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'Present‘
Mr. de la Tour du Pin (France) ‘~ Chairman
CMp, YeﬁiSe§ (Turkey)

' Mr. Wilkins (United States of'Aﬁéfica)'

Mr, Azcarabe. - Princlpal Sacretary

[

..The CHATIRMAN reqpested the Principal Secretary to indicate the‘

‘extent. to whieh -the Secretarlatagpulq bgzof:a351stanc§‘totthe General

~?xCommittee in its work,.

© My, AZCARATE replied that the Secretariat as a whole would be .
.. at:the disposal. of the Commlttee, - lihen studying,tgrritqylal questions,
it wnuld-have-the,services_gfua“military,obsefﬁér.in charge of maps, while
f'Mr;fMilner,-politigal adviser to Qhe.Commission'wpuld refider .special
- assistance, . 1 - . ' |

Mr,. YENISEY wished to define the position of:the Turkish delegation
. 'on the question of the General Committeé's térms-ofirefqrgngg, Dﬁ{ing the
discussion which had been held between the Chairman of the“Qommission and
the representatives of the Arab countries, the Chairman had:appga;ed to
¢onfine the Committee’s vérms of reference to securlng the views of the

.various delegations and reporting on them to the Commisgion, If such were

: - 'the Chalrman!s interpretation, he (the Turkish representative) did not

. .share it,. In his opinion.the Committee should not be a mere recording

.~ -body but.should after hearing the proposals of the delegations, submit a

- report which would contain suggestions and proposals.. If its work were




H

to be purely paesive‘the Commitﬁee.would merel&voe ah unneces ary

duplicetion of the Commission and serve only to prologgaprocedurei
The  CHAIRMAN siggested: that the members of the Commission had

probably thousht that, in view of the Arab attitude which that very
morning had still.showa itself totbe-reeerVed; the General Committee might
hear certeln views and obtain clarlflcatlon of certain questions which the
Arsbs would not vepture to dlscuss before the Commlesion itgelf,

It ‘was the task of.eoe Commlttee to select subgects for dlscussion with the
Israeli delegation and w1th the Arab delegatlons. 1z, during the
‘conversatione w1th the Israell deleaahon, for example the problem of
frontitrs was to be studled the Commlttee aﬂter hearing the Israeli
.' poinbs of view, could confront them with those of the Arabs, ask for
further elarifications and thus gather together a body of information which
would be of the greatest interest to the Comm1351on. In this way, durina

‘ the coming week, a certain anount of exploratory work could be undertaken
" 'whlch would make it possible to brlne to light the views of the partles
j’”involved and to dlscover e way of brlnging them finally together.
| _ w' Mr. YENISEY stressed the fact that the Commlttee wea entrusted not
‘. only w1th "preparing" reporte but a130 w1th "studylng" them. This 1atter
. vlterm implied an aetive role and the Commlttee could not confine itself to

;\ cting as a transmlsSion agency between the delegatlons and the Commission.
| The CHAIRMAN pointed out that the Commlseion ‘had seen flt to I
Irerer to the Protocol signed on 12 May 1949, thus implyldg that the Commlttee

would have to deal inter alie W1th the questlon of frontiers. For the

‘moment ‘the Committee should endeavour to discover what queetxon ehould be
studied with one or other of the partles, but had been glven no exp1101t
directive on this point in its terms of referenoe. Furthenmore, it would be
" diffieult at the moment for the Commlttee to go further than the Commlssion
itseli, which had not yet suhmltted any reoomnendatlone to the Secretary~ |

:General but only ordinary reports,




In conclusion, he. supgested that the Commlttee should-await
the results of the first.meetings wlth the Israell delegation and the
'Arab delegations 80, a8 to see the turn the conversations took’ and to
diacuss them subsequently with the Commission,_;f the need: ardae.

Pt The PRINCIPAL SECRETARY intervened to point out .that! the General

:q?Commlttee's terms of reference weré wide ones. . In his, opinlon,

the Committee had not merely to prepara a g;gg;g report. .The

Commission would submit to it questlons it mlght deem adV1Sable to
 have dtudied and the Committee would ‘then be oalled upon, to.prepare
L regort on these particular questlons.; For the time being, the Gommittee
'should find out what p01nts the- delegatlons seemed most disposed to
dlacusa and then report the results of its conversatlons to the '
Commlssion, In the course of‘those conversations, the attitudes of |
' the delegations would become more clearly defined and the Committes
would ba in a position to draw conclusions,

Mr, WILKINS supported the view of his Turkish colleague end
considered that the Coﬁmittee should express sn opinion and make
recommendations to the Commission,

The CHAIRMAN declared that the members of the Commibtee
sppeared ﬁo be in full agreement and that the Committes's work should
consist not only in hearing the various delegations but, after exhaustive
Study of the questions, in submittiné“;orthe'Commission'reports which
might possibly include suggestlons and proposgls. Since the Committee
had to meet the Israeld delegation first, he proposed that the committee
,should ask that delegation what questions it wished to discuss, o

Mr, WILKINS considered it preferable for cerbaln questions soncern~
ing refugees to be ralsed and in particular, the question of urgent
measures to hasten the return of Arab refugees to the orange planbations.
- He felt that a ¢ertain number of urgent problems could be discussed | ‘
first, leaving the queStionvof prineiple with regard to refugees until

later when the territorial problem wae broached,




. With the Arab delegatlons, he felt it was _referable not to

‘approachsterritorial questions directLy bub to diseuss the refugee problem
with rEference to concrete cases euch as, for exmuple, that o£ the
refugees from the district of western Galilee and then to go on from there

%ﬁgsto ‘study..the terr;torlal aSpect of the question. " The. same ée?ritormal

| aspect might also be discussed with the Iaraelﬁaan& by confronting the
statements of the Arabs ‘and the Israelii, the Gommittea would be able to

* drdw some usetul conclusions. ‘ ‘ .. |

- Mr, YENISEY expressed his agreament with that, point of view
. ?and declared that when studying the refugea problam, pwo aSpecta should
ibe-considered The immediate ‘one, namely certain urgent measures to be

ey AN

“adopted . .eould be studied straightway while the general aspecb of the

LT
- nn—m"

' problam could be studied later,,




