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SOURCE  The following report comes from usually. reliasble, well informed
sources. Paragrarhs 1 to 3 are from a COU _soum‘a paragravh 4 is
from a reliable SED source; paragrarh 5 is from an SPD source,

l. The article in the 1%1232&1 on the subject of Ernst Lemmer's oast,
‘which appeared on 4 January, aroused a great deal of bad fweliug
between the Executive Commiftee of the GDU and the SPD. The circum-
stances leading up to the publication of the article are as follows:

a) On 2 Jamary, the editor of the Telegiaf contacted Ernst Lemmer
and notified him that he had received an article with certain infor-
mation on him, that he was sending this article over to Lemmer for
him to read and comment upon before publishing it. At the same

time he assured Lemmer that if he published the article, Lemmer

would be accorded an equal amount of space in the Telegraf to answer
the a:_'ticle.o ) , k , o

b) Lemmer got in touch with Jacob Kaiser, Chairman of the CDU, and
notified hin of these circumstances. Kaiser visited Dr, Suhr
Secretary-General of Berlin SPD, and made 1t clear to him tha% the
facts mentioned in the article were already known and it would not
serve any useful purpose to stir up this material again, since it
might easily start a mud slinging battle between the different par-
ties and the leading personalities, Suhr was in full agreement with
Kaiser and assured him that he would do everything to stop the pub-
lication of the article. S

c) The article, however, was published on 4 January. Kaiser went
to see Suhr to find out why the article had been published. Suhr
gave the following explanation which Kalser accepted:

d) Suhr contacted the editor of the Telegraf and asked him not to
publish the article. The editor of the Telegraf said that the artie
cle had to be published since it had alresdy appeared in the. foreign. .
press. When Suhr asked him what foreign newspaper, the editor men-
tioned a Beigian paper. Suhr, therefore, vut in an urgent long dis-
tance call to Brussels and got an assurance from the editor of the -
Ielegraf thet the article would not be published until such time as
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n shsack has been made ”;th Brussels. Sunr walted until nmidnight of

3 Jamiary fTor the long distance call and after it had not come through
assumed that 1t wouid not come and, theref.‘orey according to agreement,
the article would not be publiished. Tue next day, wnen the article

did avpear in the Telegraf. Suhr went over to see the editor of the
Teiegraf and protested againq+ the handling of the matter.

e.) in the meantime, Der Abend approached Lemmer for an answer to i

the articlile in the Telegrdf, ‘which Lemmer gave., When Lemmer wanted to

put his reply in the Telegrafl also, the editor refused to publish 1it,
stating that Lemmer had already found space in Der Abend.

Un the evening of 4 January, ‘the Russian Political Division in Karls-
horst avproached Lemmer and assured him of their complete backing and
¢ompiete faith in him and of their disregard of the article which had
appeared in the Telegraf.

After thes: "'{ix in the Telegraf, the Central Committee of the LT
appointed an investigating committee to look into the Lemmer case.
The Political Division of SMA talked separately with Ja-ob Kaiser
about ‘the Lemmer crisis in a reeting on 9 January 1947 in Karlshorst.
Kaiser was criticlized for alliowing an investigation in the Lemmer
tase. The Russian representatives stated that they have a feeling
that the CDU Central Committee is getting much too western in its
orientation, and that if Lemmer should be forced to resign they

‘would have to regard the CDU Central Committee in Berlin as non=

representative of the CDU in the Russian Zone. The Russians stated
that they then would see themselves forced to have the CDU of the
vrovinces appoint a new Central Committee which would not be sub ject
to western direction. In that case, the old CDU Central Committee
would represent Berlin only and have no jurisdictlion in the zone.

In a: internal meeting between Kalser and the top men of the CDU, it
was decided to hold Lemmer, if at all possible, and not to give the
Fussians a charnce to liquiéate the CDU Central Committee in Berlin,
The investigation committee had, therefore, been instructed to pro-
(eed with great caution, . '

Field Comment: A reliable CDU source says the charges against Lemmer
are confirmed by everyone “in the know",

The SED cousiders the Telegraf’s attack on .smmer a maneuver in con-
nection with the coming FUGEB eiections, SED leaders speak openly of
the fact that lLemmer is guilty of the charges against him. Reverthe-
less, the SEDR has decide, tb support Lemmer indirectly, because it can
eount,. on his support in ¢he FDGB. Wilhelm Pieck was at first at a loss

as to what to do in the Lemmer case tut finally helped to carry the .
decislion not to attack him,

Field Comment: Source one reports that the FDGB wanted to send an SPD
delegate from Berlin to the recent Trade Union Conference in Hannover.,
The SPD member refused to go {acting on instructions of Beriin SPD).
Lemmer did attend the conference despite an SPD request not to. After= '
wards the SPD leaders in Berlin were criticized by the SPD in the
western zones for exaggeratifig SED discrimination, since FDGB repre-

.sentation by a CDU leader seemed to indicate a certaln amount of '"fair

play” in the FDGB.
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5. A rellable source reports, on 9 January, that Arno Scholz intends
to press his attack agalinst Lemmer in the Telegraf. At present he
is gathering material from the Pester Lloyd for which Lemmer worked
during the war. Journalists and CDU people allegedly are offering

- Scholz more material against Lemmer.. Kalser originally told Scholz
he would have to drop Lemmer; later, however, Kalser changed his
attitude completely. Scholz attributes this to Russian influence.
Scholz expressed the opinion that the Russians desire to retain
Lemmer in the FDGB as proof of its non-partisan character.
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:l} The article in the Telegraf on the subjoct of Er

‘or's past, which appcarod on 4 January, arousod a great deal of .
bad blood bestween the executive committee of the CDU and tho SPD.,
The circumstances leading up to the publication of the articly are

as follows;  '

Won 2 January, the editor of the Jelegraf contacted Ernst

Lemmer and notified him that they had rccoived an articlc with certain

1nformation on himy that he Was sonding this article over to Lommer
for him to read. and commert upon before publishing it. At tho same
tire he assured Lemmer that if he published the article, Lemmer
would be accorded an cqual amount of spacc in the Jalegraf to answer
the articls. |
Lemmer put himself in touch with Jacob Kaiser, Chairman of
the CDU, and notified him of these circumstances. Kalger viéitcd Dre
Suhrland made it clear to Dr. Suhr that the facts montioand in the
artiglo were already known and that 1t would not serve any purpose to
stir up this material again, since it might easily start a mhd
slinging bctwoon'the-difforont'partios'and the leading porsondliﬁios.-
Suhr was in full agreement with Kaiser and assurcd him that he would

. do ovorything to stop the publication of the article.

| The~articlo,-howover, was published on 4.January. Kaiser
went to seés Suhr to find out why the article had been publishod. Suhr
gave the following explanation which Kaiser bolicvod:

l 'suhr contacted the editor of the Zelegraf and askod
him not to publish the article sinco it was not advisable to start
political.mudothrowing at this time, The editor of the Jelegraf said
the article had to be published since it had already appeared in the
pss. When Suhr asked him what.férolgn nowéﬁgpdr,'tho'.ditor
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mentioned a Belgian paper. 8uhr, therefore, put in an utgont long'
dissance call to . 5russels and got the assurance from the editor of
the Telegraf that the article would not be published until such time as
a chock up had boon m;do with Brussols. Suhr waited until midnight of
3 January for the long distanco call and after it had not come through
agsumed that it would not come and, therefore, according to agroomont,
the article wOuld‘not be published. The,noxt,day when thq article - |
did appear in the Telegraf, Suhr went over to see the editor of the
2g;ggzg_sand protested against the handling of the mattor.'
In the moanwhile, Dgg_gp_gg approachod anmcr for an answor

to tho article in the Jelegraf which Lommer gave. Whon Lemmer wanted

to put his rcply in the 1_;;;;;; also, tho editor rofusod to publish
it stating that Lammor had already iound gspace in De ! '

2. 'On the evening of 4 January, the Ruassian Political Division
in Karlshorst,-approachod Lemmer and aasurcd him of their complete
backing and comploto faith in,him and of their disrogard of the
article which had appoarod in the Ig;gngg




e
i b Y

wssnu m ORISIS On wmk- on BREST L3
zwn/mmw/ s e Ading the Geiis,

m«awmmmmnmmmmv F"&

memwmwuwwmmuuw
wmmummmmawm%m
(u)mmwwmutumsmmm::mu‘
Hanover sn 80D mesber of Wis FOUB: The SPD masber refused t0 g0, Thereupen
| \wrmmmmrmbdmd uwuum&wmmwm
B wmwmm.mmmmmnw,_‘:;“;f' the FOGB.
Y After the conference the 81D in BEGDN was oritletend for
persecution, Wiies it was quite ovident that i Berlin ¥
mzamu‘m-nmmummtmmawmm,
mhum ' L :
(b)mmmamwynmuvo«mmmm'
«mmmwtommmwmammm
phlicies of the GV, mmwmmmummsumm
«mmmmumwmmmnmuwmwu
mmwnuummwm ummwm
mmmmmmmnphmmmﬁ&um
Thay d14 not Gb3est to hin beng n the party Mevesky Wut otijssved 4o hiy having
such an wpumnum mmmmmmmm
mmmhmwmmmmmm wwmm
umm;:ummuammmm

mt:urtu-m-uwwmmmmamm
momhdmmmmu%hhokmmbmllm n—mu
ucm;nmmmwmtumnummw‘wm




©SEpRET

| 3. The Politisal Division of nmmrmw.mmmw
um:mmmmmm nauommmm«a 9
am:ﬂh?hmmmmwmmmmu:mm
mw-mmw?mtuommm &J.Wtoo"f“ . e
mummzmumwmmwmmmmmmm
"mmuauﬁjj@ resentative of the QU 1n the Missian §iner The RISGLAN stated
mtwmwmmmtmwuwwmammw
mmmmmmmwmmmmumw |
umdtmum. mmtmmmmm;mnmmm
ummw&mwmm" wﬂum.

bnummm?mmmwmcwuwa

_ muamm-m.. mem'th- ez he

o 'mumwmmwmmamm mwmm
'WWMW”MW&& m

: wﬂﬂ '
C ‘ﬁ

&



SUBJECT

SCURCE
SUBSOURCE

1MGB 1936
ROUTINE
Dizzod ~ P‘GL(B 7\‘?7:?

_FRJZQ c;;w;}‘t ;qfu§ .

'S B C R E T/

PETER REPORT COVER SHEET

DATE OF INFORMATION

DATE OF SOURCES REPGRT:
EVALUATION -
' COMMENT

‘A
»

..
e

REPORT 0. 5 1936

DATE 13 Jan. 1948

Po1/ 1) Mgeting.df Publishérs;
2) Lemmers; 3) Anticipated
attacks on Karl Brammer -

- —
3 Jan. 1947
B-2




erwamﬂ;;en Si*"Wn& aa& auf ' ds' . ¥er
Ktenr de . :

i
|
|
!




S.‘ 3 {\ 7 ?
5 .
(N
) o 'J?“ .

Dle Angrlffe des " Telegraph" :zaf Ernst Lemmer werden ven allen
Eingewelhten beatatigt.L. s0ll bls zum Schluss der Nazizelt

das Bild von Ribbentrop auf seinem Schreibtisch zu stehem ge=

habt und auch gute Beziehurgen zu der Pressestelle des Awswidrtigenm
.Amts gehabt hebem.Er genoss auch den Vorzug der sogenannteu'- :
Diplomatenverpflegung.Journalisten,die mit ihm im Kriege zusammen
kamen ,bestitigen,da ihm das Propdgandaminlsterium bis Kriegsende
elnehWagen zar Verfugung gestellt hat.

C 1. Exnst:Lemmer.

2.Karl Brammer.

In manchen CDU-Kreisen befiirchtet man, daB auch gegam Brammer
Angriffe erfolgem ki¥nnten.

. Karl Brdmmer,geb. 11.7.91.Vor deu Krlege Heruusgelier der Demokraz
tischen XKorrespondenz,die sehr gutes Material im Sinne der damalige:
Demokratiscihien Partei brachte.Bliebd auch in der FNazizeit Besucher

" der Pressekonferenz und gab nach dem Eingehen der Demokr.Korrea=
pondenz die " Rachrichtem fiur Sippenforschung ™ und im Kriege
Nachrichtendienste fiilr die Wehrmacht heraus.Nach dem Eriege :
‘stellv. Chefredakteur des CDU-Par+eiorgdns " Neue Zeit" und Mit=
glie& der CDU.

Aus seiner 4ntinationalsozialstischen Gesinnung hat Brammar
niemals einen Hehl gemzcht,aber dennoch hat er,um sein ILeben zu

fristen,Nachrichtenbldatter heruuscugeben,dle Nazipropaganda-
material verbrezteten.
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Fanktiendre rochnpn die vor dsn%ﬁg‘,ﬂrn aas bisher ven F!GB
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ber Parteivorstznd der SEN hat sich in seinen letztudehigen

Sitzungen und Besyrechungem mit den beiden im Vordergrund stehen

éen Preblemsn besehaftigt:den Wahlen im FPAB und dew Peutsch -

- lunébesprechunygam.

Zu den Gessrkschaftsnghlen ist die SEF mit ihren |
nSozialpolitischem Richtliniemwn hervergztirsiem, die im wesent-

lichen eine Arbeit ven Paul Merker sind./ Veréffentlieht im

~Heusn Beutschland» vem J.Januar./ Im Parteiverstand herr-

schteé im ubrigen eine xiemlLehe Nisstinnung uber die bid erige
LasSLgkeLt des TURE in der Zusammenarb»Lt nit der Part°i.fs

sell Yersorge getroffen uverdew, dass die Vorbtndung dex Tahr en—
den SE¥PnGewbrischaftler zunm Partebverstan& eng er erd und dass
ver allem auch die bisher unzulanglzehe Iressestelle des FIGE
(unter der Leitung ven letmburgar/ mzsgebaut pird.In abrtgem %
wurde im Partelverstand der Standpankt vertreten uad gsbzllzgt |
dass der Nahlkampf ni ht als ein Kampf €hwalek contra Suhr
_sfahrt werden kanr/ wie =8 bis jetzt manchmal aussgh/ ,sonderm éi
daés neue Arguemente in den Kampf gefihrt verden missen.Mie |
immer, wemn von anderer ,gegneriseher'Seitc-l&un,st die Of/ren=- i 1
sive srqriffen warde, trat aueh diesmal wieder die Forderung aaf,é \
offensiy veorzug ehen:und das sel nur néglieh, venn man in die |

Betriebe gehe. Die Berliner Betriebe, hiess es, mﬁsstdi.mobilté'

i

siert a@:den und dert nisste man die Arbeiterschaft zq;siner

Stellungnahne Zur-bisherigam-Eewerksehdftspelitpk veranlassen, i

babel k@nne na mit einer durchqus kanpfgewilltdm Sehar sicherer

cd




Erroichte kdar heravezustellen hattsen,;leiehzel tig aber aueh
selbstkritisch erftrdten unter Betonung dessem, 2as nech in der
Zukunft srrungen werden und gssehshen misse.bas » Hew Beutsehn
langs vurde aufgefordert, seine Borichtsrstattung dler Geverkscha

fgregen untsr besonderer Berucksichtigung cer Betris spyrobleme.
hegzeutend zu verstdrker.

Bie Stimmung im Parteivorstand, in dem in immer fihlbarersn

Mausse Gretewohl die entscheid ende Rolle splelt, zar ki der

——

Erorterung deé FPGB-Hahlem ziemlich unerfreulich und pereizt.

Fazu beigetragen nat zueifelles der Fall Lemmer, der vom »lele»
graf» zweifz1los auch ais-Sprengbambe'im Xanpf um die Gewerk--
% sehaften.beabsiehtigt'war;lie-SEl hat sieh in der Erérterung

dieses Falles di= Frage vorgelegt,uas im-Augenblick fir sie

‘.

und in Interesse der Binheit der Rewerkschaften vertsilhafter‘.
ists die Vorwirfe-gegen Eenmer nieht zu uberseken, abor_geb- |
ﬁﬁuéh nieht etwa zu unterstitzen, oder femmer fallen zu lassem..
‘fartéév@rstand surde der FPall sehr lsbhaft eraitart,wiamand

te ein Hehl daraus, dass Lemmor zneifelles schwser belastet

. !
l-Irotzdem hat sich der Parteivorsiend dahin entschiedem, i

.
1
A

sieh aus in keiner Heise in den ¥Fall Lemmer axtid elnzufreif
:'rn die Austragung des Falles der CMW und dem FBGB zu lUber=
.Es ist also mieht zu erwartem, . ass €ie SEB im Falle
r ot g wie im'Fall des br. Irnst eder des Stadirates

s vorgehen vird.hemmer istl im Augenblick des Kamples um

ewprkschaften und un dle Einheit der Gevsrkschaften

5 dass man einen se blamablen Abgang disses Mannes
méehte, Bie SEF hat sieh alse hier fir die Politik des
n ¥ebesls eontschiedem, das helsst, dafir, Eemmér zZy-—

vdirekt zu stitzen und zu haltem.AlInGnlich ist man

e it % e S AR ba T s s
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im SEB- Verstand etnas nervEs'gswdfgj% iber die haufigem
rolitischem Katastrophen mit CRBE-Leuten, C¢is dashald jar

nieht nillxommen sind, weil man mit dem Kaiser-schen mchrist=
lichen Sezialismus»,so nizadrig man (hn in Wirklichkeit ein-
sehdtzt, doeh moch politische @eschafte machen zu Konnem Rofft:
1. gegen Bdenauer und 2. cureh die Aufrechtsrhaltung der Block-
politik in der Ostzone. Besonders H. Pieck sar uber (en Fall
Lenmer zundchd étwas ratlés; trug aber dann entsehzidend it

zu der ab@artenden,nauiralen‘Haltung gin, dis der Part=ivor stand

fir die Behanclung des Falles Eemmer beschloss. |

|
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Betrifft: Ernst Lemmer, SE gyg?
LCEL TN

Wie ich heute von»Arno Scholz hoere, ist er gewillt, den Angriff |

.gegen &f Ernst Lemmer fortzusetzen. Scholz ist zufzeit dabei, neues
Beweismaterial aus dem Pester Lloya herbeizuschaffen, interessant ist,
dass sich Presseleute und auch Angehoerige der CDU bei Scholz mit be-

- lastenden Angaben 10 000141V o gegeﬁ Lemmer melden. So ist Schoiz mitgeteilt
worden, dass ein frueherer Pressechef , - dessen Nameﬁ ich'n;cht nmehr |
erinnerg,der Jjetzt ip Hollana-érbeitet - geaeussert haben soll, er be-

, : : etwa 1943
trachte es als seine Aufgabe, Lemmer ummoeglich zu machen, weil @feser/

nach einer Diskussion mit Ly Presseleuten deren Verhaftuﬁg am naschsten
Tage veranlasst haben.soll. Ausserdem sollen fuehrende CDU-Leute Scholz
ihre Sympathie bei seinem Vorgehen gegen Lemmer ausgedrueckt haben. Die
Napen der Betreffendep wollte Scholi ﬁoch nicht angében.' Er erzaehite
_ aber in diesem Zusammenhang, aass J#kob Kaiser bei Begiﬁnlder Presse-
vefoéffentlibhung geaeussert habe, Ernst Lemmer sei nicht zu halten,
Erst spaeter habe sich Kaisers Einstellung grundlegend égaenderﬁ.
Scholz fuehrt diese Meinungsaenderung auf fussischen;Einfluss zurueck.
Beachtenswert ist ja auch das éigentlich unmotivierte Auftreten des
FDGB fuer Lemmer, Scholz vertritt die Ansicht, dass die Russen, abge-
sehen von allem anderen, daran interessiert sind,'Lemmer im FDGB zﬁ hal- -
_ten, um diesem dadurch den nach dem Ausscheidén won Suhr so bitter

notwendigen Anstrich der Ueberpartéilichkeit zu bewahren.

B., den'9clou7




