
CLAIMS RESOLUTION TRIBUNAL     

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

Certified Denial  

to Claimant Walter C. Wolff   

and to Claimant Ellen Ruth Ducat  

in re Accounts of Walter C. Wolff and Ellen Ruth Wolff  

Claim Numbers: 224259/MC; 401897/MC; 500652/MC1   

This Certified Denial is based upon the claim of Ellen Ruth Ducat, née Wolff ( Claimant 
Ducat ) and the claims of Walter C. Wolff ( Claimant Wolff ) (together the Claimants ) to the 
published accounts of Ellen Wolff ( Account Owner E. Wolff ) and Walter Wolff ( Account 
Owner W. Wolf ) (together the Account Owners ) at the Basel branch of the [REDACTED] 
(the Bank ).2  

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

Information Provided by the Claimants  

The Claimants, who are siblings, submitted Claim Forms identifying themselves as the Account 
Owners.  The Claimants stated that their parents were Arthur David Wolff and Elisabeth (Lise) 
Wolff, née Kuhn, and that their family, which was Jewish, resided in Koblenz, Germany, where 
their father was a wine merchant.  The Claimants explained that in 1933, their parents sent them 
to a school called Haus Belmont in St. Moritz, Switzerland, which they attended for six years, 

                                                

 

1 Walter Wolff ( Claimant Wolff ) submitted two additional claims, which are registered under the Claim Numbers 
215153 and 215154.  In separate decisions, the Claimants were awarded the accounts of Arthur Wolff.  See In re 
Accounts of Arthur Wolff (approved on 26 November 2002) and In re Accounts of Arthur Wolff (approved on 28 July 
2004). 
2 This Award is to the accounts published on the February 2001 list of accounts determined by the Independent 
Committee of Eminent Persons ( ICEP ) to be probably or possibly those of Victims of Nazi Persecution (the 
ICEP List ) as Wolff, Miss Ellen [Germany] [10] and Wolff, Walter [Germany] [10].  Upon careful review, 

the CRT has determined that the Account Owners jointly held several of these accounts, as described in this 
decision.   In a separate decision, the account published on the ICEP List as Wolff, Ellen Ruth [Germany] [1]

 

was 
awarded to Claimant Ducat.  See In re Account of Ellen Ruth Wolff (approved on 5 September 2002).  The CRT 
notes that the name Walter Wolff was also published on an additional List of Account Owners Published in 2005 
(the 2005 List ).  The CRT treated the claim to these accounts in a separate determination.  See In re Accounts of 
Walter Wolff (approved on 11 June 2007). 
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until 1939.  The Claimants stated that during their time in school, their father opened Swiss bank 
accounts in their names.  The Claimants explained that their parents fled Nazi Germany to 
Brussels, Belgium, via Strasbourg, France, in the fall of 1933.  According to the Claimants, they 
joined their parents in Belgium in August 1939, after which the family fled to Lyon, France, 
where the family resided from 1940 to 1941.  The Claimants stated that they and their parents 
emigrated to New York in September 1941.   

In support of their claims, Claimant Ducat and Claimant Wolff submitted copies of their U.S. 
passports, issued in 1986 and 1993 respectively, which show their dates and places of birth.  
Claimant Ducat stated that she was born on 18 December 1921, and Claimant Wolff stated that 
he was born on 8 July 1924, both in Koblenz.   

Information Available in the Bank s Records  

The Bank s records consist of three customer cards.  According to the first customer card, the 
Account Owner was Walter Wolff, who resided in Koblenz, Germany, and New York, New 
York.  According to this customer card, Account Owner Walter Wolff held one demand deposit 
account that was opened on an illegible date and closed on 31 December 1945.  

According to the second customer card, the Account Owners were Frl. (Miss) Ellenruth [sic] 
Wolff and Walter C. Wolff, who originally resided in St. Moritz, Switzerland, and subsequently 
in New York, New York.  According to this customer card, the Account Owners held five 
demand deposit accounts and two custody accounts, one numbered L 11649 and the other 11649.  
The dates of the opening of the accounts are only partly legible, but reflect that the demand 
deposit accounts were opened between 1934 and 1938, and that one of the custody accounts was 
opened on 17 October 1933.  According to this customer card, the demand deposit accounts were 
closed on 9 March 1935, 8 April 1935, 26 September 1937, 14 January 1941, and 15 January 
1946.  The customer card shows that the custody account numbered L11649 was closed on 11 
November 1938, and that custody account 11649 was closed on 31 May 1948.  It is not clear 
from the records if the custody accounts, which had the same number, were one and the same, 
two different accounts, or if the account was closed at one point and later reopened under the 
same number.  

According to the third customer card, the Account Owners were Frl. (Miss) Ellen R. Wolf & 
Herr (Mr.) Walter C. Wolff, who resided at 127 West 79th Street in New York, New York.  
According to this customer card, the Account Owners jointly held a custody account opened on 
an illegible date in 1951 and a demand deposit account opened on 15 September 1951, which 
were closed on 15 July 1952 and 31 July 1952, respectively.   
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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 Owners

  

The Claimants have plausibly identified the Account Owners.  The Claimants

 

names and 
original country of residence match the published names and country of residence of the Account 
Owners.  The Claimants identified the Account Owners

 

city of residence in Germany, and their 
additional two cities and countries of residence, as well as Account Owner W. Wolff s middle 
initial, which match unpublished information about the Account Owners contained in the Bank s 
records.  Finally, the CRT notes that the Claimants identified a familial relationship between the 
Account Owners despite their names having been printed separately 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 ).  

In support of their claims, the Claimants submitted documents, including their own U.S. 
passports, providing independent verification that the persons who are claimed to be the Account 
Owners had the same names and currently reside in the country recorded in the Bank s records as 
their later country of residence.  

The CRT notes that the other claims to these accounts were disconfirmed because those 
claimants provided a different city of residence than the city of residence of the Account Owners, 
or because they failed to identify their other countries of residence or middle names, or because 
they only identified one of the two Account Owners.  Taking all of these factors into account, the 
CRT concludes that the Claimants have plausibly identified the Account Owners.  

Status of the Account Owners as Victims of Nazi Persecution 

  

The Claimants have made a plausible showing that the Account Owners were Victims of Nazi 
Persecution.  The Claimants stated that they are Jewish, that their parents resided in Nazi 
Germany until the fall of 1933, when their parents fled to Belgium.  The Claimants stated that 
they had been sent to Switzerland in 1933, joined their parents in Belgium in 1939, moved to 
Lyon in unoccupied France in 1940, and emigrated to the United States in September 1941.  

The Claimants

 

Relationships to the Account Owners

  

The Claimants have plausibly demonstrated that they are the Account Owners by submitting 
specific information and documents.  These documents include their own U.S. passports.    
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The Issue of Who Received the Proceeds

  
With respect to the demand deposit account held by Account Owner Walter Wolff and evidenced 
on the first customer card, the CRT notes that the customer card shows Account Owner Walter 
Wolff s residence in New York, and that the account was closed on 31 December 1945.  Given 
that Account Owner Walter Wolff was in contact with the Bank after his move to New York, and 
given that the account was closed on 31 December 1945, months after the cessation of hostilities 
in the Second World War, the CRT concludes that Account Owner Wolff closed this account and 
received the proceeds himself.  

With regard to the five demand deposit accounts and two custody accounts jointly held by 
Account Owner Walter Wolff and Account Owner Ellen Ruth Wolff and evidenced on the 
second customer card, the CRT notes that the customer card shows that the Account Owners 
resided in Switzerland and later New York.  The CRT also notes that, as shown on the customer 
card and stated by the Claimants themselves, these accounts were all opened while the Account 
Owners (who are the Claimants) resided in Switzerland.  Four of the accounts (three demand 
deposit accounts and one custody account) were closed on 9 March 1935, 8 April 1935, 26 
September 1937, and 11 November 1938, while the Account Owners still resided in Switzerland, 
and after their parents had fled Nazi Germany for Belgium in 1933.  Two accounts (one demand 
deposit and one custody account) were closed on 15 January 1946 and 31 May 1948, 
respectively, after the cessation of hostilities in the Second World War.  The remaining demand 
deposit account was closed on 14 January 1941, when the Account Owners resided with their 
parents in unoccupied France.  The CRT notes that it is implausible that Account Owner Walter 
Wolff would have maintained his demand deposit account at the Bank (which was closed on 31 
December 1945, as shown on the first customer card) and that the Account Owners jointly would 
have maintained two accounts (the demand deposit account and custody account closed on 15 
January 1946 and 31 May 1948) if this account had been closed improperly.  The CRT also notes 
that the Account Owners later opened two accounts in 1951, and again notes that it is unlikely 
that they would have opened and maintained a banking relationship with the Bank if one of their 
accounts had been closed improperly.  Given the above considerations, the CRT concludes that 
the Account Owners maintained control over these seven accounts, closed them, and received the 
proceeds themselves.    

With respect to the demand deposit account and custody account jointly owned by the Account 
Owners and evidenced on the third customer card, the Bank s records show that these accounts 
were both opened in 1951.  The CRT notes that these accounts were opened after the Relevant 
Period, which is defined by the Rules as the period from 1 January 1933 to 31 December 1945.  
According to Article 14 of the Rules, the CRT has jurisdiction to resolve claims to accounts of 
victims open or opened in Swiss banks during the Relevant Period.  Given that these accounts 
were not open or opened during the Relevant Period, the CRT has no jurisdiction to treat these 
accounts.  The CRT does note, however, that these accounts were opened following the closure 
of the Account Owners

 

eight other accounts, which indicates that the Account Owners 
continued to open new accounts and to dispose of existing accounts at the Bank while they 
resided in New York.  The CRT also notes that there is no indication in the Bank s records that 
these accounts were closed improperly.  
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In summary, for all eight accounts over which the CRT has jurisdiction, the CRT concludes that 
the Account Owners closed the accounts and received the proceeds themselves.  

Right of Appeal and Request for Reconsideration

  
Pursuant to Article 30 of 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.     

Certification of the Denial  

The CRT certifies this Denial for approval by the Court.   

Claims Resolution Tribunal 
17 December 2010 


