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ggg$gD NAXIONS CQ~~ATION~~@ISSIO.N FOR RALESTINE , 

. COMMXT!@E OrJ JEZWSALEM 
RESTRfCTElD 
ComaJerr/SW7 
5 September 2.949 
ORIGINAL: ENGLISH 

heLd in Lawanne on Monday; 5 September 194-9 
at 6;30 porn, 

Present: Mr. 'Benoist (France) - Chairman . 
Mr, Era3.p (Turkey) 
Mr. Bnrco (Us EL.&, ) 
Dr, Azcarate II mn~ipd. Secptary 

Mr, Sasson ) 
Mr, Arazi > 

- B3g3~fentatives of 
I 

The CHAIRMAN informed the representatibes of Israel 
that the present meeting had beon convened’fO~~OW~~g a 

decisPon taken by the ConcZLiation Commission at a meeting . 
held that morning in the course of whiah certain reports had 
been.brought to the Commissionfs atten%Mti concerting the 
&l,eged intention of the GoverTent of Israel-to transfer all 
its Government Departments to Jerusalem in the near future; 

The Commission’s attention had been drawn to a press 
report stating that during the debate on the budget in the ‘, 
Knesset, the Government had'been asked to explain an item ( 
earmarked for a “planning department” * The Chairman of the j 
budget Comission, David Purkas”, had replied accord%ng to the : 
"Palestine Post": 'IThe item refers '%o ou: intention to 
estabSlsh the Government in JarusaJem% 1 

The Chairr;ian stated that the CQmmission'had requested ! 
the Carzittee on Jerusalem to ascerta+ f??oi the representa- : 
tiv&s of I&?el to what extent the information'thaf had reach- j 
ed the Commikion was well-founded. He recalisd 6ha-b during 
(he meeting'held 'between *he Committee and the Israeli d&I.+ 
gatiOn on 13 &gust bee ~0~&3P&%47) in connection with 
the transfer of c&tain ministries to Jorusalqm fop reasons 
such as the housing shortage, the ~sra’&Li r&kesentatives had * 
given explanatfousto the entire satisfaction of the Corr&.ttee; 
The reports quoted in the present meeting, h&,q@var, as we1L as 
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.’ h * . 4 : . . 1... ’ 
certain allusions made in Mr. Ben Gurion’s last speech7 would 
seem to indicate th$t the whole Government was being trans+ 
ferred to Jerusalem. Not only would a creat%on of such a 

m accomwli completely invalidato the Committee’s work in 
.’ drawing up its proposals for an $.nternational regime for the 

Jerusalem area, it would moreover come as a matter of grave 
concern for the Commission itself and, would ser;tousIy com- 
promise the Cbmmissi&i~s .w.ork at the ‘resumptfon of plenary ..I .,,.’ 
meetings in New York, 

Mr& SASSON thanked the Committee for having brought 
the matter to the attention of his delegation; 

As for the press report quoting a statement by Mr, 
Purkas, Mr; Sasson stated that he was not at present able 
to say whether the statemen$s attributed to,&, Purkas 
appear;tng in the “PalestWz+ PostI’ had been given in their 

exact form* In view of the fact thc2.t. Mr* Purkas was a 
responseble official of the Israeli Government, his dele- 
gation would of course be’ ready, if the Committee so desired, 
to request its Government to furnish an explanation and to 
forward a verbatim text of Mr, Purkasrs statement. Ho di,d 
not at present have nay information from his Government in 
that connection; Hc considered. however, that since, as 
had been explained in the course of the Commlitteo~s previous 
meeting with the Israeli d..legation, some Government offices 
were returning to their normal premises in Jerusalem, it 
was natural-that part of the budget would be allocated for 
expenditure in Jcrusalex. 

I  

The CHAIRMAN stated that the Committee wouLd welcome 
some Gxplanation of Mr. Purkasf s statement be offered by the 
Israeli Government, Furthesnore, he thought it imperative 
that the Government be aware of the very considerable concern 
to which such news had givenrise within the &nciliation 
Commission; I 

. . . ‘Mr, E&AR60 wished to add that his delegation also 
considered that it’ wduld be most helpful to .have a definite 
statement from the IdraelS ‘Government on &a Purkas!s state* + 
merit since he was ‘a r&sponsible official making an official . 
explanation on an official’programme, In the meantime, he 
assumed that Mr, Sassoln subscribed to the ‘views expressed 
on the subject before the Committee. by’ Mr. Araei ,and Mr, 
Lifshitz, 
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Mr, SASSON repeate&that he would naturally obtain the,, 
full text of M.V& Purkas’s statement from his Government for 
the Commission, Ho did not think, however, that the.Com- . 
nissidn should be unduly concerned or should draw hasty 
CQnchd.ons following reports appsaripg.in the press; 

Ha h&d not intended to raise the. question but sj,ncs he 
h&d been afforded an opportunity to do ‘so by virtue of the 
present meeting, he wished to point -out t.hat.the Commission 
did not appear to have shown such concern foll.owWg reports 
appearing In the Azab papers concerning Jerusalem and other 
matters, not to mention statements m&de ‘by Ki.ng Abdullah 
and the Jordanian Government on Jerusalem,, as well as actual 
events which had taken place in the, Arab section of Jorusaleti, 
and had not on a single occasiong during th<i five months : 
that the Commission had been meeting in Lausanne, convened 
the Jordanian delegation to lodge a protest in that dcjnn~ha . . 
tion; Such a procedure appeared the more surprisgng 1Zn 
view of the fact that statements made by the King and his 
Government were official in nature, whereas the reports con- 
cerning which the presest meeting had been convened were not 
the responsibility of the Israeli Government and whereas the 
matter had already been explained by representatives.of Israel 
at a previous meeting, 

The CHAIRMAN, in replyystated that the reasons Ior such a 
procedure were clearly drawn from the replies received to the 
questionnaire concerning Jerusalem which had been transmitted 
to all the delegations, The Israeli delegation had based 
its ansyrer on the statement made by Mr, Eban before the 
United Nations to the effect that Israel would continue to 
exercise its authority in the New City, although no mention 
was made of sovereignty, and Is~seel would also agree to the. 
Jordan HZngdom enjoying the same,authority, and would agree 1 
to United Nations supervision of the Holy Places; The 
Chaipmw was al& the nore convinced of the sitioerity of that 
statement sinceY as .&he greater part of the Holy Places being 
in the &ab zmel Israel had little to risk by granting the 
United Nations such superv$sory rights. 
The Jordanian delegation howovert. $.n common.:iwith the other .- 
Arab delegations, had declared itself to be in favour of the 
complete internationalisation of the Jorusalen area,; ,What@ver 
statements might have been made within the Hashemite Jordan. ~. 
Kingdom, that had been the official view communicated to the 



COmli~ sion, Should the Co+&sion think fit, the possibility 
of convening the Jordanian dclegation,was not excluded; 

Mr, SASSON also wished to poiqt out that the reservation 
,~ade by the Hashonite Jordan Kingdon in their reply to the 
questionnaire to the effect that they would&&.de upon their 
posl,tion at the tine of the final settlenent seemed to hin ta 
call fpr g-ram concern, , 

He ellphasised the fact that, until the question were 
discussed in the General Assembly of the United Nations, his 
Goverment continued to follow the pol+y outlined by &, 
Eban; 

Mr+ E&RCO wished to express his satisfaction with the 
explanations. made by Mr, Sasson and was glad to see that 
no change had taken place in the Israeli position; 


