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The CHAIRMAN drew attention to the agenda for the meeting;
it was understood that in accordance with the flexibllity of
procedure agreed upon, neither the Gommittee nor the delegation
of Isreel should consider itself limited to discussion of
quéstions listed in the agenda.

Statistical ‘information on refugees and population in Palestine

(questionnaire submltted by the United States member)
Mr, LIFPS'HTTZ explained that the information he was aboub

to glve was baged upon tle statistical abstracts of the Palestine

Administration as of 1 April 1945, which were the only souroce

.available at the prosent time. He challengsd those figures to
& certain extent ‘s ‘census of certain villages had indicated

that in mid-1948 ‘or carly 1949 the real figures were about 10%
less than those given in the abstracts for 1945,  On the basis,
therefore, of his assumption that the total pdpuiation at the end

. of 1947 ocould be taken asg lO per cent less than the of ficial

figures for 1945, he gave the' following estimates of’ ‘population
at tle end of 1947, by former administrative dlstrlcts which were

B inoluded within the boundaries of Israsl on 1 May l949;
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Acre, 58,000; Safag, 41,000; Tiberias, 23,000;
Nazareth, 34,000; Beisan, 14,500; Haifa, 108,000;
Jenin, 7,500; Tulkarm, 32,000; Jaffa, 100,000;
.Ramle-Lydda, 80,0004 Jerusalem, 50,000; Hebron,
17,000; Gaza, 60,000; Besrsheba, 45,000.
0f the total, there were at prasént in Israel about 150,000
Arabs, either nomads or inhabitants of villages; it could
therefore be assumed that the number of refugsees from Israeli-
controlled areas was‘apprOximately'BZb,OOO. Mr. Lifshitz.
would supply information at a later moment ooncerniné the
breakdown of the total figures between Moslems and Christians;
at the request of Mr. Wilkins, he also promised to furnish
information regarding the districts in which the 150,000 Arabs
at present in Israeli territory wers locaﬁed.

In reply to a question from the Ohaifman, who asked whethsr
the total figures should not be increaséd ﬁy 5 per cent to allow
for the average population increase during the past two years,
Mr. LIFSHTTZ thought such an allowance was not indicated since
there had actually been a decrease of population among the
refugees durlng that period.

With regard to the citrus groves, Mr. Lifshitz said that
the statistics for 1945 showed a total of 130,000 dunums belonging
to Areb owners. On tle basis of a census which had not as yeb
been entirely complated, he could state that that figure was
somewhat exaggerated, and that the actual Arab-owned area
planted in ocltrus at the end of the second world war was
‘approximately 90,000 to 95,000 dunums. Owing to the fact that
no citrus products could be exported during the war, a large
number of the groves had been neglected or converted by their
owners to the cultivation of vegetables and other produce.
Noreover, during the wwrld war a quota system had been introduced,
under which a certain parccntage of the product. of each dunum
was reserved for export and the total quantity for export was
allocated at the rate of 50 per cent to Jewish-owned’ groves
and 50 per cent to Arab-owned groves, sach grove being assigned
a. partioular sxporter to handle its product. The result of this
practice was that ocertain owners claimed a larger area than was
actually theirs, such claims were further encouraged by the faot
“that no texes were levied on the gpoves during the war.
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As regards ths number of Arab workers employsd in the
citrus industry, at the end of 1947, Mr. Lifshifz stated that v’
during the summer gsason, which extended from May to September,
about 4,000 hired workers were employed for extra’ cultivation
and irrigation. During the winter scason, extending from
January to April, about 10,000 to 12, OOO‘workers'were erploysd
in picking, paocking, transportation and other work conneotsed
with the marketing and export of ths product Mr. Lifshits . v
pointed out that the worksrs were employed. by the citrus
industry during only eight months of thevyear, during the
remaining four ﬁdnths they hed worked in @ﬁher agricuitural
enterprises, on public works, railways,'étc..”It could therefors
be considsred, for practibal purposes, that the citrus industry
employed about 9,000 seasonel workersg annually. He dfew
attention to the fact that the'figurés glven aﬁpliad only to
hired labourers; they did not include small grove owners who
cultivated their own groves without employing help.
.. In ruply to a que stion from Mr. Wilkins, who asked whether
. the sams workurs WUre employed during both the summer and winter
geagons, Mr. LIFSLh 7 explained that during the winter season
specilal oategories of workers wsre engaged, guch as piokers,
packers, chauffeurs and othars, meny of whom worked only two
months at a time. ‘
Mr., WILKINO pointed out that 1n that cage tha total
numbsr of workers employed annually night riss as high as

' 14,000 to 16,000,

. The CHAIRMAN observed thet the figures glven applied only
to workers; the owners of the groves must also be taken ikto
aceount, | o '
Mr. LIFBHITZ repliud thet he could not give filgures of
the total number of grove owners 2% the moment; however he
thought that the fiourﬁ would be approx1matoly gvenly divided
between owners of large and of small grovas.

Mr. WILKINS asked what was the total area of Jewishwowned
- groves, and whather any Arab workers were employed in them.

Mr., LIFSHITZ said that at the end of 1945 the area of such
groves was about 135, 000 dunums. Figures for the 3 year 1943-1944
indicated that 2 500 to 3,000 Arabs had been employed in Jewish~ 1
owned groves. ‘ R
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 Mr. YENISEY requeéted information conocaerning the total

~annual inoome'derived frow the e¢itrus industry, and the

proportion of citrus exports to the totel axports of Palestine.

Mr. MERON roplied that in 1938-39, which might be taken
ag a normal year, the total export from both Jewish-owned and
Arab-owned groves had been 15.2 million boxeg; ths precoding. :
~year the figuré hed been 11.4 million boxes. The total ihcome
from Palestine exports in 1938 had been 15,683,000, of whioch.
13,750,000 had eome from the citrus industry; in 1939 the total
figure had been 15,467,000 of which L3,769,000 had been derived
from the c¢itrus industry. The figures given did not include
by-products of the industry; It seemed, therefors, that the
gtatement of the Arab delegations that the ocitrus industry was
the source of 80 per cent of Palestine exports was slightly
exaggerated. Mr. Meron pointed out that in recent years the
percentage had decreased slightly owing to the increass in
other types bf exports, such és diamonds.

In reply to a question from the Chairman, Mr. Meron stated
thet the source of his information was the "Statistical Handbook
of Middlé Easgt Countries", published by the Jowish Agpenoy, and
wag a reprint of the stetistical abstracts of the Palestine
Administretion. The figures quoted were based on the port
statistics of Hoifa, Jaffa and Tsel Aviv, the last year for which
flgures wers availlable was 1944,

Mr. LIFSHITZ then took up the question of the number of
Arab workers in the ports of Haifa, Jaffa and Tel Aviv.  Virtually
no Arabs were employed in the port of Tel Aviv. In Haifa, in
1946, there had been about 2,000; however, Mr. Lifshitz pointed
out that 80 per. cent to 90 per cent of these had been Syrians
or Eeyptiang éngaged.on_a seasonal basis owing to the shortage of
labour and the fact that local Arab labour was engaged in work
in the military ocamps. Operation of the port of Jaffa had bsen
girtually at a standstill during the war, and the workers there
had turned to other activities; the revival of the operatidn of
the port had begun in 1945, and it was largely occupied with
importation of goods for the Arab sector and exportetion of Arab
produce from the ooastal_plain. About ‘5,000 to 6,000 Arab
workers had besn employedvin the port of JTaffa during recent

years.
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‘As regards the number of Arab workers employsd at the
airpdrt of Lydda, Mr. Lifshitz explained that the entire
technical And ragearch staff of the airport were English or
Jewish; not more than 50 Arabs woere employed therse.

Discusgion of the territorial question

The CHAIRMAN sxplained that during its first meeting with
the Arab de;egations the Committee had transmitted the Ieraeli
' proposals regarding the frontiers with Lebanon and Egypt. The

' Arab delegations had taken note of those proposals, and had
askéd whethe r none had besn mads concorning the frontier with
the Hashemits Jordan Kingdom, The Chairman now agked whether
" the Israeli delegation could make a further statement in the
light of the Lreb delegatlons' memorandum of 21 May..

"Mz, YENISEY,obsarvodbthat the two parties were.approaching
thé Palestine pﬁdblém along different lines, which thus far
had run parallel Witﬁout merging at any point. If the talks
‘were not to continue indefinitely without possibility of
achieving a settlement, a wey must be found to make these
"separate llnas of thinking converge. The best method was a

' "full and precisu statement by each party of 1ts exact’ position

_on the bntire question. The Committee therefore reéquested from
the Isrsaeli delsgation a clear statement of ite attitude on
the matter of Israel's eastern boundary.

Mz. SASSON thanked the Committéa‘for the opportunity o
meke such a statement, 51noe his delegation's propogals, and
the absonce of 1 proposal ‘concerning the "Triangle", had . -~
evidently‘been misunderstood by the Arab delegatlons .The .
Israeli délegation, in omitting mention of the frontier with
the "Hashemite Jordan Kingdom, had intended that the Arab dele-
gatioﬁs should'hAQé'ﬂn opportunity to discuss and dedida among
"themselves on "the future stﬁtus of the "Triangle', however, he
‘ wes ready to put forward .a proposal now. P

Israel would accevt, as a political frontier Hetween -
itself and the Hashumite Jordan Kingdom ths frontier which had
existed butwaen Trenqaordan ané Palestine under the British
Mandate, in the north from El Hamma to a. point south. of El--
Fatur, ‘and’ in the south from & point towards the middle of the
fDead Séa oppositc Engedde to the Gulf of Agaba. As regards: the
"Triangla" (incluqing.the Hebron region),. namely, the wholé
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central area of Palestine under Jordanian military occupation,
Isracel would accept as its boundary the present armistice lines,
with certain modifications, in the interests of both parties,

to be.qiscussed later. That proposal was made without entering
into the question of the future political status of that area;
if the "Triangle™" later became part of the Hasghemite Jordan
Kingdom, the frontier between that State and Israel would then
be a continuous one. MNr. Sasson emphagized the fact that the
future of the Jurusalem area was a separats question and did not
enter into the present proposal. ‘

Mr. Sasson made. it clear that the modificestions he spoke of
would be “adjustments" of a minor nature, to be agreed upon in
‘the interests of both parties concerned. However, he reiterated
hig former statement that I=rael would negotiate, regarding its
separate frontiers, only with the State directly concerned; it
was therefore inmpossible to discuss the naturs of the modifica-
tions in the "Triangle" boundaries, until the future status of
the territory had been decided. His delegation wished to make
it clear that Israsl had no ambitions as regards the "Triangle"
and did not wish at preéent to put forward suggestions as to its
disposition; Israecl wished to givc the ..rab delegations an
opportunity to state their own attitude régarding the future
status of the territory.

In answer to a question from the CHAIRMAN, Mr. Sasson
affirmed that in his delegation's opinion the disposition of
the "Tr1angl=" was 1 matter upon which a proposal agreed upon
by the Airab dulegatiohs, the 4Lreb inhabitants of the territory
and the refugees should be put forward. Hoe pointed out that
until the question was settled, Israel would eontinw - to
recognize the Hashemite Jorlen Kingdow as the de -facto military
ocoupylng power, it was not impossible that negotistions should
continue between/lnraeli and Jordanian authorities through the
Mixed irmistice Commigsion end the special cormittes, for the
settlement of certain points such as the Latrun issue.

‘Mr.. Sasson added that whilst Israel wished to. give the Airab
delegatlons an opportunity to make proposals concerning the
future status of the "Triangle", Israel's attitude on the matter
“of its frontiers might change according to the authority which
existed on the other side of those frontiers.
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The CHLIRM'N recalled the statement made by dMr. Sharett
during the Commission's first interview with him, 2 statément
later confirmed by ilr. Ben Gurion; it had been said that
Isarael's attitude would be rmodified according to whether the
"Triangle™ becawe an integral part of Transjordan, whether 1t
was controlled by Transjordan but demilitarized to a certain
extent, by a special arrangerent, or whether it was not connected
in any way with Trans jordan. '

Mr. SASSON affirmed that that was Isracl's present position
in the matter. '

In reply to a question from kir. Yenisey concerning the
Negev, Mr. Sesson said that according to his proposal the
frontier in that area would be the frontier existing under the
Mandate.

Iir. Sasson observed that he had certain explanations to
rieke to the Committee concerning items 2 and 3 of the present
agenda and Israel's attitude as regards the questions on which
statistical informetion had been furnished; he would meke those

observations at the next meeting.



