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Memorandum dated 29 March 1950 addressed to the Chalrman of ‘c.he Comm:.ss:.on by .
' 'the representatlve of the State of Israel(IS/47) -

[ The CHAIRMAN recalled t.hat on the morm.ng of Friday, 31 March “the
. __,,Israel.l represcntatlve had handsad. 'the Gommission a memorandum which he proposed,
50 he stated to have publlshed. ' Thé impression ‘given was that he had very

definite instructions from his Govermment on that point; -

M. BARCO (United States of metica) stibed ‘that after reading the
‘Israell delegatlon!s memora.ndum he had thought that it -would be.likely, if
A publn.shed to produce an unfavourable reactlon in the' Ardb Governments and might
.1ead them to regect the Commlssn_onls propc)sals. " In any-event it severely
cmtn.cn.zed the attltude of the nrab delegatlons ‘and was not caleulated to create

| a psychologlcal atmosphere i‘aVOurable 0 negotiation, - He had apprised Mr. Rafael
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of his fears, but the latter had replied that his delegation had firm

instructions from the Govermment on the matter,

. In those circumstances, he and the Principal Secretary had arranged to meet
Mr. Eban and Mr. Rafael to inform them that publication of their delegation's

. memorandum at this time might be most unfortunate,

The members of the Israell delegatlon had thereupon stated that, in view
of the rumours of war that were belng currently spread, they did not wish to
miss opportunlty of exp051ng the Arab Governmentls attltude and seeking the
support of world publlc oplnlon. hey had, however, agreed to postpone
publlcatlon of their memorandum untll the Commission had been able to examine
it. He had pointed out to them that it was only rmght to give. the members of
the Comm1351on tlme to acquaint ‘themselves with its contents. They had replied
that their Government could not withhold publication indefinitely, and had
suggested that the Commission sbéﬁ}@ publish its own proposals beforehand,

.In answer to a questlon by the Ghairmaﬁ, he said that Mr. Ebah had‘suspended
publication of the Israeli memorandum until the Commission had been able to study
it, because he had assumed that it would be examined on'BvApfil; He hoped to
have a word with the Commission that very day. In short, Mr. Eban had merely
agreed tO‘postpone publication 6f.hi; memo randum until_then.

Seiiei e igp, BRALP (Turkey) submltte& that the Commission, were 1t5§01publlsh
_ its proposals, would give the impression of having reversed xts judgment. It
‘ 'would be better to allow the proposals to retaln thelr confidential character,
| 'all that was necessary wnuld be to 1ndicate that the Israeli memorandnm preceded

tnam in point of tlme.

The CHAIRMAN wa.s opposed to the publlcatlon of the Commlssionls
proposals, the mere fact that the Israell delegatmon was announclng its intentlon
of communlcatlng ;ts mamorandum to the prbss not constltuting - in his view -

a sufflclent reason. t'The Israell dolegatloﬂ, he suggested should be informed
,that the Commlsslon contlnued tb advise agalnst the publxcatlon of 1ta
"Jmemorandum, and that such publlcation, lf nevertheless effected should be on

A
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the responsibility of the Israell Governmenr ‘ Action on those lines might lead

the Israeli delegation to modorate the terms of its communiqué in some measure,

Mr, BARCO (Unlted States of America) also felt that the first step to
-be taken in relation to the Israell delegation should be d531gned to seek to

dissuade it fron publlshlng anythlng whatsgoever for the time being,

The CHAIRMAN proposed that the Commlsslon ask the Principal Secretary
to inform Mr. Eban that the Commission upheld “the ‘viewpoint already expressed by
- Mr. Barco and. hlmself that it felt that the publication of the memorandum
being inopportune, it should preferably be held over until information was to

hand ooncernlng tho nature of‘the response to the Commmssmonls proposals.

‘ Mr. ERALP (Turkey) observed in thls connectlon that there was no
resson to fear any large-scale extension of mllltary measures during the

fortnight which would elapse before the replles to the proposals were known;

“The PRINCIPLL SBCRETnRY suggested that the Comm1551on might consider
.publlshlnb © communiqué which would serve to confirm the partigulars already
gathered by the press. rogardlng 1ts confldentlal proposals; and . that, in v1ow
"of tho changed circumstances, it mlght make use of the «draft press release

_p,preparod by Mr. Flsoher, the text of which it had approved. -

) ‘The CHLTRMAN outiined Ehé development of the problei. The Commission
‘had docidod that 1t would be inappropriate at that Junoture to make its ‘proposals
.:publlc. In company with thé Principal Secretary he was g01n& to the Middle Eest
to oanvoos support for them from the governments of thé partles concerned. In
“the meantime, the Israell Government had Jjust submitted to the Comuission a
fanemorandum.whlch was de51gned according to the Israell delegatlonls own statement,
to arouse publlo opinlon against the arab Governments and publlcatlon of which

would run counter to the conciliatory .aims pursued by the Comm1331on.

In those circumstances, he suggested that the Israeli dolegutlon be informed
that acceptance of the Commission's proposals would afford a way out of the

dilemma.‘ It would be further stated that the Commission considered the moment
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ill-chosen to publish the Israeli memorandum,  If the Israeld delegation
proceeded; notwithstanding, to publish it, it would do so on its own
responsibility, In his opinion that was all, that needed to be done,

Mr, ERALP (Turkey) suggested that the Israeli Govermment, if it wished
to see the opening of direct negotiations, should realise that the memorandum
should only be published if and when the Commission's proposals were rejected.
The Comm1581on was not asking the Israell delegatlon to withhold publication of

its memorandum{permanently, ‘but merely to hold it over for a certain time.

- The CHAIRMAN‘asked'the«Prinoipal Secretary to inform the Israeld
delegation by telephone of the Commission!s view that .any publication at that
Juncture would be 1ll~t1med. He would further point out that the Commission had
o intentlon of making 1ts proposals publlc ‘and that the Chairman of the
Comm1931on was qplte ready to meet the Israeli Pepresentative in ordér to provide
" him with confirmation on a more official basis of the Comnissionts. attitude,

It was so decided. -

The PRINCIPAL ShCRETARY 1nformed the Commlssion that the Counc1l of the
Arab Laague, accordlng to press reports, had unanlmously adopted (Jordan being
included in the vote) a resolution to the effect that any Arvab country negotlatlng

a separate peace with Israel would be immedlately expelled "From the League.

Relations bétwegnxthe,cqnciliation,Commission and the Eglief and Works Agency

The CHAIRMAN declared that the Commission now had before.it a. note by
. the Secretarlat argulng the need for sstablishing machinery for liaison Between
'Ithe Conclliatlon Comm1361on and thc Relief and'Works Agency (docUment W/L2),

Mr. ‘ERALP (Turkey) ‘observed that. the quesﬁlon mlght usefully be
discussed with thé Director of the Agency.and.the members of the Advisory

. Commission during their stay.at Gepeva,
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The CHAIRMAN suggested the advisability of informing the members of the
Agency that the Commission had expressed itself in favour of establishing close
contact between the Commission and the agency, and that it was ready to place at
the Agency's disposal any information of interest toc it. The General assembly
had laid it down that the igency should supply information to the Commission;
but the latter, interpreting the resolution in a broad sense, felt that the

exchange of information should negessarily be conducted on a two-way basis,

In reply to an observation by Mr. Eralp (Turkey), the PRINCIPAL
SECRET.RY explained that the Commission was called upon to decide whether it
should or should not take the initiative in submitting to the members of the
Agency a concrete basis for discussion on the question of liaison. His own view
was that the Commission should take the former course. The members of the

Ageney would undoubtedly be very glad to have a concrete proposal before them,

" He also ammounced that the Secretariat had collated, in a single document,
all passages in the Conciliation Commissionts five periodical reports to the
Seceretary-General relating to the question of the refugees, The document
provided a detailed account of everything done by the Commission in that field,
and might prove extremely useful to the members of the Advisory Commission and

the Director of the Agency,

i document of that type, to be supplemented by precise proposals concerning
‘liaison organization, would immediately place the discussion between the Commission
and the members of the Agency on & basis conducive to the achievement of practical
results - a procedure which would be preferable to conversations of a more

general nature,

The CHAIRMAN requested Mr, Barco (United States of america) and
Mr. Eralp (Turkey) to revise the Secretariat draft in his absence and arrange it

in the form of a note by the Commission to the Relief and Works Agency.,

Date o f the next meeting

ifter discussion, the next mesting, to which the Director of the Relief and
Works igency and the members of the Advisory Conmission would be invited, was

fixed for Monday, 17 April, at noon, .
The meeting rose at 12,30 p.ll.




