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W
hen a historian sets out to study the history of an institution or an organi­
zation, ideally, they have a neatly organized archive on their subject at their 
disposal. Consulting such a treasure trove of chronicles is the most common 
wav to retrace, reconstruct, and analyze the past of that subject, be it an organization or 

an institution. But when revolutionary changes force institutional metamorphosis, the 
idyllic dream ceases, and the precious archives get lost in the mists of transition from one 
regime to another. As such, our historian is compelled to recreate the past from disparate 
remnants, scattered and compromised by the tumultuous nature of post-revolutionary 
change.

This kind of postwar account is exactly what this article is about. It is a tale relevant 
not only in the context of Romania, but of all of Eastern Europe in the days following 
World War II. Thus, the topic of this study is the fate of the archives of the former Ger­
man Ethnic Group (geg) in Romania, an organization that allegedly represented the 
interests of the country’s German minority, but in fact acted as an extension of the Reich 
in Romania.1

This article aims to fill in some blanks regarding these archives’ postwar journey. 
Such reconstruction and analysis, even if fragmented and incomplete, could pave the 
way for understanding the current archival landscape in Romania as it relates to the 
geg. It will not only explain where the geg archives ended up, but also how the political 
changes that had started in August 1944 led to these records’ destruction, seizure, dis­
tribution, and later reconstruction in relation to the legislation and the operative needs 
of different institutions in communist Romania. In other words, I will attempt to trace 
the archives created by the geg up until 23 August 1944, and determine which of these 
documents were taken over by the Romanian state and how or what thev were used for, 
and where they were kept.

I would like to start with several methodological and technical remarks. First of all, 
although the Nazi-controlled organization that operated in Romania had an essentially 
centralized structure, the regional archives of its entities enjoyed relative autonomy. The
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geg archive differs from the archives of the German minority and the institutions of the 
German community in Romania (which preserved most of its archives quite well). It 
is not a unitary archive because its creators never classified it as such. The documents 
comprising it were created and managed in several places: the organization’s central 
headquarters in Brașov; the regional headquarters of the three regions—Banat, the so- 
called Mountain Region (covering some key industrial areas), and Transylvania (with 
centers in Timișoara, Deva, Sibiu); the Kreis (counties); Orts (the equivalent of districts) 
and localities (townships and rural communities).2 Each one of these was structured into 
sections: labor, women, farmers or workers, finances, propaganda and press, school, 
health, legal, statistics, etc. This does not mean that these archives were completely free 
of the organization’s matrix in the pattern of their structure, but that their archival clas­
sification had a certain degree of freedom and diversity derived from the context of their 
war-torn time.3

Secondly, it is worth noting that we focus our attention only on organizational docu­
ments instrumentalized by the Romanian state and its institutions after 23 August 1944. 
The fate of other institutional archives of the German communities (be they church- 
related, financial, administrative, etc.) is not included in this analysis.

Thirdly, the sources we have consulted come from two archival horizons: the first 
is the former Securitate archives, which had the most significant contribution to our 
research, since most of the geg’s archives found their way there for operational reasons;4 
the second is the Romanian National Archives, both central and local, which took other 
fragments of the geg’s institutional archives and related structures.

Our journey into these two archival universes is guided by different rules of archival 
selection, classification and operationalization. If in the case of the National Archives 
and its territorial units, the criteria for sorting, indexing, and archiving are relatively 
transparent and stick to the legislation of their era, in the case of the Securitate things are 
more complicated. For example, the institution inherited some archives (from the army, 
the Romanian Secret Service, the police, gendarmerie, etc.), but it also collected, created 
or generated documents that enriched the archives. That is, it reorganized and restruc­
tured the archive; it collated the archive’s original files with files from other archives; it 
created new files; it reduced or took out the old files; or any combination of the above, 
all to better serve the operative interests for which these were processed.5 This makes it 
all the more difficult to determine what happened to archives that “went live,” depend­
ing on the specific temporary objectives of a secretive agency concerned with managing 
threats (as opposed to managing archives). In the following pages I will tty to address 
the problem at hand in three distinct parts. In the first, I will attempt to discuss the initial 
state of the geg archives when they were first taken over, starting from the fall of 1944 
and up to the beginning of 1946. Then, I will outline the problem of structuring these 
documents in different archival domains after they have been selected. Last but-not least, 
we will tty to describe the process of enriching these archival sources by the institutions 
which had them in custody—the trajectory of these archives. In doing so, I will also 
identify the documents that survived the selection and are now available for historians to 
study the geg in particular, and the Nazi movement in Romania in general.
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T
in-: turning point of 23 August 1944 influenced the German minority as well, 
as it had been integrated into the German Ethnic Group and was the subject of 
some political and legal actions which affected the formerly Nazi organization.

After Romania turned against Germany and joined the Allies, and the Soviets moved 
rapidlv across Romanian territory, the legislation changed drastically for the worst for 
the country’s German minority. The Romanian police started detaining people that had 
been identified as key members of the geg. The process accelerated under pressure from 
the Allied Control Commission, with the authorities issuing Minister of the Interior 
Ordinances no. 4036 and no. 4061 on 11 November 1944, regarding the detention, 
selection and internment in camps of citizens suspected of collaboration with Hitler’s 
regime, or bv Law no. 18 regarding the dissolution of fascist Hitlerite organizations. Ex­
traordinary7 legal frameworks were established in relation to the members of the German 
community. Furthermore, at the express order of the commission, many ethnic Germans 
from Romania were deported to the ussr to take part in the so-called “reconstruction 
work” starting from January7 1945, as part of the postwar reparations. Those that re­
mained were deprived, either by law or by administrative decision, of their political 
rights,6 and suffered impoverishment and social marginalization/ even if they did retain 
some of their cultural and educational rights.

In the spring and summer of 1944, in the complicated political context before and 
during the coup d’etat against Antonescu, the leaders of the geg decided to prepare not 
only for victory, but also for the eventuality of an evacuation. The pressure of the So­
viet army’s advance from the east along with the rising tension within Romania meant 
that the working scenarios of Andreas Schmidt and his associates oscillated between 
maximalist power grabs like the Germans tried to do in Hungary7 in March 1945, and 
a desperate attempt to cut their losses and shelter the postwar destinies of the German 
communities in Romania. The latter created the special task of figuring out what to do 
with the geg’s paper trail. Along this line, in the summer of 1944, some of the geg’s 
archives from its Kreis headquarters were moved to more peripheral regions, where 
the relative safety of smaller towns meant that they would be less prone to raids and 
inspections.9 This strategy7 of displacing the archives was meant to protect, as it was a 
way to obscure data and hide files that could later be used against members of the geg. 
This migration of documents might not have been a grand gesture, but it affected the 
way they were organized at the level of the entities that managed them. In August 1944, 
when Romania switched sides and started fighting against the Axis, the geg representa­
tives were in a rush to destroy or move some of the important parts of the archives.10 De­
spite this effort, a substantial part of them fell into the hands of Romanian military7 and 
law enforcement as soon as the country7 changed its allegiance.11 The takeover was not 
systematic, but rather an ad hoc occupation of the geg’s offices throughout the country7. 
In the absence of clear orders or an organized strategy; the military7 and the police tried 
to protect the documents by putting them under guard or, in some cases, sealing them 
until new orders came.

All through the fall of 1944, there was no clear strategy7 from the central authorities 
on how to manage the geg archives. If the arrest and pursuit of geg leaders proved to 
be a major concern in the very7 context of the fighting—with the police detaining the 
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remaining ones and then sending them to camps—the fate of the archives was not high 
on the priority list.12 The war, talks of an armistice, and political crises took precedence 
over this problem, which was marginal on the government’s agenda. The archives were 
simply out of sight and out of mind, so much so that concerning the dissolution of the 
geg and the management of its assets, there is no evidence in the legislative material 
of the time that any of the ministers and the specialists in Prime Minister Constantin 
Sănătescu’s government even had access to them.13 For example, when trying to define 
the German population’s membership in the geg, Sabin Manuilă, who was the rappor­
teur of the laws, invoked the registers opened by the Ministry of the Interior at city halls 
across the country, so citizens could declare their ethnicity during the war, in addition 
to statistical data.14 We know for a fact that the geg conducted a census of the German 
population in January 1943, and that it was then monitored by the Romanian authori­
ties, yet it was never taken into account.15

This reality is even better defined if we follow a few of the instances where territo­
rial archives of the geg were moved. In the beginning, they were taken into custody by 
the military and the police without a clear order as to what to do with them. In some 
places, the new local administration established by the National Democratic Bloc or by 
their allies ordered the immediate takeover of the geg’s headquarters. In Deva, on 28 
August 1944, at the request of Petru Groza, the leader of the Ploughmen’s Front, the 
geg headquarters was surrendered to his party. The archives were stored in the building’s 
basement, in a sealed room in the custody of Groza’s deputy, Augustin Almășan, who 
was later appointed the county’s prefect. In the fall, Almășan turned the archives over to 
the local Soviet command for investigation. As a result, the police couldn’t access them 
until January 1945.16

This happened in many other places in Romania where geg archives were neither 
accessible nor complete.17 As the situation wasn’t clear, on 6 November 1944, the Min­
istry of War asked to synthesize the archives at the level of the Ministry of the Interior. 
Thus, as of 14 December 1944, through the General Directorate of Police, the Ministry 
of tiie Interior made an inventory of the situation of these territorial documents from 
the regions of Banat and Mountain Region. The result was a relatively conclusive one: 
in Timișoara, the local police claimed the former geg offices as their headquarters, and 
that hadn’t moved the archives; the Deva and Hunedoara archives were sealed in the 
organization’s former offices; the archives from Hațeg, Orăștie, Lupeni, Petroșani, Brad, 
Lugoj, Alba Iulia, Dumbrăveni, Mediaș, Blaj, Abrud, and Tâmăveni were at the police 
stations of their respective municipalities; the Reșița archive had been destroyed when 
the town was occupied on 5 September 1944; the archive in Arad disappeared after it 
had been taken over from Dr. Almășan by the Soviet commandant without a proper 
procedure; the archives in Ora vița met a similar fate, only they had been taken over by 
the retreating German troops.18 Then came reports from Brașov and Sibiu, which finally 
completed the picture with regards to what had happened to these archival collections.19 
The cooperation between the police, the military and the intelligence services produced 
a clearer, more detailed map of where everything was, without screening or processing 
the archives, which would have compromised them.20
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The Allied Control Commission, in charge of recovering as many wartime archives 
as possible, gave an incentive to that end. At the end of September 1944, the General 
Staffs Operations Department was requested by General Fedor Fcdenko to turn over 
all correspondence between the Romanian leader Ion Antonescu and Adolf Hitler, as 
well as other German military figures. They initially refused, but then surrendered cop­
ies of some letters, and eventually gave in to the pressures from Fcdenko and Rodion 
Malinovsky. A small portion of those letters was handed over before November 1944, 
and the rest fell in Soviet hands only after the establishment of a government led by Dr. 
Groza. At the Allied Control Commission’s request and conforming to Resolutive Order 
no. 20251 of Minister Constantin Vasiliu-Rășcanu, on 17 May 1945, all the Romanian 
army’s operation logs from 21 June 1941 to 23 August 1944 (four military crates con­
taining almost one thousand extremely important files and maps) were transferred into 
Soviet custody.21 In the context of launching reconstruction operations in the ussr,22 
the Soviets realized the scarcity of documents that would support identifying candidates 
for forced labor.23 The lack of name lists that would allow the immediate identification 
and subsequent deportation of the culprits meant that by 15 January 1945, “all archives 
of the pro-fascist militarized organizations that were disbanded, as well as all existing 
related materials were to be turned in.”24 The order came suddenly, by telephone, on 12 
January, urgendy requesting tables containing all the archives requisitioned from these 
disbanded organizations pursuant to Art. 2 of the Armistice Convention, along with 
Law no. 485 from 7 October 1944. Its dissemination across Romania was accompanied 
by an express order to hand over all archival materials to the local police by 16 January 
1945. But this didn’t happen. Instead, it was a continuing process, but in the context 
of the request, many geo. archival collections that were taken into custody were flagged.

The party' most interested in the takeover of these archives was the Romanian Secret 
Service. A report by the head of the Fourth Bureau of Minorities at the Secret Service, 
Agenor Aurite, from 7 February 1945, requested approval for a trip to Brașov, Sibiu, 
Aiud, and Turda to study those archives. It was granted quickly this time, and he went 
on a fourteen-day visit to these cities to research the archives’ contents. Following his 
tour, he prepared a brief but substantial report in which he highlv valued the seized geg 
documents in Brașov and Sibiu, and the documents of the Hungarian communitv in Ro­
mania in Aiud.25 He then asked for approval to have R. Hari ton, the head of the team, 
join him urgently to help sort through the material.

After this, Agenor Aurite went on to take over the geg archives in some towns in 
the Prahova Valley. It seems that the catalyst for this visit was a 24 Januarv address from 
the Counterintelligence Bureau in Section II of the General Staff, announcing that the 
Secret Service was in possession of the Prahova Valley geg archives, and that if a delegate 
did not arrive to study the documents, they would be destroyed.26 Again the visit was 
approved quickly, and it was established that the operation would begin after the visit 
of Chief of the Bureau of Minorities at the Secret Service, Agenor Aurite, at the end of 
February. On the basis of an inventory list, he took over sixteen registers with national 
reports found in Bușteni, Sinaia and Valea Țapului, and twentv other archival units that 
included various correspondence, but also files of members, ss recruitments, and eco­
nomic and administrative documents. These were then taken to Bucharest, where they 
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were again sorted and reported to the superiors, who then concluded that the rest of the 
documents were unimportant and therefore ordered their destruction.2'

In light of the government crisis at the end of February and early March 1945, 
which led to the Democratic National Front rise to power through blackmail, the Secret 
Service’s processing of the geg archives was postponed. Nonetheless, the institutions 
involved continued to exchange information about the fate of the geg archives and con­
ducted several inquiries, while competing to find the core of them. Finally, the represen­
tatives of the Secret Service, Agenor Aurite (25-27 April) and R. Hanton (30 April-5 
May), left for Brașov to consult the archive of the geg central headquarters. According 
to a previous announcement from the end of 1944, the archive was ultimately found at 
the local police and at the Romanian Army’s Mountain Troops. On 28 February the lo­
cal police had taken the documents from the army, so the documents were only handled 
by the police. This time, the documents were ravaged and stored in the building’s attic, 
with many of the files emptied. As a result, Hariton consulted 150 random files that 
were still in good condition. He kept twenty-two of them to be urgently transported to 
Bucharest,28 asking to retain the option of transporting the rest if needed. He thought 
that the documents he had seen were but a small part of the archive, and an unimportant 
one, at that. Specifically, he was talking about the thirteen geg offices of the headquar­
ters in Brașov. According to some witness accounts and declarations made by police 
members, the other documents had been destroyed in August 1944. Following the ad­
ministrative steps of 17-24 July 1947,29 the majority of the files inspected by Hari ton 
were transferred from Brașov to Bucharest.30 There, they were processed in order to try 
and fill in the blanks using other archival materials brought in from different parts of the 
country, as the Secret Service tried to create distinct archival collections.

In the first few years of the postwar period there was a new player on the market 
for access to these documents—the General Commissariat for the Administration and 
Liquidation of geg Assets.31 It had been created on 3 January 1945, through Decree 
2/1945, as part of the Ministry of National Economy, as the executor of the Romanian 
State’s rights regarding the geg. With an extended economic mandate—with the goal of 
optimizing the profit from the geg’s assets—this agency outranked other state institu­
tions that dealt with the organization’s dissolution. As a result, the General Commis­
sariat also had unrestricted access to the geg’s archives for the purpose of identifying, 
confiscating or seizing assets, having total control over the archives’ management.

Like anv other institution specific to this transitional period, its beginnings were dif­
ficult. First, in addition to its central headquarters, it acquired the right to have another 
four territorial branches in Brașov, Sighișoara, Sibiu and Timișoara. As early as Novem­
ber 1944, before its legal framework was even defined, Transylvanian Social Democrat 
Iosif Jumanca was appointed as the General Commissariat’s commissioner.32 He took 
over the role gradually, acting to finalize the organization’s structure,33 but also to iden­
tify the assets he had been assigned to manage, which is why he made a point out of 
assuming control of the geg’s archives. Acknowledging that they were being handled 
by the Secret Service, he intervened with the General Directorate of the Police so that 
they cither ended up at the commissariat or remained at their original location where 
they could be accessed. And so, after in June 1945 he managed to prevent the transfer of 



114 • Transylvanian Rlvilw • Vol. XXXI, Supplement No. 2 (2022)

the archives of the Saxon University (the self-governing institution of the Transylvanian 
Saxons from Late Middle Ages and until the second part of nineteenth century) to Cluj, 
on 3 August, he asked for permission to consult and inventory it. During the war, these 
archives had been incorporated into the geg Research Institute, and renamed the Tran­
sylvanian National Archives.34 Subsequently, Jumanca considered these archives histori­
cally significant and asked to be permitted to inventory them, process the relevant parts 
and return them to the Romanian State Archives. On 14 August, he got the approval 
from the Ministry of the Interior,35 then from the Ministry of Education, which, follow­
ing Jumanca’s efforts, established a State Archives Directorate for the Sibiu, Alba and 
Hunedoara counties.36 By the end of the month, its director, Gheorghe Duzinchievici, 
t(x>k over the entire Saxon archive.3’ It was delivered without being inventoried first, 
because according to Police Inspector Ioan Armcanu, “that’s how it was taken, as it was 
lying around in the building when they got to it.”38 Still, it was on this occasion that 
Duzinchievici also learned that the other relevant documents that he requested were in 
the town of Agnita.39 As he failed to get a timely response from Bucharest, on 8 October 
1945 he sent an official letter in which he highlighted the importance of completing the 
archival collections of the geg. He asked the Central Police Headquarters in Bucharest 
to recover all the geg Research Institute documents that had been moved to Agnita, 
where the institute operated during those months. He also suggested they “conduct 
simultaneous investigations of all German institutions and the families of Transylvanian 
Saxons’ leaders (throughout the country) where documents had been filed.” He also 
targeted Transylvanian Saxon churches and presbyteries, even the episcopate.40 Though 
Duzinchievici could not get his hands on the Agnita archives then, he completed his mis­
sion in 1946-1948, integrating it with the Sibiu archival collections.41

In any case, his initiative cooled down the Secret Service’s intentions of taking over 
the other geg documents in the territory managed by the police. In addition, his col­
laboration with the General Commissariat, and specifically Iosif Jumanca, paved the wav 
to a more comprehensive approach to handling the gel; archives. Thus, on 7 October 
1945, Jumanca sent a protest to the General Directorate of Police and State Security: 
the regional police had refused to hand over the geg archives and documents they had 
taken over between 23 August 1944 and 1 January 1945. Jumanca requested an order 
for the urgent delivery of the archives from the following locations: Brașov (for Brașov 
and Hgăraș), Sibiu (Sibiu, Alba, Hunedoara), Sighișoara (Turda, Târnava Mare and 
Târnava Mică), Timișoara (Caraș, Timiș-Torontal, Arad and Severin), and the General 
Commissariat for the rest of the country.42

On the surface, things seemed to be going well. A week later, a memo arrived from 
the General Directorate of the Police, no. 25748S of 12 October 1945, asking police sta­
tions holding such archives to hand over their inventories to the General Commissariat, 
to identify assets for liquidation (with execution reports).43 Bv 15 October, this was 
done partially, which led to an operation that had Commissariat representatives visit, 
search and sort these archives. And so, the geg archive that the Secret Service had left 
in Brașov was visited on 20-29 November by Director Traian Bădăluță of the General 
Commissariat.44 According to his report from 1 December 1945, he had extracted the 
files and documents that were relevant to his institution.45 The remaining archives were 
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also processed by the local offices of the Siguranța (the predecessor of the Securitate) 
until German-speaking officers were dismissed from duty; In December 1946, at the re­
quest of Duzinchievici, the Sibiu prefect asked the Ministry of the Interior to transfer the 
files from the Brașov archive to Sibiu, where other geg archives had already been sent.46 
The response of the Baicu police department in Brașov from 10 January 1947 specified 
that it only had 200 files left, three crates with personal files, which had to remain there 
so they can be of use to the Siguranța.47 It seems that that is where these files remained, 
for we have not been able to find out any further details of their whereabouts.48

The Commissariat’s efforts to retrieve or consult the geg’s archives continued. Other 
communications from the fall of 1945, from the regional inspectorate in Cluj, confirmed 
that the Turda archives had been destroyed, and the Alba archives were not accessible, 
though the inventories of both had been sent to the Commissariat.49 A correspondence 
with the Alba Inspectorate followed, in which they were requested to send the geg ar­
chives to Sibiu by post. Inspector Mihai Patriciu rejected the request, insisting that the 
archives had already been taken away by Major Buchili of the Allied Control Commis­
sion and that the task of the police was just to guard the files.50 Finally, the few files that 
the Commissariat representatives managed to find in their original locations were left 
for the Allied Control Commission. Such situations were not only due to Soviet needs, 
but also to police bureaucracy, and sometimes even to interests derived from information 
in the files. In Timișoara, for example, there were reports of files extracted from the geg 
archive bv a lawyer named Ștefan Frecot, aided by Police Commissioner Michelis, with 
the goal of exonerating certain citizens from belonging to the geg.51

The lack of cooperation with the police and the Ministry of the Interior in general 
sparked a new reaction in Jumanca. On 4 December 1945, he requested the immediate 
transfer of all inventories in their originals, as the copies were irrelevant to the Com­
missariat’s needs. He repeated it on 2 February 1946, asking the ministry to reissue the 
request for originals (not copies) to create an inventory of the geg’s patrimonial assets.52 
The correspondence continued throughout 1946, and eventually the Commissariat suc­
ceeded in retrieving certain documents that would allow them to complete their legal 
assignment.53 However, the majority of the documents remained in the custody' of the 
police departments that were using them, which then either sent them to the national 
archives or simply kept them. In time, considering the operational needs associated with 
following and surveilling Romanian citizens of German origins, the Securitate requested 
and received the documents whenever it deemed necessary.54 This effectively scattered 
what remained of the German Ethnic Group’s archives all over the Securitate archives, 
and today they are available to researchers at the National Council for the Study of the 
Securitate Archives.55 They can mostly be found in the documentary' (general), informa­
tive (related to surveillance) and criminal archives. What’s interesting is that over time, 
the archival collections grew, not only through the retrieval of documents that were 
dispersed between individuals, but also through other archival processing done bv the 
Securitate.56 For example, in the mid-1970s materials were recovered from the former 
office within the ss headquarters in Prague in charge with protecting the families of 
ss soldiers.57 This institution, which had national branches, intermediated between the 
Reich and the families of ethnic Germans (from places outside of Germany) recruited 
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in the ss. Both the social assistance and the support for local recruitment efforts in 
Romania arc well documented, as well as the geg’s increasingly crucial mediation role. 
According to documentation made by the Securitate in 1976 regarding “finishing the 
sorting, selecting and processing of materials related to Romanian citizens of German 
descent in 1940-1945,” thousands of documents came from the Romanian branch of 
this office. The operation resulted in 6,395 persons of interest (who had been in the ss 
or other political bodies such as the geg and the German National Democratic Party). 
Additionally, people born after 1920 who had left for Germany in the examined period 
were also listed in the file. Another 1,804 persons of interest at the county level were the 
subjects of documents that were to be prepared and inserted into the archive. Thirty - 
three additional files, all in German, which did not contain important information from 
an operative point of view, were introduced into the documentary collection. These were 
mainly name registries, other accounting records for financial aid provided by the Ger­
man military protection office in Romania.

This was also where they kept the information of persons emigrating to Germany at 
the time of the war who had been born before 1920 but did not otherwise present any 
interest. In their report, Lt. Col. Marin Dumitran, head of the Archive Service, and Mr. 
Ion Protopopescu, head archivist, highlighted documents relevant for understanding 
the role of this office to the education of young ethnic Germans, with differences be­
tween Straja Țării (The Sentinel of the Motherland) and representatives of the German 
community regarding the support given to organizations such as Deutsche Mannschaft, 
National Arbeiter Front58 and Deutsche Jugend.59 The synthesis and documentary stud­
ies dedicated to Germans from all over Romania (Banat, Bessarabia) are completed with 
key documents, among which: an order signed on 22 January 1941 bv Andreas Rührig, 
a member of the geg’s general staff, forbidding ethnic Germans from interfering with 
the conflict between Antonescu and the Iron Guard; a communication from the Ger­
man embassy from 1941-1942 regarding the proper etiquette and actions of geg mem­
bers; orders and communications from the geg relating to the members’ duties; parts 
of the archives of the German garrison in Bucharest (General Ritter von Mann) and of 
the German National Democratic Party leader in Bucharest (L. Kohlhammer); various 
evaluations associated to the perceptions and actions of certain German entities with 
connections to the switching of sides on 23 August 1944. These documents are crucial 
for the understanding of the geg’s evolution during the war.

A
t this point, let us try to draw some conclusions about the fate of the former 
geg’s archives in the current phase of the research. First, thev were ravaged bv 
their creators—the geg officials who had produced them—with some files miss­
ing some documents or completely destroyed. What was left was first handed over to 

local, regional or county authorities—the police or gendarmerie. Then, at the request 
of the Allied Control Commission, a new wave of change came over the archival collec­
tions surrounding the deportation of Germans to the USSR. Then it was handed over to 
the Romanian Secret Service, which managed to retrieve some of their missing pieces 
of operative interest from the geg’s main archival locations. Over the course of 1945, 
a new competitor appeared on the market for geg documents—the Commissariat ere- 
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ated specifically for the liquidation of the organization’s assets. With the cooperation 
of an archivist in Sibiu, this institution was also successful in getting its hands on the 
documents necessary for its objectives. The sorting process continued at the level of the 
Siguranța, which prioritized documents they could use for operational purposes. After 
1948, the police was obligated to transfer the inventories and documents to the newly 
formed Securitate, who had taken over the management of the former members of the 
c;eg. The resulting archival collection was organized according to the institution’s needs, 
until finally it was handed over for research at the beginning of the new millennium. 
These remnants, once lost and now newly found, along with other institutional sources 
and authorities of that time, German and Romanian, could enhance our understanding 
of the geg’s inner workings.

□

Notes

1. The literature dedicated to the subject is vast and rich. Of the monographic studies dedi­
cated to the subject, we mention: Wolfgang Miege, Das Dritte Reich und die Deutsche 
Volksgruppe in Rumänien 1933-38: Ein Beitrag zur natùmalsozialistischen Volkstumspolitik 
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mar-Vienna: Böhlau Verlag, 2014), 170-186; Corneliu Pintilescu, “The Production of 
the Securitate s Truth’: Dealing with the Institutional Practices arid Encapsulated Discourses of the 
Romániáit Secret Mice,” inJiwj den Giftschränken des Kommunismus: Methodische Fragen 
zum Umgang mit Überwachungsakten in Zentral- und Südosteuropa^ edited by Florian 
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tents in the first pages of the files containing tables that specify such operations or even 
detailed reports. See, for example: acnsas, Documentary coll., file 016383, pp. III-IV 
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1946, about the restriction of political rights, including electoral, for German ethnics in 
the National Central Historical Archives of Romania, cc of rcp coll.-Chancellery De­
partment, file 28/1946.
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and assets of the geg were of interest to hem, new political groups tœk over geg offices, 
rendering the archives in them inaccessible to police, acnsas, Documentary coll., file 
005668, vol. 2, pt. 11, p. 57.
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Abstract
In Search of the Lost Archives: An Incursion into the Archives 

of the German Ethnic Group in Postwar Romania

This article aims to provide some insights into the post war fate of the German Ethnic Group’s 
archives. We will focus on how the geg’s archival collections were managed and administered by 
various institutions: police, secret services or special organizations created for dealing with the 
German assets. After 1948, a part of these collections were incorporated into the archives of the 
former Securitate, which used these documents for its operational (repressive) purposes. Other 
pans of the archive arc to be found in the custody of the state central archives and of its territorial 
branches. Discussing the fate of these archives is important for how historians can approach this 
subject from the perspective of archival sources.

Keywords
archive of the geg, Siguranța, Romanian Secret Service, Commissioner General for the Adminis­
tration and Liquidation of geg Assets


