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fron the official transcript of tesgtimony »n accused or—
zanigsations, taken before a commission appointed by the
Taternational Militgsry Tribunal on 13 WMarch 1946, pursguantd
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Cross exanination of the witness Ludwig GRAUER

]
bys EKEMTNER page 2050

Did you a2t that time have a hond in seeing that large

gunig of nmoney of the industrial concerns were given to

Tational Goclalist quarters?

T nergonally had no fund in ny organization for such

ZVE the

=

things. However, at the beginning of 1932 1
—conomiic “dviger FUNK 100,000 narks when THYSSEN was
a0t oresent and FUNK needed it badly. At that tine

o Cccigion had heen tnken by the heavy industry, thatb
no funds were to be given to the National Socialist
Porty, but only the FATEN Cabinet and for bhaving hand-
cd it this 100,000 narks I was supposed to be disnissed
from ny post. Only the fact that THYSSEN said I had
neted in hisg nane, preventecd that this neasurc was
corried oute

Tnt was not the only time the Terty reccived noney
2ror vour help directly or indirectly. okl yotp - pell
something about the other cnscs, and you can be

sruitc frank in this natter?

S

T rcolly do not romcmber any other cnses where I Dlaccd
lors e sums of money 2t their diaposnal, becausc I had
funig for such purposcs. I did not give any noncy

%0 the organization ag a whole, or t> HITLER, 7T for

sther longcr centralized tosks.
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I did not mcan the organiz~tion ns a whole, I deant

individual 885 groups =and go on?

I never gave the 8§ a single penny.

Only the Party?

Just the cage that I menbtioned. At the tinc of

LTIRTOVEN I once nore gave SONE NONEY.

How nuch did you give the Gauleciter at that tine?
I ¢id not negotiante with the Gauleiter at all. hat
Woas Gone by WAGNER, the Feonomic Pergonnel Adviser in

wiich ot that tinc.

How nuch?
I did thig in the férr of g loan. Tt mey have been
00,000 marks, it may have beecn lecsz.

Do you know that thisg 12an hag never been repaid by

tie Iarty?

o, nothing is known o ne.
Taether such loans were given to the Party direetly
or indirecctly with your help, will you please tell

ug ‘sonethineg about 1t7

I Inow that additional noney was given, but I could
give you any one single case in which I partici-

¢, nor where thig hapncned,

dould ‘you say it is correct if I say that with your
helr about threec $7 five hundred thousand narks werc
siven 2 the Farty. You nust be very careful becnusc
T have the docunments.

“ven in spite of that fact I would sny that T think
Gint this sum is not correet, ecruse I had no funds

ot oy disgposal.
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That is the reason why I say indirectly?
Tou do not want to adrit nmore than 200,000 7119

That T gave personally, what I know personally, whot

I odviscd or ordercd?

Tant you ndvised it, that you contributed, that you

node reecomnendations?

If you would mention sdncthing I might rcncomber, bub

I Jon*t remenber nny individual cnscs.

You only remcmber Ul 100,000, but it is not inpossible

it was norc, is that correct?
ig possible, but not up to 500,000 narks. Aaywny,

ne pergonally.
your orzanigzation, =nd so on?
like %2 say that ny organizatison had no fund

£or such purposcs. Our Enployers Orgoanization only

hod o fPund for strikce cventuslities.

(End »f Docunent)




