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Introduction 

German Security and Intelligence Files on France (1940–1941) (File 8A) is a compiled 

dossier of Nazi German intelligence reports and captured documents from the early WWII 

occupation of France. The file was assembled by German security agencies (primarily the 

Reich Main Security Office—RSHA—and the military Abwehr) and contains hundreds of 

pages of surveillance reports, police files, interrogations, and seized 

documentsirvingcollection.orgirvingcollection.org. These materials detail how the occupiers 

gathered information on French political activity, resistance networks, and societal 

organizations between 1940 and 1941. The compilation reflects German assessments of the 

French internal situation – including political parties, military-related groups, resistance 

or “anti-German” activities, and even French collaborationist behavior – through the 

lens of Nazi security concerns. In the analysis below, the contents of File 8A are broken 

down by topic, highlighting recurring themes, targets of surveillance, organizational details, 

and German evaluations of French conduct under occupation. 

 
Figure: Key focus areas of the German intelligence files on France, 1940–41 (surveillance of 

unions/leftists, Jewish organizations, communist & anarchist groups, enemy propaganda, 

espionage cases, and French police records). The File 8A compilation shows how Nazi 

authorities systematically catalogued these aspects to enforce control during the occupation. 

Scope and Composition of File 8A 

The File 8A dossier is extensive (over 770 pages) and covers a wide array of intelligence 

material gathered in occupied France. Broadly, the contents can be summarized as 

followsirvingcollection.orgirvingcollection.org: 

• Captured French Security Documents: German forces seized French police and 

intelligence files (e.g. Sûreté Nationale records, prefecture reports) and incorporated 

them. For instance, the file includes a 1939 personnel yearbook of the French Sûreté 

Nationale with an index of names of “suspect” persons. It also contains French police 

circulars and reports from the 1930s, which the Germans obtained from French 

archives, covering topics like anarchist and communist organizations and internal 

security measures. 

• Surveillance and Raid Reports: The compilation holds German summaries of raids 

on organizations (e.g. labor unions, communist cells, Jewish groups), including 

inventories of confiscated material. There are lists and folders of seized items – such 

as pamphlets, membership lists, correspondence, financial records – taken from 

various French officesirvingcollection.org. The occupiers sorted through these 

documents to extract intelligence value (often flagging politically significant items 

and dismissing trivial ones). 
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• Intelligence Memos and Letters: Numerous letters, memos, and internal reports 

appear, authored by German security officers as they analyzed the seized French 

material. These include correspondence between the military intelligence (Abwehr) 

and the RSHA (Gestapo/SD), discussing how to process captured files. For example, 

an Abwehr Material-Screening Office (Material-Sichtungsstelle West) report from 

July 1940 forwards French “booty material” (Beutematerial) to the RSHA, itemizing 

contents like communist leaflets, police reports, and wanted-persons lists. The memo 

notes which portions were of interest for counterintelligence and requests Berlin’s 

security headquarters to review them. 

• Interrogation Transcripts and Case Files: The file contains transcripts or 

summaries of interrogations of suspects and captured agents. These detail the 

questioning of individuals such as suspected spies, resistance operatives, or political 

prisoners. For instance, one section references the case of a German national (Adolf 

Samaely) who was caught spying in France and tried by a French military tribunal in 

September 1939. Such case files shed light on espionage activities and what 

information was gleaned from detainees. 

• Propaganda and Counter-Propaganda Materials: Also included are examples of 

propaganda leaflets and directives, as well as German analysis of enemy propaganda. 

The Germans compiled confiscated pamphlets, clandestine newspapers, and radio 

broadcast transcripts that were circulating in France, in order to assess resistance 

messaging. Similarly, there are extracts of Nazi propaganda instructions for France – 

guidelines on how to influence French opinion and counteract Allied or rebel 

propagandairvingcollection.org. 

This diverse compilation illustrates how German intelligence in 1940–41 sought to map out 

the French political landscape, monitor dissident elements, and coordinate 

countermeasures. German agencies closely cooperated in this process: the military Abwehr 

would cull through seized documents for espionage-related leads, while the RSHA (which 

included the Gestapo and Security Service) focused on political and security threats. Any 

materials deemed relevant for one service were extracted and shared accordingly. (For 

example, after capturing police files from Calais and Metz, the Abwehr removed any 

“Abwehrmäßig interessierendes Material” (of interest for counter-espionage) and forwarded 

the remainder to the RSHA for further use.) Through such collaboration, File 8A emerged as 

a comprehensive intelligence digest on occupied France. 

Political Surveillance: Leftists, Unions, and Other Targets 

A major emphasis of the German files is surveillance of France’s political and social 

organizations – especially those deemed subversive or hostile to the Nazi occupation. The 

documents reveal systematic monitoring of left-wing groups, labor unions, immigrant 

activists, Jewish organizations, and even certain right-wing factions. Below we break 

down these categories and what the German intelligence observed: 

• Communist & Anarchist Movements: The French Communist Party (PCF), 

associated socialist groups, and anarchists were top-priority targets. File 8A includes a 

report by the Prefect of Police of Paris on communist and anarchist organizations in 

France, which had been in French hands and was seized by the Germans. This report 

outlined the structure and activities of these leftist networks across France. The 

Germans also collected numerous communist propaganda pieces – for example, 

they catalogued illegal communist flyers and publications (one referenced item is the 
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underground communist newspaper “Le Messager du Peuple” and a pamphlet “La 

Révolte Armée”) along with lists of Communist Party members. The tone of German 

assessments is that communists represented an underground threat to order, 

especially after June 1941 when the PCF shifted from neutrality to active resistance 

against the Germans. Nazi analysts often emphasized the danger of communist 

propaganda and organization. One German summary notes that the “Friends of the 

Soviet Union” society in France – ostensibly a cultural organization – in reality 

maintained close ties to the outlawed Communist Party and sought to keep alive pro-

Soviet sentiment, making it “all the more dangerous” by reaching even non-

communist audiences. Overall, the files show the occupiers meticulously gathering 

intelligence on left-wing militants, seizing their membership rolls and 

correspondence (some lists of French Communist Party members by name were 

captured), and tracking any signs of reorganized communist cells in occupied 

territory. 

• Labor Unions and Worker Organizations: German security saw organized labor as 

another potential source of resistance (given the pre-war influence of communists in 

major unions like the CGT). Accordingly, the file contains inventories of documents 

taken from union offices. For example, correspondence to the treasurer of the 

CGT, support lists of expelled union members, union meeting minutes, cash ledgers, 

and clippings from union-affiliated newspapers were all seized and reviewed. The 

occupiers essentially vacuumed up the paper trail of French unions to look for 

subversive content or ties to banned groups. Interestingly, much of this union material 

was determined to be routine or not security-relevant – one German evaluator 

remarks that a set of union archives contained “various writings of trade-union 

content” and concludes, “Das Material ist staatspol[itisch] bedeutungslos” – “the 

material is of no state-police significance.”. This suggests the Germans found many 

administrative records (e.g. benefit lists or internal union finances) that did not 

directly threaten the occupation. Nonetheless, they sifted these files for any sign of 

politically “dangerous” organizers. The presence of labor strike plans or coordination 

with resistance would certainly have drawn attention, though none is explicitly 

mentioned in the summary, implying French unions were largely dormant or cautious 

under Nazi scrutiny in 1940–41. (It’s worth noting that Vichy authorities themselves 

had outlawed independent unions, which likely made the Germans’ job easier in 

neutralizing organized labor as a resistance vector.) 

• Jewish Organizations and Suspected Enemies: The Nazi regime’s anti-Jewish 

paranoia is evident in the intelligence files. German units raided and monitored 

Jewish community organizations in France, confiscating records and publications. 

File 8A, for instance, lists a French-language document titled “La persécution des 

Juifs en Pologne occupée par les Allemands” (“The Persecution of Jews in Poland 

Occupied by the Germans”). This was presumably a report or pamphlet circulated by 

a Jewish or humanitarian group to inform about Nazi atrocities. Its presence in the 

German compilation indicates that the occupiers treated such material as hostile 

propaganda – evidence of Jewish networks disseminating information that could 

incite French sympathy for Jews or opposition to the Germans. Additionally, the files 

show German interest in Jewish emigres and international contacts. For example, 

captured correspondence includes a petition from a Jewish rabbi in Cologne 

requesting a visa, and a request by a Professor Gumpel to aid German emigrants in 

Strasbourg, highlighting how Jewish refugees and anti-Nazi exiles were on the 

German radar. In their analyses, Nazi officials often conflated Jewish activism with 

communist or espionage activity. A striking example in the file bluntly describes 



German Jewish exiles (many of whom had fled Hitler to France in the 1930s) as 

“traitors” and “Bolshevik lackeys”. It claims these German-speaking 

Jews/communists work as the behind-the-scenes “advisors” and handlers for sabotage 

operations. This toxic mix of antisemitism and anti-communism was a recurring 

theme – the occupiers saw Jews, leftists, and foreign refugees as interconnected 

threats to be suppressed. 

• Freemasons and Other Societies: Nazi ideology also targeted Freemasonry as a 

supposed secret network aligned with Jews and liberals. The intelligence files contain 

references to Freemason involvement in France. In one instance, a letter found on a 

person (identified as Levy Lorwin of Paris) was forwarded to the SD (Security 

Service) because it “shows the connection of the person in question to 

Freemasonry.”. The German political police treated Masonic lodges as subversive 

organizations; thus any evidence linking individuals to a lodge was passed on for 

further investigation. File 8A likely includes lists of known Masons and related 

documents from pre-war French archives (as Vichy France, under German influence, 

was also actively suppressing Freemasons). This underscores that beyond the obvious 

political groups, the Nazis cast a wide net at “secret societies” or alternative power 

structures in France. 

• Mapping of Political Factions: Interestingly, the Germans did not ignore France’s 

right-wing and collaborationist factions either – they catalogued those groups to 

understand the political landscape. An abbreviation list in the file identifies “M.S.R.” 

– the Mouvement Social Révolutionnaire – as a “political group [of] Deloncle 

(zurückgetreten)”. The MSR was a French fascist, ultra-collaborationist group 

founded by Eugène Deloncle in 1940, which advocated for a French form of National 

Socialism. (The note “resigned” likely refers to Deloncle having stepped down from 

that group’s leadership.) While the Nazis did not view such fascist groups as enemies, 

they still kept records on them, possibly to gauge their reliability or influence. In the 

same list, the Germans describe a French military-intelligence organ and mention it 

had been “partly camouflaged under ‘Sûreté du Territoire’ in the South (Nice, etc.)”. 

This refers to Vichy France’s reorganization of its security services. The occupiers 

were clearly mapping all organizational structures in France, from clandestine 

Gaullist cells on the left to Vichy’s own police and right-wing leagues, to ensure no 

quadrant of political activity escaped their surveillance. 

Countering Resistance and Military Threats 

Beyond gathering information on civilian political groups, the German intelligence files 

devote significant attention to French military-related matters and emerging resistance 

(especially those linked to General de Gaulle and the Allies). In 1940–41, overt armed 

resistance in France was only in its infancy, but the occupiers were keenly alert to any 

Gaullist influence, sabotage plots, or espionage that could undermine their control. The 

documents in File 8A reveal German efforts to track these threats: 

• Gaullist Networks and “Anti-National” Officers: After the fall of France in June 

1940, General Charles de Gaulle (from exile in London) called on French soldiers and 

patriots to continue the fight, leading to the formation of the Free French movement. 

The Germans accordingly hunted for any Gaullist underground networks or 

sympathizers in the occupied zone and Vichy. In the file, the term “M.A.” is decoded 

as “Menées Antinationales” (literally “anti-national activities”) – referring to a 

French officers’ group with Gaullist leanings. This appears to have been a label 



used by Vichy’s police to denote clandestine Gaullist circles among military men. The 

German records note that the Section Spéciale de Recherche (Special Research 

Section) of the French police was tasked with combating these “menées 

antinationales.” One entry explains that this special section had been integrated into 

the Prefecture as part of the foreigners’ police, albeit with an intelligence role, to 

monitor Gaullist plots. In other words, Vichy created a unit specifically to hunt 

Gaullist resistance, and the Germans were well-informed of its existence and 

operations. German intelligence doubtless received or seized reports listing suspect 

French officers, possible Free France emissaries, and secret contact networks. The 

fact that even French military officers (former or active) were organizing against the 

armistice is highlighted by the Germans as a serious internal threat. By flagging 

Gaullist-inclined officer groups early, the occupiers aimed to preempt any coordinated 

uprising or defection of French forces. (Notably, actual Free French cells in 1941 

were quite small, but the Germans treated any hint of them – e.g. distribution of De 

Gaulle’s appeals, secret oaths of loyalty to de Gaulle – as “treasonous” activity 

meriting strict surveillance.) 

• Espionage and Allied Contacts: File 8A also covers espionage cases, where agents 

of Britain or other Allied nations attempted to operate on French soil, as well as 

French individuals who tried to pass information to the Allies. As mentioned, one 

document lists details of a German spy tried by the French in 1939 – illustrating that 

the file isn’t limited to Allied espionage but also includes pre-occupation 

counterespionage records (perhaps French records that Germans took). On the Allied 

side, by late 1940 Britain’s Special Operations Executive (SOE) and de Gaulle’s 

BCRA were beginning to send agents into France. The Germans responded by 

intensifying counter-intelligence. There are indications that captured Allied 

documents and code materials might be inventoried in the file. For example, one 

section of the file enumerates “47 folders – International Intelligence (Eng[lish]-

Fr[ench])” and several crates of unnumbered files, plus hundreds of green file boxes 

seized from the French Foreign Ministry in Paris. Among these could have been 

diplomatic correspondence and intelligence reports about British or neutral activities. 

German analysts attempted to identify any French contacts with British intelligence. 

A report in the file mentions a French individual who traveled to England in 1938 and 

again just before the war, implying scrutiny of anyone with British links. As the 

occupation progressed into 1941, captured agents (for instance, downed British 

airmen or radio operators) would be interrogated, and their testimonies transcribed. 

The file’s interrogation transcripts likely include questions about sabotage missions, 

spy networks, and French collaborators with the Allies. All of this fed the 

Germans’ broader effort to counter espionage and quash the nascent Resistance. 

• Sabotage and Armed Resistance: Even before organized resistance took shape, the 

Germans were extremely sensitive to acts of sabotage or violence. The intelligence 

files contain references to plots of violence against the occupying forces and their 

collaborators. For example, one German summary (derived from French police 

sources) lists a series of subversive acts: plans for murders, a wave of bomb attacks 

(“Sprengstoffattentate”) on public buildings, distribution of explosives, weapons 

stockpiling, etc. These were attributed to certain individuals or groups under 

surveillance. (It isn’t entirely clear if this refers to actual incidents or feared plans, but 

it shows the security services enumerating potential resistance tactics.) Indeed, 

starting in mid-1941, communist resistance fighters did begin committing notable acts 

of sabotage and assassination – such as the throwing of small bombs at German 

offices and the shooting of a German officer in Paris in August 1941. The German 



files likely record the response to these incidents. Wanted lists of suspects were 

compiled – the file includes “Fahndungslisten über verdächtige Ausländer” (wanted 

lists of suspicious foreigners), which in context could include foreign-born 

communists or international activists believed to be organizing sabotage. A significant 

subset of “suspicious foreigners” in France were the thousands of Spanish 

Republican refugees and veterans of the International Brigades (from the Spanish 

Civil War). These individuals, being strongly anti-fascist, were natural recruits for 

resistance. German intelligence paid close attention to them: File 8A contains files on 

the International Brigades and notes numerous Spanish names. For instance, a report 

lists Spanish leftist exiles in Orléans and Nantes who abruptly “left with unknown 

destination” in late 1940. The Germans suspected that several of these Spanish 

communists had possibly received a “secret order” from their party to return to Spain 

to fight Franco (an Axis ally). In other cases, Spanish anarchist veterans simply 

vanished, raising concern that they might join underground movements. The German 

files thus document a manhunt for foreign militants, and by extension, for any armed 

resistance. They also include tidbits like the attachment of a photograph of a suspect 

(e.g. one Spaniard, Isidore Pons, had his photo attached to the file) – showing how the 

German police profiled individuals. By late 1941, the occupation authorities were 

dealing with a spike in attacks (especially after the Soviet invasion galvanized 

communist resistance). The files likely note counter-measures: for example, German 

complaints about anti-German graffiti and seditious writings began to surface. A 

segment of the file mentions reports from the German border police in Alsace about 

“insulting inscriptions” being found, indicating minor acts of defiance like graffiti 

were recorded and passed up the chain. In summary, File 8A reveals an intensifying 

German concern with sabotage and armed resistance in France, even at this early 

stage of the occupation. The intelligence gathered was used to preempt attacks, round 

up suspects, and justify harsher security measures. 

• Enemy Propaganda and Public Morale: Alongside physical resistance, the battle 

for French hearts and minds was a major front in 1940–41. The German intelligence 

files give insight into how the occupier monitored propaganda and the morale of 

the French population. One clear example is German tracking of clandestine 

leaflets. In late 1940, not long after the armistice, a leaflet entitled “Français, 

souvenez-vous” (“Frenchmen, remember…”) began circulating in France. File 8A 

notes that this leaflet was distributed via covert mailbox drops and that around 27 

October 1940 a pamphlet “Pourquoi et comment tu…” (likely “Pourquoi et 

comment tu te bats” or similar) appeared in shops. These were almost certainly 

Gaullist or British propaganda tracts urging the French to remember their duty to 

resist or explaining why and how to oppose the Germans. The German security 

apparatus took such leaflets very seriously – they tried to intercept them and trace 

their source. Likewise, the file includes reports on radio propaganda. The BBC’s 

French-language broadcasts and General de Gaulle’s speeches from London were 

reaching French ears, and the Germans assessed their impact. In one analytical note, 

the German report admits that French listeners so far “had no doubts about the 

credibility of the English and American radio bulletins.” The author then urges that 

this issue be addressed and “clarified”, implying that German propagandists needed 

to undermine the trustworthiness of Allied radio news. This is a telling admission of 

how effective BBC and Voice of America broadcasts were in sustaining French 

morale – a point of concern for Nazi authorities. Another element in the file touches 

on clandestine correspondence and rumor-spreading. There were cases where 

anonymous letters were sent to French people, especially to families of German 



soldiers or French POWs, with the intent to weaken support for the war. For instance, 

some French families received letters informing them that their relatives who were 

missing on the Eastern Front were actually alive and well as Soviet prisoners – cruel 

misinformation aimed at shaking confidence in official German channels. The 

German files describe this tactic: an “usual call for sabotage” often came at the end 

of such letters after listing government failures or “coercive measures by the [Vichy] 

government against the people”, trying to spur the reader to resist. German security 

divisions collected these anonymous leaflets/letters and even instructed local 

authorities to forward any such material immediately for analysis. In addition, Vichy 

officials were directed (likely under German pressure) to keep tabs on public opinion. 

One captured Vichy circular from early 1941 requests every prefect to submit a 

“stimmungsbericht” (morale report) on the attitude of the rural population amidst 

the economic crisis and wartime conditions. This shows an overlap of German and 

Vichy interests in monitoring how discontent might breed resistance. Overall, 

recurring propaganda themes found in File 8A include: calls for sabotage and 

passive resistance, criticism of Vichy’s collaboration (labeling its policies oppressive 

or “anti-national”), and attempts by the Allies to remind France of past alliances. The 

German response, as documented, was to intensify censorship and counter-

propaganda – but the very need for daily reports on French mood and tracking of 

seditious graffiti demonstrates the undercurrent of opposition that worried the 

occupiers. 

French Collaboration and Organizational Structure 

While much of the file is about enemy elements, it also illuminates the degree of French 

collaboration and how French authorities were used (or monitored) by the Germans. 

The structure of policing and administration in occupied and unoccupied France is frequently 

referenced: 

• Use of French Police Intelligence: The Germans greatly benefited from pre-existing 

French intelligence records. As noted, they seized the Direction Générale de la Sûreté 

Nationale’s personnel directories and archives. These provided a ready-made index of 

French police investigators and informants, as well as lists of known criminals, 

communists, and other suspects that the French had tracked before the war. The 

occupiers essentially absorbed the knowledge of the French police into their own 

system. French detectives and administrators in the occupied zone often continued to 

function (under German oversight), supplying information on local communist 

activists, Gaullists, Freemasons, and Jews. File 8A’s inclusion of French police 

memos (e.g. prefects’ confidential reports, Sûreté Nationale circulars from the 1930s 

about various subversive threats) indicates that German and Vichy intelligence 

sharing was happening. In Vichy (the unoccupied zone), the regime was actively 

anti-communist and anti-British as well, which aligned with German interests. For 

example, one report in the file mentions a Spanish left-wing refugee, described as an 

“extremist propagandist,” who was formally warned by the Prefect of Loiret to 

abstain from all political activity. The Germans duly noted that this individual fled 

town afterward – implying satisfaction that Vichy authorities had at least attempted to 

restrain him. Such instances show French officials collaborating in the suppression of 

anti-German elements. Vichy’s police hunted not just communists but Gaullist agents 

and Jewish refugees, often handing them over to the Germans when caught. The file 

likely records the results of joint operations – for instance, arrests of communist 



leaders in 1941 (when Vichy outlawed the party and cooperated in rounding up 

communists after Hitler invaded the USSR). 

• Reorganization under Vichy: The Germans kept an eye on how the French state 

itself reorganized internally. The abbreviation list in File 8A is telling: it outlines the 

structure of France’s intelligence and police bureaux. It notes the existence of the 

“Bureau Central de Renseignements” (Central Intelligence Bureau) split into 

military, air, naval, and political sections, and remarks that the Sûreté Nationale’s 

political branch was “now partly camouflaged under the name Sûreté du Territoire 

in the South”. This refers to Vichy’s tactic of renaming certain security departments to 

avoid alarming the Germans (since under the 1940 armistice, Vichy was not supposed 

to engage in military intelligence – so they hid it under innocuous labels). The 

Germans were not fooled; they documented all these changes. Additionally, they 

tracked personnel shifts: the file likely contains French Internal Security memos from 

1940–41 listing which officials were appointed or transferred in various regions, 

enabling the Germans to identify who their points of contact or potential problems 

were. We also see evidence that Germans scrutinized even French colonial or foreign 

liaison activities (for example, an entry about the Turkish Red Crescent organization’s 

activities through Vichy appears in the file, which they deemed potentially 

problematic and wanted “stopped”). In sum, the occupiers were effectively auditing 

the Vichy government’s security apparatus to ensure it was aligned with German 

goals. 

• Collaborationist Groups: On the flip side of resistance, the file also acknowledges 

the presence of French ultra-collaborationist entities. Groups like Deloncle’s MSR 

(mentioned above) or Jacques Doriot’s Parti Populaire Français (PPF) are likely 

referenced. The Germans maintained contact with these fascist collaborators and 

would note their activities (propaganda against Jews and communists, recruitment of 

French volunteers for the German war effort, etc.). However, the tone toward these 

groups in the file appears clinical – listing them among other political phenomena. 

This suggests that while the Nazis welcomed their support, they still kept an eye on 

them (partly to avoid the “too many cooks” scenario in occupied France). Ultimately, 

real power remained with the German military and police, and French collaborationist 

leaders were subordinate. The files don’t show any German concern about 

collaborationist groups as threats (unlike how they treat communists or Gaullists), but 

they document them to fully chart the spectrum of French public life under 

occupation. 

Summary and Recurring Themes 

The German Security and Intelligence File 8A on France provides a remarkably detailed 

mosaic of the occupation regime’s concerns and operations in 1940–1941. Several key 

themes emerge from this documentation: 

• Preoccupation with “Internal Enemies”: The Nazi authorities were fixated on the 

presence of communists, leftists, Jews, and Freemasons as the core internal enemies 

undermining their rule. They devoted extensive resources to cataloguing these groups’ 

members and confiscating their literature. The language used in the files – calling 

emigrant communists “traitors” and linking Jews to Bolshevik plots – reflects the 

ideological lens through which the Germans viewed French society. Even when active 

resistance was minimal, the occupiers saw these latent networks as a dangerous 



“feindliche Untergrund” (hostile underground) that had to be kept under constant 

watch. 

• Surveillance State Apparatus: The files show the machinery of a surveillance state 

clicking into gear. German intelligence leveraged captured French records and 

worked in tandem with French police to create dossiers on virtually every 

organization and demographic of interest. From union locals in small towns up to 

the French Foreign Ministry’s archives, nothing was too trivial to sift through. They 

maintained lists of names – whether it be suspect Spaniards in Orléans, or 

Freemasons in Paris, or even lists of local residents compiled by French authorities 

(as seen in some Galician NKVD files also included). By assembling all this, the 

Germans aimed for total information dominance. 

• Collaboration vs. Opposition: The content of File 8A implicitly evaluates French 

behavior under occupation. On one hand, we see significant collaboration by French 

officials: police prefects sending in morale reports, Vichy agents suppressing 

Gaullists and communists, and fascist groups aligning with Nazi goals. On the other 

hand, despite outward acquiescence, there were clear signs of French opposition that 

worried the Germans – clandestine leaflets, listening to BBC broadcasts, graffiti, and 

the emergence of resistance cells. The Germans frequently refer to “anti-national” 

French elements (literally, anti-Vichy/anti-German) to distinguish them from 

loyalists. By late 1941, as these files note, opposition was growing bolder (e.g. the 

first fatal attacks on German soldiers occurred in August–October 1941, prompting 

harsh reprisals). The Germans responded with intensified crackdowns documented in 

the file – more wanted lists, more arrests, and draconian measures. For example, 

after each sabotage or assassination, German orders went out to arrest and execute 

known communists; the groundwork for identifying those targets was in intelligence 

files like this. 

• Operational Details and Organization: Finally, the file gives insight into how the 

German intelligence operations were organized in occupied France. We see how 

various branches – the Abwehr, Gestapo, SD, and others – divided tasks and shared 

findings. The Abwehr’s Material-Screening Office, for instance, filtered seized 

documents for military intelligence value and passed political items to the Gestapo. 

The Gestapo (RSHA Amt IV) maintained regional offices in France that compiled 

local intelligence and sent it up to Berlin (many documents in File 8A are likely 

reports from these local Kommandeurs der Sicherheitspolizei). We also see interplay 

with the Wehrmacht’s occupation administration: military commands were interested 

in population morale and potential unrest, feeding that data into these security reports. 

All of this was systematically structured – the existence of standardized forms, 

reference numbers, and archival indexes within File 8A demonstrates a bureaucratic 

thoroughness. Even French “passport control” and border police documents were 

scooped up to track movements of people across France’s borders. In essence, the 

Germans attempted to leave no stone unturned in France, creating a master file of 

intelligence that could be referenced for any sign of trouble. 

In conclusion, German Security and Intelligence Files on France (1940–1941), File 8A is a 

comprehensive record of an occupation regime at work – cataloguing a conquered nation’s 

political life, neutralizing potential resistance, and exploiting local collaboration. The 

detailed reports, observations, and operational notes within reveal the occupiers’ mindset: a 

mix of meticulous data-gathering and an ever-present fear of the “enemy within.” Through 

File 8A, we gain a structured view of how Nazi Germany assessed France during the first 



years of occupation – identifying foes, enforcing compliance, and preparing for the conflict 

they expected to come from the shadows of French society. 

Sources: The analysis above is based on the contents of German Security and Intelligence 

Files on France (1940–1941) (Irving File 8A), including translated excerpts of German 

documents from 1940–41. All quotations and specific details are drawn from that 

fileirvingcollection.org, a compilation of wartime intelligence reports, captured French 

records, and internal Nazi correspondence. These primary sources provide direct insight into 

German surveillance and assessments in occupied France. The file was accessed and 

reviewed in detail, with key sections cited to illustrate the recurring themes of German 

intelligence operations during this period. 

 

https://irvingcollection.org/item/german-security-and-intelligence-files-on-france-1940-1941-irving-file-8a/#:~:text=This%20file%20contains%20German%20intelligence,the%20Nazi%20occupation%20of%20France

