surrender of Germany or the
cessation of organised resistance) from the national wealth of Germany
located on the territory of Germany herself, as well as outside her territory,
equipment, machine tools, ships, rolling stock, German investments abroad,
shares of industrial, transport, and other enterprises in Germany, etc., these
removals to be carried out chiefly for purpose of destroying the war potential
of Germany.

fi
(b) Annual deliveries of goods from current production for a period to be
xed.
(c) Use of German labour.

3. For the working out on the above principles of a detailed plan for exaction
of reparation from Germany, an Allied Reparation Commission will be set up in
Moscow. It will consist of three representatives—one from the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics, one from the United Kingdom, and one from the United
States of America.
4. With regard to the fixing of the total sum of the reparation as well as the
distribution of it among the countries which suffered from the German aggres
sion, the Soviet and American delegations agreed as follows:
“The Moscow Reparation Commission should take in its initial studies as a
basis for discussion the suggestion of the Soviet Government that the total sum
of the reparation in accordance with the points (a) and (b) of the paragraph 2
should be 20 billion dollars, and that 50 percent of it should go to the Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics.”
The British delegation was of the opinion that, pending consideration of the
reparation question by the Moscow Reparation Commission, no figures of repara
tion should be mentioned.
The above Soviet-American proposal has been passed to the Moscow Reparation
Commission as one of the proposals to be considered by the Commission.
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VI. MAJOR WAR CRIMINALS

The Conference agreed that the question of the major war criminals should
be the subject of enquiry by the three Foreign Secretaries for report in due course
after the close of the Conference.

VII. POLAND

The following Declaration on Poland was agreed by the Conference:
“A new situation has been created in Poland as a result of her complete
liberation by the Red Army. This calls for the establishment of a Polish Pro
visional Government which can be more broadly based than was possible before
the recent liberation of the Western part of Poland. The Provisional Govern
ment which is now functioning in Poland should therefore be reorganized on a
broader democratic basis With the inclusion of democratic leaders from Poland
itself and from Poles abroad. This new Government should then be called the
Polish Provisional Government of National Unity.
“M. Molotov, Mr. Harriman, and Sir A. Clark Kerr are authorized as a com
mission to consult in the first instance in Moscow with members of the present
Provisional Government and with other Polish democratic leaders from within
Poland and from abroad, with a view to the reorganisation of the present Govern
ment along the above lines. This Polish Provisional Government of National
Unity shall be pledged to the holding of free and unfettered elections as soon as
possible on the basis of universal suffrage and secret ballot. In these elections all
democratic and anti-Nazi parties shall have the right to take part and to put
forward candidates.
“When a Polish Provisional Government of National Unity has been properly
formed in conformity with the above, the Government of the U. S. S. R., which
now maintains diplomatic relations with the present Provisional Government of
Poland, and the Government of the United Kingdom and the Government of the
U. S. A. will establish diplomatic relations with the new Polish Provisional Gov
ernment of National Unity, and will exchange Ambassadors by whose reports
the respective Governments will be kept informed about the situation in Poland.
“The three Heads of Government consider that the Eastern frontier of Poland
Should follow the Curzon Line with digressions from it in some regions of five
to eight kilometers in favor of Poland. They recognise that Poland must receive
substantial accessions of territory in the North and West. They feel that the
opinion of the new Polish Provisional Government of National Unity should be
sought in due course on the extent of these accessions and that the final delimita
tion of the Western frontier of Poland Should thereafter aWait the Peace
Conference.”

VIII. YUGOSILAVIA

It was agreed to recommend to Marshal Tito and to Dr. Subasic
(a) that the Tito-Subasic Agreement should immediately be put into effect and
a new Government formed on the basis of the Agreement.

-

(b) that as soon as the new Government has been formed it should declare—
(i) that the Anti-Fascist Assembly of National Liberation (AUNOJ) will
be extended to include members of the last Yugoslav Skupstina who have
not compromised themselves by collaboration with the enemy, thus forming
a body to be known as a temporary Parliament; and
(ii) that legislative acts passed by the Anti-Fascist Assembly of National
Liberation (AUNOJ) will be subject to subsequent ratification by a Con
stituent Assembly;

and that this statement should be published in the communiqué of the Conference.

IX. ITALO-YUGOSLAW FRONTIER AND ITALO-AUSTRIA FRONTIER

Notes on these subjects were put in by the British delegation, and the American
and Soviet delegations agreed to consider them and give their views later.

X. YUGOSLAV-BULGARIAN RELATIONS

There was an exchange of views between the Foreign Secretaries on the ques
tion of the desirability of a Yugoslav-Bulgarian pact of alliance. The question
at issue was whether a state Still under an armistice regime could be allowed to
enter into a treaty with another state. Mr. Eden suggested that the Bulgarian
and Yugoslav Governments should be informed that this could not be approved.



The KATYN FOREST MASSACRE 2343

Mr. Stettinius suggested that the Britsh and American Ambassadors should dis
cuss the matter further with M. Molotov in Moscow. M. Molotov agreed with the
proposal of Mr. Stettinius.

xi. SouTHEASTERN EUROPE

The British Delegation put in notes for the consideration of their colleagues on
the following Subjects:
(a) the Control Commission in Bulgaria;
(b) Greek claims upon Bulgaria, more particularly with reference to repara
ons;
(c) Oil equipment in Roumania.

XII. IRAN

Mr. Eden, Mr. Stettinius, and B. Molotov exchanged views on the situation in
Iran. It was agreed that this matter should be pursued through the diplomatic
channel.

XIII. MEETINGS OF THE THREE FOREIGN SECRETARIES

The Conference agreed that permanent machinery should be set up for con
sultation between the three Foreign Secretaries; they should meet as often as
necessary, probably about every three or four months.
These meetings will be held in rotation in the three capitals, the first meeting
being held in London.

XIV. The MonTREUX CONVENTion AND THE STRAITs

It was agreed that at the next meeting of the three Foreign Secretaries, to
be held in London, they should consider proposals which it was understood the
Soviet Government would put forward in relation to the Montreux Convention
and report to their Governments. The Turkish Government should be in
formed at the appropriate moment.
The foregoing Protocol was approved and signed by the three Foreign Secre
taries at the Crimean Conference, February 11, 1945.

E. R. STETTINIUS, Jr.
M. Molotov.
ANTHONY EDEN.

Protocol on the talks between the heads of the three governments at the Crimean
Conference on the question of the German reparation in kind

The Heads of the Three Governments agreed as follows:
1. Germany must pay in kind for the losses caused by her to the Allied na
tions in the course of the war. Reparation are to be received in the first in
stance by those countries which have borne the main burden of the war, have
suffered the heaviest losses, and have organised victory over the enemy.
2. Reparation in kind are to be exacted from Germany in three following
forms:

(a) Removals (within 2 years from the surrender of Germany or the
cessation of organised resistance) from the national wealth of Germany
located on the territory of Germany herself, as well as outside her terri
tory, equipment, machine tools, ships, rolling stock, German investments
abroad, shares of industrial, transport and other enterprises in Germany,
etc., these removals to be carried out chiefly for purpose of destroying the
war potential of Germany.
(b) Annual deliveries of goods from current production for a period to
be fixed.
(c) Use of German labour.

3. For the working out on the above principles of a detailed plan for exaction
of reparation from Germany, an Allied Reparation Commission will be set
up in Moscow. It will consist of three representatives—one from the Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics, one from the United Kingdom, and one from the
United States of America.
4. With regard to the fixing of the total sum of the reparation as well as the
distribution of it among the countries which suffered from the German aggres
sion, the Soviet and American delegations agreed as follows:
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“The Moscow Reparation Commission should take in its initial Studies as a
basis for discussion the suggestion of the Soviet Government that the total sum
of the reparation, in accordance with the points (a) and (b) of the paragraph
2, should be 20 billion dollars, and that 50 percent of it should go to the Union
of Soviet Socialist Republics.”
The British delegation was of the opinion that, pending consideration of the
reparation question by the Moscow Reparation Commission, no figures of repara
tion should be mentioned.
The above Soviet-American proposal has been passed to the Moscow Reparation
Commission as one of the proposals to be considered by the Commission.

WINSTON S. CHURCHILL.
FRANKLIN D. RooseVELT.
JOSEPH V. STALIN.

FEBRUARY 11, 1945.

Agreement regarding Japan Agreement

The leaders of the three Great Powers—the Soviet Union, the United States
of America, and Great Britain—have agreed that, in two or three months after
Germany has surrendered and the war in Europe has terminated, the Soviet
Union shall enter into the war against Japan on the side of the Allies on con
dition that—
1. The status quo in Outer Mongolia (The Mongolian People's Republic) shall
be preserved;
2. The former rights of Russia violated by the treacherous attack of Japan
in 1904 shall be restored, viz: -

(a) the southern part of Sakhalin as well as all the islands adjacent
to it shall be returned to the Soviet Union;
(b) the commercial port of Dairen shall be internationalized, the pre
eminent interests of the Soviet Union in this port being safeguarded, and
the lease of Port Arthur as a naval base of the U. S. S. R. restored.
(c) the Chinese-Eastern Railroad and the South Manchurian Railroad,
which provides an outlet to Dairen, shall be jointly operated by the estab
lishment of a joint Soviet-Chinese Company, it being understood that the
preeminent interests of the Soviet Union shall be safeguarded and that China
shall retain full sovereignty in Manchuria;
3. The Kuril islands Shall be handed Over to the Soviet Union. It is under
stood that the agreement concerning Outer Mongolia and the ports and railroads
referred to above will require concurrence of Generalissimo Chiang Kai-shek.
The President will take measures in order to obtain this concurrence on advice
from Marshal Stalin.
The Heads of the three Great Powers have agreed that these claims of the
Soviet Union shall be unquestionably fulfilled after Japan has been defeated.
For its part the Soviet Union expressed its readiness to conclude with the
National Government of China a pact of friendship and alliance between the
U. S. S. R. and China in order to render assistance to China with its armed
forces for the purpose of liberating China from the Japanese yoke.

J. STALIN.
FRANKLIN D. RooseVELT.
WINSTON S. CHURCHILL.

FEBRUARY 11, 1945.

Agreement Relating to Prisoners of War and Civilians Liberated by Forces
Operating Under Soviet Command and Forces Operating Under United States
Of America Command

The Government of the United States of America. On the One hand and the
Government of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics on the other hand, wishing
to make arrangements for the care and repatriation of United States citizens
freed by forces operating under Soviet command and for Soviet citizens freed by
forces operating under United States command, have agreed as follows:
ARTICLE 1. All Soviet citizens liberated by the forces operating under United
States command and all United States citizens liberated by the forces operating
under the Soviet command will, without delay after their liberation, be separated
from enemy prisoners of war and will be maintained separately from them in
camps or points of concentration until they have been handed over to the Soviet
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or United States authorities, as the case may be, at places agreed upon between
those authorities.
United States and Soviet military authorities will respectively take the neces
sary measures for protection of camps, and points of concentration from enemy
bombing, artillery fire, etc.
ARTICLE 2. The contracting parties shall ensure that their military authorities
shall without delay inform the competent authorities of the other party regarding
citizens of the other contracting party found by them, and will at the same time
take the necessary steps to implement the provisions of this agreement. Soviet
and United States repatriation representatives will have the right of immediate
access into the camps and points of concentration where their citizens are located
and they will have the right to appoint the internal administration and set up
the internal discipline and management in accordance with the military procedure
and laws of their country.
Facilities will be given for the despatch or transfer of officers of their own
nationality to camps or points of concentration where liberated members of the
respective forces are located and there are insufficient officers. The outside
protection of and access to and from the camps or points of concentration will be
established in accordance with the instructions of the military commander in
whose zone they are located, and the military commander shall also appoint a
commandant, who shall have the final responsibility for the over-all adminis
tration and discipline of the camp or point concerned.
The removal of camps as well as the transfer from one camp to another of
liberated citizens will be effected by agreement with the competent Soviet or
United States authorities. The removal of camps and transfer of liberated
citizens may, in exceptional circumstances, also be effected without preliminary
agreement provided the competent authorities are immediately notified of such
removal or transfer with a statement of the reasons. Hostile propaganda directed
against the contracting parties or against any of the United Nations will not be
permitted.
ARTICLE 3. The competent United States and Soviet authorities will supply lib
erated citizens with adequate food, clothing, housing, and medical attention both
in camps or at points of concentration and en route, and with transport until
they are handed over to the Soviet or United States authorities at places agreed
upon between those authorities. The standards of such food, clothing, housing,
and medical attention shall, subject to the provisions of Article 8, be fixed on a
basis for privates, non-commissioned officers and officers. The basis fixed for
civilians shall as far as possible be the same as that fixed for privates.
The contracting parties will not demand compensation for these or other
similar services which their authorities may supply respectively to liberated
citizens of the other contracting party.
ARTICLE 4. Each of the contracting parties shall be at liberty to use in agree
ment with the other party such of its own means of transport as may be available
for the repatriation of its citizens held by the other contracting party. Similarly
each of the contracting parties shall be at liberty to use in agreement with the
other party its own facilities for the delivery of supplies to its citizens held by
the other contracting party.
ARTICLE 5. Soviet and United States military authorities shall make such
advances on behalf of their respective governments to liberated citizens of the
other contracting party as the competent Soviet and United States authorities
shall agree upon beforehand.
Advances made in currency of any enemy territory or in currency of their
occupation authorities shall not be liable to compensation.
In the case of advances made in currency of liberated non-enemy territory,
the Soviet and United States Governments will effect, each for advances made
to their citizens necessary settlements with the Governments of the territory
concerned, who will be informed of the amount of their currency paid out for
this purpose.
ARTICLE 6. Ex-prisoners of war and civilians of each of the contracting parties
may, until their repatriation, be employed in the management, maintenance, and
administration of the camps or billets in which they are situated. They may also
be employed on a voluntary basis on other work in the vicinity of their camps
in furtherance of the common war effort in accordance with agreements to be
reached between the competent Soviet and United States authorities. The ques
tion of payment and conditions of labour shall be determined by agreement
between these authorities. It is understood that liberated members of the
respective forces will be employed in accordance with military standards and
procedure and under the supervision of their own officers.
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| ARTICLE 7. The contracting parties shall, wherever necessary, use all prac
ticable means to ensure the evacuation to the rear of these liberated citizens.
They also undertake to use all practicable means to transport liberated citizens
to places to be agreed upon where they can be handed over to the Soviet or
United States authorities respectively. The handing over of these liberated
citizens shall in no way be delayed or impeded by the requirements of their
temporary employment.
ARTICLE 8. The contracting parties will give the fullest possible effect to the
foregoing provisions of this Agreement, subject only to the limitations in detail
and from time to time of Operational, Supply and transport conditions in the
several theatres.
ARTICLE 9. This Agreement shall come into force on Signature.
Done at the Crimea in duplicate and in the English and Russian languages,
both being equally authentic, this eleventh day of February, 1945.

For the Government of the United
States of America:

JoHN R. DEANE,
Major General, U. S. A.

For the Government of the Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics:
LIEUTENANT GENERAL GRYZLOW

Report of the Crimea Conference

For the past eight days, Winston S. Churchill, Prime Minister of Great Britain,
Franklin D. Roosevelt, President of the United States of America, and Marshal
J. W. Stalin, Chairman of the Council of Peoples’ Commissars of the Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics have met with the Foreign Secretaries, Chiefs of Staff
and other advisors in the Crimea.
In addition to the three Heads of Government, the following took part in the
Conference:

For the United States of America:
Edward R. Stettinius, Jr., Secretary of State,
Fleet Admiral William D. Leahy, U.S. N., Chief of Staff to the President,
Harry L. Hopkins, Special Assistant to the President,
Justice James F. Byrnes, Director, Office of War Mobilization,
General of the Army George C. Marshall, U. S. A., Chief of Staff, U. S. Army,
Fleet Admiral Ernest J. King, U. S. N., Chief of Naval Operations and Com
mander in Chief, U. S. Fleet,
Lieutenant General Brehon B. Somervell, Commanding General, Army Serv
ice Forces,
Vice Admiral Emory S. Land, War Shipping Administrator,
Major General L. S. Kuter, U. S. A., Staff of Commanding General, U. S.
Army Air Forces,
W. Averell Harriman, Ambassador to the U. S. S. R.,
H. Freeman Matthews, Director of European Affairs, State Department,
Alger Hiss, Deputy Director, Office of Special Political Affairs, Department
of State,
Charles E. Bohlen, Assistant to the Secretary of State,

together with political, military, and technical advisors.

For the United Kingdom: -

Anthony Eden, Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs,
Lord Leathers, Minister of War Transport,
Sir A. Clark Kerr, H. M. Ambassador at Moscow,
Sir Alexander Cadogan, Permanent Under Secretary of State for Foreign
Affairs,
Sir Edward Bridges, Secretary of the War Cabinet,
Field Marshal Sir Alan Brooke, Chief of the Imperial General Staff,
Marshal of the Royal Air Force Sir Charles Portal, Chief of the Air Staff,
Admiral of the Fleet Sir Andrew Cunningham, First Sea Lord,
General Sir Hastings Ismay, Chief of Staff to the Minister of Defense,

together with
Field Marshal Alexander, Supreme Allied Commander, Mediterranean
Theatre,
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Field Marshal Wilson, Head of the British Joint Staff Mission at Washington.
Admiral Somerville, Joint Staff Mission at Washington,

together with military and diplomatic advisors.
For the Soriet Union:
V. M. Molotov, People's Commissar for Foreign Affairs of the U. S. S. R.,
Admiral Kuznetsov, People's Commissar for the Navy,
Army General Antonov, Deputy Chief of the General Staff of the Red Army,
A. Ya. Vyshinski, Deputy People's Commissar for Foreign Affairs of the
U. S. S. R.,
I. M. Maisky, Deputy People's Commissar for Foreign Affairs of the U. S.S.R.,
Marshal of Aviation Khydyakov,
F.T. Gousev, Ambassador in Great Britain,
A. A. Gromyko, Ambassador in U.S. A.

The following statement is made by the Prime Minister of Great Britain, the
President of the United States of America, and the Chairman of the Council of
Peoples' Commissars of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics on the results of
the Crimean Conference:

1. The defeat of GERMANY

We have considered and determined the military plans of the three allied
powers for the final defeat of the common enemy. The military staffs of the three
allied nations have met in daily meetings throughout the Conference. These
meetings have been most satisfactory from every point of view and have resulted
in closer coordination of the military effort of the three Allies than ever before.
The fullest information has been inter-changed. The timing, scope and coordi
nation of new and even more powerful blows to be launched by our armies and
air forces into the heart of Germany from the East, West, North and South have
been fully agreed and planned in detail.
Our combined military plans will be made known only as we execute them, but
we believe that the very close working partnership among the three staffs
attained at this Conference will result in shortening the war. Meetings of the
three staffs will be continued in the future whenever the need arises.
Nazi Germany is doomed. The German people will only make the cost of their
defeat heavier to themselves by attempting to continue a hopeless resistance.

II. The OCCUPATION AND CONTROL OF GERMANY

We have agreed on common policies and plans for enforcing the unconditional
surrender terms which we shall impose together on Nazi Germany after German
armed resistance has been finally crushed. These terms will not be made known
until the final defeat of Germany has been accomplished. Under the agreed
plan, the forces of the Three Powers will each occupy a separate zone of Germany.
Coordinated administration and control has been provided for under the plan
through a central Control Commission consisting of the Supreme Commanders
of the Three Powers with headquarters in Berlin. It has been agreed that France
should be invited by the Three Powers, if she should so desire, to take over a
zone of occupation, and to participate as a fourth member of the Control Com
mission. The limits of the French Zone will be agreed by the four governments
concerned through their representatives on the European Advisory Commission.
It is our inflexible purpose to destroy German militarism and Nazism and to en
sure that Germany will never again be able to disturb the peace of the world.
We are determined to disarm and disband all German armed forces; break up
for all time the German General Staff that has repeatedly contrived the resur
gence of German militarism; remove or destroy all German military equipment;
eliminate or control all German industry that could be used for military produc
tion; bring all war criminals to just and swift punishment and exact repara
tion in kind for the destruction wrought by the Germans; wipe out the Nazi party,
Nazi laws, organizations and institutions, remove all Nazi and militarist in
fluences from public office and from the cultural and economic life of the German
people; and take in harmony such other measures in Germany as may be neces
sary to the future peace and safety of the world. It is not our purpose to destroy
the people of Germany, but only when Nazism and Militarism have been extir
pated will there he hope for a decent life for Germans, and a place for them in
the comity of nations.
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III. REPARATION BY GERMANY

We have considered the question of the damage caused by Germany to the
Allied Nations in this war and recognized it as just that Germany be obliged
to make compensation for this damage in kind to the greatest extent possible.
A Commission for the Compensation of Damage will be established. The Com
mission will be instructed to consider the question of the extent and methods
for compensating damage caused by Germany to the Allied Countries. The Com
mission Will Work in MOSCOW.

IV. UNITED NATIONS CONFERENCE

We are resolved upon the earliest possible establishment with our allies of
a general international organization to maintain peace and Security. We believe
that this is essential, both to prevent aggression and to remove the political,
economic and social causes of war through the close and continuing collaboration
of all peace-loving peoples.
The foundations were laid at Dumbarton Oaks. On the important question of
voting procedure, however, agreement was not there reached. The present
conference has been able to resolve this difficulty.
We have agreed that a Conference of United Nations should be called to meet
at San Francisco in the United States on April 25th, 1945, to prepare the charter
of such an organization, along the lines proposed in the informal conversations
at Dumbarton Oaks.
The Government of China and the Provisional Government of France Will be
immediately consulted and invited to sponsor invitations to the Conference joint
ly with the Governments of the United States, Great Britain and the Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics. As soon as the consultation With China and France
has been completed, the text of the proposals on Voting procedure will be made
public.

W. DECLARATION ON LIBERATED EUROPE

We have drawn up and subscribed to a Declaration on liberated Europe. This
Declaration provides for concerting the policies of the three Powers and for joint
action by them in meeting the political and economic problems of liberated
Europe in accordance with democratic principles. The text of the Declaration
is as follows:

-

The Premier of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, the Prime Minister of
the United Kingdom, and the President of the United States of America have
consulted With each other in the common interests of the peoples of their Coun
tries and those of liberated Europe. They jointly declare their mutual agreement
to concert during the temporary period of instability in liberated Europe the
policies of their three governments in assisting the peoples liberated from the
domination of Nazi Germany and the peoples of the former Axis Satellite states
of Europe to solve by democratic means their pressing political and economic
problems.
The establishment of order in Europe and the rebuilding of national economic
life must be achieved by processes which will enable the liberated peoples to
destroy the last vestiges of Nazism and Fascism and to creat [sic] democratic
institutions of their own choice. This is a principle of the Atlantic Charter—the
right of all peoples to choose the form of government under which they will
live—the restoration of sovereign rights and self-government to those peoples
who have been forcibly deprived of them by the aggressor nations.
To foster the conditions in which the liberated peoples may exercise these
rights, the three governments will jointly assist the people in any European lib
erated State or former Axis satellite state in Europe where, in their judgment,
conditions require (a) to establish conditions of internal peace; (b) to carry out
emergency measures for the relief of distressed people; (c) to form interim gov
ernmental authorities broadly representative of all democratic elements in the
population and pledged to the earliest possible establishment through free elec
tions of governments responsive to the will of the people; and (d) to facilitate
where necessary the holding of such elections.
The three governments will consult the other United Nations and provisional
authorities or other governments in Europe when matters of direct interest to
them are under consideration.
When, in the opinion of the three governments, conditions in any European
liberated State or any former Axis satellite state in Europe make such action
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necessary, they will immediately consult together on the measures necessary to
discharge the joint responsibilities set forth in this declaration.
By this declaration we reaffirm our faith in the principles of the Atlantic
Charter, our pledge in the Declaration by the United Nations, and our determi
nation to build in cooperation with other peace-loving nations a world order
under law, dedicated to peace, security, freedom, and the general well-being of
all mankind.
In issuing this declaration the Three Powers express the hope that the Provi
sional Government of the French Republic may be associated with them in the
procedure suggested.

VI. Poland

We came to the Crimea Conference resolved to settle our differences about
Poland. We discussed fully all aspects of the question. We reaffirm our com
mon desire to see established a strong, free, independent, and democratic Poland.
As a result of our discussions, we have agreed on the conditions in which a new
Polish Provisional Government of National Unity may be formed in such a manner
as to command recognition by the three major powers.
The agreement reached is as follows:
A new situation has been created in Poland as a result of her complete libera
tion by the Red Army. This calls for the establishment of a Polish Provisional
Government which can be more broadly based than was possible before the recent
liberation of western Poland. The Provisional Government which is now func
tioning in Poland should, therefore, be reorganized on a broader democratic basis,
with the inclusion of democratic leaders from Poland itself and from Poles abroad.
This new Government should then be called the Polish Provisional Government
of National Unity.
M. Molotov, Mr. Harriman, and Sir A. Clark Kerr are authorized as a Com
mission to consult in the first instance in Moscow with members of the present
Provisional Government and with other Polish democratic leaders from within
Poland and from abroad, with a view to the reorganization of the present Govern
ment along the above lines. This Polish Provisional Government of National
Unity shall be pledged to the holding of free and unfettered elections as soon as
possible on the basis of universal suffrage and secret ballot. In these elections
all democratic and anti-Nazi parties shall have the right to take part and to put
forward candidates.
When a Polish Provisional Government of National Unity has been properly
formed in conformity with the above, the Government of the U. S. S. R., which
now maintains diplomatic relations with the present Provisional Government of
Poland, and the Government of the United Kingdom and the Goverment of the
United States will establish diplomatic relations with the new Polish Provisional
Government of National Unity and will exchange Ambassadors, by whose reports
the respective Governments will be kept informed about the situation in Poland.
The three Heads of Government consider that the eastern frontier of Poland
should follow the Curzon Line, which digressions from it in some regions of five
to eight kilometres in favor of Poland. They recognize that Poland must receive
substantial accessions of territory in the north and west. They feel that the
opinion of the new Polish Provisional Government of National Unity should be
sought in due course on the extent of these accessions and that the final delimita
tion of the Western frontier of Poland should thereafter await the Peace
Conference.

VII. YUGOSLAVIA

We have agreed to recommend to Marshal Tito and Dr. Subasic that the Agree
ment between them should be put into effect immediately, and that a new Govern
ment should be formed on the basis of that Agreement.
We also recommend that as soon as the new Government has been formed it
should declare that:
(i) The Anti-Fascist Assembly of National Liberation (Avnoj) should be
extended to include members of the last Yugoslav Parliament (Skupschina) who
have not compromised themselves by collaboration with the enemy, thus forming
a body to be known as a temporary Parliament; and
(ii) Legislative acts passed by the Anti-Fascist Assembly of National Libera
tion (Aunoj) will be subject to subsequent ratification by a Constituent Assembly.
There was also a general review of other Balkan questions [sic].

93744-52-pt. 7–34



2350 THE KATYN FOREST MASSACRE

VIII. MEETINGS OF FOREIGN SECRETARIES

Throughout the Conference, besides the daily meetings of the Heads of Gov
ernments and the Foreign Secretaries, separate meetings of the three Foreign
Secretaries and their advisers have also been held daily.
These meetings have proved of the utmost Value, and the Conference agreed
that permanent machinery should be set up for regular consultation between the
three Foreign Secretaries. They will, therefore, meet as often as may be neces
sary, probably about every three or four months. These meetings will be held
in rotation in the three Capitals, the first meeting being held in London, after
the United Nations Conference on world organization.

IX. UNITY FOR PEACE AS FOR WAR

Our meeting here in the Crimea has reaffirmed our common determination to
maintain and strengthen in the peace to come that unity of purpose and of action
which has made victory possible and certain for the United Nations in this war.
We believe that this is a Sacred obligation which Our Governments owe to our
peoples and to all the peoples of the world.
Only with continuing and growing co-operation and understanding among our
three countries and among all the peace-loving nations can the highest aspiration
of humanity be realized-a secure and lasting peace which will, in the words of
the Atlantic Charter, “afford assurance that all the men in all the lands may live
out their lives in freedom from fear and want.”
Victory in this war and establishment of the proposed international organiza
tion will provide the greatest opportunity in all history to create in the years
to come the essential conditions of Such a peace.

WINSTON S. CHURCHILL.
FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT.
Jose.PH V. STALIN.

FEBRUARY 11, 1945.

(Prepared by the Assistant for Treaty Affairs, Office of the Legal Adviser,
Hepartment of State, Washington, D.C., July 2, 1951.)

ExHIBIT 41—MESSAGES SENT TO DEPARTMENT OF STATE BY AMBASSADOR HARRIMAN
DURING FORMATION OF POLISH PROVISIONAL GOVERNMENT—SEE HARRIMAN
TESTIMONY

[Paraphrase of telegram]

LoNDON, November 23, 1944.
SECRETARY OF STATE,

Washington.

(For the President and the Secretary. Secret.)
Today at lunch with Romer and Mikolajczyk, the latter stated that he had had
talks with his colleagues in the London Polish Government subsequent to the
receipt of your letter. It is now his conviction that he cannot obtain any support
for his program of reconciliation with the Lublin Poles and the Soviets.
The leaders of the other three parties in the London Polish Government are all
definitely against a settlement now, although he has obtained complete support
and authority to act from the Peasant Party leaders inside Poland. Since he
could not obtain the agreement of his associates to a boundary settlement at
present, he cannot, under the circumstances, in fairness ask for your intervention
with Stalin in an effort to get a more favorable settlement of the frontier to
include the LWOW area. I will not therefore discuss with Stalin at this time
the question of LWOW unless you instruct me otherwise.
For your letter and sympathetic consideration of Polish problems, Mikolajczyk
is very grateful and he will so inform you directly. He has requested me to
convey his apologies for having requested that you intervene at a time when, as
it worked out, he is not able to win the support of his colleagues in the effort to
attain a realistic settlement with the Soviets.
In the opinion of his associates, Soviet policy was to communize Poland,
Mikolajczyk said. His associates plan to wait until after the liberation of Poland,
to continue within the country a resistance to the domination of Soviet Russia,
and to hope that the influence of the United States and of Great Britain might
be brought to bear on the Soviet Union at some future time to induce that country
to permit the Polish people the right freely to choose their own government.
This policy is not shared by Mikolajszyk personally and he deeply regrets that
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he is not able to persuade his colleagues to join him in an earnest effort to find a
-solution now.
After he has talked further with Eden and Churchill, it is the intention of
Mikolajczyk, under these circumstances, to resign. It is his feeling that to remain
Prime Minister would be to become involved in accusations and counter-accusa
tions with the Soviets. He feels that no good will come from this, and that his
usefulness to his people in the future will be lost.
I am staying here for an additional day in order to talk with Eden and
"Churchill, and I will send you reports concerning their reactions to these
-developments.
In addition, Mikolajczyk informed me that in the Lublin Committee the commu
nist influence was becoming greater and that several individuals, who were
more independent had resigned or been forced out. Mikolajczyk said that he
feared the result will be terrorism and counter-terrorism. . The developments in
London and Lublin have made him very pessimistic, and he considers that his
best course is to withdraw, at the same time holding himself available to be of
help in the future if the moment arises. Even with full Soviet support the Lubic
Committee cannot compel Polish sentiment, in his opinion, and he feels that a
-compromise of some sort may be found some day which will allow an opportunity
for Polish nationalism to express itself.

WINANT.

[Paraphrase of telegram]

LoNDoN, Norember 25, 1944.
SECRETARY OF STATE,

Washington.
Mikolajczyk, whom I saw this morning, informed me that the reason for his
resignation as Prime Minister was his feeling that an agreement between Poland
and the Soviet Union was necessary at this time, whereas the three major politi
cal parties, except for his own Peasant Party, were of the opinion that frontier
questions should not be taken up until after the war was ended. (This telegram
is from Schoenfeld.)
Mikolajczyk knew that he would have been the object of attacks if his govern
ment had made the concessions which the Soviets desired, but Mikolajczyk rea
soned that if an agreement were not reached, the risk for Poland would be not
only the loss of territories in the East but also in all probability the loss of real
compensation in the West. He felt that American and British public opinion,
once the war had come to an end, would not stand behind thorough going com
pensation for Poland in the West. Furthermore, if there were no agreement, it
was certain that Poland would be subjected to severe attempts to communize the
country. Those elements of the Lublin Committee which were not communist
were being speedily eliminated, and that Committee was already largely com
munist. The members of the London Government might be successful in pre
venting Poland's communization if they were able to return to Poland soon.
There were those who doubted Soviet intentions, and he could agree with them,
but he felt that they should at least try if there was the slightest chance of
success. Besides this, in view of advances by the Soviets from the southeast and
from the north, the Polish Government, in the absence of an agreement, was faced
with the likelihood of additional difficulty in keeping up communications with
the underground organization in Poland, and in supplying it.
He would also have wished to gather up and keep intact the “capital of energy”
which is still at the disposition of Poland abroad if he had had more time. It
would have been a source of strength to withstand efforts aimed at the communi
zation of Poland if the parties had been able to unite on a policy, but the parties
were necessarily ineffective when they were divided. In addition, there were
perhaps even a million Poles in Germany and several hundred thousand in
Western Europe. In German territory which was captured recently a surprising
number of Poles had already been found in prison camps. In the interests both
of the war effort and of rehabilitation of these Poles he would have wished to
recruit them for military service. They would have been useful as a nucleus for
the rebuilding of Poland. But in the opinion of the Supreme Allied Command,
it was too late to train these Poles for the war effort and only the numbers suf
ficient to make up losses in presently existing Polish military units were per
mitted. So long as there was no unity among the parties and in the absence of
more support from the Allies, it was not possible for him to effect this pres
ervation of Polish energies.
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Mikolajczyk had not felt that he could take advantage of the President's offer
to intervene with Stalin regarding the oil areas of Galicia and Lwow inas
much as he was not able in any event to obtain the support of his own govern
ment to the general boundary settlement which had been proposed by the Soviets.
He said that he was grateful to the President for this offer. This was in the
course of a reference to his recent conversation with Harriman. It was pos
sible, Mikolajczyk said, that “the others” were right in their estimate of the
future and that he was wrong, but his own estimate was his honest conviction
and he did not feel that he could continue as Prime Minister under the
circumstances.
In reply to my question Mikolajczyk said that he would not undertake to form
a government if Kwapinski's attempt failed. So far as his immediate plans
were concerned, he said that he did not know what he would do.
Throughout this conversation Mikolajczyk spoke with quiet simplicity and
kept his normal calm and Self-possession, although he was Somewhat more sub
dued than customary. He showed emotion only as I was taking leave and when
I expressed my sorrow that he had resigned. He asked me to convey to the
President his great admiration and appreciation and said that he appreciated
deeply the understanding Which had always been ShoWn him from the
American side.

WINANT.

[Paraphrase of telegram]
Moscow, June 15, 1945.

SECRETARY OF STATE,
Washington: -

Together with the British Ambassador I met with Molotov afternoon today,
and it was agreed that we should send another communication to Witos to urge
him to come to Moscow despite his earlier decision not to do so, offering to
See that all necessary arrangements were made for his medical attention and
comfort both in Moscow and en route, and emphasizing the importance which
We attached to his being here. We further agreed that Kiernik should be
invited in the place of Witos if the latter finally decided that he could not
come. It was the position of Molotov that the question of an interview in
Poland between Witos and Mikolajczyk should be postponed until the consul
tations had already begun.
The British Ambassador and I gave our concurrence to inviting Kowrdzei
instead of Zakowski, in connection with the agreement to Kiernik by Molotov.
Molotov declined to reconsider Popiel.
At 7 p. m. tomorrow (Saturday) the Commission will receive all of the
Poles, and it is a matter of urgent necessity that Stanczyk and Mikolajczyk
should leave London tomorrow morning early. If possible it would seem
desirable to bring Kolodzei, to whom an invitation is to be extended by the
Foreign Office. We will meet with the others after we have met with the
representatives of the Warsaw Government on Monday. •

Molotov gave his concurrence to the rotation of the chairmanship among
Commission members. This was at the suggestion of Clark Kerr. Inasmuch
as Hopkins, in a conversation with Stalin, had referred to Molotov as Chairman,
I spoke against the proposal but concurred in the majority vote.

HARRIMAN.

[Paraphrase of telegram]

Moscow, June 21, 1945.
SECRETARY OF STATE,

Washington:

An agreement which was reached among the Poles themselves was reported
tonight to the Commission.
The National Council presidium will consist of the following: President—
Bierut, Deputy Presidents—Witos, Szwalbe, and Grabski, plus three additional
present members. When the Council is not in session, the presidium is the
source of power of the Government. (This telegram was also sent to Ambas
sador Winant in London and to Minister Schoenfeld also in London.)
Morawski remains as Prime Minister in the Government and Gomulka of
the Workers' Party stays on as Vice Prime Minister. The offices of Vice Prime
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Minister and Minister of Agriculture will be assumed by Mikolajczyk, with
no substantial changes in the other Ministers except that the Minister of
Public Administration will be Kiernik of the Peasant Party, and the Minister
of Labor and Social Welfare will be Stanczyk, the Minister of Posts and
Telegraph will be Thugutt of the Peasant Party from London, Kolodziejski, a
nonparty man, will be Minister without Portfolio and the Minister of Educa
tion will be Wycech of the Peasant Party within Poland. Thus out of a total
of twenty there will be six new Ministers. An invitation will be extended to
Popiel of the Christian Labor Party to return to Poland and to participate
in public affairs. Mikolajczyk hopes that at a later date Popiel will be given a
Ministry.
The Peasant Party representatives, Mikolajczyk and Kiernik, have brought in
four new Peasant leaders and have therefore not done badly. A very strong
position was not taken by the Socialists, however, and the only new Socialist
Minister is Stanczyk. It is their hope that the old-time Socialists will be able
to increase their influence after the organization of the new government. The
agreement reached by the Polish conferees was accepted by the Commission and
tomorrow, Friday evening, a meeting will be held for the purpose of agreeing on
the public announcement. No publicity is to be given in the meantime. I asked
for instructions urgently but unless instructions to the contrary are received by
1 o'clock Washington time, 8 o'clock Moscow time, I will accept the settlement
as complying with the agreement at Yalta.
It was made clear by Clark Kerr and myself that the forming of the provi
sional government of national unity was the first step only and that there would
be no fulfillment of the Yalta decision until a truly free election was held.
Agreement has been reached in principle only on some additional understand
ings. For example, that the National Council shall be re-formed to include
equitable representation of the various parties which have members in the
government and that the same proportion shall be used in selecting the men for
under-ministerial posts. It is the fundamental basis of the government, as
reorganized, that the Socialist Party, the Workers' Party, and the Peasant Party
each will have six ministries, and other democratic parties are to have two.
Although there is no assurance that this will be done, it is the hope of both
the old-line socialists not at present affiliated with the Warsaw Government,
and of Mikolajczyk as well, that they can replace some of the weaker men who
hold portfolios at a later date.I must report in frankness that this settlement was reached because all the
non-Lublin Poles are so concerned about the situation now in Poland that they
are prepared to agree to any compromise which would offer some hope for
individual freedom and for Polish independence. I asked for assurances at the
meeting tonight that the principal parties concerned would promise to maintain
the basic agreement until it was possible to hold a free election. Definite assur
ances were given. In addition, I asked for assurances of freedom to discuss and
of assembly in the party before the election, and for amnesty to benefit people
within Poland who were charged with political offenses. The answers were in
generalities only, but after the meeting Bierut assured me privately that there
was already acceptance for the principle of amnesty and he said that it was his
expectation that 80 percent of the people now under arrest in Poland would
be released.
* * * * * • *
It was impossible not to have the impression that the Warsaw Poles and
Molotov were in high spirits and that serious concern was felt by the other Poles,
who hoped that as a result of the trust they had demonstrated for the good faith
of Moscow there would be a freer hand for the Poles to conduct their own
affairs. For my part I am much relieved that a settlement has been agreed to by
the Poles themselves, and there is no reason that I can see why we should not
accept it

.

We must face the fact on the other hand that the Poles are relying
on us for continued interest in making sure that there will be a free election.

HARRIMAN.

[Paraphrase of telegram]

Moscow, June 23, 1945.
SECRETARY OF STATE,

Washington:

I presided a
t

the last meeting o
f

the Commission yesterday evening. The
first matter considered was the communiqué which was agreed to in the form
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in which it was was later released. Because he has for personal reasons declined:
to serve, Kolodziejski was not included in the list of new ministers. With
the support of the other Poles, including Mikolajczky, Bierut spoke in favor
of the dropping of “Provisional” in the name of the new government, urging
that this would increase the effectiveness and prestige of the government. This
matter was discussed by Vyshinski and myself that afternoon and since he had
agreed that the Word should be retained, I assumed that the Soviets would
support my contention that the name of the government had been decided, after
a thorough consideration, at Yalta by the three heads of government. Bierut
was supported by Molotov, despite my agreement with Vyshinski. Molotov
Suggested that the three governments might be consulted in this matter, although
he conceded that my position was in literal agreement with the Crimean decision.
He said that there was no objection on the part of the Soviet Government to
eliminating the word.
At that point I said that owing to the time difference between the United
States and Moscow, at least 48 hours would be required to obtain an answer
from my Government. Molotov withdrew his suggestion on hearing this. To.
my question as to whether the Poles accepted the Crimean decision on the title
of the government, Bierut expressed his agreement but advanced a proposal
that after the new government had been organized it should suggest three
governments the elimination of the word “Provisional.” This was agreed to.
by Molotov. While I did not express opposition to this, I explained that until
free elections had occurred which would establish a permanent government,
the Crimea decision would not be fulfilled. I also indicated that it was not my
intention to offer any hope that the Government of the United States would
agree to a change from the decision on this question by President Roosevelt.
Bierut answered in the affirmative my question as to whether he agreed that the
word “Provisional” would not be changed without the agreement of the United
States and British Governments.
In order to eliminate any misunderstanding about the translation, it was
agreed that the official text for the use of the Poles among themselves should
be the Polish text of the agreement.
* *k * * * * *

I said that the Government of the United States had agreed to the Crimea
decision and that my Government would carry out its commitments under that
decision when the new government was formed as provided therein. I also
said that while I accepted the settlement as a member of the Commission, I had
not yet heard from my Government. -

I then referred to supplementary understandings which had been reached
among the Poles themselves at a previous meeting, and which had been mentioned
in various statements, but which were not included, I discovered, in the written
statement and I requested an explanation of these understandings so that
I would be able to report them accurately to the Government of the United
States. Specifically I made reference to the statement of Bierut the night before
with reference to the National Council and inquired if my understanding was
correct that there would be a broadening of the National Council on the same
democratic basis as the government, Bierut made reference to the provision
in the written agreement regarding additional members of the presidium. I then
asked for further information concerning the membership Of the Council itself.
At this point there was an interruption by Molotov, who talked at length raising
the question as to the appropriateness to ask about private matters of the Polish
Government. It was quite proper for the Government of the United States to
be informed completely with regard to all agreements which had been reached
among the Poles, I maintained. The question was one which should be discussed,
Mikolajczyk said, since the Supreme Authority of the Polish Government was
the National Council, and he thought that the Poles had nothing to hide. At
this Bierut enlarged and confirmed the statement he had made last evening,
explaining that the Council had only 140 members at this time and that there
would be a broadening of the Council's base through the local councils so that
broader representation from groups now not represented could be brought in,
and that there would be invitations to join the Council to all the conferees in
Moscow and that after their return to Warsaw there would be further considera
tion of the question.
Molotov interrupted again when I inquired concerning the understanding with
regard to Under-Ministerial posts. He said that since this question had not been
previously raised, he did not see why we should examine into the affairs of the
Poles, and he added that he was thoroughly satisfied. (My raising of this ques
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tion was motivated by the fact that Mikolajczyk had informed me that a propor
tional distribution of the Under-Ministerial posts had been agreed to by Bierut
but that the latter had failed at the previous meeting to report this.) I did not
get a direct reply from Bierut, although I pressed him for one. Bierut said that
there was in Poland plenty of work for all able men and that democratic elements
which would contribute to the competence of the Government would be brought
in but that individual ability rather than party affiliation should be the base for
appointments. He added that this was a democratic principle. Although agree
ing generally, Mikolajczyk pointed out that recognition was given in democratic
governments to the relative strength among the people of the different parties, and
that there should be recognition for this principle as well. Bierut commented
that there was a firm agreement to work together and that he was confident
that this question could be settled among themselves without interference by the
Allies.
I said that I wished to make clear the point that I had raised these questions
so that the Government of the United States could fully understand the agree
ment which the Poles themselves had reached and also the manner in which the
Poles planned to achieve the unity which was the common objective of all of us.
At the close of the meeting there was expression of mutual thanks and confl
dence in the settlement which had been achieved.
I entertained all participants at the Embassy after the meeting.
In my opinion the discussion concerning supplementary understandings was
useful, although Molotov expressed objections to that discussion. Almost all of
the outside Poles thanked me profusely after the meeting, expressing the belief
that it would be of assistance to them in securing a fair interpretation of oral
understandings which had been reached.
Unfortunately there is a clue in the remarks of Molotov that he may resist the
execution of the understanding reached at Yalta that Our Governments would
continue to interest themselves in Polish developments through our Ambassadors
in Warsaw. It is of the utmost importance, in my judgment that the United
States Ambassador should arrive in Warsaw at the earliest possible date after
the new government is formed. It is also of real importance, I think, that prior
to his arrival in Warsaw I should see him personally so that I can give him a
complete picture of the talks here.
In private conversations with me, Bierut and his associates have made it clear
that they wish and need American economic and moral support and that they are
prepared to establish frank and closer relations than Molotov seems to wish at
present. For their part the other Polish leaders from inside Poland have clearly
indicated that their only hope of securing reasonable personal freedom and inde
pendence lies in the continued interest of the American and British Governments
in the implementation of the agreements which have been reached.

HARRIMAN.

[Paraphrase of telegram]

Moscow, June 23, 1945.
SECRETARY OF STATE,

Washington:

I wish to make a fuller report supplementing my earlier telegram, in yiew of
the importance of the meeting Thursday.
In accordance with the agreed rotation of chairmen, Clark Kerr was in the
chair. * * *
* * • • * * *

Bierut read a statement which all the Poles had agreed to describing the pro
reorganization of the Provisional Government along the lines which I

have described previously. In reply to a question, he described the functions
of the Polish National Council as the highest legislative organ and of the pre
sidium of the National Council which functions as a legislative organ in the
interim between regular Council Sessions.
In response to a request for his views, Mikolajczyk said that he agreed with
settlement which had been reached and felt that it was one of the best paths
to an independent and free Poland. The settlement would assure, he said, the
participation of great democratic parties and the masses of the Polish people
in the government. He called for close relations with the Soviet Union, treaties
of alliance with France and the United Kingdom and sincere cooperation and
friendship with the United States and also for collaboration with all the Slavic
peoples. In joining the Government of National Unity, he said that it was his
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understanding that he and his colleagues obtained the right to put forward
a claim of the Polish nation to the western boundaries contemplated by the Yalta
Conference and also the speediest possible return of democratic Poles to Poland.
He requested that Bierut should confirm his understanding that the possibility
had not been excluded that Popiel would be included in the government and
that there should be a widening of the National Council on the basis of the
participation of all democratic parties and on proportional representation.
Bierut made a long statement in reply to this, urging the great powers to give
their support in principle to the demands of Poland concerning western bound
aries. In addition, he confirmed Mikolajczyk's understanding on the possibility
of broadening the National Council and of including Popiel.
* * * * s s s
I limited myself to the remark that the Crimea decision stood and that the
determination of the position of the American Government would be made when
the new government was formed. In addition, I said that I felt sure that Wash
ington would welcome the news that agreement had been reached among the
Poles themselves.
* * * * * * s

Molotov said that the Soviet GOVernment Would Welcome the formation of the
new government and give it every Support.
* * * * * s s
He added that the attitude of the Soviet Government concerning western
boundaries was based on the decision at Yalta and said that the Soviet Govern
ment felt that the claims of Poland to the Oder Neisse Line Were Well founded
and fully justified.
In reply to a request for my views, I said that there was nothing I could add
to the terms of the Yalta decision.
* * * * * s s
Osobka Morawski then requested permission to speak and advance Polish
claims concerning participation in Reparations Commission, and in the War
Crimes Commission, which had been brought up in his telegram to the Govern
ment of the United States. He also advanced Polish claims concerning the
repatriation of Poles. * * * I made no commitment.
I said in effect that I would like to be able to inform my Government that
the parties had pledged themselves to maintain the agreement until the holding
of elections, and I pointed out that I was not referring to future changes in
ministerial posts but to the observance of the basic principles of the agreement
which had been reached among the parties. In reply Bierut said that an agree
rhent had been reached, and that they would strive to achieve a lasting unity and
to hold free elections and to broaden the legislative Organs along the lines agreed.
This statement was subscribed to by Mikolajczyk on behalf of his party and he
said that he thought he was expressing the opinion of other parties also.
I brought up the question of assurances of freedom of discussion and of
assembly during the election campaign and the proposal for immunity of persons
accused of political offenses. I also stressed the importance attached by us to
the participation of the Christian Labor Party in the new government. Molotov,
without giving Bierut a chance to answer my questions, Said that he did not wish
to go into a discussion of the future activities of the new government but said
that he was confident, on the basis of the agreement which had been reached,
that the new government would find the correct solution to the problems which
faced it

.

The new Polish Government, he said again, would enjoy the full con
fidence of the Soviet Government, a confidence in the abilities and possibilities
of the democratic force of new Poland. Taking his lead from Molotov, Bierut
spoke only in generalities, saying that he was confident that the Poles could
solve all the difficult problems confronting them in the spirit of the agreement.

It was decided in the remainder of the meeting, which was devoted to a discussion
of the press release concerning the agreement which had been reached, that the
statement would be redrafted by the Poles today and that before the meeting o
f

the Commission this evening there would be worked out the text o
f

the press
release. A report on this meeting will follow,

HARRIMAN.
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ExHIBIT 42–DISPATCHES DESCRIBING Polis H-SovieT RELATIONS PREPARED BY
AMERICAN AMBAssADoR To THE Polish GovKRNMENT IN ExILE IN LONDON,
J. ANTHONY DREXELL BIDDLE
[Portion of message from Ambassador Biddle in London dated April 23, 1943]

“* * * Sikorski characterized Soviet denials as vague and as attempts to
hide a grim example of present-day Russia's return to Ivan the Terrible methods.
When he had questioned Stalin concerning the whereabouts of the missing
officers during their talks in Moscow in December 1941, Sikorski definitely had
the impression from Stalin's marked evasiveness that he knew what had hap
pened to these officers at the hands of Russian authorities. Sikorski then men
tioned the following additional piece of circumstantial evidence. In evacuating
the three prison camps originally holding Polish officers in the spring of 1940,
the Soviet authorities had sent a relatively small number to another camp in
Eastern Russia, from which the men were released in July 1941, while the re
mainder, about eight or ten thousand, were sent to an unknown place, which
was understood later to have been west of Smolensk. The present Justice Min
ister, Komarnicki was one of the party sent to Eastern Russia, and several officers
of the other party had told him that the Soviet authorities had said that
Smolensk was their probable destination. Besides this, all the Polish officers
had, at the beginning, been allowed to write to their families in Eastern, as well
as Western, Poland. By the spring of 1940, this correspondence stopped, except
for the group which had been sent to Eastern Russia. * * *
In response to a request by the Chief of the Polish underground, General
Sikorski sent him an order to maintain quiet about the German charges, and to
keep in mind that their number one enemy was Germany and that everything
must be done to defeat Germany.
* * * In speaking of the Polish press Sikorski felt as I personally did that
further polemics could effect him personally. He could, therefore, instruct
Minister of Information Kot, to quiet the tone of the Polish press and to direct
the press and Polish speakers also to take the line that “regardless of whether the
German charges were true or not, the Germans could be expected to describe the
situation in a way to further their own ends * * *.”

[Paraphrase of telegram]

SECRETARY OF STATE,
Washington:

Sikorski informs me that the Polish Ambassador at Moscow reported yesterday
a meeting early yesterday morning at which Molotov read to him the gist of the
Soviet Government's note telling the Polish Government of the decision to break
relations. The Polish Ambassador in his report said that he had refused to
receive the note.
This is a telegram from Biddle in the Polish series.
I was also informed by General Sikorski that an additional telegram from
Ambassador Romer which came in today tells that Molotov later sent the note
to the Embassy of Poland. Romer added that after studying it he found that the
Soviet Government used the term “suspend” relations instead of “sever” as he
had thought previously. Ambassador Romer therefore feels that the door may
thus be still open for talks.
I am also informed by General Sikorski that in a meeting with Mr. Eden on
Saturday, the latter told him that Stalin had telegraphed to Prime Minister
Churchill to the effect that the Soviet Government would break relations with the
Polish Government unless the German allegations concerning the fate of the
Polish officers near Smolensk were personally denied by General Sikorski and
unless General Sikorski would withdraw the request of the International Red
Cross for an investigation of the matter. I am told by General Sikorski that he
informed Mr. Eden that it would not be possible for him to comply with the
conditions of Stalin but that he, Sikorski, would agree to Mr. Churchill's inform
ing Stalin that the Polish press would be “soft pedalled” by Sikorski in the matter
of the missing officers and, moreover, that he would not press for the Inter
national Red Cross investigation but that he desired permission by the Soviets
for the evacuation of certain categories of Poles from the Soviet Union. General
Sikorski states that he was assured that a message of this kind would be sent.

LONDON, April 27, 1943.
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The next development was the note to Ambassador Romer by the Soviet
'Government.
I am also informed by Sikorski that the matter was discussed fully today
in the Polish Cabinet and that the Sikorski Government proposes, subject to
the approval of Mr. Churchill, to issue a statement described by General Sikorski
as “polite, firm, and dignified.” The text of this statement is still in Polish,
but General Sikorski informs me that it is about as follows:
(a) a review of relations between the Soviet Union and Poland subsequent to
their agreement of 1941;
(b) despite the fact that difficulties arose for the Polish Government owing
to a lack of precise information about the fate of the missing Polish officers,
the Government of Poland desired to keep up good relations with the Government
of the Soviet Union;
(c) information concerning these officers had been received by the Polish
Government from Polish sources before the German allegations were made;
(d) it would be denied that there had been collaboration with the German
Government both in the matter of the allegations and in the question of the
request for an investigation by the International Red Cross;

-

(e) the policy of the Polish Government is to protect Polish interests and the
citizens of Poland and to reinforce the unity of the common front against the
enemy.
So far as General Sikorski is concerned, he is not at all certain what may
lie behind the move by the Soviets. General Sikorski feels that it may be either
a move intended to compel the Polish Government now in existence or a re
constructed Polish Government to pay a high price for the resumption of rela
tions, or it might be an idea entertained for a long time by the Soviet Union
of attempting to find a pretext favorable to the Kremlin to justify the break
in relations with the Government of Poland. In Support of the first theory
there is the use of the term “suspend” in the recent note. In support of the
other theory, however, General Sikorski thinks that there are the following
considerations: A radical leftist of Krakow, named Droboner, has been built up
by the Soviets as a possible chief leading a national committee of some sort,
as the Soviets threatened in the summer of 1941 during the Polish-Russian
negotiations; moreover, the establishment of a communist Polish armed force
under General Rogoszowski; and finally the publication of Wolna Polska, a
Polish communist newspaper. In any event General Sikorski felt that the belief
of the Soviet Government, that it should adopt an offensive rather than a de
fensive policy, to distract attention from the alleged massacre of Polish officers
and the suggested investigation by the International Red Cross, was the primary
motivation in the Soviet Government's desire to suspend relations with the
$ikorski Government.

WINANT.

[Paraphrase of telegram]

MOSCOW, May 8, 1943.
$ECRETARY OF STATE,

Washington:

I am not reporting in detail my conversation with the British Ambassador
concerning his conversation with Stalin last night since he tells me that the
Department will be informed fully by his Foreign Office. It is noteworthy that
the Ambassador stated that Stalin did not seem to attach too great importance
to the hreak with Poland and that although Stalin did not apparently hold
Sikorski in high regard, asserting that he was weak and open to influence from
the pro-German elements in the Polish Government, Stalin, however, was inclined
to accept Sikorski as the leader of a reconstituted Polish Government provided
that the President and Mr. Churchill desired it. There would have to be a
change in the top position of the Polish Government, however, before relations
could be resumed.
The British Ambassador said that his Embassy had taken over Polish interests
for the time being although it did not seem practical to handle day-to-day
matters actively while they were engaged in the broader aspects of the dispute.
It had been proposed, therefore, that the Australians or the Canadians who
did not have a great deal to do here should take over the work. It was still
hoped that the Australians would assume the responsibility, although the
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Canadians had declined to accept it. I said to Molotov on May 6 that, speaking
personally and without instructions in the matter, I hoped he would not hesi
tate to call on me if there were anything I could transmit to my government in
order to regularize the present unfortunate state of Polish-Soviet relations.
Molotov said that Stalin's letter to Parker explained the position of the Soviet
Government, which had only good intentions toward Poland and wished to
do anything in the common interests to further the common effort of the Allies
provided, of course, that the interests of the Soviet Union were reserved. He
said this without bitterness, adding, however, as a personal comment, that he
doubted it would be possible to come to an agreement with the present Polish
Government.

[Paraphrase of telegram]

LoNDON, April 28, 1943.
SECRETARY OF STATE,

Washington:

The Polish Government plans to issue following declaration this evening.
“The Polish Government affirm that their policy aiming at a friendly under
standing between Poland and Soviet Russia on the basis of the integrity and
full sovereignty of the Polish Republic, was and continues to be fully supported
by the Polish nation.
Conscious of their responsibility towards their own nation and towards the
Allies, whose unity and solidarity the Polish Government consider to be the
cornerstone of future victory, they were the first to approach the Soviet Govern
ment with a proposal for a common understanding, in spite of the many tragic
events which had taken place from the moment of the entry of the Soviet armies
on the territory of the Republic, i. e., September 17, 1939.
Having regulated their relations with Soviet Russia by the agreement of July
30, 1941, and by the understanding of December 4, 1941, the Polish Government
have scrupulously discharged their obligations.
Acting in close union with their government, the Polish people, making the
extreme sacrifice, fight implacably in Poland and outside the frontiers of their
country against the German invader. No traitor Quisling has sprung from
Polish ranks. All collaboration with the Germans has been scorned. In the
light of facts known throughout the world, the Polish Government and Polish
nation have no need to defend themselves from any suggestion of contact or
understanding with Hitler.
In a public statement of April 17, 1943, the Polish Government categorically
denied to Germany the right to abuse the tragedy of Polish officers for her own
perfidious schemes. They unhesitatingly denounce Nazi propaganda designed to
create mistrust between Allies. About the same time a note was sent to the
Soviet Ambassador accredited to the Polish Government asking once again for
information which would help to elucidate the fate of the missing officers.
The Polish Government and people look to the future. They appeal in the
name of the solidarity of the United Nations and the elementary humanity for
the release from U. S. S. R. of the thousands of the families of Polish soldiers
who are fighting or who in Great Britain and in the Middle East are preparing
to take their part in the fight-tens of thousands of Polish orphans and children
for the education of whom they would take full responsibility, and who now, in
view of the German mass slaughter, are particularly precious to the Polish people.
The Polish army, in waging the war against Germany, will also require for rein
forcement all fighting Polish males who are now on Soviet soil, and the Polish
Government appeal for their release. They reserve their right to plead their
cause to the world. In conclusion, the Polish Government ask for the continua
tion of relief welfare for the mass of Polish citizens who will remain in the
U. S. S. R.
In defending the integrity of the Polish Republic, which accepted the war
with the Third Reich, the Polish Government never claimed and do not claim,
in accordance with their statement of February 25, 1943, any Soviet territories.
It is and will be the duty of every Polish Government to defend the rights of
Poland and of Polish citizens. The principles for which the United Nations are
fighting and also the making of all efforts for strengthening their solidarity in
this struggle against the common enemy remain the unchanging basis of the
policy of the Polish Government.

WIN ANT.
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[Paraphrase of telegram]

LONDON, April 21, 1943.
SECRETARY OF STATE,

Washington:

Within the next few days, according to information we received at the Foreign
Office, the British plan to approach the United States in order to suggest a parallel
Or joint demarche at a high level in MOSCOW in the hope of effecting some ameliora
tion of Russian-Polish relations. It is our understanding that this suggestion
originated prior to the recent bitter exchange on the question of the fate of the
8,000 Polish officers and that it is quite separate from this question. It is the
belief of the Foreign Office that an American and British appeal to the Soviet
Government, based on the necessity for United Nations unity and on the fact
that if relations between the Poles and Russians continue bitter, it will only be
playing the German game. The Foreign Office feels that this appeal may have
Some effect and might lead to a certain relaxation of the Russian attitude toward
Poles in the Soviet Union. The Russian desire to reinforce and express Russian
territorial aspirations in Eastern Poland is the motivation for the measures
taken against such Poles since January, in the view of the Foreign Office. The
point is stressed that the approximately 100,000 Polish troops in the Middle
East, who are now fully equipped and who will turn out to be a Valuable armed
force, are becoming increasingly dissatisfied and, moreover, the Polish armed
forces in the United Kingdom are also affected by the continuance of the present
Russian attitude.
In addition to this there is the question of the possible evacuation from the
Soviet Union of several hundred thousand Poles, their ultimate destination,
and the possibilities of transporting them. The Soviet attitude concerning this
possible evacuation is not known.
With respect to the German propaganda account of the 8,000 officers, the
Foreign Office while understanding Sikorski's position and the fact that it has
not been possible for the Poles to discover the whereabouts of these officers,
tends to take the view that a mistake was made in accepting the German bait
and in particular in the appeal for an investigation by the International Red
Cross. Whatever the fate of these officers may have been, it seems strange, the
Foreign Office feels, that the Germans after being in Smolensk so long should
only now have discovered the 8,000 graves and be prepared with the identity
cards of the alleged victims completely in order. The Foreign Office considers
that it is now too late to remedy this particular incident in any way, unfortunate
as it is, in creating anti-Soviet sentiments among the Poles and anti-Polish
Sentiments in Moscow as a result of the Polish communiqué. The opinion is
expressed in the Foreign Office that any Anglo-American move at Moscow
should be directed toward the need to effect an improvement in the near future.

WINANT.

[Paraphrase of telegram]
LONDON, May 1, 1943.

SECRETARY OF STATE,
Washington:

Moscow is insisting that Sikorski personally make a public statement with
drawing the request of the Polish Government for an International Red Cross
investigation. General Sikorski was informed of this yesterday by Mr. Eden.
General Sikorski explained to Mr. Eden that he could not make such a public
statement, but suggested instead that the BBC be allowed to broadcast a
“Polish Telegraph Agency” statement to the effect that it had been informed
that the Government of Poland, following the reply of the International Red
Cross explaining the difficulties of complying with the Polish request for an
investigation, regarded its appeal to the International Red Cross as having
lapsed. A statement as described above was broadcast by the BBC last night,'s to General Sikorski, who said that Mr. Eden had accepted his sug.gest 10n.
It remains to be seen whether a statement in this form satisfied the request
of Moscow. A biting criticism in today's Daily Worker is the only indication
thus far of Moscow's reaction in the matter. An “Impudent gesture at the
United Nations” and “a piece of somewhat shop-soiled political ventriloquism”
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were the descriptions which the “diplomatic correspondent” of the Daily Worker
gave to the statement above mentioned. The British Government will probably
not receive before Sunday or Monday Moscow's official reaction either to the
above-mentioned statement or to the Polish Government's statement of April 28,
according to General Sikorski.

WINANT.

[Paraphrase of telegram]

LoNDoN, April 26, 1943.
SECRETARY OF STATE,

Washington:

I am informed by General Sikorski that the Soviet Government handed Ambas
sador Romer his passport and broke relations with Ambassador Romer this
morning.
I am seeing General Sikorski again tomorrow morning. He has no further
details at present.
This telegram is from Ambassador Biddle, in the Polish series.

WINANT.

[Message from the American Ambassador at Kuibyshev dated May 28, 1942]

I told Vyshinski in my conversation with him last week that my Government
hoped that the most liberal interpretation possible would be made by the Soviet
Government of the agreements between Poland and the Soviet Union. I stated
merely that it was felt by my Government that it would further the United
Nations cause if the fighting forces of Poland were to be increased in the Near
East and the Soviet Union as much as possible and if the Soviet Government,
in interpreting the clauses in the Soviet-Polish Agreement regarding the evacua
tion and release of Polish civilians, would display as humanitarian and as liberal
an attitude as possible in the circumstances. I tried to make it clear, however,
that it was not the desire of the American Government to interfere in Polish
Soviet relations or in internal Soviet affairs. The reply given to me by Vyshinski
was to the effect that Soviet agreements with Poland were being fulfilled to the
letter by the Soviet Government, and he made a comment to the effect that little
disposition had been shown by the Poles to engage in actual warfare although
for more than six months they had been arming. From the attitude shown by
Vyshinski the distinct impression was received by me that my overtures did not
strike a sympathetic chord in him and that the interests shown by us in Soviet
affairs might even have aroused his resentment.

[Paraphrase of telegram]
LoNDoN, May 2, 1943.

SECRETARY OF STATE,
Washington:

During a long conversation with Bogomolov, the Soviet Ambassador, the
larger part of his remarks were in the form of a tirade against (a) the attitude
of the Government of Poland in general, and in particular against the “viciously
anti-Soviet element” of the Polish Government, and (b) the provocative tone
of the Polish press after he had assumed his duties in London.
I have these impressions in evaluating the implications of his comments and
of the continued harsh tone of both the Moscow-inspired press here and of the
Moscow press itself:
Firstly: That the case against the Polish Government had been prepared by
the Soviet Government simultaneously with or perhaps even prior to the sending
of the Russian note of January 16, 1943, which in effect declared all Poles in the
Soviet Union to be Soviet citizens.
Secondly: That from the standpoint of the Soviet Government the basic issues
concerned go further than even the question of the frontiers between Poland
and the Soviet Union and include additional Soviet postwar “security—frontiers”
aims in the “Middle East.”
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Thirdly: That the Kremlin was merely waiting for a pretext which it might
use to the benefit of its own interestS in the future.
Fourthly: That the Soviet Government intends to exploit to the full the present
political crisis in order to gain the assent of the British and United States
Government to its proposed territorial “claims” at a time when, in the view
of Polish government people, it is statedly considered by the Soviet Government
that both the British and American Governments would be “reluctant to offend
Moscow” (it does not appear to be without significance in connection with the
above that Moscow for the first time took the opportunity, in its stiff note sus
pending diplomatic relations with the Polish Government, to state officially and
publicly that it considered the Polish Ukraine, White Russia, and Lithuania to be
already a part of the Soviet Union).
The Soviet Ambassador considered that the situation necessitated a recon
struction of the Polish Government and he pointedly denied that the Kremlin
contemplated the formation on Russian soil of a “Polish National Committee.”
In his view there were among the Poles here a sufficient number to permit
the formation of a “more reasonable and realistic” government than the One
at present. According to Bogomolov the situation would result in a victory for
the United Nations rather than for Dr. Goebbels if the present crisis resulted in
the removal from the Polish Government of “fifth columnists” who were con
stantly endangering the solidarity of the United Nations. I gained the impres
Sion in this connection that the indignation of the Soviet Ambassador is particu
larly directed at the former Polish Ambassador to Moscow, Mr. Kot, who is now
Minister of Information, and at Mr. Seyda, who is Minister of Post War Recon
struction. The Soviet Ambassador made known his suspicion that the request
for the International Red Cross investigation was thought up by Minister Kot
and that Kot drafted this particular communiqué. (Kot's responsibility in
this connection is knoWn to me. Sikorski’s cloSest associates told me that after
the communiqué had been written by Kot, Kot succeeded in influencing General
Sikorski by telephone to permit Kot to release the communiqué. This hap
pened at a moment when General Sikorski was ill and tired. I am also informed
that on thinking the matter over Sikorski wished to withdraw the communiqué,
lut it had already been given to the press.)
With a view to the future, and in this connection, I have given Sikorski
to understand that in my personal opinion (repeat personal) this “diplomatic
blunder” had presented the Kremlin with an excuse for coming to grips with
the Polish Government; that the fact that the Polish Goyernment had failed
to consult with either the British Government or the GOvernment of the United
States or either of them before releasing the communiqué had unfortunately
given the impression in my mind that when General Sikorski's Government was
creating trouble it would rather not consult us but that when it got into trouble
it turned to us to get it out. General Sikorski greeted these observations with
full comprehension, accepting them as my personal reaction.

WIN ANT.

X


