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hold at Government House J3rusdom, cxt Wdnosdny, 
21 Bebruary'l951, at 3 p.m. 

-, i. 
., 

;Prosent: ,, 
Mr, de Nicolay (France) iChai&an : 

i'. Mr. lBero9' (United&tates) :..J 
3. .I 

.. . Mr,, Eralp '(Turkey)' ' 
!~ 

Mr:, de :,zce.rg-j+.e . .! t,: .'. - Principal 
Secretary 

' I. :' 
.‘ I : : :'., 

"' C'on:sideration of draft note on the powers of the Head of the 
Conciliation Commission's Refugee~OfPiee.'and their .cxe.cution 

'; The CH~IRM?N informed the members "of the Gene'ral Committee of 

the changes which he had mn'de in the 'draft note since handing it 

: to them the previous dny, and opened the discussion o‘n the 
. . '1 

: i-, d:ocument. ;. ., " : 
In:the second.$aragraph of the section dealing withthe 

v9i.a$ure of.the Office** (page l),,Mr:,.BARCO (United States) thought 

that for reasons of precision it'would be preferable to state that 
*Ji' the decis,ionstaken by the Commissionwould be concerned with 

I questions "of a political nature!! and;not with ~*genernl questions". 

.tir,+ERALP (Turkey) felt that,i:4this section the last paragraph 
stipulating that once the principles were laid down tho Head of the '. ,' 

:. '; Office would~enjoy,the widest freedom.in the orga.nization of his 
work, should be so worded as to allow the, Commission' to modify its 

<:'I 
; * policy if the 'situation: skiou;l.&::rccpire~ it;.. ., _,, 

. . 
r :" After.an exchange o'f views on these' two: points, the,,PRINCIP?;L 

$XXZT:'.RY stated that in his bpih~on't~e.-,C~mmi~sion'sho.uld give 

*,. the Bead of the Office've'ry flexible directives which would leave I' 
, ..r him ,&xffioien~,latitud~ to. o$ganii.e his work but.tiould allow the I, ',* * ,' : '_ I. ,' /, I ' :. a:, ,i ,: r.", .I, 
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- . .  .  , ,  . . . __ _ 
Commission to Dake declsi,ti.ri:s.,.as... fit, ,tliol~g;ht necessary on any 

questions, not necessarily only those of a political nature, 
‘,.. 

*He agreed.;, with Mr. Barco th7.t the Commission should adhere 

.,toO the terms of the resolution of 14 December 1950,. providing 

4hat it ,should direct the work of the new Office, but he also 

, agreed with the Chairman and Mr. Eralp that, in view of the 

personality of the futdre Head of the Office, a great measure of 

lqtitude should be granted..-.hi.m in the organizption ,of h,is wo?k. .’ . . . . 2:. . .: I::‘.-.. 
In his oplnlonj 

- :..‘.i tile ‘aisle ,,qu-,eslt~oh d, epa-rrb:ed ,8n. th~.i’:wsy in 

whidh the .Cbmmission. intended to direct its new OFf$oe..i: ;flas it ‘, 
desir,e,d that, of ter the‘ piinbiples had. bzen”agreed upon; ! ” the 

Commission should lay down the general lines to be followed bY 

‘the Head of the Office, who would. then pu.t forward the quystions .;, 

which seemed ;ta him to require a decision of the Comaissiont 

Or was it desired that the,~.O.f.fice should be o$ganized in such a 1. ..1_ , 
way as to remain in close ~c’ontact with the Commission which could . 
at any time step in and indicate the questions on which it reserve< 1:. z I’ 
the right .x,:tRke a decision ,itself? ,.. 

.’ 

The’ members ai’. the’ Commi’ttec recognized that this point should. 

TIesd af the Office’was not continually obliged t.o.w.n.sult the 
Comn1is.sia.n as such a procedure, would delay the npccmplishment of ‘. 

his task, :. t. 

The CHp,IRM,!,N concluded by stating that those two procedures 

might be put before the Commission, with the ,in,dication that the 

,..;,Genoral Committee favoured the second alternative ; the. Sentence; 

i,to ,the effect that, once the pr’inciplos ware laid down,,: the 

Commission would allow the .Head of the OfCicq .the gre.vtest latitude 

L !:to organize and direct his work, would be .maintained in’ the draft. ., .’ 
. The head,ing of the second section (page 2“of the document) / ,’ 

,vyas changed from. “Funcb$,bns : of the .df f icevy :to. ‘~~(jb@ectiv’es of the 
. I. 

bf ficevt , 
‘, ‘i , / ,’ ‘, 

: ’ 
., 

In connection with the chapter dealing with compensation, ‘a ’ 
discussion took place as to whether’it whs a.dvisable to refer, in 

sub-paragraph (a) of’ paragraph 1: $0 the natur$ bf the ‘property 

“for ,kh.iah aomgensation would be paid by Israel. It was finally 

agreed to: r.eplace that m-fssonck ba “7’ 8.’ mention of the pertinent I 

resolution ofthe GeneralVPOssembly. i:‘: tIj : 

With regard to stib-paragraph:(b) . . of p..aragraph 1, c~ncerping 

the conditions for the payment of compensation, Mr, EXLLP (Turkd 
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remarked that if the refugees applying for compensation were 
required f ormaliy to renounce their right to repatriation, there 

might be protests from the ,%rRb States, who considered thnt the 

refugees’ right to repatria.tion w0.s sscrosanct. -. 

After a discussion, during which Mr, Erim., legal expert, gave 

a detailed expose of the legal aspects of the question, it wa.s 

agreed that sub-paragraph (b) would read as follows: “It would be 

understood when the refugee rectiives payment of compcnsntion that 
he thereby renou.ZKes his right to repatrietion and. nbandons any 

further claims to his property in Is~acl.~~ 

The General Committee decided to continue the consideration 

of this document at its next meeting. 

The meeting rose at ,5 p.m. 

3---c 


