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i Credentialg of Delegates

The Chairman statod .that all the credentials of delegates had

been recelved and were in order.

2. Statemant.by- the Secretary

Tho Secretary gave notice that the final 1ist of the compositicn
of delegatlons would be ipsued shortly and requested delegates to
au‘b:ﬁit éugejastad changes as soon as possibls,

With .referenco to Document E/REF/1, he asked delegates to
submit any further names for 1nclus;.cn in a corrigendum which
would be circulated .ahortly.

He drew attention to two documente cortaining definitiang of
the terms "refigee” and "displaced‘pera;ar'l" which had been
circulated by the I.G.C. and UNRRA in accordance with the Committee's
request. Thege iaapera would be distributed formally in time for
the next meeting.

3. Continuation of the discuseion of the Chairman's proposed

plan of work (E?REE‘{Ql

Mr. Bousquet (France) opened the discuseion with the suggeatian

that the Chairman's plan reguired medification to meet the double.
problem which confronted the Committee. Both in its general
conglderation of the refugee problem and in ite detalled examination,
the Committee would have to ra‘co@ize a distinction between

statutory refugees and those'.r"efugees end displaced perscne Who



E/REF/17
Page ' 2.

had left their countries willingly or as a ropult of war
circumatanées. The problem of the former would include financial
and logal gspects and might be handled by & eepgrate pub-committee,
The latter, howover, might bost be solved'thfouéh-ﬁiiétoral
agreomente betwoen tho coﬁntrids of ofigin aﬁd.the countries of
temporary residence-éhd a socond Bub—ccmmitfee to examine thlse
type of solution would be desirablo, Theso ‘two sub-committees
might merge at a later stago to discuss what interhational |
machinery should be establlished.

" ‘Ho propoped e further sub-committeo to consider the problem of
guislings, war criminals and other undepirablés. He found the
pub-committees concerning financial arrangoments and the question
- of refugees of non-European origin, as outlined in tho Chairman's

plan,” quite accoptable.
Tt wap oxpleined that a text embodying those suggésticns hed
boen prepa?ed and would be- distributed férmally to the Committoo.
Mr. Schneider (Belgium) considored that the Chairman's plan
of work.was preferable to that outlined by the French Delegate
as 1t emphasizod mo¥o effectively the main task before tho
Committee. Tho pub-comittees proposed for the study of resettlement
‘and for-the creation of?future'org&nization aéemed oxtremely
practical and relevant to the Committee's mondate., He thought
that the special sub-committee to examine tho problem of quislings
etc., suggested by the French Delegate, would not bc nocessary since
the Cormittee wap not empowered to take decislons on thie question,
_With regard to tho French proposnl concerning atutﬁtory
refugees, he belloeved ﬁhat their position was already adeqqgtely
regulated, and that the Gcmmittce'a'tguk'was_simply to fit them into
the prograrme of thc Tuture organization, In reply, the Delgsnte
for France gaid that the situation of the gtatutory refugees was

far from satisfactory, and that it wae espential that the Committee
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give it adequate consideration, particularly in view of the large
numbers involved. Tho Bélgian Delegate explained that he had not
intended tq suggest that this question be ignored. Possibly the
right solution for tho statutory refugees in France might be found
in dircct negotiantion between the French Government and the I.G.C.

Particuler referonce to the Chalrman'a proposal for a
sub-comittee to conplder repettlemont wan made by the Delegates
for the, Dominican Republic and Brazil, both of whom welcomed it
ag a precticel and valuable guggestion,

Cormenting on the various remarks and suggestione which had'
been made, Sir Goorge Rendel (United Kingdom) stated that the
distinction which had been drown by the Delegate for France between
statutory refugoes and other types of refugees and displaced
porsong wes too rigid. The main tagk of the Committee waa to
devige a single syptem to handle =11 pergono whé could be
clageified as refugoes, regardlese of the date on which they had
become refugees, or of any other previous arrangements which had been
made for them. He pointed out that in the more reéant groups of
fefugees there were to be found many who could not be classified
according to either of the Fronch definitlions. Moreover, the
French cage for repatriating refugees and displaced persons
(other than the ptatutory refugees) thrdugh bllatersl agreements
did not mect the actual gituntion. Such agrecrients would cbviously
rot be apflicable to the Spanish Republican refugees, nor, for
eiample, to Hungarian Jews or Balts whose connectlions with their
countrics of origin had been severed. Past experience had proved
that bilateral agreements were sometimes inequitable as well as
inapplicnble.

The interpretation of the Committee's reaponaiﬁility for
war criminale etc, glven by the Delegate for Belgium wag, he

thought somewhat limited. Ity was clear that amongat the various
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Chairman's paper, leaving to the end perhaps, the actual terms of
reference of the sub-ccam.n'ﬁ.ttee. Wide approval was given to this
suggestion.

Mr. Ratov (U.5.8.R.) accepted tﬁe principle of sub-committees
as proposed in the Chairman's plen of work. He disagreéd with the French
suggestion of a special sub-committec to examine the questions of .
war criminals for rcasons similar to those stated by the Delegate for
Belgium, He pointed out that there were certain internétiona.l
agreements already in force which covered the problem genex;ally
admitting the principle of extraditium. It would be preferable and
sufficient that the fact-finding committee should study the question
with a view to establishing precise definitions of these undesira.blaé.

4 study of the methods of screening should also be included. This
sub~committes might collect its -information by setting up a nurber of
sub-commissions, whose composition should include the representatives
of the countries directly interested, including the countries of
origin, '

He thought the sub-mﬁnittee for reeie't'biement would be swperfluous
since resettlement was listed under'tﬁe terms of reference of the sub-
committee to exa.r;linc the organization to be set up.

With regard to the question of bilateral agreements, he agreed with
the French and Byelorussian Delegates that these could be very usefuls
Experience, however, had shown that their implemnt'atiuﬁ had not been
as complete as desired. The Committee might therefore usefully
emphasize the desirability of inecreasing their effectiveness.

Mr+ Hood (Aus'traiia) observed that the Chairman's plan was
consistent with the logic of the Committee's mandate, and anticipated
that the general discussion would lead to its a.ppfoval.

It was not to be expected that the work of all the sub-commitiees
would procced at the same paces In fact it was likely that the

sub-conmittee making recommendations regarding the Future organization
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To meet the asbove arguments, the Delegate for France suggested -that
the mandate of the sub-committee charged with the study of the future
Organizaﬁinn showld be widened to include study of possibilities of
repatriation and resettlement. The special sub-committee which had
been suggested for this latter question could be replaced by one
dealing with bilateral agreements.

The Meeting rose at 6.15.
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