
 
 

KV 2/3295 
 

Brandes, Hans Joachim Friedrich (1921) 
 

 Half-Jewish, engaged with the German Abwehr in Portugal and Berlin (1942-45). 
 

This document is, in my perception, of most relevance, as it uniquely shows that also the 
British Secret Services felt, sometimes, into their own traps. 

 
A good example were the games played around Artist (Johannes Jebsen) and Tricycle (Disko 

Popov). 
 

Schreiber, Leiter of I H of KO Portugal, pointed out, that Tricycle’s reports on brief vision 
looked genuine and sound, though, serious investigation on behalf of the OKW specialists 

proved - that it contained deception materials. (Assessment of 1945) 
 

Unknown in England, both Jebsen (Artist) and Popov (Tricycle) were suspected at least from 
late 1943 onwards, by the Germans. 

 
Glamorous stories been told, “but it wasn’t only gold that glittered”. 

 
In my perception, the great mistake M.I.6 and M.I.5 made, was to underestimate the business 

dealing commenced by Artist privately, which constituted the nucleus which finally 
convinced the Germans that Jebsen wasn’t trustworthy’ at all. 

 
Brandes, informed (briefed) Obstlt. Kuebart during a visit in Berlin, that Jebsen was involved 

in attempts to bribe Sdf. Wrede, in an attempt to get a business deal done. 
 

Tragically: both Wrede, because he had not informed his superiors what was going on in 
Portugal, and Jebsen’s dubious financial dealings, among it, cheating S.D. personnel, caused 

that both men were ultimately killed. 
 

I also get the strong feeling, that British services used secret agents, as long as they benefitted 
to the UK’s war effort, thereafter they were more or less disposed off. 

 
They did quite some to reveal on Jebsen’s doom, but I suppose more because it partly had 

been their own faulty assessments; and to limit damage on Britain’s most secret asset: 
Most Secret Sources (practically work done at Bletchley Park) 

 
Which indeed, was most essential for the outcome of the war.       

 
As usually, all sections selected are my choices; like my comments and/or corrections, all 

clearly distinguishable by the application of blue or red colours. 
 

This document is meant for studying purposes only, therefore, please do not multiply it; as 
some still obeys to Crown Copyright. 

 
 
 
By Arthur O. Bauer  
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KV 2/3295-1, page 4 + 5 

 
A poor copy remained of Hans Brandes passport 

 
Source: British? 
June: 1943 date of issue 
Born: 2 May, 1921, in Berlin 
Nationality: German travelling as Mexican 
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KV 2/3295-1, page 6 letter 
 

 26.4.43 Extract from P.F.  xxxxx    letter from S.I.S.   (Proving its origin is M.I.6.) 
KV 2/3295-1, page 8 

 
15.2.44 Copy of S.I.S. (M.I.6) report on meeting with Artist on 31.1.44 re Brandes. 

 
20.2.44 From B.1.a and B.1.b and B.1.b re identity of Ahlhorn (=Ballhorn alias of Hans 
Brandes) 

 
24.2.44 From S.I.S.(M.I.6) in reply to memorandum re  Ostro  (Fidrmuc) and Brandes 
KV 2/3295-1, page 10 

 
6.6.45  Extract from Camp 020 report on Kuebart re Brandes 

 
10.7.45 Extract from American report on the interrogation of Cramer (KV 2/1742) 
ment Brandes. 

 
31.7.45 Extract from Camp 020 Interim Report on Meissner re Ballhorn. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

↓ 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
↓ 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
↓ 
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KV 2/3295-1, page 14 

 
↓ 
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        7th February 1947 
Dear xxx (M.I.6. connected person) 

Hans Brandes 
 We have learned from American Liaison Section that there have been grave 
miscarriage of justice in the case of Hans Brandes.  This man persuaded the American when 
he was interrogated that he was a poor, half-Jewish business man, and as result was cleared, 
used for a time by the Americans in the camp, and eventually released.  They are, at present 
attempting to locate him for the purpose of re-investigation into this case, and have asked us 
to send out what details we have as soon as possible. I have forwarded to them the following 
signal: 

“Background details and sources of Hans Brandes available in Camp 020 report on 
Wilhelm Kuebart (KV 2/410), presumably he is in Frankfurt. Ivan (Popov/Tricycle) and 
Jebsen connected with Brandes very well-known to us and enquiries on these two individuals 
should not, repeat not, be pressed. 
 
 I should be glad if you could give me (a) what additional information you have in your 
records concerning his work in Spain, and (b) any requests you have for his interrogation. 
 
     
       Yours Sincerely, 
 

      Joan  Chenhalls 
 
(AOB, An attempt on behalf of M.I.5. to get hold of Hans Brandes. From the words: these 
two individuals should not, repeat not, be pressed.  The story is tricky, as on the one hand it 
was M.I.5 themselves who caused the disaster of Jebsen’s disappearance, by asking through  
the channel of Artist, thus Johannes Jebsen, to investigate on “Ostro” (real name Paul Georg 
Fidrmuc). Jebsen, apparently not knowing Ostro himself, approached another member of the 
German circle in Lisbon. He knew him as Ballhorn, the alias given by the German Secret 
Service. Among other matters, Ballhorn informed the Germans about the query on Ostro. This 
was a nucleus of the disaster, by pressing that both Jebsen and Popov alias Tricycle should be 
kept out - thus not noticed at all.  It is always a sad matter, when Services making apparent 
mistakes - to put the blame on someone else. Whether we like it or not, it is the truth!)   
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
↓ 
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KV 2/3295-1, page 16 

 
Special Interrogation Report. 

     27 Dec 1945 
Subject: Brandes, Hans Joachim Friedrich 
. 
Date and place of birth (borne) 2 May 1921, Berlin 
Nationality:  German, Religion: Protestant 
 
1931-1937 Student in a high school in Berlin 
1937-1939 Student in Switzerland, in order to avoid Nürnberg (anti Jewish) laws 
1939-1940 Employee of the Fritz Werner A.G. in Berlin. This company belonged to his 

(non Jewish) mother. 
1940-1942 Agent of the same company in Switzerland and Italy 
1942-1945 Agent for the same company in Portugal, with mission to sell Portuguese war 

ministry machinery. 
 
 
 
 

↓ 
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KV 2/3295-1, page 17 

 
 
 
 
↓ 
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4.  Interrogators Report. 
 Subject is half Jewish on his fathers side.  His father was killed by the Gestapo (AOB, 
likely S.D. whether 1939 or 1940 is not certain in my perception), according to subjects story. 
 
 In answer to all questions, relating to his rather undisturbed activities in Germany and 
outside of it, subject mentions a certain Erich Gerth, a friend of Admiral Canaris, who, 
according to subject, seems to have been his mother in his dealings with German officials. 
This Gerth supposedly was killed by the Gestapo in Rome late in 1943. (AOB, time-and-again 
annoying using the word Gestapo. Normally the Gestapo’s jurisdiction was limited by the 
direct German borders. Second: it was a combination of criminal police dealing with political 
related implications. Normally, like burglars, being handled by the Kriminalpolizei. However, 
the police like force had been the S.D.(Sicherheitsdienst) be it inside Germany or Ausland 
S.D. abroad. But Gestapo sounds impressive. Another reflection: the word Mafia is de facto 
only related to Sicily, though has become a world-wide used word)  
 Subject came to Portugal in Jan 1943 and immediately ran into opposition from 
(Baron) Freiherr von Knigge (the Ambassador), who, was the official German arms salesman 
there.   
 Subject maintained intimate relations with Dr. Aloys Schreiber, the I H of KO 
Portugal, to whom he occasionally reported about armament deliveries to Portugal from Great 
Britain. This association seems to have started, because Dr. Schreiber was a friend of 
subjects father.  It was through Dr. Schreiber’s good services, that subject could commute 
numerous times by plane between Germany and Portugal. 
 Subject emphatically denies any association with Ast Berlin or other Abwehr agency 
with the exception of his partly businesslike friendship with Dr. Schreiber. 
 It has to be pointed out, that the whole story positively reeks of Abwehr and GIS 
(German Intelligence Service), but that there is factually nothing, which would or could serve 
as a reason for arrest.  All the information given by the subject to the I H of KO Portugal, 
seems to have been tendered in line of normal business operations and reports.  
 There is no proof, though there is suspicion, that subject was acting in some kind of 
official capacity for the Abwehr, when he originally left Berlin for Portugal. 
 
5.  Reality Rating 
 Poor in view of subjects emotional character as lack of corroborating evidence on 
hand. 
 
6.  Recommendation 
 Evidence on hand is not sufficient to warrant arrest of subject. However, further 
conclusive proof is desirable. Interrogation of key GIS personnel still in Portugal would 
probably provide the decisive evidence needed.  In view of available facts the only 
recommendation can be that of release. 
 
        (Signed) Herbert . J. Ranschburg 
            Tech/3  MI 
         Interrogator 
Appoved: 
 (Signed Herman Roselinsky 
    1st Lt.  MI 
    Commanding Officer 
 
 
 

↓ 
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KV 2/3295-1, page 38 

 
         19th June, 1944 
Dear Foley (@ M.I.6), 
 As requested by you I am letting you have a statement of the facts which led up to the 
telegram to Lisbon of 16.4.44 to which your Lisbon representative has objected in his letter of 
1.6.44. 
 On 16.4.44 we had no indication that there was any imminent danger of an attempt to 
kidnap Artist (Jebsen) All we know that Brandes had been reporting, apparently to Schreiber 
who had passed it most secretly to Berlin (by diplomatic mail-bag?), that Artist was showing 
noticeable curiosity about the affair Ostro (Paul Georg Fidrmuc, M.I.5th menace!).  We had 
already received through Tricycle certain reports by Artist, some of which quoted Brandes as 
a sub-source, and everyone who read these reports on what Brandes was supposed to have 
learnt from Berlin about Tricycle and others, came to the conclusion that remarks made by 
Brandes to Artist were not trustworthy. 
 The most careful consideration was given to whether we should inform Artist that 
Brandes was reporting on his thirst for information, and it was accepted by all the numerous 
officers here who considered the position that we could not run the risk to the source who 
considered the position that we could not run the risk that the person involved in warning 
Artist that he had knowledge that Brandes was reporting on Artist’s activities. 
 
 We considered putting this over to Artist by attributing the information to see other 
agent, but had to reject this plan because our knowledge from agent, should never to confess 
that the → had had the warning, or should he attempt to confront Brandes, it might well have 
become apparent to others what our real source was. 
 
 
 

↓ 
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KV 2/3295-1, page 39 

 
 It must be remembered that the action taken about Artist was kept on a most secret 
level, so much so that after Artist was removed from Lisbon neither the S.D. in Lisbon, nor 
Bendixen (Leiter I M  KOP), then acting Leiter of KOP (nonsense, this was Obstlt. d. L. Dr. 
Rolf Frederici), knew what was happening, and both reported with some alarm that Artist had 
disappeared. 
 No-one can have greater concern than I do over the affairs of Tricycle and Artist, but 
was at the time, and still am, in full agreement with the view that a direct warning could not 
be given to Artist. 
 We knew that Artist himself was always wary of being forced back into Germany and 
would do his best to avoid being trapped into this. All we could do therefore was to warn 
Artist against putting his confidence in Brandes, and at my suggestion, which was accepted by 
the members concerned in my department and yours, the warning was based on the suspicions 
we had had of the accuracy of Brandes reports.  This was the most protection of the source 
permitted us to say to Artist. 
 
       D.I. Wilson (Signed) 
       for T.A. Robertson.  
  
 
 
 
 
Interrupted by a wide range of RSS intercept series especially on Brandes aliases – Ballhorn 

and Feder.  
 
↓ 

https://www.cdvandt.org/KV-2-3295-Brandes-RSS-V3-decrypted-intercepts.pdf  
 

https://www.cdvandt.org/KV-2-3295-Brandes-RSS-V3-decrypted-intercepts.pdf
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KV 2/3295-2, page 19 

 
 This matter was discussed on Friday, 16.5.44, when it was decided that no action 
should be taken for the time being and that the time had not come, even if it ever would come, 
when it would be possible to withdraw the objections based on the security aspect of the 
Tricycle/Artist case to an approach being made by S.I.S. (M.I.6) to Brandes. 
 Today Colonel Robertson and I saw Tricycle and explained to him that we had 
carefully considered his proposals for someone visiting Yugoslavia to seek further 
information, but we had come to the conclusion that such an action involved certain risks 
without corresponding benefits to us, and that the only course for the time was to take no 
actions and await results, either from Freak’s (KV 2/1069) journey or from other sources. 
 
 Tricycle was informed that John Gwyer would shortly be going to Bari and that we 
would instruct him tp ascertain if there was any local knowledge about the matter there. 
 
 Tricycle suggested that conditioned in Yugoslav politics might after so that it would 
be natural for his own Government to send him, as a young officer, to make contact with 
Mihalovic (the opponent to Tito), and from this, he might be able to get in touch with, or at 
least learn about Dreadnought (Ivo Popov KV 2/867 …KV 2/869).  We promised to bear this 
in mind which might compromise what had been achieved in the past. 
B.1.a      D.I. Wilson 
19.6.44 
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KV 2/3295-2, page 20 
The future of Tricycle. deleted 

 
 I attach a note on the conclusive evidence provided by Most Secret Course (Bletchley 
Park intercepts) on the present position of Tricycle and Artist.  I have also written a separate 
note on Freaks sudden journey with the King to make contact with Yugoslav leaders. It is 
incidentally perhaps a little surprising that a known German agent such as Freak, xxx    
name deleted should be permitted to leave the country without as far as I am aware M.I.5 
having been consulted. 
 
  As far as B.1.a’s interests are concerned I do not think that Freak’s journey is 
advantageous.   He has already been off the air for three weeks or so, the excuse to be given 
by a letter from Tricycle dated 20.5.44 but not yet posted being that enquiries were on foot 
because of the denunciation originating from Mihalovic sources.  This excuse wears a little 
thin after a time, but we are still not ready to resume transmissions because we cannot 
estimate whether or not the message sent would be believed.  If at later date we wished to 
revive the case, Freak’s temporary absence on royal orders is a cast-iron excuse for the 
continued suspension of transmissions.  If desired Tricycle could quite easily explain that 
because of the suspicions attaching Freak, the British War office had raised objection when 
King proposed to take Freak abroad with him, but that the King had appealed to the highest 
quarters and guaranteed Freak’s loyalty, and have overcome the War Office’s objections. 
 
(AOB: one get the impression, they are playing Monopoly. And, more serious:  were they 
your good friends? 
Please taste the content and wordings yourself. It might appear - that some get a feeling of 
being used only and then disposed off)  

 
 
  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
↓ 
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KV 2/3295-1, page 20 continuing 

 
  Tricycle has, however, asked Freak (KV 2/1069) as a purely personal matter to 
enquire after Tricycle’s family, including Dreadnought (= Popov’s  brother). 
 There is therefore some hope that by the time Freak returns we may have a little 
further evidence to enable us to asses the position of Tricycle group of cases. 
 If Freak can provide no evidence on his point, and there have been no clear indications 
meanwhile on Most Secret Sources, it will be very difficult to make further use of the 
Tricycle case. 
 I submit for consideration that in the event we have little to lose by making an 
approach to Brandes, whether or not such an approach is successful.  Whether Brandes may 
say it may be too late to revive the Tricycle case, but Brandes clearly has very good 
connections with Berlin, far better than those of the average member of the Abwehr in 
Lisbon. If Brandes could be persuaded to play with us, he could as well as incidentally 
informing us of the position of Artist, no doubt give us a lot of general information about 
what is going on in the inner circles of the Abwehr (Mil/Amt), and particularly the inner 
struggle which seems to have resulted in the Abwehr coming under the control of Himmler.  
 I suggest that an approach could be made to Brandes through Sain (?)I do not regard 
either Sain or Brandes as being the bit reliable, but Sain has been in touch with Allies 
authorities in Lisbon and is believed not personally to be responsible for the activities 
attributed by Brandes to Sain, under the pseudonym, of V-Mann Heiliger.  Sain is one of 
those international Jewish business man, who probably have no loyalty to anyone but like to 
be on the winning side, and for that reason would no doubt like to think he had been of 
service to us by putting a proposition to Brandes. (AOB, quite antiemetic tone, by a British 
Civil Servant!) 
 There is plenty of evidence that Brandes is unprincipled, and if through Sain the 
proposition was put to him that he should re-insure himself with the British he might accept it. 
If he did, valuable information might be obtained.  If he did not, but reported that approach to 
the Germans, we would presumably know the fact from Most Secret Sources and could alter 
our policy → 

↓ 
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KV 2/3295-2, page 21 

 
 As long as the Tricycle and Artist cases were running, the objections to approaching 
Brandes were that to do so might compromise Tricycle and Artist.  As unfortunately it now 
seems likely that we will continue to find ourselves in a position where we can derive no 
direct benefit from Tricycle and Artist, the objections to approach Brandes would seem to 
disappear, because it is difficult to see what harm could be done even if the approach was a 
complete failure. 
 
        D.I. Wilson 
 
B.1.a. 
11.6.44  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

↓ 
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KV 2/3295-2, page 23 

 
 Extract from B.1.a.  Report on Tricycle/Artist mentioning Brandes.  
  
 The meeting between S.I.S. (M.I.6) & Artist on 28.4.44 (the day before Artist’s 
abduction) was referred to in my previous note.  A written report has now been received 
which slightly amplifies the information previously available.  The written report states that 
Moldenhauer was in Lisbon on 28.4.44 staying with Artist.  Artist had also reported that there 
was a chance of Brandes being recalled because of his failure to produce his agents. 
According to Artist (Johannes Jebsen) Brandes was worried that Tricycle should be so good 
an agent as Brandes was afraid that Tricycle (His German cover-name Iwan (Ivan)) would 
report the date and place of invasion and thus prolong the war. Artist informed S.I.S.(M.I.6) 
that although he was convinced that Brandes was not trying to trap him into any admission, 
Artist acted as though Brandes was so trying & therefore always reacted to Brandes’s 
suggestions as a good German should. 
 
 On 9.5.44  HIOB C.O. (Commanding Officer, Obst. Hansen) told Lisbon to send 
Brandes immediately to Berlin.  Lisbon replied on the following day that Brandes was leaving 
Lisbon on 11.5.44 as air courier of the German Legation, for Berlin. 
(AOB, the latter is the only means to convey information truly secret onto Mil/Amt, in Berlin) 
(AOB, it becomes also apparent: that the superior British Secret Services, were under 
estimating their German counter parts. Once a British general noticed: Never under estimate 
the Germans!  And where they did, they suffered severe losses; see, for example, Arnheim, 
though even in the Normandie) 
 
 

↓ 
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KV 2/3295-2, page 24 
Please notice, that the KV 2/xxx series are kept (running) in a reversed order versus time. 
Thus approaching higher PDF page numbers, they are running backwards in time. 
 

 
 
 Extract from B.1.a. Report, mentioning Brandes. 
 

Tricycle left Lisbon on 12.4.44 & there is ample evidence, even if we exclude 
statements made to Artist by Brandes, that at that time all who were handling the German end 
of his case were completely satisfied with him. Since then events have been taking place 
rapidly which requires  careful consideration of all available material.  It is clear that he had 
persuaded those he met to agree to somewhat outrages financial proposals, & that Wiegand 
(Dr. Wrede from Sonderstab Wrede in Paris) had committed himself to do his best to get 
these proposals accepted. (AOB, this context resulted in Artist’s and Wrede’s executions at 
the end) 

 
On the 13.4.44 Schreiber reported (RSS intercepts) to Berlin that according to a 

communication from Brandes of 11.4.44 Artist was noticeably trying to find out about 
OSTRO (this was demanded from London!) and his connections.  In order to avoid accidents, 
the secretary (at the KOP), Lilly Crass (she was friendly with Ostro’s wife) had forthwith 
been forbidden any contact with Ostro, because through her connection with Baroness von 
Gronau (Marie Louise) (AOB, also employed as secretary at KOP, she was Jebsen’s 
mistress!) Artist learnt everything (AOB, I am not sure of that).   Berlin’s attention was drawn 
to a previous communication, presumably by letter, referring to oral reports made by Brandes 
to Kuebart concerning Lilly Craas at a conference in Berlin.  There had also been an earlier 
reference to a, presumably written, memorandum by Brandes on the subject of Artist. 
 
 On 14.4.44 Lisbon reported to Berlin that Artist had told Brandes on the morning of 
the 14th that Artist had learned from Baroness von Gronau, who had → learnt it from Lilly 
Craas that Ostro had been in Portugal for two days & and had resumed his previous activities. 
 
 
 

↓ 
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KV 2/201-1, page 43 The above referred W/T intercept! 

 
14.4.44 
Lisbon-Berlin.     676 To HIOB Senior (through HIOB I = nonsense as: HIOB = Heer I 
(section Ost) Berlin; Senior was still Obst. Hansen)  Ref our W/T message 664 of 13/4 
(foregoing W/T message) According to communication from Jonny (Jebsen’s German given 
cover-name) to Ballhorn (his Abwehr cover-name) on the morning of 14/4 Jonny was learnt 
from Gronau (Jebsen’s mistress, who was employed at KOP) and the latter in her turn to 
Craas(s), that OSTRO has been in the country (Portugal) for 2 days and has also resumed in 
old activity in Berlin.(meant should be Portugal as Ostro did not visit Germany for at least 4 
years!)  Jonny asked whether the Ostro connections with England could be ascertained. Jonny 
also knew that HION Senior had given permission to Ostro concerning connection of Ostro to 
KO via Craas. (AOB, Ostro thus Paul Georg Fidrmuc was an exceptionally free agents, 
nowhere really obeying onto. He was supposed to have no contacts with KOP at all. His 
reports were handed over to KOP in double sealed envelopes. Somewhere, likely Schreiber’s 
I H office, took notice and decided by what means it should be forwarded onto Berlin (W/T or 
courier. The office there un HIOB was known as Skarupa handling officer Oblt. von Carnap).  
Jonny is equally au fait already with Harry’s (= Dr. Aloys Schreiber) order to Craas(s) 
concerning ban on further relations with Ostro (Craas(s) was friendly with Ostro’s wife) and 
remarked in this connection that Craas(s) has no thought of confirming to this order but was 
adhering to the instructions of HIOB I via Ostro. As KOP cannot continue to work in such 
circumstances it is urgently requested that Craas(s) and von Gronau be immediately recalled, 
giving routine reduction of staff as justification in order not to give Jonny prior warning. 
Ludovico (= Leiter KOP) Dias (Ii)  Harry (= Dr. Schreiber)  
(AOB, when we digest the latter sentence - we can feel what is already playing in the 
background, as both Jebsen and Tricycle had been suspected being Double Cross for longer, 
likely already about the turn of 1943/44; and counter measures were eminent)  
 
 
 
 
 
 

↓ 
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KV 2/3295-2, page 25 continuing 

 
→ learnt it from Lilly Craas that Ostro had been in Portugal for two days & and had resumed 
his previous activities.   Artist had asked whether Ostro’s connection with England could be 
ascertained.  Lisbon requested that Craas(s) and von Gronau  should be immediately recalled, 
giving routine reduction of staff as the justification, in order not to give Artist prior warning. 
(AOB, still bear in mind, that von Gronau currently was his mistress, one out of many, by the 
way; he was a real womaniser) On the same day Berlin cancelled Baroness von Gronau’s 
appointment. (AOB, it all refers onto the forgoing shown W/T intercept on the previous KV 
2/201-1 page)  On 18.4.44 three messages in quick succession were sent from Lisbon to 
Berlin. The first was signed by Brandes as well as Schreiber (Brandes’s guiding officer), and 
the other by Schreiber only.  These messages are not entirely free from corruption (meant are  
lost morse-symbols) but the sense of them appear to be as follows:- 
(1)   Brandes reported that Artist had told Brandes that he saw a clear trap in the message 
quoted above, which asked him to attend a conference in Biarritz (scheduled for end of March 
and/or early April)  & Artist is alleged also to have told Brandes that even Madrid (KOSp.) 
seemed to dangerous as a rendez-vous, because two Germans had only recently been arrested 
there for treason.  Artist was alleged to have added to Brandes that if in the next few days any 
further signs of mistrust existing towards him on the part of Berlin were to be observed, Artist 
(Jebsen) intended to draw his own conclusions in the next week & would inform Tricycle & 
Freak (KV 2/1069 not yet digested) in good time. 
 
 In the meantime a meeting took place between Artist and S.I.S. (M.I.6) on 18.4.44.  
Artist was warned not to trust Brandes but the only ground which could be given him for this 
advice was that we did not trust reports Artist had previously given us for which Artist’s 
source was Brandes. (AOB, S.I.S. could not reveal their knowledge derived from Britain’s 
Most Secret Source: Bletchley Park’s Decrypts based on intercepted German Enigma 
messages) Artist reported that Brandes → own position was weak because he had difficulty in 
explaining why his mystical agents could not be produced. 
 
 

↓ 
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KV 2/3295-2, page 26 + 27 continuing 

 

 
→ own position was weak because he had difficulty in explaining why his mystical agents 
could not be produced.  Artist was aware of the recall of the secretaries (one was, von Gronau 
his mistress, she quasi joined life with him!)  recalled, although by 25.4.44 he had learned that 
Schreiber had had von Gronau recalled (AOB, to what we know from Ostro’s interrogations: 
it was von Gronau who informed Craas(s) that when she entered Jebsen’s flat, of which she 
apparently possessed the keys, she found it deserted and all was turned on the ground after a 
serious search of Jebsen’s place of living) in view of the investigations in progress and von 
Gronau’s intimacy with Artist. 

↓ 



 21 

Artist quoted Schreiber and Henss (?) for statements that Tricycle’s stock was extremely high 
(AOB, both man acted in their own profit, gaining as much as money possible) , but went on 
to state that Abt. III (counter-espionage) were making a further investigation & that a series of 
tests were likely;  the first of which had been the instruction to Artist (actually instructing: 
Jonny as he carried his German cover-name)  to go to Biarritz.  Artist was confident that 
Brandes as far as he was able would keep Artist (Johannes Jebsen) warned of future tests. 
 
 On 19.4.44 Brandes and Schreiber reported to Kuebart (KV 2/410 excerpts previously 
shown) in Berlin that on the 18th April Brandes was shown by Artist a telegram which had 
just arrived from Baronett Antony Rothschild (British S.O.E or at least its sabotage) reading:  
“Don’t worry, our business shall be finished soon”.  Artist was said to have explained the 
telegram with an allusion (suggestion) “ .. (some morse groups missing)  … that the war 
would shortly be finished & that Artist should not worry unnecessarily.  
 On the 21.4.44. Schreiber informed Kuebart in Berlin that Brandes had learnt from 
Artist that the letter intended to utilize Craas(s) to a greater extent for getting his information 
from KO Portugal since Gronau had dropped out through being given other duties (but still 
remaining his mistress!)  As a precaution against further leakage Craas(s) was sent to Berlin 
on April 21st (AOB, according Ostro’s interrogation in 1946: both, von Gronau and Craas(s) 
still remaining at the time after Jebsen’s abduction)(discrepancies on actual moments of 
transfer - occurred often, due the delayed availability of airline seats) 
 It should be added that on 3.5.44 Brandes received a message from Berlin HIOB C.O. 
not yet identified for a certain but ?Bohlen)  stating on his return he got Brandes’ reports from 
12-15th April for which he was sending many thanks and special recommendation.  The new 
development of the situation demanded verbal discussion & Brandes was told to be prepared 
to visit Berlin soon at date to be notified.  Brandes replied on 5.5.44 & after giving details of 
the movements of his mythical agent stated that he was ready for a journey to Berlin when 
called. 
 It seems clear that Artist’s present troubles arise primarily from the reports against him 
made by Brandes.  Brandes’ motives are unlikely to be those of a patriotic German as he has 
no scruples in submitting to the Abwehr invented reports from notional (apparently not 
existing) agents.  It may well be however that in order to prevent this being discovered he is 
trying to build himself up with the Abwehr by unmasking Artist as a potential Vermehren 
(The Vermehren couple deserted to the British in Istambul (Istanbul), about 8 or 9th February 
1944; causing a tremendous raw, where Hitler furiously decided, on 12 February: to solve the 
Abwehr and forcing its merging with the SS controlled RSHA Amt VI becoming Mil/Amt) 
(all English thoughts are as to mask their own shortcomings): a possibility which we know 
had occurred to Berlin when Vermehren came over but which was then scouted by Schreiber. 
(AOB, actually, in my perception, simply be proved from the existing M.I.5 KV 2/956 …KV 
2/958 series; these people were so badly treated - only because an officer concluded in Egypt 
about 16 March 1944: that they were anti-Nazi, but still believed in Germany without Nazis; 
simply appalling how they had been treated by M.I5 Civil Servants for quite some years 
since!) (real bleak shameful documents)   
 Brandes may well have invented part of his accusations against Artis: for example, the 
alleged telegram from Rothschild (why? those acquainted to the British file series - know how 
often the latter comes in the picture!) which Brandes said Artist → showed him on the 18th 
April. 
 
 
 
 

↓ 
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KV 2/3295-2, page 28 + 29 

 

 
→ showed him on the 18th April.   Brandes may have suggested that the telegram conveyed a hidden 
meaning (Didn’t it? It clearly was hinting at the envisaged Allied invasion of the European continent), 
such as that the time was nearly due for Artist to come over to the British with such information as he 
had been able to gather about the activities of the Abwehr.  Brandes may also have deliberately 
exaggerated Artist’s reluctance to go to Biarritz. 
 One of Brandes’ motives in attacking Artist (Jebsen) may be fear that Artist should disclose to 
the more honest members of the Abwehr, or to the S.D. the fact that espionage organisation which 
Ostro and Brandes pretend to have do not exist. (How could Jebsen have known this all?) 
 If they do not yet suspect the latter there is a good chance that Artist will not be subject to 
pressure which will break him: particularly as all the parties involved have their weak spots which will 
not wish to expose (are they pointing at their own shortcomings as well?): for example, Brandes, & 
perhaps Schreiber, will fear a counter investigation of Brandes and Ostro, Wiegand (Sdf. Wrede of 
Sonderstab in Paris, the latter who was approached by Jebsen with a proposal of accepting bribes!) & 
Schreiber will not willingly admit that Tricycle has been fooling them therefore; … (bear in mind the 
money involved went into their own pockets) 
 Brandes has been known to give as much as 30,000 RM to reserve officers whose salary is 
only 700 RM; monthly, merely to make things easier for himself.  He also pays the equivalent of 
£5,000 monthly to obtain the surplus food from Ober? Salzburg for his mother and family. 
 … A few days ago, Brandes told Artist that Cramer (Fritz, KV 2/1742) had “made a 
masterstroke”& had obtained some original Allied material/  Artist took this to mean that Cramer’s 
source had, in fact opened Solborg’s(?) safe.   
 
(AOB, they apparently did not smartly consider:  that their operations were blown for quite many 
months before. What also disfavoured their case, were the tricky dealing on behalf of Jebsen’s 
businesses, among it bribing! Money transactions with S.D.; the deal concerning getting an oil tanker 
confiscated in Sweden, with German permission, to be allowed to reach Portugal, and against 
agreements with some Germans trying, when matured, the gained oil without sharing what was 
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promised. It where these kinds of business manipulations that blew Jebsen’s existence in Portugal. 
When they (British Secret Services) might have discovered where it all was leading to – it was too late 
to respond, as not to endanger Britain’s most valuable assets: M.S.S.!) (AOB, similarly happened after 
Ostro’s W/T telegram (Isk 100131) of 3rd June 1944, in which Ostro gave incredible good descriptions 
of the Allied landings on 6th June 1944 in Normandie. A XX-Committee session was held, as to 
whether Ostro should be assassinated, it was finally “C’s” (Sir Stuart Menzies) crucial decision: not to 
kill Ostro, as  the Germans could have discovered - as to how the British Services got have their 
knowledge from!)  https://www.cdvandt.org/klatt-ostro-josephine.htm (part II) 
  
KV 2/3295-2, page 42 

 
 The above valuation (not shown) is in contrast to my former reports (sources: Karnap 
Oblt. Wilhelm von Carnap, Ostro’s handling officer in Berlin, formerly Skarupa), Wiegand 
(Dr. Joachim Wrede of Sonderstab in Paris), etc.)  There can, however, doubt that Brandes’ 
reports is reliable and that the valuation in Berlin has changed completely since my last 
reports.  The K.O.Spain nevertheless still maintain that their people are doubtless genuine and 
Iwan (German cover-name of the British cover-name Tricycle, real name Disko Popov), to 
see the least, is suspicion, and that this is too in Berlin’s opinion. This point of view of the 
K.O. Spain is, however, probably based on jealousy.” (an excuse?) 
 
 In a further report dealing with K.O. Spain, containing information obtained by Artist 
from Franzbach (= ZF = Paymaster in Spain; we have encountered this contact within 
Kuebart’s foregoing statements; as they were both on speaking terms) (AOB, Jebsen might 
have needed Franzbach’s commitment - as to handle his many (dubious) financial business 
deals) … 
KV 2/3295-2, page 44 

 
 It might be worth discussing whether any steps ought to be taken in connection with 
Brandes, von Gronau, Hanke (?) and Waetjen.  Artist mentioned one thing about von Gronau 
which I am not sure that I previously reported, and that is that her father is a German general 
now in Tokyo, I think is said as Military Attaché. 
 
(AOB, Query: Did the Britain’s know that von Gronau was his mistress, and about his quite 
many dubious financial manipulations?) 

 
 
 
↓ 

https://www.cdvandt.org/klatt-ostro-josephine.htm
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KV 2/3295-2, page 46 

 
        Dated 9.3.44 
Extract from report on Trycycle and Artist. 
24 
 Artist claims that Brandes is unaware that Artist collaborates with us (But Abwehr in 
Berlin did already for some months suspected both men!) and that he does not know Tricycles 
(known to Brandes as Iwan or Popov) real position, and thinks that Tricycle gives reports, 
even if they are not always accurate, to support Artist’s own position in the same way that 
Brandes himself recently supported Artist and Tricycle in Berlin as already reported in 5.15.  
Artist is certain that Brandes has no agents and makes up all his reports from newspapers, 
etc., and that Brandes would collaborate with us although he doubts that he wuld have the 
courage to come to us of his own accord, and he might be unduly nervous if he were 
approached by some stranger on our behalf.  Artist and Tricycle feel certain that Brandes 
would collaborate if approached by it through Artist.  One cannot, however, exclude the 
possibility that Brandes knows more about Artist than the latter admits to us. Cramer is said 
to be still suspicious of Tricycle on general grounds without having any proof against him, but 
he no longer mentions his suspicion since Karsthof(f) (= Ludovico his alias; by then still 
Leiter KOP, however, soon to be replaced by Frederici, alias Forros)  
 

(Also in England there apparently lived “dreamers”) 
 
 
 
 

Terminated 
on 

7 April 2020 
 
 

 


