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,	 1. For the past three months DT-6 1 s group (Identity 1), which has

lpeom producing dummy-edition newspapers under Kaiser Ministry auspices,
has been engaged in a deadlocked controversy with Karl Germer, Political
Itaferent of the Kaiser Ministry's Berlin office, over terms of operation;
sines the end of Mar,rone of the group's regular dunny newspapers have been
produced. This controversy has had no effect on DT-O's ICCASSOCK opera. 	 --- -
time, which are completely separate. However, since it reflects the
,gelnerel development of recent Kaiser Ministry policy (especially since the
adeOkt of Germer), we are submitting herewith a record of the controversy,
alpog with DT-6's comments on various members of the Kaiser Ministry's
Dwain office. It should be noted that Identity 1 is a covert group,
pported exclusively by the Kaiser Ministry until ICCASSOCK was put into
operation in April, and that therefore none of the information about
Identity I should be used in any conversations with Federal Government
officials.

2. Background. The Kaiser Ministry's activity in Berlin has never •
consisted of undertaking or controlling operations in the DYCIAVIER sense
of the word. It has been rather support and attempted guidance 'in approx-
imately the same manner as the old-time operations of the Office of Public
AffsirS, HICOG. Some organizations have been subsidized or partially sub-
Sidizedi for example DTLIKEN received a straight 10,000 DM subsidy until
early 1951. Large quantities of brochure, pamphlet and leaflet material
have also been produced and turned over to Berlin organizations for distri-
bution more or less as they see fit.

3. Working relationships have been in general much closer between
the various operating organizations (TPEMBER, DTIBEN, BGWART, FJSFRAY,
et4) than between any of these organizations and the Kaiser Ministry.
On several occasions there have been joint public rallies sponsored by one
or more of these organizations, and there has been regular working level
cooperation on propaganda and distribution problems. (In the case of the
DT-6 group, for example, DT-6 has obtained editorial advice and assistance
from BGWART, TPEMBER, the FJNEEDIE youth organization etc. and has turned
over parts of his output to these groups for distribution.) The idea of
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coordination of propaganda and resistance is not new, but it has been
promoted by the organizations themselves and almost not at all by the
Kaiser Ministry.

4. The DT-6 “groupn carried out its first Soviet Zone clammy edition
operation in May 1950 and has been supported in these operations by the
Kaiser Ministry off and on since that time. In the summer of 1951 this
became a regular operation providing for the production and distribution
of two dumpy newspapers monthly. Throughout this period the group con-
sidered itself an independent organization fully responsible for editorial
production and distribution, which it handled first through other organ-
isations and gradually more and more through its awn regular distribution
personnel. No control or guidance was in reality exercised by the Kaiser
Ministry.

5. , . Tuerck. Dr. 'Merck, the chief Kaiser Ministry representative
in Berlin,	 ect contact for DT-6. Dr. Tuarck apparently took
little substantive interest in the project and wan concerned primarily
with accounting matters. The only serious clash was in early 1950 over
the Frier Bauer dummy edition which DT-6 had been producing, largely in
cooperation with TFEMBER both for editorial material and for distribution.
This edition was atopped by Tuarck and turned over to the Kaiser Ministry
sponsored Bauernverband, apparently primarily because Tuerck felt that it
should be doing something to justify its existence. (Bauernverband,
incidently, did not produce another newspaper until this month, and then
only in cooperation with the DT-6 group.)

6. Karl Germar. Karl Germer Was assigned to the Kaiser Ministry
office in:Hay 1952-, ai- political referent. Whether because of a basic
change in Kaiser Ministry policy or Germer's personality, or both, the
Kaiser Ministry's approach to Berlin base&resistanne operations shifted
radically after, the arrival of . (}armor. It became clear very quickly that
Germer intended to make the Kaiser Ministry, and himself as its represen-
tative, the coordinator and guiding spirit of such activities. A cur-
atorium consisting of representatives of the Kaiser Ministry, the larger
parties and the resistance organizations was proposed (although never
carried out) for coordination of resistance activities and Germer soon
made it clear that he considered problems of operational security and
policy coordination, even of independent organizations such as DTIZNEN, to
be fully within the Kaiser Ministry's field of competence.

7. Germer l s first and strongest efforts were directed against D1'-6•
and amounted to.an • attempt to establish tight control over a.project.nhich,
although Kaiser Ministry sponsored, had always operated with almost full
independence. The regular DT-6 dummy newspaper was stopped by Germer at
the end of May and since that time for a variety of reasons production
has not been resumed. The major crisis was caused by Germer's demand that
DT-6 turn in lists of all his distributors, ostensibly for their own future
protection (as evidence, in the Kaiser Ministry's files, that they had been
engaged in resistance work); W-b, supported by.,his own distribution chief
and the leaders of other groups used by him, has steadfastly refused this
demand.
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-Lubin& objeetive etestionis were at first at isms (the decision
not to carry out distribution operations immedietely prior to

' -titian of the new Soviet Zone controls an June 1st, the choice of
,	 channels, etc.), the controversy soon became a struggle for

H. - 'relatral on the part of Germer and for operational independence on the part
of the *6 group. Oermer on several occasions attempted to discredit the

INA" wi suds organisatioms as /MMUS, MOUT, and the MUD= youth
argseiaation, liktthvtham the DT-6 group had been marking, attempts *Joh
140401 Most eases merely reported back to DT-6. On July I6th a formal 	 .
060.11)1ittat uslithlitted by the group to State Secretary Thelieck request.
ins interVentiesSof higher authorities in the dispute; a series Of fifty

of conversations during the period of the controverqrlesre also
(a photo costar the letter to Thediedk with the list if the fifigr.,t àttachosto in forearded as. attachment A). At the same time a formal cam.
Submitted to the Sundeshaus, Berlie,_dealing with the dispute

.; ; .„witb Serum over the. distribution of a ons.tbmstaashure produced by the
volip . u.July (photo copy forwarded as attachment B).•

t. No decision has yet been mode by the Kaiser itlnistry on the eao.4.10011 .0: the ZIT-6 group or an the future of its operations. Mae of its
pahaiteetiOno has been produced since lay. A ens-tine dummy of an

Itothlorsi, referred to In paragraph. II above, was prodOed under Gernert
la..4117. At the beginning of Anguet a dimity edition of Baster"

,;:prOdesosed by the Baueraverhand. and the DT-6 group was assigned the
AI* distribution. reit this they were under the elver-

--th°4.c.t.:..iaii.L4Vit1=-11SPIOLAgetni,* Thor* isnit '114.1.1;	 e =I regular production.

Pereenaliti". It suet be admitted that DT-6 has the very Istvan
ei UM operating level Till a Via the government officials with 	 •

has been dealing; however his comments on the various people with
he. hal beige In contact indicate: the types 'blob are encountered la the

•• Itinistrjr Ind ihose personalities can asks a profound difference
..illeitiaoehipe with the operating organisations, DICIATIBB sponsored or

Turd( awarding to DT-6 is a bureaucrat of the maret type,
nseed. primarily

... 46.
with asserting his official importance and unedapt-

, Wet* the fluid type of operatioms for Shish the Keiser MlaietrT
04001d be responsible. Viten within the Bundeshans there was consider.
able opposition to and lack of respect for Dr. Tuerek vhich is undoubt-
edly partly responsible for his recent removal.

B. German in contrast to Tsar& is reported, not only by 	 but
alsobrail other sources, to be a person of considerable initiative

• and interest in the substantive operations of the Ministry. He appears
• to be a **placed operational type, over eager to have his finger on

everythingehlWis being carried out. This inevitably antagonises
• the operating organisations who naturally consider themselves mare

qualified to handle operational matters; this appears to be the basic
cause for the extreme bitterness between Germer and DT-6. As an ex-
amples Gernerias appointed to his present job only a short time
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before the announcement of the new Soviet Zane controls which were
to take effect on June 1st; Germer decided that, no Kaiser Ministry
sponsored distribution would take place until the new situation coact
be judged, although all operating groups were at that time making a
special effort to get as much material as possible transported into
the Zone before June 1st in case the new controls should really reduce
distribution capabilities effectively. R gardless of the rightness or
wrongness of Germer l s decision, his arbi,frar1ziess and ignoring of the
opinion of the distribution groups stro iy alienated the people in-
volved - in this case especially DT-6,ónd BGQVART. (DT L.6 1 s dumpy
Tribene, which was to be distributed In large part by D3QUART, was
stopped in the middle of production.),

C. Baumann is according to 10166 a, man of considerably greaterra*.
and understanding of his field than Dr. Tuerek, but on the

'	 other hand basically a functionary without great initiative. Wit102
the framework of his functions be has been helpfel and cooperitiveirikh
the D/66 group and understanding of the problems both of operations and
of the relationship with the Ministry.

U. There appear to have been three separate factors involved tit,

thu46 controversy, ehich are paralleled to some extent in the Weer
two relationships with other organisations and which are likely toil
time.

A. Theinajor factor is °foams. the Kaiser Ilinistars at
tcvemert control and influence over-politicainerfare Ea MO
activities. This is in contrast to previous polity in Bintlim aa.:pe*w(
senified bgr Dr. Taira; on the other band its Impact was inteinsitied',:by the personality Of Goer.

B. There is a natural tendencyAo confliotbetpeed.
ational groups . and &defer Minis* officials when they

toreaucrats of varying/degrees.oreompeteney.-1Mpeeiel4 in
working people tend to cooperate closely, so tbit there has
probably will continue to be a 'ore natural policy and
werdination among the groups themielves then will ever
the Kaiser Ministry.

C. Conflicts and earsonalitFALMerohoWnithin the
try itself have had a considerable	 with tb
organisation,. As a rsolat of ths4)10cope**vorDr. Torok th4014004
iationships often took the former-440004paratber than open diaPlatikt,:Y-•
The choice of his suoceseor willl_te00000.447 PlayaPtrohgPartfuture relationships between the Dicer itinistry and Dr:MAIM' sponsored
organizations.

Dia butiont
3-pEaargaT, with 1 copy ea. encl. usc and 3 Copies of identity.
34YCZAV1ER, " 3 copies of identity use., 1-072q, with iden. etc.,
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