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Consideration of dra,ft note on t.60 powers ofthe 
Head, of the, Gonciliation~~~on~~s Refugee Office and 
their, execution jcontinurZion of’ discussion) 

The General Com:l;ittoe, continuing the consideration of the 
drn.ft report to be subrilitted to the Commission, examined Seotion B 

of the chapter dealing with compensation, 

The CHtT,UW4N observed ths tj in this document, he had briefly 

outlined the measures to be taken by the Office in order to settle 

the question of compensation according to the instructions oontained 

in the resolution of 14 December 1950, This ts.sk could be divided 
into three phases: the first dealing with assessment, the second 

with the establishment of a compensntion fund, and the third with 

the actual payment of compensation. .- 

;. Following an exchattugc of views, in thti course of which 

ailr, B;RCO (United States) pointed out thnt strict instructions 

should not be given to the Office, it was decid.ed to make certain 

drafting changes as well as one substantive change proposed by 

Mr6 E&&P (Turkey) J The latter stated that the methods, mentioned 

in sub-paragza& (c) of paragraph B dealing with the second phase 

Of the Work, where it was said thst contribution to the compensation 
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fund 9Vwill come either from Israel or from the international 

0 ommunityvs , could not be considered by.the Commission as t-,vo ,a/, 
separate alternatives. In fact,, ‘the ~%~p’bnsibility for contributing 

to the compensa*tiod ,f,und-‘.r‘e’s’ted solely with the Government of 

ISra,@l, ..,, ..;In’,‘o:rder to fulfil tha.t responsibility, that Government “’ I’ , / 
could itself request assistance from the international communiby. 

The CXkIRIUN and Mr. BhRCO (United Sta.tes) both agreed that 

this observation was souhd. and- it was decided to replace the 

present wording by the phrase vlcontributions, to ,the compensation 
;‘:, .: ._I,. . . -.-s*- 

:fund Will gQme:fr.pm Israel ,.:(.e~~8her..-dlr’e.‘at:iji’ orYc&ough an inter- 
‘. ‘ “, ,:;.“~.+.~“.A.. *.‘* .” .,,.. ,. ‘” I_.,..l*.-.C. ” ” 

&“.+i’aj.ya-& loan) v,. 

The wording of sub-paragraph (b) of paragraph 3, dealing 

with the third phase ‘,:,, c$ .-,,- the .“,,, ,y.&k,- -was modif ied so as to indicate, 

not that the vsclaims’v for oompensation would be a.ccepted on two 

conditions but that the v’payment vt of compensation would be made 

.,;;o!n’. two. conditions, 
‘T .. ;. 

* /.<_ ,, a_: - 
j ; \ :: ,;, ‘, ‘,.L i.: : 

.4f ter some further drafting changes the chapter dealing with 
. ,: ,,,,, 

c om&n.,s~~,tion was approved,, 
,. ,, ,‘:’ -;, 1 kc., .” 7 . 

:,: _“a .’ . ,,!.A.. ” “~““$ie following c’hapter, deali.ng with repa,tria.tion and cer 

ia.tegra.tion, was approved, ,with ,the ,$$3$tion, .in--,-the title and in. 
the firs$ ,c$&j,~&&&~, “’ ““’ 

_,...- ‘A-- -- 
of the words. .fV,eqonomic and social 

rehsbilitatj,onVP. : p ‘. .“:.‘ 

The, ch@pt~er’~dea.li’ng~ with”‘the progection of the rights, 

plloperty and interests of the refugees was approved without change, -- 

The CHAIRiMN stated that the Committee having a&&&d”‘$he text 

of Part I which contained the principles on’ whicl’i”“the Office could 

base its, wo~rk; would. now consider the note prepared’ by Mr, Barco, 

which dealt with the “pr’ati;tical i,mplementatfp!n,,~r &he conclusions 

reached in Part One. 
I\‘,’ .’ 

,1 ..’ ,. ,., ‘, .’ 

i .; ‘,!. : ; 2 ~!kdsi i BARCO-- (United States) , in. introducing his doe umcnt , pointed 

OUt that in view of the scope of the proposed terms ,of, reference of 2. ;,” ,._, ~ ..::.“: ,.,... .“I : ..,__ ““‘“y” 
the Office and of the present ~ad.min.i!str.a.t:~,v,o( ~.Rcj:l~tl.~,s:~::~,,,~~~~ was .,~;L;,,;-..:.“... . . . . . :, . . _ . . ,, ::..,:- . - “-.-‘] .,. . : 
8 da age,?, tha$,-,,‘%&$‘:’ i&<ij$~s g L’6,j.j ,,, w~n.&~-. :r;‘o t, ,;.Ei& “‘abi’a , .I_ -&~‘~,;,i&,s ,-‘:pe’j-jo -pt’“* t 0 t he 

. I ., .;;-.,... _.. ,. s .‘, ,’ “--, ‘;, _ 
next $:“$~‘~~~~“~“‘~jf”’ thb Gener’aj ii ssembly, to ref*er, ,to any oo-n.crete . . 
results in the i.field..of payment of bompcnsa.tion. ’ It .was therefore . 
‘essential ,a.b,qve a811,r in h$s opinion,, 

,: 
to oonc.l,ude i&Q. ‘the Government 

i; ’ .b:h’.Israel an. agreement of -pri’ncipje honcarning the sums vhich that 

Government would be read.y ,and, @Le. to phy,‘for ‘~omp’en&~ti$$~ I,Y..In 

. . .!.or.d-o’r ‘to op’en”&~6$~$~~‘tions o.n th,nt.. questio’n,’ t&i Com&ssion wqLd ‘. 
~;~ha.ve~.to”be”in!~os~es$~on ,of oor,oyete -data ‘!bh.‘$~ki&h 66 bAsg $h@ ,̂: 
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of Israel. It was thus n$:cessary to decide upon the methods of 

work by which. the Office could furnish the Commission with the 

i.nformatidh r6cluired for the determination, in,,nogo,tiatio.n with 

Israel, of ‘a ‘figure “on the basis of whi&.’ the Office, could then. ; 
elaborate its plans f’or dompehsatioh, ’ ,‘. 

I,. 

,./,, : . 
““Mr, ERALP (Turkey) pointed out that he d.id not .balieve that 

the ‘two notos’tihich were to constitute the memorandum to the 

. Commission were complementary but that tbcy set fort& ,.&he problq 
. 

in two d.ifferent ways, 

Mr q BAR.CO (United 
; ‘.I S,tates) agreed, that the, n.ote he had just’ 

submitted contained a compromise solution of, a p.racticaI nature, 

whereas the first note contained a str,ict interpretation .of .Fhe 

provisions of the resolution of 14 December 1950, ,Ho believed, ., I ,, 
’ however, that it kas possible to oombine both documents in the 

: 
same memorandum, which could have an introductory gara.graph ,. 

expi’aining ‘the nature of both its parts, and stressing the fact 

that the practical methods mentioned .in Par.t Two appeared to be 

fully in. accord with the letter and the spirit of ,thc resolution. .l ., ,, 

Mr. ERALP (Turkey) emphasiz,ed the ,necessity, of, ,issuing, very 
‘, ‘.. ..’ : 

flex;b.le ihstrutitio’ns ‘to;the Has.d of. the Office, ~0’4s not to, --: ,, ,‘, 
hamtier his ac%ivities. The, OHAIRMJN agreed with t&t point of 

view, and obser’vod that the memorandum was to be used simply as a ,: 

basis for conversations between the Commission and Mr. hndcgxn 

and that if the latter ha.d any remarks to make concerning the 
, 

organ&ation of ,hfs work, the Commission could ‘oonsidcr those / .’ 

if appropriate, 
: 

remarks and, modify its instructibhs. ,, 
.’ .‘. 

I: discussion then took plr?ce asto whether.,, in the..first 
: ’ 

instm.ce, the efforts should bea rr on the conclusion of an agreement 
.’ 

in principle with the”Governments concerned., or on the d.etorminntion 

of the total amount of ‘Oompensation to be requested, 
‘, from Israel. : ,’ . 

It Gas concl’uded thatboth ‘these efforts should!’ be ‘pursued more 

or l’ess’ simultaneously, 
! ’ I 

” ’ ’ ‘, .̂  
” “il :. 3,;’ ; ‘, \ 1, 

’ ,. 
Mr. B$RC‘o (:United States) beli+,ve.d, that .,an, agreement on 

principl,e with the par.ties co.ncer,nod wou&d -in no way hamp.q the ,. .’ 1’ ,,t :, 
ac’tivities of’ the Head of the .Office but,:,on. the 

.’ i Contrary, .ooU.Id . ,A. 
fwilikte his task, - , ., . . . : : 

The Commission’s iegal expert indicated that the task: which 
it was intended toi ,~:i,ve..,:,~,~,,~th;7....~~p~~ti3:”~~D.’~er.~. f-0 compile the 

data needed by the Commission for its negotiations with the 

Government of Israel was too extensive if their work was to be ,)i 
definitely completed before the arrival of the Hea.d of the Office’. 

._. i. .-. 



.,Mr, PARC0 ,(United Xtate,s) observed, in this connection, that 

,the experts c,buld oonsider the question of compensPtion in a 

pr;elir~inary manner ,and make all tho,s,e, contacts ..whi.ch .might be of 

assistance to the Office once the Read of the Office'had arrived. 
I 

Tne PRINCIPXL SECRETI",RY believed that the. General Committee 

I having outlined the task of th e Office in the 1igh.t of the resolutio! 

of 14 December 1950, should draw the attention of the Co,mmission to 

the items'on which immediate action on the part of 'the Office wes 

necessary and to certain concrete.,questions.on which tho,'Commission , 
itself should take a stand, I . ! ,'. 

There,w.as anothe,raquestion on which-the Commission should take 

,:I'dedisio,n:,whother the Committee,,of Experts,on, Compensation 'should 

function independently,~of the Offioe or whetherit. should be, 

integrated .'n the.'Cffice; in.which case 'the ,Gxpert$l-+o,uld,8 become 

mombcrs of the staff of the Office. In the .lattercase, the Office 

would immediately be constituted, even before the arrival of the 

F&ad of the Off'ice. _' . . 

. 'Finally, itwo.uld,be.important to know wh.ether the Commission, 

in establishing an order of priority for' the consid~oration of,tho 

different measures to be taken, should formally rdquost the Office 
to consider, as the first order of business, the problem of 

.' ' 
compensation, I ,. 1 :.I 

: :. The PRINCIPAL SECR,ETARY pointed out that the.Socretariat, with 

,thatlidea in mind, had -prepared"a draft resolution whicbthe ,~ 

General Committee might wish to study for ppssibie'insortion in the :. 
memorandum to be submitted to the Gommis:sidn. ., 

The CHAIR)lI$~, having consulted his qollea,gues, st@ed$Aa,t 

the documentprepared by the Secretariat.wou1.d be, considered, at 

a 1 % the, next meeting. The Committee might immediately.decide tha,t the 
<. ' memorandum to the Commission would contain aPart One wherein the 

general principles to-be followed in the work of the Office would 

be mentioned, and a Part Two dealing with the pr8CtiCd. mORSUreS 

for the implementation of those principles. .A Part Three might alsr: 

be included and mi&tcontain the concrete recommendations set 

forth in the text prepared by the Secretariat, 

The meeting rose at 12.15 p,m, 


