
IONS c NCILI,~TION COPihESSION FQlZ PAESTINE . . ..- _-._...____ ---.- I ._,. 

RXSTRICTED 

SR/X29 
24 February 1950 

FJIGLISH 
ORIGIN,&: FRENCH' c 

-. SUI,&RY RECORD OF TNS <NE HUNDRZD AND TWENTY-NINTH NXETING I 

l-i&d at the Palais des Nations, Geneva, 
on Friday, 24 February 1950, at 10.30 a.m,' : > A 

'I 7 

Present: 

‘., 

&ir, Pi&Z$H. (United States of America) l&airman. '. i' ', I. ;- 
.,J 

Mr. de Boisanger (France) .' ', ', 
., 

Mr, YiLLCIN (Turkey) 

Principal Secretary 
1. 

Kecent,visit of the members, of the Commission to Paris t 

The CWI%!4\T said he wished to take advantage of the last ,tieeting 

of which he would be Chairman to express the thanks of the members of the' 

Commission to the acting French Minister for Foreign Affairs and to the senior 

officials of the Quai dl0rsay who had recently been their hosts. He had 

personally been deeply touched by the kindness shown to the Commission, and 

had been particularly pleasod at having been able to make the acquaintance of 
'r 'r Sch:~ci.ter at :L v&i plens.?n.t luncheon party, He had been particularly 

graf..ified to discover, in his conversations with officials of the Ministry of 

Foreign ;;ffairs who werti doncerned with the same questions as the Commission, 

that they shared the views of the Commission on questions outstanding, 

Mr ) de dOISJG~3 (prance) was in a position to state that the Ministry 

of Foreign *iffairs had been very pleased with the opportunity of meeting the , 
Commission, and, while regretting that its visit to Paris had been so brief, 

fully understood that its activities did not allow it to stay any longer, 



sn/129 
Page 2 

The biinistar for Foreign 1Lffairs, who resumed work after illness the very day 

the Comrnissian ~98.. in Far$.s~j I-mcf'&pressed his regret at having been unable _,. I... 
himself to act the host at the luncheon given in,its honour,, 

'I310 CHAIiW~N reminded the Commission that the report had already 

been adopted in prindiplc and that,certain steps had already been taken on " 
the sssuntPtion of its ‘eventual adoption,but tha-t it would be necessary for 

the report to be officially adopted,, He found the report in question highly 
4 

sstisfactory, On the whole, it should be sure of a favourable reception by 

the E&~pti.an delegation, and was at the same time drafted with sufficient 

flexibility to Prove acceptable to the Israeli delegation also, It con- 

stituted, in any case, an excellent basis for works 

Mrq de B0I&NG2 (France) declared that.approval of the report did 
8 ' 

not ir@ly, ipso facto, agreement on the actual terms of certain pro~?,sions 

that the Comr~!i.ssion would endeavour to <&t' the interested parties to accept* , 
It should be clearly understood that,.t,he ,existing,wording of the report would 

, " 
probably not be the o&u finally accepted by the two delegations6 

:* 
In response to a request by the Chairman, he gave an account of the . . 

interviews he had had with I'ir, Mostapha, Head of the Egyptiandelegation, and 

subsquently with tir, Eban, Head of the Israeli delegation, 
,' . '. 

. 

I-i:: h:~? ?.W&ded the Egyptian representative of the statements 'the latter I , 
hl:.rJ. r~& 'to the Cor&liation Commission in New York, 'when ,he had repeated the 

l,,;r!;;s ;?f the proposals made by Egypt .to the Economic Mission relating to ', 
v ;::ri~us quc: stion s affecting the refugees of.the Gaza areaa He (Mr, de , 

.,,'. 
8i.l:is~brlger) hsd added that the Commissionsaw no better 'way of approaching 

thr,sV:: prublcins than to set up a Joint Committee. 'He had read out to 

La;, i'~3st,;~plta the terms of. reference as set out in paragraph 3(a) of the Report, 

slopping sh<JPl;, however, of sub-par&graph. (b), since he was convinced that the 
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Committee would of its 13~~ acco,rd be.quite naturally led to study related 

questionsi .t : ,. , 
I 

i%r,, ililostapha had'replied that'&? text in question gave a good summary of 
, 

the problems Eggt wished to see 'handled&d that he accepted the idea of 

setting up a Joint Catittee. ,' Be would; however, have liked the Committeets 
. 

4qms \,f reference to provide for ~~ensuring the ~p~lementation~~ of the measures 

p,roposed by Egypt+ Nonetheless, the EgypMan representative had not rejected 

the Principle of setting up a Joint Committee, and had said he might have 

slmething further to add on the terms of reference to be given to that,body, 

During his interview with %ir, Eban, he (Nr. de Boisanger) had acquainted 

him with the proposal and read out the same passage of the Report, On the 

Israeli representative's making the remark that the terms of reference of the 

Joint Committee were too'rostriot~d, he'had pointed out that the Commission 

thought that the Joint Committee would be led, in course of'time, to extend 

its compotence'to related'questions,, and had'then asked the Israeli representa- 

tive if he could acdept tha tegs of reference ati formulated. Mr. Eban had 
.., ' 

replied that: he would,refer.the, matter to, his Government, and had subsequently '_ 
stated that ha would .sand.a note outlining the questions, that his delegation 

would like to have seen referred to the future Joint Committee0 

It appeared that the delegation of Israel wished the proposed Committee 

to embrace within its terms of,reference all questions.outstanding between 

Israel and Egypt, and to become in, fact a veritable Egyptian-Israeli committee, ', ? 

Tee .conclusions t'o.be,,drawn f'rom'the'intecviews he had ,just described were 

that there was Wad for further.negotiations before the Joint Committee could 

be set up, and that,. while there were grounds forhoping that the plan would 

succeed, the fact was not absolutely certain. ' ', i, 
Replying to a question from.Otne Chairman, ,he said he thought that, should . 

the Commission accept tha.nZte wnich,,the Israeli representative had promised . . .., 

to send, the Israeli Government would probably agree to the proposal to set up 

+ Joint Committee, 
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The Ch'i,IRi%iN thought tha$.the, Israeli authorities would probably 

place great insis%ence on giving the Joint Committee terms of-reference more 

gmeral in scope. It seemed, however, that paragraph 3(b) sh&ld give '.S 
satisfaction to Egypt, .since it gave each of the members of the Joint Committee 

c&y the right to llrequcW that any relatid question be &aced on the agenda, 

and left the final decision to the Joint &&miCtee itself, 

Mr& de BQISANGER (France) w& also of the opinion that the Egyptian 

deIegstion w~,u.ld aocept the provisions of sub-paragraph'(b), He had, none- 

theless, preferred not to r&e the question at that stage and to make sure 

beforehand of the agreement of the Egyptian deIegat%on to the terms of 

reference Proper, 

l?;$l?!)n from th& "Committee for the Arab Property Owners of JerusalemIf 

(Communication by the Principal Secretary) 1 

The PRINCIP&L SECBXTARY suggested that the Commission should defer 

the study of that question, , AS he himself had had some doubt on the manner 

in which the petition in question should be trans,mitted.t.o the Trusteeship 

Council, he had sought the advice of 24.r. Quimper who had replied that he 

.preferred to await the outcome, of fresh conversations with the members of the 

Committee of Arab Property Ox~~ers, 

.” In the absence of any,comment on the PrincipaL Secretaryls suggestion 

it,was talcon as agreed, 

The PRINCIPAL SECRBT~IEY, repIyi'n$ to l$ir, de BOISANGER (France), said 

that the petition in point requested that a.statement in favour of the inter- 

n~~tionaliaution of ,Jerusalem be communicated to the Conciliation Comnission 

fsrtransmission to the Trusteeship Counci.Lr The petition Fiils accompanied 

*by the minutes cqf ;1 meeting in which were reproduced the remarks of some very 

prxninent Jerusalem personaZLi.ties,' 

P,r, da BOI%MGER (France) thought that it mightbe advisable to 

ascertain whether the Personalities in question were willing for their remarks 
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to be communicated to the Trusteeship Council, but considered that the 

Commission could, in any case, not keep to itself the information rece%ved$ 

The PRINCIPAL SECRETARY, replying to the C&JR&IN, said he thought 

that the required information would be furnished qui.ckly enough for the 

Commission to be able to examine the question at its next meeting, 

Question of Campensation for loss of or Damage’to Arab Property 1 

tie YALCIN (Turkey) ,reminded the, Commission that the question 00 

compensation for loss of or damage to Arab property was still outstanding, 

kr,, de BOISANd& (France), said that ‘there were two ,questions for 

the Commission to’ decide: the moment at which it would be advisable to raise 

the matter, and its ,official point of view, for submission Lo the parties 

concerned.: 

The Israeli view was that the question of compensation fbr loss or damage 

should be linked up with the peace settlement or with the question of repara- 

tio&, The French Government, for its p&t 
, ’ 

J considered that those differen 

questions should not be linked together. The Coinmission would have to come 

to a decision on that point, It tight .la.ter be necessary to envisage the’ 
,,.. “’ 

setting up of a committee a;nh”to request the Israeli authorities to make a ’ 

preliminary payment as a gesture of goodwill, I, ‘. 

The CJAAIRMAN thought that the question would require lengthy 

examination and that the Cornmis&.on might devote a whole meet&g to it, It 

might, perhaps be somewhat awkward to make a request for a further ~~goocM.11 

gesture’! from the Israeli delegation at a time when that delegation might well 

consider tha6 on the question of blocked accounts, on that of separated families 
4 

and on the Egyptian proposals relating to the Geaa area, ft had made a whole 

series of such gestures which the Arabs, on the other hand, might not perhaps . 
regard as concessions of any great importance, 

bir* de BOISi~NGRR (France) thought it wise not to raise the problem 

’ ,: 

, 
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. 

of compensation immediately with the parties ,concerned, However, the Jordan . 

delegation, for'eXample, was anxious that the Commission should broach the 

question. 

In view of the‘ fact.that it had not yet taken up any position on the Clapp 

Report in respect of the question of compensation, the Commission ?hould, 

&en if it did not,diScuss .the matter with the parties concerned, deterWine 

its awn policy without waiting for the setting,up,of ,the* pr,opo$ed Joint 

Committee to'study the Egyptian proposals, 

This was.agreed. 

Date of the Next Keeting. 

The.next 'meeting of the Commission was fixed for Tuesday, 28 February, 

The meeting rose at noon, 


