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ÜLMETHODOLOGY Y 

m.1 .. INTRODUCTION 

Thee aim of this study is to reach reasonable estimates of the wealth owned on 
thee eve of the devastation by the Jewish population in those countries where the 
Naziss came to hold sway. In most cases, with the notable exception of Germany, 
thiss was 1938/39. The ultimate goal is to help put in perspective the question of 
howw much might have been sent abroad for safekeeping. This, in turn, can help 
illuminatee the issue of dormant bank accounts specifically, and of still unclaimed 
assetss more generally. The size of asset holdings of the Jewish population in coun-
triess from which flows seeking safe harbour were likely to have come, can provide 
aa macro-economic dimension to the micro-search conducted by various interna-
tionallyy mandated entities, such as ICEP. Implicit in this task is an estimate of the 
structuree of Jewish pre-war wealth in addition to its size. While recognising that 
anyy such estimates will be flawed and, therefore, can give only an indication of the 
amountss that could have been lodged abroad, they can help serve as one of the 
benchmarkss against which actual discovery can be tested. 

Thee war the Nazis waged on the Jews was total. They destroyed a community 
off  more than 8 million people and took the lives of more than 6 million individu-
alss from the Atlantic Ocean to the Caspian Sea. The Nazis' war aimed to destroy 
thee Jewish people and their culture, but to keep intact, for their own uses, the eco-
nomicc assets owned by the Jews. It is this neutron bomb side of the Holocaust 
whichh this study tries to help clarify. 

Thee suffering of the Holocaust has no bottom line; nor will it be possible to 
draww a full balance sheet of the economic devastation inflicted on the Jews by the 
Nazis.. Thus, we must recognise that, even after best efforts, much will remain 
unknowable.. It is important, however, to understand what still can be known and 
whatt is lost in history. Despite the lack of comprehensive data, we believe that it 
iss possible to make a contribution to what can be known. 

in.. 2. SHORT-HAND APPROACHES 

III.. 2.1. Cross-border Flows of Jewish-owned Assets 

Onee possible approach to the question of the upper limit of the amount of cap-
itall  that the endangered Jewish populations might have put abroad for safekeep-
ingg was to attempt to address the amount of cross-border flows directly. This 
wouldd have finessed much of the question of the size of their wealth position at 
thee eve of the war. However, attempts to track movements of flight capital through 
thee ebb and flow of the volume of bank deposits and bank notes in circulation 
provedd not very illuminating. 
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Examinationn of such data around what we now know were crisis dates should 
havee yielded some clues. Unfortunately, a number of the important dates in the 
progressionn of Nazi measures to exclude Jews from economic and social lif e 
betweenn 1934 and 1938 (see Appendix I) coincided with periods of currency 
instabilityy characteristic of the 1930s. This frustrates the drawing of clear infer-
encess about the flow of Jewish-owned capital to safety and the destinations that 
mayy have been involved. Only with the events of 1938 - the Anschluss and the 
tighteningg of the Nazi noose around the Jewish population - could the rise in cur-
rencyy in circulation in what then were thought to be relatively "safe" destinations 
(e.g.. Switzerland, France, the Netherlands, and the United States) be taken as a 
cluee to the enlarged flow of unaccompanied and accompanied capital seeking 
refuge.. (See Table III.2.1). In fact, the amounts coming out of Germany were suf-
ficientlyy large - even though restrictions were tight and by then the pauperisation 
off  German Jewry through progressive exclusion from economic activities was 
nearingg completion - that they led Field Marshal Goring, as head of the German 
Four-Year-Plan,, to seek preventive measures. 

Tablee IIL2.1. Bank Notes in Circulation 
ass Percent of National Income 

19311 -1939 

Year r 

1931 1 
1932 2 
1933 3 
1934 4 
1935 5 

1936 6 
1937 7 
1938 8 
1939 9 

Netherlands s 

20.0 0 
21.1 1 
20.8 8 
21.0 0 
19.0 0 

18.2 2 
18.1 1 
20.2 2 
22.1 1 

Sweden n 

7.9 9 
8.7 7 
9.5 5 
9.1 1 
9.5 5 

9.8 8 
9.5 5 
8.9 9 
n.a a 

Switzerland d 

18.7 7 
21.0 0 
19.6 6 
19.0 0 
18.4 4 

19.9 9 
18.9 9 
20.1 1 
23.2 2 

United d 
Kingdom m 

9.9 9 
8.7 7 
10.5 5 
10.4 4 
10.3 3 

10.6 6 
11.0 0 
10.9 9 
11.0 0 

United d 
States s 

5.5 5 
8.5 5 
10.5 5 
8.4 4 
7.4 4 

7.1 1 
6.1 1 
6.9 9 
7.1 1 

n.aa - not available. 
Source:: League of Nations: Statistical Yearbook 1942/44, Geneva. 

Thee reason why the money measures fail to throw much light on the capital flight 
situationn may He, in part, in the asset composition of some of these capital flows, 
e.g.. foreign currency-denominated securities and precious stones and metals, which 
wouldd not show up in the money statistics. Indeed, anyone seeking to escape the 
tighttight exchange restrictions of the time would have sought to transfer assets via 
avenuess that did not involve market transactions, such as moving them from one safe 
depositt box to another. In addition, a good portion of foreign currency bank notes, 
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especiallyy Swiss francs and US dollars, would have been accumulated much earlier 
andd their deposit abroad not easily tracked if placed with private banks, fiduciaries 
orr in safe deposit boxes. 

Nevertheless,, the amount of Swiss and Dutch bank notes in circulation, after 
adjustmentt for changes in economic activity, rose noticeably in 1938/39. And the 
decliningg trend in bank note circulation in the United States began to reverse in 
1938.. But the data are too gross to allow conclusions to be drawn about the role that 
capitall  flight from persecution may have played in cross-border demand for foreign 
currency.. Thus, in 1938-1939 bank deposits in Switzerland actually dropped as the 
Austriann Anschluss led to a break in confidence and banks moved some of their cus-
tomers'' assets to branches and correspondent banks abroad, especially to the United 
States.. The rise in demand for money may thus have been the counterpart of the 
depositt drop rather than stemming from additional external demand. This is not to 
sayy that research in greater depth could not throw further light on such movements. 
However,, mis was not feasible within the scope of the current study. 

m.. 2.2. National Wealth Estimates 

Off  course, this is not the first attempt to try and put a figure on the wealth of 
Europe'ss Jewish people. Nehemiah Robinson undertook this task as early as 1944 
forr the World Jewish Congress.32 His work was path-breaking for its time: he tried 
too establish links between national income and wealth data, to derive, where possi-
ble,, the private sector portion and then make the leap from private sector wealth to 
Jewish-ownedd wealth country by country. None of this was simple: national wealth 
dataa were neither available for every country nor for every year. Therefore, for most 
off  the countries of interest data for the immediate pre-war years, i.e. 1938/39, had 
too be patched together from a combination of wealth estimates, national income, 
outputt growth and price data.33 The final, and probably weakest, link being a set of 
estimatess of national wealth/national income relationships. 

Robinson'ss first cut was simply to establish the share of the Jewish population in 
thee total population and then apply this proportion to his national wealth figures. But 
hee fully realized that this was too simplified an approach. He was well aware that in 
virtuallyy all countries the occupational distribution and "social position of the Jews 
inn the various economic branches was... different from that of the total population".34 

3 22 Nehemiah Robinson, Indemnification and Reparations, Institute of Jewish Affairs, New York 1944 
andd Nehemiah Robinson, Spoliation and and Remedial Action, Institute of Jewish Affairs, New York, 1962. 
3 33 For Germany the relevant dates were 1933/34. 
3 44 Nehemiah Robinson, Indemnification and Reparations, Institute of Jewish Affairs, New York 1944, 
p.. 44. 



188 Methodology 

InIn particular, "|T|n estimating Jewish wealth, the negligible proportion of Jews 
engagedd in agriculture compels us to disregard the agricultural wealth and population 
off  the countries concerned."35 Exclusion of the agricultural sector required yet anoth-
err estimating feat. However, this latter adjustment seems to make relatively littl e dif-
ference,, except for Poland, where the share of agricultural wealth in proportion to 
populationn shares appears to be much below that in other countries. (See Table EQ.2.2). 

Tablee III.2.2. Robinson Estimates of National and 
Jewish-ownedd Wealth in 1938/39 

(billionss of local currency and percent) 

Country y 

Austria a 

France8 8 

Germany y 

Hungary* * 
Netherlands3 3 

Poland d 

Currency y 

Sh. . 
FF F 

RM M 
P P 

Fl l 

Zl l 

Wholee economy 

National l 
Wealth h 
(billion) ) 

40 0 
1,600 0 

300 0 
32 2 

28 8 
106 6 

Jewish--
pop,, as % 
off  total 
pop. . 

2.80 0 

0.57 7 

0.77 7 

5.10 0 

1.80 0 
9.80 0 

Jewish--
owned d 
Wealth h 
(billion) ) 

1.12 2 
9.12 2 

2.31 1 
1.63 3 
0.50 0 

10.39 9 

Non n 

National l 
Wealth h 
(billion) ) 

30 0 

1,200 0 
240 0 

19 9 

n.a. . 

95 5 

-agric.. sector 

Jewish--
pop,, as % 
off  total 
pop. . 

3.7 7 

0.8 8 

1.0 0 

9.0 0 
n.a. . 

21.0 0 

Jewish--
owned d 
Wealth h 
(billion) ) 

1.11 1 
9.60 0 

2.40 0 
1.71 1 

0.41 1 
19.95 5 

a-Privatee sector wealth. 
Source:: Nehemiah Robinson, Indemnification and Reparations, Institute of Jewish Affairs, 
Neww York, 1944, p. 56-81. 

Robinsonn himself felt uneasy about some of these results. The amount of wealth 
derivedd in this way for the Jewish population in Germany appears particularly out 
off  line, not only in the light of what is known today, but even relative to contempo-
raneouss estimates. Because no estimates were made of private sector wealth in 
Germany,, the high foreign indebtedness of the official sector may help explain the 
extremelyy low numbers. However, that factor cannot account for so large a differ-
ence,, the bulk more likely stemming from the weaknesses inherent in the estimat-
ingg method. With national income accounting now well into its middle age, we 
knoww that these relationships are vastly more intricate than they appeared in the 
earlyy stages of this type of work. This is not to say that Robinson's results are not 
valuablee - by no means as he was not only an ingenious researcher, but also a very 
intuitivee one.36 

355 Idem, p. 45. 
366 Indeed, Sidney Zabludoff recently updated his results in And It All But Disappeared: The Nazi 
SeizureSeizure of Jewish Assets, Institute of Jewish Affairs of the World Jewish Congress, 1998. 



Methodologyy 19 

HI.. 3. NEW APPROACH 

HE.. 3.1. General Framework 

Itt seemed clear quite early on in the research effort that a short-cut, top-down 
approach,, aiming to distil population-sector-specific data from macro-numbers, 
suchh as national income and wealth, money supply, capital flows etc., was not do-
able.. There still are large gaps in the availability of national wealth data, both geo-
graphicallyy and temporally. While data on national income and personal income 
flowsflows are available, they generally do not relate to specific population groups and, 
ass noted above, the relationship between income and wealth is not a straightforward 
one. . 

Forr all these reasons, a totally different approach was adopted based on a 
searchh for direct wealth data or their proxy. These could generally be found in tax 
statistics,, specifically in wealth and estate taxes. Of course, these data are good 
onlyy to the extent that tax compliance was reasonable and/or estimates of the rel-
ativee importance of tax evasion could be made. A further problem was that in most 
countries,, and especially in Western Europe, income and tax statistics were not 
recordedd by religious affiliation. Accordingly, estimates relating to the Jewish 
populationn had to be based on a picture of its socio-economic structure and fitted 
intoo the general population data on that basis. The bottom-up approach thus 
required,, in addition to building on prior studies, a search of archival source mate-
rialsrials as little detail was preserved in published historical statistics and much of the 
basee data had been routinely destroyed. It involved a close study of the paper trail 
leftt by the Nazi looters as well as of the documentation on restitution. Estimates 
off  the amounts of looted assets and of those that escaped the Nazis help put the 
plausibilityy of the wealth estimates in perspective. However, within the scope of 
thiss study, it has not been practicable to attempt to make first-hand estimates of 
thesee latter two elements. Accordingly, reliance was placed on what source mate-
rialsrials were at hand and efforts focused on testing their reliability. Whenever feasi-
ble,, all three elements were used to come to as well-founded a conclusion as 
possible. . 

Thee temptation to oversimplify and to generalise is all but overwhelming given 
thee complexity of the subject matter. Awareness of this problem remained a con-
stantt priority throughout this study. Obviously, it is not possible to arrive at a sin-
glee hard figure. But, building on a variety of approaches, depending on the type 
off  data available in each country, it is possible to find different pieces of the puz-
zlee so that, ultimately, a reasonably comprehensive picture can emerge. 

Inn many ways, the puzzle-pieces come down to three interconnected estimates: 
 what was the initial wealth position, 

**  how much was looted, and 



200 Methodology 

 how much was left, including how much escaped abroad. 
Inn the end, it was found that, once one of the three pieces of the puzzle could be iden-
tified,, each additional piece helped corroborate the plausibility of the other parts. 

Ass noted above, while estimates of pre-World War II national income are gen-
erallyy available, albeitt of varying reliability, there is a paucity of data on national 
wealth.. Methods of deriving wealth estimates from national income data are 
fraughtt with problems, which are intensified when one attempts to isolate private 
wealthh from national wealth. Therefore, national income/wealth relationships are 
usedd as one of several indicators only. Further, as the source material often does not 
differentiatee between the population groups according to religion, estimates of pri-
vatee wealth have to be adapted to reflect differences in demographics, occupation-
all  structure and geographic concentration between the population at large and its 
Jewishh component. Results of such calculations are tested against estimates of 
Jewish-ownedd wealth derived from other sources, including those made by the 
Nazii  authorities. Wherever possible, wealth estimates are based on more direct 
dataa derived from tax revenues, profit ratios and secondary sources. 

Givenn the focus on the amount of assets that could have been positioned 
abroad,, the target population was defined as the more affluent among the Jewish 
populations.. Of course, the term "more affluent" carries a different meaning 
acrosss countries: what would be described as "low income" in France, could well 
havee been "relatively affluent" in Poland. Clearly, generalised definitions must be 
seenn in the context of the socio-economic conditions in each of the countries. This 
difficultyy already describes the problems that an inter-country approach would 
havee presented. It was, therefore, necessary to treat each country sui generis and 
too distil useful country carry-overs as one went along. 

Inn defining the target population, we asked the question: "who would have 
hadd the wherewithal and the connections to put significant amounts of funds 
abroadd at the time alarm bells were sounding". On the whole, that eliminated the 
lower-- income slice of the Jewish populations, though there were exceptions. For 
example,, in Poland, with its close-knit Jewish communities, it was known that 
fundss might be pooled to be sent abroad. On a more technical basis, those suffi-
cientlyy wealthy to live on their capital might have recorded a relatively low 
incomee level while obviously having a considerable amount of assets at their dis-
position.. Also, where data availability allowed, the super wealthy were eliminat-
ed.. Their inclusion would have imparted an upward bias to the estimates, while it 
wass thought preferable to err on the low side. The estimates, thus, are based on 
thee assets held by the upper-lower through upper-middle wealth groups, ignoring 
whatt savings those who lived at the edge of subsistence or just above it might 
havee accumulated. By the same token, they also exclude the largest fortunes. The 
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resultss should, therefore, be taken to tend toward the conservative end of the 
range. . 

Iff  the definition of the target population presented problems, that of what funds 
shouldd be deemed available to be moved to safe harbour proved yet more difficult. 
Howw much capital was potentially available for safekeeping abroad depended not 
onlyy on how much there was, but also on the asset structure. For example, wealth 
concentratedd in fixed assets or in business investment would not generally be mov-
ablee abroad nor would financial assets with low or only locally high liquidity, e.g. 
mortgagee paper. Accordingly, estimates had to be made, or at least a view formed, 
off  the relative importance of liquid assets in the total wealth structure. 

Wee chose to base the estimates of the flow of funds abroad on those liquid assets 
forr which there were markets with some depth and which could be considered tem-
porarilyy dispensable. This means, to all intents and purposes, financial assets, pre-
ciouss metals and stones. While art certainly belonged in the category of moveable 
wealth,, there was no way we could put even an approximate value on its share in 
totall  Jewish-owned wealth, let alone on that part that had been sent abroad. We also 
assumedd that a relatively high share of foreign-currency denominated assets in a 
portfolioo indicated a level of investment sophistication that would allow the pre-
sumptionn of knowledge and opportunity to move assets abroad. We, thus, took the 
portionn of foreign currency denominated assets, augmented by that part of estimat-
edd tax evasion/avoidance wealth attributable to financial assets, as indicative of 
fundss that might already be abroad or be poised to move there. Of course, this def-
initionn is also open to question. It is clear that at moments of crisis, those who could, 
wouldd - and, indeed evidence tells did - increase their liabilities, cash in near-liquid 
assetss (e.g. insurance policies) and call in debts. But as there was no basis for esti-
matingg the size of flows thus generated, prudence dictated adoption of a more cir-
cumscribedd definition. 

m .. 3.2. Sample countries 

Forr purposes of this study, we chose six countries, the Jewish population of which 
"att 5.0 million"37 constituted more man three-quarters of European Jewry outside the 
Soviett Union. Moreover, they were countries the Jewish population of which could be 
consideredd representative of a yet larger segment. They are Austria, the Netherlands, 
Germany,, Hungary, France and Poland. (The sequence, in which they are presented, 
reflectss the relative richness of source material and the particular focus of approach). 
Thee second reason for the choice was a far sadder one: these are the countries from 

Byy Nuremberg definitions. 
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whichh about three-quarters of those who perished came. They thus include a high 
percentagee of those most likely to have left heirless assets. (See Table ni.3.1). 

Tablee EQ3.1. Jewish Population and Death Toll 

Country y 

Austria a 

Netherlands s 
a)) incl. pie-war immigrants 
b)) excl. pre-war immigrants 

Germany y 

Hungary y 

France e 
a)) incl. pre-war immigrants2 

b)) excl. pre-war immigrants 

Poland d 

Totall incl. pre-war 
immigrants s 

Totall Europe 

Europee excL USSR 

Sixx country total as % Europe 
excl.. USSR 

Sixx country total excl. pre-war 
immigrants s 

Ass % of Europe excl. 
USSR R 

Jewishh Population1 

Number r 

217,250 0 

140,001 1 
118,000 0 

550,000 0 

521,640 0 

305,000 0 
250,000 0 

3,300,000 0 

5,033,891 1 

9,450,000 0 

6350,000 0 

793 793 

4,956,890 0 

78.1 1 

Number r 

65,459 9 

104,000 0 

165,000 0 

298,000 0 

76,134 4 

2,900,000 0 

3,608,593 3,608,593 

5,800,000 0 

4,700,000 0 

76.8 8 

3,608,593 3 

76.8 8 

Perished d 

Percentt of Total 

30.1 1 

74.3 3 

30.0 0 

57.1 1 

25.0 0 

87.9 9 

71.7 7 

61.1 1 

74.0 0 

72.8 8 

Note:: For the Netherlands and France, h was not possible to distinguish Ibe death toll for Ihe immigrant 
populationn separately. Thus, the six-country totals including and excluding immigrants are the same. 
1.. Pre-war population, Nuremberg definition. 
2.. Excluding the final post-invasion wave of refugees. 

Thee six sample countries were sufficiently diverse to yield a basis for indicative 
conclusionss to be drawn for countries not included in the study. Among the coun-
triess that had to be omitted for practical considerations, only Czechoslovakia and 
Romaniaa had large Jewish populations; together they accounted for 15 percent of 
Europe'ss Jews. 
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AA separate picture was compiled for each country, partly dictated by source data 
availability,, which varied considerably across the region. As in all areas covered in 
thiss study, hard figures were hard to come by. In particular, Jewish population sta-
tisticss come with a note of caution. Whenever possible we chose to rely on official 
censuss figures. But even this produces potential for miscalculation: first, the 1930s, 
off  their nature, are characterised by both population flows across borders - often in 
bothh directions - and by border changes, making avoidance of double counting dif-
ficult.. Second, in some countries, e.g. France, the division between church and state 
precludedd questions regarding religion being asked in the population census. Third, 
evenn where population groups were distinguished by religion, it was only in some 
Eastt European countries that censuses also asked, in addition to questions on reli-
giouss affilitioa, for detail about nationality, race and language preference. In the 
absencee of such data, the official sources could not provide even a starting point for 
comparisonn between the pre-Hitler population statistics based on religion and the 
Nazii  censuses based on the Nuremberg laws. 

Thee flow of Jews out of Germany after 1933, and later out of Austria, joined 
thee more economic than politically motivated migration streams from further east. 
Thee early waves of emigrants went, in the first instance, to other European desti-
nations,, where a large number later were caught by the German occupation. Many 
off  them had taken at least part of their wealth with them or sent it onwards. The 
problemm for purposes of this study is in which country's wealth estimate the wan-
deringg Jew should be placed. We have attempted to exclude the immediate pre-war 
refugeee stream from each country's estimate and, where data availability allowed, 
too make separate estimates for the original and the more recently arrived popula-
tion.. Though that may not always have been successful, we are confident that the 
potentiall  for double counting is not distorting the results to any significant extent. 

in.. 3.3. Source material 

Ass noted above, in the absence of direct data on the size and structure of the 
wealthh of the Jewish populations, we had to rely on partial data and fit various 
sourcee materials together to reach an overall impression. The process was very much 
inn the nature of forming a view of what a jigsaw puzzle depicts when most of the 
piecess are missing. Each piece found was used to test and corroborate the full pic-
turee we had derived. Quality, availability and accessibility of data differed greatly 
acrosss countries. The methodology developed sought to integrate direct sources with 
secondaryy ones, including qualitative material. 

Thee direct information came largely from the recordss of the Nazi looting insti-
tutions,, post-war records of restitution of assets, national tax records, specifically 
wealthh tax, income tax and estate tax data, and community tax and contribution 
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records.records. Indirect material, as we define it, sought to derive the financial position of 
thee Jewish population from national data where data by religion were not available. 
Thiss required determination of how the Jewish population itself was structured and 
howw this structure fit into the national picture based on population, occupation, 
employmentt and earnings data, income and wealth distribution and other socio-eco-
nomicc indicators, such as degree of urbanisation, spread over residential districts, 
degreee of literacy, etc. 

Whilee for the quantitative material, in most cases, statistical sources were 
accessedd directly, extensive use was made also of existing studies as well as per-
sonall  recollections of surviving experts on this and related subjects. In particular, 
materiall  on the socio/political/economic environment was drawn from such 
sources.. The results are described in the background sections to the country stud-
iess and were essential for the understanding and interpretation of the statistical 
material. . 

Austriaa was particularly rich in data on the level as well as the structure of the 
wealthh owned by Jews as gathered by the looting institutions. Full documentation on 
thee 1938 Census of Jewish Assets (the 1938 Census) has been preserved and is 
accessiblee in the Austrian State Archive as is a large amount of outgoing correspon-
dencee of Nazi officials in charge of the expropriation process. By contrast, tax data 
otherr than income tax are sparse and not reliable. 

Thee Netherlands provided the prototype for the analysis on basis of estate tax 
dataa and their integration with estimates of the extent and structure of looted assets. 
Detailedd data exist on both the spread of the Jewish population across the country 
ass well as within the cities and on its taxable income by tax brackets. In addition, we 
weree given access to individual estate tax documentation, which provided a suffi-
cientlyy large data base to draw conclusions about the level as well as the structure of 
assets.. In addition, the Netherlands had been left with exceptionally detailed docu-
mentationn of the extensive spoliation of Dutch Jewry. This made it possible to test 
estimatess derived from tax and other data against the record of looted assets in 
greaterr depth than elsewhere. In fact, we thought this sufficiently important to add 
aa section on this subject to the Dutch country account 

Forr Germany, we relied on a combination of general data from the 1938 
Censuss (none of the rich detail found in Austria was available for Germany; 
thoughh some is preserved, it is exceedingly difficult to access), the record of dis-
possessionn (e.g. flight tax revenues), national wealth and income tax data, and a 
wealthh of existing studies. 

Hungaryy offered detailed national statistics by confession, in particular for 
Budapestt where more than two-fifths of the Jewish population lived. Income and 
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wealthh tax data for both, confessional Jews38 and non-Jews were the core source for 
ourr estimates. 

Forr France, direct source materials were very sparse. Nazi efforts to determine 
thee size and whereabouts of the wealth held by Jews were not as successful as else-
where,, partly owing to the size of the country and partly to the division between the 
Occupiedd and the Unoccupied Zones, all of which made compliance with Nazi 
directivess more a local matter than elsewhere. We relied on partial data on spolia-
tionn mainly for testing purposes of our indirect estimation results. The core of the 
latterr was national estate tax data. 

Forr Poland we relied to a large extent on secondary sources setting out the eco-
nomicc structure of the Jewish population, its share in overall earnings, taxes, etc., 
recordss in various archives on the destruction and dispossession of the Jews in 
Poland,, particularly in the US National Archives, the French National Archive, Yad 
Vashemm and the archives of various Jewish institutions. The archival sources are 
mentionedd here specifically, although they, of course, were drawn on for all the other 
countriess as well. But, in the case of Poland, the paucity of direct source materials 
accessiblee to us makes these materials relatively more prominent. 

Whilee all our estimates are capable of improvement, the greatest scope exists for 
thee data on France and Poland. In both cases part of the relative paucity of docu-
mentationn stems from access difficulties. In France, much archival material was not 
accessiblee during our two visits as most of it was reserved for the use of researchers 
forr the Matteoli Commission. However, the subsequent release of the interim and 
thee full reports of the Commission has not led to a revision of our results. Similarly, 
inn Poland, access to archival material proved fraught with difficulties. Resource con-
straintss made it impracticable to conduct more extensive searches. In any case, 
Polishh experts suggested that these would be unlikely to provide greater insights, 
thoughh we would hope that they might help back up our conclusions. 

Finally,, as additional material is continually coming on stream, not only from 
archivess that formerly were behind the Iron Curtain, but also from privately held col-
lections,, it may become possible to fil l some of the remaining gaps and to further 
vett the results. 

Thee term "Confessional Jew" refers to those who were registered members of the Jewish community. 


