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' .' : . i _. 
Stud? of the draft resolution Erenared bv the:Secretariat'for ' 
inclusion in the memorandum to Fg=submitted to the Commission. II_-- -- 

The CHAIRMAN.tabled the draft-resolution prepared by' the , : : 
Secretariat,. !e wished t,,o point out that the General'committee 
ha@ never..befGre submitted'formal re&'olut,ions to the Commission . . ,:: 
but thatits suggestionshad been presented ina'less positive .., ,, “ 

,&manner. 
" , 1 . . .- . 

. . 

. ', 'As'to thesubstance :of the document,,,:he remarked that the 
; 7,: 

yresolution brought 'up the questionrof.the organisation of the 
,,,.Off..ce whereas, iA'the'eourse of an earlier &change of views, 

. 
the Gen&al'Committee had bean' of~the,.opin;ion that this matter : 
should be submitt"e'd3o the Commission in,view: of.the p.rese1n.t 

' 
uncertainty 'regardi& the memb'ership and,t,he ,status of the. " . 
Committee bf'Experts:on compensation, .:.' . . 

. 

Mr, 'ERALP (Turkey) and,.Mr. BARCO (Unit,ed.States) stated, in 
turn, that the procedure adopted in the' past by the General 

'Co~i~,~~~'~or'submission of"suggestions to,,the.Commission appeared 
to theni' to‘be'preferablk.. " _ .' '* 

An‘exchange'bf views'then-too'k:place as t.o'*ihether the 
,$ommittee, of' Experts;' established:by a decision of the Commission 

1 adopted last‘ bC:tbber; 

concrete form. ", " 
in' Lake Succe.ss,, should. be set up. in a 
<: '. .' . . 

7’: “:. ‘, . . . ‘,: ,’ : 



It was pointed out that, if the experts were to proceed with' 
preliminary studies pending the arrival of the Head of the Office, 

they would have,,greater authority and therefore greater facilities .,,. 4 . . . 
in the conduct of their work, if they were memb'ers of a Committee 
of the Conciliation Commission: 

The PRINCIPAL SECRETARY stated that it would be good to 
clarify the situation because the organisation of the work would 
depend '&i whether the experts worked as members of.an officially 
constituted Committee or simply as experts of the Commission. The 
decision on this point was up to the Commission., 

:. ,! 3 I . 1 
Mr'.'""~~R($'Cj" (:$'ited'S'tates) believed that the Commission could 

reach a conclusion'as 'to whethq the Committee of Experts on com- 
pensation should proceed Gith its work as a body of the Commission 
or as part of the Office, once-the program of work for the coming 

months had been decided upon. 

Mr. ERALP (Turkey) saw no disadvantage in h,aving the experts 
work as members of a Committee .which could function until the 
arrival of the He'ad of the Office. Once the Office had been set 

up, the members of the Cbmmittee of Experts would then constitute 
the st.aff'.of',.the Office. That procedure 'Gould increase the 

authority of the experts in their, negotiations. 
. .,. ? 

The PRINCIPAL SECRE'TARY considered that the fusion of the 

C?mmit,t,ee of Experts and. of the Offic,e,:,qsO t;kie,,,,inos~,:.pcac.tioa~. 
..I ~. '" _,.. . , . 

mtS'~~(Xi' ,bf ibtafping tbe..bec'essary.:-p~.~sonne3_ $-or. ti.he ,O.ffic'e'. "A 
1,'. :.. . . . . 

-The CHAIRMAN concXud.ed;'-'on'tihe "basis 'of 'the ,di$cu+sicn,, that ..: * 
mention:should ,not xbe,inade, in the 'memorahdum to the Commissio,n, 
of the.qu.est:ion of t&organisation of thebffice, 'so as t,o give 

the Head. of the Office.full freedom 'in 'the'fdrmulat'ion of, pq&ps- 

tions concerning the organisation of its work, As for the 
'. '. 

Committee of-,Experts, the attention of'the dommission coul,d be ., :: '. 
drawn to the*.nec,essity'of reaching“B decision 'on that matte+. 

,. ..' "',.i ,; .' '. 
. . '&r&-ng $o"Section B of,the d?~urnent,unde.:r,study,..the 

CHAIRMAN'bbserved that"$t contain,e.d a very:clear defini.tisn of. 
the,'terms'of reference of the Office. .In his. opiniopj.howeverj, 

that ‘defiaitibn“was a repetition cf,;that included in-Parts'1 and II 
of the memorandum, except that it stressed more,sharply the-fact 
*that compensation ~+as %'rthe main task"' of.the Office. "It‘might be 

sufficient to'insert that passage of the'resolution in the part Of 

the memorandum where recommandations were made to the Commission for 
the adoption of a certain number of measures. 0 

I 



The Coi??rittee agreed with the Chairman and decided to include 

in the first paragraph of Part II of the memorandum, after the 

words VP-to proceed immediatelyPv the words *‘as the first. o,rder of 

businessy7. 

The PRINCIPAL SECRETARY wondered whether the insertion of 

those words would not be interpreted as meaning that the assess- 
ment of the total value of property left behind by the refugees 

in Israel, mentioned in that paragraph, was to be the only item 

to be studied at the beginning and that the study of possible 

procedures for the establishment of a compensation fund would only 

be taken up at a later date. In his view, both these studies 
should be carried on simultaneously, because, as a conclusion to 
this work, the Commission would have to submit to the Government 
of Israel a *figure, representing the amount to be paid for com- 
pensation, which would be considered as reasonable by the Commis- 
sion in that it would be based on the assessment‘of the property 

of the refugees and on a study of the financial possibilities of 

Israel, 

The CHAIRMAN remarked that it would indeed be desirable 

to proceed with both these studies simultaneously. The attention 
of the Commission could be drawn to that procedure. 

In connection with paragraph 4 of Part 111 which refereed 
to the plans for repatriation, the PRINCIPAL SECRETARY pointed 

out that it would be dangerous to mention the possible economic 

and social benefits to the State of Israel as the main criterion 
for the establishment of repatriation plans. 

After an exchange of views, and on the suggestion of 

Mr. Fisher, it was decided to insert, in paragraph 4 of Part II 
of the memorandum, after the words vvrepatriationvv the words 

vvbased on the best interests of the refugees as well as on possible 

benefits of an economic and social nature to the State of IsraelTp. 

Following a proposal made by the CHAIRMAN, who referred to 

the agreement concluded with UNRWA concerning the collaboration 

between both organisations, it was also decid.ed to insert, in 

paragraph 3, after the words “compensation and resettlement”, the 
words v9and, at the appropriate time j to discuss such plans with 
the Relief and Works Agency’!. 
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. : Th?, C~AIRNAN read out the proposed wording of the introduc- * 
. tory pa.r.a$~j~ph, to the membrandum ,to be submitted to the : 

Commission. 
That $raf! was approved without any discussion, 

; :' 
P&ts I :ntid II of the ‘r,eport, with t,he modifications ,to be 

iri$&t& b'y the ',?e:cretatiiat in the light of the discussion that 
. '.. 

had taken piace, 
! 

tieice appro've& 
2' .' 

I  ‘. 
, .  

The meetirx rose at 4.45 -&III. I ' 
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