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Discuseion of BlJ Hefore the Pederal Constitutional Conmittee
on & Pedruary 1933

1, During the latter part of Janvary 1953, Dr. LEHR, Federal Minister
. of the Interior, called & meeting of all the Laender Interior Xinisters for
a discussion of the BDJ case. iinisterpresident ZIKN, who was almo pressnt
st the meeting, made violent ascusations against the BfV and particularly
sgeinat RADKE without, however, mentioning his nams, HNeither LEHR nor
JOHN, who was also present, had the courage to make an srrwtivo nmtal of
ZIER's charges, mush to the disg\wt of RADKE.

2. (n é February 1953, the EN affalr was te ba discussed btrorc the
Federal Constitutional Cesmittes (Verfassungsausschuss) under the chairman-
ship of Walter MENZEL (9PD)., Thanks to the absence of JOHK who 8 on vaca~
tien in Switserland, HADKE was to represent the BfV st this meeting, at

" which the SFD was well represented, the CDU poorly, and, with the exception
of Conmunist FISCH, none of the other parties were represented. The Federal
Governzent was repressnted by LEHMR, LEX, GIDI, SCHMIDT, all of Federal
Interior ¥inistry. Land Hesse was represented by 3CHUSTER, Deputy Interior
¥inister, and MAKEX, newly sppointed LIV ohief. The question befors the
comuittes was to aot on & written request from ZINN to IEHR that the BN
bs banned in the entire Federal Republic for having engaged in subversive
activities., LEHR geve a lengthy speech, saying that before such a ban -
could be iasued, the investigation of the whole BDJ affair whioch is now
in progress must first be cempleted. After two hours of speealmaking,

IEHR excused himsslf that he had to attend a recepticn for Mr, Dulles,
When he left the meeting, Cemmunist FISCH eould not refrain frem eutm
a fow nasty remarks at him and his meeting with Dulles, ’

3. wWalter MENZEL and Ludwig BERGSTRABSGER (SFD) then attacked RADKE
for not having informed the Pederal authorities about his talke with
FETERS {n 1951 and for having omitted to have PRTERS and his "Apparat®
investigated by the BfV. HADKE replied that under no cireumstances would
he investigate or report on an organisation that was clearly sporsored
by an Allied ozcupation foree because he did not want to run the risk

© of bedng accused of apying on the /Zllles., This explanation was received
‘with mixed fuunga oy the part of the %FD rembers and, of course, by

FISCH,
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b, Fext RAINE was ascused of having knowm that the Appavat snd the
B W were oue and the same organisation. RADKE vehemently denied this
M seusation beoanse PETERS had distinctly told him that the Apperst mid the
N M wers entirely sspurste although soms Apparat members wers resruited
mmmw. RADKE was then asked why he did net make name traoes of
L WETH? In reply, RADKE eited & communication from the LV Hedse in which it
w»mw-amnwmwmm:tmumwmem»fw
oad seemed to have fairly geod somtrol over the MDJ,

§. HADKE was nsxt actused of being responsible for thw relsass of the
Gefendants when the Apparst ease broke, WMﬁm-mdwmm
fthat he was on vagation when the came broke., He sxplatned thet the Pederal
Frosesuter had asked JOIN to get a declsrstien frem the Assricans regarding
their aponsorship of the Apparat, on the besis #f whish he could relesss the
prisoners. JOHN received the promise of smeh an American decleration, which
was glven to the Federsl Fresscutor who then released the Mnms. '

6, The finel accusation against RADKE dealt with his mmtm«-
in the tax ocase that was panding sgeinst the BDJ in Hesse, As evidence
SCHUSTER showed two letters, addressed to RADKE, whieh had besn found:
during the search of BDJ offices. In the first letler dated 1951, RAMIACKER
requested that the BDJ be recognised as a mon-profit (mammm)
erganization whieh should be axsapt from taxes. This letter was fmrp-d
over to JOHN who instructed MBRI, his evalustion chief - and SFD csabet
to inform the Hesslsn govermmsnt thet as fer as the BIV eould determine,
the BDJ was an anti-Comunist and censequently a nee-profit organissbion.
RADEE sategorically denied that the BIY interfered in any way in the '
Hesslan tax suilt against the BfV. SCHUSTER was silenced on that potmt
by RADKE's stebement that HAMMACHER had written the same letter to the
Keiser ¥inistry and to the Interior Ministry. The sscond letter; dsted
Janvary 1953, was from KNOLL snd ROEHMER, informing RADKE that the BN
had been reorganized. When SCHUSTER asked RADKE why he had not inferwed
the Federal authorities about this letter, RADKE asked SCHUSTRR if they -
had not found his (RADKK's) reply. SCHUSTER stuttered that they had mot found
sny. RADKE then said his reply was as follows: "Beoedpb e il mdy
of your letter of . . . ., ., which has been sutmitted %o Dr. Otto Ji
for further action." That reply agsin silenced SCRUSTER. .

7. The Committee members made wome aerid remarks about the lugk of
coopsration betwesn the BIV wnd LfVe. It was decided %0 refer the guestion
of bsoping the BOJ in the Federal Republic to s sub-commitbes for fyurther
study. After the meeting RADKE had & beer with MANEK who told him ‘that
the Hessians had found s notebook of LUSTH which, widle not containdig
anything ireriminating, contained netes that would give riss %o m more
~ bad publicity about LULTH and the BDJ, MANEK also told RADKE that HAMMAGHER

48 under investigation for having bean a former member of the "Freies
Kommitee Dsutsehland® and for heving had Communist tendencies,
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8. Aammuumag&m, Hmnarwhwwﬁssmdiihtq
4%t rusations which, he feels, would have been avoided Lf the Americans hed
»ma_muexmmumwmmm & that the Apparat and the
B0 J were spensered by them, 71N and his cohorts would never have dered to
st tack an ccoupation ferce the way they did, without wishing to be quoted,
RM DKE recommendsd one of two things cenwerning the 50J:

a. The BbJ should file suit with the Constitutional Court in.
Karlsrune, demsnding that the ban sgainst the BOJ in the
four Laender s wnsonstitutienal or preduce evidence
why 4% ‘sheuld we bammed, ,

b. The HDJ should be disbanded and its members should join some
other youth organisation in western Germany.
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