
Analysis of German Wartime Administrative 

and Identity Records (1942–1943) 

Introduction 

The document German Wartime Administrative and Identity Records (1942–1943) is a 

compilation of Nazi German bureaucratic records dating from the middle of World War II. 

These records include a variety of official documents used by the Nazi state to identify, 

monitor, and control individuals under its authority. The collection spans 1942–1943, a 

period when Nazi Germany was at total war and had expanded its bureaucracy across 

occupied Europe. The content reveals how the regime documented people (both Germans and 

foreigners) through identity papers, police reports, wanted bulletins, and administrative 

notices. This analysis will examine the types of documents in the file, their administrative 

and surveillance purposes, the ideological goals behind such meticulous record-keeping, and 

recurring themes like the treatment of forced laborers, escapees, Jews, Soviet prisoners of war 

(POWs), and criminals. It will also discuss the bureaucratic language and Nazi visual 

symbols used, and how human individuality was treated within this system of records. 

Types of Documents in the Collection 

Multiple document types appear in this wartime collection, each serving a specific function in 

Nazi administration and policing: 

• Identification Cards and Certificates: Many pages are devoted to personal identity 

documents. These include ID cards (Kennkarten) and official certificates verifying 

identity or status. For example, there are certificates confirming a person’s identity, 

physical description, and racial origin. One certificate from 1943 verifies the identity 

of an individual (Eric Spielman) by confirming his photograph, personal description 

(height, eye color, etc.), signature authenticity, and even attests that he is of Alsatian 

descent. Such documents often bear fingerprints and Nazi seals, indicating their 

formality and use as legal identification. Another certificate from August 1942 

confirms that the worker identity card of a French laborer (Victor Loupin) was 

submitted to the Labor Ministry for stamping, and that the interim certificate would 

become void once the legitimation card is returned. These identity papers were 

essential for controlling movement and employment, especially of foreigners, and 

often included racial or national identifiers. 

• Arrest Warrants and Wanted Notices: The records contain numerous police 

wanted notices (Steckbriefe) and arrest announcements. These range from local 

arrest warrants to all-points-bulletins for fugitives. Many entries from the Deutsches 

Kriminalpolizei-Blatt (German Criminal Police Gazette) or similar police circulars list 

persons sought for arrest – including deserters, escapees from camps, and criminal 

suspects – often with detailed descriptions. For instance, one notice reports a wanted 

Jewish woman (Lina Gani) accused of murder, noting that she was shot dead in June 

1943 in Lemberg while resisting arrest. Another entry describes an ongoing warrant 

for a long-sought individual: “Der seit langem wegen verschiedener Delikte gesuchte 

ungarische Jude… Alexander Rado, geb. 5.11.1899... wird versuchen… aus der 

Schweiz nach Ungarn zu gelangen” (“The Hungarian Jew Alexander Rado, long 



sought for various offenses... will attempt to travel from Switzerland to Hungary…”). 

These examples show how wanted notices explicitly highlighted characteristics like 

ethnicity (e.g. “Jude” for a Jew) and anticipated movements, enabling coordinated 

surveillance and arrest efforts across jurisdictions. 

• Forced Labor Assignment Documents: A significant portion of the file deals with 

the administration of foreign laborers (Fremdarbeiter) and forced labor. There are 

labor assignment cards and permits, as well as correspondence about foreign 

workers. For example, the certificate for Victor Loupin mentioned above was issued 

by the labor authorities to manage his work papers. The records also include 

schedules and directives related to foreign labor, such as notices of special train 

transports for foreign workers on leave. These “Urlauberzüge” (vacation trains) 

schedules show how even the travel of foreign workers was centrally organized and 

monitored. Additionally, individual cases of labor infractions appear: one bulletin 

entry lists an “Ostarbeiter” (Eastern Worker) named Iwan Malciczak, born 1924, 

described physically and labeled “seit 9.8.43 vertragsbrüchig” – meaning he violated 

his labor contract (i.e. absconded from his assigned work). Such records of 

“vertragsbrüchige” Eastern workers demonstrate the tracking of forced laborers who 

fled or disobeyed orders. 

• Police Reports and Surveillance Bulletins: The collection features many excerpts 

from police and security reports. These include entries from criminal police 

bulletins detailing crimes, arrests, and confiscations. They read like terse reports of 

incidents or updates on cases, often with file numbers and dates. For example, some 

entries note recovered stolen property and ask for the “Eigentümer gesucht” (owner 

sought), indicating property crimes amid wartime. Others document arrests of 

deserters or con men; one report notes that an Army private “deserted on 27.7.43 in 

Dresden… changed into civilian clothes and fled” – highlighting how desertion cases 

were tracked and publicized to law enforcement. There are also references to Gestapo 

or SD (Security Service) communications, such as directives for handling personnel 

evaluations, which reveal the bureaucratic side of the security apparatus. Collectively, 

these reports functioned as an internal news wire for police and officials, sharing 

intelligence on security threats, criminal activity, and administrative matters across 

the Reich. 

 
Figure: An identity certificate issued by the Kolmar police authority in 1943 (marked 

“Abbildung 7” in the file). This Bescheinigung attests that the bearer’s photograph and 

personal description (height 1.70m, brown eyes, black hair, etc.) belong to Eric Spielman, 

born 1918, residing in Kolmar, and that the attached signature is his own. Notably, it 

certifies that he is “elsässischer Abstammung” – of Alsatian descent – reflecting Nazi 

concern with ethnic origin. The document is stamped by the Oberbürgermeister (mayor) as 

local police chief in Kolmar (occupied Alsace) and includes the individual’s fingerprints at 

the bottom. Such identity papers were used to verify “Aryan” or local ancestry and to firmly 

establish personal identity for internal security purposes. 

 
Figure: A wartime labor identification certificate (marked “Abbildung 8”) issued in Berlin, 

August 1942, for French worker Victor Loupin. The text (in German) states: “Es wird 

bestätigt, dass die Ausweiskarte des Arbeiters Loupin Victor, Nationalität franz., beim 

Arbeitsministerium (Abteilung Auswärtige Arbeitskräfte) zum Stempel vorliegt. Obige 

Bescheinigung wird nicht als Zweitschrift ausgestellt und wird nach Zurücksendung der 



Legitimationskarte hinfällig sein.” In English: “It is certified that the worker card of Loupin 

Victor, nationality French, is with the Labor Ministry (Dept. of Foreign Workers) for 

stamping. This certificate is not issued as a duplicate and will become void upon return of the 

legitimation card.” The document, stamped by “Reichsbauamt V” with a Nazi eagle seal, 

functioned as a temporary ID for a foreign laborer while his official card was being 

processed. It illustrates the bureaucracy around forced labor: even the absence of a worker’s 

ID card required an official interim certificate to ensure no gap in surveillance. 

Administrative and Surveillance Functions 

Within the Nazi wartime bureaucracy, these documents served critical administrative and 

surveillance functions. At their core, they were tools of control. Identification documents 

allowed authorities to verify a person’s identity, nationality, race, and legal status at any 

moment. For German citizens, the standard Kennkarte or special certificates (like the Kolmar 

example) ensured that every individual could be identified and categorized (by ancestry or 

region). For foreign nationals and forced laborers, work IDs and passes allowed the regime to 

monitor their whereabouts and employment. The interim certificate for Victor Loupin, for 

instance, ensured that a French worker remained documented even while his papers were out 

for an official stamp. This highlights how thorough and unrelenting the Nazi administration 

was — no foreign laborer was to be left “undocumented” or outside the system, even briefly. 

The wanted notices and police bulletins had an overt surveillance and enforcement role. 

They disseminated information about individuals deemed threats or offenders across the 

Reich, effectively networking the police forces into a single information system. Notices of 

escaped POWs, fugitives, or deserters often include orders like “Energische Fahndung! 

Festnahme!” (“Intensive manhunt! Arrest them!”) and cautionary notes if the person is 

armed. One bulletin, for example, lists several Soviet officers who escaped from a work camp 

and ends with “Energische Fahndung! Festnahme!”, underlining the urgency in capturing 

them. These records functioned as early versions of all-points bulletins or watch lists, 

enabling the secret police, criminal police, and even military police to coordinate actions. 

Administrative memos in the file also show inter-agency communication – for instance, 

guidelines from the Reich Security Main Office (RSHA) on personnel evaluations reveal how 

even internal HR processes were formalized for surveillance (ensuring that local Gestapo and 

SD heads were assessed objectively on their loyalty and performance). In sum, every 

document in the collection fed into the larger apparatus of a police state, where paperwork 

and monitoring went hand in hand to enforce Nazi policies. 

Nazi Ideological Objectives in Documentation 

Beyond practical administration, Nazi record-keeping was driven by ideological objectives. 

The content and design of these documents reflect core Nazi ideals: racial hierarchy, social 

control, and the mobilization of society for war. A prime example is the emphasis on racial 

classification. Identity documents often explicitly note a person’s lineage or ethnicity. In the 

Kolmar certificate, the fact that the person is of “Alsatian descent” is formally certified. 

Typically, for those considered ethnically German or related (like Alsatians), this was a 

positive designation, whereas for Jews and other “undesirables,” documentation served to 

mark them for discrimination. In Nazi Germany, J stamps in passports and special IDs for 

Jews were common; likewise, police reports in this file never fail to identify Jews explicitly. 

In the wanted bulletin entries, suspects are introduced by ethnicity: “Jude…Maslowski…, 



Jude Salomon Rosenbaum…, Pole Stanislaus Wlodarczek…”, before listing their personal 

details. This practice of labeling individuals foremost by race or nationality (Jew, Pole, 

etc.) exemplifies the regime’s view of people through an ideological lens. It wasn’t enough to 

record a name and crime – the person’s racial category was of equal importance in the 

documentation. 

Another objective was the control of labor and exploitation of foreigners to serve the war 

effort. The detailed records of foreign workers (e.g. special travel arrangements for furlough 

trains) and the policing of “contract breakers” show a bureaucracy bent on squeezing the 

maximum productivity from millions of forced laborers while preventing escape or 

resistance. By 1942–43, Germany relied on forced labor from occupied countries (French, 

Polish, Soviet, etc.), and the documentation practices (work cards, permits, camp lists) were 

ideological in that they treated these people as a managed resource – human capital to be 

cataloged and deployed. Even the language in these documents is telling: a French worker is 

referred to impersonally as “der Arbeiter Loupin Victor, Nationalität franz.” (“the worker 

Victor Loupin, nationality French”), emphasizing his foreign status and role. The certificate’s 

instruction that it must be safeguarded and presented to the labor office before resuming work 

reveals how controlled a foreign laborer’s life was – every movement and employment status 

change had to be approved through paperwork. 

A further ideological aim visible here is the repression of dissent and “elements dangerous 

to the Volk.” Nazi ideology criminalized not only overt resistance but also so-called 

“asocial” behavior (career criminals, vagrants) as well as any undermining of the war effort 

(desertion, self-injury to avoid service, etc.). The police reports in the file cover ordinary 

criminal acts (thefts, fraud) with the same zeal as political ones, showing no tolerance for 

disorder in wartime. One entry notes a captured individual who “hat sich Mitgefangenen 

gegenüber als Jude bekannt und geäußert, dass er zu den Partisanen gehen wolle” – he 

admitted to fellow prisoners he was Jewish and said he intended to join the partisans. This 

was essentially a statement of dissent (planning to fight the Nazi regime), and the response 

was swift: when he was caught, he was found with money and was undoubtedly treated as an 

enemy. The fate of Lina Gani alias Lahoda, the Jewish woman “erschossen… wegen 

Widerstands bei der Festnahme” (shot for resisting arrest), also reflects the lethal repression 

of any perceived opposition. The documentation of such cases served not just to record 

events but to send a message of deterrence throughout the security apparatus: this is what 

happens to traitors, deserters, or defiers of the Nazi order. 

In essence, the bureaucratic documentation was a pillar of Nazi ideological goals. By 

classifying people racially, controlling their labor, and meticulously tracking and neutralizing 

those deemed dangerous or unproductive, the Nazi state used paperwork as a weapon in 

pursuing a racially pure, obedient “national community” at total war. 

Treatment of Foreign Laborers 

A prominent theme in the records is the treatment of foreign laborers (workers from 

occupied countries conscripted for German industry and agriculture). The documents reveal a 

mix of exploitation and distrust toward these individuals. Foreign workers were registered 

and issued special identity cards (Ausweiskarten) and Einsatzkarten (work assignment 

cards). The interim certificate for a French laborer in Berlin shows how even bureaucratic 

technicalities (like an ID card being stamped) required written proof so the worker could not 

move freely without documentation. Foreign laborers were typically categorized by 



nationality (French, Polish, “Ostarbeiter” for Eastern workers primarily from the Soviet 

Union, etc.) and often had to wear identifying badges (e.g. “P” for Polish, “OST” for Soviet). 

While the file’s documents are paper records, they echo this practice by always noting the 

nationality in text and sometimes the term Ostarbeiter for Eastern Europeans. 

The mobility of foreign workers was tightly controlled. We see notices about travel 

permits and special trains for foreign workers on leave, indicating they could not simply 

buy a ticket and travel at will. By scheduling separate “Urlauberzüge” for them, the 

authorities segregated foreign laborers’ movement and supervised their comings and goings. 

This stems from both practical and ideological reasons: practically, they feared foreign 

workers could foment unrest or attempt escape if not monitored; ideologically, Nazis deemed 

these foreigners (especially from Eastern Europe) as culturally and racially inferior, not to be 

allowed to mix freely with the German population. 

Discipline was harsh. Any foreign laborer who attempted to escape or broke the rules was 

treated as a criminal. The term “vertragsbrüchig” in an entry about Ostarbeiter Iwan 

Malciczak is essentially a criminal label meaning he breached his labor contract – a 

euphemism for running away or refusing to work. The police bulletin entries list such 

individuals alongside common criminals and army deserters, implying equivalence in threat 

level. Punishments for captured escapees could be severe, ranging from confinement in an 

Arbeitserziehungslager (“labor re-education camp” – essentially a punitive camp) to even 

execution in some cases, especially if sabotage was suspected. An example in the file 

mentions several people (including two Jews and a Pole) who escaped from a labor camp 

(Judenlager in Markstädt and a labor penal camp in Rattwitz) and instructs “Festnahme! 

Vorsicht. Schusswaffe! Kein Vorhalt!” – “Arrest them! Caution: [they may have] firearms! 

No warning [shot]!” This reveals that for escapees (particularly Jews or Eastern workers 

deemed dangerous), the order was effectively shoot on sight. Overall, the documents paint a 

picture of foreign laborers as closely watched, heavily restricted, and considered 

potentially dangerous, in line with Nazi policies that viewed them as both valuable 

workforce and subjugated people to be kept in check. 

Tracking Escapees and Deserters 

Another recurring theme is the intensive tracking of escapees and military deserters. In a 

total war regime, desertion and unauthorized flight were treated as very serious offenses. The 

records include numerous fahndung (manhunt) reports for individuals who fled custody, 

whether they were soldiers who deserted, POWs who escaped, or prisoners and forced 

laborers who ran away. Each case is documented with identifying details and the 

circumstances of their escape, and circulated widely to police units. For instance, an entry 

notes: “Gefreiter Egon M… wird wegen Fahnenflucht gesucht. Er hat in der Nacht zum 

27.7.43 in Dresden … Zivilkleider entliehen und sich dann entfernt” (“Corporal Egon 

M[illetat] is being sought for desertion. On the night of 27 July 1943 in Dresden, he shed his 

uniform for civilian clothes and then fled”). The same notice mentions that his photograph is 

included (“hierunter abgebildet”), illustrating how the bulletins often provided mugshots to 

aid recognition. Deserters like Egon M. are presented factually but grimly – their actions 

described almost as criminal acts (stealing civilian clothes, etc.), and they are now targets for 

arrest. 

The pursuit of escaped POWs, especially Soviets, is also prominent. Several reports 

enumerate Soviet Russian officers and men who have escaped from labor commandos or 



camps. These entries give each man’s name, rank, birth date, prisoner number, physical 

description, and often their last known clothing (e.g. “vermutlich Zivilkleidung” – 

presumably in civilian attire). After listing the escapees, the bulletin calls for urgent action. In 

one case from early 1944, after listing four Soviet officers who broke out of a work detail, the 

notice emphasizes “Energische Fahndung” and that two of them are pictured for 

identification. We also see coordination between agencies: the example of a special 

Sonderausgabe (special issue) of the police gazette devoted to escapees from a camp in 

Judenburg shows a systematic approach to recapture, with the Reich Criminal Police Office 

in Berlin overseeing the notices. 

The language used for escapees often implies they are dangerous. Phrases like “Vorsicht” 

(caution) and the instruction “Kein Vorhalt” — literally “no warning [shot]” — indicate an 

expectation of violence. In plain terms, officers were being told that if these fugitives resist or 

run, they should be shot without preliminary warning. This shoot-to-kill policy, especially 

applied to army deserters and escaped camp inmates, reflects the Nazi wartime mindset: 

loyalty was enforced by fear, and those who tried to shirk their duty or captivity were treated 

with ruthless severity. It also served an example; by publicizing that deserters and escapees 

would be hunted down and possibly killed, the regime hoped to deter others from attempting 

the same. 

Overall, the meticulous documentation of escapees and deserters in this collection shows how 

no one who defied the regime’s control was forgotten or forgiven on paper. The Nazi state 

marshaled nationwide resources to track even individual runaways, underscoring priorities of 

military discipline, forced labor retention, and total security oversight during 1942–43. 

Persecution of Jews in the Records 

The Nazi obsession with persecuting Jews is clearly reflected in these wartime records. By 

1942–1943, the regime’s anti-Jewish policies had escalated from discrimination to mass 

deportations and genocide (the “Final Solution” was underway). Although this collection is 

primarily administrative and police in nature (rather than containing, say, camp records), 

Jews appear frequently as subjects of surveillance, arrest, and violence. 

One way Jews stand out is through explicit identification in documents. In nearly every 

entry where a person is Jewish, the text makes note of it, usually by prefixing the person’s 

name with “Jude” (Jew) or “Jüdin” (Jewess). For example, the bulletin about escapees from 

Markstädt lists two Jewish men, “Jude Israel Laybusch Maslowski” and “Jude Salomon 

Rosenbaum,” alongside a Polish compatriot, making clear to any reader that the first two are 

Jews. In another case, an unnamed Jewish woman (identified as “die gesuchte Jüdin Lina 

Gani alias Ursula Lahoda”) is mentioned for committing a crime and is noted to have been 

shot dead during her attempted arrest. The inclusion of her religion/ethnicity in that notice is 

telling – a non-Jewish suspect might not have their religion stated, but for Jews it was 

considered a critical piece of identifying information in Nazi eyes. 

These documents also hint at the fate of Jews under Nazi rule. The fact that Lina Gani was 

shot in the course of arrest is not portrayed as an unusual event – it is reported almost 

blandly. This reflects the reality that by 1943, Jews were largely outside the protection of any 

law; resisting arrest could be a death sentence on the spot. Another entry notes a Hungarian 

Jew, Alexander Rado, wanted for various offenses, who is believed to be trying to escape to 



Hungary with his wife. Hungary at that time was one of the last places in Europe where large 

Jewish populations remained relatively intact (until 1944), so this notice suggests he was 

fleeing Nazi reach. By labeling him “der ungarische Jude” in the very first breath of the 

description, the document signals to all police units that this person is not just a fugitive but a 

Jew – thereby an ideological enemy of the Reich on the run. 

Additionally, the special bulletins dealing with camps show the dire situation for Jews. The 

Markstädt case describes the escapees as coming from a “Judenlager” (a Jews’ camp) and 

an “Arbeitserziehungslager” (labor re-education camp), implying these Jews had already 

been in a form of concentration or labor camp. Their recapture was ordered with exceptional 

force (shooting without warning). This incident, dated late 1943, came when most Polish and 

German Jews had already been deported to extermination camps; those still in work camps 

were under brutal conditions. The record’s tone – treating them as dangerous escapees – 

dehumanizes them and gives no indication of the unjust reality that they were victims of 

persecution. In the bureaucratic mindset, they are simply fugitives to be caught. 

In summary, Jews in these records are identified, pursued, and eliminated with striking 

bluntness, which chillingly mirrors the Holocaust’s bureaucratic side. The documents’ 

purpose wasn’t to detail the atrocities against Jews (they are policing records, not camp 

reports), but the way they talk about Jews – as numbered fugitives, as “the Jew so-and-so,” as 

already marked for death – reflects the Nazi state’s genocidal priorities. The broader 

ideological objective of “cleansing” Europe of Jews underpins these mundane memos and 

bulletins. 

Handling of Soviet POWs and Other Prisoners 

Soviet prisoners of war (POWs) and other detainees (like political prisoners or forced labor 

prisoners) figure in the collection primarily as escapees to be recaptured. The Nazi 

treatment of Soviet POWs was notoriously brutal – they were regarded as Untermenschen 

(subhumans) under Nazi racial ideology, and more than half of the Soviet POWs in German 

custody died in captivity. The records here show that those who tried to flee were relentlessly 

hunted. 

Several bulletins list Soviet POW officers who escaped from labor details. For example, a 

special issue in mid-1944 (likely included to contextualize the 1943 material) lists four Soviet 

officers who escaped from Work Command No. 3308 in Bavaria, complete with their 

personal details and physical traits. It notes that two of them are pictured below, and urges 

strong efforts to capture them. The heading “Entwichene Kriegsgefangene” (“Escaped 

prisoners of war”) appears in these bulletins, indicating a dedicated section for such incidents. 

The fact that escaped POWs warranted a special bulletin from the Reich Criminal Police 

Office (Reichskriminalpolizeiamt) shows how seriously the Nazis took it – escaped Soviets 

were security threats, potential partisans or sources of intelligence for the enemy, and 

ideologically they could not be allowed to succeed in evading German power. 

Interestingly, the documents sometimes also highlight whether a Soviet POW was Jewish 

or a commissar, etc., when known. In one list of captured Soviet officers (possibly political 

officers), one name is followed by “(Jude)”. This detail aligns with the notorious 

Kommissarbefehl (Commissar Order) and anti-Jewish policies – Soviet political officers and 

Jews in uniform were often summarily executed. By flagging an individual as a Jew in a 



POW context, the document makes clear that person’s particularly disfavored status. We can 

infer that such a POW, if caught, faced extremely harsh treatment or execution rather than 

routine imprisonment. 

Beyond Soviet military POWs, other prisoners (such as concentration camp inmates or local 

jail escapees) are treated similarly in the record – listed as fugitives. The context of each case 

may not be fully explained in the terse bulletins, but the pattern is that any escape from the 

Nazi carceral system was intolerable. Whether it’s a Polish woman escaping a Gestapo 

prison, or common criminals breaking out of a local jail, the notices issue wide alerts to 

regain control. The overall picture is that the Nazi state, by 1942–43, had built a vast system 

of prisons, camps, and forced labor sites, and it relied on constant documentation and 

communication to maintain that system. Every prisoner had a number, every escape or 

release had to be accounted for. This served both practical security and the ideological aim of 

total domination over those deemed enemies or inferiors. 

Approach to Criminality and Social Order 

The records also reflect how the Nazi regime approached crime and social order on the home 

front during the war. Despite the extraordinary conditions of wartime, the Nazi police 

continued to police conventional crimes (theft, fraud, murder) with vigor – partly because 

Nazi ideology stressed maintaining order and “cleansing” society of criminal or “asocial” 

elements, and partly because the war economy couldn’t afford chaos or black-market 

disruptions. The Kriminalpolizei (criminal police) entries show a range of crimes being 

documented: thefts of bicycles and radios, fraud schemes, even instances of persons posing 

as officials to steal or beg. For example, one entry describes an unknown man who appeared 

in a pub impersonating a RAD (Reich Labor Service) man with an ID and told a sob story 

to solicit money. Another details a case of a “diebischer RAD-Mann” (thieving RAD man) 

who deserted his labor service post and left behind stolen items. The fact that such relatively 

petty swindles and thefts made it into nationwide police bulletins suggests a zero-tolerance 

policy for any disorder – even during total war, the Nazi police state was not solely focused 

on political enemies but also on ordinary criminals, whom they saw as a threat to the 

Volksgemeinschaft (national community). 

The treatment of criminals was often draconian, especially for repeat offenders. The bulletins 

sometimes mention if someone had previous convictions or had been expelled from certain 

areas. One fugitive is noted as “bekannt und 1942 wegen verschiedener Straftaten 

ausgewiesen worden” (well-known [to police] and expelled in 1942 for various offenses). 

This hints at the practice of sending habitual criminals to concentration camps as “asocials” 

under the Vorbeugungshaft (preventive arrest) system. Indeed, a professional criminal on the 

loose would likely be sent to a camp once caught, rather than through normal court, 

especially by 1943 when the regime grew less concerned with legal niceties. The language in 

the records is strictly impersonal and administrative even for gruesome events. If a murderer 

is caught or a body found, the report sticks to facts, dates, and file numbers. This bureaucratic 

tone in dealing with crime reflects the Nazi view that criminals were another category of state 

enemy to be systematically removed or corrected. 

Additionally, these records illustrate how wartime conditions created new categories of 

crime that the police monitored. There are references to “Kriegswirtschaftsverbrechen” 

(war-economy crimes), meaning violations of rationing and black market activities. The 

inclusion of such cases shows the regime’s prioritization of economic order – hoarding or 



stealing rationed goods was treated almost as sabotage. The documents also show concern for 

looting during bombing raids (one entry notes thefts in air-raid shelters in Dresden during a 

raid). The Nazi state thus extended its oppressive control to every facet of life: one was to be 

not only politically loyal and racially pure, but also law-abiding and productive, especially 

under the stresses of war. 

In summary, the collection’s handling of criminals and social order demonstrates the Nazi 

fusion of traditional policing with ideological policing. Every common thief was, in Nazi 

eyes, partly a moral failing to be expunged for the health of the nation. The meticulous 

documentation and pursuit of such individuals during 1942–43 underline how the regime’s 

values of order, discipline, and racial purity permeated even mundane police work. 

Bureaucratic Language and Visual Symbols 

The documents in this file are characterized by a distinctive bureaucratic language and 

array of visual symbols emblematic of the Nazi state. The language throughout is formal, 

terse, and filled with official jargon and abbreviations. Entries often begin with case numbers 

and codes (e.g., “881.J/43 I K. 27.7.43. Kd Lemberg”, which appears to reference an internal 

file and the issuing office). Communication is in an impersonal third-person, passive voice 

(“es wird bestätigt…” – “it is hereby certified...”) for certifications, or imperative and clipped 

phrases for bulletins (“Festnahme!” – “Arrest [them]!”). This detached tone was intentional, 

projecting the authority and objectivity of the state. Even when describing human traits or 

violent outcomes, the language remains dry. For example, the note of someone being shot 

during arrest is given without emotive language – “erschossen” (shot) is stated as a fact 

alongside the date. Such clinical description of violence is a hallmark of oppressive 

bureaucracies, as it normalizes repression as routine administrative business. 

The visual presentation of these documents also reinforced Nazi authority. Many documents 

were printed on official letterheads or forms bearing the Nazi Reichsadler (the imperial eagle 

gripping a swastika). In the examples extracted from the file, we see stamps like the circular 

seal of “Reichsbauamt V” with an eagle and swastika on the labor certificate【28†image】, 

and the Kolmar police certificate stamped by the Oberbürgermeister’s office, also featuring 

an eagle emblem【30†image】. These symbols served as constant visual affirmation of state 

power. Any recipient of such a document would immediately recognize the insignia of Nazi 

Germany, conveying that this paper carries the weight of law and authority. The use of 

Gothic script in some headings (e.g., the word “BESCHEINIGUNG” at the top of 

certificates) and the blackletter font in pre-printed form text was also typical, as the Nazis 

initially favored traditional German fonts to project a sense of historical legitimacy (though 

they later switched to more modern fonts for clarity). 

Notices in the police bulletins sometimes carry headers like “Nur für deutsche Behörden 

bestimmt” (“Only for German authorities”). This phrase, seen in the special issue of the 

Kriminalpolizei-Blatt, is a form of classification marking – indicating the document is not for 

public distribution, only for official use. It’s often accompanied by instructions to keep the 

document “unter Verschluß” (under lock and key) after use. This kind of marking is both a 

linguistic and visual symbol of the secretive, classified nature of Nazi security bureaucracy. It 

tells us that the regime had an internal hierarchy of information control, a hallmark of a 

police state where information itself is tightly regulated. 



In the phrasing of orders and reports, we also see a coded efficiency. Abbreviations abound, 

such as “KPSt” (probably Kriminalpolizeistelle), “Gestapo L” or references to RSHA, SD, 

etc.. To a reader at the time, these would be well-understood, but to outsiders they form a 

kind of bureaucratic cryptogram – again underscoring that these documents were by the 

bureaucracy for the bureaucracy. The style gives an impression of a highly organized, 

regimented system. Every entry, even if describing chaotic events like bomb aftermath or 

fugitive chases, is formatted and numbered as part of an orderly report. This bureaucratic 

rigor was a conscious part of Nazi governance: it gave a veneer of law and order to even the 

most lawless acts. 

In sum, the language and symbols in these documents – the officious tone, the proliferation of 

Nazi emblems, stamps, seals, and the classification notes – all worked together to assert state 

authority. They remind us that the Nazi regime wielded not only brute force, but also the 

power of paperwork and symbolism. A simple stamp with a swastika on a form could mean 

life or death, freedom or prison, for the person described. Through these means, the regime’s 

values and presence were imprinted on every piece of documentation circulating in 1942–43. 

The Treatment of Human Individuality in Nazi Record-

Keeping 

Perhaps one of the most striking aspects of these records is how they handle (or rather efface) 

human individuality. The people documented in this file – whether an ordinary foreign 

laborer, a German citizen on an ID card, a Jewish escapee, or a criminal – are all reduced to 

standardized descriptors, numbers, and categories. The Nazi record-keeping system treated 

individuals as abstract cases defined by their race, role, or offense, rather than as persons 

with unique identities or rights. 

Personal names do appear, of course, but almost always coupled with identifying tags: a 

nationality or ethnicity label, a birth date, a prisoner or file number. In many entries, the 

label even comes before the name, as seen with Jews and foreigners (e.g. “Jude Salomon 

Rosenbaum…” or “Pole Stanislaus W…”). This linguistic structure literally prioritizes the 

category over the individual. In the case of the French worker Loupin, the certificate calls 

him “der Arbeiter Loupin Victor, Nationalität franz.” – essentially defining him by his 

function (worker) and nationality before his personal name is even fully given. The person 

becomes an entry in a form, filling in slots like “Name, Birthdate, Nationality, Height, Eye 

color, etc.” with typed or stamped text. The Kolmar ID certificate even includes fingerprints 

and a physical description checklist【30†image】, which, while uniquely identifying, are 

impersonal biometric data points rather than any subjective understanding of the person. 

The bureaucratic obsession with physical description in the bulletins further illustrates this 

reduction of people to traits. Many wanted notices include a line “Beschr.: [Etwa 40 J., 1,80 

m, schlank, etc.]” describing height, build, hair and eye color, even peculiar marks. It reads 

like a catalog entry for an object. No matter how intimate or humanizing a detail might be – 

such as someone having “gepflegte Hände” (well-groomed hands) as noted in one case – it is 

presented clinically, as just another identifying marker. There is no mention of the person’s 

thoughts, feelings, or circumstances beyond what’s relevant to identification and capture. 

This reflects a broader trend: the Nazi regime’s paperwork stripped away human individuality 

to make administration easier. It’s easier to hunt “a 25-year-old 1.75m blonde Jew” than to 



acknowledge the individuality of, say, Josef who once was a father or a musician. The system 

deliberately avoided humanizing its subjects. 

Another way individuality was suppressed is through the sheer scale and interchangeability 

implied in documents. When we see lists of foreign workers or escapees, each with a number 

or one among many, it sends the message that these people are units in a system. For 

example, a bulletin might list multiple Soviet officers with their POW numbers or a series of 

unidentified children found after a bombing with reference numbers. Each entry is like a line 

in a ledger. The presence of serial numbers (Gef.-Nr., or police file numbers) reinforces that 

people were accounted for as one might inventory equipment. 

The tone of the documents never acknowledges personal stories or nuance. If someone is 

a repeat offender or has a background, it’s only noted insofar as it’s relevant to the state: e.g., 

“was in Wehrmacht until March 43, discharged due to stomach illness” is mentioned about 

one fugitive, purely to aid in evaluating his threat or likely whereabouts. There’s no empathy 

or further interest. The sole concern is: where does this individual fit in the state’s framework 

(Aryan or Jew? Worker or shirker? Useful or disposable?) and what should be done with 

them according to policy. 

This treatment of humans as faceless entries was not accidental. It was a crucial feature of 

how the Nazi state could perpetrate extreme oppression and genocide. Bureaucratically 

dehumanizing people made it psychologically easier for officials to order their transport, 

forced labor, or execution. When reading these documents, one is struck by how normal and 

routine it all sounds – and that is precisely the danger. A phrase like “die 

Jüdin...wurde...erschossen” (the Jew [female] ... was shot) is delivered with the same 

bureaucratic finality as a note about a stolen bicycle being recovered. The system had 

effectively erased the line between administrating things and administrating lives. 

In conclusion on this point, the records reflect a complete subordination of individual identity 

to the Nazi state’s categories and needs. People are seen not as persons but as cases, numbers, 

or members of a group. Any sense of personal identity – what we might find in diaries, 

letters, or even trial records – is absent. Instead, we have the cold notations of a machine-like 

administration. This dehumanization in documentation was both a symptom and a facilitator 

of the Nazis’ inhumane goals. It allowed vast crimes to be managed via paperwork, with 

clerks and officers focusing on forms, stamps, and numbers, not the human lives those 

represented. 

Reflection: Values and Priorities of the Nazi State in 1942–

1943 

Taken together, the content of German Wartime Administrative and Identity Records (1942–

1943) offers a revealing reflection of the Nazi state’s values and priorities during a critical 

phase of World War II. The meticulous record-keeping and the nature of these documents 

underscore a few overarching themes in Nazi governance at that time: 

• Total Control and Surveillance: The Nazi regime valued complete oversight of the 

population – Germans and occupied peoples alike. Every individual had to be 

documented, classified, and trackable. The fact that the bureaucracy produced and 

circulated forms for something as minor as a worker’s ID being out for stamping, or 



detailed lists of petty thefts, shows an insistence on monitoring every aspect of life. 

This was a police state ethos: nothing is too small to escape notice if it affects order or 

the war effort. The presence of fingerprints, photographs, physical metrics, and serial 

numbers on ID documents and police reports exemplifies the desire to leave nothing 

to uncertainty. It’s a quest for an almost panoptic understanding of the populace. 

• Obedience and Discipline: The records repeatedly emphasize arresting those who 

step out of line – whether soldiers who deserted, foreign workers who fled, or anyone 

defying regulations. The Nazi state in 1942–43, facing military challenges after 

Stalingrad, doubled down on internal discipline. These documents show that harsh 

punishment for disobedience was not just a threat but a regularly executed policy (as 

seen in orders to shoot escapees and the reportage of summary executions). The value 

here was that loyalty and duty to the Reich were paramount; anyone failing in that 

was expendable or to be made an example of. This is closely tied to the war – 

Germany needed every soldier in line and every worker at their post, and was brutally 

unforgiving when they faltered. 

• Racial Purity and Hierarchy: The Nazi racial world view permeates the records. 

The differentiation between Aryan and non-Aryan is explicit (for instance, the 

certificate that bothers to certify someone’s Alsatian/German blood). The obsessive 

tagging of Jews in every context, even when describing a crime unrelated to their 

Jewishness, highlights that racist ideology was always in play. Likewise, we see that 

Slavs (e.g. Polish or Russian individuals) and other ethnic groups are identified and 

often treated with more severity. The values of racial purity – removing Jews, 

controlling Slavs, incorporating “ethnic Germans” from annexed territories – are 

reflected in who is being hunted and how they are described. The presence of 

“Ausländische Arbeiter” (foreign workers) documents and Judenlager escapes in the 

same file underscores the two-front racial policy: exploit the “valuable” foreigners for 

labor but prevent them from polluting or destabilizing the German realm, and 

exterminate or fully suppress those deemed racial enemies like the Jews. 

• Mobilization for War: Underpinning many documents is the priority of maintaining 

the war machine. The labor records exist because Germany had a labor shortage and 

was utilizing millions of foreigners; the travel restrictions and tightly organized 

furlough trains show how even rest periods were orchestrated to keep workers 

efficient and accounted for. The crackdown on crimes like black market dealings 

relates to keeping the war economy stable. The pursuit of deserters is obviously to 

maintain military strength. Even the internal SS/Gestapo staff evaluations mentioned 

in the file point to an environment where everyone is being pushed to perform for 

victory. The value here is a kind of militaristic efficiency – Alles für den Krieg 

(everything for the war). Individual inconvenience or rights meant nothing compared 

to the needs of the state at war. 

• Bureaucratic Orderliness: Finally, the Nazi state in these records shows a self-

image of being highly orderly, systematic, and modern (despite the reactionary 

ideology). The neatly numbered bulletins, the standardized forms, the multi-copy 

certificates all reflect a belief in Ordnung (order) as a German virtue. The 

administration took pride in its paperwork as much as its panzers. This sometimes 

meant cloaking atrocities in bureaucratic language to maintain a sense of normalcy. It 

also meant that huge oppressive undertakings – like the roundup of Jews or managing 

of forced labor – were carried out via mundane office procedures. That speaks to a 

priority of the regime: to legitimize and normalize its actions through a facade of 

legalistic procedure and exhaustive documentation. In Nazi values, might made right, 



but it was often papered over with files and stamps to give it a semblance of righteous 

order. 

In conclusion, the German Wartime Administrative and Identity Records (1942–1943) may at 

first glance appear to be just dry bureaucratic paperwork from a bygone era. Yet, when 

analyzed, they vividly illustrate the nature of the Nazi state. They show a regime that was 

invasive and paranoid, ideological and ruthless, yet also methodical and bureaucratically 

efficient. The content, purpose, and style of these documents collectively affirm that Nazi 

Germany in 1942–1943 was a hyper-organized dictatorship relentlessly pursuing its 

radical goals – a state that viewed people not as individuals but as cogs in a racial-war 

machine, to be managed, exploited, or eradicated according to grand designs. The tragedy, 

evident between the lines of these files, is how effectively ordinary tools of administration 

were turned into instruments of tyranny. 

Sources: The analysis above is based on information and excerpts from German Wartime 

Administrative and Identity Records (1942–1943), including translated content and direct 

quotations from the documents and others as cited throughout. These primary sources include 

Nazi police circulars, official identity certificates, and administrative correspondence from 

1942–1943, which together provide insight into the bureaucratic mechanisms of Nazi control. 

 


