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Present: Mr, Ethridge - . :(U.Su4,) = kAt Prish
Mr, de B01sanger (France)
Mr, Yalchin (Turkey) TR
Mr, Azcarate - Principal Secretary
Mr, W. H. Tuck ‘ - Directo;—General International
' S " Refugee Organlzation
Mr W, Cox - General Counsel, International Refugee
- Organization

Consideration of reply to International Refugee Organlzation concernlng
movement of refugces

 Explaining his views on the question-befofe the Commi ssion,
Mp, de BOISANGER said he considered that the Commission had been placed in
an enbafrassiﬁg position; Aithough the projected movement of refugees would
be in 1tself only a minor complication, he felt strongly that the Commission.

{

should not be asked to glve an opinion on 50 delicate a question, since any

reply it mlght make, whether afflrmiatiﬁe,‘negablve or an abstention, wnuld be open
to misunderstandlng and mlght compromise the Comm1851on's position of impartiality.
Tn the circumstances, however, a decision must_be taken, and two alternative re-
plies presented thehselves:~ the Commission could state that iﬁ‘had taken the

| question under dbnsiderationfand‘would”réﬁly at & latef'défe;:or it could draft

a letter along the llnes of Mr. Wllkln's suggestion, tq the effect that it

‘preferred not to glve any oplnlon on the matter

Mr, YALCHIN was convmnced that any“répl§.from the Commlssion woﬁld have
an adverse effect upon the broposed dlﬁGﬁSSlons 1n Belrut For that reason he
thought the Comm1551on should state ;1mply that, it had taken note of the matter
,and‘would study the question further, If, however, an immedlate reply_was

necessary, the Commission could only say that it was fot ina;ﬁosiﬁionﬂ£dhgive
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The CHAIRMAN agreed that elther a negatlve or an gffirmatlve reply
would be 1likely to preaudice the Camm1531onls p031tlon. He felt, however,
that prompt action of some sort should be taken; a delay might be detri-
mental to the work of the International RergEe‘Organization;gahd might

produce undesirable comment in the7press.

W, TUQK wasaoftt@é opinion that the Commission's reply would have a
definité‘effeci upon his agency's programme, whlech had already been delayed
since the preceding May., He would prefer.-some-sort of reply at once; in the

event of a delay, he would be forced to request an eventual answer,

AN

The GHATRMAN ‘then read a draft letter of reply prepare@ggy'his delegation.

' In view of the oplnlon of Mr. YALCHIN that the letter was too vague, MNr.
de BOISANGER proposed a text statlng that the questlon was not within the com-

petence of the Oomm1551on,and that the Comm1551on did not feel that it could

Iih. ‘:...

properly express an oplnlon onﬂaproblem affectlng not. only the situation in

Palestlne but also the SJtuatlon of the dlsplaced persons in Europe and the

tpd o rrsidnmdenis o

entlre task.of the Internatlonal Refugee Organlzation.

Mr. de BOTSANGER - requested ‘that publication of the letter should be
delayed until after the ‘opening of the Beirut meetings, and that in any case

as little publicity -as possiblé shoild be givem to- the wholé ‘question.

The Commission approved the te;t proposed by the French representative.

N .

Mr. TUCK promlsed the GommlSSLOn that he would delay publication of
the Tetter until 25 Marah He expressed his regret that the Commission had been;

: placed in an embarrassing p051tlon and his appr901atlon of. the terms in which

the reply was couched

The“meeting,rGSe-at"loAp;m.




