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1, Reply from the Government of Jordan 

The CH&WAN 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 

CommissionIs invitation to take part in the negotiations which the latter 

proposed to open at Geneva. According to Hr. 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 examination of the questions dividing them. The ' 

Commission could therefore do no more than take note of the communication and 

achnowledge its receipt. 

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 qf 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. IL was 



worth noting (a) that there was some discrepancy between the neg&i.ve reply 

of the Foreign Minister and the declzztion made by the King offering hope of a 

positive answer; (b) that, after the reply of the Jordan Government had been 

sent, the Foreign Minister of thet country hc?d informed Mr. Quimper that he 

would like to meet hi!n in order to offer him some further explanations; (c) 

that in its reply the Government of Jordan had taken the trouble to enumerate 

point by point the conditions accept at ion of which by the other party would 

be considered by the Jordan Government aa a nanifeatztion of goodwill; 

(d) that it had added a request that the other party reply to the conditions 

enumerated; and finally (e) that the Jordan Government had considered it 

necessary to follow up its reply with c? telegrcam 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’t’o consider the position of the other 

party, It Such were the facts upon which,he b?aed his impression that the ., ., 
Jordan Governmentts refusal to negotiate should not be considered as 

irrevocable, 

The CHI~?XAN would have liked to shore thGt impression, but the 

fact that the difficult&a hitherto serving as obstacles in the way of 

negotiations between Jordan and Israel had 

of Jordan to act in concert with the other 

scant grounds for further hope. However, 

Commission finding out on the spot whether 

representative was well grounded, 

since been aggravated by the desire 

Arab States, left, in his opinion, 

there tias nothing to prevent the 

the hypothesis of the Turkish 

The PRINCIPAL SECRETARY 

to members of the Commission some 

thought that he might informally divulge 

inform& ion of e purely anecdotic character $ 

which might however make it possible more clearly to appreciate the atmosphere 

in which the convera&ions between Mr, Quimper and the Jordan Foreign Minister 

had been conducted. fi .point, in any case, worthy of attention was the 

insistence placed by the Jordan Foreign Minister on his Government 1s desire 

to adopt a line of conduct common with that of the other !rab States, since that 
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&ght imply that any new development of the problem would be re-considered not 

only by Jordan but also by all the Arab States. 

Mr, PALM&R (United States of America) felt that the fact that certain 

conditions satisfied Jordan would henceforth imply that they might prove 

satisfactory to all the Arab States, It was quite clear that the attitude 

of Israel made a favourable decision on the part of Jordan difficult, and 

equally clear that Jordan, though speaking on its own behalf, would in future 

be speaking in the name of all the Arab States. 

The CHAIti~~N concluded that, for the moment, a stalemate had baan 

reached in the question of negotiations between Israel and the Arab StaWs. 

As far as thz innermost thoughts of the Jordan Government were concerned, the 

Commission had no clues sound anough for valid conclusions to be drawn from 

tham. Once on ths spot, the Commission would no doubt be able to form its 

own opinion in full Knowledge of the facts. 

Ho addad that it would be desirable to inform the Israeli Govtirnment of the 

reply of the Gov3rnmznt of Jordan, 

The PRINCIP&L S&XZT~Y enquired whethar such communication should 

be made orally or by official letter. 

An axchangc of views in which the Chairman, Mr, Palmer and Mr, Barco 

(Unitad States of America) and Mr. Eralp (Turkey) took part, made it clear 

that, generally speaking, the mambers of thz Commission considered it would 

bz desirable to send the Israeli Governmdnt a latter indicating th; tenor of 

the Jordan Gov?rnment's reply, and since th6 two questions were intzrconnacted, 

informing it, at the Sam8 time, that the Commission was preparing to move to 

the Naar East. 

It was agreed that tha Secretariat should draft a letter on those lines. 



2, Future activity of&.~&ssib~ -i 

The CHaIM%l$ said that, the Jordan Govarnment's raply having arrived, 

the time had come to arrange for tha departure of the Commission for tha Near 

Ij;ast. 

Aftdr sn dxchanga of views during which the Commission members voiced 

their observations and desires on th+ subject of the matsri<*l organis;Ltion 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 Commissionls first meeting in Jerusalem and finally, once the progress 

report to th, a Secr&ary-General had been adopted, to decide on the date on. 

which th3 Commission would cease its meetings at Geneva. Since all those 

points required cnraful consideration, he proposed that the mdmbdrs of the 

Commission should think them over so that an official dacision could b3 taKen 

at ths next mjdting of the Commission. 

3. Press ilelease 

The CHAPMAN considered that when the Commission had taken an 

official decision on the question of its daparture, it would b+ desirable to 

issue a prass reldasa going axhaustively into tha question and indicating that 

the Commission, faced with tha impossibility of obtaining the agreement of the 

States concdrnsd to ta& part in the negotiations it had proposed, had dacidad 

to move to tha Near East with a viaw to seeking on the spot to bring about 

acceptance of tha plan which$it had failad to carry through at Geneva, It 

would also be desirable to indicata that the Conunissicn, in so doing, had always 

as its principal concarn the impl;jmentation of Generalksstembly Resolution of 

UDecember 1948. 
'., 
After discussion, 

it was spread to request the Secratariat to produce a draft prass release -.- 
for consideration by the Commission at its next maeting. 
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4, kaft Savznth.Pro:k;ress l$zt to tha Sscretary-Gdntir& 
,. I 

The CI-iaIWh& wondarad whtither in that rsport, which d&At with a 

vary important phase in the woYk of ths Commission, it would.not be 

desirabls to give in greater d&ail the g=nzral tdrrrts of thz corresponddnca 

betwadn the Commission and the various Governments on ths subject of the 

opening of the negotiations proposed in its note of 30 diay. In vi&w of the 

gravity of the question, it sejmod to him inadaquate.si.mply to ref$r rzsders 

to th?,,annzx, although such reference could still. be retained, 

Ha liKewise thought it dssirablt: to indicstk very ckarly that, during 

that phasa of its'worK, the Commission's activity had been Lviddd in czrtain 

circumstances, by motivss which the report would th+n procd:jd to outlina and, 

on all occasions, by the terms of thd kz.olution of 1lDticdnber 1948. 

Mr. PAIN&3 (United States of I,mzrica) agreed with th3 Chairman that 

in the naxt progress report to tha Sjcretary-Ganzral, ths Commission should 

trace the course of its wort( in d&ail and, in connection with thz correspondanca 

bstwatin it'and th3 various Governments conc;Jrned, should give full d&ails 

to explain its attitude. 
. . . _ 

. 
Hr. I1;EG;LP (Tur~ay) liicawiss consid$radthat, in order to safeguard 

against possible insinuation to the dffsct that th; Commission had abandonad 

its conciliatory role for that of an arbiter, it would bz ddsirtibl;'to 

indicate in the report thd reasons, for which the Commission had considered 

it prafarable not to transmit the proposals of one party directly to the 

other, 
. . 

The PWJCIPAL S.&CtiTkBY thought that ths fact should ba stressad 

that in communicating one.party's proposal to the othsr, the Commission 

engaged its own responsibility, since the Commission was not a transmitting 

agency but an organ of conciliation obliged to use grleat discsrnment:in the 

execution of its ta&. 
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The CHAIRMAN‘drew the conclusion that since thz Commission Was 

unanimous .in considering it nijcessary for the progress rdport to the 

Secretary-Gdnaral to supply full details in explahation of its attitude, 

the Secretariat might ‘be requested to alaborate those points in the report 

it was angaged in drafting. 

5. Analysis of paw and 6 of the General lisg?mbly Rasolution --v--m --- 

of 11 December 1948 

The CHAIRMAN drew the’ members’ attention to Document COM,GSN/l6 

prepared by the General Committee and containing an analysis of paragraphs 

4, 5 and 6 of the General Assembly Resolutian of 11 Decamber 1948. 

ATtar an axchange of views, tha members of the Commission recognised 

that tha documant was of real value and might be considered as constituting 

in some mannar, the official interpretation given by the Commission to 

paragraphs 4, 5 and 6 of the Resolution of 11 Decamber 1948. 

6, Rules of Procedure for the Biixed Committees (do~~~n~JAev.1) -II_ 

The CHr~JRNAN remarked that thd document in ,quastion, which was 

otherwisa a vary satisfactory one, was, at that juncture, of purely academic 

interest . He thought that it might be kept in the Commissionls archives 

for us3 in thd evsnt of circumstances later making it possible ,for ths 

establishment of rntid committeas to be contamplstad afrash, 

7, BlocKad Arab Accounts 

The PRINCIPAL S3CRi3TilIEY recalled the fact that for the operation 

of making advances to refugeas to b3 carried out successfully, in accordance 

with the procedure accepted by both Israel and the Arab States, it was 

essential for a trustee to be found with whom the funds ralaased by Israel 

for payment to the Arab refugsss could be deposited. 
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The Secretariat had undertaken steps to find such a tmstee and, to that 

end, had approached the BanK for International Settl~ments~ The latter had 

however just notified th a ~CO~OI& ildvisdrto the Commission that, during 

the lastGenera Meeting, the cantral barns had raised ObJsctions Of 

principle to thd activity concerning which the Bank had b&n approachad on 

the ground that they considered certain aspeuts 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 r&e of despositary for the 

Palestinian pounds released by Israel, it would be difficult to carry out the 

operation in the form in which it had been accepted by both parties. 

The negotiations and correspondence batw&n the secratariat and the Bank 

for IntarnationalS&,tlements had been of an informal nature and could not 

therefore be referred to in the progress report to the Secretary-General.' 

Since, however, the question was worthy of mention in the report, he 

proposed that the Commission send the Ban& for Internationnl Sattlamt%ts s.n 

official letter 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 parhaps he possible to endeavour to explore 

the possibilities in another direction, by approaching, for example, each 

of the banks of issue of the Arab States in whose territory were refugees 

who stood to benefit by the agreement batwaan Israel and tht3 Arab States 

on th* subject of froz;en assets, It might in that way ba possible to reach 

a positive result, by dividing up the problem, 

The CHkUMN thought that the new approach was tha only one 

likely to lead to a result and that it would be a good,i.dea to undertake steps 

in that direction, He likewise considered that the Commission, through the 

medium of its Secretariat, should send an official request to the Bank for 

International Sattlamants in order to obtain a reply which might figure in the 

progress report, 

I 
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Mr, PAMLR (United Statas of kmurica) shared tha Chaimim~s point 

of v&w both on tha question of the n3w direction to be given to their 

endeavours to find a trustee and on that of the official step to be taken 

with regard to the Bank for International Settlements, 

MP. JRALP (Turkey) pointed out that at the last meeting of the 

Genzrsl Committae, he had suggeste.d that the Ottoman Bank, from whom 30 far 

only an evasive reply had been obtained, should be officially approached, 

However, the suggestion of the Principal Secretary to approach each of the 

banks of issue of the different Arab States separately saemed to him to be, 

in fact, a more practical proposal, 

I,t was a,crg that the Commission should take steps on the lines suggested 

lojr the Principal Sacretsry. 

The meeting rose at 11.50 a& 

.  


