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RESTITUTIONS AND REPARATIONS

liavé taken the form’ of open lootmg or plunder, or of transactmns apparently C

External Restrtutxons
The Problem of Extelnal Restltutlon

1940, Germany and her- satelhtes stripped the occupned countries of- vast

' quantities: of raw matérials;. machinery, machine- tools, railway. equipment,

vehicles, gold, art treasures; and every other type of movable property. A'sub- - '
- stantial part of this wealth accumulated in Austria, either fortuitously through
the disintegration of the enemy armed forces, or through planned storage with
the view ‘to relative safety from destriction by bombing. The Occupying
Powers wére charged with the tremendous task of restoring to its rlghtfu]
owners thls wealth whlch had been extorted under duress : A

Basm Poliey for Bestltutlon
~Onb January 1943 eighteen Allied Natlons, mcludmg the Sov1et Union, - .

- announced an “Inter-Allied Declar ation Against Acts 6f Dispossession Com-

mitted in Territories uuder Enemy Occupation or Control.” The following
quotation from -this declaration -commonly known as the “London
Declaration‘, - established the fundamental basis for “restitution: “The
Unmn of South Africa, the United States of America, Australia, Belglum,
(‘anada, Chma, the Czechoslovak Republic, the United Kingdom of
Great Britain “and’ Northern Ireland, the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics,
Greece, India; Luxemburg, the Netherlands, New Zealand Norway, Poland,
" Yugoslavia and the French National Commnittee: Hereby issue a formal
warning to all concerned, and in- particular to persons in neutral countries,
_ that they intend to do their utmost to.defeat the methods of dispossession
practmed by the governments with which they are at war against the coun-
tries and peoples who have been so wantonly assaulted and despoiled. "Ac-

~ cordingly, the governments making this declaration and the French National -

Committee reserve all their rights to declare invalid any transfer of, or dealings

- with, property, rights and interests of any description whatsoever which are or |

have been situated in the territories which have come under the occupation
or control, direct or indirect; of the governments with which they are-at war
or-which belong or have belonged to persons, including juridical | persons, Tesi-
dent in such territories. This warning applies whether such transfers or dealings

Between the invasion_of Poland in. September 1939 and the. capltulatlon in’ e

legal in form, even when they purport to be voluntarﬂy effected. The govern-
ments making this declaration and the French Natxonal Committee record
thelr sohdarlty in_this ‘matter”’. _ e e e e

JP s

Implementatwn of Extemal Bestltutlon

" After the fall of the German Reich a general plan for restrtutron in Austrla
“was submitted by the Quadripartite Reparatlonb, Delivery and Restltutmn
Directorate to the.Allied Council on 26 January 1946,

At this level tke problem met with difficulties engendered by dlfferences 3

in ideology, concept and interpretation of the Potsdam Declaratzon on the part

of the Soviet Element.. :
Quadnpartlte agreement was fmallv reached on the followmg pomts
a. The cost of transportation w1thm the frontiers of Austria, as well as the

" gost of necessary repairs for transportation, including labor, mateérial and or-

" ganization necessary for the restitution of. property removed from countnes
occupied by the German Army and which have been recovered in Austria,
must be borné by Austria. Expenses incurred outside of Austria, with’ the
exception of Germany, must be borne by the - recipient countries.

b. A “Decree on the Declaration and Registration of Property Beloriging to

"¢ .the United Nations, Seized by the Germans and Taken from the Territory of -

- Countries Occupied by Them’ was, promulgated throughout Austria on 25 May

1946 by order of the Allied. Council..The purpose of this order was to. compel all
institutions and private individuals in Austria to declare within 30 days all.

looted property and assets in their possession in excess of S 500 valuation,
or administered; safeguarded or controlled Dby them.

c. To organize a Quadripartite Restitution Commission in the International

District of Vienna to make external restitutions by quadripartite agreement

With the’ exceptlon of these three quadnpartrte declsmns, restitutions
proceeded umlaterally within the four occupatlon zones of Austna

Austrla’s Position with- Respe(,t to ‘Restitution

The Moscow Declaration of November. 1943, recogmzmg Austna as.a
liberated nation, rather than a. -German satellite, opened the way . tot permit

65
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restrtutlons to Austria.

P e T s

property looted between A12 March 1938 .and ‘15 May 1945. A

EXternal Bestltution in"_‘_t’be‘ US Zone

“Restitution Policy _ : _
In the beginning of the occupatlon the US Element _hoped for-a_uniform

. “policy of restitution in all of ‘the four zones of Austria. In November 1945,
. the USHigh Comnussloner attempted to obtain quadripartite agreement in the -

Allied Control Commission on restitution principles in all the zones of occu-
pation. It was impossible to reach such an agreement. Therefore in the US
Zone of Austria the US’ Element proceeded to carry out its own restitution

: pohcy

All propertles 1dent1f1ed as hav1ng been looted or. acqulred through com-
mercial transactions or otherwise, by the Germans, from Allied Nations during
the German occupation were subject to restitution. Only gold, securities and
foreign exchange were excepted. Restitutions were carried out regardless of

- whether suchitems were needed to meet military or civilian requirements -
. within the.zone of occupatlon provided that in the case of transportation -

eqmpment restitution mlght be phased so. as to withold sufficient equipment

,.‘to meet the requirements foz mlhtary deployment and -occupation needs.

. “With respect to ‘Allied Natlons, ‘the. followmg categorles of property were

Asub] ect to. restitution:

B

a Cultural rehgrous ‘and :artistic *works; - museum- collections,

German’ occupatlon of ‘Allied Nations. -

~ b. Heavy, power-driven industrial and’ agmcultural eqmpment and ma-
chmery, rolhng stock, locomotives, barges and other transport eqmpment

Acommumcatlons and power equipment.

~¢. Other goods valuables (excluding gold, securitiés and foreign currenc1es) ;

materials, equipment, livestock and other propertles found in storage, or -
-otherwise, in bulk form. o

d.- Property ' produced durmg the perlod of German occupation of Alhed
Nations, prov1ded the claimant governments submitted valid proof that. Ger-’
many acquired such goods by an act of force. -

66

In March; 1946, ‘the US Element.- announced that’ . g
Austria would be included in its restltutlon program ‘with respect to Austrian

hbranes
o arch1ves, étc. Restltutlon in these-cases requlred only that the goods be 1dent1-
“fied- as “having been looted. or- othervvlse acqulred in any manner dunng the .

“In: March 1946 the US ngh Commissioner’ made a new attempt to seek

‘ quadrlpartlte agreement in the Allied Councrl on the conditions under which

limited restitutions were to be effected to ex-enemy and satellite nations.
There again no agreement could be reached and the US Element proceeded with

" restitutions to ex-ememy and satellite nations in the US Zone"accor'dln'gr
Restitution was limited to property which-was forcibly

to its own policy..

removed from the ex-enemy countries after the1r collapse or 11berat10n during
the following penods

e .

- ITALY, from 3 September 1943 to 15 May 1945
HUNGARY, from 20 January 1945 to 15 May 1945
- RUMANIA, from 12 September 1944.to 15-May 1945

'AUSTRIA, from 12 March 1938 to 15 May 1945
FINLAND; from 19 September 1944 to 15 May 1945

In June 1946 the above dates ‘were. amended as follows

ITALY, from 25 July 1943 to 15 May 1945

HUNGARY, from 15 October 1944 to 15 May 194:)

AUSTRIA, from 12 March 1938 to 15 May 1945 (no change)
.. RUMANIA, from 23 August 1944 to .15 May 1945 '
FINLAND, from 2 September 1944 to 15 May 1945

The claimant nation was requ1red to submlt proof that the property, except

for works of ‘art and cultural objects, had been acqmred by Germany as-the.
"~ result of an act of force 'and was removed 1nto Austria. w1thout compensatlon
. to the orlglnal ‘owner.

In the case of other property found in'st age or‘bulk form, restitution was
not. mandatory if the US High Coininissioner corisidered that- such- action

would jeopardize minimum requirements of the Austrian economy or’ requlre :
_addltlonal US assistance or. expendlture

_‘As-Austrian lndustry began to recuperate from the effects of the war,
po_hcy change with tespect to external restitution became lmperatlve to

avert irreparable damage. to the Austrian economy through removal -to

claimant countries of key machinery vital to Austria’s productivity. Con-

- sequently, in September 1947; the US-Element resolved, in specific cases, to

delay restitution for a-stipulated period: of ‘time (generally three months) of
certain. machinery and equipment vital to the country’s industrial recovery.
‘This- afforded 'Austria ‘and-the claimant .nations an opportumty to seek a
settlement by means of trade negotlatlons : :
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‘External restltutlon is made onlv to governments and not d1rectly to -

private claimants.. Restitution to the claimant nations is accomphshed in the
following manner : . o
a. Claimant government presents a claim through dlplomatlc channels.

property is placed under formal US property control or custodianship.
¢. Claimant nation is advised of the results of the mvestlgatlon and is
invited to submit proofs of ownership.

d. 1f satisfactory proof is submitted, the clalmant nation' is’ invited - to -

send a mission to the US Zone of Austria, to be accompanied by a US field

representatlve
e. If the property is identified, restltutlon is . made on the spot and receipts -

" are 51gned by the US field representatlve and the representatlve of the claim-

ant government.
f- Movement of the property is begun and assmtance furmshed by the

Austrlan Labor Offlce

Anthorlty for Blocking and Control of Property

- The act of seizure, control and appointment of a custodian for property cove-
red by a claim, is based on military- government decree number 3, issued in

" May 1945. It empowers a duly authorized representative of military govern- -

‘ment to safeguard- such properties against sale, transfer,. theft, alteration,
ete;, by appomtmg a custodian who becomes personally responsible and 11able

- for ‘the property in questlon _'

Seope of Clalms Beeewed by the US Element A

Since the. begmnmg of restltutlon activities in the US Zone of Austrla,
and up to 31 Decemb ; '765__wcla1ms have been received for looted

receiver, to complete indus Ti! p‘_ants involving hundreds of machme tools.

Claims were received from 19 governments and the United Nations Organiz-
ation but the ma]orlty originated from Hungary, Czechoslovakia, France,
Poland, Yugoslavia, Italy and ‘the Netherlands, from which 899% of the

'clalms ‘have been recelved To date 518 clalms have been allowed,

878 claims have been dlsallowed and 1,369 are pending. (see Fig. 23
and St. A. Table 54) :

agnitude from claims for one radio

B

‘_'IB t1tntrons Made

“The bulk of property restltuted up to 31 December 1947 from the US Zone :

0f Austria represented industrial machmery and equipment. 18,660 metric

. tons of such material valued at 19.8. nulhon dollars ‘were sh1pped to clalmant :

governments

Smaller in bulk, but of far greater monetary value were the restltutlons of flne» _

~b. A copy of the claim is sent to the appropriate agency in the US :
- ~0f Austrlell)y for investigation, *and, c1rcurIr)115)tarI:c &S W a%r ant};’m g, the clalzr:;:g - _._arts.and .cultural. objects. The total value of completed restitutions to Austria

or from the US Zone of Austria was § 188,748,450. Of this sum; § 149; 625 850
was represented by fine arts and cultural objects. Figures were basedon values,
estimated by the governments to which the restitutions have been made (see
Fig. 24 and’ St _A. Tables 55 & 56.)

nghhghts of Besututlons, US Zone
(1) Austria. -

" The Alt Ausseé salt mine in the US Zone of Austna housed the greatest col-

lection of Nazi loot in Austria. Here was found the major part of the great
collection destined for the Linzer Kunstmuseum, a project close to the heart
of Hitler. The material had been collected from all Nazj occupied: Europe,

under the supervision of Dr. Posse, fine arts professor of the University of -

Dresden. The contents of this mine consisted of more than 7,000 paintings and
drawings, and. approx1matelsr 3,000 cases of art treasures. The caves:in.

~which this loot was stored were electrlcally lighted and were well equlpped= e
with wooden floors and racks on which the objécts reposed. The air in“the. =%

caves was dry and of uniform temperature so that there was no deterioration.

A considerable portion of the Alt Aussee loot was of Austrian’ orlgln

Some 700 paintings belonging to -the Rothschild family and 500 pa1nt1ngs be-.

longing. to other Jewish families were recovered. Other Austrian -deposits
were- unearthed which originated from the Austrian Army Museum;:the Mili-
tary Academy Wiener Neustadt, the Museum at Eisenstadt, Burgenland‘

the Dorotheum of Vienna and divers Austrian churches There:‘were also 3 to .
4 frelghtloads of paintings from the Séheenbrunn and Hetzéndort. C';Sklé;

o

In the Lauffen Salt Mine, ‘the followmg Austrian Museum collectlon 5. We
found: :
Kunsthlstorlsche M useum — 787 paintings .
Miuseum fuer Voelkerkunde — 88 cases of art ob]ects
Akademie der bildenden Kuenste — 42 paintings
" Nationalbibliothek ~— 150 cases of rare” old books, manuscnpts ete.
Denkmalamt — 6 cases of art objects, 21 pictures; 8 pieces of sculpture

67
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STATUS OF RESTITUTION CLAIMS 31 DECEMBER 1947
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' (2) Poland

~ and later restored tof Hungary

Oesterrezchzsche Geologtsche Bundesa.nstal = 22 cases of - -archives -

Graphtsche Sammlung Albertma — 50 cases of watercolors drawmgs and '

‘prints - R

Hauptvermessungsabtet{ung XIV — 278. cases of maps, ete.
Mlscellaneous 0 S — 342, palntmgs . . ,
“In the lower level ‘of ‘the mine were stored \vanous Austrnan archives,
_In the Hallem salt mine ‘was found' the Vienna Archeologrcal Library

“ as well as.a com collectlon from ‘the: Landesgalene, -Salzburg.
! Other outstandlng art treasures restored from the US Zone of Austria were .

the crown jewels of the Holy : Roman Emplre, a Vermeer pam’cmcr with an estim-

ated value of $ 1 000 000 and pmceless stamed glass wmdows from Vienna .

churches i

¥

Astronomwal mstruments estlmated to have a value of § 1,000, 000 were

k restltuted to Poland. T hese instruments were looted from the Astrononucal’

Observatory of the Umvermty of Warsaw.
Machines and industrial’ equipment vital to the ‘economic recovery of
Poland estlmated at several million dollars were also restituted.

) Hungary
A prlceless rellglous relic, The Holy Hand of Samt Stephan was restored to
Iungary oo i

$32 OOOVOOO m gold helongmg to the Hunganan Natlonal Bank was dis-

€3] Italy

~The followmg four. 11brar1es, consisting 1 of 2 621 cases of hooks manuscrlpts
and documents valued at $ 1 900 0060 Were returned to Italy in January,

T

" Library of the. German Areheologlcal Instztute
Library of the German Historical Instltute -
Biblioteca Hertziana o :
lerary “of the German Art Hlstomcal Instltute of Florence

* The City of Linz had in operation 60 autobuses of Italian origin -which '

were subject to a restitution claim. - The loss of these buses would have cripp-

led- ‘the pubhc transportatlon facilities of the crty Through eonferences AR

;- . ,,Bestltutmn poliey. — e e e e g e ‘_'.'.’.3- , .’;_M;

“arranged by ‘the. US authontles the Italiag’ Missio and«the officials; of Linz
-effected a trade agreement whereby ‘the- autobuses were retained and Ttaly
‘received an equlvalent value in raw materlal needed by Italian 1ndustry~

()] The Netherlands

AT
Objects of art mcludmg many pamtmgs hy famous Dutch masters valued
at'$ 1,107,500 were restituted to the Netherlands.. ™ -~ i
The Netherlands Mission claimed: a complete nitrate manufactunng plant
which had been 1ncorporated in the. Sticksloffwerke at Linz. Investlgatlon

. dlsclosed that while the removal of most of the eqmpment would: not he detnm-
‘ental to Austria’s fertilizer production;~certain’ .parts of -the’ plant ‘were. of -
_vital importance. Through a series of conferences arranged by the US Element
‘an’ agreement was reached whereby the Netherland Government agreed to -

- permit Austria to retain the necessary equipment - in exchange for’ two

arr—reduc’oon plants whlch were not essential to the, Austnan economy.-». '

Intematlonal Dlstrlet of . Vlelma C L

63 o f

H

2
Vi

:lelhfl 3

Since the first district of Vlenna, commonly known as the Interuatlenal -
District, was placed under the joint control of the four occupying.powers, i it

became necessary to devise a’quadripartite procedure for the restitution- of

" looted property located there. In November 1946 the.Executive Commlttee' <
agreed to pass a resolution which-established a Joint Property Control- and‘
Restitution Commission for the first- dlstnct of Vienna. This commission
‘operated’as.a.section:of the. Vienna

- representatives of each of the four-elenier
sary to effect any restitution. Int

Amand and. consisted of
nimoils, deelslon was neces-
n sments . drsagreed as to the
action to be taken in any partlcular case, the matter

obtained in the Alhed Councll ne. actlon could ‘be taken.” e '?

Guld:be referred by suc-
. cessive steps up to the Allied Council. If unanimous agreement could- not be

"Up to ‘31 December 1947, the commrssmn had recewed 174 restltutxonr, A

: 'clalms cof whlch 143 were allowed R AT At .;

Bestltutlon in the Brmsh Zone of Austrla

British restitution pohcy with respect to the United Natlons countnes, hke

the US policy, is based upon the ““London Declaratxon” of 5 January 1943. . In '

general property is redarded -as approprrate for restltutlon 1f it falls into one .- -

of the followmg categories:

e . Capecu e e
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(1) Identlflahle goods whichi . were in existence'in, the clarmant country at

. the begmmng of the German. occupatlon, and which were removed: from

the claimant-country-during the occupation as the result of an act of dlS-
possession of any kind, with or without the ‘use of force.

(2) Identifiable goods which came into ‘existence after the begmmng of
the ‘German occupation. of the claimant. country,. and which were- removed’

durmg the occupation as the repult of an act of dispossession, m\«olvmg the -
use of force directly exermsed against the property concerned. SR

As with US polley, currencies, monetary gold ‘and- silver, and - secuntles

" do not come. within the. terms.of the British restitution program..

* British restitution policy with regard to ex-enemy countries differs shghtly
from US pollcy According to the British view restitution of ex-enemy propérty
from Austria is a matterfor; direct’ Settlement between the governments con-
cerned and the Austrian Federal Government '

B
,'V\r

nghhghis of Bntlsh Resntunon Actlvmes
As in the case of the US Zone of Austria property restltuted from the Brltlsh

. Zone of Austiia was extremely varied in nature. Although the bulk of resti-
. tutions were of machmery and equlpment the followmg cases 1llust1 ate the
. rscope of the British’ restltutlon program R

. a 'I‘he Tanzenberg hbrary was: estabhshed dnrmg the war near Klagenfurt

“Carinthia by the Zenimllnbiwtkek der Henen Schule (NSDAP) and contained .

‘thousands of rar¢ books looted by the Germans in occupied countries. "Cases, of .
books have been. restituted to claimant countries in the following numhers ‘to

" Belgium; '1565; to~ Czechoslovakla, 1300; to France, 2516; to Greece, 1; to

Holland,. 1300; to Poland 4; to the USSB 569 to Yugoslavra, 16. -
~ b. Eight yachte were restltuted to Holland from the Woerthersee Lake
. ¢. A’ Danube tugboat was restltuted to Yugoslawa o -

-d. Twenty-seven’ crates of agrlculture and scientific equipment looted from

the Soviet Institute for Selentlflc Research in Agnculture have been returned
to. .the Soviet Union:-

L e Forty-two rallwav ,locomotlves have been restltuted to Yugoslawa - ;f'_t' :

Restltutlon m the Freneh Zone of Austna 3' fooos B L
‘ Resututmn pollev' B N T P ’i”‘ '

' Theé-French restitution’ program is: also based on the London Declaratlon
In addltlon to-the classes of property which:are deemed as restitutable’by the
US and British Elements -the: French alsofrestltute goods manufactured in a

) ’not‘_ represent a ]ust compensatlon

‘ encouraged trade agreements;and»

countrv durlng ‘the German occupation, and. those removed to Germany or
Austria  through purchase, on the thesis that the German, occupatlon 50
)debased ‘the’ currencies. of the: occupled eountnes tha the purchase pl‘lce did

he French res’rltutlon program_makes no dmtmctron:'between Unite’d_
Natfons and en—enen-y ‘pations. . - e o

© With respect to the restitution of property,essentlal to Anstrla s economlc '
recovery, the.French policy, by comparisou, is léss lenient than US pohey 'par— '

* ticularly. Wlth respect to. deferment of removals . The: French pomt of: view i5.

that ample advance notree of. removal s glven and that in some cases the
Austrlans have taken no. remedlal measures to avold hardshlp '

‘ ’Restltntlon m the Sowet Zone of Austrla

Imtlally, the Sov1et Element declared 1tse]f in general agreement Wlth the re-
stxtutlon pohmes of. the three other occupatlon powers. From the beginuing of:
restltutlon operatlons, however, it was apparent that the Soviet satellite

“countries were being favored. The French, however, apparently for pohtwal :

reasons and for reasons of reciprocal restltuuon from the French Zone of Austria,
were given particular consideration.. : s : .
Co-incident with the electoral defeat of the Communlst palty in France L
‘in 1948, and the promulgation of the European Recovery Program, the Soviet.
_Element revised its restitution pohcy, demandmg evidence of personal ordirect .-

) duress’ as a- reqmslte for restltutlon. Slnce the, Sowet restltutlon program
- was- vntually completed prlor .to this time, this: change in pollcy had little

effect” ‘except in the quadrlpartltely ontrolled Internatlonal Dlstnct of
jVlenna where unammous agreement is, necessary to ‘effect’ restltutlons

- The Soviet E]ement has given. due. consrderatlon to the Austrlan pomt of
view in the case of restitution of properties whose. removal would be detrim-
ental to- the. Austnan ‘economy;:. In_such cases; the Sovie thontle

has also-been;co- peratlv Jin.the restltutlon of looted propert to Austnan na-
“tionals, - 0 . o Lige o e e e AT S
'lhe Sov1et Element does not consnler that the I’CStltllthIl program in-its
occupatlon zone has been-detrimental to:the. Austrian economy, since it has
. held that most of.the restituted machinery and equipment was not in good con-

 dition: -and restitution was effected before it had been absorbed mto the post-

war Austrian economy ) P O AR

haves: -

319264

d?

TS5 1y

-Q3BIssyI03a; |

£ Aju3

rioIYN SHL LY 030000HET

Vi



http:machin~.ry
http:AgricUltu.re

7

[Entry __z4P%

=97

General Eifeet of Restltutmn -on the Austrlan Eeonomy

It is the Austrian pomt of vrew that the External Restltutlon Program was

harmful to the country’s economy. The Austrians further: con51der that the

»greater part of the restitutions did m]ustlce to the Austrian holders of such

propertv who had acqmred the property through dn'ect purchase in countrles
occupied by the German .armies, ‘or paid some’ value for the property by

" purchase from German military sources. -

It must be stated in rebuttal however, that avallable evrdence indicates that
the majority of restitutions were made from property not yet mtegrated into

~ the Austrian post-war economy -and no markedly adverse effect upon the
Austrian economy: has been observed as a result of the external restitution
" program in Austria. With respect to. propertles purchased by the Austriansin

German "occupied countries; -either  directly or through German war. of-

. fice intermediaries, .it must be remembered that the claimant nations -
_received nothing in most cases, or currency so debased by German occupation -
charges that it'by no means. reflected the true value of the propertles pur-

chased o : Y

The Quest:on of German Assets

" Introductmu

“The " econoimic penetratlon of Austria by the -German Belch had been

‘A planned long before the actual annexation ‘on 12 March 1938. On 25 March

1938, Hermann Goering invited a selected group of Austrian bankers,
industrialists, and. businessmen to take a trip with him on the Danube.
On this’ trip the Austrians were informed of the overall plan for incorporating

‘the etonomy of Austria into-that of the Greater Reich. -Goering’s own vast
industrial combine, the Hermann Goering Werke of Berlin, led the way in
- the ‘implementation: of. this plan-by: acquiring- control-of Austrla ] largest
- steamship” company -and Austria’s majorrheéavy-industries:- -

. The ‘German: Ministry of Finance took ‘control-of: the: Austnau Natlonal**'
Bank and the Creditanstali-Bankverein, Austria’s largest private bank.
. -German 'Nazi- organizations- and -German- business ‘firms " penetrated ‘and -
© gained. control. of the insurance, .oil, electrical- industries, -and other fields

of .business. - Individual - Germans, by. means . of racial legislation, acquired

. ownership of huridreds of smaller busmess enterpnses at practmally no cost
or for nommal sums. : e

The. German Reich, through the Goering Werke: and the.-Wehrmacht
poured vast amounts. of money into the conversion and expansion -of indus~
trial concerns for war purposes The German firms then commenced to.
acquire other: Austrian firms as subsidiaries. By 1945 the network of German
control had spread into ‘all sections of the Austrlan economy.
~ The ramifications of German. ownership were ‘so intricate and complex

* that its extent cannot be expressed in comparative figures or statistics. -

All attempts to establish its extent were further hampered by the division
of Austria into zones. - It is, however, safe to assume that. German. ownershlp

" and control of industry and-business enterprises had-by 1945 glven Germany
‘an- effectlve stranglehold on: the ‘Austrian economy.

Alhed Polloy Pnor to the Occupatmn of Austna

‘The United Natmns Declaration made at London in January 1943
(mgned by-all four powers who later took over the occupation of Austria),
made it clear that the Allied Nations reserved the right to:invalidate property
transfers in those countries which had been occupied by the German' armies.
This declaration was followed by the Moscow Declaration of 1 November 1943, -
in which the governments of the US, UK, and USSR declared that Austria,

as the first: victim of Nazi aggression, would- ‘be restored as an independent

N nation: But Austria was also reminded that she would be held tesponsible

for paftieipation in the war on the side of Germany and that in the final
settleménit, account would be taken of Austria’s contmbutmn to her own

liberation.

Thus -a certain amblgulty was m]ected into the Allied postwar program

! for Austria. The declaration promised the new Austria economic and political

security and appeared to unply that Austrian resources or Austro-German -
resources could be used for reparatlons only to an extent compatible with

. the creatlou of a healthy economy.. After Austria was fréed from the German

army, none of the Allies attempted publicly to evaluate the activities of

. the Austrian resistance;, nor, did any of them suggest what contnbutmn ’
- Austria had -made to her own liberation, :

. The US Element has stressed its promise in th the Moscow Declaratron to

~“recreate-a free and. mdepeudent Austria, by US attempts-in the- Alhed :

Council: for Austna, to limit removals of German assets in Austria as

- reparations. On the other hand, the Soviet Element, while stating that it - -
. recognized Austria as a liberated country, repeated that it must take. mto .

account Austria’s contnbutlon to- the German war effort.

7
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The- Potsdam Conferenee sl g

» The "Potsdam ‘Protocol of 2 August 1945 announced that the Conference |
- of the Heads of the Governments of the US, UK, and USSR had’ ‘examined
the Soviet proposal to extend the authonty of the Prowsronal Govemment. .

- respect of reparations to ..
~ Hungary and Eastern Austria.”

(of Dr. Renner) to all Austria. It stated that the three governments would
re-examine this proposal after the ‘entry of the British and US Forces into

the City -of Vienna. The- only other. reference to Austria contmned in the
. pubhshed Declaratlon concerns the use of German assets located in Austna

as reparatlons
Under the heading “III REPARATIONS FROM GERMANY” the

VPotsdam Conference agreed: : .
«1. Reparations claims of the USSR shall be met by removals from: the

Zone of Germany occupled by the USSR and from appropriate German, :

external assets. :
:3. The reparation clalms “of the United = States, the Umted ngdom

_and other countries entitled to reparations shall be met from the Western

zones and from approprlate German external assets.”
‘With respect to ‘German external assets, the Declaration says:

. «8,. The Soviet Government renounces all claims in respect of reparatlons*
* to German -foreign assets in -all countrles except those specified in

Paragraph 9 below. :
9. The Governments of- the UK and the USA renounce all clalms in
German foreign assets in Bulgarra, anland

These articles. thus -determined the appropriateness for reparatlons of

. German external assets in Austria on a geographical basis, even-as German ...

internal assets were to be used as reparations accordmg to their physwal
location in Germany . : A

Us Attempts to Umfy Pohoy

. The US Element in Austma has, however, constantly advocated that
- once'the geographic locatlon and, validity of German_ownership was.estab-. -
lished, the real -determination of the appropriateness of an asset for- re-

paratlons should -be ‘the effect of its removal on ‘the Austrian economy.

The mission of US: M1htary Government with respect to German property C

m Austria was as follows: .
"1.. To protect such property nghts and interests.. ..
2. To end German: control of property in Austrla

As far«as+ compatlble with the abovez ob)ectlves, 1o facnhtate thev
ploynient:of such, property. for the-benefit of the Austrian .economy.

E Sovnet—Sponsored Austnan Dn‘eotlves

- No mformatlon is avallahle as to the mstructlons the Soviet Commander

| may have received from his government in the initial- months of- occupation. .
" Thesé instructions may be inferred, however, from Austman laws -which
- the. Soviet Commander approved before the Allied Commlssmn for Austna '

was estabhshed _
The Sowets, ‘having recognized- the Prowsronal Renner’ Government in

Apnl 1945, permitted the decrees of this government to be enforced in
Vienna and Eastern Austria. Law No. 10 of 10 May 1945 required registration

of “aryamzed” (property obtained from Jewish owners, after the Anschluss) -
and other propertles seized durxng the German occupatlon of. Austna Thrs o

law reads in part .as follows:

1. Subject of this law is the reglstratlon of property and property nghts
whlch ‘have been seized in connection with the Nazi annexation from their

_ owners since 13 March 1938, either arbltranly or based on laws or. other'

ordinances for so-called racial, national, or other reasons.’

«“3, The owners of the properties.and property rights- enumerated in -
. .paragraph. 1 are.to. register: them.within one month after énactment of this
law ... Untll final decision concerning properties and property rights, the

owners... are obliged to administer these’ propertles and propertles mghts
wrth due commercial diligence.”

“This law -did not require the- reglstratlon of all German—owned property
and was pnmarﬂy directed -at identifying property which could not-be

_.._considered -as - validly - German-owneds It -is -indicative - of" qnitial -Soviet "

willingness to correct.some of the wrongs done by the German Reich.

Law No.-9, passed the same day, permitted the Provisional Government - -

to appoint public -administrators for business undertakings--in- Austria; if
an.important public interest was involved. ‘Many. German-owned businesses

were takeri-under control pursuant to-this law. Thls law Was ]ater conflrmed‘

by the Allied Counml
73

. .7 The:US:Elément attempted to obtain an agreement in the Allied. Councll ‘
© - that. -until approprlate Allied’ authorltles formulated a reparations and
’ :restltutlon ‘program- for- apphcatlon in “Austrid, no‘removals should be per-
- mitted: on. reparatrons account. Unfortunately, no such agreement could

- . be reached
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-Austnan Government ‘nor a 'y'

* or:other, appropnate Austn '

©_bullLipwherein: ‘the cdse. of" ‘any:of the: subjects detalled in Artlcle 5 below,
'the Alhed Commlssmn acts’ dlrectly : 120 I

Slmultaneously W1th the recogmtlon of these-laws: by-the’ Soviet Commander
as. apphcable to” 'enna and Eastern- Austrla, a branch of the- Red Army,

known as the “*Booty Department”, was active in the same area removing = -

any German property it chose -as spoils of war and. not specifically as ‘re-

parations. No information: is-available as.to the policies of this unit; nor .

‘to ‘what extent it interfered’ with the administration of properties sub]ect

tolaws No. 9 and 10. Apparently it operated independently of the Property . -
Control Officers of the Red Army and was not infrequently in conflict with

them. It is clear, however, that much German: or apparently . German

: property was removed from the- Austrlan economy by thlS “Booty Depart-u
, ment i ' : . : . .

‘,:{,,'

'The New- Control Agreement of 28 June 1946 : s

. On, 28 June 1946 the, Ajhed COllIlCl] adopted a New Control Agreement

for CAT 'tna" In splte "of ‘their dlfferences, the four’ occupymg powers had -

eached accord on an mstrument whlch greatly extended the powers. of
the Austrl n. Government The New Control Agreement made the Austrian
Governmen» ". 'overelgn in many respects partlcularly in the field of internal

‘affairs. A stnan leglslatlon, except for coiistitutional measures, could only -
- be dlsapproved by nnammous veto of the Allied Couneﬂ One of the remaining
restramts ‘Was over the. Austnan Govemment’s power to dlspose of German
: 4 er  writ ten Alhed Comrmssmn consent Was mandat— ‘

. T “ARTICLE 1 i _
~-The-authority: of; the Austrlan Government shall extend fully throughout

: Austna isubject only to"ithe: «followahg reservations: & .....u i ... a

b- In -regard - to the matters: speelhed in“Aiticle 5 below nelther the
subordmate Austrlan authonty shall take-

N .

ed Commission shalI act only through the Austnan Government
-authorities except:: Lo :

c) Th

35

- Legislative :measures, ...
be cancelled or -ame‘nded

d) In the absence of aetlon by the Allied Council,-the four several I—hgh
Comm1ss10ners may .act mdependently in theu' respectwe zones in any

matter covered by Artlcle 5,, Sl .

e . ARTICLE 5. 7 =%

The followmg are the matters in regard to whrch the A]hed Comnnssmn
may act dlrect]y . o Ll

- " IV.-The! dlsposal of German property in accordance w1th the exxstmg'
agreements between the Alhes . : :

S ARTICLE 6
ca) Al legielative ineasures, .

put into effect. : In.the ¢ase of-all other: legislative measures ... it may, be

assumed that the Allied Council has given its approval if :within thn’ty—one :

days of the time of.receipt. by the Allied Commission it has not mformed
the Austrian Government that it objects to a 1eglslat1ve measure.

" b) The Allied. Councﬂ ‘may;at any time inform the Austrian- Government
or -the appropriate Austrian authority of its disapproval of any -of the -
‘and may dlrect that the actlon in questlon shallt :

V ARTICLE 12,

The decmlons of the Alhed Councll shall be unammous >

1

Interpretatlon of the New Control Agreement hy the Oeeupymg Powers mth .

Bespeet to German Assets in Austria

‘ Wlthm two morths of the promulgatlon of the New Control Agreement
a situation arcse’ which clearly ‘demonstrated - that the provisions ‘of the

agreement with respect to German assets ini Austria were not being mterpreted
in:the same manner by. all of the. oceupymg powers..
" On"26 “July 1946; the Austrian parliament’ passed a law. natlonahzmg

some.70 enterprises, mainly in.the Soviet Zone, most of which had a German °
interest. The Soviet High Commissioner for Austria called -an extraordinary .
meeting of the Allied Council on 2.:Avgust 1946 .at which he ‘introduced . a -
" resolution that the Allied Council, pursiiant to Article 6 (b) of the New C.Q.n.tl?(,)l, .

~:shall; before tlley take effect or:are -
' puhhshed in' the State Gazette be submltted by the Austrian: Government-
to the Allied Council. In the case of constitutional laws, the written approval .
of the Alliéd Couincil is required, before any such law may be pubhshed and

uw
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Agreement order that the natlonahzatlon taw be revoked Drscnssron was

postponed’ until the: following -week” when: the: .US Elenient’ announced that

it would not support the Soviet resolution::Since eompensatron for natronahz~. -
ation was contemplated the. US Element ‘considered: :that the: interests

of all concerned would be protected. ‘The: British Element considéred that

" the law did not dispose of German assets but was only-a transfer. of ownership
"within. Austria which did not in any ‘way affect’ ‘the: rlghts of the: four: -powers

under the Potsdam’ Agreemenb “The French Element did:not: ob]ect to'the

,Natronahzatron Law:itself; ‘but did cbject'to inclusion of énterprises- which -

came within the scope of: ‘Article 'V (4) of the New Control:Agreement. - “The
Soviet Element stated: that since the: Potsdam Agreement: -spécified ,that
reparatrons from Gérmany bé paid in’kind, the. Nationalization Law:would
violate the agreement.-The Soviets also. considered the law to be-a violation of
the New Control Agreement and proposed a.resolution that it be regarded-as-a
constltutlonal law .and, therefore, required written approval of - the- “Allied

Council +-prior- to - pubhcatlon and promulgatlon. #The French Element

considered that. prior. written™ agreement ‘was . necessary. only -with respect

~ to that part ‘of the law concerning property. provided for by Article V (4)

of the New Control - Agreement. ‘The British andUS*Elements- did’ not

-consrder»the law to: be a_constitutional measure. 'The Soviet representatlve'
" stated that ‘sincé. the Allied: Council was ufiable to: adopt an agreed resolution
abrogatmg "the . Nationalization Law, he reserved the ‘right to take such
action in the Soviet Zone of Austria as he deemed necessary to protect the ,

1nterests of the Sov1et Umon.

_Umlateral Aetmn by the Four Powers

-The- posrtlons taken by the four powers at this point reﬂect the fundamen-'

tal differences concerning the -issue :of ‘German external assets.in Austrla .
" and- foreshadow the 1ndependent future course ‘of action of - the 1nd1v1dual
{ ommon-actronacould not be” reachedz‘

e ————— e,

powers. WhefFunanimous agreemer

the=four=powe ‘amacted—umlaterallyu..mmtherrmownf-zones:—’ln"pﬁré'ﬁmg
g .

105 uermarlaw,_to a.certain gxtent,

.t eTagencies  of; the Austnan Government to

carryeout—»—thelr.-».»mdlvrdual=mtentlonsm - s : : T

A

LBy mlhtary ‘décree, thie: USSR:has attempted; to take control poseessmn,

and-title:to; all property undér:German title:in-Eastern Austria.’The; Soviets-

. also- set;up-an: admmrstratlon tovexploit: sich” German- property °Act1ng..a.

umlaterally,ethe-U'S'turned overdo the Austnan Governiment the administrat-

Ty

' necessary ‘measures to safeguard the propertl
" to.thelocal Soviet. Commander The -order.-guara teed rrghts and 1nterests, .

1onﬁefqmost.Gemanmproperjleg*,; n~1tstzone=under~a»-trusteeshl :

- ‘which; ,requlresrperrodrc aecountmgs—from.‘the-Austrlan-Mlmstry-conc med
“The: Frenoh have made a similar arrangement forthe management of: German
pmpertres in their zone by individual. leases of -the- properties-rather than

by -executing .a’ formal trnsteeshrp ‘agreement. ~The- rent- paid ; for . the _' )
- lease :is blocked: as~ a. :German external -asset.: The UK" on - ~the -other

hand, . made: no .arrangements: whatever, " but ;has permitted ;all. Austrian
laws affectmg German: propertles in Austria-to;operate freely. “The:US, UK;

-and France -simultanéously -issued’. .military : decrees prohlbltmg dlsposal of -

German' propertiés: by -sale or- transfer or other ‘means; while::the-military

decree’ of. the USSR requrres the propertles to be transferred to anfagency‘ of -

the U SbR

USSB Aetron

On 27 June 1946 the day before adoptron of the Control Agreement
the Sovret Commander—m—Clnef promulgated Sovret Mlhtary Order No. 17
ThlS order notlhed all Austrian authorities. and the populatlon of the Sovret
Zone of Occupatlon that German assets: located in. Eastern Austna, whlch

belonged to the German Reich, or to. German flrms, eorporatlons, o natural,

" persons, had- passed  into possession - of the Sov1et Unlon as’.Teparations
payments and that the management of such propertres would be . turned
over, to the “Adnnmstratron of Sov1et Propertles in. Lastern Austna

(USIVA, later called USIA. )ALl authorltles and private persons admlmstermg
-such. propertles were - ordered to. transfer them to: USIA in legal form All
stock certificates and shares not tnrned over'wonld be null and. vord USIA
. was. empowered to issue new . shares; in. their’; tead. . Al mayors and other

governmental offlclals in whose. terntory form: German assets were. located :

and which had not: yet been transferred to US Av were; ordered to take the
d report wrthm ten -days

accordlng to the laws of Austrla of all rworkers

transferred to USIX‘ and prowded pumshment of ny person who w1thhe1d.

knowledge of “or’ made”false statements: regardmg

who. hmdered the exeeutro%r of the order or damaged’ the property m .any :

«‘f‘fay'w.'r LA
- In-a,; newspaper 1nterv1ew explammg oeg\‘ie ;
~ Commissioner and-: Commander-in-Chief statedth

property The USSR regarded .as German property‘m
%4,

'?cu‘gﬁ"i_ ) - 75

Sovret po%rtlon o’ Grerman' ‘
~Eastern Anstrla all -

319368.
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" German. rights - and: assets located - there which ex1sted as such on 15 March

1938, or- which had been transferred to- Germany or German. citizens; real
or:juridical, after.that date on the basis- of sale or purchase If duress or.

~ insufficient compensation could be proved by the previous Austrian, neutral,
- or Allied .owner, the Soviet could either return the assets to the former -

owner on condition that ‘sums received from the Germans be repaid to. the:
Soviets; or the Soviet Union -might rule to. retain the right of ownership
and pay the former owner the difference between the actual sum paid him

" and the real value of the property All rlghts acquired by German firms after

1938 to-exploit the natural resources of the country and all other enterprises .

orlglnated and developed after this order on the basis of German investments

are now -Soviet property.- Also, patents and trademarks of Germans and
accounts and. “valuables of Germans deposited in *Austrian banks and -the

" property of German public orgamzatlons and the personal property .of
- German citizens, as far as it ‘could not be proven that this property had

been’ taken from the former owners by force, were now Soviet:preperty. .
*“The- Soviet ‘attitude ‘toward German property in Austria involved its

o mterpretatlon ‘of the Potsdam Agreement as:to what German property was
‘Many properties in -Austria, such as the .
Zistersdorf oil fields and associated production properties, were owned prior
* to the Anschluss by corporations organized under the lawsof and having their .
: legal seat in Germany -These -German corporations were in turn owned in
" whole"or’in part by United Nation or other non-Gérman nationals. - The US”

“appropriate” for reparations.

and UK _position-has been to recogmze ‘the ultimate beneficial -ownership

" of these non-Germans and declare their assets in Austria as not *‘appropriate
for reparations”
" beén ‘to’ refuse to recognizé 'the ultimate beneficial ownership of those non- -
Germans
German Assets ‘in Austria “appropriate for reparations”.

under the Potsdam Agreement. The USSR position has
‘Such properties have been seized and held by the Soviets as

‘ ThlS dlfference in the interpretation of the Potsdam Agreement has been

-~ a'main source of ‘contention-at the various conferences of the foreign ministers -
- and their deputles in attempting to arrive at an'agreed Austrian State Treaty.

-'State, communal, and -other property which had been Austrian up- to
15 March 1938 and. later ‘passed into the possess1on of ‘the- German state

the: owners -who" were 'in  possession of it at the tiime ‘of the Anschluss.
.2 An Austrian- request for-clarification of the Soviet order, - addressed to
the Alhed Councll in- July 19486, drew the Soviet comment that the Austrian

: Govemment should’ approach the Soviet command as de01s10ns concernmg

German propertles in’ Eastern Austria were the sole concern of the Sov1et

~ authorities and the- Austrian Government
The USSR High Commissioner, in- refusing approval of. the Natlonahzatlon A

Law, had stated he would take such action in his zone as he deemed necessary

" to protect Soviet interests in any German property involved. He repeated
his assertion -when he disapproved the first Austrian. Restitution -Law,
. saying that this:qualification would apply in all cases where :the.-Séviets

" disapproved an Austrian law. ‘While it-is assumed that.no transfer of-title

to the Austrian Government has.been permitted under the Natlonahzatlon_

Law,.in"all cases brought under the. first - and second Restltutlon Laws,

. the Austrian Ministry of ._Iustlce states that the USSR has_pernutted the
return of assets nominally German-to their-former_,lowners in individual
" Dispossessions affected by the first law were those -made by

instances.
the Nazi - Government under expropnatlon -decrees .aimed at non-aryans,

* . and no compensation was -paid for. the propertles taken.” The- second law

concerns Nazi property forfeited ‘to the Austrian Government and llkew1se
involved no repayment by the “‘wronged . owner”. S v
The third Restitution Law deals with cases in whlch the d1spossessmn

* took .place undeér color of legal action, such as a contract of sale, étc.; with
'some-consideration being-allegedly: paid. ‘Each case. arising under this law. .
1nvolv1ng German title is reviewed" by the USSR’ legal -authorities  before-

- the Austrlan court is permltted to order restltutlon and change of ownershlp

records.

The Austrian Ministry of Property Control and ECOIIO]IIIC Planmng states

:—3-59_-
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that in cases in which the USSR refuses -approval, no. change-of ‘ownership |

: record may be made. In those casesin whlch the USSR desires the wronged; ‘
owner to pay whatever compensatlon he may have received from the’ German A
dispossessor to the Soviets, the Mlmstry advises -that such ‘payment is at’

the risk ‘of the claimant, sirice under a state treaty he may be required - to.

pay such comperisation’ again ‘to the Austrian Government.  Where the *
USSR ‘decides that it will retain such ‘Gernian’ property, paying as com-

pensation to the wronged owner the difference between what he- actually
received and the real worth of the property, the Austridan courts have refused

~-or of “German- -citizens=without-any compensron in-the course-of the- fus1on'"'*"v"to -enter-in-the land-or-commercial records any-transfer-of-titleto-the -Soviet-
" of the states, or- by means -of credit or aryamzatlon, was to be returned to.

Union, basing such refusal on the absence of written Allied Commission .

_approval. Therefore, even where ‘the ‘wronged owner-is willing to accept‘

compensation . from the USSR,-the record- titlé ‘is -not changed -from the

German owner to the USSR ‘and the tltle books Stlll show German ownershl e
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‘To sum up, therefore, while the perfection of title in the wronged. owner ’

under this third. Restltutlon Law may only take place with. USSR approval;

the Austrian courts have succeeded in- blockmg any change of German title -

to-the ‘Soviet Union in the record books. -

. The Soviets have -adopted no general rule with - respect to restltutlon _
cases, and it is impossible éven to infer such a rule in view of our scant -

knowledge of -Soviet operations. It may be. assumed, however, that ‘they

~ have blocked the restitution of most valuable industrial properties and have

continued to exploit them even though they have not been able to- obtain
a valid Austrian title to’ them. Profits from certain operations have been
used to bolster other weak ones.” Some goods are exported for hard currencies ;
others, sold in Austna on the ““grey” market above legal prices. The overall
profit is disposed of by USIA as reparations from Germar assets in Austria.
It has been estimated that this may be between twenty and thirty million
dollars. per year. Other sources, judging from the recently expressed desire
of USIA to sell certain factories, etc., suggest an ‘overall loss. No accurate

: mformatlon on the halance sheets of USIA 1s avallable .

US Aetxon

- On 11 July 1946 the US High Commlssmner wrote to the Austrian- Chan-

cellor, informing him that the US was prepared to eénter negotiations with other

~ Allied Governments and with Austria, with a view to a possible renunciation of

the US share of German assets in Austria as part of the general settlement
of the question of. German assets. In the meantime, the US agreed to turn
over to the Austrian- Government, as trustee, all German assets physically

_ located in the US Zone of -Austria. He assured the Austnan Government

that these assets might be used for purposes of reconstruction, that they
would not.be removed from the US Zone, and that the question of ownership
was-to-be resolved at a.later date. He repeated that the US would recognize
no physical transfer of property whlch did not conform to the United Nations
Declaration of forced transfers of January 1943 and- which did not leave

" Austria soverelgn control of resources within her borders ~as envisaged.in. -
“"thé’ Moséow Declaration of 1943.
On 16 July 1946, the US High Commlssmner executed a Trust Agreement'

for the United States of America, turning over to the Austrian Government
certain specified assets. Additional German assets were subsequently added
to'the nngmal list: These propertles had been under control-of administrators
appmnted by us Mlhtary Govemment .Austria ‘obtained full- power: to

‘ ofA ‘ehe German property and pay no: dlwdends and to’ render such accounts

of its trusteeshlp as: mlght be reqmred by the US ngh Commlssmner The

assets was resolved Under thlS Trusteeshlp Agreement most of the German

" assets in the US Zone of Austria were transferred to thé control of the ‘.

Austrian. Government. The US Element reserved the right to approve the
sale of such assets as mlght prove a loss to the enterprlse by thelr retentmn,
and 1eqmred perlodlc accountmg reports -

Austrmn Management of German Property Under the Tmstees]np Agreement'

Two actlons beyond the ordinary management of these assets were taken
in ‘the course of their administration by the Ministry for Property Control
and Economic Planning. Both actions were approved by the US Elément.

"They illustrate the extent to which. control over German assets has been
exercised by the Austrians in conformance with the Trusteeshlp Agreement ;

for the rehabilitation of the Austrian economy.

" Certain German assets, mainly building machinery of German’ fn‘ms had'
‘ heen engaged in construction projects in Austria during the war. The Austrian

Government would not permit these German firms to operate since the firms
had no trade licenses valid for Austria. Their original trade licenses had

been granted by the German Government at a time when Austria was a .

part of Greater Germany. The firms did not then need any specific authority
to operate in the Ostmark, as Austria was called when it was part of the
‘Greater-Reich.
new trade licenses to the admlmstrators of these German firms since that
would have permitted the firms to continue in business as competitors of
‘the local Austrlan c¢ontractors. Moreover, any profit the firms made would

-be considered as a-German asset since the firms were unquestionably. German—
owned. Therefore, the machinery could only be stored or rented to.local
_Austrian -contractors.— The-local-contractorswould™ not ‘rént the machinery,

however, since they would have to keep it in repair -but eventually lose it

when the leases expired.- Moreover, any rent obtained -for the: machines-

would likewise have gone to augment the value of the firms which. were
German assets. Because of storage charges, the value - of the machmery

. was. deteriorating, -even if the. machines themselves . were well. cared for.

Soon no German asset would be left, the llabll{tles agamst‘;_the machm_es

N ¥4

The Austrian local authorities. would not, of course, grant
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. _with- the- promulgatlon of Law No. 3 of ‘the French Military Government -
prohlhltlng such’ action, no sale of the German asset may be made. Exceptlons -
~are made in the case of sales hy the_ Austrian Mlmstry of minor- assets*whleh. :
~ are. detenoratmg :

“While-the French have never challenged the vahdlty of the passage of.v
- any legislation affecting German assets after it has. been approved by.the

Freneh Aetmn

“The French have not permltted the Natlonahzatlon Law to be enforced
in their zone insofar as this law affects German property. All property in

" their zone is- sub]ect to the effects of the Restitution Laws and the Public -
Administrator’s Law even though the sections in the laws dealmg with’
German property were disapproved by the French Element in the Allied -
Comnussmn When a case is brought up under the third Restitution Law and-

the defendant is either the German Government or a German' National,
_ the French Element reviews the facts of the case before it permits execution

_of an Austrian decision ‘in favor of the plaintiff:- If the risk seems slight -
that the property will eventually be considered a .German asset-appropriate

for reparatlons, the-French approve the decision of. the Austnan court and

permit execution of its decree. The French position was. set out by the

French. Deputy Commissioner in a letter t6 the Austrian Chancellor. This
letter.stated that the question of German assets in Austria would be decided

in a light favorable to the rehabilitation of Austria and pointed out the '

intention of the French Element to associate the Austrian authoritiés in

the administration of these properties and of usrng the assets for the re-

constructlon of Austria. - -

In the’ French Zone, aoeordmg to avallable information, the- asset itself
is leased by the administrator, appointed by the Austrian Ministry for
Property Control and Economic Planning pursuant to the Public Administra-
tor’s Law, to a suitable entrepreneur, ‘who may exploit the asset for his

- own profit.. The rent to be paid for the lease of the asset is subject to approval .
by the French authorities who assure themselves that the terms of the lease.

do not permit the entrepreneur to achieve too high a profit. The income
" received from the lease is then regarded as German property and blocked
to await. disposal as a German asset. No periodic reports are required of
the Austrian Ministry in regard to the operation of the asset. In accordance

Allied Council, they have not permitted the operation in their zone of any

legislation: which lmght bring about the disposal of German assets beforé

- the French themselves ‘have glven their wmtten consent to.the Austrlan

Government In cases in which the German ownership. of the- property.

- appears valid, either because such ownership existed before 15 March-1938

or because large increases in the value of the property were brought about
hy investment of German capltal the French Element has not- perrmtted
any disposition of the’ property by the Austrian' Government or its agencles

Brmsh Aetmn . : , _ ,
- On 9 July 19486, the Bmtlsh Military Government in Vienna promulgated

its notice No. 3 which estabhshed control over German. assets in the British- -

occupied districts of Vienna. and premises “occupied by them in"the flrst
district. The notice forbade, except as authorized by military government, -
any transfér of property owned by the Government of Germany or its nationals-
and situated in the British-occupied districts of Vienna. The property of any
business énterprise could continue to be used for'its normal purposes-and -
" government property for governmental or administrative - purposes. No teal
estate might be leased for a term exceeding thirty days, but bank: accounts-

might be operated for normal purposes, sub]ect to any restrlctlons placed on

‘them by Austrian law.. : .

~ Notice No. 3 was the first Brrtlsh regulatlon controllmg German property :
in. Vienna and was chiefly directed against the Soviet order No. 17 of

27 June 1946 which confiscated German assets in Eastern Austria. It was
a precautlonary measure des1gned to prevent the Soviets from mdlreetly
controlhng German assets in .the Brltlsh—occupwd districts of Vienna. The
‘British thought that in cases in" which the main office of a German firm .
was located in Eastern - Austria, the Soviets mlght order the branches
located in-the Brltlsh-ocoupled dlstncts .of Vienna to deliver the assets. of

: the branches to the Soviet Zone. British notice No.3 gave the branch

‘managers- of German. firms in the British-controlled districts a legal reason
not to comply with any such Soviet requests which mlght be made.

.In October 1946, ordinance No: 553 was promulgated which forbade any

. transfer of ownership - of German property and ‘was designed to serve the
- --same purpose in- the British™ Zone," Wlth ‘respect to 1nd1rect Sov1et control

as did notice No. 3 in Vienna. : : :

- As was pointed out prevxously, the’ Bl'ltlSh ngh Commlsswner in- the
Alhed Council did not reject the -transfer of ownershxp of German assets
to the Austrian Government by means of the- Austrian Nationalization
Laws.as a violation of the Control Agreement. .Nor -did he later object to

the ‘passage-of the Austrlan Restltutlon Laws, which -could also effect the
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transfer of assets from present German record ownershxp “Insofar as these - eventhally to request an accountmg from the Austrian Mmlstry, should.- Austrial
_Austrian laws- effected a transfer of ownership of property under German .~ any German property in their zone be required for reparations. Since the = Cooof '.P’I.‘P"i‘
title, they could appear to violatethe British Military Government regulation * adoption of the New Control Agreement the British Element has exermsedC\J || - -Tesurgel
cited above. Since the purpose of the British - ordinances was to prevent the least dlrect control over German. external assets in Austria. o - . Austna
Soviet activity -with respect to German property in the British Zone but &> 7 are ava
N not to hinder Austrian legislation, the British felt called upon to inform.the ' ‘ ' @D A
_Austrian Government accordingly. With respect to the nationalized property, - 'Austro-Amencan Cooperatlon with I{espect t“ German EXtemalH . " Germs
the British authorities requested that the Austrian Government take no Assets in_the US Zone: Of Austria . : . o3 o
action by way of a disposal or otherwise which would prejudice any settlement - - Ag the Austnan Government took full advantage of the terms of the - . o By t
of German property in -Austria. The Austrlan Government answered that Trusteeship Agreement promulgated on 16 July 1946, substantial progress = . = .- © into for
they would not do s0. e ’ o . was made in the operation and integration of German assets into the Austrian .ot Inte
With respect to the restltutlon laws, the British Element informed the economy. Under the provisions of the agreemient, the US Element received = & o 9f ]Qn},’
Austrian Government in July 1947 of the formal release of any property _ an. increasing number of requests for authorization to lease, rent, sell, or- a4 Austﬂ};
which was requlred to be dealt with under the Austrian restitution legislation otherwise convert physical surplus and perlshable assets of German firms - thelg
and had been subject to the terms of British Mlhtary Govemment ordmance ~ in the US Zone. The nature of these requests and the information supporting . ' La:}lvha.
No. 553 and Vienna notice No. 3. ) : : " them: were indicative of an increased efficiency of -the orgamzatlons of the | - foh é;
The British Element interpret the refusal of the Allied Councﬂ unammouslv , Ministry charged with the Tesponsibility for the supemsxon and admlmstra- [ IR znfgrc‘
to reject the Nationalization and Restitution Laws as sufficient written . tion of German properties. o : o 1 andir
approval for the laws to operate on assets which may- be in the name of In November 1946, eleven former German compames engaged in the policie-
German nationals but- sub]ect to: restitution. - . : . petroleum business in the US Zone of Austria, as well as the Eugen Grill - -} =~ Bee
' Whenever the Austrian Government- has requested appmval from the Werke, a German firm controlling -the largest pool of machine tools in | 1o Al
* - Allied Council for any . action.affecting German assets which the Government ~the US Zone, were transferred to-the trusteeshlp of -the ‘Austrian. Govern- o B 'pfe%rel
wished to- take, the British have not opposed- such approval.” Unanimous - ~ment. The machine. tools from the latter firm were loamed to. other - of thi
~ Allied Council consent, however, has not been granted, usually because of companies in the US Zone and alded in the. productlon Of vitally needed - R Austr
Soviet or French -objection. Thus,.execution of Austrian court decrees in consumer goods.” : ‘ ' : I " Th
restitution cases ordering a change of title of German property back to the. -  Eighty-two thousand machine tools were surveyed reg1sbered catalogued, = - to its
‘ rlghtful owner has been: often blocked. - ) and classified in Upper Austria and Land Salzburg These were then released b willin
‘Since the passage of the Austrian Public Admlmstrator s Law in the to the Austrian Government, sub]ect to ‘the prowsmn that the Austrian. ; E " been
summer of 1946, the British have left the administration of any German - Government assume liability in- connection with any claim subsequently 7 forme
“assets entlrely in the hands of the Austrian Government. The Ministry for arising ‘in"regard to these assets (see also Vol. IL p. 48). Machines showing - © . "Elem
. Property Control ‘and Economic Planning- appeints ‘and controls the -ad- : Ge‘r.manV ownership or no o,wneljsmp_ at all were turned over to the Ministry for 1 Aush
, ministrators. The only restraint exercised by the British on thé Ministry’s Property Control and Economic Planning under the terms of the Trusteeship. -~ |. °  .as’re)
. _-actions is the pI‘Ohlbltlon against the transfer of. ownershlp of Gérman ~ Agreement subjecting the trustee to accountability to the US Element and with 0T "€V
" property contalned in Vlenna notlce No. 3 and British Military-Government— - - the understanding that. any transfer from the USZone of Austna would requlre o . Ce
ordinance No. 553. ‘Even in.such cases, special licenses havé been granted ~  the prior. approval of the US- Element. .7 ’ " T I | B
by the British, at the. ‘request of the Ministry, exempting certain transactions Fifty-six- business enterprises under direct US control as well as 333. 1t - - forp
2 _from the prohibition of ‘these ordinarices. The British reqmre no- regular _ German-owned firms’located - in-the US controlled areas of Austria released .| . and-
% " reports from the- Ministry on these German assets, but reserve ‘the right - ~ to-the Austrlan Governmienit under trusteeship, were mtegrated -into the o} . Ecor
g 80 :
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" -Austrian economy between. July 1946 .and December 1947, This incorporation L

of- productive capaclty represented an'important: contnbutlon to Austrials
resurgent.economy and reflected a major accomplishment of - US policy in
Austria. No statistical data on the activities of. the other. occupyrng powers

are avallable

German Assets in the City: of Vrenna

By the ‘Allied Agreement of 9 July’ 1945, the Clty of Vrenna was d1v1ded~

mto four separate occupatlonal sectors. A fifth sector, the. flrst dlstnct

Cor Internatronal “Zone (in the center of the crty), was set aside as an area
of ]omt control. It isin this district that the large financial enterprises of

- Austria, the banks, insurance compames, shlppmg companies, etc., have

“their head offices. Title to many of these enterprises, as recorded in the

Land and Commercial Reglsters on 8 May 1945, indicated German ownershlp :

While the separate policies of the four Allies as to the'fate of German

"-property could not be reconciled for Austna as a. whole, each: power could

enforce its different pohcres to a certain extent in'its separate zone of Austria

and mdlwdual sector of Vlenna But in the flrst dlstrlct the dlfferent

pohcles were bound to- clash.
"Because of the- requlrement of unanimous agreement as a pre—condrtlon‘

to Alhed action, .in respect to German assets,. the opposing policies have

prevented any definite .action in the ‘first -district. .The .practical result .-

‘of this Allied inaction has been to.give ‘as much control as. possrble to the
Austrian Government.

The Soviet Element has been unable to- control and use, or-even mvestrgate,. R

to its satisfaction, German property located in the first district. “The French,
~willing -enough to agre¢ to a compromise solution on German' property, have
.beeni 1inable even to regain control of-enterprises located-there which were
“formerly French but.taken by the Germans after the Anschluss. The US
“Element, unable to’ achieve quadnpartlte agreement applicable to. all of
Austna that on]y ‘a-limited ‘amount of German ‘property would be taken

.as reparatlons,”has not been-able-to obtain satisfactory- quadnpartlte control_” B

or :even investigation of German property located there. -
Control over German property  in the first district is:still:where it was

rn May 1945, in the hands of thé Austrian Government.- Administrators’

for property under Germian title in ‘the. first district are presently appointed
and-removed..at the dlscretlon of the Mrmstry for Property Control and

Economic Planmng

The First’ Drstnct (Intornatmnal)
" Coritrol of'German *Property '

' ngdom, and France m the flrst dls,

VT ATV, T

‘vThe Clty -as ;a. Whole .

10 May 1945, the Aus’man Prowsmnal Government ‘promulgated

"Law No. 9 which perrmtted it to- appomt administrators for properties

wherever the pubhc interest demanded it.- Under ‘this law, admrmstrgtors
were appomted -for ‘most large German-owned properties in Vienna. -
“‘At thattime, the city was under the sole control of the Soviet" army

Tn; August the three Western powers ‘entered the City.~ In’ Septémber 1945,
“the Joint: Property Control and Restitution Commission, a permanent sub-
,commlttee of the Vlenna Inter-Allied Command (V TAC), was established. -

Whlle the Soviet Umon generally ‘agreed to the freedom of each Allied A

© power to protect the property interests of his natronals in the USSR’ Sector,
it frequently developed that a property alleged to belong to an Allied national

- was registered as . German-owned in the Land Comimercial Registers: As.a .
'result ‘the -Soviet Element stated it would require documentary proof of «

ownershxp for the other Allies to appoint admxmstrators for property located
‘in the Soviet Sector of Vienna.

No further attempts were made by the three Western powers to drrectly
appoint administrators-in the Soviet Sector. The only area where differences

: strll exxsted was the first dlstnct.

':nd Restltutlon Commlsmom ’

t were exchanged, “the U
submlttmg a list of German propertres whlch the Soviets clanned as war
booty At a further meeting in February 1946, 1t was agreed that each

~ power would be responsible for property claimed by “its natronals in the v

first district as shown by the lists submitted.
. At this point a negatwe policy was adopted by the Western Alhes under'
the leadershlp of the United ngdom If the USSR would neather agree

~ tothe” Western . Allies” -definition --of - German property, ‘nor- propose_for

-discussion a deﬁmtron of its own, no German property would be mvestlgated

much less controlled R

. At a meeting .in May 1946 the Jomt Property Control Commlssmn
~considered the list of: German propertles in the first. dlstmct clarmed by
the Soviet. Element’ representatrve in- January as war booty -When: it was
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pomted out that only quadripartite action could be: taken -with respect to

. mvestlgatlon, especlally the Sov:et Umon and France, the US merely

. The mvestlgatlon is limited to turning up nominal German ownership; _ to establish a four-power board for all German assets in Austria, irrespective
‘When propert;y is - discovered .as German or part-German, the British will of zonal location. This board would determine first,” the validity of.thé
ot : agree to further quadripartite . investigation ‘as .to how the property acqulsrtlon of an. asset by the Germans and second, the appropnateness for
3 became German.. The other -three Allies have usually desired. further .reparatlons of an asset unanimously agreed to be German. - 4

., REPRODUCED AT THE RATIGAALA

had' not been' vetoed by the Allied Council, the Joint Property Control

Comm1551on accepted the explanation of the Austrian-court. For a time
the Ministry went about .exercising its powers slowly. - There was no show

* of immediate independence. In December 1946 and January 1947 the Ministry

sought approval from the Joint Property Control-Commission to appoint or

Investzgatzon of German Property :

Besrde bloekmg qnadnpartlte control of German property in the - first
‘dlstrlct -the ‘British Element also succeeded in llmltmg the present procedure
for mvestrgatlon of property in the first distriet. _Only quadripartite “action -

'may bé tiken, which ¢onsists in sending out’a questionnaire when all’ agree.

, ’ ,,eAJomt;Property Control Commrssron ‘had taken .
““no’ general action erther to confirm their appointees or remove them- from
vofﬁce Only molated cases had been examined and adxmmstrators removed

~ property. The US is willing for such investigations to take place,’ and the

French and Soviets- qurge it when. German mterests appear.

Theé  Joint Property Control Commrssron ‘has amassed a collectlon, of
questionnaires” but has ‘not - dlgested them.” Until an agreed definition” of

The Us- pohcy toward German assets in Austna has -been to prevent

the-removal of the assets or their. use as- reparations by the United Nations '

until four*power agreement on the amount and. quality to be removed -of
used is reached. Meanwhile, the US has attempted’ stringently -to limit the
removal of German property exeept -against adequate : compensa‘uon to

Aaustria, . €ither in hard currency- or in equipment useful to thé Austrian

economy. The US has pursued this policy; not only unilaterally in its. own

. "zone, butin all of Austria, by repeatedly seéking Allied Council agreement

o

PN - .

_German propertles in the "International Zone, the USSR representatwe i agreemg L e
agreed to take no action except by such agreement 3 " At the lmtlatwe of the. US Element a p]an was adopted by the Alhed pag
However, quadripartite agreement for joint control .of German propertles : -powers to collect all available information on. German assets located. in. as-
in the first district was being studiously avoided by the British unitil the Vienna. However, only the Soviet Element, although no Sov1et natlonafs o  Au
USSRd vl?luld agree to a definition olf; German property fsatlssfaetory to_the had claims to. property, investigated  German assets. . 0_;
I't ) it -
L Unite P ngtd:lrln 3’;‘3‘: onl); appr?atch tg ]oln‘;cont:fl % Gterrlnrén property - In March 1947, the Soviet Element stated that it wished £o make separate —t pol
' was made’at the meeting of the Joint Property’ Control Commission investigations- of -any firms in-the first district without- _prior  permission 0";\ the
on 4 July 1946, It was then agreed ‘that the appomtment of adrmmstrators of the: comrmssron ‘as the information collected b i hp a d otl
1 German_ property in the first district would be made by the > Y questionaires ha proved .. Cin
for a property S y e inadequate. -‘When, in April 1947, the commanders of VIAC. decided that m
. chalrman of the Jomt Property ‘Control Commlssmn on the recommendatxon the procedure of mvestl ating Germa erty in the . first district hould ‘  ext
of the Austrian. Mlmstry for Property Control and Economm Planmng o En s usual. re ri; entli an I;fﬁ;(;p 03; decision mr:f:en(;,h s gu - or-
‘In November 1946, the French member pomted out that since 12 September ) ‘ guestlon was. wha;t thIe Toce dfre shoul d: hiu the British Element rixtes:g' g del
1946 the Austrian Commercral Court had refused to regrster appomtments . gll subsequent umlatergl actlon b the S’ovrets “and . ur ed cofn mlsmon‘ the
of administrators ‘made’ by - the French" authonhes in ‘the first “district, dlsapproval ‘ y : 8 , L K ser
, explammg that the Ministry’ for Property Control and Economic Planning ) ’ o '
was ‘now the appointing authority. Since: the Public Administrator’s Law ~ Unless the Soviets agree to a deﬁmtlon of German assets, there w111 be,
no Bnt;sh cooperation, even in mvestlgatlons of admlttedly ‘German-owned

: change admlmstrators for a few ummportant German ;properties.in-the first- German assets-is reached, it wil r-the-commission. ]omtly
“including large-scale German: - :“to’categorize: these questionna “the. flI‘St dlstrlct ' -
ointed under ' !
and responsiblé only to the Mi istry. “Becausé~ = ';é*'Conelusmn
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: ngdom on German external assets in Austria, presented in the precediug

pages, afford a basis merely for a general appraxsal and inferential conclusion -

. as to the relative contribution of these occupymg powers to ‘the- revwal of
Austria’s economy., C :
It may be stated that in the control of German assets in Austna, the

policy of the British. Element has imposed a minimum of controls, perrmttmg
. the Austrian authorities a generous latitude of action.. It appears, on: the
"~ other hand, that_Soviet policy was to acquire as much’ property. as.possible-

m Austna under its interpretation of the phrase ‘‘appropriate’ German

external assets”, even though such assets-may have been acquired by duress.
or-may have an'indirect United Nations ‘interest. - The adament refusal to.

define a German-asset has’permitted a certain. freedom of action in putting
these properties in the. Soviet Zone and the, Soviet Sector of Vienna at the

- service of Sowet 1nterests, Imhtary and economlc, as Well as pohtlcal and has

crlppled western efforts to arrive at an eqmtable solutlon of f:he issue, . .The
“French' pohcy toward’ German assets in Austria tends, in: prmmple to support

- the position t taken by the US and the British, with the exception that the
French posmon stresses closer supervision and delegates fewer; dlscrehonary.

powers to the Austrian authorities.
It ‘was ant1c1pated that by-the end of 1947 the questlon of German assets

-would ‘be settled’ soon under the terms of an Austrian state treaty. So .
far it has been ‘one of the principal stumbhng blocks to an Austnan treaty :
‘ and cons1derably retarded the rehabilitation of Austria, .
-~ In'the face of a failure of four—power agreement on the dlspomtlon of

Geérman assets, the Western powers, as an interim measure, were takmg

steps to seek an- integration of the assets into the Austrian economy on a
unilateral basis. The Soviet Element was continuing its ‘plan to exploﬂ:-'

all of the properties claimed as German asséts in’ the Soviet Zone for 1ts

own proﬁt and w1thout regard to- Austnan laws E
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i . OFLAGa) 1980 fo 1087 . L Tabie Ne. 63 ' ", ..: .. .. ¥ STATUSOF RESTITUTION CLAIMS ~ °  Table No. b4
‘ . T , ~ R S "o | Claims Dropped .| - Restibations | .o e oo
R - Frelght Carried . : Claims Received |, . *- .1 Claims Pending
?’e_ar,‘ ' C Mﬂeg__ ITIOWP : Pasé‘é.n gore (?arn_ed (Thousand Mstric Tons} " VC‘ o S or Disallowed (a Completed :
o = - = oumry 31 Decémber | 81 December .{ 31 December | 31.December
453,205 C 7,869 . L7 ~
tlabade ) 2 A 1 1
41196 . o 150 1946 1347 946 | 1947 946 | 1947 | 1946 | 1947
* 324,861 © 9,908 . -8 : , N 4 a ' ' -
841,520 11,410 - 160 : Austria ........ 31 98 0 8 31 | 4| o 19
511,929 4896 89 . Belgium ........ 4| 1| 14 1 2 2 | .21,
398.610. Cotu7ed | 129 - Brit. Subjeets .... 0 8 .0 1 0 1 o -8
387,068 - 16,467 - |- o 176 Bu]garia._ ........... 1 -1 ‘ 0 AO i 0 1- 1 -0 e
a9g001 . | C 19,501 : V43,;, " - . Czechoslovakia .... | 304 394 208 -| 270 7] 18 44 " L. 806
‘ © France.......... .| 9] .32 1| -8 |- 22 8 | 86 | 187 .-
@) Austrian-Air Line Gomp:my (Oesterreichische LnftverkelusvAktxengeselhachafﬂ Germany ......... 8 34 0 0 ‘i‘ 2] 2 22
. ) . Greece ........... . 11 . b "0 2 . 1 0 T2y
Source: US Allied Gommisiton Avstris. . V : . Hangary ......... | 5% | 1,148 3 | e88 | 82 | 10 | sa | ‘w2
Ttaly .iiee.n.... 106 | 142 0 89 6 1 14 100 [ 8
Luxembowrg ...... | 1 | 1 1 1 0 0 0 { o
Nethérlapds ...... | 77 121 8 44 | 3 3 | .88 | 41
"Norway"....‘.'.;;.. -2 2 0 0 .0 1 T2 1
Poland ........ oo 110 172 | 23 | 48 39 78 48 | - 46
Rumania.......... 12 2% 0 0 0 4 12 21
_ Soviet Union ..... 4| 24 0 5 2 11 2 8"
Turkey .......... o 1 0 1 0 -0 0 0
: - S UNO ...ievinn.. 0 2 0 0 0 2 |0 0.
e S _ US Citizens . ..... 0 38 0 7 -0 0 0 31
' . © " Yugoslavia ....... 63 180 9 | .. 48 11 60 43 | 7
Total.. | 1,869 | 2,765 | 264.| 878 | 200 | 518 |- 905 | 1,360
. Percontages ... 100 | 100 | 19 32 | 1 19 | 66 | 49
% Completion o[ Restitution Program: 81 Deeember 1946 = 34% : ) oL
. . .81 December 1947-=519f— S
e e e e e en T T T T T T S a) Clazma dtopped or disallowed beeausc of duphca.tmn, locahon outmde 1S ' Zone of Austria

or failare to substantiate claim.
Souce: US Allied Cqmmlston Austria.
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REPRGDUCED AT

(Rl US Dollats)

- Country

RESTITUTIONS

Values ba.sed on US Dollar Prices

“Art

AESTHQ[ATED EVALUATION OF COMPLETED HESTITUTIONS. ]_N us. ZONE AUSTRIA o

. 'Ifri;glsp@rt' Equipzﬂér’lt‘ '

" Other ‘Properﬁeé Ry ¢

* “Table "No. 55

Motal

31 December

~Industrial Eq'm'pment -

3 Deéembe}

31 December

" 31 December -

31 December .

1946

1947

1947

1946 1947

1946 1947

1946

1947

'Aust'ria

Belgiom
British Subjects .
Bulgaria

- Czechoslovakia

Germany

Greece

Luxembourg
Netherlands .

Poland
Rumama

Soviet Un.ion

US Citizens.

61,618,500
- 20,000
0

0
32,900
813,460
1,257,000
0
1,000,000
0
Q-

0

5,000

2,020,000 -

11,087,000

1,110,000

141,620,800

. 20,000

0
0

56,400

1,011,860 |
1,297,000 | -

0

1,377,000
2,020,000

: 0
© 1,107,500
)
-1,110,000
0 -

300
0o .
0o

10

71,360,000

5,000 |

0

-0
0.
142,060

0 v
0
- 8,920,000
0 | 1,215,000

0 1o
3,400,750 - | . 3,650,750

0. " 600,000
7,780,850

7,500,000
D 0

10,000 | 173,900
TR SR
0 0 .

0. 0.

46,500 | - 967,700

6,400

1,488,450

0
0
0
: 140,000
5,014,000 | 5,066,600
587,000
St

0.

943,600
o

-0

12,141,200
267,000

423,626

- 106,600

- 1,657,362
0

1,000°

176,000

206,600

w0 0
0 2,000
o -7 L0
79,0000 | 100,000

1,667,850
o

1,000 1,000
4,432,000
© 33,000 533,000

0 .

52,350
0 M
8,200

- 5,000

76,000 | . 75,000
0 0
0 45,500
o 0
69,500 | 1,208,775

5,217,350

1,257,000,

5,626,400 -

61,725,100
~20,000
0

0

3,793,812

6,880,000 -
2,058,000

S0
4,684,750

B
8,610,000
o

86,000
0
0
.0
121,000 -

141,827,400

26,400.
2,000
140,000

5,364,950 -

4,756,150

- 1,297,000 -

1,000

11,867,000

3,769,000

4,985,600
600,000 -
11,040,250
272,000

149,200

0
485,500
0 . M-

" . 2,605,000

: US-Allied Commission Austria.-

68,933,860

2.9

R

149,626,850

13;731,700 | 19,846,100

10.6

5,287,000 9,744,825

<69 Y

6,606,462 | 9,631,675

94,458,012

100 -

188,748,460




: RESTITU’I‘IONS

S " (In Metric Tons) . ‘ . .- . . COMPLETED RESTITUTIONS FROM THE US ZONE-AUSTRIA - < ' : " Table No. 56 g‘;
ble No:"56 R o - Arb. o Indnsl;na,l Equlpment Transport Eqmpment |- . Other Prop’ergaiés_ ' Total LT O
Coﬁﬁtry - ' U . .31 December B I December " 1. 81 December ' 31 December = ,‘ 31 Decembor s )
r Wl - 1946 | 19 | 1946 | 1w | 1046 1947 | 1946 | 1947 1946 1947 L
e CoAusErIa ... e e . 1,650 3,540 0 0 o .0 " 12 22.5 1,862 " 83,5625 3
27,400 £ L 5 7.6 0 7.6 - 0 -0 0 0 7.6 15 ok
1’826 400" - British Subjeets .............. N T . 0 . 0 0 0. 0 - 0 - 0 0 0 0 : gi
2,000  Bulgaria ........ SESRRRO e Cerreereeans o | o 0 0 0 00) 0 0 0 S0 2
’ . zechoslovalia ... .. Wil . . 1 70 105 160 1803 30 45 31 - 465
140’3281 Czechos OVaKIA e - o . 60 35 . , ) ‘ b ’ 1] : g
5’364_’ , FIanoo. ... eeeneisennnennn e PRTIR e.. 0180 | 3675 540 900 0 960 30 - 61.5 750 . 2,295 =
Germany.......oconnaenn. S 180 240 Ca 0 0 0 0 -0 © 180 240 m
6,150 Y : : : , . . A48 ..
i';g.Y 000" Greeco ...............0 P feeenes e 0 0 0 0 - 0 0 - 0 0 o ] 0 o
000" FUDGATY .« enes e et e et e e e et eaeaeeananas -85 22.5 . 2,100 2,670 60 3,616¢) | - 620 1,447.6 27835 | 7,756
1.867.000 ALY e SR e 690 -~ |. 690 0 3,480 o B - 50 285 40 | 4470
69,000 R L ‘ L R S B . . V o o 2
?’7 9» . .Luxembourg,. e e -0 0 - 0 0 0. 0. 0 "0 o | = 0
o ~ Netherlands ............. PR [ P N ¢ | 1650 2,810 2,985 90 904d) | 45 45 T 2,675 . 18,270 —n m
1,985,600 Norway ...... e DT Lo 0 0. | .0 ] 1,800 . 0 0 0. .0 0 . | 1,800 . ==
600,000 - Poland -..... e e aed e 1180 180 4,830 5,422.5 0 895 0 225 5,010 gs20 - ] O =
1 040’2501 RUMANIa ..ot i e e e : 0 0 [V 0 0 510 ¢) 0 1.5 o0 51?,5 : X Q
272,000 ' ) Co ' : : . . &
7 BOVIEE: UREON « ettt et ee e eei s e v e s avansssenns 0 376 | . 30 1426 .0 0 16 .15 .45 7 19 % -
. Tarkey ..:...... e, e e 0 0 - C0 g 0 _ 0 0 0 o | o0 | 0 \
49,200 Y A ) . ¢
«10 “UNO ..... e PO PP . "0 0 0 0 0 0 0 30 "0 30 c§ 5’3
45,500 US CItIZens .. iiieiaernien e ieaaaniaeaaaaanns -0 o e L 0 0 0 o 0 0 I
o Yugoslavia «..l...eiieiiiiiienni., e, v T80 3 | 1% 1,147.5 .0 540#) | " 150 167.6 * | 815 | 1,876 Sy :ﬁ\
2,606,000 L o © Total. .. 3111 . | 5400 | 10015 | 18860. | 300 8806 - | 952 . 2,146 14378 .- | 35,010 § -
748,450 R I ) F S _ _ >
LS?’ Percentages:.. |- 2L.7° - 16.4 - 69.6 533 |- 21 -1 252 - 6.6 1 6.1 100 100 :§ :
100 - N « ' . ‘ . - oo R
. I Z\iale Additional —restltutmns-m 1947 not 'llsted a,bove e U d) 1 Tugboa,t T ’
- 4) 2 Barges. ¢ . B . g , ) 2 Barges. .
. b) 18 Barges. " o~ o : ) ) 2 Barges.
¢) 252 Unservmeable Frelght ears (empty) and 5 Barges . ] _ ) : - Source: US Allied Commmsmn Austna



1" REPRODUCED AT THE NATIGHA | B

| File 2wy o7 Lop.
~ 'Box 47 | .




e

Cae

'
H
H




_ VTP L L ;i

Lo ves] REREEEN
e aepaoouceo AT THE NATION AL AT o Lt
M—M .'.‘

T

B ‘;W - m x s.m ; Eandudy

';ﬁ"‘ "W‘ Wz Y ‘mmmmm tko mm axmmg m w 1 :ma; &3 ;

ﬂ&ﬁwﬂﬁ&n&ﬁ@ﬂmﬁ “éﬁmw?

s SR iw! L o mu_~7,h3193814u



A S—

ot gy WMM -
' 'ei AEPRODUCED AT THE RATIGNAL AZSHIVES
———r—° WM

’m’ B ¥ 2"

.
i
i
¥

i ‘ Lt
-3
|

N





