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1. Reply from the Government of Jordan

The CHaIRMAN drew the attention of members of the Commission to the
reply of the Government of Jordan to the Commission's note of 30 May 1950,
The Jordan Government, giving as its motives the absence of goodwill on the
part of the Israeli Government and its own concern to act in concert with the
other Arab States, had found itself obliged to reply in the negative to the
Commission's invitation to take part in the negotiations which the latter
proposed to open at Geneva.  According to Mr. Quimper's conversation with
the Jordan Foreign Minister, it appeared that hardly any hope remained of
succeeding in getting the representatives of the Israeli and Arab Governments .
together for a thorough examinstion of the questions dividing them. The -
Commission could therefore do no more than take note of the communication and
ackndwledge'its‘réceipt. |

Mr. ERALP (Turkey) thought that while, for the moment, the
possibilities of reaching an understanding were practically non-existent, it
was none the less true that the terms of the reply of the Government of Jordan
gave, on careful scrutiny, some ground for thinking‘that the door was not

entirely closed on the possibility of negotiations at a later date, It was
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worth noting (a) that there was some discrepancy between the negative reply

of the Foreign Minister and the declaration nade by the King offering hope of a
positive answer; (b) that, after the reply of the Jordan Government had been
gent, the Foreign Minister of that country had informed Mr. Quimper that he
would like to meet him in order to offer him some further explenations; (c¢)
that in its reply the Government of Jordan had taken the trouble to enumerate
point by point the conditions acceptation of which by the other party would

be considered by the Jordon Government as a manifestotion of goodwill;

(d) that it had added a request that the other party reply to the conditions
enumerated; and finally (e) that thé Jordan Government had considered it
necessary to follow up its reply with a telegram explaining its attitude in
which the following very significant sentence occurred: '"When the other

party begins to give evidence of its goodwill, the Kingdom of Jordan, which is
desirous of peace, will be prepared to consider the position of the other
party."  Such were the facts upon which he based his impression that the
Jordan Government's refusal to negotiate should not bg‘considered as

irrevocable.

The CHAIRMAN would have liked to share thet impression, but the
fact that the difficulties hitherto serving as obstacles in the way of
negotiations between Jordan and Israel had since been aggravated by the desire
of Jordan to act in concert with the other Arab States, left, in his opinioh, |
scant grounds for further hope. However, there was nothing to prevent the
Commission finding out on the spot whether the hypothesis of the Turkish

representative was well grounded.

The PRINCIPAL SECRETARY thought that he might informally divulge
to members of the Commission some information of z purely anecdotic charactér,
which might however make it possible more clearly to appreciate the atmosphere
in which the conversations between Mr. Quimper and the Jordan Foreign Minister
had been conducted. A point, in any case, worthy of attention was the
insistence placed by the Jordan Foreign Minister on his Government's desire

to adopt'a line of conduct common with that of the other frab States, since that
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might imply that any new development of the problem would be re-considered not

only by Jordan but also by all the Arab States.

Mr. PAIMAR (United States of America) felt that the fact that certain
conditions satisfisd Jordan would henceforth imply that they might prove
satisfactory to all the Arab States. It was quite clear that the attitude
of Isracl made a favourable decision on the part of Jordan difficult, and
equally clear that Jordan, though speasxing on its own behalf, would in future

be speaking in the name of all the Arab States.

The CHAIRMAN concluded that, f@r the moment, a stalemate had bsan
reached in the question of negotiaticons between Israel and the Arab States.
As far as the innermost thoughts of the Jordan Government were concerned, the
Commission had no clues soﬁnd enough for valid conclusions to be drawn from
them. Once 6h the spot, the Commission would no doubt be able to form its

own opinion in full xnowledge of the facts.

He added that it would be desirable to inform the Israeli Government of the

reply of the Govarnment of Jordan.

1

The PRINCIPAL SECRATARY enquired whether such communication should
be made orally or by official letter. '

An sxchange of views in which the Chairman, Mr. Palmer and Mr, Barco
(United States of America) and Mr, Eralp (Turkey) took part, made it clear
that, generally speaking, the members of the Commission considaered it would
be desirable to send the Israeli Government a lstter indicating ths tenor of
the Jordan Government's reply, énd since the two questions werse interconnscted,
informing it, at the sams time, that the Commission was preparing to move to

the Near Bast.

It was agresd that the Secretariat should draft a letter on those lines.
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2. Future activity of the Commission

\

Tﬁe CHAIRMAN said that, the Jorden Government's reply having arrived,
the time had come to arraﬁge for the departure of the Commission for the Near
sast.

 After an exchangs of views during which the Commisslon members volced
their observations and desires on the subject of the material organisution of
the move, the Chairman remarked that it would be desirable in the first place
to fix the exact date of the Commission's departure then to decide on the date
of the Commission's first meeting in Jerusalem and finally, once the progress
report to the Seerstary-General had been adopted, to dscide on %he date on.
which tha Commission would cease its meetings at Geneva, Since all those
points required careful consideration, he proposed that the members of the
Commission should think them over so that an official decision could be taxken

at the next mesting of the Commission.

3. Pregs lielsase

The CHAIRMAN considered that when the Commission had taken an
official dacision on the question of its departure, it would bs dssirable to
issue a prass raleasg'going axhaustively into the question and indicating that.
the Commission, faced with the impossibility of obtaining the agresment of the
States concerned to take part in the negotiations it had proposed, had decided
to move to the Near Zast with a view to seeking on the spot to bring about
acceptance of the plan which.it had failed to carry through at Geneva, It
would also be desirable to indicats that the Commission, in so doing, had always
as its principal concern the implementation of General Asscmbly Resolution of
11 December 1948,

After discussion,

it was agresd to requsst the Secretariat to produce a draft press relsase

for consideration by the Commlssion at its next mseting.
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b, Draft Sevvnth Pro Tess neaort Lo the '=cretdry~ﬁvndral

- The CHaIRMsl wondered whsther in that rsport, which dealt with a
very important phase in the work of the Commission, it would not bs
desirabls to givs in grsater detail the gencral terms of the correspondencs
betwsen the Commission and the various Governments on the subject of the
opehing of the nsgotiations proposed in its note of 30 #ay. In view of the
gravity of the question, it sesmed to him inadequate. simply to refer readers

to ths amnex, although such reference sould still be retained,

- He likewise thought it desirable to indicaté very clsarly that, during
that phass of its'work, the Commission's activity had been guided in certain
cirgumstances,lby motives which the report would then proce:d to outline and,

on all ogcasions,'by the terms of the Rssolution of 11 Degumber 1948,

Mr., PLIMIR (United States of .merica) agresd with tha Chairman that
in the next progress report to the 3:scretary-Gensral, the Commission should
trace the courss of its work in detail and, in connectioﬂ with the correspondance-
between if and ths various Governments conc’rned, should give full details

to explaln 1ts attltude.

Mr, SRALP (Turxvy) likewiss consideraed that, in order to safeguard
against possible insinuation to the affaet that the Commlsslon had abandoned
its conciliatory role for that of an arbiter, it would be desirdbls “to
indicate in the réport the reasons for which the Commission had considered
it preferable not to transmit the proposals of one party directly to the
Qther, '

The PRINCIPAL SECRATARY thought that tha fact should be stressed

that in communlcutlng one. party's proposal to the oth=r, the Commission
engaged its own responsibility, since the Comm1531on was not a transmitting

agency but an organ of conciliation obliged to use great discernment: in the

execution of its task.
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The CHAIRMAN drew the conclusion that since ths Commiss#on was
unanimous -in considering it necessary for the progress report to the |
Secratary~General to supply full deteils in explanation of its attitude,

the Secretariat might be requasted to elaborate those points in the report

it was ongaged in drafting.

5. Analysis of paragraphs 4, 5 and 6 of the Gensral /issembly Resolution

of 11 Decémber 1948

The CHAIRMAN drew the members' attention to Document COM,GEN/16

- prapared by the General Committes and containing an analysis of paragraphs

L, 5 and 6 of the Gsneral hssembly Resolution of 11 December 1948.

After an exchange of views, the membars of the Commission recognised
that the document was of real value and might be considsred as constituting
in some manner, the official interpretation given by the Commission to

paragraphs 4, 5 and 6 of the Resolution of 11 December 1G48.

6. Rulgs of Procedure for the Mixed Committees (document W/49.Rev.l)

The CHnIRMAN remarked that the document in question, which was
otherwiss a very satisfactory one, was, at that juncture, of purely academic
intsrest. He thought that it might be kept in the Commission's archives
for uss in the event of circumstances later making it possible for the
establishment of mixed committess to bs contemplated afresh,

7 Blocxad Arab isccounts

The PRINCIPAL SECRETARY recalled the fact that for the operation
ofrmaxing advances to refugees to bs carried out sﬁccessfully, in accordancas
with the procedure accepted by both Israel and the Arab States, it was
essential for a trustee to ba found with whom the funds released by Israel

for payment to the Arab refugess could be deposited.
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The Secretariat had undertaken steps to find such a trustes and, to that
end, had approached the Bank for International Settlements. The latter had
howevax; Just notified the deonomic idviser to the Camission that, during
the last ,Genaral Meeting, the central banks had raised objactibns of
principle to the activity concerning which the Bank had been approached on
the ground that they considered certain aspects of that intervention to be

more political than technical.

That refusal, in his opinion, placed the Commission in a difficult
situation since without a body assuming the rdle of despositary for ths
Palestinian pounds released by Israsl, it would be difficulbt to carry out the
operation in the form in which it had baen accepted by both parties.

The negotiations and correspondence bstween the Secretariat and the Bank
for International Settlaments had been of an informal nature and could not
therefore be referred to in the progress report to the Secretary-General.
Since, howsver, the question was worthy of mention in the report, he
propoéed that the Commission send the Bank for International Settlements an
official latter which would call for an official reply which might figure in '

the progress report. ‘

With regard to the main problem, he was not in a position to make any
concrete proposal. It might psrhaps be possible to sndeavour to sxplors
the possibilities in another direction, by apprdaching, ‘for example, sach
of the banks of issue of the irab States in whose territory were refugees
who stood to benefit by the agreement betwsen Israsl and the Arab States
on the subject of frozen assets, It might in that way be possibls to reach

a positive result, by dividing up the problem.

The CHATEMAN thought that the new approach was the only one
likely to lsad to a result and that it would be a good ‘idea to undertake steps
in that direction. He likewise considered that the Commission, through the
medium of its Secretariat, should send an officiai requast to the Bank for
International Settlements in order to obtain a reply which might figure in the

progress report,
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Mr. PiIMdR (United States of America) shared the Chairman's point
of view both on the question of ths nsw direction to be given to their
endeavours to find a trustee and on that of the official step to be taken

with rsgard to the Bank for International Settlements,

Mr, ZRalP (Turksy) pointed out that at the last meeting of the
Gensral Committee, he had suggested that the Ottoman Bank, from whom so far
only an evasive reply had been obtained, should bs officially approached.
However, the suggestion of the Principal Secretary to approach each of the
banks of issus of the different krab States separately scemed to him to be,

in fact, a more practical proposal.

It was agresd that the Commission should take steps on the lines suggested

by the Principal Sscretary.

The meeting rose at 11.50 a.m.




