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. GHh.IRMA.i~ ~ 
' ~ .:. i . . 

Consideration of par~graph (cj of the terms of refereJ;loe 

As a practica l proposition, :M.r. Guberina (Yugoslayia) suggested 

that the ' s a me "working party" which was to . c.onsider . the terms· :ot: 
;• - .. ' · . ·. 

paragraph (a ) should also t ake into .consideratio:IJ. paragraph (c). 
• r ~ .: - ~ · ··: .. ·- . • • • ' ,. , • • . • , _. . • . • , 

This proposal was supported by the Delei;Sates for France, the United 

Kingdom and Belg iUITI on the und_erstanding: that ~ prelirflinary debate · 
' ' .,. - ,.. '. . . . .. .., . .. · -

-·-' - · 

on this subject would take place now in the s,tlb-:-comrni.ttee., 

Mr . Romieux (France ) considere,d t~at. somG confusion : e~isted as 
. ,. ;· ... . . ; ; : : .. '~ .- ; : :. :· . . . . . : . -' . . . -· . . . . 

to wha t exactly- would b e -the subje ct of :the "working party's'", · 
. . ., . ··; . 

delibera tions with r e f er ence to paragraph (c ) . Both t he questions of 

methods of screening al;ld of t he surrender pf wrr:r criminals etc~ might 
. . ' ~\ . :- :~ :·· 

seem impli~ it ~ . ~ t::; t erms, bu_t in his opinion the foJ?Iner ~as mpre 

relevant ;to the manda t e of the "working party". 
. . ;·. : : , !' ' · , · . . • . . . 

He then delivered 

a most ~tere sting l egal exposition on t he · s ~ tuation with regard to 

the surrende~ _of war criminals wh i ch: h;l.d b een. clearly laid down in 
,r" .; ' . . . ' • 

the Moscow Decl~ation of November 1943, the French Declaration of 

August 1944- and the London Declaration of ~-q.gu~t 1945 • . · .. 

~.t the r equest ?f the . D~legate for Belgium, the French Delegate 
• ••• : ~ - • • • 1.. ' 

promis ed _to submit a statement o.f his sp ,eech to be circulated as a 

, _ 7. , ;.:_;a-o-11. urne n t. 
· • ·.!. · ~ ~! ;, 

. - \ 

. . ~ .' ~-·. · . 
' . . , _ 
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The Chn1rman drew the attention of the sub-committee to a 

statement made by Sir Humfrey Ga le (E/REF/53) in which he pointed out 

that the screening of war crimina ls would be almost finished by the 
.: . . ' 

Mr. Beliaev (:Byel'Orussia} ag:r,eed, _ -t~at methods of screening 

would be the main conside.ratlon under the terms ef paragraph (c) and 

suggested five points which -should be taken into. account by the 

"workirig party•! : 

(l) Definitions must be l a id down as to who was to be 

screenea:. < •".; 
·. ;' 

(2) · Methods of screening m\xst be devised~ ·. 
.. . . . 

(3) A special tribunal for purposes . of.screen:i,ng must be 
,· ; ~,:_ ~l .' .. . . .. < • • • ' • ; ·' j: 

recommended within the ·new organization .. 
.-; :i. ;. . ' 1 • • ~ •. 

. -~-

(4) · A system must be devised for t~:ollecting informatipn from 

_go-vernments concerned. 

(5) All information about UNRRA camps -.and:: others must be 

collected s o a s to enable the segregation of ~ar criminal~ to 

' . ,;. take place · a s soon as poss ible. 
.---~ •, 

The French. Dolegcite f e l t tha.t the simplest and qu~ckest way to 
·· :· ... . :'·· 

•carry out the proqess of screening would be .t o a13k interested 

.- goyernments for lists of names . which could then be checked by the 
·; . : 

milit:?.ry authorities. The question of th~ surrender of war criminals 

etc. wa s 'n -much ~ore • difficult Il'!n.tter and a method , would have to be 
.. .. ... . . ·' ) 

devised aft~r the process of screening had b~en settled. 

Mr. · schn~ider' ("J~elgilim) felt that .the lega l e~,:.rose of the 

French Delegate could s~rve as'a basis forth~ work .of the "working 

porty" whicl1 boulci a lso t ake lnto account _the five points put 
. ·- ' ,. . ~ . 

fo~~~d by ' the D~legate· for • Byeloruss~a . i:Jil_sp:far as they were in 

harmony with the French Delega te' s sta tement. 
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The Delegate for Yugoslavia er.1phasized th~ need :i:.'or a field 

investi~~ting co~nission f or the pu1~os es of screening and 
· . .. i .• , . 

se ~:;regating'vrar crh1inals e tc. The original Yugoslav proposal 

i'or such a cour;rission hc.:.d been t urned down by the Coiil!J.i tte e 

b ecause of l a ck of tli~e t0 c arry it out during this s ession but it 

·;;a s essenti a l that such lists of naDes a s -rrere provided by 

bovern:·,1cnts shou1d be v erifi ed by representatives of goverrmtents in 

p erson. No help should b e ~iven to refuge es until s egregation has 

been c arri e d out and sin ilarly no J:)lans for r es e ttlcr:Lent should take 

place. 

Mr. Warren (Unit e d. St iltes) considered that there vrq.s a great 

differ ence ·behrec:n the problem of screening in displaced persons 

camps c.md the scrceni~g which the ne\·v organization vmuld have to 

do to avoid ~iving a ssistance to vrar criu inals etc . Under the 

terr,1s of the Gt:meral L.s s enbly Resolution the consideration of U1o 
.... · ·' 

latt,.:r was the task vlhich h c.cl b t:en assi gn -:::d to the R.;;fugee Coiilli1i ttee 

and b ecaus .;; of the lack of tiue he hoped 'tha t the sub-comrai ttee 

vmulc1 not go beyond its terras of r eference . 

In this conne ction it might b e d esirable for "the 

sub-COJi'll!U ttc e to hear tho vieYrs of an UFRRA field r epresentative 

on hov; to deviz e measure s to avoid helping undesirables. The 

i dea of c.-m a d;.1inistra tive· tribunal Has -,-.·i thin our raandate as 

·.vas also the suggestion to s ecure infor n ation from governments 
. . . ' 

and organizations. A r ecoE'lf.Hmda tion could also b v mad e to tlle 

Econon ic and Socia l Council tho.t the co:.-.1pdcnt authorities should 

speed up the process of screenin15 so that the new organization 

would h2v e .l e ss to do in this respect. 

Th0 views express ed by the Unit ed States Delegate were 

vrarr,Jly supported by the Delegat e for the United Kingdor,l and also 

by the Delegate for i.<'rancc vil.J.o sugge sted tha t 1<1easure s for the 

accelera tio:d of segre ga tion a nd the surrendering of vmr crirainals 
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The Yugoslav Dcle,c:;n. t e then asked if it would not b e possible 

to recomrne nd to the Council to c &rry out all methods which would 

l ead to the screening , s c c::n;gation and surrendering of war criminals 

in the quickest possib l e frrshion. 

· 'Ihe United States Delegat e considered th:o. t the terms of r ef erence 

of the '' working party" vvi th r eg:-.rd to pc.ragraph (c) cover e d tvvo points: 

(1) to define measures so as to avoid giving assistance 

to vra r criminals e tc • 

(2) in order to avoid 13;iving assistance to war criminals to 

recowmend to the Council to do everything possible to make the 

competent bodie s spee d up in th8 screening, segr egation and 

surrendering of t he se undesirables. 

~'he ·De l egate for t h e United Kingdom proposed tha t the remarks 

of thci United Sta t e s De l egate should form the bn.sis of the t erms of 

r e f er ence of the "·working party" insofar a s i t dealt with paragraph (c) . 

'l'he Rapporteur t hen propose d tha t the s t ateme nts of the Delegates 

for Fr anc e 5 Bel gium, Byelorus si a , Yugoslc:vi o. and t he United Kingdom 

should a l so s e rve as a gui de to the "·Forking party11 in its deliberations. 

Decision: Ic; ·r,-~, s agreed t hat the "working party" compos ed of 

the Delegates for t he United Kingdom, the Uni ted S t a t es , Fra.ricc,Poland and 

Yu;;oslavi a and t he Rapporteur with r epr c s enta tives of U:NRRA and the 

I.G. C . sitting in a consul t ativc c apacity , should. t ake into consideration 

in its work r eg;:-.. rding p8.ragr aph (c) t he verbatim sta t ements of the 

De l egat e s for the United Stat es: France , Bt: l t;ium, Bye lorussia, Yugo slavia 

and the United Kingdom and should submit its report to the sub-cornmi ttee 

on Friday, 1 0 May . 

The mee.ting rose ::t. t 1. 20 p . m. 


