Meetinz of the property experts
of the World Jewlsh Congcress, American

Jewish Conference, American Jewish Committee
and the Jewish Azency held on October 1, 1946

¥r. Max Lowenthal and Rabbi Rackman participated. ur. _Kemién presided.

At the start, the results of the discussion held at Paris between Mr.
Lowenthal and represantatives of the American Jewigh Confaronca, American
Jewish Committee and Jewligh Agency were reviewed, The distmssiona centered

on the main flaws of the draft, vizz ' : A ‘

(1) the jurisdiction of German courts. 1nstaad of mixed tribuna.la‘

(2) the proviao concerning masterless propsrties. thelr use and constitution
of the Agency: '

(3)' the use of commnal property:;
(4»)v , the defects in the piemptign of gonfiscation in favor of persacmteeﬁ .
(8) _the prodlem of 1nher1ta.ncé taxss;

(6) the proviso of tha decree excluding nationalized property and public

law claims from restitution:

(7) the provigo that property governed by rent and similar laws be exempt
from the application of the law;

(8) the proviso concerning matters left for future legislation;
(9) provisions of the decr‘ee introducing ambignities;

(10) prablem of mnal, bizonal or qnatripartite 1aw.({(71t wag dbéided to
suggest that: . : "

AQCH} Special tribunals with participation of the vioctims and occupiars
(eithar in both or the second court instance only) decide upon such claims;

Ad (2) Special agency designated by the Military Aathorities be vested

. with masterless properties and Jewieh properties be used for rehabilitation and

resattlement of Jewigh victims:

- Properties of non-axis’cing commnities and foundations be vested
totally. 1n the agency; existi’ng comnmnitiaa and foundations obtaln a fair part

.0f the propert les;

Ad g ) The. proviso of ths previous draft: which is very appropriate be reatored
_A_@ (5) No 1nhor1tance taxes be 1eviad for restitutable propertles.

Ad (6) ‘I‘he respective provision be aliminated

ad (7 ;—g Fhe proviso be deleted;
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9 A general clause providing for more detalled critlciam bs
inaﬁﬂted uwpon in the cable;

Ag' (10) 4 law for the U. S. Zone slone be requested.
After the wording was reviewed again, the final text was dispatched.to waéhipgton,
Mr. Lowenthal undertook to dlscuss the procedure to be followed with Washington

by phone, It has been decided thereafter that the suggestiom worked out be
transmitted to Dean Acheson by wire with the request to forward them to Berlin

4 _""‘r!‘
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Meeting of representativeg
ive or izationsg with
Rabbi Bernstein and Mr, Lowenthal

Septemboer 30, 1946

The discussion referred to the following pointa:
(1) Erpenses involved in comunications by and to Rabbi Bernstein:
(2) The mode of proce&m‘o for the meeting of Ootober 1at;

(3) *The proposal of the AJCommittee to send Mr. Sanfor Schwars to Germany
to »dea.l -with heirless communal and block:ad properties. No d.ecision was taken,

4 (4) Qnestions to and angwers by Ra‘nbi Bernstein concerning the mimbers and
present situatfon of DP's in Germany, Anstria, Italy, Czechoslovakia and France,
the possibilities of obtaining permisgions to some Buropsan countries for infiltrees:
from Poland, the limits of admission to the American Zone etc. Dr. Kubowitzki
gave a brief survey of his a.ctivitias regarding the admigsion of 1nf11treea to
‘ Belgiuﬁ. Sweden, ?rance and Demmark. -

' (5) Discussion concerning Jewish proparties in Germany. Mr. Lowenthal
reported on the progress of ths restitution law. In view of the imminent sub-
mission of the draft to the Property Disposition Board and subsequently to
Gen, Clay, it was decided that experts of the five organizations meet the next
day with Mr. Lowenthal to draft a cable to the State Department embodying the
main objections against the draft, with full power to deeids on the wording.
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Meating of the five organizationg
held on October 22, 1946

’I‘he discusslons centered about the reluctance of the IGC to act in 1m’p10menting

the agrs fents on the ghare of reparationa for KRazi victims; the forthcoming diecusaiona
on a Geman treaty and - the main point - the composition of the areney which shall dbe

proposad for the American Zona in Germany to administer and dispose of Jewish masterlass
propert ts.e s .

h:o opinions ware. presenteds (a) the Agency should be an internatlonal, ﬂz.

the IRO. aa was decided in Paris in regard to Hangary and Romania: (b) & Jewiah
appoiatsd by the military authorities upon nomination by Jewish organisaeicna poanoesing
an official‘ atatus. ﬁo ‘declsion was taken on this point, It was decided to postpons
tha deoision until the attitude of tha military authorities in Germany toward our
goneraal demands on the restitution law bedoms kmown,

A sacond meeting will take place on Fridey, Oatobor 35.

- 2 Y e :
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LExington 2.5200

Jewnsh ‘Restitution Successor Orgamzanon
270 MADISON AVENUE
New York 16, N. Y.

December 27, 1949

MEMORANTUM

From: Bli Rock, Secretary

‘To:  Executive Committee, JRS0

The Board of Directors and the Advisory Committee of Jewigh Cul-
tural Reconstruction, Inc. have recently voted to make the following
additional allocations to the Hebrew University (see attached scha&ule)

a) Kirchheim Collection

b) 2,800 volumes which the Hebrew Univerqlty has selected out
of the Breslauw Collection of 11,273 volumes presently in the possession
of JCR.

Unless we hear from you to the cnntra:y, &ﬁhassume that this
recommendation from JCR is satisfactory.A

E1li Rock
. ER:AU
Enc;
A A o) 1
1168y 8Y
MEMBER ORGANIZATIONS

AMERICAN JEWISH COMMITTEE . AGUDAS ISRAEL WORLD ORG}{NIZATION’ . WOEI;D JEWISH CONGRESS . COUNCIL FOR THE
PROTECTION OF THE RIGHTS AND INTERESTS OF JEWS FROM GERMANY . BOARD OF DEPUTIES OF BRITISH. JEWS s CENTRAL
COMMITTEE OF LIBERATED JEWS IN GERMANY s CONSEIL REPRESENTATIF DES JUIFS DE FRAMNCE . CENTRAL BRRITISH FUND
JEWISH AGENCY FOR PALESTINE . AMERICAN JEWISH JOINT DISTRIBUTION COMMITTEE, INC. -+ JEWISH CULTURAL RECONSTRUCTION, INC.

JNTERESSENVERTRETUNG ISRAELITISCHER KULTUSGEMEINDEN IN THE U. 8 ZONE OF GERMANY s+ ANGLO-JEWISH ASSOCIATION

OPERATING AGENTS -

. JEWISH AGENCY FOR PALESTINE . AMERICAN JEWISH JOINT DISTRIBUTION COMMITTEE, INC. . JEWISH CULTURAL RECONSTRUCTION, INC.
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JCR

KIRCHHEIM COLLECTION

Main Subject Divisions

Hebraica
Bible (text) ‘ 36 volumes
Biblical literature 64 '
Talmud A 26
Talmudic literature © 103
Halakha = - _ 231
" Musar, Derush » 75
Liturgy ‘ o 40
History : 25
- - Hebrew Language = 23
Modern Hebrew literature 40
Philosophy end Kabbala 33
Varia ' ’ 149
Total 845 volumes
Judaica
Bible (text) ‘ - 11 volumes
Biblical literature . . 70
Religion A Ldy
Post-Biblical literature = 55
History ' o 117
- Hebrew language ' 25
© Bibliography 20
Varia . . : 88
Periodicals L 35
o Total 465 volumes
Nen-Jewish Books : , "~ 153 volumes

Grand Total 1,463

November 4, 1949 e
, 116?85
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BRESLAU COLLECTION

(main subject divisions)

Bible (texts) -
Bible (teits) with commentar&
Bible'qommehtaries
Nishnai | .
Talmud‘(Babil.)
félmud (Jerusai.)-’
Talmud commentaiiesl'
Midraéh'
“RIF |
Halaché
Turim plus Shulqhan Aruch (capo)
RAMBAM
Muéar, Derush
Liturgy
Modern Hebrew Lit,
Judaicat(Gefman)
Judaica (ﬁon Gérman)
Yiddish
- Varia -
PeriQdiqalgw(Jéwish)

" (noh—Jewish)

VNon&Jewish books

128 vols,

1025
433
382
1109
50
478
285
64
1544,
197
.82

511

297
509

- 262
129
(i
1572
720

102

‘ 1317

11,273 vols.
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LExington 2-5200

Jewish Restitution Successor Organization
| 270 MADISON AVENUE
‘ New York 16, N. Y.

December 27, 1949

MEMORANDUM

From: E1i Rock; Secretary

To: Executive Committee, JRSO

We are sendiﬁg‘ynu attached a self-explanatory letter which.
we have just received from Mr, Ferencz and which will be presented

to the JRSO Executive Committee within the near future,’

Eli Rock
ER:AU
Ene,
4 4 oG
L1000 J
MEMBER ORGANIZATIONS g
AMERICAN JEWISB COMMITTEE ' AGUDAS ISRAEL WORLD ORGANIZATION . ‘WORLD ]JEWISH CONGRESS . COUNCIL FOR THE
PROTECTION OF THE RIGHTS AND- INTERESTS OF JEWS FAOM GERMANY . BOARD OF DEPUTIES OF BRITISH JEWS . CENTRAL
COMMITTIEE OF LIBERATED JEWS IN GERMANY v CONSEIL REPRESENTATIF DES JUIFS DE FRANCE . CENTRAL BRITISH FUND
JEWISH AGENCY POR PALESTINE . AMERICAN JEWISH JOINT DISTRIBUTION COMMITTEE, INC. . JEWISH CULTURAL RECONSTHUCTION, INC,

INTERESSENVERTRETUNG ISRAELITISCHER KULTUSGEMEINDEN IN THE U. 8. ZONE OF GERMANY v ANGLO-JEWISH ASSOCIATION

{ , OPERATING AGENTS
. JEWISH AGENCY FOR PALESTINE . AMERICAN JEWISH JOINT DISTRIBUTION COMMITTEE, INC. . JEWISH CULTURAL RECONSTRUCTION, INC.
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| A HEADQUARTERS

JEWISH RESTITUTION SUCCESSOR ORGANIZATION

AP0 6964 : U.S.ARMY

1% Décember 19§9 BBF /HW

Mr. Bli Rock - - - | Confidentiadl
Jewish Restitution Successor Qrganization _ o g e o g o e e e
270 Madison Avemie )
New York 16, N.Y. : Hqw JHaO N Y, Letter #2?2
Dear Eli,

Your letter No. 3066 referring to our November conference in Paris’
again raises the basic problem of dbulk settlement, On the basis of the initiel
comparison and eliminatinn of claims filed by individuals it is our present be-
lief that there are about 10,000 houses and 15,000 plots of land for which the
JRSO is the sole claimant, We have not tabulated our c¢laims for businesses,
bank accounts, or movable items, since we believe that real estate represents our
really basic asset and we are giving that top priority.

As often indicated there can be no fair estimate of the value of these
claims until Gach file contains the original contract of sale and other signi- =
ficant documents, and a determination has been made concerning the present con-
~dition of the property, encumbrances, and ability or willingness of the restitu-
tor to pay, If speculation is demanded, we still think 1n terms of 50 to 100
million marks.

It is impossible to say how much property we will recover in the near
future. Up to riow we have been trying to settle for cash rather than restitu-
- tion in natura, since the restitutors are more apt to.give us money than pro-

.'rperty, our sales are limztea by price control, 2 purchaser must pay a sale's tax

- of 7% which would decrease our price, and the restitutor has a special interest .
in keeping the praperty for whiCh we may get an added price froh h1m. -

) There are about 500 houses whlch the btmte of Bavaria as the holder of
Reich properties must restitute to the JRSO. In addition there are about. 3,500

" plots of land. Almost two months ago Mr. Ringelmann representing the Bavarian
Ministry of Finance stated that he wanted to buy those propsrties from the JHSO
rather than restituting them., We have not yet appraised cach of the four thou-
sand pieces, since Rinzelmann was prepatred to have that done at German expense in
a manner to be agreed upon, However, it is our belief that these 4,000 proper-
ties which inelude ruins, mortgaged houses and small bits of garden are worth

at least three million marks, In addition, Dr. Rincelmann indicated 2 willing-

. ness to buy from the JRSO any other properties which we might have restituted

from German individuals, In Bavaria there may be an additional three and a
half thousand houses and several thousand pleces of land. A third possibility’
would be to have him buy all of our claims, even before the property is resti-
tuted or the case settled, '

‘I think, the three possibilities must be examined separately: . 18780
o8 ‘ , [ RS

.
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= 2« The ecash settlement with Bavaria for the 4,000 propertieg which they
mist restitute or buy. -

Here Bavesria would be acting in the Same MNNer as Any 1n&ivwdual restitutor,
except that the number or properties involved. is much greaster, I do not think
that the settlement of this "case" requires any approval from New York, but in
any event I strongly recommend such a settiement with.Bavmrla as highly advan-
tageous, : ‘ 4

be. . The sale to Bavaria of prop rties restituted by individual restitutors.
This would mean that we would have a buyer for any property we had 'to take back
from a German restitutor. The presence of such a buyer would be a strong weapon
for us in our negotiations with the restitutor and would also be.advantageous
in that, we would not have to be concerned about property administration for a
"~ long term. -If Bavaria is prepared to purchase our properties at a fair price as
we acqulred them, I would recommend that we sell to Bavaria,

ce The purchase by Iand Bavaria of all our claims against Bavarian ci-
tizens., - This would mean that we would assign our claims to Bavaria and that
Bavaria could then in the course of the next few years or so settle the matter
with its own citizens. The obvious advantage to the JRSO would be thot we could
quickly dispose of a lnrge portioh of our program and, if thesame arrangement
could be réached in the other Laender, the JRSO could dissolve itself in about a :
year. “ny of the three settlements suggested above would have to be contingent |
upon the right of the JRSO to spend the money in Germany for commodities which =~ =
~could be cxported. The amount to be received for elnims would have to be nego- o
- tisted and a substantial discount given .for the rlsks which the JRSQ would other- :
wise entall in a ecourt program, .

The last posslbﬁlity is the most nttractlve and yet, in my opinlon, the N
most dangerous. ' !

‘ If it should be generqlly known to the German restitutors that the German
Laender arc considering buying the assignment of JRSO claims, they would be most
unwige to settle any case with the JRS0, since they may fairly expect easier

- terms for themselves when they deal with their own Government. We already are
"faced with the rising danger of n %wait-and-see" attitutde and should our nego-
tiations for bulk assignment of claims be publicized and then fail, it is my
opinion that we will have sustained tremendous damage, I do not trust the Ger—
mn officials and am not convinced that this damnge to the JRSO is not their
real objective. The conduct of Dr, Ringelmann thus far gives strength to my
fear, I also am of the opinion that, unless the State of Bavaria is prepared

to settle in one lump sum =1l the cases, where Bavarin appears as restitutor
(see a. above), they will not seriously be prepared to make a deal with the

JRS0 under b. or c.. I therefore caution against baving opened negotiations
under c. unt11 2. is successfull concluded

It is my recommendation’that we try to conclude a. as quickly as possible,
with Bavaria first and then with the other Laender. At the same time we should
try to get a commitment from the Laender on b,, If we can arrange it, I think,



http:lp:pell.rs
http:alre::l.dy
http:purcha.se

it would be preferable to have c, proposed by the High Commissioner, since that
would decrease the danger of having the Germans play games with the JR30. If
Mr. McCloy would propose it, the German officials would know that a rejection by
them will mean increased pressure by the Occupation Authorities under their
reserved powers to force the Germans to carry out the full letter and spirit of
the Restitution Law, It was our gtrategy herec to approach the prodlem through’

- the High Commissioner at the appropriate time, In my opinion the most appro-
priate time will be, when the High Commissioner and his top advisers have a full
understanding of the scope and problems involved in the restitution program which
they have undertaken, The change over from Military Government to HICOG has
rostponed this understanding, but it is rapidly approaching. We have made pre-
liminary studies for HICOG to show them the scope of the program and their own
investigations are now being completed with the view to having a statement issued
by Mr. McCloy giving them deadlines for the carrying out of Law 59, When the -
German officials complain that the administrative burdens of quickly carrying
out. the law are unbearable {as they may well be), that, in my opinion, is the .
correct moment for Mr. McCloy to come forWard and urge them to reach a settle-
ment on the basis of c. above,

You will nntlce from the (garbled)Parls minutes that we had some dis~
cu931on on this {see page 18 and 19 of the meeting of Hovember 11th), and my
view as expressed above was not shared by the other persons present, They did
not see any particular danger in beginning our discussions with the possible
gale of clains and perhaps my proximity to the scene magnifieas the problems. In
any event, the question is of such paramount importance that responsibility for
the technique to be applied should be shared by the persons nut31de of Nurnberg.

1 have not gone into the moral aspectsvof assigning h31r1ess claims to
the German. State at a discount rate nor to the effect which this would have on
the claims filed by individuals. If we are determined to finish the JRSO pro-
‘gram in the minimum possible time, thege considerations must become secondary.

Aihus'fgr we have not plunged into anything and have considered it wise
to look carefully before we leap, However, if someone will tell us which way
to jump, we are prepared to do so,™

Sincerely yours,

BENJAMIN B. FERENCZ

WIC Ca60
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CONFIDENTIAL

Notes on Meeting #49-13 of the Four
Orvanizations held nn Monday, Decembér 19th, at 12: bs P.M, at the

JDC Office
Present:“Jéwish Agency for Palestine © Mr, Maurice M, Boukstein
American Jewish Committee - , DPr. Eugene Hevesi
World Jewish Congress B Dr., themiah,Robinsén :
Joint Distribution Committes ~ Mr, Eli Rock

The following items were di§cﬁ$sed at the'méeiing;

1) Swiss Heirless Property Situation, DI'r. Hobinson reported on his visit
to the State Department last weck with Sy Rubin and the steps agreed upon at that
time, Dr, Hevesi reported to have just been informed by Kubin that the U.s5.
Minister in Switzerland was, together with the IRO, already taklng up .the question
of the Swiss-Polish accord with the Swiss authorities. In addition, there is some
indication that the Eritish are considering entering a protest to the Swiss on
this score, At the same time, there was no indication as to whether Mr, Rubin -
‘had ‘made personal contact with the Swiss chatlon in Washington along the lines.
agreed upon last wecek. It was apreed that this should be chedked wlth Mr. Rubin
. ¥ia a phone call. » ,

2) Equalizutlon of Burdens. The question of a furfher approach to the
State Department and to the High Commissioner on this question was discussed. It
wag felt that the situation definitely called for a strong protest both to Wash-
 ingtonand to McCloy within thé near future, particularly in view of the recent
action of the Germans suspending application of the Equalization of Burdens taxes
for Swiss-owned property in Germany., The procedure agreed upon was that Dr,
Robingon and Mr, Rock would draft a communication summarizing the whole back-
ground of the problem and requesting action, After approval by the four organiza-
tions and signature by the heads of the organizations, the communication would
“be sent in and would be followed by a visit of a delezation from the Jewish or-
ganizations, to include Harry Greenstein and several of the heads of the organi-
" zations, In addition to the above steps, it was agreed that the overseas repre-
sentatives of the organizations would be instructed to approach both the British
and the French governments with the request that they too make approaches regard-
ing exemption of persecutee-owned property from the Equalization of Burdens Law.

3) Restitution Program Generally. There was a discussion coneerning
the recent develoyments in Germany on this score, particularly the introduction
of a bill in the West German Parliament proposing "tempor-ry" suspension of all
the restitution laws pending preparation of a uniform law, There:was also con-
siderable discussion regarding the slow pace =t which the whole restitution pro-
gram in the U.3, Zone of Cermany is proceeding, Based on these and other factors,

™
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it was felt that real dangers were formlnp in the way of an effective restitution
program, The. group sgreed with Mr, Ferencz's recent suggestion to McCloy's Legal
~ Adviser, Mr, McClaine, that a strong reaffirmation of restitution principles by
McCloy is called for, and the c-nsensus of the group was that a strong communica-
tion should be sent from the four organizations simultaneously to McCloy and
Acheson, expressing deep concern over these recent developments and also request—
ing that steps be taken to speed up impl:mentation and that a public statement by .
McCloy be issued. It was also agreed, however, that a letter should first be '
addressed to Ferencz, outlining the type of protest contemplated and requesting
his comments. It wasg agreed that Mr. Rock would un&ertake to draft the prOPOSed
letter. to Acheson and McCloy.
) LY. 'Proposal re a Jewish Adviser (German) to the new Wagt German Govern-.
- ment, Dr, Robinson reported that a meeting of the German Gemeinden in the U.S.-
and French Zones had recently been held at Stuttgart and that this meeting had
voted unanimously to oppose the creatinn of n Jawish Adviser!s office. The
meeting had further agreed that any questinns regarding the Jews -in Western Ger-
many should be taken up directly with the Gemeinden themselves and that it was
neither necessary nor desirsble to have a separate Jewish Adviser in the German
~ Government, It was the consensus of the group that the approach of the Gemeinden
merited serinus cnnsideration but that in any event no action should be taken by
“the organizations in this country until a current rerort was received from Ger-
many regarding the proposed office, Mr. Rock wns therefore requested to call
Major Hyman, in the name of the four organlzations, and tn agcertain whether

there was still n real possibility that an Adviser's Office would be s8t up by

the Germans and whether Auerbach was still being considered for the office. In-
~ the event that such possibilities do exist, the four orgqnlzxtinns would again
meet and decide upon a definite approach regarding the problem,

X 5) Roumanlqnmbungﬂrlnn Assets in the U.3, There was some discussion re~:
‘garding the recent proposal in Washington to the effect that Roumanian and Hunge-
rian property in the U.s5, be taken over, under the trenties with those countries,

- for the purrose of compensating U.S., claimants, Althorugh it is clear under this
‘proposal as well as under the treaties that persecutee proparty may not thus be
appropriated, Dr. Robineon pointed out that there . is no prov1sion in this connec—~
_ tion regarding heirless or unclaimed persecutee property, In other words, accord-

ing to the present procedure, persecutee prorerty is only recognized as such
where a claim for the proparty has been filed by the ‘persecutee owner or his
heirs, It was agreed by the meeting that precqutinns should be taken at once to
insure that heirless and unclaimed property is not used to compensate individual
claimants, and: Mr, Rock and Dr. Hevesi were requested to contact Mr, Rubin at
nnce on the matter,
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INSTITUTE OF JEWISH AFFAIRS

InformationVSeries

#3 - : : . . New York, November 11, 1948

War crimes and denazification in the U.S. Zone of Germany

=

A, Sentences 1mposed on war criminals

")

According to a release by the Department of the Army, dated. October 6,
.-1948, a total of 1 672 §Eﬁf$§ﬁﬁhﬂwae-§§§3§ﬁéf§§“§£? 3?52?3213, among them |
256 acquittele,kgggl a~to$al~nf 1416 persons were found guilty. Of these -
.1416 sentences, 1,090 were E?%%ﬁﬁaa on review, as-oxiglnellxuadJudged 69
- were W and. 255 gentences: were reducedf Gne of the defendants
dlied in prison and one was extradited to Poland.

- The sentences ns:a;:tcznnex‘éso cases. In all these cases the coutts
- imposed 426 death eentences, 199 11ré2§2§?§?2§2f ; sentence of 55 years,
»:10 sentences of 30 years, 21 eentencee of 25 years, 62 eentences of 20
.years, 2 sentences of 18 years, ' 40 sentencea of 15 yeere, ‘80 aentences of'
10 years, 68 sentences of 5 years, 78 sentences of 3 yeare, 128 sentencee
of 2 years, 59 sentieces of 11/2 year, 31 eentences of one year, and . ,éﬁ
smaller numbere of sentences panging from 2 months to 17 years.

ﬁnkxaxxxhuxtzﬁxdnnxkxxxnxxnxnxxﬁﬁixxnznx' o o .
All 256 cases of acqulttal by—eeu@t were approved. ' ' ;

‘ut Gf the 426 death sentencea 299 were appmoned 10 were d&sappzeve&

99 were reduced to life senteﬁee and the rest to Sariouws prison terms -

| ranging from 5 to 30 years. ' . S . : o C
amruncamant ‘
The courte also 1mpoeed 199 lifeleentencee. eme this number 139
were ¢ and 13 d&eeeemeaeé ‘The rest waa reduced to as 1ow as 2 years
(2 cases) and as high as 30 years (2 cases). ' o
In the cases where the courte 1mpoeed lewee than lifefeea%enees they/

&were*_gngggggga, 1n most cases approved. For instance, out of 62 eentences i

W3C C?FW) 5 | eiB 95 | ,,g
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of 20 yearslsl wepe approved; ewt of 40 sentences of 15 years, 34;

_ S -2 | C

féf 80 sentences of 10 yéara, 57; owt of 68 sentences of 5 yeare,'sbj

and owt of 78 séntences of 3 years, 69.
B. Denazification statistics

. 1

-

The total number of persons who registered under the Denazification

law at the end of July 1948 was 12,893 000, OGut 6& this total 9, 511 OOO

or 73.8%)were‘

Of the 3,382,000 cases 3,336,000 were completed leaving only
, ’ Pt ,

xnot chargeable cases, and 3,382, 000 or 26. 2% chargeable.:'

¥

46,000 to bp completed, 37,000 by trial and the rest by the expediting?

' procesa.

..‘

of the 3 336 000 completed cases 2, 435, 000 were amnestied and

e according to tha

Major offenders 1,350 O 0.1%

Of fenders . 19,618 ﬁ 2.2%',.
Lesser offenders - 99,563 11.1% . .
Followers. . 461,656 ' 51.3% .. .
‘Persons ‘exonerated 16,432 1.8% -
‘Amnestied and 302,183 . 33.5% ¢+ -

proceedings quashed

The sanctions lmposed by the denazification tribunals (as of July
31 1948) range from fines of less than (1,000 \RM; to 10 years of labor
cgups. = A breakdown according to the sanctiona reveals the following

_pﬁnishments.
Sentenced to Labor Camps . 8,703
Less than 1 Year ' 3,226
l to less than 5 Years ' -~ 5,086
5 to 10 Years 422
Fined. | B 546,681
Les n/1,000 471,102
» 000 RM or more v A 75,7569
Ineligible to Hold Public Office 20,6568
- Restricted 1Nl Employment 117,077
Sé‘fenced to Speclali Labor :
- " but not lmprisoned ; ‘ 29,102
subJect %o Confiscation of |

~_Property 23,425 -
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- -than they a.re with the iasue of reparations,.

Allies finally ea.:max-ked any fraction of repasations for Jewi;sh

' sum "not exceeding 25 million dollars from the proceeds of
- Germsn assets in neutral countries," the proceeds fram non-: - .

September, 1946

I mmmms

A reasoned total ‘of -the reparations claims of all the

" Allled nations against Germany is in the neighborhood of 1, 000

billion dollars. This figure may not be far from the actual
and accurmilative total of the damages sustained by Hitler's

- victims, but the conferees at the Potsdam Conference, with ane

eye. to the realities of Germany's potentlial ability to pay and -
reduction of her war potential rather than the astonomical facts
of the bill, appa.rently agreed upon the sum of abou*h 20 billion
dollars, - :
‘ One of the present—day ironles of the entire reparations
question is that after the Allies carted off in recent months; .
an estimated 3 billion dollars in industriel installations" froml

 Germany, the Unilted States and Great Britain are now far more
preoccupied with the meens of getting German economy back into

vorking condition and decreasing the high costs of occupa.tion ,

L It was not un‘bil some 13 months after VE-Day that the
claims
; The initia.l indication that the Allied. powers might

catégory of viétims of concentration. camps, should receive a L

monetary gold found on Gexman territory (tooth-fillings,:
wedding-rings, and the like looted from Jews, dead and alive),

‘and the "unclaimed refugee:estates" in neutral countries; the

two last items have no relation to German reparatione at all.

'l‘he a{;reement avoided specific mention of Jerws , and mad.e .
it plain that this provision was beyond the acope of reparations ,
insofar es’ the parties to the agreement were concerned; as
suggested in the foregoing, the sum is intended chiefl;y for re-
habilitation and resettlement of refugees and unrepatriable
victims of Germen militarism and ‘oarbarity vho might 1nc:ldenta.l-
1y, happen to be Jews.

.- On June % of this yea.r, an a@'eemen'b was worked out by ‘
the govermnments of the United States, Britain, France, Czecho- .
slovekla, and Yugoslavia in cooperation with the Inter-Govern-
mental Oom:lttee of Refugees.. According to this agreement,

l-

. :recognize. Jewish claims to reparations was the agreement forth- L
" coming from the Paris Reparations Conference, In that Agree- *
‘ment, Part.T, Article 8, provides that victims of Nazism who ..
. are elther. refugees from Germany and Austria, or are German and o
...  Austrian nationals who desire to emigrate, or who. fall in. the L
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the sum of $25 ,000,000 is to be made avallable by the Allles as
an advance on the liguidation of German assets in neutral
countries for nonrepatriable victims of Germasn action, nire-
tenths ($22,500,000) of which would be used "for the reha.bili~
tation and resottlement of Jewish victims of Nazism." In
a.dd.ition, the agreement allotted 90% of the non-monetery gold
and 95% of the unclaimed refugee estatea for Jewlish recompensa-
tion. V

The Inter-Governmental Committee on Refugees s 'o:r 1ts
successor body, 1s to act as trustee for the sums allocated
vhich may be expected to be more than $30,000,000, This sum
has not as yet been definitely earmarked ‘because the proceeds
of the German assets, non-monetary gold and the heirless funds
are not yet avallable; moreover, Jewlsh organizations have not
yet submitted "practicable” plans and they have not yet been -
approved by the Inter—Governmenta.l Committee on Refugees. ‘

These funds are to be used. ultimately for the resattlement
of Jews who do not wish to return to their respective homelands,
and the agreement provides that aside from "exceptional cir- -
cumstances,” the cost of the resettlement program must not ex- .
ceed $1,000 for each adult and $2 ,500 for each child under the
age of 12 \

To _get en in-focus view of the situation, 1t isA necessary
to keep in mind that reputable economists have estimated. that
 BEuropean Jewry lost, in a variety of properties and other
material posaessions , & total of 8 billion dollers as s con-
sequence of Nazi direct and indirect depredations, without even
counting other damage such as the enormous losses in‘life, 1limb, .
and health. 'But because the Jewish people bave no recognized:
international status and no internationally recognized agency, .
the bland agsumption is that they are not entitled to repera-
tions on an equal footlng with other victims of - Gexmny, inso- -
far as the lossee a.ra not recovera.‘ble otherwise.

' It 1s obvious thet this sum of ebout $30,000,000 is in-
adequate when compared to the actual losses and the present -
needs of the Jewish people. And until recently, of that sum
-there was only en amount of reportedly $5 ,000,000, in non- -
monetary gold, that was readily avallable. Since then, however,
the Swiss have agreed to meke availsble the sum of $11,000,000
to be allocated from the 50-50 division of the proceede from
the liguidation of German assets in Switzerland, and the Swedes.
have agsented to '_oay the rest of $14,000, 000. ‘

Germen assets in Iatin American countries are higher than
are German obligetions, but here the situation is complicated
by provisions of the Act of Chapultapec and the necessity that
the United States negotiate an agreement under which those
nations would be permitted to satisfy their own nationals before
they pay anything into a common pool of German assets abroad.
Thus far, the only condition that Washington hes advanced, in
thls case, is that the Latin American countries guarantee the -
ultimete liquidation of these Germasn assets.
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Another major difficulty in the way of recovering Germen
assets abroad is that nobody definltely knows what 1s Germen-
ovned property and consequently. how great these assets are. A
large part of 1t is cloasked as the ostensible property of
nationals of neutral countries. That thege possessors of ° B
German-owned property have a vested interest in their holdings
~ and are not likely to relinguish them without &' long and costly

- flght is a certainty.

- The main means of recovaring the loasea of Buropean Jewry
is apparently restitution of Jewlsh property in the various
European countries, as well as compensation for losses and. the
payment of war damages by the several nations. : :

- II. RESTITUI‘ION

Vhile the reparations question for Jews and non-Jews
alike 1s. complicated to the point of hopelessness, and chiefly
for economic and internmational political reasons, the problem
of restitution has been onrshadowed from the very beginning
by intermsal political considerations. ’

It would be unfair not to recognize at the outset that
the entire process of restitution constitutes a tremendously
complicated problem in war-devastated Europe. Any such pro-
cedure is certaln to be unpopular because of the great losses
large parts of the population have suffered as a consequence
of the war and occupation and the inability of most European:
governments to indemnify war damages fully, This has been
‘recognized by the Allled powers from the start. It ls signi-
ficant that the axrmistice treaties with Hungary, Bulgaria,
Rumenia, and other nationg did not refer to the problem at all,
The eagernmess with which the American Military Govermment has -
'been handing over the restoration of rights and properties to
German and Austrian authorities can be explained, in part at
least, by the fear which seema to overwhelm anyone who begins
_ to ta.ckle the pro'blem a.nd its implications.

L The first sign of good or 111 will on the: part of 30?em-
ments today is the mamner in which they handle property which x
was confiscated by the former reglmes or was robbed by Fascist .
organizations. This usually 1s easy to return and, indeed, 1s
being restored in most countries. The first: obstacle on the
road to restitution usually appears when it comes to property
vhich had been transferred through "voluntary" or enforced sales
by the Jews themselves, Even confiscated property, -in meny
instances, has been resold to third parties. To unscramble
this sitvation and restore all former owners to their rightful
properties, one would have to nullify almost all transactions
by Jews - after 1933 in Germany, after 1938 in Austria, Italy
and Hungary, end after 1939 in the rest of Europe. Even more
difficult is the process of compensation for non-avallable '
assets, discriminatory taxes and levies ) losses of income,
aufferings and simila:c demage.
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, One alternative would have been to regard these losses’
as peouliar to war itself; to make a computation of losses

and a registry of former ownershlps; to re-establish titles as
far as possible, especially in all cases where the original
exploiters still held it; and then to compensate, by means of
state funds, those losees which gould not be recaovered.
Eventually, the state might itself recover, in the course of
time, a part of these emenditures from “bhe sale of confiscated:
Fe,scist property. :

That course of action might have obviated the situation,
now prevailing in all former enemy countries as well as in
in Allied nations, in which the Jews have been forced to press
their claims by means of court actions. To make the situation
even more insupportable, they have to press those claims against .
Present owners who, in some lnstances, may be quite imnocent of
any intent to defraud. The consequences of this situation 1s
that Jews have been mameuvered into a position in which they
mey antagonlze segments of the population which are no‘c necessar-
11y Fascist or anti-Semitic.

 The lack of rea.l intent to meke restitution. feasible is
emply reflected in the laws governing restitution claims. Their -
universal characteristic is vagueness and quibbling, on the one
~hand, and on the other the delegation of most authority to
court d.ecisicrns which are notoriously slow,

: Another general trend. 1s the eagerness of govermments to
. capture as great a share as possidble from the whole procedt.re. :
This 1s plainest in decrees governing the ultimate disposition .
of "heirless" and unclaimed property. Since the great majority
of European Jewry has perished, it is a reasonable assumption
that a large portion of Jewish property will be heirless and
unclaimed. It is indicative that no country has as yet resigned
the traditional right of a state treasury to heirless property,
80 that in time all heirless Jewlsh property will be inherited
by those countries of which ¥ews were nationals or residents -
frequently now by .countries where scarcely any Jews are left or
from which the Jews are still trying to escape. in ever increas-
ing numbers.

The shining exception to this rule is that of little .
Greece where all unclaimed property is to go to Jewish commmi
ties for the rehabilitation of Greek Jevwry.

The heights of iniquity would be reached if the wltimate .
German State were to become the helrs of ite victims. That this -
is a poseilblility may be seen 1n a recent dispatch to the Over-
seas News Agency, according to which American officials in ,
Germany "edmit that the Jewish position 1s both reasonasble and -
morally Justified. But they pose the question of what else
they can do with such Jewish confiscated property."

The problem of thls property without heirs is intimately'
linked with the question of what is to become of such Jewish
public property as was held by Jewlsh commmities, associations,
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organiza‘tions and other institutions. None of the existing
legislation makes any provision for thelr allocation in favor
of suwiving Jews, -

Unless the laws are asmended, the results will prove -
disastroua, It will mean the definite loss of the possessions
of all the smaller communities, vhich no longer exist. This
could be prevented only if public ommunsal property is trans-
ferred to other public bodies , such as neighboring communities
or federations of communities which mey still exist or be
reorganized. Otherwilse, it simply will be inherited by the
respectiva countriles,

This threat is especial_'l.y dangerous with respect to the
“great cultural treasures of the Jewish communites and institu- .
tions in Central and Eastern Europe. - Even 1f they are restored
to the existing "ghost-commmities" whose members for the most
part are preparing to emigrate, they will not be safe but will
be dispersed and offered for sale - with incalculable damage
to Jewish scholarship for decades to come. Here one is con-
fronted with something worse then simple inequity in terms of
property; a people is in danger of separation from its old
cultural heritage vith all the fearful implications which
exist In that situation for a civilized people.

- This. 1)roblem of salvaging 0ld cultural treasure has been
made easier of solution by the Nazl practlce of concentrating -
their loot in Germeny. In instances where such loot belonged
to Jewish commmnities within Allied nations, the solution to
the problem may be relatively simple. But consider, for example,
the cases of the books now in Germeny or the disposition of a
part of the valuable collections of Berlin, Breslau, and Viemnsa,
which were shlpped to Terezin to be catalegued by Jew:lsh ,
scholars; these are now in possession of the Czechoslovek Govern-
ment, officials of which apparently regerd them as reparations
from Germany and Austria which should now become the property
of the State under the rules of war or under ‘some other argument.

. Ancther practice which is very detrimanta,l to recovery of
Jewish losses is the exclusion of foreigners from rights to
‘claim war damages. The greater percentage of foreign Jews in
. a glven country, the more telling are the restrictions. This
1s especially true in France vwhere more than half of the Jewish
population are not citizens, and in Belgium where, before 1940,
only 15,000 of that country's 95,000 Jews were citizens. A
speclal case 1s Czechoslovekla which, through sevére difficulties
for restitution imposed on Jews of German or Hungariasn mother-
tongue, and complicated investigations into the origin and the
- personal habits of all those who declared themselves as Jews
in the census of 1930, recognized only the claims of one-third
of her Jewish inhabitants. It may be true that the main
reason for these practices lies in the violent postwar national-
"iam; but it should not be overlooked how profitable this brand
of nationaliem is certain to be. That Czechoslovakia does not
- hesltate to punish her own citizens for the entirely legal
' - e:merziae of constitutionally guaranteed righ'bs 16 years ago 13
L .L Douqd o
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‘other hand, the possessor may keep all the income which he

. an effective deterrent acting ageinst restitution claims, The
-elther expended because Jews had no sources of livelihood or

 high court costs, special taxes upon recovery of property

“1s not. cost.

a remarka.ble example of the extent to which morals of govern-.
ments have beén lowered. _

: Existing 1egislation, thus, provides for small part of
lost property. The main conditions covering restitution are .
that.the former owner is still alive, or that close relatives.
of his have survived, that clear proofs of ownership exist -
mere testimony of witnesses 1s not always recognized - and
that the claimant possesses the "right" kind of passport.

‘But even where all these conditions are fulfilled, Jews
are still confronted with extraordinary difficulties in re-
covering thelr property.v A large part of theilr private
posgessions was sold by them either in sales under duress or
in enforced sales. The legislation in many cases 1s framed so
as to protect present possessors who, in many cases though
not all, are clearly Fascist profiteers. This means in practice
that 1n many instances the Jewish claimant must repay the price
vhich he originally received, that he must indemnify the new
owner for all improvements a.nd. expenses, but that, on the

has derived. from the property. Thet this is not a matter of
course may be seen from the more sppropriate laws, For in-
stance, in Yugoslavia ‘the Jewish claimant usually receives not
only hils property back without eny conditions of compensation,
but he hasg also a righ'b to all income which accumlated in
’che meantime. o

The demand for compensation of the current possessor ia

sum3 recelved many years ago are, of course, no longer in the
hands of Jews who survived the extermination camps. It was

1t was taken avay from them by means of robbery or through the
payment of texes or bribdes. - To this deterrent must be added

(especially in Hungary) , end the like. .In certain cases there )

b

o Presi;mably lost”bey‘ond all hOpes of recovery is property
which has disappeared end which constitutes a high rate of
Jewlsh possessions because the Nazis carried away and dispersed
confiscated or robbed possessions that were movable, This-
type of property is mentioned specifically in the Bulgarian
law but even there the provisions are ‘completely inadequate.
If the European countries had heen less eager to establish
themselves as the helrs of their Jews, it would have been
relatively simple to set up speciel funds from the proceeds of
unclaimed Jewish property without heirs to compensate those
survivors who have loa“b everything and whose possessions have
disappeared.

III. SURVEY OF RES‘I‘II['UTION LAWS TN EUROPEAN COUNTRJJL’S
WESTE&?N EUROPE

1. France. Property which was ‘transferred by enforced

- . . : Nae Lo .
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sales or was abandoned can be reclaimed. Confiscated and
sequestered property is belng returned. However, one.billlon
frencs seized in 1941 by the Vichy Government from Jewish ' \
‘bank accounts have still to be restored. All unidentifiable
personal property goes irrevocably to the Entr'aide Francalse

- for distribution among needy persons. All helrless and un-
claimed property is to be put under the administration of the
‘French Government. A special decree will fix the conditions
for 1ts forfelture. . ‘

. Goxﬁ‘iscated property is administrered by a branch of the
Ministry of Finance which accepts claims for ite restitution.
In other instances, however, the claimant 1s forced to apply
for a court decision, If transfer of property 1s annulled,

. the owner pays the present possessor the price originslly =
received ('bu’o only to the limit the owner profited from this
Aamount), plus interest and all necessary and useful expenses
{to the extent the value of the property imcreased) incurred
for improvement or upkeep. The present possessor, at the same
time, has to repay the income which he may have derived from
the property. The provisions of the decree are, however, not

applicable to securities sold on the Bourse or in similar ways.

Its application is also excluded in most cases of properties
requisitioned or expropriated for the sake of public use-
fulness or acquired by the State in consequence of its right
. of pre-emption. ; ‘

. Foreigners may file claims for wer damages on & provieion—
al basis. They probably will receive satisfaction only in
those cases in which special conventions exist between France
and the foreigner's country. This disposes at once of all
stateless people (including German and Austrian refugees), of
all peoples of Russian orlgin, and probably of all Poles.

These represent the majority of France's foreign Jews.

Even léss favoraeble 1s the situation insofar as reetora;

tion of apartments goes. The cost of regaining such apartments -

13 high end for this reason 1t is estimated that .at least

e-half of Jewish apartmente will not be claimed at all. The
co!n'ts can in meny cases declde agalnst the claimant as, for .
instance, when the apartment 1s now held by veterane or by
other specified groups of tenants,

 The practice of the courts is even4 harsher than the
leglslation. A Jew of forelgn nationality, who recently claimed
the return of his apartment, was refused the benefit of the

decree concerning restitution of tenants although this particu-

lar decree does not mention foreigners specifically and it had
therefore: been hoped that foreign Jews mig,ht at least have
a right to their apa.rtmante.

2. Belgium All decrees covering war dmnages apply only

‘to Belgien citizens. All claims must be accompanied by a
o certificate of nationality. This means the exclusion of all
- .Jews from Germany, Austria, Rumania, etc.
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Confiscated property can be reclaimed in accordance with
a decree issued by the Government in Exile, but there is as
yet no special law concerning other properties. The present
possessor has no.right. to reimbursement of the price which
he paid to the Jewish owvmer. The situation of those who want

thelr apartments retwimed 1s equally as bad as in France; the
courts have great latitude in protecting the present tenant.

No provisions exist for the ultimate disposal of unclaimed
property. The process of recovering property 1s even slower
than in France. '

3. BHolland. Dutch legislation yields vast powers to a
semi- Judicial body, the Council for Re-establishment of Justice.
All property which is claimed by the former owners is now being
returned at a satisfactory rate , excépt real estate (the de-
partment for these cases has not yet been esteblished). The
Institution for Management and Administration, to which all
unclaimed and heirless property is transferred, usually appoints
a8 trustees helrs or persons who formerly were connected with

. the enterprise .

Compensation may be granted by the Council in certa.in
cases.. If the present possessor took unfair advantage of the
wretched aituation of the Jews, the price which ‘the owner re-
pa.ys goes to the State.

Heirless and uncleimed stocks and 'b'onds 'become State

- property. All other such assets are being sold and the pro-

ceeds. put under the trusteeship of the Council. To whom the
proceeds from sales will go remains to be determined

4, TItaly. All confiscated property including real
estate, which had been transferred to the official Fascist
Office of ILiguidation, is in process of being restituted.
Repayment of stock certificates or bonds, issued by the’
Italian Government at the tims of liquidation, is now demanded..
All private (cransfers of property mede by persons affected by
the reacial lawa (provided the damage sustained exceeds ane-
fourth of the value of the property), or concluded to evade
the Fascist laws , are annulled and the property is restored.
Special- guerdians are appointed for a.'beentee-ownere or for
unclaimed property. _

. Th_e repayment provision for restitution of property is
less of a deterrent to Jewlsh claims in Italy than elsewhere.
The su'bstantial devaluation of the lire 1s not teken into
account. Furthermore, the law provides for reyocation of
"gifts" and other fictitious transfers. Thus, Jews may recover
all such amounts and these sums might represent a rather large
total of business transactions because of the lack of anti-
Semitism in Italy end the resulting confidence of the Jews in
their non-Jewish fellow citizens to whom they "donated" thelr
noeeeseions.

8-




SOU’I‘H EASTERN EUROP.&. '

5. Greece. The first sign of the good faith of the
Greek Government with respect to Jewish restoration were
decrees which ruled that avallable properties should be re-
stored to their rightful owners. Unfortunately, almost all
personal property has diaappeared and 1s lost forever to
Greek Jewry. :

After negotiations with the reorgan:lzed Central Board of
dowish Communities of Greece, a decree was issued providing
that all Jewish heirless and unclaimed property should be .
transferred to a special fund to be uaed for the rehabilitation
of Greek Jewry. :

. Greek action on the restitution question i’s“"'outstand.ing
because of its clear-cuty equity; unfortunauely, it 18 the
exception. It shows , however, how much can be done even by a
poor country.

6. Rumania., Rumenia is an example of the futility of
legislation under conditions of bad faith and a hostile
administration. The legal pr_ovisions show an eagerness to
protect those who acquired Jewish property at the expense of
the Jewlsh owners, and the practice of special exceptions
which results in making the laws almost meaningless. Here,
as. in France, not a penny of the millions in cash which the ‘
old Fascist regime had extorted from Jews has been given back,
and out of 17,000 coni’isca.ted. houses only 5, 000 are again
in Jewlsh ha.nd.s.

As to sales concluded under d.uress, only those propert* es
which are now in hands of proven Fascists, former government
officlals or active members of Fascist organizations are
anmulled. In other cases, the Jewish ovmer must prove thet he
“has suffered a loss of at least 40% before his claim will be
considered at all. Even if his claim is accepted, not only
mist he repay the original price, but also indemnify the
- present possessor for all improvements and expenses. .The new
owner, however, 1s permitted to keep all the income he may have
derlved from the property since his acquisition of it to the.
extent of the legal interest on:the amount paid by him.

The agrarian refom laws make impossible any restitution
of landed estates. While all other Rumanian proprietors of -
landed estates are allowed to keep 50 hectares of their former
posseesions , the Jewlish owners who suffered. through expropria-
tion by Fascist confiscation receive no compensation at all.
And moveble goods held by third acquirers are given back only
if the Jewish claiment can prove that the buyer acted in bad
faith. : ,

The result of these provisions is disastrous. On.LV some
3,000 claims have been flled within the prescribed period ‘
while at least one-third of the Jewish population is completely
destitute. .As in France, the chief deterrent to claims is the

..__L”(j \8 | "9‘.'
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court procedure vhich is possible of complica'bing matters
willfully ‘to protect the present Rumanian possessors. Small
enterprises which obviously constitute the only meens of :
11velihood for the claimant have the best chance of restoration.
The advantages accruing to the Rumanian State in handling

. Jewlsh restitution are rather great: Jewish property in prewar
Rumania was valv.ed at about one billion dollers.

T. Bulgaria. Bulgarie is the only country in Europe
vhere sca:rcaly any decimation of the Jewish population occurred
through progroms end deportation. The situation of Bulgarian
Jews 18 only a degree better than that of those of Rumania,
although restituticn laws are epnacted with more fairness and
handled 1n a more helpful spirit. The reason is that Bulgarian
Jowry hag: alwaya been one of the poorest in all Europe.

The Bulgarian Govermment reatores all conflscated Jewlsh
property and compensates third persons who may have purchased L
it from the Govermment. On the other hand, the government R
provides no restitution at all for enforced sales under duress -
" (except for shares, business and paerticipetion in enterprises)

appa.rently because such sales were less frequent in a country -
vhere no wholesale deportati¢m of Jews occurred and where the
- State was, the main beneficiary of the anti-Jewish measures. .
The below-mentioned amount is destined in part, to compensate
for such property transfers. o o N

+ Irrecoverable Jewish property 1s compensated for - an
exception of the rule - although the total compensation (30
million leva.s, or $20,000) 1is very low. The amount has re-
cently been increaaed. ' '

Here again agrarian reform laws prevent the restitution
of ‘confiscated landed estates, but compensation 1s provided.
This compensation, however, is virtually meaningless because
of the deva.luation of the leva, against which there is no -

_ recourse.: )

Special taxes which wei'e lovied against 'the Jews are
refunded, after certain deductions, in governmsnt bonds, not
in ca.sh ‘

8. Y%oslavia. Here, where few Jews have purvived, the
legal situation is relatively favorable., Insofar as they are
present. there, the survivors get back their properties without
any conditions; they do not pay compensation. (except for '
improvements) and they receive back the income which the
purchaser may have derived from the property.

This, however, covers only a minute part of former Jewish.
property.. Exempt from restitution are properties whose return
would be- detrimen‘bal to the national economy and simlilar v
national interests , although the law recognizes the right to
compensation. Helrless property mey remain in the administra-
tion of the State. Furthermore, Yugoslev citizens living a-
broad may now claim restitution on:w if they are. willing to
return to’ Yugoslavia. R

-10- o : | ;iéu»@
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'~ There is a clear tendency in Yugoslav legislation to
favor ovners of small enterprises. This applies to claims by
heirs - vhich, presumably because of the heavy losses of
Yugoslavian Jewry, are rather numerous. In the latter case,
only close relatives are recognized snd given the various
possessions to manage. If, however, the claim concerns large
enterprises, moneys, stock, etc., they are handed back only-

in part.
FASTERN EUROFE
9. Hungary. The chief aim of the Hungarian restitution

lawe is to avoid any favoritism towerd the Jews. This obviously
does not meke for equality because, while the whole country
suffered meverely from the war and its consequences, non-Jewish
citizens did not loae everybhing and are still better off than
the Jews. .

Bere . again, the agrarien land reforms rule that estates
over a certaln size are liable to confiscation and distribution
among the landless peasants. Compensation is accorded in all
cagses within the financiel capacities of the State - which are
very restricted. Small Jewish landholders who are entitled
to restitution of their property are frequently offered holdings
in other parts of the country 'beca,use ‘their lands ha.ve already

“been aistributed. _

All c]aims concerning restitution of business premises s
equipment , goods and materisls to to a Commigsion of Arbitra-
tion, and the claiment must advance the cost of the procedure.
If bls clain is refuaed., he may go to the courts - and spend
more money. In the case of movable property belonging to the
persons forcibly removed from the. place of their residence,
the Office of Housing Administration decides according to .
the economic and famlly conditions of the claimant and the
present possessor. In other words, the claims of the Jewish'
legal owner and the exploiter of the Jewish calamlty are
accepted on the same basis. Personal property lost after ,
Merch 19, 194k may bé reclaimed through the courts, while the .
rightful owner may apply for reinstatement of his rights in

“real property. . .

The problem of unclaimed property has not yet been solvad
although a bill setting up & spec:lal fund was submitted to :
the. Parliament

‘This ig not all, Property will. be restituted only upon
payment for all improvements and taxes, which must be repaid
in a short period. To these expenses must be added a gpecial
tax which is levied on. the recovery of property. The- excess
of bureaucracy, especially outside the capital, makes even

& these provisions illusionary. Ninety per cent of the civil
: gervants are former government officials with the result that
75 per cent of the Jewlsh population in the provincee is being
cared for by the American Joint Distribution Committee. )

ll(\/)
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Discrimination, hovever, is not restricted to buresucrats,
but may be found on all levels of the State machinery. Accord-
ing to a Jewlsh Telegraphic Agency report, Forelgn Minister
Janos Gyongyosi holds that restitution of Jewlsh property
depends upon the yeturn of Hungarian and Jewlsh property now
held by the Alliea. S

To theee factors must be a,dded the tremendous devaluetion
resulting from Fascist management. To give a typlcal instance:
the Nazis sold a certain amount .of Jewlsh property, worth
$20,000,000 for $2,000,000. The Hungarian Government offered ‘
this amount to the Jewish commmity when, due to the devaluation,

1t was worth $l 000.

10. Czechoslovskia. Jewish losses were included in war
losses and transfers of property were originally annulled only
if they were made to "natlomally untrustworthy persons,” or
were abandoned and belonged to workers, farmers, and persons
of gimilar social status, Confiscated Jewish property vas

. kept as State property. Jews of these categories, moreover,
- who in the census of 1930 gave Hungarian or German as their

mothér-tongue {30,3% in Bohemla, Moravia, and Silesia, and -
14.4% in Slovakia) could regain their property only if they
proved their loyalty to the Czechoslovak State and were them-
selves victims of persecution. (UNKRA at one time tried to
obtain as a privilege for such Jews the right to take awvay
movable property In cases of expulsion) If a person in the
same -census had declared himself a Jew in accordance with the
minority treaties (31.3% in Bohemla, Moravia, and Silesia, and

'53.1% in Slovekia), he 1s to -be investigated and his national-
1ty to be redetermined according to such criteria as the lan-

guage he used in his home ;, or to which school his parents sent
him. : , .

Restitution has not been in effect in Slovakia. at a.ll
A recent law covers the problem of volding contracts entered
into undep, duress during the period of occupation and that of

. restitution of properties lost because cf Judicial or adminis- -

trative decisions. The new law (except for the second category
of losses) is valid in the wvhole of Czechoslovakia.

.- Despite certain 1mprovemants ; & situation still prevails
in which the property of only. a part of those Jews who claimed
Czechoslovek nationality in 1930 can be retwrned. FProperty left
behind in Terezin, vwhich had been transferred by the Nazis

‘together with thelr owners from all over Burops, is restituted

only if it belonged to some Allied nation., Everything else - -
that is, all property which was German or Austrian-Jewish
owned - ig 'being used for Jewish but also for genmeral purposes.
The govermnent indeed, has become the chief helr of Jewish
possesaions - not only of those who were slaughtered but also
of all those survivors vho did not foresee, in 1930, that one

“day it would be considered a crime to act according to the
‘constitation of the country whose citizens they were.
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11, Poland. All property which is not in the possesslion
of the legal ovmers is considered "abandoned property", and is
administered by the Office of, Liquidation established by the
Office of the Prime Minister. In this category belong also all
properties which had been transferred to third persons for.
safekeeping during the period of German occupation, the posses-

 sors being responsible for restitution without any conditions. .

A1l such possessions are to be registered and claims by the
original owner or his heirs ma.y be filed in regular procedure
and the clalmant then obtains them.,

Propertiés falling‘,unﬂ.er the nationalization law cannot =~ -
be restituted. Orgenizations of public benefit have a right to
claim temporarily certain properties. The same 15 true for

ministries which may require transfer of sbandoned possessions

to their Jurisdiction. This seems to foreshadow what 1s going
to happen to all heirless property in Poland, which represents
by far the largest part of former Jewish possessions. :

GERMANY AND AUSTRIA are clearly cases to be discussed

.separately., In Germeny, Jurisdiction is primarily exercised by

the military authorities of the four occupational powers., In
Austria, however, a government exists with a certain amount of
independence, and' in Germany the Laender and the so-called

. Leenderrat, in the American zone of occupation, are developing

more and mo:z'e into Germa.n govermmental agencles. Reastricted as
the powers of the Germen and Austrian authorities are, in the
fleld of restitution of Jewlsh property they seem to en.joy
sufficient responsibility of their own.

B 12, Austria, No measures for the return of Jewish
property have been taken so far. A year ago the Austrian Gov-
ernment ordered the reglstration of all properties and property
rights which had been allenated since March 1939. One year
after the issuance of the decree, however, and after its enforce-
ment through a similar decree by the Property Control Commission
within the American Military Govermnment,  reglstration had

_ not ‘even started in December 19115

Even public property of the Jewish commmities which was
confiscated by the German Government 1is not being returned. Of
the 200 buildings of the Vienna Jewish Canmnity, only 100 were

. given back.

Only recently did the Parliament enact a brief law con-
taining a general declaration of nullity concerning transactions
entered into during the German occupatlion insofar as they were
the consequences of German political and raclal measures and
economic "Durchdringung." Covering legislation will state how

| ~and in what ceses annulment will be granted. This law has

already passed the Allled Control Council. The first law deal-
ing with properties, at present in the administration of the
Bund and Laender, has been adopted by the Parliament and a

‘similar one to be applied to forfelted property is under

o1y 13-
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‘conslderation. These laws restrict the right to inheritance

but do not provide for the use of unclaimed and heirless
properties; they require repayment of all costs but do not
provide for the return of all incomes. The whole pro,ced,u:e is
administrative , not Judicial. ' ‘

13. Germany. The chief characteristic of the German .
situation with respect to restitution of property is confuaion.
The Allied Military Government, under Iew 52, has "frozen" the
property, which was in the posseseion of. the German Reich, the
Nazi ?arty, and other Nazi organizations, of absent owners by
arrested. persons or. profiteers of the Nazi regime s and those
transferred under duress. Actual restitution; however, is to - ..
be left to German authorities themselves to give them an oppor-

. 'tunity "to right the wrongs of the National-Socialist regime in
a public form."” But lew 54 grants the respective Germsn

"Laender™ the right of. possession and of use of properties be-

. longing to the SA, SS and similar orga.nizat:lons. -A certain .

part of these properties - as well as of state and party prop-

-erty -|was robbed from Jewish victims. In April 1946 an
‘estima};ed total of 6.2 billion marks in various forms of prop-
- erties was under the control of the American Milite.ry' Govern~

ment, - Of these, more. than 60°’ belonged ’oo ‘the Nazi Party and -

. the German State,s :

The situation is very complica‘bed In some instances s in
the American zone of occupation, German authorities have ruled

-that Jews ‘have a right to higher compensation for losses than -

all other classes of the vopulation., In other loca.lities, as’
in Hesse, & general registration of all properties which were
formerly Jewish has been ordered. But no implementation for
restitition has been issued. In the Soviet zone, restitution.
is a recognized principle and a trusteeship for absentee- -prop-
erty by the local Jewlsh commmities is mentioned. A restitu--
tion decree has been enacted in Thuringia. Registration of.
confiscated Jewlsh buildings and business premises hag started.
But the Jewish Community in Berlin has still to recover the
three and a half million marks in bank deposits which were
frozen by the Nazis.

Nothing 8o far has been d.one m the British and French

" zones except for registration of properties conf‘iscated or

otherwise obtained

In the American zonme, several drafte were prepared.
Initially they were different for each of the three provinces.
The second stage was reached when a uniform draft was prepared .
by the Laenderrat and the American militery authorities. At
pregent there exists a possibility of definite action, especial-
1y in connection with the appointment of a speclal counsellor to
Gen.Joseph T, MacNarney for this purpose. The drafts thus far

. prepared are very restricted in their application.. There is

still confusion as to the appropriate methods of compensation,
the proposals ranging from actual restitution to payment to
absentees in German unsecu.reé.) bomis. ’

i @ @ @ - 11.6013 |
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THE RESTITUTION OF JEWISH PROPERTY IN GERMANY

(A studyvprepared‘by a special investigator in Berlin.)

The value of Jewisn.asseﬁs seized by the Nazis in Ger-

many can be appraised at 10 billion reichsmarks. According to the

Keich Finance report of April 36, 1938, Jewish capital was as

,follows- .
Agriculture and forestry Rm. 112,000,000,.--
Real Estate . 2,343,000,000,-~ .
Operating Capital 1,195,000,000,-~
Other values o 4,881,000,000,--
Total ) Rm. . ' ' P » . -

Tﬁgt was private property. Even after sales and re;F_
md%als,‘due té'departures; some Rm. 4,000,000,000.-~ remained in _
pure confiseatiOHB’ left in Nazi ‘hands ‘without adequate compeaaation.
In addition, 1,503 Jewish assoclations, organizations
‘Zand institutions and 1,658 Jewish religious communities were(diééélved
- and their property transferred to the Reichs?ereinigung der~Judéﬁ~in'
' -Deutschland; the catch-all the Naiis created to become the holding

':company for community property. On June 10, 1943, that organizaiibn

"'}*was seized by the Gestapo and its values were entrusted to the 0§6r~

‘ finance.Presidant at Berlin. Its assets at that time amounted to
'i'Rm. lhh~236 925 56. 'Until that time an advisory committee of eiéﬁt v
 .Jews had been kept informed of what was happening. After that. time,

".;the Nazis regarded the whole affair as closed ‘with the property

_definitely becoming German. |

| Even previously, the Jews sent to Theresienstadt inA
 northwestern CZGOhOSlOVaKia had been compelled to close with the

f‘Reichsvereinigung der Juden in Deutschland qnd deal with a new

 ageney. Actually, it amounted to their buying themselves into

ﬂTheresienstadt through an ”Hineinkaufsvertrag" which transferred'

1 R91a | , WIS S
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all their moveable'proparty to an account which was kept with the

" Bohemien Landbank in Prague. In all Rm. 109,000,000.-- were paid -
‘into that account by the inmates of Theresienstadt, of which Rﬁf¢

‘;'30 000, ogo;;-survived on the books when they were taken over,by the

‘:CzecholeVak chernment. | S '

Today there are burvivors of that despoilage all over theA

“‘world - probably 100 000 of them st11l in Germany. The se Jews, to‘a

large degree, llve in special camps -- gre fgd from special supplies --i

‘but are kept out of regular German economy. ~They are desirous‘6fjfe; ¢

: campenae for thair losses. | R :

, They met on May 19, under the leadeeship of Dr. Benno
‘Ostertag'of48tuttgart, to formulate their demands, and msaz.agaip on’
Jume 19, . - S |

‘  Before that the Amerioan Jewish Conference met in Munich
riﬁjand on May 7, 1946 sent a letter through it sspokesman, Dr. Hans, Lamm
za'to Colonel Lealie M. Jefferaon, Chief of the Property Rshabilitation

=D1vision, in Berlin, asking that a census of all Jewish property~aszoful

January i, 1933 be canducted as a basis for some property resti”ution.
In additicn, the Lamg msmorandum requested’ that the whole proble‘”or
Jewish property be treated 1in four categories, the flrst to receive
immediate consideration;

The four categories are:

I Property of Jews who continued to reside or =
are now resilding in Germany.

II. Property of Jews still alive who emigrated.
III. Property'of'JewiSh Communities and Institutions.

IV. Property of Jews who were exterminated.
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In the Ameficgn Zone, the Prqperty Control Commi sson
is now taking‘over Nazi‘Party and German State propérty at the rate of -
.A;from 2, 000 to 5,000 properties a week. Only a few of those pro§~7
| erties have been returned to their owners -- blacklisted people who

| have been cleared, or Germans who fled . and have come back and
;’are not in the 26 to 30 classifications of owners whose property
i " can be confiscated. It has now peed decided to place all of this’ .
Jproperty under the Laender Governments in the American Zona, the -
Lgermans themselves to operate them, with Property Control continuing
ﬁl t0 make policy and ultimately determining wh&t is to be set 331d8
' for reparations and restitutions. :

‘A8 of May 20, 1946, 24,912 units of property belong~ =

vi]ing to the Nazi Party or its mambers were taken over., Ths value<

' 15 estimated at about Rm. 2,439,000,000.--. As of the same date, 'f
the total property taken over was 43, 459 units with a value of e
Rm. 7,307,000,000.-=. |
‘These properties are administered by trustees undér{7‘
‘an elaborate set of regulations but as of the present I was nowhéré'
able t&gbbtain‘an'official statément of poliey from a responsible
Amﬁric&ﬁ @fficial gs to what is to be the uitiméte fate of thesefﬁ
propériiés; The latest move is to‘turn‘ﬁheir administration
back -1nto" ‘German hands.‘ | .
| Jewish leaders belleve that income from these prop-p
, erties,'or the actual properties and others sill in German hands,,*:
should be used‘to compensate the Jews for their losses, for theyn‘

were the heaviéstAsufferers,of German persecution and confiscation.
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é 'f American military gcvernmant officials are finﬁlng it extremely
_ diffieult to decide how to treat the Jewish question, whether . to,
make ‘the Jews a special case, and begin dealing with their losses'
.or whether to dispenae with all restitution and operate the proper- ’f

ties for the benefit of a new Genmany.
| A The following paragraphs represent the views of an.
Amarican military Governmﬂnt offieial charged with a special assign~

ment to study property reetltution. : W

Jews all over the wcrld have presented hundreds of thou- t
‘sands of claims against the presant Germany. These claims ara sa .
extensive that they exceed the sum total of all German assets in the
AAmarican Zone. Most af the Jewish claima include ‘not only financial
relmbursemant for prOpnrty lost or destroyed but back ineame far},
six to eight years, plus lost’ income of the poeple involved and aA‘
Teturn on the investment. V ‘ | |
For example. - The Jewish community in Munich, once
numbering over 10, 000 people and now numbering about 600 of thosei.
rormer inhabitants, bas presented a clalm for the proparty of all’
Jews who were in the community and recompense for all property
“damage.~ Two one-third owners of a distillery in North Germany haVe
asked fer the return of the value of their shares, plus loss of
actual incoma plus $500 000 in aamage -=- all to be paid to them
in t he United States. Praotically all claims ask forvcampensation .

'ln some fofeign valuta ~- not in the.preSent German Marks. Iiuthe
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clalms were paid-inwmarks; t he currenéy of the cohntfy'would beﬁbme
wosthless’ Most elaimants want cashj thay want ths values removed
from Germany. Few have any 1ntention of returning. ‘
‘The gener&l economic oondition in German; is responsible
for the hesitancy to formulate a polioy with regard to prpperty B
restitution. If an attempt were made to settle ‘claims on the  1 : 

’demanded 1t is m&intainad in many official circles that it would

mean the collapae of an already apparently bankrupt Germany, Care-
ful digging by economists would reveal, in the estimation of some
men connected with the Eeonomic Division of Amarican Military Gévern~

ment, that the ocountry ~- for the present at least -- is almost

- prastrate with cnly artifieial supports maint&ining a semblance of
‘,ordar and giving existing currenecy a value a8 a medium of exchange.

'Until the Garmanx economy has some revival 1n sight, there can be

little done about the restitution of property on the basis of exist-
ing claims, except in a very limited vay. ‘

' In the American Zone, there seems to be the poasibility
of orgénizing the‘assets of the Nazi Party and such‘organizatiqns
as the SS and the SA are using income from them in a program of
rehablilitetion of the Jews and paying the bills of the existing .
DP program; It would appegr, however, that these assets will ”} 

only suffice for those Jews who remain as a _part of the German t‘

population.

From existing information, thére 18 little indication:

that any prbgram of property restitution or redistributicn 88 it

1J5818 ‘nf
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~,0wnera. Large German estates whioh 1n that area might haVQ servea as

a basis for some type of compensation have already been diviki émdhg
‘;’ landless peasantry and income from such estatas will not be 21
| ‘coming for another type of rehabilitation program. ,
Thﬁ French have favored a program of dacantralization while

'the Britiah are 1ntarested primarily in getting finanecial burdens off
thelir backs they are not acting in terms of property restitution.‘
Thay have no special Jewish D.P. program. B

T All thils means that if the Amaricans were to undertake
: their own restinmion program, they would be paying, in part at least
meny or the claims which should. rigntfully be borme. ln the other zonas.

! All indications are that until Germany again bhas a{
ible central government and operates asan eeonomic whole so tha
i'paoblem of restitution can be dealt with on the same basib fo
| areas - there will be no restitution except in special and ind vic
cases. When ‘one sees the conditions or these persecuted and he
A their justified demands, it is apparent that somsthing must b
"hut under°exlsting conditiong none of phe zones will take the lead in
* attacking thé;iasue‘of providing recémﬁénse”jor a'persecuted a

people.
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INSTITUTE OF JEWISH AFFAIRS AR
| Information Series
#.l. German investments in Latin America

: The amount of German investments (capital) in Latin America is
of. obvious importance. First, because many of these interests are
‘or‘may still be in the hands of German (or disguised) concerns;

However, the

funds fcr possible uge as re-ara‘ ons e
yraper:E: except.for

‘exa0t. (or even approximate¥=ume
Bome figures released in the U.S.A.

*ﬁkjy The article on German investments in Latin America by ‘Je Fred

.~ Rippy, Professor at the University of Chicago, in The Journal of

- . Business of :the University of Chicago, April 1948 is therefore of
special interest 1

: According to Prof. Rippy, German investments in Latin America
in 1940 were as follows (for the sake of comparison, the third column
glves the amount of British. investmentsjin 4947 -~ except those for - - .
shipping and - banks which . totaled 112, 2795816 for the whole area ~ . - .
according to the "Comparative Stacistics of Brisish. Investments in
~Latin America" compliled by the South American Journal and cited in_
-the August 1948 issue of the World Todax).AA»:‘ R U IR O

finvestmentsj.

1tish
(in thousands cf 5 ).
549,136 . .
Tson
v 213,366
| le'. 86 . . 46,030
. Oolombia 5 . ‘. . 6,441
. Ecuador - 5 4 454 .
.Paraguay 3 . 2,882
Peru . 25 27 023
. Uruguay. -4 _ 43 568 . . -
Venezuela .3 o 17 903
Mexico R 1- - _140 68b.. .
Guatemala .. Bo 16,031
‘Costa Rlca . 1 4,460. ,
Other Central Amerioa o 8.5 2 589 -
Cuba, Haiti Domin Republic 1,5 - 27, 544(Cuba only)
| _ .56 897 '902 R
South America B ‘878
91

Gentral America

‘The amounts involved, however important do not represent the

-full extent of German penetration.

To oomplete the plcture, it 1s’

necessary to survey the number of existing German or partly German

firms,

rirms a8’ those ef partly or wholly owned German concerns.

This may be done by accepting the numbers of blasklisted

The_
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,"~figuree are as follows:

Argentina 402
Bolivia: 72

. Brazil o 254 1

- Chile wromoy o297
-Golombia. 195
Ecuador v@:gﬁ 51 SIS

AiPamaguay
;Beru3y .

Domin. Republic RRPY:
Haiti . ;W,_vﬁf=th¢

in_Latin America; that the
‘ & An:fifteen countries and.Sind
. ca ondor in at least fo,z, :“;a amburg-American ‘Line had subsix=

" “diaries. in at least nine and the North German Lloyd in six. Even =~
more -extenslve was the German bank ‘business: Banco ‘Aleman had nu-

,*ﬂmerous branches in six Latin: American countries,A'Baneo,Germanieo; ,
~in.four; Banco Antioquena, in Venezuela. German insurance ‘companies

too, were active there: Albingla operated in three and ‘Mannhelmer in
two .countries; Aschen, Muni¥ch, and Alllanz also operated:in Latln

- America, The Germans also owned 46 hotels in eleven diffierent count—
;ries, among them 11 in Chile, g in Golombia, and 8 1n Guatemala.t

oo gregt number of other German firms had a oonsiderable number
of eubsidiaries, e.g., Schering in 12; Bayer in 11; . bMerk in 8; '
AEG An 6; Slemens in 8; Telefunken in'3-4. Thyssen & Krupp, Mannes~-
-man &:Stinnes, Deutz, and Zelss may also be mentloned, as well as a
: large number of export and import concerns. All in all, the Germans
had there llO manufacturing plants. ‘ .

‘ In an earlier issue of the same periodical (Ootober, 1947),
Prof. Rippy published a detailed study on German investments in Guate
mala, . Thils study comes to the conclusion that German agricultural,
industrial, mercantile, insurance, financlal and transport: companies

~practically dominated the Guatemalan economy and life. -
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T0: Dr. Kubowitzki, Dr. Marcus ' o {i;{ﬂ‘
From: N. Robinson - . < :
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Re: Restitution in the British Z»one of Germany , i

‘ U

. Attached please find Oopy of a report by Dr. Bienenfeld on
the meetlng held .on Jan. -20.

1 wrote to Berlin and requested the draft.
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COPY

21st January, 1948

Dr. N. Robinson

World Jewish Congress
1834 Broadway »
New York, N. Y.

U.S.A.

Dear Dr. Robinson,

: Yesterday the meeting on the German Restitution Law took place at
the Foreign Office, German Divislon, under the Chalrmanship of Mr,

/ Hampshire acting for Mr., McNeil., Invited and present were Mr. Parker

of the Political Element of the Control Commission in Berlin, Mr, Stefanl
for the British Central Fund, Mr. Brotman for the Board of Deputies,

Dr. George Weiss in his personal capacity, but in fact representing the
Joint, I myself for the W.J.C,, Mr, Cavendlsh Bentenck for British
claimants not belonging to the persecuted group, Mr. Mggter for the
Industrial Refugee Committee, whlch represents Jews and non-Jews and

Dr. Alexander for the Councll of Jews from Germany.

: The Agenda d4id not contaln a discussion of the British Restitution

* Law to be published but only the setting up of a Claimants Office which

' should assist the clalmants as a. voluntary Assoclation in the steps to be
. taken by them in Germany after the law would have come into force and . .
informing the Foreign Office which facllities. should be granted to.th tgy,_‘
voluntary organlsation; which organisaticns should take part in the: Sl
compositlon of the Board of the new office, .what measures are suggeatedizw
for. arranging for the refund of purchase .money ‘to successful persecutees,&
how the proof of succession should be established and how the claimants .
should be assisted 1n tracing movable property expropriated by .the Nazis,
and what arrangements should be made for representation in contested cases,

As you will see from those Agenda it was only contemplated discussing
how to facilitate the task for about 30,000 claims which were already put
forward before now, Nelther the contents of the law itself nor the problem
of heirless or unclalmed Jewish propertles was included in the Agenda.

Nevertheless, both. questions were fully discussed in the course of
the meeting.

First Dr. Alexander was allowed to speak and he made & full statement
as to the necesaary measures for asslsting people in pursuing their indivie
i dual claims, He mentioned, however, that the problem of heirless or un—

i . clalmed property was lnter-linked with the setting up of a clalmants office
for individual restitution, at least for financial reasons because the
initial expenses being rather heavy they should be borne out of the un-
claimed and heirless assets for the rehabilitation particularly of poor
clalmants, Moreover, 1t would be too expensive to set up two organisations
and he therefore suggested that a British Restitutlion Commission formed
after the model of the American Restitutlion Commisslon should come into
being and should have two Departments, one for assisting indlvidual claim-
ants and the other for tracing, recovering and administering heirless and
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unclaimed Jewlsh property.

To this hMr. Hampshire replied that the question of heirless
property has not yet been decided and was not a matter of discussion
for this meeting. The procedure would be as follows. According to a re-
port of Mr. Parker the Polltical and Financlal Element of the British Con~.
trol Commission in Berlin submitted thelr views on the principles of an
ordinance to be published to the Legal Element of the Control Commission.
The Legal Element will, within the next ten days, submlt the draft of an-

‘ordinance to the Forelgn Office which would, within a fortnight, give

thelr replies, then the German Laender would be invited to make their
observations and after that the ordinance would come into force.

The questlion was then ralsed by Dr. George Welss whether the clauses.
concerning heirless and unclaimed properties would be revealed to the ‘
Jewisgh organisations to enable them to make thelr observatlons. At the be-
ginning Mr, Hampshire was rather doubtful, obviously influenced by the -
views of Mr., Parker who as we know takes the view that in the interest of
German economy the helrless or unclaimed property should fall to the
Crown of the German lLaender or a} least to a general fund for all .
persecutees whether Jews, Democrats, Communists or other political refu-
gees, I was aware of that situation and I therefore drew the attention of
Mr. Hampshire in rather strong terms to the fact that 1t was H.M. Govern-
ment which moved, at the suggestion of the World Jewlsh Congress, the
clauses in the Peace Treaties with Hungary and Rumanla, by which the -
prindiple was established that there should be separate rehablilitation
funds out of helrless or unclalmed propertles for every persecuted group

and that secondly the assets of those persecuted groups. and especlally - -
‘0of the Jews should never-.fall to the crown of the respective country .. -

because that would mean' that the assete of the murdered Jews would -be.
employed for the beneflt ‘of the murderers. I thought. it hardly advisable
that H.M. Governmeniwhich moved those clauses at the Paris Peace Treatles"
and carried these clauses through should now deviate from that principle

‘in the case of Germany. Moreover, in my view a German restitution law -

forms substantially a part of a Peace Treaty with Germany. If a Peace
Treaty with Germany would have come about then a draft Treaty would have
been published and the Jewlsh organisations would have had the opportunity

a8 they had in Paris, to state their points and make their requests. We

therefore must insist that H.M, Government should give the Jewish organi-
satlons the opportunity of knowing before~hand the contents of the or-

" dinance not only in respect of Jewlsh heirless or unclaimed property but

also in respect of the other clauses of the ordinance.

Mr. Hampshire who was obviously impressed first gave é binding under-

| taking that clauses relating to helrless or unclalmed property would be
. discussed with the Jewlsh organisations before any opinion of the Foreign

Office would be sent to the Control Office in Berlin. Secondly he thought

‘that there are many points in favour of what I sald and he wuld therefore

refer the matter to the Minsiter for serious consideration.

"Regarding other matters which are of importanee I mention the
following:~ ; | A _ :

(a) The Question arose whether the Clalmante Office should be a compulso-
ry or voluntary organisation., It was unanimously agreed that it should be
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uﬁclalmed Jewlsh property.

To this Mr. Hampshire replied that the question of helrless
property has not yet been decided and was not a matter of discussion
for this meeting. The procedure would be as follows. According to a re-
port of Mr. Parker the Polltical and Financlal Element of the British Con=~.
trol Commission in Berlin submitted thelr views on the principles of an
ordinance to be published to the Legal Element of the Control Commisgion.
The Legal Element will, within the next ten days, submit the draft of an
ordinance to the Foreign Office which would, within a fortnight, glve
thelr replies, thén the German Laender would be invited to make their
observations and after that the ordinance would come into force.

The question was then raised by Dr. George Weiés whether the clauses

! concerning heirless and unclalmed properties would be revealed to the

Jewish organisations to enable them to make thelr observations. At the be-
ginning Mr. Hampshire was rather doubtful, obviously influenced by the

: views of Mr. Parker who as we know takes the view that in the interest of

¢

German economy the heilrless or unclalmed property should fall to the
Crown of the German lLaender or at least to a general fund for all
persecutees whether Jews, Democrats, Communists or other political refu-
gees. I was aware of that situation and I therefore drew the attention of

: Mr. Hampshire in rather strong terms to the fact that it was H.M. Govern-

: ment which moved, at the suggestion of the World Jewish Congress, the
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.clauses in the Peace Treatles with Hungary and Rumanla, by which the
. 'prindiple was established that there should be separate rehabilitatlon

funds out of helrless or unclaimed properties for every persecuted group
‘and that secondly the assets of those persecuted groups and especlally -
of the Jews should never fall to the crown of the respective country
because that would mean that the assets of the murdered Jewg would be ... -

s

employed for the benefit of the,murderers:”,Iﬁthought*itfhardly-advisablgf(g-‘f
that H.M, GovernmenyWwhich moved those clauses at the Pdaris Peace Treatles -

and carried these clauses through should now deviate from that prinQiﬁlé‘gf;u

‘An the case of Germany. Moreover, in my view a German restitution law."

forms substantially a part of a Peace Treaty with Germany. If a Peace
Treaty with Germany would have come about then a draft Treaty would have
been published and the Jewish organisations would have had the opportunity
a8 they had in Paris, to state their points and make theilr requests. We
therefore must insist that H.M. Government should glve the Jewish organi-
sations the opportunity of knowing before-hand the contents of the or-
dinance not only in respect of Jewish helrless or unclaimed property but
also in respect of the other clauses of the ordinance, :

ﬁr..Hampshire-who was obviously impressed firsf gave a binding under-
taking that clauses relating to heirless or unclaimed property would be

. dlscussed with the Jewish organisations before any opinion of the Foreign

 ,0ff1ce would be sent to the Control Office in Berlin. Secondly he thought

‘that there are many points in favour of what I sald and he wuld therefore

refer the matter to the Minsliter for serious consideration.

Regarding other matters which are of importance I mention the
following:~ A _ ~

(a) The Question arose whether the Claimants Office should be a compulso-
ry or voluntary orgenlsation. It was unanimously agreed that 1t should be
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a voluntary organisation because 1t was to be expected in any case that
the vast majority of the clalmants would make use of that organisation,

(b) Mr. Hampshire stated his view that the clalmants organisation should
only consist or represent cases of clalmants elther of British nationallty

{ or at least residing in Britain for all zones in Germany. Dr. Alexander
' pointed out that this was not the idea of the Jewlish organisations, the

less so as the Council of Jews fpom Germany represents claimants from

. America and Palestine. Since Wr. Hampshire was rather doubtful whether
. an organisation recognlsed by the Yoreign Office could also represent

American cases in the British zone, Dr. Welss explained that this would
be quite an advantage from the British point of view 1f American claims
could be represented because wealthy people would of course contribute-
towards the expenses, I myself drew the attention of Mr. Hampshlre to
the fact that the W.J.C. 1s entitled to speak for a large number of Jews -
formerly resident in Germany. Of the 570,000 Jews in Germany before Hitler
70,000 were stateless or of foreign natlonality and this number increased
until 1938 te about 100,000 due to the withdrawal of previous naturalisa-
tions, Those Jews who have claims against Germany are now partly 1n the
camps in Germany, Austrla and Italy, partly in Switzerland or Shanghal

: and in other countries all over the world. No reason 1s to be seen why

those people should not be represented by a Jewish Clalmants Office in
London and the corresponding office in Germany. Mr. Hampshire then of ficki~

- -1y declared that the British Government would have no objectiona to repre-~

sentation of those people by the Claimants Office if 1t 1s on a voluntary
basis.

(e) Ae to the composition of the Board the group represented by Mr.

Cavendish Bentlck declared not to be interested in the Claimants Office
because they represent cases not of persecutees and therefore are on an
entirely different legal basls. Mr. Hampshire then raisged the question -
who would represent the non-Jewish claimants because -he ‘thought that two
organisations were too expensive. It was eventually agreed that the non-
Jewlish claime should be represented provisionall} by Dr. Munster of the
Refugee Industrial Committee but that in any case the Claimants Office,

1f it should have the function of a restitution office for helrlessg
property, should have different Departments for Jews and non-Jews.

(d) Eventually Mr. Hampshire stated he was expecting detalled suggestions

as to the composition, the financlial means, the terms of reference etc,,
of the Claimants Office which will be submitted by the Jewlsh organisations
concerned. Mr, Stefani naturally was not very eager to have the Congress
in, nor was the Board of Deputies although they did not make any statements
in thils respect, and refrailned from mentioning the Congress, I think that

this matter will be settled amicably.

Today I talked with Dr. Alexander telling him of our intention to

write to the Forelgn Offlice 1in order to elaborate the points mentioned by

myself regarding the attlitude,of H.M. Government in respect of unclaimed
or helirless Jewlsh property at the Peace Conference, and as to the right of
the Jewlsh organisations to have the whole matter dlecussed beforehand. I
told Dr. Alexander that I do not want to make such a communication to the
Foreign Offlce without the knowledge of the other organisations and he
even asked me to do this Job alone for certaln reasons., Thls 1s all that
I have to report today, and I shall not fall to keep you au courant of
future events.

F. R. BIENENFELD
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DRAFT LETTER ey

ey 12, 19k9

The H&n. Déan;Acheaon |
Secretary of State
State Department Building
‘ Washington; . C.
Dear Mr. Acheson:
| The underaigned desire to bring to your axtention ocertain facts
regarding present restitution of heirless;Jewish property in: tpe Etepch Zone
Vof,GermAny;, These fdcté in our apiﬁionAara sufficientiy agr;ous‘to garrant
thé iﬂtefvantion of tha U, 3.~Govéfnment; The appfoach takéh'bj‘ﬁhe”French
| authorities and the paradoxical 1mplications of that approaeh may‘ba summarized
as followse |

In international conferences France haa taken ﬁhe position that
| heirless . Jewzsh pruperty in neutral countries shnuld be’ used for the relief of
the Jeﬁish survavcrs; ﬁhan dealing Elth tha same questian in the Franoh Zone ;*: S
of Garmany; ?rance has anacted a: contrary poliey . In the ?ranoh Zone, unless
renedial steps are taken, the prOperty of heirleas Jawa who were wiped out by
- the Hasis is in jeopardy of falling to ‘the very state or peopls who destroyed:
these Jews rather instaad of gaing to the surviving sziah victima. The French
policy vis—a~vis other countries has been based on principles of Juatica and

equity; in the French Zone of Germany thesa prinoiples have been negated.

I. France 8 policy in dealing'with heirless Jewish proparty found in nautral
: B eountriea.‘,. S

France was. a co-signatory of the Five Power Agreement concludad hy
‘the United 8tates, Franoce, Oreat Britain, Gzechoslavakia and Yugoslavia in
June, 1946 | | | |

Under that Agreement, “in the interest of Juatice, the French GovernmentA
on behalf of the Five Govarnments...............are making representationa to
the neutral powers to maka available all asseta of victims of nazl action who died |
"-without heirg.....,.“. France, with the U.S. and the other signatories, declared

the policy that the surviving Jewish victims should be alded with the heirless -
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prcpefty in neutral ecountries. It was recognized that the preponderance. of

such property had belonged to Jews destroyed by'Nasl action, Article E of the

Agreement signed by France says1

.....tha conclnsion that ninet ~five yareent 6fAthe theirless
" funds' thus made available should be allocated for the :

vrehabiiitation and. rgsettlemant of Jawish‘victima takes ’

=1 Tctins is based upon & liberal presumption of
'hairlesa funds' non-Jewish in origin., The 'heirless flunds
 to be used for the rehabilitation and resettlement of Jewish
vietims of nazi action should be: mada available to apprepriata
field organisations... .

ﬁhua, Eranae, as a. co—signatory‘and aB tha agent of the five _powers,

‘prapos d: to the, autral pcwers that ninaty—fiva percent of the hezrless prOperty
'found inrthoae aauntries ahould go for the rahabilitation~andfrasettlemsnt of
snrviving Jawish viutima of Eazi actiens. Tha Agreemsnz want fhrther. It pro=

'vidad that the heirleas funds intended for 8urv1ving Jewinh victims of" Nazi

'action‘“shnuld be mndo available to apprapriate field organizatiéné;" ‘Thua,

the preceeds ware to ”be ‘made: awailable dlrectly'and jeintly 10 “the’ ‘American
Jewish Joint Diatribution Gommittee and the Jewish.igancy of Paﬁestina, argani-.
zatiqns~bestsfitted<to use thase:fnnds for<tha»rehabilitatian~and resettlement '
of Jewish‘victiﬁs of éerman 3ctiéﬁ; Hance, worldﬁwide repressntative Jewish .
organizatlons were entrusted to use the proceeds of tha agreement for the benefit‘
of Jewish victims of Germanvaction;Vand;#hngfunda mademavailable~aaha result of

thé‘Five'Poﬁer.Agraemsﬁt'for the Wenefit of Jéwa‘hava bé&n»turned,oiar‘ﬁo thesd

'Jewish organiaatlons fbr use. in the projects approved.

' IIQ What France has dong in the Garman Zone under his administration.

A dlametrically different palioy is baing pursued in the French Zone

of Germany than waa“ineerporated in the FiveAPower»Agraemant. ~In November 1947,

the French Gommander‘in~0hief in Germany issued ordinance 120;'¢qncernigg‘the

restitution’pf‘deépoilad prOperty, for the French Zone of 6ccupation. No pro-

~ vision was made to make available heirless property for the surviving Jewish
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‘victims of - Naaism Instaad, ‘this pmperty is to go into 'k “a comon fund (to

' m be- created) in eaoh Land for the indemnification of victims of Naziam.

, Bﬁule in tb.e Agreement of June, 19146 France recognized that the preponderame‘
of mm@_ss property was of Jewish origin and that not _more than 5% could be
presumed to be of noﬁ-Jeﬁah origih » yot in the Fr.e!vmh Zone Franee has f&iled :
to reobgniw 't’m sane priﬁgipi@. The basio_ facts a.:‘fa;t.hé»sama ip Germmy'éé :
in the neutral courrhriea. ‘ o
: Ita must ’oe inquired as to ‘who are ths ”vistims of Nazism“ in the
: Frencb Zone of Gamany, in which the Jous either have been. wipad out. a8 else-‘

© whg re. in Germany, or. from which the few survivors a.ra emig'ating? KemJauiah~

: victims are no’s praper].y the beneficiaries of this Jewish heirless proparty, nor
~are there such m:mbera of them in the French Zone as to warrant a division of
: .-lewn 5%, auch as was made in the. ?1% Power &groemnt. m certainly the
, 9mpondemaa of the heirlsss pmperty smuld not go w non~Jewish viotima.
;Moreover, the abaenee of such lnon-Jewish viotims will lesve onl;y the Gemn
Land as the reeipients of heiriaai/rg;:g’ail of Jewish origin -a result .very
mueh cantrsry to the "Justioa and mcrali’oy" which were the . foundation af the
,Five Power Agroment. . ; ; o
In addit;ion, ths body wnich is to adminisi:er ‘the common: fuad, under . the
, .French Law, doas not plaee responaibillty for adniniatration in the hands of ths
surviving victims or a raprewntative "organisation best ﬂh fitted to use these
funds for the rehabilitation and resettlamant of Jewish victims of German action.®
The French hnﬁ Zone st 91aeas the reapomiblli’by of administration in an
: organiaation to be ”creatad or’ ez@mred for the puzpeaa by the Land Govermnent..
It can hardly be asﬁtumad that the Land Gmrerment muld have greater concern for
' the viotims of Nasism than it has for itself. Partmularly is this 8o where
'maction or failure to act vigorously will leave the Lami itself as ‘the benaficiary'

of the heirlgss Jewish property. ‘This fact musthave been recognised by France
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V‘;.ﬁi.;qggpr@eaentativé, Jewish bodies with this ie5ponsibility

P

‘mnder ths . F;Lvm Rower Agreement. %e same conclusions are valid for thg Feench

Zone as for t&xFim ?aqu&mmnb. I i Ryt T S S ST ST
W %9“‘93 O-g JOrmany. - i

Zone ,of: t iy l&ilimy Bowrmem daw, 595 issued

s

Hiliftaryﬁovarnmant‘and not by the Gamn Land, ma'%ceeas§r~Agenny is to
be entitled bomthshﬂixlsas ‘property. fArticle 1) 5&1&;@&&@ State nor any
of ddsisub-diviaiens mor apm tioal iself+governing body will e appeinted as

Sugoeasar Grgmmtiem” A dune, 29448 ‘the Anerican: Milstary: Goverm ant ‘appointed '

‘the. chah Aestitution &Mmﬂm z@rzganisaﬁ;.am oy mmw&i& Whip aarpmion
- of: rmesentatwe Jeowish. engmais&tdm ‘am t-ha anmm organimim to: m

th% sntire; eata*be of -8l heirlepe JWh*mpen%yy " W A kaap&ng wwith
tvhe pa:ki@ss« fivet: m dmz m ‘tha Pive ?mmﬁm&; ﬂmw mm mpemy 0

Any xmxmwm) ﬁme mmtad M B Weuww imm eaw»mn mm
naed fmsm benefit: off surwiving Jmh viotimes.
Pied b soodnothe Braauh ﬁpzw:, adgraft rauuiwmm lgw Am m&m&w M&r
qonnadwamﬁm eppies. af M ;haw besn sé;eal;aw by the anthoritias to rep-

resentative Jawish erganiaatiegxg. J& fal&m 1arge1y the pattarn of t.he Ameriean :
Zone’haw. Provision is made for one or more "tmat oarperatiana" to be fmmd in
the British XOne for the purpose of elaiming unclaimad and heirless property.
(Artiele VIII) The Britiah Draft Baati‘bution baw also rovidms for regulation |

to be isaued by the: Hilitary Government: for the est.ablishment, eomposition and

. 3

scope of ‘the Trust Corporation, There is no indication in the British iane Draft

Lmr that ‘the Land will be the admzniatratora of heirless pmperty in the Truat

s P

that’ the British Hegula
Trust Corporat:.ons wil}. enable a . Jewiah Trust Corporation to be establishaad in

tions dealing with

the Britlsh Zone to succeed to unclaimed and heirlass Jewish property, to be usgd

for the ’ralief‘ and rehab;tlitation of surviving Jewish victims, There is ground

then to assume that the British Zone imk in turn is coming to the principles set down
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ME MORANTUM

" April 29th, 19

' ‘ ?g§= Hesars. Bonkwoin, Eabinson, Beveli and Muller

rr_om: 311 Rock

Re: ‘Kest-irs of Taesday, Ray ‘3rd, 1949, at 3 P.M,

‘i‘Ma wﬂl confirm that there will be a meeting at the JDG officos_<

_on Tuesday, May 3. 1949, at 3 P.ﬂ., in order to discass the following
qneakions.v ‘ . : ~

1) rreneh-znngarian Gold ?:‘a"n (mmaeq Nyarady)
2) ?mnc‘n Zoze Rﬁstituﬂ.on Lav - Suceosaor Grganizatien .
D JRSO-UE Problema o '

o ia.) pr}.amantation of S.nd.:lgenqy requirement -
‘b) !nternal relationships in Gemm -
a) Gam;:anaation from elaiman%s fer sarvices
h) Bﬁtish Zone Bastiwtion Iaw

'M*. msher wﬁi alm ’ea prasent at the a‘hove metin@.
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AMERICAN JOINT DISTRIBUTION COMMITTEE
~ 119 rue St. Dominique
PJ-is 7a

April 15, 1949

Paris Letter »#2:713‘;

- To:  AJDC NEW YORK - Att, Mr. E1i Roeck

From: AJDC PARIS - Office of Gemeral Counsel

" Re:  OGC/GER/F/52 - French Zome Restitution Law |

We refer to our lstter dated Hari,h 24, 1949', #2605, and attach copy of a
self-axplanatory roport established by Mr, Rathan Rosenberger, Chairman
of the "Oberrat der Iaraeliten Swdbadena" o

According to this report it seems that the que tion of the sueoassorahip

" to the former Jovish.commnities in South Baden is cﬂnpletely selved and

that all former Jewish coumumal property has already bden returned te the
ﬁberrat {7/1'&1 soms f‘eu excaptions which will be satt]:ad in the near future,)

We have to s:ate that the vork which has been dom by Mr. Roaanberr*er, without -
the help of any organizat.ion, is marvellous. - '

It. will now be up teo AJ’DO ‘and the. J‘ewish Agemy to disc:uss what t‘urther
steps are to be tulon as to the administration and the final fate ef thia
commnal property, meat of which is not needed for the mn*poae of the Jewish
Co munit.y uhich remaimd in Seuth Baden.

' Mr. Jaoebson will aleo haw a chanee to diacuaa thia ma’rter wvhen he will be in

Baden Baden. i
D’r. Km‘t Wehle
Attorney B
KW /gw
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Implementation of the restitution of former Jewish commnal property in the
DMatrict B a 4 e n of the French occupation gzone, according to Ordinance o,
120 of 11,14.1947 and supplemsntary ordinances of the FPrench military govermment.

-l-wﬂ‘nmv----uuo’ﬂnun'—--h—'“‘-Q»-mubﬁ-o-ncao

. ¥hen the Grand Council in the French Zone Baden resumed ametivities 4fter
the eollapse, one of the chief tasks was to gather information regarding all
former Jewish communal pmperty i{n the distriet. in order to be prepared for a .
restitubien law which eould be expected, ‘ '

: 7 With the help of ths Mﬂuary CGovernmant we wished. to havo the Grand
Councdl administer all Jewish commnal property which was held under conmtrol,
his hovever wof)d not have been admiseidle sinee the Grand Couneil, in the cage
of a subsequent im under the restitution law, would appear as the claimant,
" Theyefore, as a cempmmise golution, our Chalrman, Hr, Bat}mn Rosenbeorger, in
Preivurg, vas pereonally entrusted with the administratior ¢f this property.
Thus.we had also the opportunity $o get inte close contact with all authorities,
parumlaﬂy with the land registers, in order to seareh out. all Jevish proper-
ties which hsd belonged to the communal property. A% this occasion we had to
note that before Mr. Rogenberger took over the administration of this property,
tho anthorﬂisa in question, i.e, the dlstrict offices of the Office of Properiy.
Control, had not always displayed the diligence which might have been desirane.
After igsuance of the restitution lav Mr, Rosenberger gave up the administra;-
‘tion of former Jewish commmnal pmperty. and the latter was now paseed om to .
- the Baden Minigtry of Finance, Div. 1V -~ Biwikidsx Office for controlled preperty.
- Freidurg, Karthaeuseratr. 124, since Mr. Rosenberger was already mrhnr&ensd :
 with work thrmgh the chim to be praparea at the Grand Council, C

As a basie for 9.11 negotiations it was neceassary that the &rand Council
bo moegniee& by ‘the state government as publioc law organization; and that a
certiﬂcation ‘be submittsa to the effect that we were Tecogniged by the proper
minigtyry as legal: ) esssors to theé former Jewish religious community &n Baden
(French Zone): and 'loeal commnities and commnal organizatiom ae well
a8 Jewishwreligltma and Jewd gh-soeinl associations snd fonnd.abions of that
ecmmnity in t;lm dustrict of scutharn Bamxria. ‘ _ .

. Aecording o Ord.inanee N~ 120. the Orand Council gok in ttmch 1n mting
with all pregent owners of former Jewish communal promrty, with the request for
a statement. wl.wthar ‘restitution would Ye ef fected voluntarily, that is through
a settlement to be confirmed by .the restitution chamber, or whether we sh:mld
ladge a suit in the- rssumtion smber of the proper court,

In urdar to. praperly evaluale;all plecos of property and ‘to eonduct the
negotiations aceor&ingly, the izﬁividnsls properties were inmspected personally
by our Chairman, ﬂr Raaan‘,berger. - _

" The replies receim to our inquiriee were discussed onme by ome with

' the Grand Couneil, If 4t apreared that the. preeant holder of the property wae
ready for an amicable aettlement respecuvely for a return on a voluntary basis,
it was then considered either to leave the property with him against payment of
a yurchage pr:l.ce at this time. or to take- back the pmpert;r. The fommer was
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of which were gettled:

i

done only 13 cases of property and buildingv which could no longer yield any
profit,  On the other hand, all former schools, dwelling houses, ete,, which
were: well preserved, were deman&ad back, an& wnl be- future be admiutahored

or rcnteé. out by use. : , ‘

In t,ho cases whare a mssitution on a voluntary ’oasis. i.e, t»hrou@ a

o settlemane ayprroved by the restitution chamber, was not pmaibl@.we lodged a
‘guit with the proper dlstrict court on the basis of Ordinance No, 120 and its

supplomntary ordinances. As can be seen from the statistics 14sted below,

in addition to 66 settlemsnts which were concluded by us and confirmed by the
restitution chambers, 7 suits were already®decided, The other sults are still

pending, In the guits already deelded, restitution was always decided upon by

~ the Restitution Chambers, and that to the effect that restitution should take

Plaes immediately and the change mad® in the "Grundbuch®. In no oasée was a
raxikirxgk return of &&d original purchase price required, since these gums had
been paid into 2 blocksd account and this-did not decoms part of Jewigh property.
The' ealmlation of profit on the basis of Ord. 120 and aupplements ‘48 being made
in consultation with the Baden Finance Hinastry. ‘Piv, IV, Office for conuroned :
Pmporw, Freiburg. A -

. wma raapeet to the 13 cases atill panding, we wuh to mationed ms '
all preliminary stepsa have:already been taken, and that within the naxk 2~3
veeks our claims will be preased Shraugh settlemnt or suit reapecuvaly.

In order to- compleu this survey. ve whall mention brieﬁ.y the former
comminal property which was once entered in the "Grundbuch™ in the name of the
“Raicbawminignng der Jnd.en in Dentschland, and which is still. entered in th;e

.name today, but is nnder the eontrol, that is admimistration:of the Baden

Mintstry of ‘Financs, Div, IV, Office for Property Control, Freiburg.In all these
cases restitution was arranged through a settlement between ue ‘and the Baden .
Minigtry of. Finanee. whieh sot»»elemnt vas reoogni zad by the reatitution chambar. .
Tha pmpertiea are: i ‘ o ,

: In gsnef T4t ean he saia of the proeess of mstitu fon of former Jewigh
commnal propeﬂy in Baden (French Zome) that it goes forward without difficulty
and that ‘the ikdivid.aal d.istriot wurts handls our cases an quiekly a8 msabla.

s E‘inally we wish to remark that m prompt settlement of restitution .
matt;ers 4g dus chiefly %o the faet that all work for that purpose is bveing
dons independently by the Grand Council, and no de}.ags thraugh third :par’cias

are thns canged,

/a/ Batban Rosenberger :

Bestﬂution to be claimd for:

}- *
s
s
¢
-1

668 1tems by way of compromise
7 items by suit already temimted
15 sults still ‘pending -
14 cases nog proceszed thus far, to be sub-
, ,Amitted ahartly :
~ ],;~102 pieees of property
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~ CABLES: “JOINTDISCO” NEW YORK | TELEPHONE: LExington 2.5200

-

-

THE AMERICAN JEWISH
JOINT DISTRIBUTFON COMMITTEE, Inc.
' 270 MADISON AVENUE, NEW YORK 16, N. Y.;

EDWARD M, M, WARBURG, Chairmen ’ ) Vice-Chairmen ) 1. EDWIN GOLDWASSER, Treasurer

PAUL BAERWALD, Honorary Chairman
IAMES N, ROSENBERG, Monorary Chairman JAMES H. BECKER HAROLD F. LINDER BENJAMIN ABRAMS, Treasurer
MRS, FELIX M. WARBURG, Honorary Chairman ). EDWIN GOLDWASSER WILLIAM ROSENWALD . EVELYN M. MORRISSEY. A
[ - . , Assistont Treasurer
MAURICE BERNON, Choirman, National Council ioliii:cé:m: Wlt‘?ojs’ SHRODER . A E}é‘ '
Vico-Chairmen, National Council ‘ HEEBERI?H LE ::) : 8 V:lsE LEX"A. LANDESCO, Comptroller
BERWARD ALEXANDER LLOYD W. DINKELSPIEL - LEHMAN NAH B. WiS DOROTHY L. SPEISER, Assi
LESTER D. ALEXANDER WILLIAM P. ENGEL : : : SER. Assistant Comptrotier
JOHN BALASAN LOUIS'A. FISCHL . BENJAMIN B, GOLDMAN, Assistant §
ARTHUR M. LOWENTHAL Eurapoon Executive Council , S fusiaiant Secrotary
s ‘ , M i BORIS M. JOFFE, Assistant Secreta
MOSES A. LEAVITY, Exocutive Vico-Choilrmon BERNHARD KAHN JOSEPH' J. SCHWARTZ Te Ausiifant Secretary
© 7 ond Secretary : Honvrory Chai Chai S , 1SIDOR COONS Director of Fund Raiiing
May 2, 1949
MEMORANDUM
L ]
TO: Messrs. Xurt Grossman

Maurice M. Boukstein
~Eugene Hevesi

From: Eli Rock .~
Re: French Zonéiof.Germany - Restitution .. . <.
1 am sending you attached copy of ailetter which we have recently

received from JRSO headquarters in Germany, in connection with the above
‘matter. I trust you will find this self-explanatory. :

Boa
[S.
(85
o
C.o
o

The Joint Distribution Committee recaives is funds in the United States through the United Jewish Appeol. Outside
of the Uaited Stotes, the Joint Distributian Committee has the octive caoperation of the South Afrivon Jewish Appeol; - .
United lewish Reliet Agencior, Canodo; Centrol British Fund, Organizocion Centrol de Ayudn, Argenting; Comites Auxilior
do Joint, Brozil; United Jowish Overseas Relief Funds, Australio; Joint Relief Committee, Mexico; and others,

LT-10M~1/49-A ' ; ‘ & 400
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1D April 1949
Mr. E1i Rock |

American Jewish Joint Dlstr1butiqp Committee
270 Madison Avenue v
New York 1¢, N. Y. .
Hq. JRS0 N.Y. Letter #79
Dear Eli: |

The Paris conference of the 8th and 9th clearly revealed that the
operation of the French Zone rectitution law 1s a lovely mess. Apparently
the French law rovides that heirless property can be claimked by either

1) The Chief Public Prosecutor (Oberstaatsanwalt of each land),
(and no one knows what if anything he has claimed);

>2) The common fund whlch isg supposed to administer the assets ac-
guired (and no such fund has been established), or

' 3) A legally constituted organlzation of Nazi victims (and no such,'
organization has been: recognlzed or filed any claims.)

In addltlon to this the filing deadilne exnires in 30 days.

Every one seem=d rather desperate but no one was very clear as to
what the real facts were or what action was required. The JRSO had received
prior assursnces that the French Zone problems were being competently handled
by the United Restitution Office and the EDIVA (French Axis victims' associa-
tion). The ADIVA I discovered was a French organization with fully 12 mem-
bers and no funds. Their leader, a M, Hertzfelder (formerly of Germany) was
animated by good intentionms and fine spirit but litile else. The URO repre-
sentative in Baden Baden, M. Waxmann. was apprently crying in the wildérness.

Another interesting feature in the French Zone is the fact that some
-representatives of the Jewish communities are about to receive the return of
all comminity property in their regions. This was indeed an achlievement for
thoge representatives but they now face the problems of administrating sev-
eral hundred pieces of prorerty with a handful of old and tired men. This
happy prospect has already brought forth cslls for help.

1 don't know if we can salvage the French situstion., We shall make
an effort. Both Jacobson and I plan to visit the French Zone within the next

- ten days.

We shall keep you adviced.

" 3incerely yours,

‘. -
[
<
co
¢
o

BENJAMIN B, FERENCZ.



ANERICAN JHWISH CONFY=RNCE
Hemorendun ‘ *

A January 26, 1948
70s¢  Dr. ¥. Robinson .

FROM$ A.C.A.Liverhant

Enclosed plaemé find copy of letter from Mr, lMason to Mr. Rock, %ogether
with the draft of Implementing Regulation #3, under Lew £59, prepared by Mr,

Mason. Both should be treated as confidential,
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 Gffice of 311%&27 Government of &eﬁ%m (W 50)
Legal Sivieien
kPO Th2

20 Jeamuary 1948
Hr, 11 Bock :
American Jaint ﬁistﬂbn%wa Committes
270 M&:&isnn Avenug
Sulte 800
Few York 16, Bev York

Dear Tl

Bafore 1 oaw Glay I chowed my draft of the Begulation desigmating the 3meeaor
Urgenisation %0 Fockwell, Hae thought it wes much too brosd, perticularly point Gee
which authorizes the Commiseinsn $0 inepect 2llpreperty, ete. A% considers relavent, and
point 7 pormitting the Commiseioed to bring in suwch persennel s it may require vith
Military Oovernment only Yeserving a security control. He asleo dida't vee why the Ccm-
miseion should have free trensportagicn, eto. At Rockwell's suggestion that the draft
‘shoiid be discussed with Finance and legel Divicons before beinmg showm to Clay, I
agraed not to mention it et the 1resent *ize. I sgree thet the provisicme of the draft
are oo broad and willgive on any or all of these ke memtiomed Af necesiery, because
 his support om tho main iama 49 too imperteat to Jeopardise. '

1 sutlined %o the Gsmersl the aitustien in Washington, vis., Stpte Departmeat
approval snd reopenisg by ¥Wer of the whole lssus, and pointed out the meed for a gquick

. deeisicn in viow of the short filing dnte. Heo 0zid he had always understood ¥War Depart- |

.. ment wva® not interected ia the questinn. I seld I had peceived o oall from Hew York to
' “'the effe¢t that Judge Proskeusr would if possibdle like sdout 13 or 20 minmtes of hie

tize to discuse the metter. Be seid he ‘planned on wtaying only two dsye i€ pessidle

- and of course would de terridly rushed but would do. his best to sam the. Judge and sug-
 gested that the Judge get in touch with him ut the Pentegone Building. He sald rather -

wietfully that he hoped the size of the delegation would de kepd down. I said I would
recomnend 1% be limited to the Judge with the possidle edditien of Harburg snd J\m@

Levinthel or Hex Lowenthal, He said that evem if he canmnot sce Judge Proskeusy ho

r vmuld cheek on the smm of the Omiaaten aaa amed it had to de sattle& qnlcklvo

‘1 aaked him aheuﬁ the poaafbility of apolying the Bestitution I.aw to the Anarican

~ segtor. Mo sald Mﬁnmw not 1 the mwaﬁ time as the quaﬁﬂpaﬂna envmioa ves
toe dolicate, N , )

,.m) 1 w1l try to worh& out =ome ammmm in the next week oy 0 on the Cesignadbimg
regulation, the setting up of the Board of Reviev end & regulation on venue, 1 fon't
think Rockwsll and 1 will be tee far epsrt, bubt Bell hasn't shown his hend yet. If -

the Judge gete an opveriunity, he mizht cubmit 0 cl@ mmtmng altmg ths lines of
By dmf% ue & provossl of the orgsnisciions. ,

Beat mgar&s.
{sizned)
Irwin 3, Hason

Snels am

o
[P
Py
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MILIZARY eovam"m - OREANY
USITED 37ALBS AR¥A OF COSTRCL
REAULATION HO, 9
UHEER MILITARY a&vmww LAY BC. 59

 Furpusnt to Articles 8. w. 11 emd 13 of Hilitery Government Lew ﬁo. 5% "Roetuu-
tion of ldemtifiable Proaerw”. 4t 18 heroby ordiered as folloml ,

 'In orde® %o imploment the ahaaeuma of th@ naasuutian Law and of the occupation
the Jewich Eestitution Commisecion (hereinsfter nometimes roforred to as the Uommiseion),
o notfi-profit corporation incorporated under the Membdership Corperestion lLiow of the Sgate-
of Hev York of the United States of Americe 1% heredy apnointed the succesder orsmniss=
ticn to Jevish pronerty pureusnt to Artieles 8, 10, 11 and 13 of Mnuazy tovernmend
Law Fo. 5% A cozy of the certificate of incommncm and the By-laws of the eommissien
are attached hereto as Avpenﬂ.}.x F- ' .

For the murgsoses e!‘ thie mgulatiem

1. hwish pwyaﬂr almu inelude the »réperty, rigxss end interrste of Jouwish
1nd:.viam).s and of Jewish organizations.

2, i person shall be comsidored’ts be a Jewish saﬁiv&&m}, if bewwn 30 January
1933 end & Hay 1955 e wss subjeoted to parsecutory mossures on the grounds that ho was
a Jow or of the Jewish race or religion or 1f he was 2 member of a clesz of peroons
whigh wes o be oliminsted from the cultural omd econcmic life of Germemy by measures
‘tsken by the State or the ULDAP op the grounds of the Jewlsh race or religten of the
uembers of that class} provided howsver that om or bdefere 30 Jenusry 1937 the individual
hed not pnblacly pmfassed &notlmr religion and such mfwo:len had nover bosn rovokad.

. 3¢ 4n orgenizstion shall be aeaaiﬁgmd & .fwj.sa orgenisations

) ae If 4% ;srefaseea to worship pursuant to the Ja@mh frith or to the aém:lnls-
, tratioa of the Jowigh eamunuy; or

be if 1% woo mmintained out of Jevish Compunity funds; op
¢s if its membership w=e restristed te éeaish individusle; or

8 ifaa s metter of fset the overvbhelming mejority of the mombers wsre Jewish
individusle Bnd 1f the ér#nimtim was dissclved or forced to dissolve for

that reason.

4! ",
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1. The ; e . ' ,
 the Jeu:isifp ;K&;et:i‘tfnt;fgsn Commis sion i2 herchby recogmiszed s o charitable (Gemeins,

I
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%o as Gﬁwﬁfﬂ) to faeiiitate the a€eomclishment of the o’ﬁ}eotima of the ogcupatien., It

shall earry out its sctivities as authorized and reeulred Yy its certificate of imcor-
poration bnd By-lowa, The Oommission will operate in secordapes with military regule~
tions, genoral lawe and #ilitary Yovermment cneetnments in fei'ld in the United Statee

- Arsa_of Control. The Commission will not be subjeet to apoeifte wilitary soveramont

direction in regard to ite routine aetivities, dut CIHCEUR reserves the right to ravoke:
the subhotipy granted hereim te the Commission in uw sveat that he doems the Commission
to have violated the tem of this regmlation. ,

2, The Comnissioa shall aaho an mnal mpoﬂ o ita opsrations to cnmma. This
report shall be msde not leter than 1 Pedrusry of ench yeayr and shall cover the period
frem 1 Jamuary to 31 December of the previom year. The firet report shall ve. mum
not later tham ﬁ‘ebmry 1, 1649, ’ ' ol

3. ’fha Gmsasaea ehall be deemed to be a national of the United ﬁt&tas of america
residing in Cermsmy.. Osnersl icenmse Me. 10 iosued pursuant to mmm Govarmna Iaw

‘Hé. 52 shal‘i be’ mncahh; to 1%, ‘

Mo %un bloc of wegsrty reseived by the Commission undgr 8 gstitma zor reaum-‘»
tion shall bo deemed to be 5 separrie ualt of m;zarty ﬁu’mg the tim it rma&na in tho

;

e 'Ee the extent that 1t mey De subject to taxation the Gemzessen shell eam at
leant tho same bmﬁts anf exempiions ae the mest favo:ad alsss of Wn‘ :

8, 7The Commission amd the mmﬂwﬂ porsons aotipgs on 18s hshalf ahau hnm the

3 'mﬁbeﬂv t0 inspect allpreperty, and to inspset, copy and photostat all documente end

" ‘pecords 1t censiders rolevent for the proper perfornance of ite task., This duthority

-ghall include the yroperty, docwments and reeords in the custody of Hilitsry Covern-

'ment-eexcept those élassificd confidential or highepr-~snd those held by the Gorman

Foreign Bxchenge or Tax Authorities, by Courts end Hoteries, and by the Cemtral Filing
Agency. The Centrel Piling 4. sney aml, on regusst of the Oommission, require helders
or former holders of confidcated Jowish proporty %0 subpit to the Central Filing Agency
all documante pertaining to the soquisitien, administration or sele of seid property}

non~-comzlisnce shall be reported to the approcriste Hilitary Government suthorities end

~shall be puaishable under mlitary Govaranent Ordinance ﬂe. 1, ms.ole Il. paregreph 33,

T The Commission may sstablich such offices and bring into the vmsoa States aAfee
of {}entrsl such personnel as it mey require, CINCHUA psserves hie eutherity to control
for sscarity purpoees the ensry of sﬁch parsmal, and thely continued presenee in the
arese-

E a. Military Govessinent will

8o (1) provide, witheut ehm'ge to the Cemmicsion, office mmﬁatiess ‘and
maintenanee dherofor (@mep& whore eharmm agaimt apvronnated
funda) at all leveds;

(3) provide without charge to the Gemisaion amh varchouses, gzamgas and
like facilitios s nay he reguired for ths storage of Commiscien prop-
erty »nd supplies, together with necgadary building paintensnce (exeopt
vhere chargeable ageinet sprropriated funds). -

be . provtﬂa en&eam.e living a,eeemedatt ene fopr Gmxeswnp@mmnel in aacord&.noe
with rogulations and seales proserided by CINCEUR mr civilien employees,
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syment wuat be in United Stntes dollera, For thaAaurpose of thia Regula~
tion the tors "Commicsidn persennel® refers to American or ﬂn;@ed States
perueanel of the Commisaien reerusﬁea outzide of éernanr. ST e

Where peosaibls, provide Oemmiasien personnel with asccess to oecugat&un
suthority mosses, subjeet to paynont by individuals eonceyrned or to roin-
burcement by the Cemmission, or orovide dulk ratioms fbr szle to the Conmw
nissien sndfer its persomnel; .

provide a11 Cemmiseion personnel with access to =08t ezchanges, 2:les

‘stores, laundry, dry clezning snd ahoe repsir installatiens. nesses end

. pecreations) fseilitios on the same bssis snd subjeet $o the ascme

Do

restrictions ns those applicadble to civilisn eaquyeea. in 11ko atniuﬂ.
of the oecupatien suthority;

nrovide to the axzent pproticable, necessary PoL and 9para parts for com-
a&salea vekioles, subject to sdvanee vayment or reimbursessat by the Con-
miesion for imported items and any items invelving the awpendtuure of app=

| ropikated iaads. To the extont pes:ible vrovision fer spare parts and

.

rapaar 1tems will do from Ugrman Sources)

provide me&a%eaanee raeilitiee for Cosmiesion vehiclos. Bueh ‘maimtenance

will, to ths oxtont practicable, be jrovided frem G, rmsn sources. Yhore

[ 19

r“””"""‘”“"""""

vaintenance ie vrevided to the Commission frem scurces invelving expsaditure
of appropristed funde such maintonance is ehsrgenblo againet 6ennission
reinbursenents

without eharga proviae for offlexal 3namtaszan easaunteaeaon faeilisiee
within the United States Arca of Conirol, together with ap:ropriate ori-
orities. These faoilities will include te;ephane oeumunieahiona at all .

"Oﬂmm1631on offaeoe and luata&lahions;

hcf ’

auxhorise the use of sueh Ay postal aerviaa and finanen faailities Yy
Commission poreonnel. as is provided for the oacupatian porsenndl snd pube

‘Ject te the rules and Pegulatiens prascribed by the ooen@ation authorihy.

" Fresking an& free ma&l p!i?ilaggs will mot he a:fardods

1.

3o

1.

provide uith&ax ehargn ] khs ﬁomnies:on rail %raaagarta%t@a faeilitian
vithin the United States Area of Contrel for Comxidsion property abd pore
sonnel on officisl business. For leave parposes facilities will de pro- .
viaea on %hs pamo basis ss for civiliss porsonnel of the. eeeu@ation farcaa; '

arevi&a. on the same baaie as for elvilian §e*sannal of the eceuﬂatian =
forces, medioal, &enaal. hasaissl eml borial fwlliuea for Commiosion
perannnel . :

5@etabilqh ia'ebnaaleatiOn‘with'tho ﬁemﬁaaaiaa,zceiiinga ef numbers of éomn

nigsion neraonnel to be mruitted in the United 5tates Aren of Control,

Commission personnel shall be anbseaﬁ to Hilitesy Qovernmsmt Lav and courts

for of fonses committed by them im the United States oaeuateﬂ APSa,. Com-

missien personnel shell have i goneral the seme privileges and immunities

- 88 civilisn saalﬁyeea of the cecupatien fareea who are in the sume statua.

boos
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5]
A

. iyr...\A
Y


http:tbeJD.ln
http:tONe8.med$.ul
http:pe8~,U.ie

B, b%he eaeupsum authority asvumes no finsmeizl respomeibility for risk,
. injuriss or dsath oscwrring to Commission empleyees, nom for eny clalm aris-
4ng sgeined Cemmission employees or agents exospt ia c&ses in which the
cecupying authority would be liedle m&ar exieting regulatiens.

Taie regalation shell bocoms effective on

BY ORDER OF MILITARY GOVIRNMMNT,
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Memorandum Regarding Certain Problems Connected with - ‘i AT

Fot &

the Restitution Program in Gemany g —

PEme g e e J?lmal'yi 21, 1948 \/{b
General kuclus By, Clay - IR
@amnanéje;‘-in-chiefh ] L :

‘ :mcceaser

‘mestings between ;
~1ngs, bet e

ber 1946 and etober 1947. xn aadium,
meetingq,,held .



http:oD1:.heapplica1t1()n.A'.;~.ne
http:aceeptabU:~~.1n

‘Y - s ~2—
’ i 7

.point the &bata Bapartmn’e md&eated that the reason f.‘or the delay in approval
of the Rastitution Gemisssion was base& on the non-membership of the Geman Jovish
Gemeindea in tha @mission at that. um. This obj wtion viag subsaqnanﬂy met
by rebaipt e!‘ Momaticm from Gemany that t.he Gameindm had- expresssd their snp-
port ef tha JWiah Reatitution eomisdcm a8 ths official fmweaaaor arganizaa-
tioa !mﬂ had des.lgnated three direeters to aem on the Board of the Jewieh Ro—-
stitut.ian smssiea. | A |
In viaw_ ef the December 3, 1948 deaél:l.ne date for’ filing claims under the Ba—
| atitutﬁan lw fer the 'ﬁniteé St.ates Zomof 6ermany it 13 nor ovident that early
reeognition of the J ewish Eastiwtion Gomission ia mperatiw if the provisiem
:I.n that law far a suceessor erganization is to have any afrectivs mesn:ng Tho

- taska of :i.nveatigation and filing alone are oi‘ formﬁdable size and urgent\l""",re-

A‘“i“atien by ‘the Restitution Gemisaioa in Germany., The Jev

: » "ﬁ‘} um,é;f
,erefere reapeetfully requeat yeu 1o take appropriate st«eps{m §6~?

ewing thé imedi:&%e reco@ition of the Jewish Restitution Gommission a8 the
)( successor organizauan undsr the Bestitution Law m the United Statee Zone 91‘ Germany,

A Getohar lﬁ, 3.9‘4,7...lb At that time you indioated that" the request saunded reasenahle
ﬁu m, but t&mt‘.ym wenld ﬂrst ‘want te ddscuss it with’ the Legal Divz.aion P |
of amus in Barlin. The Jewish organizutions take this oppertnnity to wa~ T ﬂ
|  : suoh rsquast. They respsotfully nrga that in the implamenting regulation deaig- R
' nating the JM Rsstitaﬁnn Comission, thsro bs a praviaion whieh gmfxta ta
the §ewiah Eestitution €ommission the autherity to receive asaignmantsn af’ re- |
ststatien elaims. ‘ N S e
It ia mbﬁtted that there will be many individual . claimants in countriea out-
side of Gemany who, either because of the . small sise of thair claim or becuaae

of their unwillingnsaa ta undertake the protracted steps necessary te effec# o o

restitu*bion, would nermally not. be inelined to press their claims 9xes.pt for
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their ptreng feeiing, a8 a maiter of ;ptin‘oj.#le, that the "Hasi deet .should not be
permitted to remata with the looters.® | Qiﬁn a reeognigéd; J ewiahﬁ.;,aiweeas&:f' orge—
nizat:leh , te. whieh they can assign tk;eimqlaims as & charitable contribution,'

- these claimants: wi;} very mich vant to. transfer thelr claims, A a metter, of

' simsla Jnstzlce thay ahonld be given the F@ght to transfer their elaima to t.he J ew-.'
ish Restitution ems.ssien. | | ‘

reeagaimd that :!.n erder ’ca ‘operate affeew.vely in Gemany, the Reatituﬁon Com-

miasion will require f'unda of reiehwka. Thess maa will be necessary f’cr tand-

ering bakc purehasa pﬂeea, adxanaing fees, making repaire. to propor'cy, etc, It is.
" a ma’eter or grsat‘ impertancsa, therefore, that the Jewish Reatitution Gcmmiaaion

be. empevareé w ageapt‘ donatiena in. raiehmarks fram Mdiudual P wa n Gamany whn
may \mnt to assist the ﬁamiasimn in its charitabla emdeavors and ’ee roceiva loana -

from. inat»itutions aneh aa Geman banks, which will be repaid vhen tha Jeuiah h—

atimtion %misaitm has realised some agseta in Garmanyu In addition, thare shonlé :

= be a proviaion uhieh vill enable the Jewish Raab tution Gamisaioa, if 1t 13 sub-
sequently fmmﬁ d;esirable, te extend loans to 1ndividual reat:ltutien claimanta
living antside of @ermany, who may ’ae m temporary need of reiehmarka required to
inttiath their restmtmx proceedings, -
It 1a requested thatapprepriato prevision be contained in the designating Togu-
1ation which- will pemit tho Jewish Bastimtien Commission to carry aut the abovo.
d) Bestit:

ganizations in'tﬂéz United States have learned with deep coneern of tho'reoont |

The Jewiah Or-

paaaage in tha Prth zone of Germeny ef a roatitution law. uhieh, for' all pract-
ical purposes, is virtually useless. In addit:lon, they have been increaeingly dig-

mayed by ‘she failure of the Britiah to pass a restitution law for their zone. I‘&

s respectfully requeat.ed that the full resources ef the of‘fiee of M.ilitary Govemment

e T I
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""for ﬁhg l!ni%ed mtm Zene of &emany be cnnsted towards perauading the Fremh ad
‘the muah mthei-ities te adapt laws @owablo to the restitutian lsw foz' t&o

"".&meriem SZM In ‘bhis mnmtion, 1t 16 mmd that uhe&e ngotiat:!mns taka o

}plnes amm the

: ,wy matheritiea in gae Hear,ern seaes o.t‘ @many 1a the LR
reets.sn aﬁ’ peas.tbl , ag&;}.auva merﬁm@n batwaen tha sonea ;. these nogatiatiom j

'faea,;aea o hring m m-imn and ?rendt reawmmn Msibla- g
m{ of the !h:lted s’eatea Zone. As the first and most aonplete, |
on' 1 gi_slmm in Gexieny, 1 uﬁ | gnmma snfgg the tnertom
; the?'f-'medel for any h:l.»-&pnal or tri-—s“nal adminiatratim \zhs.eh

: Amsriean} auiah Gehmittea : ﬂorl_d 'ééwigﬁ %ﬁg"reaex» | &nérican Jéwiah ﬁemferaneo
Agudag Israel Worl& Organigation -




"A.

L. Kubowltzki
Rabianen

WY Ooqg

September 23, 1847

£ the Five cea perating _arhanlyzaticna, 3ept. 18. 1947

?his report relates %o questioas of restit&tien only

‘Phe epeakers wore: Ma). Hyman {Legal Assistant %o Jadsa Levin-
thal) ana Mpr. Marcuse {(fermerly with the Legal
In sddition, Prof. Michael dlsousaed the problem of °“1‘Ml,“,

%here are raur rostitution 1aws 1n aperutiea;

rtedly staffed by adle and eral judges.

seived from Mr. Loewy, at the end of Augus

of properties reglstered under th@ eompuls
reak-down aocording to owner, kind of prope:

s known, All An , 2686 ol ma were filed; ' rep
an was not sure about 1t) this figure included £f

1¢ Third Restitution Law. Of the total, 7 la
185 were refused, and 483 are pending (thi

300 olaims having been filed nnaer %hs Thz

aaly 80 were azspaaod af). : TR

my reqneat to ebtain for us Zista of registe
te’ me that he hoped 40 obtain a copy ef the rep

port aeacerning Germany brought no new reaj”
t Gen. Ulay expressed his willingness to.

h;}HE Zone, if by oeteber 1no agreement.am, g tho Allxec .

Marouse reperted on the whole periad of a% :
ution in Germany. Adcording to him, the inane
wite opposed to the draft prepared for the U.8
48 direoted agalnst the extensive legal ]
“they plan (by way of ourreney regulations
repay the consideration (received at the tiam

exhhange and would not permit the use of blocked

estie (German) ourrency, enpeoially when the ow: » &

ng moneys abrosd.

no eedsd in extenéing the prasumption of duress

egardless of when the transfer ocourred an

L cﬁien with pereeeutian. It 1skaeaumed thaA h&

&1

Divieion, OMQUS, ABerlin).‘

16 mentary decree %o the aontroversialf‘ha Raat&tuﬁ
with traas ers under aaresalibaaﬁ that the '1tution &ammas
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(@W, exeeptions from the presumption eoutained in the law, viz. that At deea
" 'mot apply to.oeases in which the transfer would have cccurred evem in

.- absence of Naglsm. It 18 the "pef" idea of the Finance Pivielion that
the payment of an "adequate prive"” should be considered as st )
praof for the & gpliaatlan of the mentioned exoeption. ﬁuch P
,tbe aw very considerably.

ﬂ further defeot of a quadripartite law (1! enaated) wanld be ita.
: seheaat ¢vnaturs neeessitatzng implementation; this 1mglementatlen
A require monthe and years.

tiae weuld

- One of the reasons for the laek of success in quadrtgartite_dealing '
erding %o lMr. Marguse, the negative attitude of the Britiesh
vision 1n Berlin (tha Finance Pivision thnro 13 rgthar 111ing to

golid frong
ﬁe the. 8tate .
g__ nt&ea}. ereoeata") agaiaa 'the UBA. One
ﬂtamblzag ke 38 Porlin,’ thsaghh§e J
‘done on GQuafripartite haais, ‘the 1 a&ﬁ&stoﬂ,.
_auppewt tba apylieation or a Bﬁ—%eae roeti@utian

.4 appear that the aetual situation is at
rom what it was Deforee Mr, Harouse left i
ceived in Washington contends that the V 8.,

Fren eoently agreed %o _leave the question of diepc =

264 r érty to the Zone Yommander, While the Russiay n-

yelt cheat to the Btate. f:ﬂhqne thrac powerse agreed on
the g f aveldance with the Bussi laiming %! B

aveid L1 be applied only if the transaotion was ,

ell] low price; otherwise the olalmant must p ;- -
three owers agreed %o treat all persecutées on an
“the R want, to exclude at least those who aoquired ‘anot ‘ationaln
Aty. rth divergence of opinlon relates to the aseount or
profi ‘Freneh, British and Boviet would prefer to repa the

ot percentage aﬁthe valne, asszsniag aths‘
rlesa pr@pe 1&8}]

180 ‘painted a dark iataro abnut tho presa

admin of “duress* property. Property coming unde:

wae o under Allied supervision; last year 1% was-

@German 41tiee under Allied control, which 18- nperaé&e on

1e a_ ion between German prnpertiea and Allled and neu

For ¢ r the Allies stlll care themselves. However, aceordin

a recent ruling %duress" pragerty is not oconeideredl Allled or. nantral,_ .

even if the legal owner is present a national of such a ecuntry. The -

prope ‘being diseipated, no care ia belng taken of “the reoarﬂshzﬂ
somewhere

are gettA g lost (or etolen). In Berlln, the reoorda are‘ataeu

in an thout oare.

\ Dy peative (#650) previd.ea that Hazl prcpertif
gubjeot stltutlen be turned over to the Laenaera }E

e mT
0 ¢ ‘,»‘,[') MRS j‘ .
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"In ‘the @oaﬂen’
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still no ﬁefinitlon of res:itatable prepertiea and meanwhile the Laender
may dispose of some of them. The Property Control 1s trying %o implement
the ‘directive so as to proteect the rights of %he owners ef reatatutable
prepertiea, bu% the praceas 1e very tedious. S v .

}quaatian of Jewish praperties la alse 1nvelv n'earrying out

the arian reform, since former Jewish emaller pareelﬁ (‘re. not subjeot
%o - ribution) were combined with larger estates and th a8 present
no nery for reclaiming them. ‘The same refers to th sear 111zation
pro. ‘ , .

raft of such a law was disoussed about six weeks ago in Btuttgart,{i
tment muet be regarded as a matbter of distant , ' Ehe

" the ‘unsettled currensy problem (whieh weighs

5 ;“whenever paymenta are’ znvalvea) .

“‘?rex.,ﬂiahael presentea a araft or a paper te ‘be 8¢ o Gen. .-
‘ he purpese was o secure permission %o send at _ a,teaﬁvte
ustria to take possession of masterless. sultur
or further aetion. - I pointed out eertain ima
‘wag deelded %o peoatpone disoussion until nex
'b&,Feﬁerbush for hia eemmants. gjx:a .

paper an

I submit@-
ed it ta§ "~» EEN

f'atzan with th&n papsr the queatien ef the Jew,

, ’:ﬁXa” L
Commisge o8¢ again. - The document is suppesed %o be sub
name of ultural Reesonstruction Ine. (of which the WJC
5 Jewish Reconstruotion Commlssion. The paper:

8 Commiesion referring to the WJC as member
okstein (in a pr&vate‘talk) ‘urged again the a
_paual maﬂe ta you. asnur&ng that he tnkea on

ag a. general reeling that a further maetzng w&;

Mr. Mareuss the oonsequences of his report
sh a meeting was tentatively fixzed for eo
34 that unless ehanges are made in the top

B&tian ’ nance Pivision not much progress will be e @a
furthermo Gen. Olay may postpone enactment of the: otobe o
first (un ure from the Pinance DPivision) under variou ts
(fortheo ting of the Oounoil of Foreign Ministers, posnib of
quadrip sreement within & “few more weaks, eta.). Sl LT

2 bvieua that we are ln a weak paeztion ln" My, Mason . |
has acce . Clay but only sporadie, while our foes A 60, 1
every-da wt with him., No real contact existe bgtwee 1ish organizam
tions an ither three Great Powers (Gr. Britain, ‘rance ad a).
Pespite reapendenuo and ocoasional discussiomns between th ou of Jews
from Ger nﬁ,repreaentatlves of our British Beotion, no 1nrl_ .en“
the Brit evident. In ¥France nothing happened except & fow :
between | in-Debré and officilals in the German Office. .
tatign 1 ritish and especially French gones and towa f
the “ont: ouncil is almest non-existent. To remedy thi o
vigorous

on is neeeasary. - ‘The WJC should do it throug

-

]

tho prablem or an 1naemn1f1eat10n 1an na presr a?faa maﬂo. xélihbﬂﬂh é
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Lq &en and alse try to f&nd Bame erscnae ratae te aeal with the
iselans, In the USA we are bound to. - toge - :
organizations but here, too, more 1nh1mate aoneaet wlth the 8
War Department will be neceseary, if by October 1 no law 19,9
L Madeeil sheuld Le aahral wrhile ho ie hant.
The opposition on the part of Gr. Britain (insofar: aa 1@ atill
existe) 48 the result of their attitude toward Palestine, as 13
‘reported, the Oabinet changes 1ts mind in regard to this prabi

will be gaaier %0  gonvince London to. follow the Amerioans, Furthermore,
the French are reported to have decided to merge their zone with the
Amerioen and British (%o avoid oxpensea xn for%ign ourreney) Thls. tca,
shoula b helptul te ueg. , L

al attent&on aeaervea the question of the a&m&nistration of

pertiee, as outlined above.. Puring my stey jrmany, I trlea

he: Ammy not to leave 1t to. the Germans and to resto )

1 owners (at least, An ecases of confisoated. “befo

m of restitution ia’ settled, but was gesured. that the”

ood care of 1t and supervises attentively the ‘properti

that all Grundbuchaemter({offices of deeds of reals &5 w

~compile. full lists of properties formerly belonging to Jews

“report to the Property Control. If this was don there ahould be
- diffioulty in serting out "duress® property under separate

tion in which Jewish organizations should partieipate, pr

er than relating to reatitﬁtion wlll have to. aw 1t aolutlan

atitution legislation. LI o

ng te r@ports, Gen._@lay and Mr. Hnrphy are‘expeqe ere ... -
An- Ampreasive Jewieh delegaticn will hav to see them .
th thsm ths above problema. ;o iy

be 19?@ that. sxaae we are ceaperating wzthA
e have to Walt until the next meet&ng ber

A P \
L ADO5 S

'- A
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MINUTES OF MEETING ON THE JOINT WORKING COMMITTER
(American Jewish Conference-World Jewish Congress)

Offices of the World Jewish Congress
~ Monday, May 20, 1946

S

Present' For the Congress: ﬁr.‘Kubowitzki, ‘Dr.Perlzwelg, Mr.Nehemiah Robinson, ‘
I‘or the conference' Dr,.Barth, Mr.Grossman, Mr.Eenen.

1) Memorandum on I‘talian Peace Txfeaty: Mr.EKenen reported thet there may be some

objection to_certa.in parts of the draft. It will be sebm_itied to the Interim

Committee for diacussion and final approval on May 24. -
Copy of the draft has been sent to the Board of Deputies of British J’ewe,l

with the request ‘for a speedy reply.

2) M Statement on Peace Treaties: Since ‘the Office Committee of the Con-

gress has not yet approved the d.re.ft of the statement, it was declided to czll a

apecial meeting on Tuesday, Mey 23rd to discues the statement,

43) Consultations' Mr.Grossman reported the receipt of a latter from the Boa:ﬂ.

| .advising that the holding of the pro,jected consultations will have to be post-

poned in view of the absence o:f Professor Brodetsky from London and the forth.-

coming elections of & new adminis tration of the Board. Varioua ten_tntive dates

for the consul tations were discussed ‘but no decision taken,

C4) Statement of Policy on Repara,tions and Restitution: After a preliminary dis-

cussion of the 8tatement submitted by Nehemieh Robinson, which revealed dif-
ferenoee of opinion with regard to the manner of establishing a Jewlsh agency to
represent Jewieh interest, a aubncomnittee composed of Col.Bernstein, Dr.Barth
and Dr.Robimson was  nemed to iron out the differences so as to enable the Working“ ‘

Committee to discuss the entire statement at its next meeting,

5) Parls agreement on Reparations: It was agreed that a ceble should be ad-
dressed to Professor Eli Ginsberg! who 1is. at present in Paris,v (as U.S,representa-
tive at the Conference on Non-Repatriable Victims of German Action), suggesting

the establishment of en aﬁl_vieory board ef five.organizations to cooperate with

[
O
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o the allied agency in implementmg the provi.sims dealing with the allocatmn ofj-' -

_funds for the vicztims of Nazi_;hcti(?
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MINUTES OF MEETING OF THE JOINT TORKING COMMITTEE

Offices of the Vorld Jewish Congress

' Tuseday, May 7th, 11 AM

y
PRESENT: For the Coné;ess: Dr, Kubewitzki, Dr. Perlzweig, !Mr. Nehemiah

1)

2)

3]

4)

Robinson, Dr. Jacobdb Robinson,

For the Conference: Mr, Grosesman, Mr, Kenen, Dr, Barth,

Membranga dealing with the peace treéties{ It was agreed to prepare the

following memoranda with regard to peace treaties. First, one statement
outlining the basic principles of our demands, with phraseology broad
onough to cover the Jowish demands with regerd to all peace troatios.
Secondly, there should be submitted special momoronda dealing with the
specific situation and specific domends of the Jows with rogard to oach
of tho ox-cnemy countries. Thoso memoranda should include, in oach momo-
randum, a statement of basic human freedoms ns proclaimod by the Doclora-
tion of January 1, 1942 and tho Atlantic Chartor, Eoch memorandum should
include spocifie and deteoiled Jowish domands and reoomm-ndations "daptod
to the specific conditions of ovory country.

Italian Pezce Treaty: It was egreod the mamorandum should cont~in the
commendation of tho Italisn people for tholir behevior toward Italian and

‘refugee Jows during the war and despite fascist pressure, deal with general.. " .
. safeguards for equal rights for Jews and include reservations with regard. o
" to the Jewish community in Tripoli, which, in the'light of past experience,wx

will need special protection and special status whatever the fate of
Tripoli will be in the future.:

Dr. Perlzweig and Mr. Kenen undertook tn revise the draft of the
memorandum on Italy prepared by Dr. Perlzweig so as to incorporate the
views of the Conference and Congress,

Rumania: Dr. Jscob Robinson reported that thse orld Jevish Congress'has

- received an extensive draft by Dr. Filderman and is expecting another

document prepared by the Rumanian Section of the World Jewish Congress.

~One the basis of these documents, a draft of a memorandum on the Rumanian

Treaty will be prepared and ready for consideration of the Joint Torking

] Committee next week,

Reparations and Restitution: Mr.: ‘Nehemiah Robinson presented a draft of
a memorandum with regard to Russian seizure in Austrig of alleged Gorman
assets which are, in reality, looted Jewish property. It was agreed that

‘ suoh a memorandum shall be addressed to all four oceupying -powers.

Mr., Nehemiah Robinson presented a statement of policy with regard to
reparations and restitution problems for the guidance of the cooperating
organizations., Mr. Robinson and Dr. Barth undertook to make the necessary
adjustments in the momorandum dealing nlth tho Juztrian -Restitution Law
to be presented to Mr. Doutsch,

#1760-5/17 /46-75-ALK; rw
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MINUTES
. JPs0 EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE MEETING

| Ffihgg, Aprgl 22nd, 19u9

Present: - ,Mr..Monroe Goldwater, JDC - Chairman
o ' Prof, Herman- Gray, AJC ‘
Rabbi Isaac LeW1n, "Agudas
Dr, Nehemiah ‘Robvinson, WJC
. Mr, Eli Rock, JDC - Assietant aecretary
' S LS
Mr, Hoges A, Leavitt, JDC
Mr. Moses W. Beckelman, JDC - - :
Dr. Herman Muller, Gouncil of Jews from Germany
Dr. Bugene Hevesi, AJC. :

. The sole 1tcm of the agenda’” consisted of the problem of the individual
claims program in Germany. and: the questinns involved in JRaO taking over
this program as a ‘separate branch of its sctivities, :
Mr. Rock recalled to the Committee that the - JRoO Board of Directors, at
,its meet1ng of. March 3, 1949, had accepted in prinC1ple that JR30 should -
take over the individual cleims program, if it should. -appear that no other
-.solution was feasible, and had authorized the Executive Committee to take
- specific action when the time arose., Mr, Rock pointed out. that there were
now two specific quéstinns to be considered by the group, One 1nvolved a
proposed letter from Mr, Ferenc? to General- Clay, outlining . .the new. program
to be assumed by JRSO, and requesting General Clay's authori zation for ‘such
a project; Mr, Ferencz now asked aprroval for sending this letter.v The other
involved problems of internal relationships between the URO and the JRSO0, as
out11ne§ in a letter from Mr. Ferencz to Mr, Rock. (Both documents attached
- . hereto

. .~ In connection with the proposed ‘letter to.General Clay, Dr. Robinson
raised two questions. He particularly referred to the langusage in the letter
to General Clay in which JR30 declares that it will limit its program to.
"indigent p&aintiffs" In Dr, Robinson's opinion, such phrasing ‘might make
it possible. for lawyers repreaenting the restitutors in restitution cases
to. challenge the right of JRSO to represent-an individual claimant, and to
request that JRSO prove. the claimant's indigency. On the other hand, it was
the strong feeling of the group that the JRSO should indeed 1imit its ger-
vices to people who are unable to afford private counsel, and that it was
even desirable to have this limitation spelled out in correspondence with
Military Government. At Mr, Leavitt's suggestion it was decided to refer
.this guestion to Mr, Ferencz, to find out from him whe ther the above danger

- does in fact ox1st qnd if 80, what documentation would have to be. requested
from claimaﬁts to prove their 1nd1pency status.

Jover] -
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PRELIMINARY DRAFT
| 4 April 1949

Ge