Despatch from Sr Owen O’Malley, 11 February 1944

™l
loe 25 BRITISH EMBASSY 10 POLAND,
(15/90/44 ) ; 45 LOWIDES BQUARE, 5.W.l

11 February, 1944,
Caoqq
8ir,

Un Jeanuary 24tih the Soviet Government lssu=d the report
of a speclal commission appdinted for "escertaining and
“investigating the circumstsnces of the shooting of Pelish
'Wificer Prisoners by the German-Fascist invaders in the Katyn
Woregt. " Thiz report appears in full in the "Boviet War
News" of January 27, 28 and 31 and February 1, runs to some
20,000 worda, and finishes with the conclusions which are
enclosed hersin, Hawving deelt with the German account of

ihie affeir at some length in my despatch No. 51 of May E&; 1543

\\

I ought perhaps now to deal witli the question of what new 1light,
if' any, ies thrown upon 1t By our Allies who, having regained
pogsession of Smolensk, have been sble to revisit the soene of
the massgacre snd make;an enguiry on the spot.

2¢ There was a difference between the methods employed by
the German Government on the one hend and the Soviei Government
on the other for convinelng the world of the truth of the
accusgtions which each has levelled sgainst each. The
Germans relied primsrily upon the findings of an Internatiomal
compmiseion of- fourteen pathologists and criminologistes of whon
two cams from Germeny, eleven from satellite or occocupied
states, and one from Switzerlend, ' Basing itself on ths
Tindings of this body, the CGermasn Goveranment told its story to
the world through every available publiecity agency, and they
reinforced their case by bringing to Katyn a purely Polish
@ delegation composed of wellknown Poles from many different
prefessions and classes of society, a delegation from the
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Poligh Red Cross Sociely, and delegations from Lodz and Poznan.
The Russian Govermment on the other hand relied mainly upon
the report of a purely Russisn commission composed of eight
Government officials who had the assisitence of a medico-legal
sub-commiss lon composed of five RHussian scientists. The
Russian Government and the German Government, however, acted
alike in this, that they both invited foreign journalists to
vigit the scene of the crime, and hoth did their best to make
the visit a pleasanit ons. The most up=-to-date sleeping=-cars
were provided by.tha Ruasians and aeroplanes by the Germans
for their guests; and in both cases, after a bqsy day among the
corpses, these were served with smoked salmon, caviare,

champagne and other delicacieg. In both cases a religious
. ceremony terminated the proceedingse

S« No definite conclusions can, I think, be drawn from

the differences hthean German and Russian procedure, except
perhaps that we shall be =lightly more inelined to credit the
opinion of the internatlonal experts brought to the spot by
the Germans than the opinion of a scientific sub-commission
composed exclusively of Bussians; for sinece it would clearly
have sirengthened their case if the Soviet Governmen: had
invited British and American scientists to participate in the
investigation, one can only suppose that a guilty conscienne
prevented them from doing so. - This inclination is strength-
ened by the faects, first, that Polish visitors to the graves
(including members of the Underground Movement) who hate
Germane and Russiens equally were in no doubt that the latter
had carried out the massacre; and secondly,; thet the
Journslieste who accompanied the Russian investigetors from
Moscow were, with the exception of Miss Kate Harriman, not
favourably impressed by the Russian evidence or the means

by whieh it was elicited.



o Boith Germans and Rﬁssians relied, among other things,
upon iwo classes of testimony: first, verbal testimony given at
first or second hand by individuals who might be aupposed to
have peraonal knnwlédge of what occurred at Katyn in April and
May 1940 (according to the German story) or in the last Ffour
months of 1941 (according to the Russian story); and secondly,
the findinga of experts who examined the corpses, It would,

I think, be fullle to try to appraise the trastworthiness of the
testimony of witnesses examined by either the German Government
or the Russian Government. Both were in a position to intimidste
the soldiers, servants, peasants and other loeal residents who
were called ﬁpnn to give evidence, and both are notoriously
rrone to use intimidations -Bath allege that material witnesges
had bezen murdered by the other side, The Germans, for instance,
gay that the Soviet Government itselfl gave orders for the
destruction of the éxecutiunﬂrs enployed by them; while the
RBussiane affirm that the Gestapo liguidated no less than 500
Russian prisoners who hed been ordered to open the graves ot
Kalyn and assist with the examination of the corpses. 1 wWas
Tor this reason thail my despatch Fo. 51 made no reference to any
part of the verbal evidence given to the German investigators;
and for the same resson I d; not propose to discusg similarp
evidence given to the PBussgian investigators although it ncﬁupies
not less than nine tenths of their report,

B Since I ehclosed in my despateh Ho. Bl the findings
of the German (international) Selentific Sub-commission, it is
only fair that I should annexe to the present despatch fthe
findings of the Russisn Scientific Sub-commission {see enclosurs
Hoe2). The following are the moat important discrepancies

betwesn the twos The German Sub-commisslon claims to have
exhumed,/



exnumed 982 bodies: the Russian 925, The Germans say that "“a
"eonsiderable number of bodies were dissected™: the Russi;né
say "no external examination of the bodies ..... and no
"medico-legal examinaiion of the bodies ..... had bzen effected
"previously". The CGermans say that "there wers varying
“"degrees of decomposition of the bodieg; that a large number
"of slulls were examined" for certain changes which only occup
three years after death, and that "this change was observed to
"a marked degree om skull Ho. 526": the Russians say that
"there are sbsolutely no bodies in a condition of decay or
"disintegration®, that "the bodies had not remained in the earth
"for long" and that "the shooting dates back to e
"petween September and December 1941, " The Germans say the
latest document found on any corpee wasrdatad April 22, 1940:
the Russians say that numerous documents were found with dates
between September 12, 1940, and June 20, 1941, It would be
rash to draw any conclusions from these discrepancies; but it
would be very interesiing if His Majesty's liinister in Berne
could get an opinion on the whole matter Trom Dr. Haville,
Professor of Forensic Medicine at Geneva, who was & member of
the German Sub-commission, and is apparently the only neutral
and accessible expert from either side,

6+ Dismissing as more or less unreliable the verbal
accounts of supposed eye witnesses and the findings of the
seientific commissions on both gldes, let us summarize the
Russian story and see whether it affords reason for doubt ing
the conelusion tentatively reached in my former despatch on the
subject, namely that it was by order of the Soviet Government
that the Polish officers were messacred.

7« The Ruesian report may be summarised as follows:-
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Before the capture of =Smolensk by the Germans, Folish
prisoners were quartered in three camps 25 to 45 kilometres
west of Smolensk. after the outbreax of hostilities the
eamps could not be avacuated in time, and all the Polish war
prisoners as vell as some membera of the guard wera takeﬁ
prisoner by the Germans. Polish prisoners were seen working
on the roads round Smolensk in Angust and September 1941 but
not later. German soldiers frequently combed the neighbouring
villages for escaped Polish rrisonersg. fAccess to the
localities where the executions took place was strictly barrsd,
but leorry-loads of Polish prisoners were often seen being
driven thither and many shots were heard. The report then
passes on Lo the spring of 1943 when the Germame were glleg=d
Lo have been preparing the ground for the snnouncements mads
on their broadeast system on April 12th of that year, and
stietes that witnesses were tortured by the Germans into Eiving
Telse evidence of Russian culpability; that 500 Russian
prisoners, subseﬁuentlr murdered, had been employed in Mareh
1543 by the Germans to dig up the corpses and to introduce
Torged documents into thelr pockets, and that lorry-loasds of
eorpses were brought to Hatyn in March 1945, In shorit, the
Russian case mmounts to this:- that the ohcupants of the camps
at Kogielsk, Storoblelsk, and Ostashkov were moved in April
and May 1840 to three Russian labour camps near Smolensk,
captured by the aﬂ?anciné Gﬁrﬁan armies in July 1941, and shot
at various dates during the subsequent four monthss

By If the evidence of the Soviet Govermment's witnesses
and experts could be trusted, it would be just possible to
believe in the truth of the Russian story; but it would
nevertheless be very difflcult to do so because it makes at
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least one essential assumption which is ineredible, and because
it leaves altogether unexplained at least one indisputsble set
of facts which urgently requires explanstion before we ean
accept the Soviet Government's account of aveﬁta.
= The BRussian story assumes that about 10,000 Folish

officers and men, employed on forced labour, lived in the
district of Smolensk from April 1940 t111 July 1941 and passed
into German captivity when the Germsns captured it in July 1941
without a single one of them having escaped and fallén again
into Russian hands or reﬁortad to a Polish consul in Rossia or
to the Polish Underground Movement in Polend, T™his is guite
incredibles: and not only is 1t ineredible to anyone vwho knows
anyihing about prisanér-ﬁf-war labour eamps in Russia, or who
pletures to himself the discorganization and confusion which
must have attended the Bussisn exit and German sentry into
Smolensk, but the sssumpticon which I have described as |
esgential to the Russian case is actually destroyed by the words |
of the Rasslan investigeiing commission itselfs The commiasion I
asgerts that mahy Polish prisoners did in fact escape after the
diatrict of Gmolensk had been overrun by the Germans, and |
degeribes the freqguent"round-ups" of escaped prisoners which
the Germans ﬂrganiaéd. The Rusaian story gives no sxplanation
of why in these circumstances not a single one of the Foles
who were allegedly iransferred from Kozielsk, Starobielsk and
Dstagﬁko? to the lsbour camps Fos. 1 Oulls, 2 D.Nay and & 0.1,
has ever been seen or heard of alive agaln.

10, ﬁn1much for the assumptiion essentisl to the credib-
ility of the Hussian storye The unexplained set of facts is
the same set of facts which has dominated this controversy
throughout, namely that from April 15940 cnwards no single
letter or message was ever received by anybody from the
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FPoles who were until then at Kozielak, Starobielsk and
Ostashkov (excepting the 400 to 500 sent to Griazoyetz); that
no single enguiry about these men out of some 500 actually
addressed by the Polish Bed Crossa Sccilety to the Soviet
authorities was ever answered, =nd that no enguiries by
representatives of ihe Polish CGovermment elicited any definite
or consistent Information about them from the Soviet Government.
If they had, as the Soviet Government now allege, been
transferred from Kozielsk, Starobielsk and Ostashkov to camps
lose 1y, 2 and 3 Oy I, why did not the Soviet Government BEY BO
long ago¥?

1l To all this I am afraid I can only reply, aa I did
in my previous despatch on the same subject, that, while
"we do not know for certain who murdered the Polish officers
"buried at Katyn . . . the cumalative effect of the evidence
"le to throw serious doubts on Russlan disclsimers of
"responeibility", The defective nature of the report now
issued by the Russian commission of enquiry mekes these doubts
even sironger than they were before. Stronger anyhow in the
view of well informed persons in the United Kingdom, for having
made enguiries through appropriate channels, I am satisfied
that the'iE:fimajorlty of responsible British journalists have
during the last nine months come round to the came opinions
as I have t:ﬁ.myaelf throughouts Consistently with this, the
Ruesian report was ecoldly received by the British press.

12, Lt us think of these things always and speak of
them never. To speax of them never is the adviee which I
have been giving to the Polish Govermment, but it has been
UNNECESEaT T They have received the Russian report in silence.

Affliction and residence in this country seem to be teaching
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