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UNITED NATIONS CONCILIATION COMMISSION FOR PALESTIN@ 

j-:2, ‘ !  ~ ;;, /): COMMITTEE ON’\TERUSALEM 

swRY RECORD 0F 9322 FIFTY-FIFTG&ETING 
, held in Lausanne, on Wednesday; 

32. August 19-f-9, at 6 p,m. ” 
,: . 

Present: 

, 
Dr, Sorup 

> 

‘-’ Committee Secretary 

Draftina. of .a covering letter to the draft Instrument 
establ.ishina an international regime for the JerusaJem area,” I ,. 

The CHAIRMAN stated that in view of the fact that a 
copy o? the draft Instrument estabLishi.ng an international 
regime for the Jerusalem area would be. foqwarded to the 
Se’cretary-GetieraZ of the United Nations, the Committee on 
3erusalem’ had ‘been requested to draft. a covering letter, 

He suggdsked, however, that since the Instrument was 

not to be accompanied by any commentary, it might be desir- 
able for the letter to, be sormewhat fuller in form and to 
assume the nature of a short report, .* .* . ,. , . . , ., He.invi.t;ed the Committee to comment on a -draft prepared 
by the French delegation, which gave some account ,of the 

reasons for leaving a space to be filled in at a later date 
in” two of the articles of the Instrument, and of, .the motives 
which ‘had Jed to the idea of a corpus geparatw being 
abandoned * 

Mr. BAiiCO &so submitted a draft prepared by t&e United 
States delegation in coope?ation with the Secretariat9 which 
took the form of a letter. He consider@, that the document 
would have’ greater authority if it were sj.gned by the three 
representat’ives ‘on the Conciliation Commi@onr 

After discussion, the Committee adoatiad the first, second 

and fourth pdragraphs of the French draft .with some minor 
drafting amendments. It ~0.~0 decided to ;delete the third 

paragraph 6f the French text: ,, ., 
, . 
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!LRe Committee next adopted subiparagraph (1) as 

contained in the United States draft, amending l~m3.n~~ 
.. modifications" to read "certain modificat3.0ns1!, It further 

decided to substitute this text for, sub-paragraph (1) of the 
French text, 

The.,3AIRMAN wished to,call the co@n&$teels attention 
to a difficulty which, in his opinion, would arise from 
the siatoment ,in sub-paragraph (2) of'the United States 
draft to the effect "that the parties concerned should 
themselves reach agreement on such i demarcation line% 
He considered that it would be a complicated matter to 
decide who were the parties to decide on such a demarcation 
line. 

Mr, RARCO agreed that, although it was of course a 
serious consideration to decide ,who the,partles were, any 
agreement yhich could be reached would:,o.f,.,course be very 
desirableYfrom the point of view of the Commission, , t 
Moreover, he thought it would be u.nfortFa,te to make a 
statement such as that contained in sub-paragraph (2) of 
the French: draft saying that the definitive delimitation 
of the zones should not take place before the final settle- 
merit of the Pales tine problem, since that ,might appear as 
if the Commission were standing in the way of the parties 
reaching agreement, 

After considerable discussion, the Committee approved 
the following redraft of sub-paragraph (2): 

"In view of the fact that the question of the demar- 
cation line between the Arab and Jewish zones .of the area 
of Jerusalem~(Qrticle 2) is intimately connected with the 
final settlement of the Palestine problem, the Commission 
has not deemed it advisable at the present stage to make any 
proposals as to the actu$l demarcation line: The Commission 
hopes that this matter will be settled by agreement, Pending 
such a s,ettlement,, I'. the Commission belie*T:es that the 
Instrumen-k"$an lze put into &ffe,ct with the present armistice 
line as a provii.$onal demarcation line, without prejudice 
to the“establishment of a deffnitive line,.at a later Stage”. 

The CWIRMAN~"e@menting 06 sub-paragraph,(3) of the 
French draft, explained that his d$.egation desired such a 
statement to be included since if'no date we~+s.pecified 
fn Article 25 of the Ins'trument, that might well lead the 



~j?b?$&es concerned to believe t&t. it ,was the Xkxpissian~~ . _I. 
opUiic>n that .the Jerusalem question. woul.d”not-.bc discussed . . 
by ‘the Gep&al Assembly at its ~forthcoming sesblonT This.. ‘, 
might lead to serious ,coneequences, for example the creation 
by the Isr&$.i ,authorities of a fait acconPli with regard 
to the New city, which would greatly hafiier the work of the 
Conciliat&& Commission. His delegation thought therefore 
that to Include such 8 reference Would tend to-make then 
adapt ti mqre conciliatory at.titude, 

Mr+ EW’P agreed with the Chairnan that it was neces- 
sary for the Comsnittee on Jerusalem to m&e gome recommen- 
dation as to the procedure to be followed, though the 
statement could possibly take a different form from th8t 
Proposed by the French representative, .$It was his de&- 
gationls view that a reference should be made to the desir- 
abilL@ of deferring consFderation of the ,Jerusalem question 
by the General Assembly in order not to jeopardise the work 
of the Conciliation ComnissTon, at.the sane time, however, 
in’some way strengthening the authority of the United Nations 
representative in the CLty. 

.Mr. BBRC? could not agree with the procedures suggested 
by the two previous speakers, He fully appreciated their 
motives, but did’ not consider that it yas either ,possible. 
or desirable for the Commission to indic.ate to the Gener.al 
hssemhly what ccurse it should follow concerning ‘discussion 
of the Jerusalem question short of taking the major decision 
of recommending that its discussion be deferred pending a 
final settlement of the Palestine Problem as a whole. His 
delegation did not at present favour taking such a decision 
and.. to make a statement such as that proposed by the represen- 
tative .of France would merely serve to cast doubts on the 
acceptability of the -proposal.% contained in the Instrument, 
and would weaken its chances of adoptjon by the General 
Assembly if the Instrument. were discussedr He reminded the 
Committee that, in any case, it was the General Committee .of 

the G,cne$al flsscnbly which would propose to the Assembly the 
time when the Jerusal& question would be discussed and tktis 
might well .,be ,:at the latter stage of the Assambl& proceedings, 

ghe, C,ommLttee agree.4 therefore to delete sub&Paragraph (3 ) 
of the, @ench draft and to submit the approved draft to the 
ConcilLation Commission in the form of a report. 

” I 
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Pmesentation of the &aft declaration concerning;,the HoQ 
PlacesI religious buildings atid sites in ,Palestineto t& 
poUtic.al authori%ias of the areas concerned; 

'I. 
ji 

" 

After discussion, the Committee aaroad to refer to 
the next 'neeting,of the Comdissipn the question of the 
procedure to be' followed with regard 'to the.presenCation to 
the author,ities 'concerned oftho draft deplaration con- 
cerning Holy Places, religious buildings and sites in 

' Palestine, and to'recarmend to the Co&is&on that the 
&cla&tion should be transmitted to the'helegation of 
Israel and to those of all the Arab Str,tos'imediately, 
accorqpan$ed by covering letters skating that such a course 
did not in any way prejudge the final tkritorial settlenent. 
A copy of the declaration would also be transqitted to the 
Secretary-General for information purposes, and when replies 
were received, they too would be cokunicated to the 
Secretary-General for transnission to the. GeGeral Assembly, 

,. I '. . 


