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PreserYt : ,I! 

ChiLi.rman: Mr. LISICKLP (Czechoslovakia) 

Members: Mr. Mer?ina (RpZivin) 

: 

presented to the membexrs for their si.gnaturc on Tuesday, 1.3 Ap.ri.1, in 

" ' %&3 '-iorm cif an "A" document. By that time the report would have already 

been d,istributed to the Members of the Geixxwl Assembly. ?'hwa woul.d be 

rio' "A/AC" version of the report. 

The CX~IRMAN expressed the opinicn that it was lolr;lcn,l at this stuge 

“" to d'onsider the draft submit~l;ed by Mr. Medina (BoZiv:1 CL), ard to coqsidor 

" " lntkr the cha@tsr on ecoiiomic, finunc.i.al and fiscal problems: He added 

that Mr. Mdd.inu.'s ‘d.~aPt would be 'incorporated in the body of the repor'b 

., +I : 

" '43Tthcr'as'an introduction or as concIusionafi. 
'P>, ',: ,'. ._ ._ 

Mr. Ml.XDIi'?A (BoJ.ivln) suggested a compromise solution to bridge..the 

&p betwedn his earlier proposal that his' draft should be submitted, 

separatctly as the Commission's report to the General. Assembly and the 

counter s=ug@tion that it be i.ncoqJoruled in thehbody of the. report 

d.raP-tcd by the Secrre-tariat. Be stated that the .Secretary-General had 

suggested. to him that the precedent of his annual report to the General 

.,,@#%i-ibly ?rxik;ht bti follovecl. This consisted of an intrbduction to the ; .! _ LL ,., 
report which was" separate $'som tkte report itseLf, and bore the signature 

~y\f,bp g$& '@gy e t ary~Genera1 and was~followed by the rest of the report. 

:. 1,. .' :. 
/ Mr. Medina 



Mr. Medina prfiposed that the same line be followed by the Commission, 

namely that his draft might be signed by the members of the Commission 

and the report prepared by the Secretariat follow withaut signatures. 

The SECRETARY pointed out that in the annual report submitted by 

the Secretary-General to the General Assembly the introduction which was 

prepared by the Secretary-General himself, set forth his views, and was 

signed by him, while the rest of his report consisted of the accounts of 

departmental activities. If the Commission were to follow this form, 

however, it might imply that the rest of its report, which would be 

left unsigned, would not in fact be part of the Commission’s report, 

since the Commission was not organized on a departmental basis.’ 

It was further remarked that if Mr. Medina’s proposal were 

adopted and at the same time the above drawback were to be avoided, 

the result would be that the report would have to be signed twice and 

in two different places, which it was obviously not possible for the 

Commission to do. 

The CHAIRMAN stated that the form followed by the Secretary-General 

did not constitute a precedent for the Commission and affirmed that the 

Commission would have to follow the usual method of signing its report 

at the end. He asked the opinion of the other members, who agreed with 

his views. 

The Commission decided that the signature of members should be 

affixed only at the end of the report. 

The CHAIRMAN invited Mr. Medina to submit formally his draft report 

and to explain its purpose, 

Mr. MEDINA (Bolivia) recalled the statements he had made at the 

sixty-second and sixty-third meetings (documents A/AC.Zl/SR.62 and 

A/AC .2l/SR.63) and pointed out that his draft constituted an enumeration 

of facts and opinions included in the body of the draft report prepared 

by the Secretariat and already approved by the Commissicn. 

The CHAIRMAN noted that stnce it appeared that Mr, Medina’ s draft 

was to constitute a kind of extended summary of what would follow in the 

report, it should include references to the relevant chapters of the 

report. 

Mr. MEDINA (Bolivia) agreed with the Chairman’s suggestion and 

remarked that the only exception to this was to be found in the last 

paragraph of his draft. 

The opin’i.on was expressed that since all the points contained in 

Mr. Medina’s draft were already included in the report, no useful 

purpose would be’ served by its incorporation as an introduction. With 

/regaxd 
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regarii %o paragraph 10 of %he &aft, it’ was’ p&ited out that the 

Commis~ld;h wa.s an execu’tive and not a p0i$l$&kkrng bady, PoLltical 

criticism of other bodies of the UnSted 6tions was o&&&red 

ino.dv3 Gdh, Mr. Medina was called upon to ex$.ain the poJ.ktical 

purpose of his c?raft. 

&k. Ml?XNA (Bollvia) exp.2ained that ho did not consider- his draft 

Op a political ~natum, UB o$qosad to the technical pm-lx of the report. 

He. stressed however, -&lo psychological impact of a brief summary of the 

salient points of the Commissi.on ‘s wo?k at the beginning of its s,oport, 

He further ‘stressed the necessity of explaLning the position in whi.ch 

the Commission had beon @aced by the resolutions of the Sacurity Co~lncil. 

This opinion was sqportod and it was sdded that the Co;tu&sion should 

make it clear that it ‘was not boi.ng jade ridiculous. The necessity of 

submitting a brief over-a.::.1 view of the situation, in addition to’the 

particular aspects of ,tkat situation, was also stressed; 

The CKAIRMAN suggested that) In view of ML”. Medina’s eqplanation of 

the purpose of his &aft, the Commj,ssion might agreg to concidsr it as an 

introduction and an eXtended index of the report with suitable referenoes 

to a.11 points dealt with therein. AccordingXy he proposed that the 

Commission should decide whether- 6~ not to incoqorate Mx-. Medina’s 

draft as, an introd~;ction to the report:, before embarkin@ upon a detailed 

discussion of the draft ftself. 

The objections raised ~IFLW.OUSI.~ "CO Mr. Medlna’s Taft as the 

Commissiorls report were with&awn in view of these eJxplanations. 

The Commission agreed to’ concide~ Mr l Medina’s draft as an 

introduction to the &aft prop&rod by the’ Secretariat. 

The Commission next proceeded to a detailed consideration of ,,the, 

introduction, pmagaph by paragraph. 
,,i,. The SECRETARY proposed a number of drafting changes which 179~ 

necessary in crder to m&a certain relevant passages conform either 

with the text of the resolution 03: the tex:; of, the Commission’s reports 

! ‘to the, Security CounciL. 
., 

The CHAIRMA stated, in regard to paragraph one, that he was opposed 

to the Commission’s quoting part of the preamhlo of’ the General AssembZy 

resolution-. He pointed out that this was a ma’tter wbJ.ch concerned 

;” ex~1u~iti&ly the Security Council. Es stated that the Co*missionsls 

position towards the Security Council had been provided for in that 

part of the- GdnezXl AsaembLy resolution which instruc%d the COrnmissiOn 

to submit a monthly progl~+r;s report as ~011 as any other problem that 
/nright 



might arise to ‘the:. Se&&@ dbuticih, Ha m&i&&in& that the part of‘the 

resolutic5n that was. being qtiotod in .pazagra$h one might be consihored as 

implying a criticism o-t the Sec~ni~Ly Councfl. ', 

It: was. si,qgpsted tha,t paragragh lb;. Sectios B of Part I of the 

resolution be substituted. 

In ansrror , it was ohsbved,. In the first place, that the authdrity 

of the Convnission to act was based on this @art of the preamble of the 

Assembly’s rez;olixtion, and, secondly, thut the difficulties with which 

the Cornmission’~had been faced bi the fulfil.m~nC of its tad.ma:hly 

originated with the refusal of the cl Security Council to cOn.fbrm.to the 

Xjreamble e ; ,, 

The CIIAIRMAN conceded that this might be true of, sub-paragraph (a) 

but pointed out that sub-pakagraphs (b) and ‘(c) were quite independent 

of the,existence of the Comtnisslon, 

It was remarked ,thnt ,even sub-paragraph (a) was unconnected with the 

subject of an armed f0Tc.s which was raised in the draft under consideration. 

The opinion was exsresscd that the Commission’s report was a 

justification of its own actions as well as an exposition of its opinion, 

and therefore should im.3Qde an exp1anatj.m of’ the situation. 

The CITkEM4N stated that, though the Comisslon could submit .an 

explanation of its OTT actions, iit was not, entitled to explain the actions 

of another and superior body to which the ‘General Assembly had 

subordinated it, . 

The question was raised whether or not the Commission .was subordinate 

to the Security Council. It was stated that the resol.<~Lion of the General 

Assembly had placed the Commissioti under the guidance ,6f the Security. 

Cou1ICi.l. 

It was maintained that the basis ‘of the Commission’s report to the 

General Assetibly was’ the attempt to alter ‘the Assembly’s resolution by 

force’. Otherwise, the Ctizmission would not have been submitting a report 

tb the General Assembljr’. 

The CHAIRK4N stated that this was a matter for the Security Council to 

decide. If criticesm were to be meted gut, it was for the General Assembly 

tir& ?I.& the ‘Commission to do 50’. 

A mo%ion was made to close the diccussion on whether or not part of 

the preamble of the Assembly”s r&olution should be’ quoted in paragraph one 

and to put the matter to a vote. 
; *I ‘. 

An amendment was submitted whereby the exact wording of the Assembly 

res&ution stating that th& Comission’ $hould act undbr .i;he guidance of, 
,’ 

/the Security 
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the Security Council tend shotlId rec&ve from. that Council such instructions 

88 +the Cowlcil might consider necessary to issue (paragrqhs 2 and 111, 

SkGtZClil B of Part I) bf: Incorpmated in the first sentence. 

This amendmt~~t was approved. 

” The C%A13MAN asked whether there were any further comments on the 

pe.nugriXph as unended. 

1% wns point& oizt that the phrase !‘2z@.ementation of the Plan” vas 

nev’er~ v’s6d in the resolution and, therefore, if this d.ruft were to ‘be an 

index of the report, the phrase should be altered so as not to mlsguj.dc 

the Germrsl Assembl.y, The phrase p-a , s altersd to read “the task of 

implementing the measura n uo recommended by the General Asoemb2y”. 

The CHATSMAN and Nr , FEXWPIEL (Cenmark) regis’kred their opinion 

that the poSnts concerning the Security Council should not be quoted 

in the report, since thy were out of order. 

The reference made by Senator Austin in the Security Council to 

sub-paragraphs (8.)) (b) nsd (c) under ~con.sj.deration was mentioned as an 

argument in favour of their inclusion in the report. 

The CIUTRMAPU’ pointed out that this did not’ concera the ComnZsslon~ 

in~any way. 

It was answered thnt this had been the chief probl.em before, the 

colmnission. 

On the .other hand, it was observed that the Comyission bed already 

desctzssed this matter dWfila the preparation of its special report k0 the 

Security Connc11 and had decided not to include these points, This Yeport 

had been sig:Ied by the members of Ycc Commissfon. 

The CHKQV!UN, mM.ng use of his privilege as a member of the 

Commission, and not as it3 Chairman, stated that he would put the 

paragraph to the vote sentence by sentence. Tlao reason for proceeding 

in this fashion, he sta;t;ed, was that while he could vote for the ffrS% 

‘sentence as amended he wv.l?,d P ind himself unable to vote for the lX?S't. 

He added that, though it was a quotation of the resolution, he considered. 

,it to be wrong in this context as it m-igh$ create unpleasant relaEons 

between the Commission and the Security Council. 

. a The first sentence cl parsgraph one, 8s a.mendad, was accepted 
9 

unanimously. 

The second sentence of paragraph one was adopted by a majority vote. 

Mr. E%DERSPIF.,L (Dwimark) reserved Iris right $0 make a sts&ement 

’ against the inclusion of the second sentence when the Commission, at & 

ZateP stage, would vote. on the introdWtio:~ as a wh01e. 

/Mr . MORGAN (Panama) 



f avow’ . 
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of these 

MOEG& (Panams),yesgrved,the right to ms,ks a stateme@ in 

‘. ’ 

CEAIMVJ repeated his reasons for. voting against the inclu,sion 

pol.nts In the CouLmission’s report. 

Paragraph two was approved after minor drs$‘ti-ng changes had been 

agreed qon. 

In paragr.s.ph three, it was suggested that the word “instead”, at the 

beginning of the. second sentence, be deleted. In answer to this, it was 

stated that; the, word was necessary TV show that the Security Council 

had not done what had been asked. It was remarked that th.e Security 

Council had not accepted explicitly the request set forth in the preamble 

of the General AssembZy resolution. A more categorical statement 

concerning th.e acticn of the Security Council was proposed. 

The SECRETARY pointed out that such a categorical statemen-t was 

legally debatable, 

The CUIIIAN objected to the word “however”, in the first sentence, 

aE being of n polemic nature. 

The SECRETARY pointed out that the, use of the word “instead” implied 

that the Security Council was not free any more to give guidance to the 

Commission. This, he submitted, was not correct. 

It was maintained that it followed logically, that if the Security 

Council had not done one thing,. it had done another “instead”. If this 

word were to be delete<l, an explanation of the action of the Security 

C0unci.1 shcu:ld,be included. The Commission agreed with this suggestion. 

It was pointed out that the issue as .regards the SecurLty Council was 

closed and it was now a question of the Commission’s reqonsibility 

toward the General Assembly., 

Paragraph three was approved after minor drafting changes had been 

agreed upon, ,, ,I 

Paragraph four was approved after, a few drafting changes had been 

agreed upon. I, 

Paragraph f iye was approved after the last sentence had, been deleted 

and minor drafting changes agreed u20n. .’ 
Psragraphs ,Fix and seven were merged into one paragraph and reworded 

.., 
extensively. In the discussion of the two above paragraphs, it was decided 

to, explain the policy of the Mandatory Power and then enumerate its effects 

Without expre.ssing a further opinion. With regard to paragraph seve:n, 

wizlch stressed delibers.te efforts by Arab interests to alter the General. ,’ 
Assembly resolution by force , $isagreemenyt WRS expressed, since it .i?nplied 

!. / criticism 
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Crl-“viCLsm bY tha Co~iSSiOl’l Of me;nber s$ateg of .the united ~Ia,,.Zonse ( In 

~~wJ~~ ~XJ thj.s obJwti.on, it was pofnt;ea 'owl; that, tlls draf,t melltionkd 

intero5ts and. not states, and it Wf,S maintained that it wa;s t]le Com$j ssi0n ‘5 
ilut;r to point out the guil-:y party, On the othar hand, it was assef&d 
tbt the ~o~x&~j.or~ h?td ??o proof to EU-JQ& f-his s.fat.&,erlt thzt &,kb ,’ 

OppOsj.t?.Crl VC18 t110 domina;~t fs,ctap 511 the si+uation, I't Was further 

SU&JeStC:a ‘thfl,t the last SCXdX~ce .~f paTagra>h SOVQ~ be delef;ed. 1% was 
W,r@0(1 thb’t t&Q tW0 par@,lTphs merged into one be revorded along the line5 

of %ho ~~ol!imission's special report to the Sectuity coLj-qci~, 

Accordingly, the uw pal*agrogh six was ye&rafted as follotrs: ~~~~ 

fiU'S% RUl'l'bE11C0 Of pWCLg:CFLph six9 ~rj.th minor &-afting changes, beca,me the 

opming sentence Of the ne';Y' przrng~qh, A new sentence was inserted here 
reading as follows : "The generd. policy of the Mandatory Power has been 

not to take ns.y measul*os tjhich might be cormtrued as involv@- it in the 

implsmontation of the Assembly’s resolxtion”. The phrase “‘refused to 

participate in any way in the implementation’ of the Plan” in the second 

sentence J was de3,oted and., in its place, the following phrase wa5 

inoertscl “Insistetl on r&aininC; undivided control of Palestine until the 

tox4mluation of the Mandate”. The phrase “0x1 15 May.. . all at once”, 

also in the socoad sentoace was deleted. The phrase “dafeating the 

PIXP~JC;W of the united NaXons in Palestine and nLlllifYi.ng t:le reso%uti0n 

of the ASSC~~I:IZ~“, in the third sentence, was replaced by the phrase 

“&$Qating ‘1;hf3 pl~pOS0S of the resol.ution of the Genera?. AssembU”. In 

the fourth sonbence, the w0r& “j.nfiltration” was substitu.ted for the 

word “incuY’F:!‘.c\rL5” , 1% was agreed to insert here the fol.?.&n~ quotati0n 

from the C0m~&~:txi ‘9 specla- I report to the Security Ckmxi.::.: “Power-f ul . 
Alnab Jnter@fit,,;, b12.1;ll inside and outside Pallcetine, are fie:WW t3e 

r@solution (f tl10 General &,Sertlbly and are en&@ in a ds1i5erate effort 

to alter by force tllo sottlament envisaged therein” * In the fifth 

sentonce, the phrase Itthe appRrent inabi.1i-Q of the Mandator POW% ' 

intent on withdrawing, to cJnta:Ln the conflict” was replaced by the 

phrase “an ,g the fact that the Mandatory Power, engaged in the IlquidatiOn 

of its a~:~xljmst;ration mid t;he evacuation Of its troops~ has found ‘1;. 

irnpossibl~ pl~:~.ly to coi?.tain the coCl.lct". The entire paWW?# seven 

was ck310t0d. 

The mm parug’xqh six, thu.5 amen&ed, and a few other minor iLrnfting 

chases , WAS approved. 

Mr. PKII~~~~~JIEL (~enx&) 5,tated that he reserved his position 

rogding d. i. the points in the new paragraph Six, since he considered 

ulat Lhoy dealt with matters which were the concern of the Security 
/Council 
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Council& and not of the CommissLon. 

Paragraph eight was de:leted, ‘I I ‘. 0 

Pa,mgra$l nine was approved after the following new sentence, had 

been Inserted~ at the end of the paragraph: “In -&!.e view of the ” 

Commission, the. dom:lr,ant fact is, h,owever, that in the absence of forces 

adequate to restore and maintain law and order ‘in Paiestine foilowiszg the 

termination of the Ma&Wi;o, there .t\riLl be administrative chaos, 

starvation, widespread strife, violence and’bloodshed in Palestine .” 

As regards para,graph -ten, it was suggested that this’ paragra@ be 

deleted on the ground that it was ug to the General AssetiKLy and not 

the Commission to determine the bindj.?z.g fcrce of the Assembly’s 

resolution. 

The CHAIWdd suggested that the paragraph be reworded along -the 

lines of the Commission’s special report to the Security CouncZl. 

It was pointed out th.at both the original wording and the wording ’ 

of the special report, in its present cor?ter:t, would be placing the 

Commission is the position of taking 9, @sue with the representatives of 

the Arab Stat,es in the Cienaral Assembly. It was further rem.arksd that 

the inclusicn of the passage from the special report at this point woluld 

revive a controversial issue wh2ch at that time might have:been solved 

by th.e Security Cowzcil~s action, but which was now out of its hands. 

The CEA?3UUJ registered his objection to paragraph ten as constituting 

the expression of a political opinion which placed the brame on the one 

side as the 5,:;gressor. This, he’ maintained, was outsidz the Commission’s 

jurisdictio- ‘. 

L-t t;as :r5m.&-,ad that since the Commission had. been :;)::e~~~~d to 

submit iti q.n<xi~z on the matter to the Secur3,ty Counci’i?’ +,:I::?:s v&as no 

reas’on Lo srizhho3.d it from the General Assembly. 

The C!;I.~~‘9D?A~J suggested that si.nce paragraph ten of the introduction 

did not correspond to any part of the report, it should be included, if 

at all, in the body of the report, a,nd specifically, in the part dealing 

with security. .’ 

It war o a’tated, in answer to th9s suggestion, that paragraph ten. of 

the introduct?on corresponded to the conclusions, and, if this were 

not sufficient, it was scgge sted that an elaboration of the idea expressed 

in pe&.graph ten should ,be inserted in the conclusfons of the .report, 

The CHAfRN!UJ pointed out that an elabzation of this i(iea..wcxfLd 

only involve the CommisSion in the fight that would devel’op in the 

Gensral Assembly, 

* /The Commrlsslon 
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The Commission agreed to include the idea eqzesped in paragraph tan 

as pamgraph two of the Section dealing with security. I:t was agreed 

to follow the wording of the specFa1 report and to preface this quotation 

by the following sentences : “The special report (s/676) was presented 

to the Security Co,uncil on 16 February. In the comlusion to thhis rej?or%, 

the Commission set forth the following views, which it now reaffirms ,‘I 

Accordingly, it WRS agreed to delete paragraph ten. 

The Commission agreed to consi.der the draft of Mr. Medina’s report, 

in its amended form, as. an introduction to its report to the GeneraI . 
Assembly. 

Mr. MORGAN (Psnama) su,bmittod the following paragraph for inclusion 

at the end of the introduction: “The Commission,, in presenting to the 

General Assembly this report regarding the activities un6ortalren up. to 

date and the conclusions which are derived from them takes the llbslty 

of placing the greatest emphasis on a fact that cannot be concealed: 

partition is being consummated in E’alestlne in the realm of facts and 
,’ 

has already gone too Par, as, a Y*eali,l;y, to be halted. This is deduced 

from the inforrmution which the Colllmissisn has received from the Advance 

Party in Palestine and is cork’i:rmod, among other lacings, by the ftlct 

that the Mandatory Pow& itself is transferring its authority to the 

local bodies i.n both the Jewish and Arab areas in Palest’iae.” 

It was stated witht regard to the proposed new paragraph ‘that the 
/ 

Commission could not stress this very controversial. point in its report 

to the General Assembly as it might be harming i-k? own position. . : 
Furthermore, it wa:; pointed out, that the matter ;qferred to in the 

proposed neX parag:; aph was already dealt wik ‘in &CtiOT 2 A of Chapter XI1 

of the draft of the repo?:t. 

ti. MORGAN (Panama) insisted that this proposal be recorded. an$ 1. 
called for a vote on his ame,ndment, ,The proposal was defcuted. , 

CRAPTBR IV: TEE WORK OF TL3l-Z COMMISSION: ECONOMIC, 

FINRNCII~ NIlI FISCAL l?RCBTZMS 

With a v,i.ew to saving time, the Commission decided in principle to . : 
indicate the points in the chapter at which it wished the text to be 

shortened or otherwise altered, and leave the actual rewording and 

numbering of section s and paragraphs to the Secretariat, 

A Sec%3.on l- Steps Toward the Eco%oml.c Un3.or-r .B-z----.--,-.. --YI-.-“-.- 
The first ~OLU? paragraphs were ap:~roved unchanged. In ,th~ f $fth 

paragraph, the first, fif’th and sixth sen,tences were deleted; and in 

the fourth sentence, the number of qualifled eoonomists appr0ache.d by 

the Commission was changed Prom seven to ten.. 
/Section 2,: --I__ 
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Sectios. 2 : Fal.nsti-3e Government Assets _-.-_I- u-~-“u---“--.---.a*-.-ur..- 
In the first paragraph, the phrase “and such au inventory has not ‘. > 

yet4 been presented to the Commission,” in the second sentence, was 

deleted. the last three sentences were deleted and replaced by the ,: 
f 0lloVing sente.?2ce : “Prel$minary co,r_sul.b-t3k111a w9th the Mandatory 

PobTer have taken p&ace in pursuance of Part I, E, 2 of the Plan”. 

Paragsnph two was agproved. with minor drafting changes y 

Paragraph three was approved unchanged. 

Paragraph four was approved, after the deletion ,of the phrase “as 

requested..... Government of Palestine) ,” iu:. the first sentence, and the 

deletion of the third sti?.tence. 

Section 3: General [I03tiXllty Of ESS?XtiELYL ECOllOil1II.C SeXW.C@S _y_ _--_-. --_-.-I_-I-I.--~l-~^-.-."-.-LI-. -m-.-c_ 

This section ITas approved after the deletion of the second sentence. 

Section 4* Food Svmly ,,.~~-.-+.A...- 

This section was approved after the deletion of the thirteenth 

sentence in the first paragraph, of the second and fifth se.ntences in the 

fifth paragraph, of the fourth sentence in the seventh paragraph, and a 

few drafting changes. 

Section 5: Sterling Balances and Foreign Exchange Problems ---.--. VP ----.- -e-m... ..-C-lllll.~--- 
The foilo-aing de.letions were agreed upon: the p&ase “and by 

special. , . , .hard currencies,” in the second sentence of the first 

pcaragraph; the phrase “as in the case of Canadian wheat,” in the third 

sentence” of the ;first paragraph; the phrase “foreign exchange context 

of the Commission’s work”, in the first sentence of the second paragraph; 

the phrase “even though, . . . , in London”, in the f:“.rst sentence of the 

third paragraph; the phrase “but the Com?.ission,, , . . .recriminations”, in the 

second sentence of the third paragraph; the last two sentez;ces of the 

third paragraph; the last two sentences of the fourth paragraph; and 

the third sentence of the sixth paragraph. It was further agreed’ to 

add the follotalng sentence at the end of the second paragraph: “As for 

the period after 15 May, the Treasury Order indicated the intention of 

the United Kingdom Government to negotiate with the Commission.” The 

section, thus amended, was approved with a few drafting changes. 

Section 6: -_II ,Tha Palestine Currency Board .Ic---.--- pm-*- 
The following deletions were agreed upon: the phrase “Mainly as a 

result . . . . .pounds sterling,, ” in the fourth sentence of the second 

paragraph; the fifth and sixth sentences of the sixth ‘paragraph; and 

the last three paragraphs. Further, it was agreed to replace the phrase 

‘“Nevertheless the Cormuission.. . . *consider that,” 1 in the fourth sentence 

of the sixth paragraph by the following: “The Commission cannot accept 

/the view 



the w3.0~ oxpressed. in the communication, of the Government of the ?Jz,Lted 

rCingdom of 5 April, that’” 0 It wm also clecided to subatltute thh phrase 

“su~cesaox authority” fox -the word “Commission” in the last sentence of 

the sixth paxa>grnph . Thus amended, the section ‘1~8s appxo:red w:lth a few 

drafting changes, 

sectirx “I* Fi seal Prow -..,-,,...--‘...-m, Y11.1 
In paxagrapb one, the third seaten.ce was rewritten a’s follows: 

“Expenditure 9 as budgeted by the present Pa%ostine Ack?in$st:~:ation, e~ceods 

revenue by IIP 2.8 m$lli,on fox $he period Lpr3.I 1947 to LTmmqry I!.#@ 

inclu.s1ve”. In the fow_rth sentence, the WOY? “excess” was corrected to 

“defie:\t”. The sixth seaLance wr! s reworded as follows: “Considemble 

other extraordinary clai~~t; axe pending, as, %0x instance, ii.. respect of 

abolition benefits to civil sorv~ants.” The word “dissipntioi?” in the 

last ser1,teacc was cB!ang9a to “di.sposRl” . 

In sub-paragsaph (a) of pasagraph two 9 the pbxase “and tries to 

throw responsibility of pxiox financing on the Cornr~~ission” was reworded 
\ 

as Polrows : “and. leaves resqonsi’oility of initial finItncing to the 

Commission, in addition to the responsj.biiity for reimbursement which the 

Connni.ssion has accepted.” 

In sub~paxagraph (b) of paragraph two, the ~0x4 “will” in the first 

sentence was changed to “may.” 

In sub-paragraph (c) of paragraph two, the last sentence was 

reworded as f 0110~s: “Hence, even the curreilt revenue after the 

termination of the Mandate will almost certainly be insufficient to 

provide fox current governmental activities”. 

In paragraph three, the second sentence was deleted. The last scn.tence 

was rewoxded as follows: “The Commf.ssion has left the ,Mantkktory Power 

in no doubt, either on this point ox with regard to the fact that it should 

have been, consulted in accordance with Pax% I, E, 2 of the resolution, ” 

Paragraphs 90~~ and five were deleted. 

Paragraph six ws,s approved unchanged.. 

The remaining five paxagraphs were deleted. 

Thus amended, the section was approved with a few drafting changes, 

Section 8* Transport and Communications .-,.~~“,‘.“.,~~--.“..” --.. -WI-.-l 
The last sentence of the second pnsa,gra.ph and the whole of tLe fourth 

paragraph wo,re deleted. The section was approved aith a few &aPting 

changes . 
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APPIW& OF TX33 RXPORT TO TIJE SPECIAL BXSIOWOI? TEE GEiVERAL .ASSEMBLY 

The CBAIlMAlT briefly reviewed the draft report ar,d ia particul.nr 

the introduction, and invited the Members to give their formal approval 

to it. 

The reservatiacs and objections which Inad been made by some meuiiiers 

to certain parts of the introductfsn were withdrawn. 

The report to the. SeconrZ Spec.ial Session of the General Assemb3.y as -.,-.,--a- .,---I-.- A.-.-".-- -----..,--.,-..--.~I-,,-- 
a whole was auproved unsx.mously. ----.l_.L.&Lw-.----e--- --.-e 

The meethg rose at 11.25 p.m. 


