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SUMMARY RECORD OF THE ONE HUNDRED uND FIFTY-FIFTH KEETING 

held at the Palais des Nations, Geneva, 
on Tuesday, 16 May 1950 at 11 a.mo 

Present: 

. Mr, PALMER t (United States of America) Chairman 

Mr, de BOISANGER (France) 

Mr" ERALP* (Turkey) 

Mr, de Azcarate Principal Secretary 

* 
Alternate 

Study of the,procedure proposed in the Memorandum of 29 March 1950 

The CHAIRMAN informed the members of the Commission that the Secretariat 

had prepared two working papers on that question which might serve as a basis for 

discussion, The first (W/44) dealt with the various aspects of the implementation 

of the procedure proposed in the Memorandum of 29 March 1950, while the second 

related to a number of concrete poiits in connection with the interpretation of 

paragraph 11 of the General Assembly Resolution of 11 December 1948 concerning 

the refugees, 

The PRINCIPAL SECRETARY, in presenting the working papers, explained 

that the Secretariatfs object had been to prepare a programme of work which might 

provide the Commission with a well-ordered basis for'its discussions and serve as 

a guide for the study of the points developed in the Memorandum of 29 March 1950, 

particularly the question of the working of the mixed committees, 
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Mr,'de BOLShNGER. (France) said that he had taken note of document w/44, .,.I. 
aPrd approved by &d'l&rge of the suggestions it.containcd; He nevertheless 

felt bound to point out that the question of the refugees should not be studied 

within the bilateral committees but rather by an -22 multilateral committee$ 

The CHfiIRMAN submitted that since the refugee question had'always been 

considered by the Commission as being bound up with territorial questions, it 

would be wrong to exclude it from the competency of the bilateral committees, 

Such procedure would not in any case prevent the establishment of ,a multilater~ 

committee responsible for studying the question from a broader angle* 

Mr. de BOISANGER (France) had no objections to procedure conducted 

'313. those lines, 
.  

I  

The CHAIRMAN ihvited the members of the Commission td“e%preSs theirs . .'. *I 
views .as to how,the Commission should participate in the work, 

:. ,.: 
Mr* de BOISANGER (France) thought it would be useful if the v&.oW 

questions raised were studied BS far as possible by working committees, His 
'* 

view in regard to the Commission's, representation within the various committoes 

was tnat the ,Comi&sion, as a corporate body', should participate as such in all 

the committees, the chairmanship of which would naturally be in the hands of the 

Chairman of the Commission, ks far as the working committees were concerned, . . ,,' . 
the Commission might be'represented by, sayj an alternate* That procedure, he , ., 
contended, would prevent .the Commissicn from being overburdened with woz*k, 3int:e ' , 

.it was c@-.te obvious that it was the %orkiag committees which would have accesion 3 ,. I 1 
to meet most frequently, 

I ' . . 
. ' . 

Mr, ERALP (Turkey} having observed that there might not be sufficient 

alternates to ensure that the Commission was represented within the various 

working committees, Mr, de BOISANGER (France) suggested that members of 'the 

Secretariat might preside over the working committees where necessary, To back 

.his suggestion, he quoted the precedant of the armistice negotiations between 

.Israel and Syria, which had been presided over by a member of the Secretariat, 
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The FRINCIPAL SECRETARY pointed out that the nature of the various 

committees had to be taken into account. In the case of the mixed comm%tees, 

which were di.stinctly political in character; %t would, he felt, .be better to 

have an alternate as Chairman, If the’ course .of negotiations led to the 

est’ablishment ,of technical workjng groups more . particularly responsible for 
.’ 

studying special aspects of certain problems,’ it would be possible to consider 

entrusting their, chairmanship to a member of the Secretariat who had specialized 

in the field in question, 

Mr, BARCO (United, States of +terica) , who had originally been in favour 

of placing the chairilansh$p of the committees in the hands of a member of the 

Secretariat considered on reflexion that it would be better for them to be 

presided over either by a member of the Commission or by an alternate, It would 

be wrong, in fact, to ignore the psychological factor which might weigh with 

delegations taking part in the n&gotiations, ‘who, if the chairmanship of the 

committees were entrusted to members of the Secretariat, might be inclined to 

think that the negotiations were in some way preliminary to the signature of the 

peace treat’y rather than designed to resoZve the questions outstanding. In 

those circumstances, and in order to ensure that there were sufficient Commission 

members to supply chairmen to the various committees, it might be necessary to 

provide for an increase in the number of representatives making up the delegations;’ 

The CHlJRMAN, while agreeing, in ‘tieply to an observation by the Principal . 
Secretary, that the secretarial work of each co’mmittee should be carried out by ,,.: 

members of the Secretariat, considered ‘Mr, Barco’s suggestion worth following, . 
. 

He also shared Mr,’ de Boisanger’!s opinion that the Commission, as a corporate’ , 

body, should participate ‘in the work of certain of the committees and should be -. ,,., 

represented by deputy representatives,within the other committees, The first 

task, therefore, was to decide on, the number of committees to be established .in ,. 

order to, sscertain whether it would be necessary .to increase the complement of 
. 

- 
the delegations serving on the Commission, 

. . , ’ I 3 ’ I ,( .,‘. . 
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Mr, ERALP (Turkey) felt that the proposed increase would confront 
I 

Turkey with certain difficulties, ” ’ 
* , 

” 
lb., lde BOI&JGER *(France) thought that the French delegation could 

easily be enlarged,. bbt before getting in touch with his tivernment wanted 

to be sure’ that. additional members were really necessary, There was no certainty 

that such was th&: ca$.e, ‘sitice it ‘was highly probable that the tiorking committees 

would quickly set up t ethnical groups, in view of the nature of the questions 

to be studied, 

Mr, BARCO (United States of lmerioa) wonder&d &ether the establishment 
,.. 

of a Qommi’ttee on Refugees would not entail certr:,in disadvantages, Should that 

committee find itself deadlocked, as might well be feared, the work of the other 

committees might suffer , It might therefore be b’etter ta set up a Steering , 
Committee - consisting of the heads of the delegatio’fis of the varibus countries 

represented and the members~of the Conciliation Commission L in which all the 

.questions raised on the subject of the refugees or other matters would be 

discussed, 
. . ” 

Mr, de BOJZQNGER (France) was afraid that the creation of a Steering 

Committee might give rise, to’ certain reactions in the Arab countries, His own 

view on the refugee question-was that it should prove possible to induce the’ 

Arab countries on the one hand, and the Israeli Government on the other, to express 

' * their views in full freedom; it could be Zndicated that while the Commission was 

fully aware that views on the question had remained unchanged, it had nevertheless 

‘set itself the task of persevering i,n setking a solutiod regardless of ,the 

prospects of a successful issus,p **I ’ 
> 

, .’ : * 

The CH.!-(IRMAN concurred with”Mr, de Boisangerts apinic$& that p&t 

and felt that the Committee .ori R$fugees;‘ 
" 0 ,: : , 

0 
L in view of., the Nit& .hature’ o’f ‘*he .;, . .* ., 

x . 
subject dealt with, should have Vommi~~~onl~ stgtu,?,.,. I$ t.he :$ntention was to 

x; 1) 
establish the Steering-Commit&& t6 h~~~~e..all,,~?~tstandipg ~questibns, iB &.sht ~ ; ,:,, '.. , 
be agreed that that Committee should have an advisory or even a co-=ordinatina role, 



&Jr, de BOISANGER (France.) felt that in those .circumstances there would *- 
be ‘no point in setting up the proposed Committee until the national &mmi%tees 

hail ,b”een formed, 
:. ;:. . 

1 The PRIN&.Pi\L SECRETARY interpreted the foregoing exchange of views as 
I 
1 

indicating that the Commission would be prepared to consider establishing :four / 
bilateral committees, .together with one multilateral committee on refugees, on 

.the clear understanding that, sub-committees, working. groups or technical groti6k 

could be duly established immediately it was felt that a ,usef.ul purpose could 

.thereby be served, 

‘The Commission would participate in plenary meetings of the committees as 

a oorporite body, the chairmanship of the meetings being in the hands of the 

Chairmsn of the Commission, The working meetings would be presided over by an 

alternate, The chairmanship of any working groups or technical sub-committees 

which might be set up could if necessary be entrusted to members of the 

Secretariat, 

The’ CHHImN proposed that the Secretariat prepare a draft 

organizational scheme for the forthcoming negotiations on the bases outlined 

by the Principal Secretary, with due regard to the observations made in &he 

course of the discussiqn, 

It was SO decided, 

Terms ,of’ reference of the proposed committees . . 

3) 
In reply to a question by the, PRINCIPAL SECRETARY, who asked whether , ., 

the national committees should deal only with territorial questions outstanding ‘). 
between’ the Arab States and the State of Israel, or whether they wuld be 

competent to deal with those and any other questions which might be studied with 

sdvankage, the’ CHAIRMAN suggested that it would be better not to specify the 

terms of reference of the committees at the present stage. ‘Perhaps the Secretariat 

might prepare, for 4J@e Commission’!3 information, a list of’ the points which might ‘- 

usefully be brought forward within the oommittees or which were likely to be 
=. 

’ rais&i by the various parti,es,, 
6% 

I 
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It was ,decided that the Secrehakat woul,.d, WePa+ the reduestkd document 

for the following day’s ,meetingb 
!’ 

,  

‘. 
. , 

The C$!J”~@$ informed the members of the Commission that the second 
.- 

” ‘, ,,s 

document which had jyt been circulaf;ed to th?m contain&d 6 s’tudy,‘of paragraph 11. 

of thi: General Assembly Resolut$,on of 11 December 19&h, &? drew. sttention $0 

thk importance of the am&is stibmitted and described kt as an extyemely,psefuJ ., : ’ , 
source of valuable data which would help the .Commission to maintain a sound. 

. 
position on the refugee question during the forthcoming negotl$ions, ,., 

*he ~R~NCIP~, SlX.RElTARY annouvced that, Part 5; of’ the’ document, 
I 

dealing with the eemrid sub-paragraph of the paragraph ,in queition, Was ImW I, 
being. prepared md tiould be ready ahox%.y9 

t ‘, /’ 

The meetiw mse at 12.15 P&I. 


