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F.9: EWP, (Turkey) . : ..I, " Chtxktman 
Mr, de Nicolay (France). ;. 

. . Mr. ,,Baroo (Unit,ed Statas)-, 

Mr, de Azcarate * Principal secretary 1: Y". :::, 
,. ,, ;.. 

Comiss ice11 s Supplemanta~prt 
. 

(consideration of Secretariat wc~rki 

The CHAIRMAN thought that the.working paper was a very helpful. document end 

would be of great assistance to the Committee in drafting the Sup&ementary~Repo.rt, 

The qtlestlon arose as to whether some parts of this paper could be,:used in the ‘ 
Repo'rt i-&elf. .' :.,, 

The 'SuppIementer$ Report would be in the nature of a,brief analysis‘ of the .., . 
situation and would'$ive a genes*erl &ndQation of the way in which t,he Commission ‘ 
considered that the problems mFght be solved, He did not think it was necessary 
for the Commission to di8cws the merits of the case in this Report., . 

Mr. MARCO (United"States) suggest& that, although'the working paper had no2 . 
been tifted with the intention of forming part of the Supplementary Report, the 

~Committee,mi&t usefully take it as a basis for its draft Report, Pollow$.ng its ,, 

&nerai OUtkb3 e;nd spirjt, but cuttiw it down considerably, 
'; :.. 

Mr; de NICOLAY (France) stated that 'both he and Mr, de Boisanger,thou&ht the :. 
work- paper was an excellent docyent, and he was in aqeement y3th+Mr.,,~fuvos@ ' 'I,- ,' 
auggastion. .' '3 3 

He wished to take the opportunity to recall Mr, da,Boisangx?s ideas ae.to. 
. . 

'the ge1~~1 outline of the Supplementary Report. It shatid.be very brief, perh~s 
five or slJr ;pageq, and should be inspir&by the f'ollowlng idea: the preeent 
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Jituation in Pqlestine was a threat to the peace, and the time had come for the 

Ixd+&d’Nations~t6- take meaeures to end it, 

The first part of the Report should give a brief account of the sit’uatfon: 

lhe Armistice Agreements were still In force but were limited in their, scope; they 

-lad been intended only’ as a, tempoWlaYljT.‘meas&-re; ~‘ir&easi&g’numberb of frontier 

Inc$dents were taking place, etc. I .. 
4 ‘, ” ,‘.,,, 
The S~CCM part would deal with, the, refugee, guest,ion, a’ 
The third part might contain the Co&niss&n~s’ suggestions: 1. that the Assembly 

invite the parties ,to me&‘-under Its ,aus’pices to negotiate a settlement of all 

questions outstanding between them; that the resolution of 11 Deoember @ii.8 

concerning refugees should :be reaffirmed, but that’ consideration shobd be given 

Lo the fact that some refugees might not des~ra’to’~&etum to their.ho&es, and 

therefore the Assembly should take practi6al see& :in the matter of the payment of 

sompensation, recognition. by the Arab States of the oivil rights ,of refugees 

remaining in their .oountries, etc, 

He did not feeI. that tU c’dnbnlasioti shotid ~~~~~~’ &I terr2torlEtl questions at 

the present time, 
; I .’ ,.I 

:. 
5 ’ The ?.hmmitC ee then read through the working paper &d &de numerous deletions 

. 
ma. suggestions, 

9; The Secretariat was requested to p&pare a tift Supplementary Report on the 

3asSs of the warkinG paper and the indications of the General C&Wee, in 1 - 
&tWilar the’,neeb. to emghasize strongly the C&ission;‘s ‘recommendation *hat the 

,Si&ibly should invite the pa&iefi to’undertake direct n&otiations ‘on’all 

~uestions’outstanding between them. . . __ 
‘. 

A general discusdan followed, au&g whioh the fol&ring point6 of view &re 
I 

cqn53saed. 
.. ; 
. ‘. 

.V’ 
The’ PRINCIFU SECRETARY, although agreeing that the report should be ‘4s. b&f 

..:“.:! :; 
1s possibbie, ‘felt that‘ it ‘should not be “‘too con&z&h. Tlie C~mm+eion_~d been 
xrking for eighteen mdnthe end had ‘a duty to the A&embiy to give ‘a c$%ir &x&nt . :,. 
.kf thei’ situation; The ‘&$ort should, -be l&g enohgh to J-I&$,% the’ &osent6t~n of 

:onsider&ons’ ijh&h’titiuLd give satisfadtion to the’ &e side, as well “as of I..,, . . ,, 
*. ” 

,:onsiderations which would be regarded as favourable to the other side&.+ this 
,,~ a &l&6 wb&d be ~&l;l;&.& ” , :, ,) I ,_ .I’.’ ‘i , 

I 



fore any negot$atiom c6uXl be usefully undsrt&lcen, Both eldes must realize t&t 

ElpiTit Of 43iV8 a;nd td& W&l3 ~~~0E#~~. up t0 HOW no i31.10h spirit had bdt0~3 

.8playea by m0 parties. 

lie felt that the report should ~oncentmte above aZ;L on stressBg Qhe need 

or direot negotiations. 

The ??RNCIpA'L SECRB!l%RY s&id it shot&i, however, avofd gipinig the ~XW3SiOa 

o 4% A~~?ambly that if direct negotiations mre staint;ad,: all the proWxt~ would 

utomatica11y be d273ight0I33a out, It shotid be mde clear that the %rzt tWt 

-srect negotiations had not taken pJ+aoa hadxade it mossi'& mm to attem@ to 

0tt1e any.of the 0ut8t23nai~ g.m3tfOm, 

In his opWbn some mention might be m&e in the report of the present 
ktitudes of the patiies ~egax+ing thq l;emitorW question, 

m, de ~COI~Y @XWC~) mid that his a~h3gbti0k-h w8g opposed. LO mbkmg my 

ention of the territorial. question because they felt that the only solukkm to 
his problem w+,s Co maintain the present sitmtt;fon, with slight ad$mtmmte;'and 

bviously this opinion could not be put fonmd. 
The C14DJUQVs summing up, said that the report should remmend that the 

x~mbly jmpres~ upon both sidea that they mu& nake peace as soon as possibley if 
he attitudes of the pax338 aid-not reflect this am3-@, then eve13 dim& 

egotiations wou3.6 not be fruitful, 

The meeting rose a% 32 nOOXb v-a..-...c..... 


