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1. In its mooting of 17 19:...5 th~ Jv~2.gistX'o:1:; of, the Ci~, 

utiliz:;:;.tian of heirless prbperty' 

in reuolution;, ' 

;, 

IhLhe a,8ci~liQn (:1' the P<::,cess of' K11,l'furst JOCicl1iEl I of 
27' DeGe:iiIJi:~r 15:)[i L3 Lerchy c.\bol i:::;l1ud. The Olty of 
E'e1'1in :i.s CC'S:;i,P),L~Gd ~'t8 (;',OJ..8 heir of all hciJ.'18ss 

::: ::,J,] , i t~,; Clistr::l,ct::;. ,(j 
The Dc:p[Lrtr:l\::;n~ or' S::;ci:.'.1 \/(;;1f::1.1'0 ch,ll~ged wi th 
eXr;Jilinil1g ::t}l cases of' inhcJ:;ite,nce. 1\ 

S lileeting 

of 21. NoveIibe1.' 191,5, TGcOIiu:mC!c.;l that tJlts J:lattel' be referred to the 

Alliecl Control, COl-meil wi thout ::PPl'c~v::tl, inasr;mch CiS the Control Council 

alone has 'tho slc~tivo author:ity to prOI!lUlgn.te a law effective' 

By let,~;er of. 1+ DeceJ,!bor 19L;-5 tl"ie AI] iG(lSecrGt~ll~~L"t f'crwarUed the 

lnatter to the Chail'l!LUl of the r;egal Directon:-.tG for stuc~y and rocOI>t":' 

'mendation by the Legal Directorate to Ht8 Courdin:;;.ting C('"n.1itteo. 

2. The c1ecisiun of th('! Ivl!:'.gistrat of thC';, City of Ik:rlin is d,:;;signed to 

change the loco.} 11\'" in th3 City or Der'lin, as it h:),Bb0Cn in existence 

since the passing of tho sa-cal] cd Recess ':::Jf !'~leot(:r Joachim I of 

2"/ Decemb8r 1508. 

'1'he Magistr:~,.t justifies UJ.s action by pointinG out that the prqbIem 

involVed has ahn,ys entailed tUlneceSSL'lrY work al1d led to much litig,!.ltion 

and that th::; tif!lC had come to establish a new rule on heir1t)ss property 

in the City of Berlin in view of' the antiq~u:,ted ruling of 15080, 

,3. The 10c,,1 lmv on the' sub,ject, in~lucling th01a~v of th.:;; variC:I1).S 

Germ,mcoEllllunitie s, was not abolished by the Germf:l1t Civil Code of , 

1 Jaml.::,rY 1900. On the contrary, such laCe') law remained in' effect 

- 1"­
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RES T R I-C TE D-- ....--------­
, ." 

·AIJ.JIED Cor'ITROI: A1JTHORI~\Y'._------_._--:; ­
CO('lI~TiI1:iLrl'ING COi':r;iT'I'T:E!E 

:1. , 

. . . 

In its meeting of 17 Septe;nocl' 1.9:1-5 the }'iagiztro.tof, the Ci) 


of Berlin dG~-utr;it11 the problem cf t.he utilization .of heirless property 

in Berlin rmd p£I..sm::d the foll(~·.,ying resolution: 

"The decision c\i' the r~::;;C8SS of Kl1rfiirst J03.Cl1irll I of 

2"1 J);;ce:ibc~r 15~)8 is jlereby ::lobo] i she d. The .City of 

Berl:i.n is des;",1'J.t0(1 as the ,BoTe hr:::ir, of all h.:::il'10ss 

propcl.'tiGs ill .·Dl. itL Bistricts. ';; 

The D"'pcll~tE1c:.ntof S;;;cbl .lie] f:U'0 is churged vdth 
 ~.J 
exrrmining all CO-S0S of inheri tanco. II 

. . 

The Legr.l COfl!i::i ttec of the Alli.::.:1. KOI:TmLlndatura, in its lileeting 

of 2l November 1945, T0COIIu::nclcd that this l:1'ltter be referred to the 

Allied Control . Council without .o.pprcval, i~asr.Tu.ch as the Control Council 

alone has tho legisl<ctive authority to proI!lulgnte 3. law effective' 

throu[.hout Germ:my. 

By letter of 4 Dec0i1ber 1945 tJ:t~ i ..lJied SecretarL!.t forwarued the 

matter to the Chairrrtll1 of the Legal Directorate for· study ond rccClr.1-'.· 

.mendntion by the Legal Directorate to the· Courdinding Cc'u:u.ttec. 

2. The decision of th8 l:b.gistrat of the:: City of Berlin isdcsigned to 


change the local Inw in the City of Berlin, as it has 'been in e)dstence 


since the :Passing' of tl:u::l so-cal] cd Recess oi'the Elector Joachi..'1l I of 


27 December 1508. 


The :Magistrat justifit:Js this action by pointing out that the problem 


involved has alwaysenta.i10dUn..'1ecessnry work and led to much litigation 


and that the;: time had come· to establi$h'a new rule on heirless property 


in the City of Berlin in view of the antig'.lllted ruling of 1508•. 

3. The 10cr.1 ·law on the subject, in~luding the law of th.:; various 

. Germ..-m communitie s, Vias not ,abolished by the German Civil Coo.e 'of 

1 Janu:~ry 1900. On the contrary, such loc~~ law remained in effect 

- 1 ­
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u"!:.c1er Artic} e 138 cftho Intro:iuctGry Law to the CiviI Code' of Germ.:lny. 

The SLlgg€.:stCd. cliange cd" the 1',:,Yi is nc't l:icrely local in scope but effects 

".40 The Legal Directorate a(~cia::.ld at its ~;ilenty-li':)~fth Meeting that 

,the decis:::.·':':n of the B':;rlin 1fo:.\gist:cat on 17 SeptGlnber 19}+5 unless 

approvcu. by tho Control Council was \';1. th'Jut :fo:::'ce ,'JJ1\1 cf£'ecto In 

. 
Dir0ctor;):~e reccr:lJl~endsfcnjl[~l.C:is:;~I'pr<)·":tl of the: decisicn, .noting that 

'1'. N.GRi.1EBl-tOOr:.__ P:d !:Iadier.______. ............~_..-r-._ ..
~_. 
J,L. BLl1JJ1ER. Consul General.----------"",- -- ...._... _--- ....-.., '...._... 

H...fl.. Gji~~J-:.iJ..:;'~~~::'".::" Cc.10!lel.'--.. --.-, ..- ....-~-.-- ..---­
l;.llieu. Secrut;:..ris.t. 
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Abb4 

Sat. 9/16 

Sarah, 

Thislts thefinal Dan footnote 
in Bbndix ,1 drafts taht Bob S. 
helped me to solve. 

Do you recognize this and was 
it stmaped? 

If not stamp and make one copy­
for me andone for Helen . 

• Thank you! 

Abby 

I [ 



.. 7/21/00, Chapter V 

Treasury also simplified tbecertification process so as to lessen the burden for small 

;~",> property owners. By July of 1947 FFC unblOCked entire categories ofassets where there was no 
,;'" 

likelihood of any substantial enemy interest. they included accounts under $10,000, interests in 

estates and trusts that were created by non-blocked persons in the U.S. or a generally licensed 

trade area, and property distributed from a trUst or estate pursuant to a Treasury license. l94 On 
. - " . 

. February 27, 1948. General License No. 97 unblocked all accounts which on February 1, 1948. 

were $5,000 or less, and though they represented half ofthe accounts froinMarshall Plan ' 

countries, they constituted only 5 percent of the blocked assets.l9S 
. 

, "­ c) Certifiiatio~ Problems, Options and PoUcY-Making 

Certification required property holders to take th~ initiative in seCUringth~ ~~se of 

• 
their assets, and also required the cooperation of foreign governments. By;Janua}~'-:of"1947;FFC' 

. ' .' .... ' , "'- ,.. "', ' .', //' ,-:';, " 

<:o'iofficials acknowledged that ,~:substantial 'amounts~··lof propertY were still un9trtified.l96 Delays in 
I'l"" "J'''c.-.. ~.,.,~ V' 

reaching agreements with Switzerland and other countries may have accounted for some of the 

problem, but FFC officials realized that many property owners were not availing themselves of 

.the certification procedure. They were sufficiently concerned to discuss alternatives that would 

either encourage greater compliance with the certification program or would allow for the 

194 History of FFC, Chap. 6, 37 [33 t758}. ExcePtions included Germans or Japanese subject to General Ruling 
No. Ila, citizens of Bulgaria, Hungary or Romania living in these countries, and corporations with their principal 
place of business in Hungary. Bulgaria or Romania ' . " 

19S Isadore aDd Irving Moskowitz, "Removal of United States Controls over Foreign-owned Property," 
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JEWISH 	RESTITUTION SUCCESSOR ORGANIZATION 

Preftrce 

The attached report summarizes the principal activities and financial results 
ofthe operation ofthe Jewish Restitution Successor Organization during its first 
25 years ofexistence. This report is not intended as a substitute for the history of 
theJRSO which will entail major research and a full analysis of the moral, legal, 
diplol1~atic, political and Jewish communal problems confronting the JRSO . 
since its inception in 1947. 	 t. 

The achievenicnts of the JRSO could not have been possible without the 
dose cooperation of the major Jewish organizations which have been its 
founders and ~hose representatives guided the policies of its Board. The 
impressive results described in this report could not have been achieved without 

,the ingenuity, 6xtraordinary devotion and high professional excellence of the 
JRSO staff in Germany :1I1d New York. 

A 	sensc of profound moral satisfaction in establishing the principle that the 
perpetrators should not enjoy the spoils oftheir criminal acts and the knowledge 
that more than DM 200,000,000 recovered by the JRSO aided ill the rdief. 
rehabilitation and resettlement ofJewish victims of Nazi persecution are the 
true rewards for all who were and continue to be associated ~ith the work of 
this unique organization. 

Maurice M. Boukstein . 

Presidc"t 
Monroe Goldwater . Saul Kagan 


C/rnimltlll, £WC/ltiI1C COllllllittcc Execlltive Secretnry 
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II. RECOVERY AND UTILIZATION OF HEIRLESS 

PROPERTY 	 6 

1) Individual sales and settlements 6 

2) Bulk settlements 8 


III. 	 MONETARY CLAIMS AGAINST THE REICH-REICH 
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I. Introduction 

This rcport coycrs JRSO's activities ovcr the twcnty~fivc year span betwccn 
August 1947 and Deccmber 1972. A long look back on activities and aecolU­
plishmcnts would bc til11dy indccd aftcr a quartcr ofa ccntury ofscrvicc. 

Thc idca that a nation may not rctain propcrty that it gaincd by thc mass 
spoliation ofminorities whom it pcrsccutcd on racial or religious grounds, led to 
thc formation of thc Jcwish Restitution Succcssor Organization URSO). 
Twelvc Jcwish organizations unitcd to form an organization that would scrvc 

. as Sllccessors to thosc who had pcrished without hcirs. The JRSO was incor­
poratedill thc State of New York 011 May 12, 1947. 

Even bcfore the Nazi surrender, the U.S. Government announced thc 
intention to take appropriate steps that would safeguard thc properties which 
the Nazi Government had seized under duress from their fOrlHCr owncrs. 
Acting on that policy, thc U.S. Military Governmcnt, on November 10, 1947, 
cnactcd Military Govcrnmcnt (M.G.) Law #59,011 thc Restitution of Idcn- . 
tifiablc Property. Potcntial hcirs wcrc authorizcd to submit claims, and thc 
JRSO was appointed ill Junc of 1948 to recover the unclaimed portion which 
presumably rcprcsentcd hcirless property. In August 1948, operations bcgan at 
thc headquarters the JRSO opened at Nurembcrg in thc U.S. Zone Of 
Gcrmany. A parallel British law providing for a successor organization in thc 
British Zonc of Gcrmany was promulgatcd 011 May 28, 1949, and the Jewish 
Trust Corporation for Germany, Ltd. (JTC) , with headquarters in Hamburg. 
was subscquently designated~ Finally, on March 18, 1952, the Jewish Trust 
Corporation, French branch, with headqtiarters in Mainz, was appointed as the 
successor organization in the French Zone ofOccupation. 

In Bcrlin. matters took a different turn. Thc city was govcrncd by the four 
Occupation Powers through the medium of the Bcrlin K0111mandatura, until 
thc threc Western Powers split with thc Sovicts in June 1948. Evcntually, the 
three successor organizations wcre appointed as Trust Corporations in thc three 
Sectors ofGreater Bcrlin, undcr thc tcrms ofthe Berlin Restitution order ofJuly 
26, 1949. On May 7. 195 t. the JTC and the JTC-French Branch designated thc . 

',' 

JRSO as their sole general agcnt for all western sectors ofBcrlin. \ 

II. Recovery alld Utilization ofHeirless Property 

1) lr,diviJlla( safes alid sett(el//cl/ts 


M.G. Law #59 thrust a trcmendous burden on the JRSO. The delay in the 

official designation of theJRSO by Military Government left the JRSO a mere 

five months for the filing by December 31.1948 ofclaims forrhe restitution of 

Jewish propertieS from Germans who had held them in the Nazi years and who 
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were now required by law to report the fact to the U.S. Military Government. 
Over 163,000 claims were submitted by the filing deadline. A great many were 
duplications ofclaims already filed by the original owner or his heirs. During 
the filing period. the main concern oftheJRSO was to omit nothing that would 

.• ! 

prevent the recovery ofJewish properties conflseated in the U.S. Zone since 
1933. . 

In the years that followed the expiration ofthe deadline, the JRSO recovered 
thousands of pieces of property or else attempted to reach amicable settlements 
ofclaims with German aryanizers.The properties recovered had to be managed 
and sold. This task was beset with a great number oflegal problems. Significant 
savings in labor and other costs would have arisen had the JRSO been able to 
effect settlements in cash with restitut~rs. In many instances. restitutors 
preferred to transfer the property claimed to the JRSO. the more so if it had 
suffered war damage in whole or in part. [t should be noted that the War 
Damage Claims Law (Kriegsfolgengesetz) providing war damage compensa- . 
tion was enacted only in November 1957. In many instances, the JRSO did 
reach amicable settlements for the transfer of real property. But in the greatest 
number, suits against incumbent owners became necessary on the ground that 
the wrongful acquisition of confiscated properties nullified any sales contracts 
that pertained to them, and had to be restored to the original owner, even if the 
purchaser was in ignorance of the wrongful taking. Purchasers in good faith of 
such properties were protected under U.S. M.G. Law #59. in a few exceptional 
instances. 

A prodigious task confronted the JRSO in assembling a staff of lawyers 
qualified to conduct the legal proceedings required. Morcover, the anti-Jewish 
attitudes fostered by the Third Reich continued to hover over segments of the 
German population. 

Legal complications arose 011 every hand. For example. in the case of 
encumbrances on restituted property. the question arOse: to what degree and for 
how long a time were holders or former holders ofsuch properties required to . 
compensate claimants or their successors for profits derived therefrom: Profits 
which restitutors had willfully diminished or neglected also had to be restored 
to claimants. On the other hand, the incumbent owners were entitled to 
compensation for essential expenditures they had incurred over the period of 
their tenure. And above all,. in exchange for the restitution of confiscated 
properties, claimants were required to refund to restitutors the consideration 
they had received. 

This example was but one ofmany legal problems the JRSO was ealled upon 
to grapple with over the course ofits existence. [n many instances. the JRSO had 
to pursue claims through the courts, moving from the Restitution Agency to 
the Restitution Chambers of the lower court, and then through the Appellate 
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Courts. It deservl"S mClItion that the U.S. Court of Restitution AppC':lls W:lS 
notably helpful in recognizing the rights of the JRSO tinder M.G. law #59. 
Th<."Se difficulties notwitllst:lnding, in the 25-year span between 1948-1972, the 
JRSO obtained DM 17,625,000 frolll thl:' s:l.k of rcstiwwd propcrtil:'s, while 
refunds ofcOllsidnatiom reCl'ived by claillunts reached I)M 1,127,000, aU told. 
Installment collections from purchasers have proceeded at a satsi(1ctory pace 
and but a smallnumbcr ofdoubtfill accounts have cropped up. 

Prior to the time of sale, the JRSO was compelled to maintain a large 
department for the administration of properties, and that included among its 
duties the maintenance, the collection of rests, the making of repairs, alJd the 
finding of buyers. In some regions, the JRSO office man:l.gcd the properties, 
while in others, principally in Berlin, the management was delegated to real 
estate firms. The property management proved profitable; 011 the whole, and 
net income from it reached OM 1,200,000. In Berlin, the JRSO also adminis­
tered properties in the British and French sectors ofthe city ,on behalfoftheJTC 
and the JTC- French Branch respectively. The financial results over the 25-year 
span frOl11 1948 through 1972 were as follows: . 

I ncolllc from individ ual ~31es of rccovcred 
property. DM 17,625,000 

Incomc from amicablc ~ttlclllcnt~ with 
restitutors 25,400,000 

DM 43,Q25,000 
Less - MtllltI.I!I"III(1II £"/)('11.<1"$: 

Administration of rccovercd propcrties DM 3.000,000 
Minu~-rcl1tal incomc 	 1.800.000 1,200,000 

DM 41,825,000 

2) Bllik settle/l/€?IIts 

The JRSO recognized very swiftly that the continuation of the procedure it 
was following would prove excessively costly and time-consuming, notwith­
standil·lg the substantial sums arising from individual sales of recovered 

'I 
properties and from individual amicable settlements. TheJRSO realized that its 
important task was to turn properties and claims iuto ready cash within the 
briefest possible stretch, and to make available the proceeds for the relief, 
rehabilitation, resettlement and cultural rehabilitation ofsurviving victims of 
Nazi persecution. To achieve this goal, the JRSO assigned all of its remaining 
claims and unsold propcrties to the four German State Governments (Laender), 
within the U.S. ZOIlC ofOccupation, for a reasonable lump sum payment. 

Negotiations began in 1950 with the four Laender in the U.s. Zone: Hesse, 
Bremen, Bavaria, Badell-Wuerttemherg, and subsequently with ~erlin. To 
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accept the assignll1ent of the JRSO claims against private persons was initfally 
politically unpalatable to the Laender. Following extensive negotiations the 
JRSO succeeded in arriving at the following settlements: 
(I) 	 Hcs.<;c, Fcbruary 13. 1951 

le!is-rcductions for counter-claims and sundry 
credits 

(2) 	 Brcmcn,June 28,1951 
Las-adjustmcllts 

(3) 	-Badcn-Wuerttembcrg. November 6,1951 
Less-sundry credits and adjustmcnts 

(4) 	 Bavaria, July 29. 1952 
Less-munter-claims and adjustments 

(5) 	 Bcrlin, Dccember 22, 1955, as amended URSO 
share) 


Less-sundry deductions 


OM 25,000,000 

7,816,550 

DM 17,183.450 
OM 1,500,000 

242,460 

OM 1.257,540 
OM 10.000,000 

280,000 

OM 9,720,000 
DM 20,000.000 

4,680,000 

DM 15,320,000 

DM 4,900,000 
4,700 

OM 4,895,300 

OM 48,376,290 

The negotiations with Land Berlin which can bcstbe described as laborious, 
painstaking and difficult call for a more detailed description. The successor 
organizations, led by the JRSO, reached an agreement with Land Berlin, 
following prolonged negotiations that, stretched from January 1953 to 
November 1959. First, a settlement was reached on December 22,1955 whereby 
the City ofBerlin was to pay DM 13,500,000 in return for the assignment to it of 
;11 restitutipn claims held by the successor organizations at that date and the 
transfer to it ofall real property and mortgages held by the successor organiza­
tions on April 1, 1955, and ofall assets recovered after April 1, 1955. 

. The distribution of the DM 13,500,000 was as follows: DM 1,000,000 was 
paid directly to the Berlin Jewish Community for assets it had assigned or 
transferred in the Nazi era; DM 9,000,000 was placed at the disposal ofthe Israel 
Purchasing Mission in Germany (Shilumim Corporation) for the placement 
of orders with West Berlin industries, under the terms of the Reparations 
Agreement between West Germany and Israel, and repayable to the successor 
organizations in four semi-annual installments; the remaining DM 3,500,000 
was retained by the city as security against pending equity claims and other 
matters that the Agreement of 1955 had declared to be subject to settlement 
only in general terms. Scarcely was the agreement reached than differences 
cropped up between the partieS on the implementation ofa number ofclauses. 
To a claim for payment, in the sum of DM 3,500,000. the City of Berlin 
presented counter-claims amounting to DM 4,700,000 which the successor 
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organizations refuscd to acccpt. In a si.tpplcmctltary agrccmcnt, dated Ma y .-956, 
thc sliccessor organizations waived their claims for pa;:ll1ent to the DM 
3,500,000, while the City' ofBerlin waived its counter-claims ofDM 4,700,000. 
Evcn after this comprolllise was reached, nc\v controversies developed. until at 
last, in Novcmber 1959. thc parties concluded a final agreement, whercby they 
waivcd all claims arisil1g out of thc earlicr agreemcnt, subject to a paymcnt of 
OM 50,000 by thc City of Bcrlin. 

Thc sharc of thcJRSO in the ncw Agrecmcnt was fixcd at 49%, by thc tcrms 
ofan undcrstanding all10ng thc successor organizations. That was thc perccnt­
age ofhcirlcss pr()pcrty locatcd in thc U.S. Seetor ofBerlin, estimatcs indicatcd. 
ThcJTC sharc was fixcd at 43% and that of the JTC..,French Branch at 7%.. 

HI. Mouetary Claims Against The Reich­
. Reich Claims Settlement 

The Rcich Claims Scttlemcnt dcalt with monetary claims agaillst thc Reich. 
Thcy wcrc linkcd to the so-callcd "Orittc Massc" claims that arose from thc 
confiscation by thc Nazi regimc of savings, bank accounts, sccurities, jcwelry 
and othcr val~ables - propertics that werc idcntifiablc at thc timc ofconfiscation 
but which werc no longcr in cxistcncc at thc timc the claims wcre filed. By thc 
tcrms of the Convcntion bctwccn the Western Powers and the Gcrman Federal 
Republic, signcd at Bonn on May 2~, 1952; the latter shouldered responsibility, 
up to thc sum of OM 1,500,000,000, for confiscations carried out by the Third 
Reich. Additional lcgislation was necdcd· to implcmcnt that commitment. 
Meanwhile, the successor orgaliizations chosc to filc law suits against the Reich 

in the tens of thousands, undcr thc Restitution Laws enactcd in the western 
zones ofoccupation. In fact, restitution orders issucd by the courts possessed only. 
declaratory valuc. Thc succcssor organizations, as well as the Geiman Federal 
Govcrnmcnt agreed to rcsoive this mattcr . through a bulk settlemcnt .. An 
aggrcment was signcd on March 16, 1956. It called for payment of OM 
75,000,000, in thrce installn'lcnts, to the thrce successor organizations as an 
uncondition~1 paymcnt. within approximately one ycar from the date of 
signaturc. After pa yment ofthe third installment, on April 1. 1957, thc successor 
organizations wcre rcquired to withdraw all the claims filcd carlicr by' them 
against thc Rcich.· . 

Whcrevcr. by the terms of the various global agreements bctwccn thc 
successor organiza tions and thc Laendcr, transkrs wcre l~ladc in scttlcment of 
"Orittc Massc" claims, thc Gcrman Fedcral Govcrml1Cl1t undcrtook to rcfund 
to the Lacnder t~c sum ofthosc paymcnts. 

The signing of thc bulk settlement agreement of March 16; 1956 clearcd the 
way for thc German Fcdcral Govcrnment to accept "Oritte Massc" claims frol11 
individuals. To that cnd, it enacted thc Fedcral Restitution Law (Bundes­
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rueckerstattulIgSgcsctz .., BRUEG), in 1956, which fixcd a paymcnts ceiling of 
DM 1,500,000.000. Thc agrecmcnt with thc Sllccessor organizations providcd 
that claims in cxcess of DM 75,000,000 should bccomc payahlc only if total 
disburscments undcr thc BRUEG fcll below the cciling ofDM 1,500,000,000. 
That unknown figurc gained thc namc "shadow quota" (Sehattcnquote) and 
was destined to playa significant role in future negotiations with thc German 
Fedcral Govcrnment. 

Thc following ratios wcre used in the distribution to the successor organ­
izations, of the DM 75,000,000: 

JRSO 51.17% (OM 38.:371.500) 
JTC 42.28% (OM 31.710.(00) 
JTC-Frcllch Branch 6.55% (DM 4.912.500) 

The chances for the receipt ofadditional payments. "shadow quotas", under 
thc tcrms ofthc Reich Claims Settlcmcnt appearcd rcmote at the timc, But thc,n 
events took an unexpectcd turn. 

The bulk scttlemcnt of March 16, 1956 restrictcd thc maximum commit­
ment to thc successor organizatiol~s by thc German Fcderal Government to 10% . 
of all paymcnts going to individual claimants or their successors under the 
DRUEG. Howevcr, thc succesSor organizations had limited their claims to the 
paymcnt ofOM 75,000~000 by the Fedcral Government and to DM 15,000,000 
the JRSO had received frolll thc Lacnder in the U.S. ZoilC under the terms of 
thc various global agrccmelits. Conscqucntly, thc Rcich Ci:tims Settlemcnt 
provided that, after rcccipt of OM 75,000,000, the successor organizations 
waivcd the right to additional paymcnts, if the ovcrall' sum of OM 
1,500,000.000 undcr thc BRUEG was insufficicnt to mcet paymcnts to in-. 
dividuals claimants or thcir successors in titlc. It was the purpose ofthe waivcr to 
sccurc for individual claimants a greatcr sharc in the fund ofOM 1,500,000,000. 
Only in the cvent individual claimants failed to absorb fully the OM 
·1,500,000,000, would the successor organizations bc entitlcd to "shadow quota" 
paymcnts. 

In 1964, thc German Parliament enacted an amended Fedcral Restitution 
Law (BRUEG) whkh enlarged the volume of paymcnts, and expanded the' 
sCopc of eligibility. Thercupon, the Fedcral Government liftcd the cciling of 
DM 1,500,000,000 and agrecd to settlc in full all adjudicated claims. Payments 
tinder thc BRUEG soon rangcd beyondthc earlicr cciling by many millions of 
Deutsche Marks. 

The ncw situation changcd fundamcntally the conditions undcr which thc 
successor organizations had acccptcd thc terms of thc bulk settlement ofMarch 
16, 1956, most notably in respect to thc signing of the waiver describcd above. 
But the German Federal Governmcnt refused to grant redress to the successor 
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organizations. When IIcgotiations for an amic:tble setticllll"nt hroke down, til(' 
~uccessor organizations invoked arbitratio'iproceedings undcr thc terms of 
Article 13 of thc settlement of 1956. An Arbitration' Board was formed, and 
after sevcral he:trings, it proposed a compromise which both parties acceptcd, 
with some modifications, on July 27, 1966. By its terms, the slIccessor organ­
izations received DM 43,120,000 and the Zentralrat der Jud~n in Deutschland 
DM 3,250,000. The sums were all payable in three installments, and the last fell 
duc on February 1, 1968. The following r:ttios were used in thc distrihutionof 
the DM 43;120,000 to the successor organizations: 

JRSO 49.7Mf (DM 21.45(',512) 

JTC 41.12% (DM 17.730,944) 
. JTC-french Branch 9.12% (DM 3.932.544) 

Thc illcrease in the quota of the JTC-French Branch from 6.55% under the 
1956 Agreelllerit to 9.12% was Illet by corresponding decreases in the ratios of 
the other two sllccessor organizations. 

IV. Monetary Clailllsfor EY;stillg SCCllritiesfl1ld Balik ACCOlllltS 


1) II /di /'idI/(r/ ((Il1jimuiclll S 


The JRSO claims, for the restitlltion of identifiablc sccurities and bank . 
accounts in thc U.S. Zone ofGcrmany encountercd no spccial difficulties. But in .'. 
Berlin thc position was dificrent. Thc recovery of securities and bank accounts' 
became thc major component among the responsibilities shouldered by the 
Berlin office, The results were significant. In the Third Reich, cOlifiscated 
Jewish properties were registered in the records of various institutions with a 
precision and orderliness that bordered on the grotesquc, and enablcd the JRSO 
to trace individual as well as Iliass acts of confiscation that wcre perpetrated 
under the Eleventh Decree pursuant to the Reich Citizenship Law. At this 
point, it is unnccessary to enter illto any detailed description of the machinery 
installed by the Third Reich fC>r dealing with individual or with mass confis­ " 

cation orders. Suffice it to mention that the files of the Oberfinanzpraesidenten 
ill the German provinces. the German Rcichsballk and the Prtlssian State Bank 
(Seehandlung) were the main sources of information. Those files disclosed 
which securities were sold and hence could no longer be traced. so that they 
became monetary claims against the Reich under the terms of the settlemcnt of 
March 16, 1955. and which bank accounts and securities remained on deposit 011 

May 8, 1945. In the latter cases, the claims had to be filed under the Bcrlin 
Restitution Ordcr (REAO), issued by the Berlin Kommandatura on July 26, 
1949. 
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Special information on confiscations also came frolll the lists ofJews subject 
to mass deportations. In those instances. deportees were required to furnish the 
Oberfinanzpraesidcnten with a detailcd list of their properties, including bank 
accoullts, securities. jewelry, household goods, and thc like. Othcr information, 
was gleaned fro III the lists submitted to the Oberfll1anzpraesidclltcn by the 
debtors ofJewish creditors. 

To collect and to analyze the wealth ofinformation abounding ill the offices 
of the Oberfinanzpraesidentcn. which also wcre in charge of the deportation 
cards index, called for painstaking and laborious investigations on the part ofthe 
JRSO staff in Berlin. The difficulties of research were moderated when the 
so-called S9ndervermoegensverwaltung (rcpresentative of the fortncr Reich in 
restitution cases) in Berlin, acting on behalf ofthe Federal Finance Ministry, was 
equipped with a staff large enough to administer the files and to deal with the 
great volumc ofinquiriespouriilg in from individuals. successor organizations 
and govermllent departments.' . 

The German General Law on the Consequences of the War, AJlgemeines 
Kricgsfolgengesctz (AKG), dated November 1957, and the Validation 'of 
Securities Law (Wertpapierbereinigungsgesetz) of September 1949, set up 
ctllllbersollleprocedures aiming at revalidating sccruities and converting them 
into monetary values at the rate ofDM to per RM 100 of their 1l00:ninaJ value. 
To complete the task was the work of Illany years at the Berlin office. Special 
problems arose from the provisions of the AKG governing the conversion of 
Treasury bonds and of loans issued by the Reich, the Reich-Railways. the 
Reichspost and the former State of Prussia into a debt of the German Federal 
Republic. To safeguard their rights before the filing deadline of December 31, . 
1958. the successor organizations filed general or blanket claims, uTiti! they 
could validate the individual claims that qualified for restitution or conversion 
and 'could overcome other legal obstacles ofa serious character. 

Another significant legal obstacle was the refusal by the German authorities 
. to recognize that formcr Rcichbonds, confiscated from Jews and subsequently. 

cancelled by the Reich Debts Administration (Reichsschuldenverwaltung). 
had to be trea~ed in the validation and conversion proccedings as if they were 
still in existence. The validation ofall claims was prepared in the course of the 
years 1959-1963. At first. the German authorities (Sondervermocgellsverwal­
tung) refuscd to accept the filing ofproceedings based on general claims. but the 
Supreme Restitution Court in Berlin '(ORG) overruled the position and held 
the proceedings to be valid. In the years that followed, general claim.s of this 
character could be validated with the names' of their former owners, their 
validation and conversion privilegcs. and then transformed into individual 
claims. Settlements were reached before the Berlin Restitution Courts atihe 
rate of 30-40 cases at a stroke. The JRSO Berlin, acting for all the successor 
organizations. became the owner ofa sizable portfolio ofsecurities, the admin­
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istration of which called for the collection of inten..'st :md of clsh and stock 
dividends, and demanded a f.1l1liliarity with iIlV<.'Stl11cnt policy and a wide rangl' . 
of financial s~ills. 

2) Mass cOlifrs((ItiotIJ (lmlk settlelllClltJ) 

a) Gel/eml Claim # 7 (Reich.HJerein~~IIII.~) 


General Cl?-im #7 ranked high among the general claims filed by the JRSO. 
They pertained to obligations of the Reich Debts Administration (Reichs­
schuldbuchtorderungen) and .comprtscd essentially securities, real estate and 
so:'called Heimeinkauf.;-accouuts seizcd fr0111 the Reichsvereinigung der Judcn 
in Deutschland. These accounts were created as a piece ofGestapo deceit. On the 
pretext that they would be admitted to homes for the aged in Theresienstadt, 
deportees were persuaded to transfer their securities, mortgages and bank 
accounts, by "Exchange Agreement," to the Reichsvereinigung, an agency 
created and controlled by the Nazi authorities. To the Reichsvereinigu'ng, the 
Nazis transferred assets scized from the dissolved Jewish communities and 

· charitable agencies and from individuals prior to their deportation to the 
concentration camp at Theresienstadt (Terezin). The balance sheet of the 
Reichsvereinigung alone disclosed securities valued at RM 67,000,000 and in 
the records of the Reich Debts Administration they were entered as a re­
placemellt for confIscated government securiti~. 

In what degree was the JRSO able to idelltify this concentration of assets 
through the names of the former owners or their heirs? The investigations 
sceking to tra~e the origin of these assets faced exceptional difficulties. To begin 
with, the Federal Government objected that it would be called upon to pay two 
indemnities for the same as~et. It maintained that assets in the Reichsverein­
igung-accounts may not necessarily be heirless in fact, but may belong in part, at 

· least, to individuals or their heirs to whom it owed liability under the Federal 
Restitution Law (DRUEG). Moreover, the Federal Government sought to 
prove that the obligations of the Reich Debts Admini;tration were derived, in 
substantial part, from confiscations levied as taxes on emigration (Auswander­

· ungsabgaben) for which it was liable under the Federal Indel11nification Law 
(BEG). 

The JRSO mustered its efforts to reach an amicable settlement with the 
German Federal G()vernment. It was clear to all that attempts to identify each 
and every asset would stretch into the indefinite future. In consequence, the 
successor organizations and the German Federal Goverlll11ent and Land Berlin, 
reached agreement on General Claim #7 (mainly Rcichsvereinigungs assets), 
on April 12, 1963. Land Berlin had entered the controversy via Berlin Kom­
mandatura Directive #50 of 1949, which had granted jurisdiction over COlll­

14 

__1;.....~_~~"' .. ----,_i •. .tLWU4iJ 4 ; .1Si t. "»£U."""·,(". .._ .......__._' ; ....________________ 


mercial and organizational property first to a Berlin Commission and later to 
the City of Berlin itselE By agreement with the 'German Federal Government, 
the successor organizations received the sum of OM 7,000,000: the JRSO 
50.85%, OM 3,559,500, the JTC 41.65%, OM 2,915,500, and the French Branch 
7.5%, OM 525,000. The Gcneral Trust Corporation (Allgemeine Treuhand 
Organization (ATO) in Berlin, which was empowered to deal with the rights 
and interests of Nazi victims persecuted for reasons of race rather than religion, 
received DM200,000 out ofthe OM 7,000,000 as'its share in the agreement. The 
JRSO's sharc of this payment amounted to OM 101,700. 

b) Mitlisteria/ Accomlts 

The Ministerial Accounts were held at the Prussian State Bank (Seehand­
lung) and were listed in the names of individual ministries. In these accounts, 
securities confiscated from Jewish owners, in Czechoslovakia and Austria 
predominantly, were deposited and exchanged into liabilities of the Reich 
Debts Register (Schuldbuchfordcrungen). Moreover, these accounts included 
securities seized as enforced paymcnts of anti-Jewish levies and Jewish assets 
forfeited undcr the terms ofthc Elevcnth Decree to the Reich Citizenship Law. 

The JRSO in Berlin filed restitution claims for these aecounts, on its own 
behalf and for the other successor organizations as well. Once again, it was called 
upon to verify the identities of former owners of deposits in the ministerial 
accounts, for otherwise the German Federal Government would have treated 
the OM 75,000,000 earmarked for transfer to the successor organizations under 
the Reich Claims Settlement, as satisfaction in full ofall the latter's claims. In 
fact, thc Fcderal Government contested the technical validity of those claims on 
the ground that the successor organizations were unable to identify the original 
owncrs of the assets, in every instance. The possibility of a double indemnity 
loomed large in the minds of the German Federal authorities. 

. On January 21, 1959, the Supreme Restitution Court in Berlin (ORG), 
found in favor of the successor organizations, holding they were entitled to 
claim hei rless property if they could prove that the assets in question stemmed 
from spoliations inflicted upon Nazi victims. The decision led to the opening of 
negotiations aimed at reaching an amicable settlement. First, the parties agreed 
to authorize the Official Trustee (Haupttreuhaender) of the Sonderver­
moegensverwaltung (representative of the former Reich in restitution cases) to 
sell the sccurities in the Ministerial Accounts at the Prussian State Dank. The sale 
yielded some OM 25,700,OOO,induding interest. In May 1960, the Federal 
Government approved an advance payment ofOM 12,000,000 to the successor 
organizations, and in a fmal agreement, dated October 11, 1960, the Federal 
Government undertook to pay OM 6,000,000 more. The Federal Government 
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retained the rcmaining DM R,OOO,OOO, by COlIScnt ofthe slIn:cssor org:\I1iz:ltions, 

so :lS to IIH':Ct whatever claims individuals lIIight subsequently file to securities 

held ill the M inisteri:l) Accounts. 


In the payments of DM 18,000,000, 50.85%, DM 9,153,000, went to the 

JRSO, 41.65%, DM 7,497,000, to the JTC and 7.5%, DM 1,350,000. to the 

JTC-French Branch. ' 


The agreement ofOctober 11, 1960 imposed an ohliga tion upon the successor 

organizations to inde1l1nify the Gencral Trust Corporation (A TO) for claims 

to heirless property that were traceable to Nazi victims who were pcrsccuted 

on grounds of r:lCC rather than religion. Following prolonged nl'goti:ltiollS, the 

ATO :lcn'pted in sett1~'l1Iel1t the slim of I)M 1,500.000 or !UJ% of tht' aggrl'g:ltl' 

payments accruing to the successor organizations frolll the Ministerial Ac­

counts. The JRSO share in these payments came to 50.85%, DM 877 ,500. 


c) H'lIIpttrc/lholldJ(e/le OSI SC'If/('II/(,II( (HTO) 

-In Scptelll bet' 1940, the Nazi Government issued the so-called Poland Decree, 
. by which the Haupttreuhandstelle Ost (HTO) was authori.zed to confiscate thc 
. property of Polish citizens located within Greater Germany. These properties 
belonged to Jews or to persom ofJewish descent who were not of the Jewish 

faith, and to non-Jewish Polish nationals. Sincc the G,eneral Trust Corpor:ltioll 

(ATO) bore the responsibility of protecting the interests of perseeutees for 

reasolls of race but not of religion, the JRSO had to enlist its cooper:ltion. 


JRSO 13erlill, acting for all four successor organizations, filed claims for the ... 
restitution of securities and bank accounts administered for thc HTO by two 

13erlin banks. From 1964 onward, theJRSO sought to reach a bulksettlement of 


, these claims with the Federal Finance Ministry. Here again the German 
authorities were reluctant to proceed on the grounds of a possible dOllble 
liability, under the 13RUEe; and the BEG as well, both covering the same assets. 
ThereupolI, the JRSO proceeded to analyze about 600 liTO files to l'Stablish 
whether assets claimed by iildividuals were identical with securities or bank 
accounts held in the banks for the HTO. Three years of prep:lration by t,he 
JRSO preceded the submission to the German authorities of a thoroughly 
substantiated statement of account covering the securitil'S claimed, together, 
with a detailed analysis of the validation and conversion of the old shares into 
the new ones expressed in Deutsche Marks plus interest, along with dividends, 
and, wherever justified, compensation for the loss of old savings (Altsparer­
cntschaedigung). The JRSO established the 'faille of the HTO assets at DM 
5,145,000. 

Following protr:lcted negotiatioll5, an agreement was reached with the 

Federal Finance Ministry, onJuly 22,1969, for the settlement ofall claims to 

assets of the HTO in the slim of DM 4,000,000. Moreover, the successor 
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organizations were released from the responsibilities imposed upon them by the 
settlements of the General Claim #7, the Ministerial Accounts and individual 
claims (Einzelfaelle) which required them to indemnify thc German authori­
ties against the possibility of double compensation. For this purpose, it was 
provided that the Finance Ministry should withhold fromthe settlement ofDM 
4,000,000 the Slllll of DM .100,000 for' a three-year span, and that the ATO 
should also receive the sum ofDM 300,000 minus DM 100,000 that it owed the 
SUCCl'S.~or organizations frolll the settlement of the so-called "J)rcsdner Bank 
Accounts." * 

Till'se deductions reduced the net Sllm to DM 3,400,000. Ofdlat am'ount, the 
JRSO received 49.76% (DM 1,691,840), the JTC 41.12% (DM 1,398,080), and 
theJTC-French 13ranch 9.12% (OM 310,080). 

In August 1972, the Federal Finance Ministry remitted to the JRSO for 
account ofall Jewish successor organizations the sum ofDM 262,920, the unused 
balance of the DM 300,000 withheld by it in the settlement of 1969. 

TheJRSO has now been relieved of the obligation to indemnify the German 
authorities for individual claims for assets rcstituted to them under the terms of 
the variolls global settlements. After August 1972, the German authorities had 
to bear the responsihility for mceting allY claims individuals may file sub­
sequently that would t'xpose thc Finance Ministry to doublc liability. 

V. COlllpcmatiofl For The Loss OJ . 
Old Savings Accoullts (Altsparerclltschaedigllng) 

The German currency reform that entered into force onJllne 20, 1948 created 
severe hardships on persons who owned savings accounts, mortgages, govern­
ment bonds of the Reich, debts registered in the Reich Debts Dook (Rcichs­
schuldverschreibungen) and a variety of other accounts deposited with com­
llIercial and savings banks. Indeed, Rdchs1l1arks were made convertible into thc 
new Deutsche Marks iii the ratio ofRM 100 : DM 6.5 for savings accounts, in 
contrast with RM 100 : DM 10, in the case ofothcr debts and mortgages. The 
Law for the Alleviation of Hardships Arising from the Currency Reform 
(Gesetz zur Milderung der Waehrungsrcform-Altsparergcstz) ofJuly 1953, 
provided for compensation in some form for losses 'individuals, had suffered 
from the effects of the currency reform. 

Dy the terms of the 1953 law and its amendment of 1959, old savings, 
predominantly funds deposited in banks and savings institutions or invested in :" 

• The claiming period for the thrtt JeWish succ~r organizations under the Ikrlill Rc.titution Order h.d 
expired on December 31. 1950. The claiming period for the ATO cxpired in 1953. In the intervening period, 
the ATO filed. claim on Ix·halfofall slIcc,,",ororganizations for Jewish acroumsseizcd at the Drc:sdner a.nk 
which resulted in • favorable ~!llell\cnt. It w.. agreed th.t the value ofJewish asscts in the settlement was DM 
100.000. 
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bonds issued by the Reich and the German bender. as well as dehts re~istt'rt'd ill 
the Reich Debts Book.lI1ust have been in existence 011 Jalluary 1. 1940 in order 
to qualify for compensation. Moreover. claimants were required to be holders of 
theold savings on both January 1, 1940 andJulle 20, 1948. The Law,granted 10% 
in compellSation for investment losses arising fmlll Reich ddm, bonds 
mortgages, and 131h% for savings aecollnt losses. 

The 1953 law granted compellSatiOll to individuals but lIot to corporations 
for losses arising frolll the currency reform. The successor organizations were 

, non-existent on January 1. 1940 and had to battle for recognition as old savers 
with respect to the variolls assets restituted to them. Theargunwnt they 
advanced that they had slIcceeded the original owners retroactive to the date of 
the original holdings (ex-tullc), and hence 1ll11'st be considered the holders ofthe 
assets 011 both January I, 1940 and June '20, 1948, was accepted by the C;crlllan 
Feder~1 Equalization Authority (Uundesausgleichsamt) ill Bad Homburg. 

The JRSO and the German authorities both agreed to settle compensation 
claims for old savings via global agreements.Thl· first settlclllellt was signed iiI 
August 1969 and covered mortgages, securities and bank accollllts restituted to 
the JRSO in ,the U.S. Zone. The Federal Equalization Authority recognized 
JRSO claims amollnting to DM 3,607,839, and produced compensation for the 
loss ofold savings coming to DM 575,658, including 4% interest from Janu:try I, 
1953 to August 31. 1966. In June 1964. the Jewish Trust Corporation reached a 
settlement with the Federal Equalization Al1thority~ in the sum ofDM 184,000. 
for mortgages and securities restituted to the slIccessor organization in the 
British Zone. . 

The compensation claims for sectlritit'!; confIscated and held by the Reichs­
bank and the Prllssian State Bank ill Berlin presellted a more difficult problem. 
These claims were coIlected by the JRSO Berlin. acting 011 behalf of all the 
su~ccssor organizations. On claims for restituted mortgages and sccurities other 
than Reich bonds, a settlement of DM 580,013 was n:adtcdin t 966, of which 
52.50% (DM 304,507) reprcst'llted the JRSO's share. COlllpmsationdaillls for 
Reich bonds had to be submitted to the ~qualizatioll Office (Ausglcichsal1lt) in 
Berlin-Will1lersdorf. In 1968, that office paid on account to the slIccessor 
organizations the Stllll ofDM'41,SOO in cash, and DM 67,000 in Federal Genll~n 
Bonds. 

With respect to the as.<;ets of the Reichsvercilllgung, which were mainly in 
the form of securities, Directive #50 had awarded them to the succcssor 
organizations. It became a task ofmany years for thc JRSO Berlin to probe the 
origin of those securities and to show that they qualifIed for compensation 
under the Law for the Loss of Old Savings. Mon.'Over, that Law gralltl'd 
compensation to religious and welfare organizations only for claims concerning 
assets oftheir social fuilds. To establish which portions ofthe assets of the former 
Jewish. Coml1lunities and of the charitable and wdf.1fe organizations were 
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earniarked .for social service purposes and which for operating funds, construc­
tion funds and the like, proved immenscly difficult. Finally, a special regulation. 
to permit the successor organizations to file claims for old savings (only 

,4.i individuals were. entitled' to do so under th~ existing law), was issued on 
October 25, 1968. 

special regulation, dated December 9, 1968, opened the way to a 
compromise settlement of compensation claims for mortgages and,'securities 
other than Reich debts. The Federal Equalization Office recognized claims in 
the Slll1l of RM 3,928,088. which produced compensation payments of DM 
.192,800 plus DM 251 •.192(4% interest from January I, 1953 to December 31, 
1968) coming to DM 644.192. in a,I1. The JRSO share amounted to DM 
328,538. 

Among the claims filed by the JRSO were also claims for restitution of 
securities confiscated from the Paris branch ofthe Rothschildfamily. TheJRSO 
assigned the claim subsequently to the law firm that represented the Roth­
schilds. The successor organizations received a participation .of 20% in the 
proceeds arising from the sale of the Rothschild securities as well as from the i' ,. 

compemation stemming frolll the Law for the Loss'ofOld Savillgs. The latter 
claillls were settled in part in January 1972. The share of the slIccessor organ­ o"i 

;Ii;1 ;izations callle to DM 411,802, while the JRSO share amollntcd to DM 216.196. ],
Additional claims for the loss ofold savings arc still pending. 

Pending also arc claims 011 Reich bonds and Reich debts submitted under the 
Law for the Los.~ of Old Savings to the Equalization Office ill Berlin-Wil­
Illersdorf. Claims that 'remain open on account ofspecial problems pertaining to 
the evidence needed to qualify them for compensation, Illay yield .oM 100,000 ~ 
in all, estimates indicate. 

iJ: 

VI. Levy On Mortgage Profits . 
(Hypotheketlgewintlabgabl', HGA) 

III 1952, the German Federal Government enacted the Equalization. of II:Burdens Law (Lastenausgleichsgesetz, LAG) to alleviate financial losses suffered 
;Ii 

as an outcome of the war. Funds to finance the law were· obtained in part by if) 
syphoning off profits that real estate owners had gained by clearing their 

J 

properties of encumbrances following the currency conversion in 1948, when 
Reichsmark mortgages shrank to a mere one-tenth of their former value when 
expressed in Deutsche Marks. The LAG introduced a special levy on mortgage 
profits (Hypothekengewinllabgabe. HGA), to tax the inequitable enrichment 
of real estate owners who became beneficiaries of the currency conversion. The 
levy was con~puted on the basis of the encumbrances that had burdened the 
properties on June 21, 1948. The HGA levy amounted to nine-tenths of the 
value ofthe nominal mortgage on that date and represented an encumbrance on 
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thc property (Grundschuld) held by the Federal Governmcnt and CIltered ill 
the Land Registry. 

Provisionally, the Gcrinan authorities exempted the sucel"Ssor organizations 
from that portion of the HGA levy which fell due within the period of their 
ownership. On thc othcr hand. thc German authorities maintained that upon 
the saleofproperties by the successor organizations, it fento the lot ofthe buyers 
to pay the tax ill the installments prescribed by law from the time they 
purchased the property. 

The successor organizations imlllediately protested the t:lxatiol1 ofproperties 
that were restituted .to them. whether still held in their hands or previously sold. 
The uncertainty of the legal position impelled thc JRSO to introduce the 
following procedures: . 

1. For buyers who wished to acquire property free ofcncumbrance. the JRSO 
paid the HGA with the right to claim a refund, should it become e1ear that 
the successor organizations were not liable for payment of the tax. 
2. For buyers who acquired property encumbered by the levy on mortgage 
profits, the purchase price was reduced in rclation tothe possible tax liability 
that might arise during their ownership. 
3. The pnrchaser undertook to rcpay to theJRSO a reduced purchase price in 
the evellt paymellt of the levy IK'Came unnecessary. 
Many years were required to clarify the legal position. The Jewish Trust 

Corporation had filed a test case in the Finance Court at Cologne which was 
won in October 1960. The suit was grounded 011 the argulllent that heirless 
Jewish properties were exempt from special· taxation under the Contractual 
Agreement concluded between the German Federal_Government and the Allied 
Occupation Powers (Ueberlcitllngsvertrag), Article 5; Section Ill, and hence, 
the special levy could not be imposed 011 properties restituted to the succes.~or 

. organizatiolls. The German Finance Ministry appealed the decision to the 
Federal Finance Court. 011 January 18, 1963, the Court held the successor 
organizations to be exempt from the payment of the Levy of Mortgage Portits. 

Accordingly, the JRSO procecded to claim a refund of the taxes it had 
already paid, or set Ollt to recover from buyers of its properties the sums by 
which purchase prices were reduct,d in relation to the contingent tax liability. 
The task was a wide-ranging one that has yet to reach completion to date, 
because many buyers were grantcd the right of repayment by il1~tallments. 

In Berlin, a special situation arose in the case of properties transferred to the 
City uJlder the Global Settlel11ent concluded in December 1955. The properties 
transferred to the City ofBerlin by the JRSO were all exempted finally frolll,the 
HGA. Hence the City ofBerlin was called upon to indemnify the JRSO for the 
considerable savings from the reduction in ~he purchase price that arose under 
the terms of the Global Agrecmcnt. A solution was reached. in August 1964. in 
the'fornl ofa bulk settlement agreement calling for the paY.;lent ofOM 800,000 
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to the JRSO on behalf of the three slIccessor organizations. The JRSO share 
came to DM 471,680, the JTC received OM 292,720 and the JTC-French 
Br;lnch DM 35.600. Moreowr, through the year 1972, the JRSO received 
refunds in the former u.s. Zone and in Berlin for properties it had not 
transferred to the City in the ~tllll of OM 725,460, in all. :J! 

VII. Restitutio" OfFormerJewish C011/11/1II1t11 Property 

In 1933,600.000 Jews lived in Germany. By the close ofWorld War II. the 
lIull1ber ha~ all but reached the vanishing point. A mere 10,000 - 12,000 Jews 
remained in the u.s. Zone alld in Berlin. The majority wefe survivors of 
concentration camps and many Were cast European in origin. They chose to 
remain in Germany for reasons of illness or of age predominantly. They 
reestablished Jcwish communities in a number ofcities and towns in post-war 
Germany. and most were small and weak. In the u.S. Zone; Frankfurt and 
Munich were the largest, while Berlin with its 7,000 Jews was the most 
important. -'I; 

In keeping with Military Government Law #59, the property ofall Jewish 
communities and organizations which were dissolved in the Nazi era under the 
T cllth Decree to' t1~e Reichsbuergergesetz, was entrusted' to the JRSO for 
di~tribution . .From the very inception, the JRSO proceeded to aid the new :1 

communities in rebuilding Jewish communal life. Over the years. the JRSO 
transferred to thelll pieces ofproperty for the establishment ofnew synagogues. 
old-age homcs or new community centers. However, the new Jewish com­ "I 

munities protested. They refused to accept the fact that the JRSO, like the ! 
'I:Sl1cccs.~or organizations in the British and French Zones ofGermany. would have 

a decisive voice 011 the distrihution and utilization of the former communal or 
organizatiollal property. The JRSO' supported by the Allied authorities was 
unable to accept the claim that tlw newly formed Jewish comlllunities were 
identical with their predeccs.~ors and hence entitled to receive the communal 
properties of the latter. in their entirety. 

The impasse led to a serie~ ofvexatious law suits, and the case ofthe Augsburg 
community. with a membership of under 50, became l~otablc. The new 
community laid elaim to fl'Stitllted property, in the value of DM 800.000, that 
had once belonged to the old community, the membership ofwhich had ranged 
beyond 1,000. Ultimately. the u.s. Court of Restitution Appeals rejected the 
claim. In that instance, and subsequently in ~imilar ones, the JRSO view 
prevailed that the wide-ranging disparities between the new membership and 
the old should not bc lost to view. Moreover, the JRSO owcd a responsibility 
not merely to the small number ofJews who now resided in Gt'rmany. but also 
to the greater llumbers who had migrated to other countril"S and rated con­
sideration, in their vast majority, as beneficiaries ofJRSO funds. The decision of 
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the U.S, Court ot Restitution impellcd Illmt ot thc communities to rC:lch 
agrccments with the JRSO tor the division of conilllunal properties. All told, 
thc-jRSO transferred to thecol11l11unities propcrty valucd at DM 3,500,000 
($833,350 at the cxchangc rate prevailing at that date) and retained communal 

'propcrties valucd at somc DM 5,000,000 ($1,190,5OO). 

VIII. Indemnification Claims For Destroyed Syttagoglles, 

COllllllllllal mid O~(!a"izatio"a[ Propert}', a"d Cultural O/~iccts 


1} Balill 

In Hcrlin, by way of contrast, thc n;covery and thc division of tortner 
, communal properties proccedcd with Icss friction. It should be noted, howcver, 

that only rubble and ruins werc availablc for restitution in Berlin, in light ofthe 
litter destruction ofsynagogues and c0l1l111unity ccntcr buildings that occurrcd 
011 thc Kristallnacht, Novcmber 10, 1938. Hencc theJRSO claims for com­
pcnsation against L:lnd Bcrlin pertained to damage to property inflicted by the 
Nazi rcgimc. Negotiations with thc Bcrlin Senate on the size of the co'mpensa­
tion, and simultancously with thcJewish community on thcdivisioll of it, 
cncountcred numcrous Ill;rdlcs. Finally, on March 3, 1955, Land I3crlin agreed 
to pay DM 10,390,000, beforc dc~ucting DM 700,000 prcviously advanced to 
the Jcwish community (OM 9,600,000 net). Of that sum, thc Jcwish COlll­

munity rcccived DM 3,Ooo,OOO,<and the successor organizations OM 6,600,000. 
,At the samc timc, Land Berlin waived its claims for the rcfund ofadvances madc 
to thc new Jewish community in the sums of DM 1,452,000 and RM 
1,792,174.81. Oftllc PM 6,600,000, thcJRSO rcceivcd OM 1,507,144, thcJTC 
OM 4,000.000, andthcJTC-Frcnch Branch OM 1,092.856. 

In May 1960, the stlccessor organizations approved a supplcmcntary paymcnt 
of DM 550,000 to thc Berlin Jcwish Community. in settlcmcnt of indcm­

. nification daimsfor thc d<..'structiOl1 of communal propcrty. Thc sh~res of the 
JRSO in'this paymcnt camc to DM 134,500, of the JTC to DM 393,000, and of, 
thcJTC-French Branch to DM 22,500. Thc supplcmcntary paymcnt placcd thc 
Berlin Jcwish Community on an equal footing with thosc in the Wcstcrn Zoncs, 
which had rcceivcd 50% in scttlcment ofclaims for communal propcrties that 
suffcred destructioH or damagc. 

2} U.S. Zone 

On its claims for damagc to communal properties in thc U.S, Zonc, thc JRSO 
had attcmpted for ycars to reach agrcemcnts with thc Lacndcrand with thc 
Jewish communities, in an effort to providc funds for futurc nccds ot thc 
reconstitutcd Jcwish communitics. Thc JRSO and thc Jcwish communitics 
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agreed that thc sharc that wOlild accrue to thc Jcwish cOlllnlll1litics from the 
glohal settlcment with the Laender should not be instantly distributcd.lllStcad, 
a trllst tuud should bc cstablished undcr thc provisiolls of(;ermanLaw (rcgis­
tcred association) to bc lIscd for thc communal and welfarc necds of thc Jcwish 
communltics in thc U.S. Zonc. These communities wcrc united in Fedcrations 
(Landesvcrbacndc) in their respcctivc Lacndcr: Bavaria, Hessc, Badcn­
Wllcrttcmberg and Brcmcn. Evcntually, the Federations became mcmbcrs of 
thc Trust Fund, together with the Zentralrat dcr Jlldcn in ()eutschland (Ccn­
tr:ll Board ofJcws in Gcrn1:lny)., The Zentralrat acted as a moderator in thc 
negotiations bctwecn thc JRSOand the Landesvcrbacnde. It also aided in 
rccoilciling conRicting claims among thc partics and conAictl'<1 opinions among 
the Landesvcrbacndc. 

The Fcdcrallndcmniflcation Law (BEG) that was cnacted in 1953 author­
izcd til(;! sllccessororganizations to claim compensation fin damagc to syn­
agogucs and othcr communal properties. Thc preparation of these claims called 
for painstaking rcscarch on thc blucprintsofdestroyed buildings - their plans, 
mcasurcmcnts, fut:nishings and eqilipmellt., Eyewitness accounts givcn by sur­

'yivors or by non-Jews proved of valuc in thc prcparation otglobal scttlcmcllts 
with thc Lacnder. 

, In 1956, an amcndcdBEG was enactcd and it cxerted a wide-ranging effect 
on thc prcparatory work the JRSO was called upon to perform. The right to 
compensation on . the part of the ~ucccSsor organizations was limited· to a 

maximum ofOM 75,000 per object for destruction or damage. The ne:..v Jcwish 
communities, howcvcr, wcre cmpowcred to submit indemnification claims in 
'thcirown right for paymcnts in exccss of OM 75,000, upon proof that the 
damagc suffcrcd cxcccdcd thc cciling ofOM 75,000 and it was requircd for thcir 
communal purposcs.This provision fO'rpaymcnt of thc "surplus" (thc so-called 
Ucberhang) of Section 148'::'3 of thc BEG, callcd for a ncw calculation of the 
JRSO c1aims.Simultancously, it stirred ncw conflicts with tlK landesvcrbacndc 
'which wcrc authorizcd to file compensation claims concurrcntly with thc 
JRSO. 

In D<.."Ccmber 1957, thc JRSO, the Landesverbaende and the Zentralrat 
rcached a final agrccmcnt. It providcd that the proceeds ~t claims for thc 
destruction of syriagogucs and othcr cultUl:al, communal and organizational 
propertit..'S should be shared equally by thc JRSO and the Jewish cOllllllunities ill 
the former u.s. Zonc. The share of the lattcr was reduced by whatever 
payments thc JRSO had ~Iready made to communities with whom it had 
reached scttlemcnt ill carlicr years. The rest was earmarked tor payment to a 
Trust Fund (Treuhandvercin) that would copcwith requests for meeting the 
needs of thc Jewishcollllllunities in thc tormcrU.S. Zonc. The membership ot 
the Trust Fuud included three JJ~SO representatives. Thc agrcement also stated 
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that the T~ust Fund would have at its disposal no less than DM 4,000,000, of 
which the JRSO was to provide al~ advancc paymcl!t of DM I,OOO,OQO, , 
Moreover, theJRSO agreed to pa y DM 500,000 out of the proceeds of the Reich 
Claims Settlement with the German Fcderal Goverllll1l'nt. Of that Slim, DM 
75,000was earmarked for the Zelltralrat derJuden in Deutschland. And finally, 
the Jewish conllllllnities ill the former u.s. Zonc agrced to shoulder respon­
sibility for, the maintenanee of cemeterics that relllainl,d ill active tlsc. Inactiw 

, cemeteries were to be transferred to the Landcsvcrband ofjurisdictiolJ, which 
would bear responsibility for maintenance, 

This Trust FUlld, the Jtledischer Treuhalldfollds Sueddcutschland, wascs­
tablished in 1960. Itp<tved the way for implementing the Overall Agreement. 
and for reaching settlements with the bender of Bavaria and Hesse. 

The s~ttlenlent with Land Bavari:r, datcd October 24. 1960; recognized 
claims amounting to DM 38,000.000, Of that sum, DM 26,000,000 was payable ' 
to the' JRSO. and OM 12,000,000 as "Ueberhang" to the Trust Fund, the 
Landesverballd, and to various Jewish cOl11mul1iti~ iii lhvaria. The DM 
26,000,000 was to be divided ill equal shares between the JRSO and the Jewish 
eOll11l1tlnities in Davaria. 

The settlerilent with Land Hessc, dated November 29. 1961, recognized 
c1ain"is"amountingto DM 62,153,873. Of that SlIIll. DM 29,695.000 was payable 
to the JRSO, DM 13.824.000 to the Trust Fund. and DM 18.634,873 to the 
Landesverband, and to va;ious Jewish communities in Hessc, notably Frank­
furt/Main, which had ranked among the wealthiest in pre-Nazi Germany. 
Claims reaching DM 13,153,376 were recognized as"Ueberhang." 

hi the case of Land Daden- Wuerttemberg. the JRSo' had already settled its 
claims for 'damage' to synagogues, cemeteries and other c0l11111unal or organ­
izational properties 011 November 6, 1951-. A sl:ttlelllent payment to the JRSO, 
in the sum of DM 10,000;000, included DM 1,500,000 for the assigllmcllt o( 
pending restitution claims and the sale of restituted, but unsold property. In 
1956, the Israditische Kultusvereinigung Wuerttel11berg-Hohellzollcrn (for 
Land Wuerttel11berg) and the Oberrat der Isra,ditell 13adel1S ((or Land Baden), 
the central Jewish coml11unal organizations, demandl-d payment of theJRSO of 

, one-half the sum o( the DM 1,500,000 which Land 13adcn-Wuerttemberg had 
undertaken to pay in discharge of all indel11nification claims (or the destruction 
or damage of synagogues. cemeteries, and other real property. Protracted 
negotiations produced an agreement in August 1957, whereby the JRSO paid 
OM 284,179 to the Israditische Kliltusvereinigung Wuemcmberg-Hohenzol­
lern and DM 283.983 to the Oberrat der Israditen13adens. 

In Land Bremen, the smallest bnd in the u.s. Zone, thc JRSO, in March 
1955, had filed claims for damage to conlnllll1al and organizational property of 
the Jewish communities in Oremell and Orel11erhaven. In September 1959, the 
JRSO assigned these claims to the Jewish COl11nlunity of Land 13remcn, against 
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, 'paYll1ent o( DM 100,000, and the latter settled them directly with the 
. Government of Land,13remen. On December I, 1959, the Dremen Senate paill 

DM t ,500,000 (or the construction ofa new synagoguc and a h0111e for the aged. j 
,., 

3) British tlIllI j:rt'/u/' Z'IIIC'(', , 
,I 

In the Britis'h Zone, the Jewish Trust Corporation and the Laellder o! 

Governments' reached the global settlements outlined below, that covered 
indemnification claims for damage to synagogues and for the destruction of 
comnHlnal and organizational properties. 

t. Land Hamburg, DM5.000,000. TheJTC received DM 2.400,000, which it 
'. shared with the Jewish COl11munal Fund. for North-west Germany, and' 
, DM 2,600,000, as "Ueberhang" wel!t to the Jewish Community of 

Hamburg. 
2. Lower Saxony, DM 9,450,000. The JTC received DM 5,700,000 which it 

, 

I 
, shared with the Jewish Communal Fund, and DM 3,750,000 went to the :It 

Jewish communities of Lower Saxony." ' 
3. North-Rhine WL'Stphalia, DM 21,000,000, to be shared with the Jewish 

" 


Communal Fund. 

4. Schleswig-Holstein, DM 1,133,047. TheJTC received DM600,071 which 

it shared with the Jewish Communal Fund, and DM 532,976as "Ueberhang" 

went to the Jewish C0l1l111uilal Fund, in trust (or the Jewish cOl1lmuniti~s of 

Schbwig-Holstein. ' 

In the French ZOl1e, thc JTC-French Branch and the Laender Governments' 


reached the global settlements outlined below that covered indemnification 
claims for damage to synagogues and for the dl-struction of communal and 
organizational propertks. ' ' 

1. Maillz, DM 1,740,950. 
2. Worms, DM 435;000. 
3. Trier, DM 1,080,000. 

4, SOllthBaden, DM 2,400,000. 

5. Bad Krellznach. DM 750,000. '. ~ 

6. South Wuerttembcrg and Hohcnzollern, DM 1,250,000. 
7. Koblenz, DM 3,350,000. 

4) B'/lII; B'rit/', . 

Among the organizations that considered themselves to be SUCCl'Ssors in 
illterl'St of col11l11unal organizations dissolved under the Tenth Decree to the 
Reichsbucrgl'rgesctz (Rl'ich Citizenship Law), was the Suprcme Lodge o( the 
Order of 13'nal 13'rith, Washington, D:C. The 13'nai 13'rith asserted a claim to 

the restitution of properties seized by the Nazi regime from its Lodges ill the 
former u.S. and 13ritish Zones. The O'nai 13!rith maintained that their claims for 
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restitution took precedence over those f~led by theJRSO for the properties ofits 
former Lodges. 

The D'nai D'rith asserted its claim on the ground that its former Lodges in 
Germany had held their assets as trustees of the Order. When the Lodges were 
dissolved by Nazi administrative action, their assets passed automatically to the 
Suprct:ne Lodge in Washington, D.C. The JRSO and the JTC rejected the 
argument, on the ground that several court decisions had held that the Lodges in 
Germany were formed as separate legal bodies. Hence, the successor organiza­
tions maintained, they alone must be considered the sole legitimate claimants, 
while the claim of the Supreme Lodge to act as the legal sllccessor of the former 
Lodges in Germany lacked foundation in law. . 

The JRSO expressed the wish to facilitate the recovery of the properties in 
question, but without yielding ground on the legal aspects. Finally, agreement 
was reached .on March 30, 1951, whereby the JRSO agreed to assign to the. 
Supreme Lodge all of its claims to former Lodge properties in Germany, while 
the Supreme Lodge agreed to use all the assets recovered upder the .I!rms of the 
Agreement for the relief, rehabilitation and resettlement ofJewish victims of 
Nazi persecution, and predominantly for those in Israel. Thereafter, the JRSO 
segregated in a separate trust account, for the benefit of the Supreme Lodge, the 
income and assets' that accrued from those properties. In its turn, the JRSO was 
compensated for the expenditures it had incurred in those cases.. 

Net recoveries in the former U;S. Zone that were credited to the D'nai D'rith 
ranged beyond DM 450,000. The greater part went into the purchase and 
maintenance of a unit in the Hillel Foundation of the D'nai D'rith in Israel. 

IX. ·Pensions For Former CO","lImity Offidak 

Former Jewish community officials in Germany, among them rabbis. 
teachers, cantors, librarians, social workers, or their widows, who would have 
been eligible for pensions had the Nazis not destroyed their communities, 
petitioned the JRSO to set aside a portion of its assets to meet those pension 
claims. The petitions were grounded on the argument that the JRSO, as the 
successor to the former Jewish communities in Germany, was liable for the 
pension obligations. The JRSO maintained that whatever obligations the 
former communities might have had to these pensioners, the obligations did not 
accrue to it as the successor organization. 

At the same tinw, iitlight of the importance and the pressing urgency of thcsc 
pension claims, the JRSO referred claimants to indemnification legislation in 
Germany that was seheduled for enactment. TheJRSO joined hands with the 
COnference on Jewish Material Claims Against Germany (Claims Conference) 
to devise procedures with the German Federal Government for the payment of 
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Pl'JlSiOIl claims ofofficials and employecs of the former Jewi~h communities in 
Germany. In fact, by Protocol # 1, signed on September to, 1952, between the 
German Federal Republic and the Claims Conference, the former undertook to 
pay compensation to persons who had suffered losses as officials or.eniployees of 
Jewish communities or of public institutions within the territories of the 
German Reich as ofDcccmber 31,1937. On April 9, 1953, the Feder~l Interior 
Ministry issucd guidelines for the implelilctltation of that obligation. To set the 
program in motion with the greatest possible specd, a fund was creatcd for thl' 
making of pension payments, and thc Claims Confcrcnce was authorized to 

., appoint a Pensions Advisory Doard: Acting in a strictly advisory capacity,thc 
Board weighed thc claims submittcd and prcscnted its views of them to thc 
German authorities. Ovcr the years, the Pemions Advisory Board has evaluated 
ovcr 3,500 claims, and pension payments to bencficiaries exceeded $23,000,000, 
all told. 

X. Maintenance OfA [,andonedJewish Cemeteries 

Dy thc close ofWorld War II, some 1,700 abandoned Jcwish cemetcries in thc 
Western Zones of Gcrmany werc in disrepair and without care. All were 
confiscatcd by thc Rcich, and had been vandalized in the abs~'lIce of the formcr 
.owners,' the Jewish communities. The Military Governments in Germany 
cnforccd thc rcstoration of the desecrated burial grounds, but the carc i>fthem 
lay beyond thc capabilities of the ncwly formcd Jewish communities scattcred 
throughout the Western Zones. .. .. . 

Thc thrce successor organizations and the Jewish communities formed a 
committec to negotiate with the German Federal Government on the matter. In 
1953, a settlement was reachcd whereby thc latter agreed to pay DM 200,000 for 
the restoration ofccmeteries which had gone without maintenance after 1945. 
Subsequcntly, on Rosh Hashanah Eve, 5717 (1956), the German Fedcral 
Governmcnt and the Laendcr agrecd to providc care and maintenancc .. In Ju·ne 
1957, a Protocol agrcemcnt was signed bctween the Federal and the Laender 
Governments on the onc hand and the three successor organizations, the 
Landesverbaende and the Zcntralrat der Juden in Deutschland On the other. 
The Protocol called for the grant of permanent care to abandoncd Jewish 
cemcteries in the Gcrman Fcderal Republic. upkeep in harmony with the 
surrounding landscape, maintenancc of a surrounding wall equipped with a 
gate and lock, and grass cutting at regular intervals. The care of individual 
graves and tombstones was Icft to the next ofkin. The agreemcnt did not cover 
West Bcrlin since no Jewish cemetcries were locatcd in that city. 

On February 20, 1958, implcmentation of the Protocol was assured by an 
agrcemcnt betwcen the German Federal Government and thc Laender to share 
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equally in the costs of upkeep, which wOllld reach DM 0.25 per square meter, 
estimates indicated. 

Under the overall agreement betwecn the JRSO, the Landesverbaende, aud 
the Jewish cOllllllunitit.'S in the U.S. Zone, title to abandoned cemeteries was 
transferred to the particular Landesverband charged with jurisdiction. Where 
maintenance costs ranged beyond those shouldered by the Federal and Lacnder 
Governments, the exct.'Ss was to be covered bya special ft;llld that the 
Treuhandfonds ill the U.S. Zone were scheduled to establish. 

Opell cemeteries, those ill active use as burial grounds, arc currendy under 
maintenance by the Jewish COllll11llllities in the territories in question. 

XL !he LegalAid Deparl11letlt 

. U.S. Military Government Law #59, promulgated in 1947, authorized 
former owners and their heirs to claim the restitution of identifiable property. 
Similar laws were enacted for the British Zone in 1949, for the French Zone in 
1952, and for the three western sectors of Berlin in 1949: 

The restitution laws were very complex. Private claimants necded the aid of 
lawyers, but many lacked the means to pay for the cost of their services. The 
Heed strengthened the notion offorming a legal aid society, composed offormer 
Gernlan lawyers, in the main, who were ready to represent private claimants 
seattered the world over, and led to the founding of the United Restitution 
Organization (U.R.O.) in 1948. It was formed in London as ali English 
company and opened offices in Israel, the U.S., France, Great Britain, in the 
British and French Zones of Germany and ill the corresponding sectors of 
Berlin. But in the U.S. Zone and in the U.S. Sector of Berlin, it ran into 
difficulties. The U.S. Military Government was unwilling to authorize all 
unknown legal aid society to submit the claims ofc1iellts based on M.G. Law 
#59, the Berlin Restitution Law ofJuly 1949, and the General Claims Law for 
the U.S. Zone of August 1949. The U.S. Military Government, in ignorance of 
the notable caliber of the personalities who supported the URO, voiced the fear 
that claimants of sl1lallmeans might fall into the hands of irresponsible persons 
who would hold back for their own pockets a great share of the sums recovered. 
The U.S. authorities believed that theJRSO was in a position to carry out the 
legal aid program singlehanded. Accordingly, the JRSO opened Legal· Aid 
Departments, by the eild of 1948, to collaborate with the URO in providing 
claimants of small means with services they needed. Such departments were 
opened in Nuremberg, Frankfurt, Munich and Berlin.· Although subject to 
administrative supervision by the JRSO, those departlllents functioned auton­
omously. acting more as branch offices of the URO than as' departments of the 
JRSO. Great stress was laid upon avoiding conflicts of interest between the 
claims handled by the Legal Aid Departments and those of theJRSO itself 
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XII. Board OfEquity Procedures Aud Equity Hardship Fund .. i 

In all, the JRSO paid individual claimants ofproperties that the organization 
had already recovered a sum bordering on DM 12,500,000. Predominantly, the 
claimants were heirs to properties who had forfeited their legal rights to 
restitution by the failure to file their claims by December 31, 1948, the filing 
deadline set forth in M.G. Law #59. 

The JRSO had withdrawn its claims to private properties wherever former 
owners or their heirs had submitted claims before the filing deadline had 

.., expired. But now, claimants who had failed to submit timely claims, challenged 
the validity oftheJRSO claims to the properties in question. and demanded tht' 
transfer to them of the claims or the proceeds. Their protests were never 
weakened by any realization that the swift action taken by the JRSO had made 
recoveries possible to begin with, and hence that the JSRO alone was legally 
entitled to the proceeds. By April 1950, some 300 persons had petitioned the 

i JRSO for the assignment of such claims or the proceeds of them, and appear­
ances suggested that thcs"e petitions were but the ftrst forerunners ofmany. 

The moral predicament underlying the JRSO position was clear: should it 
proceed with the recovery of properties to which it was legally entitled or 
should it reduce the funds available for the relief and rehabilitation of Nazi 
victims by accepting the claims ofheirs who retained at least equitab"le rights? It 
also was true that negligence in meeting the filing deadline was not the only 
ground for the forfeiture of claims. In many instances, claimants had never 
learned of the existence of the fIling deadline or of the e~istence of the very 
property they were now claiming. or they were informed, incorrectly. that the 
filing of a claim. was unnecessary to protect their rights. The need for an 
equitable procedure to handle the petitions of claimants impressed itself upon' 
all. . 

Accordingly, the JRSO obtained amendments and special licenses under the 
terms of !\i.G. Law #59, so as to legalize the assignment of its rights to late 
claimants in equity cases. An Equity Board was created to deal with these claims 
alid they swiftly gained the label "equity claims." The JRSO, by public 
announcements, invited late claimants to sul?mit petitions to it before 
December 31. 1950, and expressed its readiness to assign its legal rights to all 
heirs, however remote the relationship. who could prove their rights to the title. 
subject to a service charge to be paid by them. The service charge varied in siz~ in 
keeping with the value of the property and the claimant's relationship to the 
original owner. In hardship cases, only a nominal service charge was levied. 

Some 2,500 equity claims were submitted by December 3 t, 1950, the expir­
ation date of the filing deadline, andcollsiderably more came ill afterwards. A 
second filing deadline was publicly announced for Decemha 31," 1951, arid it 
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called for a slightly higher service charge for late petitioners. A third one was 
dated December 31,1952, more thall five years beyond the enactment of M.G. 
Law #59. Dy the end ofJuly 1955, over 4,800 equity claims were submitted to 

theJRSO. 
The same pattern was followed in the' Dritish Zolle at the Jewish Trust 

Corporation and at its bran!=h for the French Zone. Finally, the three successor 
organizations agreed that the equity procedures should be closed by December 

.31,1955, and that clainis should not be accepted thereafter. Payments 011 these 
equity claims reached nearly DM 12,500,000. At the same time, to deal with the 
claims of needy persons who might file at a still later date, a trust fmul, the 
Equity Hardship Fund, was created in London ill July 1956. 

The three successor organizations endowed the Fund with a capital of DM 
2,000,000 and with a management expense account of OM 250,000. The 
contributions ranged as follows: 

M(II"'.~(,lIIc"t 

Trtlst Flllld Expe"sC5 
jRSO DM 925.000 DM 115.625 

JfC , IJM 925,000 IJM \15,625 

jTC.French Branch ' DM 150,000 DM 18,750 

The filing deadline for the Equity Hardship Fund expired on JUlle 30, 1957, 
but the successor organizations agreed to transfer to it all claims that had 
reached them after January 1, 1956. The Fund stated in its by-lawsthat onlythe 
original owner or his heirs who qualified as near rdatives, and who were in 
need, were eligible to file claims. Claims adjudicated by the Fund were paid at a 
reduced rate - 70% of the award or OM 50,000, whichever was less. 

Once again, claimallts in considerable numbers filed petitions after June 30" 
1957, and once again, the successor organizations extended the deadline, this 
time to December 31, 1958. It is notable that the latter date fell a full ten years 
after the original deadline fixed by M.G. Law #59. In all, 490 cases were 
adjudic~ted and payments reached some DM 1,250,000. The surplus was repaid 
to the successor organizations in kecping with the size' of their share in the 
original capital TheJRSO share came to 46.25% (OM 235,000). 

XIII. 	The Recovery OfCuiwral Property 

In its claims to heirless property, the JRSO did not restrict itself to the 
recovery of real estate, bank accounts, securities and the like. From the incep­
tion, its Cultural Property Division sought to trace and to recover Jewish 
cultural, artistic and religious objects the Nazis had plundered within Germany, 
or had transported to German territory from occupied eastern cOLIntries. The 
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U.S. Military Government had taken custody of these objects and had listed 
them specifically in inventories. 

In 1947, the Jewish Cultural Reconstruction Corporation UCR) was es­
tablished by Jewish scholars and Jewish cultural organizations, and linked to the 
JRSO for tracing. restituting and allocating Jewish books and ceremonial 
objects that the Nazis had plundered. TheJCR came to actas a virtual arm of", 

, the JRSO for the recovery of such objects. In February 1949. it won official 
recognition as the trustee of all cultural Jewish objects that were stored at the 
Offenbach depot in Germany. Over 10,000 ceremonial objects were recovered .,~, 

and distributed to synagogues and museums in Israel, Western Europe. South 
Africa and the United States. Many cases ofobjects containing, in all, over 1,000 
Torah scrolls that were burnt, torn. or reduced to fragments; were shipped to 
the JDC offices in Paris for examination and repair at the hands ofscribes, and 
for subsC<]uent distribution in Israel and Europe. Some scrolls were 200 years old 
and more. Over 250,000 books, pamphlets and other writings were also dis­
tributed in Israel, Western Europe and the United States. Entire libraries and 
collections, e.g. the Hermann Cohen Library, were' transferred in toto to the 
Hebrew University in Jerusalem. Other volumes, Over 2,500 in all, many of ' 
them rare and centuries old, went to the Jewish Theological Seminary, the 
Institute ofJewish Religion and the Yiddish Scientific Institute (YIVO), all in 
New York. ' 

Scarcely a major Jewish community ill the world failed to benefit from the 
redistribution of these treasures. A substantial share went to Jewish communi­
ties in Western Europe and aided in their struggle for cultural and spiritual 
reconstruction. Similarly. the Hebrew University Library, and the Bezalcl 
Museum in Jerusalem. along with other libraries, yeshivot and religious insti­
tutions in Israel, received allotments in cooperation with the Israeli Ministry for 
Religious Affairs. Illl11aking the distributions. an advisory committee ofleading 
Jewish librarians, art curators and other experts assisted the JCR. In cases where 
the original Jewish owners could be traced, recovered objects were returned to 
them. 

In addition to Jewish cultural and religious objects, the JCR acting as an I,
agent of the JRSO probed for art objects that were secular in character, notably 

I 
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paintings from Jewish museums or Jewish private homes that the Nazis had 
I 	 ,seized. In greatest part, these objects were cached near Munich, in the U.S. Zone. 


In February 1949, the Munich Collecting Point of the U.s. Military Govern­

ment transferred to the JRSO eleven crates containing nearly 700 art objects. 

These were shipped to New York, in November 1949, and were transferred to 

the storage rooms of the Jewish Museum in that city for examination a~d 


appraisal by experts and art dealers. Thirty-five old paintings that had under­

gone restoration were shipped to the Bezalel Museum in Israel, as representative 

examples. 
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The remaining objects, among them some 100 paintings, 150 drawings and 
prints, 200 miniatures, a number ofcarved angels in wood, and a large figure of 
St. Ambrosius valued at some $4,500, were offered at public sale. The existem:e 
of the collection was publicly advertised so as to enable individual owners or 
their hcirs to come forward. As a result, sevcral paintings were claimed at this 
point and werc withdrawn frol11 the sale. In a fcw instances, paintings were 
repurchased from art dealers at a later point. 

In 1952, the JRSO uncovcred a collection of nearly 400 pictures in the ORicc 
of the Administration of Properties of thc City of Bcrlin that originally were ,-,.
plundered by thc Nazis from the Rcichsvcreinigung dcr Judcn in Deutschland. 
Most of thc paintings had becn thc propcrty of the Berlin Jewish M UseUlll. The 
distribution of this collection was agreed upon as follows, after discussions held 
with the JTC and the JTC-French Branch: fiftecn paintings to the Jewish 
Museum of the Hebrew Union College at Cincinnati, Ohio; fivc paintings to 
the United Kingdom, for display in London primarily, at homes for thc agcd 
for refugees from Central Europe; threc or four paintings wcrc earinarkcd for 
the same purpose to thc JTC, French Branch. Thc rest were scheduled to go to 
the Bezalel Museulll,Jerusalelll,with the proviso that 25-30 paintings should be 
hung in homes for the aged conducted by thc Irgull Olej Mcrkaz Europa, the 
Israel branch of the Council of Jews from Germany. Paintings were also 
returned te individual c1aiman'ts or their hcirs who were ablc to prove previous 

ownership. 

XIV. Heirless Property In The United Stales' 
(U.S. Public Law #626) , 

When World War II began, title to assc,tsin the United States belonging to 
enemy countries and their nationals, was vested in the Alien Propcrty Cus­
todian, pursuant to Execlltive Ordcr #9095 ofMarch II, 1942. German o~ned 
assets, running to some ~541,OOO,002. in value, were subsequcntly seized. Thc III 
Trading with the Enemy Act provtikd that after the war cnded, those proper­
ties should be disposcd of"as Congress shall direct." 

TheJRSO as the American successor organization for hcirless and unclaimcd 
property ofJcwish victims of Nazi pcrsecution sought recognition ofits role by 
the Office of Alien Property. Aftcr many years of intcmive cfforts with the 
cxecutive and legislativc branches President Eisenhowcr designatcd, on January 
13,1955, the JRSO a~ thc successor organization, under U.S. Public Law #626. 

Ordcr issued under the Trading with thc Enemy Act, ha\'illg a ceilillg of 
$3,000,000. 

Undcr the Exccutivc Ordcr, the JRSO ftlcd claims at the Office of Alien 
Property (OAP), although ill many instanccs it lacked specific information ill 
support of those claims. ThcJRSO probed for information in the records of the 
OAP. III cvery instancc, thc JRSO had to establish whcthcr an individual claim 
was filcd and, ifnot, to subthit cvidencc that the fonner owner had been a Nazi 
victim. The task was tremendous in scopc, strctching ovcr a span of ten years, 
and was besct with many difficulties. After thousands ofclaims wcre filcd at the 
OAP, it became clear to all that a bulk settlcmcnt and not an adjudication on a 
case-by..:casc basis was in thc mutual intcrest of all parties. The U.s. Govcrn­
mcnt would otherwise be confronted with cnormous administrative costs in 
proportion to thc sizc of thc claims. , 

In 1960, Senator Kcating, together with Senators Javits a'nd Kefauvcr, in­
troduced in thc 86th Congress all Amcndment to Section 32{h) of the Trading 
with thcEncmy Act that called for a bulk settlcmcnt ill the amount of$500,000 
ofall the claims submittcd by the JRSO. Paymcnts wcre to stcm from the fund 
set asidc for unclaimed properties of deccascd pcrsons. Thc House of Reprc­
sentatives passed the bill, whilc thc Senatc Judiciary Committee reported it 
f.worably to the Senatc. Unhappily, thc Senatc adjourncd before the measurc 

. could reach thc floor., In thc ncxtCongr.ess. Senator Keating offcred an identical)) 
bill, co-sponsored this timc by Senators Hart of Michigan and Seott of Penn- I 
sylvania. The bill, Public Law 87-816, passed both houses and was enacted on 

~r?2 '%3 ' , 
:Fcbruary 26,1963, President Kcnnedy issued Executivc Order 11,086 that 

amcndcd thc Executive Ordcr President Eisenhower had issucd in 1955. It 
invitcd the filing ofapplications for the designation ofsuccessor in interest, and 
also delcgatcd to thc Forcign Claims Settlement Commission all the powcrs 
confcrred upon the Presidcnt by Section 32{h} of thc Trading with thc Enemy 
Act as amcndcd by Public Law 87-846. The JRSO was then designated as the 
sole successor organization, and on Junc 18; 1963. it rcquestcd thc Forcign 

Claims Settlemcnt Commission in Washington, D.C. for thc full paymcnt ofII 
$?OO,O! ThcJRSO ccrtiflcd that the cntirc sum would be used in thc Unitcd 

States or thc rehabilitation and rescttlemcnt of persons in need who had 

suffercd the loss of libcrty at Nazi hands. No portion of thc funds werc to be 

used for the paymcnt of Icgal fees, salaries, or other administrative expcnses 

conllcctcd with thc filing ofclaims or the rccovcry ofproperty under Section 32 

ofthc Trading with thc Enemy Act. ThcJRSO agrced to submit a full report oil 

the usc of thc funds to thc President of thc Forcign Claims Settlemcnt 

Commission. 


As the successor in interest, it was authorizcd to recei.vc unclaimed propertics of 
On June 28, 1963, the Forcign Cfaims Settlement C011lmission awarded the 

deceased persons that were seizcd in 1942, undcr the terms of an Executive 
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$500.000 to the JRSO. To put the funds to the 1ll0~t eRective lISe, the JRSO 
granted the first priorities to organizatiolts that aided the handicapped and the 
aged and the economic rehabilitation of the young. 

The funds were ~lIocated as follows: 

A,I!"d(/I/' I$rt/c/ ~VI)rM Or(,(IIliZ(lIio//, NCIII York $50.000 
To aid in establishing a housing project in New York City for aged Nazi 

victims. The Agudath Israel shouldered responsibility for completing the 
project and maintaining it. 

'Ouho/ic Rc/ief Sl'rl'jcc - N(lli(!lw/ C(lfholic 
Wclf(lrc C(//~rCrellcc, Ncw York $50,000 

To provide handicapped Nazi victims in need with one-time rehabilitation 
grantsranging in size up to $1,500 per family 

Nehcllli(lh Ro[,ill$oll ¥clllor;(I/ Scho/(lrsilip Hllld $ 100,000 
To establish a scholarship fund in memory of Dr. Nehemiah Robinson, 

administered by the United Help, Inc. in New York. Nazi victims who had 
completed their secondnry education were eligible to apply for scholarships 
providing vocational and professional training. The JRSOdid not seek to 
administer the program. separately. since the United Help has conducted a 
scholarship. program ofits own for a number ofyears. 

Ullilcd Hi(ls SCrllicc, Ncw York $100,000 
To resettle problem families in communities outside ofNew York City. with 

the aid of OJ~e-time integration grants. in cooperation with the local Jewish 
resettlement agencies. These agencies had to shoulder responsibility for 
providing beneficiaries with continuing care. Individual grants ranged in size up 
to $1,500 per family. 

Ullilcd Hcl". I//c.• Ncll' York $200,000 
To aid in establishing a housing project for Nazi victims in the vicinity of 

New, York City (Flushing). The United Help waS required to provide the 
funds l1ecded to complete the project and to maintain it. 

XV. Allocatiotls 

From its early beginnings. the JRSO channelled the funds that arose form the 
. restitution of heirless property to the aid of Nazi victims ill need. Beneficiaries 
were many. but the funds were limited. AII~ati0llS were granted virtually frol11 
the start because JRSO administrative costs were low in the first Seven years of 
its existence. Office space atJRSO headquarters in NUl'emberg. and at its cleven 
regional offices were provid~d by the U.S. Army. Salaries for the large staff, 
which numbered 330 persons at the peak. were met out of occupation costs 

advanced by the U.S. Military Government. Subsequently. the advance of 

occupation costs was cancelled by the u.s. High COl11missioner. 


The question arose whether the JRSO should conduct a program of relief, 
 .• i 
rehabilitation and reconstruction with an apparatus of its own or should I 
channel welfare funds via organizations with experience in conducting aid 
programs for Nazi victims in necd. From the outset, all hands agreed that the 
two major constituent bodies oftheJRSO-theJewish Agency for Israel and the 
JDC-should conduct the relief activities of theJRSO as its operating agents. 

jCll'i.(/, A,(,CIICYfor Ismel OAFl) 
Up to December 31. 1972. JRSO grants to the Jewish Agency amounted to 

DM 114,044,273, in all. The Jewish Agency used the first DM 13,000,000 in 

JRSO funds for the purchase ofpre-fabricated homes for new immigrants in the 

Ma'abaroth, the transit camps. Additional funds went for the purchase of 

agricultural machinery, construction equipment,' tools. irrigation pipes and 

other materials for the use ofnew settlemellts inhabited by Nazi victims. In the 

past fifteen years, JRSO funds aided the Jewish Agency in meeting its respon­

. sibilities in the fields of il11migration and absorption. agricultural settlements 

and youth aliyah. In immigration and absorption. aid to new immigrants 

consisted predominantly in providing housing, health services, and education in 


.1 
Ulpanim and in institutions of higher learning. In the field of agricultural 
settlements. JRSO funds were channelled to existing settlements ao; well as to i 

I 
new ones, and also hel ped to provide water for farm usc. The funds also aided in I 

the maintenance and care of children and teenagers in Youth Aliyah t 
institutions. I 

Alllcri((w jcwish joi", Distrib",iOIl Committcc ODe) 
In the 25-ycar span between 1947-1972, payments to theJOC came to DM 

56,171,060, in all. In the first year, the funds helped to mcct general relief needs 
of displaced persons at Camp Foehrenwald. the last of the OP camps in 
Gemlany to dose its gates. The JOC bore responsibility for the maintenance 
costs; which were large, but theJRSO contribution helped to meet them in part. 
After Camp Foehrenwald clOsed. the JRSO allocations aided mainly in the 
operation of Malhen. a JOC network in Israel for the aid of aged and han­
dicapped immigrants. They were Nazi victims, in the greatest part. JRSO funds 
helped to provide needy persons with institutional care in hospitals and homes 
for the aged, and aided programs for handicapped children, sheltered workhops, 
and those aimed at completing the integration of immigrants into the State of 
Israel. . 

Col/lui/4jewsfrolll Genl/(ltlY 

From the very start, the Council ofJews from Germany, a co-founder ofthe 
JRSO, requested a share of the recoveries from heirless properties for the aid of 

. German-Jewish emigrees in need who were scattered the world over. Those 
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emigrees, the Cotlncil contended, had a legitimate claim to a share of the funds 
which had accrued frolll propertiL'S that had once belonged to German Jews, 
almost in their entircty. In 1953, theJRSO granted an allocation of$200,ooO to 
"Help and Reconstruction", an affiliate of the COllncil, that aided Gcrlll;Jn­
Jewish rcfugees in the United States. The funds were uscd for the construction 
and maintenance ,of a home for the aged in New York City for Jewish Nazi 
victims in need. 

On November 3, 1954 an agreement was reached in Paris between the 
Council and the JRSO. It prQvided that H% of all future SlIlIlS available for 
distribution by the JRSO should. be channelled to thl.· Council ofJews from 

.", 

Germany. 
JRSO allocations tothe Council frolll Novelllber 3, 1954 to December 31, 


1972 reached DM 14,910,219, and the distribution took the following pattern: 


United Help. Inc. . ............................... . DM 7,131.350 

leo Baeck Institutes ....•.......................... 5.5 1S•.qo 

Irgun Olej Mcrkaz Europa ................. -........ . 2.0IS,739 

Our Parcnts Homc, Johannesburg .................... . 110,000 

American Fcderation ofJews from Central Europe ....... . 132.000 


The COllncil designated United Help, Inc. as its operating agellt for the funds 
from the JRSO available to it for distribution in the United States. United 
Help, Inc. is the coordinator of the activities of Helpalld Reconstruction, (nc.; 
The BIlle Card, IIIC., and Sclfhelp of Emigrccs from Central Europe. (nc., three 
agencies created in the United States by Jewish Nazi victims frol\1 Germany to 
cope with the social needs of refugees who stemmed frolllCentral Europe. 

Allocations to the Leo Baeck Institutes in New York, London and Jerusalem 
enabled the Council to promote cultural projects and programs which it is 
hoped will preservc for the coming generations the spiritual heritage ofGerman 
speaking Jewry. 

The Irgun OlejMerkaz Europa, Tel-Aviv, attends to the interests ofJewish 
Nazi victims in need who are dwelling in Israel. The JRSO allocations went 
mainly for ca~h relief, to complement social welfare aid provided by the State of 
Israel. ' ,~ 

S",al/er O~~mlizalic",s ill Israel 	 _ 
In 1951, the Congregation K'hall AdathJeshurun, New York, requested the 

JRSO to return nine restituted properties in Frankfurt/Main (Germany) 
which had formerly belonged to the Franfurter Israelitische Religiollsgesell­
schaft. an Orthodox body. Agreemellt was reached in May 1954. following three 
years of negotiations. By its terms, th~ Jewish Agency and theJOC agreed to 
yield a part of their shares in the JRSO recoveries. to permit the grant of DM 
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200,000 towards the construction costs of a convalescent home in Israel for 

Torah students who attended religious schools affiliated with the Vud Haye­

shivoth in that country. The home would bear the name of the Frankfurter 

Israelitische Religionsgesellschaft. The arrangement met the wishes of the 


- representatives ofthe former Rcligionsgesellschaft, that a part ofthe proceeds of 
its former properties in Frankfurt should memorialize in Israel the name and 
spirit ofits community, and they waived all further claims on theJRSO. The -I! 

agreement paved the way for a shift in policy in the distribution ofJRSO funds. 
It was decided that a certain percentage of the funds accumulated for distribu­
tion would be made available -for specifiC projects submitted by claimant 
agencies other than the JOC. the Jewish Agency and the Council ofJews from 
Germany. Proposals for the use in Israel of funds in aid of schools. synagogues 
and for other religious purposes were submitted by the Vaad Hayeshivot and 
the ChiefRabbi oflsraeL Grants were also requested for a special Building Loan 
Fund in (srael to assist in the improvement and expansion ofYeshiva premises, 
and for the building of a convalescent home to service the teaching staff~nd 
seminary students of the Beth Jacob School system in Israel. The Ministry of , 
Religion in Israel proposed a special fund for the constr\Jction and repairof 
synag?gucs in Israel, focusing especially on those serving Nazi victims primarily. 
Allocations were granted in the following sums initially: Building Loan Fund, 
OM 231,000, Beth Jacob School system; OM 150,000, and towards the special 
fund for synagogue construction in I.srad, OM 219,000. 

011 June 27, 1956, the JRSO Executive Committee formulated a definitive 

key for the distribution of its funds among the Jewish Agency, the JOC, the 

Council pf Jews from Germany and for, religious projects in Israel. in the 

following percentages: 


Jewish Agency for Israel ....................•....•.......... 56.95% 

American Joint' Distribution Committee ...•...•••.............. 2S.05% 

Council ofJews from'Germany : ...,............ ; •.............. 11.()()% 

Religious Projccts in Israel ....... '..........•.......... .' . . . .. 4.()()% 


Over the years, JRSO allocations for Israel fell into four main categories: 
,yeshivoth, religious teachers' seminaries, synagogues and religious research 
projects. 

Allocations to Israel were granted in aid of the organizations and programs 
I 

listed in the table below: 	 I' 
I
I: 

:'11 
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I, 	Yrs/lifl(!(/' 

Building Loan Fund .'" •.............•.......... 
Medical Aid Fund (Mifal Hatorah) ............ ; •.... 

VnnJ Hart's/Iil""" 
Convalescent Home. Nat!lnya .. , .•.....•....... , .. 
Fundsto provide Gcmaroth , .• '.. , .•.••.•••..•.... , 
Loan Fund for Educational Furnishings •. , .......•.. , 

2. 	 Teachers' Semillnries nil/I 
Religiolls Yout" EJllctlfiou 
Beth Pinchas Tcachers' Seminary .•....•.. , ....... ,. 
Central BethJacob Teachers' Seminary ,.: .......• " .. 
Central Committee for Rest Centers for Religious YOllth. 

Sde Chemed ..... , .•...........•...••....•. 
Moon Yeladim ••......•.•.....•.••......•...... 
Mifal"Or Hachaim" ,'•..••••. " .••..•• ,.,."'." 
Council of the Sepharadic Community in Jerusalem , .. ,' 

3, Sptcial Synagogue Fuml ..• ,", .• ',., ..•• , ..•. ' ... '. 
4. Religious Resrarch ProjectS 

Ernest Marton Cultural Centre and Archives •....•.... 
Institute for Publication of Religious Books for 

'Newcomers ••...•....... ,., .......•• .- ..•.• 

Lithuanian Jewry Archives ..•.... : ............... . 
Megilat Polen " ..•.. ,.,., ...•. " ...••• '•. , ....•. 
Moreshet Sofrim .•....•.•.• , .• , ...'....•••...... 
Mesad Harav Kook ,., ..••••......••.••.... , .... 
Netuh, B'nd B'rak .. ', .•.•.....•••...••••...••.. 
Neva Hayeled ..... ,', .• ,., ...•• ,', ••.•..•. " .. , 
Otur Haposkim •..•.•.••..•. , ... ~ ...•....... , • 
Supreme Religious Centre "Hcchal Shlorpo" ..••.. , .. , 
Institute for the Talmudic Encyclopedia ..•• " ...•.... 
Torah Shelemah Research Institute. Jerusalem ...•..... 
Offset Printing School and Plant in Kfar Chabad 

(Lubavitch) .. , .•. , •••. ', .......••. , .... , .. , 
Yeshurun Library •. , .. , .. " .• "."., •• ".,., .. , 

"i-

XVI. Summary And Conclusions 
IL 500,000 

The foregoing chapters should amply demonstrate that the JRSO has sat· 115,000 

isficd the aspirations ofits sponsors. It has met the restitution objectives against 


100,714 	 formidable difficulties and has used 82.596 of its receipts for the social work 
140,000 carried 011 by its sponsoring agents, the Jewish Agency for Israel, the American 

100,000 
 Jewish Joint Distribution Committee and the Council' ofJews from Germany. 

The JRSO has discovered and claimed heirless Jewish property wherever it 
could digit out, to quote only restitution claims against individuals, restitution 95,000 

..-,405,000 claims against the German States, monetary claims against the former Reich, 

claims for securities and bank accounts and claims for Jewish communal 


170,000 
 property. Moreover, plundered Jewish books, paintings and ritual objects have 
40.000 been salvaged, and care and maintenance ofJewish cemeteries has been assured. 
50,000 

The following is a summary ofJRSO's achievements:90,000 
425.157 

Bulk settlements with the German States 
Individual settlements with rcstitutors ofconfiscated properties 

50,000 
Monetary claims against the former Re,ich 
Rdchsvereinigung settlement 

10.000 
Ministerial account settlement 

30,000 
HTO settlement (assets owned by Polish citizens) 

45,000 
Individual settlements regarding confISCated securities

20.000 
Jewish Communal Property settlements 

55,000 
Settlements regarding claims for losses from currency reform 

10,000 
Total50.000 


75,000 


OM 48,377~ 

41,825,000 
59,834,012 

3,559.soo 
9,153,000 
1,691,840 

1,940,500 
54,202,144 

1,737,346 

OM 222,320,632 

30,000 'Out of this total the JRSO granted DM 189,330,349 or 82.596 to its spon­

100,000 
 soring agents and for synagogues and religious research projects in IsraeL 
80,000 Another DM 13,200,000 went as equity payments to late claimants. Adminis­

tration of recovered property and payments in consideration of restituted65,000 

50,000 property required an outlay of DM 4,125,000 and payments covering the 


administration expenses of the German offices and of theJRSO headquarters in IL 2,900,871 
New York came to appr()ximately DM 14,000,000 (6.496 of the total receipts) 
over the 25 year period from 1947 to 1972. 

t, The JRSO is grateful to the U.S. Government which enacted the laws that 
- recognized the JRSO and to the U.S. Military Governor Gen. LuciUs D. Clay 

and U.S. High Commissioner John J. McCloy whose understanding and 
support were vital to JRSO's operations in Germany. 

Deep appreciation is due to the officers and the staff of the Jewish Trust 
Corporation and its French Branch. The results detailed in this report could not 
have been achieved without the dose cooperation of the managements of the 
three sister organizations. Special thanks go to those who directed the JRSO I 
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policies. especially in its early stages - Monroe Goldwater. Joseph J. Schwartz. 
Moses A. Leavitt. Moses Beckclmann. Charles Jordan and Jerome J. Jacobson of r 
the American Joint Distribution Committee, and Maurice M. Boukstcin, 
Georgc Landauer, Max Kreutzberger and Eran Laor of the Jewish Agency for 
Israel, to Benjamin D. Ferencz and Ernst Katzenstein, Directors General, and to 
Eli Rock and Saul Kagan, the Corporation secretaries. Sincere expression of 
appreciation also goes to George W cis, Director, Plans and Operations Board, to 
HaIlS Tuch, Regional Office Director in BC'r1in. to Erncst H. Weismann. 
Comptroller of the JRSO in New York and to all colleagues of the JRSO ','
without whose devotion to duty, loyalty and professional skill and perspicacity 
JRSO's achievements would 110t have been possible. . 

The officers and directors of the JRSO representing major Jewish organiza­ Itions can take justified pride in their collective achievement. 

! 
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. T',he'patternofPr.~perty'~.o.n.fr.'Ol.:in thetL~;':~~~'tor.: 'Gov~rilIhe~tinthis.fi~id:,duririgthe',:p~t' io~r ,yead'~,' 
, .' ,.of Berilin, has been shaped dtiringJhe';pasttou'r " of. operation: :",; "", , ", , . ", " ',' "",' 

" years by ,tnree basiccon$li~ei:a,tio~s':~c1bs~ly,' ntt¢~: '; To devise:' me(Ji6ds' "0'1. locating>p,Id,cfng' in;' 
grated' ip,f<;> ,the overall ,pulpose','oL the"A,nleriCan,' 'Custody,' ,~a{egtaidr{gi~qn4cidinjiilsl(di~g"",V,{l!iOi.is' 
occupatiOli of Germany. ' ",.,~,,:' ',' .~' : :',' ,.',' speciJ1.edcate'gofies'.'ol'propeity ::urider:cottLroi;--aiid ',',."" 

lthas been neces~ary to're,store;loote4ptoperiies " 'To 'reJease' pi:operli~s'dfleI> decj~i~hs:,j1iiiI,been 
'an~ thos~ ,acquir~d by t~e' .t;ra~is und.erpllfe:~s:to, ,miide',PT9vidJ!1g)or,>ihe!r, ;u!tim~/e(j)sp'oihjoft:'", ';' ,'"' 
theii:'originalowners.. ,', '."" hlttiill emphasis W:dS-' placed' ,on oig~nizing a:',' 
, 'It ;'hasbeen' necessaryt6remove.' ,d~si~riated ' ,: worka,ble syst~m,o'f ,l'ocating 'prop~rfies' 'supj~ct ',to,' 

persons, ,i~ line with the ~tpntlitarh'~ti:oil:b(,G.~t.;., c9.n!rol, 'on. pUI.~ing such ,Jlrop~~ties",urider ,C'U:s~ody', 
'. 	 many; froni positions of p,o'yver .\Vhidd!?-ey .held"by: ,and, providing, for their ,prqpe'r adnl,injstration. ''Piv~~ 

poss~ssing impoitanlprop,etties. " '" <.' chief~ ciistodiaIiS' :w;ere':assig'nedthe(!ut'y"'of jnveS~' 


ec~:!:~ .c~~b~:;~~~~e::t~r;~o~~.~b:~h~·~~:~: ' .tlig6~ri~h~~;~S~r?tt;\~~~i~:~tu(~~tti:~~;:'i~~:':!52': 
instruinimtal in 'm:aking:~lr'nos·t·· poss'~ble dii~ .... iIjad '(Blocking' and CdiltI;()l'o,f Property) six. in'i\jOJ:. "catl;l:':. .:: 
Nazi ,drea~ of world domination.. ' ":' ',' , " gories' ,of pr6p'eriies,?;wei~"established:,',rhe~'~"iii:' , 

The pr'o1;ll~ms and :the.c?~pie~i~i,$S'Q:(t~~,:~~'?!1,~~'m· ~-Iuded:":':' .' "'. ," : '::. " , ',:.:' '.i:";':>:.': :. 
have beep many. 'punng one sev.eralri:lOnths,:p!,!nod,': P,r~~ertles., o~ ymted Nahon,~' neu,tral, ..~~c,I :other, 

.. q.S.. '!'1ilitary Governineni, iri." ~ernIl': ~ad;il#Q-er Ats ,:-. ,qbse~t~e. ?~~~fS, '., .\~;.':. ',.;-: .. ' . :,......';'.. ':'~.~/''''.'' ~., " 
. control, proi:)erties. vaJue.d .' ilL 1;~15,000;OO6.p're~war .. ",:'roperhes 'of:th~ for~,~r Ge~~Rel~li,:~~~~~t~~es . 
Reichsmarks~niore .thari haIfa.billiOn·dollars.... , .(Lander); , . '. '. , , ,'::'-.,.,:', '. 
'Th' 1" .' .'f' " '" b; ,', ', ..:,," .: ,Properties' 'offornier Nazi ,.orgariizations,·:(e:' g" 

e voume 0 ,cas1e.,s.treate.d .. y"Qcc.upahon. ·Offl~"'·'.":.·t· 'f'th,' 'D" 't·>:h".:'.'A' 'b"··t"J' . .":·.'.")·':·:~""·"· ." ,:,'.',' ',. ,;' .", .,. : ',: ','..-" " " ,propery;o, e' eusc e:' r elsront," ,',,"
cl.als from lJune, 1948, to July, 1949,·can.,bem,ea,sured. '. 'p."', "ti' :,. 'f'·· 'NS'DA'p' . b' "'(N";':;' p',,' t' ".'," ,,","". ',','" ':" ,.' '.. " .. ,' J:oper es 0, mem ens, aZL ar y
by the 'volu,me. of ,,~orresI>(mdE:~ce,:"recelYedand" " 'b' ..: I'd" "bl' "':1'" t d"!'" ,,' ")\".''dl" d d' , .. ,' h" ,. . d'" Th' " ...... " ...;, ., mem ers, .mc u mg." alA IS e . persons,h"an e". uJ1mg, .~at p~n? ;' :, ,'~re:,~~,re'l,p'pr~x~ ""Properties,oF'tb:e[(3Farbenindu~trie,an:d" ":,

Imately 22,000 Items of'lncomm,g:corresponidence "p"" :''''t' . 'j'''''''''·'''''·'o··' .:,' .', .. '" ': "h" "..~':., 'b'":"":' 
. ,..' , . ' ,.,' . . ... '.:, , ',,' .' .' ' ,roper les, 'C almeu '.' y per£pns ,as,. aVlng,.. ..e~!l' 


requmng,attentIon. , '. ',:.'.,;~." ',lranifeHedunder.duh:~'s's.'':·.;'::''. ,' ....~,;,.:;," .. ,: " 

,U~~a'rds: of (\' th?ULS,a~~ cu~l~i&'~', figeD:t~;, :a~~" ';' As B~~l,in ~~~~".:o.rig~haiIy:goY~i~~~:~Y;.~;'qu~dii~' 

admlmstra~ors-dUI:mg the ·p,eak:pe!lO,q.'ofactIVltIes,. pai'tite Korrimari'datuia; no'Taw,concei:ningproj:Jer,ty 

in 1948-:-were~ employed,in' the',' mC!-n~ger'nentanQ' "contr6Lcouldbeissued.,inthe:individuaI"'sectors: 

aaministIia1iori ~of properties ,uIidef' Ci:Hitr,ol;~' '.,. ,.jithbut, .th'~ :,app'rov1,i, oC'that .,bodY/Th~,pFobi'€m·'; 


Two, underly~ng'pr6blems 'Mv~ faced' Military ,was laigeiy:.solved .l:ly,6peiatljlg, unoffh::iaUy:urider 
" 	 .' . .' . " , ; '" 

-~. ' 
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the p.ro~i¥ions"of MiHtary Go:~:~~~~nt La':V, ¥~fin~':.2itiieil~,:6(,tJieurii.ted,N~tf6h&\ciJia.:·D"~utr,~riati~ri.~':" 
sofa~ as that :was· p'ossible .-withOut a'.fo.rmal ;.e'xac~- "and;·.the:prog'#iri·wa.s la~~rj!xterided·.to,nati9.p.aJ.~,of 
'rrient' of tJ:1e ·law. , "... :.... ',,', ., ..:., ,foi-riieT,:enem~:~ountiltes:W;ith. :whol)i pela~~'Aieati~s 

·This"'procedure,·\\ias; ho\\ie~kr, ,·not.~n~i::o~ized:::" h;i"d,'been;AigIie.d. " , ,":: :,,': '>;< 
~:, "oIfiCially<urlfil ' the.:eJ1d, o'{:,A~~Jf~\,;::t:9~.5;;\~~'eii; the: ',,':~'i'dpe¥~~.:;:qf; .Naz.i#ady",q;gariiZ~~ions;,~~re'peirtQ 

, Kbmmahdliturci' 'pa.'sseda:.'resohition :.-p~irnnting,'.the ,'trap:sferr'¢d,'",' to'the,trade "und:ons;:.cooperati\(es.. and' 
,Colli~ai:id~r{ty.:qf:eC!;ch;'9ttn.,e' c{ty:<~ei:~o~~ ~tc::,app,lY:. ;..ot.liei~~¥qsi:atj~,'o~'ganii<iti~ns"whicti io~in~ily~h¢ld,' 
.·the .-laws hi ..effect :iri:hi~::jesp~five;~"z9ne";:of ,o~cu"''- fitle ;tb;',the:·.. ;:pr'oper~i~~;1f:'Shch otgan'iz~ti'ons~'.n9' 
·pation.." .,~ :"'." .:'., ,.. :' <',' ',': ,'.: "." ,·I~n.g~i.. eX{st: }h€n)rope~ti~s .a~"e,then'tl'an~ferredt0 

'.' • ,,', .' ':H'" .':, . 'C:::: t' 'dO.: ',W'"" '.::':·'E"'f.'f ," t'·.··d'o/.:' ." .' • ri:ew grou.ps;:whose a,ifus:,a.re: foundto;'·he ,'s.imHaf,to.·"ow us 0 y. ,as ec e " ',',""", ' .. "" ,'" ,...' .... , , , ",,", , ,,', '. "c," .,." .. 

, ' ·h·'··.'·· '.:';". . ',".i.:'. "c. \" '" .,:'.. ..."_ ·.those ',of: ~h'e :forme(Oigariiiatiol:ts,' :or,to;.;tl:ie·qty
,T., €!.:w:ofk ofJ?Catplg.<l.Il(L1I,lyes atmg:property. 'of'Be'rifn, : ..;.::.. .,..... ~.>.,'.\ ' ", of:united:Nati6ns,ri'eutral:'aIi:ij:o~eri.'te.e·owners·'" """"'<."';::,'. " ,'...... .. ,.: 

.. W(l.s·f.i~hita~~dby:".:t~~~'~s,e:::~f:"\the,;,.re~c~:.~:or~h~:: .... , .. ' '" 'How:;Conti.ol·Wa~: ix~rcised/:' '... ' ' . 

:" 

" .' 

.. fox:merEne'~Y"'AlieI?;;p,rop'.erty.€ustbdia!lin;;Ger.many, .. ,>1.' .'~":: :' .;'Y;'; ,', ,..' . ' .• 
,(!leichsk.qminj~saf "19r ;.~i¢:'.B~~c:ng,lizIi,g::Ieinc!licli.en<".'". . ~¥,i. o:d~r 5?: ~tan~~rdl~e '.':r:ne?-su~es .?f::;T..on,rol, 
yernio'g,e~sJr ' ftecoridS: ·t?f,.:p~opeitdeS~ of-Jpe- former'. ,~! op~.x:tles :w.:~re clc:~s~~ed u~t,o thre~ ~roup.? ):>pe~at-
G . R" h" "'f" d' "1' ""I"" ~'" "F' .'-"",,' ·mg ,properties, ,other.,.mcome-px:oducmg propeFties, erman elC were oun' aV'a1 au e, m ·...I.le lnanz­ ,'. ',' :, '. " ' ,'.. ' :, ; '!'.' , 

amt' filr, LiegenfichaJtei{ 'the' adiiiiniStrative 'oifit~ for,' '. :,~d.>:[!l01!.7!n<;:PIIl~pr9dU'C;1I~.g "prp~r~les.. , : : ' . 

.",·~~~~:::~~t~8~1hs~:~~1rt'J~~ist~J;~::;·~·~'~e~·fral·:~':i~~~,j~k~;~:\~~~.:=,\:~~t1~.~:~.~~g;~tt~~is':J::~'
'; agency fdr:the 'adlhiiii~'tr'a1iori'of'tonfi~dateci'jewish'··' ' ~~ading ~·:organizations~whiCh:,;normally":;ie'quir~ ,:',a 

. , .• '~ioper~ties',ri,ec&rd.s,~*.~.ie:,16~at~·;c·qnc.erniItg pi~p:e~-. :',.- ~~rg:~rtSh'~j'~'··~f ~~.i'enti~h:::ti1an)pr·~p~~~i'E!~:;~.?n~,i~~~ng. 
· : tiestrartsferred by".p:>riifiscaW9ii::.or· 'e!propr"iatiori: ... ,' ,~~ :,re~l;;,e.~t!lV~ '~Y:,co~herFe~~a:~!,e:';lIu~s,;l'~r- 'r~~.·:,.t):1,e 

" , Valuable, !nfor~,a:ti'O'~:' \¥,a~!. ~~~(j·:fi:u:Qi~~ed,.:,~¥'the'·' PXjlCtlS~'-;l0 ;:<!I1P?,Wt ,a:'c~st~d~?-Il',fqr"ea,~~> b):ls,~n~s~ ," 
, .. iecprds oH:he:V~izri'ogensv.elw.alt~~g:dei Deiitschel(·.ent~~pr~se~:',,: •...:': .. " ,:'" "','. ". ,";, ::: .,,' .> . 

. Arbe,HSJront : 'r'egarqli:rug, 'th-e:::~n~rmouS!;'h'oldiiigs':bf'.. ' ~:,'Otlier'hlcoro~;p.roduGhi'g,'.:1!-na·:hon:-lricorn~~p.~o:a4~~ 
.that oi:gani~atJon~" !An~·:':'~ri!o~rri'atioi(':a:bout,. 'Ure,:\ ... ing ':l,."eaU~~tate~tridt!ciing '~i~l:tt~ble.,pr'ol{e~t1.e~';"a:hd 

, holciings ~ of': 'Naii. '. :Party, i merilb~:rs:. was ',largely" .. '~destroyea:,;,piope',rties~~~~e.: nOi:m~ly '·Jli..arlil'g~d 'by'
i ' 'h',·" ',tf Ii',. . ,_, ",".".""'." ,,,-,.:,l,ir'~'!' """"', ""Y,'., ~,,'.' '~.~, ..l;'" .. ", ,.

obtained' from local.authorities. "'. ",.' aldministra:tors.;responSli:ble,.t6"the,lchief~Ci.ls<todians, '.' 
, ',', ...... :'.; .., "1' ':::: ~/ ' •• ' • .,"'; , \, : -.~.;.: ... ­ ,­ . . 'T' '. ".,"'. :.', '.: ':,1 " . • . ': l't' .•: 

'.• " , " ' ~,,- , t, 

.' ~. '.' '."'. ;'.~'(;~., ,,'\ ' .' ,.~1 '.~, ,.'., .: < '" ,,' .....:';., , 

COMPARATIVE, STATEMENT' SHOWING UNrrS OF, .PROPERTIES. UNDER C0NTReL . , 
, r' : ,: • " ..,,: \ .'!'~ . , .> .. ,.' ; :";'\' 5 ,.;", . J; . J 

.. owners., ',. 

-"c"6irtian"statesc;' " .' 
, " ··'(.iander) etc:; ''Reicli:.' 

••,,'i ,_'! " '.,'. ' 

_.', t". _ 

Otlier "." '. . , 
.~" (bl~c'~iist,~~,per;;o~s','·:.,~· 
.. external)oot; riliS'·'· :£ 

',.' "1946· ': . .... 

.' '., ,J..: : 
.' :... , . 

. 80i ;', ~78 .1;03~~ ''1',324 :1;396 ,I~;497i;lm: 
, . :~.. . . "'~ .' ~. \ 

" . 
586 . :656' 6'1?,:],403' :{:i02;;405 ::1;404' 1;4:33 

• :­ .'. \. • ·1' .• '~. ~ 

~:. i 

474, ;565
".,' 

",',". " 

{I • 

. 630; ,1,060 :'1 ;~23 1;204.; 1;369: 
". ::. 

I' :-~ . 

":;" . 

. 'c~\l~ne,?us) '. '19 '22, ',38 62,6~~::'66' 91 :'f,io'7 ,'. 13,( :'i~6' 238 ,d'69>33r·,295~ . 
; :;;;'{3:'~. j,~2;: ,i:~~8·,:.2,i761;2,,5~61:3!:U13,43'O;~,:9?5;5;O~5.15:384'~,03~; :P09i'7;3.88 :.7;37~:7;~~2·7i10~'4'785,:"':' 

. . " . ".,., . . ~ ;.-~~ \. ;'i 

:A .pii>He~tY';.:·~~~':~~~~~Y.:::~i~~,~Ji'l4er:'.cOrit;oIWhOSe·! ~~tivitieswer~)'in '. turn s~P~r.¥i'~e~:'b~· :th~". ';'. ' 
· vlh~neye~, i,t\Vas::e:s~~ti1~!ili.~ci 'lii~t: ..t?-e.'pfov{~ioIlS of, Pr<?perty"; C~n<tror ,B'rarr,ch or Military ,,<?q:V:e~.eiit..: .: 
't-1G I:a:v, 52·were· (lp:p.I,\ca.l:i,l~:: ,", ',,',' , "'"" ',For the control' 'of: many ,:' srb.all!~~ .. ep.t~prises.. 

. Property, c:pntr(jl ';:Was:caIi'ied; out )n two .p)J.ase'~, , . own~ ?y leading NSPAP m~b.ers, or of'~mts ·taken'. 
·th'e!. :f,ti:st ·be.iti~j, :}~~( 9I:l~c,at:ing andad:Eiquat.elY·· ,o~m:by the Beilirqv1a1:iistnif, unaer. its,deIiazifica.,tiori ..; \ 
: prof~ding.the·~ pr<:ipedies'seizabl!'! . llnde'i:, l:aw.· .52;: 'p'n?graiil'inthe~aIly ;d1aysi orthe: qec ' plan" '. 
AS€!<l;rly: a:sjtiri:~/i947/t.]:ie~secon:d,pha:se waS,begun:. ··.p.ad'. been.;w-orkedou'f-whe.rebY .'c ,.. ps .. w,ere. 

· ih;a~:' of. 'r.el~asfu.g;: ,. ~peIj:i~s. :frorri: cOnt~bI'. "arid '"appoin~e& ;·for. ea:ch;.~o(.)Jl~:!six.,,:J.S:. )j9r6~gh:Sj'imd: 
·.r~turhl~g· tl1elll',t6.·· ,r:j:ig,liifu.l"owners:·· ,0' : ••were :respo.nslbl~ to';'Milif<):qr..Qovemiii:en.t....·.. 
. ,Iii t:tiat'inon~h,:a:pi:ogra:ii(.was.:ari:nouriced,prbyid- " ,It was :theduty'of .tlie!crlstodi?-li.;t9.. i:ri~ila,g~:,:.an(r'· 

--.ing 'Jor:' thE! ciecon:tfol"'of:propei:ti~~ ,belonging to.:oper.ate .lh~· Imjperties·;.'und~r:~h<is·'.stipeHrtsi.~ii': iIi 'a 
.' ", '. , ',':.'". . . ~ , 

, ::.~. ' 
" , 

' .. 
'88 .. ' 

,1," :",,,' 

"':: " 

',' ',r,. 

_..__....._.. ......... ""~ 



'.' 

. :., 
';: J ,: 

- ,'. 
; ,.\,' " 

'., ,.", 

."," 
",.", ,f: '" '1;;,­

ma~riei:::that~~uld. best 'aChi~ve, :the '. :t?Ho:;""ing ': adequat~ file;' ~yste'in, ~a~ :<ievlsed, ',ih',wh:Lch,. ">111" "., 
purPQses: . . . '. - . .' , ' . .' ,,;,.­ "'. , piopeityrecords"'cirid"ot,her: ,iei'ev,ant.:'li'ifoiiriatiOn < . " 

to . preserve : the c'oipus iIi the best operating .. ~ould_ :oe':'distribu·te"d. fo£t,e'asy,.'ief~r,enc'e": ... Later:,,- an,~, ,'"" 
CQnaitiQn, ' " ' :,', .' "'. ,,'. atcoti'nis' :and ,audits·sectlQh,:wa~"a'dded,tbclieck. 

, to.. h~~band· :and increase, the 'leSQ~rCes', aIIU, ',' '. ~tistodi~ri".'s, 'finiinti'at.: ':r'epoit~ ,:a~&r~~o'rd .. ~lirph.is: . 

i~f:r;!~~:~~ei,~~:i;:~j~C~~~~~rty ~~rif;bL'~~~·r~:·:"·f~'A~~hi~~,,.:n~~b:~'Qf ·s~a'i~:':'~ti~i:~:i~~~;'·'~·s~,?~i;';.~~.d"· .. " 
· rendereci' mqre' ,dtHftcuJtarid'complex becaiis~'q3erlin'-'the~';''like; 'Qwned;, :.OY,;l'l'az~i· Pi!-r.tY~ ·'Ille.fuQl;lts·, an~. 

wcis.ii· ,ruined ',andd!'lfea ted' clty~ :S<>ine. -7S;OQO··itQns. . . ,not ,wan~ntiIig.:a(iIniriis(ratiQIl by':'.c~·sro.d~aiis;'. w.ere·'.·. ., 
of:, bombs n~d. 8.valcfnChed d6Wn" 'on'. ,th'e':"met'io'p6lis', leased' to I, third .p~ersdns I>ending' :~denaziff~~tfon ~~ of ,! .1: ' 

. . ' '.,,'.l .thEi'6:wners.',., « .':;::... ..... ";....; l,',. ,;~'. ',:: ... 0:, .' 

',':When:the S'oviets;' ~ecided,h1: MarCh;\1'9,4~'?t6with" ,; 
..·dr·a~their. i'epresentatt ves'froin the:Cch'itf'c)i';CQuncil .... 
.. 'and,to:r~st'tictt'he: fuQVE!'rrient"bf: per!iob,s;ariq}'gdo'8.,s·:. " 

,": betwee'fi . B·er-lin·- ;ana , the.: western ': zones;' ~:ft 'waS 
.. '; .',; . ',. ! r' " " ' ';' " '. : ' .. '. ,;::\;. "'" •. '( , 'I ~ ,":' <~I" ,:': '.' '-,,' •. ::',,';., ,'.

,ag:re'ed JQr :reij:sQns of '.security ·to. trans-£ei:.. ;th~ bulk',:.;" 
..'of .s\irpl~'s', furids.\b··the· Liind~szentr.alb'ank'in·~;P:rarik~. ' ",'.1) 

,:,~,~ fur\:~,aIp~Main;' T,~e'ntY-c:i~lrtiillH)n 'R,ei~iis};i:aI;k" w:eTE)' .' 
1 ,:.thhVtransfer.ted 'aDd>llate:r,·co'rive'tt:~d. by: approval)of . .. .. ,:. ;!. 
::. :,~:t~~:·.j\hied·' B'~nk{~g·.c:oiriciis~16i1::info" Yies1/.M.laIk~·:· '.' ", " 
:. .···at·the:~·ate.· ck.l 0': i,In. 'accordatice':-w'ith 'MG''La~' .63, , . 
..'/:> ·The·SQvi:et.bi'9·ck~d~'ana.the'tes'u:ltiri~1.·&a:Mic:.~~r~ . 
':'1.:t~irmeiitQf~~s·'and,'p'ower:.~~tipply, the;;. sliori'age·. of 
:-'::i~a:Wniateiials;.an:d.lac'k<of:tr'cinJ5PQrtatioti resuI'ied,in., ,,'j , ' .. " 
,,~. <c~rlsld~rable: red~ctiOh'ih s'ales by Ber.tii1i':firrri~ ;i8 '... ' 
''.·custbmers ill;"the' western·tones. Thu'S," the.'.flithariti'C\ll -: . 

. Him, paper;; ~ri~i'Juirii;ilT~,·l~c.torY.;·,··,,iS~ c' ~pdsitibh'~ of 'mariy'qpertittrig, prijpert'ie~.'qll)cklY:' dE!7:': .' '.. , ! 

dcim.aged p'Ian,ts in Wes,t~rn 'BerIinuri.i:I~r '.' :teiibr~ted;ail"dtlie .restdra~iQn·,:?,(chunag·eo.:p'fopenies··· .' 
· .' . ".. :" ';. ..', .: ':,,' '·.was.,g~e·atly'.c~.1Tt~He·d>':.~ ... ~':.>~.~; ·· ..,,'<.':· ...><." .. <·,;,;::<.,.,.....":' .... ~ ..i':. 

in 'giant day arid' night. aerial;att~~sduring the~(fr. '. On:th:e·b:i1ierh,and~,.ttie"fiR:anciiiJ. cdriditi'o'rii'oLr~'hl " .'
In.sQmeareas'destruc'tiQn'was'.g·re'ater.,tl1aiJ..:ninety· . .... '. . "I.. ". .,., .... '''.' ,............ '''' ..' . .,' ··estate since thepromulgatibnQ'fthe;:fuLrd'o'ridQnance " 
·percenf;. and' 6ver~ndam.age .has'< ~een .'\r'ari(hisly': Qn: m·o~eta.iy'reform(see,page85r.'~*hicl~; iJade' the"',' "". 
est·irp.~t~d:}~t b~t~e:h: six~y~Ild, ~~:ve,t:l;tt per~'~~t':~C)~ . West:Mark~s6Ie,legal.teilder iri ·the.::Weiste:iTi.,:secfQrs·;-:' ."" 
a~l bmlt-up,-prQpe,rhes;' .' .' .'.' .• ; . I '., .:, Qf Beriin;'has·showri~sig.ns,<o( liriprovem~Ilt:,~ .": 1 

'Mdreovel':riiany busines.'('enierp,r-ise.~,:whicH;·:~¢f~:-" .... '. . . ,.... " .. ",' .... 
Qperatingbefo're the end <;lLthe war;iriCIuding,large . ..H~w· The. P'~~gi~oi";I4as;: B~;~·i.:.\.dIiiirii~~~r~d,': '.; , 

,industrial 'p,lants, had been 'dismant!ed', '~y the, ,::in~··:~i~' ~a:teg()rie~'.6t.pio~e'r~i~s'u~d~t;~~~ti6i 
SQviets, T~eir ~achiri~ry, I1a'W"m~te~~als,:~m.<;l Ji~isJ,1,ed '..:~ie ~~tad~it;li~'t~Fed: id.~nHcall)i;·Th~:aa:~in{~tr~iion 
prpducts ,h~~, been. shIpped, \~? .J3.:~:~;sy~::~s '1.ar,::9oo;y ': 'Qf'pt~perty. of.absente.e'o~ers';(firsLca:tegory).:; fQT:.
'and r.eparahons.'NumerQu~, :cQric~rns: ..wliIC.h· were ". . .. "" ,..... , .....,' " ·,1- ". .' 

subject to' 'Allied contiQI,·were':.~trtigghng;t'd;;c·arrY·' 
Qn' op¢ra.tlQns Qn a greatly . r.edu'ce<d.,,·scal:E:i~:·{': :... , 

"Under the Circlimstances,. the' most :'imriie'diat~, fask 
was t'6 find s~ita:ble. cU:st6dia~s' add' .adIn:iriishato~s 

· capable of handling and illfprQving:·the· pibp;~rt:ie~. 
· subject to. cQntrol. Real'estiIte ',custodian's: wei:~ 

encouraged. tQ~se avail~fAesurphis,fup:ds<·(f~'oIIt·· 
rentals) fQr the reha:blilitatiQnaI,1'd'repair:Q~;builoings;,' 

. Custodlan~ apPQinted for QperaHng,prQpert(eswere 'i 

given authQrity to. carry OIJ. normal' businesi? trans­
actions. ' ..,' ~ , ,. " .-, . ' ~. 

MuchQf ·t~e . prQperty, cQ~trQf offic~'r' s··:1!iill~·. was 
devQted to" helping aridadVlSing' (:u:stodians'in 

. sQlving their proble~s, "ha.n:(li~apped:·,as they::were 
by inadequate machi~~rY andmate·i-ia\~,lcickQCtrans~:. 
PQrtlation ano' Qther. means Qf :cQirimunic.{tion; 'and, . ,. ....." ,. ' .' . .! .. " 

abQve' all~ shortage'6f, funds: It win ,b~ recalled that<'~~~:;~;I~.~t.·.' e,r p .. S:., •... :.. . ' '..~~~~:r.:i~b,t·i~~,~:·~i~i.i
the. financiaLinstitu tionsQperati~-g tn:Ber:liri' before' - ..the'cQllapse" Qf. Gerrri~nY."h~d:,; been~,:tlosed'::(see, .. , expor.t: bjis!ness,.vlac dh¢>Aij.·Uit· dtiring·:the'<.bJOcJ{ac!,e~ , ..,,:..: . 

page' 81 ) . ,and: <ill' credit. :balaric'es :bf., .·depositQrs·. .~x~~~le" ~~: i~te~d~~,<ib~;it~cift.urith; shc~:,"i~m{ ~~. . .' 
blQated ever since...' .' ';., .."<'" .".';.. . the;dWners'/c~~>t~k~,'·~,r'?tect1ve·:s!~p's'.;:t~~¢s,.eiV:~::·· .' ! 

In ,.Qrder . tostartoperatiQns:a:nd t'oaccQiriplish '. ,·Until· ihe:indddl~ o'L1947,;thEiI'e:w'aJSrid,c6riirn:~niC'a:., ".'" 
necessary. rehabilitation '.wQrk,. ;e~terisi~e'.lo,~n,s to' ·(i'~n.bf:·a!tr~iisacti'briatn:ahireand'~rilY,]irnit¢.d tIayel . 
SQme Qf'the .larger cQn·cemSwereappi,oved. 1:.0' CQpe' t'o: arid 'fr'6m:Be~tih;On!.June25; 'i947;': jils( after the :.: ." 
with the· increasin'g 'deta'n ,ot'. t,he, adivi:n~s, .arir~stQratiori of,:tf.~~~ac·ti~'ii~(cCiIn;nunicatrbil!i, i(was . ,; ,:.. 

"'.' ,'.. - . ',. ;,'" :;' I' •. ,'" 

'. , 

., .... 

'., -:' 

. " t~11:·f ' 
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:;.~4~U·~toW;~~~~~~~~fn~~bilr;~~~j~l~~:~~~~;···
:' c::qun.~il;is5ued. I?Trect'tv'e. 50,' whichpioy.~ded, fQr 

,:tfie>,di~p?sitiOn9f 4~i6peities<'havin!id)elQngedi'tQ 

:"~':~i~~)~~rlre~~:~nJ~re~ti:~'~"':~i~':' i~Pj'~~~4~~d:'bY"'~': 
" Korp.~!l:~da~}lr'a ,~rder:'~~n,;F,~l>,~ar.Y /};:,19;4~i~, whiCh, , 
, O{H,~?;;f9~:'~s.peCla!lCQ,~~1,SS10Il:tqb~,.e~tablished;~Y , , 
, e Magtstr<,l-t. , , " ,". ,"," ' " 
,"''PropertiE~'s 'cif. l~~ding,:Naii 'Par'tymerribeis ~eie' 

·:~aKeIl{n.~o. :,~t!-'st94Y '~~:;,~,a-rt Of ,the: :6:vei:iri~ ,:prog:~atn:-', 
<;l,r-,Hle', gen1!-i.i~icati0~ :a:n~;dei?pi(ariiati9ri.:·gfGeimanY.: ' 
,:',)ni!(ne 'V?ith·,:theg~rieral;',N1i.litar:Y'Go've,inment, 

<,::, ~91icY,:"~\ :of :!r'an~ferf;ing"'::gn~at~i",~,esPbii~;ibijjty, to 
',' ,;::G~rfua,r). go:v:ernmentaFauthorities." the;'custQdy and 

",,,,Yjl,,, .. ,,,,,,'l, u ; .. ~.cti~'t6djanE-"; ~ii~i~~st~1!-ti6ri oi, t~~s,>:ca~e4?ry, o(}r9P~t~ies "'V,r~lr 
in',~\win~~re,~,9!(feis'Nr.exp.?ti: '~:';'f,s"S~If¥' ",,' ~h~ ,p:et.E:f1J,~»~e.:~! tb,~:l1~g~s<trat. of, 

, ",'" ,:"",..", . .'t . .:":'.,,~ 'i~;:j_ ' .. >',::-~. :..,.".;,:. ,:,.~. ","':'-:;'1' .. ~r'~·~,,~·t;<.',,· \':1," :':,"\ '~",",,~.'.",'" ,~~!:.'~ .,~~, ,- , .... 
. ail'nouriced. that dwners,',Qf.'proper1:y}n Germany~ ")G:FCi'rben properUes"(fifth;'category)'were taken 

o,wners:, ~hy 'tesicied ;out~ide ,'tJi~' cqunt;y~c~tll~t:':· ~ndeI':'c(rxit:r~l'. ,on, tli:E{;i~q:s~:~ ~!,'gep,eral., Order' 2: : 
apply ,;'j..ltider; , ce~ta:rnr:coiidh,f6~s: :fOr . the "rel~ase ..'. ,:In': Jl!l¥;~' t9,1,l8;~1l:·1(]:d~afb:en,pr.oRertles·:, under 

,0.1" decontroi:. Qf::' th~ii, \;p~op~i:ii~s':' to' ::'n:6min'e'e~; .cop.trQ'C'; :riumb~in'g'2;r::uii.iits', :witH',;'::,a:,,yiilue' ',Qf 
whQ" ~wer(ij ~~~IplCln~hf"::r~ii€:n!s: 6f"GeJ,;iminy: ari&·,,· RM;:.~3.;·319.?O~~~te/i~I:~a~d,~:t(t'di,~igh~ted,.agent~
who. :wou.ld .Be;',;'gi~~'prqp~rly~~executed', 'powers' . 9f ;tliec-1(l. .F,arb~jf;9.~n(rqH)ffi~er,::: .. ,~, ." :;:\: ; :" . ',,:,. , , 
of attorney,: ' :.:, ;:.:':-r ,':' .,:, ,".' .,'. ,. :" ~"',: .·,~oi1trol',ha:s),beeiiexeiCised.,o~h:;ariy;j:iiQpertY:'in,

.: It:,w~s< ~66ri.'ievide:rit'/:ti~~~v,erthat'6~er's.:';'eFe • " tlie;~iX;tliciltegory :fbiv/bJch'a .. ciaiill:ha~;:beenfil~d 
,sf~w: ill: as.surrii~g}espOhS!Bilit~fb~' theif'p'~ss~ssiQris;: " a~le,gi,Q~,. iI:i~{. th~.: ~J'~p~ity,.)~a:d:;: be,~h:,:traIi~ferrt!~ 
O~e :.appar.e~t~rea.:so~was:: 'tiiiitJ)i'ey: felt' pr'Qpex;ty.: ' uIlo,ei,:dMfess::" .' "" , ' :' '.:'." '.',',' '; ',.:,•. " '. " ' • 
cQnfrof. qUstodY ,'a[for~ed: ;:pf6tettion :'WhiC;Ii:;'would-,' ,',:.A,tterrrpts;:Wer\"l),$<tde: in. B,erTin'.1lirou.gl1.'li?ng drawn: 
not be::p~eie~f;·aft~i~a;~~():n&oJ~,{N'cin~ih~i~;S. 'ali;ilro:~' .o.~~>.~.~gQt:i;atib~s,. :Qn> ' ,,' ' ,(l~d'.' Fat~r. 'on,' 
petties :'ih'i1i'is:cat~gbrY':':wilfhavebe~n::released ' it: " :tripartite... oases to,~'h:;'slitutipn: 
* ""; ':',', '.r ~" ' "', ,;.'.. . '. '._ '. " .:. , ". :-., '. ,,- ' .. ~ .'", , " .' .:,t ,. , 

l~ e~,tImated.!bi the end'6f'.,Septenibet.t949:, ' '" '"" , 


A la,rge number :Qf 'propeI\i'es in the sec~ri:d: cat:'i~~" , 

gQrY (foriner,~eicih,'br st~t~ P~9~EiitYl '~ere not.takeri::, 

undercontrol,.,beqiiis€' many of theri:i.::-the"Reichs~ '" 

b~hii" ,Reichsp,Qst; a~cl,: lril~?:id:Water-w~ys.:p~op~rbes ',:' 

,;!sed to tloiIse Qr fadlftat~;fup~t~onsof the ~ity<gQ.Y7

ernmeJit, 'Qr' properVe's .. U:nd!?-r' requisitiQn'by ·the·,., 

Military., ,GQ;vernm~nt"':":':were 'uncl,er "supervisiQn" .", 

of ,either, the'M&g-istrat or:interest'ed:brranches :o(the' 

1rS, cit 6,tll€1I' ,.A1iie!i ':occupahori F:0tces;',:; ... 


qn Aj:>i:il·20;'1949.,'MF,J,;a*1~ "(as pr6mulga~ed~'. 

traI).sferiing.t~tle to ,allprq.perties in :this':c~tegory ,to, " 

the, City cif:BerliIl.i:e~hi~i"as .trust,ee'for·a: s~hs~qU:ent'

Gerium 'statedr:as owner.,' ,.," ..... ", '" 


Unifs:iri the, third'<:1a~~~iQ~Y:(fQrrti~iN~~i :orga.niz~~ 

, ' • • • .... , "~',' ". i .). • .' .' • 

,. ,',. .I<d4(fiitg!iig,hi~bulb,'l~anufactiir:ej Fit·,Wifs:r Berlin. 
:1ias;been uiider pi:i>i)erty'con'troiSiriceth1}'€!n'd, of the war. 

,:':,pr~~lr~~;',~~nd~~oo1'~diffei~~c'e~: ~~o~~:.t~e";;c~'. 
',' p~!fi?n p()~erSfl~Y.ent,ed\ agreeine'~t ,f~i: ;a"jon,g'tiffie:

,', ':On-JUly ,15, 1949: however, ,a, RestItutIOn Law'was 


. ,:,~i~'qed:: by:.the thxEi;e >western 'se~to£. (;ommcindants 

.. : c!-,.eatin·g !~$titution.ag\"l'ndes' charge:C:i,:,\vit,h . effe¢t~ 

.iri~L ,amicable' se:ttlement\Qf ·.clairlls ,betw'eenAhe, 

man'ufaduiin'g plant' in', ·p\riti:e~; :a:J?,d:';prcrv:}ding';judiciaL procedrur:es-:fQr:..the , 
also heJd in:, U.S: C~~}9ay.; , ,pt.oper adjtidicati9n; ,pf:,.d~sP,~:~~~ ,cJai~s:" """ . 

. ,. :. . P';t, o·p .~:R;'~~,Y·,>'C·O·N:T '~,:o"i' , \".' 90 ~ ,,~ 

.',/ '. ) 

',' , 
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HU.UUJ,<:;U mHiion',RM which amourit. is .included R COrilparisonof' Occ'upation Costs by' S,ectors for the 
"',' .. ' p!"riod endi~g 31 :tvfay 46' ., g expe~seolr.ecoiistructioti '6nth~ 

that ·~uffidentmci.tedai·and.labor:will not 'be (1000'RM) 
toexpe'~d ·sudLan. :arn6un:t. ,J~ addition . AniericanSector'94,361 

it tshoped that' a certain poiUon6f~tiie,' .British ' ' "49',083', 
t~x .~hiCh 'at .' present' g~es'to . the ·Riissfa.~ Russian" ,34,349 
' .. b~'recoyei:ed" by. the 'City. ,duriI1g :the. French ". .~,.l~;408· 

year.'Such ·an:. accomplishment 'wiU'l:lenefft 192,201 .' 

'bya:ri: e~timated70'~illionRM/rt' .is ..T..'".'A..,B.·. L... E.,',9.. ,: .. :" ....,.. ,.......",' ..,'.' .",.",,",'.,. ,.', '.,..... : ..' I, .• ,'. '. "', •., •••..also·thatwhen all Coxrtmittee'studiei;;are 
, a' .consid,e,r:al:ile". ci.r:i1o~.nt,.,.,of.···' :~.~ti~il.:.i~.d: REPA,RATIONS ..·PAID:SOYIET.. SECTOR,. BERLIN· 

, . " " :, No":ember f,945. to Ap'iit30,1946,"", .".may he savel;l in mariy depar'tment~'of,t)ie ',' . .' . . .' '. .' ,,,,, . 
."Mat~rl;d 'Anio'\lnt·.',~ ..' 

" 

..indicated hi following '.tables", r~venues ,col" ,. " 
continue :to :, exceed, the':budget.esti'mates. 

tityTreasqx:~rhas • given ,theC()11lnlittee ~s" 
that. some ',' ,hundred ,'mniioilRM,tii,ay: ··he 

'Of the estimate ..for,. the,'coming . 

Monthly Compat:1son .of. the Budget. of the : ' 
, CUy of Berlin' " . 

1946, ,REVENU~, ",' . EXPENDq:lJRE '. 

, . ~ . 

, .cCl~les 8;977,526.RM· 
.' • :'metals .'." ';',.' 1,710;6£)1" ..,,{ ,'. 
. . 'refrigerators':", ... ·1 500000 . 

,,': circul~r:saw~. ". .,,'; ,', '1:169:925 
.In13tallatr6nJ6i: comptessed:gas .90'0,000: 

:::misc:' . 't·,867,349" 
.'16,125,'452 RM ::. 

.PROPERTY.' CONTROL·, .. 
," .,'. I~' .', .' , 

. ' The .secoJid:six months'petiod was .one of de­
yeiop·meIit' tihdextension ·ofthe program establiSh­ . 

'Budget, Actual : Bydget Actual ed"tnthj:i ,jilitial pefiod~·a•. program 'wllic.h ::b:a:d ' 
: (in million of. R'eich13~arks) . laCked ,qucidrupartite' suppprL LaviNo. 52 lias been 

1st quarter 
.115,601:) 
115;698 

:,,' . 

,·149,84/f. 
'147,224 

'148;87~ 
'148,878, 

,'aggressively applied.iri, the :U, S. Sector ,of Berlin . 
." Du-ring tirepast'siX'mOiitb:speriod,an additiomilof 
"12,51, prop~r.ties, were, brought' :iIicto controfwhich 
,incre'ased the;·jncomeofall. properties ·to,more 

,than,5do:0~~'~lv!;mpnthly.: 'Fhe'scope and,.'activitiEis, 
56;;170 ,.of. -the Property. Control Section were,broadened 

.6'0,.415. t6,more,' adequately 'take '; car~:of -these- additionai 
117,995 'properties and,thefunCtionsof proteCting: Ailied 

OCCUPATIorsCOSTS 

, ,an'd'Neutral\ in'terests; iocatiri'g'~md' blocking',lo'dted 
,.properti; }aking 'cllston,}, of the', holdiIJ.'gs cof'l':l'aiis 
~i:J.a black'lfstedpersOns and die former, German, 

:~Hatej :breaking up, of cartels, anP:.:liqu'idaHng. ,un­
.. ~~ri~ed.i~clustries." .,'.,,' .'", '., .. ' 

..ofparticular interest'wastli'eactivities' of the 
'·12,565;Ul:46RM. 1>roperty,'Control,Sectionwith' fegardto'. former 

, " ',: Getmana'gencies and ,~onomkgroups. . A' cu'sto,~67,643,546:83 "",' .... " . '..' ", ',' , ' , ' .
. ' dia~l was:appointed to keepintatt,therecordsand 

, " ..,,:,10 'lfmit;.:·tlieactiVities of the~elarge ,orgaIiizati9D.S 
"-:'---";;;';'---~---~--."';"-~__~~~;;;';";':"':"';"":"'.,i..;.;~ wllich;had 'been,·"the :backbone 6f'qerman,economy. 

", 

, '" ' ", .. ,',,', ' . Production 
. , Ma:leri~is, '. Civilian ,at'change' 

& Supp,lles ",ta~or.· ·afa .thing 
, ,& others 

'Thus iar:,31 , such .. g'roups' 'CHive· been ,tak:en 'into 
custody,' and their assets'are' far'in " ej{cess of 
141',000;000 'RlyI:,jndudf~gbio'ck:ed' accounts' .. Many 

T~t~1 , . : docu'men't~therefro'nihave ',!?een'turried' bver to ,the 
Bernn])Qcri~~nts; Ce~t~i., ',' " ' , " 

", " "', Acorislg.e,rable 'numl:ier 'o'fproperties'were-conc 

(in 'thous~nds':of Reichsrriark~) .fiscated by' thfdormerGerm.ail. Reich. from J.ews imd 
Occup~tion , .. ' :'.,.' ' , . , " . ., " . ,

'.': ,562 '9,307 27610;145' P,oles, 'some' of vihich"we're sold to. third-parties. 

Total; 

" 2,091' '27:f24 :9,110 3'8,325 . ,Those,heidby the Reichor tra:risf~rred.to,the City' 
1;61O'i4;869 2,239 :18,718,'of,B,erliiiliave ,been;,taken intocus'toay. ,A ~arge 
'1.,689 7,3i6 ,582' , 9;587:,' mim~er Which h'ad' be€m soid tOd tliird,'paitie~'liave ' 
1,526 7,548 . 967 "10,041" ,be,en,'inv¢stigatt;d arid are qoV:,.iIi custoi;lY., Jlurther 
3;633853 2i "':4,507 'investigqtion is, being carried: on, ,to 'loc,ate 'such 
.1.410, ' .5~4- 955 ,':2,929 property: To faciHta'te th~ adin:inistiat'i<;>n oLReich , 
; 44' .623 " . , ' 1()9 confiSc;ated:'properties, a 'custod14nwas appOinted' 

12;565 '67,643 14,153 :94,361' t)y the Komrqandatura:: " '. ", ", '. 

;', " 

'. 1. G.Farben properFes, destined for ,:dissolution 
underthed~ca'rtelizationprogram, have been.t~k€!Ii . . .' '" '. 

,'.,' 
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'into custody,· Each" cOmpany' in' which 1; G. Farbeu·.. :in;. gettIng:' ;infor.ni~tipnstatli~:,·o}'·b~rik:·: .. 

· . .:hb.1dsari "inte~est,,1iasheEm ti:~ated.as ··a . sep~rate·' .' a.C..·,·.·Mc.ol~ll~ttaS.r.. ·•.·ya.':-n'·"'·'Rd...·,:e·.·.. ss·et·I~t}lU:·rt·1:.to1n·~...S:M".:I:S"S·:.'I'o'··n<s·...,.·o·.:·.:~.:.. :.'v.,".'a:r·.·.·.l:·.·O'·u;.·~s·.......:.·.;.;"T.'.·n:.'.·,;l:·~:.'...<e:..·.·~d:.\.·.·
euti.ty: All old ,'coritra'cts anaagr.eeinfm,t~:ha,ve:l?een.' . . . . I .' . ~ 
deClared invalid;: Each . ,company. oyer .50·.per'c~nt Nations'"h~~E(filed claimswitli"tlieP:top~'itY"Con~ . 
owned'by I.G,FarBen is·reqtiired:to·stamp . "In :' trol· Sec'tiO'n>., In several·:tases,:,th:e prop: '. as :d. 
'Dis~~!ution'~ . all ,p~pers: and' documents' hi whi~h "~" b~~.n'l~caie.if·I~IjdjblqCI!:e.d,}~·: 0~11~J.:; ca~~~;:: gF :'" 
the name of the company appears.. .' '.' ments, were I).1ade for the return. of lpoted property.. : . 
. ArriOflg th~'piopertiestakei:r':iritocustOdy to"pro" tb:tl,l'e 'daim~t;.. It'hEis·b"e~ri im ...":~:. acF 

t'ec' t a'n c 'A'lll:e"d':' 'I'n'te'res't··:l·s,'·t··li..··e·:·:":E"G' a' ·c··o:r·p·:·o··r·a:....t:I:O·n'~ ," eq~at.eIY:i~~ektfg~teaiT.dahns;·biiit· . a.Il~'atur~r
" . L:'\.. I ' ..•. '.•- ",;. ,., .~", ,·:t·:,· .. ," .''''~' '.,," ....... ~~ . 

.with capita'lo(264,OQO,QOQ:. RM; SrgIlifl~~~t' is., th~ . c.ors}d~r~V?;;or.:t~e::~~~st,!~n! .I~~luqI~g:; :~~::;P~o~. ': 
Jact .thal the. British'alid: :'French;Pi0perty.·~coritror .pp~ediest~~I:~hm~~t0f.~~e~y.t;ttl0n. ~u,b~~~:m.rr1-,lttee, 
. Officers have turri~d ()~ertO:'·:~he::·.u;S:~ppointed .should o.bt.au: .f.a;~?r~ble ·,~~~~l,t.!>...: "''';".. :;;,: 'J,: .. 

custodian, . the' :c.ontr.ol. 'of .its·hol~in..gs.lYhlKwithiri ,'. .~TlJ.e,:}?r;~p~.r~~es.:7. ;a.s;:~~:mt!lp,~.d·, ;·,p'e.}.0W"·~~..~Y.~;;: l;>:~,~~: 
the'ifresi:iective'sectors.,'A; 1'§;909';OOO:'RMloan'Was . tak.~n }~F?:.c~sto~Y" lI;r }:he~:·.~:a~t !~IXIIl,?nt~s: :The 
.approved to help Rut : the::·business 'b'ack ,~n 'its·'feet " f?p?:vr~Ilg"~?h~dllles:~b~~> t.~~;}?S~~~:: ()l1.;.. t~~;~,?~.: 

. . .... ' .. ~ .. , .' :.': : ' ..' ..L:.:'.:': ..!.',: •. ".' j" operatmg-property, .WhICh .lr;tCO,me :.I;Ia~ ;been:;depo~ 
. No less' th?n .27, ~li~aters:.h:a.~,e.iqeenJake~,.~mtositedito. the' account of .the Property.Conlroi:Offii:::.er 

custo.dy.upqn .re~()mmep~.atlon ~f }CJ:)::~A:.::n~~l>~r. ii:{th"e';B~iiri{~bank ZehJend'qrI;:iuconle ;.:ft.b~'.i6.per:~· 
of pnntmgesta.Qhshment!?li~.}'e :sInlllarlycome.. I.nto .' anti'· comp"anie's are' tetained'{u tne biisine'ssiJ' . .. 
controL ':'. " g .. ' .. . ':'" '. . ,. '., 

. Inve~tigatiO~ fs ·~uIidl?r. waY".co~;:erni~g 'tli'e' re­ ,,~. ";... :. .., ' ,> . '" ."
.' PROPER:rtES: :TAKEN"INTb CUST.ODY.: lIloyal :?f'4~OOO,OOO,OOp:RM,"wori~. o.~: ·sec~..rities: :"for: . . ..... . 'OPERAtING,' ". .' 

.' m:~~J ~d'~jn tll~:·R~i~n:1a.b()L.Of!~~<:;, along: ;wit~:; "'." ';" ....~:,.:.:, .. ,.\: . ':, '",. '" 
ap.. Cit~1y'220;90Q::RM··ml;ica~li)'2090()O·.:b'ooks "'Type' ....::.. J.uly'......:.Dec:.·Jan.:..,.Juiy::· j:bi'aL 
an.d.soI!;le furniture. Th.e building' i!i" iIi the, U;'S,~Sec- '. . \ . ­ •. ; '. '19.45.:., . \;1946:', .. ,:.; .... :;';:c< 
tor:and: under the· custody. of~)tJiis .office. 1 ,: ~ ,": ~ '. "'.. ".:.' , 

" .... .,' '. ; ....',.. . ·Allied .. ;.... .... .. '.. <:43',' .: ,'" 42 .' .'. , :.:~~~.5.. 
~.W~~:liirve.taken:~nt6cus:todY~~h.E:'.~e~chi!;autdbahn·c.G~rin:an "R'eich~ . .... .1' ..' IY" :.16 .".17., 

,;: ~[~~~t~~~~~~~'~i~~!:tJ~:}~f;A~~:i~~~J~~\!!i~:6:":,;::~!rat ;'. ::i':.:~'.: <.::~~:.:.<:\ '.,. :(~:.; .../;::':··:i?~'.,~: 
'. taken iiit6'cu·st'ody·a::Stibstan\Ha}·.im'oun+;of.p·ro~. .,',.. .j ,," .• '5" ..•... 82'" ,. '. 
··.·.p.~tty;t~rri~d·p~~tby {~~'ifJfffi'er':d'6minand'arift;'6i ::::\ ,.....' ,. " ,.' 7.:. :.::~:'... :.:....:...' 

Be'rIln,to the:"secr'etary!.:o'f'.thE(KRD; '. '. ." "., NONc.OPlmATING: '" " '. ' 
'. ·'E6~~i~t~ri{'withih·~';prdg~~IIi:·iJ::;li:ez'oh~i:/o~?~e- .TY~~.··· ". :-"~"~:lY"-'::~~c:":"_: ;~~.·;'·:J~lY"'''' .1:0ta!'·· 
turnIng the: adrili:nist~atioh .:ol:picip~:r.tY ~"t6'.;the 'Ge'r;" TO ••••,..,' ," J~~'5\: : ,': ")~,16 _, _ . ~~~~~.:.~~~~.: . 

mans, .more:~~.sponsi?~}itY:na~;, b'eeh'.ig~y~~ ,to:b':lr' .. Allred .:.;"'.;' '.. :::~ : 472:.354 .:;;~'8;~' 
· custodIans. The. bulk., qf. the,.~ork,:Is han9-le.9.: Py, .:Geinian Reich ;,';;. 827.' "113": '940" 
: chief custodians... "Audit9ts?lre: ~ctiv.~ly eU"gcrgE!d i~' .,: . :Nazi' .. < .. .......;. 395 . 26'il' . ··,::~,,;>;·~&:r' 

checking; ~hEf ciistqdiil:ns" and ¢O'mpariie's~ .. recorcis: "Internai ::toot ..{ ~:~. :-;-'.: > ';:',:43!1' . '.434 
New .formshav~.been4.r~wn\1J.p:t9· fatHiia(~:!·a,p-. '.:', '. :··-;-··..··.·.;·;::•. ::'·;.:'1 ~~~". 
counting and' control/some':oVwJ::lith forms. have:· . . :::.,. .' . . 
been: adopted. b.y.·.b,·MG.·~tiSf~r"~·s(:thtoligh.·o~fj."he· .... .' ... ;:.,. ., ..( ; 

l' ·NET~IN<:OME:OFNON2·OP.EfuAtING, PROPERTIES'· . .:U.S. Zone.: .. : .... ',' .....":.,<>.. . ·i......:~ '.'.:;;.~ ", • '. ,t.·,.,.-.;.·.. , ... ..:.>.,.;":, .. :..,.'... 

'. A woikabi~ ,ciriimg~'m:ent..has. :be~n' .made .with.' 'T.ype' '.. "J~ly ~Dec: 'Jan":iJuly .. ,>:~ Tot~l: '. ; 
the Soviet authori.ties:.for Ijrd"i:diI~g information :on:"""i; i·e '" 1945' .' ~ :1;·6~::.: ~.' -' :;~"':.;::~:, ..'" 

. '. prop~rties. i6cat!'ld lb:· the Rtissi\l.n'Sector':6fi:S.erlii:l. . Aliied '.:. 't.;,;·;·342}ri3.52 1;417,701:.87 iji,740;07S:'39<' 
· The' Russi~ ~uthorities are;requir.~ng •.a."written' 9~rnian.Reicfl; ::~09;132.18: ,7,JQ,'s'19:34. '·1,ill,01't;52. 

declaration o(propert,Y 'ofUnited·:Nations aqdNeu:­ . Nazi; , ,". ;:~... , 493;338.51'· 1]?!2;940:97; :·.2;~~(q79i4~., 
tralsin order 'to' extend' therie'~~ss'ary piotectioh to. .)p.tefri~l .LqOt;' .,<;:;:..:c." .: .. : ..872;~55.56·: :~.:Jn2;~~::56 .. 

theproperty~' D,~f~ic.illfi:is. S:i~l,.~eiil~reXp?).'ieri,~ed;4~.~1~;y1;3::~f:.·)?i9.~·<i"o~5"~~i.:.: 
,~ :.>', .'", :. .', ·t .....~ ,; . "... 
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