
CLAIMS RESOLUTION TRIBUNAL     

In re Holocaust Victim Assets Litigation 
Case No. CV96-4849  

Certified Denial  

to the Estate of Claimant [REDACTED 1]1  

and to Claimant [REDACTED 2] 
also acting on behalf of [REDACTED 3]  

in re Account of Dezsö Waldmann  

Claim Numbers: 209538/MI;2 217624/MI; 221541/MI3   

This Certified Denial is based upon the claims of [REDACTED 1]  ( Claimant [REDACTED 
1] ) and [REDACTED 2] ( Claimant [REDACTED 2] ) (together the Claimants ) to the 
published account of Dezsö Waldmann (the Account Owner ) at the Davos branch of the 
[REDACTED] (the Bank ).  

All Denials are published, but where a claimant has requested confidentiality, as in this case, the 
names of the claimant, any relatives of the claimant other than the account owner, and the bank 
have been redacted.    

Information Provided by the Claimants  

Claimant [REDACTED 1]  

Claimant [REDACTED 1] submitted two Claim Forms identifying the Account Owner as his 
father s paternal cousin, Dezsö Waldmann, who was born in Hungary.  According to Claimant 
[REDACTED 1], his cousin s parents were [REDACTED] and [REDACTED], who was the 
brother of [REDACTED], Claimant [REDACTED 1] s paternal grandfather.  Claimant 
[REDACTED 1] stated that his cousin, who was Jewish, was a businessman and lived in 
Budapest and Dombovar, Hungary.  Claimant [REDACTED 1] stated that his cousin was 
deported to Auschwitz, where he perished.    

                                                

 

1 The CRT notes that the family of [REDACTED 1] ( Claimant [REDACTED 1] ) submitted a copy of his 
death certificate, indicating that Claimant [REDACTED 1] died on 13 February 2004. 
2 [REDACTED 2] ( Claimant [REDACTED 2] ) submitted one additional claim, which is registered under 
the Claim Number 209572.  The CRT will treat this claim in a separate determination. 
3 Claimant [REDACTED 1] submitted three additional claims, which are registered under the Claim Numbers 
221540, 221542 and 221543.  With respect to claim 221540, in a separate decision, the CRT treated this claim.  
With respect to claims 221542 and 221543, the CRT will treat these claims in separate determinations. 



  

2/5 

Claimant [REDACTED 1] submitted copies of: (1) his parents marriage certificate, dated 22 
July 1957, and indicating that [REDACTED] and [REDACTED] were married on 14 August 
1924, and that [REDACTED] resided in Budapest; (2) his own birth certificate, indicating that 
[REDACTED 1] was born on 31 March 1927 in Budapest; and (3) his change of name certificate 
from the Hungarian interior ministry, dated 26 November 1926, indicating that [REDACTED 1] 
changed his surname to [REDACTED 1].    

Claimant [REDACTED 1] indicated that he was born on 31 March 1927 in Budapest.  Claimant 
[REDACTED 1] previously submitted two Initial Questionnaires to the Court in 1999, asserting 
his entitlement to a Swiss bank account owned by [REDACTED].4  

Claimant [REDACTED 2]  

Claimant [REDACTED 2] submitted a Claim Form identifying the Account Owner as his 
maternal great-uncle, Dezsö Waldmann, who was born in Hungary.  In a telephone conversation 
with the CRT, Claimant [REDACTED 2] stated that his great-uncle, who was Jewish, lived in 
Budapest and came from a very large family.  Claimant [REDACTED 2] further stated that 
although he did not have specific information regarding his great-uncle s fate, he did know that 
his great-uncle was a victim of Nazi persecution.    

Claimant [REDACTED 2] submitted copies of: (1) his parents marriage certificate, indicating 
that [REDACTED] and [REDACTED] were married on 6 March 1934 in Budapest, and that 
they were both from Budapest; and (2) his own birth certificate, indicating that [REDACTED 2] 
was born on 19 July 1935 in Budapest, and that his parents are [REDACTED] and 
[REDACTED].  

Claimant [REDACTED 2] indicated that he was born on 19 July 1935 in Budapest.  Claimant 
[REDACTED 2] is representing his sister, [REDACTED 3], who was born on 6 March 1940 in 
Budapest.  Claimant [REDACTED 2] previously submitted an IQ with the Court in 1999, 
asserting his entitlement to a Swiss bank account owned by [REDACTED].5   

Information Available in the Bank's Record  

The Bank's record consists of a customer card.  According to this record, the Account Owner 
was Dezsö Waldmann, who resided in Budapest, Hungary.  The Bank's record indicates that the 
Account Owner held a safe deposit box, numbered 5.  The Bank's record further indicates that 
the account was opened on 12 March 1939 and closed on 2 March 1940.  The amount in the 
account on the date of its closure is unknown.    

                                                

 

4 The CRT did not locate an account belonging to [REDACTED] in the Account History Database prepared 
pursuant to the investigation of the Independent Committee of Eminent Persons ( ICEP or ICEP Investigation ), 
which identified accounts probably or possibly belonging to Victims of Nazi Persecution, as defined in the Rules 
Governing the Claims Resolution Process, as amended (the Rules ). 
5 The CRT did not locate an account belonging to [REDACTED] in the Account History Database prepared 
pursuant to the ICEP Investigation. 
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The CRT s Analysis  

Joinder of Claims

  
According to Article 37(1) of the Rules Governing the Claims Resolution Process, as amended 
(the Rules ), claims to the same or related accounts may be joined in one proceeding at the 
CRT s discretion.  In this case, the CRT determines it appropriate to join the three claims of the 
Claimants in one proceeding.  

Identification of the Account Owner

  

The Claimants relatives names and country of residence match the published name and country 
of residence of the Account Owner.  The Claimants each identified the Account Owner's city of 
residence, which matches unpublished information about the Account Owner contained in the 
Bank's record.  The CRT notes that the name Dezsö Waldmann appears only once on the 
February 2001 published list of accounts determined by the Independent Committee of Eminent 
Persons to be probably or possibly those of victims of Nazi persecution ( ICEP or the ICEP 
List ).  

The CRT notes further that Claimant [REDACTED 2] filed an IQ with the Court in 1999, 
asserting his entitlement to a Swiss bank account owned by [REDACTED], prior to the 
publication in February 2001 of the ICEP List.  This indicates that Claimant [REDACTED 2] has 
based his present claim not simply on the fact that an individual identified on the ICEP List as 
owning a Swiss bank account bears the same family name as his relative, but rather on a direct 
family relationship that was known to him before the publication of the ICEP List.  It also 
indicates that Claimant [REDACTED 2] had reason to believe that his family owned a Swiss 
bank account prior to the publication of the ICEP List.  This supports the credibility of the 
information provided by Claimant [REDACTED 2].    

The CRT notes that Claimant [REDACTED 1] s relative and Claimant [REDACTED 2] s 
relative are not the same person.  However, given that the Claimants have identified all published 
and unpublished information about the Account Owner that is available in the Bank s record; 
that the information provided by each claimant supports and in no way contradicts any 
information available in the Bank s record; that there is no additional information in the Bank s 
record which would provide a basis for the CRT to make any further determinations as to the 
identity of the Account Owner; and that the other claim to this account was disconfirmed 
because that claimant provided a different city of residence than the city of residence of the 
Account Owner, the CRT finds that Claimant [REDACTED 1] and Claimant [REDACTED 2] 
and have each plausibly identified the Account Owner.  

Status of the Account Owner as a Victim of Nazi Persecution 

  

The Claimants have each made a plausible showing that the Account Owner was a Victim of 
Nazi Persecution.  Claimant [REDACTED 1] stated that the Account was Jewish, and that he 
was deported to Auschwitz, where he perished.  Claimant [REDACTED 2] stated that the 
Account Owner was Jewish, and that he was a victim of Nazi persecution.   
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The Claimants Relationship to the Account Owner

  
Claimant [REDACTED 1] has plausibly demonstrated that he is related to the Account Owner by 
submitting specific biographical information, demonstrating that the Account Owner was his 
cousin.  There is no information to indicate that the person who Claimant [REDACTED 1] 
claims to be the Account Owner has other surviving heirs.  

The CRT further notes that Claimant [REDACTED 1] identified unpublished information about 
the Account Owner as contained in the Bank s record.  The CRT notes that Claimant 
[REDACTED 1] submitted copies of documents, including: his parents marriage certificate, 
indicating that [REDACTED] and [REDACTED] were married, and that [REDACTED] resided 
in Budapest; his own birth certificate, indicating that [REDACTED 1] was born on 31 March 
1927 in Budapest; and his change of name certificate, indicating that [REDACTED 1] changed 
his surname to [REDACTED 1], which provides independent verification that Claimant 
[REDACTED 1] s relatives bore the same family name and that they resided in Budapest.  
Finally, the CRT notes that the foregoing information is of the type that family members would 
possess and indicates that the Account Owner was well known to Claimant [REDACTED 1] as a 
family member, and all of this information supports the plausibility that Claimant [REDACTED 
1] is related to the Account Owner, as he has asserted in his Claim Form.  

Claimant [REDACTED 2] has plausibly demonstrated that he is related to the Account Owner by 
submitting specific biographical information, demonstrating that the Account Owner was his 
great-uncle.  There is no information to indicate that the person who Claimant [REDACTED 2] 
claims to be the Account Owner has other surviving heirs other than the party who the Claimant 
is representing.  

The CRT further notes that Claimant [REDACTED 2] identified unpublished information about 
the Account Owner as contained in the Bank s records.  The CRT notes that Claimant 
[REDACTED 2] submitted copies of documents, including: his parents marriage certificate, 
indicating that [REDACTED] and [REDACTED] were married on 6 March 1934 in Budapest, 
and that they were both from Budapest; and his own birth certificate, indicating that 
[REDACTED 2] was born on 19 July 1935 in Budapest, and that his parents are [REDACTED] 
and [REDACTED], which provides independent verification that Claimant [REDACTED 2] s 
relatives bore the same family name and that they resided in Budapest.  Finally, the CRT notes 
that the foregoing information is of the type that family members would possess and indicates 
that the Account Owner was well known to Claimant [REDACTED 2] as a family member, and 
all of this information supports the plausibility that Claimant [REDACTED 2] is related to the 
Account Owner, as he has asserted in his Claim Form.  

The Issue of Who Received the Proceeds

  

The Bank's records indicate that the account was closed on 2 March 1940.  The CRT notes that 
Hungary did not form a formal alliance with Germany until 20 November 1940.  Therefore, the 
CRT concludes that the Account Owner received the proceeds of the claimed account.   
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Right of Appeal and Request for Reconsideration

  
Pursuant to Article 30 of the Rules Governing the Claims Resolution Process, as amended (the 
Rules ), the Claimant may appeal this decision or submit a request for reconsideration within 

ninety (90) days of the date of the letter accompanying this decision.    

An appeal must be based upon a plausible suggestion of error regarding the CRT s conclusions 
set out in this decision.  Any appeals which are submitted without a plausible suggestion of error 
shall be summarily denied.  A request for reconsideration must be based on new documentary 
evidence not previously presented to the CRT that, if considered, would have led to a different 
outcome of the claim.  Claimants should briefly explain the relevance of the newly submitted 
documents in view of the conclusions stated in the certified decision.    

The Claimant should send appeals and/or requests for reconsideration in writing to the following 
address: Oren Wiener, Claims Resolution Tribunal, Attention: Appeals / Request for 
Reconsideration, P.O. Box 9564, 8036 Zurich, Switzerland.  If more than one account has been 
treated in this decision, the Claimant should identify the account, including, where available, the 
Account Identification Number, that forms the basis of the appeal and/or request for 
reconsideration.     

Scope of the Denial  

The Claimants should be aware that, pursuant to Article 20 of the Rules, the CRT will carry out 
further research on their claims to determine whether there are additional Swiss bank accounts to 
which they might be entitled, including research of the Total Accounts Database (consisting of 
records of 4.1 million Swiss bank accounts which existed between 1933 and 1945).   

Certification of the Denial  

The CRT certifies this Denial for approval by the Court and by the Special Masters.   

Claims Resolution Tribunal 
4 February 2008 


