CLAIMS RESOLUTION TRIBUNAL

Inre Holocaudt Victim Assets Litigation
Case No. CV96-4849

Certified Award
to Clamant [REDACTED]
in re Accounts of Moritz Weden
Claim Number: 215330/MBC*

Award Amount: 926,750.00 Swiss Francs

This Certified Award is based upon the dam of [REDACTED] (the “Clamant”) to the
accounts of Moritz Weden (the “ Account Owner”) a the [REDACTED] (the “Bank”).

All awards are published, but where a clamant has requested confidentidity, asin this case, the
names of the clamant, any relatives of the clamant other than the account owner, and the bank
have been redacted.

Information Provided by the Claimant

The Clamant submitted a Claim Form identifying the Account Owner as her paternd great-
uncle, Moritz Weden, who was born on 12 July 1868 in Volduchy, Czechodovakia, and was
married to [REDACTED], who was born on 26 May 1868. The Clamant indicated that her
great-uncle was the brother of her paternd grandfather, [REDACTED], and the son of
[REDACTED] and [REDACTED], née [REDACTED]. The Claimant did not indicate whether
his great-uncle had children. The Claimant stated that her greet-uncle, who was Jewish, was a
lavyer who held a doctorate title and resded a Zitna 46 in Prague 1l, Czechodovakia
According to the Claimant, her great-uncle and his wife were deported to Theresenstadt on 14
December 1941, and perished in Auschwitz on 26 October 1942. The Claimant indicated that
she was born on 27 November 1938 in Prague, and that sheis her great-uncl€ s only living heir.

In support of her daim, the Claimant submitted documents including her own birth certificate,
identifying her paternd great-grandfather as [REDACTED]; her grandfather's and great-uncle's
birth certificates, identifying them as [REDACTED] and Moritz Weden, respectively; her

! The Claimant submitted two Claim Forms, which were registered under the Claim Numbers 215330 and
300447. The CRT has determined that these claims are duplicate claims and is treating them under the
consolidated Claim Number 215330.



parents marriage certificate, identifying her father as[REDACTED], son of [REDACTED]; and
apostcard, dated 27 June 1924, from Moritz Weden to his nephew, the Claimant’sfather. The
birth certificate of Moritz Weden shows tha he changed his last name from Wedeles to Weden
on 5 March 1900. The Claimant’s grandparents marriage certificate indicates that Moritz
Weden was a witness to the ceremony, that he was a lawyer, and that he held a doctor title.
The Clamant also submitted two certificates, both issued on 16 May 2001, by the Federation
of Jewish Communities in Prague showing that Moritz and [REDACTED] Weden were Jewish,
that they resded in Prague a Zitna 46, and that they were deported from Prague to
Theresienstadt, and from there to Auschwitz on 26 October 1942.

Information Availablein the Bank’s Records

The Bank’s records condst of a printout from the Bank’s database and three letters, dated 9
January 1947, 19 February 1948, and 23 February 1948, respectively, between the Bank and
[REDACTED]. According to these records, the Account Owner was Dr. Moritz Weden, who
resided at Zitnd46 in Prague |1, Czechodovakia

In the letter dated 9 January 1947, [REDACTED] stated that he was the nephew and heir of
[REDACTED] and Moritz Weden, and asked the Bank whether any securities or other assets
held by his uncle, or his uncle' s daughter, [REDACTED], were deposited with the Bank. This
|etter, written on the letterhead of the Prague Credit Bank located in Prague, aso contains an
inquiry into the existence of a custody account containing bonds worth 72,000.00 Swiss Francs
(with an interest rate of 3.5%). This letter contains a handwritten annotation made by an
employee of the Bank indicating that the Account Owner held one demand deposit account and
one custody account, which were closed in 1939 and 1940, respectively. This annotation does
not indicate the value of these accounts, nor does it indicate to whom the accounts were closed.
According to the letter dated 19 February 1948, [REDACTED] enclosed an inheritance
certificate, which is not included with the Bank’'s records. The Bank responded to
[REDACTED] in a letter dated 23 February 1948, in which the Bank indicated that neither
Moritz Weden nor [REDACTED] held accounts with the Bank at that time. There is no
evidence in the Bank’s records that the Account Owner or his heirs closed the accounts and
received the proceeds themsalves.

The CRT’sAnalysis

| dentification of the Account Owner

The Clamant has plausibly identified the Account Owner. Her great-uncl€' s name matches the
published name of the Account Owner. The Clamant identified her great-uncl€'s city of
resdence and street address, which match unpublished information about the Account Owner
contained in the Bank’ s records. The Claimant further sated that her relative was a lawyer and



held a "Dr" title, which is consstent with unpublished information about the Account Owner's
professond title. In support of her claim, the Claimant submitted documents, induding her own
birth certificate, as well as the birth certificates of her great-uncle and father; dong with
certificates, issued on 16 May 2001, by the Federation of Jewish Communitiesin Prague, which
shows that the Claimant’ s grandfather, [REDACTED] and Moritz Weden were sblings, that the
Clamant's father ([REDACTED]) was [REDACTED] son, and provides independent
verification that the Clamant's great-uncle had the same name as the Account Owner. These
documents aso show that the Claimant’s great-uncle resided in Prague a Zitna 46, which is
congstent with the Account Owner's address contained in the Bank's records. Furthermore, the
CRT notes that there are no other claims to these accounts. Taking dl of these factors into
account, the CRT concludes that the Claimant has plausibly identified the Account Owner.

The CRT notes that a database containing the names of victims of Nazi persecution includes a
person named Dr. Moric Weden, and indicates that his date of birth was 12 July 1868 and
country of birth was Czechodovakia, which matches the information about the Account Owner
provided by the Clamant. The database is a compilation of names from various sources,
indluding the Y ad VVashem Memorid of Isradl.

Status of the Account Owner asa Victim of Nazi Persecution

The Clamant has made a plausble showing that the Account Owner was a Victim of Nazi
Persecution. The Clamant indicated that the Account Owner was Jewish, and that he and his
wife perished in Auschwitz in 1942, As noted above, a person named Dr. Moric Weden was
included in the CRT’ s database of victims.

The Clamant’ s Rel ationship to the Account Owner

The Claimant has plausibly demongtrated that she is reated to the Account Owner by submitting
specific biogrgphicd information and documents, including her birth certificate, the birth
certificates of her grandfather and great-uncle, and her parents marriage certificate,
demondtrating that the Account Owner was her great-uncle. There is no information to indicate
that the Account Owner has other surviving heirs. The CRT notes that there is an indication, in
the Bank's records, of a daughter and nephew of the Account Owner. To this date, however,
the CRT has not received a Clam Form from either of these persons. In accordance with to
Article 24 of the Rules Governing the Clams Resolution Process, as amended (the “Rules’), the
rights of an individud to an Account who has not submitted a claim to the CRT will, asagenerd
rule, not be consdered under the Claims Resolution Process authorized by the Rules.

The Issue of Who Received the Proceeds

Given that the demand deposit account was closed in 1939 and the custody account was closed
in 1940; that the Nazis invaded Prague in 1939; that it could not have been feasible for the
Account Owner to have repatriated his account to occupied Czechodovakia; that in 1941 the



Account Owner and his wife were deported to concentration camps, where they perished in
1942; that there is no record of the payment of the Account Owner's accounts to him or his
heirs, that the Account Owner's heirs would have been unable to obtain information about the
Account Owner's accounts after the Second World War from the Bank due to the Swiss banks
practice of withholding or misstating account information in their responses to inquiries by
account owners because of the banks concern regarding double ligbility; and given the
gpplication of Presumptions (g)(ii), (e), (h), (i), and (j) as provided in Article 28 of the Rules
Governing the Claims Resolution Process, as amended (the “Rules’) (see Appendix A), the
CRT concludes that it is plausble that the account proceeds were not paid to the Account
Owner or his heirs. Based on its precedent and the Rules, the CRT applies presumptions to
assg in the determination of whether or not Account Owners or thelr hers received the
proceeds of their accounts.

Basisfor the Award

The CRT has determined that an Award may be made in favor of the Claimant. Firg, the clam
is admissble in accordance with the criteria contained in Article 18 of the Rules. Second, the
Clamant has plausbly demondrated that the Account Owner was her great-uncle and that
relationship judtifies an Award. Findly, the CRT has determined that it is plausible that neither
the Account Owner nor his heirs received the proceeds of the claimed account.

The CRT notes that [REDACTED)], the Account Owner's nephew and heir as indicated in the
Bank's records, did not submit a claim to the account of Moritz Weden. According to Article
23(1)(d) of the Rules, if neither the Account Owner's spouse nor any descendants of the
Account Owner have submitted a clam, the award shdl be in favor of any descendants of the
Account Owner's parents who have submitted a clam, in equa shares by representation.
Consequently, as the Account Owner's great-niece and greet-grandchild of the Account
Owner's parents, the Claimant is entitled to receive the tota award amount.

Amount of the Award

In this case, the Account Owner held one custody account and one demand deposit account.
Regarding the custody account, according to the letter directed to the Bank by the Account
Owner's nephew on 9 January 1947, the custody account contained securities at a nomind
vaue of 72,000.00 Swiss Francs. Given that this letter written on the stationary of Prague
Credit Bank shortly after the War by a close relative and heir of the Account Owner, who
plausibly could have been in a position to know the vaue of the Account Owner's assets, and
given that the Bank did not contradict the value of the securities when it noted on the letter that
the Account Owner held a custody account with the Bank, it is plausible to conclude that the
value of the custody account as of 1945 was 72,000.00 Swiss Francs.

Regarding the demand deposit account, pursuant to Article 29 of the Rules, when the vaue of
an account is unknown, asis the case with the account at issue, the average vaue of the same or



a amilar type of account in 1945 is used to cdculate the current vaue of the account being
awarded. Based on ICEP Invedtigation, in 1945 the average vaue of a demand deposit
account was 2,140.00 Swiss Francs.

The current vdue of the amount of the award is determined by multiplying the historic vaue of
the custody account and the baance of the demand deposit account as determined by Article
29 of the Rules by a factor of 125, in accordance with Article 31(1) of the Rules.
Consequently, the total award amount in this case is 926,750.00 Swiss Francs.

Scope of the Award

The Clamant should be aware that, pursuant to Article 20 of the Rules, the CRT will carry out
further research on her clam to determine whether there are additional Swiss bank accounts to
which she might be entitled, including research of the Tota Accounts Database (consisting of
records of 4.1 million Swiss bank accounts which existed between 1933 and 1945).
Certification of the Award

The CRT certifies this Award for approval by the Court and payment by the Specid Magters.

Clams Resolution Tribund
6 February 2004



