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Arno Schols cane to visit me a short time ago, and gomevhat shiftily
raiged the issue of the future of the "Spandauer Vollesblatt', Apparently
frich lezinsky is seriously 411, and is not likely to live very much
longer, This at least is what Arno Scholsz thinks,

I understand that lesinsky is determined to ensure that vhen he dies
the "Spandauer Volksblatt" will be inherited by his son, It is this
development which is now agitating Schols begause Iesinaky's son is a
director of a "Berliner Gross-Schlachierei® » & position gained as a vesulg
of his marriage to the daughter of a Cross-Schlechtereibesiteer, Schols
therefore taies it for granted that the old, and I mst say in the par-
ticular case of the "Vollsblatt", very honourable and worthy social~
democratie tradition, will be broken, and get mixed up with bourgeod.s
butehers! Schols thinks that tids development can be avoided through the
assistance of our licensing laws, under which of course a licence oannot
simply be transferred from father to son without our approval. I believe
moreover that the property of the Verlag "Spandaner Volkshlatt" belongs
to the 5FD, so that lLeginsky would not finé it very easy to carry out his
alleged plans, At the same time I consider Leginsky to be one of the nigest
and most loyal men in Cermany, andlweuld highly regret doing anything to
upset such a good friend of Brdtain,

I am passing this on to you purely for your owm information, and you
should not stert any investigation or discuss with Schols or Leginsky
unlese either of them raise the matter with you. I would however be
grateful for any comments you may have, and in particular you might keep
an ear %o the ground for anything you might hear sbout it.

It may of course well be that Lesinsky's will to live will lest cut
untdl licensing has passed from our hands, in which case he will have to
deal with Schols and presumably the S°D himself,

Turner, 58Q.,
Senlor Infomation Services Officer,
Infomation Services,

BERLI.




impression that Lezinsky owned the plant - hence his comparatively low
printing costs. But there may be some mortgage. I will see what we have
got in the old files and report.
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Your Bef.: - : el : OFFICE OF POLITICAL ADVISER

Tel e: 86 6737 - 3 (BERLI:A)OR 2

18th January, 1952

Dear : | /, "

Thank you for your letter of Jamuary 16 (ISD W/
3! !

Erich Lezinsky's left arm was amputated at the shoulder a fortnight ago -
the bone had become diseased, probably following a fall when on holiday last
year. Happily, he has made an excellent recovery and is full of good spirit and
humour, ~-He is hoping to return to Spandau from the nursing home this week-end,
My information immediately following the operation was that it was likely to
improve his general condition very considerably, He is certainly looking much
better now than at Christmas, If he had not gone to hospital Arno Scholz's guess
might have been right. At Christmas he looked like anything but the season.

Regarding the future of "Volksblatt", I know Lezinsky is anxious to pass on
the succession to his son. But he is also perturbed by his s on's lack of real
interest in the newspeper. Although the son is a nice and very friendly fellow I
do not think he has got the right feeling for the work. His ambition was not
helped when his young and very pretty wife left him after a short marriage to rum
off with an older man who is at present "doing time" for offences in connection
with scrap metal deals, In view of that family circumstance I don't think there

is much need to worry about a butcher's holiday in Spandau. Even so, I will make
a few very discreet enquiries,

, What I have thought for some time to be likely out there is that Alfons
Schopflin might try to obtain an interest eventually leading to control. You will
remember him with "Sozialdemokrat". Very friendly, very plausible and possessed
of much energy. Since "Sozi" folded he has been with Erich Lezinsky as a kind of
general manager and has gradually taken a more and more prominent part in its
business affairs, Recently, according to odd conversations I have heard, he has
been seeking to extend his influence into the editorial spher e. Lezinsky has
apparently given him wide authority in the business generally.,

Naturally I shall not raise "Volksblatt's" future with anyone until it is
raised with me, Curiously, however, I had been considering whether I might sound
Lezinsky out upon it when he j}s fully recovered, I believe it would pay him -
and also help us-to maintain Volksblatt's" line if he made provision for an
interest for Emil Schroder who is 99% in editorial control.

I shall have to eheck up on the ownership of the property. It was my firm

/impression ...
Mr. A. L. Pin/

Press and Publicity Branch, S R
Information Services Division,
UK High Commission in Germany, /{4,4 °~/"’°
(22¢) Wahnerheide,

Rhe inland.




think we should authorise changes now in the hope that they may avoid the
necessity for additions later on in which we have no words.

Yours (w
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Dear \_eammte,

Erich Lezinsky has now asked me if it is possible to have his son appointed
as a second licence holder of "Volksblatt". He feels that after his illness he
will be unable to take his past full share in the newspaper's operations and
requires someone to share his responsibilitiegjﬂ 3 ‘ , ’ A

As stated in my letter of January 18‘,’1?urt Lezinsky is a nice fellow., But
without the backing of the family interests he would have difficulty at present
in being considered for the appointment. However, in view of Volksblatt's
constant support of the West and its generous presentation of the British case,
there is some weight on the side of meeting his father's request.

We do not want to do anything which might lead to reduced co-operation as a
result of irritation or a feeling of frustration. There is also the possibility
that if the son is given more responsibility for "Volksblatt" - becoming his
father's partner instead of a minor personality - his interest and stature would
increase, He is now 31 and he has worked on the business side of the newspaper
since it was licensed. To that extent I have shifted my former opinion on his
suitability.

Before I discuss the matter in detail with Erich Lezinsky, I would value your
views on the situation, Especially on the merits of the following points which
I feel should be discussed with him:

(a) An assurance on behalf of both Lezinskys that "Volksblatt" maintains its
present political line (Ind SPD).

(e) That in view of Kurt Lezinsky's inexperience of editorial practice and
policy control his father might consider including a third licence
holder with experience in those fields. (It might be suggested to him
that Emil Schroder - who virtually runs the editorial side - should f£i11
that role). The financial interest of the third man need be extremely
small and so not harm the family profits. From our point of view the
presence of an acceptable and experienced man would be helpful.

No outside capital to be admitted without our express permission.

Wie have to remember in dealing with this case that when licensing ends
Lezinsky can take whoever he likes into partnership. Therefore I am inclined to

/think,....

¥r. A. Ly¢

Information Services Division,

UK High Commission in Germany,
(22¢) Wahnerheide, Rheinlend.
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Rheinland,
Thank you for your ISB/07/03 dated 29th Jamuery, 1952,

3/ Jamary, 1952

. I must say I am rather inclined to funl the issue and see whether we can
find an easy way out. On the one hané, we certainly do not want to upset
Lezingkys on the other hand, we should avoid as far as possible a dreary
argument with Scholz and the S.P.D,

The ideal solution, in my opinion, would be to let the matter hang fire
until Allied licensing ceases, Have you any idea how much longer this will
take? I rather gathered from Scholz last time he was here, that the Senate
Draft Press Law was practically camplete. If therefore there is any chance
of licensing being handed over in the next month or two, we could, I +hink,
reasonably sugpest to Lezlnslky that he walts €111 then and gettlcs the westion
himgelf., Could we not put it to him that it might be preferable to wait until
the time when he can tsle the decision himself?

With all respeet to Lezinsky, I feel that the appointment of his inex-
perienced son as sele licensee of the "Spandauer Velksblatt" would be wrong.
Apart from his inexperience, there would be reasonable grounds for doubting
that the basis on which the paper was licensed would be continued after the
father's death,

If we must decide, and the young Lezinsky is accepted, then I agree with
you that we ought to give a licence to Emil Schroeder and possibly one other
person, say Schfipflin, This might satisfy the S,7.D,

You do not say whether you have been able 1o find out whether the S P,D,
have any material interest in the “"Spandauer Vollsblatt" Verlag. I think we
ought to know this before any final decision is taken,

)

s

G Turmr, EBq.,
Senior Information Services Officer,
(1) BERLIN,
Fehrbelliner Plats, 4,
Lancaster House, F 1 L =
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Qlass case than put into use. We have practically pushed their noses through
the glass, but we have not yet found a barge-pole long enough to make them
touch it. The day will come, of course; but it is unlikely to be within the
next fortnight,

f, Your letter of 3lst January, regarding the gift of the license to
Lezinsky Jnr., Schroeder, and one other person, possibly Schoepflin, and the
satigfaction this might cause the SPD: Whether Schoepflin would satisfy them,

I camnot say, and moreover I would point out that unless the suspicion that the
property in effect belongs to the SPD is correct, it is none of that Party's
business. Erich Lezinsky, who.has been a Social Democrat since 1903, would in
any case be unlikely to propose a non-SPD:fellow-licensee, Unless there is
indeed proprietorial interest, the less the Party has its nose in the matter and
the more the present political line of independent-minded Social Democracy is
pursued, the better. -

5. In view of the foregoing (for whose length I apologise, but I have felt
it necessary to be explicit and clear in detail), I make the following suggestions:

i, the.guestion of ownership of or interest in the publishing-house must
be satisfactorily settled.. I shall appreciate_ your direction on how this is to be
done, I shall look up the old files, such as aye available, but I doubt whether
% shall find anything. Therefore you may like to consider my proposals in para 4

b) aboveo - %

ii, Lezinsky Jnr. shall be accepted in principle as a future licensee,

iii, Schoepflin sheall be considered as a strong candidate for future
licenseeship in view of Lezinsky's support and the fact that on DER TAG of
licensing-cessation he can be brought into partnership anyway. At the same time the
nature of his personality shall be studied carefully in regard to.the influence it
will have on young Lezinsky's inexperience and old Lezinsky's perhaps fading
powers., Further, that Schroeder's antipathy to Schoepflin very likely operates
the other way round as well and may therefore react unfavoutably on the editorial
side. And not forgetting that if the SPD has any proprietorial interest, its
reaction to Schoepflin has also to be borne in mind.

iv, Lezinsky.can be approached with the proposal -that Schroeder also be
mzde a licensee. My own opinion is that this will now cut little ice, though I
may well be wrong. Lezinsky is & charming but obstinate men. ¥Whether it is since
Schoepflin's participation in the firm or not, relations do not appear to be/gdod
between Lezinsky and Schroeder as they have been in the past. SISO has e both
sides of the story, and the versions of fault certainly vary. At the best, I
think that it might be achieved that Lezinsky would agree to take Schroeder as well
as Schoepflin, but I am not sure that that is an arrangement he would accept. I
do not think that talking to him sbout danger to the editorial side will impress

him much.

v, I.do.not think that any arrangement we can now reach will be satisfactory
to. either Lezinsky or ourselves.

If Lezinsky Jnr. and Schoepflin become licencees, we may have a blow-up

/ONecass




get very far with this before he went on leave. I would be grateful if you could

let me know on what you base your belief that the property of the Verlag "Spandauer
Volksblatt" belongs to the SPD. Should you think that Scholz may have any information
about this, perhaps you would care to jog his memory delicately when he is in Bomn
about '22nd” February. Further, what do you think of the idea that I should write to
Lezinsky and gsk him whether there are indeed_ any mortgages or property ties? I think
this could be done inoffensively by saying that it was necessary to know what
commitinemfis the proposed new licence-holders would be assyming in the partnership.

c, SISO's letter gf 18th January, regarding Schoepflin: SISO's description
is not only highly accurate, of course, but very discreet. I am going to express
myself more bluffly. I do not dislike Schoepflin, but I do not trust him. For this
I have no grounds whatever, I think it is his so obvious plausibility that gets me
down. I have only heard bad about him from an enemy and good from no one. I have no
reason to think that he has ever used any influence contrary to our interest. He
been a license-holder of "SOZIATDRNORRAT" and has held since the early days a license
of his own to publish books and periodicals, although he has made wvery little use of
it. . His Fragebogen is entirely clean. There is possibly one point of interest i it;
his first recorded employment was from 2nd January 1928 until 23rd August 1931 with
"Spandauer Volksblatt"; the reason for cessation of service was "Auf Anordnung des
Vorstandes der S.P.D.". He was then a Redakteur; should he now become license-holder,
the circle will be complete. And the SPD? Mud-raking is seldom pleasant or profitable.

d, SISO's letter of 29th January, regarding the points to be raised with
Lezinsky: There are three of these, one of which may be taken to have bgen satisfied,

_ Lezinsky has antigipated the assurance by both him and his son that
"YOLKSBLATT" shall maintain its present political line. He says in his application
that by the proposed arrangement he is fully confident and pledges himself that the
political and economic responsibilities and duties of his publishing-house will be
maintained. ;

SISO's point gbout the non-admission of outside capital without our express
permission can be put to him, if and when you approve, .

SISO's view in regerd to theeditorial side of the matter seems to me both
important and, in the circumstances as they now present themselves, critical. Emil
Schroeder, as SISO has mentioned; virtually runs the editorial side; Lezinsky Jnr. is
inexperienced; Schoepflin broke 'with his newspaper profesgion in June 1934 and did
not return to it until June 1946, when he became business manager of "SOZIALDEMOKRAT".
SISO, in his letter of 18th January, refers to Schoepflin's recent attempts to extend
his influence into the editorial sphere. This is quite right and accounts for the
stinking atmosphere which permeates that side of the house, It may be only in his
professional capacity, but there is no doubt in my mind that Schroeder loathes
Schoepflin, while egually that the latter is unofficially in a dominating position.

e, Your letter of 31lst January, regérding suspension of the matter yntil Allied
licensing ceases: This is to my mind a mirage, Cessation of licensing is one of the
Freedoms that the Senate of Berlin seems to consider so admirable that it is better in a

/8las8eees s
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To: Office of the Chief,
Information Services Division,
UK High Commission in Germany,
(22c) Wwahnerheide,
Rheinland,

e

1, Our previous ISBE/07/03 of 18th January and 29th J
ISD/30/4/17 of 16th January and ISD/31/5/1 of 3lst Janua
f the Berlin VOLKSBLATT, refer, ‘\Er”q

| 24 In SISO's absence on leave I have been pushed into this quagmire of motives
and policy. The bog has deepened to the extent anticipated by SISO's letter of
18th January., That is, I have been visited by Lezinsky Jnr, and Alfons Schoepflin
and have had a letter from Erich Lezinsky requesting that the two former shall
become co-licensees., TR A

3e There is rather an atmosphere of rush about getting the matter settled,
which is probahly perfectly innocent but by which I do not intend to get myself
swamped, On the one hand, Lezinsky Snr. and.the two others plead that the business
shall be concluded quickly, so that he can go on his necessary and somewhat
prolonged convalescence in a tranquil frame of mind., On the other hand, there are
the complications raised in the previous correspondence plus my own uncertainty
in regard to Schoepflin. I have told them that I shall desl with the affair as
quickly as I can, but that it entails a certain amount of consideration between
Berlin and Wahnerheide. I have indicated obliquely that no final decision can be.
expected until SISO's return on 26th February. This does not fit too badly with
Lezinsky's wish to leave Berlin at the end of the month.

L I think it will be best if I now run over the points raised by the
Wahnerheide-Berlin correspondence fnd add some comment: 2 A -

- a, Your letter of 16tﬁ’5;nuary and SISO's letter of 18th and 29th January
regarding Lezinsky Jnr.: You will see that SISO's judgment is that in Lezinsky
Jnr.'s hands VOLKSBLATT might be butchered rather by inadvertence than nostalgia
for his former profession. I share this opinion to the extent that I would damn him
with faint praise. It is not that there is so much against him as that there is
perhaps not quite enough for him, It is possible, as SISO suggest s, that with
greater responsibility his interest and his stature, and I would add his personality,
will increase., There is room for it. T say this because it has a distinct bearing
on the question vis-a-vis Schoepflin, It is worth remembering SISO's remarks in

ra. 2 of his letter of 29th Jamuary.~% . -
< e P

7
b, Your letter of 16th January and SISO's letter of 18th January
regarding ownership of the property: SISO had not, to my knowledge, been able to

/get.....
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MEMORANDUM

' (TO BE FILED) -~

TO  pmE ISD 31/5/1 FROM  (ol, Edwards

SUBJECT: "Volksblatt"

I visited Lance Pope last night; he is sick in
bed, He told me that Arndié Scholz had been 'phoning
him several times and complaining that George Turner
in Berlin had written a letter to the "Volksblatt"
stating that British Military Government were prepared
to agree to Kurt Lezinsky and Herr Schopflim acting
as temporary licencees pending either the restoration
to health of Erich Lezinsky, or the termination of
licensing in Berlin, Scholz further stated that the
"Volksblatt" had published this letter and were
"erowing" over their victory over the S.P.D.

Lance asked me to ascertain from Turner why
this letter had been written, as it went back on the
undertaking given by himself and Mr., Robb to Heine
of the S,P,D. when they discussed this recently in
Bonn, The undert g was to the effect that we
would keep out of & wrangle and leave it to be
settled between the S.P,D. and Erich Lezinsky,

PSS (HO)W/R8201B/2M/4-50










DRAPRT

Further to my letter of 1 March 1952:

I have given more thought to the question of the temporary
responsibility for "Volksblatt". As stated in my conversations I am convinced
it would be in the interests of both your newspaper and the functions of
Military Government that during sny short period for which an authorisation
should apply you should add to your representatives a senior member of your
editorial staff.

is already indicated your two present temporary nominees have not
current professional experience of the details of editorial policy direction.
After serious thought I feel it is desirable such experience should figure
with some authority in deliberations concerning the conduct of a newspaper
in the circumstances which prompted your request. I am sure it would also
help relations between the general direction of the newspaper and the editorial
staff during your absence from control,

In these circumstances may I suggest you should give the matter further
consideration and submit an additional name of an acceptable nominee with
these qualifications. That of your present deputy editor springs immediately
to mind,

I should then be much happier about the temporary 4 irection of
"Volksblatt" during the period for which an authorisation is granted. Such a
nomination naturally need not have any financial implications for the

permission to represent you temporarily does not in the case of any individual

imply a title to become a licence holder subsequently. M%alnﬁmrisation to

represent the licence holder is also valid only for a short period and subject
to constant review from either side.

I should be grateful for an early reply and, if you wish, will come out
to Spandau to talk the matter over at your convenience.,

With good wishes for your speedy recovery.

Yours




should be carried out between the SPD and Lezinsky. This I took to refer to

the issue of licensing - the permanent as distinect from the short term matter.

To the best of my recocllection there was. no reference to the inadvisability of
putting anything of this in writing, although at the. time I know in my own mind
I never considered doing so as I saw no necessity for it. I.complied later with
Lezinsky's request merely in the belief that it would set his mind at rest and
speed his recovery. It is now clear that it would have been better had I queried
this point specifically.

Since speaking to you I have had a visit from Karl Wiegner, acting on behalf
of Arno' Scholz. To ease your position in Wahnerheide I was frank with him and
said that while a temporary interim responsibility had been authorised it came from
me and did not commit ISD on the licensing question. I also told him of Lezinsky's
assurance on "Volksblatt's" policy. He was apparently relieved, believing that
their licence had been amended or was likely to be amended to dinclude Kurt
Lezinsky and Schopflin,

Since then I have had another visit from Xurt Lezinsky and Schopflin with the
allegation that the SPD are anxious to obtain an interest in or over "Volksblatt!
They also said that the.SFD were fully in the picture regarding the licensing
application in all its stages. They did not know from what source the SPD had been
informed. I pretended complete ignorance in accordance with Lance Pope's instruc-
tions that we should stay outside the ring. Among other things they said they had
been told that the official SPD attitude was that neither of them would be con-
sidered as licence holders. They also said Erich Lezinsky was worried.

As regards the immediate future I realise your embarrassment, which I regret
sincerely, and suggest this can be mitigated or removed as follows: That, with
your permission,.I tell Erich Lezinsky (preferably in writing on the lines of
attached draft letter) that we would welcome an editorial representative among his
temporary deputies, the letter. giving us a further opportunity to indicate that the
period of responsibility is definitely limited. Also that the acceptance of the
representatives does not in any way concern their future position. I can, if you
wish, go out and have a friendly chat with Lezinsky on the subject.

Such a letter would nullify the previous one and indicate to the SPD tha‘.“’
present move is only short term and no acceptance of any of the nominees as
suitable licence holders.

If this is agreesble could you please telephone me so that I lose no time.

\)‘:‘.c . \/\\M wo? nSY \x‘mk{.‘l»‘?ﬁ
e N ok R o
3 M pewaalona | .

GT/CEM (G. TURNER)
ENCLOSURES : SENIOR INFORMATION SERVICES OFFICER
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0ffice of the Chief,
Informetion Services Division,|
UK High Commission in Germany,| !
(22¢) Wahnerheide,

Rheinland.,

Reference telephone conversation Edwards-Turner of this morning:

Last week I had various visits from and conversations with Kurt Lezinsky
and Schopflin in which there were reiterations of Erich Lezinsky's own telephone
request to me for an early settlement of his licensing application. I refused to
be hustled in this licensing question and said the decision would have to wait
upon necessary consultations and reviews of the situation

I discussed this on the telephone with Lance Pope and talked of the temporary
responsibility being given to Lezinsky's nominees pending a decision. He was not
happy about the nominations and we both felt that, if possible, Schroder should be
included to ensure continuation of editorial policy.

On Friday I put this to Kurt Lezinsky and Schopflin for the views of Erich
Lezinsky whose reply was received that he did not wish to accept Schroder in that
capacity although there was no intention of changing Schroder's capacity as deputy
editore I &lso obtained from Erich Lezinsky a written assurance that there would
be no change in the policy of the "Volksblatt" which I considered was an essential _
of any move at all.

I telephoned Lance again on Friday and we agreed that, while it was regrettable,
Lezinsky could be authorised to go ahead without Schroder - that we could not
compel him to put in someone he did:not want, Also that the licensing guestion was
not affected by this decision and would be settled later.

This news was passed telephonically on Friday afternoon.

On Saturday morning Kurt Lezinsky and Schopflin again celled on me with a
request from Erich Lezinsky for information regarding the possible duration of the
time necessary to settle the licensing application, I again said I could give no
specific information. They also conveyed Erich Lezinsky's request that he might
have written confirmation of his authority to delegate temporarily his responsi-
bilities. Accordingly I drafted the enclosed letter and sent it over,

Regarding my telephone conversations with Lance Pope he made it quite clear
that the final settlement of the matter was one which you had decided at Wahnerheide

/should...
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from;- iqb beriin from turner
to :- isd wahnerheide for edwards

suggested aLfeéhatngrto my draft Letter with yesterday’s

A3 7. 1sbe 07/03 4s that 1 tell L 1 fing i had exceeded my personal
authority in giving permissionrfor Longer than one month to
which’period such emergency dispensations are Limited before
review stop W » 4 o g e o
message ends
signed*turner

r 7 | e )

sent ber by hand b4 ,,,,,.04/3/1550a pk
rd by Wahn b4, ,..eeeneeees04/3/00m Awly)) 2{*( —




wahnerheide v ber b3 20 6/3 thi 0940a

from-1 s b-berlin from turner

to 1 s d wahnerheide for edwards

erich Lezinsky has died stop 1 wilLlL telephone you Later this morning
for instructions on entirely new Licensing situation which this'
creates stop iy :

message ends

Signed turner

t hj
gd by wahnerheide,,,,,,.6/3/0948a - gL -
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3//3,//. Note forFile
SD*39/5/1—

I

Volksblatt

Heine rang me at about midday on 6th March.After the norml expression
of regret at L@zinsky's passing away he enquired what we were now in-
tending to do about the licence for the Volksblatt. I told him that
what we wished to avoid was making a bad decision in a hurry and for
this reason we would probably have to approach the matter in two
stages. We would have first to find a temporary solution which would
make it possible for the paper to contimue to apoear, Then we would have
to find a fimal solution which, we hoped, would be acceptable to all

eoncerned,

I told Heine that the decision would formlly‘bo taken by Berlin, but natur-
ally we would be consulted, He asked me therefore to inform Berlin that

the SFD's attitude was as follows: -

They would like to see a Gremium of three persons who would be the

present editor Schroeder, Lgzinsky junior and one person to be nominated
by the SFD . They had asked the SFD in Berlin to suggest a name for this
third nominee. This Gremium of three would hold the licence as trustees

for the Party as in the case of other SFD newspapers,

I asked Heine whether this was the view of the SFD Headquarters or of the
SFD in Berlin, and he said that both were in complete agreement on the

matter,

Heine added that Schoepflin was either on his way to Bonn or already here

and intended to come to us.

Heine regretted that we had not altogether complied with the agreement reached
between him and Mr.Robb and Mr.Pope last week, by which Mr.Turner would merely
take note of what Lizinsky told him concerning alternative temporary
arrangements during his illness without actually agreeing to it. I told him
that this had arisen out of a misunderstanding but that in any case an
entirely new situation had now arisen,

6th March,1952,

A
S




MEMORANDUM
(TO BE FILED)

FILE ISD 31/5/1 FROM  Col, Edwards.
6th March, 1952 SIGNATURE

SUBJECT: ILicencees for the 'ﬁmﬁrlvaksblatt"

After discussion on the telephone with Mr, Robb, I spoke to
Gearge Turner end told him that, as a temporary measure and
without prejudicing any future decision regarding the issue of
licences for this paper, we agreed to'Kurt Lezinsky, Schopflin
and one other editorial expert being given temporary control of
the “Spaméeuer Volksblatt" and producing it pending a final
decision regarding the licencee or licencees who would be
appointed to replace the deceased Erich Lezinsky,

Turner told me this was in accordance with the thought in
Berlin and that the third, editorial, expert would most probably
be Schroeder who is, with effeot from today, acting as Chief
Editor. Turner told me that he had discussed this problem with
Rose and Pumfrey in Berlin and they had told him to agree with
us and make any necessary arrangements for the "Sprrd=mes

olksblatt" to continue on a temporary basis pending a final
settlement of the licencee problem, He agreed to teleprint %o
us the text of the letter he proposed writing to the Spandswer
“Volksblatt", but to avoid premature talk, he would leave the
three names blank in the teleprint he sends us, I also told
Turner of the message which George Bell had received from Heine
of the S,P,D, on the telephone this morning and which George has
recorded at Folio “We agreed that our temporary, acting,
unofficial "care-taker govermment" for the "Spandauer Volksblatt",
which included Schopflin, would probably not please the S,P.D.,
but it was the wish of the deceased licencee, made in writing and
supported verbally shortly before his death, and we felt that it
would be disrespectful, to put it mildly, to completely ignore
his wishes at this first step,

It was agreed that the question of licensing for the
"Spandauer Volksblatt" should be dealt with in two parts; the first
is the proposal outlined above and which is of a purely temporary
nature; the second will be the issue of 1icen9ea to the finally
agreed persons, In connection with th@sefinal 43¢ we feel, and
George Turner accepts this, that the S.P.D. and Erich Iezinsky's
heirs should agree between them three names and submit them to the
British Military Govermnment in Berlin,

PSS(HO)10257A/5M/10-5
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NICHIE
from:~ isb berlin from turner §:>/CLII—P
to :- 1isd wahnerheide for deputy chief

: suggested text of Letter to be addressed to alLlL three nominees
is quote by the death of herr erich Lezinsky volksblatt is without
a Licence holLder stop the recent authorisation regarding the tem-
porary discharge of his responsibilities and the existing applicatio
for sanc}ion of ~additionat Licence hoLders become void stop’
pending the appointment of a new Licence holder or Licence
holders information services branch authorises the responsibiti-
ties of volksblLatt to british milLitary government to be discharged
temporarily by herrn kurt Lezinsky, alfons schopflin and w, emil
schroder stop :

this authorisation is strictly of a temporary character to
permit publication during the period while volksblLatt ' is without
@ lLicence holder or Licence holders stop- its issue does not
commit information'services branch to any decision when-the appoint-
ment of Licence holders is determined stop unquote 3 .

possible amendment is part of third sentence which could read
quote nominates kurt Lezinsky alfons schopflin and w, emil schroder
to discharge temporarily the responsibilLities of volksblLatt to’
british military government stop unquote the word authorises pre-
Supposes an application has been made on behalf of alLl three where-
as we are putting schroder in stop : b
message ' ends :
signed turner
sent ber by hand b6,.,....06/3/1435a pk V
rd by Wahn D6,sssseneeeee06/3/1435 pe +
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% : Tumer, SIS0, Berlin,

From : Deputy Chief, 1.3,D., Wabnerheide.

130/31/5/1 (.) Reference your teleprint containing draft letter reganding
issue of temporary licenses for "Volksblat:" (.) ;

Below is a revised suggested draft, Will you pleagse complete
draft as regards correet deseription of the relevant Hilitary Govermment
Onder or Iew and also I sugpest you shonld check proposed letter with youwr
Legal Brench before issue (.)

Suggested text : quote Tn accordance with British Military
Govermment Ordinance Nos +osblonkess, 1t-is necessary for sny newspeper
appearing in the British Seetor of Berlin to be licensed, 4s a regult of
the tragic death of the late lisensee of the "Volksblatt" the paper does'mot
at present comply with this Military Covermment Ordimence and the recent
authorigation regarding the temporary discharge of his responsibilities end
the existing application for samction of additiomal licence holders becomes

A void.

In order to ensure the eontinuity of p@%ﬂm of the "Volksblatt",
Information Services Brench &s prepered to great i tempomry licemse, to
expire on 30 April 1952, to Herren Kurt leszinsky, Alfons Schopflin and
W. Bmil Schroder, to discharpe temporarily the responsibilities of "Volkshlatt"
to British Military Govermmemt,

This arrengement is of a strictly temporery character and does not
in any way commit Information Services Bremoh with tegand to the final
appointment of & licence holder or licemce holders (o) Text ends (.)

Py ,,
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n s 6 = 200 = 6/3/52 thi 1645
' turner, siso, berlin;
9 frcm deputy chief, i,s,d,, walinerheide,
/3%
1sd/31/5/1 (,) reference yar teleprint containing draft Letter
ReX® regarding issue of temporary Licenses for '*volksblatt?? (+)

belLow is a revised suggested draft, wilLl you L please
canplete draft as regards correct descriptiom of the relevant
mititary government arder & Law and also i suggest you shauld
check proposed Letter with yar Legal branch befare issue £

suggested text: quote in accardance with british miLitary
government ardinance no, seosblank,,,, it is necessary far any
newspaper appearing in the british seey sector of beriLin to be
licensed, as a result of-the tragic deatil of -the Late Licensee
. of the "*volksblLatt?? the paper does not-at present camply with
this miLitary government ardinance and ‘the recent authorisation
regarding the temporary dtschaSe of his respomsibilities and
the existing agk applicatiom fa sanction of "additimal Licence
holders becanes vold,

in ader to ensure the continuity of publication of the
Mvolksblatt??; informati: services branch is prepared to grant
this temporary Licence, tc expire m 30 april 19552, to herren
kurt Lezinsky, alfons zekxf schicpfiin and w, emil schroder, to
discharge temp ararily the responsibilities of *'volksblatt??
to british miLitary government,

this arrangement is of a strictLy temporary character and
does not in any way commit informatio services branch with
regard to the final appointment of a Licence holder a Licence
hotders (,) text ends (.)

signed (i.,c, edwards) message ends

cent wahnerheie by hand 1650a - gL -
rd by berlin 00000000000006/3/16503 pk + ccn
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from:- isb berlin from turner
to :- isd wahnerheide for deputy chief

—T._ >,
référeénce your s6 - 200 of 6 m{;;; stop témporary Licence in
all three names was accepted without objections Last night
stop :

méssage ends

signéd turner

sént ber by hand b5.....7/3/1130a pk +
rd by wahn b5t!..00000‘...6 7/3/1130 Sg
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Reference i ‘J‘,/

SUBJECT s "Volksblatt"

The latest episode in connection with this paper, i,e,
the application of Erich Lezinsky for his son to be appointed
second licencee hmkdew of the "Volksblatt", starts at Folio 28
in this file., The following correspondence between Lance,
Turner and Kessler I had not seen until we received news of
Lezinsky's death (Folio 3@ I obtained the file on 3rd March,
read the baczfround and have dealt with it from that date,

(Folio 33¢p.6 .

As far as we and the "Volksblatt" are concerned, the
present position is satisfactory until 30th April, 1952, The
S.P.D, reaction to our "provisional/temporary licencees" has
not yet been received,

By 31st April, 1952 latest, we hope that the S,P.D. and
Erich Lezinsky's heirs will have reached an agreement as to
the licencee or licencees they will ask Military Govermment in
Berlin to approve and appoint, George Turner is guite clear
that we wish to be kept out of these S.P,D,/lLezinsky heir
discussions. He is, in any case, most anxious not to become

involved and has been non-coamittal HEER—awestiened on the
S.P.D. approach to us here in Wahnerheide,when tentatively

questioned on this point by Schopflin, Turner, however, feels
that Kurt Lezinsky and Schopflin know quite a bit about the
S.P,D. approach, and he is writing us a letter regarding his

most recent talk with them,
Cj/

7th March, 1952,
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In eigener Sache

Zweckgeriichte interessierter Kreise
und insbesondere die Meldung einer
Westberliner Morgenzeitung haben in
der Spandauer Bevdlkerung den Ein-
druck hervorgerufen, daff das ,Volks-
blatt* eine Zeitung der SPD sel.

Wir erkidren hierzu:

1. Seit 1933 hat es ein , Volksblatt*
nicht gegeben. Richtig ist vielmehr,
dafl das der SPD gehorige und in
Spandau erschienene Organm ,Volks-
blait* 1933 verboten wurde.

2. Am 26. Februar 1946 wurde dem
jetzt wversterbenen, Herrn Erich -lLe-
zinsky ~von der Britischen Militir-
reglerung die Lizenz zur Herausgabe.
des ,Spandauer Volksblattes* erteilt.

3. Die Herausgabe des ,Spandauer
Volksblattes” und die Griindung des
dazu erforderlichen Verlages war eine
vibllig private Angelegenheit des Ver-
legers Erich Lezinsky, die weder von
der SPD veranlaSt noch beeinfluft
worden ist bzw. beeinfluft werden
konnte.

4. Alle Besitzrechte des Verlages
befanden sich bis zum Tode des Ver-
legers Erich Lezinsky in dessen Hin-
den und gehen jetzt aui die Erbbe-
rechtigten iiber. '

5. Wir werden kiinitig ohne An-
sehen der Person allen Urhebern von
Geriichten, die Zsveiiel an den Eigen-
tumsverhdiinissen hervorzuruien ge-
eignet simd, mit -den notwendigen
Reclhitsmitteln entgegentreten.

Kurt Lezinsky » 'Aiions Schépilin
W. Emil Schréder
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he will argue has nothing to do with them. He would be likely to get some
support in Spandau and one does not know how far muek might come in our
direction.

Tt is unfortunate this has all occurred when the Ullstein dispute
in the US Sector has excited criticism of outside pressure regarding newspaper
control,

Our difficulty about Schopflin is pinning on him something more
than personal feelings. Did the SPD indicate to ISD that they are able to
produce really substantisl evidence of his unsuitability in view of his
previous acceptance as one of their licence holders for "Sozialdemokrat"?
Unless they can do so it seems there may have to be some horse~trading.

As stated to‘aﬂlhief on Merch 7 I have mentioned the matter very
briefly to the Deputy and Politicel Adviser but have not presented the
detsils. Unless unforeseen circumstances arise I will not make the full report
o them for the GOC - who has the final decision - until I receive your
observations,




This "Telegraf" article brought reaction in "Volksblatt" on
Saturday. All three temporary licence holders signed a statement
(Appendix "B" ) that the publication of the "Volksblatt" was a private concern
of Erich Lezinsky not influenced or capable of being influenced by the SPD.

At the funeral on Saturday afternoon both the clergyman and
Franz Neumann, who gave the Party's funersl oration, spoke of "Volksblatt" .
Pastor Albertz referred to the way Lezinsky had put his personal stamp on
the newspaper. Neumann spoke of how he had taken up the traditions of the
old "Volksblatt".

On Friday night at a party for editors at my house Arno Scholz
took me aside to refer to the licensing affair and said that while the SFD
absolutely opposed Schopflin they had no objections to Kurt Lezinsky or
Schroder, How far that stands after Saturday's "Volksblatt" declaration
is not known.

3

As stated in ISBE/07/03 of March $8 the SPD activity in the
Zone appeared to be known to Erich Lezinsky. I was in the position of having
to feign lack of knowledge of any moves. For instance, when asked why we
had sought information about "Volksblatt" finance and the assurance of a
continued policy I told Kurt Lezinsky and Schopflin that we had queries
and it was essential for ISB and ISD to be clear on all matters before
making licensing decisions. Much information, correct or otherwise, could
reach us from our many contacts and it all had to be checked.

Wwhen delivering the temporary licensing authority letters at
Spandau on Thursday night both Kurt Lezinsky and Schopflin = the first-nsmed
naturally under the emotional strain of his father's death the same day -
again referred to the SPD efforts to stake a claim. It was said that this
was common knowledge. Without seeing Jahne, which is obviously unwise, it

is not.possible to verify the allegation that on leaving "Volksblatt"
“3333&35?} he =aid neither Kurt Lezinsky nor Schopflin could become licence

holders.

All that is history. The future is now important. We have the
SPD letter staking their claim to nominate licence holders. We have a
letter, received on Friday evening, from Kurt Lezinsky renewing the death-
invalidated application of his father on behalf of himself and Schopflin.
Schroder telephoned on Saturday to ennounce he is making a personal
application for consideration.

The decision is not one which can be postponed indefinitely., I
am informed that Xurt Tezinsky, asaheir to the business, needs an early
decision. If he was not likely to have the licence he would have to
consider giving the employees a general notice by the end of March to safe-
guard himself against having unwanted hands on his pay roll.

How do any negotiations begin? Exactly how far are we committed
by Zonal conversations? What if Lezinsky and Co. refuse to negotiate if
Schopflin is excluded from consideration? If the SPD can justify their
nomination claim does it carry any rights for individuels or Party to have
financial interests in "Volksblatt" which has been financed by Erich
Lezinsky's own efforts?

Those are some of the problems, Unless an SPD legitimate right
to nominate licence holders can be established the position of iilitary
Government may be very difficult, Or there can be embarrassment at your
end.

The stumbling block to an orderly solution is Schopflin. He

will fight like a Fury to get his pound of flesh. He is capable of trying
to make a public scandal of SFD intervention and pressure in a matter which

/h8eecce




Subject: "Volksblatit" Licence

This "Volksblatt" affair was originally a licensing problem which,
despite awkward angles, offered the chance of 2 reasonable solution through
tact and compromise. It has become a complicated matter with wider issues
and the prospect of a satisfactory settlement more remote,

Tt began with the understandable desire of Erich Lezinsky to relieve
himself of some personal responsibility from the strain of operating
"olksblatt" when his health made it necessary for him to be saved from
excessive work and worry, Our problem was to give him that relief but ensure
the proper conduct of the newspaper.

That dual task was made difficult by his nominations of Kurt
Lezinsky and Alfons Schopflin not being wholly acceptable as additional licence
holders. Xurt Lezinsky is not a strong personality end seemed likely to come
under the influence of Schopflin. Vie felt that Enil Schroder, the Deputy
Rditor, was a desirable addition to balance the situation. For undisclosed
personal reasons Erich Lezinsky was against him as a licence holder, Had
Erich Lezinsky recovered from his illness he might have been persuaded to
accept Schroder. As a sick man one could not take the risk of upsetting his
health further. Our one provisionally arranged meeting at a time when he was
apparently well on the road to recovery fell out on account of the King's death.

Tt is no use talking of what might have happened. Erich Lezinsky
is dead and we have caretaker licensees until April 30, We are placed in a
difficult position in Berlin by negotiations or agreements which apparently
have taken place with the SPD in the Zone. We had no knowledge of these talks
until they were completed and received ISD instructions to keep out of the ring
and accept as licence holders the individuels put forwerd after negotiations

between the SPD and Erich Lezinsky.

Tt is unfortunate we were not informed of the pattern of those
talks or the decision at an early date. Also that the local SPD did not raise
their concern sbout "Volksblatt's" future directly with ISB. It seemed that
the SPD had passed over ISB and Military Government as a licensing authority
which was no more than a rubber stemp for SPD wishes and put us in the
position of embarrassing ISD should there be any conflict of views.

The question appears to hinge on the exact relationship of
"Volksblatt" to the SPD. The original licensing was done by ISD in 1946;
thereils no-one here who came to Berlin until long after that time; and no
records of conditions affecting the issue. George Bell is possibly the only
person in Division who might have knowledge. Erich Lezinsky always
maintained there were no strings to his control but that as a life-=long SPD
adherent he ran the newspaper in support of the Party. His recent written
declarations to ISB support those much earlier statements, The title rights
position is not kmown here.

Although it has only now been revealed it is clear there was a
cleavage of opinion about the terms on which "Volksblatt" was licensed. At
Appendix "A" is the letter received from Kurt Mattick late on Friday afternoon
claiming the right of the SPD to nominate the licence holders and thet they
would hold office only as custodiasns for the Party. In his tribute to Erich
Lezinsky in "Telegraf" on Friday Arno Scholz paved the vay with the
statement: "It was not by plain chance that after 1945 Erich Lezinsky was
given the licence to resurrect the old "Volksblatt" which had existed for over
a century and for the past two decades haed belonged to the SPD. After all,
he had been the last Editor in Chief of the old "Tolksblatt" which had
meintained itself until the day when the Reichstag Fire was used as an excuse
to do away with the Freedom of the Press and therefore all Social Democratic
newspapers."
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CONFIDENT IAL AND URGENT

Our Ref.:  ISBE/07/03 INFORMATION SERVICES BRANCH
Your Ref.: BRITISH MILITARY GOVERNMENT

(BERLIN)
Telepho 86 67_7)7 BAOR 2
J

10th March, 1952,

[
To: Office of the Chief, 1S.D. WAﬂn,'?’5' > |
Information Services Division, : -
UK High Commission in Germany, 1
(22¢) wahnerheide, :
Rheinland, ! FLE

o ) ' ~
~7 7

Subject: "Volksblatt" Licensing

Reference conversation Rdwards-Turner of 7 March 1952.

In view of the various week-end developments I postponed

this report until a full picture could be presented,

I apologise for it being extremely long but considered that
you should have all relevant details together rather than
piecemeal contributions,

-
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AND CONFIDENTTAL

Our ' Ref.: s ia]! AM“TMATION SERVICES BRANCH

Your Ref.: : BRITISH MILITARY GOVERNMENT
gz (BERLIN)

Telepho £ ' BAOR 2

10th March, 1952,

Office of Chief,

Information Services Division,
UK High Conmission in Germany,
(22¢) Wammerheide,

R‘npinl:fmd.

Subject: "Volksblatt" Licence ’4{

P

Further to my ISEE/07/03 of to-day's date

1. This afternoon the SPD have sent a letter nominating

Frau Lezinsky (the widow), W. Emil Schroder and Xarl ,chullln{*,

the Burgermeister of Spandau as licence holders,

2e is no indication whether these nominees have been

approachecd I have not entered into any talks or correspondence
in

. with SPD pending your views,
. -
>_,1J- :
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" Unser Vorschlag beziigliche® der Personen der Lizenz-
tréger ist entstanden, weil die Gefahr besteht, dass
bei der Labilitét des jungen Herrn Lezinsky die Witwe
des Verstorbenen in materielle und sonstige Schwie-
rigkeiten gerdt und es daher logischer und verninf-
tiger ist, die Lizenz an die Witwe des Verstorbenen zu
geben, insbesondere deshalb, da Herr Lezinsky jun.

Ja keine besseren Voraussetzungen fiir diese Aufgaben
mit sich bringt, als sie nicht seine Mutter auch hidtte.

Wir schlagen ferner Herrn Bilirgermeister Schilling vor,
der in Spandau die iiberragende und iiber allen Parteien
stehende Persdnlichkeit ist und das Vertrauen aller Krei-
se geniesst, sicher auch das Ihrer Herren. Wir glauben,
dass er der stabilisierende Faktor sein kann, Uber den
Vorschlag, Herrn Schrdder zu nominieren, besteht ja
Ubereinstimmung.

Ich erlaube mir, darauf aufmerksam zu machen, dass wir
auf das &dusserste bhedauern, dass Ihr Berliner Vertre-
ter Herrn Schdpflin die vorldufige Mitlizenz erteilt
hat. Wir wirden in gar keinem Fall bereit sein, un-
ter gar keinen Umsténden, einer wie immer gerichteten
Regelung zuzustimmen, bei der Herr Schipflin beteiligt
wére. Herr Schdpflin hat, wie Sie wissen, bereits

den Zusammenbruch einer Berliner Zeitung verschuldet,
und wir glauben nicht, dass die britischen Stellen

die Verantwortung zu tragen bereit sind und in der
Lage sind, ihm angesichts dieser und anderer Umsténde
die Mitlizenz zu erteilen,

Ich wére sehr dankbar, wenn Sie diese® Angelegenheit
vordringlich behandeln., Wir haben heute gehdrt, dass
grossere Kiindigungen zur Abwendung des Konkurses von
Seiten der neuen "Volksblatt"-Lizenztriger ausgespro-
chen worden sind. Uns scheint &Zusserste Eile geboten
zu sein., Wir bitten Sie deshalb, im Sinne unserer
Vorschlidge zu handeln.

Mit bester Empfehlung !

P

(Fr.Heine)
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elegr.-Adr. Sopade Bonn

Sehr geehrter Herr Robb !

Ich hore zu meinem Bedauern, dass Sie bettligerig sind
und hoffe, dass es sich um eine recht bald voriiber-
gehende Erkrankung hendelt.

Die Situation in Berlin um das Spandauer "Volksblatt"
zwingt uns, an Sie in diesem Augenblick heranzutreten
und Ihre Intervention zu erbitten. Entgegen der Ab-
sprache zwischen Mr, Pope und mir und entgegen dem Sinne
der Aussprache, die Sie, Mr. Pope und ich hatten, hat
Ihr Berliner Vertreter nach den mir zugegangenen Infor-
mationen an die Herren Lezinsky, Schopflin und Schréder
eine vorldufige Lizenz bis zum 30.April] erteilt.

Ich lege hiermit namens der Sozialdemokratischen Partei
Deutschlands gegen diese vorldufige Lizenzerteilung
Protest ein und bitte Sie dringend, diese Lizenzertei-
lung riickgéngig zu machen., Wir sind unter gar keinen
Umsténden bereit, eine derartige Massnahme anzuerken-
nen und ihr zuzustimmen.

Ich darf Thnen auch im Namen meiner Berliner Freunde
vorschlagen, dass Sie eine vorliéufige oder endgliltige
Lizenz unter folgenden Bedingungen aussprechen bzw.
ausprechen lassen:

l.) Als Lizenzempfiénger

a) die Witwe des verstorbenen Herrn Lezinsky,
Frau Margarete Lezinsky,

b) Herrn Chefredakteur Emil Schrdder,

c) den Spandauer Biirgermeister, Herr Karl
Schilling.

Die Lizenz unter der gleichen Voraussetzung

zu erteilen, wie sie die uns nahestehenden Zeitungen
in der Bundesrepublik haben: das heist, dass die
Lizenzempfénger als Treuhénder der Sozialdemokra-
tischen Partei ihre Funktion iibernehmen und durch-

fiihren.
(T!' gﬂ‘w\ &

Postscheckkonto: 113684 Kaln, Erich Ollenhauer und Alfred Nau - Rheimiicie Bonn, 43524 Erich Ollenhaver
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In all the circumstances I consider that your protest is
uwnjustified, and I maintain the hope that it will be possible for
Jour representatives in Berlin to reach sgreement with the
represeutatives of the owners of thé "Velksblatt™ in terwe

agocptable to us,
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Wahnerheide 360
ISD/31/5/1 12th Marok, 1952

4 lL/ﬁ’9

With reference to your two letters of March 10th
about the "Volksblatt™, I received yesterday a letter
from Heine protesting against the issue of a t emporary
licence, and recommending the three persons you name as
permanent licence holders. I enclose a copy of my reply
to Heine, You will receive separately a copy of his

. Jed | letter to me,

i
/o Bl You will see from my reply that the S.P.D. have

ovi)s. no firm undertaking from us whatever that we will neces

\ meet their wishes, although naturally, as I told Heine, we
would prefer not to run directly counter to their wishes if
we can avoid this, We only got dragged into this because
first Scholz and then Heine pursued Lance Pope actively
over a long period, I went to see Heine o raise other
matters and Lance came with me to discuss this matter. I

' am sorry that we did not put you in the picture at the
time,

In referring the matter back to Berlin we sre
trying, not to pass the buck to you, but to put it where
it belongs. Plesse regard the enclosed letter as guidance
to you.

& Turner Esq.,
Information Services,
(1) BERLIN-Wilmersdorf,
Fehrbelliner FPlatz &,
Lancaster House.




SOZIALDEMOKRATISCHE PARTE! DEUTSCHLA

. DER PARTEIVORSTAND

BONN, 10. Marz 1952,

Friedrich-Ebert-Allee 170 '_fl'e RO
UL gel l Fernsprecher 76 54-59 /

Vahnerheide

BEOR 1

anhaver und Alfred Nau - Rhein-Ruhr-Bank 4524 Erich Ollenhaver
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Telefon: Sammel-Nr. 37 43 21
Bankkonten:
Berliner Bank AG., Dep.-Kasse 21
Spandav, Konto-Nr.: 21/7447
Sparkasse der Stadt Berlin-West,
i Spar- und Girokasse 81,
ERICH LEZINISKY Konto-Nr.s 480
VERLAG UND BUCHDRUCKEREI GMBH Hessische Bank, Frankfurt/Main,
Konto-Nr.: 50 895

2 3 ) ’
BERLIN-SPANDAU, NEUENDORFER STRASSE 101 Postscheckkonto: Berlin-West Nf. 23 03

Bln.-Spandau, den 10. M&rz 1952
GESCHAFTSLEITUNG Scho ./Pf‘

Information Services Branch
British Military Government
(Berlin) BAOR 2

zZ.Hd. Mr, T urmner

Berlin-Wilmersdorf

Lancaster House

Sehr verehrter Mr. Turner!

Ich bitte Sie, Mr. Lance Pope und den Herren Erich Brost und
Fritz Sénger unseren Dank fiir die herzliche Anteilnahme an-
l&sslich des Ablebens unseres Seniorchefs zu iibermitteln.

Mit verbindlichen Empfehlungen
Lezinsk
moH

(Schépflin)
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Our Ref.: 1'53._;/07/03 INFORMATION SERVICES BRANC e
Y BRITISH MILITARY GOVERNMENT
our Refg

’ i (BERLIN)
Teleph 86 6737

BAOR 2

11th mMarch, 1952,

*

Attached letter or thanks ror your message of sympathy
was received to-day.

(G. TURNER)
SENIOR INFORMATION SERVICES OFFICER

Mr. A. L. Pgps,

Press and gublicity Brancn,
Intormation Services Division,
UK High Commission in Germany,
(22¢) Wahnerheide, Rheinland.
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ISBE/07/03 INFORMATION SERVICES BRANCH
ISD.WAHN 3 OFFICE OF POLITICAL ADVISER
‘ (BERLIN)

BAOR 2

Yo

Telephone: 86 6737 1 7 HAQ (352 ‘{N

me /) "

14th March, 1952.

23 -

Thank you for your letter of 12 March which I appreciate very much
for its frankness and your personal understanding of our position. I am
also very grateful for the clarity of your letter to Heine. We and he have
now no doubt at all sbout our united front and Berlin's responsibilities.

We shall now doe.our best to get on promptly with the local effort
to sort out the "Volksblatt" affair in the smoothest possible way although it
is not now the easiest matter to achieve a completely satisfactory solution.

I am making a new review of the situation and will report for your
observations and any help you are able to give us as negotiations proceed or
new factors emerge.

M. Ao RObb, Esqo,

Chief, Information Services Division,
UK High Commission in Germany,

(22¢) Wahnerheide,

Rheinland.




(g) She has not expressed any views upon W. Hmil Schroder

Je Regarding 2(f). It was obvious the Lezinskys' are aware of

SPN interests and intentions and Havenrichter said his view was that
Frau Lezinsky would not entertain any appointment of SPD fiigures. He
said that three efforts had been made by the SPD this week to have a
talk with her but she had not complied.

beo He also put forward information to support allegations of SPD
effor§s to obtain an interest or control of "Volksblatt" (This will follow
later

5¢ We are seeing him again on Monday. Would it be in order to {t\
indicate the wisdom of Frau Lezinsky meeting SPD reg resentatives. I \
think he should be t@1d that but I am anxious to avoid I.35.B. becoming \
an actual physical referee in the fight as chairman of meetings. That
would be impossible.

6. The talk has cleared the air in some degree and during the week-
end I hope to evolve some equations which mlpht have the seeds of
settlement. I will send these on for your comment.

P il
<Ei¢,ﬂwq(>ﬁvhwb«

G. TURNER
Senior Information Services Officer
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v [ R A 2?} ir ")—T‘ﬁ OFFICE OF POLITICAL ADVISER
Telephone: : ,',.:;‘ > i (BERLIN)
(P

BAOR 2
15th March, 1952

ILS.D. WAHN
Office of the Chief F o conthss L :
Information Services {Riyisienp:: 17 MR

UK High Commissior¥
(22¢) WAHNERHEIDE,

Rheinland

Sub ject: "Volksblatt" Licence

Reference conversation Edwards-Turner of 13th March, 1952:

1. A good part of yesterday afternoon was spent on an exploratery
talk with Dr. Havenrichter, the Lezinsky family lawyer, who has been
given power of attorney. No opinions were expressed on our side and
no information was volunteered by us. Havenrichter understanding
that we were concerned with fact finding.

2. The following useful information was obtained:

(2) Frau Lezinsky inherits the estate of Erich Lezinsky
with Kurt Lezinsky as reversionary legatee.

(b) The publishing house at Spandau is the property of the
Erich Lezinsky GuBH with 757 of the shares in his name
and 25% belonging to Kurt Lezinsky.

The GuBH is bound up almost inextricably with the
"Volksblatt" as they were developed side by side by
Erich Lezinsky, each depending on the other for their
ecoromic existence. Without the newspaper the
printing plant would be too big for local reguirements
and this would place the GmBH in an impossible position.

Frau Lezinsky wishes to be a licence holder (she ranks
for full consideration as she is principal owner of the
plant, has the same political views as her husband and
is fully acquainted with his conduct of the newspaper
and the business)

(e) She is anxious to see his pomination of Kurt Lezinsky
and Alfons Schopflin receive favourable consideration as
licence holders.

(f) She is not anxious to see other licence holders apart
from these.

/(g)ee




Frau Lezinsky, W. Emil Schroder, Alfons Schopflin and

Karl Schilling

Frau Lezinsky is acceptable to both sides.
Schroder and Schilling are acceptable to the SFD.

Schopflin is acceptable to the Lezinsky interests.

This line-up provides financial control, editorial direction, business
management and Party representation.

It is based on the principle of trading -~ the SPD acceptance of
Schopflin for the inclusion of Schroder and Schilling,

The Lezinskys have two firm representatives - three if they elect to
count Schroder as their man as in the previous suggestion.

Regarding the fourth man - again provided no substantial financial
changes were involved - they might consent to take Schilling if he was not
introduced as the SPD nominee but as Burgermeister of Spandau, thereby
stressing the intimate comnections of the town with its own newspaper.

Although this puts in all those the SPD suggested, the stumbling block
is Schopflin, If the SPD were not content with this compromise and
determined to exclude him under any circumstances there would need to be
something much more specific than the generalisation about his unsuitability
contained in Heine's letter. We must try to avoid becoming unofficial
arbiters on such an issue for allegations and counter arguments might
finally end in legal action between Schopflin and the opposition.




Frau Lezinsky and W. Emil Schroder

Frau Lezinsky is acceptable to both sides.

Emil Schroder is " to the SPD with a reasonable
chance of being so to the Lezinskys.

This set up would guarantee both the Lezinsky interests and the
continuation of the Party line as well as meeting the SPD desire to
keep Schopflin's name off the licence,

With two of their three candidates successful the SPD ought to
be satisfied and would be wise to avoid insisting on the third or
pressing the argument that the licence holders are only their custodians.,

The chances of Schroder's acceptance by the Lezinskys are not
100% for Erich Lezinsky's death bed wishes are being ignored. (Against
this Frau Lezinsky would be representing the family interests). But if
the Lezinskys were not required to offer him any substantial finanecial
share in the business and remembered that when licensing ended they
could make their own nominations to their Board they would do well to
agree, As a senior staff member and one of the ISB caretakers they need
not regard him (irrespective of the Party's view) as a nominee of the

SPD.

From the ISB viewpoint the weakness is that although Frau Lezinsky
would control the finance she would need some business guidance.
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Office of the Chief,
Information Services Division,
U.Ks High Commission in Germany,
(22¢) Wahnerheide,

Rheinland,

17th March, 1952.

Subject: "Volksblatt" Licence |

Further to ISEE/07/03 of 15 March 1952:.).% ¥

1. It is fairly certain the nominations of each side- D

to the other. It is also clear that compromise will become very difficult if
Frau Lezinsky - obviously resentful about what she feels is a stab in her
husband's back by former colleagues - is adamant in refusing to meet or negotiate
with the SPD.

2. In view of Scholz's question to me at the Pressekonferenz dinner on

Friday it appears the SPD is hoping for us to call both parties into the ring,

I am thankful to have your warning against such action, Even if it seemed the
only way to get them together we could not take any open steps as that would be
equivalent to recognising the SPD claims of status,so far unsupported by evidence.
We shall learn more of the SPD case and expectations from to-morrow's meeting when
our role will again be that of fact finding aend abstention from opinion expression.

g At the moment it does not seem we can do anything towards assisting
compromise and a solution of the general headache beyond following the lines of

the telephone conversation Edwards-Turner of 15 March. Therefore I propose to
suggest to Havenrichter that when the SPD approach Frau Lezinsky again he would

not lose anything by meeting their representatives and hearing what they had to say,

Lo If the two sides do get together of their own accord and turn to us for
advice I have evolved two suggested compromise groupings (attached) aimed at
pleasing both parties as far as possible, If there is no meeting or no agreement
they might be a basis for the decision we shall be compelled to take in Berlin,

WW“‘\

(¢. TURNER)
SENTOR INFORMATION SERVICES OFFICER




wafinerheide v ber b4 140 24/3 thi 0955/1000a
to ihs-d wahnerbeid e for deputy chief
fron-1i 3 b bermilgov .

date: 24 march

folLowing is extract from erik regers Leading article in sundays
tagesspiegel(,) quote the recently deceased publisher of the
spandauer volksblatt, erich Lezinsky, was an old swcialdemucrat
toWwhan party wrongheadedness was distatesful(,) le directed
Nis newspaper accordingly and so Long as Ve Lived~the spd did
not venture to interfere(,) now, after His deatl, bhay—trexsx
they try and gain influence o the newspaper(.) were spandauy in
the federal republic there waild-not be the slightest possibility
of Legacy lunting(,) in the special position of berlin only the
dead man Neld the Licensef,) it bas now expired with fiis death(,)
accordingty the-spd can direct at the Licensing o¢ffictals an attempt
to get a party functionary Licensed{,) the british autfiorities
have placed before them the difficult question whether with theip
permissim a formerly sdberminded, und ctrinaire, and not in
the Leagt devaitly party directed newspaper is T 0 bec ame
a-party preoerty(,) ungucte(,)

ends
sent ber by hand 1005a M}
rd by walinerfleide,,....s24/3/1007 sg




Wahnerheide v ber b3 10 26/3 thi 0925a
to: i s d wahnerheide for deputy chief
from: 1 s b bermilgov

date; 26 march

copy’ of volksblLatt brief sent to office of chief Last night(,)

P ————————

ends
bt hj
rd by wahnerheide,,,,.26/3/0925 pa +




Berlin-Spendau, den 8. Sept. 1950

-, g

Konzentration G.m,b.H,

Hannover

Odeonstr. 15/16

Werte Genossen!

Mit Brief vom 29. 8, wurde mir ein Korrekturabzug ueber eine Ein-
tragung fuer ein Anschriftenverszeichnis ssemtlicher sozisldemokra=
tischen Verlags- wnd Bruckereibetiriebe uebersandt, Ich halte eine
Bintragung meiner Firma in dieses Verzeichnis nichtifuer wuenschens=-
wert. Wie Ihr jJa wisst, bin ich kein Parteibetrieb, Im Gegenteil,
ich hebe hier in Spandau einen schweren Kampf zu fuehren, meine
Zeitung gilt als ueberparteilich, Die Tatsache, dass ich Partei-
genosse bin und auch mehrere meiner Redaktionsmitglieder, hat

nur den Vorteil, dass wir auf nicht erkemmbare Weise versuchen,

die Jdeen der Sozialdemokratischen Partel in den Vordergrund zu
ruecken, Wenn meine Widersache mun entdecken, dass ich in Eurem
Verzeichnis Aufnahme gefunden habe, werden sie das zum Beweilss
dafver nehmen, dass es sich beim "Volksblatt" doch wm ein zesial-
demokratisches Organ handelt, Ich bitte davon Abstand zu nehmem,

Auf der mitgesandten Korrektur stehe ich als Verlagsleiter ver-
geichnet., Das trifft nun ganz und garnicht zu., Verlagsleiter
ist der Genosse Schoepflin und Besitzer des "Volksblatt" bin ich,

Mit den besten Gruessen

(signed) Erich Lezinsky




Nr, 165 Jahr 1947 des Notariatsregisters

Verhandelt

zu Berlin, samll., September 1947.

Vor dem unterzeichneten Notar im Bezirk des Kammer-

gerichts zu Berlin
Dr, Priedrich-Wilhelnm L uch %

mit dem Amtssitz in Berl in-Chad ot tenburg, Kénigsweg 52,
erschienen heute - dem Notar wn Person beksnnt -

in dem Hsuse Berlin-Wilmersdorf, Bebelsberger Stressse 40/41,
wohin sich der Notar auf Ersuchen begeben hatte,

l. der Redakteur Arno S ¢ ho l z

Berlin « Wilmersdorf, Dillenburg;r Strasse 60a,

2, der Kaufmenn Erich S chmid ¢,
Berlin - Priedrichsfelde, Enckewortweg 17,

3. der Verlagsleiter Alfons S ¢chd pf1lin,
Berlin « Neuk8lln, Biirknerstrasse 20,

4, der Verleger Erich L ez insky,
Beriin - Spandau, Neuendorfer Strasse 101,

Vorweg erklérten

der Erschienene zu 1), dass er im nachstehenden als gllein.
vertretungsberechtigter Geschiftsfilhrer der Fima
"Telegraf™ Verlags-Gesellscheft mit beschrinkter Haftung,
Berlin-Wilmersdorf, Babelsberger Strasse 40/41, fiir

diese Gesellschaft handele,

die Erschienenen zu 2) und 3), dass sie im nadhstehenden
als gemeinsam vertretungsberechtigte Geschiftsfiihrer

der 8FD-Verlags-Gesellschaft mit beschréinkter Haftung,
Berlin W,.30,, Kurfiirstendstrasse 57, fiir diese Gesel 1~
schaft handeln, .

der Erschienene zu 4), dass er im nach stchenden g s

>< alleiniger Inhgber der Firma Spandauver Volkshl att
Erich Lezinsky, Berlin-Spandan, Neuendorfer Strasse 101,
fiir diese Firmas handle.




Als Dr. Kmrt Schumacher am 20,2,1946 nach Berlin kam, wurde

von ilm mit Mr. Steel ueber die Lizenz des "Spandauver Volks~

blattes” gesprochen, Kwrt Schumacher versicherte mir am gleichen

Abend, dass in dem Cespraech kein XwwiX war, dass spaeter eimmal / Zweifel
aus dieser persoenlichen Lizens eine solche fuer die Soziale

demokratische Partei gemacht werden wuerde, Es bestand ferner

kein Zweifel darucber, dass das Wicdererstehen des "Volksblattes"

ein Teil der Restitution sein sollte, auf die die Sozialdemo=

kratische Partel Anspruch erhsben koenne.

(signed) Arno Schols




lerlinw, den 22, ,o 1952
Bismarckplats
Telefon: 977921

Auf IThre Aufforderung, Ihnen Angaben ueber die Vorgeschichte des
"Sprandauer Volksblattes" zu machen, teile ich Ilmen mit:

Nachdem ich im Jahre 1945 Verlagsdirektor des Nachrichtenblattes
der Britischen Militserregierung "Der Berliner" wurde, zogen mich
die britischen Dienststellen bei dem Aufbau von Zeitumgen in Berlin
als Sachverstaendigen zZu. So kam es, dass Ende des Jahres 1945 mit
mir ueber einen Wunsch des seinerzeitigen Kommandanten von Spandau
gesprochen wurde, das "Volksblatt" widdspreufleben zu lassen. Der
Komnandant von Spandau hatte dag Wiederaufleben des "Volksblattes"
oder irgendeines anderen Blattes deshalb fuer erforderlich gehaltem,
weil Spandau etwas abseits liegt.

Nach laengeren Verhandlumgen und umsbesondere nach Rueckfrage bei
Dr. Kurt Schumacher begruesste dieser eine Lizenz fuer das "Volks-
blatt" - einer vor 1933 der SFD gehoerenden Zeltung - , wern als
Lizenstraeger ein Marm seines Vertrawens genommen wuerde, Daraufhin

wurden Verhandlungen, die mit mehreren Lizenzgruppen gerflogen
wurden, abgebrochen und nuwr noch mit Erich Lezinsky weitergefuehrt.
Erich Lezinsky war vor 1933 einer der fuehrenden Redakteure des
"Volksblattes”. Dr. Kurt Schumacher wer einverstanden, dass, wemn
Lezinsky die Lizenz erhaelt, auch der Titel "Volksblatt" Verwendung
finden koerme.

Unmittelbar vor der Lizenzerteilung fuer das "Volksblatt"™ hiess es,
dass die Lizenz an Herrm Erich Lezinsky ymd Herrn Dr. Bruno Doerr
gegeben wuerde, Ich habe daraufhin bei dem damaligen politischen
Berater des britischen Kommandanten, Mr. Steel, um eins Unterredung
nachgesucht und in dieser die Bedenkem von Kurt Schumacher voerge-
tragen, dass dadurch spaeter eine Umwandlung des "Volksblattes" in
eine Zeitung wie War 1933 Schwierigkeiten ergeben wuerde, weil dieser
Lizenztraeger nicht der Sozialdemokratie nahesteht. Mr. Steel ver-
gsicherte mir damals, dass auf diese Dinge Ruecksicht genommen wuerde.
Die Lizenz wurde dann tatsaechlich am 1, Maerz 1946 auf Erdgh
Lezinsky ausgsschrieben.

Bei Erich Lezinsky war nie ein Zweifel, dass es eines Tages su einer
Uebereinkunft mit der Sozialdemolratischen Partei kommen wird.

Erich Lezinsky ist darum auch der "Konzetration" - einer Gesell-
schaf't sozialistischer Unternehmen - beigetreten und hat damit

gum Ausdruck gebracht, dass das "Volksblatt" zu dem Kreis von Zei-
tungen gehoert, die wrspruenglich der Sozialdemokratischen Partei
angehoertens

Ich versichere ausdruecklich, dass Erich Lezinsky vor der
Lizenzverteilung mehrfach bel mir war und mir gegenucber ere
klaerte, dass er sich als Treuhaender fuer die Sozialdemokratische
Partei betrachten wuerde.

Auch dem Alterspraesidenten des Bundestages Paul Loebe gegenueber
hat Erich Lezinsky = wie mir Paul Loebe ausdruecklich versicherte -
zum Ausdruck gebracht, dass er sich als Treuhaender fuer die
Partei betrachte.




23. It is emphasisged that we should avoid making a decision which comuits
us to a Judguent on the rights of the SPD to title in their former newspsper.

If owr efforts to end licensing are successful the present licence will be
only a short term affair, After that the whole matter would become a German

legal question as the owmners of a newspaper could do whatever they wished
about directors or poliey.

—~
7

—
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(G. TURNER)
SENIOR INFORMATION SERVICES OFFICER

Copy to: Office of the Chief,
Information Services Division,
UsK. High Commission in Germany,
(22¢) Wahnerheide,
Rheinland,




purchase of the preaises from a private owner ~ later

absorbed iumto "Volksblatt C.m.b,H.", the eapital came in part from Telegraf"

Verlag and the Berlin SPD Verlag. He subsequently bought out their interests

19. Although a licence is not a tvansferable property which can be bequeathed
to heirs, it would be patently unfeir and impractical to affect the Lesinmskys'

ts built up by FErich Lesinsky's cepitel amd emterprise, At the

is no doubt that he owed his pesitiom as licence holder to Party

conducted *Volksblatt® - altheugh independently - along the

.

With compromise between the partiss ruled out we have responsibility for
the decision despite the privately expressed opinien of Schols that it should go
before the Cemman .dvisory Licensing Comaittes. That iz undesirable as Schols,
at least s send-intervsted party, is an official of the Newspaper Sub~Jommittec.
The componsense normal solution would sees to be the appointment of Prau
as licence holder provided she gave a firm guarantes of continuing "Volksblatt®
mww'sm-mmmmmsmmnay»m.

2. It is not believed this would in any way satisfy the EFD who desire
recognition of their claimed weversiomary rights in "Volksblatt® and a majority
contyol among the licence holders. Their only consclation would be the

of "Volksblatt's® departure fyom the Party line and the
a8 a lioensee. From our licensing viewpoint we would

figure hesd who would need to rely upom her employses for the
but that 4s no new experience for a newspaper owner,
one altermtive, 2 political decision, It is
uenoe Frau Lezinsky to accept anothor licence holder of
an of Pighl Pexty nonince. mswlingmho-

sight have filled the bill
Leziaaly interests would




influence on the Lezingkys. The SPD was afraid that influence would direct
"Volksblatt" to some othey Party - possibly the FDP. He was not hopeful
that they could reach any agreement with Frau Lezinsky. They wished to
safeguard her financlal interests but he could not say vhat financial
adjustments in the way of additional capital were envisaged if SPD licence
holders were introdused., Nor could he say from what source such capital
would be provided. nwmyumfoummumuusm
mcmwmmmqumimmb.muh1umm«.
bmmmwhpbthonﬂnlnmtoummvhtm
\considered to be its rights to participate in the direction of "Volkablatt®,

14 On March 25 Mattick submitted documents in support of his statements,
the relevant one being a letter of March 22 from Schols recalling the 1946
licensing negotiations. This implied en agreement with the Politiecal Adviser,
Mr. Steel, that in view of the future transformation of the newspaper into

its pre 1935 form the licence holder oould not be other than a Socialdemocrat.
There was no doubt that someday "Volksblatt" was expected to come to an
agreement with the SPD. That was borne out by its membership of "Konzentration"
which identified it as & member of the circle of newspapers formerly owned

by the Party. Dr. Schumacher after a conmversation with lir, Steel om 20 February
1946 told Schols their talk had left no doubt sbout the personal licence

being made into a licence for the Party later on. Erich Lezinsky had assured
both Scholz and Paul Loebe that he regarded himself as a trustee for the SFD.

15. The Lesinsky contention is that "Volksblatt" was licensed without
stipulated SPD comnitments. Although following the bread Party lines it was
condusted in an independent fashion « the relationship to the SFD being
co-operative rather than subservient. In support of this contention the
leading article of No 1 of 5 March 1946 begins: “The Spandauer Volksblatt
will be published as the first newspaper of an unofficial and non Party
Political character in the Berlin Sector of the British Ocowpation Zone of
Germany.” At the licensing ceremony four days earlier Major General

W. A. Bishop, then Chief of PRISC, is recorded - under the cross-head "Ueber
parteiliche Stellung” - as saying it was significant that "All British
mtwm”mdmﬁummmupw-w“thtm
can designate it as a truly democratic newspaper.” In a front page featured
congratulatésy message in the first issus Burgermeister Munch (CDU) wrotes
"The Spandauer Volksblatt will represent no predetermined political line.”

16. Erich Lezinsky's intention to maintain the newspaper on its past lines
was stressed by a written assurance to SISO on 29 February 1952 that the
policy of "Volksblatt" would be unchanged by the appointment of his nominated
additional licenge holders, v

17. Regarding "Volksblatt's" relationship with Kenzentration G.m.b.H.

a letter from Erich Lesinsky on 8 September 1950 rejected a suggestion that
he appear on their register of Socialdemooratic Publishing end Printing firms.
This stated: "As you know, I am no Party publishing fim cevevseeees My
newspaper is considered as non~political. The fact that I am a Party member

/and...




nominations for Frau lezinsky, Schroder and Karl Schilling, the SFD Burger-
neister of Spandau.

8. Heine, of the Zemal SFD, sent a sharp letter of protest to ISD about the
issue of the temporary licence authority, urging its withirawal, expressing the
wish to have the licensees as SPD trustées - and mentioning the three names
submdtted by Mattick. He also attasked Schipflin - who was one
of the SPFD nominated licence holders for the now defunct official Berlin Party
daily "Sozialdemokrat®.

Chief, ISD, replied firmly to Heine's letter end subsequently saw him,
upholding ISE in the graant of the temporary licence and emphasising that the
licensing decision was primarily a matter for Berlin Mil Cov, VWhile agreeing
that the most desirable basis for a solution would be an amicable
betwesn the partics he stressed that mo firm undertaidng had been given by ISD
that the SPD wishes on licensing would be met.

10, The SFD efferts to approach Frau lLeainsky soon began but she 4id not
&) receive any of the various intemmediaries who included Paul Loebe and Burger-
meister Schilling, PFinally, on March 20 - on the suggestion of ISB - Dr.
Hafenrichier, the lezinsky lawyer, met Kurt Mattick to hear what the Party vas
sesking. On March 21 Dr, Hafenrichter informed us that Mattick hed claimed the
wag
muumMnmumtothhMan_ﬁnm
expressed camplete opposition to Schopflin as
the Leginsky family. If Frau Lesinsky was not prepared
come to terms the SPD would introduse an opposition newspaper in Spandau.

Prau Lezinsky was told of these proposals she refused to negotiate,
expressing determination to maintain "Volksblatt" on the lines followed by her
husband and a complete objection to SPD nominees being intreduced as licence
holders. If the Lezinskys continmued to have the licence they would meet the SPD

12, ISB then contacted the £FD

Kurt Mattick who said they held fimm to their view that "Vollmblatt" was a
continuation of the former SFD owmed newspaper.

Evich Lesinsky - the editor

;was impossible to licemse direct

by Dr. Schusacher and the SPL -gave financial help.

support Erich Lesinsky could not have had the lieence newspaper

through which it enjoyed immediate goodwill. Probably the SPFD
undertaking from Erich Lezinsky regarding

and vresponsibilities toward the Party. But the position was well known to

concerned with the licensing in 1946 - on both the British and German side,

There could be no doubt about it being a Socialist newspaper for it was a member

of Konsentration G.m,b.H., the SPD co-operative association of publishing houses,

- Hattiock reiterated the gmneralisations againat Schopflin and his alleged

/influence,,.
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25th March, 1952,

To: Political Adviser, é&t : sy
ikt g

Subject: "Volksblatt" Licence

1, Erich Lesinsky, sole licence holder and chief editor of the Spandau
newspaper "Volksblatt® (British licensed in 1946) died on March 6,

2. Before his death he had asked for his son, Kurt Lezinsky, and his
business manager, Alfons Schopflin, to be appeinted as additional licence
holders, ill-health necessitating some relief from his responsibilities. The
relevant background information regarding these nominations was referred to

ISD at Wahnerheide for comment and advice - ISP not being wholly satisfied about
their joint meceptadbility.

3 In Wahnerheide the Zonal SPFD prempted by Armo Schols, by-passed ISB and
made diresct approaches to ISD on this licensing application., They put forward
the claims that "Volksblatt" had clear Party comnections and that its licensees
should be acoeptable to them. They had special objections to the appointment of
Schapflin.

4 These atrongly presseld contentions led to ISD agreeing that the best
course would be for the SFD to negotiate with Lezinsky in an effort %o obtain
mutually acceptable names for submission for licensing. Unfortunately neither
Lezinsky nor ISE had pre-~information. We were told subsequently that we should
take no action about the licensing until the two parties had reached agreement.,

5 Erich Leszinsky's death preeipitated matters by leaving the newspaper
without a licensee. To permit its legal publication under Militery Covermment
regulations ISP appointed Kurt Lezinsky, Schipflin and W, Emil

deputy editor, as temporary licence holders until April 30,

with Political Adviser and ISD,

6. In view of thedr nominations having been invalidated by Erich Lezinsky's
death, Kurt Lezinsky and Schopflin renewed the applications for their permanent
appointment. Schrdder also put in an application for consideration.

Te The day after Erich Lesinsky's death EKurt Mattick, on behalf of the
Berlin SFD, wrote to ISB that "Volksblatt" was the successor to the 1933 Nazi-
suppressed Spandau SPD newspaper, It was maintained that its cormection with
the Party should be established in future by the appointment of licenge holders
occupying office as -trustees for the SPD. He subsequently submitted

/muﬂuoo B




ath m. 1952.

To: Politigal Adviser,

Subject: “Volisblatt" Licence
Reference conversations Pumphrey-Turner:

1. Here, extracted from the ever-increasing mess of paper sumitted and the
large number of statements made, is the position regarding the "Volksblatt"
licence.

2. Mhmamteorurmhthomdforutumnt. If the Lezinsky
interests are dispossessed they will need to discharge a large proportion of
their staff. Without the newspeper the assoclated printing business is not
economic in its present form. Having been developed side by side the integration
is so thorough that the sorting out will probably entail a general discharge order
followed by re-engagements for the reduced number of workers required. The owners
consider this should be done by the end of the month,

3 Whichever way the decision goes there appears to be the certainty of a
first class public row of considerable dimensions and widespread repercussions.
There seems little hope that the contestants can settle their differences for
their viewpoints are completely opposed. MNil Gov and the licensing system will
both get kicked -~ the latter is a good thing - but the fact remains we have to make
a decision. The unfortwmate factor is that there is no-one now with Control
Commission who was associated with the original grant of the licenee or able to
disperse the lack of alarity comoemming the cirommstances and conditions of its
issue.

Copy to: Office of the Chief, /
Information Sewiou Division,
U.XK. High Commission in Gomxv,
(22¢) Walmerheids,
Rheinland,
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MINUTE SHEET o S/ 33
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Minute for the record

"Volksblatt"

Mr. Turner telephoned today. He asked
if I had read the memorandum he had submitted to
Mr. Pumphrey. I said that I had received it
last night but that I had not yet read it,
although we had noticed that it did not appear
to contain any recommendation. ¥Mr. Turner
drew my attention to paragraph 20 : "The common-
sense normal solution .e....".

2, ¥r. Turner said that he had discussed

the matter fully with Mr, Pumphrey, and that it
seemed likely that the best compromise would be
to select the widow Lezinsky as licensee, plus
two or three others, regarding whom there would
of course be controversy. Mr, Pumphrey had
suggested that it might be a good thing to
consult informally the German Advisory Committee
on Licensing, Mr. Turner thought that this
would probably be a good thing. It would come
appropriately at this moment, as the Committee
have just suggested politely that they should

be consulted by the Allied licensing authorities.
Mr. Turner thought it unlikely that the Committee
would wish to make the "Volksblatt" political in
character - although the fact that Arno Scholz
was Chairman of the Committee might be a difficulty.

3 Mr. Turner added that it would be impossible
on present form for a decision to be reached by
March 31st. He agreed however that it might be
possible to persuade the widow Lezinsky and
Lezinsky junior that a settlement would be reached
before the expiry of the provisional licence, in
which case they need not now show panic by
discharging members of the staff of the paper

at the end of this month,

27th March, 1952

PSS(HO)
10009%/500 M
10-50
(REGIMINT)
CODE 5-34-0
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ISBE/07/03
86 6737

Herrn Kurt Lezinﬁky,
o Alfons Schopflin,
" W. Emil Schroder,

"Volksblatt",
Berlin-Spandau,
Neuendorferstrasse 101.

-
(e --jw

Information Services Branch,
British Military Government,
Berlm’ FS.‘QOO.R. 20

29th March, 1952,

It is sincerely regretted that it is impossible to give
a decision on "Volksblatt's" licence before the end of this
month, A final decision will be reached and communicated to you

during April.

It is appreciated that the delay might cause some disquiet
among the employees and workers., In order to allay this and to
avoid any disadvantageously precipitate action concerning
rearrangements of staff, Information Services extends the term
of the temporary licence until 31 May, 1952,

(SIGNED) GEORGE TURNER

SENIOR INFORMATION SERVICES OFFICER
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Our Ref.:  ISBE/Q7 RMATION SERVICES BRANCH W
BRITISH MILITARY GOVERNM

You¥ Rb
P i . (BERLIN)
86 6 3 :
Teleph 4 737 | it L BAOR 2

8t April, 1952,

Office of the Chief,

Information Services Division,
U.K. High Commission in Germany,
(22¢) Wahnerheide,

Rheinland.,

2 X "y n 2 2 ’
Subject: Jolksblatt Llcencc/ L /vf(-o 33‘

Reference conversation Robb-Turner of 28 March 1952:

1. Attached is copy of letter sent to the temporary licence
holders of "Volksblatt",.

24 As stated in a/m conversation it was agreed with Political
Adviser to make this extension while the advice of the German
Advisory Licensing Committee was sought following on the
Committee's request that they might advise the Allies on changes
of licence holders in their respective Sectors.

. (G, TURNER )
SENIOR INFORMATION SERVICES OFFICER

W




¥nowing Schols's interest in putting

forward
animosity towards Schopflin, Sonnenfeld believes that the "V
“anﬂuﬂmm. Especially as he believes the majori
| asceptance of the Lezinsky faction nominations. He said it

majority of the Committee will favour a
licence goes to the approved representatives t

to put the case before the Conmittee I can see
the postponement request. May I have your approval for
» the Lezinsky lawyer, that it has been found impossible to give
the temporary licence will be extended
-\-.




SOZIALDEMOKRATISCHE PARTEI DEUTSCHIANDS
Landesverband Gross-Berlin

Berlin W 35,
Zietenstr, 18,

TESTIMONIAL

Herr Alfons Schoepflin, born 19,11,1898, has been appointed
publishing-house menager when the SFD-publishing-house was founded
in June 1946 and been aceepted as a licence holder under the con-
ditions of the licence issued by British Military Covernzent to

the Landesverband Gross-Berlin of the Sozialdemokratisehe Parted
Deutsehlands for the publication of the daily paper "Soziaidemokrat”,

Herr Schoepflin indefatigably worked for the establishnent of the
publishing-house, In spite of great difficulties resulting from the
lack of a printing plent of its own he made it in constant progressive
development an important fastor of the Berlin msm publishing-
trade, His special gift for carrying negotiations him the speaker
and mediator for the Berlin newspaper-publishing-houses at Military
Government and Magistmat's offices, capable to manage several difficult

situations resulting from the ecomomic situation and currency reforms,
Ins view of his jowrnalistiec lmowledge and abilities he was able to
pass his energy to the editorial staff of the paper to the bemefit of
the latter,

For personal reasons Herr Schoepflin wanted to leave the publishing-
house on 30 June 1349,

We wish him the best for his future,

Contents of the above copy certified eorrect,

Berlin-Steglitzs, 18, April 1952 sgd, Dr. Hafenrichter,
Notary publiec,




testimonial (copy attached) to Schopflin's work as a licence holder and
buginess mamager of the SPD “Soslaldemckrut® has been submitted to ISB.
This wes signed by Frans Newsann, the SPD Chairman, when Schopflin resigned
his position in 1949. It believed on very good authority that Neumann

who has a long record of SPD service dating
mnm«mmmmm.m-rorwaxem It is
significant that the SFD lotters on the licensing dispute lack Neumann's
signsture although he is still Party Chaiman,

ISB pow sees only three possible selections vhich are put forward
here in their spparent onder of desirebility:

(a) ¥ran lezineky and Schopflin

(b} Prau lesimsky

(e) Prau Lesinsky, Schopflin and Xurt Lesinsky,
10, The introduction of Schopflin introduces an extransous political
consideration. Is such action direetly in opposition to the Party's reguest
likely ¢o raise uoweloome SFD bitterness against uilitary Government. And, Aif
80, should such considerations be allowed to influence our decision in s matter
vhich is striotly outside the Party political field,

1l. A copy of this meworandus is being sent to ISD with a request for
their carly ocomment,

g

(¢, TURNER)
SENTOR INFORMATION SERVICES OFFICER

Copy to: Office of Chief, g
Information Services Division.
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i ntumm«momummmungwtm
(BE/07/11 of 5 May 1952 refers) and open disagreement between the qunr,r
licence holders of "Volksblatt“, it u imperative for Military Governmment to
ubmoaﬂybdahnthopu\tofm"‘vm;ﬁ' lioencs.

2 The end of the lLicensing Committee's activities means we lack the
anticipated Cerman guidanoe recommendation. Even should it be possible to
resuscitatée: +the Committee it would be a long time before eny reconmendation
could be made.

3 The mutual irritation and distrupt in "Volksblatt" between Schroder
on the one hand and Kurt Leszinsky and Schopflin on the other can only damage the
newspaper if it continues unabated.

Lo ISB must reiterate the opinion that the SFD claim to nominate licence o
holders as trustees has no legitimate grounds. As indicated in ISEE/07/03 of < =
25 March, "Volksblatt" has never departed from its 1946 position of being a
newspaper without definite Party ties. Until the question of new licences arvse '
there is no record of the SPFD staking a claim to the direotion of poligy or to
trusteeship, The only ownership issue involved in their present claim is that of
title rights which would be for settlement by negotiation or a matter for the

German: oourts after the end of Allied licensing.

Se It is clear that priority must be given the Lezinskys in recognition of
their family ownership and contrel of "Volksblatt" since it was licensed. Moreover
the SPD willingly conceded the justice of their interests being represented and
there is the fact that all those nominated by the Lezinskys are Party supporters -
although as individuals they do not all meet the strict SFD requirements.

6. mﬂxumcbothotthom“ow«luwmno\a”wh

to give them the support of scmeone with practical newspaper experience who enjoys
their trust and is capeble of working with them.

e Only Schopflin is in that category. It is with regret that ISB has to
recognise that Schrdder - already unacceptable to the Lezinskys on private and
personal grounds - has put himself completely out of ceurt, Although an employee
of the firm he has maintained close connections and co-operation with the SFD
faction - a fact known to his fellow temporary licensees.

8. sobapnzn.m.hﬁnvﬂhﬁnorﬂummﬁuquothosm.
There has been strong, if unspecific, allegations against him of irresponsibility
in newspaper management and of political wmstability. But since the last report a

/'.ltm-......
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Abschrift

A 22,3,52/Pre
del@SPD-Landesverband

Berlin W. 35.
Zietenstr, 18

Auf Thre Aufforderung, Thnen Angaben ueber die Vorgeschichte des "Spandauer
Vplksblattes" zu machen, teile ich Thnen mit:

Nachdem ich im Jahre 1945 Verlagsdirektor des Nachrichtenblattes der Britischen
Militaerregierung "Der Berliner" wurde, zogen mich die britischen Dienststellen bel
dem Aufbau von Zeitungen in Berlin als Sachverstaendigen zu, So kam es, dass Ende des
Jahres 1945 mit mir ueber einen Wunsch des seinerzeitigen Kommandanten von Spandau
gesprochen wurde, das "Volksblatt" wiederaufleben zu lassen, Der Kommandant von
Spandau hatte das Wiederaufleben des "Volksblattes" oder irgendeines anderen Blattes
deshalb fuer erforderlich gehalten, weil Spandau etwas abseits liegt.

Nach laengeren Verhandlungen und insbesondere nach Rueckfrage bel Dr. Kurt Schumacher
begruesste dieser eine Lizenz fuer das "Volksblatt" - einer vor 1933 der SPD
gehoerenden Zeitung -, wenn als Lizenztraeger ein Marn seines Vertrauens genommen
wuerde., Daraufhin wurden Verhandlungen, die mit mehreren Lizenzgruppen gepflogen
wurden, abgebrochen und nur noch mit Erich Lezinsky weitergefuehrt, Erich Lézinsky
war vor 1933 einer der fuehrenden Redakteure des "Volksblattes", Dr. Kurt Schumacher
war einverstanden, dass, wenn Lezinsky die Lizenz erhaelt, auch der Titel "Wolksblatt!
Verwendung finden koenne,

Unmittelbar vor der Lizenzerteilung fuer das "Volksblatt" hiess es, dass die Lizenz an
Herrn Erich Lezinsky und Herrn Dr. Bruno Doerr gegeben wurde, Ich habe daraufhin bel
dem damaligen politischen Berater des britischen Kommandanten, Mr. Steel, um eine
Unterredung nachgesucht und in diaser die Bedenken von Kurt Schumacher vorgetragen,
dass dadurch spaeter eine Umwandlung des "Volksblattes" in eine Zeitung wie vor 1933
Schwierigkeiten ergeben wuerde, weil dieser Lizenztraeger nicht der Sozialdemokratie
nahesteht. Mr., Steel versicherte mir damals, dass auf diese Dinge Ruecksicht

genommen wuerde, Die Lizenz wurde dann tatsaechlich am 1. Maerz 1946 auf Erich
Lezinsky ausgeschrieben,

Bei Erich Lezinsky war nie ein Zweifel, dass es eines Tages zu einer Uebersinkunft
mit der Sozialdemokratischen Partei kommen wird, Erich Lezinsky ist darum auch der
"Konzentration" - einer Gesellschaft sozialistischer Unternehmen & beigetreten und
hat damit zum Ausdruck gebracht, dass das "Volksblatt" zu dem Kreis von Zeitungen

gehoert, die urspruenglich der Sozialdemokratischen Partei angehoerten,

Ich versichere ausdruecklich, dass Erich Lezinsky vor der Lizenzerteilung mehrfach bei
mir war und mir gegenueber erklaerte, dass er sich als Treuhaender fuer die Sozial-
demokratische Partel betrachten wuerde,

Auch dem Alterspraesidenten des Bundestages Paul Loebe gegenueber hat Erich Lezinsky -,
wie mir Paul Loebe ausdruecklich versicherte - zum Ausdruck gebracht, dass er sich als
Treuhaender fuer die Partei betrachte.

Als Dr. Kurt Schumacher am 20,2,1946 nach Berlin kam, wurde von ihm mit Mr, Steel
ueber die Lizenz des "Spandauer Volksblattes" gesprochen. Kurt Schumacher versicherte,
mir am gleichen Abend, dass in dem Gespraech kein Zweifel war, dass spaeter einmal

aus dieser persoenlichen Lizenz eine solche fuer die Sozialdemokratische Partei
gemacht werden wuerdes. Es bestand ferner kein Zweifel darueber, dass das Wieder-
erstehen des "Volksblattes" ein Teil der Restitution sein sollte, auf die die
Sozialdemokratische Partei Anspruch erheben koenne.

gez. Arno Scholz
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HOUSE OF COMMONS,
LONDON, S.W. 1.

20th May, 1952,
Rt.Hon. Anthony Eden, M.P.
Secretary of Stete for Foreign Affairs.

Dear Mr. Eden,

German Political Newspapers.
"Spandauver Voiksblatt"

In 1945, political newspapers were first of 2ll forbidden in Germany,
as were meny other claims to property from various bodies, pending a review
of all claims, and, in the meantime, licenses for newspapers were issued to
individuals, generally trustees of the Parties, and newsprint wes allocated
on the basis ofParty membership and pre-Hitler ownership.

It was in these circumstances that, on the suggestion of Dr. Schuhmacher
on behalf of the S.P.D. that a license was issued for the production of the
"Spandauer Volksblatt" to Herr Erich Lezinsky, who, prior to 1933, had been
& responsible editor of the same paper, then the official organ of the S.P.D.
Herr Lezinsky, accordingly, conducted the paper subsequent to 1945 in close
collaboration with, and on behalf of the S.P.D.

On 6th March 1952, following the death of Herr Lezinsky, it appears
that our Information Services Branch, without consultation with the S.P.D.
then issued a temporary license to three gentlemen - Herr Schpflin,
Kurt Lezinsky, and Emil SchrBder. Kurt Lezinsky is the son of the previous
licensee, but has no connexion with the S.P.D. and is further alleged to
have little or no knowledge of running a newspaper. Herr Sch¥pflin, I am
assured, has not the confidence of the Party.

The Berlin S.P.D. has in the meantime been seeking assurances from our
Information Services Branch - Mr. Turner and Mr. Kessler - as to their
ultimate rights in the newspaper but they have not, so far, obtained any
such assurances. On the contrary, I am told, their impression following on
their last interview with our Branch, is that the Breanch no longer hes the
intention of recognising the rights of the Party in this paper.

I may say that I am very surprised to hear of this, as I was under the
impression that we had long since settled all these claims of the various
parties to Press and other properties, but spparently I was wronge. In any
event, I would be grateful if you would make some enquiries into this case
and let me know as soon as possible whether a license cannot now definitely
be issued to the S.P.D. itself in order to dispose of the matter, or,
alternatively, if for ény reeson this-cannot yet be done, whet assurances
I can convey to the Berlin Section of that Party.

I am enclosing some further information that has been supplied by
Herr Arno Scholz, which you will perhaps be good enough to return with
your reply.

Yours sincerely,

(Signed) JOHN HYND.
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FOREIGN OFFICE, S.W.Ll.

23rd May, 1952.

I enclose 2 copj of a letter, together with

enclosure, which John Hynd has sent to the
Seeretary of State and which is self-explansatory.

I should be very grateful for material enabling
us to reply to this letter in the very near future.

q I am sending & copy to George Turner in Berlin.[{

Youn_/&»u(
e

,/

W -

German Education & Inf'ormation
DeEartment.

M. Robb, Esq.,
Chief,
Information Services Division,
22(c) WAHNERHEIDE,
Rheinland.
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onLy eidence to support bésic contention in my pama 1
is the Letter in ge man attached ito john moore’s note stop these
,are the recollections of an individual but we have had no documents :

' support them stop

reference para 3 of Letter from j,h, while true that alLf
s, has not confidence of all party committee we have good reason
to believe this view is not shared by chaiman stop however in
view our decision this is not relevant stop V S’pl) /ﬂw)

reference parma 4 of same letter second sentence complete~
Ly unfounded stop party representative pressed us for infomation
reganiing our decision and was informed that this was pending
with absolutely no indication of its nature stop

message ends
signed turmer

sent ber by hand b8,....+27/5/1650a pk
rd by wahhl b8esssssessses2?/5/1650 won +




berin b8 - 260 - 27/5 thi 1645a/1645a
fromg= isb berlin from turner
to 3= isd wahnerheide for deputy chief

refe rence conversation edwands-kessler of 27 may stop

basic contention of Letter is that newspaper was Licensed
and conducted on behalf of a specific party stop

there is no evidence here that it was Licensed to serve that
party?s interests stop although Licence was granted to lLate e ,l,,

a well known party personality, newspape r f rom first issue public=-
ly adopted position of independent journal without any political
party ties stop the entire capital was found by and 1is still

held by the Licensee?s family stop

until death of e,L, there was no claim to information senr-
vices in be rlin of the right of the party to custodianship stop
nor had isb any record of complaints by party about the newspaper
proclaiming and maintaining a non party character stop

although k.L, and alf s, nominated by -lLate e,L, for appoint-
ment as additional Licence holders shortly before his death they
have not been appointed stop intend to grant Licence to widow
who holds 75 per cent of capital stop she was one of the three
persons put fobwa-resxxx® forward by the party fer appelntment
after her husband?s death stop has expressed her dete mination
to continue newspaper on same Lines upon which it was conducted
by her husbhand stop no ge mans yet informed of our decision stop
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23¢ It is emphasised that we should avoid making a decision which commits

us to a judgment on the rights of the SFD to title in their former newsparers
If our efforts to end licensing are successful the present licence will be
only a short temaffair, After that

the whole matter would become a Germen
legal question as the owmers of a hewspaper could do whatever they wished
about directors or policye.

(signed) G. TURNER
Senior Information Services Officer

GT/CEx

Copy to: Office of the Chief,
Information Services Division,
U.K. High Commission in Germany,
(22c) wahnerheide,
Rheinland,
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"and several of my editorial staff are Party members too, offers the advantage
that we are trying to put the ideas of the Socisldemocratic Party in the
foreground in an unrecognissble mamner. If my opponents discover I have been
included in the list they will look upon it &s a pretif that nevertheless
"Volksblatt" is a Socialdemocratic orgsne Therefore I beg of you to omit my
name,"

18+ Regarding financial control and history, the cepital of the firm is

held wholly by the Lezinsky family in the proportion of 75% by the widow and

25% by the son who is also reversionsry legatee. The originel capital for the
founding of the newspaper in 1946 was also a purely Lezinsky undertaking without
SFD moneye When in September 1947 Erich Lezinsky formed a separate book print-
ing company - to negotiste purchase of the premises from a private owner -« later
absorbed into "Volksblatt GemebsHe", the capital came in part from "Telecraf™
Verlag and the Berlin SPD Verlage He subsequently bought out their interests.

19« Although a licence is not a transfersble property which can be bequeathed
to heirs, it would be patently unfair and impractical to affect the Lezinskys'
financial interests built up by Erich Lezinsky's capital and enterprise. At the
same time there is no doubt that he owed his position as licence holder to Party
support and that he conducted "Volksblatt" - although independently - along the
general lines of SFD policy.

20, With compromise between the parties ruled out we have responsibility for

the decision despite the privately expressed opinion of Scholz that it should go
before the German Advisory Licensing Committee, That is undesirsble as Scholz,
at least a semi-interested party, is an officiel of the Newspaper Sub=Committee.
The commonsense normal solution would seem to be the appointment of Frau Lezinsky
8s licence holder provided she gave a firm guarantee of continuing "Volksblatt"
along her husband's lines = lines which raised no SPD policy objections.,

21« It is not believed this would in eny way satisfy the SPD who desire
recognition of their claimed reversionary rights in "Volksblatt" and a majority
policy control among the licence holders, Their only consolation would be the
dispelling of their fears of "Volksblatt's departure from the Party liue and the
elimination of SchBpflin as a licensee. From our licensing viewpoint we would
be appointing a figure head who would need to rely upon her employees forthe
operation of the newspaper = but that is no new experience for a newspaper owner.,

22, There appears only one alternative, primarily a political decisiocie It is
that of trying to influence Prau Lezinsky to accept another licence holder of
SPD connecticns but not an official Party nominee., Had Schilling not bean
compromised already he might have filled the bill in his capacity as Mayor of
Spandaus Even here, ISB is convinced the Lezinsky interests would fighte
Furthermore, our action, if carried to the conclusion of saying "either or,
would not only be a recognition of the SPD claim, which hes not been proved
clearly, but would mske us vulnerable as imposing a direct political control cn
a newspaper, a7

/230 I% oss
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influeace on the Lezinskys. The SFD was afraid that influence would direct
"Volksblatt" to some other Party = pessibly the FDP, He was not hopeful
that they could reach any agreement with Frau Lezinsky. They wished to
safeguard her financial interests but he could not say what financial
adjustments in the way of additional capital were envisaged if SFD licence
holders were introduced. Nor could he say from what source such capital
would be provided. Although they had put forward Frau Lezinsky as an SFD
nomination they did not consider her qualified to be the sole licence holders
The SPD was prepared to go to the highest levels to secure what was
considered to be its rights to participate in the direction of "Volksblatt". .

1. On March 25 Mattick submitted documents in support of his statements,

the relevant one being a letter of lMarch 22 from Scholz recalling the 1946
licenzing negotiations. This implied on agreement with the Political Adviser,
Mr, Steel, that in view of the future transformation of the newspeper into

its pre 1933 form the licence holder could not be other than a Socialdemdcrate
There was no doubt that someday "Volksblatt" was expected to come to an
agreement with the SPD. That was borne out by its membership ef "Konzentration®
which identified it as a member of the circle of newspapers formerly owned

by the Partye Dr. Schumacher after a conversation with lMr. Steel on 20 February
1946 told Scholz their talk had left no doubt about the personal licence

being made into a licence for the Party later on, Erich Lezinsky had assured
both Scholz and Paul Loebe that he regarded himself es a trustee for the SFD.

15 The Lezinsky contention is that "Volksblatt" was licensed without
stipulated SPD commitments, Although following the broad Party lines it was
conducted in an independent fashion = the relationship %o the SPD being
co~operative rather than subservient. In support of this contention the
leading article of No, 1 of 5 March 1946 begins: "The Spandauer Volksblatt
will be published as the first newspaper of an unoffi€ial end non Party
Political character in the Berlin Sector of the British Occupation Zone of
Germany," At the licensing ceremony four days earlier Major General

W. A. Bishop, then Chief of FRISC, is recorded - under the cross-head "Ueber
perteiliche Stellung" - as saying it wes significant that “All British
Military Government recognised Parties are united injour siaff so thsh one
can designate it as a truly democratic newspaper," In a front page featured
congratulatory message in the first issue Burgermeister Munch (CDU) wrotes
"The Spandauer Volksblatt will represent no predetermined poiitical line."

16, Erich Lezinsky's intention to maintain the newspaper on its past lines
was stressed by a written assurance to SISO on 29 February 1952 that the
policy of "Volksblatt" would be unchanged by the appointment of his nominated
additional licence holderse.

17. Regarding "Volksblatt's" relationship with Konzentration GemebeHs

a letter from Erich Lezinsky on 8 September 1950 rejected a suggestion that
he sppear on their register of ‘ocialdemocratic Publishing and Printing fixws.
This stated: "Az you know, I am no Party PU.bliShing firm sessescesccess Ky .
newspeper is considered as non=politicele The fact that I am a Party memyer

/and see
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nominations for Frau Lezinsky, Schréder and Karl Schilling, the SFD Burger=
meister of Spandau,

8¢ Heine, of the Zonal SFD, sent a sharp letter of protest to ISD about the
issue of the temporary licence authority, urging its with rawal, expressing the
wish to have the licensees as SPD trustees and mentioning the three napes
submitted by Mattick. He also attacked Schlpflin -« who was incidentally one
of the SPD nominated licence holders for the now defunct official Berlin Party
daily "Sozialdemokrat",

9¢ Chief, ISD, replied firmly to Heine's letter and subsequently saw him,
upholding ISB in the grant of the temporary licence and emphasising that the
licensing decision was primerily a matier for Berlin Mil Gov, W¥hile agreeing
that the most desirsble basis for 2 solution weuld be an smicsble agreement
between the parties he stressed that no firm uncertaking had been given by ISD
that the SPD wishes on licensing would be met,

10. The SPD efforts to approach Frau Lezinsky soon began but she did not
receive any of the verious intermediasries who included Paul Loebe and Burger-
meister Sch ' lling, Finally, on March 20 - on the suggestion of ISB = Dr,
Hafenrichter, the Lezinsky lawyer, met Eurt Mattick to hear what the Party was
seekinge On March 21 Dr, Hafenrichter irformed us that Mattick had claimed the
SFD right to agree on the licence holders on the grounds that "Volksblatt" was
essentially an SPD newspaper as successor to that existing in pre-iazi times,
He stated their three nominees and expressed complete opposition to SchBpflin as
having undue influence on the Lezinsky family, If lrau Lezinsky was not pre=-
pared to come to terms the SPD would introduce an opposition newspaper in
Spandau.

11« When Frau Lezinsky wos told of shese proposals she refused to negotiate,
expressing determination to maintain "Volksblatt® on the lines followed by her
husband and a corplete objection to SPD nouinees being introduced as licence
holderss If the Lezinskys continued to have the licence they would meet the
SPD threat of @ new newspaper by fighting back to the finish,.

12, ISB then contacted the SPD and on March 22 there was an interview with
Kurt Mattick who said they held fikm to their view that "Volksblatt" wes a2
continuation of the former SPD owned newspapere It was only licensed personally
to Erich Lezinsky - the editor uniil 1933 end an SPD stalwart = because in 1946
it was impossible to license direct to the rartye Lezinsky's candidature wes
. approved by Dr. Schumacher ard the SFD gave financial help. Without SPD
sponsorship and support Erich Lezinsky could not have had the licence nor the
newspaper the title through which it enjoyed immediate goodwill, Probably
-the SPD had been remiss in not having some clear undertaking from Erich
Lezinsky regarding the commections and responsibilities toward the Party, But
the position was well known to all concerned with the licemsing in 1946 - on
both the British aud German side, There could be no doubt about it being a
Soclalist newspaper for it was a member of Konzentration C oebell,, the SFD
co-operative associaiion of publishing houses,

13« Mattick reiterated the generalisations against Schopflin and his alleged

/inf‘luence oo :
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25th March, 1952

To: Political Adviser,

Subject: '"Volksblatt" Licence

x, Erich Lezinsky, sole licence holder and chief editor of the Spandau
newspaper "Volksblatt" (British licensed in 1946) died on March 6.

2. Before his death he had asked for his son, Kuwt Lezinsky, and his
business manager, Alfonz Sch¥pflin, to be appointed as additional licence
holders, ill-nealth necessitating some relief from his responsibilities, The
relevant background information regarding these nominations was referred to
ISD at Wehnerheide for comment and sdvice - ISB not being wholly satisfied
about their jolut aceeptebility,

e In Walmerheide the Zonal SPD prompted by Arno Scholz, by-passed ISB
and made direct approaches to ISD on this licensing application, They put
forward the clsims that "Wollsblatti" had clear Party coamections and that its
licensees should be acceptable o them, They had special objections to the
appointment of Schipflin,

beo These strongly pressed contentions led to ISD agreeing that the best
course would be for the SPD to negotiate with lesinsky in an effort to obtain
mituelly acceptable names for submission for licensing. Unfortunately nelther
Lezinsky nor ISP had pre-information, ¥We were told aibsequently that we should
take no action about the licensinz until the two parties had reached agreement,

De Erich lezinsky's death precipitated matters by leaving ‘he newspsper
without a licensee, To permit its legel publication undsr liilitary Government
regulations ISB appointed Kurt Lezinsky, Schlpflin end W, Emil Sclwlder, the
deputy editor, as temparary licence holders umtil April 30, This was sgreed
with Political Adviser and ISD.

6 In view of their neminations having been invalidated by Erich Lesinsky's
death, Kurt Lezinsky and Schépflin renewed the spplications for their permanent
appointment, Schréder also put in an application for consideration,

Te The day after Erich lezinsly's death Kurt Mattick, on behalf of the
Berlin SPD, wrote to ISB that 2Vollsblatt" was the successor to the 1933 Nagi-
suppressed Spandan SFD newspaper. It was maintzined that its connection with
the Party should be established in future by the appointment of licenee holders
ocaupying office as trustees for the SFD. He subsequently submitied

/rominations
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The owners of the newspaper, including all ecuipment and plant, are
Frau Lezinsky (75%) and the son Durt Lezinsky (25%). Frau Lezinsky has
expressed her intention to continme the neéwspaper on the same lines upon
which it wasconductedbyherhusbani, and in owr view she should be
allowed to do so., You will of course realise that in Ber}in licensing
of newspapers still continues. Normally matters of this sort ere dealt
with by the Sector Commendent,

I hope that this brief history of events, plus Turnmer's

»
will supply the infaormetion required. We shall be pleased to elebarate
any point on which you require further clarification.

5
Py




George Turner prepaved a very comprehensive summory of the case and
submitted it to the Political Adviser in Berlin; I attach a copy of his
summery dated 25th March, 1952, |

Subsegueat to Turner's memorandum, the matter wes put to the Germén
licensing Advisory Committee in Berlin (Chairmsn, Arno Scholz)., This
Committee found itself unable to agree on this caese and ultimately broke
down end ceased ite activities due to disagreements over the granting of
a licence to the Ullstein concern in Berlin.

A further effort was made by the British Authorities in Berlin to
persuade the lezinsky femily and the B,P.Us perty to come to an amicable
agreement, but the only nominee wocepteble to both perties was Frau
lezinsky herself, It has now been decided to appoint her as sole
licensee, but this information hes not yet been publicised and neither
party to the dispute nor any other German is aware of i%.

The foregoing briefly recounts the facts of the case. There are,
however, many important faectors to be taken into consideration. The S.P.D.
contend that the newspaper was in 1946 licensed and conducted om behalf of &
specific political party (the 5.P.Dy), whereas the Lezinsky family sey that
this was not the case, The only written evidence in suppart of the S.P.D.
contention is the note from Arno Scholz whiech was attached to your letter,
These are his personal recollections and we have seem no documentary evidence
to support them; although he is supported verbelly by Mattick, who, until
last week, was Vice-Chalruan of the S.P«Ds Party in Berlin. -In favour of
. the argumenis of the Lezinsky family, we have the following facis,

The newspaper, from its first issue, openly declared itself to be
independent and &s not having amy political party commitments, although it
followed the broed party lines of the S,P.D. The leading article of its
issue No.l. dated 5th March, 1946 begins: "The "Spandeuer Volksblatt" will
be published as the first newspaper of an unofficial and non-party political
character in the Berlin Seector of the Byitish Occupation Zone of Germany".
Scholz, in his memo, states that Erich Lezinsky joined "Konzentration", an
organisation of Socialist undertakings, but on 8th September, 1958, Erich
lezinsky wrote as follows in reply to a suggestion that he should appear on
the Register of Social Democratic publishing and printing firmsi-

"As you m’ I am no pﬂrty publialﬂ.ng firm ceesesssesss My newspaper is
considered as non-political, The fact that I am a party member and
several of my editorial staff ere party members too, offers the
advantage that. we are trying to put the ideas of the soecial democratic
party in the foreground in an unrecogniseble manner. If my opponents
aiscover I have been included in the list, they will look upom it as
proof that nevertheless, "Volksblatt" is a soclal democratic organ.
Therefare I beg of you to omit my neme.”

,/;rho




FRQM : Cel. I.c. Ed'&rds. O:B.E.. T.D:

Wehnerheide 197

1P 31/5/11

CONFIDENTIAL (22¢)

a? 67 Mey, 1952

Sw(-di .

7. : 2%
7

In reply to your letter dated 23rd May, 1952, addressed to Michsel Robb
and enclosing copy of a letter from John Hynd to the Secretary of State regarding
the "Volksblatt" in Berlin,

The brief histary of this affair i= as follows:-

in 8,P.D. newspeper entitled "Volksblatt" was printed in Spamdau up
to 1933, when it was suppressed by the Nazis. One of the leading editars
of this paper was Erich Lezinsky. :

In 1946, the British Authorities in Berlin decided to licence a news-
peper in Spandau, and a lirence was granted to Erich Lezinsky. The title
of this paper was the "Spandauer Volksblatt" and lezinsky was the sole
licensee. The capital for the founding of this newspaper in 1946 was

provided by Lezinsky and no S,P,D, money was involved,

In Januery, 1952, Erich Lezinsky asked Informetion Services Branch,
Berlin, if-his son, Kurt Lezinsky, could be appointed as a second licence
" holder. Erich Lezinsky was in & very poor state of health and needed zome-
one to share his licensee responsibilities. In view of Kurt Lezinsky's
inexperience, Lrich Iezineky later asked that a third person, Alfoms
"Sch¥pflin, should also be granted a licence for this paper, Schbpflin is
‘the business manager of the "Volksblatt".

The S,P.D. in Berlin learned of Erich lezinsky's requests for two
additional licensees and protested,-claiming that the newspaper had clear
party connections end that its licensees should be acceptable to the S.P.D,
Party. They also stated they had special cbjections to the appointment of
Schbpflin.

I.8.D, Berlin, at this stage, consulted us and we advised Turner to
suggest thet the B.P.D. should negotiate with lezinsky and endeavour to
put up mutually acceptable nominations for licence holders,

Erich lezinsky died on 6th March, 1952, leaving the newspaper without
a licensee. Under existing regulations in Berlin, a newspaper camnot appesy
without a licence and licensee, The Berlin Authorities therefore appointed
Kurt Lezinsky (the son), Schbpflin (the business menager) and W, Emil
Schréder (the deputy editor) as temporery licence holders, These temporary
licences were to expire on 30th April, but were subsequently extended to
31st May, 1952, :

Subsequent to Erich leszinsky's desth, the S,P.D. euhﬁhat the
"Volksblatt" was a successor to the S.P.D, paper suppressed by the Nagis in
1933 and that its connection with the 8.P.D. Party should be established bty
the appointment of licence holders occupying office as trustees for the
Party. They nominated Frau lesinsky (widow of Epich Lezinsky), Schrider
(the degmty editor) end Kerl Schilling, (the S.P.D. Burgermeister of
Spmu -

John Moore, Esq.,
German Education & Informstion Dept.,
Foreign Office,

Whitehall, S.W.1. FILE
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We have been considering your letter to John Moore, ISD, 31/5/11 of the
29th May, regarding the "Spandauer Volksblatt".

On the evidence available here, our Legal Adviser agrees that the S,P.D.
do not have at all a strong case when they contend that the newspaper was a
party organ and that Erich Lezinsky was a trustee of the party. He thinks,
that, since the S.P.D, paper which was closed down in 1933 was simply called
"Volksblatt", there can be no guestion of the present newspaper's title
infringing any copyright in the title of the earlier one. But that is a
question of German Law,

On the other hand the Legal Adviser is not entirely sure that the S,P,D.
may not have a moral claim to consideration in respect of the present
licensing and future conduct of the paper, The S,P.D. might have cause for
complaint if' they are correct in saying that Erich Lezinsky only obtaired a
licence in 1946 because of their support, and if the granting of a licence to
the present owners or their nominees prevent them from starting another news-
raper of their own in Western Berlin, In such a case, it could be said that,
although the S,P.D. were happy with the newspaper whilst Erich Lezinsky was
in charge, they do not like it under its present management, and by its
continued existence are being deprived of any acceptable outlet for their views
in Berlin, We might thus be accused of muzzling the S,P,D,, perhaps in the
financial interests of the Lezinsky family, I should be grateful for your
views on this aspect, and in particular on the prospects of the S,P,D. being
able to obtain a licence for another paper in Berlin if they should want one,

In addition, we note that thetemporary licences granted to the paper after
Erich Lezinsky's death were due to expire on the 3lst May, and in your letter
you state that it has been decided to appoint Frau Lizinsky as sole licensee,
Before a reply is sent to John Hynd, we ought to know whether Frau Lezinsky
has in fact now become the sole licensee; if so, for what period; and whether
all concerned have been so informed, Perhaps you would let me have a reply
on these points as well,

I am sending a copy of this letter to George Turner in Berlin,
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1D Foreign Office, londm (for Hoore)

Promg I.5.0De 7almerheids

pefererce Our telscon this worning »e "Volksblatt®. As you know, the

appointment of editorial sieff is the respansidbility of the licencee. nless

a lmown undesireble is eppointed interference by us would be a reiyograds
step, Fran Lezinsky has appointod Schoepflin as editor of the Yolksblati®.
® is a jownalist, hss a caspletely clean Fragebogen and was formerly &
liocengee and mezber of the staff of the now defmet SFD Berlin papeX
sgezlaldemokrat®e o left "Soslaldemckrat™ following disagreement with
certain manbexs of the SED party in Berlin, Ve have no resson to believe
thet he will fail %o implement the writien undertaking we have been given by
fven Lesinsky thet the "Volksilati™ wlll meintein in the futurs the line
followed by her husband im the pest, If this line is net followed we can
raise the matter with the licencee bui such a siep at the present time would

be premature snd groundless.

Edwayds
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to Je
i

e.i,d, foreign office, London (for moore)
from s.d, wanerheide

-

3rd july, 1952

reference our telecon this morning re ??volksblatt??, as you
Know, the appointment-esemis of editorial staff is the responsibi=
Lity of the Licencee, unlLess a known un esirable is appointed inter-
ference by us would be a retrograde step, frau Lezinsky has app-
ointed ‘schoepflin as editor of the *volksbLatt??, he is a journa-
List, has a complLetely clean fragebogen and was formerLy a Licencee‘
and member of the staff of the now defunct spd berlin paper Thsoaan.
’?’sozialdemokrat??, he Left '*sozialdemokrat?? following disagree-
ment with certain members of the spd party in berlin, we have mno
reason to believe that he will fail +to lmplement the written undepr-
taking we have been given by frau Lezinsky that the Y 7 '\v0 Lks-
blatt?? will maintain in the future the Line followed by her busg-
band in the past, if this Line is mt followed we can raise the mesde
o natter with the Licencee but such a step at the present time

would be premature and groundlesss,

=

sent wahnerheide by hand 1450a =~ gL -~
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Palsch ist die Darstellung, dass die Partei das "Volksblatt" an
Brich Lezinsky verkauft hat, Die Partei hat niemals auch nur eine Mark
fuer ihren Wiedergutmachungs—Anspruch an das "Volksblatt" bekommen,
sondern hat - wie ich schon ausfushrte - sich nur einverstanden damit
erklaert, dass Erich Lezinsky gewissermassen als Platzhalter fuer diese

Ansprueche gilt.

Es steht auch nicht zur Debatte, ob die SPD eine Moeglichkeit hat,
eine Zeitung herauszugeben, sondern es haddelt sich darum, dass das
"Volksblatt" einstmals sozialdemokratisches Eigentum war, und wenn anderen
der Schaden, der ihnen waehrend der Zeit des Nationalsozialismus entstanden
ist, ersetzt wird, so muesste auch die SPD mindestens auf dem Wege ueber
die Wiedergutmachung auch das "Volksblatt" zurueckbekommen oder mindestens
an ihm beteiligt sein,

Also nochmals, ein Verkauf hat nicht stattgefunden, und die
Sozialdemokratische Partei war bisland einverstanden, dass der ihr
zugestandene Titel "Volksblatt" von Erich Lezinsky benutzt worden ist,
weil sie glaubte, dass er ihre Wiedergutmachungsansprueche eines Tages
irgendwie abgelten wuerde,

Durch die Uebertragung der Lizenz nur an Frau Lezinsky und nicht -
wenigstens zu einem Teil = auch an Treuhaender fuer die SPD ist jetzt der
Zustand eingetreten, dass die SPD ihre Besitzrechte an dem Titel

sen muss, Mit der Lizenzuebergabe
cht abgeschlossen,

+

"Volksblatt! durch das Gericht sichern las
an Frau Lezinsky ist der Fall laengst nicl

Was besonders gestoert hat, ist die Tatsache, dass es bei der
Britischen Militaer-Regierung niemand fuer notwendig befunden hat, mit
der SPD zu sprechen, bevor die endgueltige Lizenz
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Als die Britische Militaer-Regierung ihre Lizenzbedingungen aenderte
und zustend, dass auch die Parteien Zeitungen herausgsben kdennen und dgs
Recht haben, als Lizenztraeger einzelne Personen vorzuschlagen, wurde die
Umwandlung der "Volksblatt'"-Lizenz nicht durchgefuehrt, weil ja an der
Haltung von Erich Lezinsky nie ein Zweifsl war.,

Im uebrigen ist es auch viellig falsch, dass Erich Lezinsky den Betrieb
aus eigenen Mitteln angeschafft hat, Der Kaufpreis fuer den Betrieb betrug
RM 600,000,=~-, Davon hat zunaechst der "Telegraf" RM 300,000, ==, der SPD-
Verlag RM 200,000,-~ und Erich Lezinsky selbst RM 100,000, == aufgebracht,
Erst durch disse Hilfastellung war es Erich Lezinsky moeglich, den Betrieb
zu erwerben, Sowohl der "Telegraf" als auch der SPD-Verlag haben grosse
Opfer fuer diese Spandauer Druckerei gebracht, denn mit den R 300,000,=-,
mit denen sich der "Telegraf" beteiligte, haette er in der Reichsmarkzeit
gut und gern 2 oder 3 gebrauchte Rotationsmaschinen kaufen koennen, die
ihren Wert behalten haetten, Insofern haette sich also die Summe auch nach
der Waehrungsreform nicht vermindert,

Der "Telegraf" ist Erich Lezinsky bei der Rueckzahlung dieses Betrages
sehr entgegengekommen und hat mur Mk 260,000, bekommen, Ausserdem hat er -
was nicht zu unterschaetzen ist - auf Zinszahlungen washrend der Hergabe
des Darlehens in all den Jahren verzichtet, Auch der SPD-Verlag hat keine
Zinsen fuer sein Darlehen erhalten,

Ich habe also jetzt zmwixt zunaechst einmal bewiesen, dass die Fast~
stellung in der ersten Ausgabe des "Volksblatt" lediglich mit den Lizenz-
bedingungen, die seinerzeit ueblich waren, zusammenhing, Ich bin jederzeit
bexit zu beeiden, dass die SPD zwar keine Einwendungen Lezinsky gegenueber
hatte, aber immer klar herausgestellt hat - und bei Erich Lezinsky war auch
kein Zweifel darusber -dass er Platzhalter Begenueber den Wiedergutmachungs—
anspruechen der Partei war, Erich Lezinsky hatte natuerlich einen grossen
Anteil am Ausbau des Betriebes. Deshalb hat die SPD auch nach seinem Tode
selbst vorgeschlagen, dass Frau Lezinsky mit ainem Drittel Mitlizenz—
traegerin sein muesste, und dass zwei andere Mitlizenztraeger seitens der

Partel vorgeschlagen werden muessten,

Ebenso viel Anteil am Aufbeu dieser Zeitungdf wie Erich Lezinsky hatte
auch der Chefredakteur Emil Schroeder, und es waere nur gerecht gewesen, ihn
als Mitlizenztraeger heranzuziehen, Irgendwie scheint auch die Britische
Militaer-Regierung das Gefuehl gehabt zu haben, dass man Emil Schroeder als
Mitlizenztraeger haette aufnehmen muessen. Sie hatte ihn zwar auch nach
dem Tode von Erich Lezinsky als vorlaeufigen Mitlizenztraeger benannt, Bei
der endgueltigen Lizenzerteilung wurde er Jjedoch nicht mehr beruecksichtigt,
was zur Folge hatte, dass er, da er als Chefredakteur im Wege war, von den
neuen Lizenztraegern auf die Strase gesetzt wurde.

Mit der Sache selbst hat die Behauptung, dass die Zeitung "Der
Sozialdemokrat", spaeter "Berliner Stadtblatt" einen finanziellen FehlscHag
erlitten haetten, nichts zu tun,




Scholz Berlin-Grunewald, 21.7.1952
Bismarckplatz
Herausg

aber des TELEGRAF Telefon: 977921

Mr, John H y n 4,
House of Commons,
London S.W.1,

Werter Genosse Hynd:

Ich habe, da der Genosse Kurt Mattick verreist ist, Thren Brief vom
16, d.,Mts, erhalten und beeile mich, ihn zu beantworten, weil ich zu meinem
Erstaunen ams Ihrem Brief entnommen habe, dass Ihnen eine ganze Reihe Dinge
nicht richtig dargestellt worden sind,

Da ich vom Anfang an die Sache verfolgt habe und in vielen Fasllen
auch zu Entscheidungen zugezogen worden bin, bin ich in der Lage, ein absolut
klares Bild ueber die Situation zu geben,

Im Jahre 1946 kem der letzte Chefredakteur des bis zum jahre 1933
der SPD gehoerenden "Volksblatt" zu mir, der ich damals Verlagsdirektor beim
"Berliner", dem Nachrichtanblatt der Britischen Militaer-Regierung war, und
bat mich um Unterstuetzung bei der Militaer-Regierung fuer den Ban, das
"Volksblatt" wiederaufleben zu lassen,

Ich habe dann mit der Berliner SPD und mit Dr, XKurt Schumacher ein=-
Behend ueber den Fall gesprochen, Die Lizenzbedingungen sahen seinerzeit
noch nicht vor, dass eine Lizenz an eine Partei oder an von einer Partei
beauftragte Personen gegeben werden komnte, Nach den Lizenzbedingungen war
es nur moeglich, Lizenzen einzeln oder gemeinsam an Personen zu vergsben.
Da seinerzeit sowohl die Britische-~ wie auch die Amerikanische Militaer-
Regierung auf dem Standpunkt standen, dass zunaechst wichtig sei, eine
demokratische Presse aufzubauen - spaeter wurden dann auch Zeitungen
zugelassen, die einzelnen Parteien als Sprachrohr dienten = blieb kein
anderer Weg alsdamit einverstanden zu sein, dass Erich Lezinsky eine Lizenz
fuer das "Volksblatt" erhielt, Bei ihm, dem letzten Chefredakteur des
sozialdemokratischen Organs und einem so langjachrigen Genossen schien die
Gewaehr dafuer gegeben zu sein, dass spaeter eine Umwandlung reibungsles
durchgefuehrt werden kamn, Ich habe Erich Lezinsky seinerzeit das Ein-
verstaendnis der Partei uebermittelt, dass er den Titel "Volksblatt"
benutzen kann, und dass spaeter einmal darueber verhandelt werden soll,
in welcher Weise die SPD bei ihrem Orgsan wiader eingeschaltet werden sollte.

Erich Lezinsky hat nie einen Zweifel darueber gehabt, dass er in
gewissen Sinne Platzhalter fuer die eigentlichen Besitzer des "Volksblattes"
ist, und er hat auch an allen Besprechungen der Konzentration G.m,b.H, teil-
genommen, d.h., einer Vereinigung der Zeitungen und Zeitschriften, die mit
der Partel zusammenarbeiten, Erich Lezinsky hat auch - eben weil er sich als
Platzhalter der Partei fuehlte = bis zur Blockade und ich glaube, auch noch
etwas laenger, einen monatlichen Betrag an die Partei gezahlt, wie dies auch
die von der Partei selbst herausgegsbsnen Zeitungen in der Bundesrepublik tun,
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I am also informed that, following on Lezinsky's death, our
authorities suggested that three trusiees be granted the license,
namely, Frau lezinsky, Herr Schréder and "one other independent
S.B,D. Man" Sch8pflin, but that as Soh8pflin was not acceptabls
to the S,P.D, the Party suggested, as an alternative, Herr Jchilling,
the Burgomeister of Spandau, To this suggestion, no reply was
received from Information Services Branch, who proceeded to appoint
their three nominees, and, subsequently, to issue a permament license
to Frau Lezinsky alone.

There seems ample evidence here that the interest of the S.F.D.
in the paper was fully recognised throughout, even to the final

. sufgestion of three Trustees or Licensees, and in any event, there

seems to be no question but that the title of the paper is the property
of the S.P.D, In this connection I am asdured that, as was the practice
at that time when these papers started, the licensee (Lezinsky) made
monthly contributions to the Party from the paper's earnings, and that
Scholz holds receipts for these regular payments, So far as concerns the
"purchase" of the machines etc., by Lezhsky, the facts are set out in

the enclosed letter from Herr Scholz, who assures me that not one penny
was subsoribed by Lezinsky himself, and tha% the Part again holds
receipts for the whole of the money that was advanced to Lezimsky for
the purchase,

The question of the property rights however, is a legal one, and
is complicated by the fact that this was all dons under a "gentleman's"
agroement, What I am concerned about is the desire of the S,P.D, %0
retain the title of their paper, with which they have long associations.

I would be glad also, if you would tell me why, in this case, the
hitherto rigid rule that these lincenses can only be issued to experienced,
responsible journalists, has now been broken, and that a license hes,
in fact, now been granted on the basis of mere ownership of printing
equipment, There can be no questionm, presumgbly, of a licensee disposing
of a license in his Will, whatever he may do with property?

You state that ths S,P,D, are not debarred in all this from resuming
their other newspaper, or, indeed, of obtaining an additional license,
What they are rightly concerned abowt at the moment, is recovering the
right to the title of their paper "Jolksblatt", without which the
suggested second license would be of mach reduced value,

The point seems to me to be important; the further point about the
transfer of these lincenses as part of property inheritance, while the
present regulations governing the jssus of licenses continwe, is, I think,
even more important from our point of view, and I gops you will meke
further inguiries into both points.

Perhaps you will be good enough to return Scholz's letter with
your reply.

Yours sincerely

(sgd.) John Hynd




House of Commons,
London, S, W, 1

6th August, 1952,

Rt.Hon,Selwyn Lloyd M.P,
Under-Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, go(/ 1 ‘)

Dear Selwyn Lloyd,

Your ref. P.C, 1021Y/26,

In reply tp yours of 7th July, I have now had an opportunity of
discussing this matter with representatives of the S,P.D, and would
like to draw your attention to one or two points,

When the question of a license for ths "Volksblatt" first arose,
there was no question of a license to a political party as such, and
it was necessary (and this was understood by our authorities) that a
Party desiring to resumes one of its papers, must get soms reliable
person to apply for the licensey This was done in the present case;
Erich Lezinsky being suggested after his being endorsed by
Dr, Schuhmacher. He was informed at the time that he could only,
of course, utilise the title of "Volksblatt" provided the S,P,D,
bad no objection, since this was clearly the title of the former
S. P.D, Paper,

On the point of the announcement in the first issue regarding
the paper's independence of political parties; you will no doubt
be aware that such an announcemsnt was'obligatory at the time, and,
indeed, was merely a confirmation of the same prihciple as led to
the decision that individuals and not Parties must be given the
license in the first instance, It is also relevant to recall that
our authorities decided to license this particular paper because,
at that time, we were seeking the influence of the, then new, S.E.D,,
and that the Americans had licensed a C,D,U, paper in Berlin already,
the Tagesspiegel,

Your letter suggests that thers was "no evidence that the
S.P.D, supported Lezinsky at that time", On the other hand you
admit that (1) "We would not have agreed to the title if there

'/ had been S,P,D, Opposition", (2) in issuing the new license

"Frau Lezinsky was the only nominee acceptabls to both the wemers
and the S,P.D, "-

- presumably as an indication that this was, in fact, a
consideration in issuing the license (3) that "every encouragement
was given by Information Services Branch to the S,P.D., and the
Lezinsky family to come to agreement",

V.




{pe. 102’%) . : TGN OFFICE, S.W.l.

CONFIDENTTAL. x 15th August, 1952.

Please refer to Ted Edwards' letter to
Rolland ISD.31/5/11 of the 24th June.

The Minister of State wrote to Mr. Hynd
on the basis of this letter. Mr. Hynd has now
written in again, and I attach a copy of his
letter of the 6th August. You will note that
the letter from Arno Scholz, forwarded by
Mr. Hynd, is incomplete. I intend to ask
Mr. Hynd to send us the missing portion, but
as he is away for a few days, I am sending

I ‘b"{) you the attached at once in order not to

: waste time. I will send you a copy of the
remainder of Scholz's letter as soon as I
receive it.

b2

I should be grateful for a quick reply
when this has been done.

I am sending a copy of this letter,
together with enclosures, to George Turner

(e %

(3.H. Moo((

German Information Dept.

‘ M Iz /.
M.A. Robb, Esq.

Chief, hatenal [7v 1924 :
Information Services D1vis:.on, B, e " g Vel G, [ Fassk

22(c) WAHNERHEIDE, ouned pt 9;/;7 ,} u,¢ /~7J




Lan 984 ‘ 7 P
to: robb, chief, isd, wahnerheide

repeated to : turner, information services, beriin,

from: moore g.i.d.

i
16.8.52. (pc10214/34) /* PAAEAR
my Letter pc10214/34 of 15th august. mr hynd tells
me that he he purposely did not send on the final page
of arno scholz’s Letter since it concerned private
matters Only and added no more to this particular case.

shall therefore expect tohear from you soon on the basis

of the enclosures to my Letter.

ends/men/1217+
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Owing to a hitch here your teleprint ISBR
of August 21 id reach me until yest
evening, vhen I sent a teleprint to G I.I.
for copies, for us and for you, of the letter

R

the Minister of State to Hynd referred to in
let i@ should receive

i shall hope to

furner Esq,,

enjor Information Services Ufficer,
BERLIN-Wilm _"I’('»C:'.Om,,

hrbelliner Platz 4,
——

aseer ous f.T.




There has ngver been any question of the British Authorities in Berlin
failing to recognise the rights of the S,P,D, in the "Volksblatt", because
in the legal sense they had no rights to be recognised, Lezinsky adopted
the same title as a previous S.P,D, paper which had ceased publication for
thirteen years with no opposition from the S,P,D, Party., The paper was
published and developed by Lezinsky's effort and is the sole property
of his family,

The S,P.D, in Berlin are not in any way deprived of any acceptable
outlet in West Berlin, In June, 1946, a licence was granted to the S,P.D,
for a paper entitled the "Soxialdemokrat”, the licensees being the chairman
and officers of the S,P.D, In 1950 the title of this paper was changed to
"Berliner Stadtblatt", This paper failed financially and ceased publication
on the 19th May, 1951, but the licence has not been withdrawn, On the
contrary, it has been allowsd to cover the publication of an S.P.D, weekly,
the "Berliner Stimme", The S,P.D, therefore have a weekly publication and
can revive a daily newspaper whenever they decide to do so, Should they
wish a second licence there is no reason why they should not apply #r it.

You rang up the Foreign Office on Wednesday evening in connexion with
a further develpoment in this matter, and spoke to Mr, Moore of German
Education and ‘nformation Department., I understand that you said that you
had heard from Herr Heine in Germany that Frau Lezinsky had appointed an
editor of the "Volksblatt" who had not the confidence of the S, P.D, » and
that you asked us to investigate this, It is trus that Frau Lezinsky has
now appointed an editor, He is Herr Sch8pflin, who was former business-
manager of the paper under Erich Lezinsky, He is a reputable journalist
and was a licensee and a member of the editorial staff of the new defunct
S.P.D, paper "Sozialdemokrat", The British Autorities in Germany have no
reason to believe that he will fail to implement Frau Lezinsky's written
underteking that the "Volksblatt" will maintain in the future the lines
followed by her husband in the past,

Sgnd. Minister of State
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FOREIGN OFFICE,
S.W. 1

(Pc 10214/ 26) 7th July, 1952,

You wrote to the Foreign Secretary who is at present indisposed on
the 20th May concerning the Berlin newspaper "Spandausr Volksblatt®,
The matter has now been looked into and it appears that there is soms
discrepancy between the account given in your letter and the actual facts,

On the 1st March, 1946, a licence was granted to Erich Lezinsky for
& paper to be named the "Spandauer Volksblatt", which, however, since the
18t January, 1948, has been known as "Volksblatt", There is no evidence
apart from Scholz's recollections that the Social Bem ocratic Party
supported Lezinsky at that time, We were anxious to start a paper in
Spandau and Lezinsky would, in faot, have been granted a licence whether
he had S,P.D, support or not, We would not, howsver, have agreed to the
title if there had been S.P.D, opposition, Lezinsky bought all the
equipment and plant and the present owners are the Lezinsky family,
There is no S.P.D, interest, Moreover, there is no evidenze to show that
the paper has, in fact, been conducted "on behalf of the S.P.D." On the
contrary, the rirst issue of the newspaper openly declared that it was
an independent newspaper and did not have any political party commitments,
Neverthelsss, Lezinsky followed the main lines of S,P.D, policy amd to
that extent has been acceptabls to S.P.D. members,

Shortly before his death Lezinsky wished to appoint his som and his
business manager as co-licehsees of the paper. When the S.P.D, in Berlin
protested against this request Mr. Turner, of our Information staff in
Berlin, suggested to the S.P.D, that they should negotiate with Lezinsky
and endeavour to put up mutually acceptable nominees as licence holders,
At this time and subsequently every encouragement was given by Information
Services Branch to the S.P,D, and the Lezinsky family to come to agreement,

On the death of Lezinsky it was necessary to appoint new licence holdera
otherwise the paper could not have continued publication., The Berlin
Authorities appointed as temporary licence holders the persons mentioned
in your letier, who.are respectively the owner, the business manager, and
the deputy editor, The temporary licences were extended until the
30th June, 1952, but a permamend licence has now been &ssusd to the widow,
Frau Lezinsky, as sole licenses, Frau Lezinsky was the only nominee
acceptable both to the owners and to the S,P.D,, though the latter
apparently do not consider her gualified to be the sole licensee, She
has expressed her intention to continue the newspaper on the sawe lines
upon which it was conducted by her husband, As long as she obeys the
licensing regulations the licence now vested in her is permament andi there
can be no question of altering it,

/There
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JONFIDENT IAL

Comments on Scholz's Letter

Erich Lezwksky had SPD support in obtaining the licence of "Volksblatt":

Correct. He had the public support of all four Parties in Spandau
for his declared intention of starting a newspaper uncommitted to any
Political Party.

He belonged to Konzentration GmbH:

Correct. But, as reported in para. 17 of ISBE/07/03 of 25 liarch, @e
protested to that organisation that his was not a Socialist publishing
house and would not agree to it being announced as such.

He made financial contributions to the SFD,

Correct. In no way surprising in view of his lifelong socialist
record. In every country people make contributions to political
Parties without risking the charge of their busginess belonging to
the Party.

SFD and "Telegraph" assisted with the purchase of the Spandau property:
Correct (see para. 18 of ISBE/07/03 of 25 March). This was in
September 1947 after "Volksblatt", initially financed by Leziwsky
money, had been running for eighteen months, It was a loan,
subsequently repaid, made against good security. It concerned
property and not the newspaper.

The SFD did not sell the newspaper to Lezwrsky:

We have not heard any suggestion that such a transaction took pPlace
or wes discussed.

There was a gentleman's agreement between the SPD and Lezwrsky that he

should hold the licence as trustee for the Party and that there should be some
reversion to them later on:

This is possible. It is unsupported by documentary evidence. As
Lezmrsky is dead the truth camnot be checkeds Lezwrsky could not
make any binding agreement as the licence was not transferrable
Property.

Schroder had a great part in the development of "Volksblatt™:

Freely acknowledged although he was not with it from the start. ISB
had long favoured and advanced his claims for recognition as a licence
holder but had no means of enforeing this. Before the new licence
was granted. Frau Lezwtrsky gave an assurance she wished his services
to continue, ISB has expressed to him the hope that, in his disap-
pointment at not getting higher office than he held under Erich
Lezwrsky, he will not resign, We have had no report of him being
discharged and T am constantly in contact.




No documentary evidence has been produced to support the SPD contention
that there was an agreement between Lezinsky and themselves regarding the
future of the newspaper. If it was intended to hand it over to SFD
influence or control at some subsequent date it appears doubtful whether
the flag of independence would have been nailed so fimly to the masthead
on the first issue, Or that all four permitted political parties would
80 willingly have united in supporting Lezinsky's application.

That Lezinsky subsequently made financisl contributions to the SFD
appears to be beside the point. In view of his lifelong comnection
with the Party it would have been surprising if he had not supported them.
If one follows the SPD inference to its final conclusion those who supported
& Political Party with money earned in their business risk the Party staking
@ claim in its ownership or menagement.

Regarding the local conditions which it is suggested influenced the original
licensing of "Volksblatt", it is importent to point out that "Tagesspiegel"
is not a CDU newspaper but one which has always been noted for the very
independent and individualistic views of its chief editor and licence holder.

I§ any balancing of its city-made circulation or influence was intended this
would have been done with much more efficiency by, the licensing of "Telegraf™"
which ocourred only two days after the"Volksblatl began publication and which
rinting the same month. ~For, from the first,”Volksblatt® has been
primar a local newspaper serving s specific area with a centuries old
tradition of local patriotism and independence from the rest of Berlin.

It is incorrect that there has been a rigid rule that licenses should
only be granted to experienced and responsible journalists. In many ways
such a strict condition would have been desirsble but it was one not capable
of achievement in every locality. Numbers of non-journalist 1icence holders
were appointed. If you desire any confirmation on this point the names gan
be supplied of some who took office as early as the spring of 1946,

There is not and never has Been any question of a license being
transferrable as part of a deceased persons's estate. This is covered
by our licensing regulations and, as such, has been observed.

You sppear to have been misinformed about the events which ocourred
around the time of Lesinsky's death. The temporary licence holders charged
with the conduct of the newspaper pending the appointment of a new licence-
holder were nominated on March 6, the actual dey Lezinsky died. At this
time the SPD had not made any approach to Informetion Services in Berlin
regarding the nomination of their candidates, that notification of intention
being by a latter dated Merch 7, the names being submitted in e letter dated
March 8. (As your letter states "no reply wes received from Information
Services Branch" it seems you were not informed that Information Services
Branch .fommally acknowledged the receipt of the SPD proposals; subsequently
asked for the provision of any documents in support of the contention that
the licence holders should be trustees for the SFD; arranged and attended
an interview with Herr Kurt Mattick to hear the SPD arguments, and formally
notified Herr Mattick of the decision which had been reached.

While, on the one hand, there is this complaint of neglect of the SPD
there is a conflicting suggestion that Informetion Services did take their
viewpoint into consideration with an inference that by so doing an acknowledgment
was made of the SPD case. It will be agreed that the impartial investigation
of conflicting statements or evidence does not imply a pre-judgment of an
issue. Neither did concurrence with an informal suggestion that, if they
desired, the representatives of the two sides should talk over their differences
comnit Military Government to any viewpoint. It would undoubtedly have been
wrong to put obstacles in the way of an amicable settlement had one been possible
through such a meeting.
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ur Ref: LSBE/07/07 INFORMATION SERVICES BRANCH
Your. BRITISH MILITARY GOVERNMENT

Telephone: BERLIN, BAOR 2

CONFIDENTIAL Shay ey 30th August, 1952

Dear M\M
Reference your uso\bll 5\\\ % 21 Q«q\_w . qlf'

I em certain you will agree it is impossible to write an adequate
letter until we know exactly what the Foreign Office said to John Hynd
and whether we have the necessity to cover up diplomatically any errors
they may have made in rewriting our facts and arguments.

In the meantime I send, as requested, the background draft I mentioned
in my telepring. I have been sitting on it expecting the copy of the
F.0. letter. Also enclosed are some comments on the Scholz letter which

might be useful to you.

You will notice I have omitted any reference to the title question
in my draft. I feel that at I.S.D. you are much more competent to
comment on the legal implications of this aspect. As I see it from a
layman's angle, this is "Volksblatt's" difficulty. So long as
licensing continues they should be all right, as the newspaper received
its title from I.S.D. in 1946. Afterwards they most probably will be
in a position of vulnerability for having someone's property even though
the title of the present newspaper is "Spandauer Volksblatt" and the
pre-Hitler SPD publication was simply "Volksblatt".

If I happened to be in the Lezinsky shoes I think I would apply
for a change of title even though it meant some present loss of
circulation. On several occasions I have wondered if I ought to drop
the suggestion into Frau Lezinsky's ear. It might save her a lot
of trouble later on. And it would knock the bottom out of the present
SPD argument for I sense from Hynd's letter that they feel this is their
only good weapon. At any rate their case has now broken into two parts.

It may be that the "Volksblatt" is thinking that way: a recent
change of masthead (enclosed) brings "Spandauer" into much greater

prominence than "Volksblatt".
I 8. D.

Yours (.vacm‘_@.\ CHIEF

D/CHIEF
DP&P
PUBLICITY
¥ PRESS
;&hlﬁf Robb, Esq., e
Tnformation Services Division, _‘:‘_:’::.L:_C:m_;

Y 2 SENERAL Ofwicg
(22¢) Wahnerheide, ‘ P e
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Qur Rei:  ISBE/07/03 INFORMATION SERVICES BRANCH
Your Ref BRITISH MILITARY GOVERNMENT

OR 2
Telephone: 86=6737 BERLIN, BA

2 September, 1952

Zo: Colonel I,C, Edwards OBE TD,
Deputy Chief,
Information Services Division,
UK High Commission in Germany,
Wahnerheide/Rheinland

—

Dear “\ad

Purther to my letter of yesterday (forwarded under using file number -
07/07), I have now got the FO letter and have studied it,

I cannot see there are any major points to necessitate alteration of the
facts in my background draft,

In para 2 of the FO letter it is stated that there is no evidence that
the SPD supported Lezinsky, As mentioned in my draft, all four political
Parties united in support of an independent newspaper licensed to Lezinsky =
a very different thing from one Party support.

Para 3: The original suggestion &f a getting together did not come from
ISB but from the SPFD, As you may remember, the ISD line was, very wisely,
that we should not act as official negotiators, and that I suggested informally
to the Lezinsky lawyer that there should be a meeting with the SFD to discover
if any differences were capable of amicable adjustment, The meeting had
emphatically negative results,

Para 5: In actual fact, Lezinsky did not take the precise title of the
old SPFD newspaper when licensing occurred, The licence was issued to
"Spandauer Volksblatt", Despite the change in the masthead in 1948 that
licence remained and the old mesthead has returned, This, however, is a
minor point in that the claim would be about the use of the word "Volksblatt"
in the title of a Spandau newspaper,

Therefore, as stated, I believe you have in my background draft all that
is necessary to provide the required answers to John Hynd's points,

I am attaching some notes on the title changes which I mentioned this

(G. TURNER)
Serior Information Services Officer,
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isbe/0703, mrferebce to-day?s conve rsation,

leade P no 1 begins quote the blank is a mew paper, but more than
that = a platfom forall who wish to co-ope mate in the
pal isation of socialism unquote,

para 4 says quote those who conduct the blank have an aimsseee
but they are bound by their conscience alone, not by political
pa rties, not even to sixz socialist ones unquote,

pa a5, quote ,,, they will put the eader in a position to

fom his own opinion, leading a rticles will p rovoke pe rsonal
judgment, so that by and by a deepened maturity in the political
thinking of ournation shall be achieved unquote,

pam 7, quote ouraims ar,,,.. 2 social ist plamned economy
wquote,

end of message

gent be rby hand 17350a h]j
© by wahne rheide,,,9/9/1732 sg
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I had. intended-to_can ware -the-statementz-en aims-and
affilistions of the "b*ﬂm.dqun.r Volksblatt".and the "Telegraf
in-their respective first lS-JU.wS, in.: CL7 ‘?;o the-first

sentence-of _)J.r:\;;:-'\:h of Mr, John Hynd's-letter (folio 49a),
Polio-59 gives-extracts of what the "Telearaf™ carxried
and George Twrner's report (folio 32a), '
camparative- extrae k"Snanrh\uor Vol &J)l.u
y Ll
I decided however-to keep.these-points for possible
future- use,

10th September, 1952, /
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esked the production of any documents in support of the contention that
the licence holders should be trustees for the SFD} arrmgd.andettmdeda.
interview with Herr Kwet lattick to hear the SFD arguments, end formelly
notified Hexr Mattiok of the final deecision to sppoint Freu Lezinsky as sole
licensee.

Mr, Hynd refers to the title of the peper snd in this cennection it
should be borme in mind that the title of the licenced peper wes "Spandsuer
Volksblatt", lster chsnged to the "Volksblatt" and on the appointment of
Freu Lezinsky es sole ee it has reverted to the "Spendsuer Volksblatt".
The title of the ori 1 SPD paper wes "Volksblott". Regerding Lezinsiy's
contyribution to the SPD party funds., It is not surprising that
contribute, but surely all business men who coantribute to & poli
do not thereby lay themselves open to the risk that the politicel

on their death, Our informetion concerning’
the SPD to Le Deptenber, 1947, in connection with the puxc
machinery, etc., is, thet this wes s business loan made ageinst good seourily
end subsequently repeid, This however is, ss Mr, Hynd says, a legal matter
affecting property rights end not the newspsper.

In peply to his question as to why the "rigid mule that these licences
could only be issued to experienced, responsible Journslists" hes now been
broken. The reply is thet such s rigid rule did not exist, The desirsbility
of such & rule cennot be guestioned but in certain localities it cercaialy
oould not have been applied, Therefore a mmber of non-journalist licence
holders were appointed. An example of this is the case of Herr Fritz Heine
who wea given the licence for the "Hannoversche Presse". Ilis name ves pub
forwerd by the SFD end very strongly pressed by the perty. Hany other
similar inshances could be quoted of SFD end other political psrty rominees.
As Mz, fynd ssys, there cen be no guestion of a licenaee disposing of a
licence in his will, hence the discussions in Berlin prior to the granting of
the licence to Frem Lezinsky.

Mr, Hynd ctates thet what the SFD are concerned sbout ai the monent is

recovering the right to the title of their psper "Volksblatt". This is e
somewhat reduced clsim to thet eriginally put forwsrd by the SFD, If thie is
reslly the crux of the matter I would suggest that the SFD put their objection
to ouwr Derlin suthorities who will undoubtedly give the objection full

congideration.
G e

/.

Copy tos~ George Twmver, Esq., ;
Senior Information Sexrvices Officer,
(1) Berlin,




/0 Septenber, 1952.

45 Ser iy

In peply to your letter reference PC. 10214/3h dated 15th August, 1952,
which enclosed a copy of a letter written by My, John Hynd to the Minister
of Stute regarding the "Spendsuer Volksblatt". I regret the delay in
snawering but copies of the letters requested by Mishsel only resched us last
woeke

I will go through My, Hynd's letter and endeavouwr to desl with the verious
poluts he raised in chronclogicsl oxder,

o documentery evidence hes been produced to support the SPD contention
thet there wes agreement between Lezinsky end themselves regerding the future
of the newspeper, Incidentally all the fowr permitted politicel pertiss then
in Berlin (not only the SFD) wnited in supporting the choice of Leszinsky as
licensee, hence his claim, from the first lssue of his peper to his death,
thet hie peaper wes indepandent, We have no record of sgreenent or objection
on the part of the SFD for the choice of title for the peper but it is common-
gense (o assune that there was no objection from them,

1f, as Mz, Hynd suggests, the "Spandsuer Volksblati” - & smll local
peper, wes licenced in order to belance the Americsa licenced "Pagesspiegel” ,
the balsnoe would have been somewhat uneven., Surely it would be more ressonable
to assume thet we licenced the "Telegraf® . which incidentally received its
licenoe two days sfter the "Spandsuer Volksblatt”, as a counter-belencing

agent.

The fact Ryt the licence was originslly issued and when consideration:
was being given t0'e® switable licensee or licensees vice the decessed
Brich Lezinsky, British suthorities in Bexlin endeavoured to ect in &
manney that x! politicel or other firiction, should not be taken as an
indication that leter claims by any political perty based only on
*precollcctions” are or were scoepted., When thia dispule arese following
Hrich Lesingky's death, the initial suggestion that the SFD and the Lezinsky
family should get together snd discuss the mestter wes not mede by the British
suthorities in Berlin but by the SFD, The British authorities quite rightly
did their best with both parties to bring sbout such s meeting. In acting in
this way we were not acimowledging the claims of the SFD but were trying to
avoid friction.

Regarding the alleged failure of the British suthoritiec in Berlin %o
mumemlthﬂsM,%leWotsm
should be one of the licensees. I fear that Mr, Hynd has becn misinformed,
This proposal was formally scknowledged snd the Eritish suthorities subsequen

/osked
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isbe/070%, mfe rehce to=day?s conve rsation,

leade rno 1 begins quote the blank is a new pape r, but more than
that =« a platfom forall who wish to co=0pe mte in the
ealisation of socilalism unqueote,

pam 4 says quote those who conduct the blank have an aimeeeee
but they arm bound by thelrconscience alone, not by political
pa nties, not even to siz socialist ones unquote,

pa m5, quote ,,, they will put the mader in a position to

fom his own opinion, leading a mticles will p rovoke pe rsonal
jdgment, so that by and by a deepened maturity inm the political
thinking of ournation shall be achieved unguote,

mm 7, quote‘ ouraims ame,,... 2 socialist planned economy
ungquote,

end of message
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" Our Ref,: ISBE/02/21

Telephone: 86 67 37
11, September 1952

Herrn

Karl Wiegner
Presseverband Berlin
Berlin W 30
Rankestr, 19

Sehr geehrter Herr Wiegner!

Ich beziehe mich auf unsere gestrige Unterhaltung ueber
die Grundsaetze der Lizensierung,

Ich waere sehr dankbar, wenn mir der Ausschuss des Presse-
verbandes ein offizielles Schreiben mit den an uns gerichteten
Fragen zukommen lassen wuerde, damit dieses Anliegen ueber-
prueft werden kann,

Hochachtungsvoll!

ID Sgd. (G. TURNER)
Senior Information Services Officer,

Abschrift an:

Dr, Kurt Hirche
Vorsitzender des
Presseverbandes Berlin
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‘:/ Yesterday Wiegner saw Elmer Cox at HICOG regarding “Morgenpost" ’
and "Anzeiger" arguing that it was immoral f a wspaper to be sold

out and so endanger the future of the journalists it employed. 20X
appears to have been annoyed at what he felt w

interference.
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Opr Ref:  ISBE/e7/0% INFORMATION SERVICES BRANCH
RNMENT
Your ’ - BRITISH MILITARY GOVE
hofe:

BERLIN, BAOR 2

*Telep 86=6737

s

CONFIDENT TAL ; 12th September, 1952

nce our conversation of yesterday:

} Attached is copy of letter sent to Karl Wiegner, with a copy for Kurt
Hirche, the Chairman of the Presseverbande. As you will observe it asks
that the matter be put on a formal official basis without comnitting us to
giving the answers. lhe Presseverbande was ill-advised to send as emissary
one whose last visit here was as a representative of Arno Scholz in the
"Volksblatt™ affair. I imagine Wiegner volunteered for the role as an
information finder for his masters.

J His approach was that licensing of newspapers was a matter of direct

concern to the journalistic profession whose interests had to be saf'eguarded.
After consideration of the matter of licensing by their Committee to-day

they intended to discuss it further at a full members meeting on Sunday.

The questions of the licences of "lorgenpost", "Berliner Anzeiger" and "Volksblatt"
were highly relevant. Incidentally, he said that he was personally in favour

of licensing continuing in the present Berlin circumstances. He also expressed
the view that newspapers should not make big profits for individuals.

The points on which he wanted information were:

\

(a) Is a licence inheritable.
(b) Why wes Freu Lezinsky given the licence.

Woy was the licence not given to Schroder as the most practical
newspaperman on "Volksblatt".

Is the principle of licensing that licences should be given to
individuals as trustees for the public rather than to persons
who will use them for their own material benefit.

/A1l are
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Deputy Chief, D/P &P
Information Services Division, U< IOy
U.K. High Commission in Germany, PRESS
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Information Services Branch — Londoner Informa‘onen

LONDON SCHWEIGT UZBER i SLOSAECHS ISCH-PERS ISCER

London, d.28,8,52

Der Bericht des britischen Geschaef Stracgors in Teheran ucher scina

zestrige Untorredung mit den persischen Ministerprassiderten liossadeq, an

der auch der amerikanische Botschaftar ted im, wird im Foroicn Office .
&

studiert, precher lehnen jedon amentar zu Fragon ab, ob bei dor Untere

redung irgendwclche Fortschritie erziclt werden konnten,
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Wie Zeitungslizenz iiberholt

a. 5. Als die Alliierten 1945
Deutschland  besetzten und  alle
staatlichen Einrichtungen auflosten,
wurde auch das Weitererscheinen
er bis zur Kapitulation bestehen-
gebliebenen Zeitungen und Zeit-
schriften unterbunden,

Die Alliierten schufen Lizenzie-
rungsgesetze und ._vergaben nach
d{:l'eu Bestimmungen an Personen,
die sie sorgfiltig gepriift hatten,
Lizenzen zur Herausgabe von Zei-
tungen und. Zeitschriften. Im Jahre
1948 wurde die Lizenzierung in der
Bundesrepublik aufgehoben, in Ber-
lfn aber wegen der besonderen po-
litischen  Situation ' beibehalten.

Dem fiir die Lizenzierungen zu-
f'l.\ndigcn Kulturkomitee der Alli-
terten  Kommandantur in  Berlin
wurde jedoch ‘ein beratender Aus-
schufl beigegeben, in den deutsche
Personlichkeiten des politischen Le-
bens, Journalisten und Verleger
berufen wurden,

Es ist damals in Aussidut gestellt
worden, die Lizenzierung spiter
entweder tiberhaupt wegfallen
lassen’ oder in deutsche Hinde

gen. Ein Pressegesetz sollte

bn letztgenannten Fall dazu

‘oraussetzungen schaffen.

Unter den Alliierten wie auch
bei den mafgeblichen Stellen im
Senat, ja selbst- unter den Ver-
degern Journalisten, gab es

zZu
AU
fir
die

und
Meinungsverschiedenheiten dariiber,
ob die Nachteile ciner Lizenzierung
autgewogen werden durch die Mag-
lichkeit, ein - Zuviel an Zeitungen
und Zgitschriften sowie kommuni-
stischen Einflul. auf sie zu verhin-
dern, so lange Berlin cine Insel ist.
*

Der Beratende Deutsche Lizen-
zierungsausschufl muflte im Laufe
seiner Titigkeit des ofteren  fest-
stellen, dafl seine Vorschlige bei
der Vergabe von Lizenzen nicht
beachtet wurden.  Sogar in Fillen,
in denen von deutscher Seite starke
Bedenken gegen Antragsteller zum

Ausdruck kamen, sind doch Lizen-
zen erteilt worden. .

Journalisten und Verleger, die
sich ehe sie eine Lizenz be-
kamen — griindlichen *Priifungen
iiber ihre politische und fachliche
Eignung unterwerfen mufiten, er-
lebten kiirzlich mit Erstaunen, daf
cine Zeitungslizenz — die durch

also bereit, die. Lizenztriger des
JBerliner Anzeiger” mit 2% Mil-
lionen DM abzufinden. 30 Jahre
lang sollen Journalisten, Drucker
und Botenfrauen diese Summe mit
erarbeiten,

Das FErscheinen einer Zeitung
war nach 1945 sicherlich abhingig

Ersle Sitzung nach den Ferien

Der Deutsche Bundestag trat

am 10, September 7u

seiner ersten

Sitzung nach den Ferien zusammen, Im Vordergrund rechls der mit

Blumen geschmilckte Platz des

verstorbenen SPD-Vorsitzenden Dr.

Schumacher, Links die Abgeordneten Paul Lobe und Louise Schroeder.

Todesfall erneuert werden mufite

— an eine Hausfrau vergeben
wurde, die keine verlegerische und

journalistische Erfahrung hat.

Eine " Besatzungsmacht gestattete
einer Druckered, %einen beherrschen-
den Einflufl auf eine Zeitung zu
nehmen, obwohl dies nach den Li-
zenzbestimmungen ausdriicklich ver-
boten ist. Wenige Wochen spiter
revidierte sie diese Haltung, um sie
dann wieder neu zu bestitigen und
zuletzt- nech einmal- zu wedhseln,

Von dem Lizenzierungsausschuf}
ist imv April diesés Jahres verlangt
worden, im Eiltempo @inén An-
trag fiir die Lizenz der ,Morgen-
post” durchzupauken. Als es iiber
diesen Antrag zu Meinungsver-
schiedenheiten innerhalb des Be-
ratenden Deutschen Lizenzierungs-
ausschusses kam und dieser seine
Arbeit einstellte, wurde von einer
Besatzungsmacht die Lizenz sofort
erteilt, Wie sich nachher heraus-
stellte, war es gar nicht so eilig,
denn die Lizenz ist nur dazu be-
nutzt worden, um auf eine bereits
bestehende Zeitung nimlich
auf den ,Berliner Anzeiger”, einen
Drudk auszuiben,

'

Die Lizenztriger des ,Berliner
Anzeiger” verkauften  dann auch
ihre Zeitung an die Ullstein A.G.

Die Lizenztriger des ,Berliner
Anzeiger” haben vor drei Jahren
ohne nennenswertes Kapital an-
gefangen. Jetzt aber soll jeder
cine halbe Million Abfindung er-
halten, aulerdem noch jeder fiir die
Dauer von 30 Jahren eine Mo-
natsrente von je 2000 DM. Alles
in allem ist der Ullstein-Verlag

von der Initiative der Verleger,
aber cbenso auch vom Fleifl vieler
Mitarbeiter, angefangen’ beim
Journalisten bis zur letzten Boten-
frau,

Diejenigen, die eine Lizenz efe
hielten, hatten damit eine Mogo-
polstellung und einen Start, f};
ihnen groflere Chancen bot ach
jedem anderen. Das hitte au
zur hoheren Verantwortung zwin<
gen miissen. :

5 In dem angezogenen F’allc ist |
auf beiden Seiten (Ia\'op nichts zu |
spiiren. In einer Stadt, in der sich
300 000 Erwerbslose und 500000 |
Rentner - die tapfer die Blockade
durdhstanden mit einer karg‘
bemessenen Unterstiitzung durAlf
schlagen, miissen solche Ahf:n-
dungssummen aufreizend w1rken.‘

Den Journalisten und Verlags-
angestellten des ,Berliner An- |

iger” ~ sollen ihre Rechte ge-
sichert sein. Sie wissen aber auch,
daf im Ullsteinhaus in den letzten
Monaten eine Reihe Neueinstel-
llln‘.{(‘l‘l vorgenommen “'ufde“, un
ahnen, dafl bei der Zusammen-
legung der Redaktionen viele auf
der Strecke bleiben werden,

Lediglich fitr die Lizenztrager
war die sehr kurze — dreijahrige
— Titigkeit beim ,Berliner An-
zeiger” ein aufgelegtes Geschift.

*

Die Lizenztriger des , Telegraf”
haben anders gehandelt, Unmittel-
bar, nachdem sie die Lizenz er:
hielten, bestimmten sie, dafl der
Reingewinn des Verlages nur fiir
drei fest umrissene Zwecke Ver-
wendung' finden dirfe: Erstens fiir
den weiteren Ausbau der Verlags-
und Drudkereieinrichtungen, zwei-
tens fiir soziale Einrichtungen der
Belegschaft und drittens fiir poli-
tische Aufklirung im Sinne  der
Demokratie und der sozialen Ge-
rechtigkeit.

Darum kénnen die Lizenz-
triger des ,Telegraf’ auch mit
gutem Gewissen die Forderung er:
heben: Schlufl mit der Lizenzie-
rung! Sie’ hat auch in Berlin den
Sinn  verloren, den ihr die
Besatzungsmichte 1945  geben
wollten,




‘ PRESSEVERBAND BERLIN
Berlin SW 11, Bermburger Str, 24/25 / Telephone: 66-2835/36

Berlin SW 11, 12 September, 1952

Jo: Information Services Branch,
(Attention Mr, Turner),
Fehrbelliner Platz
Berlin-Wilmersdorf

Dear Mr, Turner,

Referring to the conversation Mr, Turner/ Herr Wiegner (member of our
Committee) on 10 September on the principles of licensing and especially the
granting of a licence to "Spandauer Volksblatt" we send you the requested
letter:-

1. 4s to owr opinion the granting of a licence for newspapers to a
person does not include that the licence holder ean claim any
personal financial advantage but that he should be trustee of the
public through the monopoly which has been granted to him,

What would be your answer if a paper published by licence holders

is to be 301d? Should the money out of the sale be given personally
to the licence holders or also to those who contributed to the
production of the paper and should it be used for social purposes
concerning all journalists?

If this principle is considered it is quite impossible that a
licence could be begueathed, 1In the case of "Spandauer Volksblatt"
where the licence - after Herr Erich Lezinsky's death - was granted
to his widow who has no experience in the field of Journalism this
gives the impression of a heritable licence,

This impression arises all the more as our collegue Emil Schroeder,
the only personality of "Spandauer Volksblatt" who is experienced

in journalism and was also licence holder during the interregnum

has not been teken into consideration at the re-issue of the licence,

We would be greteful if you could let us know your point of view
concerning this matter,

Yours faithfully,
Presseverband Berlin

Signed Wiegner
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Our Ref. &SBE/O7/03 INFORMATION SERVICES BRANCH

Your - BRITISH MILITARY GOVERNMENT
2
Telephone: 86=6737 BERLIN, BAOR

ISD. WAHN
Confidentiall 17 16 Sep 1952

FILE

To: Colonel I,C, Edwards OBE TD
Deputy Chief
Information Services Division
UK High Commission in Germany
(22¢) Wahnerheide/Rheinland

e
Further to my ISBE/07/03 of Septemberl2:

The Presseverband has now sent the attached letter which
follows the line indicated by Wiegner,

"Pelegraf's" very close interest in the matter is emphasised
by the attached leading article by Scholz in Sunday's issue, It
covers the same ground as Wiegner's talk with us - proving the
close liaison - although while Wiegner expressed his personal desire
for licensing to continue, Scholz wishes to end it, What a pity
Scholz cannot get sufficient people ¢n high places to support him
and force the Senate's hand,

I am passing copies of the correspondence to Laurie Pumphrey,
In the meantime I would welcome your views for guidance upon what
our attitude should be towards giving the Presseverband the requested

information,
o e g O
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. VOLI@A.TT Tel, 37 43 21

Erich Lezinsky
Verlag und Buchdruckerei GmbH,

Berlin-Spandau, Neuendorfer Str, 10l. Geschaeftsleitung

Translation Berlin-Spnadau,
P — 27th, June 1952

Information Services Branch
British Ililitary Government
(Berlin) BAOR 2

attn, lMir, Turner,

Berlin-Wilmersdorf,
Lancaster House,

Dear Mr, Turner,

With reference to yesterday's conversation I confirm
that I will continue my daily newspaper "SPANDAUER VOIKSBLATT"

in the seame way as my husband,

Yours sincerely,

sgd. Margarete Lezinsky




CONFIDENTIAL

: . REPAYMENT TO "TELEGRAF" AND SPD BY THE LATE ERICH LEZINSKY

1. On 11th September, 1947 the SPD and "Telegraf" (as represented by Armo
Scholz) took up share cepital to the value of RM 20,000 and RM 30,000 re-
spectively, In addition the SPD and "Telegraf" made loans of RM 180,000 and
RM 270,000 respectively.

2. On 15th March, 1948 RM 90,000 of the "Telegraf" loan was repaid. At the
same time share capital to the value of RM 10,000 was bought back from
"Telegraf", leaving its holding at share capital of RM 20,000 and en outstanding
loan of RM 180,000,

3. On 25th June, 1948, consequent on currency reform, there was a revaluation
of the various holdings at the extremely favourable rate of 1 : 1, in D Marks.
with the exception of "Telegraf's" loan which was revalued at DM 150,000,

4. Between 23rd June and 8th August, 1948 repayments of DM 12,000 were made
on the SPD loan.

5. On 21st September, 1949 the SPD holdings in share capital and loan were
liquidated in the following manner:

(a) Lezinsky acquired share capital to the value of D 15,000, the
value of this being added to the outstanding debt from the SFD

(b) "Telegraf" obtained the other SPD shure capital to the value
of DM 5,000. ‘

6. The smount of the total debt to the SPD was reduced by DM 38,000 to
DM 145,000 in return for printing work done for and supplies of newsprint made
to the SPD.

Te "Pelegraf", at the seme date, acquired all the SFD claims in addition to
its own, giving it a total credit of DM 320,000. Of this sum DM 85,000 was
repaid immediately, leaving a total debt of DM 235,000.

8. On 31st March, 1950, in return for printing services far the SFD, the
debt was reduced by DM 5,000 in share capital and DM 45,000 in loans. On 18th
May, 1950 "Telegraf" sold DM 10,000 in share Capital and DM 90,000 wes also
repaid. \

9. On 26th April, 1951 "Telegraf" relinquished remaining holdings of share
capital and loans for a further cash payment of Dk 80,000, a dispensation for
the outstanding amount of DM 5,000 being given by Scholz. For this final
payment a receipt "in settlement" was given (Telegraf Receipt No. 010081 ).

10, On 30th April, 1951 Scholz stated in an official record before a notary
(Protof%oll 74 of the Urkundemrolle for 1951).

"The firm of TELEGRAF has remaining shares in the firm of Erich Lezinsky
to the value of DM 10,000, These shares I relinquish in favour of the firm of
Erich Lezinsky with effect from 1st May, 1951. The TELEGRAF company at the
same time declares itself to be by 30th April, 1951 completely satisfied in
respect of all debts claims arising out of this repudiation and previous re-
linquishments as well as all claims against the firm of Erich Lezinsky, in
particular in respect of the loan remainder to the value of D 70,000, and
moreover in respect of all claims arising from previous relinquishments in favour
of the firm of VOLKSBLATT, on whatever legal grounds they may be based."







"Spandauer Volksblatt"

The SPD's main contention seems to be

(a) that, as a result of various interviews at the beginning of
the Occupation between SPD officials and the British Control
Commission (in particular Kit Steel), there was a gentlemen's
agreement that the personal licence of the paper would event-
ually be made into an SPD licence; also that Erich Lezinsky
had assured the SPD that he regarded himself as their trustee
(paragraph 14 of George Turner's memorandum of the 25th March
to Political Adviser),

that, in accordance with this so-called gentlemen's agreement,
after the death of Erich Lezinsky the SPD had suggested three
co-licensees to take over the paper, Frau Lezinsky, Schr8der
and Karl Schilling (both the latter being SFD members).

that, after Frau Lezinsky had objected to being nominated to-
gether with two SPD nominees, Information Services Division
did not continue to take into account the SPD case and pro-
ceeded to appoint Frau Lezinsky as sole licensee without their
blessing; indeed, they had previously pointed out that they
would object to her being appointed as sole licensee:

(a) that the new editor who has been appointed by Frau Lezinsky,
Sch8pflin, is not acceptable to the SFD,

2. ISD's replies to these points are not really convincing. They appear
to deny that there was any gentlemen's agreement with the SPD., It is true
that they point out that they tried several times to come to an agreement
with the SPD af'ter Frau Lezinsky had expressed her objection to working
with the two SPD members as co-~licensees, but no convincing reason is given
as to why the final choice fell on Frau Lezinsky alone., As regards
Sch8pflin, ISD say they have no reason to believe that he will fail to im-
plement Frau Lezinsky's "written undertaking" that the paper will maintain
in the future the lines followed by her husband in the past.

3. After discussion with Patrick Bushe-Fox we think that the following
three points might be clarified during your visit to Germany:
(a) Why did ISD, after protracted discussions with the SPD
regarding the future of the paper, suddenly go against the
SPD's wishes and appoint Frau Lezinsky as sole licensee?
Admittedly, as ISD point out, she was the only nominee accept-
able to both ISD amd the SPD, but the SPD's point is that she
was not acceptable to them on her owne.

As regards the loan to Erich Lezinsky for the purchase of the
plant, Arno Scholz in his letter to John Hynd of 21st July
maintains that 40,000 Reichsmarks of the loan made by the
"Telegraf" remains unpaid. He does not specifically mention
whether the loan made by the SPD itself (RM 200,000) remains
unpaid or not. Patrick thinks-it would be wise to clear this
ups In paragraph 7 of his letter of 10th September Ted Edwards
says that the whole loan was repaid, but this does not square
with Arno Scholz's statement.

In his letter of 29th May Ted Edwards says that Frau Lezinsky
has expressed her intention to continue the paper on the same
lines upon which it was conducted by her husband. Apparently on
the basis of this the Minister of State told John Hynd in his
letter of the 7th July that Frau Lezinsky had given a written
undertaking to this effect. We should determine exactly the
terms of the undertaking which she made.




CONFIDENTIATL

bl sl ~ ISBE/07/03 INFORMATION SERVICES BRANCH
' OFFICE OF POLITICAL ADVISER

Ty (BERLI:KOR 2

2nd. October, 1952

Deputy Chief

Office of the Chief

Information Services Division
U.K, High Commission in Germany
(22¢) WAHNERHEIDE

Rheinland

Subject: "Spandauer Volksblatt"

Attached are
a liinute from Jo wore requesting clarification of certain
(a) i from John M ting clarificati f tai
points in above-mentioned matter (this was brought over by
Chaput de Saintonge).
(b) I.S.B. comment on the three points raised.

(c) Appendices in support of that comment.

2, Will you please forward such of this as you consider relevant to
GeI.D. in order to facilitate the reply to kir. John H ynd,

3. An extra copy of the papers is attached for G.I.D.

Oyl
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1sn/34/5/11 UK !l::h Commission  XEICEIXKENIXIXK

o &f

(22¢)wahnerheide/Rheinland AXEXXXXAXAXCLZEX
6th Oetober, 1952
VY

~SubJeete- “Spendauey Volksblat®
%

I enclose George Turmer's guite clear and I hope consclusive nplun
to your three questions. I am slso enclosing a copy of your minute
becsuse I think Rolland left the original with Ceorge.

A point I would like to mention is the interpretation placed by
london on the fact that we discussed this licemsing problem with the SiD

(pera. 3 (a) of your mimute).

Surely ve could not have acted otherwise, Had we refused %o
tisten-to ¢ then indeed the SED could Justifisbly complain. The
fact that both parties to a dispute are givem every opportunity of
stating their cese does not imply seceptance of either. The guestion
hm-}(n)dmmwiownnhpttomm,
arbitrator, veferee @fmmny by the unsuccessful perty to axy dispute.
In short it is "Why you declide against me?" The answey is equally
plain snd is that the decision was based on the evidence produced.

In this commection you refer, pera. 1 (a) of your minute, to para. A
14 of George Twwmer's memorsndum of the 25th March to the Political -
Adviser, You will of course have noted that in the same para. George 5 [~
states that Mattick's case wes based on a letter from Awno Scholts dated
22nd March 1952 contsining the latter's “recollections" of what transpived
in 1945. These "recollections" ave disposed of by the extracts fyom the
firet issue of the "Spandaver Volksblatt® but even more definitely so by
a letter written to the SPFD by the deceesed Erich Lesinsky im 1350 in
which he states, "As you know I am no Party £i¥meessee My
newspaper is considered mon~political, ete., ete." Fayas. 15 end 17
of George Tumer's memorandum of the 25th March vefer)., If Scholts's
"yecollections® are correct why did the SFD not ryaise their point whan
they repeived this lstter from Lezmineky in 1950%

Ibpoywﬂnmboubhtompucd‘tm time-wasting dispute.
if, howsver, ¥e can be of eny further assistance ploase let us lmow.

Y.

J « Moorx, BEg.;
Foreign 0ffice,
Germen Information Department,
London, S.W. 1.

Copy to3~ G. Turner, Z8d.,
Senipp Information Sexrvices Officer,
(1) BERLIN-Wilmersdorf,
Pehxbelliney Flatz &4,
Lencestey House.
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SBE/07/03 ; " INFORMATION SERVICES BRANCH
OFFICE OF POLITICAL ADVISER

86 6737 /S / /1 (BERLIN)
d BAOR 2

3rd-“October, 1952

Attached is translation of an announcement carried by
"Spandauer Volksblatt".

Personally, I think Frau Lezinsky has been ill-advised to take
such public action although one can understand her feelings about
such pressure from the SFD.

The announcement mekes it clear to the public that we licensed
the newspaper to an individual who had been a Party member for al-
most forty years and that nothing less than full subservience to the
Party is satisfactory to them,

I imagine the pressure and the resignation will cause the news-
paper to have a definitely less friendly tone to the SFD which means
that we must watch closely that its tone does not become anti-SFD
as against an Independent keynote.

Yours

Colonel I.C. Edwards, OBE, TD
Deputy Chief
Office of the Chief
Information Services Division
U.K. High Commission in Germany

(22¢) WAHNERHEIDE
Rheinland

L}OW’




_I‘acts from "Readers' Tribune" SPANDAUER VOIKSBEATT" 5 Oet 1952.

An Answer,

Frau Lezinsky has publicly declared her resignation from SPD-membership.

I will not interfere with private matters, as the membership with a party
is a private matter, To me only the reason for the resignation is important,
If the "TEIEGRAF" is the Berlin SPD-paper, the party will want their members
to read the party paper, Under Hitler the party members also had to read
their party-paper. What is the use of making so much noise about it?

F.K., Siemensstadt

In the "Spandauer Volksblatt" I have read that your boss has resigned her
SFD-membership because the SPD wants the SFD-paper "Telegraf" to be read,

I have been under the impression that everybody is free to read the paper

he likes, Is it so that a party can force people to read the SFD-paper
"Telegraf"? I think that nobody must be forced, as this means terrorism.

In the East-Zone we also had to read the party paper, otherwise we had
trouble, But in West-Berlin nobody must foreced, Formerly, I have alweys
voted SPD. If the SPD acts like this, it does exactly what the communists do,

K.W,, refugee

But we are Democrats,

Frau Lezinsky's (publisher of the "Spandauer Volksblatt") resignation from
SPD-membership has opened the eyes of many old Social Democrats one of whom
I am, Now we have realised what was actually going on, There are some
gentlemen angry that their speculations have not been fulfilled, In the name
of many Party-Colleagues I can declare that we do not allow anybody to tell
us what paper to subscribe, Since we are Social ~-Democrats,

AG., Spandau

Explanation required,

In Spandau SFD circles meny a rumour is circulating, One of them especi
stirred up by interested circles, maintains that the "Spandauer Volksblatt"
only arrived at what it is now by SPD means, As on the other hand I also
learnt that Party functionaries and Party members were only looking out for
a job, I as well as other Party members have gained the impression that there
is a certain tendency underlying this rumour, What, actually, is the truth?
I should consider it useful, if the "Spandauer Volksblatt" would give us
an explanation,

P.Z,, Spandau




Still we do admire his, in this respect, so robust nature which,
on the other hand, reacts with an almost feminine sensibility if he
himself has to parry attacks. In the same speech he attacked the
Federal Press and Information Office saying: " ..... This Office
prints CDU propaganda against the SPD and spreads defamations agasinst
the SPD for which we should sue any private slan derer .e..”

But let us ignore Heine's discords which h e has carelessly
carried through the ether from the hinterland of Western Germany via
the Soviet zone to the fortress Berlin, "Spandauer Volksblatt" has
merely shown enough backbone to remain faithful to its founder's idea
and will not have the paper party-bound.

Thus we have made a real contribution to the freedom of the Press.
The freedom of the Press is endangered if a number of papers - tele-
controlled by a central office = must submit to the will of individual
directors, For us the ideal of Press freedom is much too high to be
endangered by Press hunting obscurants., But nobody should speak about
& jeopardy for the Press who himself is darkly aiming at grazing on
other people's pasture=land. "Spandauer Volksblatt" ground-grazing
is barred to obscurants of this type.

We consider it our task to inform our readers as factually as
possible on all political, economic, and cultural events, Our
commentator strives at discussing all current questions without v iew-
ing them through the glasses of a particular political party. It is
not our task to present our readers with a coeked opinion pursuing a
certain tendency. Just the seme as we decline to humbug our readers
about a black man by unfounded and irresponsible "Bormann tales" -
as tried by a Viest Berlin paper closely comnected with the SPD. Our

work does not follow the saying: "And will you not be my brother, I
shakl break your head!" but rather serves the task of being loyal
towards the licensed political parties (also towards the SPD despite
all accusations)., To defend Party interests is a matter for the
political parties; to have in mind the interests of all classes of
the population and in particular of our close Spandau home bezirk is
the aim pursued by the "Spandauer Volksblatt",




mOI.KSBIATT - Brit, lic., Sunday, 5th October, 1952)
Translation/KH.

"Obscurants endanger the Freedom of the Press"

A.~in, This caption we have had to borrow, The kind permission
of the Berlin SPD weekly paper will be obtained afterwards. It
will certainly grant us this somewhat arbitrary loan as we also
have to say something to this chapter.

At the Dortmund SPD party rally Fritz H e i n e , the SPD
Press chief, made a criticel ride against the occupation powers
at whom he pointed out with clouded forehead and raised fore-
finger darkly entwined hurdles apt not only to render the extra-
vagant leaps of the party Press horse more difficult but even to
jeopardise them. In this connection Heine thought it necessary
among other things to raise reproaches against the occupation
powers culminating in the following statement:

" e « s« o« The Press policy of the occupation powers also
backs the Federal Government, We (SPD) shall soon be able to see
whether this pro-government attitude will also be maintained to=
wards a Social Democratic government, To-day, we see that, with
respect to the decision on the future of the zonal paper "Die
Welt" just the same as with regard to the future of the "Spandauer
Volksblatt", measures have been taken which we cannot but deeply
regret from the point of view of a just solution. :

"Should these two papers fall into social-reactionary anti=
Socialist hands, as it seems likely, this will be the sole

responsibility of the occupation power = we, the Germans, shall
have to bear the consequencessee.."

So much of Heine's pathos, How he likes to get along with

the occupation powers is of secondary importance for us. Interest-
ing, however, is his "statement" that the occupation powers have,
on a pro-government basis, played "Spandauer Volksblatt" into
"social-reactionary and anti-socialist hands". How Heine will

connect the issue of the "Spandau er Volksblatt" licence with the
Federal Government, is a matter which at best shows the value of
his polemics against the highest federal bodies. It is to be hoped
that in general he has better arguments, as, otherwise, the SPD
might soon become reputed for pure opportunism through a spokesman
like Heine,

Very soon, however, illuminator Heine turned off the spotlight
directed on the "obscurants" when he thought it necessary to say
that "Spandauer Volksblatt" had fallen into "social-reactionary and
anti-Socialist" hands = a disarmingly naive phrase, not even good
enough for a joke. And he had had every reason on this occasion to
switch on the full lights to place the real obscurants into glaring
limelight, those who hide with an idealist's face in order to kill
from the ambush the geme which is to deliver the fat for the cheap
soup of some interested people., If this Press Chief calls
"Spandauer Volksblatt" social-reactionary and anti-democratic, we
could not care less. All the more so as he cannot furnish proof
of it, The only question we have is whom he wanted to impress by
it., Our readers? The Berliners? Or, perhaps, an occupation
power only?
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BERLIN, BAOR 2

6th October, 1952

MD. WAHN

TN § 24
uu.e___g’/(:/ U

Further to my letter of 3rd October.

”

A

/

In yesterday's issue the "Volksblatt" hit out at the SPD attitude
towards the newspsper. I enclose a translation of the leading article
nd of some letters in the correspondence columns.,

Your friendly advice would be welcomed on whether it would be wise
to have a quiet talk with Frau Lezinsky and Schopflin and to suggest
that however much they are incensed by SPD tactics open var is not ad-
visable, I can see points for and against such a talk but, for once,
cannot decide whether we should intervene in a friendly fashion.

What must be avoided is any increasing bitterness leading to a
sharp clamping down on SPD news and views which would destroy the inde-
pendent character of the newspaper. Provided that does not happen the
newspaper has the right to hit back at those who attack it.

I have also been giving some thought to our conversations on the
suggestion of a title change. If that is to be done the sooner the
better in my opinion. The difficulty is to decide whether this is the
right moment when there is this clash. It might intensify the situa-
tion. Could I also have your views on this.

»- N
Yours /2mwcareA

-~

( peqQummn

X

I. C. Edwards OBE TD
Deputy Chief
Office of the Chief
) Information Services Division
/ 5&' P U.K. ?iqh‘Conmission in Germany
A/:§ (22¢c) WAHNERHEIDE
Riginland
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From: an L. Co Ednxwda. OBE, TD

Wahnerheide 197
18D 31/5/11
SENT LA (22¢)
Aheinland,

Q October, 1952

¢

In reply to your letter ISBE/07/03, dated 6th Cetober 1952, regerding

the atteck in the "Spendsuer Volksblatt® againat the SiD sttitude towards
that newspaper,

I have discussed your letter with kichael Robb and in our opinion neither
Frou Lesinsky nor the SPD appesr to be doing themselves much goode Ve think
it would be wiser if you did not intexfere ot this Juneture but it would
definitely be advisable for you to consult the Deputye

It is unfortunste that this matter is developing into open warfere but
if the SFD is scting as the nevepaper seys it is, it is understendsble that the
peper is attempting to defend itself,

In yowr last paregraph you refer to the possible change of titles An esrly
ohange would appesr to be desireble, but whilst this public querrel is taking
place it is obviously en inopportune moment to effect such a change,

I am afreid ny comments will not be awfully helpful but there are 8o meny
local fectors which must be teken into consideration in o dispute of this sort
thet we feel it would be better for you to take the advice of the Deputy, becsuse
you and he are much nesrer the scene of operations,

Yours sincerely,

George Turner Esqe,
Information Services Branch,
British iilitary Goverrment,
BERLIN, BACR 2,
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MINUTE SHEET Reference. TSD#31/5/11

"Spandauer Volksblatt"

Herr Arno Scholtz ("Telegraf", Berlin) may raise this
subject this eveninges It is a complicated wrangle and I
hope it will not be raiseds In case it is H.E. may wish
to know the facts, which, omitting details, are as follows:=

(a)

(b)
(e)

(h)

(1)

A licence was granted on the 1st March, 1946 to
Erich Lezinsky for the publication of a newspaper,
the "Spandauer Volksblatt", in Berline

Lezinsky died on the 6th March this year.

The SFD claimed that the deceased Lezinsky had
held the licence as Trustee for the SPD and they
therefore claimed the right to nominate the

new licensee.

The SPD have failed to produce any documentary
evidence to support their claime.

The Lezinsky lawyer has proved that the deceased
Lezinsky categorically rejected the SFD contention
in a letter to the SPD in 1950,

After a careful investigation and an abortive
effort to arrange a mutuaslly acceptable compromise
our people in Berlin have given the licence of
this newspaper to Lezinsky's widow.

Scholtz (on behalf of the SFD) has appealed to
Mr. John Hynd M.P. who has written to the
Secretary of States

We have provided the F.O., with data to enable them
to reply to Mr. Hynd.

The matter is now on the F.0./John Hynd level.
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To: D, Fore Off'ice

From: IeS.Ds ¥ ahnerheide (ED"':ARDS)
For information SISO BERLIN
Ref: I8D. 51(3111 16th October, 1952

Refervence your telephonic request of this mornings The following
extracts are taken from the leader published in the first issue of the
*Pelegraf® in Berline

"phe Telegref is a new paper but more than that it is a platfomm for
all who wish to co=cperate in the realisation of socialism.,” "They
(the *Telegraf® columns) will put the reader in position to form his own
opinions Lesding articles will provoke personsl judgement so that by and
by & deepened maturity in the political thinking of our nation shall be
achieved,*

"Those who conduct the 'Telegraf' have an 2im seesvesvores

but they sre bound by their conscience alone not by politicsl perties,
not even to socialist ones"e
"The 8ims 8r'€ sevssvessss A socialist planned econouy”s

The following extract is taken from the leading erticle of the first
issue of the 'Spandauer Volkshlait'.

"The 'Spandauer Volksblatt' will be published as the first newspaper
of an unofficial and non political perty charscter in the Berlin sector
of the British Occupation Zone of Germany.," Ina front psge feature
congratulatory message in this seme first issue Burgomeister Munch wrote
"The ‘Spandauer Volksblatt' will represent no pre-determined political line."

The following extract is & quotation from General Eishop's speech
when the licence was handed to Erich Lesinsky. It appeared in this first
issue under the crossheed'Ueber parteiliche Stellung,' "All British
Kilitary Covermment recognised Parties are united in your staff so that

one can designete it as & truly democratic newspaper."”




wahn = 813 = 400 - 15/10/52 thi 1255
toi-gvlsd, - foreign.office-{for_meore).

from: -i,8,d.-wahnerheide-{odwards)

for-information-siso-berlin. — s ~we Y3

/ :
ref: 1sd,31/8/11 ] - 16th october, 1952 =

reference your telephonic request of this morning, the following
extracis arc taken from the Leader published in the first issue
of the *?*teclegraf®? in beriin,

*9the tolegraf is a new paper but more than that it iz a ;Lat~‘
form.for all who wish to co-opeorate in the realisation of sociae
Lism,?* *1they (the ?telegraf? cotumms) wilt put the reader in a

osition to form his own opinion, Leading artictes will proveke
ersonal judgement so that by and by a deepened maturity in thc'

J
political thinking of our nation shall be achieved,??

'?those who conduct the *telegraf® have an aiM . eeeessesssse
but they are bound by their conscience alone not by potitical

parties, mot even to socialist oncs??,

the AlMS ANG ceacesss a soclalist pLanned cecomnomy??,
the following extract is taken from the Leading article of th
virst dssue of the 'spandauér volksblatt?,

v

!*¢he *spandauer volksblatt® will be publLished as the first
newspaper of an unofficial and mon political party character in
the bertiin sector of the british occupation zone of gormany.?? in
a front page feature congratulatory megsage in this same first
ue burgomeister munch wrote ??the 'spandauer voliksblLatt? witl
no pres=determined potlitd tine,??

the folLlowing extract is a quotation from general -bishopts
speech when the Licence was handed to erich Lezineky. 1t appeared
in this first issue under the crosshead 'ucber parteiliche stellung,?
*7alL british military govermnment recognised parties are united :
in your staff so that one can designate it as a truly domocratic”ﬂﬁ@?h\.
newspapor,?? i

as you know both of these papers are ??independent??, both
Licensees sholtz and Lezimnsky were members of the s p d, the
*tolegraf? has from its first issue naited the s p d colours to its
mast, the ?'spandauer volksbLatt! has comsistently taken a syme=
pathetie (ide in So far & th¥'s p-d 18 coxdebrnad but has oquatly
definitety maintained 1is compLete independence, and you have do=
cumentary proof of this.

sent wahnerheide.by hand 1310 pe +
rd by confolk ...15/10/ sent +




v.’le‘m ide vberb 7 =10=- 16/10 thi 1650/1652a
from 3= 1 s b be rin fnm tume r
to = 1 8 d wa hne e igde for adrax edwa nis

1s06/07/03 (s V7
your isd 31/4/11 received (3) it fits the bill admi mbly

end |
ent be r by hand 1653a jd
N by wahn b Tiesess16/10/1653 pe+




L8n 1623

to: popd; 1sd, wahnerhelde
froms: mogre, G.l.d.
24.,10.52.

reference ted edwards? Letter to me isd 31/5/11 of 6th october.
1. the person who wrote to john hynd on 218t july said 1in
his Letter of that date that at the time when the newspaper in
guestion was first Licensed (1.0, in 1946) allled Licensing
regulations did not permit a Licence to be issued elther to a
polLitical party or to individuals guthorised by a party.

2. when rolland was in beriin recently george turner told
him that although newspapers were not at first directiy Licensed to
parties some of them had obvious mandate or permission to support
a particular party and act as its mouthplece, which they Uild,
put turner believes that direct Licensing to parties was not
possible untit 1947,

3, 1t is important for us to know exact regulations on this
soint which were in force in 1946, as we want to tell john hynd
(a) that his correspondent was wrong in his statement in para
one above, and (b) that as proof of this his correspondent®s
own paper appeared at that time with the announcement that it
an spd paper (see ted®s teleprint to me 1sd 31/4/11 of 16th
october). we can say (b) but woulLd we Dbe correct in being 80
categorical avout (a)?

4, i have asked george turner, whc says Rah he has no
records of regulations on this matter,

end message sent 1442 gh+




i8n 1623

to: pope, isd, wahnerheide
from: moore, g.i.d.

24,10,52, :
. éj].

>
reference ted edwards? Letter to me isd 31/6711 of 6th october.
1. the person who wrote to john hynd on 21st july saic i
his Letter of that date that at the time when the newspaper in
question was first Licensed (i.,e. in 1946) allied Licensing
regubations did not permit a Licence to be issued either to a
political party or to individuals authorised by a party.

2, when rolland was in berlin recently george turner told
him that although newspapers were not at first directly Licensed to
parties some of them had obvious mandate or permission to support
a particular party and act as its mouthpiece, which they did,.
but turner believes that direct Licensing to parties was not
possible until 1947.

3, it is important for us to know exact regulations on this
point which were in force in 1946, as we want to tell john hynd
(a) that his correspondent was wrong in his statement in para
one above, and (b) that as proof of this his correspondent’s
own paper appeared at-that time with the announcement that it was
an spd paper (see ted's teleprint to me isd 31/4/11 of 16th — i

october). we can say (b) but would we be correct in being so
categorical about (a)?

4, i have asked george turner, who says RER he
records of regulations on this matter.

end message sent 1442 sh+




wahn = 822 = 250 = 24/10/52 thi 1710
to : gid, London for moore
from: isd, wahnerheide from pope

/ 7»#

your teleprint 1623 of october 24, i am afraid that i am not able
to give you any categorical information on the exact Licensing
regulatione in berlin during 1946, nor is there anybody here who 18§
abLe to do so, as none of the files dealing with that time
are in germany perhaps it might be possible for you to get hold
of the relevant requlation in London, or failing that ask my
predecessor nick huiteman,
2, one thing is certain smecln under the Licensing regulations
newspaper Licences were not issued to a political party in the
british zone of germany, however, the writer of the Letter of july
21 18 wrong in saying that Licensing regulations did not permit
a Licence to be issued to individuats authorized by a party, in
fact until the issue of Licdences to independent newspapers in 1947,
licences were issued to persons acceptablLe to the political
parties concerned, in 1947, as you know, Licensing was handed over
to Land press committees and after that date two newspapers were
actually Licensed direct, one to the s p d and one to the ¢ d u,
my difficulty is that 1 am not able to confirm definitely that the
position in the british zone of germany was exactly the same as
in berlin in 1946, 1 feelL, however, pretty certain that this was
the case,
- 34 1t will be 1incorrect therefore to tell mr, hynd that his
correspondent was wrong in stating that allied Licensing regula-
tions did not permit a Licence to be issued to a political party,
you can however with reasonable certainty state that he 1s wrong
in alleging that Licences could not be issued to individuals
acceptable to the political parties concerned,

signed: pope ++
message ends

sent wahn by auto 1750 pa +
rd by ConfoLkoaoooo'oovn02"/10/




. from s isb be lin from tumer : P A,“,L;H:
| /to : isd wahne rheide fo r edwa nis A [ oy
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w.ze meide v berlin b 7 400 28/10 thi 1150 a

isbe /07/03 (.) dates of dispatch from Licensing boani we re span=-
daue r volksblatt 26 februaty 194 (,) telegmf 8 march 194 (3)
mittags echo 13 decembe r 1947 (,) tag 19 marh 1948 ()
sozialdemok mt 30 july 1948 (.)

2(%) publication of first issue nomally followed within two or
three weeks (,) yourattention d mwn to exception in case of
sozialdemok mt (,) our reconis show it began publication on

3 june 1946 undera tempomry pé mission (y) se rial numbe r
suggests Licence was granted sometin® in 1947 but we have no
econi of date on which authority made its decision ()

reason fordelay in waiting until 30 july 1948 teo hand ove r not
known (,) we have Letter heading of august 1947 which desc ribes
it as omgan of spd published by spd ve nag but gives ne indi-
catioen that it was Licensed on that date (,) gene ml position
may fit in with centention that actual Liceénsing te pa rties not
pe mitted until 1947 (&)

3 (4) although newspape rs at first do not appear to have been
dimectly Licensed to pa rties clLose affiliations we re recognised
and somé newspape rs had obvious madate or pe mission to support
a party and act as its mouthpiece (,) which they did (4)

4,) of first thmee newspape rs published in our sector two
adopted definite party Line from birth (,) othe r proclaimed inde=
pendence from first issue (,) the two subsequent newspape rs
although noet Licensed directly to a party have continuously given
open suppoert to fdp and cdu respectively (,) their Licensing
undoubtedly conditioned by wish to give pa rties a mouthpiece in
west be rLin (,) you will recall kaise r Leaving neue zeit and
crossing he re ()

5(,) inte regting reflection that if a mument advanced elsewhe re
correct we authorised newspape rs of onlLy one panrty until
decembe r 1947 ()

6 (+) on othe r reckoning if all had survived the present Line up
would be spd 2, cdu 1, fdp 1 and independent 1 ()

ends
bln sent by hand ,,.28/10/ 1200 a mlL

rd by wahne reide b 7 ,,,.28/10/ nm by berkin 1200 a hj
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Our Ref.: : /O71/05 INFORMATION SERVICES BRANCH
Your R‘ BRITISH MILITARY GOVERNMENT
BERLIN, BAOR 2

Telephone:

h November, 1952

~
Dear \ ul

I think the atfached quotation from the Soviet
licensed "Neues Deutschland" may interest you or at
least make you smiley "The Spanaauer Volksblatt in

ich the SPD official Schopflin has considerable
influence”.

Yours ewa. '.;L«..LAA/\
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Wahn v berlin b 6 0. 5/12 thl 175 a

from. : sise berlin; |
10 2 isd wahp~tTor cdwa UsS

isbe /07/0" emil schMede MBS adked Me to= gay if 1 will write

short cong mtulation message for volksbiatt on occasion of
publication of ite ferthcoming 2000th numbe ©* , have you any
chtim Y tquP.
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from : siso berlin
to : isd wahn for edwanis

me. 37/ 8/
isbe /07/03 emil schroeder has asked me to- day 1T T Will write
short cong mtulation message for volksblatt on occasion of
publication of its forthcoming 2000th number , have you any
objection , tumer,
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TELEPRINT

TO0: SeleS5.0., Berlin

FROM: I.S.D. VWahn from EDWARDS

1D 31/5/11 6th December, 1952.
g1
e

Your ISBE/07/03 yesterday's date regarding message
for VOLKSBLATT., No objection here assume you will clear with

ROSE or PUMPHREY.
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from Cols 1. C. Edwards, OBE, 1.

Wahnerheide 197 3’/ Decenmber, 1952,
IS 31/5/11

® ﬁ,lzj’

Herewith a little piece of news sbout the "Spendauer
Volksblatt" which, I am happy to say, is not concerned with the
rather involved and umplessent arguments which heve surrounded
this paper during past months,

"Spardaner Volksblatt”

Farlier this month Ceorpe Turner had ssked if it would de
in order for him to give s congratulatory message to the "Volkse
blatt" on the occasion of its 2,000th issue and I told him thet,
providing Rese and Pumphrey had no objection, we thought it was
& gocd idea, g /

I enclose herewith a copy of a lettar“u: have todsy received
from Ceorge Twrner in this cornection and which I think sewié be
of interest to you.

-€ .

John Hoore, Esqe,
German Informetion Depsritment,
Foreign Cffice,
LOTKIOB’ Seliate

Copy to: Senior Information Services Officer,
(1) Berlin.






