FOREIGN CLAIMS SETTLEMENT COMMISSION
- OF THE UNITED STATES
WASHINGTON 25, D. C.

In Tee MartER oF THE CrLAIiM OF

IMMA STRAUSS
69 SBtruria Street -

Seattle 9, Washington Claim No.

GERTRUDE T. KAHN &53,303
2342 Mimor Avenuve No. ‘ 623,383
Sesttie 2, Washiagton 4 Decision No. “"g{‘

MABGARET REICKS e

Undm&m tm Settlement

Act of 1949, as amended

PO 917845

The claims, made by I®MA STRAUSS, GESTRUDE T. RAMN snd MARGARET
REICHL, are based upon their respective ome-fourth interest in the
improved resl property, known ss 275 Woerthersee Street in Karlovy
Vary, Csechoslovekia and for rental locome from sald preperty.

1940 but after Jamuary 1, 1943 the sele wes sunulled as illegal.
Thersafter procsedings were {nstituted by claiments and their brother,
property, for the restitution of the property. Om November 14, 1950
the Court of Karlovy Vary, Csechoslovakia, postpomed such procesdings

The Commission's Proposed Decision, dated October 11, 1961, held
ﬂﬁnﬁﬁ&ﬁwmww




dhat o claln Wnder TLE1E IV of the Act shall be allowsd wnless the
property upon which the clsls is based was owned By & netionsl of the
United States on the dsts of taking thereof. Poriion of the elaims,
claimants failed to establish thalr claim for rental imcome.

Clainints 1164 ohjections to the Proposed Decision and wrged that
postponement is mot ‘suspension’ and for thet ressen it 1s in error to
mmmﬂmmmumhmu tm.uuu-
fective dste of the suspemsion order.

© eleimanes further stace that {t Ls impossible to obtain evidemcs
nmmmﬁmmuwm procesdiags
end wads & final da | of the restitution claim. Clalments sise
clais the bemafit of doubt and argus that they ure emtitled to & faversble
dscigion because the doubt wes intemtiomally crested by the Govermment
of Csechoslovakie. mmmﬁf&mmm'
utmﬂd. .
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of Septesber 29, 1999 and May, 1945 in Csechoslovakia in the sequisi

of preperty, the mm -u-u. m .rmﬁ&
and “m“ ' : ‘ ? 3 ' ﬁ ﬁiﬁ E% 203
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but by doing so the property lust under duress of persecution wa.
Mhﬁmmnmdhm To the come.
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returned and some claims for restitution were demied. In Decewber, 1949,
m.mmaw fn anticipation of 2 claims
Mmuammm.w.-mmn

the restitution proceedings not alvesdy conciudad. it appears that no
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sent of Csachoslovakia therecftar. No wonder that claimants axe umable
to obtain evidence to establish the date whem the Court of Earlevy Vary
resumed the proceedings and mede & fimal determination of the restitution
claias. ——

The Commisasion is of the opinion that ordering the suspension of
the pending restitution claims,coupied with the fact that wo favorable
action was taken on such claims thereafter, shows that the Government
of Czechoslovakia had determined mot to return and restitute the property
in question to the rightful owners but to take it for herself. Comnse~
gquently, suspemsiom of the restitution proceedings asowmts te a taking
of claimsnt's property within the mesning of Section 404 of the Act.

It is tree that the defimition of the verbs to postpons snd
to suspend ave diffevent. In the case at bar, however, the legel
mn-mm«muu*-m
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ment of Cuechoslovakia on November 14, 1930, the date when the Court
of RKarlovy Vary postponed the restitution proceedings for an indefimite
period of tims, is affirmed,

For the reasoms stated above, it is

ORDERED that the Proposed Desision be affirmed as the Commission’s
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The Cesmisstion Aas raled that in cases whore reatituting procyading s

m“. 1954, m i7, «lm“w i7, lﬂl. W‘

WEPe suaposded, e pragerty, sebject of suah procecdings, 25 GO
The claims are based upoa the M respective -le
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~ is based was owned by & national of the United States
7 om the date of nationalization or other taking thereof
mma-mmmmmwgmu
the United States continuously thereafter until the
date of filing with the Commission, "

Ly Ihagpears that the subject property was
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ageacy. It further appears that proceedings were thereafter instituted
ia the Court at Karlowy Vary, Czechoslovakia, by Czoch attorneys in
behalf of claimants and thelr brother, Charles K. Fink, the owaer of
the remaining one~fourth intarest in the property, for the restitution of
sald property to themn, and that on Nevemsber 14, 1950, such proceedings
were postponed (suspeaded). &/ No evideace has been submitted to es-
tablich that the restitution proceedings were ever resumed.

The Commission has ruled that in cases where restitution proceediags
were suspeaded, the property, subject of such proceedings, shall be coa-
sidered taken by the Goverament of Czechoslovakia as of the date of the
suspension order. I the instant claims, the Commission finds that the
suspension order was effective on November I4, 1950, Since claimaats
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Claimants have not submitted
| svidence to establish their claims
vy, this
for reatal income. Accordingly, portion of thelr claime is likewise
Cated at Washiagion, L. C

oCcT 11 1964




