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Copy
OFFICE OF MILITARY GOVERNMDNT FOR GVRMANY (Us)
Finance Division ,

Berlin, Germany
APO 742 o

22 August 1947

SUBJECT: Apbliqation of MGRAIT-BOl

70: ' Cffice of Mil. Gov. for Hesse, APO 633, US Army.
Attn: Land Property Control Chief.
| ’ .

l. It has Yeen noted recently that the provisions of
MGR 17-501 are not being applied with sufficlent strictness
by Iroperty Control personnel in the .field, especiallysin &
- conmeetion with duress properties, with the result that’ ‘many. -
" properties are being taken under control which are not (

sufficiently impcrtant or valuable enough to warrant control,

2o Reference is made specifically to. small plcta of
land cf insignificant value which are not income producing
either because the structure thereon has been completely
destroyed or because the land itself is not suitable for
ggricultural purposes. It appears that no purpose is served’
in exercising custody with respect to such properties since
‘nothing .of value cen be removed therefrom snd no income is
received which will warrant the appointment of & custodian.
However, the only possibility for the evasion of Law 52 with
respect to such properties is the unsuthorized transfer of

- such properties from Property Control custody &nd, at the

same time, giving a 1ist of such properties to the Grundbuch-
" richter of the Amtsgericht of competent jurisdiction,.with
instructions that no transfers of title tn the properties
will be permitted. Such list may be added to as similar
propertiea are discovered in future. ;

3. "It is desired that. a. review be made of all such
properties under control and necessary action taken to release
those properties where Property Control action is not deemed . .
warranted in light of the criteria set forth above. Report oy
-0f completion of such review is requested not later than
-1 Octeber 1947. .

4. Attention is invited to the fact that the previsions
- of MGR 17-501 should be applied equally in the case of duress '
;propertles as well as non-duress propertiea. .

B/ E.N. Reinsel
t/ E.N. REINSEL’

: S S Chief '
Tel: BERLIN 43759 ; ’ ' Property Control Branch

laaaes W\L o uocpuf |
{fmw“ Cﬁ“JW |

308523
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-'.OFFICE OF MILITARY GOVERNMENT FOR GERMANY (U S ) -
' Property Division
ProPerty\Control end External Assets Branch
Do . -APO 633
Wiesbaden, Germany

8 February 1949

On 8. January 1949, cables ‘were forwarded to the Directors of : o
Military Govermment .of the four Laender, arranging for discussion. '
with the Director of each Land and the Lend Property Control Chief,
for the purpose of reviewing the progress made to date in the par=
. ticular Land involved with respect to the Liquidation Program, ap=-
" proved by General Clay on 26 June 1948, outlining the progress mede
to date, and pointing out the action necessary to complete the
program for final liquidation of the Property Control functions by :
1 July 1949, Thespurpose of this meeting was also to review the ' , :
Internal Restitution Program, as provided for under Military Govern-
.ment Law No., 59, ‘and to make necessary recommendations enlisting. -
""the aid of Military Govermment so that the Restitution Program may
be launched in e successful menner. The highlights of the various
conferences are indzcated in the following pages.

313 242
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I, BRENEN -
. le On Tuesday, 18 January 1949, various conferences were held
in Bremen. In the morning, a conferencs was held with Mr. Goehring,
Land Property Control Chief in Bremen; Mr. Hartzsoh, Chief, Property’
Control and External Assets Branch, Property Division, OMGUS- and ¥r,
‘Porter, Chief, Cleims Seobion, Property Control and External Assets
Branch, Property Division, OMGUS. At this meeting Messrs. Lorenzen,
"ICAH; Schmeisser, Specialist for Restitution Matters. in Bremen and -
. Assistant ICAH,  were.present. After a brief review of the Property '
Control situation, the rest of the meeting was devoted to the Resti-
tution Program as providad for under Mllitary Gove rament Law'No. 59,

2. - Mr. Porter briefly reviewed the present status of the Resti=
tution Prooram as it affeots Bremen and as disclosed by statistical -
reports received by the Claims Section-and inspection report by Mr.

. Loewenthal, based on his last visit to Bremen on 16 November, 1948,
The accuracy of the petitions received, and dispositions made of ‘the
_petitions, as oontained in the report endzng 31 December 1948, was
confirmed. Mr. Porter’ indicated that, on the basis of the number of
petitions received and the processing of such petitions, the record
for Bremen is on the whole good, at least as regards the present
work load., The number of petitions in which complete service had .
been effected (113) represented more than 85% of the total number of
' petitions received by the Land Central Office (132),. Mr. Porter
~raised a question as to the dismissal of petitions in Bremen. It was
pointed out that the 14 dismissals constituted more than 104% of the
total number of petitions and that this percentage seemed to be high-
- er than that in the other- Laender. There was some discussion on this
point and the LPCC submitted for examination and specific discussion
- memoranda pertaining to the 14 cases. (In this connection it may here
be mentioned that the LPCC keeps a card index on every restitution
petition showing the name of the restitutor, restitutee, address of
the property in question, status of claim in Restitution Agencj or
Court and final disposition.) .

On the basis of the discussion concerning the dlsmissed
petitions, it would seem that such disposition was justified in every
case, Mr, Porter also inguired concerning the two cases of the 9

-referrad to it decided by the Restitution Chamber. Information was -
given that the two oases had sustained the decision of the Restitution
Agency for dismissal of the claims. It is not known at the present
time whether any further appeal will be taken by the cleimsnts from
the decisions of the Restitution Chamber, Mr, Porter also inquired
"concerning the one property reported in the statistical report for
“December 1948 as having been released from Property Control. The
explanation given was that such property had been released as a result
" of an amicable settlement. Mr., Porter discussed the’ question of the
‘" treatment of those cases in which the Finance Senator was involved,
It had been reported by Mr. Loewenthal that, in some half dozen cases,
while the Finance Senator acknowledged: the claims as obligations of
the Reich to the claimants, the Finance Senator disclaimed any lia-
bility on the part of Bremen to satisfy such Reich obligations.
Mr. Schmeisser stated that apparently the claimants, content with
this acknowledgment by the Finance Senator, had not ‘appealed for .
transfer of the matter to the Restitution Chamber and all parties
‘regarded tho cases as having been amicably settled, There was &
lengthy discussion on this entire problem in which Mr. Porter in-
dicated that, on the basis of all the facts connected with this type
of case, it could not bs said that amicable. settlements had been con~-
cluded. He mxpressed the, opinion that, regardless of the .legal va-
1lidity of the Finance Senator's position, the matter had to be

- - 313443
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settled conclusively and that ‘such settlemant could only be made by ,
the Réstitution Courts. Therefore, all such claims should be regarded
as not having been amioably settled and should be referred to the '
Restitution Courts for a 1egal decision from which either of the parties
‘could appeal and a final disposition be made as a matter of law on the.
merits of the claims. There was an exchange of opinion concerning the

- interpretations of the provisions of Military Govermment Law No, 59 -

- of these cases is unsatisfactory and that they should be referred to

which were applicable, It was finally agreed that the present. status s

. the Restitution Courts as suggested by Mr. Porter. Mr. Schmeisser in-

‘dicated that the. Restitution Court had informed him that in the absence

of any appeal by any of the parties it could not exercise jurisdiction
over this type of case. Mr. Porter called attention to the specifioc

- provisions.of -Military Government Law No, 59 on this point (Artlcle 63,
. Section 1) and advised that, if the Restitution Court refused to aooopt
these cases, the Claims Seotion, Property Control & External Assets

Branch, Property Division, OMGUS, should be’ advised so that appropriate

,oorrective action could be taken. This may be a case where an advisory

opinion from the Board of Review, as provided for in Regulation No. 4,

~would be justified. The LPCC agreed to give thls matter his attention
~and advise. concerning the outooms. .

3. Various qnestlons were asked by Mr. Schmeisser concerning

- different provisions of Military Government Law'No. 59; ampng.these
- questions were the following: ‘ V ,

~ ae Designatien of an agent. - mr. Porter referred his
attention to- Artzole 68, Sactlon 4, which covers: ~this subject.

be . Time w1thin which an appeal may be: made from the decisidh

~ of the Restitution Courts. - Mr, Porter indicated that, where Military
- Government Law No," 69 doses not. prescribe the time within which an appeal

oan be taken .or any ‘other limitation of like nature, -the German Code of
Civil Procedure wnuld apply.

"o wa long a olaim might be retained by ths Restitutlon

. Agenoy before rafarral to & Restitution Courts = Mr. Porter indicated

that the primary function of a Restitution Agenoy is to effeot amicable
settlements and that, as long as there was any reasonable prospect of .
bringing the parties. together and concluding an amicable settlement,

"the claim should be retained by the Restitution Agency. However, the ,

moment either the parties did not want to continue negotiations or
discussions relating to an amiocable settlement, or the Restitution A-

" genoy itself felt further negotiations.or discussions would be useless .

or there was a substantial legal question which the Restitution Ageney
believed should be decided by the Restitution Court, then the claim
should be referred to the Restitution Courts. At this point Mr. Porter

 emphasgized the desirabllity ‘of disposlng of as many petitions -as pos- -

gible through amicable settlements, but that the Restitution Agency
should not unduly delay action on the petitions where such delay was
unllkely to result in amicable settlements. The Restitution Courts
are charged with responsibility for all legal determinations or
decisions on claims and even though the work load on the courts might
be inoreased considerably, it was nevertheless a possibility and a-

- problem that would have to be met when and as it arose. The retention

of claims beyond a reasonable period of time. by ‘Restitution. Agencies

is not d931rable and would result in discredltlng the Restitutlon
Program. : :

4. Mr Porter secured oonfirmation of the fact that as peti-
tions are received, the LCAH's office is advised and apprcpriate
Property Control action taken if the proparty'whzeh is the subject of -
the claim is not already under control.

- 313434
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5. Mr. Porter also confirmed the segregation of the Restitution

- Agency in a separate room from the LCAH's Office. Present personnel

consists of two speoialmsts in restitution matters and two- secretarzes.
A third person.on a part-time basis will be added to personnel for
restitution metters beginning with 24 Jamary 1949, This person will

" bescome head of the Land Central Office for Restitution. Assurances

were given by both the LPCC and LCAH that, if and when the work load in’
restitution 1ncreased, space, persomnmel, aupplies and facilities would .
be made available. 'No difficulty on this soore is expected. Mr. Porter _

" .pointed out that, notwithstanding the small number of petitions to date and
the relatively small ‘number of properties under control in the duress

category, & substantial increase could be. expected in the work load of

the sestitution Agenoy and that plans should be made in advance of such
inorease so that personnel might be adequately trained and facilities .
and supplies made available, when the need presented itself, The LPCC .

.and the ICAH agreed to give this matter. their immediate oonsidérétion.‘

6. Mr, ‘Porter inspeoted the 1CO's Office and the reoords present- -

1y being maintained with respect to petitions and reports. While these

records are sufficient for the relatively small number of cases now
being handled, it was pointed out thst, with any substantial increase -
in petitions, such records would prove inadequate. Suggestions were

. made . for modifications in the maintenance of records on the basis of a
register set up alphabetically according to the names of petitioners or

restitutors and that a oross index card system be maintained to bridge
the two types of registers. .Mr. Schmeisser agreed with Mr. Porter's
suggestions and indicated that he would give the matter his attention -
immadiately. Mr. Porter suggested, however, that no definitive action
should be taken until Mr, Loewenthal's visit, at which time the entire -
reporting system would be explained in detail. At that time, it would
be possible for Mr., Schmeisser to. establish a recording system for the
office which would ‘more effectively correspond to the requirements of
said general reporting systam.

7. Mr. Porter slso indicated to the LPCC, ICAH and LCO, that in |
the near future appropriate instructions would be received. concerning

the type of administration for which the Land would be held responsible,

It was pointed out that certain information would be requested concern- '

fi'ing the qualificatzons of personnel involved in restitution work.

8. Meeting with Director of OMG - Bremen

‘a. At:1400 a maeting was held in. Captain Joffs! Offlce,
Director of Military Government. for Bremen; also present were Mr,

";Goahring, LPCC for Bremen; lr. Hartzsch and Mr. Porter.

b. Mr. Hartzsch pointed out that on 26 June 1948 General
Clay approved 'a program providing for the liquidation of’ the Pr0perty
Control and External Assets Branch and most of its functions at both
OMGUS and Lend levels by 1 July 1949. To accomplish this task numerous
recomnmendations were made to and approved by General: Clay, - The purpose
of this discussion was to review the progress made ‘at Land Bremen," in-
dicating the- remaining problems and to suggest certain gsolutions,- so

" the program can be carried out as planned, FEach category of property
" under control was reviewed and- spacific recommandations made.

4

NSDAP MEMBER PRQPERTTES‘

ae . It was poznted out that with' respect to this category

© of properties the showing made in Bremen was a very good one. 90.6%

of the units and 58, 7% of the value of such properties under control
‘have been released from controls Analysis further indicates that there
remain under control 252 units of such properties valued at. 106,000, 000

marks.. All of these p'oport1es ‘belonged to Class I or II Nazis. It

313445
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was. further 1nd1cated that two propertles belonging to 1ndividuals in
‘the ‘above category accounp for 92,000,000 marks, They are the Fock
v - Wulf properties valued at 11,000, 000 marks, and the Krupp properties
- valued at 81,000,000 marks. It was indicated that until these cases,
now before the various Tribunals, are finally adgudicated these prop=~
erties cannot be released from control,

UNITED NATIONS NEUTRAL AND ABSENTEE OWNED PROPERTIES~‘

-

i The .only wealk . spot: apparent in Bremen it was indicated
existed in this. category of properties. It was pointed out that only
34.9% of the units of such properties under control have been decontroll-
ed since 25 June 1947; accounting for 41.,7% of the value of all such

~ properties decontrolled. ihis, it was pointed out, was one of the poor=-
est showings of eny of the Laender. At this time, there are 394 such
units under control valued at 35,000, 000 marks., nnlysia further shows
that 5 units of such .properties aocount for 29,000,000 marks in valua-.
~. tion; these belong to the following ovmers: United Fruit (U.S. ) 8,000, 000
" marks; London Assurance (British) 4,300,000 marks;" Nordeutscher Lloyd
- (U.S.) 8,400,000 marks; Bremer Vulkon (Dutéh and Swiss) 7,100,000 marks;
Atlasswarke AG. (U.s. ) 1,500,000 marks; total 29, 300 000 marks.

RECO&MENDATIONS*

. 8 | It was. recommended that each of these five owners be
-written personal letters by the LPCC pointing out the advantage of tak~-.
ing over control of their properties, in view of the fact that super-
visory fees will be charged in the very near future by German authori-
tiesg, if such properties are not decontrolled prior to the enactment

of the necessary legislation. It appears inconceivable that owners
would not decontrol in such insteances as the fees would be substantial.
Mr, Goehring anproved ‘the recommendation and stated hs would immedlately
1ad0pt it. . , . .

OTHER CATEGORIES OF PROPFRTIEb“

" a..  The release from control of prOperties belonglng to I. .
UG Fhrben and NSDAP Organizations have been accomplished 100f%. Briefly
stated the entire picture presented in Bremen.is a most encourag1ng
Oones

INTERNAL RESTITUTION PROGRAM:

a. Mr, Porter was than requested by Mr. Hartzsch to. outllne
‘the present stetus and the anticipated problems comnected with this
program. After: ‘briefly reviewing the subgects discussed in the morning
. session, it was pointed. -out. that the cooperation of Captain Jeffs will
be most helpful at present when it is most important to establish the
-Restitution Program on a sound basis and- hereafter when assistance may
be necessary in terms of personnel, facilities, supplies, etc. Mr,

- Porter indicated that the Restitution Agency and Courts might encounter ,
" some difficulty in securing financial assistance. from the German Govern-
ment, necessary to accomplish the execution of the Restitution' Program.

It wes stated that, as a matter of policy, Military Government was

interested in winding up “the entire Restitution Progrem as early as

‘possible and within a two to three year period. Most of the presently .

existing uncertainty with regard to titles to properties ‘end the .

present burden on the German economy end people should be eliminated

at the earliest practical date. Captain Jeffs was in full agreement

with the views expressed by Mr. Porter and promised his full coopera-

tion. He indicated that he expected no difficulty with the German .

authorities in the matter but that, if necessery, he would intervene

and see to it that everything that was necessary we's made available to

accomphsh this objective. : . 6
‘ 3:1:3 120
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II. HESSE

1, A meeting was held with Mr. Sheehan, Deputy Dlrector of Military
Government for Hesse (Dr. Newman being in the U, S.); Mr, John Cain, Land
Property Control Chief; Mr. Hartzsch, Chief, Property Control and External
Assets Branch, Property Division, OMGUS; and Mr. Porter, P.C. & E.A.
Branch, Property Division, OMGUS. Mr. Hartzsoch stated that the purpose
of the meeting was to discuss the ent1re field of Property Control and
Internal Restitution as affected by the Ligquidation Progrem and its ap~
plication to OMG Hesse, Mr. Sheehan was told of the aims and objectives
of the Liquldatlon Program, approved by General Clay on 26 ‘June 1948,
end-also of the six months progress report submitted to Goneral Clay
early in Jamsry 1949, and of the recommendations made in said report and
approved by General’ Clay. It was stated by Mr, Hartzsch that after 1°
July 1949 there will be no Property Control and External Assets Branch
at either OMGUS or Lend level, It was pointed out that at the present
time a German Central Property Control Co-ordinsting Committee wag being
trained to take over most of the remainlng functions of the Property Con-
trol and External Assets Branch, OMGUS, Practlcally all unfinished ,
business on 1 July 1949 will be transferred to and made the’ reapon81b111ty
of this German Committee. The degree of accomplishment in Hesse under
the various plans provid1ng for the release from control of the varicus
categories of pr0parties under control was then rev:eweé. c

NSDAP MEMBERS{

"ls Mr, Hartzsch stated that he would review. these categories
of properties and.would proceed from the best results to the more trouble=-
some ones. It was .pointed out that Hesse had an excellent record having
released from control 92.8% of the units and 76.0% of the value of such
properties., This is all the more remarkable in view of.the fact that
only two months ago Hesse had the poorest showing of any Land. Mr.

- Hartzsch took this opportunity to express his appreciation to Mr, Cain
- for applyxng the necessary pressure to bring this category of proPertles
‘ in Iine with the other Laender. ' 4 v

NSDAP ORGANIZATIONS:

L. It was- poznted out that the results attained in this
category is poor at best.: 5646% of the units of such: propertles account-
ing for 69, 6% of the value in this category have been released from
control, It was pointed out that the deadline for the acceptance of -
such properties by successor orgenizations. axpired on 19 November 1948,
Allowing for the time lag in reporting the necessary paper work, it was -
felt that all of the remaining properties should have been transferred
to the Land within a month and certainly by the end of 1948. - This,
however, has not been the case. It was stated by Mr, Cain. that with
the exception of the Reichsnaerstand, the Red Cross and certain Student
Organizations that all other prcpertxes in this category will be released
from control by 28 February 1949 and will reflect in the March statistical

\

report. The entire question of the unusually long period of time required .

to record accomplished facts in Hesse was reviewed, Mr, Hartzsch pointed
out that in many instances a three month period was customary and that
such a period was unreasonablé, Mr, Cain pointed out that the Hessian
authorities even after signing the customary receipt for such properties
did not reflect the transaction in their Property Control records until
in meny- instances three months later giving as an excuse the fact that

- they had to search for adequate custodians or that the Land Minister -

"~ charged with the responsibility for this property had not had an op-
portunity to inspect it. It was pointed out by Mr. Hartzsch that the ‘
following procedure be used. At the signing of the receipt form by
the Land sathorities that the property be. immediately transferred to
the Land authorities, a letter of transmittal to the Land authorities -

©to be exchanged at the time the receipt-is received by the Property.
T . Control authorities informing them that the responsibility for the
property is no longer that of Property Control but hence-forth belongs

-
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“to the Land and is thelr property. In the abserice of their appointed
‘agent to- operate the property, they are to be informed that the present

agent will hence=forth bel the agent for the Land, .responsible- to them
V.and aocountable -to them. lh;s would accomplish three things:

8o It would speed up actlon ‘'on the part. of the Land
in either accepting the former custodian or appoint1ng & new one im-
mediately. o

A b. It would, result in practlcally recordzng immediate= -
~ 1y the transaction on Property Control records and would certainly

'~ result in having the transaction recorded within the usual allowable .
~-one month period. A : ; .

T ee It would put the Lend on notice that from the date

- of the signing of the receip% they are fully responsible and would thus
prevent any misunderstanding in the event that something happened to

- the property during the. perzod that the receipt was signed for, and

. the actual taking over of, the property by the Land. - Mre Cain stated
that he would adopt this recommendation. With reference to the Red °
Cross, etce, no action can be taken until the necessary. logal opinion
is received from OMGUS Lepgal Dlvislon.~

UNITED NATIONS AND NEUTRAL PROPERTIESE

1. Mr, Hartzsch poxnted out that w1th the exceptlon of
‘Berlin, the showing maede in Hesse with respect to decontrolling, this
category of properties is the poorest in the entire U. S. Zone. BEver
slnoe the beginning of ‘the Decontrol Program on 25 June 1947 only
20,7% of the units of such’ properties under control and 29,5% of the
. value of such properties under control have been decontrolleds An.
analysis of this poor showing indicates the followlng. at the present
' time, there are according to the 'records 2,705 units valued at =
- 342,000,000 marks still under control. Inoluded 4n the above figures
‘ still reported as being under control-are the followmng.

o : Py Adam Opel valued at 185, ooo OOO'marks, decontrolled
October 1948; ‘ , . .

A b. Deutsche Gasolin 223,ooo'magks,kdecontrolled 15
‘ June.1948; ’ K . - : o

L e Quarziampen 2;500,000 narks, decontrolled 25
October 1948; o ' : : '

de Deutsoho Kohlenbuersten 1 150, 000 marks, decon~
. trolled 11 December 1948;

Total 188 878,000 merks.

The above properties, however, it will be noted, were deoontrolled & long
time ago but again due to the unusually long time. lag, it can only reflect
8 poor accounting system, these properties. have not yet been recorded

as having been decontrolled. Thus, it will be noted that if these de- .
controlled propertles had been recorded an additional 55% of the value

of such properties would have reflected in the records, and that at least
the -percentage of value would be almost on a par with the results in the
other Laender. However, these four properties would not helpi the poor
percentage of units decontrolled. Mr. Hartzsch further anelyzed the:
problem, it was pointed out that a recent analysis showed that there are.
forty four units of propertles under control with a valuation in excess
of 100,000 marks each, and thet this 44 item group has a valuation of
92,000,000 marks. ThlS is 27% of the amount still shovn as being under
control. It was, thereforo, reoommended that the Land Pxoperty Control _

Ca7a | 31 1,8_.
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Chief write personal letters to each of the 44 owiers advis1ng them of
the Decontrol Program and recommending compliarce therswith. 'This pro-
cedure to be followed each month, and at the same.time adv131ng the -
owners of Military Governrent policy pertaining to such properties.

Mr, Cain stated that he will personally look into the matter and write.
the necessary letters, . It was also recommended that the reporting
system be carefully checked into, and necessary corrective action
.taken. Mr, Cain stated that thls would be done.

s . OTHER comENTS: o S oL

‘ ~l. The question was raised as to any other possible recom=’
mendations. It was stated that at times umnecessary delay is caused by
the d631re of Hessian Property Control insisting. upon the use of command
channels, It was recommended that the procedure outlined in Title I,
namely, the use of functional channels be used.in every case except
major changes in policy. Mr, Sheehan approved the: recommendatlon as
did Mr. Cain. It was agreed that henceforth all implementation would
be submitted through functional channels. ‘

2. At 1605 Mr, Hartzsch completed the first. phase of the
dlscuSSlon, at which time Mr. Sheehand stated thet it was a most in-
teresting meeting, and that we could count on his full cooperatlon in
carrying out the Liquidation Program. '

3. At the request of Mr, Sheehan, that part of ‘the confar-'
© ence dealing with Internal Restitution WB.S postponed untll 1500 Friday,
21 January 1949, A :

INTERIAL RESTITﬂTION:

‘1, | Prosent were Mr, Sheehan, Mr, Cain and Mr. Pofﬁer.

. 2. Mr, Porter opened the conference by stating that contrary
to other categorles of properties which are presently in process of ro=
‘lease from control, duress properties may be expected to increase and
the burden upon the German agencies connected with the Restitution Pro-
gram may be expected to continue for a period of several years. Iir. .

_ Porter outlined the objectives of Malltary Govermment Law No. 59, .touch-
ed upon the Property Control aspects of the program, indicated tha
uncertainty of titles to duress properties, and the consequent burden -
upon the German economy and German people, and stated that the aim of -
Military Government was and will be the completion of the Restitution

"~ Progrem as quickly as possible and wnth maximum degree of justice to
all partles concorned. . .

S In order to give the Actlng Dlrector some conceptzon of
the scope of the problem, Mr, Porter mentioned the ‘latest statistics
-available both for the entire U, S, Zone and for. land Hesse in particular.
It was pointed out to Mr, Sheehan that of the 31,472 duress properties
under control with an estimated value of 1,287, 000 000 marks, Hesse

" _accounted for 13,338 with an estimated value of 295,000,000 marks. Mr.
8heehan was also informed that to date Hesse had. recelved approximately
2,300 petitlons, runnlng second among the Laender for total number of
petitions received; morsover, that, if the same percentazes continued:
with respect to distribution of petitions, Hesse might receive anywhore

. from 50,000 to 60,000 petitions of which 25,000 to 30 000 would probably
‘involve substantial questions. The impact of this number of petitions on

-the agencies and courts was emphasized and it was pointed out that even
though a considerable number might be disposed of because of insuffi-
ciency or duplication, nevertheless all petitions had to be processed.
It was pointed ‘out. to Ur. Sheehan that to date the Central Filing Agency.
. had received petitions in excess of 200 000 and that the flnal number
-might reach 225,000, B
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, 4, Mr, Sheehan was . oonsiderably surprised by the. total mum-
ber of claims involved and appreciated the burden upon the agencies and
"oourts connected with the program and asked numerous questions concern=-
ing many of the problems inhsrent in the execution of the program.’ ‘

5. Mr. Porter p01nted out that, 1nsofar as prasent ‘work load .
is concerned, Hesse administratively is very well organized and has been
doing very good work. One possible area of weakness, however, in'the
performance of the agenclas and courts to date has been the backlog in
conneotion with the completion of services on interested parties (approx-'r
imately 50% of total petitions received) and the fact that the Restitu-
tion- Chambers have not as yet decided any cases referred to them by the
agenoies. It was indicated that coordination with Legal Division with
respect to the latter point is very desirable and Mr, Sheehan agreed.

Mr. Cain was asked by Mr. Sheehan to coordinate with Legal Division and
secure information concerning the activities of the Restitution Chambers
~on cases referred to them by the Restmtution Agencies. :

P

. 6. Mr, Porter furnished Mr. Shaehan with “the organlzational

setup of the Restitution Agencies and Chambers and Oberlandesgerichte
in Hesse and the average number of personnel in the Restitution Agencies.,
Mr. Porter then indicated that, on the basis of the enticipated number
of petitions and claims which Hesse would .receive,. it was absolutely
essential that the full support of the German government should be en=-
listed and- secured in terms of financial appropriations, personnel,
facilities and supplies for the execution of the program. Mr. Porter
indicated -the restrictions presently existing on employment of personnel,
the reductions in personnel, and the reclassification of personnel as
‘seriously impairing the proper funetioning of the Agencies and Courts.

© Mr, Porter recommended that the Acting Director discuss the matter with

. the appropriate German governmental officials to secure the elimination,
suspension or relaxation of these restriotions and to secure sufficient
budgetary appropriations and allocations for the expansion of orgeniza-
tion and personnel required for the execution of the Restitution Progrem,
Mr. Porter furnished the Acting Direetor with a.copy of AG letter 010.6
(PD) dated 12 January 1945 which Mr. Sheehan read. : After reading of
the same Mr, Sheehan instructed Mr, Cain to prepare neeessary letter of
implementation addressed to the Minister President. Mr. Porter, however,
'suggested that Mr. Cain first commnicate with the Restitution Authorities,
have them prepare an estimate of - their needs on ths basis of the antici-
pated work load, ‘and then address a communication to the Minister
President based. upon such survey.‘ This was agreed to by Mr. Shsahan and
Mr,. Calno - .

T Mr. Porter then briefly touched upon the type of super—
vision that would be exeroised by Property Control at OMGUS level, '
Property Control and Legal at Land level, and the reporting system which
is to be put into operation. Mr. Porter also indicated the position of
JRSO. in. connection with the Restitution Program and its aocountabllity

" o OMGUS for all of its operatlons. Both Mr, Sheehen and Mr, Cain
agreed with Mr, Porter on the matter of close ccordinatlon between
Legal and Property Control at Land Level.

8. Mr. Sheehan asked numerous questlons concerning various
aspects of the program, problems connected therewith, and in general
evinced considerable interest and promised full cooperation to Mr, Cain's
office as well as to Property Control and External Assets Branch, OMGUS,

" in comnection with the program and securing all necessary support for
. the German authorltles for the prOper functionmnv and executlon of the

progrem, o T - =
: | 9. With respect to inspections conducted by this Branoh it o
was agreed that contact by persomnel of this Branch with Mr. Cain's ' -
office would be sufficient and that it will not be necessary for Mr. o™

" Loewenthal or any of his inspectors to contact any other agency before'
makinv such inspeotlons in Hesse.

10 Flnally, it was avreed tha+ renortq wonld be submwtted
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III. S‘I’UTTGART
i
» 1. A meet1ng wes held in Stuttgart on Monday, 24 Januany 1949,
at 1600, with Major General Gross, Director of Military Government,
GMG'Wherttemberg-Baden; Mr, Zinn Garret, Land Property Control Chzef
OMGVWuerttemberg-Baden, Mr., BErtzsch and Mr, Porter, OMGUS. ' .

2. Mr. Hartzsoh opened the discussion by outlining the purpose
of the meeting; namely, to review the Property Control, Internal Resti-
tution Program, and the present status of such programs in Yuerttemberg=-
Baden. With referénce to the Property Control Program, it was stated

- . that Wuerttemberg-Baden has made the best showing under 'the various
disposition progrems and that the Branch appeared to be in excellent
- hands. It was indicated that under the program for releasing prop-

" erties belonging to NSDAP Members and Black-Listed Persons that 88.,1%
~ -of the units and 88.8% of the value of such propertiss have been re-
leased from control, With reference to United Nations and Absentee
Ovmed Properties 60 4% of units and 7643% of the value have been de-
controllede With reference to NSDAP Organizations 98.1% of units

and 96,0% of value were released from .control. With reference to
I. G. Farben Properties the program is 100% completed. These -per= .
centages lead all the other Laender and it is a most satisfactory -
showing. One sugwestlon was made, however, with reference to United
- Nations' properties; it was pointed out that 47 properties valued .
at over 90,000,000 marks remained under control in this category.
It was suggested that, the Land Property Control Chief write:: per-
sonal letters to these owners and.follow them up each month until
the properties are decontrolled. This. group-alone accounts for -
- approximately 80% of the value of United Natlons Properties. still.
- under control as of ‘31 December 1948, :

-

[

3. Mr. Porter then reviewed~the Internal Restitution Program.
Because of General Gross' unfamiliarity with Property.Control matters,
he was furnished with detailed explanation as to the type of prop=-
erties which are involved in the Restitution Program. He was then

. given the pgeneral idea of the objectives of the Law, the scope 'of the
Program in the U, S, Zoné and in Wuerttemberg-Baden, the aim of
- Military Government to complete the execution of the Program within -
the earliest possible period,. and specific information concerning the
present status of the Restitiution Program, the anticipoted work load
- that might be expected and the problems connected both with present
" work load and the anticipeated work load. In the development of the
.discussion General Gross asked numerous questions relating to the
‘difficulty of the program and serious problems that might be expected
to arise. He showed marked interest in the organlzational and ‘ad-
ministretive aspects of the Program, expressed the opinion that it
. was a monumental task, and stated that he would be glad-to give any
.-assistance possible both to Mr, Garrett, LPCC for'ﬂherttemberg-Baden,.
-and to this- office in the aocompllshment of the Program.,

4. The performance of the Restitution &gencies in'Wherttemberg~
Baden to ‘date was .given in detail. It was, however, pointed-out to
General Gross that the same obstacles and limitations that held true
" for the rest of the Zone with. respect to employment of suitable and
.qualified personnel, facilities, supplies, etc., held true to a great
degree in Wuerttemberc-Beden. -In this connection Mr. Porter mention-
ed the fact that the Minlstry of Justice had made a direct appeol
for intervention to secure sufflclent financial allowences in order
effectively to do what is necessary in oonneotlon with. the Restitution
Program which had thus far been met with outright refisal on the A

. part of the German governmental officials. Mr, Garrett confirmed 2;'

- this information and indicated. that he had already prepared a letter. Oﬁ
which was ready for dlspatoh to the Minister President and which was -
designed to correct this situation. Mr. Porter furnished both General o™

__Gross and Mr. Garrett with copies of letter AG 010.6 (PD), dated 12
January 1949, and emphaszzed that ‘on the baesis of -such letter, the
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Minister Prosident should be earnestly requested or instructed to pro-
vide necessary funds, personnel, facilities, supplies, etec.,.to the
Restitution Agencies and Courts so that they will be properly equipped
and organized to cope with the enticipated work load, . General Gross
and Mr. Garret agreed to taka the necessary ‘action at once.

5., Mr. Porter then briefly touched upon the reporting system

which is to be put into operation and ddscribed the nature and extent . .-

of supervision that would be expectéd at Land level. There was some -
disenssion concerning the possibility of eliminating Property Control.
at Land level after 1 July 1949, Insofar as the Restitution Program

is concerned and with regard to 'the possible conseguencés of such
action both General (ross and Mr,. Garrett felt that it would be most
desirable to retain sufficient personnel at Land level to render .

proper supervision even after that date. Mr, Hartzsch described the
establishment of the Germen Central Coordinating Committee which has -
been formed and is bein? trained for the next six months and expressed.
his opinion that this Committee should be able to take over most of '
the responsibility for superv181on of the Propram by the German
agencies and courts after 1 July 1949 as guided by cerhain American

' persomnel who continue with Military Government attached to the -
office of one of General Cley's advzsers.

6. General Gross was in complete agreement with the aim of
Military Government to complete the Restitution Program as soon as-

possible but felt that estimetes submitted by Mr. Porter that the

Program should be substantlally completed within two to three years
ware over optimistic in view of the many serious problems conneoted
with the Program, the unpopularzty of the Law and the resistance °
thereto on the part of present owvmers of proPertmes who are now being

"called upon to return said properties. General Gross was copsider-

ably interested in the reporting: system which is to be put into

‘operation and expressed the opinion that it seemad sufficiently

oomprehons1ve to satisfy anybody.:

7« The conference was concluded with General Gross’ assurance’
that, insofar as his office is concerned, every assistance possible
will be rendered to the LPCC for Wherttemberg—Baden and the Property
Control and Externael Assets Branch, OMGUS, for the proper execution :

of the Restitutlon Program.
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IV, BAVARIA °

. 1‘ At 1400 hoursl a mseting we.s held with- Mr, Murray D. van
Wagoner, Director of OMG Bavaria; Mr. Harris, Director of Property

" Division, OMG Bavarie; Mr. Lennon, Lend Property Control Chief

. and Black-Listed Persons that 80,0% of the number of such properties .
-and 63.9% of the value of such properties have been released from

OMG . Bavaria, Mr, Hartzsch and Mr. Porter, OMGUS,

2. The purpose’ of the meeting was briefly reviewed by“Mf.‘
Hartzsoh and the following comments were made, -

 NSDAP MEMBERS:

' 1.‘ It was. pointed out that with reference to the program
providing for the release of properties belonging to NSDAP Members

control. It was further pointed out that although this was the poor=-
est showing of the four Laender, it was still considered faitly =
satisfactory. Mre. Lennon stated thet, this prOgram,would be sub=
stantially. speeded up during the next two months.’

UNITED NATIONQ AND NEUTRAL PROPERTIFS‘

1. With re£6renoe "to the Decontrol Program providzng for
the decontrol of United Nations and other absemtes-owned properties
the record in Bavaria was second best in the entire U. 8. Zone, 41,0%
of the number of such’ propertles and 71.8% of the value of such

* . properties have been decontrolled to date. It wes pointed out that

of those properties remaining under control in this category as of 31
December 1948, 64 properties were valued at 68,000,000 marks. This
accounts for approxlmately 25? by value of the remglning properties

in this category. It was recommended that, the Land Property Control

Chief write personal 1etters to these large United Natlons, etc,,
owners. . ,

. NSDAP ORGANIZATIONS PRQPFRTIES-

le With reference to proPert1es belonglng to this category,

it was pointed out that 63.5% of the units and 20.4% of the walue of
such properties have been released from control, .In view of the fact
that all of these properties, with few‘minor exceptions, should have
been transferred.to the Land by this time, this is considered an un-
satisfactory showing. Mr, Lennon stated,” howover, that everything
would be done to complete thi's program.wzthin the next two months.

OTHER CATEGORIES OF PRGPERTIWS.

1. With reference to I, G Farben Properties, the program

T is 100% complsted.

INTERNAL RESTITUTION PROGRAM:

1. Mr. Porter 1nformsd Governor van'Whgoner of the neture

of the Restitution Program, its Property Control aspects, the objectives

of Military Government Lew No. 59, the present status of the Restitution
" . Program for Bavaria, the anticipated work load and problems connected

therewith and the impiications of this Program on titles and the German

economy and publics. The aim of Military Government to complete ‘the.
execution of the Program at the earliest date possible was also in-

1.dlcated.
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24 Mr, Porter p01nted out that even on the basgis of the :

present work load, perfonmance on the part of the Restitution Agencies
in connection with service of notice on interested parties was lower
than in other Laender. This situation could be expected to become

worse in the next four to six weeks when the Centrel Filing Agenocy

would have completed the processing of petitions on hand down to Lend
level. The fact that none of the cases referred to the courts by the
Restitution Agencies to date had been decided was also a matter of L
serious concern indioatmng the need for close coordination between "’
Property Control and Legal Division at Land level. Mr. Lennon

‘volunteered to take this matter up at once with Legal Division and

~ this ection received the hearty approval of charnor van‘wagoner.

_ Se ‘On’an over=-all basis, Mr.,Porter poznted out the ab=-
solute necessity for the support of Governor van Wagoner to Mr. Lennon's
office to secure the relaxation in present restrictions on employment
of personnel and aveilability of facilities and supplies so that the
Restitution Authorities could take proper measures to prepare organi-
zationally and administratively for the antieipated work load which
'should develop within the next four to six weeks. Mr. Porter supplied ™
Governor van Wagoner and Mr. Lennon with copies of letter AG 610.6
(PD), dated 12 Jamuary 1949, which was read and with respect to which
agreement was reached that immediate corrective action would be
taken. Mr. Porter suggested thet the Restitution Authorities be -
requested to prepare an estimate of their needs which should be sub-
mitted to Mr. Lennon's office and on 'the basis of which Mr. Lennon
should prepare a letter to the Minister President signed by Governor
van Wagoner to sacure the necessary funds, personnel, facilities,
etc., requlred for the proper execution of the Restitution Program.

Mr. Lennon promised to secure.a report on the status of Restitution
cases in the Chambers at the earliest possible date through the
Legal Dl?lsion which wnuld be. transmitted to this. office. .

4, There was general discussion concerning, the entire
Restitution Program in which Govérnor van Wagoner asked many pertinent .
questions and in general evinced much interest. Hb agreed whole=
heartedly with the aim of Military Government as expressed by Mr.
Porter that the Program should be completed as soon as possible, He
we.s, however, fully aware of the seérious problems connected with the
Progrem and expressed his opinion that it would be quite an achisve- .
-~ -ment to complete the Program in the time ‘hopefully mentioned by Mr.
_ Porter. Ebwaver, he stated that it was a target woll wnrth shootlng
at. C . R .

5.” " In connection with'this report,it'should be mentioned’
~that Governor van Wagoner signed the letter prepared by the Office of .
the LPCC in coordination with Legsl, which directs the Minister Presi-
dent for Bavarie to suspend the recent ordinance which would create a
new Restitution Authority and would vest responsibllity for this
' agency in Dre Auerbach. ‘ . :

6o On the basis of information given by Mr. Loewenthal
which showed malpractice on the part of personnel connected with the
Office of Property Controllers, the LPCC's office as well as on the

~ part of Dr. Auerbach and Dr. Endres (axerclse of undue influence. o
on the part of both the latter before Agencies and . Courts) Mr. Porter
made arrangements with Mr. Lennon for a meetlng to be ‘scheduled in
the near future which would have as its aim the clarification of.
policy as to the type of supervision which .this office will require
at Lend level. This meeting will be attended by all Property Con~

. trollers and their chief German officiels. Mr, Porter will, at this

meeting, indicate some of the abuses on the part of Property Control
personnel in superv1S1on exercised by them end clarify the type of
' .superv1810n whxch as &' matter of policy,‘w111 hereafter be exerclsed.

31° 00
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. Mr, Lennon, ‘in preparation for this meetlng, w111 ‘meke an investiga-
tion.of some of the speclflc matters submitted to ‘him by M}. Porter
and render a report thereon to this off109¢ R :y* DOEI

. Te Insofar a5 Drs,. Auerbach and Lndres are. concerned Mr.
Porter Has requested Mr. Loewenthal to prepare report which will
specifically detail abuses in authority and practice on the part of
these two officials connected with Restztutlon matters for referral o
to Legal Division and W1th a view to securing corrective actlon. L

8+ On the basis*of mr. Loewenthalls findlngs it is. ap-

parent that Bavaria which may be expected to receive a large portion
of the claims has many serious weaknesses requiring special considera=~
tion @t this time and closar superv1519n hereafter. These weaknasses
relate to the type of supervision being exercised by the personnel.. '
connécted with the LPCC's or PC's Office as well as the abuses.of
power, authority and position on the part of German key officials for
political purposes. The intervention of Dr. Auerba.ch before Agencies.
and Courts and his influence on Agencies ‘and Courts in connection with
amicable settleménts and Court dacisions tends to dlscredlt ‘the entire
programe. In too many cases he appears to be exceeding his authority
and acting in dual capacities so that it is apparent that he is
motivated by conflicting interests. Every effort will be made to

. steer these gentlemen into correct channels., Specific recommendations
were promised and Director van Wagoner assured us of his full cooPGra-
“tion. - oo , )

313‘ 6
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V. B}:.RLIN SECTOR |

1. A mseting was scheduled in Berlln Sector for 1400 hours,

:”Wednesday, 2 February 1949, ‘but due to the fact that. Colonel Howley,

Director of Military Governmant for Berlin Sector, was detained, the
meoting wes postponed until the following day at 1400, As Mr,

McNulty, the LPCC, ‘end his Deputy, Mr, Gregg, were ill neither could . -
attend the conference held with Colonel Howley on Thursday, 3 February -

- 1949, Those present were Colonel Howlsy, Mr.. Hhrtzsch and Mr, Porter.

2. Mr. Bhrtzsch opened the discussion with a review of the
measures intended for the liquidation of Property Control in the
American Sector of Berlin, as approved by General Clay. Mr. Hartzsch
reviewed each category of property specifically and indicated briefly
the action that would be taken with respect to each category of ‘
property in the near future 'so as-to bring about the termination of
Property- Control at. the earliest possible date. The Director was '
advised that insofar as the LPCC's office is concerned, American -
responsibility would terminate as of'1l July 1949, at whlch time a

. Central German Coordinating Committee, or its aquivalent for Berlin,
. would assume responsibllity. ’ .

3. Colonel chley appeared surprlsed that this program applied

' 4o Berlin Sector. ~As Colonel Howley was mainly interested in the rec-

<ammendat10ns, approved by General Glay, they were read to Colonel

Howley:

o

“a. A Garman ProPerty Control Supervisory Agency is to be

“established in Berlin Sector; every effort to be made to establish

this on a tri-sector basis, financed by the Magistrate. If this
fails, an organization is to be established'on & unilateral basis in’
the U. S, Sector, financed by a’ small charge agalnst all propertzes ‘

' 5under control in Berlin. Sector,

"b. In view of the‘fact that United Nations and neutral
owners having properties in Berlin Sector do not take advantage of the

" Decontrol Program, as it would jeopardize their equity, legislatzon

’providing for a moratorium on pre-surrendered debts is to be proml-.

gated. After the promulgation of such legislation,. renewed efforts
should be made to contact the absentee owners of properties. Speoial
attention should be given to the 47 properties in this category valued

- at over 100,000 marks each, and having a combined wvalue of 242,000, 000

marks or approxmmataly two thirds of the vslue of all propertleo in

B thls category.‘

. c. A speed up program in releasing Nazi Mbmber properties
from control was advocated in 1ine with the policy established in the

‘U, S. Zone.

de Nazi Orwanizatlon propertles are to be glven special

‘attention as provided for in Control Council Directive No. 50. Prop--

erties which rightfully should go to the Labor Orgenization known as

- UGo are to be transferred to that organlzatlon as soon as legally.

‘constituted to hold real éstate and approved by Mllltary Government.

© Consumer Cooperatlves' ‘properties, formerly belonging to GEG, are to .

be returned to that orgenization. Those properties in this category’

not transferred within a reasonable time should be transferred in ac-
Vcordance wuth provisions of Control Gouncil Dlrective No. 50

4. Mr. Porter briefly indicated that 1t is 1ntended to extend v

' Eilitary Government Law No. 59 to Berlin and inquired whether the
"Director knew of any obstacles to such extension, either on the basis

of the present political orgenization of the Western Sectors of Berlin,
or on the basis of the contemplated Land organization of the Wbstern ’

3”4‘57
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* Sectors of Berlin. Colonel Howley stated that anything that oould be

. done under the present smtuation could also bhe done if and when the

. Western Sectors of Berlin are given s Land status. Colonel Howley,. in
answor to en inquiry by Mr. Porter, stated that a Land government should -
be set up within the next few woeks. :

* b4 Both Mr, Hartzsoch and MNr, Porter 1nd1cated that Mr. MbNulty
maght require the assistance of the Director in securing the necessary .
Aimplementation of various measures for accomplishment of the Liquida=-
tion Program and the extension of Military Government Law No. 59 to the -
. U. S, Sector of Berlin. Colonel Howley indicated that, upon .receipt
. of proper instructions, he would be glad to render every assistance
possible.

-
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i’hese mdits vore andertaken to deotermina tbn tlmunen of tho

booking end yeporting of Property Control transagtions. It is recognised
that the Property Control Statistical Repert (MG/PC/6/H) - for Septemder
1948, for example, eannst reflect overy transaction coxpleted in the month
of Soptember becanss of the nocesenry $ime Isg:involved in the preparation,
forwarding, and compilation of feeder reports, sush as Ma/PC/2/Ps, HO/PC 3,
etc. As a standard, a lag of one (1) month hee ‘beon, aasumed as the normal
time required from tha aempletion of any transaotion: until the time it is
properly booked and ready to be reported. Thus, the Property Control .

© . 'Statistical Report dated 30 Septozber 198 would, if this noym were achisved .

in every instanse, reprécent the status of properties on N1 Auguet 19LE. -
Certain comparisons of extransous statlistics on specific categories with

the Property Coatrol Statistical Repord hava,: bowever, tonded to indlcate - -
that the ‘time lag in reporting greatly exeesds the nora of ons month in

many and in important instances. These audits were Stherefors sgpangsd to
ascertain the exast time lag nov doing experienced by each of” tha four

- Iaonder and &'oporty control Branch « OX0 Berlin Sootor.

!;o SOOPB:

2. ‘The scope of thne anditu extonasd cnl.r to tka dntminatlan ot

the facts with respect to the time lag. It was mot possidle within the

time available for each sudit to make any complete investigation as to

. causes in those Gasés whers the time lag excesdsd the norm. However, ,
' procedures in effegt in the office at Land level wore revieudd so far ae

* poeaible, and inquiries ma to their offectivensgs vere made of responsidle
- officials. Results of such reviews and inguiries are discussed in tbn

appropriato ssotion of the individual reportse ‘
. 3. The figures reported tn the Property Control Statistical Report

ror September 1948 were the basis of thess andiss. ¥ork in procses in

each office representing transactions to b@ booked and reported in periods
subsaquent to 30 qutaaber 19&8 wore aleo mimd and awragaa as to

dato offeetod.

nI. ITIEEBARY AND WORK SGBKDUI.E!

‘4, The {tinerary and the actual tina spent on. tha mdli of each
ofﬂeo are ag indicated harou.nders S ‘

P R
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Report of Audits of the Four Mc‘ ucounting Bfnoou and Property
" Control Sranoh, OMG Borlin Sector (cont'd) '
| o ’ 21me spont i
Clad 0 Mmdttorg o Date \.M Zotal
a, Heege =~ RoLe Saq_foi'dA . be 8I Oci kg B
L . BoFe Schaller - = 6. &0t iz 3 .
R, SBchaefer . 6« BOcthE % , .
. HoO, Wettstetn . gOetks - 1 W
Y. Bawaria - | .J','.{S._' xoi:aﬁty 11 12 Ogt kg 2 L
o K B, Schaefer = 1l 15 0ot us‘ gp E
¢ Vusrtesderg Kelo Banford {15008 48) |
g Sviiaiad T (e300t 2 SR
S E.fs Schaller -_(15-160»»3 o
» S - (18 - 19 Oot K _ﬁ 6
.- ,d..'.-.‘BD,rnn':Soctdr”“ ‘3.8, Korfanty % 27 Oot 48 R} |
T Ed. Vettsteln = 26-280cti8 3 4}
¢ Bremen . K.L, Banford 28 Qothis . ) E
. S R, Schaefer 28 - 29 cct g 2- '3y
: 9 Total mn-daya, oxclnsiva of trawl time o M

IV, mscassxos: OF STATISTIOAL FINDINOS; —

Be  Se 'Ehe corcept of @ 'udian‘ averags dats has deen md throughout
{n these mdlts desause of its particular suitability to the eituation.

A *median” average 1s that "score® (f.e,, date, dollar amownt, age, ets.)
1n s statistical series with as many scores asbove it sa bolow 1t. :
It differe from a “mean® average in that the latter represents the arithe
metical total of all the ccores in a statiatisal series as.um. 'by the
xmn‘ber ‘of thn 800768 mcluaad in tha total.

. 6, That the use of mdun average dates s particnlarly mitod to
these. sudits can be appreciated after consideringthe matter hypothetically. -
Agsuning it were mechanically Dossibdlo for all concerned to¢ rocord Fropore
ty Control transastions on the day they cécurred, and assuming eslso san
even flow of work from day to day vithout a Dacklog, the median averags -
date of transaotions reported i{n Septemder 15U8, for example, would de

15 September 1948. This would represent, of course, 100 percent perfestion
in ourrent reporting. Thus, by this method, wo are adle to narrov the :
tra.nmtionn roported dnring a glven month te an eaaily ascartatuablo date
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"whieh represents the mid-point of that month, This date ga;;vbo comparad
- with the midepoint dats of m mothotual!y “pm«t" - ‘B&.to -detormine
the omct M.ae hg. o o

“Te For m punmnoa of thssa m&ite, hmaewr. w haw anmmd as ths
‘nom a time lag of one month to allow for the prsparatlon, imms.ttal, and
Feoording of WI/PC/2/Fs and KG/PC 3a. On this dasis, the mors median . =
average for transections reported in September 194G would be 15 August 1943,
In other worde, since a .certain lengid of time must be takon for preparing,

transmitting, and recording of feeder reports, the best we can hope to
achieve is tho 6ase vhare the Property Control Statisticsal Report for Sepe
‘tember 1948 would reflect propertlies under control as of 31 Auguet 194E,

The norm is based upon the assumption that, undar a reasonmadle efficient
soteup, no more than ons month is needed from the date m transaction occurred
‘until it s recorded in ‘Property Control ascounts, 'In this connsotion, it
1s interesting to note that this norm was achleved in two uatmen vithin

a vuk and emoded by two weeks in one othar hctance. '

8. Sche&zlml and 2 are consolidations for eompariaon pnmoaea of
statistiesl findings which have been explained in detail in tho individusl
roports for each Land end Ol Berlin Sector. . Ho further comments are there-

- ‘fore made with reapect to any of the indivldnal findings. The data in the
"Zotal® column indicate that our Property Control Statistical Report for
Septenber 1948 ysflscts a tise lags of two monthe in excops of the norm, or
an absolue lag of three months., Stated in another way, total propertiss
undey contxol on 30 September 1948 as shown in the Septemder Report reprosent
mbntantial]y totsl properties under control on 30 Jm 15u8,

9 It my 'bo mentioxwd that this canaoli&ntion aeama to point \m Y
rulo. namely, the sfficienay of an organization’ seems to wvary An inveree.
. ratio to its size. It 1s not intendod to sugeest in this cawotion that
- Bavaris is the loast efficlent {n cvereall Property Control oPerations,

" other than the asgounting function, that Heese is the next least efficient.
in thie regard, etc. To maks such sugzestion 1% would be nscessary to .
assume that overeall Property Control operations in each Land vere exaotly
on the level of efficiency as the accounting function. HNeedlesaoto esy,
such assurption would be highly questionable unlaoa connidamna raaw).

-ovidnnca in support theredf vere avaua'ble. /

V. mcmmm OAUSES OF xmwrs; |

. 10, In aanaral. the daleya tn report:ng were the ramlt of overlye
®laborate end timpwwasting procedures in the handling of baale documente
at all levels of ths Property Control orgemization. It doss not appear -
that such procedures are the result of the lack of exmphasis by LPOCs on

%]
b
O
i
D
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the necessity of madiuom m:mng of sueh dnmmnta. Eathar. it
sppears to be the combination of turesuscratic thinking imherent in the
German civil serviee set-up with inadequate check-ups by LPGCs to correct
the worst features of such thinking. Take, for exanple, the matter of the
handling of ¥oleagss in Hssse in the cape where the releano of a property mnt
~ originate at ICAH level, such as in connsction with NSDAP organisations. In
puch caséd, all thoe preliminary work in connection with the relosse 1o done
. at that level, When the property is ready for releass and ti%le has been
transferred to the recivient, the Roleasss Ssetion of the LOAN Office pré=’
. pares an MI/PC 3 and foruards it to tho QAR conserned. Such MB/FC 3 1s,
. in effect, an order to the CAX to maks physical release of ths property to
. the recipient, After this is accomplighed, the GAX returss the HO/FQ 3 to
the 1CAH'w Reloases Section, with a rewmrk thereon that Waim release of
the propsrty has been effeated, It , Y
is referred to the Ascounting Sectior for reflec recor ‘an
" ‘extra cOPy O could not have veer prwmf Iv mmeu Section
and referred to the Ascounting Section at the tm the oriz!.nal vas sent to
_ the CAH was not aatiafact«orny explaimd. ,

) u. The ﬁaplera‘hla gitnation In !avaria. hwevor. is in W ‘opinion, tho

result not only of the factor covered in par 10, above, tut also of much
move fundamental organizationa) deficienay. VWhen operational responsibvility

wvas transforred %o the Baverian Land. governuany, the factor not taksn into -

monunt in potting Up their Land-vids organisation vas that a lerge organie
sation such as theirs required much etricted confrols than thosé needed in.
other Laendsr, This factor {s ueially stated comewhat as followat While
the increase in the size of an organization ic in mathomatical progression, -
ttha increass in adninlatmtiv. ‘prodlexmg is in geometric pregression. Stated
"more ‘concretoly, if the elze of an oreanization is doudled, . the-ghainlectraw
tive Problems are quadrupled. Also, it is believed that decentralization
hag no$ been carried ‘thmugh snfflcientlw to pems optim etﬁcienev {n
all Opﬂrstun’. o

, 12. Ovorwsll miw of the situaﬂou in gach of tha offices concamd :
" can 1ead to ons basic conclusion, namely, the lack of contimal gereral -

supervision of the German organizations in Bavaria and. in Hosee, the former
%0 o very great dsgree and the latter to a zueh losser degree. The present
situation in Bavaris could manifestly nob have doveloped to that extent
‘with adequate supervision. Nor could $he time-vasting procedure in Rosse
with respest to. cortaln relemses (ses par 10, above) have been allowved to
stand if the LCAH's operations were antuany miewsd by m mc or one
of his usistants poriodinany- : ‘ ,

o
bt
o
e
()
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Control Branch, ONO Bernn Su&or (cont?) - - ,

Ve OM GF'H}&RM PB(BIBHSC/

. 13. o oven-an mcomndationa with reapwb to othor gonoml problemo
are xade sinoe thrue haw been oovare& 1n the mavidnal reports. L

m. zmoommm'rmxm . . -
118. It is reeomnded that at tho naxt :mc meung. _the fonoving be
given high priority on the ‘sgends and be stressed by the CFEB: - I¢ is nod
sufficlont merely to inform the LOAE of the latest pelicy or te instrust
hin to seb up efficient and expediticus procedures, It is receassry alsd
that the LPCC periodically. review and ingpect the LOAH organization to -
" mssure thet the policy communicated to him is bYelng cxmted a.nd that hiu
' procoduren are wcrking out vith reuonah).e efficiomy. . _

S 15 It ia algo rouonmnded that mch closer uum bo mlntahwd
~ between this office and our field offices (especlally Bavaria and Heese) .
© ' than i) was popsidle to maintain in the past, Except for Reich and -

' &uress properties, our policy on the disposition of all other properties
is fairly wll settled. It would, I belileve, help considerably the .
snocessful cosplotion of the Liquidation Program if persomnel of this
office mads pericdio inspections of both LPCC and LOAH offices, . Teams
consieting of personnel from various seotiong conld do mok to agslist
IBLKs' implement policy, meet doadllnee. etc. . Lo .

7 Inclss " JOSEFH S, ECRFANTY
Incll-saheanlel S '
Insl 2 =« Schadule 2
Inel 3 - Report on Bavaria

| wf5 Incds . o L
Incl % « Repors on Honao ,

. w2 Incls :
“Izel § « Report on Wuerttenberg/ x
. Badem w/1 Incl .
Incl 6 - Report on Bremen. .

' © wflInl

Inel { = Repord on Berlin
w/l Incl

Talephpm wmsnmm 21310.
‘Ext 4e3

313464
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@ Units taken into control
be Unite released :
8. Adjustments -

7&. m tranaact fons _
ao Hormal median averaga date fo‘t
- Ssphn'ber g

£ ?aristiona from nors for aJ.l trance
_ eotione }

2. Mmtione in %ceeaiof-be%
- .:m -at of andit? o

‘6o Units taken into control
Ba Units releassd
»):. Mautmmts

&. All. tmacﬁona |

’maisn mm.ge date for trane=
nct!ons iu proeeas

“ f. ?ariatione from m for 1} tmaa—
aotions

Total
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2 mos-r-
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& Aug

’mm.hs

'283115;!&@
7 Sep L8

23 mos
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51&3 i
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15 ing LS
1} mos
21 oet A7

19 July 48
2 Jen %8

6 mos
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CHENUIE I,

2 ver 48|
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1o ﬁrancactlone reported in
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19}

19

.19 )

‘ FI:ZQ 6 mos 19%8
- daly 19 g :
Aug 1948

8@ 191%

Total

rooordsd at ime of

 Firet 6 nos 19148
: J‘nly 19336 R

cens of

Bavaria’

. Espsg
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Ho. | & -| W .
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22 .7

i

2 o-

32 | 6.7 11

12
g2 | 1 155
555 1.1 | 1 &
110 | 2.2 52

o,

k.8
16.0
0.5

03|
1.5

T

uh
&2
264

§

1

“ ‘.
Efomiar
&

o

1 3.'1‘

MUETT I

9.6
16.8

6008‘ N

2.2

xog.

4 990 | 10040

2051& '

100.0

1 ho1 |

Ji

In6

100.0

]

@t"‘umlitl

J
59k
38.5

ol i
IRIER K I

-

joit

l100.06°

616

-
=
3,
| =
©I
ot
©

=

I

O -47%47 Anuqg
U7 oY

e o
«© -
cr
<>
3.
<

Q31IssY1030




DECLASSIFIED

| R . U R ey 4l 1750577 | |
. o | ‘ S oy A t"ARADate.%%? 4
/4 | o : it By WA | :

RG Z& o

Entry /o ov- 50
File
Box

;
' k.
-

N
* ' ‘
K

L.
v
.
.
M s
!
)
'
)
i
X .
R .
. . .
,
- '
.
.
,
! '
.
\
. .
\
W €
.
: .
. .



Entrty /oo~ 50 |

File. _ S Ai}ihdri?)‘ fALL o
v B v P ARADaie .

DECLASSEHED

12 Novenber 1948
mm ‘Report of L@dit’o‘f‘ LCAE's Ascounting diziée_-.‘ Lp;ng;ﬁm@_‘-;@ h

1. 'stamucal nata o S L I
Ii;,‘nismsun of seamum Pindings. Ly e
IXX. 'Probablo Gmsos of Delay in Rnpcrting
IV, Other Problems G o
Y. Recamandations o
vi. Ranaxks



RG . 2@ 0
Entry _/gz/e- SO
File - |

Box ‘

I+ STATISTICAL. BATA!

1.

are set forth 1n the fenowing schednle:

2.

3
!

o

Auhoity,

SECLASSIFIED
o5

N oy Bt 02 JEHS

The' mdian averagc dates of tranmtiom roportea by the LOAH
Bavaria for September 1948, ns compared with the average for the other
three (3) Laender and OMO Berlin Sector eombinad. ’(mlnains Bamria)

b,

‘c.'

de

0,

£,

- (14) ALl tranaactiona

ﬁnitq ighn into 'cont;ﬁl»

Units roleased -

A&Juntmanw

A1l tranmnono

Hoxrma mdian average 4nto
for aptem‘ber 19348

Variations from norms

(1) Units taken into control

(2) Units releesed

(3) Adjustments

Bararta

1 July b7
3 day Y8
13 Apr l;s

25 bar ' Ug -
15 iug 48
©13% mos

2% mos

4 mos-

4 mos .

Othor mnaer '
ond OMG-BS (ox~ -

. gluding Bavaria)

_1Jn]yh8_
213'&171&8
17Ans ’%8

22 Ju.}y hS
15 kg 48
1} mos
Y % mo
10 mmgn:

- % mo

m Wdian avcragc daten of tmsaotions ucordod ’uy tha LOAH

* Baveria from the September closing date to 10 Ootoder 1948 as compared

" with the average foF the other three (3) Laender and OM3 Berlin'Sector
conbined (execlunding Bamia) are set forth in the fcnoving enhcdnles

a.
.

Ce

B

Unite taken into control

Bnité ,rela#sed
L’d_:nu‘tmnt ¢

A‘llv ‘irgnaacubm ,

5

o Qther Laonder
Bavaria . and OMMBS (ex~
— clndlng Bavaris)
21 oot 47 54aug 48
19 July 48 25 bug U8
22 Jan 48 13 Sep U§
2 lﬁu-ha asmig ig

GO
[W"y
QO
[P
(op
(]
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Report of Andit of LAR's Accounting Office, Land Bavaria (cont'd)

* Other Yaendsr -

. Bavaria - and QMBS (ez- .
_ ' clu&ing Bavargg
@y Normal uuan avcrugo dats ' A
. R 14 tmnmtiona 1n e : R
‘ Progess . K 2 Sop 4  mot qpp,ncabl_a e
" £, Variatlons from mormi
. (1) Unite taken into control 103 mos S
_ ! AR . ot
(2) Units releaged . 1% wos. S .
Lo ‘ - L ~ apPli-
(;3). “.'A_;ijuatmnh , S '{ﬁ,mos : S
(ﬁ) 411 tranmtionn o 6 ‘mog

3. The schednla in par 2, above. repreeents trannactiom actually
recorded by the LOAH in Pronerty Control accounts pince the date of the
" September sloeing, In additien, there was an exceedingly large dacklog
P of ¥0/EC/2/Fs and MG/FC 3s which 1t was not feasible to includs in the
foregoing schedule hecausze of its: 8120, A count was mads, however, of
 the number of each of the forms (with a separation of those M3/FC 38
“which represented releases snd those which npreucnted adjustuonts) Yy
the month rather than the dsy in vhich each such transaction was. effected.
The following sthednle shows the results of this count, (I vill ve.
noted that no comparison 1s possidle in this schedule with other Lagnder
and ONO Berlin Seotor simoe no unrocorded or unprocessed NG/F0/2/Fs and
. MO/FO 38 of thia mituda vcre found in any oftiu other zm in Bamia.)c

a, m:en into centrol (ua/m/alra) o 3 Apr hs |
b, Beleases MO/FC3) . Wy s
e _ Adjuntmntm‘(m/m 30) k - U -} Hﬂl‘ - hg

d. 'ml:"immtipns - . SA'N': g

. mmm a“!'azﬁ dsto for tmmctions |
| inprooass o "7 2 sep U
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Roport of Audit of LCAH's Accounting Office, Land Bavarta (cont'd)

£e Variatiqu from normi |

(1) Taken tato control D 5 moa
(3) : _Raleasea SR o 13 mos
(3) Wﬁﬂtmnts - SR 5 ms
. : . ) -
(13)' All transactions S :', R 1 mos

4o The muber of units by mnth or year in whiuh the tmmtions
_ repoerted in September 19L& were actually efféoted, as compared with total
reported in Septembder 19LE by the other three (3) Laender end OHG Berlin
 Seotor (excluding Bamia) are set forth in the following schednle,. Paze
centages to total units bave also been computsd. for more easy comu&mn.
(fhis schedile is related to the ons listed in par 1. abovo.) ;-

o . Other Laendar

RBavaria - | and OMG-RS (ox-
. ‘ clnﬂ.ingBavarin)

— —

Yo | 8 | w | 4
ighs o s 0.7 | 11 . ?4' 0.2
Toagke - : ' m - 8T | 27 T 045
ST - 11 29,1 | 92 - 1,8
Firet 6 mos 1988 2% | ha.a 11332 24k
Aug 1948 . S 110 2.2 |17 | 3.8
Sep 1948 . O R S P 32 840

Tt | b9 | 0.0 |55y vmo.b%

be The mmbar of unita by mnth or year 1n vhich the transactionn
book:od from the Septexber closing date to 10 Ostodber 1948 vore actually
effeoted, as compared with similar figures for the other thres (%) Laender
and ONO Beirlin Soctor (excluding Bavaria) arve get forth in the following
‘schedule, Percentages to total units have aleo bsen corxputed for more
eany c)omariaon. (This sohsdnle is related to tha one listed in par 2,
above,)s s I L :
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1915

194

1947

Firet 6 zos 131&3

- July 19

' above, is ehewn in the folloving schednle,

R Aumonwaj

DECLASS!FIED

E ;é&. NARA Da\e_fé?;:?/f

A‘ (goﬁt‘i"ds‘, o

© |  other Laender
Raveris and OlfwE8 (ox~
« . cludirg Bavaria)
d 4 | w4
w2 1.5 . o | -
20 12949 23 0.

- " 6o - The wmuber of gmnmctionn (1.0.. m[m/a/r-. m/m 35) by mnﬁh
. or year in vhich effected, representod in the backlog deserided in per 3,

(¥o comparison’ iz made with

the totsl of other Lasnder nna em Berlln ﬁeoto? for ths Nanns wot forth

in M 34)3

195

1946
1947 .
First & mow. 191;8
July 1948 .
Aug 1548
Sap 1548
Cet 1548 -

‘I‘otg

’ 'Couiutl oft

Ha/ 20/2[¥s (ta%en tnto come

M3/PC 33 (roleaces)

10/2C 38 (sadjustnents) |

2k | 0.3
1 2 -2.§
1 582 - 21.
S 383 | Bl.8
75 949
20 . | 2.8
7 3% |. 100.0
| comvereton | Approximate
-~ faotor suzber of unite |
: lfég . 1.8% .2 300
3.0 - 3
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‘Repcrt of Audit of x.cm'a .Lceonnting Office, Laxul Bmmr&a (conttd)

Isenssxon oF §m;srzm ymnmus; o L

) T, The ntatistical dats set forth’ in Seotian I a.'bon. %end atrongly
40 indicate that the adcounting function has nat: 'boen maintaingd by the
M Bavaris at anything like a level of efﬁciaw which: can reasonably.
- %o expected. While it i{s trus that the propertiss handled in Bavaria ale
. most equal {n muber of units and excesd in astimated value (i.e., in' '’
‘peconomic importance) those of the other two Lasnder in the U.S. Zone come
" 'dined, namely Hease and Wuerttemberg/Baden, the fastor of increased com-
phxitr of operations inherent in a large and seosxnpmm vide spread
organization should haye been talken into ascount when the Gorman Preperty
Control system wae set upe Insofar as the accounting functipn 48 congerned,

4t 1s evideny that the organizational seteup has.not, %o thie® ‘date, boou
adequate for reasonably accnrato and reawmbly vap-to-dm accountinz
roport!ng. )

-

Be Speciﬁcally. aote that tlm figurea mportaa 'by Bamia for 0 Bop-. .
tember 1948 aotually reflect, for the most part, the situation ms 1t existed
on 12 April 1948 (i.e., 15 days after the median average ‘date shown in par
14, above) » Furthsrmore, in spite of the dacklog,” an even. flow of work
should have been maintained hy entering “the” oarliest ‘trangactions first.

‘%hat this was not dope is readily apparent from the di:parity of median

- average dates of properties taken into control, propertiss released, and
adjustments (pars la, b, and ¢; 2a, b, and o} and Ja, b, and’ c). It 18

- considsred that the practice of giving priority to oo:tatn ‘of tranpe -

. actions (i.e., such as releases) for booking purposes is part. oularly to
‘be censuyred, since this results in a statistical distortica fax BOTH CON
fusing and misleading than a chronologically conaistent ‘backlng whatevor
'A%s sisze or however long the tim lag

, 9, V¥hile it is not consmerod necessary to dvell ¢ upon. ths 7103 m/m/z/r.
 and m/PO 3s unprocessed in the 0ffice of the LCAH (per 6, above), since these
- statistics sufficlently reflect the situation, the fact that thu ‘backlog
represents a total of over 10 000 units is brought out heve ior PurPose: cf
" comperison with the total Properties reported by Bavaria as boinc under.
" control on 30 September 1948, This indicates that’the todal ‘under control
of 31 588 units ic-understated by seven (7) percont. In: v‘what direc:ion

[n 1s desired to mention here also that, of the 7‘85 rans’aotions.hwkloggea,;
5655 or T6.4 §, were agtuslly effected before 1 July 1
aieniﬁcant fact vhich is dealt vith more fully 1:: mr 11‘,

belov. -

' 10. A concerted cffort is precontly being mda Yy the LOAH, at the -
insistence of the LPCC, to clean up the backleg which . ‘exists in the Office

. of the LCAH. 4 totsl of 22 extra people (some borrowed from the LPOC and

. some. tron other offioaa of the LOLH) have bea;v, auimd tc Np,. Stwer.
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Report of Audit of LCAH's Accountlng Office, Land Bevaria (cont'd)

Chief Accountant for the LCAH, for this purpose. Mr.. sﬁeurér estinates
that the office backlog will havo been &1eposed. o.t‘ 'oy 10 hovambar 1948, -

11. 1t is, of gcourse,: a‘bsolntaly necesgary to clean up the x.cm ofﬁce
as a prelininary step in obtalining up~towdate reporting of Bavarian opere"
ations,  Hovever, that action alona vill not attain the objective., Note -
that of the transactions booked in September (par k), 87 percent occurred -

_ prior to 1 July 1948; of the transactions: booked aﬂor the September -

- olosing date (par 5), 73 percent occurred prior to 1 July 1948; and, most
- aignifican$, that of the unprocessed transactions (par 6), 76 percent also
doourred prior to 1 July 1948, Xota also the aomparatlveiy sall munber
of July, August, September and October transactions in Dars 4, 5, end 6.

!!ho conclnsion from these dats appears inescapadle « the mjority of
PC/2/¥s and HO/FC 3 representing transactions effected after 1 July

8 had not, at the time of the audit, reached the Office of the LCAH,

Thi( situstion is far wore sericus than that of the backlog of 7400 m/rc/a/rs
and M3/PC 33 at the LCAN office, It means that reporting will not be
current in Bavatia until after a concertsd drive is made to place on a .
current basis the 77 Kreis offices and the five (5) Reglerungsbesirk offices,
The clean-up of these sub-offices will naturally result in the accumilation
of another backlog at the LCAX office which will again require the same . .

| QRergONCy Iasures that are being ta‘mn nowWe :

111, PROBABLE CAUSES OF DELAY IN nnmxrmm '

- 12, Inquirioa vere made at the ti.ma of the mait a8 10 the reasons tor‘
the preseant situation with respect to the accounting function. The time
allottsd for each audit 4id not permit, however, the making of any investie
gations with a view to determining the aocuracy or vn.ndity of the . Teasons
given Yy varions o0fficlals,. » . ,

13. Mr. 8tourer, Chief Aceountant for the I.GAH. savo a8 Ma opin.icn
the factor of lack of qualified persomnel. He stated that, prior to ocure
rency reform, it was impossible 0 obtain sufficlent clerical help for -
‘hig office and other offices in the fi¢ld beomuse of the lovw purchasing
power of Reichsmarks. Since the currendy reform, it has become much easier
%o obtain personnel but reduced Land apPropriations. for the LOAH office ‘
" do not pemlt the hiring of a sufficient numder. . Howsver, comparison of
ths mumber of people employed in Mr. Stemg'a office on the accounting
. function alons (exclusive of amudits, files, typing pool, adminiatration,
. @tcs) with the totsl of similar Personnel employed by both Hesse and -
Waerttemberg/Baden (roughly comparadle to Bavaria alons) dpes not sppear
%o indicate ixpufficient personnsl. In Bavaria, 27 persons are exployed
for accounting alons vhile Hesse and Wuerttemberz/Baden have a total of
only 19.for this purpose, At the time of the aundit, it was bossidle to
make only a very genoral survey as to vhether the services of the 27 persons
are being utilized to the best advantage. (Ho thorough detailed survey -
vag mde since this would interfere with the work of cleaning up ‘the backe
iog.) On th& basis of this gezeral survey, it 1s =y opinten that the 27 people

6 |
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Re‘éb:ﬁ of Anals of ,Lc"w"; ;ccoﬁn‘u'iz‘g d‘ffiég_ Land Baveris (cont’d .

“are ad.e@ata to handle & nomal flov of work, and g0 far as could be dew
teruined from a guperficial rev 1aw, no mecessm or ums-wastug ;rann
tieu wra in oparation. . ’ ‘

: lh ¥, Ehrlich Acting LPOC Ba?aria statod that. in hie opinion.
the presont situation rosilts from the attitu&o 97 the LCAN in ccnsiam\a
~ ‘ing the accounting and reporting function as- aubaidluxy to all other . -

_ Property Control operatlons, In other words, it is Mr. Zhrlich's opinien -

" that the LOAH stroesed parfomance rathor than record keaping, reporting, -

_ .and other paper work., This opinion does mot, of course, from it nature, - -

- lend iteelf to. eithsr confirmption or disproval, It mey be montlioned, '

. héwever, - that if such wers the attitude of the. LCAH, 1t had a certaln Y=
11aity during the initiel phage of Property Control before Lroad dige

- position program vere promulgateds That is to say, prior to 1 July 1947,

1t did not really matter ¥ery much vhother a monthly report chowed, for .

- exaxple, 31 000 properties under control or 29 000. A change of 5000

‘units during the pressnt Phase, howover, would te of major significance
‘not only to any-one Land but also to the entire Property Contzol progranm...
If Mr, Ehrlich's opinion ie valid on this point, 1t sppears evident that

“the LCAH should have anticipated the isportance of current repor’cing ,
during the present phase and should have- changed hig attihuh toward papor-

o work long ’oefore he actnally &id. C (

13, Eot mntioned by anyonn S.n Banria s ths possl’bnity (pth
© even Probability) that the ‘Beglerungcbesirke: sot-up peculiar to Bevaria
o may. although operantionally efficient, bte in effect a bottleneck insofar -
. ‘as the accounting function iz concerned. Reforence e made to par 11,
' shbove, comcerning the comparative Teports of recent transactions avail-
_able to the LCAN at the time of the audit., It may be that the RUANs are
" holding up MG/PC/2/Fs and HG/PC 3¢ for longer than normal periods, net .
realizing thet any delay in thelr trensmlscion causes diatortion and u- '
- agcuracy in the repcrting for Baxaria ag a wholt. o :

"7 IVe QTHRR mamm:

L 16, a. The quastian was rnisnd in Bauria as %o whether pmpertin -
of YSDAP organizations not under Property Control custody could be diapoeed
of pursuant to Control Cowac&l Directive No 50 without firet taking the

3 property u.nder control as a prelminaxy stap 111 the’ d.hposition proooan. _

. De Since this question vill proba‘oly have a vital beaﬁng on the
" total of. propertia: ‘taken into control in future, I discussed the qusstion
. at the first staff moeting held after my return from Munich. Attached ag
Inclosure Xo 1 is the letter that has been ment out, not only %o Baveris
but also to all of tha Laender, 1n ordcr to sott!.e w doubte eoaearn&nc
»thic po:tnt. B
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Repors of Audit of msa.um‘m 0fsice, :a.nuam | (cont'a)

17. a. Hr, Steurer, Gmot Acconntnnt for the. I-GAE. ae!m‘l far an in-

torpretation of FC Circular Jio 3 as effected by PO Clroulsr No 5, namely,

vhat the policy was for taking into control duress properties for vhich

no petitions had basn reseived., Ho produced a copy of Cireular Letter
- Bo 125 issued by the LOAK on 12 Cetober 1948 (Inclomc Yo 2) which, in =
par 3b, instructs subopdisate offices to take into contsovl duress »rcpor-

~ tiss for which no petitions had been ruas.na n m m.mr pnuribod .

inpar}atl‘@ﬂirm‘rlosr-m_ , R

E Par 3 of cmum' Iuetﬁr Ho 125 1: the Tesult of a e
utorprotsnon of our directive. In order to correst this misinterpre-
tation it is proposed %o instruct the LOAE Bavaris to amoad par 3b of -

, cs.rcnlx:r}:)betm ¥o 125 as- outumd. in the mloud &xa.‘.‘t 1stter (Inolo~
sure .

18. a, In tha case ct ccrh.l.n ud:natlm.tu thu m Ianru has
folloved -the pragtice of removing from the Booke the unite and estimated
value of th¥ property. as originally recorded and reporting this removal

a8 & Yeleass. Congurrenily, an eatry was made %0 Brisg on tw books the
revissd figures for ths property and such entry was treated for mortinc
purposss as a new property taken into ocontrel. It is evidant that suoh.
prastice remulted in an inflation of Property Control statistics, Correct.
1y, only the differense betveen the original valus or unifs and the latest
knovn value or units should de taken {nte sccount, azd should, ef course,
be reflscted in the *Adjustuent® columms of the Froperiy Control Statistical
"Report (m/rolsm ntm than s.n m "Paken Into cmm:.' or ‘Ro).meu'
301‘“‘0 . ..

* It u praposed to correst the sltuntion Yy tranmittina s lot ;
ter, M af vhich is inclossd, not only to Bavaria dut also to the other
three anr m Propcrw contml lrmh. OM3 Borlin Sector (Inc).amro Yo W), .

V. nxcommnom

19¢ As pexntcd out in par 11,. abm. the dimul of the bank‘l.og cziut-
. ing at ‘the Office of the ICAH will very probably net achieve the odjective
of reporting Bavarian operations on a eurrent basis. Furtharmore, it &»
doubtful that the basklog of N3/P0/2/FPs and KO/FC 3s at Kreis and Reglerungs-
~ besirk offices will bo cleared vp as reeult of & writton mtmtun 'by
the ICAK to such o:fmn. ‘ o

20, In ordzr to a# ﬂa Bamun sitnation adauhd as s00n as poa-
©stdle 4t is proposed to send Mr, Sanford of this- ssction to Bavaria for
8 period of temporary duty of avout two to fovr weeks, and longer if ne- .
cossary, vith the mission of visiting 4he most isportant CAH offices,
such as Munich, Nuernberg, Augshurg, Wasrsburg, Baypauth, ‘otes, and the -
ﬂ.v; Rﬁ:umsabodﬂ: o!‘tl«u. and the. m ai.’ft,tm,..t Kio nﬁ.nhn vtn 'bo

as. followst .

O

[ S
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Report fof Audit of LCAH's ‘Accounting Ofﬁca . Lan&.’Ba#aria.', (conttd)

, - 8¢ Asgertain vhsther m/?clzlra and m/Pc 38 are bmn&maled
and transmitted onward by these offices exgediticusly anough %o insure
reasonably up-towdate reporting of Property Control operations. " He 1 -

%o bhave in his posséssion & lebter signed by the m. indorsed by both

~ the LPOC and the LCAH Bavaris, enabling him 40 maie ob=the~spot corrections
of any mishandling or delsy 1n handling of any ‘of these forms and to give
vhatever iastructions are necocaaxw in connection with the dissosition of
existing ‘ba,cklags, if anye = , . ~

be  While prdsent at suboréinate offices, he 'is to review the
,poliqy on what type of relsasas ‘can be made by s.;bcrdinate offices and
"$o make recomzondations to this office with aview to decsntralizing
authority in this comnection, i¢ it appears that too maxv types of relaases
requirod finsl approval at a high level. -

‘ €e Ee ig to confar with tha Prope:rty Oontrollera of th@ five
‘Property Control dlstricts in Bavaria with a view to dizcugsing his findinge
in sudordinate offides add recommending pmceduns to them to be utiliged

. during their routine inspections which will assure. upaditious handllng

. 'of Property Control forms in ths fnture. ) .

4. Aftar having ‘audited the repor*ing nannar of mbord&nate offices
he 1s to raview the dotalled procedure employed by the Chief Ascountant
- in the office of the LCAH, with a view to determining whethsr exlsting
‘ personnel are used to .the best advantage. He chould then be prepared %o
make rocommendations to the CPCB incorporating sxy suggestions which he
daema w d.igpans@ with unnecauaary or tim-vasting pracucog. if any.

TS M’ter acconplishing the ‘steps remmn&aa in am»pawma
a through &, above, a recheck is to be made of the LCAR's. Ascounting 0ffice
" for the moath of elthsr December or January, whichever is deeusd mont
appropriate, in erder to aatahliah vhether or not current reportlng haa
bcen achieved,

21, That tho draft of letter of transmi ttal imlosing a copy of thie
report be approved for dispatch if the foregsmg racommendations aro approvsd.

L

Y. umqs

I wish to take this opportunity to expreas w appraciation for the
courtesy and cooperation extended to me by the personnel of both the Office
' of the LPOC and the Office of the LCAH, mrtimlarly Measrs. Ehrlich and
Dickerson of tho former, and Mesors Dr. Borgzann and Stwer of the 1att¢rs

(h)
p—a
o
'
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Report of Audit of I;E:m'a Accounting Cffice, Lgnd Bewaria _ ‘(cont,‘.&}

Their helpfulnew was. instrumental in effecting cozple tion of the audit

in much legs- tim than would othorwise have ‘bean ROCOSEATY.

5 Incles . © JOSEPH S. KORFPANTY -

" {Inclosures fomrdad as ssparata L ' L

eommnicatione) '

W
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MINUTES
! “ of

‘The IBeting of Land Property Control Chiefs and Heads of

German Zestitution Agoncies with Officisls of Eroperty

.. Gontrol and “ixternal: Assets ‘Branch,’Property Divisiom; ' [
BRI k“:"’%“—"f LA . . . T e . - ’

OMGUS, in the I,,axi&esi;aﬁs, Y/iesbader. on the 2nd and 3rd

- of - September: 1948

 3[%0£¢3
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Mr, Fred E. Hartzscn
Chlef' Prooerty Control and Extemal ASsets Branoh

Hr. Haruzsan called the meeting to order at 0930 on 2

‘ September 1948,

PROPIRTY DIVISION, OMGUS, BERLIN .

Wr. Eldon J. Cassoday

Mr. F. G, Hulse

The following were present:

S
Y

Deputy Director

- . Executive Officer

PROPERTY CONTROL & EXTERN AL ASSETb BRQI\CH P“{OPARTY DIVIDION

OLIGUS, ‘\T]‘_USBADEI\I

Mr. Fred E. hartzsch
Mr. «I:Llllam Jo chkman
Mr. ‘fllln.am G Dan:.als :
Mr.- Taylor J. Wilson .
Mr, Jogeprh S.' Korfanty
I\firl._‘{. K. Dreman

Miss Frances dood

Miss Marie Nelson

Miss Beatrice Strasburger
Miss Edith Scunendel

Miss Ingeborg Schwarz -

I, 'Hms'—ceor;g J aok‘ei "

)
)
)
)
)

' Svecial Assistant

" Chief

‘Deputy’ Chief

Chief, Claims Section

" Deputy Chief, Claims Section

Chief, Accounts & Audits Section

‘Secretaries

Aasistan;b, Claims Section

PROPERTY CONTROL BRINCH oF THE LAENDER . - S .

¥r. William H. Goehr;ng -
"Mr. George E Dic_:kerao.n'
. ;Io.hn' A Porter . B
Mr. Johl?'.(.}laé"ui | “

Mr John A CGuy

“Mr. William R. Rule

Land Property Control Chisef,
OMG Bremen '

‘ Deputy Land Proper*ty Control Chlef

OMG Bavarla. o

Daputy Land I?roper’by Control Chle:f
OMG ‘«Mertte}nberg-Baden

v ‘Land Property Control Chief

. OMG Heeae

f‘Ch:Lef Claims. Sectlon Property

Control Branch of QMG Hesse

_'Chief, Property Division, OMG Hesse

319064
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IEGAL DIVISION, OMGUS, BERLIN.

o

. z«;;f';-mmna H. th‘wenk ) o .‘j,egal bivision, OMWS

 JEWISH Ruswlmﬂom SUCCE:;SOR oam 1z L o
Mr. Bengam:m Ferencz o ) Dmreotor

Mr. 'Sanl"liagan

Dr. Ruth A, I\Zlem
Dr. ) Me:mhart Nassbaum S

'Dr. .Georga Wels

. CENTRAL FILING AGENCY ‘BAD NAUHEIM : o | 'f. L .
Mr- Bernard Flschbem o _ Chlef .. | o ‘ | |
Mrg 'Ju_llus Bxfand o ’_ German Legal Consultant
i':Mr' -Oskar Dehn SR Ge;man Director ‘

Miss.\ Adelé_stécﬁhéizsen A '.Secret‘aly
LAENDER DELEGATES

Dr. Oesterle ; ‘President of Land Off‘:z.ce for Contrd.

A Lo I o and. Restn.tutlon Munich o _

- Dr. Endres. E . Vice Prea:xdent of Land ‘Office for g
PR A o Control and Restn.tut:x.on Mmlch

- Dr.. Wilhslm Beyer; o “ ‘ D:x.rector, ;fa.edergutmachungsbehoerde
‘ ; : ' o . Oberbayern, Manich :

: Dr.4VSvobod‘é.( B L D:Lrector, ‘Jlederé,utmachungsbehoerde
. : - Nlederbayem/Oberofalz, Qegensburg

. Dr. M. Vé'rlaelnde‘r‘- ‘ e _D:x.rec’sor, ‘Jledergutmachungsbehoerde
ERR ’ : ' ‘ Untarfranken, Wuerzburg .

Dr. Josef Hegl : s D:Lrec“hor, ‘h_edergutmachungsbehoerde
: ‘ K bchwaben, Mgsourg, e e

* PROPERTY CONTROL BRANCH - BREMEN
. Mr. 'J. Lorenzen - - A Land Civilian Agenoy Head Bremen
Mr. 'Wa‘lfer‘:Mueller R “ — f Bremen
) {.A .o . : . . .

’ PRODER‘I‘Y CONTROL BRﬁNCH HIISSL

4 Dr. Rudolf \Jen.ss*tem A Y'Regiex‘-ungs—])irekt;or,' Land. Agency: .
. - S " for Property Control & Internal . E
Restitution in Hesse, Wiesbaden = . '
o 'Ob'erbﬁergérmeister: G. Kruéck@ . Civilian Agency ’H'é‘ad;“ifiesba.den .

-
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PROPERTY CONTROL BRANCH - HESSE (oo D
Dr. Stramitzer "LCAH, D:Lrector " Wiesbaden. :
Mr., J.'.o.aeﬁh Waiéer C:LVll:Lan Agency Head Fuida
lirs. N Ieimeister Civilien Agoncy Head. Marburg
Dr: ..Koibe".A Civilian Agency Head Kassel
" Mr. Heinz Loév.;ént;héi ‘; Civilian\“}sgehéy“:}‘i.éa'd Eschwege | ¢
Mr, Friedré.ch Mahr Civilian Agency Hzead Of féﬁbééh | : ' “i
Mr. Hans Qdaat _ Civilian /gency Head Fr:.tzlar
:Mr._‘Mafr‘b:in }:Ye‘stermaxlri "Civiiitan égency} Head - Gies:se'n ‘ i
Dr. W. Gottschalk ':Civilian Jgency Head 'baxi@stadt' o Q
| D’r.'. E’;’iihelm‘Liﬁdsiepé KRR 'Civ‘j.li::m‘ Agency Head ‘Hgmﬁurg/ ‘ ', '?
Mr., Pranz Schloss .V Frankfurt .' :L
PROPERTY C@ITROL BRANCH - WUERTTEMBERG—BADEN :'
Dr._ Kueater _ Chief of Restitution mthorlty R !
’ Wuerttemberg-Baden, Justiz- ‘ ‘ L
mm:.s‘bermm Stuttgart o ' S
h Dr. Lf;lb.én . Deputy Chief of Restltutn.on Authon- > g
‘ 'ty Wuerttemberg-Baden, Justiz- '
, ministerium Stuttgart ‘ i t
Dr. 0. Koehler | -Oberlandesgerlchtsrat Stuttgert
Mr. K Linse : 'F:mance M:m:xstry Wuerttemberg—Baden, o |
S . Stuttgart - | S :
\ Mr. Josef Heisg Amts erlch’csd:,rektor Ulm - ;
 Dr. Selb. | Amtsgenchtsmt ‘\Iannhelm
Dr. von Jenda-Eble Ministry of 'Justice Kales_:"uhe '
INTERPRETERS
' ies Ilse Riedesel Mnich (M Bavaria, LPCC) f t
7 Dr. Martin Westerpann o ,(}iessen .
Foot Note: .Complete names and titles are unfortunately’ unayailable ;
‘ . I
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Mr. Har‘tzsch after onen:mg the meeting,: exnla:med that its - numose
was to discuss the status of ‘the restitution progrem to-date, and by ex-
" change of ‘opinions and exveriences, effect as much uniformity as possible
in the carrying out’ of- Military Governmen‘t ‘Law Po. 59 (Qest:.tutmn of .
. Identifiable Property), promulgated on 10- Lovember 1947, Mr, Hartzsch
introduced Eldon J. Cassoday, Deputy Dl**uctor, Bronerty Division, ONGUS
who made a few introductory remarks. Mr. Cassoday. sooke of tne_s:.xteen
- months labor that went into the. *oreparatwn of Law No. 59.. Howsver, he
said, the quicker clalms are presented and ad )ud::.cated the _sooner wn.ll
the German economy atta.zn stab:.l:.ty. '

' M:r. Cussoday pomted out that Mlla.tary Government does not’ want t&&y
adm:mn.stsr Law No. "59; for that is the job of the: Germana themselves.
M:.lltary Govemmen’t m.ll however, -agsist in every way poss:.ble. '
DO L—'\J‘*{,{f ’ ..
T Mr. Da.ckman, Deputy Ch::.ef of the’ Branch . was mtroduced by tha )
% = Cha.:.rman His detailed report on the operation of: Law No. 59 from the ,. <<)
‘8

l./da%e—ef#‘;s enactment to the present has been: incorporated in these = 5
" minutes [See Annex I). . Ir. Dickman then reported briefly on the so- % ﬁ i
. 2

called "General Claims Law". - The Special Property Committee of the
Lesnderrat. has been dlsoussmg the scope and operation of o General ’Qg, A
.Claims Law. The'Law in its first draft form was passed by the Soecial Qa e
Committee on 6 Mgust 1948 and is now bemg dlscussed in the Laenderrat % o

%

Mr, Fn.schbe:m, Ch:x.ef Central 111115 Agency, renorted on, the. organ:.- o Tt
zation and admlnlstratzxon of the Central Filing. Ag,ency end Julius ‘Brand, ' .
Germen I.egal Consultant for the Agency und Mr. Oskar Dehn, German Di-
rector, gave a detailed 'report of the handlmg of pe't:x:t:t.ons, reports and
»correspondence received by the Agency. A summary. of the two, latter To-. R
‘porta in Gorman and; Enbllsh are attacheq (See Anex. 2 and iAnnex 3) ' UG

{
Mr. Cassoday: L l/\ /Uéf | L
- " Mr. Fischbein is’ no’c permn.tted to answéT many of o g

the inquiriés which are received in the Central Filing Agency regarding S
interpretations of Law No. 39 because he has no omthor:.ty Ao make inter-
pretations.’ However, the Central }u‘*mg Agency ‘i3 not the only vlace
that receives ‘such questions - we yget them in Berlln, the Wiesbaden
office gets them, and the Legal Division gets ‘bnem. -The policy of
Military Government is ‘that. Military Government is not “the v:»ro-oer agency - a
to interpret Law No. 52, but that this must be done by the Restitution : o
Agencies, the ’:testrhut:.on Chanbers and, ultmately, the Board of Rev1ew. R

" The aftemoon sesszxon opened wn.’ch the Cha:.man conduct:.ng a general
‘ quest::.on ‘and @nswar period. - The prlnclpal questions asked and the dis-
: cuss:uon which ensued follow.

© guestion: - What does Law Ro. 59 orov:.de regarding rcutmg
- © of petitions by ond Teporting to the central , o
Filing Agency” o , _ o o
_ Yr. Pischbein ~ gave a deteiled explonation in which he quoted
- : o Art. 55, -Par. 2; art. 58; Par. 9; and Art. 59,
S ‘ - Par, 1 of Mlll’taly Govemment Law '\oa 59.

_er Hartzsch: e T

- "We wont to estublish u system: whereby the Resti-
*ution Agencies remort fully to the.Central Filing
-Agency as to whether a case was settled by the
Restitution Agency, ‘whether it was sent to a Resti-
. ‘tution Chamber or what other disposition: was made.
p . YWe wa_ll shortly establn.sh a procedure to accompl:.sh

Wm
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a Mr. lorenzen: K ‘, ) c ‘

. " Question: The tar'm ;'menmfa.able" is not clearly defined in
a o the . Lmv. . Is "identifiable" property only such
property for which documents or other, papers are
availuble? - "For instance,. one cla:unant ‘writes that
he entrusted persgnal property to a transport
' ygency but that the property was not allowed to
leave Cermany. - .The claimont has no records, end
the fdrwardmg agency ¢lso has no records, as it
was bombed ‘out, and cannot say whether or not it :
had been entrustpd with forwardmg the pmperty B
in questlon. . ’ o

I
N

Mr, Hartzsch:

*

- Aswer; - The purpose of lilitary Government Law No. 59 is

o to re-establish the former position of the resti-
tutee in so far us this is poas;lble, T¢ this end,
‘the Law. provides supplementary or alternative re-
lief in cases where the confiscated property cannot.
be restituted in its former state becwuse of .
/! changes in the legnl or financinl structure of an
ente,rpnse, because the confiscated property has
undergone a.fundamental change enhunoing its value;

or because of determrdtlon or destruction of the
property.

i

In this connectlon it should be noted that the
‘phase "1dent1f1able property" is used only onee . ;
in Article 1 of. the Law, which is in the nature :
of - a preamble. The substantive provisions . Co
(Part II - III) refer throughout to "confiseated o
oroperty" as the property subject to a clainm for . .
restitution, Conflscated property is defined in '
_Article 2 of the Law und refers to proner‘ty to .
which a claimant was entitled, or to which he had

a well-founded legal expectoncy of acquisition us-
of the tn.me of the confiscation. In view of the
fact that the substantive prov:us:uons of the Law
indicate thst the property which con be .claimed is
the property existing &t the time of confiscation,
it must be concluded that the phrase "identifiaoble
property" refers to property identifiable as of the
" time of conflsca‘tlon, to .which a claimant was then
.-entitled, or to which he then had a well-founded
- legeal expect«mcy of a.cqu:.sltlon.

v

Mr.nicgnan:-' - S ) S &

The definition of "identifiuble property" has noth -
ing to do with the question of evidence. A lift- '
van load of property was identifisble at the time 1
of confiscution yet the cltlmgn'b may. have no. papers S
or other’ evidence vhatsoever and may fuil to estab- SEA
1ish his claim bacmsa of laclc of proof N ' g

[

Mr. Woisstein: - R o e o
© Jecording to thé Fronch Restitution Ordinance, ' o

"Property shdl be identifiable ot the time when
the claim is brought forth",

' i
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/:r“ L Mr. C&WSOdQ!:
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it

The concept of ‘1dcnt1f1a..ble Droperty" in, Lb , : .

No. 39 is difforent from that in the French zone -

for this reuson: Assume & picture was taken from : i

‘me. in 1938, .a vaiuable Rembrmdt und the only Co

one of its kind in the world. = I returned to = Co

Germony. and ascertained that it hangs in the home

of Mr. Smith. I filed a claim with the Contral :

: Filing igency which was forwarded to the Resti- - o
. ‘ tution Agency. Mr. Smith was called in wmd he | ' i
: ’ stoted that the picture disappeared about two . 1
weeks (go - somcbody must hove stolen it. ‘hen - i

Lﬂ% . property camot be returned because it hus been k
: MA.@J\Q,P lost, destroyed, etc., the person in vhose pos- : ,
oL Lp — . Session it was must puy the vilue of it., Other-~ . R
Q/M . wise conceulment could defest n claim for resti- ;

) - : " tution. . . , : ‘ ' o

I mlg,ht add o statement ubout the effect of war
demage on the fulluro or inubility, to return
property. I cunnot mterpret the Luw,-but con
only tell you waat the framers of the Luw in-..
tended. Suppose verson lost o house through
configscation wnd,  while it was in the hunds of S
the restitutor, it wus destroyed by bombing., In '
‘such case, there is no reason to connsct the .de- o i
struction with the confiscation of the house. S
Gorman law soys that if the destruction would have
occurred regardluss of the confiscution, tha
restitutor is not liuble for the dostructmn. The
nerson receliving the property would have a claim
under uny War Dumago Law that might be promulguted
in the futuru. The decision in each case whethor

or not. cny licbility: ex:.sts is up to the Resti-
tution Court.

. Mr, Schwenk: S X

‘ I wish to call attention to Artz.cle 30 of Low
‘No. 59, which covers this case. 4As Mr. Cassoday
po:mtcd out, the luw rofers back to German law; | :
as you cun 60 by paruogroph 1. Consequently, you S
will have to .apply the Germon Civil Code, Articles . o
275280 mnd 323.  ‘Whether the rostitutor woas at- =~ IR
fanlt 'or not is the whole question. This also ’
opplies in the case vhich wos given by the first !
. gentlomon (Lorenzen). ) ' , . ‘ o

Mr. Cossoday:

The soctions of. ifilitury Governmint Low No. 59, -~ -
to which Mr. Schwenk referred, wers dravm with
" the idon of making o comparison of the subject : !
matter thereof to stolen property as it is trected
under Gormen law. Beczuso of the circumstinces
under which thess things occurréd, certain changes
‘ in the Germen lww hod to bo mpude but the basic o
L : L principle of stolsn proverty w8 treatsd under the * R
S R - German. Lav his beon follow eod throu,ghout ' o

‘.
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¥r. Loxenzen:

Quéstion: Yhit 1s to bo dono in u case vhers a building ok
/-‘ ) . - .which was subject to restitution wus destroyed :

by war dumugo but has boon but into better order - ‘ o
- ..~ than it was before? Must the property be returned ' T
to thoe clodmunt? o ok

Mr. C;\.ésodqyz

Mswor; ... Tho quostion is covered by Articles. 30, 31 and 32, ' i
Mr., Ioronéon: - R o | - S
Question: - Thoesu throc Articles don't quite. mmswer this o o

question. The present owner hos sufforcd war
damego which vwould huve occurred wnyway, ond he |
~hus put his own cupitial-into the ploce. Hus he

a rlght to demond full compons: t:.on from the

claimant? : ‘
Mr, Cussoday: A
Aswor: That would dr.,px,nd upon whether or not the cost ’
' : - of improvements werc tcokon out of tho incoms of - . S
the proporty. If s6, ho would not be compensated, oL

" beecause thoe income of .the proporty balongs ‘to the.
porson-owning the proporty. Othor provisions of
,  Articles 30, 31 ond 32 covor othor aspeots of 'bhls

llabll:xty
Mr, Ben;jamin:‘
Guastion: . - Roforr:mg to the.case where the ol‘~ imint located

-the Rembrandt in tho house: “hat right has he to'
‘enter the houso? I :

Mr, Cossoday: -

inswer: " The rights granted by Mn.l:.tury Govommant rules . = ‘

covering "Search «nd Seizure" issued: by I\"lll‘b&l‘y S b
- Government several months ugo. . : . ]

Mr, Sehwenk: . ' o _‘ Co o . - . : x

' Also  Article 35 of . Law No.. 39 j:»qrtain:ing “to the ' ‘ . )
liability to furnish particulars necessary to of« 3
. foctuate claims, contuins spsciul provisions cover-

ing this.
Quostion: ‘ The Ministry of mecu of Lmd Hosse has agreod . :
: o to thu restitution of real proporty mmh had for- . ;
.morly been confiscated by the Reich, but obgects B -
to. the rostitution of money , movable property, .ete Sy

Is tho Finance M:mn.stry of Hbsse 'aut.horn.zed to oot
in such a monner? . . P

Mr. Cassoday:

:

Answor: . This becomus a qua,stlon of Whut w0 ;;ould do undor
Lo similar circumstancos. Art:x.clos 19,20 and 21-are
applicable.
- 7.-‘, .-‘ ‘ . ,.' A ' ‘: ) | " f‘ ) | ‘ ‘.
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Mr. Linso: '

o
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'With rcspoct to the efféct of Currcncy Reform on B
‘Law No. 59. We-are now working on that problem . o
and wo do not kmow all the wnswoers.. Whon we do got o
them, wo will send them: to thu vurious Lsendor for
what thoy ore ~“or’m cnd inStruet the Land Proporty !

Control Chisfs to inform the Germin cgencies ac- ' :

" cordingly. - \ . L : !
I em the roprescntutive of the Finconco Ministry of ’ ?
Werttomborg-Bedon.  ‘When wo geo that a cloim mede 1
cguinst us is woll-founded, wo ugrdo to unter into

nogotintions with tho cloiwmont to reach, if pos- i

| - sible, an amicoble sottloment. We also sgree, to
amue adde GM

~ roturn vhatevor profits wo hivo made sinco we have

A

Mr, Cagsoday:

Mr, Dickmem:

Dr, Jonda:

Questian:

Mro l)icmm:

Mnswoer:

Mr, Cassoday:

et

had tho prooorty under our control. Howover,
ingofar w8 claims for profits are .ontored cgainst
the' Gurmen Roich, wo rofuse to rocognize such cleims
unless the moncy involved has boon roceived by Lond
orttemberg-Badon itself, «nd is still in existence.
Such claims against tho Gurmzn Reich for profits of
formor years, remdn in. tho fonds of the claoimant

until a law. will hove beon proml&at@d to t'xku care
of such claims.

e

SRR

i e T AT W R

Thore is no claim on tho Lownder, My claim ogainst §
the Reich for monoy will. have to await ndditioneal i
logislation. Roich property is all blocked and 3
could not ba turned over to wnybody until some law "’
is passcd. If you do not huvo the money or propor- ks
ty,. you cannot turn it over to somebody olsc. ' ?

I boliove that the situation cs hendled by p
Huerttomberg-Boden moots with no objection.

Rege xdmg the time limit - wé hovo heard that an
- oxtension of the limit of 31 Decombor is not. con-
tomplatcd by OMGUS. In most cases it will be im-.
possible to meet tho time limit for rogistration
in the Commorcicl Rogister of former trade names: e
a8 roguired by Article 88. ‘'Would it not be ad- i

. visablc to oxtend tho time limit to mect thn.s - g
typo of cuase? | - -

Submit your specis 21 ce wo to.us and we . will adviso’ :
you on tho busis of the individual focts. - . i

The applicution for the reinstatement of o trade
nomo must be made within the time limit but it
doos not nved to ‘:o coarried out untll some t:.mss
lator.

+
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- Dr. Indres: ..

“Quostion:

Mr. HLJ:tzsch

Answor:

vDr. Endros:

Question; -

Mr. Cosseday: ‘

- Answor:

'Dr'. fndres:

uostion:

Mr. CL‘!.SﬂOdf\Yj‘ ‘

Mawer:

‘Wostermenn:

br.’

Cuostion;

‘Mr., Cassoday: -

. mewar; .-

i

" 8iblo to coxry out whot I have just nsked?

XD

EHU”Y DT BQS %@ma

Cbn funds bo tokon out ’by tho cleimant of o
confiscatod proporty to pa.y for u‘ctornoy s
' ".nd otaor feos?

No! * Neither party is entitled to -withdrawals
~out of a property for such purpose. General
Licenso No. 10 contains the words "in the nomo
of ‘and is owmod by", otc. It is our opinion that
.tho titlo is in disputo, thercfore Property

' Control ond External Asscts Bre tnch,, 08 o .stoako-
_holder, is in doubt os to who tho true owmor is.
Until o decision is rendored, thersforo, no withe
drowala con be porm:,ttc,d, Our duty is to pruaarvo
thc. corpus until such time, -

Undor Géncr{d“]_,icénso No. 10, it is porhoaps pos-

Porsons outsido Gorm:ny who do. not have unblocked
Deutsche Mark cccounts havo to. puy forsign ox-

- change to advanco tnd costs for trying thoir

claims. Such pvl‘dOnB noy ond up with Deutsche
Marks which they comnot ocxchonge outside Gormany.
1 would suggest that if that Pproblem kocps coming:
up that you tolk.the problem over with the Land
Contral Bunk rnd suggest some arrcngements to
‘borrow money., %o connot cuthorizo tho use of
funds out of pronurtlos by ;,clm.man’s until he
proves his claoim, k

The samo question crises with rogord to the rosti-
tuter who, at tho orecsent time, is the owner of «

- property and who in the past has o'nd out hlB owm
money. -

Undor Artic.‘.o 52 .n order cin be issucd pfovonting
‘withdrowals from o 'aroperty unt:;.l dlsnos:.tn.on of
'tho cladms. .

, -

Under irticle 52, con thu %ustn.tutlon f;ganlOS
:Lssm, such m ordor"’

Thoy would havo' the power.to issuc such an ordoer,
‘but for uniformity throughout the U. S. Zono of
Gormany; it would be bet‘bor for Promrty Control-
to do so. - ' o

319072
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Qudét'ic’:n’:"",v. Have maony chsus como up in 'thu L‘).ondur whore the :
: o rostitutor has usud funds from o proverty or
Uromr‘bms for flnn.ncmg h:x.s defonse?

~ Dr. Blbon:

Mnswor: The Financo Ministry has oxoaminsd tho quostion,
B whothor or not tho partics to the rwstitution
procooding con take moncy out of a blocked ¢
count. Undcr General Licenso No. 10 thcy havu
found thot it moy be possiblu, In cuses whore
cithor the clcdwant or restitutor mokes an oppli-
cation to usc funds for such & purposc, this ‘
applic o.tlon is forwvarded to tho Restitution Agen- . ;
ey, and : : . ‘

1. cxcminotion is made to *soor‘bam xhuthur tho
. purty. hus othor funds, or

2. vhethor tho Do :r:ty has. ruasonablc. proapects
of succoss in the easc. If both of thoso
conditions ccn be confirmed, Wuerttemborg- ‘
Buzden sends thic spplication to Proporty Control. '
This is only rogardud a8 a loon and at tho ond | ?
of the procoodings,’ tho party will bo- roqxirod
,to ruturn tnls sum of money.

Mz, Hartzsch:

S Since tltlo to a oroperty is in dispute, it is
' not ownod by uithor party, nnd, thercfore, it is

AU our focling that o property c«mot be sub 3octad _ v
to such charges. ,

Qogtion: . I hove onc question on tho “orttemberg-Baden pro-
© cedurc, If ¢ mon has no moncy and he borrows from
the necount, how cen ho rup oy th:Ls sum when oo
loscs his co.su"

Dr. Elbon:

L Inswor: A - There is the poss:xblln.ty thn.t hp mey hu.vo some
o -other propurty. ‘ - o S o ty

Mr. Hartzsch:

Wo will get out :.mplomont tion to cover this
nroblom. : '

© Mr. Cassodayi

I think the plon itsclf is roasonablo, olthough

in one or two rcapocts it might bo considored
illogel under Military Governmont Low No. 52.

Wo con consider it in working out ‘somo procoduro

8o that poople vwho have no money will not losu their
proporty - boconge tacy cannot defond tho claim,

- 10 - o ) |
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Dr. Elbon:

Mr.. Dickmon:

Dr. Elboh'

S ———————— .

Mr, H rhzﬁgh,

Quostion: '

Dr;‘ Elbon: ’

nsvwer:

Dr._ndros:

Quostion:

nsvor:

Dr, Endros:

t

i
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Wo ‘would approciute o eopy of tho Wuwrttemhorgs
Badon Rogulations so thot we con go over tham. ‘
Are thorv provisions in Gormen law vnobling o
poor person to bring o court ”:ct:.on \nthout
poymn’c of ch@gus‘? s

Yos. A Poor Loww,

“This nppln.os only to. Cour‘ta , not to pmcocdn.ngs
boforo Rostitution Agonoios., How about tho' Public
Attormoy for Restitution undor tho Wacrttomborg-
Bodon dmplomenting rogulations? Why ccn ho not
stop in in such cases? - '

It is truo th'xt in ts’uorttomborgn& don our Regu-
lotions vrovids for a prosocuting attérmey for
rostitution mettors but his jurisdiction is ro-
strictod to the prosecution of claims without ..
roquiromont of .cny foo., Wo boliove that o claiment
should not be rostrietod to roprosentotion by o

" public prosccutor but should ba ublo to soloct

any ﬂt'bomoy ho V:LShOS. A

B

%hon the lowmn is k.pprovod is thoro a limit sot
on tho amount? i

Yos. Tho amount to bo given undor this 01

to bo ruatrictod to a ecrtain 'zmount Tho ppl:x.e-
cation montions a dofinite sum ond justifics this
sum. Tho foos chargod by tho cttornoy are “.lso
chuckod to scc if thoy are reasona blo,

In a caso wherc a famous picture, a Rubong, hod
boon tokon over. by Goor:mb, who should ropresont
the property? Gooring is decd. " Should his wifo
bo .sorved. with notico? ‘ T

Notlcc should bu wrm.d on oy purson vho has o
claim to or muyy huvo om mtorust in- that propg.r'ty. v

But Gooring's propo rty hos boon oonfz.sc tod by the
Bavar:.on St té. g

!

po= -

319074

o, R AR A

"
2
3

[P




; A e Q({“

o | o Entry AWHEDS Qco@u/

i A;LIQ,,\J»NVUITU“)/

|
1
l‘ ,; BT ‘

‘ Mf. écssodcm{e |

If the proporty is under Proporty Control cus-.
todimnship, the present custodian, and tho porson -
nctuclly in posscssion of tho propoerty, would have
to bo sorved. If tho Lond owns. tho prepurty, then

. tho Lond should bo survcd

Dz, Fndros; _

~Quosti§n=: , ‘fm.:zt is tho i’olatiginship of Léjv No. 52 to Low .
MR No. 597. Is Law No. 52 subordinato to Low No. 59
ginco tho lattor wis promulgatud?

" Mz, Cc-.sabdg,g :

- inswer; " Nuither Low No. 52 nor Low No. 59 provide that
S . proporty ‘mst be token undor control. Our policy
‘nowv is th‘t ‘proporty will bo takon undur control
in ovory .caso whord a cloim has boun fllud ‘tho
only timo it is not trkon undor control. 2.8 wha,ro
©.no dnmgo con occur. :

' Mr, Woatérmqnn;

" Quostion; - urt:.clo 51 of Law No. 59 'orov:x.dos thgt tho Rust:.-

' tution /guncy or Juthoritios can prosumo-tho |
doath of « porsceutod porson. What logal offcot.

. doos ‘such a prosumption of doath havo?  If tho -
prosumption of dcuth is to . facilitate the od-
Judication of o rostitution procooding, it is
cpplicable - to othor purposcs also?

Mr= C .ssodgz .

.Answor: ’ Jhon WO wroto this provn.s:n.on, wo hgd mcmy dii‘feront
' idoas as to how it should bec handled. ‘o found wo
could not dopond on tho Gormen low, which in meny
c0s308 roquires o long timo to ostoblish such pro- o
~sumption, Evoryono cgrood that it would bo bottor b
to.h&wo o prosumption of donth stotute vhich would

cover 11 cagses thotl rosulted ‘from the war. The
~ British havo one mnd they had so much troublc with
it that wo did not went to issuc a similar onc,
~but we'.woroe not able to ngroo onEo. smtn.zafmtory
on¢. Rather than doley tho issucnce of o Rosti-
tution Low, we put in Artiele ‘51, for good or for
buds * It wes only intended to cover cnscs- undor
tho Restitution Low mnd has no ~pnln.catmn to ony
othor procoodlngs. ,

Mr, Diekmen:.
Gommont.: - Wo have to dn.stmoumh oot ;oop two quosta.ons. ‘

. 3 L. ‘Jh:t.ch mthor:\.by is compotent for 1ssu3.ng
- - eortific tos of inhoritanco?

2. 1 *fh ot is 'tl’lu m mg of irticle 51 of the
Rostl'but:}on L \

s 319075
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Wy op:.n:x.on is by N0 meons dbf:mrbc. First of

' all, 'it is a logal quostion and logal intor-
protations should not bo issucd by Proporty
Division. Socondly, dnsofar as logal opinions
'or intorprotations on ‘questions such as thasc aro
issucd by the Legnl Division, we do not declarc
thom to bo binding on the German Courts. Tt is
known to us that the Logal Division has possed
on the question of prosumption of decth undor -
frticle 51 ond under the Gormon Civil Code.

T will try to find this snd \flll havo it for
tomorrow's SOSSlOIl

" Following thc question _ond cnswor puriod, Mr. Hortzsch asked tho
Lond Proporty Control Chicfs to introducc their represontativos.

B . T S I TS S S

Aftornoon Scssion

Calling tho mecting: to ordor Mr. H“rtzsch Asl'ed Mr. Schwonlk of tho
Legnl D:w:.s:.on, 0MeUS, for a short report on "Vunuo" '

Mr, Schwonk:

' "‘I‘ho Implcmntmg Rogula‘tlons under Article bl

of Law No. 59, on “Vonuo", arc of importance to the Contral Filing }goncy,
as .well as to the Rostltut:.on Igoncios. . Paragraph 1 of- Article 59 pro-
viding for tho trmafor of ‘such potitions to tho district in which prop--

orty subjoet to rostitution is locatcd sounds simplc.- Howover, thorc moy.
be instaonces whoro elaims of soveral porsonsg. ar¢ so rolated to cach othor -

that thoy should bc ha ondlod by ono Rostitution Agency, although involv-'
ing proportics logatod din different distriets.” In order to simplify thoe
procodurc the imploman ting Rogulations should, in. such case, prov:.do for

.venue in on]y ono Restitution Jgoncy.

i

The dreft of the ;\mplomontmg Regulc t ion on Vohuo, propared by the

‘Locndorrat, was submittéd to OMQUS for cpproval. OMGUS approved tho Rogm

lation, subjoot, however, to cortain changus. The Loonderrat rodrafted

~ this Rogulation ond assumcd that tho now draft should bo resubmitted to

OMGUS for approval. This is the roason why the Rogulation has not boon -
onacted and promulgatod by the Minister Prosidents. Howovur, OMGUS has
made it cloar that no furthor approval is nocessory, providod that the ro-

.quostcd chongos wore mode.  The enactmunt and promlg‘rt:.on of the Rogu- '

lation can now be oxpoctud :m tho near Luidlo,
! o .
'Rog ard:mg tho Imolomontzng Rogulation undor Articlo 17, Paragraph
2, of Military Govemmont Low No. 59, conoemmg voluation of properties '
vh:).ch bocause not now détermincble, crc. oi prusent not. sub;joct to prop-
arty t&x, Military Governmont dircetud Lh@ Loondorrat to draft such a

Rogulation by 15 Jonuary 1948. Tho Loondorrat thought that the roquostcd A

Rogulction could not be issucd without considorable doloy bocouse no data.
for a valuation of osscts concorned were availablo. The Lacnderrat was,.
thorcforo, directed to issuo cn inteoria Rogulciion providing that, until
gonoral provisions on voluation wore issuc?, thoe Rostitution Chambors
should themsolvos moke tho nccossary veluaticn in cach individuczl casc,

* whexo port:mcnt to tho docision, on the basis of all rolovnnt data ava.ll-

cblo, In viow of tho foet that tho Leondorrat is no longor axztn.ve, tho h
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Dr. Kuester;

1 Juerttemberg—Baden was ver}r anxious not to

‘repeat the mistak es of the Denazification Law. iecordingly, it began

to make the Restitution Lu.\_ooeratlve immédiately efter its promulgation.
aAfter very. satn_sfactory results in obtaining-omicable settlements had .
been achieved, we learned that the vrocedure which we applied in = .. o
VmarttembergbBaden was not in accordance witht he vishes of Military " :
Governmént. - Thesé difficulties huve now been cleaTred up and I am very . , C
glad to agree with Mr. Porter tinal complete accord has been reached o
with respect to the hmdlmg of thltlorw :Ln connection with amn.cable ‘
settlement cases.’

1r. John Guy, Chief of the Claims Section bf»Property gontrol’ |
Branch, O}MG Hesse, reported on the wdministration of the Law in Hesse:

e have 10 Restitution /gencies which are subject to the ‘super-
vision of the Land 0ffice for Property Control and Restitution. Dr.
Stramitzer is in charge of Properiy. Control wnd Dr. Weisstein in ‘charge S
of ‘Restitution. Oberbuergemelstez {ruscle of ‘Jlesbaden has the honor :
of being in charge 'of the Restitution .gency in- Wiesbaden. vwhich sue< . ‘ .

. ¢eeded in settl:mg .,unlcably ‘bhe first rostltutlon case :m Land Hesse. ‘ :

From our experlence 30 - 60% of thp uetltlons filed are not in -
proper form. The information is often incomplste with respect to the
‘time of the transaction, the purchase price snd the. question of whether - o
or not the seller had the right of disposal of the purchase price. We o
have found that the Redtitution Jgencies are d01ng everythlng in their '
‘power to accomodate petitioners. Some of them have even gone so far in. : T
‘their assistance that they could almost ve- accused of actlng as the - _
agents for the petitioner. ' IMuny oroblens remain unanswered, for-instance, o

. what documents are required as a b&SlS for an- appeal to. what extent o .
N should the formal provisions of the-Gemman Law be aoplied in cases of ' o
. amicable settlement, so that on the basis of such settlenﬁnts transfer ‘
of title can be effected ‘in the Germen, 1and title registries; . ‘how o ) i
.should Property Control be advised of the disposition of the resti- N - SN
tution case in order to release the property involved; to what extent = - . | K
are sub-lessees affectod by such settlements; shall such sub~lessess ' i
be considercd pérsons who have to bo joined in the nrocedure° I be- ‘ b
lisve that Dr., “blssteln will be in -a position to elaborate on soms of i
those problems and I would like to ask Dr. YWeisstein to say a few words .
‘ to us. . . ‘

N

©  Dr. Weissgtein: -

o © . The status of tioe restitution procedure in @
Hesse is as follows: Turing the months of spril, May, June and July - \
1948, 432 petitions were received in-the Restitution igencies. Of these

. 432 cases action oh 36, or § %, has boen complsted. We hive, as yot,

no figures for Jugust but it looks as if 'during the month of /ugust .
as many cascs will have been’ d:.snos«,d of as in all previous months tuken
togother. We expsct to I‘L,CClVO an. estimated 15,000 to 20,000 rest:.tut:x.on
cases in Hesse. We had a very d:.fi‘lcult »roblem, namely in the staffing
of the Restitution Agenciss. Only the houds of the offices in Frankfurt
and Wissbaden are lawyers, all the others aro ‘business men. I am glad
"to report that all .thesc business men have demonstruted successful
hondling of thozr jobs. ‘Nevortheless I x;ou"d nrui‘w 1awyers for the key
nosmtlons. g : \

It is the mein task of tho Rugtitution xba.,nclw “to sottls cases ‘ L
. amjcably: Unfortunately, the number of cases thut were settled amicably ' kN

is small., fuong the 36 cases . mmt:x.onod only tnreo wore dn..s"oosod of by
amic able SUt’clomen‘c -

. "*ﬁ,“"’319078*
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It is nmy strong desirs thuat filitary Gowrnment will not approve
any requosts for chunging uny of the provisions of Militury Government
Law No, 39:  The experience had with the Dénazification Law should deter
ony such. action. _If sous stones aro removed frow the struc'Lura of tha

. law tho whole structure will fall to picces.

Mr. Cassodgz:

Earlior in the. maetmg, the question was raised
. ag.to why so mnch detail is reouired in the potition. - I do not believe
* that tho uppundlx to Implementing Regulation Wo. 1, is too lengthy. We
worded it so’that only the minimnm esscntial mforrautlon is roquestaed,
. necossary to onable the Restifution iguncies and thd Courts to render
decisions. Potitioncrs shou_,.d l‘vl’il(.ambds. that thoy are not asking the
authoritios to grant them favors. Tnvrvforo,‘ a logal statomont . of
canse of action should be roquired.

It should .bo strosscd over cnd over ogain thot a’ctump'ts should bGQQﬂ
‘made by the Restitution J.g\,ncmm to effect emicable sottloment in the
_intercst of achieving speedy rcstitution. - Tacn both partios aro sat:us-—o}/ Q‘z‘%
fiecd: if 1t 008 to tho court tho losmg nurt** is alua;s dlSSD.‘blelvd. '

“Jith rospect to tho cucstion of mrsonn\,l it is of the utmost :Ch
importanco that the public’ be satisfiod with the -people in charge of

: handl:mg, restitution mattors. Thoy should not bé pro-persccutee and

on the other hand thoy should not have rccords of ardont Nazism or 'mt:_,-
Semitism. . In order to .accomplish thoir jobs they must be considered by »

both cloa.mants and rogtitutors as fair minded diligent psople. ) ‘ f%{h

I agres with Dr, m:t.sst\,;m in his attitudo that the law should not
bo changed. The Restitution Law was cnactoed after 16 wonths of hard
work, and tho opinions of both Gurman and Military: Govemment officials
as-woll as of thoe other occupation powers wero taken into consideration.
0f ecoursce, the Law docs not and will not aa‘b:x.sfy ‘evorybody;. that would
beo impossible. But it is a workeblo law end thore is no reason why it
should be changed cxcept for very compolling rcasons. Porsons who specu-
late tho:b cnangoes will be made are ill-advisod v '

. Mr. Dickorson ropor'bud on ’tnu aamm:x.stratlon of the Law in Buvarla.

.. In Bavaria yestitution is caorried out by the Lund 0ffico for Prop-.
orty Control and Restitution undor the ndministrativo supervision of the
Minister of Finance. Dr. Ocstorle is Prosident of the Lo.nd Offlcv, as-
sistéd by Dr, BEndros who is Vicu-President of the offics snd who is ' in
chargo of roatitution. Bavaria has five Rugierungsbezirke with five
Land .0ffices for Property Control and Rostitution wnd fivoe Restitution
igoncies. At cach Restitution sgeney thero is a Committeo for imicable
Scttlomont. Thero oxists also in Buvariu a so-called Restitution Council
ubout which Dr. Endres will say a fow words. E

\

Wo arc of tho opinion' that the corry:m'r out, of the program of
rostitution roquires a certain amount of control md suporvision. In’
that rcspoet we have developed thu follo ving plan: Aftor a petition
has boon roccivod by the Rustitution Jguncy, the Rostitution fgoncy -
sénds a roport to my officu containing the most important data oxtractod
from the potition. . Thesc data arce kopt on rucord. 4 further com-
munication goes to tihe ficld officer of Proporty Control in thé Land.

A mombor of tho stoff of the f£iold control officer keeps track of the
~wotition until its final disposition. - He renorts on the disvosition
.to his suporior officor and this sugvericr ofificur reports to me on cach
- case. At eny time the records kovt in wy offico cnable us to cheek up
on tho status of cach individual casc. Within two wocks I wil2 report
to OMGUS how many cases w0 havo roceived; how many have gono to- the

319679
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Rostitution Chembeors and how tue f Tow of cuses through tho Iwstitution
‘uthorities dovolops. In ono or iwo casvs we have found that membors

‘of amicoblc settlomont compittecs wore either thumselv»s poople who hoavo
profitod through porsccubory mcasurus, having ocquired Jowish property,;
or pooplo who had bulonged to tao Naz:L Party or to some of its- affiliated
organizations. A8 soon ad Dr., BErdros leornoed a’oout thosu cg.a‘.}s hu : : ;
romodied this Bl’tuu.'tlon 1rmd1a-,vlj o \ S |

)

" Dr. Endros, VlC\J-PruSldb"it of thc Land ofi‘lco in Bararlu, rc_portt;d P
on the Restitution Councnl ! :

i
i
i
|
H

‘}::z:.s Couieil is l:mltcd in its Lx.:i,:*_vltlos to the dovelopmont of
goneral directivos (Richtlinien) for rostitution proccdurds. It consists
of ono roprosontative vach, from the Kinistry of Justico (ifinisterial-

- rat Rocmor who wus most :ms trumontal in writing tho - Law), tho Ministry

’ of Financo (HMinisterialdirolior Ringolmenn vho drow up tho droft of the

" Goneral Cloims Law), ond the State Commissioner for Pol:.t:.cal Rcllglous
and Racial Puraucutcos (Drs omacn)

The dolay in thu *orocwumg of rca ultu+10n clalns is mostly CC\uSud :
by. the inadoquegy of the petitions. Our cxporience with - respost to
amicablu sottlemont is bott{,r than the exporienco in Hesse, as reportod:
by Dr. “Woisstoin. - s ™

Yo are of the opinion that Jriticle 43, Par. 1, vhich calls for
spcedy and comploto restitution o%nt to bo 1mp1umontcd. It orovides;
that tho Restitution juthoritics muy duVldtp in individual crsca from

S proccdural rules, as providod by low, -Af to do so will serve to ac-
; - eclorato. rx,strbutlon. Precautions must ho-t len, nowever, to provent
such deviations from impairing complete investigation of tho facts or
the logal right to a fair hearing. It svoms to be nocossary to imple- .
mont this provision so w8 to give the Rustitution {uthoritics broader
_ powor to bring cbout « snoady rubtn.tutlon frco from burcaucratic pro- - | A
ccdurcs. : , C

Mr, C&SS’Od‘:&: »

It doocs not o ppear to us that ony implonentation .

»of thls provision is ngcessary since you may. dovicte from oatablishud
procodurcs as far.as you want as long as the partics agreo to tho do-
viation. Howover, you must bo surc thut all parties in intorcst aro

partios to tho ag,rmmont. Snort of such groat departures, you moy -

doviato in the restitution cuthority within tho scope of Articlo 49, . R
but fltt:mg the rulo to the particular solution. o have beon askod o
what typo of roports will be roquosted by O‘LIGUS. We will dovelop ' o
o scheémo for the roporting of -such data wnd wo will cortainly not q.sk
for moro figurcs and data thoan arc necessary in order to be kopt
informed about how tho ruotltutlon progrom procoods and how tho

flow of casos dovelops. Wo must, howovor, be informed about a1l tho
phascs of opcration in ordg,r to dotuct fla* and weak points in tho
procoduro. N

Mr. lorongon roported onihe situation in Bromon:

%o havo alroady recoived suvoeral poti’tionsf frow tho gontral Filing
igeney. In o fow instancos cmicablu svttloments woro meado; other
such sottloments arc ponding. The office for Propoerty Control is
funetioning as tho Restitution fguacy. ¥We have not yet ostablishod a
Restitution Chambor. Thoe vresidont chd ono momber-of tho Chember have
boon appointod but ww have had trovble in finding a qualifiod socond
nomber. However, this difficulty will bu. solved soon ond wo vxpect '
that by 15 Scptember tho Roustitution Chambor \.'.Ld.l he ruady to function,

319050
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‘Mr. Hartzsch , 13’ ted 1. Ca waoda VA to spcal:'about t‘.u functlons of‘ -
- tho Jowish. Rostn.tutn.on ‘Succussor Orﬁmlz“tmn (JRSO) ‘

lir. Cassoday: . ‘ : o
- , Ox mg ‘co the Nozi m‘ogr T of pursocutn.on thun,
aro numerous mstgncow vhore- people wers:not only killed in tno ‘concone .
“trotlon camps but whore whole femilics wure wiped out. if you would
hevo asked thosc poople boforu. their det th “to whom thoy wished to loavo
thoir pronux’ty, thoy most cortainly would not. heve wontod tho pmp,rty
‘to go to tho Guman Stato to: which it would no*'m'xl'!y go undor tho por-
" tinont. ‘provisions of tho German. Civil Code. - -It is, tnomforw, mnpora,tlve
~that the proporty of nooplb who, unda,r oursgcution, died heirless bo
transforrod to o successor Qrge mlz;tlon rathor thin to the Stato. 1
"bolicve that the Jewish Rostitution Successor Orggnn.zatlon is the bust
ruoroscntotlvu of the dintorcsts oi’ “tho Jews who ‘dicd hoirlcss. - In the
Laonderrat it was argucd that o suécossor or&,mlzbtn.on would probably
be pormitted the -transfor of property to placys outside Gormdny. How- ‘
over, Regulation Fo. 3, concorning the osteblishmont of BUCCOSSOT. orgoni~
zetiong provides thot restituted property must bo turncd over: to on¢ or
" moru Gormen legal ontitics having tinc status of chariteblc orgum.z tions.
. The JRSO shall, within 30 days aftcr e ou:.s:.t:x.on of - roal property pursuqn’t
“t0 Law No. 959, transfir titlsc thoruof. to siich ¢cntity or untitics. ~Export
v‘of property othor: than ronl pro av.cty roquires on-export’ lmunso issued by -
Militery Governmont. Generally, 1t e b stated that the! rustl‘tutod
nroporty will romain in Gurmeny s ‘part 'of tho Grmm »conony ond . may.
: not bo uxportud: Tho Jowish Rustitution Succussor Organlzatlon may claim
. ¢ 2ll property of Jows that comus within tlo provisions of Rogulation No. 3T
. /11 claims for such propurty havo to o filed with thu gentral Filing: igency
" not later than 31 Docombor 1948. Botwoun nov @nd this doaddine an enor- -
mous task ;::Lll havo to be done by JRSO. . It is ‘bnuruforu a.bsolutﬁly noc=
' pssary that " all ‘possiblo support bo gl\mn to th¢.JRS0." .Wo have speecificd, .
" in Jjuthorization Wo. 1, the rlg,hts of tho JRSO with rospoet to the ine
. spcetion of ;11@3 and rocorda ond I hope that the accomplishmont of this
progrom will nave tm, wholo-hear i;ud supndrt of 111 who .ara working. in tho
rcstltuta.on ‘progrom. : ‘ 1 S
' .!Lr; .ssod‘y thon road the ihdividual provmmons of JRSO mzthor:l.—-
zo.’t:.on No.. l of.18 Ju.lg,ust 1948, and e,{pla:mod thom in- do‘w.:z.l o

. Mr. Foronczl “tho Dircctor of JRS0, \ms :mtroduc‘,ud by tho Chalmm.
Ho - explamcd the work of the Jewish Restitution Successor Orgonizotion.
‘Until rocontly, Mr. Foroncz was - with the -0ffico of - tho Chicf of Counsol..
for War Crimcs in Nuomborg tnd. is. woll ':ccp;untod m:th tho organlzwta.on
of J’Elll‘tuw Govornmont ' . ‘ .

Mr, Forencz:

"

’ . Ls you. a._l Know ay L hav» OOOLt'OlOd myself w:L'th thc T
sttltut:.on Progran only. durmg the last two wecks. ‘I‘hu carrying out =
of the program of rcstltutlow. is not only part of the poliey of Military
. Govornment din tho Unitod Stat.us Zono of Occupation, but this policy is -
backed by the dmoricmn ?qulO as’a W}"Olu The JRSO is an organizotion
cBtoblishod undor -the laws of the Stutd 'of Now York: It rceprosents .the
gro“test Jowish Orgunizoations of the world. TIn ordor to carry out the
program of  the JRSO we hed to. osteblish on org cnizaticn of our own in the
Unitod Stotes Zone of Occupation with tho vormission -of Military. Govorn-
mont. .Our moin office is in I\’urumourg:. viothuvo o plimning committes -

. consz.stmg of Dr.: NuSsbm“ﬂ, _W Kogan, - (rd ')r., Joiss vho will suporviso '
tho ac‘t:.v:.ta.a,s in tho fic ~2d Yo havo cetoblishud bronch offices in
dunich’ tnd Fronkfurt nd we hevo tho. :mtpntlon to ustablish other broaneh
officos in Stut'bgﬂrt Merrhndm md ¥aegel. . Wo &TC faclng tromendous’
‘ d:v.:f‘f:x.cul‘tlus J.n socurlng, in' time, ‘tno :mformota.on nucus&ary for thu ;

-
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Telefon: 9 12 77

TG: X¥r. William J. Dicloran E .
Proverty Division CNZUS
Wiesbeden
Taunus*frasse 9
APC €32

Your Avf.: : Date: )

/B ; 2ly June 19L3

Re*frdin” restitution cases, difficulties are ariéing
hare now QIter the authorities have done excellent work and

achleves fine results,

As I,qlrepﬁv told you.at s .session. of the- nebql

svery claeim is p“opOrlv fllied at YMauhéim, In urgent
ceses, & ﬂuﬂlicate cf the rlelm tc be filed st hauheim (in
cvvry case, the filing et Wauheim was done praviouslv) is -
trenamitted to ths ar%itrator. in addition, the latter i:z
forwaried the whole mattzsr in the Fcrm of = state&ent of the.
clair, whers the petitions =nd reason Ma¢2 been formulsted
more extensively thsn in the ~leim i zd et Nsuhelnm The
grtitrator serves tkﬂ plesdings »nd sets trm na “103 of limita-
crn in complisncse tu Restitution Lew. In some inatzncses,
noan trgent casze, e somewnat refuces thez two-mentn g““?Od
imitatlon othizrwlse granted for submitting *the atoian
r the other ke S, ke cxten:s such period of time 1f ‘the ‘
orpouite pasrty reguestsa snd mo»¢vatea such aytPnglon. in tnis
way,: amicnr’o swttlements were schisved, even in matters of
1ﬂpo“+""ce. Two cases wer traxsmittea to the Restitution
Chember sfter the attemn ts nad failed to brinj an amicable
'settlement. Uncer Article €7, 2 d, the Restitution Chamber
S rced fazued oriers to re turn planta,tc this olairsnte.
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St ped pede

As I am glven to unferstend from the iain P”ope:tj
Contrcl Azency, Mr. Flschbein hes now raised ocbjectlons.
He steted to Dr. Porter,. Land Prowertv uontrcl that cases ‘
shioull not be processe* mlesq auneim has forwsrded the &

t
pepers, In this ~onne:t*oq, I rﬁraiveg tue attached letter
by the ksin Froperty Jont »Cl Azeniy.

o | - 308378,


http:forvHlr:.ed

; L 1 [ECLF\bb Al
_ - 5057
Aginuaty ,.ﬁQ—~“”’*‘

wluzwmmﬂﬂkil

ﬂuheim rowsver, Jdpee not function st ell. '
Yesteroay, for atqmple I received notlfications setting
forth that by now, that is on 23 June 1948, they are
transmitting to tne arbitrator my petition I had filed
2t Nauheim on 15 Jahuery 1948. Most of the other cases
are talen care cof in exact the seme manner. Une c¢f the
cagses Neving been recelved by the srbitrator on 23 Tune
wes settled smicsbly long aro., Very often, both ﬂart+e
went an amicshle SCttlemOﬁt If we were to azaet on the
sugpestions of Mr, Flschbeln end Dr, Forter, a cdeley would
hesalt which would be contrarv to the inter sts of elther.
party. - -

The pr;ncinle of. the ngtitution Iew is get forth in
Article 1., 3Zveryihise—sdedl.le dope to expedite resiifution.
The attitude of beth gentlemen, however, woudld res sult in a
delsey which will be by no mesns tolerable..

Lew 52 1s llkewlise = protective lsw in behalf of the
. entitled person. The wsy, however, in which 1t is to be,
ccarried out renders ths lew & law pﬂraecuting't“e:entitléd
peracn., That ésn never Hsve oead tue inte uf of Military
qovnrnm,“t ‘ :

. You.all will he sgreed "Ltr me that a- oﬁawdj
rﬁcfitutﬂon is pimc& at ‘but nonsendical formslism is
~inimical to reatitutlon. _As you have BlWHVc acvocated an
objective and reasonstle solutlon, I requcst thet you ° .

o rcject the endeavors unﬂertaken by Kr.' Figchbein =znd Dr. Porter.
I cannot imagine thet the American public is in fsvor of the
procedure voth Zentlemen have resorted to. Anyway, hauneim

end Stuttgart Property Control are.no authorities which ho
been set up to auit them selvze, but to ensure restitutlon..

As you will bave gﬂfheraﬁ from the 1ettgr t:e other
- question has srisen now what function will »e. a sisned to-
Pranerty Control when, by an order of s lesw-court, any plant
1s temporarily to be: ruturnea to zn -indlvicdusl entitlea to
stitution. 4&s Dr. Fusster and I feel 1t, Property Control
mill nc lonzer be of eny use. The term “”rﬁuhﬂnﬂer“ {trusztee)
,doos not mean "custodisn", but & "trustee" in the meaning of
0lé Cerman 7cm1ﬁ1wt;on -TOW?T@S a third party, the entitled.
wﬂrﬂop functions as o "qtev, otherwise he 1s the owner.
The ruli ing of the 18W-P0brt has the same effsct 23 though,
in contentions Jurisdiction, the return of e property has
bzen obtained through an interlocutory enforceable wuobment.
If a zubsequent instence would nullify the ruling - .an action
which in sudh cases is. impobsiJle - the entitled person
would be lia®le to the same extent se ke would he resncnsitle
according to the Code of Civil Law sftér e hias snforced
execution by virtus cf an interlocutory enforcealle judgment,
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. thet is he responds bj,his entire property,

I should appreciete it 1f you wculd take care of
the matter energeticrlly a2t vour esrliest converience
- because red- ~-taplum is interfnring here with efflcioncy

of ope“atlon. o ‘

In ﬁeallnr with Property Control 1nstrumentallt1es,h‘
one feels the ctroné influence of the individuals who .
proroted Arysnizing actions., liay ‘ve -such influence also -
affects the Stafflenbergstrasse oflicials thougn they
woul* npvsr QHMit sucn effect. A o

If the lew shall t te-enforced, such end can be ,
‘secured only in the way in which we have been’ proceccing

in gurttemFEﬁg. I think our way of operating has been .
exemplsry =0 far, :

. This letter is an soa in ‘the intere st of the entire
,Re°titution Law. A . : 2
With kiné regards,

I remain faithrfully

yours,

' DR. OSTERTAG

308380
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UHITED SLAxES ABE& OF CONTBQL

‘Begulation Ho 3 Uhder Militury Gavernment Law No 59 and Appointment '
. : ' Thereunder- , .

ueéignation of -Successor Grganizations'Pursuant fo Mili%ary Government
‘Law Mo 59 and, A@pointment of & Successor Org&nization to Cl&im Jewish
- v , A Property Ceed .
C Reggat ion ) ‘
PUJSUﬂPt to nrticle 13 of militurv chernmentJLaw Yo 59. the following Regulaticn -

. l. A non—profit or charitable org&nization desiring to be appointed as &,
‘successor. organization under Militery Government law No 59, may apply in writing
to the Office of Militery Government for Gérmeny (US) for such’appointment.

Such application:shall set forth in deteil &ll infdrmstion. conoerning the
structure, purpose-and functions of the applicant’ orgenization’ and should be
accompanied by &ll relevant documents, such as articles ‘of incorporation end by-
laws. ndditional information may be required '

2. Such org&nization must be representative of the entire group or class -
which it 1s to “be. auxhorized %0 represent. ’ , AR .

"Upon - appointment, & successor orginizetion must use its @ssets for the
gencral benefit of the members of the group or class which it represents or for

- such other. noh—profit or churitable purpos»s &s. m&y be upnroved by Military :

Gove rment . .

4, The rights &and oblieaticns ai such organizations Snall be set forth in z
the appointment. . ,

Aappointmépt;ﬂhdef Fbregoiqngegulation~f: B

I;, besign&tion of Succe*sor Organization for Jewish Property

The Jewish Restitumion Successor Qrganization. a charit&ble organizatlon,
incorporated under the laws of the State of ‘New “York, i d S’ates of smerica
‘(hereinafter referred to &g JRSO) huving ‘applied-foraj il '

“HFi 1% : :
~ sor orgunization auxhorized to’ claim Jewish Property; e hereinifter defined,
pursusnt to the terms of nrticlés 8, 9, 10 and 11 of Milit&ry Government law No
59 < - o ‘

I, init‘ion of Jemsh Property SRS

Incl, #'i

315639


http:ilftc.ry
http:su:ccet~s.or

- Jew, or

‘prior to‘tﬁé.d téhof“hiS'dE&thg'orﬂti

Wes not o Jewish individua
‘ approprlute ‘to enadle it to. aeter&zna thes factsi
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24 A person €hall -be: con31dered to he a: Jewlsh indivldual if between
30 Junuury 1933 &nd: 8" M&y 1945 he' wagh - ngm T L

&, Subjected to persetutory measwres on the gioﬁndéAthdﬁ‘he was &

Of theJJewish ruce ot rul:glon. or "

. nd1Cat Athat the person -
. 'to’another religion '

or rbllblon, the restitution alithority y
el after conguct iz

such investlg:‘ion as it deems

' <h3, An org&nizatlon snall bs cons1dered &’ Jewish organlgatlon.bd::

d. :xf its menbers professea to worsnip pursuant “toithe Jewish faith

' and had’ organlzed for. th&t purpose or if: it wag under the &dministratlon ef the

'nuetzire Or’anis&tion has under Germ&n'

Jewish commun ty: or

Vbi  If 1 was nalntalned oux of Jewish communlty funds, or

If Jewish ruce cr rellgloj Was & requirement oi ﬂembership, nr'_

If'the organlz&tion w@s dissolved or‘forcea -ﬁxssolve,bgcause L

I;I.‘ Stutus. Powers. and Obli ”tionS’of the JESO

1. JRSO shall Curry out- ita ccti ‘éfiﬁ he U Zone of - Germany i
accordance with the- conditions and 11Litations inposed by M111tary Government
&nd. by its: certiflcate of 1ncorporwti”n?and hnyaws.: JRSO shall be‘operated a5

renresentutlves Shall, e}cept s, sp‘

‘after vaulsltion of real pro éfty‘pursugnf:to.‘ ary Governmedt I&w No 59,1
”trans*er title thereof to such eéntity or. entities. For .the. purposes of this.

.p&ragrann. ersonal‘ ropevtv eusenti&l to: the o eration of real ro erty shall
: D P 2 P P

4“2-;.‘ ’,
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:Wuerttenbergrfbden and Bremen on 23 June 1948.
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lbe dee cd to be palt of the real pro gerty. - JRSO shall, w1thin sixty (60) days

after acoulrlng any. other proPLrty,_pursuant to nllltary uovernment L&w Wo 59,
eithier apply to ONMGUS for a license to eXport or reuit to & foraign country. or

“transfer. such pronerty ‘to the entity or entities establiancd pursusnt to this

parugrdph._ U@on denidl of &n &ppliCation for such a licénse; the’ property -
involveéd shall,. Wlthln tbirty (30) days ufter receipt ‘of nomlce cf such denial,
be transferred to the ontity or-entities established: pursudnt. to this paragraph.
Such entlty or. entities shall nold, administer, or ‘sell the propcrty transferred-
to it by JRSO for the lpurpose and subgect to Iimitations: set forth in.the
authorlzation ‘igsued. by ONGUS for the establishment of . such entity or entities,
Title to any. pr0perty held by such eutity or. entities nay be rewtransferrad to
the JRS0, if specifically autho:ized in- writin& by OMGUSe * The' prov181ons of

article 91 -of Bilitury Government Iaw No~ 59 &re upplicable to transfers mude v{

pureuaﬁt hereto.

L 3. JQSO uhd its auxhorlzed reprcsentativos shall have all rlghts nosScssed
by Gernan. entities and individualsy with respect o the inspection of. property
and rccords; ia a&dltlon, OMGUS ; upon. request of JnSO“will auxhoriie, in writing,
JRE0 and its authorized - representutlves to- inspect ‘such.. propert' and. records -
and extract informution frou such other documents &nd. record eld by Mllit&ry

”~GOVbr1.8ﬁt or German Governmentel authorities ‘or Germén per ons, individuals of

corporations, &s- OMGYS deternines to be rSISVart to tne proner performance of

the funct LIS of JBSO.V

RTR ”he J&SO &nd tne Geruan entltles establisheﬁ pursuant to puragraph 2 of
this article, shall Tske: monthly 1eports to OMGUS on’ their” operutlons, &nd ‘such
special reports as: are at any time regquired by OMGUB ‘The form:of. :such - report
and the nature of the informutlon to be aubmitted thereln shall be determined by ’
oMGUS, ‘ —

5;~ OMGUS reservos the right to, at any tine, inpose other limltations and.
restrictions on. the JRSO and its represeptatives or revoke the authority granted

, hereunuer for Cuuse. '

6. The furnlshing of logistic support to the JRSO and its personnsl by the
occupation ‘muthority will be the subgect of & separ&te agreenent ‘between EUCOW
and tne JRSO. ' .

Iv. Effecﬁive-ggte a
. This Regulation and nppointment snall become effectlve in BaVaria, Hesse,
BY ORUER (F MILITAXY COVERWMENT. -

.
= 3.
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REPRODICED AT THE NA'UQ AL A. \CHIVES

! of locating and
rutoctlng properbioa)‘ to.implementing and 'carrying‘ out the eeeond phase

£ properties belon@.ng to tiquis of Unite' ‘Hations and’ nmtral o
nation (excep’b Spain and’ Port.ngal) This prograxm was 1ater extended f.o :romer enemy

‘e

indiﬁdual Nazias are’ ‘being. release& from comtrol in accordance with exist.ing de~+
‘ ' B nazification procedures. Properties of the Reich are being held pending necessary -
S palicy decisions as to disposition. ”Duressﬂ
agjudioation ‘of the case as provided fof” Properhiea
taken under control as fduress® properties for which no claim has been filed will be
releaaed from comtrol pursuant to Military Government directives to be issued in the JRSO
ture., ‘It is expected that _practically all properties with the emeption of "duy Qs"
Nand ' "Relchn properties will be released ‘from control during the'first six months of

S On 1 Ju.ly 19&9, it. is plannsd to, liquidate complately l{ﬂ.itary Govermment
Pmporty Control Offices, Residual Property Control duties will in large part be
transferred to a Central German Property Control Coordinating Committee composed of
. #& - the four Land C‘lvilian Agency Heads. Those Property Control functions which cannot
B be transferred to the Tentral German Property Conmtrol Coordinating c::umittee will be
3 mo.de the roaponsibility of one of the lﬁ.lita.ry Governor's Advisers.
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PROPERTY CONTROL -

; .levr prooo&uro, as the romining litigntion will be borore thc oourts for a 1cng
" time. - However, on f£inal adjudiostion, speedy release will be made by Property
E COntrol ‘authoritiu 1n aooordauoo with the court's deoree.

TREATMENT . OF-DURESS- PROPERTIES AND BRIEF REVIEW OF INTERNAL
RESTITUTION PROGEAM UNDER MILITARY GOVERNMENT LAW NO, 69

i has’ beon exeroised from the very beginning are so-called "duress" proper=. .
Evon ‘prior to the surrender of Germany, it was the amnounoced policy of .
'tho “Unit_-e_d Sta‘bou Gonrmmnt to. tako appropriate steps for the safeguarding of '

‘ =!hin'pol.£cy wag olearly roste:bod in the Direotive on U. S. Objootivea
10 Polioles in Gemnw, of 15 Ju].y 1947, _/ whioh reada as follma

oréa.niutiona doprivod ‘of their property ss & reault of National
Soeialist: porseoution should either have thelr property returned or -

vor ‘Anjury through Nutional Sooialist perseoution should re= .
( gindemnifioation in-German. ourrencys With respeot to heirlesa
mdmnolatmd property’ aubjaot to internal restitutimx you will
duigmto approprio:bo auooeacor organizationa. ’

- Suoh’ \oon’crol was mposod on tho
propertios conpiled 1n soms’ oages even prior to. the surrendsr
diaoloaed by ﬁeldp.nveatigativhga, or made lmm to’ Proporty

roper‘hias' premmptivoly cxpraprintei orwocnt}lacatod
Na.t:l.onal Sooialiam (p&raecutory aotions for
dl-

therwise bein tkkan into oontrol vy. mnm-y Gmrxﬁnent.

2




REPRQQUCED&TTHE Mm\zALA C"UVEJ' ' ’ c

The 15~.Auguat 1945: Diroo?;ivo,‘ 2./ for examp].e, extonded tho donazii‘ioa- _
1945 ‘Directive. (Administration of Military Govern- -
: _g/ to influential Nazis and militarists in all

The latter were deemed to be_
. word rendered subjeot tc ‘selzure

—————
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 REPRODUCED AT THE NATIONAL ARGHIVES

iof heirs or. auooessora in interest was als:_figgwd;in
; roﬂde for the astabliahmant and ‘appointment’ of “3uocessor or,»~>\,
aooomplishcd by Regulation No.- 3 under the law passed on.

providae for ths ostnblis}mont of rentitution agenoiea, _

~with the responsibility of trying to effeot amicsble settle- .
ladqas ‘bctwaon the ‘parties. . If such settlements dannot bo attained, |4
then retorrod to reatitution chsmbers whioh ‘are part of .the

ompoud of.‘lsmerioans asaiatod by experta on
uant to Ragulation Nee 4. to; mntary vaerrment
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REPRODUCED AT THE NATIONAL A. ohEse

Y. : .ropo‘rtn on-file with the,_cgntral Filins Agenoy acoredited
‘of e.pproximtoly 14 mnnry nuaions and Conaula-bes*cf-fmrgn

porting ayatom, whioh vd.l’l previde 1ntorma1:ion as to the :
, 13- '0f évery olaim, has beon devised and will shortly be placed
; In add.i.‘bion, Wmmdn a_ourrent monthly besis, will

.
B

‘~roquoatu for. omnaion 1n the’ expiration dato for tho finng

deration’has been given to'these requests, It has, howsver, been
ecidod that tmy ex'be aion An® ‘the’ expira.tion date would be more detrimanta.l to

sideration was given to the many efforts
1‘by 'of the 1a d’ in all the countries of
Iﬁ.eaI s, an milito.ry a.nd diplom‘cio

)

'December 1548 have been recelved by Military Government. - ‘

)
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REPRODUCED AT THE NATIONAL AX.CHIVES” ,

! B , ™

mr'!:ho ‘Mfomtion 'bh&t m;h-!; be- raquimd for settlamnt or- adjudica‘bion of ths
‘olain’ oould he. aulmittad therearter to the Reatitution Agenoies or Reatimtion
Court .’-*u quirod.

‘

liodifioaﬁon of Property Control Poliey Su‘bsequant to C
lﬂlittry Govormont Le.w Ho. 59 ‘ '

nder )unto.ry Gmmnt Law Noe 69 with tho Central Filing
A" further Directive,: iasuad 3 Angust 1948, however, .
5188’ .of Property Control ‘action, notwithstanding the faot .that
had oen rﬂad with: the Central Filing Agency -under mlitary Govern=

an Noqu 69, 4t is 1n‘bende& to administer properties undor control
tly' 68 pozaible and, 1nsofar as. 'l:he respec’bivo partioz are ooncemed,

9 will bo ‘ochecked againa‘b proporties under oontrole Thoae found not to’
la;'.md, or. gubjeoct to olaima by a.uy of the sucoessor organizationa,

115,955f'*

ﬂ{f11.1av,f‘;.' g

Cmplote repogt from individuals:
Incnmplete’ repor’bs“from individuals
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; ling of restitution olaime in tho British Zone is proaently covered
Noe 10, whioh prwidee that olaimants have until 31 December 1949

o

dorf;+Land Niederuchaen. No law han. however, yet been promulgabed.» o S

LO All peraona “who havo any: knowledge of proper‘by ohanging title -
1n o.xoeas of Mk. 1,000:8ince 30 January 1933 ' were required to make
declo.ro.tion o the administrativo head (Landrat) of the rural distriot (Land-

Cora e b T L

ropertj must ‘»,be ‘£1led’ w:lth ‘the ocourt in the distriot in which
ooated. Clainé for}restitution of porsonal proporty mst be

TP T

the Westo' : éSa toro}of Berlin and for hamonization and ooordination of

tifiable proper-
Xo- 164. =
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OFFICE OF THZ UNITED -STATES HIGH COMMISSIONZR F(R GERILNY F9

Office of Lconamic affairs
Property Division
. Internal Restitution Supervision Branch

Bad Mauheim, Germany

//3’{/;’{3

«P0 807 - M K

Conference Held 8t Bad Nauheim on December 14, 1949

Present:

ir. F.J. Miller
Mr. if.G. Daniels

Mro \II EI. Itoewen'thal

" Mr. 8. I.aks

hr. LoEo Yager

Mr. G.E. Dickerson

Mr. J.P. McHulty
Herr Schweig

‘Dr. Endres
'“\"""Z’m;

"* Herr Nippa

Dr. Weissstein :
Herr Schrosder

Dr. Mayer
Herr Zeller .

Dr. Mueller
Herr Schmeisser
Herr Leber
‘Herr Bossert
Herr Schlenker
Herr Dehn '
Herr Zimmermann
Herr Schaller -

Miss Rodewald

1iss Kratzsch

. Restitution e
. gtatistician of ’che Bavarian Land Gentral Office

. Chief, Property Division |
Deputy Chief, Property Divigion

- Chief, Internal Restitution Supervision Branch

Deputy chiaf, Internal Restitution Supervision
Brench

" Land Supemsor, Internal Restitution Supervision

Brench, for Wuerttemberg-Baden apnd Land Hesse

~ Land Supervisor, Internal Restitution Supervision -

Branch, for Bavaria
Chief, '-Property Branch, HICOG; Berlin Element

Treuhaender der Amerikanischen, Britischen und
. ,Franzoesischen ijlitaerregiemungen fuer ZwWa.ngs-

uebertragene Vermoegen, Berlin
Head of the Bavarian Land Central Offica for

for Restimtion .

Deputy Land Civilian Agency Head for Hedse
Statistician of the Hesslan Land Central Office

for Restitution

Re:?erent of Departmernt VI of the iﬁinistry of Justi ce
for’ Wuerbtemberg—Baden

statistician of Department VI of the Minigtry of
Justice for ¥ﬁ.’u.rs;t"l:'t:e:-ambearg-Baden .

 Head of the, Braman ‘Land centml Office for Restitutiaxm

Assistant: £0 above
Legal GQnsultant* Propsrty: Diviaion

Consultant of Land Supervisor for Bavaria ' i |

Consultant of Land Stpervisor for Wuerttemberg—Baden
sanager of the Central Filing agency

Deputy Kanager of the Central Filing agency

Head of the A.ccounting Section of the;Internal
Restitutien Supervision Branch

Secretary to Ghief, Intarnal Restitution Supervision

Branch t

Secretary to Depu't;y Chief Intern&l Restitu‘bi on
Supervision Branch ‘ y

8)(,@411)#3
oty Fle YM
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MINUTES

Mro Loewenthal openad the conference with the remark that 1t was the flrot
of its kind after the Occupation Statute had come into effeft, He thanked the
participants for coming and expressed the hope that the cooperation between his
Office and the German authorltles represented by the attending gentlemen would
continue to be a successful one, He asked. the participants for their continued .

- support and stated that he hoped that in the future the German suthorities could
" be given more and more responuibility for the sunerv1sion of the Restitutlon
Program in the s uone. . A ,

‘ Mr. Miller then addressed the conference. He said that he fully anwreciated .
the work that hed been done wntil now but thet a very large task had stlll to be
‘accomplished, which was clearly shown by the charts clﬁplayed in the conference

- room. He emphasized thcot the responsible US suthorities attach preat importance
to the ecpeditious completion of the Restitution Program end that it is the firm
. resolution of the American Occupation Authorities to see the Restitution Program
carried out without changes in the prineiples leid dowm in MG Law No. 59, He A
considered it essential that this be expressed at this. conference, the participants -
of which are directly concerned with the execution of the Restitution Law., In this .
connection ifr, Miller referred to certain publications in the press with regard.
. to eventual changes in the Restitution Law for the American Zone. He wished to
have it known that the Office of the Hngh Commissioner is mnot conﬁidering any
_changes in the substantive provisions of MG Law No. 59 and [ that it is more than
ever determined to see the Frogram through, This does not mean that there would
not be any changes at all in Law 59 - in this comnection I, Miller referred to the
Board of Review and'eventual’changes in the court system - he would, however,
like to stress again that with regard to %ke substantive proviSLOns no chanues
are to bhe expected. : :

- Ir. Laller further talked about the progress made so far in the executlon of .
the Restitution Program. He seid that he was aware of the difficulties which the .
individual Laender had to face financially, however the present rate of progress
will ‘have to be increased since it would otherwise take years to compléte the -

‘ Restitution Program. EKHe mentioned that_the Restitution Program was pot a pobular

» it would ular, This meant. that

a program the completion of which would normally take four to five years, would"

have to be completéd i one year or a littls more than one year, How thls was

to be accomplished, he would not tell; he therefore asked the competent German

authorities, which were familiar w1th the partlcular procedures in the various

Laender, for their advice, : \

. Mre Loewenthal then statea as fOllOWS‘ Béfore the Heads of the Land Central
Offices begin with their reports, he wished to stress the importance ‘which his
office and thus the Property Division attach to their statements. Information is
to be gained of the plans existing in the individual Laender for the acceleration

~of the Restitution Program, taking into consideration the difficulties in carrying
out such plans and the necessity of an eventual intervention on the part of the

" High Commissioner. It is again empha81zed +hat the Restitution Program as far as

. the restitution agencies are concerned is to be completed, if possible, until the.

- end of 1950 or, at the latest, during the year 1951, With regerd to the chambers

it seems to be premature to set a definite date; however, it could be said already

~now that the date for the completion of the Program by the chambers should be in-

. proper relation to the cisp081tion of cases by restltution agencies,

Mr. Loewenthal then presented some s atistical datg" Up to the end of
November 1949, a total mmber of 55,208 cases had been received by restitution
agencies, Of this mmber 6,625 cases or 125 of the total number of individual claims
received had been finally d18posed of in the eighteen months during which restitution
- authorities could be con81dered in full operation. The Inxernal Restitution Super-
‘vision Branch (hereinafter referred to as PIRSBM) expects a total workload for '
restltution authorities in the U8 Zone of 110 Q00 cases consistmng of approx1hately

308388
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55,000 individual cases and 55,000 JR30 cases. Of: these 110,000 cases, ‘
dccording to the rate at which individual petitions had been distributed
among the Laender, 40, OOO cases would heve to be handled by. restitution
,authorities in Bavaria, 41,000 by Hesse, 26,000 by Wuerttemberg-Raden, and

. 5,000 by Bremen. The number of cases disoosed of by restitution agencies
during the month of November was 1,306, IRSB expects that even without in-
creases in personnel or increases .in the number of restitution agencies,
their dispositions would inerease by 75&, because of basic decisions, the
promulgation of the General Claims Law, and the lncreasing familiarity of
key personnel,with restitution matters., Increasing l,SOG'cases.(the_highest
‘number of cases disposed of by restitution agencies in any one month) by 75k,
& monthly disposition of 2,285 cases is arrived at. secordingly, spproximate-
ly four years would be. -required by, restitution agencios for the aisposition of -
the total workload of llO 000 cases. ‘ .

The same plcture is obtained in estimatos for the 1aender Bavaria Eesse,
and Wuerttemberg-Daden, while the tiime required in Bremen is £ 3/4 years, Not-
withstanding the ?5% "automatic" increase of the present rate of disposition,
which in his opinion constitutes a- considerable allowance, restitution agencies
would have to be doubled in order to complete the restitution program within
the next two yvears.

To-date 38, 8% of the total number of cases disposed of by restitutiou
agencies had. been forwarded to restitution ch&mbers. It nuy be assumed that -
this rate will decrease as the Program progresses by approximately 25%, as a
result of more basic decisions becoming available, so that in the future only
approximately 23% of the total mumber of cases disposed of by ‘restitution
agencies would be forwarded to chambers. Of a total number of 110,000 cases
to be handled by restitution agencies, approximately 25, 400 cases would thus
be forwarded to restitutlion chambers. -The total number of cases adjudicated
by . restitution chambers in November amounted to 141, It may be agsumed that,
with basic decisions becoming known, with judges becoming more and more famil-
lar with restitution matters arnd being assigned festitution cases only, this
number will increase by 75%4. With a total workload of 25,400 cases the cham-
bers would thus need approximately 8 years and 7 months for the adjudication

© of restitution cases bsrore them. :

" On the busis of these estimates it appears that the capacity of resti-
tution chambers will have to be tripled or qnadrnpled in order to complete
their work within a time oonsiderea reasonable in the sense of the Iaw.

Wr., Loewenthal then asked Dr. Endres to give his report for Land
Baveria, pointing out that the reports of the Heads of Land Central Ofiices
would be used as a basis for a report to the Property Division, which most
likely, would utilize the report in statements to higher authorities.

In his initial remarks Dr. Endres thunked the US authorities, also on
behalf of his colleagues, for this opportunity of a rutual exchange. of ideas.
He referred to the meeting which was held recently by German authorities con-
cerning restitution activities 4nd emphasized the importance of such: aig-
cussions. He recommended that the american suthorities from time to time re-
instate their views, e.g. the Minister Presidents should be impressed with
the urgency of a speedy execution of the Restitution Progrem. This is of

- major importance not only to achieve justice and equity, but also for the
' sake of. the German economy, Regarding past activities of restitution author-
itles he pointed oui that restitution was an entirely new field, but that
the early difficulties had now been overcome. In November the number of
cases settled had increased and in his opinion monthly dispositions will
continue to increase considerably. However, the time required tor the com--

- pletion of the Restitution Program could not:be determined until the middle

“of 1850, In'this connection Dr. Erndres stated that the restitution agencles
. greatly depeénd on higher courts, including the Board of Review, since many

- declsions involving basic issued can only be made by the higher courts. He
further mentioned the -di fference in-the interpretstion . of the Law existing
among the individual Laender involving principal questicns ‘and that clear
coordination is now being sought in this respeet.

308389


http:highercoo.rt
http:connecti.on
http:cussions.He
http:cern.1:.ng

At e W

U“’“ﬁ;fﬂubﬂb_z;'g? o
5‘}’_3)_4 HARA Dagg&_q_ A

He then referred to the discussions held with the Ministry of Fimance ,
and the Ministry of Justice after the meeting on November 14, 1949, Regard~ .
ing an increase of funds the Finance Ministry had declined that. an inerease
in the fiscul year 1949/1950 is only possible by a decision of the Landteg,
and such increase would only be considered if requests or suggestions of the
american authorities were directed to the Minister Presidents. Por the .
fiscal year 1950/51 (April 1, 1950 to March 31, 1951) it was planned to in- -
crease the present budget of 1,2 million IM by 300,000 IM, but the use of
these additional funds for the current fiscal ‘year would not be granted.
Negotiations are carried on with the Ministry of Justice which has no res-

. titution budget of its own, but which is subsidized extensively with resti-
tution funds allocated to .his office. Expenditures for witnesses and ex-
pert fees alone amounted to more than 20, 000 g, which had not been pro-
vided for. originally. .

Regarding the difficulties'boncérning the personnel in Bavaris these
can be found especially at the Chambers wnicn originally haa been establish- -
- ed as sub-oitices wihose members hud oniy ‘aevoieu part of their time to work
in the field of restitution in addition to their main duties. But as a re-
sult of the discussions on November 14, the ‘Chamber Munich now has two fully
employed members instead of. one, Fuerth also ‘has two full-time members, and
HWuerzburg, which until now was the weskest' in personnel, has four fill-time
members. . This change is the result of instructions issued by the Ministry
~ of Justice, on November 18. He considers the steps tuken in Bevaria very
-appropriate because the full employment of judges is more important than a .
numerical increase in personnel at the Chambers and Oberlandesgerichte.
There was a certain backlog of work at the Chambers Nuernberg, Wuerzburg,
and a small backlog in Munich; however the Ministry of Justice was of the
opinion that with the exclusive assignment of judges to restitution, ths
Ghambers will be able to dispose of all cases on a current basis.

: Taking December 31, 1951 as the date for the campletion of the restitu-
. tion program by the Restitution.agencies, an increxse in personnel would be
necessary only in-the blg agencies, i.e. Munich, Nuernberg-Fuerth, and Wuerz-
. burg, that is by increasing the number of ofricials with legal background by .
. one third,

another difficulty in connection with the increase in peraonnel would
 be the acquisition of additional office space. .That would be extremely d4if-
' ficult, if not almost impossible, in Nuerrberg-Fuerth and, to a lesser degree,
- in Wuerzburg too, whereas is-Minich there is no such problem, uite often
- two.or three officlals had 10 use one room together. The results of this
condition were very unfavorable, ' . S

Dr. Endres said that he hoped to be able to. s‘oar‘b soon with prandra-

" tions for ‘the neceasary increase in, personnel and the enlargement of office
space. answering Mr. Loewenthel's question whether he thinks that any
action by american authorities would be necessary, Dr. Endres replied that
he did not think this necessary, neverthdess, it would be of value if a
notice was sent to the Land Central Offices informing them that the date
for the completion of the Restitution Program by restitution agencles was
set for 31 December 1951. This information would be used as reference re-
garding any requests they may make. Mr. Loewenthel aslked Dr. Endres to
keep him informed through Xr. Dickerson regarding further develognents.

" In conclusion Dr. Endres referred to the letter of IRSB dated Novem—
ber 8, in which the date for the #4mad disposition of all restitution cases
at the restitution agencies was given as December 31, 1950. Thereupon
Mr. Loewenthal declared that this wag._done only to bring forth a sound re-

© aetion of the respective authorities, , : \
- ;

308390


http:letter.of
http:ba:c,kgrouna.by
http:d.pproprie.te

| W,:,Wbﬁbu‘%?
b; Q .;zamotw |

t

Asked for his oninion d.bou't specisl measures for ‘the h&ndling of .I“:cuO
Petltlons, Hr. dpares réplied that in all agencies in Bavaria -one Offlcldl
was espec1ally encrusted w1tn work on JRSO petitions.

Dr. Weisssteln began ‘his statement with the remark thdt both the smer-
ican snd Germun authorities agreed that everything bad to be done to execute

,itne program as-laid down in Arts. 1 and 49 of the Law. The speedy completion
of restitution.was necessary. for econanic feasons as well as for reasons of
‘political satisfaction and }ustice. ‘The.questlog now is: what ways and

neans are to be adonteu°

‘He szid nhat regdrulng vhe basic issues he fully agreed with Dr. Zndres'
stqtements. : : A

In his report on Hesse Dr. Weisssteln rirst talked about the chambers
wich regard to which the picture, apweared very favoruble.- ‘There exist in
Frankfurt & chambers, in Kassel 2, and in Giessen'l, or & altogether. all
members oi these chambers were exclu31vely working on restitution cases.
Durlng the discussion in Gctober between the Legal. Division and the Ministry

. ox Justlce it nad furthermore been. resolved that the number of chambers would

be increased as soon as this would become necessary. <Two-more chambers were
intended ior Frankfurt which, as had been suggested, might not be established
in the city of Frankfurt itself, but in Darmstadt end Wiesbaden. In Giessen,
where there was at present only one chamber, a second ‘chamber was’ to be added.. .
It had been suggested thut this second chember have its seat in Marburg, How- -
ever, thisz would not be advisable should the Restitution Agency Marburg be

dissolved. The Ministry of Justice kept a watchful eye on the development,

‘and the Land Central Office was insteady contact ‘with the’ Ministry of Justice.

Gertain dililculties existed with regard to the personnel. It would be ideal’
and gesirqble to have presiding and associate judges who are not uffected by
the Law for Liberaution. However, no great number of such judges was avail-
able so that in some- cuses 1t might not be possible to fully- comply with that -

. prineiple. He had, however, ' no objections to having an’ exonerated Judge in

one or the other chamber. With regard to the restitution agencies the pie=-
ture was not so favorable, ..n exception is the Restitution agency with
Generul Jurisdlctlon, nlesb“aen, which had been estublished in accordance with -
Regulation No. 6 under ¥y Law Ho. 9. At present approx1mately u,500 cases K
were beiore that agency, and. “ltogether it would probably have-to dispose o
3,600 to ©,700 petitions. ‘The bulk of those cases (98-99%) fell, however, ot
uncer vite Restituition Law since they were claims to property.in Polund, '
Silesia, etec. in such cases whe agency 1nzonnea the claimants: that their
petlvlon .for one or another reason did not fall under the Restitution Law and

. that they would have to zassert their rights otherwise. $50% of those cases

were withdrawn, while the other 0% were alsmissed. The Eead of the agency .
with Special TJurisdiction belleveu +h¢t by 1 February or "1 Karch’ 1950 he woula

" bave disposed of all cases.

Dr. Welssstein then stated that with regard tc.tne~ten'restitution
ugencies in Fesse everything had been done on his part in order -t0 increase
their etrflciency..!' This was evident also fram the rollowing statlstlcs which
had already been included in his letter to IRSB dated October 19, 1949. ic-
coralng to those iigures, 250-300 cases had been disposed of monxhly by &ll

agencles between May wnd august; in- Sentember this number had increased.to oOU,
1n Cctober to 600, in November .to more than 700, and he assumed that ior
Qecembex, in gpite of the Christmas holidays,. it would increase to 800-900,

Hesse had recelved more than 2, 000 individual cluims, of which 4,200 or ap-

A.Aproximately 20% had been aisposed of to: date. With 'd momthly dlsposition of .

«pproximately 750 cluims, that is 3000 1n a year, 1% would take two years to .

digpose of the remuinlng 18, OOO claims.
|
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, With regard to JRSO cluims the picture was not qulte so clear. For.
Hesse, 66, 000 were- registered. Should of this. number actually only 19,000
cases remaln, then ke had no coubts at all that those could easily be dis-
posed of within two years since TRSO cuses could be disposed of much faster
than incivicudl cases for the tollowing three reasons:  First, restitution
- agencles do not have to collect all the. nertinent material, second JRSO -at- .
- tempts itselry, and quite often successfully, to bring abadut amcable settle~
ments, which need only to be recorded .by the restitution agencles; third,
tire alfficulty of submittlng proof of heirship ¢oes not exist in cases of
TRSO petitions. He believed, however, that the number of 19,000 JR30 petitions
mentioned by Mr. Loewenthal was too optimistic, he could not believe that the
66,000 JRSQ cases would shrlnk to 19,000. ,

.. Hr. Loewenthal replied that thoae tigures origlnated with JRSO, JTRSO
~anticipated that of the 160,000 Detitions filed by it, only 55,000 would have
t0 be .forwarded to restitution agencles. The number of 18,000 JRSO petitions
. for Hesse had then been obtained on the basis of the rate of distribution of
ind1vidua1 petitions to the varlous Laender.

Ab this point, however, Dr. Welssstein came to the blg "but™, namely
- ~ that he had been informed by the Finance Ministry that 55 or 15% of the total
© of ‘377 positions a ssigned to the Land Central Office and its subordinate
offices would have to be abolished as of april 1, 1950. While the reduction
itself was quite detrimental, the fact that espe01ally the well-paid positions,
‘i.e. those of the Rueckerstattungsraete, were to be ‘abolished was of the atmost
importance.” Should those 56 positions be ebolished us of April 1, 1950, he
. consicdered it imooasible to complete the nrogram within two vears Yurther
attenpts on his part would be of no avail, the only renaining noss1bility be-
ing an intervention on the part of the: Office of the high Commissioner. I3t
st be in31sted that the 55 positions be retiained also for the next flchl
vear. ' .
Dr. Heisssteln then called the attention of the meeting to the increas-
‘ing number of indications of delays in restitution proceedings, e.g. many
restitutors believe that theilr vosition might improve as time goes by. He . ‘
mentioned in this connection the "Interesseéngemeinschaft der Rueckerstattdngg:——\,<
. pflichtigenn (sssociation of Restitutors) which had been founded at Fuerth, :
Although its program sounded quite harmless, its activities would huve to be
A wdtched. A few days ago, it.had been.stated in the "Frankfurter ‘Rund schau "
that an organization existed in the French: 7one which would d&lso like to put -
its hatchet to the roots of the restitution laws. The Federal Government was
supposed t0 50 to work and revise all restitution laws in the various =zones,.
" ‘The willingness of the restitutors. to conclude amicable settlements was al-
‘ready now adversely 4f1ectea They sensed their opportunity. a cl&rifying
&eclaratlon of the Hiph Commisgsloner was, therefore, absolutely necessary. /’“”’J

Lr. Welssstcln finnlly talked sbout the agencles Eschwege, Fritzlar,
and llarburg, the dissolution of which was requested by the "Rechnungshof”
(Fiscal Office) as ot april 1, 1950, With regard to isc¢hwege, the amallest
agency, this would perhaps be possible. It had only 500 individual claims,
of which 260 had @lready been disposed. The- ‘aissolution of the agencles

Fritzlar and Marburg wes impossible. There would be & considerable remain-
. der which would have to be assigned to other agenciss. - It had 'béen request-
. ed that the employees of the three ugencies be given notice already, a fact
which naturally would adversely affect their efficiency.. ulSO here @ction
by the High comaissioner was absolutely necessary in oxder to prQVGnt the -
-dissolution of tie three ugeneies by April 1, 1950, but to Leep them until
april 1, 1951, : , .

In reply to nr. Loewenthal's question whether a letter addressed by
the Property Division to the Land Central Office @ould not suffice to re-
move the difficulties, Dr. Weissstein saild that he believed that this cuse
calls for heavy artillery. : :
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Mr, Loawenthal mentionea in this connection that. the - reports of the
Heads ol Land Ceniral Offices on the aecreesing willingness of restitutors
to conclude amicable: settlements as well as the material regarding the "Inter-
essengemeinschaft der Ruecﬁerstattungspflichtigen“ had been forwarded to higher’
euthoritles and that a decision would be made at that level what means were to
be usea 1o counteract these conditlons. :

70 lir. laks' remerk that in Dr. Welssstein's estimates JuSO cases had
not been sufficiently considered and that a certain increase in the estimates
of the workload of the agencies should be made to include JRSO cases, Dr. Weiss-
stein replied that, in his opinlon, this was not necessary since in due time a
number of property control employees would be made available to work on JRSO
cases. »

Referring to the present figuree eveilable for.ﬂeSSe, Hr, Miller steted

‘that he felt thet Dr. Weissstein's estimate ‘was too optimistiec,

Dr. Mayer stated that he was able to give a'considerably more favorable
picture for Wuerttemberg~Baden as compared to-Dr. uelesstein's report'for Tand
Hesse, The authorities in Wuerttemberg-Baden were of course also interested in
the most expeditious execution of the Restitution‘Program end they would do
everything to complete it in time, ie. until the ¥lst of December 1951." In
fact he could promi se 1te completion by that date.x o

Condlﬁions in WuerttembergéBeden were different fran those in the other
Laender insofar as restitution agencies were headed exclusively by judges, the
so-called arbiters. This system had worked out very well; the arbiters had

brought about an extraordinarily high number of amicable settlements. Of the

-~ 843 cases disposed of by aurbiters during the month of October, 150 or 62% had
“been amicable settled The chambers had adjiudicated in October 18.cases, there-
of 11 cases or 61% by amicable settlemente, It followed that of all caseg dis-’

posed of by arbiters and chambers during October 85% hud been amicably settled.

During tne month of November, the arbiters had settled amicably 178 cases or

56% of a total of 019 dispositions. During the same period the chambers had
settled amicably 10 cases or 6% of the total number of 28 udjudications. For

‘the entire period, i.es from Wovember 10, 1947 to November 25, 1949, the pic~

ture was as tollows: -Totel number of cases dlsposed of by the arbiters: 1,848;
thereof 1,144 cases or 62% by amicable settlepents., Total number of cases ad-
judicated by the chambers. '168; thereof 84 causes or 50% by.amicable settlement.
Thus of the total number of cases dienosed of by arbiters and chambers 81/0 had.
been amicably settled,

on the basis of the ubove figures responsible authorities in Wuerttemberg~x
Baden believe that the main burd restitution ascti ith the
arbiters. The qpestion ‘of increasing IIE mumber of arbiters had been discUssed,

s EUDRTuntially the following may be sald on the subject: Prior to this meet-

.ing he has had a discussion with the sentor and most experienced arbiter, Ober-

landesgerichtsrat Dr. Koehler in Stuttgart. FPostponements were not as much due
to the question of persomnel, but could often be attributed to developments of

individual restitution casee.' Not only restitutore bt s_attempt
to postpone the settlenent of cages, tter instance postponements are

3.0 - transfers are not possible.. With respect .to
restitutors, the reasons ror retarding settlements of cases sre not as much their
hope for changes in the provisions of the Law but rather their expectations for

“more favorable legal interpretutions of the Law. ' In this connection the conver-

sion rate of the originul purchagse prices at 10:1 was not acceptable to the

“majority of restitutors.who hope for a change of the conversion rate to 5:1, a

rate which is applied in connection with the General Claims Law. . Arbiters had
been eucceesfully concluding amicable settlements by using theé latter rate. It
nay therefore be concluded that a doubling of ‘the pérsonnel does not necessarily
mean that only half of the time will be required for completion of the program.

308393


http:December'19.51

et em iy e st h v ea

| PRI 5067 |
By_;)_'_ r&,’.ru\ Datsfz&_q.‘. '

The chambers in wuerttemberg-Baden may be considered current as far as their.
work under the Law is ‘concerned.. There are at preésent on hand at the chambers:.
46 cases not ready for adjudication. Those which are available. for adgudica-
tion are being disposed of without delay,

Gonsiderable difficulties are experienced with respect $0 the housing
question. Housing conditions in Stuttgart Kerlsmhe and Mannheim were ex-
tremely bad. In Ulm, the rebullding of two rooms was absolutely necessary.
The arbiters in the Stutteart Agency shered their room with two administretive -
employees. Despite a consideruble number of visltors frequenting that office,

'he&rings mist be held in the same rooms. These conditions cannot be changed

even if necessary funds wére available.v In the same. building, for example,
two public prosecutors had-only ome room although each of them must hold
individual hearings. It certainly is surprising that any progress &t all was -
made under these circumstances. Housing conditions for the other members of -

. the court are even worse than those for the arbiters.

Dr,.- Endres mentioned that procedures may be expedited by clarification
of basic issucs. 'In this connec¢tion reference was made to the meeting in’
stuttgart, at which in addition to representatives of the imerican Zone the

E representatives for Northrhine-Westphalia ‘and for the French Zone took part,

and where it was decided that decislons and opinions of the respective

' Ministries of Justice, which until now were published by the individual Laen-

der, will now be published for the entire‘US Zone by the weekly publication
"Neue Juristische Wochenschrift"

In reply to- certain inquiries made by IRSE Dr. Mayer then read a state-

' ment the contents of which had partly been referred to in his previous dis-.

cusaions.

) With respect to personnel questions hs stated that as of .pril l 1950,
four.assessors will be assigned to the chambers. As of the date of his re-
port there were » arbiters in Stuttgart, 2 arbiters each in Karlsruhe and -
Tlm, and 3 in Mannheim; a fourth arbiter is at present being trained for
Mannheim. The hiring of one additional arbiter for Mannheim and one for:

' Karlsruhe is under consideration,” In Hovember, & second arbiter has besn

employed for Karlsruhe.

¥r. Loewenthal'’s question whether he believed that the program could

' be completed by 31 December 1951 with the aforementioned personnel was answer-
ed by Dr. Mayer with nyes", . :

With regard to the data on JRDO claims, ag furnished in his written
submission, Dr. Mayer explained that the rate of 10% for claims to be forwarded
to arbiters from those at present held in suspense, had been obtained from

- Dr. Schoenfeld, the JRSO rebresentative for Wuerttemberg-Baden. Included

thereinwere 3,000 claims agalnst pewn-shops, which in Dr. Schoenfeld's opinion
and algo in his own opinion should be disposed of in bulk, Nr. Loewenthal
nentioned that he understood that one such cuase was at present pending before
the Board of Redew for &ecision.

-In his estimates‘of the time Trequired by arblters. for the disposition of

- all cases before.them, Dr, Mayer' had assumed that the dlspositions would in-

erease by 25% in comparison to the month .of November. On the basis of & 75%
increase, as suggested by IRSB, the times required by the individual ugencies
would ba ag follows: . . .

Stuttgart 35 months * Karlsruhe .45 months
Uln 15 months . Meannheim 60 months.

,: Dr Yayer then promised again thax the crbipers would complete thelr
task until December o1, 195L. : ‘
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Dr, ieller began with some statéments of a more general nature in which
he discussed the dlfficultles connected with the execution of Law 59, He then
talked about restitution activities in Land Bremen, He stated that, compared
. to the other Laender, restitution activities in Bremen showed more progress.
 This was due primarily to the smallness of the Land as a result of which certain
organizationel problems did not exist. He nevertheleés felt sceptical about the
date of December 31, 1951, Even while doubling the persomel one must consider
the comparatively long time- necessary to get acquainted with this ‘difficult

. matter. He agreed with the statements of the gentlemen who had spoken beforé him,

that a letter from the Office of the ngh Commissioner to the Minister Presidents
of the Laender in which it is emphasized that for volitical as well as for R
economic reasons it was necessary to expeditiously complete the Restitution
Frogrem would be advisable, He finally remarked that with certain reservations

he believed to be able to comply with the date of December 31, 195l. He counted
on the employment of two additional persons and did not anticipate any financisl
dlfflcultles in that respect. :

After lunch, I, Loewenthal gave the following trief analysis of restmtution
progress by comparing the number of cases disposed of in the various Laender
. during the month of November with the number of monthly dispositions required
in the future if the program is to be completed by December 31, 1951, as had
wbeen promlsed ay the Heads of Land Gentral Officesz

Bavarias disposed of in Novemter: 456 cases
' required monthly di3p051tions: 1 750 cases (JRSG 1ncluded)
Hesses = disposed of in Novembers 479 cases ‘ .
‘ requlred monihlj dispositionss 1, 800 cases (JRSO included)

Uuertterberg-Baden' disposed of in November: '319 cases. . -

A reouared mohthly dlﬁpositlonSz 1,250 cases (JBSO included)
~ Bremens disposed of in November: 52 cases I
‘ required monxhly dlSpositlons: 125 (JRSO 1ncluded)

~ lire Loewenthal then¢mentioned,the'discussions held betweén‘the Property
Division and JRSO which resulted in the understanding that it would be desirable
- that JRSO petitions be handled separately in order to expedite their disposition.
-‘The decision, however, as to the application of such measures rested with the
restitiition authorities. The same applied to a special procedure for the ‘
recording of amicable settlements brought about by JRSO.

Dr, Endres mentioned that in Bavaria JRSO had already prepared hundreds
of amicable settlements; on the whole JRSO accomplished a considerable amount
of preparatory work. They distinguished threé groups. Cases in group I are |
those which need only to be recorded, JRSO having already concluded amicable
settlements, Group II consists of caSes requiring minor adjusting before
amicable settlements could be reached and recorded, Cases in group IIT will
not bé handled wntil April 1, 1950, There are within the latter group cases
which will probably rEqulre more work than those in groups I and II. Lventually

+ . group III will- agaln be d1v1ded 1nto three groups.

o Loewenthal said that his bffice had received from JRS0 =z copy of the
Bavarian instructions on the sepsarate handling of JRSO petitions with the .
- remark that this practice fully complied with the wishes of JRSO. For that
‘reason he would like to ask Dr. Endres to send s. copy of these: instructions to
the othor Laender.
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. Dr, Weissstein mentioned thaf in discussions with Dr. Kahn, Head of
the JRSO office in Hesse, the following procedure had beén agreed upon in
- order to en5ure the expeditious handling of JRSO petitlons:

1. The agen01es inform the restitutor by a form letter statlnv that
' a petition had been received from JRSO involving his property and
that JRSO will approach him for the purpose of reaching an amicable
settlement. The letter also indicates that formal service will be
made only after the attempt by JRSO to reach an amicable settlement
had proven negat ive. o

. Dr. Weissstein explained that the 1etter was written primarily for
pSychological reasomns: 1n orde h 3 Mk

- 2e Should the negotlations of JRSO be ﬂuccegsful, prov151ons have
- been made for the prompt recording of such amicable settlements,
At his suggestion all of the ten agencies had agreed to introduce
so-called court~days once or twice a month during which JRSO can
meet with the restitutors, Furthermore, JRSO ceses are recorded
in a separate register of amicable settlements.

Dr. Weissstein antlclpated a very considerable increase in diSpOultlonS
as a result of this ontem. JFSO has already suhmltted about 30 amicable .
‘settlements. : . : ‘

. Dr. Endres stated that in Bavaria 88 amicable settlements had already
‘been reached by JRSO. :

Dr, layer stated that he con51dered the a581gnment of special arblters
for JRSO cases only advisable in the big agencies (otuttgart and Mannheim) .,
For Ulm -and Karlesruhe it was not reccmmendable since there an arbiter would -
not be fully occupled with JRSO cases. In Stuttgart JRSO cases would be handled
by Oberlandesgerichtsrat Dr. Koehler, To~dey the first JRSO amicable settlements
would be recorded. thhing definite can be sgid as yet thh regard to further
aevelopments.

mb‘ Loewenthal warned in thic connection that~the‘Agency)in«Karlsruhé,
.- weak ag it is, might weaken even more urless it handled JRSO cases separately.

Dr. Mheller stated that JRSO paid little ‘attention to Bremen and that
up to date only two discussions had taken place with JRSO. Bremen is being ,
attended to by the JRSO office in Kassel, JRSO intended to contact restitutors
- in Bremen in a manner similar to that in Hesse., Amicable settlements would
be recorded by the agency, for which special days had been provided. Dr.
llueller said that he had ‘asked Dr, Loebenstein, JRSO representative in Kessel,
to appoint a representative for Premen. This had been done, and kr. Vollmann.
was.in steady contact with them. Of the 2,000 JRSO cases probably 500 would
remain, which couldbe easily disposed of.. If possible, he would like to .
have one man work on JRSO petitions. This would be a good argument in asking
‘the Flnance Hlnistry for an increase in personnel. : , ,

Mr, Schwelg then reported on restitution in Berlin. Ke remarked that the
legal basis in Berlin was not Law No. 59, but the Berlin Kommandatura- Order
+ (49) 180 of 26 Julil949. This Kommandatura Order was based substantially on
-. the Restitution Law in the British Zone. Prior to the Kommzndatura Order an
- instruction a8 to the filing of claims had been issued which was more or less
. the same as General Order No. 10 .of the British Zone. The first claius had
" been recelved at the end of larch 1949, The Kommandastura Order of 26 July
. hed led to'the establishment of restitution authorities, With the well-known
" Berlin efficiency this had bteen .accomplished in d-short time, Already after
three months, on il hovenber, they had been in operation. The orgsunlzztion
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of the ‘Berlin restltution auiborities was similar to that of resultution

" authorities in the British Zone, There were first of all the agencies. In" .

- Berlin one agency had been established with five departments, two departments:
for the WS Sector, two for the British Sector, and one for the French Sectors
The agencies are staffed with three legal experts edch, For the time being
two chambers were contemplated, The chambers formed part of the Landgericht

o of the Western Sectors of Berlin, Appeals from the:chembers may be taken to
. a senste of the Kammergericht and, as far as the US Sector was concerned, to
the Board of Review. Unlike ite status in the US Zoné, JRSO was recognized in
Berlin only as trustee, that meant thet for the time being it was only entitled
to fils claims leaving the question of ownership undecided. For the present .
JRS0 was authorized only in the US Sector, the authorization. for the British
and the French sectors had not as yet been granted, The procedure of forwarding
claims to the agencies was different from that in the s Zone, Because claims
were: frﬁqpently inadequate in form and contents, they were not forwarded to

. the agencies in their original form. 411 claims were preliminarily screened
-and substantiated and then transcribed to the proper form, Furthermore only
so many claims were forwarded to agencies a8 could be handled by them during ,
& certain period. 4t present 200 claims were forwarded to restifution agencies
per week, The total number of claims forwarded to date was 2,000, Of those
aporoximately 1,000 would be disposed of: by the end of Decenber, &, mumber
thereof by amicable settlsments, By the end of the current month 900 decisions
granting petitions were anticipated. This was due to the fact that they had
first forwarded a great number of cases where confiscation by the Reich
without indemnification was involved. To date they had received approximately

~ 20,000 claims, Beginning with 1 January, 2,000 claims would be forwarded to.
restitution agencies per month. No agreement -existed as yet-as to the functions
of restitution agencies in Berlin, There were goubts whether the actual work
should not be transferred to the chambers, so that the agencies Would actually
function as’ recordlng offices only. : e

Referring to lir. Schweig's discussion of the handling of .cases in Berlin,
Dr, lmeller asked whether the US authorities wanted the restitution suthorities
tovconcentraie their effortu flrst on the disposition of JRSO- petitions.

Mr.: Loewenthal replied that the agencies should" equally concentrate on ,
JRSO and indiv1dual petltions.

‘ Regerding the subject. "Changes in the Reporting System“ i, ‘Loewenthal

' first asked whether the new form MG/FD/11b/F was clear to the participants and
whether they .approved of it. The question was answered in the affirmative, and
no explanations of the new form were requestedo .

 Mr. Loewenthal thexn referred to the report forms placed before the
members of the meeting and stated as-follows with regard to their méanings
It is the intentlon of the Property Division to introduce statistics ‘end
reports with regard to the type and the value of properties restituted as well"
as the nationality of the restitutees..The importance of this is clear; the -
public warts to be informed of the practical results of the Restitution Progrem..
In the opinion of his office, the forms. presented here are best. suited for the -
purpose of compiling such statistics, He could, however, prefer it if the
German authorities, who will have to compile those reports, would state their
_opinion and propose a form which would best suit the purpose.,

During the ensuing discussion certain difficulties in the compilafion
of these new reports were pointed out, e.g. what values.are to be glven;
whether it was possible to determine the nationality of the restitutees or
whether their residence should be reported, the nymber -of itéms to be listed
in the Final Report sutmitted by the agencies and the courts, and the question
of 1ncluding the ‘cases di5posed of prior to the introcuction of the new. reports.
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Considering the addltlonal work whlch the new reports system would
create for the restitution authorities,. Mr. Loewenthal mentioned that a
consicderable reduction in their work would result from the elimination of
the action reports under the Key Card with respect to JRSO petitions, In -

a discussion with JRSO it was decided to limit the action reports on JRSO

. petitions to item 15 of the Key Card, "Humber of Cases", in addition to the .
Final Report which is under consideration now, The addlng of Final Reports

to the copies of JRSO petitions which are kept at the Central Filing Agency
is deemed sufficient to control the disposition of JRSO petitions. In view,
however, of the difficulties mentioned previously, Mr., Loewenthal suggested
that the Heads of Land Central Offices jointly submit a proposal for ‘the

‘new reporte, This suggestion was accepted by all, ir. Miller again emphasized .
that the main purpose of these reports is to eventually give both the American
- and thg German public informatlon of the final results of restitution. It

- should not be forgotten, however,. that the prlncipal aim of Law 59 is
_restitutlon and not reporting. -

Dr. Welssstein stated that tne restitution agencles would be vreatly
relieved in their work if items 19, 20, 21, 23, 24, 28, and 30 of the Key
Card were eliminated, Mr. Loewenthal asked if this was also the opinion of
the other gentlemen, lr. Zimmermann then presented a Key Card on which these
items had already been crossed off with & view of eliminating them. lr.
Locwenthal pointed out, however, that it is advisable to wait with the re-
duction of the Key Card until the Central Filing Agency has completed the
setting up-of the Action Record Card System, a task in which it is at present
engaged., An attempt will, nevertheless, be made to reduce the mumber of items:
if possible. Dr. kayer uU@"GCuOQ that the same items be allmlnated for the
chanberu, :

: lire Logwenthal then discussed some important points with regard to the
Central Filing Adgency. By now all indlvidual petitions had been forwarded

by the Central Filing Agency. JRSO had been notified by the Property Division

accordingly. JRSO had requested thet the Land Central Offices be also informed

of that fact so that it would not be necessary any longer for JRSQO to

submit documentary evidence in the 1ndividual cases. ' .

Furthermore the follow1ng dlfflculty existed: In mmerous cases
restitution agencies had written to claimants in reply to their inguiries
 thet their petitions had not as yet been received. The reason therefor
probably was thet because of the enormous workload it had not been possible
as yet to- register all petitions. lir. Loewenthal requested the. speedy’
registration.of the petitions received in order to avoid unnecessary conplalnus
to the Property Division, He recuested that appropriate instructions be
issued by the Heads of Land Central Offices to restitution agencies and that
8 Copy. of euch instructions be submltted to his office,

Rw. Loewenthal then turned to the qnestion of the recordlng of emicable
‘settlements. e pointed out that by all means it must,_be prevented that
amicable settlements are recorded between parties who do not fall under Law
59. Dr. Endres replied that pursuant to the Law the obligatlon existed to
_ascertain the. truth of the alleged facts ex.officio, "It had also been re-
peatedly pointed out to restitution authorities that it was their duty to
review the cases, Dr. Endres mentioned that he just had discussed a case with
Dr. Weissstein where an attempt had been made to misuse the Law, I, Loewen-
thal said that the Property Division had suggested that, in view of the fact
that such cases had occurred in the British Zone, Land Central Offices issue
written instructions to the Restitution Agencles werning them about the
danger involved. Mr. Leber confirmed that the duty to verify the facts of a
case existed ex officio, and that the Leender woula be held liable for
evcntual damages . :
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Mr. Loewenthal then talked about the Central Collecting Point in
Wiesbaden. At present it was in charge of 200,000 art obJects which were
considered as falling under Law 59 or the restltutlon laws in the other
zones, A way must be found to dispose of these art. obJects w1th1n a
‘reasonable time,

‘In the case Qf petitions involving art objects whoselocation 'is not

given the restitution agencies should inquire with the Central Collecting
Foint . This ‘would help %o dispose of some items, However, it is desired to
establish a more general procedure which would expedite the disposition of
the art objects, ir. liller suggested that Land Central Offices submit to
the Central Collecting Point a list of art objects for which ¢laims have
been received but whose. whereabouts are unlkmown. It was pointed out,however,
that the preparatlon of such lists would be too tlme-consuming. Dr. Weissstein
steted that in Hesse the matter could only be handled in the manner suggested
earlier, namely by inquiring with the Central Collecting Point in each
individual'case. He mentioned in this comnection the regulation providing
for the release of art objects by the Central Collec'bln° Point upon the.
submission of & copy of the restitution authorities! decision cranth;the
petition., As a means of further eypeditlng the handling of cases involving
art objects Dr. Weissstein suggested the issuing of a catalogue by the Central
Collecting Point, Mr. Miller pointed out that the Central Collecting Point

" is extremely vurdened with work. He nevertheless agreed that the issuing of
a catelogue was desiralle: inasmuch as. it mifrh'b also be used by the Brl'tlSh
and French restltution authoritles. :

i, Dehn, Speaking for the Central Filing Agency, stated that ‘his’
office was burdened with unneces sary correspondence not only because. the.
restitution agencies often replied to inquirers that they haé not received'
the petitions but ‘also because restitutees are frequently. referred to the
Central Filing Agency for 1n¢ormat10n. lr+ Dehn emphdsized thet it was not
the function of the Central Filing & agency to give such information. He then
asked that in all correspondence to the Central Filing Agency-its file
number be clearly indicated. Tthere a file nmber was not available he - - °
asked that the first namé as well a8 the family name of the restitutee be
mentioned since often family names are the same. Also important is -the
correct spelling of nemes. Whenever additional information is recuested by -
the restitution authorities it should clearly be indicated that such in- '
formation is to be submitted directly to the respective restitution authori-
ty. In many cases such additional information and answers to 1nqu1rlcs were
recelved by the Centra] Flllng Agency. :

With regard to JRSO petltlons, the Central Filing Agency had recelved
-a list of the claims forwarded to restitution agencies from the Land Central
Office in Wiesbaden as well as from the individual agencies. During a
telephone conversation.with the latter it was learned that they had wanted
40 notify the Central Filing Agency of their file numbers. The registration.
as requested by iir. Loewenthal did not provide for the file number of the .
Land Central Office. Bavaria furnished only one list indicating the file
number of the Land Central Office as well as the file numbers of the resti-
“tution agencies. This.procedure is, pf course, acceptable._

Mr. Zimmermann spoke about the “Action Record Card System, He said that
the system was new established and. that it contained anprozlmately 60,000
cards, In the mea ntlme 150,000 action reports have been received. Lxperience -
has chown that some items of the Key .Card could be omitted. Difficulties .
existed with regard to the reporting of breukdowns, item 15, since it often-
wae not evident whether five cases or one main case plus four sube-cases were
meant, Dr. Hayer said thst 1f five cases were reported vnder item 15 thws
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would mean in Wuerttembnrg-Baden that-there were one case and four gub-cases.,

'ww. Zlnmerﬂann reqpested that on the action renortv under item 15 the names

of the restitutees and the restitutors be reported, since 102 of the action
renorts received contained incorrect Plle numbers . dnother mistake was that

the chambers, when reporting réceipt of a case under item 35, gave only their .
docket number from which it was not evident which petition was involved. . ‘
Dr. dayer said that in Waerttemberg-Laden first the file number of the agency
was mnntioncd to Whlch later the -docket number of fhe chamber was added, - '

Mr. Zimmermann then ﬂtated that 4,300 receipts for 1nd1v1aual petitions

were still outstanding from Bavaria. lir. Loewenthal suggested that Land Central

0ff1ce° be notified: ‘of the m1$31nc nUmber

Mre Schlenker doubted that 10 Q of the actlon reports contalnea 1ncorrect

" file numbers. Mr. Zimmermarnn replied: that often thé current number was entered

instead of the file mmber. #r, Loewenthal asked ‘whether .the Central Filing
dgency should return the incorrect action reports. Q. Zimmermann stated that

'-so far the Centrael Filing Agency had returned them only in exceptionally bad

cases, He suggested the preparation of lists in cases where it could not be
determined to. which petitions the action reports related, and to submit those
lists to the Land Central Offices., lMr. Leber asked whether actuslly so much
additional work would be involved in indicating the names of the restitutee
and. the restitutor, as proposed by ir. Zimmeruann. ‘As an interim solution

Nr. Loewenthal suggested that the atiention of reéstitution authorities be .
again called to the fact that the reports to the. Gentral Fillng hgency ‘had to
be made as correct as possible. C

It was agreed- upon that the Heads of Land Central Officns woulo submit

'thnlr statements in answer to the questlons posed by IRSB, as well as copies.

of the instructions issu.ed b,y them to restitution author:.tios as a'result of
this conference.~ . \ o

In a few closinw remarks rr, ;ﬁllcr exnressea hlS sgtlsfactlon with the

-meetlng.'

In conclu81on ir. Loewenthal thanked ‘the partlcinants for their e*ce‘lenﬁ
cooperation during the meeting. In anticipation of similar future meetings,
he stated that suggestions- of tonicu for dlSCﬂSSlonu would alwajs be welco“e.
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