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The CHAIRMAN called on Mr. TEFLIAKOV (U.S.S.R.), who protested

agoinst the inclusion, in Section 2 of the Ogerational Budget, Paragraph (a),
Sub-Paragrapghs (1) and (ii), of the words

against the distinction made between Burope as a whole (i) and the countries

listed in Sub-Paragraph (ii),

He presumed that Sub-Faragraph (1) referred

to Germany, Austria, and Italy.

ey

hanghai' and "Spain" and

Mr, WARREN (UNITED SIATES OF AMERICA) agreed that the word "Europe" -

should be replaced by the words "Gormany, Austria znd Italy”, and suggesied

that the two sub-paragrarhs should be merged into one and that the

word "Lurope" should be retained.
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Sir Herbert EMERSON, Director-General of the Inter-govermmental Committee
on Refugees, said that the persons in question were genuine victims of Nazi
persecution, They took refuge.in Spain and Portugal before the war and
during the occupation of France. The Inter-governmental Commitiee on
Refugees had already succeeded in assisting a considersble number of them to
return to Germeny and Austris, or to find permenent sanctuary in other
countries., These persons therefore came within the Jurisdictlon of the
I.R.0. and were guite rightly in this section.

The same applied to certain refugees in France, in particular the
200,000 Spanish refugees who would be in a desperate position if the relief
‘the§ were receiving at present were to cease, The same azlso applied to the
refugees from Nazi occupation in France, Belgium, Spalin, etc. He emphasized
that the amcunt of the relief budgeted for was based on an allotment reduced
to its minimum, ‘

The CEATRMAN sgid that the Sub-Committee now possessed =& very clear
statemsnt on the categories of persone specified in sub-paragraphs (ii)
and (1ii).

The delegate for the U,S5.5.R, expressed astonishment thet refugees from
Nezi or Fascis® pursscitlon could hare formd prbtectin& in Spain or in
Jepansss~cerupied Shauagbel, HBe propossd that this gesistance be discontioned

until an 2fuciae wnlonasion zed besen glven,

Sir Heifeer IPwRsTY omteried thal a lafge number of Jews fleeing from
Germeny bed crossed Lo neoroes’ fronticr irregulerty and then had only ons
courege of actinn open o thew, waioh was to go to Saausghal waere no entry
visa wes reqguirsd., Taose refusess pad not chosen thelr place of senctuary,
end it would therefore be unlust to penalize them because they were in
one country rather than in another. ‘

The delegate for the United States sald that the important point was
vhether thcse persons had reached Sneashel before the Japanese cccupation,

The cowegate for the U.S.S.R, acceptod this explanation, but reserved his

attitude wuncil certain rwcessary enquiries had been made by lLis
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Gb?érpméﬁf“éﬁd he had recefved 1ig iﬁéﬁfuctidﬁs;: His'only wish ¥as
to'distingﬁ%éh'befwéeﬁ?kr 2l refupees ‘and otHers. T *5;

Mr PERRIER (FR@NCE) explained that in ‘the dash of ‘rafugees from
France ?or axayple, Dpain was the OPly country whee J'hey could flee to.
and tbey only went there in the hope pf finding the necessary meang. of
trangﬁgrf and visas to reach other éb;ntriés. | . |

‘Tho CEATRMAN asked tho delegsblon of thé U.S.S.R..1f 1t would bs.~
satisfiod 1f the quéstfoﬁ of reﬁaining"ér omitting the  words "Spain™ ‘and
"Shanghéﬁ“'in fhéhvarious seétidns of the'budget wore deferred for the’
time being, ‘ R . : o " BV

Tho delegatu for the U.S. S R. ; referring to paragraﬂh {b) ‘Seation 2:
"training and retraining”, thought that this policy was likely to ‘d1ssuado
refugees wishing to return ta their dountry of origin fédm going'iack‘

“

The problem of theiv training and retraining was a matter for their own
governmsnt and did not come within the powers of tha I R.O. He tﬁerefore
aske& that paragraph (b) be omitted from the Budget. R "':2‘3;

| In reply to a ques*iva from the delegate for C%nada, Miss GTBBONE,
Assistant Direotor of UNRRA explained that in spite of the limite& funds

et UNRRA‘S a*sposal for training and retraining, gome assistance had been

:glven to refugees in tﬂis wey w1thout prejudioing the solution of the
p:ob}em.of repatriationt

. -_Th@ delogate for Ffa@ée was of the ggﬁe‘opigﬁon‘;s Miss Cibﬁcng‘and

_Sir ﬁ?rberp Emeraog; and sgaid that the use of this méﬁﬁo& of rétfaiﬁing

An thg Fr@nch‘ocgupat;op zone of Germany had resultéd in 1ﬁCre§siné:‘

'appreciably the numbor of ropatriateg: | ‘ |

. The CHATRMAN put tho .amenimont proposed by:th; ﬁ:é.S,R, delegaﬁe to

[

the vote.

A

The amendment was defeated, .

-
Y
+

Thg dolegate for the U.S.5.R, -sald that he wai proposing té submit
to the Scerctariat cortain suggestions\gpnce;nihg the administrative and

-operational budgets.
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In reply to & mumber of remarke by the delegates for Ndmy , China
and the United States, the CHAIRMAN explained that the I.R.0. retained
the ripht to fix the salaries and allowances of 1ts persoonsl. Tho
budtet was at the present ‘time undergoing complete revision, and would
be re-subtmitted to thé Skl;b-oommi'ttee‘a:t a later maetinga.

The CHAIRMAN prcpoaed that they shculd now pass on to consider
Article X in respect of which three draft amendments were submitted to
the Sub-Committee (Documents E/169<E/170-E/171). He explained that the
question at issue was who wag to submit the anmial budgzet to the
congideration of the Executive Committse.

Mr. COLBJORNSEN (NORWAY) said that he withdrew the emendment proposed
_ by his delegation and that he supported the text of the amendment proposed
by the U.S.5.R.- d.elemtion.

The CHAIRMAN reca.lled that} the Sub-Committee would seem to have
a,lree:&y agreed that the 'budget should be submitted by the Director Gemeral.
He pointed ou‘b that the budget as a whole had to be submitted to the
-Executive Cormittee, that the deciaion remained with the General Council,
ané. that as resards the definition of the majority, this was ‘defined at
the end of parsgreph 1 of Article X of the Draft Constitution.

The de;egate of Nomy mede some comments on the proposals appearing
in the amendment subn;it’ced by his Delegation. Followlag upon a sugrestion
by the delegate Tor Yuroslavia, the Chalrman asked the members of the Sub-
. Qonmittee whether they intended that administrative e#:penses should be
financed by c@@aom contributions of States members of the Organization.

| The de’legate ‘f*'a‘r the U.S.S.R, said he did not absolutely insist on
the word "compulsory'. | ’

| Mr. MATES (YUGOSLAVIA) asked that it should be clearly stated that
administrative expenses should be allocated accordiing to the rules lald
down by the Committee on Contributions, | A

The question of the scope of the Sub-Committee's terms of reference
was f*a'.'iséd at this point. . Were members of the the Su‘b-comn;i‘gtee not exceed!

their terms of reference in discussing the amounts of the con .trlbutions?
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. After a long discussion, in which the delegates for Yugoslavia, the
United Kingdom, Norway, the United Stetes-and the U,S,S,R. took part, the
members of the Sub~Comuittee agreed to a proposal by the Chairmen who,
efter summerizing the disucssion, suggested that they should now consider
the Norweglan amendment.

Mr. WARREN (UNITFD ST#TTS OF AMTRICA) seld there was no connection
between the scale of contributions to the United Netions Budget and the
problem of the repetriaticn of refrgees, The members of the Sub-~Cormltteo
secmed to be agreed that this matter should be referred to the Committes
on Contrlibutions of the Genoral fseseubly, In reply to the delegate for
Norway, he explained that this'was not a decision but a recommendation by
the Council,

In response to an observation by the delegate for Yugoslavia, the CHATIRMAN
suggested that, as provided for in the Rules of Procedure, paragraph 8
of the U.S,S.,R. proposel should be consldered since 1t wes the one
furthest removed from the original text,

Bir George RINDEL (UNITED KINGDOM) sald that the refugee problem was
en Internationel one, end that the Soviet proposal, that expensces comnected
with the repetriation of refuzecs should be met by the countries receiving
them, ran the risk .of making the problem insoluble,

The delegate Tor Norwey pointed ocut that his proposal offered a compromise
likely to ensure a rcasoneble dlstribution of the expenses amongst all
nations. Lebour wes in great demend at the present time, and it was
therefore Just thet the countries obtaining such workers should ccntribute
to the expenses of thelr repatriation and retraining, He maintained the
terms of his-proposal rnd seid thot unless the views stated thereln were
taken Into account, he would be corpelled to ebstein from voting,.

The delegate for the United States.recelled that the Comittee on
Contributions had to take all relevant factors into considerction, and

repeated that this was a problem of contributions, He sgreed, however,
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with the,ﬁelsgato for Norway that if the budget vae too heavy for the I.R.O. o
it ought to be reduced to more reasonable proportions so that the 1argest
possible number of countriea should be in a p051tion to contribute to its
fun&s.ii " . . -

The delegatg“for the U 5.8 R said that his country was prepared to
take its share in financing the administrative and opsrational budget
but he consldered 1t essential fhat: | |

(a) the countries benefiting from an a;cesaion of labour-in the form

of re-settlement of refug;es should take their share in the expsenses

tnvolved, o o .‘
| (b) the cost of transport betweon Gcrmény and the countries of flnal
destination of the refugees shoul& be borne by Germany: :

The d@logate for YUgoslavia thought that the expenses of retrazning
did not rcpresent an cxcessive burden, and in any case were prov1ded for
in a sectlon of ‘the Buﬁneﬁ ’ ‘

The delegate for the United Kingdam remarked that the raparations
&emanded from Germany wore alroady rathor high, and that if this figure
went on 1ncroaslng it was clsar that Garmnﬁy would never be in a positian
to pay her debts, f k
| This view wasg not shered by the delegate for the U,3.5.R, who added
that his counﬁxy, which had already ropatriated goven million of its mationals,
was propared to guarantoe tho exponscs necessary for the ropatriation of
Soviet citizcne etill in Gerﬁdhy ' |

By way of coment on an argumcnt advanced by Mr, Patino (Peru)

Mr, Riddell (Canada) p01ntea out thet the receiving countrios wnuld not
bonofit immediately from the accossion of rofugee labour, but, on the
contrary; would étﬂéirqt-havc‘té‘béar the exgenses involvea in refraining
and proféséioﬁal rc~claééificatioﬁ, Tn any cass the 1. R 0, should not
be provented frcm bearirg avshare of these expenses.

The CHAIRMAN proposed that paragraph 8 of the Russian proposal should

be divided 1nto two parta.' ‘
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The first part was put to the vote.

This amendment was defeated by five votes to two.

The second part of the same amendment was put to the vote and was

defeated by throe voten Yo two.

The dslegals of Yugoslavia proposed thet the Norwegian proposal be
voted on, but the delegate of Norway explained that the proposals contained
in his amendment should rather be regarded as supggsstions,

The mavting rose at 1:10 .M.

.....





