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‘Mr. MERON, replying to Question 3 of the Questionnaire of
19 May, estimated the number of Arabs in territories under Israell
Jurisdiction at 160,000 -- an estimate he cunsidercd more accurate
than that given by Mr. Lifshitz who had calculated their number
at 150,000. _

It was difficult to make a reliable estimate of the number
-of bona fide refugees, most of whom might be assumed to be in the
MTriangle” and the Gaza area. Israel could not Wholiy accept the
findings of the official census and estimates madé by the Mandat-
ory Administration, Thus out of a total population of Palestine
officially estimate in 1945 at 1,810,000, the British Admigistra—
tion had estimated the number of Jews at 554,000, whereas accord-
ing to Israell estimates their number was 592,000, Again,-whereas
the British Administration had assumed the number of Moslems to
be 1,101,000, Israecl considered that fizure at least 10% too large
and had always maintained that the Moslems in Palestine numbered
under 1,000,000, He calculated the number of Christians at about
135,000 and that of members of othor religions, Druzes etc., at
about 1k,500, '

M. SASSON recalled thaot Mr. Lifshitz on 26 May had given
the number of refugees from Israeli territory as some 520,000.
Studlies and investigations, including consultation of Arab sources
of informations had resulted in the following estimates:



Refuﬂees in Syria : 80,000
" Lebanon s 100,000
" " Irak g 5,000
n " Bgypt 2 15,000
" " Transjordan: 0,000
" " in the

Gaza reglon: l%G,OOO
. in the "Triangle"
up to Ramallah: 180,000

TOTAL ;600,000

The total of 600,000 was composed of the 520,000 refugees
from Israell territory and 80,000 from territory in Arab hands
(Jenin, Tulkarm, the 0ld City of Jerusalem, Hebron, etc.)

The number of Arabs at prcsent in Israeli territory was

“round about 160,000; no figurecs were available as to thelr loca-
tion, but they were mainly in Jaffa, Haifa, Nazareth, Acre, Galilee,
Jerusalem and Abu Gosh, ' | '

He had been able to check the figures both for rofugees
in Arab countries and for Arabs in Israel with certain Arabs, by
whom they had been confirmed.,

The Arabs were now asserting that the refugees numbered
8~900,000. He gathered that they were including in that figure
the number of Arabs now in Israel who were still considered
refugees. It should be noted, moreover, that the total of 600,000
refugees from Israelil and Arab territories included some 100,000
)nationals of Syria, the Lebanon, Egypt and other countries, who
had left Palestine and returned to-their own countries. Such
foreign nationals should not be counted among refugees; at most,
they might be entitled to advance claims in respect of property
left behind.
| With the deductlon of such foreign nationals, the total
of 600,000 became 500,000.

The CHAIRMAN informed the Israeli delegation that during
the past few days some statistlcs had been recelved from the
Arab delegations on the basis of the Questionnaire of 19 May;
they would be transmitted to the Israeli delegation. |

Mr. MERON observed that the 1945 figure of 1,810,000
given for the total population of Palestlne ineluded 80-100,000
nomads who were not Palestinian nationals but were from Egypt,
Lebanon or Transaordan. The 139,000 Christians also included
some Lebanese nationals. There was atthe time a qonstant un-
authorized immigration of Lebanese and Syrians, attracted by
 the better labor conditions prevailing in Palestine, especlally
in the North, around Haifa. Thus the flgures he had given



{ ‘ -3

including about 100,000 non~Palestinian nationals who could not legally
be considered as Palestlnian refugees. They remained citlzens of their
regpective countries, from whlch they had 1mmigrated, often illegally.

Mr., WILKINS questioned the exlstence of any connection between
nationality and the. quality of being a refugee, Would a Pole who -had
spent his life in Germany bevconsidered a German or a Polish refugéé?

My, MERON declared such an analogy could not apply. In Central
Europe people had been victims of barbarous manipulations. The Lebanesé
immigrants had entered Palestine of their own free will, often illegally,
locking for work. They had returned on thelr own free will to their
native country, for they had not been expelled.‘ ' ;

Mr. SASSON pointed out that, moreover, they were citizens of a 2
country at war with Israel. | o

Mr. WILKINS said firstly, that the General Assembly Resolution 6f‘

11 December 1948 had given no definition of refugees, merely insisting
that "the refugees wishing to return to thelr homes and live at peacée
with their neighbours should be permitted to do so"; secondly, the
legal argument could be advanced that Lebanon had never formally declar-
ed war on Israel or invaded Israeli territory.

Mrs SASSON said that Israel would be able to explain the case to
the General Assembly;. In regard to the Lebanon, since the country had
signed an Armistice, it musﬁ have declared war. He could present the
Declaration of all the Arab States, proving that all had declared war
on what thsy'called "Zionist bands", since they had conslstently re-
‘fused, and continued to refuse, to speak of the State of Israel. The
Armistice, however, had been signed with that states

Mr. MERON quoted the parallel of Japan, which had also not de-
clared war on the United States. '

In answer to a question from Mr. Wilkins who asked whether retﬁrns'\‘
ed Lebanese nationals were included,in the flgure of 100'000 refugees
in the Lebanon, he replied in the affirmative, adding that all had not
necegssarily returned to the Lebanon.

The CHAIRMAN referred to the Israseli proposal concerning the Gaza
refugees, and the possibility of their being absorbed by Israel and
given Israeli citizenship. He wondered whether such a course of action
would be a regular policy of the Israeli Government, to be applied in
other areas to other groups of refugees who came within'the meaning of
the General Assembly's definition.

 Mr. SASSON did not know whether or not the partlcular decision
taken by his Government concernlng the case of the Gaza refugees would |
give rise to an established policy; he would request information from
- his Government and reply to the question at a later moment. ’




The CHAIRMAN asked. whether statistics could be given con=-
cerning the number of individuals separated from their families, as
mentloned in point 1 (a) of the questionnaire, and, in the event that
the separated families should be reunited, the number of refugees in
that category who would be affected. The Arab delegations estimated
that 35,000 refugees now in Israel were separated from their families;
considering an average Arab family as numbering five persons and
that four out of the five were living as refugees outside Israel.
They estimated a total of 140,000 members of broken families to be
repatriated.

Mr. SASSON recalled that his delegation had already submitted
the question to the Government in Tel Aviv, which was proceeding
with the teking of a censusj Mr. Lifshitz, who had now returned to
Tel Aviv, would follow up the matter. Mr. Sasson had no comment‘tb
make regarding the figures given by the Arab delegations. He thought
the question was a very simple one which neededvno discussion or
- accumulation of statistics. The Government of Israel had announced
its agreement to allow the return of members of separated families,
and 1t would do so, when the proper inquiries had been made, and
regardless of the number of refugees involved. In that connection,
- Mr. Sasson pointed out that some families might include male members
who were of an age to be self-supporting; such members could not be
considered as dependent upon thelr families and would not fall
within the category to be repatriated. '

Mr. YENISEY drew attention to the fact that such repatriation
would be governed by the interpretation placed upon the term "family".

With regard to the economic aspects of the refugee question, '
Dr. MERON gave a general statement of his Government's policy re~
garding resettlement of the refugees who might return to Israel
wlthin the framework of a final peace settl@mantQ
| The Govermment of Israel did not intend that these refugees
should be scattered, but rather that they should be settled in such
a way as to be able to rebuild their economic life in a constructive
manner. Israel's plan would follow approximately the lines of the
scheme adopted by the Greek and Turkish Governments in connection
“with the exchange of populations. In the latter case a special
body had been set up under the auspices of the League of Nations,
‘and resettlement had taken place on the basis of eoonomic and
‘fsociologlcal prlnojples. New villages and settlements had been
‘started° some of them had re-established previous family connections,
" others had been cooperative societies, while still others had been




created as economic units composed of groups including various types
of producels, farmers, and artisans. The two Governments had. .
succeeded in constructing self-supporting economic units, established
not on a geographical basis but on the basig of the best possibili-
ties for future development. | |

The Government of Israel had approximately the same purposes
with regard to the future resettlement of refugees, as well as of
other newcomers to the oountry.' It was interested 1n‘transforminb
them into self~supporting unlts, it desired to avold the creation
of a ”proletariet“ such as existed in Europe, in which large numbers
of people lived as landless tenants permanently burdened with debt.,
In order to bring the new settlements gradually to self- sufflciency,
it was planned that a certain percentage of artisans should be added
to each group. Settlements of factory workers would be established
in regions which gave a certaln guarantee of future steady employ-
meﬁt. Groups which were accustomed to the higher standard of living
near towns would be settled in that type of area. The Government‘
planned to grant finaneial support at the beginning, to provide for
irrigation where necessary, and to allow the maximum of autbnomy to
the groups to build thelr villages according to their own systems
and their own tastes and desires. The plan was in the best interests
of both the refugees and the country as a whole; the Government of |
Israel felt that 1t would succeed rapidly in raising the level of
1ife of the inhabitants far beyond what it had been previously, and
in making of them an asset rather than a liability.

Mr. YENISEY expressed his appreciation of Dr. Meron's. ‘
interesting and enllghtening eApo sé and asked that 1t should appear
in detall in the records; as a‘statément of the officlal policy of
the Government of Tsrael.

The CHAIRMAN asked whether the plan would apply also to those
Arabs sho-had not left Israel. ‘

Dr. MERON replied that in many towns and villages such as
Abu Gosh and Nazareth, the Arab inhabitants had remained in their
homes and were still carrying on thelr farming and other normal
ocdupations in peace. In such cases the inhabitants would remain :
where they were and contlnue their life as in the past. A4s regardsi
the small percentage who had left their homes and scattered to
various parts of the country, the intention was %o follow the plan
he had outlined. He added that this relatlvely small group had 80
far Presented no urgent problem, as they could easily find work on .
reconstruction projects of various types. ‘The Government of Israel)v
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.did”not anticipate that any problem would be raised by other
refugees who might return to Israelj the Covermment's plan for re-
settlement and redistribution of the population would be carriéd
out scientifically, and the refugees would be placed where they
nmight achieve the maximum of economic solvency;
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