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Den Haag, den 3.Septemder 1340,
Herran Dr,Dr, Rabdl, L

Betrifft: Entwur? einer Véierdn‘nb iiber
die :eld pf’lcn, dsr Juden,

kuf das. gef"illige cmhmibe voa 30. Aagns 1940

nenme ich 313 folgt 8tellung: 2 b

i 1. Ioh helte es fur er’orﬁe lich, bei den‘ ;
niederlidndischen ;unsn nicht lber éa~ Hal hinadszn;shen,
das bei den in Bwu‘sohland ~ansissigen Juden zur Anwendang
komnmt. Zugrunde gel egt wird in dem Enteurfe nichs, '1aﬁ
in Deutschland, dss ﬁﬂic.‘abﬁrge"gesetz, des bexsnnilish
nur die Juden mit zehr-sls zwel G”osaalta:nteilaa_und
diejenigen Ealbjuden | r’asst bei denen noeh rgsnd
etwes wie Heir t m' t airen Juden oder das ;ddische
Relizionsbekenntnis niﬁzukcagt, sondern der Tntwur?
&2ht wvon den ¥alsiiben a g, die dam B»icJSoeéntenba etz
Zugrunds liegen, Er er’asat alsg guca die jonigen, die
nur einen jildisehen arosselternkail ‘haben, febzen wir
uns denit nichi dexz Vorwurf eusg, nit zwelerlei Hal3 =
messen? 3oll%te man sie  nicht lieber auf die Juden im
Sinne dac ZReichshiirgergesetzes be:chrinken? Hach den
Intwurfe wirde zum 3eispiel ein deutscher Staatsange-
h¥riger 2ls Jude hiesr zu erfascen sein, der in Deutsch-
land selbst nic .t 21s Jude gilt,

2, Die Zinfiihrunz e:nes Xennplakets ist fur
Volljuden und diejenizen, die ihnen nach dem Reichs-
birgargesetz g_eichgestellt sinz, gweifellos zweckmiscig
und angebrac i, Das g eiche gilt fur d e Regelung der
¥ohn- und #istvernilinisse, Soweit diese Vorschriféen
jedoch auch die Vierteljuden erfrossem umd die Judisck
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Versipp en entstehen Koaplikationen, dis nceh durchdaght

ein Jude =it einenm
en nach § §. #bsatz 1 die
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neleute =uscincndergensn, wnd zwar euch schon éﬁnn, wenn
E=4 Jd

jidisehen Seite pur um einen Viértel juden

n § 5 ist vorzesshem, d=ss j>der, der ein
Person lisgendes Intersise em der

sleudbhzft maeen kanm, verlangen xann, dass ihm die

2bescheinisung vorgewlsses wird, 8olite man disse Befug-

2t guf di: Bahlirden besghrinken?

4.

Die in § I Zbs-tz 1 vorgesehene Anmeldefript.

von 20 Tagen s0ll nzeh-§ 12 heééf*é =it der Verkindisung dsw
Verordnung in Lauf gesetzt we-u,n. An uiesen.gage haben @iz
die Meldebehtrden, d.h, die Bhrger«elster, aﬂeh kxeinerlei
Yorbereitunsgen zetroffen, 54g = Musssn die ?orﬁulare drucken
en, Meldestallen einrichten, das ?erson~¢ ins truleren,

dezeiten festiegen usw, In ’“"tsr&aa sal.en Jber 130,209~

¢ ¥ermm disse Eakz zu hoeh sein -gollte,
eriéﬁ}ﬁaié°‘lile dicse Juden a0® eimdsl zu
n sich v°r dexm fathaue ansamceln, un ikrer

seniigen, sodann wieder weggesehiclt serden,

noch nichts vorbersitet ist, oder weil efe nicht an die

e kommen ktnzmen, 2 miss glso 9wisah§nﬂaia YerdZfentliohung
Verarining und ihr In‘—nfttretan sovlel Belt geschallet

en, dass die Vorbereitun-en getrof fem werd o kﬁnnen.

er muss di:= Prist zur Anneldung

» Invezug auf doe Meldegebithren (§9) badarf -s

Qarstelluns, ob die Gebinr einmalig £411ig ist oder f£ir
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A
der seine unter 1% Jshre alien Xinder ann2lded, die

oro Xoof bezshlen, asussardem noca ennéﬂ.fa. seine

ed gez it werde:n soll, Soll der Pamiliene

disjenicen fir*e*, die Nter ale 1“ J hre sird,
noch bei ihm wohnon, odar mur =al?
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Secret letter by the head of the main department of the Generalkommissar fiir Verwaltung
und Justiz to the head of the department state law of the Reichskommissar, 3 September

1940, discussing a draft of an ordinance for an obligatory registration of the Jews in the
Netherlands and the racist categories to be used.

Source: Nederlands Instituut voor Oorlogsdocumentatie, 20, 1260.



Translation:

Secret!

The Hague, 3 September 1940.

To
Dr Dr Rabl,
Here.

Reference: Draft of an Order on the Compulsory Registration of Jews

Here is my opinion of the helpful letter of 30 August 1940:

1.

| consider it essential not to go beyond the measures applied to Jews resident in
Germany in relation to Dutch Jews. The draft is based not on the Reich Citizenship
Law, as it is in Germany, which as is well known, only includes Jews with more than
two grandparents and those half-Jews with other additional factors such as marriage
with a Jew or practicing Jewish faith; instead, the draft starts from the measures at
the basis of the Reich Civil Service Law. It therefore also includes those with only one
Jewish grandparent. Are we not in this way opening ourselves to the charge of using
double standards? Wouldn’t it be preferable to limit it to Jews as understood by the
Reich Citizenship Law? According to the draft, for example, a German citizen would
here be registered as a Jew when he would not count as a Jew in Germany itself.

The introduction of an identifying placard is doubtless appropriate and fitting for full
Jews and those equated to them under the Reich Citizenship Law. The same goes for
the ruling on housing conditions and tenancies. So long as these prescriptions also
apply to quarter-Jews, however, and those with Jewish kin, complications will arise
which must be thought through. If, for example, a Jew is married to a non-Jew, then
according to section 8, paragraph 1, the married couple would have to separate, and
that even if it only related to a quarter-Jew on the Jewish side.

Section 6 permits anybody who can provide evidence of an interest not lying in his
own person to demand production of a registration card. Should this authority not
be limited to the authorities?

The deadline of 20 days for registration laid out in section 1, paragraph 1 should,
according to section 12 be set in motion as soon as the order is pronounced. The
registering authorities, i.e. the mayor, have not made any preparation for this day.
They have to print the forms, set up registration points, instruct staff and establish
registration periods etc. Over 100,000 Jews are said to live in Amsterdam. Even if this
number is exaggerated, we must avoid all these Jews gathering in many thousands
outside the town hall at once to fulfil their duty to register and then being sent away
because nothing is ready, or because they have come out of turn. So enough time
must be allowed between the publication of the order and its enforcement for
preparations to be made. Moreover, the timescale for registration must be long
enough to make it possible to divide those required to register up in an appropriate
way, whether alphabetically, by street or any other measure.



5. In reference to the registration fee (section 9), clarification is needed over whether
the fee is due only once or whether it is to be paid for every member of a family.
Should the father of a family pay the fee per capita for his children under the age of
18, and again for his wife and any children older than 18 and still living at home, or
only once?

6. The fee is set at a level that makes it essentially not a fee but a tax. Under German
legislative terminology, particularly £hat in accordance with the Community Charges
Act, fees are the quid pro quo for an entity under public law and may not yield a tax
income. Clarification would be necessary as to whether the envisaged order on
registration would be taken as the occasion to raise a tax. As yet we have not tackled
tax-related questions, preferring to leave these to the initiative of the Dutch
authorities. It also seems unnecessary to set a fee for the public health officers for
this case. The public health officers should rather, as in Germany, have their ordained
taxa.

7. Section 11, paragraph 4 departs from the terminology of the Reich Criminal Code. An
action with the threat of up to 5 years’ imprisonment is not a crime but a
misdemeanour.
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