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BRITISH LEAGUE FOR EUROPEAN FREEDOM

Chalr 1
DUCHESS OF -I'IMI-L.ME.IJ.. Hea. B.EL 66 ELIZABETH STREET
Wice-Chalt man LONDON, S.W.|
DEAM OF CHICHESTER, D.D, Tel. SLOAN 9926-7

24th August, 1946.

Dear madam,

ihe Duchese of Atholl is in
Scotland, so L am writing on her
behalf to thank you very much btoth
for sending on the League's Memorandum
to mr. George warren, and for sending
us coples of his reply.

Yours faithfully,

71 e Béa_-/%

Hon. Secretary.

Mre, Eleanor hHoosevelt,

29, Washington ®quare west,
New xork City,

Beley UsSedos
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In reply refer to Jp s
A-C/R501 ,BD-Refugees/6~1946 i’ 4 & _
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: tu
My dear Mrs. Roosevelt: b

Mr, Acheson has referred to me your letter of June
19, 1946, to which were attached & letter from the Duchess
of Atholl and two memoranda prepared by the British League
for Eurcpean Freedom concerning recent actions by the
Council of UNRRA and the United Natlons Speclal Committee
on Refugees and Displaced Persons. The letter from the
Duchess and the memoranda are returned herewith,

The Council of UNRRA meeting in Atlantic City in
March 1946 and the Unlted Nations Special Committee on
Refugees and Displaced Persons were fully aware of the
resolution adopted by the General Assembly of the United
Nations on February 12, 1946, and I believe that the
actions of both bodies were consistent with the spirit and
language of the resolution of the General Assembly,.

Resolution 92 of the Fourth Session of the UNRRA
Councll was adopted unanimously. Pearagraph 3 of this
resolution recommended the elimination from the assembly
centers of liaison offlicers not properly nominated by
recognized governments. This proved necessary in order
to clarify the status of certain Polish liaison officers
originally nominated by the Polish Government in Exile in
London, who had never been confirmed in their official
capacity by the Polish Provisional Government of National
Unity in Warsaw., Persons lacking the confidence of the
Polish Government could not reasonably expect to retain an
offlclal representative status in the assembly centers,

The memorandum

Mrs, Franklin D, Roosevelt,
Apartment 15-A,
29 Washington Square, West,
New York 11, New York
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The memorandum of the British League for European
Freedom on this subject argues that this recommendation
goes further than the proposal of the Soviet representative
which was defeated in the General Assembly to the effect
that the personnel of the assembly centers should be
comprised of representatives of the countries of origin
of the displaced persons. This conclusion, which 1s
erronsous, results from a misunderstanding of the separate
and distinet functions of liaison officers and of adminis-
trators of the camps. Lialson officers nominated by their
governments and accredited to the military authorities
have the sole function of accepting for repatriation those
nationals of their countries who desire to be repatriated.
The administration of the camps 1s at present the responsi-
bility of UNRRA and presumably will later be the responsi-
bility of the proposed International Refugee Organization.
The Soviet proposal if adopted would have substituted for
UNRRA or International Refugee Organization administration
of the camps representatives of the govermments of origin
. of the displaced persons.

The following comments or suggestions may prove help-
ful to you with respect to the items covered in the memoran-
dum on the Report of the Speclal Committee on Refugees and
Displaced Persons.

With respect to the question raised as to who 18 to be
judge of the reasonableness of valld objections under
section C 1 (a)(l) of the Definition of Refugees and'Dis-
placed Persons, attention is called to paragraph 2 of the
General Principles preceding the Definition which provides
"To ensure the impartial and equitable application of the
above principleas and of the terms of the definition which
follows, some speclal system of semil-judleclal machinery
should be created, with appropriate constitution, procedure,
and terms of reference”. It was the intention of the
Special Committee that such decisions should be made by a
semi~judicial body to be established by the International
Refugee Organization.

It 1s suggested in the memorandum that section C para-
graph 1(b) refers only to information emanating from the

overnments of the countries of origin. This sub-parsagraph
%b} should be read in the light of preceding paragraph 1
of section C which includes the following language: "or
if they have definitely, in complete freedom, and after

recelving
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recelving full knowledge of the facts, including adequate
information from the governments of their countries of
nationality or former habitual residence, expressed valid
objections to returning to those countries:". Clearly
the supply of information from sources other than the
governments of the countries of origin was envisaged by
the Special Committee.

Concern is expressed in the memorandum that under
Part II paragraph 2 of the Definition the onus of proof
that any assistance given to the enemy was not given
voluntarily is placed upon the displaced person. The
proposal of the Special Committee to set up semi-judicial
machinery referred to above appeara to be reassuring on
this point.

Concern 1s also expressed in the memorandum that under
Part II paragraph 6(b) the right of freedom of speech is
jeopardized and that those who merely pass on information
concerning conditions in their countries of origin may be
excluded from the benefits of the International Refugee
Organization. I believe that a careful reading of the
Report of the Special Committee, which includes an extended
discussion of this point, will dissipate such concern. It
was the clear intention of the Special Committee that only
those persons who devote thelr energles completely to the
leadership of movements hostile to the governmenta of their
countries of origin or to the discouragement of repatriation
are to be excluded from the benefits of the International
Refugees Organization.

Two arguments are adduced in the memorandum in opposi-
tion to the recommendation of the Special Committee that
the International Refugee Organization be a speclalized
agency rather than a constituent part of the United Nations.
The first argument is that the organization could be
brought into exlistence more rapidly if made an integral
part of the Unlted Nations. This point was thoroughly
discussed by the Special Committee in London which concluded
that no delay in the coming into existence of the Inter-
national Refugee Organization would result from the adoption
of the form of a specialized agency. It 1s also argued
that a specialized agency might lack the authority and funds
to ecarry out large-scale settlement., It has always been the
position of this Govermment that contributions by govern-
ments to large-scale settlement projects will result more
readlily from speeial consideration of such projects by

appropriating
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appropriating bodies than from an obligation to comtribute
imposed by vote of the General Assembly upon members of
the United Nations.

The memorandum elso expresses objection to traveling
commissions to visit camps where displaced persons are
housed. The representatives of this Government in co-
operation with the representatives of the United Kingdom
conalstently opposed the creation of such traveling
commissions and succeeded in deleting this provision from
the draft constitution at the meeting of the Economic and
Social Council.

With respect to the original United Kingdom proposal
that only those governments which had contributed to the
operational expenses of the organization in the previous
year should be eligible to membership on the Executive
Committee of the International Refugee OGrganization,

- attention 1s celled to the fact that the United Kingdom
did not press this amendment to the draft constitution
at the meeting of the Economic and Social Council in New
York. L

The suggestion 1s also made in the memorandum that
displaced persons should be employed on the staff of the
" International Refugee Organization. In this connection
attentlon 18 called to Article VIII paragraphs 1 and 2 of
the Constitution. These paragraphs on the subject of staff
were taken verbatim from similar provisions of the Charter
of the United Nations. They do not in any way preclude
the employment of displaced persons on the staff of the
new body.

I hope that you may find these detalled comments and
suggestions helpful 1in replying to the letter of the Duchess.
There are bel sent to you under separate cover coples of
E/REF/75 and E/8l1, constituting the reports of the Special
Committee in London and of the Economlic¢ and Soclal Council
in New York on the subject.

Sincerely yours,

Bhoigs £ nres

George L. Warren
Enclosures: Adviser on Refugees and
Displaced Persons
l. Letter from the
Duchess of Atholl,
June 14, 1946.
2. Two mamoranda .
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ARE THE DIGPLACED PERSONS TO HE CONTROLLED BY THE
HEPRFCENTATIVES OF THE GOVERNLENTS OF
THEIR COUNTRIES OF ORIGIN®

(Undertakinge and Upinionas)

At all stages through which the Hesolution on Hefugeee and

Displaced Persone went tefore bteing definitely paseed (the Draftirng
Committee, Economic and Social Council, Genernl Assembtly), the Soviet
delecate, backed by the representutives or Eastern Kuropean countries,
moved the amendment thati

"The personnel of refugee and displaced persons camps
should, first of sll, be compriced of reprecentatives of
Stutes concerned, whose citizens are the refugees.”

Speaking at the Assembly, in the discussion on the amendment,

Mre. Roosevelt called it "restrictive of human rights and human
freedom.”

In the same discussion, mr. kcheil said:

“ses in Weotern Buropean thought and in Anglo-Saxon

tl.ought we hyve always btased ourselves on this axiom

that you cannot both be accuser and judge of the one offence
or the one pereon. w#hat is the purpose behind suggesting
thaet the supervisor might be of the same nationality as the
displaced person? 1 hope I am completely wrong, but it
seems to me that there is a grave risk that you tax the
zeal of the supervisor and you perhapes expect from the
displaced person a courage and resolution and ability to
withstand which he or she is not likely to display after
three or four or five years perhaps trekking acroee half
the Continent of Burope."

Finally, Mr. rraser, in a sopeech against the amendment,said:

"The conception that refugees who are opposed to the government
af their country should be put under the subjection of those to
whom they are oppoeed does not tear « moment's exumination.

No men who believe in freedom could possitly agree to that.

I agree that we should give the right to the government of the
country of origin to ge inte the camp to tell the people that
they are wrong, that they will be safe in their own country,
and happy and successful in their own country. That should

be done «ssss.. But, when it comes to setting their opponents
over them and placing them at the mercy of those who opposed
them, the United Nations surely cannot etand for that."

When the vote on the amendment was taken, the resulte were @

29 votes aguinset, 8 in favour, 5 abetentions and 9 delegatione ateent.

paceed

On 268th March, the Plenary Session of UNRRA Council unanimously
a resolution, which, in paragraph 4, eays:

"It is understood that all of the Members of the Council
accept the principles announced in the Resolution ty the
United Natione Assembly on rebruary l1l2th, 1946%.

At the pame time, the paragraph 3 of the Mesolution resoclves:

"That the Council recommends to the occupying authorities,
the military authorities, and the governmente concerned that
only those persons who have been properly nominated by
presently recognised governments shall be accredited to the
occupying authorities and military authorities, and permitted
to serve as limsion officere. 7the Council further recommends
that existirg limeion officeres who are not eo nominated and
accredited ehall not be given accese to Assembly Centres."



It ehould be pointed out that the above recommendation
goes even further than the Soviet amendment to the Resolution
of the United Nations.

The Soviet amendment reads:

a) The personnel of the camps should, first E{ all, be |
cemprised of representatives of States concerne ' ose citizens
are the refugeesj while UNRRA Council's recommendation stipulates
ti.at only those peregons who have been properly nominated by

breeently recognised governmente shall be permitted to serve as
liasion officers.

b) The Soviet amendment d no € persons who are
not representatives of the States unncern:ﬁ, %Eiln UNRRA Couneil
does expressly exclude liasion officers not nominated by the
recognised governments.
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In Part II, para 6(b) the phrase "Leaders of movements
hostile to the government of tueir country of origin® should,
we feel, be qualified by a statement recognizing the right of
the Displaced Fersons to freedom of speeca, including eriticiem
of suen governments. Qur ioformation is that in the wvast
majority of cases, refusal of repatriatiom ie due to political
conditions in the country of origin - more especially to lack
of security from arbvitrary arrest and from deportation to
foreed labour in ancther coumtry. Why should men who deplore
and criticise these conditions be deprived of tue help of the
proposed international orgmnisation, so long as they do not
incite others to violence? Are these not indeed the very
men whose courage and initiative should make them valuable
citizens in countriee needing development?

Again, the second nalf of para. 6(b) mseems to us likely
to cause misunderstanding and grave hardship, inasmuch as persons
who merely gave tLe informationm to toneir companions about con=
ditions in their country of origim, to which we hold they are
entitled, might te pooumsed of diecouraging repatriation and mso
lese tne benefit of the help of the proposed organisation.

These persons are these who would be most opposed to repatria-
tion, and to leave tnem destitute, wandering and perhaps hiding
in Central Kurope, might create grave social and political
problems for the future.

Finally, we venture to express our regret that the
Heport recommends that the proposed international organisation
should be a specialised agency, rather than s constituent part
of the United Nations. We do se for the following reasonsi=-

(1) ® ne or ed in tion.

It seems obvious that it could be brought into existence
much more rapldly if set up by the United Nations tham if its
genesis depanded on negotistions betwaen individual governmants
or organisations.

The need for speed is urgent. It i® known in the
camps thmt UNHEA's responeibility will end in December of this
FeEarj) certain campe, it has been stated, will close aven
earlier) and in consequence there is acute anxiety among
the Displaced Percona ae to treir future. If a new organ=-
isation should not be in existence by the end of Mecember,
or when certain camps close, we strongly urge that UNHKRA
be continued until it can .and over to tne new body, and that
this should be made known ae scon as possible im the campi.

(2)

We agree strongly with the United Kingdom delegate in
his minority report that large-scale settlemants will undoubtedly
te necesmary. This work must be both slow and costly. A
specialised agency, not an integral part of the United Nationm,
might well lack the authority and the funds to carry theses
through, and failure to do so may result in not only a few,
but many, homeless waldla wandering in Europe, a misery to them-
selves and a menace to otherss

(3) We also agree with the United Kingdom delegate that
travelling commiscions sppointed by the organisation would be
out of place io areas under military cemtrol.

(4) Fipally, we agres with the United Eingdom delegate
that the presence on the governing body of the mew international
organisation of representatives of governments not contributing
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THE ECONOMIC AND SOCIAL COURCIL OF THE UNITKD NATIONS.

8ir/Madam,

As representatives of a League which, among other aims,
sndeavours to secure that due regard be had to the status and
well-being of persons who, owing to pelitical conditions, are
unable to return to their own countries, we ars necessarily
deeply interested in the refugees and Displaced Fersons in
the camps on the Buropean Continent, and have received much
information in regard to them for nearly a year past. We
therefore venture to submit to you a few comments on the He-
port of the Bpecial Committee recently in seseion on this
subject, whose proceedinge we have followed with clese attention.

In regard to Chapter III [ hil SP
PERBONS AND R )s we note that in Beotion C para as) (1),
if parsecutlion, or fear, is to be regarded as a valid objection
to repatriation, this wust be based on reascnable grounds, but
it is not stated who is to judge of the reasonableness in a
particular case., We venture to suggest that in no case should
it be & Tepresentative of the government of the country of
origin, as toat would be to make a party to a case the judge
of it. The arbiter snould im eur epinion, if possible, be some-
one of legal or judicial experience in possession of full inform-
ation am to conditions in the country of origin of the Displaced
Parson.

note that the information mentioned as "adequate® refers only to
information emsnating from the govermnments of the countries of
o « But the resolution passed by the Assambly of the
United Hations on February 12th, 1946 (para (e) (11)), requires
the Displaced Persons to make their decision as to repatriation
"after receiving full knowledge of the facts inecluding adeguate
information from the governments of their countries of origin.”
It seems clear to ue that this wording not only eméitles but
requires the Displaced Fersons to receive information from
sources other than governmental ones, and we urge that tha
paragraph may be amended in such a way as to entitle the Dise
placed Persons to receive information from all possible scurces.
¥e suggest in particular that all regulations restricting press
and printing facilities to the eaxpesition enly of particular
views, shouldl bte reseinded, and freedom of the press within
clearly cut and reasonable limits permitted.

In regard to Chapter 11I, Part 1I, para 2, we notas
that tue opus im put on the Displaced Fersons to prove that
any assistance given by them to the enemy in the late war was
not given voluntarily. This seems to us pontrary to the
principle establisned in this and other countries, that an
accused person im considered innocent until he be proved guilty,
and we feel that this prinoiple should above all be maintained
in the case of persons who are far from friends who might testify
in their favour, or from any papers, parsonal or official, whioh
might establish their innocence. We urge that each such case
should be investigated individually and should be heard by =
person or persons of judiciml experience,; mot by any represanta-
tive of the countries of origin.



In Part II, parsa 6(b) the phrase "Leaders of movements
hostile to the government of tueir country of origin" should,
we feel, be qualified by a statement recognizing the right of
the Displaced Persons to freedom of speeca, including criticism
of suen governments. Yur information is that in the vast
majority of cases, refusal of repatriatiom ie due to political
conditions in the country of origin - more aspecially to lack
of mecurity from arbitrary arrest and from deportation to
foroed labour im ancther country. Why should men who deplora
and eritieise these conditions be deprived of tue help of the
proposed international orgenisatlion, ®o long as they do not
incite others to viclence? Are these not indeed the very
men whose courage &nd initiative should make them wvaluable
citizens in countries needing development?

Again, the second nalf of para. 6(b) seems to us likely
to cause misunderstandiog and grave hardahip, inasmuch as persons
who merely gave the information to toneir companions about con-
ditions in thelr country of origin, to which wa hold they are
entitled, might be gecused of diecouraging repatriation and so
lese toe benefit of the help of the proposed organisation.

These persone are these who would be most opposed to repatria=-
tion, and to leavs them destitute, wandering and perhaps hiding
in Central Burops, might create grave social and political :
probleme for the future.

Finally, we venture to express our regret that the
Report recommends that the proposed international organisationm
sbould te a speacialised agency, rather than a constituent part
of the United Fations. ¥e do so for the following remsonsi-

(1) The n for speed in settin nisation.

It seems obvious that it could be brought into existence
much more rapidly 1f wset up by the United Nations tham if its
genesis depanded on negotiatione between individual governmentas
or organisations.

The naed for apeed is urgent. It i® known in the
campe tlmt UNHEA"s responeibility will end in December of this
YeRrj certain camps, it has been stated, will close aven
earlier) and in consequence there is acute anxiety among
the Displaced Persons as to treir future. If a new organ=
isation should not be in existence by the end of Mecesmber,
or when certain camps close, we strongly urge that UNHRA
be continued until it can .&nd over to the new body, and that
this should be made known &® scon as possible im the camps.

(2)

¥e agree strongly with the United Kingdom delegate in
his minority report that large-scale settlements will undoubtedly
te necessary. This work must be both slow and costly. A
specialised agency, not an integral part of the United Nationm,
might well lack the authority and the funds to carry these
through, and failure to do so cay result in not only a few,
but many, homeleess walda wandering in kurope, a misery to them-
selves and a manace to others.

(3) ¥e also agree with the United Kingdom delegate that
travelling commiseions appointed by the organisation would be
out of place in areas under military centrol.

(4) Fipally, we agrees with the United Eingdom delagate
that the pressnce on the governing body of the new international
organisatien of representatives of governmants not contributing
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to operational funds is inappropriate. DBut we would venture to
go further and record our opinion that the presence either on the
governing or the executive body of such representatives, whether
their governments are contributing adequately or not, dan hardly
be expected to contribute to smooth working. As we have pointed
out, deep-seated political differences are the main cause of
refusal of repatriation, and that being so, we can hardly expect
from either side the co-operation necessary to the creation of an
efficient machine. In the case of at least one country, its
exiled are in process of being deprived of their citizenship.

How ean ite governmental representative and its exiles be expected

to work together?

For the same reason, we are strongly of the opinion that
representatives of the countries of origin should not be employed
in administrative or liaison posts in the proposed organisation,
and we feel obliged to record our surprise that the Pleniary
Couneil of UNRRA on the 28th March unanimously passed a resolution
that only persons nominated by presently-recognised governments should
be permitted to serve as liaison officers. A less drastic
resolution of this kind had been defeated in the Assembly in
February.

We would, on the contrary, strongly recommend that as
many as possible of the camp inmates should be used in this
capacity. Lack of oocupation is one of the greatest drawbacks
of life in these camps, and their inmates are not only exiles
from much-loved home-lands, but in many cases exiles whose nearest
and dearest are unable to Join them, and who have had to endure
exile harassed by uncertainty as to their future, and terrified
of enforced repatriation. Many for this reason fear to remain
in the camps, preferring a hand=to-mouth life outside them.
Others, actually faced with enforced repatriation, have preferred
suicide. The presence in the camps of any representatives of
the govermments referred to would be bound to cause acute anxiety,
probably indeed, panic and consequent disturbance. The camps
include many men of good education and professional experience,
well qualified to help the future organisation to administer its
great task with sympathy and knowledge.

we feel further, that it would be advisable to give

someé representation to Displaced Persons, in a consultative
capacity, on the executive body of the future organisation.

- ..
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UNITED NATIONS
RELIEF AND REHABILITATION ADMINISTRATION

1344, Connecticut Avenue
Washington 25, D,.C.

) 28 May 1946 ,
Mr. Trygve Lie
Secretary-General
United Nations
Hunter College
Bronx 63, New York, N.Y. _ -

My dear Mr, Lie: ; ; 1

Thank you for your letter of 14 May, passing on the text of
a telegram received by Mrs. Roosevelt from the Duchess of Athell,
containing a statement that the UNRRA Council at Atlantic City in March
agreed to give the control of displaced persons camps to representatives
of countries of origin. . |

In making this statement, the Duchess of Atholl is under a mis- .
apprehenaion, The Resolution adopted by the UNRRA Council at Atlantic '
City did provide that UNRRA, in ecarrying out its Displaced Persons operations,
should keep in’ touch with the govermnments concermed with a view toward
reaching agreement regarding such operations; however, it said nothing
about turning over to the governments the administration of the camps.

I am attaching to this letter a copy of the full text of the Resclution in
questing of which paragraph 4 wntainu the provision to which I have just
referre

You will see from the above that the Duchess of At.hull‘u fears are
groundless, Indeed, the same Resclution of the ' UNRRA Council specifically |
endorsed the Rasm_ut.inn adopted by the Ganarnl Assembly of the United Nations '

on February 1, 1946.
Sincerely yours,
/S/ F. LaGuardia

F. LAGUARDIA
Director General,




RESOLUTION NO. 92
A Resolution Relating to Displaced

Persons Qperations

WHEREAS

It is necessary that the authority of the Administration with re-
spect to displaced persons under Resclution No. 71 be reviewed by
the Council at this time and clarifled with respect to future op-
erations; it is therefore

RESOLVED

1. That paragraph 3 of Resolution No. 71 shall be revised
to read as follows:

"That the authority of the Administration provided

~ in the foregoing paragraphs with respect to oper-
tions in any area shall be continued and again re-
vieved by the Council at its next regular sessions.”

2., That the Council wishes to emphasize that, in carrying out its
operations under the authority of Resolution Ne. 71, it should be the
constant concern of the Administration to do all within its power, in
consultation with and by representations to the occupying authorities,
military authorities and the governments concerned, to bring about the
removal of conditions which may interfere with the repatriation of
the displaced persons concerned at the earliest possible moment. To
this end the Administration is directed:

(a) To remove any handicaps in the assembly centers to
the prompt repatriation of displaced persons wishing
to be repatriated, as may fall within its authority
and to reconmend to the occupying authorities, mili-
tary authorities, and the governments concerned, as
well as the Central Committee of UNHRA, measures for
the removal of any other handicaps;

(b) To make available to the maximum extent the facil-
ities and personnel of the Administration for the
facilitation of the repatriation of displaced per-
sons;

(e¢) To make available the required personnel and to proceed
at once, in cooperation with the occupying authorities
or military authorities which maintain assembly centers
for displaced persona, to complete the registration of
all displaced perscns in assembly centers and to com-
plle data concerning their skills, previous experience
and other qualifications for employment and to make
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such data available in summary form without specifica-
tion as to particular individuals, or in such other
form as may be authorized by the Central Committee,

to the Central Committee of UNRRA, to intergovern-
mental organizations and to goverrments of origin or
former residence requesting such data;

(d) To make reports every two months to the Central Committee
concerning the problems and progress of repatriation, as
well as the status of the program of the occupying author-
ities or military authoritles, which maintain assembly
centers, for the climination of those persons receiving
UNRRA assistance who are ineligible for such assistance.

(e) To ascertain which of the displaced persons receiving
UNRRA assiatance wish to be repatriated or returned to
their countries of origin or former residence.

3. That the Council recommends to the oceupying authorities, the
military authorities and the governments concerned that only those persons
who have been properly nominated by presently recognized goverrments
shall be accredited to the occupying authorities and military authorities,
and permitted to serve as liaison officers. The Council further recommends
that existing liaison officers who are not so nominated and accredited

shall not be glven access to assembly centers.

L In carrying out operations with respect to displaced persons
under Resolution 71 the Administration shall keep in touch with the govern-
ments concerned with a view toward reaching agreement regarding such
operations. In case of disagreement between the Administration and a
govermment concerned, while such operations of the Administration may
continue, such matters of disagreemént may be erred by either party to
the Central Committee for its consideration. is understood that all
of the members of the Council accept the principles announced in the
resolution adopted by The United Nations Assembly on February 2, 1946.

5e That paragraph 2(a) of Resolution No. 71 shall be revised to
read as follows:

"That in cooperation with the occupying authorities,
the military authorities, and the governments con-
cerned, the Administration will take immediate
measures to withdraw its assistance from those dis-
placed persons who have been determined by the mil-
itary authorities to have collaborated with the
enemy or to have comnmitted crimes against the in-
terests or nationals of the United Nations, whether
or not such persons are detained in custody."

b, That in carrying out its operations under Resolution 71, the
Administration, in cooperation with the occupying authorities, the mili-
tary authorities and the goverrments concerned shall facilitate all
necessary arrangements so that displaced persons may receive full
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information from the governments of their countries of origin or former
residence.

7. That in view of the temporary nature of the assistance that can
be given by the Administration with respect to all of the remaining dis-
placed persons in all areas in which the Administration is authorized to
operatre, it is the recommendation of the Council that its members shall
seek to do all in their power to expedite the early creation of a United
Nations body capable of dealing in an effective manner with the problem,
such as is contemplated under the Resolution adopted by the Ceneral
Assembly of The United Nations on February 12, 1946, and, prior to the
establishment of The United Nations body for this purpose and provided
this does not delay its creation, to secure consideration of this matter
by other intergovermnmental agencles, and that efforts shall be made to
devise ways and means to facilitate resettlement and otherwise te provide
a solution to the problems which will confront the remaining displaced
persons when the Administration's assistance comes to an end,
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Atlanta 2, Ga. geptember 21,1046,

e

Lirs.Anna Eleanor Roosevelt,

Hyde Park, ¥N.Y,.

My dear Llrs,Hoosevelt:

l'any who heard a broadcast I made the other

night have suggested that I send you a copy of the soript. One dzar

0ld ledy extorted a promise thet I do so., I am keeping the promise,
With kindest regards,

Yours,faithfully:

By

[Oitauts

W



Mr. Pegler and Franklin D. Roosevelt

A radio talk by Edwin Camp on The At-
lanta Journal's “Views of the News" broad-
cast from Radio Station WSB, September
17, 19486,

Good evening. From day to day and from
week to week a columnist named Westbrook
Pegler, in articles which enjoy national syn-
dication, assails Franklin D, Roosevelt, who
has been dead and buried these many months,

That, perhaps, is Mr. Pegler's right. When
Mr. Roosevelt entered public life and became
first an assistant secretary of the navy, and
then a candidate for vice president, and then
governor of New York and finally president
of the United States by four elections, he
sacrificed that immunity to journalistic
criticism which is the prerogative of the
private citizen.

I do not think Mr. Pegler shows either
fairness or human decency in the manner in
which he pursues a man beyvond the grave,

" but that is only my personal opinion—only
an expression of personal taste., ] will not
argue against his right and his privilege to
hound a man who perhaps already has faced
a tribunal more knowing and more under-
standing and more just than Mr. Pegler.

But on reading today Mr. Pegler's latest
vilification, the thought came back to me
that there was a time when Mr. Pegler
thanked God for Franklin D. Roosevelt.

In April, 1542, Mr. Pegler wrote and pub-
lished in nearly 100 newspapers these words
which I quote verbatim:

“I still think Roosevelt is the strongest man
among us; the fittest and, on all counts, the
most logical man in the United States to
carry on the work of war president, and a
great doer and achiever on his war record
up to now.

“He saw war coming, and made us pre-
pare to meet the attack. Our preparations
were insufficient, but they were *{ar more
advanced, thanks to the President's powerful
persistence against the indifference and op-
position of our people, than they would have
been under the rule of a less energetic and
determined man.

“I insist,"” Mr Pegler went on, “that the
progress which the President has made has
been a much greater achievement than most
of us know. I beileve President Roosevelt
has brought us, or dragged us, far ahead of
the military and industrial war-state which
the enemy had set for us as of this time.

“Credit for this accomplishment is due

Why this strange reversal of Mr. Pegler's
opinion of Mr. Roosevelt?

I will tell you why. It was not that Mr.
Roosevelt had changed, nor that Mr. Pegler
had changed.

It was the state of the nation that had
changed.

We were in desperatle peril.

Look at the situation that existed omny the
day Mr. Pegler's gratitude for a Roosevelt
was so eloguent.

In the Pacific there had been Pearl Harbor
and Singapore. Bataan had fallen on April
8, a few days before Pegler wrote, and Cor-
regidor was on verge of an inevitable sur-
render. The Philippines were gone and
Wake Island, Borneo, Malaya, Java, the
Celebes and Burma were overrun by the
Japanese who occupled all of New Guinea
except our precarious and tiny toehold at
Port Moresby. It seemed likely that Aus-
tralia would be lost.

We were 2o beaten in the Pacific that only
& miracle of leadership and of construction
in the making of an army and a fleet, could
save the situation.

In the Atlantic no tanker dared venture to
carry oil or gasoline up our coast. The U-
boats were destroying an unbearable propor-
tion of our merchant ships which endeavored
to steam toward Europe or Souith America.

Poland, Norway, Denmark, the Nether-
lands, Belgium, and France were under the
German heel and it was a less than even
chance that England could withstand another
week of bombing.

Mr. Pegler ic an astute, shrewd, calculating
man. Despite the shrill notes of our plain-
tive whistling in the dark to keep our courage
up, Pegler could see, as many others of us
then could see, our situation was desperate.

1f we were Lo be saved, it could be only by
great leadership and the grace of God. We
had to have at the head of the nation a man
of vision, a man of vesolution, a man of
courage which did not falter nor fail.

And so, in April, 1942, Pegler turned to
the man to whom the nation had turned in
the domestic catastrophe of 1933—to the man
who then had shown vision, resolution, and
dauntless courage.

In April, 1842, Harry Hopkins and Sidney
Hillman and Harold Ickes and Frances Perk-
ins, and the bogies of communism and the
dominance of labor, and Mrs. Roosevelt's
travels and Great Grandtather Delano's
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oS mlUWw, 4 beueve FTesioent roosevelt
hquu;htu:,nrdﬂu&dun.urlhudut
war-state which
t.hnmem.}rhndntmrmuafthutm
“Credit for this accomplishment is due
the chief who risks the blame of failure,
and he is Mr. Roosevelt." g .

Idun'tknuwwh;tﬂmsur.l’eﬂuhﬂd
about Mr. Roosevelt back in 1838. In those
days he was only a sports reporter for the
Chicago Tﬂhmmduwﬂwwuhnﬁnt
EBift of satire and a spectacular eynicism. It
was a few years later that he became a syn-
dicated columnist whose first nationalls pub- -
lished article was a glorification of Iynching
on the ground that it saved time and the
heavy costs which maintenance of courts im-
pose on the taxpayer, .

Possessing the gifts he did, it was not ;
before Mr. Pegler's articles were brmm:
bim a fabulous income, greater than the sum
we pay the President, and on this income Mr.
Pegler’s has to pay taxes which have been
distressing to his frugal soul.

From the start of that fabulous income,
Mr. Pegler became a virulent critic of Frank-
lin D, Roosevelt, his policies, his official col-
leagues and his family. For ten ¥ears, day in
and day out, week in and week out, year in
and year out, he has written against the man,
living and thep dead, with great ingeruity
and technical skill,

In viewu:nuthlt.hwmwme:pmn
his writing, in April, 1042, the impressive -
tribute which I have quoted, which was B0
strong, so dignified and, I take it, so sincere?

The Roosevelt was the same Roosevelt of
1833 and "36 and '40; the same Hoosevelt who
died at Warm Springs that melanchely after-
noon in April of 1845. He had the same wife,
and had had for nearly 40 years. He had the
same sons and daughter. There was in his
family - tree the same great grandfather
Dehnawhuoncet:aﬂodinthnﬂlﬁnaﬁu
Mr. Ickes and Madame Perkins still were in
the cabinet which they had entered in 1933, -
Mr. Hoosevelt's views concerning organized
labor were the same as they had been for a
decade. Sidney Hillman was sharing with
William 8. Knudson the top production job
of the war effort. Labor had, here and there
in its manifold and widespread organizations,
the same few convicted crooks or shady
characters about whom Mr. Pegler had been
worrying for years. "

Yet, in April, 1842, as Mr. Pegler siw him,
Franklin D. was the strongest
mhn among us; the fittest and, on all counts,
the most logical man to carry on the task
of President, :

I e T e | Satiplicdiiad dniahl ahilisding

Hillman and Harold Ickes and Frances Perk-

dominance of labor, and Mrs. Roosevelt's
travels and Great Grandiather Delano's
trading in the China markets were too trivial
to buther about. Something more important
was at stake, and Mr. Pegler was afraid.

It was the survival of our nation as a free
people, against which stood the possibility,
maybe the probability, of eventual slavery
under the Fuehrer of the Reich.

In such emergency, Mr. Pegler turned to
the man who, he said, was a doer, an
achiever.

Hw,f‘aﬂnuﬂmuwuﬂunbﬂiwu,ﬂu
emergency is over. We won the war or, it
should better be said, the war was won, That

done, Pegler thinks, he once again is free to

indulge in the luxury of abusing Franklin
Roosevelt and his family, his policles and
his acts.

In the canonization of saints in the Roman
Catholie church, there is held a cemgmony of
awing significance. The devil's advocate is
called to testify and argue against the ad-
mission of the nominee into sainthood.

It is the function of the devil's advocate to
point to the feet of clay, to the frailties and

+ the faults, to the errors and the sins of which

the nominee, at one time or ancther, might
have been guilty,

In the adjudication of the place Franklin
D. Roosevelt is to occupy finally in the judg-
ment of the people of these United States
and of the world, if it were left to me, I
would summons Westbrook Pegler and would
have him recite'the hundreds of thousands of
words he has written in denuneclation and
depreclation,

I would have him reiterate in detail all he
has ever been able to say of innuendo and
intimation and exaggeration and slander.

I would have him sneer and gibe and
manifest his bile,

I would have him indict the man now dead
as miserly and mean; as cunning and un-
scrupulous; as avaricious and untrustworthy:
as a cad and a smirking hypocrite,

And when Westbrook Pegler should finish
his recitation in his role as the devil's advo-
cate, I then would summons Westbrook Peg-
leragain to take the stand and I would ask
one qu.utinn.;

“To whom, Westbrook Pegler, did you
turn, when it looked as though all were lost,
and you were afraid, and you felt the need
of an arm that was strong and a heart in
which there was no fear?"

‘When Pegler replied, I would rest my case,
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