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Present: Mr; Halderman (~.S.A.') - .Chai&na& 

M. Benoit (France) 
Mr. Eralp ' (Turkey) 

Mr. Azcarate - Princip31 Secretary 

.' -----L-c 

I# Chairmanship of Committee e.-.-. 

The ,CHAIRMAN reminded the Comlmittee that at its prelimintiry meeting on 
. . 

10 February it had decided that the chairmanship should rotate among members, 

on a two weekly basis. He asked the Committee whether, in view of the fact 

that he had held office since 10 February, he should not now be replaced. 

The Committee decided to ask ihe United States representative to continue Lc-..-"- 
. 

in c;ffice as chairtin for the ensuing two weeks, in view 'of the fact that the 

Committee had not met since 10 February. Further, whereas the representatives 

of France and Turkey on the Concil.i.ltion Commission would be absent from ,. .,. 

Jerusalem during the ensuing period, the representative of the United States I 

would be available for ,cons,uJtation, should the occasion prise. ., 

II, Plin of 'work .' 

The CHAIRJ8A.N opened the disc'us,4-on by stating that in his 'view the 

Committeels goaI was to devise'a scheme that would be both acceptable; to the 

two parties ;Znd satisfactory in itself. The Committee had therefore three 

practical tksks ,before it: (a) .to cJnsu3.t with the interested parties; 

(b) to work out a scheme which the Committee itself could approve; (c) to 

attempt to reconcile the Committee's scheme with the &spirations of the two 

prties concerned. / 

" No summary record was issued of the Committee's /Th e ensuing 
first meeting on 10 February 1949. 



The ensuing discussion centered chiefly round the following points: 

the question.whether the Committee should first ascertain the views of the 

parties as'to'what would be acceptable to them, and later draw up iz scheme, 

CT x&ether it would be wiser to first draw up an outline scheme and then 

refer it to the parties concerned; the question whether the consultations 

should be limited to.practical issues, since the political views of tho two 

sides were already known to the Committee, or whether on the other hand it 

would prove impossible to sezrarate prxtical from political issues; .a~;(; the 
,' ., 

fact that although8 Israel and Txxnsjordan must be considered the two most 
. 

interested parties, strong opposition to King Abdullah was felt by a section 

of the Palestine Arabs, whose views should 21~0 be taken into account by the 

Committee. .,,,, 
:.. .:.1... 

On the b&sis of this discussion, the Committee made 'the following 
' 

decisions:- *--.- 

(1) to proceed tiediktely with the consideration of a scheme for Jerusalem, 

taking as bisis for discussion the Working Paper prebnred by the Chairman and 

circulated to the Committee (Com.Jcr/W.l); 

(2) to ascertain from the Israeli :tnd Trsrisjord?n liaison offic&s in 
1, 

Jerusalem whether the 'ii&i& officers to the Committee on' Jerusalem had 
.,’ 

already been'de&+&te'd; 

(3) to pay foi-inal calls, as' a gesture of courtesy and as a preliminary means 

of contact, on 'the 'principdi religious and civil authorities in Jerusalem; 

(4) to ask the Legal Adviser to prepare a paper on consular representation 
', ! 

in international cities and reLated questions; 
. . . . 

(5):. to postpone,for the time being consideration of the quastion whether or d I 
not the Committee should continue to work in Jtirusalem during the Conference .'. :. .: '. ; 
of Arab States opening in Beiruton 21 &arch. 

, 3,: 
/III.,. 



-3- 

111, Procedural Matters 

The Cornmirttee decided that for the time being it would dispense with II- 

interpretations and translations into French of current documents and that 

its summary records should be brief. It was agreud that these matters 

could be reconsidered at cany time, 

-̂------ 


