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1. Dr. Gilbert Jaeger, representative of the ngh Comm1551oner for
Refugees visited Buenos Aires May 20-27 to review the situation of
refugees in Argentina. With the local representative of the TN
Commission, he called on the Ambassador May 24 to express his concern
about the abduction and murder of two Uruguayan political asylees,
Michelini and Gutierrez (septel), and the general state of refugees
in Argentina. Beyond expressing his anxiety and the need for
additional funds for the refugees, Jaeger had no clear point

to make, other than he found that the attitude of the Director

of International Policy in the Foreign Office (Pereyra) uﬁsympathetic.
2. Ac Jaeger's request, the Norwegian Ambassador convened a meeting

on the same day of representatives of the Western Eurocpean countries ,

Australia, Canada and the US. Jaeger described group as representing
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friendly countries and those regularly receiving immigrants. This

time his presentation was more coherent. He expressed his concern

- - -

over the hostiie atmosphere (just like Chile), said that opportuni:ieé.

must be found to place about one thousand urgenf cases of refugees
. . ¥ - .

who must be resettled outside” Argentina, and notified the

audience that approximately $1.1 million will be needed in 1976

beyond what is currently allocated in the UNHCR budget to support the
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refugees now in Argentina.

3. At the Ambassador's request, Jaeger-returned to the Embassy

May 25 to report the results of his ﬁeeting_with the Minister

of Interior. He was received by a subsecretary of interior (aﬂ Air

Force Colonel) and a legal advisor from the Foreign Office.

The Argentine officials, after listening to his representations,

questioned the standing of the UNHCR to make representatichs on behalf

of persons considered by the GOA as illegal aliens. They noted that

the GOA had approved the 1951 convention on refugees with a hemispﬁeric

exception, but that the GOA did acknowledge the status of

asylees, as distinct from refugees. The meeting was completely
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K inconclusive,
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4. Muller observed that the Argentine officials did not make their

observations in the form of a statement of GOA policy, but in a

conversational manner- He did not press the point that their apparent

position was inconsistent with that of FonMin Guzzetti who had formally

stated that there would be no forcible repatriation of refugees. He
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"believed that the Argentlnes (or at least the A1r Force offlcer)
had been completely ignorant of any international conventlons

on refugees, and were stalling for time and taking ¥R his

measure. He said it seemed cFear that the GOA was irritated by
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interna;iqnal pressure on fefugees and wanted to proceed to

‘deal with them with as free a hand as possiblé; Nevertﬁeless, he .
said he was not rejected by fﬁe officials;, whe invited‘hiﬁ ﬁo
"continue the discussion at a later date.

5. We did not get the 1mpresslon that Jaeger E yas effectlve

with the GOA. His reported insistence that the UNHCR had standlng
with the GOA under its statute rather than undef the convention would
not appeal to those he was trying te convince. He had no specific
example- of cases of forced repatriation, and consequently his
Tepresentaitons consisted of general expreééions of anxiety about
refugees., The Embassy’s general comments on refugeesvfollow by

septel.
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