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1. (DIR 23337, 11 Oct 52) @ cable stated that nine staff members
eontacted Peters or other Apparat persomnel - - 2,'T 3 ,;, © A2
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2, Where did the figure of 7,000 originate?

3, At what point was it decided to liquidate the Apparat and who
made the descision? ‘

Ly Was a public announcement mads to the effect that Peters was to
head up a resistance movement/{

5. Did you understand that the overt and covert organisations were
to be completaly separated?

6y Vas there political rivalry between Peters and Csihars over
leadership of the Apparat?

7« Were certain individusls from another project physically
threatened by Apparat people? (Sallapa incident)
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8. Of what value was the cover corporation?

9. Are there other asimilar corporations providing cover for other

projecta?
10, Eight months before the field assessment of the project, Peters
was reported in (Qerman newspapers as being the leader of a resistance

organisation. When did you know of thia?

11. At least one leader of the Apparat was uncleared and this was
uncovered in a CIC«CE cheek. In view of this succesaful CE operation,
wny would you "emphatically reject® a later proposal for a CE check?

12, In view of your statement yesterday that the FPrankfurt police
force wags filled with SPD members, do you think the local police cheeks

and inquiries of potential Apparat members was wise or sscure?

What attempts were made to keep the organiszations and activities
of various projects separated? _

13,

. Do you think that the interlinking of certain projects unnecessarily
jeopardized the security of all of them?

15. Why was Hueth, a leader in the Apparat, chosen as Prineipal Agent
for another project (MUDCAP)?

16. Did Hueth's activities not also eompromise JBTHRONG and TP
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17. wWhat other projects cooperated with PROWL in public meetings,
distribution of propaganda, eto,? Was this a secure practice? How
were arrangements made for these cooperative ventures?

18. Did the Executive Committee of the BDJ accept your directions
without question? Were they witting of American sponsorship?

19+ Is it accurate to say that there had been no cover agreed upon
for the training site?

20. Vas there good compartmentation within the Apparat? Did you
question i~ A with respect to the detalls of the organisation?

21, Vas it a mistake not to separate the BDJ and the resistance
activitiea?

22, Police Agent Koebel states that he had made frequent investiga-
tions of the BDJ since its activation and knew that Peters was given the
resistance assigiment. Did you know of these investigationa?

23. A report in the file states that the chief courier of the East
Zone who was arrested in June 195)1 knew Lueth, Peters and plans for the
Apparat. Do you know the extent of his knowledge of these plans?

. The veapons and other material were removed from L 1 ig
house openly and in broad daylight. Who was responsible for this
operation?

25, Was one Doerk taken from the Apparat and assigned to the BDJ
28 a pamphlet courier to the East Zone? Was this not another tie

between BDJ and the Apparat and did it not increase security risk to
the Apparat?

26, In a dispatch deted 18 June 1952 you said that CIC agents were
several times discovered inside the BDJ and that their blowing always
caused some minor embarrassment. On what occasions did this osccur?

27, To what extent did you control the relationship of A with
Petera?

28, To what extent did you supervise and control recruiting prooedures?
29. To what extent did you supervise and contwd the cover corporation?

30. Did you request guidance from headquarters?

31. Can you reconcile the statemsnts on the strength of the Apparat
which were reported to headquarters (e.g. 1 Oct S1 = 2,000 questionnaires
have been collected vs. 30 Nov 51 - organization continued to expand -
records contain 634 questionnaires)?
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| 32, Do you think some diapatches were wvague or misleading (e.gs =
Pour Kreis leaders have bnon selected with approximately'jg righting

men sach)?

33. Did you attampt to reconcile or tie down tho reported strength
of the Apparat?

34y What were your changing requests for equipment and supplies based
on (i.e, « 7,000 rifles to 8,000; 250 machine guns to 500)?

35, Was'L g purchase of houss and car done with your knowledge
and spproval? Would that draw attention to ~ a

%. Did = 1 acoount satisfactorily for operational funds?

37, Why wac the project reaasessed in the Spring of 19527 Did
headquarters ao direct?
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