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GENERAL ASSEMBLEE 4 sue 10
ASSEMBLY GENERALE

ORIGINAL: ENGLISH

SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON {ALESTINE
SUMRARY RECORD OF THE TENTH MERETING (PRIVAQTE)
Hfeld at Xadimah Flats, Jerusalem, Friday,

20 June 1947 at 9.15 pom.

I'rasent:

Chairman : lir. Candstrom (Sweden)
hr. Hood (iustralia)
Nr. Rand (Canada)
tir, Tech (Czechoslovakia)
Mr, Garcia Granados (Guatemala)
Sir Abdur Rahman (India)
hr, Entezam . (Iran)
lir. Spits (Netherlands)
Mr. Garcia Salazar (Feru)
kr. Fabregat , (Uruguay)
Hr., Simich (Yugoslavia)
Secretariat: kr., Hoo (4ssistant Secretary-General)
Hr. Garcia Hobles . (Secretary)

The CHAIRMAIDY called the meeting to order at %.15 p.m. ."

Adoption of the igenda ' IR . :

+ N0

The Agenda was adopted.

Consideration of Matters Relating to the iork of the Committee in Palestine.

The CHATANAN informed the ‘Committee that Sub~(?omnittee One- on the
Itinerary of Visits had submitted its r'ecomrﬂendations (document AJ40.13/8C.1/2)
and invited members to mpz*eas thelr vn.ews on them« | ‘ |

Mr. HOOD (Australia) pointed out that the 1t1nerary was on *bhe long

side, and suggestéd that the uub-—Conunltteemlght revise the :Lt:Lnera_ry with a .

view to abbreviating .Lt.

SIR ABDUR RAHMAN (India) proposed as a tlme—uav:mg device, to comb:me‘ B

in one day the visit to Jaffa eind to Tel;Av:.v, and»to suppress the one-.dgy.,'

visit to the Jevrlsh communlty in the Negeb. N ,/‘

Mr. GARCIA G.\‘Ll\HHDOS (Lruatemala) p01nted out that Tel Av:Lv and Jaffa -

were the two most jmportant Jew:.sh and Arab ‘centres in Palestl-ne P and thaﬁ ;

Jtrey
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. they could not properly be v1s1ted in one day.. He added that if delegates
were to understand the problem of Palestine 1t was essentlal to make a |
thorough vlelt of the country. If necessary, the’ ommlttee should prolong
its stay in Palestine. ‘ _

The CHAIRMAN stated that the Committee should have due regard to the
. feelings of the population and that therefore a whole day should’be spent
in both Jaffa and Tel Aivyiv., The Committee should’also visit the Jewish
‘settlement in the Negeb since this‘had an important bearing on the Palestine
question, |

Several alternate delegates, as members of Sub;Committee One, inter—
vened j‘.nbthe debate and informed the Committee that the Sub-Committee was‘ in
unanimou5~agreement on all aspectelof the itinerary as finally drafted with |
. the exceptlon of the two days proposed for separate v151ts to Jaffa and
-Tel AVlV, which had been approved by‘magorlty-yote. Hr, Bunche, as Chalrﬁan
of_Sub~Committee One, explained that the liaison officers had maintained
- strongly that it was impossible to visit Jaffa and Tel Aviv togethet in one
_;day, d |

| SIR ABDUR RAHMAN (India) rai‘sed the question of a possible visit by

‘the.Committee to Beirut, imman and Damascus in-order.tpat'delegates might
”‘acqﬁire the<neceesary'background to.enable them to reach deoieions'ongthe B
Palestine question.'

>The CHAIleN'stated that a visit to:the,nelghbourlng.Arab‘countries'
’had‘wlde implications, and that lt woold'be better'to_postpone_discussion on.
"thJs questlon untll it had recelved careful con51deratlon. e
- | Lr. LNLDAAI (Iran) p01nted out that thls was a’ serious: question not to
;:be deolded upon llghtly. Before v151t1ng the Arap countries, it would. be
g‘neceasary 11rst to consult their governments and . explaln to them the purpose .‘
jtof the visit, ‘ | | |
The CHAIRLAN proposed that the question of a v151t to ﬂpao countrles
;vshould be examlned at a later stage. | .
DECISION: o I uj‘l‘,‘.
The Commlttee unanlmouoly agreed to povtpone oop31depatnoo of v151ts

tfto hrab countrles to a later date.,

T [ The -
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The CHAIRMAN enquired whether the Comm:xttee de31red to refer back:
to Sub-Committee One the question of the 1tine.rary‘i‘rom Friday, 27 June, to
Thursdey, 3 July, or whether it approveci the whole of the ﬁropésed itinerary.
LECISICH | - B
The Committee unanimously approved tf;e itinerary for.’the period 21 June
to 3 July inclusive as recommended by Sub-Committes One (document -:i/ixc:.13/50.1,/2)"1;« «

Sub~Comiittee to Study Statements and Qequests for Hearings

The CILIRLAY informed the‘Committe‘e that it was advisébie to :apiaoint
a Sub-Commnittee to study the statement»s‘ submittedjto £he Committeé and to
suggest which rersons and organizations should bé ﬁeard by ﬁhe. Committee,
lle suzgested that the delegates for the Netherlands and Yogoslavia, together R
with My. lloo, should Be 4the members of this Sub-Comxinittee.

A brief discussion took placs as to whether members of the Commlttee, '
other than those mentioned by the CH.-;IRE;.’\;;, _could join the ¢ ub~Comm1ttee at |
any time they wished, or whether _theyého’uld ekpfeés their desire of joining
the Sub-Committee before it began its work. » |

SIR ARDUR GaHMAN (India) supported the first view and was supoofted by . ,:7'
lr. HOOD (australia). hr. INTOZ4N (Iran) favoured ma,lntalnlng the decision’
rcached in the Third lMeeting. '\/AC 13/SR.3), namely, that any member of the -
Comuittec might participate in the work of any Sub-Committee, and co_nsuiered thé,'t S
no formal decision should be taken now which miéht affect future ca§eé.

The CHAIANAL enquired if there were any delegates,' who wi shed to j_oinf
the Gub-Committec. Mp. HOGCD (Australia) and Mr. FABRIGAT (Uruguay) ',decvlaAred |
that they éo wished. | | | |

DECISICN:

The Comnittee agreed to set up a. Sub- Commlttee composed of the delegates

of th« I‘etherlanas, Yugoﬂ:l,ana, Jlustralia and Urugua,,r, together with e, Iloo,

to study the statements sutmitted to the Comnattee and to suggest which persons

and organizations ohould be heard by the Comm:.ttee.

Consideration of Letters from Parents and Relat:wes of Jews‘Sentenced to ,Dea'th B

The CHAIRLAN invited the Comnuttee £0. resume dlscussmn on the letters

from the parents and relatives of the three Jews: sentenced to death for an. act

f the Comm:Lttee to be very careful Ain wh&t

. /they

of sabotage. He urged members o




they said a'bout such a very delicete matter, .

‘ The CHATRMAM reported +that he had a prlvate talk with the. High Com-
mis sloner who had po:.nted out some features whlch were not known to the
‘Commttee at its previous discussion. O(ne was that after the Special
Session of the General Assembly had made its plea#* there had been thirty—~
four or thirty-five British soldiers killed in’ Palestine by the Jewish
underground.‘ Again, there had to be taken into consideration the feeling

of the British soldiers who had to perform a heavy duty under strained con-
ditions, as well as the sentiments of thevrelatives of those soldiers who
had been killed. The CH.IRIAN believed such aspects showed how delicate
the matter was and how dlfflcult it was to tal\e any stand on the questlon.
SIR ABDUR RAHMAN J(Indla) asked whether the Chalrman had made himself
clear when te"lking to ther'rligh Commissioner that he was doing so in his
1nd1v1dual capacity and the CHAI‘%LAN indicated that this had been made per-
fectly clear. ’
¥r. GARCIA VGRAVI\TADOS (Guatemala) said that he had ’learned from two
newspapermen that they already knew of the, v151t of the Chairman to the High
Conm.ss:.oner, and of course had inferred the purpose of the visit. One of
- tlrem told him that he thought it was ‘through British sources that the leakage
had come He wished to make clear that he thought none of the members spoke
of the matter, Newspapermen always Seem to find out what had happened.
The CIIAIHluA i said he had not in mind any suspicion agalnst any nember
‘He only wanted to stress the caution that must be taken in -a matter 1like
this. He proposed saying ,as little as possible about any answers wl'lioh"
the Committee might make to the letters received. |
- | SIR ABDUR RAHMAN (Indta) expressed the hope that if the Committee
took the view-it was not competent to interfere, then 21l it need say was
that the matter was beyond its competence.
- The CHwIR; AN said he thought there was a means of- gettlng round the
legal aspect. The Comm1ttee might perhaps agree to‘draw the attentlon
(of the parents and relatives to the feot that the legal meéms at their dis-

posal had not been exhausted.
/Nr. GARCIA GRANADOS

*Resalut:.on of 79th FPlenary. Meetlng of 15 May 1914’7 (docu_ment A/309)



- A/ALLLS/oRI0T
Page 5
¥r. GAICTA GRIILOCS (Guatenala) recalled the statemen*f; of the
Chairman that legel neans were at their disposal, He did not know much
about rizlestine law, but he had béen told by a well-informed newspapérman,
that there was absolutely no legal means at their disposal.

vy

1, myr vy .
Toe CHLJIINLD sald that there were legal means. They could make an

application for habeas corpus, against which there would be an appea‘l,ﬂ as
had happened in another case. Sﬁch a course would carry the matﬁer over |
until the Comnittee had finished its wori«:. |

e GUUCIA GAAGLED (Gu,atema‘la) asked if the Comnittee could -be‘
certain as Lo the cxistence of legal means. The Chalrman had been told
by the Chief Justice of the Government of fe,lestine that thej exiéted‘; he

himself had been advised to the contrary, Yould it not be proper to

*

appoint a sub«-comzi.tteé to make a study of the matter?

The SECRIT.L(Y stated that the letters had been delivered to him by :
hand by kr. asher Levitsky, who, when asked if the matter were extremely
urgent, had given him to unders:tand that it could wait for some‘d'ays bécauée
there was the poscibility of an appéal. ‘

The ClLIRlLa) stated that tﬁe Comuittee had received since the last-
meeting one t.eiegra.m ant two letters to the same effect as the letter :E‘rorﬁ

the parents anc the relatives.
Lr. PHITOEN. (Iran‘) said that it appeared to him, as he read the
letter acdressed by the narents and relatives of the condemned men,that

they had no doubt that the Commn.tt,ee was not competent. They had éske'd ‘

the Comsitbee simply to use their "good offices" with the authorities:

the;y did not ask for jntervention. He thereforse suggésted that, if it =

were decided to send an answer, the answer should state that the Comnlttee

was not competent to intervene, but that for humanitarian reasons, the'

Chairmen had had a talk . with the 1egal authorities who had glven certain ' -

information. This information would then be communicated. In thls manner

the Committee would be taking n

o legal stand; it would: ‘be simply corrmunl-‘ B
18 and the relatives what the authorltles told the B

cating to the paren

Chairman. . _ 4
ho CUATRIAN said thab such & course was not practiceble: The .
| e e Letters
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letters asked the Committee to use their good offices and the proposal did

not meet this requirement nor couid‘he”make public his private qonversation
with the High Commissioner.

M. ENTGZAE (Iran) said that what he had had in mind was that the
Chairman should communicate to‘theiparents,the information regarding legal
appeal possibilitiesé—habeas corpus, for’example.

Mr, FABREGAT (Uruguay) expressed the view that the question did not
have to be resolved from a legal point of view. He believed -that the
Committee was now Vervaell placed £o take a decision: which was to ask indul-

‘ éence of clemenéy for‘the condemned men. The Committee was confronted with
one very serious piece of reélity, namely;vwhat " . answer should be given
toythe pafents and relatiVES'of‘the;condemﬂed persons. Wheg the Comnittee
said that it was not competent, the problem-nevertﬁgless became a public one.
Thg Committee was tryiﬁg,to keep the mattér secret, but all the newspapers
today were aware that it was discﬁssing the problem. According to the
‘Resolution of the'General\Aséembiy, the Committee was certainly competent to
ask that the’sentences be commuted, especially as the vefdict,had been
pronounced on the very,firsiyday that the Committee me? in Pales@ine. If
kit must enter into the question of competence, this did not mean that the
Conmmittee should 51mply tell the parents and relatives of the condemned
persons that there were legal means open to them;  He therefore asked that -
the problem remain on the agenda of the Committee until a solution had been
found. The Committee could and should ask that the senterices be commited
and that clemency be shown.

¥r. 6INICH (Yugoslavia) declared that’whilevfrom a strict juridical
standp01nt the Committee could not intervene, any overtures whlch it might
make to the authorities in Palestlne would be justified in the flrst place -
;by the task which the Committee had to accomplish. ‘The Committee‘was charged
with making as complete as pogsible an‘inVeéﬁigétion.Which perhaps’wpuld be
ﬂfhe‘basiéffor a just and equitable solution of the Palestine‘problﬁmi
Naturally; the Committee could not, foresee the consequences of a;capital S
execution in the case of these condémnéd‘people, but it was-quite enough

/to
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to recognize that the crime comnitted was a political crime and the
consequences of the execution might be political. ~In the actual situation | ‘g
in Palestine these consequences could be very complex andfthey‘ woﬁld ' |
perhaps not be of a purely political nature. Why should the Committee
forego making én*r intervention? The British authorities would understand-
such an 1nterventlon and would not act contrary to their wishes or sense
of what was possible.

Lr. HOOD (iustralia) dealt with the question of competence. The
Comnittee's first duty was the duty to itself . Howevei* much the membe‘rs
might be moved by humanitarisn motives, their first duty was the sténding‘
of the Committee which was a Committee of the General Assembly of the
United Nations. This question having once been raised, the Committee. -
could not evade the obla.gatlon to make an exnosmlon of its views, and
to inform by letter the relatives of these persons of thoue views. It
was 2lso the Committee's responsibility to indicate publicly its opir_iipn._‘ '
He supported the suggestion that the answer to the letfer be a simple .
statement thal the Comiittee regretted it was not within its competence
to intervene.

hr. GailCli GRALADGS (Guatemala) asked what the word "competent!
meant. ias the Committee & court? Vas it a judge acting on-a spgcific .
1aw to know if it were competent or not to deal with the case? No: the ' . -
Committee was a political body. If the Committee addressed ifself to
the ralestine Government and explained to them that its work ;/Jould be |
prejudiced if the executions took place, the Committee would be acting
strictly within the Resolution of the Gén‘eral Assembly, and also within“:
its own terms of reférér;ce. It ﬁould merely be explaining the con= - -
sequences of the execution.

SIR mDUR RuHImN (Indla) said that the cuestion of competence »

applied not merely to a Judge, but also to the conduct of every human

being. Lvery committee was bound by its terms of reference. It would

be going very much beyond the: terms.of reference.lf it encroached on &

subject which did not fall within the ambit of its decision. How that ‘the

/ Chairman’_
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i
Chalrman had in hls 1nd1v1dual cepa01ty seen the results of hle demarches, .

he hoped that better sense would prevall. Any blame in the matter wonld

rest on the authorities 1f they'acted 1mproper1Y- It was for them to
decide.

¥r. RaMD (Canede) noted that there was definitely a difference of
oplnlon, and sugvested.that the Committee might communicate with the
uecrctary—General of the Unlted Nations in New York to flnd out the
oplnlon of his legal edV1sors, ‘ .
| The CHATRLA, replying to Mr. Simichf said that the concern he had
~ expressed had already been pleced before the ngh Commissioner by him.
It was obvious to him that the Irgun, and other groups from the tlme the
Unlted Hations made its appeal, obggived the truce that was proposed,
‘and what they wanted nOW‘wes to try‘to use‘the’Committee to get out of
the fire. | _ _

Mr. HCO (Assistant Secretary—General) indicated that, aecording to
a press report, Mr. Lie, hhen asked his opinion on this éuestion, had
,replied thet he had his own opinion but refused to state it beoause he
thought it was for the Committee to decide. |

The CHAIRMAN said that’an objection to‘Mr; Rand's sﬁggestion was
that it was very diffichlt to take'a definite standpoint'ih this question
without knowing the exact situetion on the spot. |
If the Commlttee riade a public appeal it mlght pht the Palestlne Govern—~
ment in a worse 51tuatlon and gst 1tself 1nto difficulties, He emphasized
~ further that the High Comm1351oner had not yst made a decision‘on the
. matter, which had not yet been brought before hlm. It was the Chalrman's
feelln" that if the Commlttee let the metter rest, there would not be an
executlon before it left Pales tlne

‘Mr, G/RCIA GRANAUO (Guatemala) p011ted out the pub11c1ty glven to
the matter. It would have further pUbliCltJ, and - the Commlttee could not :
ignore it. Sorme members had teken thelr stand and mlght evern have to
state their personal p051t10ns, 1f 1t later becdme neceseary.r Therefore,

he preferred to exchange views and reach a deflnlte deClnﬂoq. np nronoeed.'

first, that the Commlttee should examlne the problem agaln and dec1de

_/that t5
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that it was entitled to ask for mercy, Secondly, that the Committee
should reply to the letters indicating that itﬁ wes considering the |
problen vwith the greatest interest and in the hope ;t,het the Palestine |
Government would take into account the: Committee's observations~-or
something along such lines.

Tr, 30D (Canada) moved that a reply be sent by the Secretary to
tue effect tiat thls matter was receiving the‘ consideration of the
Commiittee, =nu that further diecussiori of this mat;ter‘e'e teken uia at
the next meeting.

STROUBOUR Tl (India) said he would agree to the pr.eposal by
ir. .and provided that the Chairman's request to the High Comniesioﬁer
or any step teken by any member with any authority were not disclosed.

The CH.iIRMLW said that it would put the ngh Cormnlss:.oner and
himself in a very awkward position if any disclosure were made«

Yre GAHCTL GRALDCE (Guatemala) exolaining his previous sta.temeﬁt
said tlmt when the matter was decided the attltude of members would be
cliovm in the Committee's records and anybody could see the records.

The Cil.IRM/N said the records were not public as ;Lt was a. priva‘te‘
meeting.

Lr. CRLE.O05 (Cuatemala) stated that it had been decided that. copies
of the record would be sent to the-Liaison Off".l.cers. |

ie. AQBIES (Committee Secretary) : The decision was that; in ger_xer‘al_,‘
~11 decuments, even if they were all restricted, would be sent to'the |
Liaison Cfficers. However, it was always up to the Comuittee to decide
that tie.document was confidential and in that case it would not be sen'b\'

to the Liaison Officers.

g4, (Iran) supported the proposal pu.t forwe.rd by HMr. ‘R:gmd.

LL s

tir. 1!

He drew the Comilttee's ettentlon Lo three procedural pOSSlbllltleS. The

first was to reopen di.scussion bn the questlon of competence. In the

sccond place, the Commlttee could elther leave the letters unanswered or.

else simply state that :Lt was not competent to act. The 'thlI‘d poss:.blllty

was to reply and state in the answoer that the Chairman had had certaln

/ discussions '
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discussions with the High’ Conmissioher, indicating the’ ém‘swef that the
Ii‘gh Commissioner had given. This last course could only be follpwe’d,vrtth,'"
the consent ‘of both the Clalrma.n and the High Comrnls sioner. | ‘

“The CHAIRMLN p01nted out that the proposal of Mr. Rand contained -
anothnr clement, namely that while the Committee was discussing the
matter it should send.-a letter to the parents and relatives to the effect
that the matter was under its attention.

Lr. HOUD (dustralia) ‘eaid h‘e: did not object. to the latter part \of“
Kr. Rand's motion, but he thﬂought, a false impression might be given to
the parents of the persons sentenced if at this stege, some four or five
days after. they had written the letter, the Committee inforn}ed them tlﬁxt
the matter was under consideration. ',- |

The CHAIRMAN said that the best way to proceed was to vote first on
the ‘postponement and then on the questien'ae to whether any answer should
be given to the parents in the rrieantime.‘ |

lir, RAND (Canada) said he thought the Committee wished bo give
some acknowledgement to the lettersas-‘ a matter of courtesy. He would,
however, withdraw the first part if itwere the desire of the Committee.

The CHALALAN said the proposal was therefore simply to adjoﬁrn the
debate until .thev next meeting. and to take no action regarding a reply
to the letters. | |

CECISICN:

The proposal was adopted.

Nr. ROBLES (Secretary) enqulred if itwere the tommlttee s wish
that the summary record of the Nlnth Meetlng and of the- preSent nmeeting
should be consz.dered as confidential for the time bemg and therefore
not to be distributed to the Llalson Officers.

Mr. GARCIA GRANADOS (Guatemala) agreed on the unaerstandlng that,

if later it should be publicly stated that there was una,nlmlty in the

‘ ,‘Comrnlttee in dec1d1ng, that members did not cons:,der themselves entitled

to 1ntervene :m the case. he reserved the mght to make a statement to
| th_e press indicating that he did thirnk the Comm'ittee entitled to ask for
- mercy. - l‘ .

/Mr. FABREGAT
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Lr. F/EREGAT (Uruguay) said he“felt.the‘same: way as Mr. Granados.

DECLEICH : |

the CHLIRMI said the matter would be C\iSC'qu_SQd wheﬁ the contingency
arose. The decision now was to keep the record confidential for the time
beinf.

Next Henting

DECISION
The next meeting was fixed for Sunday, 22 June, at 9.30 a.m.

The meeting adjourned at 11.15 p.m.
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