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| _ Mr. KENNEDY (Director of UNRWA) said that he had read the draft of

the - Conmiesion's Supplementary Report to the Secretary-General and thought it
- Wag an.excellent swmary of the situation. He had, however, one criticism
to offer, concerning the reference to the Report of the UNRWA in the next to
last paragreph of the draft. In view.of the fact that the Commission and

the UNRWA separately had reached substantially the, amg. conclusions, he was
of the opinion thet" 1b would be‘preferable for the Ccmmission not to refer
to the Report of the UVRWA,,@B such & procedure might give rise to the
impression that there hald lzen "collusion" between the two bodies in arriving
at their respective recommerdations,

© The CHATIRMAN remarked that the two bouies had reached the same
¢onclusions because they ‘had both studied the eltuation frum an obaective
standpotrt, He thought that the distinction between tne two bodies .might be
"'brought out 1f the Commission did meke a referenee to uhe UNPWA Repcrt.
; . He Buggested that the paregraph in queetion might be improved if, -
__instead of referring to "UNRVW.", they used a phrase such as ",.,recommendations
‘of the agency which is charged with improving the economic situation in the
-Middle East",. ‘

4dlternatively, for his paxrt he would not object to delﬁting this

passage altogether,

Mr, de BOISANGER (France) could see that there were arguments against
the Commission's mentioning the UNRWA Report in its own Report. However, in
view of the fact that the UNRWA Report had been published before the submisslion
of the Commission's Supplementary Report, and that it was tlerefore obvious
that the Commission had resd the conclusions of UNRWA, he felt that it would
be desirable for the Commnission to express its sgreement with these conclusioms,.
He suggested the following solution: Instead of mentioning this matter in the
Supplementary Report itself, the Commission might include a sultsble paragraph
in the covering letter to the Secretary-General to tle effect that it hed '
read the Report of the UNRWA end wes in agreement with the conclusions drawn
therein,-

Mr, KENNEDY (Director of UNRWA) stated that he had no objectifh to such

a procedure.. : /Mr.~BARCO
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Mr, B/RCO (United States of america) felt that the important fnctor
w:s that the two bodjes had in fact reached the same conclusicns ceprratoly.

e thought this fact should give them more weight,

The CHAIRMAN agreed that this matter could be dealt with in the
accompanying letter, in whicl it might perhaps be made clear that the Commlssion
hod already prepored its own report before seelng that of UNRWA, and had
arrived at simllar conclusiong, ‘ ,

The question was raised as to how the debate in the Ad Hoc Political
Committee'wus likely to develen when discussion of the various aspecte of,-
the Palestine question begsn. Mr. de BOISANGER (France) saild he understood
there was some fecling in the Assembly's General Committee that the verious
itéms on thé sconda concerning Palestine should be discussed together, with

the exception of tie question of Jorusalem,

Mr., BARCO (United States) stated that he understood that the feeling
in his delegation was that the Palestine question as a whole should be discupsed

at the same time,

Mr, KENNCDY (Director of UNRWA) snid that he had the impression
thnt the Arab States intended to exercise great pressure in the Aseembly in

foavour of : decision on the refugoe problcm.

Mr. do BOTSANG'R (¥France) wondered what Mr., Kennedy's views werc as
to the possibility of the Assenbly's teking a decision on the polnts raised
in the UNRWA Report, without at the same time taking a decision on those in
the Commission'!s Renort. le personclly did not see how the two could be

separated,

Mr. KBL DY {Director of UNRWA) thoucht 1t might possibly be done. _
“he UNTWA wse, in fact, -recomuending that relief be continued for another year,
end thot there Le a chenge in the attitude towards works projects. In other

/wdrds', the
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words, the UNRWA proposed that only worke proJecte which would lead to
resettlemsnt or reintee,ration of refugees be undertaken, He thought + taat

it would be desirable for the Aseemb_y %o take a final decision as to the
principles involved, but that it was not absolutely necessary for such a final
decision to be taken at the present time.

" The CHAIRMAN felt that from the stendpoint of a delegation to the
General Assenmbly 1t would appear necessary to pess a single resolution on the
issues raised in.the .two reporis, -

Mr. de BOISANGER (France) remarked that the distinotion between the
two bodies. dealing with’ the Palestine question, and tle necessity for the
continued activity of bcth were obvioue.v On the onoe ha.ni th re Was the
technical agency which must of neceeeit,f romain on the spot; on the other hand,
there was the political organ which eometimee ’ for pOlitical feaeme mi.ght find
it preferable to remalhait of the area. ' _

The Commission could well urldersteiid"cl]c viewpoint of the lDirector; of
the UNRWA That Agency did not wish to continue costly programmes of public
works which did not bea:c any direct relationehip to the settlement of the problem
of the refugees, ‘but wished to insist on works projects which would. bo of
permenent advantage to the refugees, He considered that it would be impossible
for the Assem‘bly to teke a decision in favour of the recommendatlons of UNRWA and
at the same timetake & d.ecieion which would be unfavourable to the Commission's
conclusions, This would, in his opinion, render the task of UNRWA impossible.
Either the Assembly would have to take a decision in favour of the recommendations
of both these bodles, or it would have to reJec'b botl: the reporte submitted to 1it.
It therefore seemed. to him tnat even i t.he diécueeion of the two reports could
be eeperated,, at the conclusion of these discuesione a ein{_;le resolution would

have to 'be paseed

Mr. BARCO (United. otatee), vhile in agreement with the re.soning of
Mr. de Boisanger, pointed out ‘that this was in a sense an academic question,
since they could:not predict in whai way the debate would develop.

.. Mr. KENNEDY (Director of UNRWA) said t!at his Advisory Commission was
in a better position then he to discuss this matter, However, he' thought 1t
was possible that the Goyermnente mainly concerned in this question might feel

[thet 1t ’
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thet it was better to Wait shdther year before a final decision was teken

on the principles involved; thus, the Concillation Commission mighi be asked
to continue to seek a final solution, while the Works Agency would carry on
with the programme 1t had outlined, He personally was, however, 1in agreemeht
that it would be desirable to have a final and definite decision taken &s
soon as possible,

The CHAIRMAN was happy to note that the viéws of the UNRWA as to the
best solution of the problem coincided with those of the Cormission, as the two
bodies were pursuing the eame goal, ‘

Mr. BARCO (United States of Amorica) agreed with the Chairmsn that
it was gratifying to find that there was such ciose agrecment between the two
bodies, He also felt that it wes time that the 1ssues involved were clearly
stated to the Assembly, although, as they knew, 1t was always diffioult to
find someone to express views which might perhaps not be welcomed in some
quarters,

Mr, de BOISANGER (Frence) said that he was not sure that the
recommendations of the Commission and those of the UNRWA would be viewed in =
bad light by the Arab States, He thought that privately the Arab Govermments
agreed with these conclusions, although they were not in a position to say so
publicly., They realized that these recommendetions were the only practical omes.

He felt that discussions with the Aradb delegations before the debate

would perheps yleld good results,

Mr. KENNEDY (Director of UNRWA) reminded the Commission, in conclusion,
that 1t must not be forgotten that, even if an agreed solution on the lines
envisaged were obtained immediately, it would teke some years to put into effect,

Mr. Kennedy thanked the Commission for the opportunity to see the
draft report, He repeated that he was in complete agreement with everything
that the Commission had saild therein, and was glad that the facts had been

gtated so clearly.

The CHAIRMAN expressed the Commission's appreciation of Mr. Kennedy's
visit and of the opportunity they had been afforded of discussing matters with h}’

The meeting rose at 1l.,15 a.m.

/11 p.m,



