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on thy! solution of the fin?ncinl aspect of the q,uestion YE 
was dotided to hand the PTotes to the Secretary-General of the 

United rTations when he visited Covernment House on 2,!? April 
1951, with a letter'requesting him after his return to New 
York to invite the Ne-otiating Committee on Contributions 
to study the financial problem involved. 

The CH1',IRi'I,-iN then submitted to the Commission a Note 
from the Ef-yptinn covernment dated 19 flpril 1951 (jR/43) 
conctrninz the question of ,",r;lb bank accounts blocked in 
Israel, and stated that the I\'ote had been addressed by the 
Egyptian Fovernmsnt to the British Government and communicated 
to the Commission for information. 

I!"r. de BOISANCZR (France) thought that a letter might 

be sent to the British covernment stating that the Commission 
h,cl,d rtic::ivcd a copy of the Note concerning blocked accounts 
which hzd been sent to that Government by the Government 

of EJ-ypt. The Commission might also nsk to be kept, informed 
of Fny action taken on the Note. 

This was agreed. 
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3. Report by the Principal Secretary on the execution of 
th.2 work programme approved by the Commission 

v/w , v 6 1 , V/62, Note by the Drincipal Secretary) 

Th<? PRITT,CIF.',L SZCRET,",RY informed the Commission that 
followin,? tht instruction s proposed by the General Committee, 
and npp;roved by tht Commission 9 for carrying out-the programme 
of work r;ct up for the period before, the CommiTsion resumed 
its mectinrs and before the Hesd of the Refugee Office took 
up hi? functions, thz 7ecretarintha.d prep-red a- certain 
number of studies l,Jhich hnd been handed to the members of, 
the CommiTsion. 

Thr_ Frincipal Secretary commented on tho:se documents, which 
d.:r,lt rc:;ptActiv::ly with z. stztistica.1 snmpling concerning the 
pron;-rty of rl,fugec.s (!!/@),the definition of, a f’refugeeft under 
pc:r.-:[rrnh 11 of th;. Fenrr?l hssembly resolution. of 11 December 

l?l+C (','//,l) qnd the nuesti.on of ,",rnb accounts blocked in Israel 
i-i*, nks (-s7./b2 ) . 
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He added that the Commission would shortly receive a 
document giving a historical survey,of the question of 
repnt,ri?tion and an account of the development of the attitudes 
of the parties on th.yt subject, and two other documents dealing 

with compensation and reinte,yration. 

The CHAIRMAN stated that at first sight the documents 
prepared by the Secretariat appeared to be very interesting. 
At the suggestion of Nr, Arns, he proposed that discussion of. 

the documents should be postponed until a later meeting in order 
to give the members of the Commission time to study them more 
thoroughly. 

II?. de BOISiWGZR (France), referred to the document relating 

to the definition of ‘2 V7refu<,'t3e.P' (W/61), which, l?rith certnin 

reservations, <appeared to him excellent, and wondered whether 

it would not 'be advisable to submit ;! drqft definition, approved 
by the Commission, to the Lepal Department of the United Vations. 

It should be recognizc>d that it would be rpther difficult to 
work out such :! definition, <affecting a very l?r,Fe number-of . 

people, and it would not be possible for the Commission to hnve 
too many authoritative opinions:before deciding on, the fin,?1 
definition. 

The CHAIRIQN agreed with the view expressed by the representa 

tive of France and added, in reply to IW. Erim (Legal Adviser), 
who had remarked th-It in order to jud,Te thi: drnft definition, 
the Lep:?l Department in New York mould h?ve to apply to the same 
authorities whose ndvice he h::d himself t,aken in Geneva, before 
establishinF.the definition, that it w?s ltss a matter of the 

Commission's asking for a criticism of its definition than of 
obtaining a. formal confirmation by the compctect services in 
New York. 

He also felt thnt it would be interesting to study the 
difference in status according to Israel law bctwecn a "r'SfuqE;r" 
<and an "absentee" . He suggested asking the Secretariat to ?rS:yr?.re 

such il. &dy, which might thtn be carefully examined. 

This was agreed. . 






