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'1’-1'3 prob‘iem *‘;aised in the case of derber’t‘&GELSING is how much of what he cays

15 the truth? VQuhaketeriaiETno. cheoi-o8. i s StRLEREINPT Tt —TTE BREC Lo or his

wi@®, :NGILSING higmedf hus been yuestioned on three oocasion. In furxvxgxx Euro,c

y4 v

ena twiCw in this country. it way be teid that, altaough his story ncs cnenged some~

what, ae has SLuok ;rett.y chosely to 1t end such discreancies hs have appeared can

he »xpnﬂ\-d through fallure to elicit his complete story in the first 1nt,erv1ews. .
herbert EHGELSIwG wee born 2 Septe:\ber 1904 in Oversth, near Cologne, Gerrany,

and until 1933 wes an attorney, tnen a judge, in Eerlin. Upon Hitler's coming to

power ENGILSING turned to the film industry and wis & successiul film director and

producer with Tobis. In 1933 he married and ne and his wile lived 1n vrriour vevte of

Berlin until 1944 when hi-.;u/i—;e went to Konst nz, Germeny. ENGFLSING followed shortly

,

alter the close of the war, i8 not ecrliers. :rs. DHGILEING joined her parents, B and |
Mrs, Arthur KOHLER, in California in 1947 anu toth MNGZLSINGS are ot the present tiue in .
the United States.

Accodding to statements of both Mrs. and Lr. FNG. LSILG their friendship with the
SCHUL'.Z-30YSENS b: gan in 1938 and ended in 174l. The reasons given for thebre&k:’mg of
that relationship seem$ on the surface plausible enough ~ the ciaim that SCHUL le~BOYSEN
turned to tie feft in late 1941 or early 19.:2 and discord hetween 5CU ULZE-BOYSaN and
his vwife Libertus. Ticse statemunts %ill be taken up in detail. There appears to be '
no acpesmwt reason to doubt MGFLSING's claim that tie relaﬁ.onship was broken off com-
pletely :t that time as far as lLis activity as an agent of S31 UL7E~ECYSEN is wncerned.
ING:LSING has freely admitted that he supplied information on political .and military
actions nlanned by the G rmen Governaent before the kooe ond of 1941, that he introduced

w

to 3CHUL B-BCYSEN a nusber of th: mere usefnl :.cid-ers of tiie gr up, sucl. zz THLF,

SWOTT IR AWED tago TUSCH M, and las n«.reu elg' t indivicuals as his vvn sources of J*_‘,ﬁﬁ

oﬂu/\‘f'nw\mub““""

information, te hus zlso udiudtted knowi certam inerirers ol tle group, altrough tiey =

seem to be surﬁrisinglyREGl (RE ..){:-‘—,_—-‘-’-é'-'_—/"—.r
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On _.th-.' basis ¢f tiese admissions tiere can be no doubt of THG:ISIKG's part in
) known
the STPUL7E-BOYSTL group. Indeed his/active participation k=mumx makes it appear the

more remarkable that he was not vicked up with the others. If we consider that the
SCHULTF-PCYSEXN group was effective ijom'the epfing of 1941 to‘the early fall of 1942
then ENCELSING was an active participant during half of tih.e period- of the groups great—
est effectiveness as well as during the major nortion of the time during which the
effectivhess of the group *as b. ing built up. '

The question thr;refqré arises: What is FNGELSTNG Keeping to hiuself and why?
The ancwer, which we believe to be muck more than an assumotion, is that he has con-
structed a sort of "legenda", part fiction, part fact with the intention of playing up
his collaboration with SCHULZE-BOYS:=N during a peried in whi“ch he cldims that SCHULZE~-
BOYSEN was pro-ally and his withdrawal from contact with 3CEULZE~BOYSEN when the letter, .
according to FNG'LSIG, turned to the Left. Both claims, the pro-Ally attitude and the
late turn to the Left, ic after 'XCELSING broke off, we believe to be largely fiction
and we will treat these claims below, at this point we may direct attention to the
reason motivating ENGEISING to make tk.wse claims., Ve know too litctle about the man
to sketch thiész more than'briefly, but two possibilities at leasf. present th'emse_lves:
self-preservation or a long-term plant, The former is admittedly more likely and may be
co;lsidered to be indibated by his marriage in 1938, the establishment of ©:is parents-in-
law in the 'Llnit,e_ci States in 1939, the e],aixped withdrawal from the group in i9hl and the
concoction of a pro-Ally slant”om:'/t of Schulze-ECYSEN during the period of his own
collaboration with him, ‘

ENCFLSING has made the statement that m:qut:bdm .SCHULZE—BOYSEN "exi:ibited
a d;fihite pro-Russian philosophy" "either in the fall of 1941 or in the spring of 1942"
and he indicates that vrior to t! is time .Sm{UL?e—@YSEI's orientation was toward the
Ali:les and he was not at all inclined toward Co.munism. FOur information in regard to

SCHULZE-R YSEN's no .itical views and his collaboration with the Soviets has been obtained




D

from a GeStano Section IV 4 2 report of the 22 December 1942 which indicate'\"that SCHULZE~
FOYSEN was inclined toward the Soviets througlout his mtelligencé-gat’ enng activity.

;epo t gtates flatly: "SCHUL-ESBOYSEN's espionage activities began in 1936" and
fherf:u's record of information passed by the SCI'ULZE-BCYSEAS to the Soviets wmx refers also
to 1936 when secret plans mktaiomsxix for military overations against the Repubiican _
Government in Spain were obtained by SCHULZE-BOYSEN and passed to Gisela von POELLEITZ ] ‘
who is report,éd to have delivered them to the Soviet Z.bassy in Berlin., FRuxkie
Indication of his pro-Communist bias ppior to 1941 is shown in his recruitment of Horst
HEIIMANN and Herbert GOLINGV/ in 1940 during the time he was ;ecturing at the Institute ~
of Foreign Affairs of t he University of Berlin; of the latter the Gestapo document
states: "3chULZE-DCYSEN was able to convert him (GOLLNGY) to Commnism although he had
nrevidlxsly been a National Socialist", Likewise, in speaking of the recruitment of
Col. Erwin GEHRTS, the Germang, w:.ile not mentioning the date of the recruitment, state:
"Both (GPHRTS and SCHULZE~BOYSEN) had taken part over a period of'years in Commmnist
discussion groups', In sumning up the 3ection IV A 2 report the British comment as
follows:. "Before 1941 SCHUL:E~ROYSEN (and HARKACK) were both ardent Comminists". From
the above evidence it seems reasonable to conclude that 3CHULZE~B(VSEN TURNed to the Left -
mich earlier than the stoommctimoed period noted by FNGIBSING.

In respect to ‘pagsing information to the Allies, E'GELSING has made as much

capital as rossible out of the supnosed vassing of information to the Brlti,sl}, t..hrough
a certain Count DCUGLAS, Swedish Military attache in Berlin, whose wn"e was a s:.ster of ' \
SCHULZE~BOYS®EN's wife Libertas. lio dates for tiiis sunposed attempt to give information :
to the Allies is mentioned and no corro oration has b.en found except from an cxtreme]zv
interesting individual wxm, Hug.o BUSCENANN, whom RNGELSING brought to the kme?tvu(;f;m-/m‘ .
Dassy—hwBers.on the Lith of August, 1947 and who in the course of a generally suspect
intervview'supported ENGELSING on several points, among them the eubp’osed innocence of

SCRULZE-BOYSEN In regard to Commnist thepries prior to 1941 and the reported use of




"' Count DOUGLAS as the "channel to the Vestern illies" ; no dates were mentioned by BUSCH-

MANN as to wWhen this channel was used, e <€ris DCUGLAS invention would not excite

mterest especially if it were not for the fact that through the evidunce of lanfred

mrich Edgar

ROELER, the German prosecutor in the SCRUL EZ~3(YSEN case, and X, sCH ULZE, the father

of SCHULZE-BOYSEN, -it can be proved that the DUGLAS incident was a complete faonca—

‘ tion xRiockie by SCHULZE-FCYSEN after his arrest and was intended to deceive the Gestano

and gxbodimx postpohe as long as possible the execution of the convicted members of his

group.

RCESDER's statement on t ke incident is as follows:

"ifter :is arrestx SC}IUL'ZE-

BOYSEN claimed that he had sent certain important documents to Sweden through the

Swedish lMilitary Attache in Berlin, If he d1d not later send a pre-arranged signal,

these doucrents were to be puolished by February, 16.3.

Since SCHULZE-BOYSEN was sure

(BOEDER belived) Xk of Germany's collapse early in 1943, he was only trying to delay

the execution of his group.

The only evidence discovered to support SCHULIE-ECY3EN's

story was his social contact with a Swedish Colonel, name unknowm, who lived in the

house of the actress larie BiRD",

E.X. SCHUL'E's corroboration of ROEDER's testimony

ray be fo_und in his published "Harro SCHULE~E( YSEN" which is in our nossession. E.E.

Yw : :
SCHULZE Wa8 called ibt.o visit his son on two occasions, the 30th of September 1942 and

"N

the 18th of October 1942 in the hope that his presence might soften his son sufficient]y

and influence him to reveal the whereabouts of secret documents, 'supposed by SCHULZE

to contain information on Nazi criminaly w.ich the son was believed to have smuggled out

of Germany., At the second meeting 2,E.SCFUL:E Was informed by PANZINGER, in cherge of

conduéting the investigation of the case, that his son had agreed to explain about the

documents provided the execution of the friends arrested with him be postponed until

the 21st of Dicenber, 19&3

A ShK

This prorise havmg teen madeAi_n the presence of his father

'bo-SGHJ-I:#E'PG-%S-B the, hﬂt‘ber declared "that he had never sent any secret renorts abroad

or stolen any naners.

All his official papers were in order in his office,

He had never




prepared to reveal abroad any documents which might be embarrassing to the German .

Government; the Gestapo's assumption in regard to such documents he had not contradicted

because he had conceived the idea of using it as pressure in the interest of his friends."

hccording to SCHULZE, PAN"ILGFR assured him later that the Gestapo would still hold to

.’.Lts part of the bargain. : L et fme 4 o.%o..wa mdfi‘f "

Also of interest is MNCILSING's insistence that the SCLULZE-DOYSENS did not  4aefl
A

get along well together which% influenced him and ¥rs. ENGELSING to break with
. their friends. There is no evidence whatsoever that ti.is stat-ment repres.nts the
true state of affairs between Harro and Libertas SCHULZE-BLYSIN, ROEDER gave teétimony

as follows on this point: "Libertas was a firm and loyal Communist and after her owvn

and her husband's arrest she attempted to protect and warn other members of their group.!

E.E.SCIULZE has published numerous of his son's letters in xidouxxicizk none of which

slighting reference * . .
is there any cocoulnxxfexexze to Libertas. In his last letter, vwritten shortly
before his execution, SCHULZE-BCYSEN wrots: "Libertas is ciose to me and shares my
fate at the same how", This does not mean that they were the closest of companions
but there can be no doubt that they worked together as a team and were Mukk involved
equally and together in their treason.

rinally, nothing can throw more doutt on the honesty of ENGELSING's testimcny

than his description of the political views of members of the group known to or intro-

duced by him: Guenther UEISENBCRR definitely not & Communist
SCHELIHA # stands to the Right HARNACK - Conservative Socialist
KUCKHOFF - Right Socialist HIMPEL ~ Right 560ialist

TERV'IL - Right Socialist SCHOTRUELLER - Right Socialist




